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SDAP (v2.2) Assessment State code 1 — Development in a state-controlled road environment

Application Number TMR18-024320
SARA Application Number 1803-4620 SRA
Subject Land Enterprise Circuit, Maryborough West QLD 4650
Development Description
Aspect Of Type Of Descristion
Development Approval
Material Change @ Development Travel Centre -
of Use Permit Service Station
Application Trigger/s
Trigger Trigger Trigger Description
Mode Number
State- 10.9.4.2.4.1 Development application for
Controlled a material change of use,
Roads other than an excluded
material change of use, that
is.assessable development
under a local categorising
instrument, if all or part of
the premises— (a) are
within 25m of a State
transport corridor; or (b) are
a future State transport
corridor; or (c) are— (i)
adjacent to a road that
intersects with a State-
controlled road; and (ii)
within 100m of the
\, intersection
Assessing Officer Bryan Rivhters
Performance Acceptable outcomes Response
outcome N i

Buildings and structures

PO1 The location of
buildings, structures,
infrastructure, services
and utilities does not
create a safety hazarg
in a state-controlléd
road, or cause
damage taor abstrict
road transpolt
infrastrustore

AQY).1 Buildings,
structures, infrastructure,
services and utilities are not
lozated in a state-
controlled road.

AND

Complies — development is located on a
deceleration ramp at approximately 210m
from the SCR.

AO1.2 Buildings,
structures, infrastructure,
services and utilities can be
maintained without
requiring access to a state-
controlled road.

see response to AO1.1

PO2 The design and
construction of
buildings and
structures does not
create a safety hazard
by distracting users of

A02.1 Facades of buildings
and structures facing a
state-controlled road are
made of non-reflective
materials.

Complies — site review showed that only a
car canopy and carparks face the road with
the shop/fuel sales building located behind
these areas. Given the distance of the
proposed structures from the SCR, at
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SDAP (v2.1) Assessment State code 1 — Development in a state-controlled road environment

Performance
outcomes

a state-controlled
road.

Acceptable outcomes

OR

Response

approximately 103m from the crown of the
highway, the risk of distraction is very low.

AO2.2 Facades of buildings
and structures do not
reflect point light sources
into the face of oncoming
traffic on a state-
controlled road.

AND

see response to AO2.1

AO2.3 External lighting of
buildings and structures is
not directed into the face of
oncoming traffic on a state-
controlled road and does
not involve flashing or laser
lights.

AND

see response tc. AO2.1

A0O2.4 Advertising devices
visible from a state-
controlled road are
located and designed in
accordance with the
Roadside Advertising
Guide, Departmentof
Transport and Main Roads,
2013.

Advice riote to be included re construction
and maintenance of the sign in accordance
with the Roadside Advertising Manual.

PO3 Road, pedestrian
and bikeway bridges
over a state-
controlled road are
designed and
constructed to prevent
projectiles from being
thrown onto a state-
controlled road.

AO3.1 Road, pédestrian
and bikeway bridges over a
state-controtled road
include throw protection
screens in accordance with
sectjgn4.9.3 of the Design
Criteria fopBridges and
QiherStructures Manual,
Depaiiment of Transport
and-ain Roads, 2014.

N/A — no bridges proposed

Filling, excavation and

retaining structures

PO4 Filling and
excavation does not
interfere with, orresuit
in damage to,
infrastructuse-or
services in-a-state-
controlled fo&d.

Noté/ Information on the
locatien’ ¢f services and
publicutitity plants in a
state-controlled road can
be obtained from the Dial
Before You Dig service.

Where development will

impact on an existing or

MO acceptable outcome is
prescribed.

N/A — Construction work will be a significant
distance from the road reserve; due to,
separation of the SCR and the site by the
exit ramp.

TMR Reference Number: TMR18-024320
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SDAP (v2.1) Assessment State code 1 — Development in a state-controlled road environment

Performance
outcomes

future service or public utility
plant in a state-controlled
road such that the service or
public utility plant will need
to be relocated, the
alternative alignment must
comply with the standards
and design specifications of
the relevant service or public
utility provider, and any
costs of relocation are to be
borne by the developer.

Refer to the SDAP
Supporting Information:
Filling, excavation and
retaining structures in a
state-controlled road
environment, Department of
Transport and Main Roads,
2017, for further guidance on
how to comply with this
performance outcome.

Acceptable outcomes

Response

PO5 Filling,
excavation, building
foundations and
retaining structures
do not undermine, or
cause subsidence of, a
state-controlled road.

Note: To demonstrate
compliance with this
performance outcome, it is
recommended an RPEQ
certified geotechnical
assessment, prepared in
accordance with the Road
Planning and Design Manual
2" Edition: Volume 3,
Department of Transport and
Main Roads, 2016, is

provided.

Refer to the SDAP
Supporting Information:
Filling, excavation and
retaining structures in a
state-controlled road
environment, Department of
Transport and Main Roads,
2017, for further guidance—an
how to comply with thig
performance outcome &nd
prepare a geotechyiica!
assessment.

No acceptable outcome is
prescribed.

see resp_onse to PO4

POG6 Filling;
excavatiop,-Buitding
foundatians/and
retaifing strixctures
do’mot cause ground
water’disturbance in a
state-centrolled road.

Note: To demonstrate
compliance with this
performance outcome, it is
recommended an RPEQ

No acceptable outcome is
prescribed.

see response to PO4

TMR Reference Number: TMR18-024320
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SDAP (v2.1) Assessment State code 1 — Development in a state-controlled road environment

Performance Acceptable outcomes Response
outcomes

certified geotechnical
assessment, prepared in
accordance with the Road
Planning and Design manual
2" Edition: Volume 3,
Department of Transport and
Main Roads, 2016, is
provided.

Refer to the SDAP
Supporting Information:
Filling, excavation and
retaining structures in a
state-controlled road
environment, Department of
Transport and Main Roads,
2017, for further guidance on
how to comply with this
performance outcome and
prepare a geotechnical
assessment.

PO7 Excavation, No acceptable outcome is see response to PO4
boring, piling, blasting | prescribed.
or fill compaction
during construction of
a development does
not result in ground
movement or vibration
impacts that would
cause damage or
nuisance to a state-
controlled road, road
transport
infrastructure or road
works.

Note: To demonstrate
compliance with this
performance outcome, it is
recommended an RPEQ
certified geotechnical
assessment, prepared in
accordance with Road
Planning and Design Manual
2" Edition: Volume 3,
Department of Transport and
Main Roads, 2016, is

provided.

Refer to the SDAP
Supporting Information;
Filling, excavation apd
retaining structureg/in a
state-controlled road
environment, Department of
Transport and-Main Roads,
2017, for fytthet/guidance on
how to.compiy/with' this
perfatimance outcome and
prepare 4 geutechnical
assessfrient.

PO8 Development AO08.1 Fill, extracted see response to PO4
involving the haulage material and spoil material

of fill, extracted is not transported to or from

material or excavated the development site on a

spoil material state-controlled road.

TMR Reference Number: TMR18-024320
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SDAP (v2.1) Assessment State code 1 — Development in a state-controlled road environment

Performance
outcomes
exceeding 10,000
tonnes per year does
not damage the
pavement of a state-
controlled road.

Note: It is recommended a
pavement impact
assessment is provided.
Refer to the SDAP
Supporting Information:
Filling, excavation and
retaining structures in a
state-controlled road
environment, Department of
Transport and Main Roads,
2017, and the Guide to
Traffic Impact Assessment,
Department of Transport and
Main Roads, 2017, for
further guidance on how to
comply with this
performance outcome and
prepare a pavement impact
assessment.

Acceptable outcomes

Response

PO9 Filling and
excavation associated
with the construction of
vehicular access to a
development does not
compromise the
operation or capacity
of existing drainage
infrastructure for a
state-controlled road.

Refer to the SDAP
Supporting Information:
Filling, excavation and
retaining structures in a
state-controlled road
environment, Department of
Transport and Main Roads,
2017, for further guidance on
how to comply with this
performance outcome.

No acceptable outcome is
prescribed.

NIA — no Ei‘ainage infrastructure,
associated with the SCR, is proximate to
the proposed access locations.

PO10 Fill material
used on a
development site dogs
not result in
contamination af a
state-controlied road.

Refer to the SI2AR
SuppOrting Infermration:
Filliog, excavation and
retaining/structures in a
state-cenirolled road

“AD10.1 Fill material is free

of contaminants including
acid sulfate content.

Note: Soils and rocks should be
tested in accordance with AS
1289.0 — Methods of testing soils
for engineering purposes and AS
4133.0-2005 — Methods of testing

rocks for engineering purposes.

AND

N/A — no fill identified for the development.

TMR Reference Number: TMR18-024320
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SDAP (v2.1) Assessment State code 1 — Development in a state-controlled road environment

Performance
outcomes

environment, Department of
Transport and Main Roads,
2017, for further guidance on
how to comply with this
performance outcome.

Acceptable outcomes

A010.2 Compaction of fill
is carried out in accordance
with the requirements of AS
1289.0 2000 — Methods of
testing soils for engineering
purposes.

Response

see response to AO10.1

PO11 Filling and
excavation does not
cause wind-blown dust
nuisance in a state-
controlled road.

Refer to the SDAP
Supporting Information:
Filling, excavation and
retaining structures in a
state-controlled road
environment, Department of
Transport and Main Roads,
2017, for further guidance on
how to comply with this
performance outcome.

AO11.1 Compaction of fill
is carried out in accordance
with the requirements of AS
1289.0 2000 — Methods of
testing soils for engineering
purposes.

AND

see response to AO10.1

AO11.2 Dust suppression
measures are used during
filling and excavation
activities such as wind
breaks or barriers and
dampening of ground
surfaces.

see response to AC10:1

Stormwater and drainage

PO12 Development
does not result in an
actionable nuisance,
or worsening of,
stormwater, flooding or
drainage impacts in a
state-controlled road.

Refer to the SDAP
Supporting Information:
Stormwater and drainage in
a state-controlled road
environment, Department of
Transport and Main Roads,
2017, for further guidance on
how to comply with this
performance outcome.

No acceptable outcome is
prescribed.

I Conditicn — Standard condition IP03a to be
recommended given the elevated nature of
the site.

PO13 Run-off from the
development site is not
unlawfully discharged
to a state-controlled
road.

Refer to the SDAP
Supporting Informafion;
Stormwater and diaifizge n
a state-controtled road
environment, Department of
Transport afd Main Roads,
2017, for furtier guidance on
how totamply-with this
perigrmance-ewtcome.

AG13.1Development does
forcrgate any new points

f.discharge to a state-
ntrolled road.

Complies — stormwater to be discharged to
Enterprise Cct via overland flow and piped
connection. Standard condition IP03a to be
imposed.

A013.2 Stormwater run-off
is discharged to a lawful
point of discharge.

Note: Section 3.4 of the
Queensland Urban Drainage
Manual, Department of Energy
and Water Supply, 2013, provides
further information on lawful

points of discharge.

AND

Complies — see response to AO13.1

TMR Reference Number: TMR18-024320

Page 6 of 12

RTI-319 filel.PDF - Page Number: 18 of 235




SDAP (v2.1) Assessment State code 1 — Development in a state-controlled road environment

Performance
outcomes

Acceptable outcomes

AO013.3 Development does
not worsen the condition of
an existing lawful point of
discharge to the state-
controlled road.

Response

PO14 Run-off from the
development site
during construction
does not cause
siltation of stormwater
infrastructure affecting
a state-controlled
road.

Refer to the SDAP
Supporting Information:
Stormwater and drainage in
a state-controlled road
environment, Department of
Transport and Main Roads,
2017, for further guidance on
how to comply with this
performance outcome.

AO14.1 Run-off from the
development site during
construction is not
discharged to stormwater
infrastructure for a state-
controlled road.

N/A — Sediment and control has heen
addressed within the Stormwater
management plan.

Vehicular access to a state-controlled road

PO15 Vehicular
access to a state-
controlled road that is
alimited access road
is consistent with
government policy for
the management of
limited access roads.

Refer to the SDAP
Supporting Information:
Vehicular access to a state-
controlled road, Department
of Transport and Main
Roads, 2017, for further
guidance on how to comply
with this performance
outcome.

AO15.1 Development does
not require new or changed
access to a limited access
road.

Note: Limited access road§‘\afé
declared by the transportchief
executive under sectior/54-afthe
Transport Infrastructure Act 1894
and are identified in-the DA
mapping system

OR

N/A’=no direct access to the SCR is
praposed.

AO15.2 Amewor changed
acceéss to a limited access
roadis-cansistent with the
limited_agtess policy for the
siate-coritrolled road.

Noteimited access policies for
fiited access roads declared
under the Transport Infrastructure
Act 1994 can be obtained by
contacting the relevant
Department of Transport and Main

Roads regional office.

AND

see response to AO15.1

TMR Reference Number: TMR18-024320
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SDAP (v2.1) Assessment State code 1 — Development in a state-controlled road environment

Performance
outcomes

Acceptable outcomes

AO15.3 Where a new or
changed access is for a
service centre, access is
consistent with the Service
centre policy, Department
of Transport and Main
Roads, 2013 and the
Access policy for roadside
service centre facilities on
limited access roads,
Department of Transport
and Main Roads, 2013, and
the Service centre strategy
for the state-controlled
road.

Note: The Service centre policy,
Department of Transport and Main
Roads, 2013, Access policy for
roadside service centre facilities,
Department of Transport and Main
Roads, 2013 and the relevant
Service centre strategy for a state-
controlled road can be accessed
by contacting the relevant
Department of Transport and Main

Roads regional office.

Response

see response to AO15.1

PO16 The location and
design of vehicular
access to a state-
controlled road
(including access to a
limited access road)
does not create a
safety hazard for users
of a state-controlled
road or result in a
worsening of operating
conditions on a state-
controlled road.

Note: Where a new or
changed access between
the premises and a state-
controlled road is
proposed, the Department of
Transport and Main Roads
will need to assess the
proposal to determine.if the
vehicular access fprithe
development/is safe/An
assessment cat-be made by
Department of-Transport and
Main Roadg(as/part of the
development’assessment
procéss and a-aecision
undér section 62 of
Transpoft Infrastructure Act

1994 issued.

AQO16.1 Vehicular access i§
provided from a local roads

OR all of the following
acceptable outcomes

apply:

ramp.

AO016.2 Vehicuiaraccess
for the develogimentis
consistent with the,function
and design of the state-
controlledyoad.

AND

see discussion s4.2.3

AQ16:3 Development does
rotrequire new or
clianged access between
the premises and the state-
controlled road.

Note: A decision under section 62
of the Transport Infrastructure Act
1994 outlines the approved
conditions for use of an existing
vehicular access to a state-
controlled road. Current section
62 decisions can be obtained from
the relevant Department of
Transport and Main Roads

regional office.

AND

new s62 decision required.

TMR Reference Number: TMR18-024320
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SDAP (v2.1) Assessment State code 1 — Development in a state-controlled road environment

Performance
outcomes

Refer to the SDAP
Supporting Information:
Vehicular access to a state-
controlled road, Department
of Transport and Main
Roads, 2017, for further
guidance on how to comply
with this performance
outcome.

Acceptable outcomes

AO016.4 Use of any existing
vehicular access to the
development is consistent
with a decision under
section 62 of the Transport
Infrastructure Act 1994.

Note: The development which is
the subject of the application must
be of an equivalent use and
intensity for which the section 62
approval was issued and the
section 62 approval must have
been granted no more than 5
years prior to the lodgement of the

application.

AND

Response

see response to AO16.3

AO016.5 On-site vehicle
circulation is designed to
give priority to entering
vehicles at all times so
vehicles do not queue in a
road intersection or on the
state-controlled road.

Complies — Development is serviced by an
Auxiliary left turn lane which gives a
distance cf 157m+ to ensure access
through the exit ramp is maintained.

Vehicular access to local roads within 100 metres of an intersection with a state-controlled

road

PO17 The location and
design of vehicular
access to a local road
within 100 metres of
an intersection with a
state-controlled road
does not create a
safety hazard for users
of a state-controlled
road.

Refer to the SDAP
Supporting Information:
Vehicular access to a state-
controlled road, Department
of Transport and Main
Roads, 2017, for further
guidance on how to comply
with this performance
outcome.

AO17.1 Vehicular access-is
located as far as possible
from the state-contrelled
road intersection.

AND

N/A — access to Enterprise Cct is >100m
from intersection with SCR.

AO17.2 Vehicular access is
in accordancewitiy parts, 3,
4 and 4A‘%fthe)Road
Planning and-Besign
Manutah.2" Edition:
Voluine 3,:Department of
Transport and Main Roads,
P016.

AND

see response to AO17.1

L
X017.3 On-site vehicle

circulation is designed to
give priority to entering
vehicles at all times so
vehicles do not queue in
the intersection or on the
state-controlled road.

see response to AO17.1

Public passenger transport infrastructure on state-controlled roads

P18 Development
does10t damage or
interfereywith public
passenger transport
infrastructure, public
passenger services
or pedestrian or cycle

A018.1 Vehicular access
and associated road
access works are not
located within 5 metres of
existing public passenger
transport infrastructure.

N/A — development will not impact on public
passenger transport infrastructure.

TMR Reference Number: TMR18-024320
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SDAP (v2.1) Assessment State code 1 — Development in a state-controlled road environment

Performance
outcomes

access to public
passenger transport
infrastructure and
public passenger
services.

Refer to the SDAP
Supporting Information:
Vehicular access to a state-
controlled road, Department
of Transport and Main
Roads, 2017, for further
guidance on how to comply
with this performance
outcome.

Acceptable outcomes

AND

Response

A018.2 Development does
not necessitate the
relocation of existing public
passenger transport
infrastructure.

AND

see response to AO18.1

A018.3 On-site vehicle
circulation is designed to
give priority to entering
vehicles at all times so
vehicles using a vehicular
access do not obstruct
public passenger
transport infrastructure
and public passenger
services or obstruct
pedestrian or cycle access
to public passenger
transport infrastructure
and public passenger
services.

AND

see response t6-A018.1

A018.4 The normal
operation of puplic
passenger transport
infrastructureor public
passengefservices is not
interrupted during
constection of the
development.

see response to AO18.1

Planned upgrades

PO19 Development
does not impede
delivery of planned
upgrades of state;
controlled roads.

AQ19.1 Development is not
located on land identified
by)the Department of
Tiansport and Main Roads
as land required for the
planned upgrade of a
state-controlled road.

Note: Land required for the
planned upgrade of a state-
controlled road is identified in the
DA mapping system.

OR

N/A — no planned upgrades identified on
DSDMIP mapping.

AO019.2 Development is
sited and designed so that
permanent buildings,
structures, infrastructure,
services or utilities are not

see response to AO19.1

TMR Reference Number: TMR18-024320
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SDAP (v2.1) Assessment State code 1 — Development in a state-controlled road environment

Performance
outcomes

Acceptable outcomes

located on land identified
by the Department of
Transport and Main Roads
as land required for the
planned upgrade of a
state-controlled road.

Response

OR all of the following
acceptable outcomes

apply:

A019.3 Structures and
infrastructure located on
land identified by the
Department of Transport
and Main Roads as land
required for the planned
upgrade of a state-
controlled road are able to
be readily relocated or
removed without materially
affecting the viability or
functionality of the
development.

AND

see response to AO19.1

A019.4 Vehicular access
for the development is
consistent with the fungtion
and design of the planied
upgrade of the state-
controlled road.

AND

see response to AO19.1

A019.5 Developrient does
not involve filling,and
excavation-af;-or material
chahges to, land required
for ajpianned upgrade to a
statescontrolled road.

AND

see response to AO19.1

AQT9.6 Land is able to be
reinstated to the pre-
gievelopment condition at
the completion of the use.

see response to AO19.1

Network impacts

PO20 Development
does not resultin,a
worsening of gperating
congitions-arrthe
state-cantrolled road

netwark.

Note: To demonstrate
compliance with this
performance outcome, it is
recommended that an RPEQ

No acceptable outcome is
prescribed.

Discretion can be provided as the
department has proposed works to occur
north of the site in April 2019.

TMR Reference Number: TMR18-024320
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SDAP (v2.1) Assessment State code 1 — Development in a state-controlled road environment

Performance
outcomes

certified traffic impact
assessment is provided.

Refer to the Guide to Traffic
Impact Assessment,
Department of Transport and
Main Roads, 2017, for
further guidance on how to
comply with this
performance outcome.

Acceptable outcomes

Response

PO21 Development
does not impose traffic
loadings on a state-
controlled road which
could be
accommodated on the
local road network.

A0O21.1 The layout and
design of the development
directs traffic generated by
the development to the
local road network.

Complies — heavy vehicles exiting the
development are directed tc e local road
network.

PO22 Upgrade works

on, or associated with,
a state-controlled road
are built in accordance
with Queensland road

design standards.

A022.1 Upgrade works
required as a result of the
development are designed
and constructed in
accordance with the Road
Planning and Design Manual,
2nd edition, Department of
Transport and Main Roads,
2016.

Note: Road works in a state-

controlled road require approval
under section 33 of the Transport
Infrastructure Act 1994 befo(¢ the

works commence.

N/A — no works propesed on the SCR.

P0O23-P0O31 — Assessment against these perfoﬁﬁce outcomes has not been undertaken as the
development does not include Childcare Centre/Hospital or Educational Establishment.

TMR Reference Number: TMR18-024320
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From: Shelley Jackson
To: Andrea K McPherson; Stephanie Ellis
Subject: FW: 1803-4620 SRA - Attn: Shelley Jackson - Request to Stop Current Period
Date: Thursday, 4 October 2018 9:47:04 AM
Attachments: image001.png
image002.png
image004.png
image006.png

Dear Andrea and Stephanie (for Paul Rice)

Please note as per below emails that the applicant for the above mentioned application Retail Fuels
Developments 22 Enterprise Street Maryborough has requested to stop the current period for. a ianger
period.

Please note therefore that current due SARA timeframes are now:

e 29 November 2018 further advice response due from applicant
e 7 December 2018 TMR response due to SARA
e 13 December final response due (last day of stop the clock).

Please don't hesitate to give me a call if you want to chat further about these dates.
Kind regards

Shelley Jackson

Senior Planning Officer

Planning and Development Services
Department of State Development,
Manufacturing, Infrastructure and Planning

P 07 4122 0407
123 Wharf Street, Maryborough QLD 4650
PO Box 979, BUNDABERG QLD 4670

www.dsdmip.gld.gov.au

From: Shelley Jackson

Sent: Thursday, 4 October 2018 9:38 AM

To: Not Relevant @ipsptyltd.com.au>

Subject: FW: 1803-4620 SRA -(Attn: Shelley Jackson - Request to Stop Current Period

Dear R

As per your request this appiication has now stopped the current period until the 13 December 2018, noting
your response to WBRSARA@dsdmip.gld.gov.au will now be due by the 29 November 2018.

Please contact mie if you need to discuss this further.
Kind regards

Shelley Jackson

Senior Plannirig Officer

Pianring aiid Development Services
Department of State Development,
Manufacturing, Infrastructure and Planning

P 07 4122 0407
123 Wharf Street, Maryborough QLD 4650
PO Box 979, BUNDABERG QLD 4670

www.dsdmip.gld.gov.au
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From Not Relevant @ipsptyltd.com.au>
Sent: Wednesday, 3 October 2018 4:24 PM

To: WBBSARA <WBBSARA@dsdmip.ald.gov.au>
Subject: 1803-4620 SRA - Attn: Shelley Jackson - Request to Stop Current Period

Hi Shelley,

| write to request a stop to the current period for application 1803-4620 SRA. | request the application
stop its current period for 40 business days.

| trust the above is relatively straightforward however should you have any questions er would like to
discuss any of the above please do not hesitate to contact me.

Regards,

Not Relevant

Town Planner

Innovative Planning Solutions

P: 07 5452 5207 M: Not Relevant

Email; nr @ipsptyltd.com.au

Mail: PO Box 1043 Maroochydore Q 4558
Office: 45 First Avenue, Mooloolaba Q 4557
Web: innovativeplanningsolutions.com.au

This email and any attachments may contain confidential or privileged information and may be protected by copyright. You must
not use or disclose them other than for the purposes for which they were supplied. The confidentiality and privilege attached to this
message and attachment is not waived by reasonf mistakzn delivery to you. If you are not the intended recipient, you must not
use, disclose, retain, forward or reproduce this message or any attachments. If you receive this message in error please notify the
sender by return email or telephone, and destroy and Jelete all copies. The Department does not accept any responsibility for any
loss or damage that may result from reliance on, or use of, any information contained in this email and/or attachments.
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From: David E Lye

To: Andrea K McPherson

Subject: 5yr Crash History Report - Bruce Highway (10C), Tdist 3.2 - 4.6km
Date: Monday, 17 December 2018 1:51:54 PM

Attachments: aetjobid696085.pdf

Hi Andrea,

As discussed, please refer the attached report.

Kind Regards,

David Lye

Senior Advisor (Traffic & Road Safety) | Wide Bay/Burnett District

Program Delivery and Operations Branch | Infrastructure Management and Delivery Division | Department
of Transport and Main Roads

Floor 1 | 23 Quay Street | Bundaberg Qld 4670
Locked Bag 486 | Bundaberg Qld 4670

(07) 4181 1304 | M: Not Relevant
David.e.lye@tmr.qgld.gov.au

www.tmr.gld.gov.au
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From: Paul Rice

To: WBB.IDAS

Cc: Andrea K McPherson

Subject: FW: Service Station - Enterprise Cir Maryborough - Enquiry regarding access over landscape buffer
covenant area - ANSP220088 - MCU18/0010

Date: Monday, 8 October 2018 9:43:27 AM

Good morning Andrea,
Thank you for your time on the phone this morning.

As discussed, Council has agreed to allow access to the development site overtihe Covenant, and
has executed documentation to permanently release the Covenant from the-title.

Regards,

Paul Rice
Principal Officer Major Developments
Planning and Growth

T 07 4197 4368 | E Paul.Rice@frasercoast.gld.gov.au

From: WBB.IDAS [mailto:Wide.Bay.Burnett.IDAS@tmr.qgld.qav.au]

Sent: Tuesday 2 October 2018 9:37 AM

To: Jeff Brannan

Subject: Enquiry regarding access over landscape tutier.covenant area - ANSP220088 -
MCU18/0010

Good morning Jeff,

Thank you for your time regarding the Service Station application on Enterprise Cct in
Maryborough.

As discussed we require some-information that you may be able to assist with. The information
we require relates to a covenant over Lot 52SP220088. The item within the Further Issues letter
relevant to this issue is previded below:

Please provide further information demonstrating that the land subject to the
development-apiolication has established lawful rights for access over Covenant AN
SP220088(in Lot 52 SP220088).

Reason foi the request:

- The Department of Transport and Main Roads have advised that Covenant AN
SP220088 was created as a covenant in favour of Fraser Coast Regional Council to ensure
a-suitable landscape buffer is provided between development on Lot 52 SP220088 and
vehicle movements within Easement A RP903779.

Insufficient documentation has been provided to demonstrate that vehicular access over
the Covenant area is permitted. This may require discussions with Fraser Coast Regional
Council (the council) to determine whether the council is supportive of the impact and
associated access arrangements over the covenant area reflected in Covenant
ANSP220088.
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If you could advise on whether the requirements of the landscape buffer are being upheld or
whether access over this area would be permitted.

Your assistance would be greatly appreciated.

Kind regards

Andrea McPherson

A/ Senior Planner Wide Bay/Burnett District

Program Delivery and Operations Branch | Infrastructure Management and Delivery Divisicn| Department
of Transport and Main Roads

andrea.k.mcpherson@tmr.gld.gov.au
www.tmr.gld.gov.au

KEAIKAAIAAAIAAAIAAIAEIAAIAEAAIAEIAAIAEAAIAAAAAAIAAAAAALARNAAAAAAAAAAAAArdrhhkhhhhhiihkiiikiik

WARNING: This email (including any attaciiments) may contain legally
privileged, confidential or private information-and may be protected by
copyright. You may only use it if you are tie person(s) it was

intended to be sent to and if you use it in-an authorised way. No one

is allowed to use, review, alter, transmit, disclose, distribute, print

or copy this email without appropriate authority.

If this email was not intended for you and was sent to you by mistake,
please telephone or email me immediately, destroy any hardcopies of
this email and delete it and any copies of it from your computer
system. Any right which ihe serider may have under copyright law, and
any legal privilege and cerificentiality attached to this email is not
waived or destroyed By thai mistake.

It is your responsibitity to ensure that this email does not contain
and is not affected by computer viruses, defects or interference by
third parties or repiication problems (including incompatibility with
your computer system).

Opinions coritained in this email do not necessarily reflect the

opiriions of the Department of Transport and Main Roads,

or-endorsed organisations utilising the same infrastructure.
B R R e P R R R R R R e R S R S S R S S R S R R R S R R S R R S R R S R R S e R S e R S S R S S R S S e S e

Click here to report this email as spam.
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Disclaimer: If you receive this email by mistake please notify the sender and do not make any use of it. Council does not waive any
privilege, confidentiality or copyright associated with this email or any attachments.

2]

PO Box 1943, HERVEY BAY Q 4655
T 1300794929 | F(07) 4197 4455
Keep up to date with Council activities and have your say at frasercoast.qld.gov.au

Disclaimer: If you receive this email by mistake please notify the sender and do not make any use of it Couricil does not waive any
privilege, confidentiality or copyright associated with this email or any attachments.
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From: Wesley F Christensen

To: Andrea K McPherson
Subject: RE: Traffic volume trends for 10c - traffic counter 120412 and 121016
Date: Monday, 17 December 2018 11:20:22 AM

Andrea, the assumption is that the traffic figures are lower for the 2012 to 2017 period due to
construction of the Cooroy to Curra sections A through to C, as this ties in with the decrease in
volumes along 10A, 10B and some sections of 10C (towards the start of the road).

The estimated ADT for the 2018 appears to put the volumes (and growth) back on track..

Wes

Wesley Christensen

Traffic Analysis Officer| Wide Bay Burnett District

Program Delivery and Operations Branch | Infrastructure Management and Delivery Division | Department
of Transport and Main Roads

Floor 1| 23 Quay Street | Bundaberg Qld 4670
Locked Bag 486 | Bundaberg Qld 4670

(07) 41540241 | M; Not Relevant
wesley.f.christensen@tmr.gld.gov.au

www.tmr.gld.gov.au

From: Andrea K McPherson

Sent: Monday, 17 December 2018 10:47 AM

To: Wesley F Christensen <wesley.f.chiristensen@tmr.qld.gov.au>

Subject: Traffic volume trends.for 10c - traffic counter 120412 and 121016

Hey Wes,

So | can include your cornments re future traffic volume trends could you please outline your
predictions and justification.
As per our ...most enlightening discussions.

Cheers,

Andrea MciRherson

Senior Planner Wide Bay/Burnett District

Pragrarn Delivery and Operations Branch | Infrastructure Management and Delivery Division | Department
of Transport and Main Roads

Floor 1 | 23 Quay Street | Bundaberg Qld 4670
Locked Bag 486 | Bundaberg Qld 4670

(07) 4154 0208

wbb.idas@tmr.qld.gov.au
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From: Wesley F Christensen

To: Andrea K McPherson

Subject: RE: Traffic counts - hourly

Date: Monday, 7 January 2019 11:56:36 AM
Attachments: 2017 Weekly Vol 10A_480_914.pdf

Andrea, please find attached you requested traffic data.

Wes

Wesley Christensen

Traffic Analysis Officer| Wide Bay Burnett District

Program Delivery and Operations Branch | Infrastructure Management and Delivery Division | Department
of Transport and Main Roads

Floor 1| 23 Quay Street | Bundaberg Qld 4670
Locked Bag 486 | Bundaberg Qld 4670

(07) 41540241 | M Not Relevant
wesley.f.christensen@tmr.qld.gov.au

www.tmr.gld.gov.au

From: Andrea K McPherson

Sent: Monday, 7 January 2019 10:31 AM

To: Wesley F Christensen <wesley.f.christensen@tmr.qld.gov.au>
Subject: Traffic counts - hourly

Good morning Wes,

Happy New Year

Could you please provide yc¢ur'most recent counts for the following roads:
480 — site 23920

10A- site 20521 (do-you have any counts?)

914 — site 23904

Many thanks

Andrea McPherson

Senici RlannerWide Bay/Burnett District

Prcgram-Delivery and Operations Branch | Infrastructure Management and Delivery Division | Department
of Transport and Main Roads

Floor 1 | 23 Quay Street | Bundaberg Qld 4670
Locked Bag 486 | Bundaberg Qld 4670

(07) 4154 0208

wbb.idas@tmr.qgld.gov.au
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From: WBB.IDAS

To: NR  @ipsptyltd.com.au”

Cc: "WBBSARA"

Subject: 1803-4620 SRA - Amended plans - Service Station at Maryborough
Date: Wednesday, 9 January 2019 4:05:00 PM

Good afternoon NR

As discussed the amended drawings, provided on the 20/12/2018, do not correlate with/those
provided within the Traffic Impact Assessment (Drawing no 714 _TRGO07, SK.04 (rev B).-Turnpaths
on the Proposed Site Plan (DA-02 (rev E) showed that heavy vehicles could not.cempicte the
movement within the proposed Auxiliary Left turn (AUL) lane, with the througn lane still being
required to turn into the access.

The department supports the access at a distance of less than 180m ficm the exit nose of the
exit ramp, so long as through traffic is not constrained by vehicles turning into the development.
Please review and revise the drawings to provide an access location where all movements into
the development can be achieved from the AUL.

Currently a resolution to this matter is required prior to the 25/01/2018. To enable the
department’s response and the subsequent SARA Referiai Agency Response to be provided

please respond at your earliest convenience.

Kind regards,
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From: Peter Mucahy
To: Andrea K McPherson
ce: WEB.IDAS
Subject: TMR18-024320 (SARA extension of refvrra\ agency response period)
Date: Wednesday, 13 February 2019 1:01:57 P}
Attachments: image00L.png

image012.

‘GE35-N Notice of extension to application timeframe 1803-4620 SRA.pdf

Good Afternoon Andrea,
TMR18-024320
Further to our discussion regarding the above application, the applicant has provided written agreement for an extension of the SARA referral agency response period until 26 February 2019.

In addition, the TMR technical agency response period has also been extended until 19 February 2019.

A copy of the extension confirmation has also been forwarded to the applicant and Fraser Coast Regional Council.
If you wish to discuss this application in the interim, please contact me on (07) 4331 5603.
Kind Regards,

Peter

Peter Mulcahy
Principal Planning Officer
Planning and Development Services
Department of State Development,
Manufacturing, Infrastructure and Planning
P07 4331 5603 E Peter.Mulcahy@dsdmip.qld gov.au
Level 1, 7 Takalvan Street, Bundaberg QLD 4670
PO Box 979 Bundaberg QLD 4670

s nip.ald.gov.au

LET'S CONNECT

“This email and any attachments may contain confidential or privileged information and may be protected by copyright. You must not use or lisclose them otier thin for the purposes for which they were supplied. T} attachment s not waived by reason of
mistaken delivery to you. If you are not the intended recipient, you must not use, disclose, retain, forward or reproduce this message or any atacments. If yo'1 “éceive this message in error please notify the sender hy return email urt&lephune and destroy and delete all copies. The Department does not accept any
responsibility for any loss or damage that may result from reliance on, or use of, any information contained in this email and/or attachments.
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From:

To: WBB.IDAS

Cc: | Not Relevant

Subject: FW: Request for electronic SIDRA files for proposed development for Retail Fuel Developments at 22
Enterprise Circuit, Maryborough West (Your Ref: 714_TRGO7 Revision B dated 6 August 2018)

Date: Monday, 20 August 2018 1:58:27 PM

Attachments: Caltex Access Intersection.sip7

Good afternoon,
Further to your email below, please find attached SIDRA files relating to this applicatiot.

Regards,

| Not Relevant

Senior Associate
BE Civil, MIEAUST

t 073166 9216

Not Relevant |
e NR @qtraffic.com.au

w www.gtraffic.com.au

Disclaimer: The information contained in this e-mail message is intended only for the use %f the person or entity to whom it is addressed and may
contain information that is CONFIDENTIAL. If you read this message and arg\llot the addressee you are notified that use, dissemination,
distribution, or reproduction of this message is prohibited. If you have receives.tihis message in error, please notify the sender immediately and
delete the original message. You should scan this message and any attaCheghfiles jor viruses. The sender accepts no liability for any loss caused
either directly or indirectly by a virus arising from the use of this message o¥ Any attached file.

From: WBB.IDAS <Wide.Bay.Burnett.IDAS@tmr.¢id.gov.au>

Sent: Monday, 20 August 2018 8:33 AM

To: Not Relevant |@ gtraffic.com.au>

Cc: WBBSARA <WBBSARA@dsdip.qgld.gov.au>

Subject: Request for electronic SIDRA files for proposed development for Retail Fuel
Developments at 22 Enterprise Circuit, Maryborough West (Your Ref: 714_TRGO7 Revision B
dated 6 August 2018)

Hello|  we |

Reference is made to the above development application referred to the Department of State
Development, Matiufacturing Infrastructure and Planning (DSDMIP) on 11 April 2018.

Transport and/Mzin.Roads (TMR) have received a copy of a traffic report prepared by QTraffic
Consultants (Ref{ 714 TRGO7 Revision B dated 6 August 2018) as it relates to the information
request issued-hy DSDMIP dated 26 April 2018.

Appendix G of the traffic report includes SIDRA modelling results for the Caltex Access.

Taassist TMR in the assessment of the development application, could you please forward the
electrenic SIDRA files for the intersection modelled to our Bundaberg office via

WBB.IDAS@tmr.qgld.gov.au

Please be aware that there is size limitations for incoming emails and due to system constraints,
incoming emails in excess of 10Mb in size will be unable to be successfully received.

RTI-319 filel.PDF - Page Number: 36 of 235



Should you wish to discuss further, please do not hesitate to call me on my direct number below.

Kind regards

Bryan Richters

Program Support Coordinator (Development Assessment) | Project Planning and Corridor Management
Program Delivery and Operations | Branch Infrastructre and Delivery | Department of Transport arid-iviain
Roads

Floor 1 | Bundaberg Main Roads Building | 23 Quay Street | Bundaberg QIld 4670
Locked Bag 486 | Bundaberg QIld 4670
P: (07) 4154 0280 | F: (07) 4152 3878

E: WBB.IDAS@tmr.gld.gov.au
W: www.tmr.gld.gov.au

3k 3k %k 3k 3k %k 3k 3k %k 3k 3k %k 3k 3k %k 3k 3k %k 3k 3k %k 3k 3k %k 3k 3k %k 3k 3k %k 3k 5k %k 3k 5k %k 3k 5k %k 3k 5k %k 3k 5k %k 3k 3k 3 koo %k %k 5k %k ek %k %k 5k %k %k 5k %k %k >k %k %k >k k k x

WARNING: This email (including any attachments) may centain iegally
privileged, confidential or private information and may'be grotected by
copyright. You may only use it if you are the person(s) it-was

intended to be sent to and if you use it in an authorised way. No one

is allowed to use, review, alter, transmit, disclose, distribute, print

or copy this email without appropriate authority.

If this email was not intended for you and was serit to you by mistake,
please telephone or email me immediately, destroy any hardcopies of
this email and delete it and any copies cf'it from your computer
system. Any right which the sender may have under copyright law, and
any legal privilege and confidentiality attached to this email is not
waived or destroyed by that mistake.

It is your responsibility to/ensure that this email does not contain
and is not affected by computer viruses, defects or interference by
third parties or replication problems (including incompatibility with
your computer system).

Opinions contained in this email do not necessarily reflect the
opinions of the Department of Transport and Main Roads,

or endorsed organisations utilising the same infrastructure.
5 %k % sk K ok sk sk ok sk %k ok ok sk %k ok ok %k sk %k ok ok sk %k ok ok ok %k %k ok ok %k %k ok ok ok %k %k ok ok %k %k %k ok ok %k %k ok ok %k %k %k ok ok %k %k %k ok ok %k %k ok ok k ok ok ok ok k
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Fae L Cooke

From: No Reply <mydas-notifications-prod2@qld.gov.au>

Sent: Wednesday, 15 August 2018 8:19 AM

To: WBB.IDAS

Subject: 1803-4620 SRA — TA assessment requested (information response received)

SARA role: referral agency

On 15 August 2018, the applicant provided a response to the Department of State Development, Manufacturing,
Infrastructure and Planning's information request for 1803-4620 SRA.

The development application is for the following premises:

Lot and Adjacent or Local government
SO Address
plan adjoining area
22 Enterprise Circuit, Fraser Coast
525P220088 No Maryborough West Regional Council
Enterprise Circuit, Fraser Coast
535P200102|No Maryborough West Regional Council

If the information request included matters within your agency's jurisdiction, please provide your technical assessment
to the department by 10 September 2018.

If you have already provided your technical assessment, please review the information provided by the applicant and
advise the department, as soon as possible, if an amendment (o your response is required.

Please contact Shelley Jackson, Senior Planning Officer on 0741220407 or via email WBBSARA@dsdmip.qgld.gov.au
if you have any queries.

This is a system-generated message. Do not respond to this email.
GE17-E

]

Department of State Development,
Manufacturing, Infrastructure and Planning

Email Id: RFLG-0818-0002-6825

RTI-319 filel.PDF - Page Number: 38 of 235



From: Peter Mulcahy
To: Andrea K McPherson
Cc: WBB.IDAS
Subject: FW: 1803-4620 SRA - proposed MCU (Service Station) at 22 Enterprise Circuit, Maryborough West
Date: Tuesday, 12 February 2019 12:09:54 PM
Attachments: image001.png
image002.png
image003.png
image006.png
Further amended DA set 12.02.19.pdf
Amended sketch plan.pdf

Good Afternoon Andrea,

Proposed MCU (Service Station) at Maryborough West
TMR Reference: TMR18-024320

SARA Reference: 1803-4620 SRA

Further to our discussion yesterday, please find attached a full set of amenced plans (incorporating the
sketch plan).

| will upload these plans to MyDAS2.

Please note | have secured a ten (10) business day extension until 26 February 2019 (SARA to provide
confirmation letter tomorrow).

If you have any queries or wish to discuss this application, piease contact me on (07) 4331 5603.
Kind Regards,
Peter

Peter Mulcahy

Principal Planning Officer

Planning and Development Services
Department of State Development,
Manufacturing, Infrastructure and Planning

P 07 4331 5603 E Peter.Mulcahy@dsdmip.qld.gov.au
Level 1, 7 Takalvan Street, Bundaberg QLD 4670

PO Box 979 Bundaberg QLD 4670
www.dsdmip.qld.gov.au

LET’S CONNECT

From: Not Retebant @ipsptyltd.com.au>

Sent: Tuesday, 12 February 2019 11:34 AM

To: Peter Mulcahy <Peter.Mulcahy@dsdmip.qgld.gov.au>

Subject: RE: 1803-4620 SRA - proposed MCU (Service Station) at 22 Enterprise Circuit, Maryborough
West

Hi Peter,

Please find attached a full set of amended plans that reflect the ‘in principle’ agreed sketch plan
attached.
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If you could kindly confirm TMR’s final acceptance and look to finalise a concurrence agency
response on this basis it would be greatly appreciated.

Regards

Not Relevant

Town Planner
Innovative Planning Solutions

P: 07 5452 5207 M: Not Relevant

Emailf ~nr @ipsptyltd.com.au

Mail: PO Box 1043 Maroochydore Q 4558
Office: 45 First Avenue, Mooloolaba Q 4557
Web: innovativeplanningsolutions.com.au

From: Peter Mulcahy <Peter.Mulcahy@dsdmip.gld.gov.au>
Sent: Tuesday, 12 February 2019 8:40 AM

To: Not Relevant @ipsptyltd.com.au>
Subject: 1803-4620 SRA - proposed MCU (Service Station}at 22 Enterprise Circuit, Maryborough
West

Good Morning  nr

Proposed MCU (Service Station)
Enterprise Circuit, MARYBOROUGH WEST ({Lot'5Z/'0ori,SP220088 and Lot 53 on SP200102)
SARA Reference: 1803-4620 SRA

Thanks for your time yesterday in discussing-the abhove application.

As per our discussion, SARA are requesting-an extension to the decision period and additionally a
revised site plan which incorporates the attached sketch.

Would you please request an extension via e-mail and | can formalise this today. Happy for your to
nominate a timeframe for the exiension based on our discussion and the revision to the site plan.

If you wish to discuss, please contact me on (07) 4331 5603.
Kind Regards,

Peter

Peter Mulcahy

Principal Planning Officer

Planning and Jeveiopment Services
Deparirment cf State Development,
Mariufacturing, Infrastructure and Planning

Level 1, 7 Takalvan Street, Bundaberg QLD 4670
PO Box 979 Bundaberg QLD 4670

www.dsdmip.gld.gov.au

LET’S CONNECT
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This email and any attachments may contain confidential or privileged information and may be protected by copyright. You must
not use or disclose them other than for the purposes for which they were supplied. The confidentiality and privilege attachied to
this message and attachment is not waived by reason of mistaken delivery to you. If you are not the intended recipieiit, you must
not use, disclose, retain, forward or reproduce this message or any attachments. If you receive this message in errar piease notify
the sender by return email or telephone, and destroy and delete all copies. The Department does not accept any responsibility
for any loss or damage that may result from reliance on, or use of, any information contained in this emaii ana/or attachments.
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Fae L Cooke

From: Peter Mulcahy <Peter.Mulcahy@dsdmip.qld.gov.au>

Sent: Thursday, 6 December 2018 10:57 AM

To: Andrea K McPherson

Cc: WBB.IDAS

Subject: TMR18-024320 - Request to Stop Current Period - Service Station at Maryborough
Categories: Filing eDAM

Good Morning Andrea,

Proposed MCU (Service Station) at Enterprise Circuit, Maryborough West
TMR18-024320

Thanks for your time earlier.

Please find below pause notice request for a further 25 business days, with the new date being 25 January 2019.

Notwithstanding the pause request, | will work with you to expedite the assessment if possible.
The new date will take effect in the MyDAS2 system from Monday.

Kind Regards,

Peter

Peter Mulcahy

Principal Planning Officer

“Planning and Development Services
Department of State Development,
Manufacturing, Infrastructure and Planning

AUDAT AT TIDELS

Queensland P 0743315603 E Peter.Mulcahy@dilgp.ald.gev.au

Government Level 1, 7 Takalvan Street, Bundaberg QLD 4670
PO Box 979, Bundaberg QLD 4670
www.dsdmip.qgld.gov.au

From: Not Relevant @ipsptyitd.com.au>

Sent: Thursday, 6 December 2018 9:51'AM

To: WBBSARA <WBBSARA@dsdmip.aid.gov.au>

Cc: Peter Mulcahy <Peter.Mulcahy@dsdmip.qld.gov.au>

Subject: 1803-4620 SRA - Redauest io Stop Current Period - Service Station at Maryborough

Hi Peter,

As discussed earlier this week, in order to allow time for us to provide an amended site plan back to the Department
that aligns with the recommendations of the traffic report and to allow sufficient time for Main Roads and DSDMIP
officers to review andfinalise a response | herein stop the current period on this application for an additional 25

business days.

| trust the above Is relatively straightforward however should you have any questions or would like to discuss any of
the above please do not hesitate to contact me.

Regards,

NR
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Not Relevant

Town Planner

Innovative Planning Solutions

P:07 5452 5207 Mi  NotRelvant |
Email ipsptyltd.com.au

Mail: PO Box 1043 Maroochydore Q 4558
Office: 45 First Avenue, Mooloolaba Q 4557
Web: innovativeplanningsolutions.com.au

ATIVE
NING
SO UTIONS

This email and any attachments may contain confidential or privileged information and may be protected by copyright. You must not use or disclose
them other than for the purposes for which they were supplied. The confidentiality and privilege attached to this nmiescage and attachment is not waived
by reason of mistaken delivery to you. If you are not the intended recipient, you must not use, disclose, retain, forward er reproduce this message or any
attachments. If you receive this message in error please notify the sender by return email or telephone, and destroy and delete all copies. The
Department does not accept any responsibility for any loss or damage that may result from reliance on, crtse of, any information contained in this email
and/or attachments.
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From: No Reply

To: shelley.jackson@dsdmip.gld.gov.au; enquiry@frasercoast.gld.gov.au
Cc: info@ipsptyltd.com.au

Subject: 1803-4620 SRA application correspondence

Date: Friday, 22 February 2019 10:33:32 AM

Attachments: Extent of the pavement upgrade.pdf

TMR LAYOUT PLAN TMR18 024320.pdf

TIA - Application decision - s62A (PA) - Approval_2.pdf
Plans.pdf

Statement of reasons_1803-4620 SRA.pdf

Response with conditions 1803-4620 SRA.pdf

Please find attached a notice regarding application 1803-4620 SRA.

If you require any further information in relation to the application, please contaci.the Department of
State Development, Manufacturing, Infrastructure and Planning on the detailsgrovided in the notice.

This is a system-generated message. Do not respond to this email.
RA6-N
alt=

..
Department of State Development,

Manufacturing, Infrastructure and Planning

Email 1d: RFLG-0219-0004-1260
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Fae L Cooke

From: No Reply <mydas-notifications-prod2@qld.gov.au>
Sent: Wednesday, 11 April 2018 5:41 PM

To: WBB.IDAS

Subject: 1803-4620 SRA — Request TA assessment (confirmation)

SARA role: referral agency

Lot and Adjacent or Local government

SO Address
plan adjoining area
22 Enterprise Circuit, Fraser Coast
525P220088 No Maryborough West Regional Council
Enterprise Circuit, Fraser Coast
535P200102No Maryborough West Regional Council

The Department of State Development, Manufacturing, Infrastructure and Planning previously forwarded your agency
a request for technical assessment of this application on 11 April 2018.

The department has now validated the application and confirms it is properly referred. Please provide a technical
assessment of this application for relevant triggers listed below (noting that DSDMIP will assess triggers marked Y in
the 'Fast track?' column):

Referral agency triggers for SARA role

Technical [Fast

Trigger Description agency track?

Development application for a material change
of use, other than an excluded material change
of use, that is assessable development under &
local categorising instrument, if all or part of the
premises-

1 (a) are within 25m of a State transport corricor;
or

10.9.4.2.4. DTMR N

(b) are a future State transport corrider;.or
(c) are-

(i) adjacent to a road that intersects with a
State-controlled road; and

(ii) within 100m of the intersaction

Please note that triggers may have changed during the validation process.
Due dates
If required, please provide your agency's request for further information by 20 April 2018. Alternatively please provide

your agency's technical assessmentresponse by 9 May 2018.

The technical agency assessment response template is now available for download from the Manage Documents
section of the application dashboard (reference 1803-4620 SRA) in MyDAS?2.

The application has heen assigned to the department's Wide Bay Burnett regional office. For more information, please
contact Danica Clark,Senior Planner, on 43315619 or via email WBBSARA@dilgp.gld.gov.au.

This is a system-generated message. Do not respond to this email.
GE3-E
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Department of State Development,
Manufacturing, Infrastructure and Planning

Email Id: RFLG-0418-0001-7739
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Fae L Cooke

From: No Reply <mydas-notifications-prod2@qld.gov.au>

Sent: Wednesday, 11 April 2018 11:33 AM

To: WBB.IDAS

Subject: 1803-4620 SRA - request for technical assessment (initial notification)

SARA role: referral agency

The Department of State Development, Manufacturing, Infrastructure and Planning received a development
application on 11 April 2018 for the premises described below:

Lot and Adjacent or Local government

SO Address
plan adjoining area
22 Enterprise Circuit, Fraser Coast
525P220088 No Maryborough West Regional Council
Enterprise Circuit, Fraser Coast
535P200102 No Maryborough West Regional Council

The applicant has identified the following triggers for the application:

Referral agency triggers for SARA role
Trigger Description Teohmifal |Fast
99 P agency track?
Development application for a material change
of use, other than an excluded material change
of use, that is assessable development under a
local categorising instrument, if all or part of the
premises-
L i
10.94.2.4.1 ga:) are within 25m of a State transport corridor;

(b) are a future State transport corridor; or
(c) are-

(i) adjacent to a road that intersects with a
State-controlled road; and

(i) within 100m of the intersecticn

DTMR N

This application has been assigned to the department's Wide Bay Burnett regional office and is in the process of
being validated to confirm all application reguirements are met.

Once validated, we will send an emaii-confirming the triggers for your agency to assess (marked as NO in the fast
track column) and relevant due gates.You will then be able to access the technical agency assessment response
template in the Manage documenis section of MyDAS2 from the application dashboard (reference 1803-4620 SRA).

For more information, please contact the Wide Bay Burnett regional office on 0743315614 or via email
WBBSARA@dilgp.qld.gev.au.

This is a system-generated message. Do not respond to this email.
GEL1-E

]

Department of State Development,
Manufacturing, Infrastructure and Planning
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From: Peter Mulcahy

To: Andrea K McPherson
Cc: Luke Lankowski; WBB.IDAS
Subject: FW: Proposed MCU (Service Station) - 22 Enterprise Circuit, Maryborough West
Date: Monday, 18 February 2019 11:32:49 AM
Attachments: image001.png
image011.png

RE 1803-4620 SRA - proposed MCU (Service Station) at 22 Enterprise Circuit Maryborough West .msg
GE35-N Notice of extension to application timeframe 1803-4620 SRA.pdf

Good Morning Andrea/Luke,
1803-4620 SRA

E-mail received from Not Relevant RE: status of proposed MCU (Service Station) at
Enterprise Circuit, Maryborough West.

Kind Regards,

Peter

From: Not Relevant @ipsptyltd.com.au>

Sent: Monday, 18 February 2019 11:30 AM

To: Peter Mulcahy <Peter.Mulcahy@dsdmip.qgld.gov.au>

Subject: FW: Proposed MCU (Service Station) - 22 Enterprise Circuit, Maryborough West

Hi Peter,

Just a check in regarding this application, | know you guys have until 26 Feb but | just have the
client anxiously checking in to make sure you have everything you need.

If you could provide an update as to how things are travelling that would be great.

Thanks

NR

From: Peter Mulcahy <Peter. Miuicahy@dsdmip.gld.gov.au>

Sent: Wednesday, 13 February 2019 1:06 PM

To: Not Relevant @ipsptyltd.com.au>

Cc: 'Development Planiting"<Development@frasercoast.qld.gov.au>

Subject: Proposed MCit(Sarvice Station) - 22 Enterprise Circuit, Maryborough West

Good Afternoon}— nr
Proposed MCU (Sefvice Station) at 22 Enterprise Circuit, MARYBOROUGH
| refer to your written consent for extension received by SARA on 12 February 2019 (attached).

Please find attached SARA correspondence which extends the referral agency response period until
26 February 2019.

The full set of updated proposal plans was forwarded to TMR yesterday for finalisation of their
assessment.

If you have any queries in the interim, please contact me on (07) 4331 5603.
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Kind Regards,

Peter

Peter Mulcahy

Principal Planning Officer

Planning and Development Services
Department of State Development,
Manufacturing, Infrastructure and Planning

P 07 4331 5603 E Peter.Mulcahy@dsdmip.gld.gov.au
Level 1, 7 Takalvan Street, Bundaberg QLD 4670

PO Box 979 Bundaberg QLD 4670
www.dsdmip.gld.gov.au

LET’S CONNECT

This email and any attachments may contain confidential or privileged information and may be protected by copyright. You
must not use or disclose them other than for the purposes for which‘thiey were supplied. The confidentiality and privilege
attached to this message and attachment is not waived by reason of mistaken delivery to you. If you are not the intended
recipient, you must not use, disclose, retain, forward or reproduce this message or any attachments. If you receive this
message in error please notify the sender by return email or teleptione, and destroy and delete all copies. The Department
does not accept any responsibility for any loss or damage that may result from reliance on, or use of, any information
contained in this email and/or attachments.
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From: STANTON Scott

To: Bryan R Richters

Cc: EERGUSON Toni

Subject: RE: Easement Documentation relevant to Lots 52 SP220088 and Lot 53 SP200102
Date: Wednesday, 22 August 2018 2:01:29 PM

Attachments: image002.png

71251186.pdf
701383964.pdf
Title 50755498.pdf

Hi Bryan

Copies of easement and covenant docs referred to on title attached

Regards

Scott Stanton

Senior Land Officer

Land Services| South Region

Department of Natural Resources and Mings

P: (07) 4190 3839 M Not Relevant

E: scott.stanton@dnrm.qgld.gov.au

A: Station Chambers 120 Lennox Street, Maryborough QLD 4650
W: www.dnrm.gld.gov.au

White Ribbon

Australia

From: Bryan R Richters <Bryan.R.Richters@tmr.gld.gov.au>

Sent: Wednesday, 22 Auglist 2018 1:56 PM

To: STANTON Scott

Subject: FW: Easement Documentation relevant to Lots 52 SP220088 and Lot 53 SP200102

Hi Scott,

Email as requested.

As disciissed, | forgot to mention that covenant 712151186 is relevant to Easement AN
SP2208088 on Lot 52 SP220088. The purpose of this easement is sought as to whether it

precludes vehicular access over EMT AN SP220088.

Any assistance you can provide would be greatly appreciated.

RTI-319 filel.PDF - Page Number: 51 of 235



Kind regards

Bryan Richters

Program Support Coordinator (Development Assessment) | Project Planning and Corridor Management
Program Delivery and Operations | Branch Infrastructre and Delivery | Department of Transpeitand Main
Roads

Floor 1 | Bundaberg Main Roads Building | 23 Quay Street | Bundaberg Qld 4670
Locked Bag 486 | Bundaberg Qld 4670
P: (07) 4154 0280 | F: (07) 4152 3878

E: bryan.r.richters@tmr.gld.gov.au
W: www.tmr.gld.gov.au

From: Bryan R Richters
Sent: Wednesday, 22 August 2018 1:49 PM

To: 'Toni.Ferguson@dnrme.gld.gov.au' <Toni.Ferglison@dnrme.qld.gov.au>
Subject: Easement Documentation relevant te Lots’52 SP220088 and Lot 53 SP200102

Hi Toni,
How are you. | hope this email finds you well and in good spirits.

| tried to call today but have been inferrred you are in bris vegas for work. Anyways, | was hoping
| could garner some assistance with a particular matter involving access over land adjacent to the
state-controlled road.

| am currently assessing acieveicpment application on Lots 52 SP220088 and Lot 53 SP200102. A
title search shows that there are easements burdening/benefiting the land as follows:-

e Lot 52 SP22008% hes easement number 701383964 and covenant 712151186; and
e Lot 53 SP200102 has easement 701383964.

For the purposes of the our jurisdiction under the Transport Infrastructure Act 1994, | am trying
to ascertain whether these lots have lawful access over Lot 2 RP905100. The applicant for the
development application provided two title searches and easement 701739320 documentation
only.

Would/icbe possible to obtain a copy of the documentation for easement 701383964 and
covenant 712151186 to see if they permit access over Lot 2 RP905100.

Any advice/information you can provide would be greatly appreciated.

If you need further information, please call me on the number below.

Kind regards

RTI-319 filel.PDF - Page Number: 52 of 235



Bryan Richters

Program Support Coordinator (Development Assessment) | Project Planning and Corridor Management
Program Delivery and Operations | Branch Infrastructre and Delivery | Department of Transport and Main
Roads

P: F:
E: bryan.r.richters@tmr.gld.gov.au
W: www.tmr.gld.gov.au

*AhhkhkArAAkAAAkAAAkAAAkArAAkrrhkrErhkhkrhkhkrhhkhkrhhkhkihhkhkihhkdAhkhkrhkhkkihhkkihhkhhhkkhhhkkhkihkkhihkiiikiik

WARNING: This email (including any attachments) may contain legally
privileged, confidential or private information and may be protected by
copyright. You may only use it if you are the parson(s) it was

intended to be sent to and if you use it in an atithorised way. No one

is allowed to use, review, alter, transmit; disciase, distribute, print

or copy this email without appropriate auinority.

If this email was not intended for you and was sent to you by mistake,
please telephone or email me immediately, destroy any hardcopies of
this email and delete it and any copies of it from your computer
system. Any right which the sender may have under copyright law, and
any legal privilege and confidentiality attached to this email is not
waived or destroyed by that' misiake.

It is your responsibility to ensure that this email does not contain
and is not affected by comiputer viruses, defects or interference by
third parties or replication problems (including incompatibility with
your computer systern).

Opinions contatiied in this email do not necessarily reflect the
opinions of the Department of Transport and Main Roads,
or endorsed organisations utilising the same infrastructure.

B R R o R e S R R R R R e e R R R R R R R R R R S R R R R R R R R R R R R R R R R R R R R R R R R R R R R R R S S R R R

The iformation in this email together with any attachments is intended only for the person
or entity to which it is addressed and may contain confidential and/or privileged material.
There is no waiver of any confidentiality/privilege by your inadvertent receipt of this
material.

Any form of review, disclosure, modification, distribution and/or publication of this email
message is prohibited, unless as a necessary part of Departmental business.

If you have received this message in error, you are asked to inform the sender as quickly as
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possible and delete this message and any copies of this message from your computer
and/or your computer system network.
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From: Adam S Fryer

To: Bryan R Richters

Subject: FW: Exit ramp nose

Date: Friday, 20 April 2018 2:38:13 PM
Attachments: Pt4C__Interchanges AGRD04C-09.pdf
Bryan,

Pls include this as a file note on the eDAM file
Kind regards,

Adam Fryer
A/Principal Advisor Corridor & Land Management | Wide Bay/ Burnett Region / Bundaberg Qiffice
Program Delivery and Operations Branch | Department of Transport and Main Roads

Floor 1 | Bundaberg Main Roads Building | 23 Quay Street | Bundaberg Qld 4670
Locked Bag 486 | Bundaberg Qld 4670

P: (07) 41540238 | F: (07) 41523878

E: adam.s.fryer@tmr.gld.gov.au

W: www.tmr.gld.gov.au

From: Mark G Morris

Sent: Friday, 20 April 2018 1:56 PM

To: Adam S Fryer <Adam.S.Fryer@tmr.qgld.gov.au>
Subject: Exit ramp nose

Adam,

What defines the exit ramp nose is attached.
It is not the chevron area, otherwise knowriasthe gore area.

Regards

Mark Morris
Principal Designer (Civil) | Wide Bay/Burnett-District | Bundaberg Office
Program Delivery & Operations j-Department of Transport and Main Roads

Floor 1 | Bundaberg Main Roads Building | 23 Quay Street | Bundaberg QIld 4670
Locked Bag 486 | Bundaberg QY4670

P: (07) 41540233 | F; (07) 41523878

M: Not Relevant

E: mark.g.morris@tmr.qgla-goyv.au

W: www.tmr.qgld.gov/du
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From: Andrea K McPherson

To: "WBBSARA"

Subject: 1803-4620 SRA Review of turnpaths for the amended access location
Date: Monday, 11 February 2019 2:23:00 PM

Attachments: Amended sketch plan.pdf

Hi Peter,

The department has reviewed the drawings submitted on the 15/01/2019 and can advise that
turnpaths for B-Doubles, using the proposed deceleration lane have been demonstraied.

Please request that the applicant provides an amended Proposed Site Plan replicating the access
arrangement demonstrated on the attached drawing.

This information was provided to the applicant on the 9/01/2019 when wwe first advised them
that their site layout did not correspond with the Traffic Impact Assessment (Drawing no
714 _TRGO7, SKO.4 (rev B).

The department does not require any other drawing other than an amended Proposed Site Plan.
As soon as this drawing can be provided the Technical Advicecari ke finalised.

Kind regards,

Andrea McPhersonaccess location at

Senior Planner Wide Bay Burnett District

Program Delivery and Operations Branch | Infrastructure Management and Delivery Division
Department of Transport and Main Roads

Floor 1 | 23 Quay Street | Bundaberg Qld 4670

Locked Bag 486 | Bundaberg QIld 4670

(07) 4154 0208

andrea.k.mcpherson@tmr.gld.gov.au

www.tmr.gld.gov.au
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From: eDAMdonotreply@tmr.qgld.gov.au
Sent: Wednesday, 20 February 2019 1:46:14 PM
To: SARA Wide Bay Burnett <WBBSARA@dilgp.gld.gov.au>
Cc: Andrea McPherson <Andrea.K.McPherson@tmr.gld.gov.au>;Adam Fryer
<Adam.S.Fryer@tmr.qld.gov.au>;WBB.IDAS@tmr.gld.gov.au <WBB.IDAS@tmr.gld.gov.au>
Subject: TMR18-024320 - TMR response for Enterprise Circuit, Maryborough West QLD 4650
(Reference Numbers: TMR18-024320; 1803-4620 SRA; MCU18/0010)
Attachments:

« PA - Application supported - Conditions_1.pdf

« PA - Application supported - Conditions_1.docx

« Assessment against SDAP v2.2 - State Assessment Code 1 (SCR) 1.doex

« TMR LAYOUT PLAN TMR18 024320.pdf

« Extent of the pavement upgrade.pdf

« TIA - Application decision - s62A (PA) - Approval_2.pdf

Our Reference: TMR18-024320
Application street address: Enterprise Circuit, Maryborough West QLD 4650

Please see the attached [PA - Application supported - Conditions_1] from.the Department of Transport and Main
Roads.

PLEASE DO NOT REPLY TO THIS EMAIL AS THE MAILBOX IS NCT-MIONITORED

If you require any further information or clarification, please contact TMR Bundaberg Region on (07) 4154 0200, or
via email WBB.IDAS@tmr.qgld.gov.au who will be able to assist.

Regards,
eDAM System | Department of Transport and Main Reads

* * *x * * *x *x RN K KK *x * *x *

WARNING: This email (including any attachments) may contain legally privileged, confidential or private
information and may be protected by copyright. You may only use it if you are the person(s) it was intended to be
sent to and if you use it in an authorised way. Ne orie is allowed to use, review, alter, transmit, disclose,
distribute, print or copy this email without appropriate authority.

If this email was not intended for you and was sent to you by mistake, please telephone or email me immediately,
destroy any hardcopies of this email and deiete it and any copies of it from your computer system. Any right which
the sender may have under copyright iaw, and any legal privilege and confidentiality attached to this email is not
waived or destroyed by that mistake.

It is your responsibility to ensufe’'that this email does not contain and is not affected by computer viruses, defects
or interference by third parties.orreplication problems (including incompatibility with your computer system).

Opinions contained in this emiail @go not necessarily reflect the opinions of the Department of Transport and Main
Roads, or endorsed organisatioris utilising the same infrastructure.

* X * * * * X * X * * * X * X * X *

RTI-319 filel.PDF - Page Number: 57 of 235



From: eDAMdonotreply@tmr.qld.gov.au

Sent: Monday, 27 August 2018 1:39:19 PM

To: SARA Wide Bay Burnett <WBBSARA@dilgp.qgld.gov.au>

Cc: Bryan Richters <Bryan.R.Richters@tmr.qgld.gov.au>;Adam Fryer
<Adam.S.Fryer@tmr.qld.gov.au>;WBB.IDAS@tmr.qld.gov.au <WBB.IDAS@tmr.qld.gov.au>
Subject: TMR18-024320 - TMR response for Enterprise Circuit, Maryborough West QLD 4650
(Reference Numbers: TMR18-024320; 1803-4620 SRA; MCU18/0010)

Attachments:
e PA - Further advice 1.pdf
« PA - Further advice 1.docx

Our Reference: TMR18-024320
Application street address: Enterprise Circuit, Maryborough West QLD 4650

Please see the attached [PA - Further advice_1] from the Department of Transport and Main Roads.

PLEASE DO NOT REPLY TO THIS EMAIL AS THE MAILBOX IS NOT MONITORED

If you require any further information or clarification, please contact TMR-Bundaberg Region on (07) 4154 0200, or
via email WBB.IDAS@tmr.gld.gov.au who will be able to assist.

Regards,
eDAM System | Department of Transport and Main Roads

WARNING: This email (including any attachments) may contain legally privileged, confidential or private
information and may be protected by copyright. You may oniy use it if you are the person(s) it was intended to be
sent to and if you use it in an authorised way. No one is/allowed to use, review, alter, transmit, disclose,
distribute, print or copy this email without appropriaie auihority.

If this email was not intended for you and was sent 'to yowby mistake, please telephone or email me immediately,
destroy any hardcopies of this email and delete it-and-ary copies of it from your computer system. Any right which
the sender may have under copyright law, and zny iegal privilege and confidentiality attached to this email is not
waived or destroyed by that mistake.

It is your responsibility to ensure that this email does not contain and is not affected by computer viruses, defects
or interference by third parties or replication preblems (including incompatibility with your computer system).

Opinions contained in this email do nat necessarily reflect the opinions of the Department of Transport and Main
Roads, or endorsed organisations utilising-the same infrastructure.

£ * * *x TokHIA * E *x E *
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From: eDAMdonotreply@tmr.qgld.gov.au

Sent: Friday, 20 April 2018 4:05:14 PM

To: SARA Wide Bay Burnett <WBBSARA@dilgp.gld.gov.au>

Cc: Bryan Richters <Bryan.R.Richters@tmr.qgld.gov.au>;Adam Fryer
<Adam.S.Fryer@tmr.qld.gov.au>;WBB.IDAS@tmr.gld.gov.au <WBB.IDAS@tmr.gld.gov.au>
Subject: TMR18-024320 - TMR response for Enterprise Circuit, Maryborough West QLD 4650
(Reference Numbers: TMR18-024320; 1803-4620 SRA; MCU18/0010)

Attachments:
o http://tmr.edam.qgld.gov.au/sites/eDAM11/DevApp/1803/2f0039cb-26e7-4{4¢:9e05-
da37b4248f6a/ApplicationRecords/PA - Information request and further advice ~I.pdf
« http://tmr.edam.qgld.gov.au/sites/eDAM11/DevApp/1803/2f0039cb-26e7-4f4c-9€05-
da37b4248f6a/ResponseDocuments/PA - Information request and fufther-advice 1.docx

Our Reference: TMR18-024320
Application street address: Enterprise Circuit, Maryborough West QLD 4650

Please see the attached [PA - Information request and further advice_1] from the Department of Transport and
Main Roads.

PLEASE DO NOT REPLY TO THIS EMAIL AS THE MAILBOX IS NOT MONITCORED

If you require any further information or clarification, please coritact-TMR Bundaberg Region on (07) 4154 0200, or
via email WBB.IDAS@tmr.qld.gov.au who will be able to assist.

Regards,
eDAM System | Department of Transport and Main Roads

* * KA HHk *

WARNING: This email (including any attachments) may contain legally privileged, confidential or private
information and may be protected by copyright. You 'may only use it if you are the person(s) it was intended to be
sent to and if you use it in an authorised way. No-cne-is allowed to use, review, alter, transmit, disclose,
distribute, print or copy this email without apprapriate authority.

If this email was not intended for you and was sent to you by mistake, please telephone or email me immediately,
destroy any hardcopies of this email and delete itjand any copies of it from your computer system. Any right which
the sender may have under copyright law, and-any legal privilege and confidentiality attached to this email is not
waived or destroyed by that mistake.

It is your responsibility to ensure that this-€mail does not contain and is not affected by computer viruses, defects
or interference by third parties or repiication problems (including incompatibility with your computer system).

Opinions contained in this email"de-not necessarily reflect the opinions of the Department of Transport and Main
Roads, or endorsed organisaticnis utilising the same infrastructure.

* *
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From: WBB.IDAS

To: | Not Relevant gtraffic.com.au

Cc: WBBSARA

Subject: Request for electronic SIDRA files for proposed development for Retail Fuel Developments at 22 Enterprise
Circuit, Maryborough West (Your Ref: 714_TRGO7 Revision B dated 6 August 2018)

Date: Monday, 20 August 2018 8:33:00 AM

Hello _wr |

Reference is made to the above development application referred to the Departmerit of State
Development, Manufacturing Infrastructure and Planning (DSDMIP) on 11 April 20%8.

Transport and Main Roads (TMR) have received a copy of a traffic report prepared-by-QTraffic
Consultants (Ref: 714_TRGO7 Revision B dated 6 August 2018) as it relates to/the information
request issued by DSDMIP dated 26 April 2018.

Appendix G of the traffic report includes SIDRA modelling results for the Caitex Access.

To assist TMR in the assessment of the development application, could yetui-please forward the
electronic SIDRA files for the intersection modelled to our Bundaberg office via

WBB.IDAS@tmr.qld.gov.au

Please be aware that there is size limitations for incoming émails and due to system constraints,
incoming emails in excess of 10Mb in size will be unablete be successfully received.

Should you wish to discuss further, please do not hesitate to call me on my direct number below.

Kind regards

Bryan Richters

Program Support Coordinator (Development Assessivient) | Project Planning and Corridor Management
Program Delivery and Operations | BrancitInfrastructre and Delivery | Department of Transport and Main
Roads

Floor 1 | Bundaberg Main Roads Building | 23 Quay Street | Bundaberg Qld 4670
Locked Bag 486 | Bundaberg Qld(467Q

P: (07) 4154 0280 | F: (07) 41523878

E: WBB.IDAS@tmr.qgld.gov.ad

W: www.tmr.gld.gov.au
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Fae L Cooke

From: Paul Rice <Paul.Rice@frasercoast.qld.gov.au>

Sent: Monday, 8 October 2018 9:43 AM

To: WBB.IDAS

Cc: Andrea K McPherson

Subject: FW: Service Station - Enterprise Cir Maryborough - Enquiry regarding access over

landscape buffer covenant area - ANSP220088 - MCU18/0010

Categories: Filing eDAM

Good morning Andrea,
Thank you for your time on the phone this morning.

As discussed, Council has agreed to allow access to the development site over the Covénant, and has executed
documentation to permanently release the Covenant from the title.

Regards,

Paul Rice

Principal Officer Major Developments

Planning and Growth

TO07 4197 4368 | E Paul.Rice@frasercoast.gld.gov.au

From: WBB.IDAS [mailto:Wide.Bay.Burnett.IDAS@tmr.qgld.gov.au]

Sent: Tuesday 2 October 2018 9:37 AM

To: Jeff Brannan

Subject: Enquiry regarding access over landscapg huffer covenant area - ANSP220088 - MCU18/0010

Good morning Jeff,
Thank you for your time regarding the Service Station application on Enterprise Cct in Maryborough.

As discussed we require some informatien that you may be able to assist with. The information we require relates
to a covenant over Lot 525P220088&. The item within the Further Issues letter relevant to this issue is provided
below:

Please provide furthei-infeirnation demonstrating that the land subject to the development application has
established lawful rights for access over Covenant AN SP220088 (in Lot 52 SP220088).
Reason for the reguast:

- The Departmient of Transport and Main Roads have advised that Covenant AN SP220088 was created as a
covenant in favour of Fraser Coast Regional Council to ensure a suitable landscape buffer is provided
betweer development on Lot 52 SP220088 and vehicle movements within Easement A RP903779.
Insufficienit gocumentation has been provided to demonstrate that vehicular access over the Covenant area
is permitted. This may require discussions with Fraser Coast Regional Council (the council) to determine
whether the council is supportive of the impact and associated access arrangements over the covenant area
reflected in Covenant ANSP220088.

If you could advise on whether the requirements of the landscape buffer are being upheld or whether access over
this area would be permitted.
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Your assistance would be greatly appreciated.

Kind regards

Andrea McPherson

A/ Senior Planner Wide Bay/Burnett District

Program Delivery and Operations Branch | Infrastructure Management and Delivery Division | Department of Transport and
Main Roads

andrea.k.mcpherson@tmr.gld.gov.au
www.tmr.gld.gov.au
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WARNING: This email (including any attachments) may contain legally
privileged, confidential or private information and may be protected by
copyright. You may only use it if you are the person(s) it was

intended to be sent to and if you use it in an authorised way. No/one

is allowed to use, review, alter, transmit, disclose, distribute, jrint

or copy this email without appropriate authority.

If this email was not intended for you and was sent to you by mistake,
please telephone or email me immediately, destroy any hardcopies of
this email and delete it and any copies of it from your coimouter
system. Any right which the sender may have under copyright law, and
any legal privilege and confidentiality attached to this email is not
waived or destroyed by that mistake.

It is your responsibility to ensure that this emaii-¢oes not contain
and is not affected by computer viruses, defects or interference by
third parties or replication problems (including incompatibility with
your computer system).

Opinions contained in this email dc not necessarily reflect the
opinions of the Department of Transport and Main Roads,
or endorsed organisations utilising the same infrastructure.

AEAKAEAKAAEAKAAAKRAAAAAAA AR L L AKX ARAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAkAAhkhkhhhhhhkihikihiiikx

Click here to report this email as spam.

]

Disclaimer: If you receive this email by mistake please notify the sender and do not make any use of it. Council does not waive any privilege, confidentiality or
copyright associated with this email or any attachments.

=]
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PO Box 1943, HERVEY BAY Q 4655
T 1300794929 | F(07) 4197 4455
Keep up to date with Council activities and have your say at frasercoast.qgld.gov.au

Disclaimer: If you receive this email by mistake please notify the sender and do not make any use of it. Council does not waive any privilege, confidentiality or
copyright associated with this email or any attachments.
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File Notes - Contact with Innovative planning solutions...
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Fae Lorraine COOKE~ % 2
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TMR18-024320 Search this site p
TMR18-024320
Application Assessment Key Dates Planning Law Administration
Title Contact with Innovative planning solutions
Date 4/12/2018
Note Type Telephone call
Comments Contact made with Innovative planning regarding.the amended

access location identified within the Traffic Report (QTraffic,
714_TRGO07). Requested that the drawing be airiended and
submitted as identified within drawing no. 714_TR&G07, SK.04

rev.B)

| advised her of the timeframe that we viere currently working
under, response due on the 7/12 and-she advised that they would
be open to additional time if they couid not prepare drawings by

this date.
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Application Assessment Key Dates Planning Law Administration
Title Contact with Planning consultant
Date 5/12/2018
Note Type Telephone call
Comments confirmed with planning consultant that the arierded layout plan

would need to be provided prior to a response being-issued.
Requested that they contact SARA to provide additional time to
take into consideration - drawing and provision of plans,
additional assessment time.

Requested the applicant contact SARA%v provide the necessary
confirmation of this action.
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Application Assessment Key Dates Planning Law Administration
Title Discussion re Saltwater Creek funded road works
Date 9/01/2019
Note Type Other
Comments Revealed that the department had acquired funds for this bridge

project. Review of drawings associated with the preject showed
that the exit ramp was identified for extension, with the likelihood
that the extension would result in approximately-180m separation
being available from the exit nose of the ramp to the access for
the development.

Copy of proposed layout, detailed design phase has not yet
commenced.
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Application Assessment Key Dates Planning Law
Title Discussion with Manager re amended architectural plans
Date 8/01/2019
Note Type Other
Comments Showed Manager the architectural access design in comparison

to the layout within the Traffic impact assessrent.

The developer had been requested to provide airiended drawings
to align with the Traffic impact assessment; however, amended
plans showed that a HV could not complete a turn movement
within the proposed AUL treatment.

Discussed the above with the Managerregarding the provision of
an AUL treatment within the Bruce Highway for the off ramp.
during the conversation it was fevealed that TMR had funding to
upgrade the Deadmans Gully Bridge within which realignment of
the highway within this area was beingproposed.

1. If a condition to provide’ an-AuL by the developer is imposed
there could be legal issués for TMR if this work becomes obsolete
through future realignmient.

2. There may be potentiai-to-have an AUL treatment included in
TMR's works as opposed. to requiring the developer to do the
works, this wauld mitigate possible safety issues.

3. Need to discuss provision of the AUL to cater to all vehicles for
the development or trovide extra pavement for through traffic to
move around turning trucks.

Discuss the’current designs/plans for Deadmans Gully with
Enginger in'charge tomorrow and determine the way forward.
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Application Assessment Key Dates Planning Law Administration
Title Discussion with Principal Advisor
Date 5/12/2018
Note Type Other
Comments Discussion re the Traffic report submitted as & response to the

Further issues letter. Tech Advice was soughit and-recegived
stating that the provision of a 70m AUL for traffic turning into the
development would be sufficient to provide discretion for the
180m stated within Austroads as being required.

Applicant has already been requested t& provide the drawing
showing provision for turnpaths. SARA-{0 be-advised and
readvise the applciant.
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Application Assessment Key Dates Planning Law
Title Discussion with SARA
Date 11/02/2019
Note Type Telephone call
Comments Spoke with SARA re Site Layout. SARA advised.that i had stated

that the sketch polan provided was suitable i@ use ‘within a
condition. i dont recall stating this, nor had any-t-ile Notes been
created regarding this conversation. The stance.of the
department from the email of the 9/01/2019 was reiterated that an
amended Site Layout Plan should be provided showing the
access arrangement in accordance with-the sketch from the
15/01/2019. SARA to advise the applicant; email confirming the
telephone conversation sent tc. WBBSARA!
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Infrastructure Agreement — Wide Bay Industrial Estate

Development Permit 7/R/BruceHighway4

First Edition Properties Pty Ltd A.C.N. 101169439

Developer

First Edition Properties Pty Ltd A.C.N. 101169439

Owner

FRASER COAST REGIONAL COUNCIL

Council
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DEFINITIONS AND INTERPRETATION
Definitions

Interpretation

INFRASTRUCTURE AGREEMENT

Application of the Act

Agreement to bind successors in title

Developer Defaults

Development Obligations not affected by change of ownership
Agreement prevails if inconsistent with development approval

Further infrastructure requirements

ENTITLEMENT TO PAY DISCOUNTED INFRASTRUCTURE CHARGES

GST

Character of payments

Responsibility for payment

Adjustment for input tax credits (reimbursement of expenses)
Adjustments by taxation authctity

Tax invoices and adjustment notes

Payment of prospective GST-{performance securities)

DEFAULT BY DEVELGPER
Events of defau’t

Default riotice

Entitlements upon default
Suspznsion of time - dispute
Couiicil may act in public interest

Council’s right to enter land
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FORCE MAJEURE
Notice of occurrence
Content of notice
Mitigation of effect
Suspension of obligations

Absorption of losses

DISPUTES

Statement of intent
Exclusion of debt disputes
Notice of dispute
Negotiation

Appointment of referee
Determination by referee
Costs of resolving dispute

Ouster of jurisdiction

SERVICE
Notices (general)
Service of notices

Receipt of notices

NOVATION OF DOCUMENT UPON SALE
Restriction ori tha rigkt to Sell the Land
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Entire agreement
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11.3 Further assurances

11.4 Warranty of authority

115 Amendment of agreement
11.6 No waiver

11.7 Payment of costs

11.8 Place for payment of money
SCHEDULE 1

SCHEDULE 2
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{/{/ day of 2014

Dated

PARTIES

Developer FIRST EDITION PROPERTIES PTY LTD PO Box 270, Lennox Head in-the State of New

South Wales
Council FRASER COAST REGIONAL COUNCIL of 77 Tavistock Street; Torquay in the State of
Queensland

BACKGROUND

A The Developer, the registered owner of the Land, has constructed an Industrial Estate.

B The Developer constructed all of the linear infrastiucture-and roads necessary to service the
whole of the estate but sealed a survey plan only cver patt of the estate.

C In addition, the parties have reached an agrecment regarding current infrastructure credits for
those lots previously created and discounted Infrastructure Charges for the final stages of the
development.

D The parties have decided to enter into ihis,agreement to record the terms of their agreement
about the payment of the discounted infrastructure Charges and provision of credits for Trunk
Infrastructure for the lots created and those yet to be created.

E It is the intention of the Councii-and-the Developer that the clauses of this document prevail
over the conditions of the Development Approval where there is an inconsistency.

AGREED TERMS

1 Definitions and interpretation

1.1 Definitions

In this documént:

Term Definition

Act means the Sustainable Planning Act 2009 and if the context
requires, the Integrated Planning Act 1997.
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Term

Address for Notices

Adjustment Note

Business Day

Chief Executive Officer

Commencement Date

Confirmation Report

Consideration

Council

Definition

means, for each party to the Agreement:

(a) its address or facsimile number shown in-Schedule
1;
(b) such other address or facsimile number as-it has

notified to the party giving it a notice as.its address
or facsimile number for notices—under this
Agreement; or

(©) if it is not at the address or facsimile number the
subject of paragraph (a) or paragraph (b) of this
definition, its last principal place of business or
facsimile number in Queensland known to the
party giving it a notice.

has the meaning givento that term in the GST Act.

means a day, other than a Saturday, Sunday or public
holiday, in the locaiity to which a Notice is to be sent.

means Council’s-Chief Executive Officer, including any
person to whom the chief executive officer lawfully
delegates his authority.

means thedate stated in Item 1 of Schedule 1.

meahs, )in relation to a facsimile transmission, a
transmission confirmation report produced by the sender’s
facsimile machine, which:

(a) contains the identification code of the intended
recipient’s facsimile machine; and

(b) indicates that the transmission was received
without error.

means consideration as defined in the GST Act (being,
without limiting the ambit of that definition, anything given
or done, voluntarily or not, in return for a Taxable Supply).

means the Fraser Coast Regional Council and its
predecessors, successors, transferees and assigns and
includes the former Hervey Bay City Council, a merging
local government under the Local Government Reform
Implementation Act 2007.
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Term

Developer

Development

Development Application

Development Approval

Development
Infrastructure

Development Permit

Development Site

Discounted Infrastructure
Charges

Dispute

Dispute Notice

Definition

means the person described in and having its address at
the place described in Item 4 of Schedule 1 and includes:

(a) successors and permitted assigns in the case-of a
corporation, association or other body;

(b) executors, administrators and permitted assigns in
the case of a natural person; and

(©) any person who enters into/a_Deed of Novation
with the Council in respect of this Agreement.

has the meaning given in the Act but is, as the context
requires, the development identified in the Development
Permit.

means the application.made to Council under the Act, as
described in Schedula4.

has the meaninggiven in the Act.

has the meaning given in the Act.

has the i/meaning given in the Act and also includes the
Development/Permit for reconfiguration of a lot (1 lot into
54 lots) - 7/R/BRUCEHWAY/4,

when used in relation to any application seeking approval
for any aspect of Development, means the land in respect
of which the application is made.

rneans the Infrastructure Contributions identified in
Schedule 2 as “discounted Infrastructure Charges”.

means a dispute between Council and the Developer,
arising from this document.

means Notice of a Dispute:

(a) stating in reasonable detail the basis of the
Dispute;

(b) to which copies of all documents specified in those
details are attached or bound;

(0 identifying the provisions of this document

applicable to the Dispute; and

(d) specifying the facts upon which the party giving the
Notice relies, and its position upon the issue/s in
Dispute.

RTI-319 filel.PDF - Page Number: 76 of 235



Term

Force Majeure

GST

GST Act

Industrial Purpose

Infrastructure
Contribution

Input Credit

Land

Notice

Owner

Definition

means an event of irresistible impact that:

(a) occurs by chance;

(b) is beyond the control of the party it impacts;and

(© cannot be avoided with the exercise ot .due care by
that party.

has the meaning given to that term in‘the GST Act.

means A New Tax System (Goods and Services Tax) Act

1999 (Cth).

means a land use defined as an industrial Activity as
contained within Schedule 1.27and Schedule 1.3 of the
Fraser Coast Planning Scireme 2014,

Has the term given t¢-that item in the Act.

has the meaning givén 1o that term in the GST Act.

means the land described in Item 5 of Schedule 1 and
includes:

(a) any/intarest in, on, over or under the land; and

(b) the airspace above the surface of the land and any
interest in the airspace above the surface of the
land; and

(c) the subsoil of the land and any interest in the
subsoil; and

(d) any part or parts of the land; and
(e) any interest created in respect of any of the above

matters.

means a certificate, demand, or notice to be made, given or
served by a party under this Agreement.

means the person described and having its address at the
place described in Item 7 of Schedule 1 and includes:

(a) successors and permitted assigns in the case of a
corporation, association or other body;

(b) executors, administrators and permitted assigns in
the case of a natural person; and

() any person who enters into a Deed of Novation
with the Council in respect of this Agreement.
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Term

Planning Instrument

Planning Scheme

Referee

Referral Notice

Representative Member

Sell

Supplier

Supply
Tax Invoice
Taxable Supply

Tax ‘nivoice

Definition

means a planning instrument as defined in the Act.

means the Planning Scheme adopted by Council under the
Sustainable Planning Act 2009, which commenced on28
January 2014 entitled “ Fraser Coast Planning Scheme " (as

amended from time to time) and includes ‘ali~glanning
scheme policies forming part of that Scheme:

means the person independent <of “Council and the
Developer and appointed:
(a) by Council and the Deveieper; or

(b) the President of the Queensland Law Society
pursuant to clause 7.5, @nd

(c) to resolve a Dispute as an expert pursuant to
clause 7.6.
means a Notice ofintention:

(a) to refer-.@ Dispute for determination by an
independent, person qualified to make the
determination; and

(b) to-reguest the President of the Queensland Law
Society to appoint the qualified person.

has the mizaning given to that term in the GST Act.

includes transfer, dispose of, and alienate and Sale has the
corvesponding meaning.

means the person who makes a Taxable Supply under this
Agreement.

has the meaning given to that term in the GST Act.
has the meaning given to that term in the GST Act.
has the meaning given to that term in the GST Act.

means a tax invoice as defined in the GST Act; namely, but
without limiting the ambit of that definition, an invoice:
(a) in the approved form under the GST Act; and

(b) specifying the price for a Taxable Supply under the
Agreement.
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Interpretation

In this document:

(a)
(b)
(c)

(d)

(e)

(f)

(8)

(h}

(i)

This Agreement may be referred to in accordance with ltem 2 of Schedule/1.
This Agreement begins on the Commencement Date.
In this document, unless a contrary intention appears, reference to:

(i) a section, clause, or paragraph is to a section, ¢lauss, or paragraph in this
Agreement; and

(ii) the singular includes the plural and vice versa; and
(iii) any gender includes all other genders; and

(iv) a person includes a firm, a corporation, an association and a body, whether
incorporated or not and a government or siatutory body or authority; and

(v) legislation (including subordinate iggisiation) includes:
(A) statutory instrument$’‘made-under the legislation; and
(B) consolidations, amendments, re-enactments or replacements of the

legislation; and

{vi) writing includes any mode of representing or reproducing words in tangible and
permanently visible forivand includes facsimile transmission; and

{vii) this or any other Agreemant includes the Agreement as varied or replaced and
is not affected by-any-change in the identity of the parties.

The clause headings appearing in this document are inserted for convenience of
reference and do not affect the construction of this document.

If any words_are itaticised or otherwise printed differently, this has been done for
convenience ¢niy and does not affect the construction of this Agreement.

Whenever-mere persons than one constitute a party all the covenants, agreements,
conditions, restrictions and provisos on the part of that party contained or implied in
this Agreement bind those persons jointly and each of them severally.

This Agree¢ment is in all respects to be interpreted in accordance with the laws of the
Staté af’Queensland; and the parties irrevocably and unconditionally submit to the non-
exclusive jurisdiction of the courts of that state and any courts that have jurisdiction to
hear appeals from them, and waive any right to object to proceedings being brought in
those courts.

An inclusive definition; or an example or particularisation of a provision, does not limit
but may extend that definition or provision.

Where a word or expression is defined, other parts of speech and grammatical forms of
that word or expression have a corresponding definition.
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(j) Reference to the period between two specified dates, times or periods includes each of
those two dates, times or periods.

(k) Reference to the numbers, provisions or items, in this or another document, between
two numbers, numbered provisions or numbered items, includes eacti-of those two
numbers, numbered provisions or items.

n All Schedules to this Agreement form part of the Agreement, and a reference to an item
is a reference to an item in 0.

(m) Terms used but not defined in any Development Approval aid not dzfined in clause 1
(Definitions), have the meanings assigned to them in the Planning Scheme.

{n) This Agreement is a deed.

(o) If a term is not defined in this Agreement (whether expiessly or by reference under
clause 1.2{m)) it shall, unless the context otherwise requires, have the meaning given to
it by:

(i) the Act; or

(ii) the Macquarie Dictionary in the absence cf a definition in the Act.
Infrastructure Agreement
Application of the Act
This Agreement is an infrastructure agreement under chapter 8, division 9, part 2 of the Act.
Agreement to bind successors in titie

Council, the Developer and the Qwner intend that the obligations of the Developer under this
Agreement will attach to the tand and be binding on the Developer and Owner of the Land, and
successive owners of the Land-in accordance with section 663 (when infrastructure agreements
bind successors in title) of the Act.

Developer Defaults

In the event the Deveioper defaults in any respect in the provisions of the Developer
Obligations, the Council may require the Owner to perform all or any of the unperformed
Development Obligation and the Owner will be mutatis mutandis taken to be the Developer for
the purposes sf this Agreement.

Developmént Obligations not affected by change of ownership

For the purposes of section 661 of the Act, the obligations under this Agreement, including the
Development Obligations, will not be affected by a change in the ownership of the Land.

Agreement prevails if inconsistent with development approval

{a) In accordance with section 665(1) of the Act, to the extent that any term of this
Agreement is inconsistent with a development approval, this Agreement prevails.
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{(b) In accordance with section 665(2) of the Act, to the extent that any term of this
Agreement is inconsistent with an infrastructure charges notice or a regulated
infrastructure charges notice under the Act, this Agreement prevails.

Further infrastructure requirements

Nothing in this Agreement precludes the Council from imposing future infrastructure
requirements in the Development Approval or on any future development-application in respect
of the Land where new development exceeds the credit as detailed in/5chadule 2 or alternative
land uses are approved which may trigger higher Infrastructure Charges:

Entitlement to pay Discounted Infrastructure Charges

The Council will accept the payment of the Discounted Infrastructure Charges in full satisfaction
of the obligation to pay the Infrastructure Contributions for the remaining Stages of the
Development Permit.

GST

Character of payments

(a) Except under this clause, the consideraticy for a Supply made under or in connection
with this document does not include GST.

(b) Irrespective of clause 4.1(a), the Deveioper and Council acknowledge that to the extent
Division 82 of the GST Act‘applies-to/supplies made in return for a right to develop that
such supplies do not attract GST:

Responsibility for payment

If a Supply made under or‘n.connection with this document is a Taxable Supply, then at or
before the time the consideration for the Supply is payable:

(a) the Recipient-must pay the Supplier an amount equal to the GST for the Supply (in
addition to the consideration otherwise payable under this document for that Supply);
and

(b} the Supplier must give the Recipient a Tax Invoice for the Supply.

Adjustment forinput tax credits (reimbursement of expenses)

If either ‘party)has the right under this document to be reimbursed or indemnified by another
party for/a cost incurred in connection with this document, that reimbursement or indemnity
éxcludés any GST component of that cost for which an Input Tax Credit may be claimed by the
party-being reimbursed or indemnified, or by its Representative Member, Joint Venture
Operator or other similar person entitled to the Input Tax Credit (if any).

Adjustments by taxation authority

If the GST paid by the Supplier differs from the amount of GST borne by the Recipient because
the Commissioner of Taxation has lawfully adjusted the value of a Taxable Supply:

(a) the Recipient must pay the shortfall to the Supplier; or
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(b) the Supplier must refund the overpayment to the Recipient,

as the case requires.
Tax invoices and adjustment notes

(a) The Supplier need not give the Recipient a Tax Invoice or Adjustment Note for a Taxable
Supply under the Agreement if the Commissioner of Taxation has issued a written
determination permitting the Recipient to issue its own Tax Inveice or Adjustment Note
for the supply.

(b) Otherwise, however, the Supplier must give the Recigient, in exchange for the
Consideration, a Tax Invoice or Adjustment Note for the Taxable Supply.

Payment of prospective GST (performance securities)

The sum secured by a Bond must include the GST that would be payable were the money drawn
and applied against the cost of discharging the relevant obligations.

Default by Developer
Events of default

The Developer defaults under this Agreement if it fails to discharge within the time specified
(if any) an obligation by which it is bound under the Agreement.

Default notice

In this clause 5, a Default Notice is a-hatice from Council to the Developer:
(a) specifying in reasonable detail a default by the Developer under this Agreement; and

(b) requesting the Develcper to rectify the default within the period specified in the notice,
which period must be reasonable, having regard to the nature of the alleged default and
in any event, no less thayw 21 days.

Entitlements upon default

(a) For an Deveioper default that is rectifiable, if the Developer fails to comply with a
Default Notice, Council may, as the case requires:

(i) rectify the default (if the default is a failure to perform work, properly or at all);

(i) recover from the Developer as a liquidated debt the money it expends in giving
the Default Notice, recovering the outstanding contributions, or undertaking the
relevant work.

(i tiv‘addition, if the default is failure to perform or discharge the Developer Obligations
(properly or at all):

(i) if the proceeds of the draw are insufficient to reimburse all of its expenditure,
Council may recover the shortfall from the Developer, as a liquidated debt.

(c) Council's entitlements under this clause 5.3 are additional to its entitlements under
legislation (including, to prevent doubt, the Planning Scheme) and at general law.
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Suspension of time = dispute

If a Default Notice precipitates a Dispute, the period between the date upon which the
Developer gives Council the Dispute Notice and the date upon which the Dispute is resolved in
accordance with clause 7 will not form part of the period limited for compliance with the Default
Notice.

Council may act in public interest

(a) Regardless of the existence of a Dispute, Council may undertaka the work the subject of
a Default Notice if it considers (acting reasonably) that -delaying the work will
compromise public safety or will inconvenience the public unreasenably.

(b) If the Dispute is resolved by an agreement or a deterirination|that the Developer is in
default, the Developer must comply with the Default Notice:

(i) within the period limited in the notice, adjusted in accordance with clause 0; or
(ii) by the date otherwise agreed or determined upon resolution of the Dispute.
(c) If it has undertaken the relevant work purstant to clause 5.5(a), Council may exercise its

entitlements under clause 5.3 subject to-a conirary agreement or determination upon
resolution of the Dispute.

(d) To prevent doubt, if the Dispute is resolved by an agreement or a determination that
the Developer is not in default:

(i) the Developer may ignore the Default Notice; and

(ii) Council must bearthe cost of the work undertaken pursuant to clause 5.5(a) to
the extent that the cost is not otherwise payable by the Developer, or
recoverable from it, under this Agreement.

Council’s right to enter land

Without limiting its entitléements under legislation or at general law, Council officers, agents, and
contractors (including their sub-=contractors) authorized by Council to do so may enter the Land,
with all necessary vehicies, plant, and equipment, to exercise Council's rectification entitlements
under this clause 5.

Force majeure
Notice of occuirence

A party unable to discharge an obligation under the Agreement because of Force Majeure must
give the other prompt Notice of the occurrence.

Content of notice

Thie Notice must:
&) give full particulars of the Force Majeure event;

(b) detail the likely impact of the event upon the discharge of its obligations under the
Agreement; and
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(c) claim the benefit of this clause 6.

Mitigation of effect

The claimant must take all reasonable steps to stem or mitigate the impact of Force Majeure
upon it.

Suspension of obligations

(a) If the claimant has complied with clauses 6.1 to 6.3, the obligation-impacted by the
Force Majeure will be suspended until the impact ceases.

(b) Clause 6.4(a) is not to be interpreted to prevent Force Majeure discharging the
Agreement by frustration.

Absorption of losses

Subject to a contrary provision:
(a) in the Agreement; or

(b) in any relevant policy of insurance obtained pursuant to the Agreement,

the party that incurs or sustains them must tear the expenses or losses resulting from Force
Majeure.

Disputes
Statement of intent

The intent of this clause 7 is to provide a mechanism for:

(a) ensuring that there is(nho-want of certainty in this Agreement having regard to the
necessity to facilitate and-expedite the recording of the agreement between the parties
without being able to-incorporate herein full engineering specifications of the acts and
works agreed to be performed undertaken carried out executed provided or done by
either partyto satisfy the obligations of the Developer hereunder;

(b) resolving, in.a speedy and cost-effective manner, any dispute between the parties in
relation to the meaning of any provision hereof or the scope, content or extent of their
respective obligations hereunder, including disputes as to matters which of necessity
cannot be agreed or specified at the present time and must be left to be agreed
between the parties at a later time.

Exclusiory of debt disputes
This clause 7:
{a) does not apply to disputes over debts;

(b does not apply to prevent Council or the Developer applying to a court for urgent
injunctive relief.

Notice of dispute
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If a Dispute arises between Council and the Developer, either party may give a Dispute Notice to
the other.

Negotiation

(a)
(b)

(c)

The parties must seek in good faith to resolve a Dispute first by negotiation.

Within 14 days after a Dispute Notice is given, the parties must niget, in-person or by
telephone, to conduct the negotiation.

If they cannot agree the time and place for a meeting, the following provisions apply:
(i) The venue for the meeting will be at 77 Tavistock street, Pialba; and

(ii) The meeting will begin at 10.00am on the next Pialba Business Day after the
14-day period expires.

Appointment of referee

(a)

(b)

(c)

_——
i

If:
(i) a party fails to attend the meeting,orwithdraws from it; or

(ii) the meeting otherwise fails to achieve resolution of the Dispute,
either party may:

(iii) apply or appeal to the Court, if the issues in dispute are justiciable by that court
under the Sustainable Pianning’Act 2009; or

{iv) (otherwise) give a ReferraiNotice to the other, to precipitate determination of
the issue/s in the Dispute by an independent, appropriately qualified referee.

If, within seven days after.a Referral Notice is given, the parties do not agree who is to
be the referee, the party-who gave the notice must:

(i) request the President of the Queensland Law Society to make the appointment;
and
(ii) for that purpose, send the President a copy of the Dispute Notice.

The referring party must request the President:

(i) toappoint a referee who possesses the qualifications, experience and standing
necessary and appropriate to ensure the Dispute is resolved justly and
efficiently; and

(i) to inform the parties of the appointee’s estimated fee for acting upon the
determination.

To prevent doubt, if the issues in dispute require the application of expertise in more
than one discipline, the President may:

{i) appoint as Referee a person appropriately qualified in one of those disciplines;
and
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(ii) appoint another person or other persons, appropriately qualified in the other
discipline or disciplines, to give the Referee the expert assistance he/she might
require to facilitate expeditious and effective resolution of all issues in dispute.

Determination by referee

(a)

(b)

(c)

(d)

(e)

(f)

In determining an issue in the Dispute, the Referee must:

(i) act as an expert, not an arbitrator;

(ii) act as quickly as the interests of a fair and proper résoiution of the Dispute
permit;

{iii) act bona fide, without bias and without reference to irrelevant considerations;
and

(iv) endeavour to make the determination that serves best the nature and intent of

this Agreement as an instrument that complements and effectuates the intent
of the Decision Notice.

Though bound to observe the rules of procedural fairness in resolving the Dispute, the
Referee will not be bound by the rules of evidence.

Generally, the Referee may investigate the Dispute in the manner he/she considers
appropriate and consistent with his/hercbligations under this clause 7.

In particular, the Referee may:

(i) receive submissions (verbal or written) from the parties;
(ii) interview persons he/she-considers might assist in resolving the issue/s in the
Dispute;

(ii) seek information and documents he/she considers are or might be relevant to
an issue in the Dispute; and

(iv) inspect décumeits and consider information obtained.

The Referee must deliver his/her determination in writing, addressed to Council and the
Developer jointly.

The detérmination must contain a full statement of the reasons for the Referee's
decision, inclyding:

(i} each fact considered relevant;
(i) the weight given to each such fact;
(iiy the facts disregarded; and

(iv) the reasons for disregarding each such fact.

Unless, within 14 days after the Referee delivers his/her determination, a party applies
to a court of competent jurisdiction to overturn or vary the determination, the
determination will be final and binding on the parties.

Costs of resolving dispute

(a)

The parties must share equally:
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(i) the Referee’s fee for acting to resolve a Dispute; and
(ii) the fee of each expert appointed to assist the Referee.

However, each party must bear its own costs in connection with resolving the Dispute,
including the cost of:

(i) preparing and delivering the Dispute Notice;
(ii) seeking to resolve the Dispute by negotiation;
(iii) referring the Dispute for resolution by a Referee; and

{iv) participating in the resolution process before the Referee.

Ouster of jurisdiction

(a)

(b)

Service

To prevent doubt, neither party may seek to invoke this clause 7 to oust the jurisdiction
of a court competent to adjudicate a Dispute.

If either party applies to a court for the detérmination of an issue in a Dispute, after a
Referral Notice has been given but before a Referees determination is delivered, the
proceeding for Referee determination must cease pending the decision of the court.

Notices (general)

(a)

(b)
c)
(d)
(e)

This clause 8 governs Notices unless a provision of the Agreement specifically provides
otherwise.

A Notice must be in writing!

The party giving the Notice;-or one of its officers, must sign the Notice.

The recipient need not seek to establish the authority of the or a signatory to the notice.
If a party is comprised of more than one person:

(i) a Notice by that party need not be signed by all of those persons if it expressly
states thaj'the signatory is, or signatories are, authorized by all of those persons
tGsign the Notice; and

(ii) the recipient need not enquire into the validity of the authorisation.

Service of notices

A Notice-may be:

delivered;
posted; or

transmitted by facsimile,

to the intended recipient at its Address for Notices.

Receipt of notices
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(a) A Notice that is delivered personally or posted will be deemed received:
(i) if personally delivered, at the moment of delivery;
(ii) if posted to an address in Australia, two Business Days after posting;
(iii) if posted to an address outside Australia, five Business Days after posting.
{(b) A Notice sent by facsimile transmission will be deemed received at thie time of receipt

specified in a Confirmation Report, if the report discloses that_the transmission was
received at or before 5.00pm.

(c) If the Confirmation Report discloses that the transmission’was veceived after 5.00pm,
the Notice will be deemed received at 8.30am on the Bustitess Day following the date of
receipt disclosed in the report.

Novation of document upon sale
Restriction on the right to Sell the Land

The Developer and Owner shall not Sell the Land prior to the performance and fulfilment of the
Developer’s obligations under this Agreement except where the purchaser enters into a deed of
novation of this Agreement with the Councii’'whereby the purchaser becomes contractually
bound to the Council to perform and fulfil the praovisions of this Agreement or such of them as
remain unperformed or unfulfilled by the Developerat the time of such Sale.

The Developer and Owner remains liable uniil Purchaser signs

Until the proposed purchaser executes-and/delivers the required deed of novation or in the
event of a Sale being made otherwise than in compliance with clause 9.1:

(a) the Developer and Owner remains liable for the performance and fulfilment of this
Agreement as though‘no Sale’had taken place; and

(b) the Developer and Owner shall perform and fulfil such of its obligations under this
Agreement as have noibeen performed and fulfilled immediately or at such other time
or times as the Council stipulates, even if the time or times otherwise appointed for
such performance and fulfilment have not then arrived.

Release of liability

In the event that the purchaser enters into a deed of novation or agreement which contractually
binds the purchaser to the Council to perform the obligations under this Agreement, the
Developer (@and Owner shall be forever released from the obligations under this agreement or
any f(rther liability under this document or otherwise arising from its subject matter and the
provisions of this clause may be pleaded as a bar to any proceedings brought by the Council or
any other person,

General provisions
No merger

The covenants, conditions, provisions and warranties contained in this Agreement do not merge
or terminate upon completion of the transactions contemplated in this Agreement but to the
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extent that they have not been fulfilled and satisfied or are capable of having effect, remain in
full force and effect.

Entire agreement

This Agreement constitutes the entire agreement of the parties as to its subject inatter, and
supersedes and cancels all prior arrangements, understandings, and negotiations‘n connection
with it.

Further assurances

Each party must do all things and execute all further documents necessary to give full effect to
this Agreement and refrain from doing anything that might hitnider.the performance of this
Agreement.

Warranty of authority

Any person signing this Agreement:

(a) as attorney of any party warrants to the other parties that at the date of execution that
person has not received any notice or iriformation of the revocation of the power of
attorney appointing that person; and

(b) as an authorised officer, agent or trustee of any party warrants to the other parties that
at the date of execution that person has full authority to execute this Agreement in that
capacity.

Amendment of agreement

(a) Despite any provision of this_Agreement, Council and the Developer may at any time
vary the terms of this Agreementif:

(i) the Developer'is the registered owner of the Land or part of the Land to which
the variation relates; or

(ii) the registered owner has given written consent to the amendment.
(b} No variation &f this Agreement is of any force or effect unless:
(i) it -is-in-the form of a variation agreement and has been signed by the parties

(ortheir successors in title); and

(ii) where relevant, the variation agreement complies with the requirements of the
Art.
No waiver
{a) The failure of a party at any time to require full or partial performance of any provision

of this Agreement does not affect in any way the full right of that party to require that
performance subsequently.

() The waiver by any party of a breach of a provision of this Agreement is not deemed a
waiver of all or part of that provision or of any other provision or of the right of that
party to avail itself of its rights subsequently.

(c) Any waiver of a breach of this Agreement must be in writing signed by the party
granting the waiver, and is effective only to the extent specifically set out in that waiver,
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11.7  Payment of costs

(@) The Developer agrees to pay the Council’s legal costs of and incidental to the
negotiation and preparation of the Agreement.

(b)  The Developer must pay all duty assessed on this Agreement, should there e ary.

11.8  Place for payment of money

All money payable to a party under this Agreement is payable free from ail.deductions at the
Party's Address for Notices.
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SCHEDULE 1

AGREEMENT DETAILS

ITEM 1

iTEM 2

ITEM 3

ITEM 4

ITEM S

ITEM 6

ITEM7 O

Commencement Date The day the Infrastructure Agraement is signed.

nfrastructure ment = Wide Bay Industri
Name of Agreement Infras Agreement - Wide Bay strial

Estate
Council
Name of Council Fraser Coast Régional Council
Address of Public Office 77 Tavistock Street, Torquay
Facsimile No. (07) 4197 4555
Developer
Name First Edition Properties PTY LTD

Address (or registered office if a

) PO 22x.270 Lennox Head, New South Wales
corporation)
Facsimile No.

Land

Land at Enterprise Court and-Conimercial Drive, Maryborough being Lots 5-7 SP203943,
Lots 1-2 SP200102, Lots 27-33 SP200102, Lot 55 SP210388, Lot 53 SP200102, Lots 34-38 and 43-
52 SP220088 and Lot 100 SP220088

Development Application

Development Permit for reconfiguration of a lot (1 lot into 54 lots)
(7/R/BRUCEHWAY/4).

Owner
Name First Edition Properties PTY LTD

Address (or//registered office if a

. PO Box 270 Lennox Head, New South Wales
corporaticii)

Facsimile No:
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DISCOUNTED INFRASTRUCTURE CHARGES

Property Description

Lots 5-7 SP203943

Lots 1-2 SP200102
Lots 27-33 SP200102
Lot 55 SP210388

Lot 53 SP200102

Lots 34-38 and
SP220088

Lot 100 SP220088

43-52

Credit

100% on all networks up to a
Plot Ratio of 40% for Industrial
Purposes

100% on all networks up to a
Plot Ratio of 40% for Industrial
Purposes

100% on all networks up to a
Plot Ratio of 40% feriindustrial
Purposes

100% on all networks up to a
Plot Ratio of 40% for Industrial
Purposes

$0.00

Outstanding {Discounted) Charges

$0.00

$0.00

$0.00 unless Commercial land use
rights pursued. In this regard,
infrastructure charges payable shall
be the difference between the
Industrial credit calculated at
$15,000 per 2000m? for 40% site
coverage and the Infrastructure
Charges applicable pursuant to the
Adopted Infrastructure charges
Resolution in place at the time of
payment.

$0.00

Infrastructure charges to be paid at
time of plan sealing for each
subsequent stage at a rate of $11.90
per square metre of site area. The
payment of this charge will credit
the subsequent lots for an Industrial
Purpose plot ratio coverage of 40%
for all infrastructure networks.
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CURRENT TITLE SEARCH

NATURAL RESOURCES, MINES AND ENERGY, QUEENSLAND
Request No: 29128445

Search Date: 18/07/2018 19:13 Title Reference:
Date Created:

Previous Title: 50727971
REGISTERED OWNER
Dealing No: 712151181 08/01/2009

FIRST EDITION PROPERTIES PTY LTD A.C.N. 101 169 439

ESTATE AND LAND
Estate in Fee Simple

LOT 52 SURVEY PLAN 220088
Local Government: FRASER COAST

EASEMENTS, ENCUMBRANCES AND INTERESTS

1. Rights and interests reserved to the Crown by
Deed of Grant No. 10239045 (POR 223)

2. EASEMENT No 701383964 27/06/1996 at 15:35
benefiting the land over
EASEMENT A ON RP903779
3. COVENANT No 712151186 08/01/2009 at. 15:56
FRASER COAST REGIONAL COUNCIL
OVER COVENANT AN ON SP220088
ADMINISTRATIVE ADVICES - NIL
UNREGISTERED DEALINGS - NIL
CERTIFICATE OF TITLE ISSUED - No

Caution - Charges do not necessarily appear in order of priority

** End -of Current Title Search **

50755498
20/01/2009

COPYRIGHT THE STATE OF QUEECNSLAND (NATURAL RESOURCES, MINES AND ENERGY) [2018]

Requested By: D-ENQ CiTEC, CONFIRM
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CURRENT TITLE SEARCH

NATURAL RESOURCES, MINES AND ENERGY, QUEENSLAND
Request No: 29128424

Search Date: 18/07/2018 19:04 Title Reference: 50674479
Date Created: 24/07/2007

Previous Title: 50132841
REGISTERED OWNER
Dealing No: 710828724 20/07/2007

FIRST EDITION PROPERTIES PTY LTD A.C.N. 101 169 439

ESTATE AND LAND
Estate in Fee Simple

LOT 53 SURVEY PLAN 200102
Local Government: FRASER COAST

EASEMENTS, ENCUMBRANCES AND INTERESTS

1. Rights and interests reserved to the Crown by
Deed of Grant No. 10239045 (POR 223)

2. EASEMENT No 701383964 27/06/1996 at 15:35
benefiting the land over
EASEMENT A ON RP903779

3. MORTGAGE No 714451245 08/05/2012 &at.-12:05
NIDEM PTY LTD A.C.N. 091 047 773

ADMINISTRATIVE ADVICES - NIL

UNREGISTERED DEALINGS - NIL

CERTIFICATE OF TITLE ISSUED - No

Caution - Charges do not necessarity appear in order of priority

** End of Current Title Search **

COPYRIGHT THE STATE OF QUEENSLAND (NATURAL RESOURCES, MINES AND ENERGY) [2018]

Requested By: D-ENQ CITEC CONFIRM
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Service Station and Retail Development, 22 Enterprise Circuit, Maryborough West
Traffic Report Rev B

Q Traffic has-prepared this report solely for the benefit and use of our Client for the sole purpose of lodging a development application. This report takes into
account the particular instructions and requirements of the client. In preparing this report we assume that all information and documents provided to us by the
client or'their consiiitants were complete, accurate and current. Q Traffic will not be liable for any conclusion drawn resulting from omission or lack of full
disclosure sy the client or their consultants.

This report may not be relied upon by a third party. Q Traffic does not and shall not assume any responsibility or liability whatsoever to any third party arising
from the use, reliance upon, or any decision made regarding the contents of this report.

© Q Traffic 2018

Our Ref: 714_TRGO7
6 August 2018
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Service Station and Retail Development, 22 Enterprise Circuit, Maryborough West
Traffic Report Rev B

1.0 Introduction

Q Traffic was commissioned by Retail Fuel Developments to undertake a Traffic Impact Assessment of a proposed
development comprising a service station and a food and drink outlet to be located at 22 Enterprise Circuit,
Maryborough (Lot 52 on SP220088 and 53 on SP200102).

The subject site is located in the Fraser Coast Region Local Government Area, and the proposal has ibeeri assessed
considering the relevant Council controls.

The site is accessed via a State-controlled road i.e. the Bruce Highway (Maryborough — Gin Gii).- Accordingly,
consideration has been given to the relevant state government codes and guidelines, including the Department of
Transport and Main Roads’ Guide to Traffic Impact Assessment (GTIA) September 2017.

This report provides relevant background information regarding the proposal, and addresses the following key traffic
issues relevant to the interface between the proposed development and the adjacent road network:

e Road safety;

e Vehicular site access arrangements;

e Vehicle servicing arrangements; and

e The traffic impacts anticipated as a result of the proposed deveiopment.

It also responds to the traffic-related items in the Information Requesi’issued hy the Department of State Development,
Manufacturing, Infrastructure and Planning dated 26 April 2018.

Our Ref: 714_TRGO07 Page 1 6 August 2018
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Service Station and Retail Development, 22 Enterprise Circuit, Maryborough West
Traffic Report Rev B

2.0 Background and Context
2.1 Subject Site

The subject site is located at 22 Enterprise Circuit, Maryborough and is formally described as Lot 52 on $P220088 and
Lot 53 on SP200102. It has an area of approximately 11,703m? and is currently vacant.

Figure 2.1a and Figure 2.1b below show the location of the subject site, and the site itself.

SITE

Figure 2.1a: Site Location

Figure 2.1b: Proposed Development Site

Our Ref: 714_TRGO07 Page 2 6 August 2018
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Service Station and Retail Development, 22 Enterprise Circuit, Maryborough West
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2.2 Local Road Network

The subject site is located to the east of the Bruce Highway (Maryborough - Gin Gin). It has frontage to the Bruce
Highway southbound off-ramp to the west, Commercial Drive to the south and Enterprise Circuit to the east.

The Bruce Highway (Maryborough - Gin Gin) travels in a generally north-south direction in the vicinity of the site,
connecting from Maryborough at its southern end, to Gin Gin which is approximately 100km to the north-west.

The Bruce Highway is a State-controlled road (TMR Road 10C) which has a two-lane, two-way undiviced cross-section

in the vicinity of the subject site, and auxiliary turn lanes provided at some intersections along-its-ferigth. It is posted at
100km/hr in both directions past the subject site.

Historic traffic volumes (based upon TMR Census Data) recorded on Bruce Highway in proxirniiy to the site are
summarised below. This data reveals that the section of the Bruce Highway on whicithe subject site is located
experienced negligible growth over the period from 2010 to 2017.

Table 2.2: Historic Traffic Volumes, Bruce Highway (Maryborough - Gin Gin) (TMR Census Data)

Recorded AADT (vpd) centage Heavy Vehicles

2010 8014 18.46%
2011 8064 19.68%
2012 8298 20.31%
2013 8318 20.40%
2014 7970 13.53%
2015 7971 10.09%
2016 8071 9.81%

2017 7911 9.67%

The Bruce Highway intersects with the Caltex Service Station access at a priority (give-way) controlled T-intersection
with all turning movements permitted. It has auxiliary right and left turn lanes on the Bruce Highway, as well as an
acceleration lane for the left turn movementontothe Bruce Highway as shown in Figure 2.2a below.

Figure 2.2a: Bruce Highway / Caltex Service Station Access Intersection

Our Ref: 714_TRGO07 Page 3 6 August 2018
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Service Station and Retail Development, 22 Enterprise Circuit, Maryborough West
Traffic Report Rev B

Traffic counts undertaken on Tuesday 19 June 2018 at the intersection of Bruce Highway (Maryborough - Gin Gin) and
the Caltex Service Station Access reveal the turning movement volumes during the AM and PM peak hours as shown in

Figure 2.2b and Figure 2.2c below. See also count data included as Appendix A.

Bruce Highway
Bruce Highway

321 7 2
I [y
H, U@ L 0 Caltex Access

Caltex Access
H L 18

235 20 -szl 39 349 13 ¥ F 27
z z
s E
e =
o =}
2 =
= =)

Figure 2.2b: 2018 AM Peak Volumes Figure 2:2c: 2018 PM Peak Volumes

Given the vertical and horizontal alignment of the Bruce Highway in the vicinity of the site (see Figure 2.2d and Figure
2.2e below), sightlines to/from the Caltex Access Intersection are generally unrestricted.

Figure 2.2e: Looking North (Bruce Highway, at Caltex

Figure2.:2d:) Looking South (Bruce Highway, at Caltex
Access Intersection)

Access Intersection)

There are no planned upgrades identified on the Bruce Highway in proximity to the site in the SARA Development
Assessment Mapping System (https://dams.dsdip.esriaustraliaonline.com.au/damappingsystem).

Our Ref: 714_TRGO07 Page 4 6 August 2018
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Service Station and Retail Development, 22 Enterprise Circuit, Maryborough West
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The Bruce Highway off-ramp caters for southbound vehicles exiting the Bruce Highway to access Commercial Drive
and the Enterprise Circuit environs (i.e. Maryborough West Industrial Estate). It has a single lane cross-section and
posted speed limit of 40km/hr on approach to the subject site, as shown in Figure 2.2g below. The Bruce Highway off-
ramp intersects with the Service Centre Access and Enterprise Circuit roundabout.

Figure 2.2f: Looking south along the Bruce Highway, at the start of the Highway off-ramp

Figure 2:2g:_Looking south along Bruce Highway off-ramp, approaching the roundabout with Commercial Drive

Our Ref: 714_TRGO07 Page 5 6 August 2018

RTI-319 file1l.PDF - Page Number: 103 of 235



Service Station and Retail Development, 22 Enterprise Circuit, Maryborough West
Traffic Report Rev B

Commercial Drive adjoins the western property boundary of the subject site. It is a two-lane, two-way undivided road
with a pavement width of approximately 11m, as shown in Figure 2.2h below. Commercial Drive is under the control of
Fraser Coast Council and is designated as a local (i.e. minor) road in Council’s Road Hierarchy.

Subject

7

55

Figure 2.2h: Looking north-west along Commercial Drive

Enterprise Circuit adjoins the eastern property boundasy of ihe subject site. Enterprise Circuit is a two lane, two-way
undivided road with a pavement width of approximately 13, as shown in Figure 2.2i below. Enterprise Circuit is under
the control of Fraser Coast Council and is designated as alocal (i.e. minor) road in Council’s Road Hierarchy.

Figure 2.2i: Looking north along Enterprise Circuit
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2.3 Crash History

Reference has been made to Queensland Globe (https://qldglobe.information.gld.gov.au/), in order to review the crash
history in proximity to the site.

As shown in the figure and table below, the data suggests that there have been only three (3) crashes on the Bruce
Highway in proximity to the site over the data period (2001 — 2017 inclusive). Two (2) crashes occuited approximately
170m to the north of the existing Caltex Service Station intersection, in proximity to the access to the property on Lot 4
RP230443 on the western side of the highway, and one (1) crash occurred approximately 4003t the south of the
intersection.

Figure 2.3a: Crashes in Proximity to Site (Source: https://gldglobe.information.qld.gov.au/)

Table 2.3: Details of "rashes on Bruce Highway in Proximity to Site

0 Single Off carriageway on Off Path-Straight:Right ~ Property
2003 P Vehicle Hit object straight hit object Off Cway Hit Obj Damage Only
. Single Off carriageway on Off Path-Straight: Left Property
2008 Bl Vehicle Overturned straight Off Cway Damage Only
Single o Off carriageway on Off Path-Straight: Left e
2011 703 Vehicle Hit object straight hit object Off Cway Hit Obj Hospitalisation
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2.3.1 Risk Assessment (Without Development)
A risk assessment of the recorded crashes on the Bruce Highway in the vicinity of the site has been undertaken, in
accordance with Section 9.3.2 in the GTIA. The results are outlined in Table 2.3.1 below.

For the purpose of this assessment, one (1) crash over the 17-year data period is considered to represent a rare
occurrence.

Table 2.3.1: Risk Assessment (Without Development)

S Risk Item Location o Number | Likelihood (Zonsedue RS
Number Code l& Score

Off Path-Straight:Right Off ~Bruce Highway,

) P
1 Carriageway Hit Object 170m north of _ 704 1 Rare (1) Property only (1) Low
Caltex Intersection
bt Bruce Highway,
Off Path-Straight: Left Off
2 Carriageway 170m north of . 701 1 Rare (1) Property only (1) Low
Caltex Intersection
faht- Bruce Highway,
Off Path-Straight: Left Off N o .
3 Carriageway Hit Object 400m south of _ 703 1 Rare (1) Hospitalisation (4) Medium
Caltex Intersection
Source: GTIA

The results of the risk assessment autlinedin Table 2.3.1 above reveal low and medium risk scores for the crash risks in
the vicinity of the proposed developrment site.

The crash data does not revezi arny specific trend or high-risk movement, intersection or road feature, with no more than
one (1) accident of any type recortied over the 17-year data period.

Importantly, given the nature of the crashes (i.e. all single vehicle crashes), it does not appear that the configuration of
the existing intersection of the Bruce Highway / Caltex Access is a contributing factor towards the small number of
crashes that have accuired/over the past 17 years.
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3.0 Proposal

The development application seeks approval for a service station and food /drink outlet on the subject site. A plan of the
proposal is included as Appendix B, and an extract is provided as Figure 3 below.

As shown in these plans, the proposed development comprises six (6) fuel dispensers for cars and thice (33 “truck only’
fuel dispensers, and associated canopy / hardstand areas. A service station shop of approximately 198mi2'Gross Floor
Area (GFA) is proposed, in addition to an adjoining food and drink outlet of 156m? GFA with a drive through facility.

Parking is proposed for 36 cars (including 2 caravan/trailer spaces) and four (4) heavy vehicles {incitiding 26m B-double
combination vehicles). In addition to the designated parking spaces, parking areas are provided at the fuel bowsers and
queuing areas at the food/drink outlet drive-through.

The following sections of this report address the key traffic elements of the proposal,/with a response to the relevant
sections of the State Development Assessment Provisions (SDAP) code (State code 1.~ Development in a State-
controlled road environment) included as Appendix C.

Figure 3: Extract yroim Site Plan
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3.1 Vehicle Access

Under the recommendations of the Fraser Coast Planning Scheme 2014 Service Station Code, the development requires:
e Separate entrances to and exits from the site, and these clearly marked for their intended use
e Vehicle crossovers that are a minimum of 8m wide
e No part of a vehicle crossover is closer than:
a) 14m from any other vehicle crossover on the same site
b) 12m from an intersection
c) 3m from any property boundary

As shown in the plan included as Appendix B, access to the site is proposed via the follo\wing:

e  One (1) entry driveway from the Bruce Highway Off-Ramp (with separate truck and carentry lanes), which is
approximately 25m wide at the property boundary and will be positioned approximately 160m downstream of
the Bruce Highway main carriageway;

e Two (2) all-movements crossovers on Commercial Drive (with the northern driveway configured as the eastern
leg of the existing roundabout and the southern driveway approximately 11m wide at the property boundary);

e One (1) all-movements crossover on Enterprise Circuit which is agproximately 16m wide at the property
boundary; and

e One (1) exit driveway (trucks only) onto Enterprise Circuit which-is approximately 10.5m wide at the property
boundary.

The proposed access arrangements are in accordance with the recomrnenaations made in the Fraser Coast Planning
Scheme 2014 Service Station Code, and achieve the following desirahie outcomes:
e Separation of light vehicle and heavy vehicle traffic; @and
e Encouragement of efficient one-way (clockwise) circulation for the dominant traffic movement (i.e. the
southbound drop-in movement from the Bruce Highway).

Reference should be made to the letter prepared by Inncvative Planning Solutions which addresses the issue of access
rights / easements over the adjacent land parcels, which provide lawful access to/from the subject site.

As shown in the diagram included as Appendix D, there is adequate queue storage for:
e Five 19m articulated vehicles in the truck refuelling area (i.e. three (3) at the dispensers and two (2) behind),
without impeding access to this area by ariother 19m articulated vehicle; and
e At least 18 cars in the main service station hardstand area, without impeding access to this area, the food and
drink drive through, or the car-parking spaces.

In light of the above, the site access arrangements are considered to be acceptable from a traffic perspective, and
consistent with the Fraser Coast Flanning Scheme 2014 and relevant Australian Standards.

3.2 Servicing Arrangements

The site has been designec to accommodate the swept path of up to a 26m B-Double combination vehicle, as shown in
the vehicle tracking diagraniincluded as Appendix E. It would also accommodate a refuelling vehicle (19m articulated
vehicle) which4vould ente! the site from Bruce Highway off ramp, proceed to the appropriate area for refuelling, and
then exit the site via the southern driveway on Commercial Drive, or via the northern driveway on Enterprise Circuit as
shown in the vzhicle tracking diagram included as Appendix F.

The spacing of the pumps, location of the fill points, and internal configuration of the site have been designed based on
the manoeuvring requirements of this vehicle, and provision is made for a height clearance 4.5m under the canopy to
accommodate the fuel tanker. A fuel tanker in the refuelling position would not unreasonably impede access to or egress
from the site, nor would it prevent access to parking spaces on the site.
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An additional service bay is proposed for up to a Heavy Rigid Vehicle (HRV), adjacent and in convenient proximity to
the service station / food and drink outlet building. This bay would be used by service (delivery) vehicles as well as
refuse collection vehicles, as required.

Overall, the servicing arrangements are considered to be efficient and legible, and appropriate given the scale and nature
of the proposed development.

Our Ref: 714_TRGO07 Page 11 6 August 2018

RTI-319 file1l.PDF - Page Number: 109 of 235



Service Station and Retail Development, 22 Enterprise Circuit, Maryborough West
Traffic Report Rev B

4.0 Traffic Impact Assessment
4.1 Background Traffic

As discussed in Section 2.2, traffic counts undertaken on Tuesday 19 June 2018 at the intersection of Bruce Highway
(Maryborough - Gin Gin) and the Caltex Service Station Access reveal the turning movement volumes dirind’the AM
and PM peak hours as shown in Figure 4.1a and Figure 4.1b below. See also count data included.as Appendix A.

Figure 4.1a: 2018 AM Peak Volumes Figure 4.1 2018 PM Peak VVolumes

As discussed in Section 2.2, historic traffic volumes (based upon TMR Census Data) recorded on Bruce Highway
(Maryborough - Gin Gin) reveal that the section ot ihe Biuce Highway on which the subject site is located experienced
negligible growth over the period from 2010 to"2017. Notwithstanding this, with a view to maintaining a conservative
approach, a 1% per annum linear growth rate has been applied to through traffic volumes on the Bruce Highway, in
order to forecast future year traffic volumes. The iesulting predicted year of opening (2020) and 10-year (2030) traffic
volumes are as shown in the figures below and over page.

Figure 4.1c: 2020 AM Peak Volumes Figure 4.1d: 2020 PM Peak Volumes
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Figure 4.1e: 2030 AM Peak VVolumes Figure 4.1f: 2030 PM Peak Valumes

4.2 Site Traffic Generation and Distribution

The trip generation for the development has been forecast based upon the following trip generation rates as
recommended in TMR’s Road Planning and Design Manual {RPDM) Chapter 3, Appendix 3A:

e Service Station: 66 trips per 100m?2 in the peak hotrs x 190m2 GFA = ; and

e Food and Drink Outlet: 100 trips in the peai hours (assuming a ‘second tier’ food and drink outlet such as
KFC or Red Rooster).

Given the proposed GFA of the service station i/190m2, the resulting overall predicted trip generation is 225 trips in the
peak hours.

However given the proposed development will be iocated on a highway with excellent exposure, and will comprise
‘convenience’ uses, a substantial preportion of trips generated by the development will be undiverted drop-in trips, i.e. a
southbound through trip which will be ceniverted to a left-in entry trip followed by a left-out exit trip at the existing
Caltex Service Station Access interseciion (e.g. a southbound motorist stopping for fuel).

Given the nature and location of the‘proposed development, undiverted drop in trips are expected to account for 75% of
the traffic generated by the development (i.e. 169 trips), and only approximately 25% of trips are expected to be new
trips. The proposed developmerit i3 therefore predicted to generate in the order of 56 new trip ends coincident with the
road network peak hours, To pui this into perspective, this is equivalent to fewer than one new additional vehicle trip per
minute, on average, during the peak hours. This level of traffic generation is low, and once distributed onto the
surrounding road netwark:would be largely unnoticeable in the context of typical fluctuations in background traffic
volumes.

Furthermore, it'is anticipated that there would be a proportion of trips made which are multi-purpose trips, whereby both
uses withiii the complex are visited (i.e. the service station and the fast food outlet). This would have the effect of
reducing the cverall traffic generation of the development.

Notwithstanding the above, further consideration has been given to the performance of the Caltex Service Station
Access intersection, in order to assess the adequacy of the existing intersection configuration to accommodate the
additional traffic generated by the development.

Detailed intersection modelling of the access intersection has been undertaken, based upon the application of the
following assumptions:
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The proposed development will generate a total of 225 vehicle trips in the peak hours, including 75%
undiverted drop-in trips (169 trips) and 25% new trips (56 trips).

During the peak periods, 50% of trips generated will be arrival trips, and 50% will be departure trips.

e  For the drop-in trips:
75% will be southbound traffic, accessing the development via the Bruce Highway-southbound off-

o}
ramp, and egressing the development via a left turn at the Caltex Service Station Access intersection;

0 20% will be northbound traffic, accessing and egressing the development. via the Caltex Service
Station Access intersection (right turns in and out); and

0 5% will be associated with the industrial area in the vicinity of the site, accessing and egressing the

development via the Enterprise Street / Enterprise Circuit / Commercial Drive;

e  For the new trips:
0 75% will have an origin / destination to/from the north;
0 20% will have an origin / destination to/from the south;and
o 5% will have a local origin / destination (within the area deveiopment in the vicinity of the site).
The resulting forecast peak hour volumes at the existing Caltex Service Station access, are as shown in Figure 4.2

L /

E 2 Caltex Access
F 85

below.

Bruce Highway

Commergcial Drive

Bruce Highway

Figure 4.2: Peak Hour Development VVolumes
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4.3 Design Traffic Volumes

The forecast design traffic volumes (i.e. background traffic volumes plus the traffic expected to be generated by the
proposed development) at the 2020 and 2030 design horizon are as shown in the figures below.
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Figure 4.3a: 2020 AM Peak Design Volumes Figure 4.3b: 2020 PM Peak Design Volumes
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Figure 4.3c: 2030 AM Peak Design Volumes Figure 4.3d: 2030 PM Peak Design Volumes
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4.4 Access Intersection Capacity Assessment

Intersection capacity analyses have been undertaken of the existing Caltex Service Station Access intersection onto the
Bruce Highway, based upon the intersection configuration as shown in Figure 4.4 below.

The detailed results of these analyses are provided as Appendix G, with a summary of the results provided as Table
4.4a below.

Figure 4.4: Modelled Intersection Geonetry

Table 4.4a: Summary of Modeiling Results

. (y A Intersection Degree | Critical Movement | Maximum 95
Year Peak Period) //Destg . i ]
1 U of Saturation Level of Service Percentile Queue (m)
(= N\
2.6

Without Development 0.183 LOS A
AM Peak
With Development 0.232 LOS A 7.3
2020
Without Development 0.199 LOS A 1.6
PM-Peak
With Development 0.198 LOS A 6.1
Without Development 0.202 LOS A 2.8
AM Peak
With Development 0.248 LOS A 7.7
2030
Without Development 0.219 LOS B 1.7
PM Peak
With Development 0.212 LOSB 6.5
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The results of the above analyses demonstrate that:

e the existing Caltex Service Station access intersection with the Bruce Highway is expected to perform well
within acceptable capacity limits at both the year of opening (2020) and the 10-year design horizon (2030) at
less than 25% degree of saturation under all development scenarios (noting that 80% is typicalty considered to
represent acceptable operation for a priority-controlled intersection); and

e the proposed development will have a negligible impact upon the performance of the intersection, which will
operate at the same level of service (LOS) under the ‘with development’ scenario as the ‘without development’
scenario, and with very limited queuing (less than two (2) vehicles) under all design scenafios.

Notwithstanding the above, in accordance with the process outlined in Section 11.3.1 of thie Guide to Traffic Impact
Assessment, Transport and Main Roads, September 2017, an assessment of the total vehicle-minutes during both design
peak periods at the year of opening (2020) has been undertaken for the ‘without deveiopmerit’ and the ‘with
development’ scenario.

The results of this assessment are provided in Figure 4.4a to Figure 4.4d over page, with a summary of the results
provided in Table 4.4b below.

Table 4.4b: Summary of Average Delay (vehicle-seconds)

/2N

Without Development 736.9 434.8 1171.7
With Development 719.3 4275 1146.8
% Increase -2.13%

The results of the assessment in the table above reveal that ithe proposed development is expected to result in a minor
reduction in vehicle delay of approximately 2.13% at the“intersection. This is due to the fact that the service station will
attract drop-in trips, reducing the through trafficvolumes which oppose the turning movement volumes at the
intersection.

The requirements of the GTIA in regard to vehicle delay at the intersection are therefore satisfied.
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Figure 4.4d: 2030 PM With Development
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Figure 4.4c:'2030 AM With Development
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4.5 Road Safety Assessment

A risk assessment of the Bruce Highway in proximity to the site has been undertaken, both without, and with, the
proposed development, in order to determine the impact of the proposal from a safety perspective.

This assessment considers the following scenarios:

e The existing risk score (based upon the crash history in proximity to the site as presented.in tire data available
in Queensland Globe (https://gldglobe.information.qld.gov.au/); and

e The risk score with the proposed development, based upon the existing configuraticn of the Caltex Service
Station access intersection.

The results of this assessment are summarised in Table 4.5 below.

Table 4.5: Risk Assessment (Without and With Development)

1 ting

Low Low

Risk Item Location

With Development

Off carriageway on straight hit Bruce Highway, 170m

north of Caltex 704

ject .
objec Intersection (Rare, Property Damage) (Rare, Property Damage)
2 Off carriageway on straight S(;Etzeo? EZ;@{’ Hom 701 Low Low
/
Intersection (Rare, Property Damage) (Rare, Property Damage)
. . . Bruce Highway, 400m . .
Medium Medium
3 Off carriageway on straight hit south of Caltex 703

object

Intersection

(Rare, Hospitalisation)

(Rare, Hospitalisation)

The results of this assessment as outlined above revea! thar'the proposal is not expected to increase the risk score rating
for any existing risk item, given the following consicerations:

e The proposed development will be accessed via existing intersections with the Bruce Highway (i.e. the Caltex
Service Station access intersection-and/ci-the existing southbound off-ramp), and will not introduce new access
intersections with or turning-movemerits to/from the Bruce Highway.

e The existing Caltex Service Station access intersection (which may be used to access the proposed development
from the Bruce Highway) crovides the following:

0 A 155m long auxiliary right turn lane on the Bruce Highway, which meets the requirement in Table
5.2 of Austioads Guide to Road Design Part 4A: Unsignalised and Signalised Intersections, based
upon a 100km/hr design speed and assuming a comfortable rate of deceleration of 2.5m/s2.

0 A 170mlong auxiliary left turn lane on the Bruce Highway, which exceeds the requirement in Table
5.2/0f Austroads Guide to Road Design Part 4A: Unsignalised and Signalised Intersections, based
upen-a-100km/hr design speed and assuming a comfortable rate of deceleration of 2.5m/s2 and an exit
curve speed of 20km/hr.

02 A/A60m long acceleration lane for the left turn movement onto the Bruce Highway, which exceeds the
requirement in Table 5.4 of Austroads Guide to Road Design Part 4A: Unsignalised and Signalised
Intersections, based upon a 100km/hr design speed and assuming and an entry curve speed of Okm/hr.

e Historic crash data does not reveal any specific trend or high-risk movement, intersection or road feature, with
no more than one (1) accident of any type recorded over the 17-year data period. Importantly, given the nature
of the crashes (i.e. all single vehicle crashes), it does not appear that the configuration of the existing
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intersection of the Bruce Highway / Caltex Access is a contributing factor towards the small number of crashes
that have occurred over the past 17 years.

As shown in Figure 4.5 below, the increases in turning movements volumes expected at the intersection as a
result of the proposed development are expected to be low, i.e. fewer than 1 — 2 additional vehicle movements
per minute, per movement.

of approximately 2.13% at the intersection. This is due to the fact that the service station wili-attract drop-in

ar

trips, reducing the through traffic volumes which oppose the turning movement volumes-atihe intersection.

e Given sightlines to/from the proposed access location are essentially unrestricted due to the horizontal and
vertical alignment of the Bruce Highway in the vicinity of the site:
o the likelihood of conflict occurring between a through vehicle and‘a vehicli turning into or out of the
access intersection is considered to be ‘rare’; and
o0 itisanticipated that in the unlikely event that a conflict occurs, athrough vehicle would have

sufficient time to decelerate such that it would be travelling at a substantially lower speed than the
posted speed limit of 100km/hr. As a result, it is considered-unlikely that the severity of any such crash

would be limited.
e Notwithstanding the above, it is important to note that the proposed development will provide a number of

essential services for road users. Taking the opportunity {0 step-¥oi a short break is proven to increase driver
alertness and reduce fatigue, which would in turn increase road safety more generally.

In light of the above considerations, it is concluded that the piraposed development will not have an unacceptable impact
in terms of road safety, and the requirements of the GTIA aie satisfied in this regard.

Bruce Highway

Caltex Access

=z

ot
=1

Commercial Drive

Bruce Highway

Figure 4.5: Peak Hour Development Volumes
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5.0 Recommendation

In light of the information contained within this report, we consider that the proposal is satisfactory from a traffic
operations perspective and recommend that the development application be approved.

5.1 Qualifications
This report has been approved by Richard Quinn | Director | RPEQ 08565
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AUSTRAFFIC VIDEO INTERSECTION COUNT

Site No.: 1 Weather: Fine

Location: Bruce Highway/Access to Caltex Service Station (3 Enterprise Circuit) Maryborough West
Day/Date: Tuesday, 19 June 2018

Summary: 24 Hour Volumes :  12:00 AM to 12:00 AM

Bruce Highway (north) N
253 Dee &;
Hour Ending: 100.009 1100.009 \\v'//}
Classifcation: Eoal o R :::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::i:::: >a-8[ o]
0 321 7
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€8l o)
—+>{ 27 Jhooood)
: Enterprise Circuit (east)
{5 o]
8] B-C| o0 |
235 20 0
100.00% 100.00%| 100.00%|
C- D‘" ................................................. e
11 Sp-c o |
255 360
1L00.009 [L00.009

Bruce Highway (south)

Note: 3.28% | = proportion of selected vehicle classification as a percentage of total vehicles

-PBF—PageNumber: 121 of 235



AUSTRAFFIC VIDEO INTERSECTION COUNT

Site No.: 1 Weather: Fine

Location: Bruce Highway/Access to Caltex Service Station (3 Enterprise Circuit) Maryborough West
Day/Date: Tuesday, 19 June 2018

Summary: 24 Hour Volumes :  12:00 AM to 12:00 AM

Bruce Highway (north) N
359 260 &;
Hour Ending: 100.009 1100.009 \\v'//}
Classifcation: Eoal o R :::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::i:::: >a-8[ o]
0 258 2
[100.00% 100.00%) 100.00%)
€8l o)
—++>{ 15 Jhooood}
: Enterprise Circuit (east)
{7 e
8] B-C| o0 |
349 13 0
100.00% 100.00%| 100.00%|
C- D‘" ................................................. e
11 Sp-c o |
362 285
1L00.009 [L00.009

Bruce Highway (south)

Note: 3.28% | = proportion of selected vehicle classification as a percentage of total vehicles
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APPEMDIX C
Response to SDAP code (State code 1 — Deveiopment in a
State-controlled road environment) — Relevant Sections
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State code 1: Development in a state-controlled road

environment

Table 1.2.1: Development in a state-controlled road environment

that is a limited access road is consistent with
government policy for the management of limited
access roads.

changed access to a limited access road.

Note: Limited access roads are declared by the
transport chief executive under section 54 of ihe
Transport Infrastructure Act 1994 and are-identified in
the DA mapping system.

OR

Performance outcomes | Acceptable outcomes | Response
Vehicular access to a state-controlled road o~
PO15 Vehicular access to a state-controlled road | AO15.1 Development does not require new or Coniglies

AO15.2 A new or changed access to a limited
access road is consistent with the limited access
policy for the state-controiied ioad.

Note: Limited access policies for limited access roads
declared under the Transport Infrastructure Act 1994
can be obtained by contacting the relevant
Department.of Transport and Main Roads regional
office.

~AND

"/A0O15.3 Where a new or changed access is for a
service centre, access is consistent with the
Service centre policy, Department of Transport
and Main Roads, 2013 and the Access policy for
roadside service centre facilities on limited
access roads, Department of Transport and Main
Roads, 2013, and the Service centre strategy for
the state-controlled road.

Note: The Service centre policy, Department of

State Development Assessment Provisions —version 2.1
State code 1: Development in a state-controlled road environment
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Performance outcomes

Acceptable outcomes

Response

Transport and Main Roads, 2013, Access policy for
roadside service centre facilities, Department of
Transport and Main Roads, 2013 and the relevant
Service centre strategy for a state-controlled road can
be accessed by contacting the relevant Department of
Transport and Main Roads regional office.

PO16 The location and design of vehicular
access to a state-controlled road (including
access to a limited access road) does not create
a safety hazard for users of a state-controlled
road or result in a worsening of operating
conditions on a state-controlled road.

Note: Where a new or changed access between the
premises and a state-controlled road is proposed, the
Department of Transport and Main Roads will need to
assess the proposal to determine if the vehicular
access for the development is safe. An assessment
can be made by Department of Transport and Main
Roads as part of the development assessment
process and a decision under section 62 of Transport
Infrastructure Act 1994 issued.

AO16.1 Vehicular access is provided from a
local road.

OR all of the following acceptable outcomes
apply:

A016.2 Vehicular access for the development is
consistent with the function and design of ke
state-controlled road.

AND (@)

A016.3 Development does not require new or
changed access between the gremises and the
state-controlled road.

Note: A decision under sectioin 62 of the Transport
Infrastructure Act-1994 autiines the approved
conditions fer use of an existing vehicular access to a
state-conirolled road. Current section 62 decisions
can be obiained from the relevant Department of
Transport and Main Roads regional office.

A016.4 Use of any existing vehicular access to
the development is consistent with a decision
under section 62 of the Transport Infrastructure
Act 1994,

Note: The development which is the subject of the

application must be of an equivalent use and intensity
for which the section 62 approval was issued and the
section 62 approval must have been granted no more
than 5 years prior to the lodgement of the application.

The proposed development will be accessed via
existing intersections with the Bruce Highway.
No alteraiions to these existing intersections are
proposed or required in order to facilitate access
to the proposed development.

Consistency with the relevant policies would be
confirmed as part of the detailed design of the
intersection.

As outlined in the Risk Assessment in the Traffic
Report, the risk scores are expected to remain
consistent with the existing situation (Low and
Medium) i.e. the proposed development will not
have an unacceptable impact in terms of road
safety.

State Development Assessment Provisions —version 2.1
State code 1: Development in a state-controlled road environment
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Performance outcomes

Acceptable outcomes

Response

AND

AO016.5 Onsite vehicle circulation is designed to
give priority to entering vehicles at all times so
vehicles do not queue in a road intersection or
on the state-controlled road.

As shown in the diagram included as Appendix D
of the Traffic Report, thereis adequate queue
storage for:

e Five 19m articulaied vehicles in the truck
refuelling area {i.e three (3) at the
dispensers and twe (2) behind), without
impeding access to this area by another 19m
articulated vehicle; and

e Atlieasi’18 cars in the main service station
hardstand area, without impeding access to
this area, the food and drink drive through, or
the car parking spaces.

PO17 Vehicular access to a state-controlled road
or local road (and associated road access works)
are located and designed to not damage or
interfere with public passenger transport
infrastructure, public passenger services or
pedestrian or cycle access to public passenger
transport infrastructure and public passenger
services.

AO17.1 Vehicular access and assecciated road
access works are not located within & metres of
existing public passenger transport
infrastructure.

AND

Complies

AO17.2 The locationi atid design of vehicular
access for a development does not necessitate
the relocation cf existing public passenger
transport.infrastructure.

AND

Complies

AQO17.3 On-site vehicle circulation is designed to
give priority to entering vehicles at all times so
viehicles using a vehicular access do not obstruct
public passenger transport infrastructure and
public passenger services or obstruct pedestrian
or cycle access to public passenger transport
infrastructure and public passenger services.
AND

Complies

AO17.4 The normal operation of public
passenger transport infrastructure or public
passenger services is not interrupted during
construction of the development.

To be confirmed at construction stage.

State Development Assessment Provisions —version 2.1
State code 1: Development in a state-controlled road environment
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Performance outcomes | Acceptable outcomes | Response
Planned upgrades
PO19 Development does not impede delivery of | AO19.1 Development is not located on land Complies

planned upgrades of state-controlled roads.

identified by the Department of Transport and
Main Roads as land required for the planned
upgrade of a state-controlled road.

Note: Land required for the planned upgrade of a
state-controlled road is identified in the DA mapping
system.

OR

AO19.2 Development is sited and designed so
that permanent buildings, structures,
infrastructure, services or utilities are not’iocated
on land identified by the Department ¢f Transport
and Main Roads as land required for the planried
upgrade of a state-controlled road.

OR all of the following accepiable outcomes
apply:

A019.3 Structures and infrastructure located on
land identifiec by the Department of Transport
and Main Roads asland required for the planned
uparade of a)state-controlled road are able to be
rezdily relocated or removed without materially
affecting the viability or functionality of the
deveiopment.

AND

A019.4 Vehicular access for the development is
consistent with the function and design of the
planned upgrade of the state-controlled road.
AND

A019.5 Development does not involve filling and
excavation of, or material changes to, land
required for a planned upgrade to a state-
controlled road.

State Development Assessment Provisions —version 2.1
State code 1: Development in a state-controlled road environment
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Performance outcomes

Acceptable outcomes

Response

AND

A019.6 Land is able to be reinstated to the pre-
development condition at the completion of the
use.

Network impacts

PO20 Development does not result in a
worsening of operating conditions on the state-

controlled road network.

Note: To demonstrate compliance with this
performance outcome, it is recommended that an
RPEQ certified traffic impact assessment is provided,
prepared in accordance with the Guide to Traffic
Impact Assessment, Department of Transport and
Main Roads, 2017.

No acceptable outcome is prescribed.

PO21 Development does not impose traffic
loadings on a state-controlled road which could
be accommodated on the local road network.

A021.1 The layout and design-of the .
development directs traffic generated by the
development to the local road network.

PO22 Upgrade works on, or associated with, a
state-controlled road are built in accordance with
Queensland road design standards.

A022.1 Upgrade woriks required as a result of
the developmeni are designed and constructed
in accordance with the Road planning and
design manual, 2" edition, Department of
Transport and-Main Roads, 2016.

Note: Road works in a state-controlled road require
t“approval under section 33 of the Transport
tnfrastructure Act 1994 before the works commence.

Given the proposed deveiopment will be located
on a major road with excellent exposure, and will
comprisec primarily ‘convenience’ uses (e.g.
service station, fast food outlet, car wash), a
substantial proportion of traffic generated by the
developrment is expected to be undiverted drop-
in trips.

Consistency with the relevant design guidelines
would be confirmed as part of the detailed
design of the intersection.

The results of the traffic analyses undertaken
reveal that:

e the existing Caltex Service Station access
intersection with the Bruce Highway is
expected to perform well within acceptable
capacity limits at both the year of opening
(2020) and the 10-year design horizon
(2030) at less than 25% degree of saturation
under all development scenarios (noting that
80% is typically considered to represent
acceptable operation for a priority-controlled
intersection);

e the proposed development will have a
negligible impact upon the performance of
the intersection, which will operate at the
same level of service (LOS) under the ‘with
development’ scenario as the ‘without
development’ scenario, and with very limited

State Development Assessment Provisions —version 2.1
State code 1: Development in a state-controlled road environment
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Performance outcomes

Acceptable outcomes

Response

queuing (less than two (2) vehicles) under all
design scenarios; and

¢ the proposed development is expected to
delay of approximaigly 2.13% at the
intersecticn at the year of opening. This is
due to the fact that the service station will
aitract drop-in trips, reducing the through
traffic volumes which oppose the turning
movenient volumes at the intersection.

State Development Assessment Provisions —version 2.1
State code 1: Development in a state-controlled road environment
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APPENDIX D

Queue Storage Diagram
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APPENDIX E
Vehicle Tracking Diagram — 26m B-double Combination
Vehicle
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APPEMNDIX F

Vehicle Tracking Diagram — 19m Articuiated Vehicle
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APPEMNDIX G

Results of SIDRA Modelling
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MOVEMENT SUMMARY
\/ site: [2020 AM Base]

Giveway / Yield (Two-Way)

Movement Performance - Vehicles

Mov oD Demand Flows Deg. Average Level of 95% Back of Queue
ID Mov Total HV Satn Delay Service Vehicles Distance
veh/h % v/c sec veh m

South: Bruce Highway

2 T1 240 16.0 0.134 0.0 LOSA 0.0 0.0 Q.80 0.00 99.9
3 R2 20 16.0 0.022 10.0 LOSA 0.1 0.7 /7 043 0.67 55.8
Approach 260 16.0 0.134 0.8 NA 0.1 0.7 0.03 0.05 94.2
East: Caltex Access

4 L2 39 16.0 0.093 6.6 LOSA 0.3 2.6 0.50 0.69 50.7
6 R2 18 16.0 0.093 12.3 LOSA 0.3 26/ 0.50 0.69 50.6
Approach 57 16.0 0.093 8.4 LOSA 0.3 2.6 0.50 0.69 50.7
North: Bruce Highway

7 L2 7 16.0 0.004 8.3 LOSA 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.66 68.9
8 T1 327 16.0 0.183 0.0 LOSA /.0.0 0.0 0.00 0.00 99.9
Approach 334 16.0 0.183 0.2 NA 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.01 99.0
All Vehicles 651 16.0 0.183 1.1 NA 0.3 2.6 0.06 0.09 89.6

Site Level of Service (LOS) Method: Delay (RTA NSW). Site LOS Method is specified in the Parameter Settings dialog (Site tab).
Vehicle movement LOS values are based on average delay per mcvement.

Minor Road Approach LOS values are based on average delay foi all vetiicle movements.

NA: Intersection LOS and Major Road Approach LOS values are Not /Applicable for two-way sign control since the average delay
is not a good LOS measure due to zero delays associated with majer’road movements.

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 7.0 | Copyright © 2000-20'17 Akcelik and Associates Pty Ltd | sidrasolutions.com
Organisation: Q TRAFFIC | Processed: Wednesday, 18 Juiy 2018 3:23:24 PM
Project: D:\Q Traffic\22 Enterprise Circuit, Marybarough West\Caltex Access Intersection.sip7
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MOVEMENT SUMMARY
\/ site: [2020 AM With Dev]

Giveway / Yield (Two-Way)

Movement Performance - Vehicles

Mov oD Demand Flows Deg. Average Level of 95% Back of Queue
ID Mov Total HV Satn Delay Service Vehicles Distance
veh/h % v/c sec veh m

South: Bruce Highway

2 T1 223 16.0 0.125 0.0 LOSA 0.0 0.0 Q.80 0.00 99.9
3 R2 58 16.0 0.060 9.6 LOSA 0.2 19 /7 0.39 0.67 56.1
Approach 281 16.0 0.125 2.0 NA 0.2 1.9 0.08 0.14 86.0
East: Caltex Access

4 L2 124 16.0 0.232 6.4 LOSA 0.9 7.3 0.48 0.68 51.1
6 R2 41 16.0 0.232 12.2 LOSA 0.9 7.3/ 0.48 0.68 51.0
Approach 165 16.0 0.232 7.8 LOSA 0.9 7.3 0.48 0.68 511
North: Bruce Highway

7 L2 7 16.0 0.004 8.3 LOSA 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.66 68.9
8 T1 264 16.0 0.148 0.0 LOSA /.0.0 0.0 0.00 0.00 99.9
Approach 271 16.0 0.148 0.2 NA 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.02 98.8
All Vehicles 77 16.0 0.232 2.7 NA 0.9 7.3 0.14 0.22 77.6

Site Level of Service (LOS) Method: Delay (RTA NSW). Site LOS Method is specified in the Parameter Settings dialog (Site tab).
Vehicle movement LOS values are based on average delay per mcvement.

Minor Road Approach LOS values are based on average delay foi all vetiicle movements.

NA: Intersection LOS and Major Road Approach LOS values are Not /Applicable for two-way sign control since the average delay
is not a good LOS measure due to zero delays associated with majer’road movements.

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 7.0 | Copyright © 2000-20'17 Akcelik and Associates Pty Ltd | sidrasolutions.com
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MOVEMENT SUMMARY
\/ site: [2020 PM Base]

Giveway / Yield (Two-Way)

Movement Performance - Vehicles

Mov oD Demand Flows Deg. Average Level of 95% Back of Queue
ID Mov Total HV Satn Delay Service Vehicles Distance
veh/h % v/c sec veh m

South: Bruce Highway

2 T1 356 16.0 0.199 0.0 LOSA 0.0 0.0 Q.80 0.00 99.9
3 R2 13 16.0 0.013 9.5 LOSA 0.1 04 /7 0.38 0.63 56.1
Approach 369 16.0 0.199 0.4 NA 0.1 0.4 (.01 0.02 97.2
East: Caltex Access

4 L2 27 16.0 0.057 6.1 LOSA 0.2 1.6 0.45 0.64 51.0
6 R2 10 16.0 0.057 13.0 LOSA 0.2 1.6/ 045 0.64 50.9
Approach 37 16.0 0.057 8.0 LOSA 0.2 1.6 0.45 0.64 51.0
North: Bruce Highway

7 L2 2 16.0 0.001 8.3 LOSA 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.66 68.9
8 T1 263 16.0 0.147 0.0 LOSA /.0.0 0.0 0.00 0.00 99.9
Approach 265 16.0 0.147 0.1 NA 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.00 99.6
All Vehicles 671 16.0 0.199 0.7 NA 0.2 1.6 0.03 0.05 93.4

Site Level of Service (LOS) Method: Delay (RTA NSW). Site LOS Method is specified in the Parameter Settings dialog (Site tab).
Vehicle movement LOS values are based on average delay per mcvement.
Minor Road Approach LOS values are based on average delay foi all vetiicle movements.

NA: Intersection LOS and Major Road Approach LOS values are Not /Applicable for two-way sign control since the average delay
is not a good LOS measure due to zero delays associated with majer’road movements.

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
\/ site: [2020 PM With Dev]

Giveway / Yield (Two-Way)

Movement Performance - Vehicles

Mov oD Demand Flows Deg. Average Level of 95% Back of Queue
ID Mov Total HV Satn Delay Service Vehicles Distance
veh/h % v/c sec veh

South: Bruce Highway

2 T1 339 16.0 0.190 0.0 LOSA 0.0 0.0 Q.80 0.00 99.9
3 R2 51 16.0 0.048 9.2 LOSA 0.2 1.5 /7 0.33 0.64 56.3
Approach 390 16.0 0.190 1.2 NA 0.2 1.5 0.04 0.08 90.7
East: Caltex Access

4 L2 112 16.0 0.198 5.9 LOSA 0.8 6.1 0.41 0.63 51.4
6 R2 33 16.0 0.198 13.2 LOSA 0.8 6.1/ 0.41 0.63 51.3
Approach 145 16.0 0.198 7.5 LOSA 0.8 6.1 0.41 0.63 51.3
North: Bruce Highway

7 L2 2 16.0 0.001 8.3 LOSA 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.66 68.9
8 T1 200 16.0 0.112 0.0 LOSA /.0.0 0.0 0.00 0.00 99.9
Approach 202 16.0 0.112 0.1 NA 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.01 99.5
All Vehicles 737 16.0 0.198 21 NA 0.3 6.1 0.10 0.17 80.4

Site Level of Service (LOS) Method: Delay (RTA NSW). Site LOS Method is specified in the Parameter Settings dialog (Site tab).
Vehicle movement LOS values are based on average delay per mcvement.

Minor Road Approach LOS values are based on average delay foi all vetiicle movements.

NA: Intersection LOS and Major Road Approach LOS values are Not /Applicable for two-way sign control since the average delay
is not a good LOS measure due to zero delays associated with majer’road movements.

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
\/ site: [2030 AM Base]

Giveway / Yield (Two-Way)

Movement Performance - Vehicles

Mov oD Demand Flows Deg. Average Level of 95% Back of Queue
ID Mov Total HV Satn Delay Service Vehicles Distance
veh/h % v/c sec veh m

South: Bruce Highway

2 T1 263 16.0 0.147 0.0 LOSA 0.0 0.0 Q.80 0.00 99.9
3 R2 20 16.0 0.024 10.2 LOSA 0.1 0.7 /. 045 0.68 55.6
Approach 283 16.0 0.147 0.7 NA 0.1 0.7 0.03 0.05 94.6
East: Caltex Access

4 L2 39 16.0 0.100 6.9 LOSA 0.4 2.8 0.53 0.71 50.3
6 R2 18 16.0 0.100 13.6 LOSA 0.4 2.8 ./ 053 0.71 50.2
Approach 57 16.0 0.100 9.0 LOSA 0.4 2.8 0.53 0.71 50.3
North: Bruce Highway

7 L2 7 16.0 0.004 8.3 LOSA 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.66 68.9
8 T1 360 16.0 0.202 0.0 LOSA /.0.0 0.0 0.00 0.00 99.9
Approach 367 16.0 0.202 0.2 NA 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.01 99.0
All Vehicles 707 16.0 0.202 1.1 NA 0.4 2.8 0.06 0.08 90.2

Site Level of Service (LOS) Method: Delay (RTA NSW). Site LOS Method is specified in the Parameter Settings dialog (Site tab).
Vehicle movement LOS values are based on average delay per mcvement.

Minor Road Approach LOS values are based on average delay foi all vetiicle movements.

NA: Intersection LOS and Major Road Approach LOS values are Not /Applicable for two-way sign control since the average delay
is not a good LOS measure due to zero delays associated with majer’road movements.

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
\/ site: [2030 AM With Dev]

Giveway / Yield (Two-Way)

Movement Performance - Vehicles

Mov oD Demand Flows Deg. Average Level of 95% Back of Queue
ID Mov Total HV Satn Delay Service Vehicles Distance
veh/h % v/c sec veh m

South: Bruce Highway

2 T1 246 16.0 0.138 0.0 LOSA 0.0 0.0 Q.80 0.00 99.9
3 R2 58 16.0 0.063 9.8 LOSA 0.2 19 /7 042 0.68 55.9
Approach 304 16.0 0.138 1.9 NA 0.2 1.9 (.08 0.13 86.9
East: Caltex Access

4 L2 124 16.0 0.248 6.6 LOSA 1.0 7.7 0.51 0.70 50.8
6 R2 41 16.0 0.248 13.5 LOSA 1.0 7.7/ 0.51 0.70 50.7
Approach 165 16.0 0.248 8.3 LOSA 1.0 7.7 0.51 0.70 50.8
North: Bruce Highway

7 L2 7 16.0 0.004 8.3 LOSA 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.66 68.9
8 T1 296 16.0 0.166 0.0 LOSA /.0.0 0.0 0.00 0.00 99.9
Approach 303 16.0 0.166 0.2 NA 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.02 98.9
All Vehicles 772 16.0 0.248 2.6 NA 1.0 7.7 0.14 0.21 78.6

Site Level of Service (LOS) Method: Delay (RTA NSW). Site LOS Method is specified in the Parameter Settings dialog (Site tab).
Vehicle movement LOS values are based on average delay per mcvement.
Minor Road Approach LOS values are based on average delay foi all vetiicle movements.

NA: Intersection LOS and Major Road Approach LOS values are Not /Applicable for two-way sign control since the average delay
is not a good LOS measure due to zero delays associated with majer’road movements.

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
\/ site: [2030 PM Base]

Giveway / Yield (Two-Way)

Movement Performance - Vehicles

Mov oD Demand Flows Deg. Average Level of 95% Back of Queue
ID Mov Total HV Satn Delay Service Vehicles Distance
veh/h % v/c sec veh m

South: Bruce Highway

2 T1 391 16.0 0.219 0.0 LOSA 0.0 0.0 Q.80 0.00 99.9
3 R2 13 16.0 0.014 9.6 LOSA 0.1 04 /7 040 0.64 56.1
Approach 404 16.0 0.219 0.3 NA 0.1 0.4 0:01 0.02 97.4
East: Caltex Access

4 L2 27 16.0 0.062 6.3 LOSA 0.2 W7 0.48 0.66 50.7
6 R2 10 16.0 0.062 14.6 LOS B 0.2 1.7/ 048 0.66 50.5
Approach 37 16.0 0.062 8.5 LOSA 0.2 1.7 0.48 0.66 50.6
North: Bruce Highway

7 L2 2 16.0 0.001 8.3 LOSA 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.66 68.9
8 T1 289 16.0 0.162 0.0 LOSA /.0.0 0.0 0.00 0.00 99.9
Approach 291 16.0 0.162 0.1 NA 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.00 99.6
All Vehicles 732 16.0 0.219 0.6 NA 0.2 1.7 0.03 0.05 93.8

Site Level of Service (LOS) Method: Delay (RTA NSW). Site LOS Method is specified in the Parameter Settings dialog (Site tab).
Vehicle movement LOS values are based on average delay per mcvement.

Minor Road Approach LOS values are based on average delay foi all vetiicle movements.

NA: Intersection LOS and Major Road Approach LOS values are Not /Applicable for two-way sign control since the average delay
is not a good LOS measure due to zero delays associated with majer’road movements.

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
\/ site: [2030 PM With Dev]

Giveway / Yield (Two-Way)

Movement Performance - Vehicles

Mov oD Demand Flows Deg. Average Level of 95% Back of Queue
ID Mov Total HV Satn Delay Service Vehicles Distance
veh/h % v/c sec veh m

South: Bruce Highway

2 T1 374 16.0 0.210 0.0 LOSA 0.0 0.0 Q.80 0.00 99.9
3 R2 51 16.0 0.050 9.3 LOSA 0.2 1.5 /7 035 0.65 56.2
Approach 425 16.0 0.210 1.1 NA 0.2 1.5 0.04 0.08 91.3
East: Caltex Access

4 L2 112 16.0 0.212 6.0 LOSA 0.8 6.5 0.45 0.65 51.0
6 R2 33 16.0 0.212 14.8 LOS B 0.8 6.5/ 0.45 0.65 50.9
Approach 145 16.0 0.212 8.0 LOSA 0.8 6.5 0.45 0.65 51.0
North: Bruce Highway

7 L2 2 16.0 0.001 8.3 LOSA 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.66 68.9
8 T1 226 16.0 0.127 0.0 LOSA /.0.0 0.0 0.00 0.00 99.9
Approach 228 16.0 0.127 0.1 NA 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.01 99.5
All Vehicles 798 16.0 0.212 21 NA 0.3 6.5 0.10 0.16 81.5

Site Level of Service (LOS) Method: Delay (RTA NSW). Site LOS Method is specified in the Parameter Settings dialog (Site tab).
Vehicle movement LOS values are based on average delay per mcvement.

Minor Road Approach LOS values are based on average delay foi all vetiicle movements.

NA: Intersection LOS and Major Road Approach LOS values are Not /Applicable for two-way sign control since the average delay
is not a good LOS measure due to zero delays associated with majer’road movements.

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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13 August 2018

Our Reference: 387

Your Reference: 1803-4620 SRA

Department of State Development,
Manufacturing, Infrastructure and Planning

Via: MYDAS

Attention: Senior Planner, Danica Clark

Dear Danica,

RE: RESPONSE TO INFORMATION REQUEST — Development Assessment Rules s13.2
Development Permit for Material Change of Use of Prernises — Code — Service Station
Enterprise Circuit and 22 Enterprise Circuit, Maryborcough West, QLD, 4650 (Lot 52 on
RP220088 and Lot 53 on SP200102)

| refer to the Department’s Information Request dated 26 April 2018 in respect of the above
application. Each of the request items have be=nset out and responded to below. The following

supporting information is enclosed with this respense.

Attachment 1 Title Searches and Easement Document

Attachment 2 LTrafﬁc Impact Assessment

ITEM 1: Lawiul access betweer the subject site and the Bruce Highway

Please provide information that demonstrates that the land subject to the proposed development
has lawful rights to enabie access over Easement AN SP220088 (in Lot 52 on SP220088) and Lot 1
on RP905100 via Easemient A on RP903379 and at the locations proposed.

Response — included et Attachment 1 is a title search for Lot 52 on RP220088 and a title search for
Lot 53 on SP200102, both of which denote that these properties are burdened by Easement No.
70138356A4 (i.e. Easement A on RP903779). The easement document for this easement is also
inciuded ‘at’/Attachment 1 and provides that the easement is for the purposes of “Right of Way”
(inciuding for successors in title), which was granted by Lot 1 on RP 903779 to the benefit of Lot 2
on RP803779. Lot 1 on RP903779 is the parent parcel to Lots 52 and 53, which were registered in

(circa) 2007, while Lot 2 comprises the land to the immediate south which currently supports an

P: 07 5452 5207

E: info@ipsptyltd.com.au

45 First Avenue, Mooloolaba Qld 4557

PO Box 1043 Maroochydore Q 4558
Page 1 Of5 townplanningsunshinecoast.com.au
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existing service station. On this basis, it is clear that both lots continue to have legal access via

Easement A for the purposes of Access.

In relation to the reference to “Easement AN SP220088 (in Lot 52 on SP220088)”, it would appear
that this was intended to refer to Covenant No 712383964 burdening Lot 52. The fitie searches
included at Attachment 1 denotes this as Covenant AN on SP220088. It is noted that covenarits are
typically registered on title to ensure a particular land use outcome, preservation outcerne or to tie
parcels of land (i.e. covenant to require that parcels be transferred together), and-do not govern
legal access arrangements (as an easement would). As such, this covenant would not preclude

access arrangements as proposed by the subject application.

ITEM 1: Traffic Impact Assessment

Please submit a Traffic Impact Assessment (TIA) prepared by a suitabiy qualified traffic consultant,

in accordance with the Department of Transport and Main Roads’ Guide to Traffic Impact

Assessments (GTIA) September 2017. The TIA shall address, but may not be limited to, the following

matters:

a. Specify the commencement date for the proposed service station use;

b. Identify the number, types and frequency of traffic that will be generated by the proposed
service station use and provide suitable justification for any assumptions used. This includes all
vehicles that will be generated by, oi“is required to access, the proposed service station use on
a daily, AM Peak and PM Peak hour basis;

c. Identify on a plan what route development traffic associated with the development will utilise
for ingress and egress access between the state-controlled road (Bruce Highway) and the
proposed development.' The pian must clearly show what roads/and or easements will be
primarily used to accass the development and include suitable supporting information about
how the route was identified/justified with the response.

Note: Where ihe rcute includes, or requires reliance on, easements for lawful access please
include suitable-evidence that lawful access exists as detailed in Item 1 of this information
request.

d. Based enthe route requested in Item 2(c), provide the distribution of generated traffic to the
state-centrolled and local road network. A trip distribution plan showing the distribution of
traffic'to the relevant intersections to the Bruce Highway will clarify this issue;

e. Determine the impact of generated traffic on the state-controlled road network in accordance

with the GTIA at the impact assessment year. This includes assessing any intersections along the

P: 07 5452 5207
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route requested in Item 2(c) where the local roads and/or access connect directly to the Bruce
Highway and any other state-controlled road intersections where development traffic is
expected to exceed 5% of base traffic (either AADT volume of peak hour) for any movement or
section of state-controlled road;

Note: if access over Lot 2 RP905100 via Easement A RP903779 is relied upon, this is considered
an ‘access and frontage impact’ and as such, the assessment of impacts must be undertaken at
the opening year of the final stage and 10 years beyond the final stage (see Sectiorn 6.5 of the
GTIA);

f. Where impacts are identified, propose recommendations to ameiiorate tne development’s
impact on the state-controlled road network. Where road works are required to ameliorate
development impacts, include a preliminary concept of any upgrade‘'works to demonstrate the
required works can be constructed within the existing gazetted road corridor.

g. In the event that lawful access exists in favour of Lot 52'SP220088 (g) and Lot 53 SP200102 via
Easement A RP903779 and Easement AN SP220083 (see Item 1 of this request), provide a
revised access strategy which demonstrates that access to the development is situated at least
180 metres from the nose of the southbound exit ramp from the Bruce Highway as specified in
Section 3.3.4 of Austroads Guide to Road /iJesign Part 6B referenced in the Department of
Transport and Main Roads’ Road Planning and Design Manual 2™ Edition;

h. Provide a road safety audit of the develcument’s accesses to the Bruce Highway in accordance
with the GTIA. A road safety audit is required due to the road safety environment safety rating
specified in Tables 9.3.3(a) and 9.2.2(b) of the GTIA and characteristics of the Bruce Highway
(100km/h and traffic volume >8,000°AADT). The audit must address the development’s access
to Easement A and what works are required to ensure vehicles using the development’s access
do not conflict with vehicles {including heavy vehicles) using the high-speed exit ramp from the
Bruce Highway and any othier accesses/intersections with the Bruce Highway. Where works are

required, include aconcept plan of the required works.

Response — thic-applicant has had commissioned a Traffic Impact Assessment (TIA) for the proposed
development, prepared by Q Traffic Engineering Consultants, which is included at Attachment 2 to
this response.” The report provides relevant background information regarding the proposal,
address therelevant state government code and guidelines (including the Department of Transport
and’Main Roads’ Guide to Traffic Impact Assessment (GTIA) September 2017) and recommends
that the proposal is satisfactory from a traffic operations perspective. In relation to the specific

matters raised, the following is advised:-
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a. Anticipated year of opening is identified as 2020 — refer section 4.1 of the submitted TIA;

b. The number, types and frequency of anticipated traffic, including assumptions, are detailed in
section 4.0 of the submitted TIA;

c. Access to the site is proposed via the following:-

a. One (1) entry driveway from the Bruce Highway Off-Ramp (with separate truck and car
entry lane), which is approximately 25m wide at the property boundary-and will be
positioned approximately 160m downstream of the Bruce Highway main cairiageway;

b. Two (2) all-movements crossovers on Commercial Drive (with-the nortriern driveway
configured as the eastern leg of the existing roundabout and-the southern driveway
approximately 11m wide at the property boundary);

c. One (1) all-movements crossover on Enterprise Circuit which is approximately 16m
wide at property boundary; and

d. One (1) exit driveway (trucks only) onto Enterprise Circuit which is approximately
10.5m wide at the property boundary.

The proposal plans included in the submitted TIA identify anticipate movements through the
site, with vehicle tracking and queue storage diagrams highlighting key movements;

d. Traffic volumes for the proposed development are provided in the submitted TIA, including a
detailed analysis of intersection capacities within the vicinity of the site (including the Bruce
Highway). The results of the analysis . reveal the proposed development will not have an
unacceptable impact on the road safety of the affected intersections;

e. The submitted TIA has been premised on a predicted year of opening of 2020 and includes an
assessment of the proposed development to a 10 year design horizon (i.e. to 2030). This
assessment has extended to-all relevant intersections where local roads and / or access
connects directly to the Bruce Highway;

f.  The submitted TIA has determined that the requirements of the GTIA are able to be achieved
without any upgrade works;

g. as detailed in the response to item 1 above, lawful access currently exists in favour of Lots 52
and 53 via Easement A RP903779, while Covenant AN SP220088 does not appear to apply for
this purnose. The developments entry only access from the Bruce Highway is positioned
approximately 160 metres from the nose of the existing south bound exit ramp. This access
has been designed in accordance with the requirements of the Fraser Coast Planning Scheme

2014 Service Station Code, and as detailed in the submitted TIA, road safety has been
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considered in this design outcome with risk scores expected to retain the status quo (i.e. low
and medium);

h. A Road Safety Assessment is provided in section 4.5 of the submitted TIA. This assessment
concludes that the proposed development will not have an unacceptable impact iri terms of

road safety, and the requirements of the GTIA are able to be satisfied.

It is considered that the above constitutes a full response to the matters raised, and we respectfully
request that assessment of the application now proceed. However, should it be considered that only
part of the information requested has been provided, we welcome the opportunity to discuss any

aspect of this response in further detail.

Should you have any queries in relation to any aspect of this correspondence please do not hesitate

to contact me.

Yours sincerely , /

Not Relevant

DIRECTOR
INNOVATIVE PLANNING SOLUTIONS

Cc: Fraser Coast Regional Couricii
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Application summary report — 1803-4620

Report created: 11 April 2018, 10.11 am
User: Not Relevant
Applicant: Retail Fuel Developments

Development details

Nature of development Approval type

Cate_gory of assessment

Material change of use Development permit

Code assessment

Description of proposal: Service Station

Location details

Lot and plan Adjacent or Address Local government
adjoining \ area

525P220088 No 22 Enterprise Circuit, Fraser Coast
Maryorough West Regional Council

535P200102 No Enteiprise Circuit, Fraser Coast
Maiyborough West Regional Council

Coordinates

Interested parties

_V_ 0 0 - s

Name Application responsibility

Innovative Planning Solutions Applicant representative

Fraser Coast Regional Cournicll Assessment manager

DSDMIP (SARA) Referral agency

Assessment triggers

No assessment trigggers were added.

Referral triggers

Trigger Description Category Referral agency

10.9.4.2.4.1 Development application for a material State transport corridors | DSDMIP (SARA)

change of use, other than an excluded
material change of use, that is assessable

and future State transport
corridors
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1803-4620

Trigger Description Category Referral agency
development under a local categorising
instrument, if all or part of the premises-
(a) are within 25m of a State transport
corridor; or (b) are a future State transport
corridor; or (c) are- (i) adjacent to a road
that intersects with a State-controlled
road; and (ii) within 100m of the
intersection
Documents
Supporting documents N
File name Uploaded by Version TDate uploaded
Lot plan report MyDAS2 Admin 1 27 March 2018, 3.32
pm
Attachment 1 - Smartmap T 27 March 2018, 3.37
pm
Attachment 2 - Easement 1 27 March 2018, 3.37
Document pm
Attachment 3 - Proposal Plans 1 27 March 2018, 3.37
pm
Attachment 4 - Engineering 1 27 March 2018, 3.37
Report pm
Attachment 5 - Stormwater 1 27 March 2018, 3.37
Management Plan N pm
Covering letter for application N 1 27 March 2018, 3.37
pm
DA Form 1 1 27 March 2018, 3.37
pm
Fraser Coast Council 1 27 March 2018, 3.37
Confirmation Notice pm
Infrastructure agreement 1 27 March 2018, 3.37
pm
Owners consent 1 27 March 2018, 3.37
748 pm
Pay items
Trigger Pay itern = Description Quantity Fee
10.9.4.24.1 8(c)(ii) (c) if paragraph (a) does not apply and the | 1 $3,130.00
| material change of use is stated in item 1,
column 2, paragraph (a) or (c) and
involves a new relevant vehicular access
to a State transport corridor- (ii) otherwise
page 2 of 2
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GE77-N

Our reference: 1803-4620 SRA
27 August 2018

Retail Fuel Developments
PO Box 1043
Maroochydore QLD 4558
info@ipsptyltd.com.au

Attention: Not Relevant
Dear Not Relevant

Further advice
(Given under section 35 of the Development Assessment Rules)

The Department of State Development, Manufacturing, {rfrastructure and Planning has reviewed your
development application for the following premises.

Location details

Street address: 22 Enterprise Circuit; Maryborough West
Real property description: Lot 52 on S?220088 and Lot 53 on SP200102
Local government area: Fraser Ceast-Regional Council

Please note that the department has identified the following outstanding issues:

Item | Advice

Lawful access between the subject site and the Bruce Highway

1. Please provide furtherinformation demonstrating that the land subject to the development
application has estabtished lawful rights for access over Covenant AN SP220088 (in Lot 52
SP220088).

Reason forthe request:

- ~_ The/Department of Transport and Main Roads have advised that Covenant AN SP220088
was created as a covenant in favour of Fraser Coast Regional Council to ensure a suitable
landscape buffer is provided between development on Lot 52 SP220088 and vehicle
rnovements within Easement A RP903779.

i Insufficient documentation has been provided to demonstrate that vehicular access over the
Covenant area is permitted. This may require discussions with Fraser Coast Regional
Council (the council) to determine whether the council is supportive of the impact and
associated access arrangements over the covenant area reflected in Covenant AN

Wide Bay Burnett regional office
Level 1, 7 Takalvan Street, Bundaberg
Page 1 of 3 PO Box 979, Bundaberg QLD 4670
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1803-4620 SRA

Item | Advice

SP220088.

Traffic Impact Assessment

2. The submitted Traffic Report prepared by QTraffic Engineering Consultants Ref:. 714 -TRGO07
Revision B dated 6 August 2018 (the traffic report) has been based on access ketween the
development and the Bruce Highway being achieved via Easement A RP903379.

Item 1 of this further issues letter outlines the information required to diemanstrate that the
appropriate approvals exist to support vehicular access over Coveriant AN SP220088.

Subject to Item 1 being resolved, the Department of Transport and Maiin Roads have advised that
the submitted traffic report has not adequately considered or adadressed the following matters in
relation to state-controlled road impacts:

(&) The submitted traffic report has not considered thie existing movements that use the high
speed exit ramp from the Bruce Highway For example, background movements shown in
Figures 4.1a to 4.1f of the traffic respoinse Jo not acknowledge or show the high speed
exit ramp from the Bruce Highway however Figure 4.2 (development traffic) does show
the development traffic and high spead exit ramp;

(b) Traffic movements for shown in Figures 4.3a to 4.3d has not acknowledged or considered
the existing vehicle movemenis-on tiie high speed exit ramp from the Bruce Highway.

(c) The safety assessment apuearsio focus on the Bruce Highway carriageway and not the
issue of light and heavy vehicies decelerating within the high speed exit ramp which
conflicts with the purpose arid function of the high speed exit ramp. For example:-

- The high-speed exit ramp does not have any deceleration on the Bruce Highway.
Therefore, the entry speed for this can be taken as the posted speed limit on the
Bruce Highway (being 100km/h). This means vehicles using the high speed exit
lane wili approach the entry at high speed and conflict with slow moving vehicles
turning into the northern access. This has a high potential for rear-end crashes to
occur,/Further investigation as to what additional measures are needed to
ameliorate this impact (for example separate vehicles turning into the site from the
high speed exit lane and appropriate separation between the start of the turning
treatment into the development and nose of the Bruce Highway exit ramp) is
required;

- As mentioned in Item 2(g) of the Department of State Development, Manufacturing,
Infrastructure and Planning’s information request, a minimum separation of 180
metres is required (reference Austroads Guide to Road Design Part 6B Roadside
Environment 2015). The Department of Transport and Main Roads considers this to
the minimum separation between the Bruce Highway and development’s access
(with an auxiliary lane off the exit ramp) to provide adequate safety for vehicles

Department of State Development, Manufacturing, Infrastructure and Planning Page 2 of 3
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1803-4620 SRA

Item

Advice

using the exit ramp and northern access.

The Department of Transport and Main Roads have advised that it will not accept
the northern access when it does not meet this separation requirement. In this
regard, it is considered that the subject land has sufficient frontage and-ievel of
access afforded by Easement A RP903379 and other local roads propesed in the
development layout.

Currently, there is about 249 metres of unobstructed distance available for vehicles
to decelerate and negotiate the roundabout within Easement A RP903379. This
distance is significantly reduced by the new access over Covenant AN SP220088
and introduces conflict within the exit ramp’s function which has not been
appropriately assessed in the traffic report.

The exit ramp is only one lane wide and there is no provision for vehicles using the
exit ramp to safely pass vehicles turning left in ta the development’s northern
access. This has not been addressed’in ihe traffic report.

A revised traffic impact assessment is requested to address these matters.

It is recommended that you address these concerns Gromptly, noting that the department considers your
development application does not currently satisfy the apulicable outcomes identified in the State
Development Assessment Provisions (SDAP).

For further information please contact Shelley Jackison, Senior Planning Officer, on 07 4122 0407 or via
email WBBSARA@dsdmip.gld.gov.au who-will be pleased to assist.

Yours sincerely

Not Relevant

Luke Lankowski

Manager, Planning

Department of State Development, Manufacturing, Infrastructure and Planning Page 3 of 3
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State Assessment and Referral Agency
Date: 11/04/2018

Department of State Development
Manufacturing, Infrastructure
and Planning

©The State of Queensland 2018.

Disclaimer.

This map has been generated from the information supplied to the Department of State Development,
Manufacturing, Infrastructure and Planning for the puposes of the Development Assessment Mapping
System. The map generated has been prepared with due care based on the best available
information atthe time of publication. The State of Queensland holds no responsibility for any

errors, inconsistencies or omissions within this document. Any decisions made by other parties
based on this document solely the respons bility of those parties. This information is supplied
subject to the full terms and conditions available onthe department’s website.

Matters of Interest for all selected Lot Plans

Water resource planning area boundaries
Area within 25m of a State-controlled road

Matters of Interest by Lot Plan

Lot Plan: 52SP220088 (Area: 1,999 m?
Water resource planning area boundaries
Area within 25m of a State-controlled road

Lot Plan: 53SP200102 (Area: 9,704 m?
Water resource planning area boundaries
Area within 25m of a State-controlled road
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State Assessment and Referral Agency
Date: 11/04/2018

Department of State Development Legend
Manufacturing, Infrastructure
and Planning

© The State of Queensland 2018.

Water resource planning area boundaries

Water resource planning area boundaries
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Disclaimer.

This map has been generated from the information supplied to the Department of State Development,
Manufacturing, Infrastructure and Planning for the purposes ofthe Development Assessment Mapping
System. The map generated has been prepared with due care based on the best available
information atthe time of publication. The State of Queensland holds no responsibility for any

errors, inconsistencies or omissions within this document. Any decisions made by other parties
based on this document solely the res pons bility of those parties. This information is supplied

subject to the full terms and conditions available onthe department’s website. RT|-319 f||e]_PDF _ Page Number 158 Of 235




State Assessment and Referral Agency
Date: 11/04/2018

Department of State Development Legend
Manufacturing, Infrastructure
and Planning

© The State of Queensland 2018.

Area within 25m of a State-controlled road

Area within 25m of a State-controlled
road

0 30 60 90 120
I TN 02
Metres

Disclaimer.

This map has been generated from the information supplied to the Department of State Development,
Manufacturing, Infrastructure and Planning for the purposes ofthe Development Assessment Mapping
System. The map generated has been prepared with due care based on the best available
information atthe time of publication. The State of Queensland holds no responsibility for any

errors, inconsistencies or omissions within this document. Any decisions made by other parties
based on this document solely the res pons bility of those parties. This information is supplied

subject to the full terms and conditions available onthe department’s website. RT|-319 f||e]_PDF _ Page Number 159 Of 235




GE25-N

Our reference: 1803-4620 SRA

19 July 2018

Retail Fuel Developments
c¢/- Innovative Planning Solutions

PO Box 1043
Maroochydore QLD 4558
info@ipsptyltd.com.au

Attention] Not Relevant
Dear Not Relevant

Response to request to extend the information response period
(Related to section Development Assessment Rules)

The Department of State Development, Manufactuiing, infrastructure and Planning received your request
to extend the information response period on 19 July 2018 for your development application described

below.

Location details

Street address: 22 Enterprise Circuit and Enterprise Circuit, Maryborough West
Real property description: Lot 52 0n'SP220088 and Lot 53 on SP200102
Local government area: Fraser Coast Regional Council

Application details

Development permit Material change of use for Service Station

The department agrees to‘extend the information response period until 19 October 2018.

Wide Bay Burnett regional office
Level 1, 7 Takalvan Street, Bundaberg
Page 1 of 2 PO Box 979, Bundaberg QLD 4670
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1803-4620 SRA

For further information please contact Shelley Jackson, Senior Planning Officer, on 0741220407 or via
email WBBSARA@dsdmip.qld.gov.au who will be pleased to assist.

Yours sincerely

Not Relevant

Luke Lankowski
Manager

cc Fraser Coast Regional Council, enquiry@frasercoast.qld.gov.au

Department of State Development, Manufacturing, Infrastructure and Planning
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Queensland
Government

Department of
Transport and Main Roads

Development Application
Recommendation: Approved with Conditions

DSDMIP reference:

1803-4620 SRA

DSDMIP role Referral Agency
DSDMIP regional office: SARA Wide Bay Burnett
DSDMIP email: WBBSARA@dilgp.qld.gov.au

TA reference:
TA contact name:

TA contact details:
TA approver:

TMR18-024320
Andrea McPherson

(07) 4154 0208
Signatory.Name

1.0 Application details

Street address:

Enterprise Circuit, Maryborougt West QLD 4650

Local government area: Fraser Coast Regicnal Council

Applicant name:

Retail Fuel Group C/--innovative Planning Solutions

Applicant contact details: PO Box 1043

Maroochiydore QLD 4558
info@ipsptylid.com.au

2.0 Aspects of developimeni.and type of approval being sought

Aspect Of Development Tyioe Of Approval Description
Material Change of Use Development Permit | Travel Centre - Service Station

3.0 Matters of inteiesr to the state

The development agplication has the following matters of interest to the state under the provisions of the

Planning Regulation 2017:

Trigger Mode Trigger Trigger Description

Number

State-Controi10.9.4.2.4.1  Development application for a material change of use, other than an

led Roads excluded material change of use, that is assessable development under a
local categorising instrument, if all or part of the premises— (a) are within
25m of a State transport corridor; or (b) are a future State transport
corridor; or (c) are— (i) adjacent to a road that intersects with a
State-controlled road; and (ii) within 200m of the intersection

Page 1of11
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4.0

Assessment of Application

4.1

Evidence or other material

Our agency relied on the following evidence or material in making its assessment:

Title qf Evidence / Prepared by Date Reference no. |['Versioniissue

Material

Confirmation notice Fraser Coast regional 23/03/2018 MCU18/0010 | N/A
council

DA form 1 Applicant for lodgement | N/A N/A

Proposal plans TRG 11/12/2017 417054 DA-01 | C

Proposed site plan TRG 21/03/2018 417054 DA-02 | E

Floor plan TRG 21/03/2018 417054 DA-03 | D

Roof plan TRG 21/03/2018 417054 DA-04 | E

Building elevations TRG 11/12/2017 417054 DA-05 | C

Building elevations TRG 11/12/2017 417054 DA-06 | C

Site perspectives TRG 21/63/2018 417054 DA-07 | D

Landscaping plan TRG 21/03/2018 417054 DA-08 | E

Stormwater Arcadis 18/01/2018 F0002-100161 | 01

management plan 31-AAR

Engineering services Arcadis 19/01/2018 F0001-100161 | 01

report 31-AAR

Infrastructure 4/06/2014

Agreement — Wide Bay

industrial Estate

between First Edition

Properties Pty Ltd and

Fraser Coast Regional

Council

letter — Development Innovative Planning 24/01/2018 387

application for a solutions

Material change of us

(Service station)

Email — Fraser Cozst Fraser Coast Regional | 8/10/2018 N/A N/A

Regional Caunci! Council — Principal

approval for-access Officer Major

over covenant Developments

Response to Innovative planning 13/08/2018 387 N/A

Information Request solutions

Traffic Impact QTraffic engineering 6/08/2018 714 TRGO7 B

Assessment consultants

Email - Response to Innovative planning 21/11/2018 1803-4620 N/A

Department of State Development, Manufacturing, Infrastructure and Planning — (1803-4620 SRA) Page 2 of 11
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further advice letter solutions

Email - Electronic QTraffic engineering 20/08/2018 N/A N/A
SIDRA files consultants

Locality Plan TRG 12/02/2019 DA-01 D
Proposed Site Plan TRG 12/02/2019 DA-02

4.2 Considerations and assessment

4.2.1 Background

4.2.1.1 Proposal

The applicant proposes to construct a Service Station/Food and Drink outlet witnin an area locally known
as the Maryborough West Industrial Estate, which is located approximately 3.5km north of Maryborough.
Access for the site is proposed via 3 access locations with one of the accesses, a split heavy vehicle and
light vehicle access proposed to be 157m from the beginning of the deceleration lane (measured from the
nose of the painted splitter island). All other access and egress.locaticnis are from the local road network
which includes Commercial Drive and Enterprise Circuit. The propcsed plan of development is provided

below:

The development includes a drive through food and drink outlet with the entrance to the drive through

lane identified above.

Department of State Development, Manufacturing, Infrastructure and Planning — (1803-4620 SRA)
Department of Transport and Main Roads — (TMR18-024320)

Drive through entrance

Figure 1 Proposed layout
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4.2.1.2 AADT information for 10C road segment 3.357 to 6.54km

Figure 2 AADT peak details

As the development is proposed from the deceleration ramp only against gazette traffic data will be
reviewed. Traffic growth for the road segment was shown as'a tecrease of 0.09% over 5 years with
growth of 0.06% over 10 years. Confirmation on this data revealed that traffic numbers and growth was
low due to the large amount of roadworks that had beentindertakken on surrounding sections of the Bruce
Highway since 2012. Expectations are that traffic growth wili return to the standard 2% annual increase
now that all roadworks have been completed.

4.2.2 Technical Agency Advice

Fraser Coast Regional Council’s Confirmation iNotice dated 23 March 2018 identified Department of
State Development Manufacturing Infrastriicture and Planning (DSDMIP) as a Concurrence Agency
for the development pursuant to trigger Schecitie 10, Part 9, Division 4, Subdivision 2,Table 4, Iltem
1 of the Planning Regulation 2017.

Version 2.2 of the State Development Assessment Provisions (SDAP) is relevant to the application.

DSDMIP’s email of the 11/04/2018 confirmed that the development was triggered pursuant to the
Planning Regulation 2017-and requested that if the Department of Transport and Main Roads (TMR)
intends to request further iricrmation, to provide its technical agency response by 20/04/2018.

Issues to include withiran information request were issued to DSDMIP on the 20/04/2018 with
DSDMIP’s Information Requast being issued on the 26/04/2018.

A response to the IR was received via SARA on the 13/08/2018. The response provided was not
considered to be-a fuliresponse with a Further Issues letter issued on the 27/08/2018. Issues
identified were:

o Further confirmation that access over a landscape covenant would be permitted.
0 Traffic Impact Assessment to address the safety hazard of high speed vehicles on the ramp
conilicting with turning vehicles into the development.

A-response to the further Issues letter was provided on the 22/11/2018 within which a further Traffic
Impaci Assessment was provided.

The applicant was contacted on the 4/12/2018 advising that within the Traffic Impact Assessment an
amended design was recommended, yet the Further Issues response did not include an amended
northern access location. Applicant agreed to provide an amended design for inclusion with a
condition package.

Department of State Development, Manufacturing, Infrastructure and Planning — (1803-4620 SRA) Page 4 of 11
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e An amended drawing was provided on the 20/12/2018 but a review showed that access from the
Auxiliary Left turn lane was not possible for B-Double vehicles. On the 9/01/2019 the applicant was
requested to provide a Site Layout Plan that corresponded with the recommendations of the Traffic
Impact Assessment (Drawing No. 714 TRGO07, SK.04 (rev B).

e Onthe 15/01/2019 the department was provided with amended drawings and the clock was stopped
for 20 business days until the 25/02/2019. Plans provided were sent for internal review also on the
15/01/2019.

e Onthe 24/01/2019 the review results were received stating that the proposed access locastion could
enable B-Doubles to access from the Auxiliary left turn lane (AUL).

e Onthe 11/02/2019 SARA was advised of the review results and the amendad Site Layout Plan,
suitable for inclusion with the conditions package, was requested.

e Onthe 12/02/2019 a revised drawing package was received showing an access layout that heavy
vehicles could use from the deceleration lane.

e Discussion regarding items for condition (Standard conditions v3.2b is relevant) or discretion are
provided in s4.2.3. For additional information/assessment against State Code 1 refer to the attached
Assessment Brief.

4.2.3 State Development Assessment Provisions

PO2 The design and construction of buildings and structufes does not create a safety hazard by
distracting users of a state-controlled road.

e Advertising device is proposed within the access easement; resulting in, visibility from the SCR. To
ensure the future device is compliant an advice inote is recommended advising the applicant of
requirements under the Roadside Adveriising Manual.

PO12 Development does not result in an actionablz'nuisance, or worsening of, stormwater, flooding or
drainage impacts in a state-controlled road.

e The Stormwater Report (ARCADIS; FG002-10016131-AAR (issue 01) dated 19/01/2018) stated that
overland flows would be directed to Enterprise Circuit, to maintain the existing runoff volumes.
Given the elevated nature of the site-.compared the SCR it is necessary to include standard condition
IPO3a. The Stormwater Report, identified above, was prepared by an RPEQ Engineer therefore it is
recommended that compliance with IPO3 (a) is necessary for inclusion.

PO16 The location and design of vehicular access to a state-controlled road (including access to a limited
access road) does not create a safety hazard for users of a state-controlled road or result in a worsening
of operating conditions ¢i1 2 state-controlled road.

Off-ramp pavement cangiiion

e The Maryborougi Industrial Precinct gains access from the SCR via Easement A on RP903779, a
Service Larie Access and Industrial Ave, with the main access for traffic, travelling against gazette,
being the exiiramp onto Easement A.

e Within the Transport Infrastructure Act 1994 (TIA) a road access location is defined as "a location on
a property boundary between land and a road for the entry or exit of traffic”. The exit ramp which is
iocated within Easement A on RP903779, serves as the road access location and forms part of the
roan-access works. The present condition of pavement within the easement is very poor, see Figure

Department of State Development, Manufacturing, Infrastructure and Planning — (1803-4620 SRA) Page 5of 11
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Figure 3 Poor pavement condition

Pavement type and condition constitutes part of the access design; therefore, there is scope for
pavement upgrade to be conditioned. The traffic report provided shows that the development will
result in an additional 84 peak hour movements on this ramp, at opening year, which constitutes an
120% increase on the current exit ramp peak hour trips, shown as-38 (Qtraffic, ref:714_TRGO07,
dated:8/11/2018) satisfying the reasonable test for a pavement upgrade condition.

Pavement condition is critical to the efficiency and safety of road operations as it is both a speed
determinant and in extreme cases can result in drivers avaiding roads to avoid poor road conditions.
The current condition of the pavement within the exit ramp has the potential for adverse impacts as
drivers negotiate around potholes, or if alternative routes are available, such as the Service Road
Access, drivers may choose the alternative. The ability of the surface to perform adequately for
decelerating vehicles is also comprised by the poor-condition. To ensure the condition of the exit
ramp does not adversely impact on safety or aperating conditions within the SCR as vehicles exit
from the Bruce Highway it is recommended that thie Concurrence Agency response includes:

o Condition requiring upgrade of the paved surface between the Bruce Highway and
the entry to the subjectiand to a suitable standard; and

0 Advice regarding trafficimanagement during construction as follows:

Changes to operating conditions of Easement A on RP903779, during
construction of the proposed development; inclusive of roadworks, must
include traffic management that maintains safety and efficiency within the
Bruce Highway.

Traffic’ ‘management plans that include the use of signage within the
staie-controlled road reserve will require an application for a Road Corridor
Permit/ Information about this process, inclusive of an application form, is
avaiiable from the following link:
https://www.tmr.gld.gov.au/Community-and-environment/Planning-and-dev
€iopment/Other-matters-requiring-approval/Road-Corridor-Permit.aspx.

These requireivients are also set out in the department's decision about access under section 62 of
the TIAfor this development.

Road treatmerits

Withirra Further Issues letter the applicant was advised that 180m separation between the exit zone
of the exit ramp and an access location must be provided or provide a treatment to reduce this
distaince. The 180m distance stipulated was determined to be the distance required for a vehicle to
slow from 100km/hr.

The response received included a traffic report showing the provision of a 70m Auxiliary Left turn
treatment, see Figure 7, and demonstrating, via a speed tube count, that the 85™ percentile speed of

Department of State Development, Manufacturing, Infrastructure and Planning — (1803-4620 SRA) Page 6 of 11
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traffic on the exit ramp was approximately 69km/hr. This information was assessed internally by
both Design and Safety staff, with a determination that the treatment was sufficient to enable
discretion to be given between the 180m originally required and the 157m proposed between the
driveway and the exit zone.

Figure 4 Proposed Auxiliary Left Turn treatment within exit ramp

e The department has acquired funds for a project at the Saltwater Creek bridge. A review of
drawings associated with the project showed thatithe exit ramp to the Maryborough Industrial
Precinct is proposed to be extended with approxirnately 180m separation to be available from the
exit nose of the ramp to the access for the deveiopment. This road project is not funded nor
proposed through QTRIP; thus this information was not evident throughout the assessment process.
In combination the left turn lane proposed and, when complete the extended off ramp length will
provide a satisfactory outcome in respect of thie proposed location for access to the easement.

S62 Decision

e A section 62A decision is required for this application as access to the development is via an access
easement which connects directly tc-the state-controlled road.

PO20 Development does not resdit in a worsening of operating conditions on the state-controlled road
network.

e The existing exit ramp ariangements do not include a deceleration lane from the SCR, information
within the traffic report indicates that this arrangement has been in place since prior to 2004. Figure
5 shows the Crash Detail Report for the area proximate to the exit ramp location. A review of all the
crashes identified within‘the report was undertaken with the result being that none of the incidents
were related tc the road layout in this area.

Department of State Development, Manufacturing, Infrastructure and Planning — (1803-4620 SRA) Page 7 of 11
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Figure 5 The 5 year road crash data for/tdist 2.95t0 4.6kms

e As shown the available crash data does not indicate any current issues within the road layout;
however, the current lack of crash data does not provide surety that this status quo will be
maintained. The proposed development has the potentiai 1o generate 225 peak hour trips (112
against gazette trips) with the majority of this traffic likely to use the exit ramp access. The resulting
increase in traffic on the exit ramp will subsequeriily cause an increase in the amount of traffic
slowing within the through lane on the SCR, a wearsening of operating conditions. As shown in
Figure 3, the SCR at the exit ramp access is Z-way with only one lane in each direction with no
means for traffic move around traffic slowing'iithe lead up to the exit ramp.

e Information provided (QTraffic, ref: 714 _TRCO07, dated:8/11/2018), and deduced, regarding the exit
ramp volumes are shown below:

Year ~_ [ Peak hour trips
2018 N 38

2020 N 122

2030 149

e The application shows an gpening year of 2020 with the Guide to Traffic Impact Assessment (GTIA)
showing that for Road Saisty the'impacts at 2020 are applicable with 2030 being the design year for
access and frontage due to direct access being obtained by a road access location as opposed to a
local council road, as discussed under PO16, dot point 2.

e Current arrangementsriecessitate traffic slowing within the through lane. Given the potential for 112
new entry trips to e generated there will be a larger number of vehicles slowing within the through
lane thereby constitiiting a worsening of operating conditions. An assessment of the movements
generated againstitie Austroad's Traffic Warrants for 100km/hr showed that an Auxiliary left turn
lane (AUL) was warranted, see Figure 6. Ordinarily the department would require this road
treatment to be constructed as a condition of approval. However, the Saltwater Creek bridge project
identified-eatiier in this advice, and the subsequent lengthening of the exit ramp that will be provided
as part of thie project, would make such a treatment obsolete. As the lengthening will address the
safety issues identified by the department no condition for an AUL treatment will be recommended.

Department of State Development, Manufacturing, Infrastructure and Planning — (1803-4620 SRA) Page 8of 11
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Figure 6 Traffic warrant result for exit ramp

e During negotiations the applicant was advised to include an AUL pricr to the access location to
ensure vehicles turning into the development do not impedeiraffic flows for other vehicles using the
access ramp. This detail was included within the amended siie plans. To ensure this detail is
constructed it is recommended that a separate condition; specific 10 this item, is included to highlight
this feature.

e As stated previously any works within the access easement hiave the potential cause adverse safety
conditions within the state-controlled road. It is recommended that an advice note be included
stating that traffic management will be required to maintain safety and efficiency within the state
controlled road. A Road Corridor Permit is required for this works and details regarding the
application process are recommended for inclusiar.

e Access easements currently in place permit access from the subject site via the existing all
movements access at the Bruce Highway south of the subject land that currently serves a separate
existing service station and food outlet. Raad access works in place at that location between the
Highway carriageways and the prope:ty haundary are suitable to cater for vehicle types that will
require access.

5.0 Recommendations -
5.1 Technical agency advice for SARA as referral agency
Our agency:

(&) recommends the following issues be addressed by applying conditions that should attach to any
development appiaval (Planning Act 2016 section 56(1)(b)(i)):

SARA model conditions version: v3.2b

No. Conditions of Development Approval Condition Timing

[Developrnent Permit] - Material Change of Use [Travel Centre — Service Station]

1 ADO1 Model condition At all times.

The development must be carried out generally in accordance with the
Proposed Site Plan prepared by TRG Consultants, ref: DA-02 (rev. F),

Department of State Development, Manufacturing, Infrastructure and Planning — (1803-4620 SRA) Page 9of 11
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No.

Conditions of Development Approval Condition Timing

dated 12/02/2019.

Non standard condition Prior to the commencement of
use.

A 70m deceleration lane must be provided within Easement A on

RP903779, prior to the access location, as shown on the plan referred to

in Condition 1.

Stormwater management

3

IP03a Model condition At alltimes.

The development must be carried out generally in accordance with
section 9 of the Site Based Stormwater Management Plan prepared by
ARCADIS dated 19/01/2018, reference F0002-10016131-AAR and
revision 1.

Pavement upgrade

4

Non-standard condition Prior to commencement of the
use.

Roadworks comprising a pavement upgrade of Easement A ¢n

RP903779 must be provided. The pavement upgrade is te he provided

from the northernmost boundary of Easement A through 1o the access

location identified on the Extent of easement upgrade drawiing attached.

(b) recommends the following advice be provided to'trie assessment manager (Planning Act 2016
section 56(3)):

General advice

Advertising devices visible from a State-cantrolled road

1. Signage located within the site that is visible to the State Controlled Road should comply with the
requirements contained in the Department of Transport and Main Roads’ of the Roadside
Advertising Manual Edition 2 Cctober 2017.

Where it does not, and the Department of Transport and Main Roads considers the signage to
be a hazard or distractioitta drivers then that department may exercise powers under the
Transport Infrastructure Act 1594 to have the signage modified or removed. Any such action

required will be required at the cost of the landowner or occupier

Operation of Easement A-cn RP903779

2 Changes to operating conditions of Easement A on RP903779, during construction of the
proposed deveiopment; inclusive of roadworks, must include traffic management that maintains
safety and-efficienicy within the Bruce Highway.

Traffic management plans that include the use of signage within the state-controlled road
reserve will require an application for a Road Corridor Permit. Information about this process,
inclusive of an application form, is available from the following link:
hitps:iiawvw.tmr.gld.gov.au/Community-and-environment/Planning-and-development/Other-matte

rs-reguiring-approval/Road-Corridor-Permit.aspx.

5.2 Approved plans and specifications

Our agency recommends that the following plans and specifications should be referenced in the
response:

Department of State Development, Manufacturing, Infrastructure and Planning — (1803-4620 SRA) Page 10 of 11
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Drawing/Report title Prepared by Date Reference no. |[Version/Issue
Aspect of development: Material Change of Use
Proposed Site Plan TRG 12/02/2019 DA-02 F
Extent of easement TRG — As amended by [12/02/2019 DA-01 b
upgrade the Department of
Transport and Main
Roads
TMR Layout Plan The Department of 19/02/2019 TMR18-024320 [ WN/A
Transport and Main
Roads
6.0 Endorsement
Officer

Andrea McPherson

Senior Town Planner

(07) 4154 0208
WBB.IDAS@tmr.qld.gov.au

Approver

Not Relevant

Adam Fryer

Principal Advisor (Corridor & Land Management)
(07) 4154 0238

WBB.IDAS@tmr.qld.gov.au

20 February 2019

Department of State Development, Manufacturing, Infrastructure and Planning — (1803-4620 SRA)
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Further Issues

DSDMIP reference:
DSDMIP role

DSDMIP regional office:
DSDMIP email:

TA reference:

TA contact name:

TA contact details:
TA approver:

1.0 Application details

Queensland
Government

Department of
Transport and Main Roads

1803-4620 SRA

Referral Agency

SARA Wide Bay Burnett
WBBSARA@dilgp.gld.gov.au
TMR18-024320

Bryan Richters

(07) 4154 0280
Adam Fryer

Street address:
Real property description:

Local government area:

Applicant name:

Applicant contact details:

Enterprise Circuit, Maryborotugh West QLD 4650
52SP220088, 53SP2081.02

Fraser Coast Regiofiai Council

Retail Fuel Group C/-innovative Planning Solutions

PO Box 1043
Maroochydore QLD 4558
info@ipsptylid.com.au

2.0 Aspects of developrrient and type of approval being sought

Aspect Of Development
Material Change of Use

Tyne Of Approval Description
Development Permit | Travel Centre - Service Station

3.0 Matters of interesi'to the state

The development application has the following matters of interest to the state under the provisions of the

Planning Regulation 2017:
Trigger Mode Trigger

Numiier
State-Contrs! 16.9.4.2.4.1
led Roads

Page 1 of 9

Trigger Description

Development application for a material change of use, other than an
excluded material change of use, that is assessable development under a
local categorising instrument, if all or part of the premises— (a) are within
25m of a State transport corridor; or (b) are a future State transport
corridor; or (c) are— (i) adjacent to a road that intersects with a
State-controlled road; and (ii) within 200m of the intersection
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4.0 Assessment of Application

4.1 Evidence or other material
Our agency relied on the following evidence or material in making its assessment:

Title of Evidence /

. Prepared by Date Reference no. Versionzissue
Material

Development Application The Applicant Various 1803-4620 SRA | -
material submitted to the
Department of State
Development,
Manufacturing,
Infrastructure and Planning

Information Request Department of State 26 April 2018 1802-4620 SRA
Development,
Manufacturing,
Infrastructure and Planning

Letter to the Department of | Innovative Planning 13 August 20181387
State Development, Solutions
Manufacturing,
Infrastructure and
Planning and attachments

Traffic Report QTraffic 6 August 2018 714 _TRGO7 B

4.2 Considerations and assessment

421 Proposed development and assessment history

o The Applicant (Retail Fuel Group C/- innovative Planning Solutions) seeks a Development
Permit for a Material Change of Use for a Service Station on Lot 52 SP220088 and Lot 53
SP200102.

° The development application was originally received by the Department of State Development,

Manufacturing, Infrastructure and Planning (DSDMIP) on 11 April 2018.

° On 20 April 2018, the Department of Transport and Main Roads (TMR) issued a Technical
Agency Assessment Response - Information Request to DSDMIP recommending that an
information-request be issued to the Applicant (Ref: TMR18-024320).

° On 26 Agpri! 2018, DSDMIP issued an Information Request to the Applicant on 26 April 2018
given urider Section 12 of the Development Assessment Rules. Ref: 1803-4620 SRA).

422  Response to DSDMIP’s information request

° On 15 August 2018, DSDMIP advised TMR that the Applicant had responded to the Information
Request and requested that TMR provide its technical agency assessment by
10 September 2018. DSDMIP’s subsequent email (via Shelley Jackson) of 15 August 2018
confirmed that TMR’s technical agency response was due on 29 August 2018.

o The Applicant’s response included the following information:
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- Innovative Planning Solutions’ letter to the Department of State Development,

Manufacturing, Infrastructure and Planning dated 13 August 2018 (Ref: 387);

- A Traffic Report prepared by QTraffic Engineering Consultants Ref: 714 TRGO07 Revision

B dated 6 August 2018; and

- Current Title Search Reference 50755498 dated 18 July 2018;
- Current Title Search Reference 50674479 dated 18 July 2018; and

- Easement Document 701739320 dated 6 January 1997.

It is also noted that the Applicant’s response was recorded in MyDAS 2-as being:-
‘I am providing all of the information requested’.

On 20 August 2018, TMR requested the Applicant’s traffic consultant (Richard Quinn) to
provide the electronic SIDRA files referenced in the aforementioned traffic report.

TMR received an email from Anne Coutts (QTraffic Engineering Consultants) which included
the requested electronic SIDRA file.

For the purpose of the further issue matters, the access arrangements proposed between the
development and Easement A RP903379 will be referred to as northern access, middle access
and southern access as noted in the Figure/1 below.

rigure 1 — Labelling of internal access points relevant to EMT A RP903379

4.2.3 TMR’s assessment of the Applicant’s response
e DSDMIP’s information request sought additional information about state-controlled road
matters, specifically relating to:
- lawful access between the land and the Bruce Highway (being over Easement A RP903379
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and Covenant AN SP220088); and

- the submission of a Traffic Impact Assessment prepared in accordance with TMR’s Guide
to Traffic Impact Assessments 2017 (GTIA) which addresses a number of matters relating
to assessing traffic impacts relevant to the development.

e Comments about these matters are provided below

Item 1 - Lawful access between the land and the Bruce Highway

Access via Easement A RP903379

e Access is proposed via Easement A. This easement directly abuts the Bruce Highway and the
development. Therefore, this application is also taken to be an appiication for access under
Section 62 of the Transport Infrastructure Act 1994.

e  The Applicant has provided a current title search for Lot 52 SP220088 and Lot 53 SP200102,
both dated 18 July 2018. The title searches indicate that both .ot 52 and 53 are benefitted by
Easement A RP903779 and recorded as Easement Number of 701383964 dated 27 June 1996.

e  The submitted easement documentation attached t¢ innovative Planning Solutions’ letter dated
13 August 2018 (being Reference number 701739320) differs to the easement number stated
on each title search.

e Although there is a discrepancy between the easement document number references, TMR is
satisfied that access via Easement A RP903379 is generally permitted.

Access over Covenant AN SP220088
° The northern access conflicts with Covenant AN SP220088.
e  The Applicant’s response about Covenant AN SP220088 states in part:-

‘In relation to the reference to Easement AN SP220088 (in Lot 52 SP220088), it would appear
that this was intended to refer-io-Covenant Number 712383964 burdening Lot 52. The title
searches included at Attiachment 1 denoted this covenant AN on SP220088. It is noted
covenants are typically registered on title to ensure a particular land use outcome, preservation
outcome or to tie parcels of land (i.e covenant to require that parcels be transferred together),
and do not govern iegal access arrangements (as an easement would). As such, this covenant
would not preciude access arrangements as proposed by the subject application.

e As stated garlier, the Applicant’s response was a title search dated 18 July 2018 which identifies
that a covenant number 712383964 is registered on Lot 52 SP220088 around 8 January 2009.
No docuirientation regarding covenant number 712383964 was included with the applicant’s
response to demonstrate that vehicular access over the covenant area is permitted.

o  Further investigation by TMR with the Department of Natural Resources, Mines and Energy
identified that the covenant area (defined by Covenant AN SP220088) can only be used by the
covenanter as a landscape buffer.

e  Considering this matter, it is taken that the use of the area for vehicular access (labelled as the
northern access in the Figure 2 below) is contrary to the purpose of the covenant and in the
absence of any further information, TMR cannot consider access at this location.
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e Should the applicant intend to pursue vehicular access at this location, further information is
needed to demonstrate that the covenant supports vehicular access at that location. It is likely
that this will require input from Fraser Coast Regional Council as Covenantee to the covenant.

e  This matter needs to be resolved before TMR can consider issuing a Section 62 Decision about
access pursuant to the Transport Infrastructure Act 1994. Further information abgcuit this access
is discussed below.

Item 2 — Submission of Traffic Impact Assessment

e The applicant has provided a Traffic Report prepared by QTraffic Engirieering Censultants Ref:
714_TRGO7 Revision B dated 6 August 2018 (the traffic response).

e TMR’s assessment identified that some of the items specified in DSDM!P’s information request
have not been adequately addressed or considered in the traffic response. In particular:-

- There is insufficient information to demonstrate that lawful access is permitted over
Covenant AN SP220088;

- In the event that lawful access is demonstrated, ttie separation between the development’s
northern access and the nose of the high speed exit ramp (minimum of 180 metres) must
be achieved. This distance is specified in Ausiroads Guide to Road Design Part 6B
Roadside Environment 2015;

- The traffic report has not addressed the separation matter for the development’s northern
access.

However, the Applicant’s response leiterto the separation issue states in part:-

The development’s entry only access/from the Bruce Highway is positioned approximately
160 metres from the noise of the existing south bound exit ramp. This access has been
designed in accordance witiv-the requirements of the Fraser Coast Planning Scheme 2014
service station code, and as detailed in the submitted TIA, road safety has been considered
in this design outcome witii-iisk scores expected to retain the status quo (i.e low to
medium).

This response does not adequately assess this road safety matter.

- TMR does not-accept the traffic response’s risk assessment as the current level of risk is
non-existent as there is no access at that location. The risk will be heightened as a direct
result of the development by introducing light and heavy vehicle turning and deceleration
movements which are not expected in the current environment. Further, the applicant’s
resporise relies on Council standards and does not demonstrate why the Austroads
Standard should be disregarded.

!n-this regard, Page 41 of Austroads Guide to Road Design Part 6B Roadside Environment
2015 states in part:-

‘Where a service centre is incorporated into a freeway/motorway interchange, access into it
may be vi aa deceleration lane on the exit ramp provided there is adequate longitudinal
separation between the nose of the exit ramp and start of the auxiliary lane (minimum of
180 metres).
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It is considered that the function of the high speed exit ramp from the Bruce Highway is of
similar operation to that referenced in the Austroads Guide and as such, must be
addressed.

TMR has concerns regarding this access for the following reasons:-

0 The high speed exit lane from the Bruce Highway does not have any deceleration
on the Bruce Highway. Therefore, the entry speed for this can be taker as the
posted speed limit on the Bruce Highway (being 100km/h). This means vehicles
using the high speed exit lane will approach the entry at high-sgeed and conflict
with slow moving vehicles turning into the northern access, This has a high potential
for rear-end crashes to occur and further investigation irto what additional
measures are needed to ameliorate this impact (separatie vehicies turning into the
site from the high speed exit lane) are required,

0 The exit ramp is only one lane wide and there is no provision for vehicles (not
accessing the development) to safely pass vehiclesturning left into the northern
access; and

0 Having the very large entry only access fer-hoth light and heavy vehicles may lead
to confusion with light vehicles entering the truck entry by mistake. This contributes
to the time take to perform turning manccuvres into the development’s northern
property access thereby increasing potential conflict with vehicles using the high
speed exit lane from the Bruce Highway.

0 Separation of a minimum of 280 meires between the nose of the exit ramp and the
start of an auxiliary left turn arie into the development’s northern access will
address the issue and would be accepted by TMR. Where this is not achieved,
TMR will not approve access under Section 62 of the Transport Infrastructure Act
1994 at that location:.

Additionally, the traffic response has not considered the existing movements that use the
high speed exit ramp from the Bruce Highway. For example, background movements
shown in Figures-4.1a to 4.1f of the traffic response do not acknowledge or show the high
speed exit ramp from the Bruce highway but Figure 4.2 does show the development traffic
using the high siseed exit ramp.

Traffic movemenisfor design volumes (that is background with development traffic) has not
considered-ifie existing vehicle movements on the high speed exit ramp from the Bruce
highway:

Accordingly. arevised traffic impact assessment to include assessment of the above matters is
required:

lt'skiould be noted that the traffic response has been based on the assumption that lawful
access is permitted over Lot 1 RP905100 via Easement A RP903379 and Covenant AN

SP220088 which as discussed previously, access over Covenant AN SP220088 remains
outstanding and needs to be resolved.

4.2.4 Further Issues to be raised with the Applicant
e For TMR to be satisfied that the development’s proposed access arrangements comply with the
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relevant road design standards and enable TMR to issue a decision be issued under the
Transport Infrastructure Act 1994, TMR requests that DSDMIP issue a further issues letter to
the Applicant requesting they address the further issues outlined in Section 5.1 of this response.

e  TMR will not support the northern access unless:-

- Suitable evidence is provided to demonstrate that vehicular access is permified over
Covenant AN SP220088; and

- A minimum of 180 metre separation is provided between the nose of the exit ramp and the
start of an auxiliary left turn lane into the development’s northern access. Note that the
auxiliary left turn lane is recommended to separate the conflict from vehicles turning into the
northern access from other vehicles using the exit ramp.

e Itis also recommended that DSDMIP seek agreement from the Agplicanit to further extend
DSDMIP’s assessment period. This will enable the Applicant time to ¢onsider and address the
further issues and also allow TMR and DSDMIP time to assess/and complete its assessment of
the development application.

e The due date for TMR to complete its assessment ¢f.this application is 29 August 2018.

e If no agreement is reached between the Applicant-and DSDMIP to further extend the
assessment period, TMR will be forced to comglete is assessment based on the information
provided to date.

This will result in a recommendation for appgroval without the northern access and a decision
about access issued under Section 62 of the Transport Infrastructure Act 1994 denying access
at the northern access (i.e over Covenant’AN SP220088.

4.2.5 Advice for DSDMIP only

e As stated in our technical agency response to DSDMIP dated 20 April 2018, TMR would have
no objection to access beingachieved opposite the internal roundabout and to the south of the
roundabout within Easemedt A RE903379 (labelled as Middle and Southern Access in
Figure 1).

e Inrelation to access over Covenant AN SP220088, should the covenant and separation matter
remain unresolved and based on current timeframes, TMR will amend the development plan in
red denying and preventing the northern access for road safety reasons and reflect this in a
decision about access pursuant to Section 62 of the Transport Infrastructure Act 1994.

5.0 Recommendatiens

5.1 Additignal advice for applicant
Our agency recorrmends the following advice be provided to the applicant:

Item | Advice

Lawiul’access between the subject site and the Bruce Highway

1. The Applicant is requested to provide further information demonstrating that the land subject to
the development application has established lawful rights for access over Covenant AN
SP220088 (in Lot 52 SP220088).
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Item

Advice

Reason for the request:

- The Department of Transport and Main Roads have advised that Covenant AN SP220088
was created as a covenant in favour of Fraser Coast Regional Council to ensure a suitable
landscape buffer is provided between development on Lot 52 SP220088 and vehicle
movements within Easement A RP903779.

Insufficient documentation has been provided to demonstrate that vehicuiar-access over
Covenant area is permitted. This may require discussions with Fraset Coast Regional
Council to determine whether Fraser Coast Regional Council are supporiive of the impact
and associated access arrangements over the covenant area retlected in Covenant AN
SP220088.

Traffic

Impact Assessment

2.

The submitted Traffic Report prepared by QTraffic Engineering Consultants Ref: 714 _TRGO7
Revision B dated 6 August 2018 (the traffic report) has been based on access between the
development and the Bruce Highway being achieved via Easefment A RP903379.

Item 1 of this further issues letter outlines the inferimation required to demonstrate that the
appropriate approvals exist to support vehicular access over Covenant AN SP220088.

Subject to Item 1 being resolved, the Department of Transport and Main Roads have advised that
the submitted traffic report has not adequately ¢onsidered or addressed the following matters in
relation to state-controlled road impacis:

(a) The submitted traffic report has not considered the existing movements that use the high
speed exit ramp from the Rruce Highway. For example, background movements shown in
Figures 4.1a to 4.1f of the traffic response do not acknowledge or show the high speed
exit ramp from the Bruce Highway however Figure 4.2 (development traffic) does show
the development-traffic and high speed exit ramp;

(b) Traffic movements for shown in Figures 4.3a to 4.3d has not acknowledged or considered
the existing vericle movements on the high speed exit ramp from the Bruce Highway.

(c) The safety assessment appears to focus on the Bruce Highway carriageway and not the
issue of light and heavy vehicles decelerating within the high speed exit ramp which
conflicis with the purpose and function of the high speed exit ramp. For example:-

-—_ The high speed exit ramp does not have any deceleration on the Bruce Highway.
Therefore, the entry speed for this can be taken as the posted speed limit on the
Bruce Highway (being 100km/h). This means vehicles using the high speed exit
lane will approach the entry at high speed and conflict with slow moving vehicles
turning into the northern access. This has a high potential for rear-end crashes to
occur. Further investigation as to what additional measures are needed to
ameliorate this impact (for example separate vehicles turning into the site from the
high speed exit lane and appropriate separation between the start of the turning
treatment into the development and nose of the Bruce Highway exit ramp) is
required;
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Item | Advice

- As mentioned in Item 2(g) of the Department of State Development, Manufacturing,
Infrastructure and Planning’s information request, a minimum separation of 180
metres is required (reference Austroads Guide to Road Design Part 6B Roadside
Environment 2015). The Department of Transport and Main Roads considers this to
the minimum separation between the Bruce Highway and development’s access
(with an auxiliary lane off the exit ramp) to provide adequate safety fer vehicles
using the exit ramp and northern access.

The Department of Transport and Main Roads have advised that it will not accept
the northern access when it does not meet this separatich requirement. In this
regard, it is considered that the subject land has sufficient irontage and level of
access afforded by Easement A RP903379 and other local roads proposed in the
development layout.

- Currently, there is about 249 metres of unobstructed distance available for vehicles
to decelerate and negotiate the roundabout\within Easement A RP903379. This
distance is significantly reduced by the new access over Covenant AN SP220088
and introduces conflict within the exit ramp’s function which has not been
appropriately assessed in the traffic report.

- The exit ramp is only one lane wide atid there is no provision for vehicles using the
exit ramp to safely pass vehicles turning-ieft in to the development’s northern
access. This has not been addiessed in the traffic report.

A revised traffic impact assessment is regiested to address these matters.

6.0 Endorsement

Officer

Bryan Richters

Program Support Coordinator (Deveiopmeirt Assessment)
(07) 4154 0280

WBB.IDAS@tmr.gld.gov.au

Approver

Not Relevant

Adam Fryer

Principal Advisor(Corridor & Land Management)
(07) 4154 0238

WBB.IDAS@tmr.aid:gov.au

27 August 2018
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Queensland
Government

Department of
Transport and Main Roads

Information Request and Further Advice

DILGP reference:

1803-4620 SRA

DILGP role Referral Agency
DILGP regional office: SARA Wide Bay Burnett
DILGP email: WBBSARA@dilgp.qld.gov.au

TA reference:
TA contact name:

TA contact details:
TA approver:

TMR18-024320
Bryan Richters

(07) 4154 0280
Signatory.Name

1.0 Application details

Street address:

Enterprise Circuit, Maryborougt West QLD 4650

Local government area: Fraser Coast Regicnal Council

Applicant name:

Retail Fuel Group C/--innovative Planning Solutions

Applicant contact details: PO Box 1043

Maroochiydore QLD 4558
info@ipsptylid.com.au

2.0 Aspects of developimeni.and type of approval being sought

Aspect Of Development Tyioe Of Approval Description
Material Change of Use Development Permit | Travel Centre - Service Station

3.0 Matters of inteiesr to the state

The development agplication has the following matters of interest to the state under the provisions of the

Planning Regulation 2017:

Trigger Mode Trigger Trigger Description

Number

State-Controi10.9.4.2.4.1  Development application for a material change of use, other than an

led Roads excluded material change of use, that is assessable development under a
local categorising instrument, if all or part of the premises— (a) are within
25m of a State transport corridor; or (b) are a future State transport
corridor; or (c) are— (i) adjacent to a road that intersects with a
State-controlled road; and (ii) within 200m of the intersection
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4.0

Assessment of Application

4.1

Evidence or other material

Our agency relied on the following evidence or material in making its assessment:

Title of Evidence /

. Prepared by Date Reference no. Version/lssue
Material |
o — +=
Letter to Fraser Innovative Planning 24 January 2018 387 i
Coast Regional Solutions |
Council
Engineering Arcadis Design & 19 January 2018 FO0001-10016131-AAR 01
Services Report Consultancy
Site Based Arcadis Design & 19 January 2018 F0002-10016131-AAR 01
Stormwater Consultancy
Management Plan
Infrastructure Between First Edition No date provided No reference provided
Agreement — Wide Properties P/L and
Bay Industrial Estate | Fraser Coast Regional
Council
Easement Document | Ebsworth & Ebsworth 6 January 1997 701739320
Cover Sheet TRG 15 January 2018 Project 417054 C
Sheet Number DA-00
Locality Plan TRG 11 Decembher 2017 | Project 417054 B
Sheet Number DA-01
Proposed Site Plan TRG 21 March 2018 Project 417054 D
Sheet Number DA-02
Floor Plan TRG 21 March 2018 Project 417054 C
Sheet Number DA-03
Roof Plan TRG 21 March 2018 Project 417054 D
Sheet Number DA-04
Building Elevations TRG 11 December 2017 | Project 417054 B
Sheet Number DA-05
Building Elevations TRG 11 December 2017 | Project 417054 B
Sheet Number DA-06
Site Perspectives TRG 21 March 2018 Project 417054 C
| Sheet Number DA-07
Landscaping Plan I TRG 21 March 2018 Project 417054 D
' Sheet Number DA-08
Confirmation Notice — Fraser Coast Regional 23 March 2018 MCU18/0010
Councll
DA Form1 Retail Fuel Group C/-
Innovative Planning
Solutions
Confirmation email Department of State 11 April 2018 1803-4620 SRA
to the Department of | Development,
Transport and Main Manufacturing,
Roads Infrastructure and
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Planning

4.2

42.1

4.2.2

4.2.3

Considerations and assessment

Proposed development

The Applicant (Retail Fuel Group C/- Innovative Planning Solutions) seeks a Developrnent
Permit for a Material Change of Use for a Service Station on Lot 52 SP220088 and Lot 53
SP200102.

The development application has been made under the Planning Act 2015 (the Act).

The development application material provided to the Department of State Development,
Manufacturing, Infrastructure and Planning (DSDMIP) is outlined 11 Section 4.1 of this
technical agency assessment response.

Pre-lodgement Advice

DSDMIP issued a pre-lodgement meeting record (Ref: SRL-0416-029355) for a similar proposal
on 28 April 2016. The record was the result of a meeting heid with DSDMIP and attended by
the developer and representatives from DSDMIP arid the Department of Transport and Main
Roads (TMR).

The pre-lodgement advice was based on a conceptual layout with limited supporting information
and as such, TMR reserves the right to review and application and request further information
where the development application material dces not include sufficient information to assess
against the SDAP.

It is important to note that this assessment identified an anomaly regarding the information
provided in Item 4 of the pre-lodgemerit-advice, specifically, the pre-lodgement request only
specified Lot 53 SP200102 as the land for the subject development. In this regard, the
distance of 215 metres stated-in item 4 of the pre-lodgement advice was based on the
distance from the nose of the souihbound exit ramp to Lot 53 SP200102 and not the access
shown on the initial concept piaf. Further discussion about this matter is provided under
Section 4.2.4 of this rezpanse.

Technical Agency Advice

Fraser Coast Regional-Council’s Confirmation Notice dated 23 March 2018 (Ref: MCU18/0010)
identified DSDMiP as a concurrence agency pursuant to Schedule 10, Part 9, Division 4,
Table 4 of ithe Rianning Regulation 2017 (the regulation).

DSDMIR’s email to the Department of Transport and Main Roads (TMR) dated 11 April 2018

confirmed that the development application was triggered under the regulation pursuant to
Scheduie 10, Part 9, Division 4, Subdivision 2, Table 4, Item 1 of the regulation.

DSDNIP has requested TMR to provide a technical agency assessment for the application. The
due date for TMR to provide its request for further information is 20 April 2018 and
alternatively (if no additional information is needed), TMR'’s technical agency assessment is
due by 9 May 2018.

It is noted in Part 6 of DA Form 1 that the Applicant has elected to receive an information
request about the development application.
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e Based on the following assessment, TMR recommends that DSDMIP issue an information
request about this development application. TMR’s initial assessment with supporting
comments are detailed under Section 4.2.4 of this response.

4.2.4 State Development Assessment Provisions (SDAP)

e SDAP Version 2.2 (effective from 9 March 2018) is the version of SDAP relevant to this
development application. This is because the development application was deemed properly
made by Council on 22 March 2018.

e Based on the regulation trigger confirmed by DSDMIP and Appendix 1, Table 2 of the SDAP,
the matters of interest relevant to TMR are represented by the following codes:-

o] State Code 1 — Development in a state-controlled road environment;
o] State Code 2 — Development in a railway environment;

o] State Code 3 — Development in a busway environment; and

o] State Code 4 — Development in a light rail environment.

e The development application material referred to DSDMIP has not included an assessment
against the SDAP.

e TMR has undertaken a review of the developrent application material with consideration to the
SDAP requirements and requests that DSDM!P issue a formal Information Request about the
matters detailed under Section 5.1 of this technical agency assessment response. Supporting
comments about those are provided kelocw far DSDMIP’s information.

4.2.4.1 State Code 1 —Table 1.2.1 (Development in a state-controlled road environment)

e It should be noted that Table 1:2.1 cf the SDAP contains a number of Performance and
Acceptable outcomes whicih. must be complied with. Accordingly, only the performance
outcomes that are relevant to thie information request outlined in Section 5.1 below will be
discussed in detail as foilows:-

Building and Struciures (Performance Outcomes PO1— POJ3)

e  The scope of information sought under Section 5.1 is not relevant to these outcomes

Filling, excavation and retaining structures (Performance Outcomes PO4 — PO11)

e  The scope of information sought under Section 5.1 is not relevant to these outcomes

Stormiwater and drainage (Performance Outcomes PO12 — PO14)

e < _P0O12 — The development application material included a Site Based Stormwater
Management Plan (Ref: FO002-10016131-AAR Revision 01) prepared by Arcadis Design
& Consultancy dated 19 January 2018 (the stormwater report).

A desktop review identified that the all post development stormwater flows will discharge
to Enterprise Circuit as shown on Arcadis’ Post Developed Stormwater Catchment Plan’
Drawing Number DA-00-301 Issue 01 dated 10 January 2018 included in Appendix B of
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the stormwater report.

This is acceptable to TMR. No further information is needed as this performance outcome
can be suitably conditioned when TMR is requested to finalise its assessment of the
application.

e PO13 — Based on the comments in PO12 above, the lawful point of discharge has been
nominated as Enterprise Circuit. This is acceptable to TMR.

e PO14 — This can be addressed through appropriate SARA model conditions.

Vehicular access to a State-controlled road (Performance Outcomes PO15 —-P0O16)

e PO15 - The section of Bruce Highway in the vicinity of the subiect land is a gazetted
limited access road. Both Lot 52 SP220088 and Lot 53 SP200102)do not directly abut the
state-controlled road corridor. Therefore, access to the Bruce Highiway will be via the
Bruce Highway/Industrial Avenue intersection with access through the local road network
via Industrial Avenue, Quarry Road and Enterprise Circuit.

A previous development application (MCU shops’& motetl) considered access to Lot 53
via a new eastern leg to the internal roundabout wittiin Easement A. TMR had no
objection to this access to Lot 53 and that deveiopment approval did not include any
additional vehicle access via Easement A closei to the Bruce Highway.

However, Section 5 of the Engineering Services Report (Ref: F0001-10016131-AAR
Revision 01) prepared by Arcadis Design & Consultancy dated 19 January 2018 (the
engineering report) states:-

“In the existing case, the site/fias.cne vehicular crossover point to an access easement,
Bruce Highway access easement; 1o the west of the site. The development proposes to
retain the existing access poini-as well as create 4 additional new connection points.
Two of the new connectiori-points will be from Enterprise Circuit and the other two will
be from the Bruce Highway,access easement to the west of the site. It is noted the
future development wili-apply for its own access points when it proceeds with the
development’.

In support of tiewestern access, the development application included two easement
documents beifig Zasement document numbers 701739320 and 701383964. Document
701739325 enly refers to an easement over Lot 2 RP905100 in favour of Lot 1 RP905100
(now desciibed as Lot 1 SP201752) and not the subject land.

Document 701383964 is relevant for Lot 2 RP903779 (Lot 2 RP903779 was reconfigured
tolcreate Lots 52 & 53) however there is no mention within the easement document that
specifies where access is permitted to Lot 52 SP220088 and Lot 53 SP200102 and
whiether such access rights exist over Easement AN SP220088 located on Lot 53
$P220088. The illustration below shows the easements A RP903779 and Easement AN
in relation to Lot 53.
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As the access strategy relies on direct access to the Bruce Highway via Easement A
RP903379 and over Easement AN SP220088, TR is reguired to make a decision about
access pursuant its jurisdiction under the TransportInfrastructure Act 1994. The
information contained in the development appiication material does not suitably justify
that such access rights exist over Lot 2 RRP805100 in favour of Lots 52 & 53.

TMR requires the applicant to furnish evidence that the land containing the proposed
development has lawful rights to enabhle-access over Lot 2 RP905100 via Easement A
RP903379 and over Easement AN/SP220088 on Lot 52 SP220088. The extent of
additional information is outlined.in Section 5.1 of this response.

e PO16 — The engineering report has ot provided any information to address road impacts
associated with the proposed development. In this regard, the development will result in
increased vehicle movertients io/from the Bruce Highway and the impact of this must be
assessed.

e TMR requests DSBDMIP issue an information request to the Applicant requiring the
Applicant to submit a traffic impact assessment prepared in accordance with TMR”s
Guide to Traffic Impact Assessments September 2017 (GTIA). The scope of such is
clearly outlined n Section 5.1 of this response.

Vehicular access to iocal roads within 200m of an intersection with a state-controlled road
(Performance QOutcome PO17)

o PO17 - 1In the event that lawful access is proven to not exist, then this performance
outcoirie is not relevant to the development application as access will be provided via
Enterprise Circuit and assessment of road impacts should be based on the Bruce
Highway/Industrial Avenue intersection.

However, where lawful access rights exist, TMR must ensure any access referred to in
PO16, including access to the exit ramp, complies with road design requirements
specified in TMR’s Road Planning and Design Manual 2 Edition (RPDM). This is to
ensure adequate separation of the development’s access from the Bruce Highway so that
safe deceleration can occur.
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e  Section 3.4.2 of TMR’s Supplement to Austroads Guide to Road Design Part 4B (referred
to in the RPDM) prefer that service centre accesses are not located on interchange
ramps, due to potential heavy traffic flows on ramps and difficulty for drivers to stop. The
nature of the existing southbound exit ramp is similar in characteristics to an interchange
ramp (i.e high speed exiting traffic).

Section 3.4.4 of Austroads Guide to Road Design Part 6B states that access onte ramps
may be via a deceleration lane on the exit ramp provided there is adequate longitudinal
separation between the nose of the exit ramp and the start of the auxiliary iaine (o the site
(minimum of 180 metres).

Based on a desktop assessment of the development layout provided, only 147 metres of
separation is provided from the southbound exit ramp to the development access and this
does not account for any deceleration measures into the development’s access. See
illustration below.

e As highlighted in the- comments under Section 4.2.2, it is important to note that this
assessment identified an anomaly regarding the information provided in Item 4 of the
pre-lodgernent advice, specifically, the pre-lodgement request only specified Lot 53
SP200102 as‘the land for the subject development.

In this fegard, the distance of 215 metres stated in Item 4 of DSDMIP’s pre-lodgement
acvice dated 28 April 2016 was based on the distance from the nose of the southbound
exitramp to the northern boundary of Lot 53 SP200102 and not the access shown on the
initial concept plan. TMR understands that by not quantifying that this distance relevant to
the northern boundary of Lot 52 (which was not included in the pre-lodgement advice)
that the Applicant may feel misled. However, it is important to address this matter now
before the developer proceeds and before an unsafe access arrangement is established.

¢ TMR’s RPDM indicates that an access can be located on an exit ramp provided that the
start of the turn lane is a minimum of 180 metres past the ramp nose.

e A review of the proposed plan of development show that the development’s access is
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only 147 metres from the nose of the southbound exit ramp.

With access at this location, the development will result in insufficient separation from the
Bruce Highway to enable safe deceleration to:

- Access the proposed development on Lot 52 SP220088 and Lot 53 SP200102; and
- Avoid or stop behind a propped or slow moving vehicle at the developrnent access.

Vehicles wanting to access the development will need to decelerate signiticantly within
the off ramp to access the site. Vehicles decelerating and negotiating is-access the
development will conflict with other vehicles using the off ramp to access other
development within the industrial estate, as well as existing development on Lot 1
SP201752 and Lot 2 RP905100.

Public Passenger Transport infrastructure on state-controlled roads {Performance Outcome
PO18)

PO18 — There are no public passenger transport infrastructure within the immediate
vicinity of the proposed development. No further information is needed regarding this
outcome.

Planned Upgrades (Performance Outcome PO1.9)

PO19 — DSDMIP’s DA Mapping portal indicates‘'there are no planned upgrades to the
state-controlled road network (Bruce Highway) in the immediate vicinity of the
development application. No further iiifermation is needed regarding this performance
outcome.

Network Impacts (Performance Outcomes'PO20 to PO22)

PO20 — This matter should be addressed as part of a traffic impact assessment required
(see comments for PO1E).

PO21 — This will. be dependent on the outcome of the reciprocal access easement issue.
If lawful access is noGt permitted, then access will be via Enterprise Court and as such,
compliance with PO271 will be achieved.

PO22 — This riatter can be addressed directly with TMR under to the Transport
Infrastructure-1994 should road works be required as a consequent of the development
approval, A traffic impact assessment will determine whether road works are required to
mitigate any impacts to the Bruce Highway.

4.2.4.2 State Code|1 — Table 1.2.2 (Environment Emissions)
¢/ 7 ’The applicant has not provided an assessment against any Performance Outcomes listed
in Table 1.2.2, State Code 1 of the SDAP.
e  While the Performance and Acceptable outcomes are relevant for the trigger under the
Regulation, TMR does not require any further information about the Performance
Outcomes within Table 1.2.2 of the SDAP.
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4.2.4.3 State Code 1 - Table 1.2.3 (Development in a future state-controlled road environment)

e  The applicant has not provided an assessment against Performance Outcomes within
Table 1.2.3 of State Code 1.

e  While the Performance and Acceptable outcomes are relevant for the trigger under the
Regulation, DSDMIP’s DA mapping portal identified that there are no future state
controlled roads in the immediate vicinity of the proposed development.

4.2.4.4 State Code 2 — Development in a railway environment

e This code is not relevant as there are no railways in the immediate vicinity of the subject
land.

4.2.45 State Code 3 — Development in a busway environment

e  This code is not relevant as there are no busways in the irnmediate vicinity of the subject
land.

4.2.4.6 State Code 4 — Development in a light rail environraent

e  This code is not relevant as there are no lignt rail infrastructure in the immediate vicinity of

the subject land.
5.0 Recommendations
5.1 Information request

Our agency recommends the following informatian ke requested from the applicant to enable the
assessment to be finalised:

Item

Information requested

Confirmation of lawful access between the Bruce Highway and the land specified in the
development application

1.

The submitted easement decuments do not provide sufficient information to demonstrate that

lawful access is perimiited-between the land and the Bruce Highway.

The Applicant is requasted to furnish evidence that the land containing the proposed

development heas 'awful rights to enable access over Easement AN SP220088 (in Lot 52

SP220088) aiid Lot RP905100 via Easement A RP903379 and at the locations proposed.

The reasons for 1his request are:

e Ee&semeint document number 701739320 is relevant for Lots 1 and 2 RP905100 and not the
subjectiand.

e /—Easement document 701383964 is relevant to Lots 1 and 2 RP903779 and does not detall
what access rights exist in favour of the Lot 52 SP220088 and Lot 53 SP200102. It is noted
that Lot 2 RP903379 has been subsequently reconfigured into Lots 52 and Lot 53 however
what access rights were transferred to the reconfigured lots has not been demonstrated

e  No supporting documentation has been provided to demonstrate whether vehicular access
over Easement AN SP220088 (located on Lot 53 SP220088) is supported or permitted.

e  The Department of Transport and Main Roads advised that, in the event lawful access is
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Iltem

Information requested

permitted via Easement A RP903379 to Lot 53 SP200102, it has no objection to the access
being located via the eastern leg of the roundabout located within Easement A RP903779.
This access was supported via a concurrence agency response issued on 8 August 2005
associated with a previous development approval (Assessment Manager Refeience
7/IRIBRUCEHWY/4).

Traffic

Impact assessment

2.

The development application material did not include any information addressing the impacts on
the state-controlled road, in particular impacts associated with the ingress and egress to the
Bruce Highway has not been addressed.

The Applicant is requested to submit a Traffic Impact Assessmerit prepared by a suitably

qualified traffic consultant, in accordance with the Department of Transport and Main Roads’

Guide to Traffic Impact Assessments September 2017 (GTIA). The assessment shall address,

but may not be limited to, the following matters:

(@) Specify the commencement date for the proposed service station use;

(b) Identify the number, types and frequency of traffic that will be generated by the proposed
service station use and provide suitable justification for any assumptions used. This
includes all vehicles that will be generatedhy, oris vequired to access, the proposed
service station use on a daily, AM Peak and PM Peak hour basis;

(c) Identify on a plan what route developme:it traffic associated with the development will utilise
for ingress and egress access between the state-controlled road (Bruce Highway) and the
proposed development. The plain-must'clearly show what roads/and or easements will be
primarily used to access the deveiopment and include suitable supporting information about
how the route was identified/justified with the response.

Where the route includes, ai 'requires reliance on, easements for lawful access please
include suitable evidence that iawful access exists as detailed in Item 1 of this request..

(d) Based on the route requestedin Item 1(c), provide the distribution of generated traffic to the
state-controlled and local road network. A trip distribution plan showing the distribution of
traffic to the relevent intersections to the Bruce Highway will clarify this issue;

(e) Determine the impact of generated traffic on the state-controlled road network in
accordance withi'the GTIA at the impact assessment year. This includes assessing any
intersectioris aiong the route requested in Item 1(c) where the local roads and/or access
connect-directly to the Bruce Highway and any other state-controlled road intersections
where development traffic is expected to exceed 5% of base traffic (either AADT volume of
peak hour) for any movement or section of state-controlled road;

Rleasenote that if access over Lot 2 RP905100 via Easement A RP903779 is relied upon,
ihis.is considered to be an ‘access and frontage impact’ and as such, the assessment of
impacts must be undertaken at the opening year of the final stage and 10 years beyond the
final stage (see Section 6.5 of the GTIA); and

(f)  Where impacts are identified, propose recommendations to ameliorate the development’s
impact on the state-controlled road network. Where road works are required to ameliorate
development impacts, include a preliminary concept of any upgrade works to demonstrate
the required works can be constructed within the existing gazetted road corridor.
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Iltem

Information requested

@

(h)

In the event that lawful access exists in favour of Lot 52 SP220088 and Lot 53 SP200102
via Easement A RP903779 and Easement AN SP220088 (see Item 1 of this request),
provide a revised access strategy which demonstrates that access to the development is
situated at least 180 metres from the nose of the southbound exit ramp from the Bruce
Highway as specified in Section 3.3.4 of Austroads Guide to Road Design ‘Part 6B
referenced in the Department of Transport and Main Roads’ Road Plannirig-and Design
Manual 2 Edition;

Provide a road safety audit of the development’s accesses to the Bruce Highway in
accordance with the GTIA. A road safety audit is required due tcithe road safety
environment safety rating specified in Tables 9.3.3(a) and 9.3.2{k) of the GTIA and
characteristics of the Bruce Highway (100km/h and traffic vaiume >3,000 AADT).

The audit must address the development’'s access to Easement A .and what works are
required to ensure vehicles using the development’s access do not conflict with vehicles
(including heavy vehicles) using the high speed exit'ramp from the Bruce Highway and any
other accesses/intersections with the Bruce Highway. Where works are required, include a
concept plan of the required works.

Note: Section 3.4.4 of Austroads Guide to Road Design Part 6B (as referenced in the
Department of Transport and Main RoadsRoad Fianning and Design Manual 2" Edition)
states that an access can be located on an exitramp provided that the access (and its turn
lane) is located a minimum of 180 metres past the ramp nose. The distance specified in
Item 4 of the Department of State Developmeant, Manufacturing, Infrastructure and
Planning’s pre-lodgement advics dated 28 April 2016 was based on access being contained
within Lot 53 SP220100 only and did not consider Lot 52 SP220088 being included with the
development application

The Department of Transport and Main-Roads have advised that AADT traffic data is available
upon request. To request this infermation, please forward your written request to the Department
of Transport and Main Roads’ Bundaberg Office via bundaberg.office@tmr.gld.gov.au.

The GTIA can be dowrilcaded from the Department of Transport and Main Roads’ website
www.tmr.gld.gov.au.

The reasons for this reguestare:

To ensure vehicilar access to a state-controlled road that is a limited access road is
consistent witir government policy for management of Limited Access Roads (refer
Performaince Cutcome PO15, Table 1.2.1, State Code 1 of the Department of State
Develepment, Manufacturing, Infrastructure and Planning’s State Development Assessment
Provisions Version 2.2 effective from 9 March 2018).

To ensure the location and design of vehicular access to a state-controlled road (including
access to a limited access road) does not create a safety hazard for users of a
state-controlled road or result in a worsening of operating conditions on a state-controlled
road (refer Performance Outcome PO16, Table 1.2.1, State Code 1 of the Department of
State Development, Manufacturing, Infrastructure and Planning’s State Development
Assessment Provisions Version 2.2 effective from 9 March 2018).

To ensure the location and design of vehicular access to a local road within 100m of an
intersection with a state-controlled road does not create a safety hazard for users of a
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Iltem

Information requested

state-controlled road or result in a worsening of operating conditions on a state-controlled
road (refer Performance Outcome PO17, Table 1.2.1, State Code 1 of the Department of
State Development, Manufacturing, Infrastructure and Planning’s State Development
Assessment Provisions Version 2.2 effective from 9 March 2018).

e  Section 5 of Arcadis Design & Consultancy’s Engineering Services Report dees not provide
sufficient information to enable the Department of Transport and Main Reads to-assess and
complete an assessment for access under the Transport Infrastructure-Act 1994,

e The development application material does not include any suitable’evidence to
demonstrate that lawful access rights for access exist in favour of Lot 52 SP220088 and Lot
53 SP200102 via Easement A RP903779 (located on Lot 2 R?S05100) and Easement AN
SP220088 (located on Lot 52 SP220088).

If access via Easement A and Easement AN can be demonstrated'to be a lawful access for
Lot 52 RP220088 and Lot 53 SP200102, the applicant must provide evidence that use of
the development’s access to the Easements will not present a safety hazard for
decelerating vehicles (including heavy vehicles) thus and not compromise the safety of the
state-controlled road.

Based on the current plan of development, the development’s entry only access is located
about 160m from the nose of the existing sauth bound exit ramp. Also, no detail was
provided about the standard of access to the development and whether the standard of
access is sufficiently separated from the exit ramp nose. In addition, the exit ramp is only
one lane wide and is not of sufficientwidth for vehicles wanting to access other
development within the industriai-estaie to'safely pass vehicles turning into the
development’s access.

5.2

Additional advice for applicant

Our agency recommends the'following advice be provided to the applicant:

Item | Advice

Advertising devices located outside of, but visible from, a state-controlled road

1. Further guidance on the requirements for advertising devices located outside of, but visible from,
the state-controlled road can be found in the Department of Transport and Main Roads’ Roadside
Advertising Guide Edition 2 dated October 201 (the Guide).
It's recommended that consideration be given to the requirements outlined in the Guide to
ensure that the advertising device does not pose a safety hazard to users on the state-controlled
road.

Department of Infrastructure, Local Government and Planning — (1803-4620 SRA) Page 12 of 13

Department of Transport and Main Roads — (TMR18-024320)

RTI-319 filel.PDF - Page Number: 194 of 235




ltem | Advice

The Guide can be accessed and/or downloaded free of charge from the Department of Transport
and Main Roads’ website www.tmr.gld.gov.au

6.0 Endorsement

Officer

Bryan Richters

Program Support Coordinator (Development Assessment)
(07) 4154 0280

WBB.IDAS@tmr.qld.gov.au

Approver

Not Relevant

Adam Fryer

Senior Town Planner (Development Control)
(07) 4154 0238

WBB.IDAS@tmr.gld.gov.au

20 April 2018
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GPO Box 1747
Brisbane QLD 4001

t07 3166 9216
i 0417 607 242
www.gtraffic.com.au

OurRef: 714 TRGO7

pre

Department of State Development, Manufacturing, Infrastructure and Planning 8 November 2018
Wide Bay Burnett Regional Office

PO Box 979

Bundaberg QLD 4670

For the Attention of Luke Lankowski - Manager, Planning

Application Reference: 1803-4620 SRA

Street address: 22 Enterprise Circuit, Maryborough West

Real property description: Lot 52 on SP220083 and.Lot 53 on SP200102
Activity: Service Station / Retail Development

Subject: Response to DSDMIP’s Further Advice Letter — Traffic Issues

Dear Luke,

We refer to the application for a service-station and retail development on the site at 22 Enterprise Circuit,
Maryborough West. This letter has-heen prepared in response to the Department of State Development,
Manufacturing, Infrastructure.and Planning (DSDMIP’s) Further Advice Letter dated 27 August 2018. It
responds to the traffic-related 1terns in Item 2, which are copied below for reference, with responses
provided following.

Traffic Impact Assessrment

2. The submitted Traffic Report prepared by QTraffic Engineering Consultants Ref: 714 TRG07
Revision B dafed-6-Adgust 2018 (the traffic report) has been based on access between the development
and the Bruce riighivay being achieved via Easement A RP903379.

Item 1 of thisfurther issues letter outlines the information required to demonstrate that the appropriate
approvais.existto support vehicular access over Covenant AN SP220088.

SubjecticItem 1 being resolved, the Department of Transport and Main Roads have advised that the
submitied'traffic report has not adequately considered or addressed the following matters in relation to
staie=controlled road impacts:

(&) The submitted traffic report has not considered the existing movements that use the high speed exit
ramp from the Bruce Highway. For example, background movements shown in Figures 4.1a to 4.1f of
the traffic response do not acknowledge or show the high speed exit ramp from the Bruce Highway

however Figure 4.2 (development traffic) does show the development traffic and high speed exit ramp;

Page 1

Our Ref: 714_TRGO07 8 November 2018
RTI-319 file1l.PDF - Page Number: 196 of 235



Response

The southbound exit ramp is an existing ramp which is unlikely to demonstrate any capacity issues, given
that the highway exit movement is unopposed. Accordingly, previous traffic analyses undertaken focused
upon the existing all-movements access Caltex Service Station access intersection, which is the critical
intersection providing access to/from the site from a capacity perspective.

Notwithstanding the above, in order to respond to DSDMIP’s Further Advice Letter, automiati¢ tube’count
surveys were undertaken on the southbound exit ramp over a 7-day period from Saturday.27 ©ctober 2018
until Friday 2 November 2018. The purpose of these surveys was to collect classified traftic count (volume)

data, in addition to speed data for vehicles using this exit ramp.
The traffic volume data collected during these surveys is included as Attachment i, and reveals that:

e During the morning peak period, the volume of traffic using this exitramp (weekday average) was

38 vehicles; and
e During the afternoon peak period, the volume of traffic using this exitramp (weekday average)

was 33 vehicles.

Updated background traffic volume figures from the Traffic Repart which show these southbound exit ramp
volumes are provided for reference following.
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Figure 4.1a (updated):~2018 AM Peak Volumes Figure 4.1b (updated): 2018 PM Peak VVolumes
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Updated design traffic volume figures from the Traffic Report which show these southbound exit ramp
volumes-{with the traffic volumes expected to be generated by the proposed development overlaid) are

provided for reference following.
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As shown inthe figures above, the forecast volume of traffic using the exit ramp is low, i.e. less than two
{2) vericles per minute during the critical peak hours. Accordingly, no capacity issues are anticipated on
thisexisting southbound exit ramp from the Bruce Highway, even with the additional traffic expected to be
generated by the proposed development.
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(b) Traffic movements for shown in Figures 4.3a to 4.3d has not acknowledged or considered the existing
vehicle movements on the high speed exit ramp from the Bruce Highway.

Response
Refer to response to Item 2(a) above.

(c) The safety assessment appears to focus on the Bruce Highway carriageway and not the isste of light
and heavy vehicles decelerating within the high speed exit ramp which conflicts with the purpose and
function of the high speed exit ramp. For example:-

- The high speed exit ramp does not have any deceleration on the Bruce Highway. Therefore, the entry
speed for this can be taken as the posted speed limit on the Bruce Highway (bgiag 100km/h). This means
vehicles using the high speed exit lane will approach the entry at high speed-and conflict with slow
moving vehicles turning into the northern access. This has a high potential-far-rear-end crashes to
occur. Further investigation as to what additional measures are needec te_ameljorate this impact (for
example separate vehicles turning into the site from the high speed exit lane and appropriate separation
between the start of the turning treatment into the development and nose of the Bruce Highway exit
ramp) is required;

Response

It is acknowledged that the exit ramp from the Bruce Highway does not have a deceleration lane. Whilst
somewhat atypical, this is the existing situation which has-been in piace for many years. Historic aerial
imagery reveals that this arrangement has been in placesince-atizast 2004, and potentially well before this.

The Bruce Highway is posted at 100km/hr in the vicinity of the subject site. Under the existing conditions,
traffic exiting the highway via this southbound exit-xamp must decelerate once it has exited the highway, on
approach to the existing roundabout as shown in-Figure-1 below. There is a 40km/hr sign positioned
approximately opposite the proposed northern access driveway location, approximately 170m past the nose
of the exit ramp and approximately 70m in agvance of the roundabout.

Vehicles exit highway
(100km/hr)

REDUCE SPEED sign

40km/hr sign . .
Proposed site access location

Roundabout

Figure 1: Exit Ramp and Roundabout
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Traffic decelerates considerably once it has exited the highway (noting the good visibility towards the
roundabout and the basic formation of the exit lane as shown in Figure 2 below, which has a limited lane
width and no shoulders), and it was estimated that traffic is travelling at a speed of approximately 60km/hr
— 70km/hr in advance of the proposed northern access point (approximately midway between the nose of
the exit ramp and the proposed access point).

Figure 2: Exit Ramp approaching Roundabout

Assuming a design speed of 70km/hr and an exit speed of 20km/hr, the recommended deceleration lane
length (including taper) is 70m, as shown in Extiact 1 fiom AGRD Part 4A below. This assumes heavy
vehicles reduce speed in the through lane, which-1s-acceptable under AGRD (see Extract 2 over page).

Extract 1 (From AGRD Part 4A)
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Extract 2 (From AGRD Part 4A)

The northern access driveway is required from an operational perspective in order to separaie.-heavy vehicle
and light vehicle traffic on the site, and provide for efficient one-way flow through-he-maiti (light vehicle)
refuelling area.

The concept plan included as Attachment 2 demonstrates an alternative site accessarrangement which
provides a deceleration lane off the exit ramp for access to the site via the neriinern driveway which is 70m
in length (including taper), as recommended under the provisions of AGRD-for a 70km/hr speed
environment. This concept has also been adjusted to reposition the northern driveway as far to the south as
possible, to increase separation from the highway.

The automatic tube count was completed at the location of the start of the taper of the proposed deceleration
lane (i.e. 84m south of the nose of the exit ramp). The results gf the sbeed surveys are included as
Attachment 3, and demonstrate that:

e The average speed of vehicles at this location (cver the 7-day period) was 56.1 km/hr; and
e The 85" percentile speed of vehicles at this lacation-{over the 7-day period) was 69.6 km/hr.

The speed data collected therefore supports the previous assertion that traffic currently decelerates
considerably once it has exited the highway, and istravelling at 60 — 70km/hr at the position where a 70m
long deceleration lane into the subject site would-cemimence.

The 70m long deceleration lane now propeased faraccess to the site (as shown in Attachment 2) therefore
meets the recommendation as stipulated in/Table-5.2 of AGRD Part 4A, given the design (85" percentile)
speed of traffic at the start of the deceleraticrilane does not exceed 70km/hr (based upon speed surveys
undertaken), and assuming an exit curve speed of 20km/hr, and a ‘comfortable’ rate of deceleration.

- As mentioned in Item 2(g) of the ©epartment of State Development, Manufacturing, Infrastructure and
Planning’s information request/a mirimum separation of 180 metres is required (reference Austroads
Guide to Road Design Part 6B Roadside Environment 2015). The Department of Transport and Main
Roads considers this to the rainimum separation between the Bruce Highway and development’s access
(with an auxiliary lane off.the exit ramp) to provide adequate safety for vehicles using the exit ramp and
northern access.

The Department of Transpart and Main Roads have advised that it will not accept the northern access
when it does not meet-ihis separation requirement. In this regard, it is considered that the subject land
has sufficient frentage-and level of access afforded by Easement A RP903379 and other local roads

proposed in the deviiopment layout.

Response

It is acknewledged that Austroads Part 6B recommends the 180m separation distance, as outlined in
Extract/3:below.

Extract 3 (From AGRD Part 6B)
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It is however noted that AGRD is a guideline (not a statutory) document, and engineering judgement is
therefore required in its application.

In the case of the proposed development the road environment is somewhat atypical in that the exit from the
highway does not include any deceleration lane. This is an existing situation however which has been in
place for many years, and it has been demonstrated by way of speed surveys that traffic currernitly
decelerates immediately upon exit from the highway.

As shown in Attachment 2, the proposed access arrangement provides the following séparatian-distances:

e Inexcess of 220m from the start of the exit to the northern site access driveway;
e  Approximately 171m from the gore point to the northern site access driveway:-and
e  Approximately 151m from the nose of the island to the northern site access driveway.

The proposed access arrangements (as shown in Attachment 2) are considered-ic be acceptable and
supportable from a traffic engineering perspective, and generally in accorgance with the recommendations
made in AGRD Part 4A taking into consideration the existing site conditions:

- Currently, there is about 249 metres of unobstructed distance availablefor vehicles to decelerate and
negotiate the roundabout within Easement A RP903379. This distance is significantly reduced by the
new access over Covenant AN SP220088 and introduces confiict within the exit ramp’s function which
has not been appropriately assessed in the traffic report.

Response

Refer to response above.

- The exit ramp is only one lane wide and there is no provision for vehicles using the exit ramp to safely
pass vehicles turning left in to the development’s Rorthern access. This has not been addressed in the
traffic report.

Response

As previously discussed and as shown in Attachment 2, the proposed access arrangement has been
amended to include a deceleration lane/ foraccess into the site, making provision for vehicles using the exit
ramp to safely pass vehicles turning left in to the development’s northern access.

Conclusion and Recommendatictis

In my capacity as a Registeiza-Professional Engineer of Queensland, | am satisfied that the proposed
vehicular access and parkirig-arrangements meet the recommendations / requirements of the relevant
standards and guidelinés, or represent suitable performance-based solutions which are acceptable from a
traffic engineering perspective, considering the specific site conditions and the nature of the use proposed.

In addition, | am saiisfied that the net impact of the proposal upon the surrounding road network (in terms
of both intersection eapacity and safety) will be acceptable.

On the basis-afthe-above, it is recommended that the development application be approved from a traffic
engineeririg-perspective.

Should-you have any queries regarding the above, please do not hesitate to contact the undersigned.

Regards

Richard Quinn
BECivil, MIEAust, RPEQ (08565)
Director — Q Traffic
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ATTACHMENT 1

Traffic Volume Data — Sguthbound Exit Ramp
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JOB NUMBER

Suburb

CLIENT

SITE

14000 - 1
Maryborough West

Qtraffic

Bruce Highway Off-ramp to Caltex, 84m South of nose of island

SURVEY DATE Sat, 27 Oct 18 Until Fri, 02 Nov 18
DIRECTION OF TRAVEL
TWO-WA_; Southbound Only

TRAFFIC VOLUME: Weeks Days Only| __O 413 0
[VEH/DAY] 7 Days Averag;i 0 403 0
PEAK HOUR AM 11:00 I 0 38 0
VOLUME: PM 13:00 0 33 0
TOTAL SPEEDS: 85th_Perce—ntiIe 0.0 69.6 0.0
Km/Hr B Average 0.0 56.1 0.0
% COMM. VEHICLES: ?_—i_\g 3> % 0.0% 34.6% 0.0%

NOTES : (OBSERVATI(T_NS‘;

* CLASS 1 -Short Vehicles up to 5.5m
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Bruce Highway Off-ramp to Caltex Maryborough West
84m South of nose of island
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Prepared by : Austraffic
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Road

Location

Bruce Highway Off-ramp to Caltex Maryborough West

84m South of nose of island

Average Weekday
7 Day Average

413 Choose Direction

403

Site No. 1 Weekday Heavy's 37.0%)
Start Date Saturday 27-Oct-18 7 Day Heavy's 34.6%)|
Direction Southbound Only
Day of Week
Mon Tue Wed Thu Fri Sat Sun Ave 7 Day
Time 29-Oct 30-Oct 31-Oct 1-Nov 2-Nov 27-Oct 28-Oct W'day Ave
AM Peak 46 31 42 37 48 35 42
PM Peak 29 34 38 33 43 36 32
0:00 4 6 2 6 3 1 2 3
1:00 6 6 5 2 5 2 2 4
2:00 1 3 3 4 1 2 1 2
3:00 6 3 5 3 3 0 5 4
4:00 5 4 8 6 6 3 4 5
5:00 19 15 6 19 12 16 5 14 13
6:00 13 24 14 15 18 15 12 17 16
7:00 19 19 26 22 29 23 19 23 22
8:00 31 29 42 34 41 27 29 35 33
9:00 32 27 34 35 34 35 24 32 32
10:00 33 31 33 32 38 32 42 33 34
11:00 46 28 30 37 48 29 36 38 36
12:00 29 25 24 29 42 36 31 30 31
13:00 27 25 38 33 43 28 27 33 32
14:00 23 34 23 23 31 2 32 27 27
15:00 22 22 22 21 33 25 24 24 24
16:00 10 14 28 23 30 24 22 21 22
17:00 9 15 16 22 21 i1 11 17 15
18:00 11 4 14 14 16 13 17 12 13
19:00 6 11 9 12 24 9 11 12 12
20:00 2 11 5 8 13 5 6 7
21:00 4 5 7 7 8 12 9 7
22:00 6 5 9 4 6 4 2 5
23:00 1 2 4 2 6 4 2 3
Total 365 368 407 4i3 511 379 375 413 403
% Heavies 29.6% 39.1% 42.5% N 36.8%— 36.4% 30.9% 25.1% 37.0% 34.6%
40
AN\
% e’
30 ,,//: M= \ A\
025 S —
e N
g 15 ;‘{7 - \
0 7 \\y\\
/ \\\Q\
5] '?—vaif’* N
0 o o o <@ A;_ bl o o o o o o o o o o o o o o o o o o
Hour Starting
Ave W'day = =7 Day Ave

Prepared by : Austraffic
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ATTACHMENT 2

Proposed Access Arrangement (Concept Only)
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2x26m B-DOUBLE
PARKING BAYS

STORE / WASTE FACILITIES

HRV LOADING BAY

|
| 3 BAY TRUCK
CANOPY

TTTTA

&

=

L

4 BAY CAR|CANO

CARS IN ONLY

~n
2 %W\

\ DA
BRUCE HWY OFF RAMP N Modify island to accommodate
150951 B-double entry movement
Reposition driveway to south

as far as possible to maximise
separation from highway

Existing 40km/hr sign

1 224805
Existing REDUCE SPEED Sign

drawing title

22 Enterprise Circuit, Maryborough West
Deceleration Lane Treatment - CONCEPT ONLY

drawn: RQ Scale: 1:1000 @ A3 date:  08/11/18

The base drawing is provided to Q Traffic by others. This drawing is draft for discussion purposes only

714_TRGO7 SK.04 | B

project no. drawing no. rev
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Vehicle Speed Data — Sguthbound Exit Ramp
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JOB NUMBER

Suburb

CLIENT

SITE

14000 - 1
Maryborough West

Qtraffic

Bruce Highway Off-ramp to Caltex, 84m South of nose of island

SURVEY DATE Sat, 27 Oct 18 Until Fri, 02 Nov 18
DIRECTION OF TRAVEL
TWO-WA_; Southbound Only

TRAFFIC VOLUME: Weeks Days Only| __O 413 0
[VEH/DAY] 7 Days Averag;i 0 403 0
PEAK HOUR AM 11:00 I 0 38 0
VOLUME: PM 13:00 0 33 0
TOTAL SPEEDS: 85th_Perce—ntiIe 0.0 69.6 0.0
Km/Hr B Average 0.0 56.1 0.0
% COMM. VEHICLES: ?_—i_\g 3> % 0.0% 34.6% 0.0%

NOTES : (OBSERVATI(T_NS‘;

* CLASS 1 -Short Vehicles up to 5.5m

RTI-319 filel.PDF - Page Number: 211 of 235




Automated vehicle Study Summary Report
Bruce Highway Off-ramp to Caltex, Maryborough

West, 84m South of nose of island
From: Saturday, 27 Oct 18

Untill: Friday, 02 Nov 18
Data Record Monday, 29 Oct 18 Tuesday, 30 Oct 18 | Wednesday, 31 Oct 18 [ Thursday, 01 Nov 18 Friday, 02 Nov 18 Saturday, 27 Oct 18 | Sunday, 28 Oct 18
Inerval = 1Hr uthbound Or 2way  buthbound Or 2way puthbound Or 2way  puthbound Or 2way  buthbound Or 2way fouthbound On 2way  butriound Of 2 way
Short Veh %| 243 0 243 215 0 215 | 219 0 219 | 251 0 251 309 0 307 251 0 251 ! 273 0 273
MedumVeh % 48 0 47 | 58 0 58 | 5 0o 59 | 60 0 60 | 8t 0o 81 | 44 0 44| 43 o 43
Long Veh %| 60 0 60 86 0 86 114 0 114 92 0 92 105 0 105 73 0 73 | 5 0 51
7am-7pm Vol 279 0 279 | 265 0 265 | 313 0 313 | 315 0 315 | 401 0 401 292 0 292|306 0 306
24Hr Vol 365 0 365 | 368 0 368 | 407 0 407 | 413 0 413 | 511 0 511 379 0 379 | 375 0 375
85%ile Speed 58 o0 | 58| 62 o0 | 62|35 0 |5 |5 0|5 |67 0| 67| 64 o <} 6s| 65 0 | 65
Mean Speed 56.44 0.00 56.44|56.37 0.00 56.37[55.61 0.00 55.61|54.12 0.00 54.12)|57.59 0.00 57.59| 55.51 ~ 0.00 55.51|57.94 0.00 57.94
AM Pk Hr Vol 46 0 46 31 0 31 42 0 42 37 0 37 48 0 48 35 0 38 42 0 42
AM Hr Factor 0.13 0.00 0.13 | 0.08 0.00 0.08| 010 0.00 0.10| 0.09 0.00 0.09| 009 0.00 0.09| 0499 ©02 0.09 [ 0.11 0.00 0.1
AM Peak 85% 77.8 0 78 74.9 0 75 75.6 0 76 81.4 0 81 76.7 0 77 a0.6 0 81 79.2 0 79
AM Peak Time 11:00 0:00 11:00|10:00 0:00 10:00| 8:00 0:00 8:00 | 11:00 0:00 11:00]11:00 0:00 11:00|-9:08- 0:00 9:00 | 10:00 0:00 10:00
PM Pk Hr Vol 29 0 29 34 0 34 38 0 38 33 0 33 43 0 43 36 0 36 32 0 32
PM Hr Factor 0.08 0.00 0.08| 009 0.00 0.09| 009 0.00 0.09|0.08 0.00 0.08( 008 0.00 0.06|009 /000 0.09]| 009 0.00 0.09
PM Peak 85% 75.6 0 76 75.6 0 76 73.8 0 74 78.8 0 79 81 0 81 724 0 72 77.8 0 78
PM Peak Time 12:00 0:00 12:00| 14:00 0:00 14:00|13:00 0:00 13:00|13:00 0:00 13:00]13:00 0:00 13:00| 12:00 0:00 12:00 [ 14:00 0:00 14:00
Weekly Volume Flows Southtdund Only J—
60 <
50
0 \ ) " M )
/
wl A\ A /\V/\ MM PO A AW
ol N N | VU AN [ \p [/ \A LN
/
wl M\ / ' /N = N L NP A
. M N VWJ o/ ./ N~ Y\
Speed Distribution-Soutixbound Or Mean Speed ——285%ile Speed
100 - —
80 é
N 'l /\Mﬁ /) ( M’/\ J N M|
20 7N v N
| f ' | AT |
)
20 ‘
. \ L \ L \ L
Speed Distribution- —— Mean Speed = 85%ile Speed
1 —
0.8
0.6
0.4
0.2
0
Classification 29-Oct-18 | 20-Oct-18 31-Oct-18 1-Nov-18 2-Nov-18 27-Oct-18 28-Oct-18
Satistics 24Hr Vol puthbound or 2way |_puthbgurd Or 2way  puthbound Or 2way  puthbound Or 2way puthbound Or 2way fouthbound on 2way _outhbound On 2way
1 Car 218 0 213 201 0 201 200 0 200 229 0 229 | 278 0 276 222 0 222 246 0 246
2 Car+Trailer 25 [ 25 14 0 14 19 0 19 22 0 22 31 0 31 29 0 29 27 0 27
3 2 axle Truck 41 0 40 44 0 44 43 0 43 48 0 48 68 0 68 32 0 32 41 0 41
4 3 axle Truck 5 Q 5 9 0 9 12 0 12 9 0 9 9 0 9 9 0 9 2 0 2
5 4 axle Truck P 0 2 5 0 5 4 0 4 3 0 3 4 0 4 0 3 0 0 0
6 3axle Semi S 0 3 4 0 4 3 0 3 2 0 2 5 0 5 10 0 10 8 0 8
7 4 axle Semi 10 0 10 7 0 7 8 0 8 9 0 9 5 0 5 8 0 8 6 0 6
8 5 axle’Semi 7 0 7 1" 0 11 7 0 7 9 0 9 5 0 5 7 0 7 5 0 5
9 6 axle Semi 19 0 19 25 0 25 36 0 36 34 0 34 37 0 37 20 0 20 17 0 17
10 7/9axle Truck |- 20 0 20 38 0 38 58 0 58 36 0 36 52 0 52 27 0 27 15 0 15
11 B-Double 1 0 1 1 0 1 2 0 2 2 0 2 1 0 1 1 0 1 0 0 0
12 Road Train 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Class 13 Unknown 14 0 14 9 0 9 15 0 15 10 0 10 16 0 16 11 0 11 8 0 8

Definitions:

85th Percentile Speed = The speed at or below which 85% of volume is observed to travel
Short = 1-2, Medium = 3-5, Long = 6-12
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E: adam.s.fryer@tmr.gld.gov.au
W: www.tmr.gld.gov.au
----- Forwarded by Adam S Fryer/WideBay/qdot/au on 01/05/2013 11:18 AM -----

From;_Jeff Brannan <Jeff.Brannan@frasercoast.qld.gov.au>

To: Not Relevant @terrafirmabs.com>

Cc:  "Adam.S.Fryer@tmr.qgld.gov.au" <Adam.S.Fryer@tmr.qld.gov.au>

Date: 30/04/2013 12:30 PM

Subject: Town Planning Advice - Wide Bay Business Park - Service Centre (lot 52 & 53)

NR

Apologises for the delay in responding to your email enquiry. Thanks againfor-attending the
meeting with myself on Tuesday, 26 March 2013 in regard to the proposed service centre at the
Wide Bay Business Park (Lot 52 & 53) and also possible purchase of thé‘estate, | have reviewed
your email and provide the following advice with regard to your queries;

1.  Afully costing ( as discussed ) on the estate in relation to all ( te be paid ) contributions —to
include allowable concessions and less all contributions paid to date.

Response

As discussed at our meeting, a portion of the estate has already paid contributions relative to the
planning permit issued. Attached is a plan identifying the contributions paid and for which
networks they are related to over the lots. Under the current SPRP Infrastructure Charging
Mechanism new networks relative to Transport and Stormwater are collectable over the estate
which is calculated on Gross Floor Area (GFA). /i hiave attached for your perusal a copy of the
Infrastructure Charges Incentive Administrative Folicy which indicates the calculation method used
relative to industry at $50.00 per m2 of GFA + SW. For the existing lots that have paid
contributions for water, sewer and parks a credit is provided which entails only new charging for
transport and stormwater being collected. - Lots that have not paid any contributions are collected
at the above rate over all networks.

Based upon the new charge mechanismi collecting contributions relative to GFA the ability for
Council to provide a quote is unable to occur as we do not have plans before us to consider,
however if you wished to undertzke a calculation you could present a scenario defining a specific
GFA and apply the calculation accordingly. Remember on the lots with some contributions already
paid you would discount tire final calculation figure by the percentage relative to the networks
already paid i.e. water, sewer and parks equals 69% (this is the crediting). This leaves the final figure
to be Transport 31% and Stormwater at $10 per impervious area m2.

Further, the currentincentive scheme also provides for discounting of infrastructure contributions
i.e. Category 110 5. Once you have the final calculation figure (following the above) you would
then apply the percentage discount under Cat 1,2 and 4 of 50% to give you a final figure. This is the
total infrastructure charge applicable.

Councii-can provide a quote over a site once plans are available, in which we follow the above
methodology.

2. Acontact at the local DMT planning department , with whom we could discuss the existing
roadwork’s and possible future requirements.
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Response

I have had several dealings in the past with a Mr Adam Fryer / Senior Advisor of DMTR with regard
to planning matters. If you contact Adam he will provide assistance and or direct you to the
relevant Officer with regard to your project. Adams contact number is 07 4154 0296.

3. Atitle search or document search which would confirm the existing off road fron the freeway
is indeed an easement and not wholly controlled by the Caltex lot.

Response

Attached for your perusal is a copy of the title plan identifying the easement including its lot RP
description, unfortunately Council does not have access to the easemeni documentation. This
documentation is governed by the Department of Environment and Heritage Frotection (DEHP)
property title section. In order to obtain a copy of the easement document.you will need to contact
the titles office and complete a request form that includes payment of a monetary fee. Council is
aware that the easement has some form of reciprocal rights for accessing the Wide Bay Business
Park Estate, however you will need to obtain this document for final clarification. Apologises that |
cannot assist you further in this area. Adam Fryer of DTMRwill be able to elaborate further on
access and use with regard to the Bruce Highway.

4.  Possible council complications ( assuming roadwerk s issues were resolved) regarding a
proposed DA for the Roadhouse and associated restaurant/ food outlet.

Response

As discussed at our meeting, the attached pl!anning-advice relays the tentative planning
provisions/requirements that are to be considerad with a planning application to Council. The main
area of concern was the ability to service the service centre and estate via the Bruce Highway which
you will need to discuss further with DTMR.-~Any planning application lodged to Council for
consideration will trigger DTMR as an-Agency Concurrence Referral. All other matters relative to
the use of the site appear to be mianageable subject to reporting that is provided with a planning
application to Council.

Any further queries in relaticri to you proposal please call or email.

Ps: As part of the FCO service ) will contact you in the near future to touch base and see how your
proposal is travelling.

Regards

Jeff Brannaii
Senior Special Projects Officer
Developiment Assessment / Fraser Coast Opportunities

b 07) 4197 4383 | m Not Relevant | E jeff.brannan@frasercoast.qgld.gov.au

From: Not Refevant [mailto "R |@terrafirmabs.com]
Sent: Thursday, 28 March 2013 9:36 AM

To: Jeff Brannan

Cc: 'MICOR FINANCE PTY LTD'
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Subject: WIDE BAY INDUSTRIAL PARK
Good Morning Jeff,

May | begin, by once again thanking you on behalf off| ~w & myself for spending the time with
us on Tuesday .

Your advices were indeed invaluable and very informative.

In summary it would appear from our discussions at our meeting that Council are very keen to
promote the development of the subject industrial estate .

Whether it be by occupancy of smaller type industries or large multi national/international
Companies your support in fast tracking any DA’s is most positive from a-developers point of view.

You had also mentioned that you had been approached by a few “big” players , but as yet nothing
has come to fruition.

Councils willingness to assist re configuration of the estate to ailow flexibility to proposed
occupants, and the existing discount incentives on contribttions { based on the 2011 state re
write) , does indicate to us that your attitude ( Council) isthat, “action on this estate is well overdue

( for one reason or another) as it has been sitting idle for some years.

The proposed mass explosion of the Coal Seam Gas industries in the area , although well publicised ,
seems to be taking no affirmative direction.

The Marina precinct ( your baby) is a positive deveiopment influx for the area, and this should
encourage other associated industries to seek trading opportunities and sites to occupy .

Your further comments re future town planning for the region did indicate that other industrial
estates would occur , however, time, aemand and budget constraints will not allow this to occur for
quite some years.

We tend to concur with this assessmerit.

So, in light of the above comrinenis, the CURRENT available industrial sites in the Maryborough
District & surrounds seem o he limited , with the Wide Bay Estate completed sitting there waiting.

As we advised our intéresiis in acquiring the total remaining allotments in the estate are subject to
the construction of a Shei’Roadhouse on lot 53 ( and possible 52) .

This is off course alsesubject to Shell wishing to unconditional proceed.

To this end, again your advices were invaluable , especially in regards to Dept Motor Transport(
DMT) autonomy in approving the required roadwork’s for any proposed development.

Caunciiare unable to over r ide any decision made by DMT , regarding development decisions.
This is @ major point from our standing as we need to now firmly determine what the DMT attitude

is towards the existing freeway off road and entrance to the estate , should a new Road house be
proposed.
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We do feel that the existing off road to the Caltex Roadhouse would be an easement for the estate
as well , but this requires positive clarification.

| would therefore request your assistance as follows-

1.  Afully costing ( as discussed ) on the estate in relation to all ( to be paid ) contributions —to
include allowable concessions and less all contributions paid to date.

2. A contact at the local DMT planning department , with whom we could discuss tihe‘existing
roadwork’s and possible future requirements.

3.  Atitle search or document search which would confirm the existing off raad frem the freeway
is indeed an easement and not wholly controlled by the Caltex lot.

4. Possible council complications ( assuming roadwork’s issues were resolved) regarding a
proposed DA for the Roadhouse and associated restaurant/ food outlet.

In closing , we do appreciate your consideration and we wish you a happy Easter Break.

Cheers

Kind regards

Not Relevant

Director

PO Box 822
Sanctuary Cove QLD 4212

& (07) 5530 8982
& (07) 5530 8982

M . Not Relevant

This email messageand'enclosures are confidential. It may contain legally privileged information and is intended solely for the
named addressee ( If/you receive this email in error, please notify the sender by return email and delete all copies of this
message from your’computer network. Any unauthorised review, use, disclosure, copying, distribution or publication of this
message and-enclosures is prohibited.

Terra Firmia and their employees do not represent that this transmission is free from viruses or other defects and you should
see it as your'responsibility to check for viruses and defects. Terra Firma disclaims any liability to any person for loss or damage
resulting \(directly or indirectly) from the receipt of electronic mail including enclosures.

Click here to report this email as spam.

Disclaimer: If you receive this email by mistake please notify the sender and do not make any use of it.
Council does not waive any privilege, confidentiality or copyright associated with this email or any
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attachments.

PO Box 1943, HERVEY BAY Q 4655

Keep up to date with Council activities and have your say at frasercoast .qld.gov.au

Preliminary_Town_Planning_Advice_-_Service_Centre_-_Enterprise_Ave__Maryborough_(Lot/52_& 53) - Wide_Bay_Busines

- -

Infrastructure ChargesTwentive Scheme.pdf SKMBT_C454_1_304301 1591.pdf

SKMBT_C454_13043012000.pdf
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COUNCIL

Policy Title: INFRASTRUCTURE CHARGES INCENTIVES
ADMINISTRATIVE POLICY

Policy Subject: Development

Policy No.: #2041421v2

Directorate: Community and Development

Department: Strategic Planning

Section:

Responsible Officer: Executive Manager, Strategic Planning

Authorised by: Director, Community and Development

Adopted date: 29/06/11

Review date: By 01/07/13 or prior to commencement of the Fraser Coast
Planning Scheme - whichever is the sooner

Amended date: 20/06/2012

04/07/2012 - Attachment 3

This policy commenced on 1 July 2011.
1.0 OBJECTIVE:

The objective of this policy is to provide subsidisad infrastructure charges as an incentive
for development within the Fraser Coast Regiconal Council area.

2.0 POLICY:

This policy outlines the financial-incentives that are available to developers and
establishes the criteria for eligibility according to the type of development and its location
within the Fraser Coast Regional Council area. The policy will ensure consistency in
application and provide certainty tc applicants.

Development that is ineligible for any subsidies will be subject to Council’s adopted
infrastructure charges resolution, pursuant to Section 648D of the Sustainable Planning
Act 20009.

A copy of the adopted-infrastructure charges is shown in Attachment 3.

2.1 APPLICABIiITY:

The Policy is appiicable to development that meets one or more of the following
categories, as'detailed in Section 2.2 - Assessment Criteria:

Q)

ategory 1 - Contribution to Fraser Coast Economy; and/or
o Category 2- Infill residential development; Central Business District development
& Hervey Bay Nodal development; Employment Generating
Businesses; or Small Residential Lots; and/or

o Category 3- Medical Facilities; and/or

-1 -
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Fraser Coast Regional Council COUNCIL

o Category4 - Roll-in provisions for development in the former local government
areas of Maryborough, Tiaro and Woocoo; and/or

o Category 5- Development considered to be of Special Community Benefit.
The maximum amounts of subsidy available for each category are as follows:

Category 1 - 10%;
Category 2 - 10%;
Category 3 - 20%;
Category 4 - 30%;
Category 5 - Subject to Individual Assessment.

Where compliance with two or more of the categories is achieved, the subsidy will
accumulate as a percentage of the original charge (e.g. 10% subsidv for Category 1 +
20% subsidy for Category 3 = 30% Total Subsidy).

The subsidy applies to the applicable infrastructure charges calculated pursuant to
Council’'s adopted infrastructure charges resolution (i.e. the infrastructure charges less
any applicable credits or offsets).

Where a development permit provides for staging, thie assessment criteria below can be
applied to individual stages.

The application of the Policy will be entirely at the discretion of the Council and/or the
Chief Executive Officer.

Developers or landowners who wish to determine whether their development is eligible
for a subsidy in accordance with this Policy should apply in writing to the Council for
advice. Enquiries should be addressed to:

The Chief Executive Officer

Fraser Coast Regional Council

PO Box 1943

Hervey Bay QLD 4655

2.2 ASSESSMENT CRITERIA:

Category 1 - Contribution to Fraser Coast Economy

Purpose:

The purpose of this Gategory is to assist the Fraser Coast Economy in challenging times,
by offering an infrastiuctire charges subsidy to encourage eligible development.

Eligible develobpment:
Eligible development must meet all of the following requirements:

(a) The'/deveiopment is located within the Priority Infrastructure Area (PIA) as
identified in the State Planning Regulatory Provision (Adopted Charges); and

(b)-Trie Development Permit takes effect no later than 30 June 2013; and

-2 -
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(c) The applicable infrastructure charges are paid on or before 30 June 2013 or within
twelve (12) months of the Development Permit taking effect, whichever is later!.

Amount of subsidy:

A 10% subsidy on applicable infrastructure charges pursuant to Council’s adopted
infrastructure charges resolution.

Category 2 - Infill residential development; Development within/Central
Business Districts (CBDs) and within the Scarness, Torquay aid Urangan
Nodes, Hervey Bay; Employment Generating Businesses; -and/or Small
Residential Lots

The purpose of this category is to provide additional incentives for development that
meets the eligibility criteria for at least one of the following sub-categories: (a) infill
residential development; (b) CBD and Hervey Bay Nodal .develcpment; (c) is an
employment generating business; or (d) is a small lot subdivision:

(a) Infill residential development

Purpose:

The purpose of this sub-category is to foster the efficient use of small areas of existing
zoned and serviced residential land.

Council considers that there are advantages to the wider community in ensuring the
development of this land, such as better utilisation oiexisting infrastructure.

Eligible development:
Eligible development must meet all of the foliowing requirements:

(a) The development is classified “infill residential development” as defined in this
Policy; and

(b) The Development Permit forireconfiguring of a lot takes effect no later than 30 June
2013; and

(c) The applicable infrastructure charges are paid in full on or before 30 June 2013 or
withi? twelve (12) months of the Development Permit taking effect, whichever is
later~.

“Infill residential developrrient” for the purposes of this Policy means land which -

o is situated withirn-an established suburb;

o is substantialiy surrounded by existing urban development;

. is serviced by urban roads, water and sewer supply and is within 500 metres of a
park;

o is less thafi 1 hectare in area;

is capabie of producing no more than 10 residential lots, or dwellings;
is located within the identified Priority Infrastructure Area (PIA) as identified in the
State Planning Regulatory Provision (Adopted Charges); and

o is \generally consistent with the intended density.

1 Refer to Category 5(b) regarding exceptions.
2 Refer to Category 5(b) regarding exceptions.
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For the purposes of clarity, “infill residential development” does not include land zoned
“Emerging Communities”, “Rural Residential” or “Park Residential” in the Hervey Bay City
Planning Scheme; “Rural Residential” in the Maryborough City Plan; “Rural Residential”
in the Tiaro Planning Scheme; “Rural Residential A” or “Rural Residential B” in the
Woocoo Planning Scheme.

Amount of subsidy:

A 10% subsidy on applicable infrastructure charges pursuant to Council’s/ adopted
infrastructure charges resolution.

(b) Development within Central Business Districts of Maryborouais and Pialba
or within the Scarness, Torquay or Urangan Nodes

Purpose:

The purpose of this sub-category is to encourage development within the Central
Business Areas of Maryborough and Pialba, as well as the Scarrness, Torquay and
Urangan Nodes in Hervey Bay, which will result in better utilisation of existing
infrastructure; help to consolidate development within the centres/nodes; and provide
greater community benefits.

Eligible development:

Eligible development must meet all of the following requirements:

(a) Development must be on land located within-"Local Area 2” in Map 3.2 - City Centre
Local Area (Attachment 1) of the Maryborough City Plan or the “Pialba Core”,
“Pialba Frame”, “Scarness Node”, “Toratay Node” or “Urangan Node” within the
Hervey Bay CBD & Nodes Plan (Attachment 2);

(b) The Development Permit takes effect no/later than 30 June 2013; and

(c) The applicable infrastructure charges are paid in full on or before 30 June 2013 or
withi3n twelve (12) months of the Development Permit taking effect, whichever is
later’.

Amount of subsidy:

A 10% subsidy on applicable infrastructure charges pursuant to Council’s adopted

infrastructure charges resolution.

(c) Employment Generating Business

Purpose:

The purpose of this suis-category is to provide incentives for new businesses or existing

businesses to expand, which will generate additional employment opportunities after the

construction stage.

Eligible development:

Eligible development must meet all of the following requirements:

(a)// The-Applicant must demonstrate that the development will provide new permanent
amployment for six (6) or more full time employees or equivalent after the
censtruction stage is complete or in the case of an existing small business (i.e. with

less than 20 employees) the development will provide new permanent employment
for two (2) or more full time employees or equivalent; and

2 Refer to Category 5(b) regarding exceptions.
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(b) The Development Permit takes effect no later than 30 June 2013; and

(c) The applicable infrastructure charges are paid in full on or before 30 June 2013 or
withi‘p twelve (12) months of the Development Permit taking effect, whichever is
later™.

Amount of subsidy:

A 10% subsidy on applicable infrastructure charges pursuant to Council’s/ adopted
infrastructure charges resolution.

(d) Small residential lots

Purpose:

The purpose of this sub-category is to encourage higher density residential subdivisions
by providing a subsidy for all lots that are 500m? or less.

Eligible development:
Eligible development must meet all of the following requirements:
(a) Each new allotment eligible for the subsidy must be 500m? or less in area; and

(b) The development is located within the Priority Infrastructure Area (PIA) as
identified in the State Planning Regulatory Provision (Adopted Charges); and

(c) The Development Permit for Reconfiguring of a Lot takes effect no later than 30
June 2013; and

(d) The applicable infrastructure charges are paid in full on or before 30 June 2013 or
within twelve (12) months of the Development Permit taking effect, whichever is
later.

Amount of subsidy:

A 10% subsidy on applicable infrastructure charges pursuant to Council’'s adopted

infrastructure charges resolution.

Category 3 - Medical Faciiities

Purpose:

The purpose of this category is to provide incentives to encourage new medical facilities
within the Fraser Coast Regional Council area.

Eligible develcoment:
Eligibie development must meet all of the following requirements:

(a) ~The development is for Medical Facilities; and

4 Refer to Category 5(b) regarding exceptions.

5 Refer to Category 5(b) regarding exceptions.
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(b) The Development Permit takes effect no later than 30 June 2013; and

(c) The applicable infrastructure charges are paid in full on or before 30 June 2013 or
within twelve (12) months of the Development Permit taking effect, whichever is
later®.

Amount of subsidy:

A 20% subsidy on applicable infrastructure charges pursuant to Council’s adopted
infrastructure charges resolution.

Category 4 - Roll-in provisions for development in the former locai-government
areas of Maryborough, Tiaro and Woocoo

Purpose:

The purpose of this category is to provide a roll-in subsidy for infrastructure charges
applicable to development within the former local government areas of Maryborough
City, Tiaro Shire (as administered by the Fraser Coast Regional Council) and Woocoo
Shire, given the significant increases resulting from the new infrastructure charges
regime.

Eligible development:

Eligible development must meet all of the following requirements:

(a) The development is located within the Marvborough City Plan area, the Planning
Scheme area for the former Tiaro Shire Couricii.(as administered by Fraser Coast
Regional Council) or the Planning Scheme area for the former Shire of Woocoo; and

(b) The development is not subject to the construction of trunk infrastructure or an
infrastructure agreement; and

(c) The development is located within the Priority Infrastructure Area (PIA) as
identified in the State Planning Regulatory Provision (Adopted Charges); and

(d) The Development Perimit takes effect no later than 30 June 2013; and
(e) The applicable infrastricture charges are paid in full on or before 30 June 2013”.
Amount of subsidy:

A 30% subsidy on appiicable infrastructure charges pursuant to Council’'s adopted
infrastructure charoes_ i2solution.

¢ Refer to Category 5(b) regarding exceptions.
Z Refer to Category 5(b) regarding exceptions.
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Category 5 - Special Community Benefit
Purpose:

The purpose of this category is to promote and provide an incentive for development that
provides special benefit to the community.

Eligibility Criteria:
Eligible development may include:

(a) Development that exhibits innovative or leading edge design/as ati example of
‘exemplar’ development, incorporates high levels of efficiency /and/or sustainability,
demonstrates significant environmental awareness or provides-speciai benefit to the
community as determined by Council or the Chief Executive Officer; or

(b) Development that is compliant with at least one of Categories 1- 4 and is of a type
or scale that requires extended subsidy deadlines in consideration of the longer lead
times; or

(c) Any other development that is considered by Council or the Chief Executive Officer
to warrant special consideration, such as existing development permits that took
effect before 1 July 2011, that are significantly disadvantaged as a result of
Council’s adopted infrastructure charges resolutiori.

Other criteria:

(d) The Applicant must lodge written ~representations for incentives under this
category; and

(e) The Development Permit takes effect no later than 30 June 2013; and

(f)  Unless otherwise approved by Council or the Chief Executive Officer, the applicable
infrastructure charges are paid in full on or before 30 June 2013 or within twelve
(12) months of the Development Permit taking effect, whichever is later.

Amount of subsidy:

The applicable subsidy and- conditions will be determined by Council or the Chief
Executive Officer, having regard to Council’s adopted infrastructure charges resolution.

2.3 DEFINITIONS:

Terms used in this/ Palicy are as defined in the Sustainable Planning Act 2009 and the
State Planning Regulatory Provision (Adopted Charges).

"Developmient Peimit” for the purpose of this policy, refers to a Development Permit for
Reconfiguring-a Lot; Material Change of Use; or Building Works, for which infrastructure
charges are payable.
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Attachment 1 to Policy
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Attachment 2 to Policy
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Attachment 3 to Policy - Adopted Infrastructure Charges

Development for which an adopted

Proportional split of adopted infrastructure charges pzrnetwork

Adopted infrastructure charges

Specialised Uses

Use and demand determined at time of assessment

infrastructure charge may apply Water Sewerage Transport C%‘m:; .rll(:sa(:. Stormwater (SW)
+
3 or more bedroom dwelling .
& new lots with dwelling entitlement $28,000 per dwelling or allotment
et
q:, 1 or 2 bedroom dwelling $20,000 per dwelling
£ Accommodation (Short Term) $10,000 per 1 or 2 sites; or
8— tent or caravan site in a tourist park $14,000 per 3 sites
© | Accommodation (Short Term) $10,000 per 1 or 2 bedroom cabin; or
q>, cabin in tourist park $14,000 per 3 bedroom cabin
A | Accommodation (Short Term) | $10,000 per suite (1 or two bedrooms); or | 12% 26% | 26% 20% 16%
] hotel or short tem accommodation $14,000 per suite (3 + bedrooms)
= $20,000 per 1 or 2 bedroom relocatable
d:J Accommodation (Long Term) | dwelling site; or
== | relocatable home park $28,000 per 3 + bedrooms relocatable
0 dwelling site =
] . $20,000 per suite (1 or 2 bedroonis); of
@ | Accommodation (Long ~ Term) $28,000 per suite (3 + bedrooms;-or
community residence, retirement / .
- $20,000 per bedroom (for a bedioon that
facility or hostel ; e .
is not within a suite)
Places of Assembly $70 per m? of GFA + SW
% | Commercial (Bulk Goods) $140 per m? of GFA+ SW
QE’ Commercial (Retail) $180 per m*.of GFA +SW
8 | Commercial (Office) $140 per m? of GFA + SW
[e] . - > N\
@ | Education Facility $140.gef n of GFA + SW 14% 32% 31% 23% $10 per impervious m’
q>, Entertainment _ [1-$200 pei m? of GFA + SW
(m] . y Court Areas at $20 per m® of GFA
it ’
= Indoor Sport and Recrgatlon Faclliy__ elsewhere $200 per mZ of GFA + SW
€ | Industry 7 $50 per m? of GFA + SW
% High Impact Industry— $70 per m? of GFA + SW
g Low Impact-Rural " < Nil Charge
. N S 2 .
DIC High Irr?pag.t_RTu.,l $20 per m 2of GFA 14% 39% 31% 23% Nil Charge . .
g Essential Services $140 per m* of GFA + SW $10 per impervious m
4

Minor uses

Nil Charge
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Preliminary Town Planning Advice

Site Address Wide Bay Business Park -
Enterprise Circuit,

Maryboroughi. /

Property Lot 52 SP220088
Description Lot53 SP2001082
Site area Lot 52°=-1.999m?

Lot 53 ~9,704m?
Maryborough Industry - Maryborough
Town Plan West and North Local Area
Zone !

Wide Burnett | Urban Footprint
Regional Plan

2011

Features 7
Constraints

Accessed directly from a
State Controlled Road

Proposal Service Centre (Shell & Coles)
Approvals required e Material change of use - Service Station
Assessment Code Assessable

Applicable Planning Scheme

Maryborough Town Plan

Applicable Codes (planning scheme)

e Industry Development Code
Filling and Excavation Code
Infrastructure Services Code
Landscaping Code

Vehicle Parking and Access Code;

® O 0.9

Applicable State Planning Polices

Likely issues / identified requirements

Maximum plot ratio 0.5:1;
Maximum building height = 15m;

e Front setback 6m or 10m if building is >10m in
height;

Articulation of elevations required every 30m;
Access and circulation for MRV and HRV service
vehicles;

e Number of car parking spaces - 4 spaces per
service bay, 1 space per 12m GFA of restaurant
or take-a-way food premise, 1 space per 17m
of GFA for shop component;

e Management of stormwater quantity and
quality in accordance with Council’s
Development Manual and State Planning Policy
04/10 - Healthy Water; and
Maximum site cover 0.5:1 (building; and
Minimum landscape areas 5% with 3m wide
strip along frontage.

Infrastructure contributions TBC
Estimate of Infrastructure Charges including

Credit for previous payments (see notes)
Application fees TBC

Referrals

Department of Main Road and Transport (DTMR) -
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Timeframe for receipt of agency comments
= 20 max business days.

concurrence agency referral (Access from a State
controlled Road)

Other - Defined as an Environmental
Relevant Activity (ERA)

Application required for a permit to operate as an
Environmentally Relevant Activity (ERA). To be self
regulated from 31/3/13.

Indicative Assessment Timeframe

20-30 business days minimum

Please note

e Calculation of infrastructure charges is undertaken in accordance to the Regulated
Infrastructure Charges (SPRP) and Council’s infrastructure charges--incentives
policy (subsidised infrastructure charges policy). This policy identifies the
categories with the type of subsidy applicable to the developmernt type proposed.

e Lot 53 paid Open Space contributions. A credit will be factored-irito the calculation

of infrastructure charges.

e Lot 52 paid contributions for water, sewer and parks. A credit will be factored into
the calculation of infrastructure charges for water, sewer and parks.

Doc No0.2334866
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We look forward to the early receipt of a copy of your response to the Assessment
Manager, pursuant to Section 3.3.16(1) of the Act.

Please contact me at your convenience if you wish to discuss or clarify any aspect of the
application.

Your cooperation and assistance in expediting the referral would be appreciated,

Yours sincerely

Not Relevant

Consuiting Town Planner

Page 2
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MARYBOROUGH CITY COUNCIL

Acknowledgement Notice
INTEGRATED PLANNING ACT 1997, IDAS DEVELOPMENT APPLICATION

File No: 7/RIBRUCEHWAY/4 For further information ADAM YEM Fhoine: {G7) 4190 5800
regarding this nofice,
please contact:

MATERIAL CHANGE OF USE ~ SHOPS & MOTEL AND LOT RECONFIGURATION — TWO (2) LOTS

1. APPLICANT DETAILS ) i

Name:; ELLAMANDA PTY LTD, C/- ALAN HOLLIDAY PTY LTD
Postal address:  Cf- PO BOX 1560, BUDERIM QLD 4556

{f Phone no: 5476 8144 Mobile nc: 0413 625 074 Fax: 5479 5081

'2.  PROPERTY DESCRIPTION ;

Street address: BRUCE HIGHWAY AND QUARRY ROAD
Suburb/locality: MARYBOROUGH

Real property LOT 2 RP 903779, PARISH OF MARYBCOROUGH

description:

t3.  OWNER'S DETAILS Nl ?
Name: ELLAMANDA PTY LTD
Postal address: 2 KAWANA STREET ALEXANDRA HEADLAND QLD Postcode: 4572

‘4.  APPROVAL TYPE B ;

é; What approval is being sought? Preliminary Developrpent

y Approval Permit
MATERIAL CHANGE OF LISE: NO YES
RECONFIGURE A LOT: NO YES
OPERATIONAL WORK: YES NO

'5.  CODE ASSESSWENT ]

Will Code Assessiment be required? Yes Refer to Appendix 1.

o i s e s

6. . IMPACT ASSESSMENT ;

Will Impact Assessment be required? No

RTTIHRID fil =2 PO F — Py Murmiba: 5 off 186



MARYBOROUGH CITY COUNCIL IDAS Development Application Acknowlsdgmont Notice

20(3

i?. PUBLIC NOTIFICATION DETAILS

What is required for Public Notification?

Nil

‘8. REFERRAL AGENCIES

What are the names and addresses of Referral Agencies?
REFERRAL AGENCY  ADDRESS

DEPARTMENT OF WIDE BAY DISTRICT OFFICE

MAIN ROADS LOCKED MAIL BAG 486, BUNDABERG QLD 4670

REFERRAL - BASIS

CONCURRENCE

.9, INFORMATION REQUEST

Will a further Information Request be made by the Assessment Manager?

Counci! may make an Information Request.

i 10. REFERRAL COORDINATION

Does the application require Referral Coordination?

No

[E

1. ASSESSMENT MANAGER

I
; - —— Not Relevant

Name: P.L COCHRANE Signature;

ACTING CHIEF EXECUTIVE
OFFICER

RTTIHRID fil =2 PO F — Py Murmibe: 6 off 186
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MARYBOROUGH CITY COUNCIL IDAS Development Application Acknowledgment Nolice

APPENDIX 1

Land Use Specific Codes

Rural Uses Code

Rural Residential Code

Community Use Code

X Commercial Code
indusiry Code
House Code
X | Medium Density Residential Code
General Codes
Ecology Protection Code
X Filling and Excavation Code
Fiood Management Code
Character Protection
X | Infrastructure Services Code
X | Landscaping Code
X | Lot Reconfiguration Code
Residential Amenity Code
X | Signs Code
X | Vehicle Parking and Access Cede
Assessment and Manageimznt of Acid Sulphate Soils (ASS) Code
X | Subdivisional and Engineering Works

Temporary Buildlings, Demolition and Removal Code

Cn-Site Effltani Cisposal Code

Area Specific Codes

Marybereugh Airport Code

|~ Whrf Street Precinct

Railyards Redevelopment Area Precinct Code

Coastal Townships Code

Fraser Island South Code

Erosion Prone Area Code

RTTIHRID fil =2 PO F — Py Murmiba: 7 off 186
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MARYBOROUGH CITY COUNCIL IDAS Dovolopmenl Application Acknowledgment Notica

203

7. PUBLIC NOTIFICATION DETAILS

What is required for Public Notification?

Nil

'8.  REFERRAL AGENCIES

What are the names and addresses of Referral Agencies?

REFERRAL AGENCY  ADDRESS

DEPARTMENT OF WIDE BAY DISTRICT OFFICE
MAIN ROADS LOCKED MAIL BAG 486, BUNDABERG QLD 4670

REFERRAL - BASIS

CONCURRENCE

9. INFORMATION REQUEST

Will a further Information Request be made by the Assessment Manager?

Council may make an Information Request.

{10. REFERRAL COORDINATION

Does the application require Referral Coordination?

No
[-r11. ASSESSMENT MANAGER \ Not Relevant
Name: P. L. COCHRANE Signature!

ACTING CHIEF EXECUTIVE
OFFICER

RTTIHRID fil =2 O F — Py Murmibe: B off 186

Date: 14 MARCH
2005
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Supporting Documents
The application is supported by:

e Three (3) copies of A3 size Proposal Plans & Elevations prepared by BJS Design &
Development Consultants;

» Three copies of a Site Plan showing the proposed location of the developmerit within the
context of the subject land.

Generally In Accordance

The application is "generally in accordance” with the commercial componént of the approved
plans forming part of the preliminary approval granted by the Council on 10 January 2001.

Condition (a) to Schedule 1 of the approval states;

“That this approval is a preliminary approval which overrides the Maryborough
City Plan gazetted 17 April 2000 for those uses generally as detailed on Plan
No. SK30501 and described in the supporting Report No 40113 dated August
2000.”
The commercial component of the preliminary approval approved a 35 room motel, a 960
sq.m. of retail floor space and a 200 person community hazit.
The application proposes 960 sq.m. of shops and a 35 room motel, which includes a nominal
210 sq.m. conference facility.

Landowner's Consent

Owner’'s consent is provided on Form 1A by Mr. Svd Dittman, the sole Director of Ellamanda
Pty. Ltd.

In addition, please note that the land is affected by an access easement for which Ellamanda
Pty. Ltd. is the dominant tenement. A copy of the easement document is attached for
Council's records.

Section 3.2.1(12) of the Integrated Planning Act states:

“To the extent the land, the suiject of the application, has the benefit of an
easement and the development is not inconsistent with the termns of the
easement, the consent of the owner of the servient tenement is not required.”

Ellamanda submits that the consent of the servient tenement is not required in this case
because:

o The development is nat inconsistent with the terms of the easement — the easement
grants vehicular access {0 the servient tenement. This situation will not change;

e The purpose of the easement is to provide unencumbered and properly maintain
vehicular access ~ the development relies on access from the easement, which is
consistent witti its intended purpose;

e The Council has already issued a preliminary approval for the proposed development
which relied upon access to the easement. The approved application was predicted
upori the commercial component of the development being serviced by the easement
access. (refer to page 13 of the Planning Report presented by C & B Group). The
Councit and the Department of Main Roads subsequently approved the development on
the basis of easement access.

Page 2

RITIHBID fil k2 PO — PP Nlumrtbee:: 110 aff 1186



Referral Agencies

Subject to confirmation through your Acknowledgement Notice, we understand that a copy of
the appiication will be referred to the Department of Main Roads pursuant to Section 3.3.3 of

the Integrated Planning Act, 1997.

We understand that the application will not be referred to the Department of Natural
Resources, Energy & Mines because of revisions to the previous status of the land as being
located within an endangered regional eco-system.

Please expedite issue of the Acknowledgement Notice so that we can initiate the referral
process as soon as possible.

Communication
We would appreciate your early advice regarding the name of the Ceuncii officer assigned to
assess the appilication.

As the applicant’s agent, [ request that all communications about the application be relayed
through me. Similarly, | will refay any communications or conceriis that | have about the
(’ application or the assessment process through your nominated officer.

I 'am also available to brief your nominated officer on any aspect of the application at any
time during the assessment process.

We look forward to receiving Council's Acknowledgermant Notice by no later than 22 March
2005.

Your cooperation and assistance in expediting tiic application would be appreciated.

Yours sincerely

Not Relevant

- Consulting Town Planner

Page 3
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IRRISE the SEMEN Ove” (he 2arvar] feamen-nr for b sursos

3 $87 00 ‘
X z 7/06/1996 17:18 ~ -
S g ! QLD STArMP DUTY -+ nME:
j BE €600 ERSEMENT | - ”
ps ! /j . 104009 178 %~ 3
- - Iy -—
5 J = FCFILN. ! 3 [ _ B0y )
o _— e M e s Y L S i o e oy
ﬁ 1.  Grantor s Lodger Name, skirem % phens aumber Lodger Code -
= MeCarthy Uurie Ryan/Meid TR
4 HERBERT CLAUDE NEIL and DAPHNE HELEN NFIL P.C. Bua 178, Cleveland Q4143 oon 3-‘—::.::.
= (407} 3280 WIHR MAT:!imis&7s ‘:::‘;é::
% b Descripiion of Earemvent/Lot Cownty Parish Titke Reference Efr'/;
kl : -
;_4. Serviend Tenement (burdencu Jany) P , e e 32T ¢ 3 vz'
: i cor ! s
=3 Excment A ia Lot | on RP WIT79 March Maryraiuugh e 2! g.?-' 2
" '. * Domiaant Tenoment {benclited land) . yd ’ ;’:f; 3
s - _ - . 2oty
B Lot 2 ou RP 903779 March Maryeomuagh Sor52 F&4/ syr
= * o pplioabde B cxacowrs m pries "'
RSt =5
U 3. later=d being bardensd *u. Intered &ing Yeeriiled S
® -~ é S
= Fee simpic Fee simple / =i
4 Y aypieatds | rmcwed g '?'-""a-
£ 7 Rl
-'. LR Crantew Civry mames St rasrter/ o esy e 1 aed swmanc {mTacht weasecy I mmoec ihin owe} ':-—:-:.
a3 / -
3 HEABERT CLAUDE NEIL and
e DAPHNE HELEN NEIL as joint terants
EH A
: . Comidera oo 7« Purpose of caremaent J,/.
.! s
e 31.00 Alghl of Wiy
3. Grnot/Exzcolon

o Haltu i

tvely,

LR
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Tlthe Referemer

THE GRANTOR GRANTS AND TRANSEERS 10 1.~ ~rantee

¢ and its sucvTssors andd assigns of all or anyv
pan of the dominant tenement full and [ree tight aru Loerly of way and passage for the Granize and to the
lesseey, agenls, servants, workmen, invitees, livenseos, cusiomcrs, coatractors and oihers uwhorised by the
Grantec {but in common with the Grantor and these authorised b
times hereafler by day and by nigh 1o enter, lcave, g0, roiurn, pass or repass on-fool, wilh or without
vchicles {laden or ualaden) goods, chaltels, planl and cquipment of any deseription.on, over,

2buve ond alenz

through,

-y

snement for ks purposss of 5 right of way.
The Grzalor and the Grantes do hereb

¥ mutually covenant and agree the ong with the other of them as
lollows:-

- o ———

.7 and ils successars in tille of the burdéned tand covenant 1o maintain the
————-servienttememERt in good repair and condition and 16/ ensiruct (il necessary) and/ar maintain on
the servient tenement a road surfacs of concrete, bitumens asphall, macadam or some such
similar material or materials or any combination (Rereol of a Q@rrying capacily 1o znable the
Granles (in common with the Grantor and those sulkorised by the Grantor) lo wilise the righis
more panticularly given pursuani to the provisions of this grant of easement.

[

Neither the Grantor or Grantes nor (heir respactive lessees, servants,
workmen, visitors or licznsees shall allow, pemmil or sulfer any vehicles of any description laden
o1 uniadzn or other obstruction of any kind 10 iraverse, stand or remain in or on the servient

teacment 50 a3 lo damage the road Serfacs on the scrvicat lcnement fo delay or interfere with the

{raf{ic thercon or so as to delay interiers or impede any of the rights hereby grantzd to the

Grantes or reserved to the Granior Jursuzid lo the provisions of the lerms of this easemeni

exczpl where Lthe Grantor is repairing, mdintaining, coastrutiing or feconsiructing the servient
leoemenl.

agznis, smployees,

3. The Grantee shail pay the cosis of anY neczssafy survey snd ihe professional cosis and sxpenses

in connettion with the preparatinn, stamping and registration of the within ¢asemenl.
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INTEGRATED PLANNING ACT 1897

Pan A, Version 2.0, 4 October 2004

Common details

The completion of all applicabile questions on Part A is mandatory for all applications:
Part A must be accompanied by one (1} or more other completed parts of the Ferm,
Any information requested in the farm may be provided in an atlachment fo the application
For further information about completing the following details, refer to Guide 1 Making zn JDAS Appiication.

Description of land 1. Street address: fncludinghouse mumber, street name, suburixAocality name & postcods) (if applicable)
anﬁ%deg‘e subject of the application, must be | Bruce Highway North, Maryborough, Qid, 4650 i
A deseription of the Jand is not required in 2. Name of water body or watercourse, within which {re development is proposed: (if applicable)
‘ation to a mobile or temporary , N/A ]
{ ironmentally relevant activity. O NN\
Advice for completing 02 3. Loton plan description (eg. Lot 123 on £P #567) | GPS coordinates:
Q2 applies if development is proposed within a
Walet body o watboouse. | Lot 2 on RP903779 |
Advice for completing 93 4. The above description is for; X appleabie box)
Most land can be identified by a lot on plan . . N4 . .
description. These detafls can be obtined from B< () the land on which the develooment is proposed: or - .
fitie documents or through the local [T (i) the land adjoining the water body or watercourse, within which the development is
govemment proposed; or
However, if the land on which the development watare
iy does not have a ot on ol L] (iii} the water body or watercourse.
description (i.e. the development is proposed in n I i sl arey [ level: (if applicable
2 waler body or Wateroourse) provide. 5. Shop/tenancy numBer: {i anplicable) 8. Storey /level: (if apolicable)
(i) the lot on plan description for the | WA () ] | VA
adjoining/adjacent land; or
(it GPS coordinates where there is no
adjoining/adiacent land {eg. in Moreton
Bay).
Advice for completing Q7 7. Total area oi fand: (m? or ha} (if applicable]
Q7 does not apply f the development is r 454 ha I
" ~osed within a water body or watercourse,
Havice for completing Q8 8. Local-government area in which the land is siluated: feq. Brisbane, Esk. Hervey Bay, Woocoo efc.) (if
Q8 applies if development is proposed within a spiiicable)
focal govemment area. . "_M b 0 Citv Councl I
Note: Areas below high water mark are not /|  Maryborough City Gounci
within a locaf govemment’s area unless
provided for under the Local Govemmeni Ac
1993,
ngicel_fof ?gm f;ﬁ e : 9. Port authoity for the sirategic port land or strategic port land tidal area on which the
applies if development is propased on : . P
strategic por and or a sraiagi por land tidl development is proposed (eg. Port of Brisbane, Port of Townsville) (if applicable)
area, | NA !
For more information refel io Guide 1
Development on shateg_mwr Iarr
Proposal details 10. Existing use of the land: feg. vacant, single house, shop etc.)
| Vacant |
11. Proposed use of the [and: eg. 6 un apertment buiking, 30 lot residential subdivision, ERA far aquacutture in

ponds with a tolal area of 7 ha for which wastes sre released into walers efc).
2 lot subdivision and commercial development comprising a 35 room motel and 5 shops
{960 sq.m. gfa)
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. INTEGRATED PLANNING ACT 1997

Pant A, Version 2.0, 4 October 2004

Other applicable parts of Form 1
Part A of Form 1 must abways be accompanied
by other completed parts of Form 1.

For information about when a part of Form 1
may apply for an applicabion refer to Guide 1

Making sn IDAS development application.

12. Other parts of Form 1 completed as part of this application: (eg. Part D, Part /, elc)

Part D and Part F

Applicant details 13. Name:

Clearty identify who is making the application.
The applicant need not be the owner of the
land.

Ellamanda Pty Lid ACN 085 666 486 C/- Alan Holfiday Pty. Ltd acting as agent for the
applicant o~

When signing and lodqing this application | 14. Postal address; {

The applicant is responsible for ensuring the
information provided is comect. The assessment

Executive {where applicable) will rely on this
information when assessing and deciding the

manager, any referral agency and the Chief . in N
B e ) 15. Signature: £ /6 Date:

|

|

Cl- P.0. Box 1560, Buderim, Qid 4556

4 March 2005

applicaﬁon. Not Relevant
If the applicant is a company )
A contact person must be shown. All ’
correspondence will be mailed fo this address. 117, Contact person:
‘ Not Relevant l
18. Telephone number; 19. Mobile phone number: (ifappiicable)
(_ , | 07 5476 B144 —! Not Relevant I
- 20, Facsimile number: (i applicable} 21. Email address: (i appticable)
| 07 5479 5081 N | aholliday@hn.ozemail.com.au |
Land owner's consent (if applicable) 22. Namefs: i
Section 3.2.1{10)(z) of the IPA prescribes that Not Refevant Sole Direcior of Ellamanda Pty Ld |

an application can not be taken to be properly

made without the land ownier's consent. 23. Signature/s: _"7#____._ 24, Date:

For more information about land owner's
consent refer to Guide 1 Making an IDAS
development appication..

An application must be supported by the

consent of the kznd owner if the application

involves;

(i) amaterial change of use;

(i} reconfiguration of a lot;

(@) work on land below high-water mark & not
within & canal as defined under the
Coastal Protection and Management Act
16950

(v} work on rail comidor land defined under
the Transpor! infrastructure Act 1994.

“~ramobile or temporary ERA
QN .id owner's consent is rot required.

If an owner has signed this form as
applicant

Their signature is nod required again in this
section. i
If there are muHtiple owners |
The consent of each owner is required: i

if the owner is a company
Refer to Guide 1.

Mot Reievant 4 March 2005

Resource entitlement fif appiicalsle) 25. Does this application involve taking or interfering with fother than interfering with quarry material on State

Section 3.2.1{10)(b} of the IPA prescribes that

coastal land under the Coastal Protection and Management Act 1995) a State resource?

an application can not be taken fo be properly
made without evidence of e resource E NO -goto Q28 D YES - golo Q26
entitiement. 26. This application is required by regulation to be accompanied by: (tick the applicable box)

Advice for cornoleting Q26

Refer to scheduie 10 of the Inftegrated Planming
Regulation 1998 that prascribes the nature of
evidence required by the State in support of the
lodging of this development application,

[C]{} evidence of the allocation of, or entitiement to, the resource - aftach evidence

(] (i) evidence the chief executive of the department administering the resource is satisfied
the development ig consistent with an allocation of, or entitlement fo, the resource -
golo Q27

[C] (iii) evidence the chief executive of the department administering the resource is satisfied
the development application may proceed in the absence of an allocation of, or
entittement to, the resource ~goloQ 27

RITIHBID fil k=2 PO — PP Nlumitbee:: 1165 i 1186



INTEGRATED PLANNING ACT 1997
Advice for com; 7

" The information in (i) — (v} is mandatory if
avidanca is required undar Q26 (ii) or {il)
above.
The official stamp of the Department of Natural
Resources and Mines Is mandatory where the
application involves taking or interfering with
water or rivenine quarry material under the
Water Act 2000.

Part A, Version 2.0, 4 Octover 2004
27. Evidence of the resource entitlement:

(i}  Resource entitlement / authority details (iv) Official stamp of the department
[ [ administering the resource (if
applicable)

(i) Name of delegated officer

| I

{iiiy Position of delegated officer

| |

(iv) Signature of delegated officer

(v} Date

Referral triggers

28. Is the Referrais Checklist completed and attached to this appiicaﬁm?

The Refepals Checklist must be c:ompl_eta_j and E YES
fﬁﬁ:ﬁmﬂgﬁﬂﬁgﬁpﬁmﬂf?“ (] NO ~ the assessment manager may refuse fo accept this applicatiors on the grounds that the applicalion has not
Parts A and B of the Farm only, been properly made
(ﬂ'ans | drawings / reports 29. Plansidrawingsfreports accompanying this application:
Hé’;ipbdtgﬂ:nmsmﬁuf;:g:lmgb% " Plan / Drawing / Report Number Title Date
v | | 016781 O Siepn  Jeens
o || @tz L SropsPan & Elovalon | 240215
(i} 1879-3 Motel Plan & Elevation 23/02/05
1
v)
S/ e R
N B
I I N R
L (!x) ___________________________________________________________________________________
(x)
PLEASE NOTE

éb The assessment manager may refuse to accept an application that, at the time of lodgement. fails to provide ail applicable informaticn

rejuired by Part A and any other relevant part of Form 1,

OFFICE USE ONLY (applicable fo agﬁﬂe?r—nanagefs)

FEE($) DATE

RECEVED

REFERENCE
RUMBER/S

RECEVING ;
OFFICER'S NAMESS -
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INTEGRATED PLANNING ACT 1997 Pan D, Version 2.0, 4 October 2004

m 1 Development A

Material change of use

assessable against a local government’s planning scheme
g

Completion of all applieable questions on Part D is mandatory for alf appfications involving assessment of a
material change of use (MCU) assessable against a local govemments planning schieme.

Nature of the application 1.~ This application is for; ftick  or both if applicable)
3 dﬂ‘l':hpmf't“ permit a‘ﬂgm " (] Preliminary approval for a material change of ise of premises including conceptual
Eg;fov’;fz'; s?eﬁ&:a::p;&?;m design for any associated works that require appraval urder the planning scheme gie.
and doas not aulhorise development to occur, consideration of the propossl concept)
AND/OR
( <] Development permit for a material change of use of premises including conceptual
design for any associated works that requira approval under the planning scheme.
The subject land 2. How the subject land is identified in thé planiitig scheme (neme the zone, precinct etc.)
For the definition of *gross floor area” go to : ; PR
ihe planning scheme against which the ] Industrial Precinct to Local Area § - Maryborough West and North ]

application will be assessed.

3. Existing gross floor area: (if applicable) NIA l

4. Are there any existing easements on the land?

CINO

YES - attach planiz of the jacaliun and details of the purpose of the easement

Material change of use detaiis 5. Detalls of the change to ine use of the land: feg. vacant fand to shopping centre, house to epertment buikding,
vacant Jand fo industry (tyre imzidadiunng) elc.)

| Vacant land ta shops and motel |

8. Number of empioyees: | Not Known |
) Shops - 7 days/week between 7am and Spm
: 7. Operating days and hours: Motel & Conference Room - 7 daysfweek between

é\ﬁ gam and 11pm

Assoclated building works details 7 g |(gjie cover: | Approx. 33% on new lot to be created |

applicabie)

For the definition of “site cover”, *gross floor /! o .

area” and “slorey” go 1 the planning scheme i 9. Gross floor area: f Approx. 2,680 sq.m. l

inst which th lication will be
23:;“;;; o e appcaton i i 1G. Number of on-sile car parking spaces: 80
' One storey/5.4 metres

11. Number of storeys / maximum height above natural ground:

above ground level

12. Number of employees Not Known |

13, Hours and days the use will operate Refer to 7 above ]

Associated cperatjionai works details {14, Details of associated operationa! works (eg. landscaping, cuf and fil, drainage. road works efc.)

" Sppicabe! Landscaping, parking areas, access driveways, stormwater drainage - not part of this
application

PLEASE NOTE
This acciication cannot be accepted uniess accompanied by Part A of Farm

The assessment manager may “2fuse [0 accept an apolication that, at the ame of icdgement, fails to prowide 3l apolicable snformation
-2quesied by Part A and any Jther relevant oart of Form
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 INTEGRATED PLANNING ACT 1997 Par . Version 2.0, 4 October 2004
YOFFICE USE ONLY sgpicati o sssessment manages)

: REFERENCE
DATE RECEIVED NUMBER/S
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INTEGRATED PLANNING ACT 1997 Part F, Version 2.0, 4 October 2004

Reconfiguring a lot

Completian of all applicable questions on Part F is mandatery for all applications invelving the reconfiguring of a lot fincluding freshold subdivision, community
titte subdivision, subdivision by lease, elc.).

Nature of the application 1.+ This application is for: (tick one (1) or both if epplicablz)

A development permit authorises development . . . 4 L. .
10 cccur, while a preminary approval s a step X Development permit - provide details below eg. stage 1. Feehakd subdivision of 25 lots, realignment of 3

in the approval process and does not bowndary, creation of an access easement)
authorise development to oceur. | Freehold subdivision of 2 lots

( AND/CR

] Preliminary approval -provide datails below eg. stages 2, 3 and 4: freehold subdivision of 75 fots,
realignment of a boundary, creation of an aecess easement]

| ]

The subject land 2. Number of existing lots: One |
The information requested in Q2 & 3 is <
necessary for statistical and planning 3. Total area of land in applicalion: (if staged, total area of the land in this stage)
Urposes.
P I 14.94 hectares ‘

4. How the subject land is ideriiied in the planning scheme: fname the zone, precinct etc )
[ Industrial Precinct in Local Aiea 6 - Maryborough West and North |

5. Current use of the lany: frvacant, alse idenlify the previous use)
Vacant ]

8.  Are there buiidings or structures existing on the land?

BINO
[] YES ~complete Q7

. Indicaie which one of the following circumstances applies:
F-3 Al existing buildings and structures on the land will be demolished as part of the
development / redevelopment of the site; or

{1 Some existing buildings and structures on the land are proposed to be retained as part of
the development / redevelopment of the site - indicate on the plans prepared in response fo Question
& above, those buiktings or structures proposed {0 be relained

f("‘:\

(]

. Existing services on the land:{eg. water & sewerage] - attach plan identifying focation if appropriate)
l None

9. Are there any existing easements over the land?

[I1NO

<] YES - attach pian identifying easement kocation & purpose

The proposal 10. Total area of land in the development permit minus any balance area
The information requesied in Q10-13 is | 8,033 sq.m. |
necessary for statistical and planning
purposes.
11. Number of proposed fofs: Two f

12. Number of additional residential lots proposed in development permit: (if applicabe)
Zero ]
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INTEGRATED PLANNING ACT 1997 Pan F, Version 2.0, 4 October 2004
w 13. Estate name & stage number: (appiicabie  the application is for a stage or stages of an overall subdivision

proposal)
| N/ ]

14. Area of land to be contributed for community purposes: (i applicabie)
| Zero }

15. Length of new road to be constructed: (if applicabia)
l Zero ]

PLEASE NOTE
This application cannot be accepted unless accompanied by Part A céForm 4

The assessment manager may refuse to accept an application that. at the time of iodgement. fails fo provide all appiicabie information
requested Dy Part A and any other relevani pan ¢f Font

OFFICE USE ONLY (anpiicatie to assessment manager) .
i REFERENCE

( DATE RECEIVED NUMBER/S
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INTEGRATED PLANNING ACT 1997 Referrats Checklist Version 11.0, 1 March 2005

Referrals checklist

Completion of all questions on the Referrals Checklist is mandatory for all applications, other than those requiring the sompietion-of Parts A & B only,
it is the responsibility of the applicant b work with the assessment manager o comectly identify if an application involves referal o an \DAS referral agency for their
assessment and determination, or comment and / o the coordinatien of any information request by the Chief Executive DLGF inreugh the referrat coordination process, The
checkiist contains a number of questions to aid in this determination. If your application does involve referral, the assessment manager will confirm in the acknowledgement
notice the referrat actions required. To assist you in answering the following questions a series of guides are dvaiiabis free from www.ina.ald.gov.au.

REFERRALS THAT CAN APPLY TO DEVELOPMENT
- other than huilding work assessable against the Standard Building Reguizdon 1993

Environmentally relevant activity 1. The application involves (tick applicable box/es) —
Far mare information refer fo Guide 4, schedule 8A : : f H :

¢ IPA & schedule 2 of the [P Reculation £1G) an enyironmentally relevant aclivity (ERA) for which a code for environmental

15 you answered "none of the abave” to Q1. the compliance has not been made- complsie Part G of Form 1

plication requires assessment by the ii i F for which e ; | :

atmivestoring aulhorty". 1 an agency ot then the [ (i) amobile or temporary ERA a code of environmental compliance has not been
administeding authority is the assassment manages made - compiete Part G of Faim 1
for the application, the administering authority is a (iii) none of the above
concurence agercy for the application in refation lo
this matter.

Hote: An application invoiving ERA 1§ and/or 20 will
also requie completion of Part Kz of Form 1 for
appoval where an aliocation under the Water Act

2000 is requined.

State-controlled road matters 2. The application involves rzvelopmiant on land: (tick appiicable bowes) -

For more informattion refer to Guide 3, schedule 84 ; 2 tm s 1 b ; _

of the IPA & schedte 2 of the 1P Regulaton. {a) cont{guous foa .Sta\e confrolled road that is for . .

Unlisss you answered "noae of the above” to 2, the BA(i)  amaterial change of use assessable against the planning scheme;

:g’;?’”“ triggers referral to Main Roads as referra B< (i}  reconfiquring a lot - unless the number of lots does not increase and the number of
In certain circumstances Main Roads will be an lots-abutting the State-controlled road does not increase;

;z‘{;:i ﬁ;ﬁﬁ‘ﬂﬁ;ﬂg’“gumgﬁu’t‘; - £ 1y  cperational work not associated with a material change of use assessable against
the IP Regulasion wil assist ,ﬁ. tﬁgm,,e where the pianning scheme or reconfiguring a lot that-

Main Roats is an advice or concurrence agenicy for « )75 assaciated with access to a State-controlled road;

the application. / . .
=i for filling or excavation;
£ 1(iv) operational work or building work (for & non-residential purpose and not associated with
’ an assessable reconfiguration or a material change of use assessable against a pianning
Qv. scheme) that involves the redirection or intensification of site stormwater from the
site, through a pipe with a cross-sectional area greater than 250mm? that directs
stormwaler o a State-controlled road;
: (n) not contiguous to a State-controlled road that is —
| [ (iv) proposed within a local government area that has a transitional planning scheme
' and is for development - .
= mentioned in schedule 5 of the IP Regulation and exceeds the thresholds set in that
schedule
[J(v} proposed within a local government area that has an [PA planning scheme and is
for development -
= mentioned in schedule 5 of the IP Regutation and exceeds the thresholds set in that
schedule
« inconsisient with plans for Siate-controlled road infrastructure

(¢) ] nore of the above

The adminisienng authonty may be either the Environmental Protechon Agency. the relevant locai government {for a devolved ERA) o the Queensland Depariment of Prmary (ndustnes and Fishenes

ifor 2 gelegated ERA)
* Land conbguous 10 a State-controfied road s defined in schedule 4 of the 1P Regulaton (o mean fand f part af the land 1s within 100m of the Statecontrolled road or fand that is part of a future State-

controlled t0ad)
R HRID fil =2 POF - Page Nunmther: 22 aff 156



INTEGRATED PLANNING ACT 1897

Referrais Checklist, Version 11.0. 1 March 2005

w Clearing vegetation

For more informaton refer (o Guige 12, schedule 84
of the 1PA & schedule 2 of the P Requlaton,

Unless you answered "none of the above” ta 3, the
application requires assessment by NR&M. If an
agancy other than NR&M is the assessment
manager for the application, NR&M is a concurrence
agency for the appiication in relation to this matier.

The application involves: (tick epplicable box) -
[l (a) operational work for the clearing of native vegetation where the vegetation clearing is
made assessable under Schedule 8 of the IPA - complete Par J of Form 1
C1(b) amaterial change of if -
(i) the lot contains —
» acategory 1, 2 or 3 area shown on a property map of assessable vegetation; or
« if there is no property map of assessable vegetation for the lot - remnant vegetation;
&
(i) the existing use of the land is a rural or environmental use; and
{iii} the size of the land is 2 hectares or larger - complete Part J of Forn'i
[J(c) reconfiguration of a lotif -
{i} the lof contains -
« acategory 1, 2 or 3 area shown on a properly m#p of assessable vegetation; or
« there is ne property map of assessable vegetation for the lot - remnant vegetation; &
{i) the size of the lot before the reconfiguration is 2 hectares or larger; and
({iif) 2 or more lots are created; and
(iv) the size of any lof created is 25 hectares or smaller - complete Part J of Form 1

D4 (d) none of the above

Strategic port fand
For mone information refer lo Guide 11, schedule 8A
of the |PA & schedule 2 of the IP Requlation,

u answered "YES” to Q4, the refevani Port
. hority is the assessment manager and
Cueensland Transport is a concurmrencs agency for
the application.

Does the application involve a matenial change of use on strategic port fand that is inconsistent
with the approved land use plan under the TranspoitInfrastructure Act 19947

NO

(] YES - compfete Part  of Form 1

Acid suifate soils

For more information refer to Guide 10.& schedule 2
of the [P Regulation.

Unless you answesed “none of the abeve” to Q5, the
appication requires assessment by NR&M. If an
agency other than NR&M is the assessment
manager for the application, NR&M is an advice
agency for the application in relation to this matter.

The application involves assessabis development fother than building work only assessable against the
Standard Building Regulafion) on land situaied in‘an identified* local government area and where the

Major hazard facilities or possibie
major hazard facilities

For more information refer to Guide 17, schedule A
of the IPA & schedule 2 of the [P Regulation.

If you answered "YES' o 6, the application
nequires assessment by DES®, If an agency other
than DES is the assessment manager for the
application, DES is a concurrence agency for the
application in redation 10 this matter.

surface of the fand is; (tick applicable box! -
soil or sediment at'oi below 5m AHD; or

L (i) ator below 5m AHD and the development involves filling the site with 1000m3 or more

(i) none of the abave

hazard facifity as defined under the Dangerous Goods Safety Management Act 20007

NO

[]{) below 20m AHDS and the development involves the excavation of 1000m? or more of

of material
Does the application involve a material change of use for a major hazard facility or possible major
(] YES - compleic Part L of Form 1

ter refated development
For more information about items (i) = {v), refer to
Guide 15, schedule 8A of the IPA & schedule 2 of
the {2 Requtatian,
For more information about item {v), cefer 1o Guide
14 Does my application in 3558, it of a
referabla dam?, scheduie BA of the iPA & schedule
2 of the IP Regulation.
Unless you answered ‘none of the above”, te
application requires assessment by NREM, If an
agency other than NR&M is the assessnmn;
manager for the application, NREM is a<urcunence
agency for the application in relation o ihis matier,

The apaicaﬁon invalves:
] {a) operational work that is: (tick applicable boxes)

C1()  inawatercourse (eg. a pump, gravity diversion, stream re-direction, weir or dam)

[ 1(#i) foran artesian bore anywhere in the State, no matier what the use

[ (i) for a subartesian bore, in declared groundwater area’, for use for purposes
other than stock andfor domestic use

(I (iv) for a subartesian bore, in certain declared groundwater area, for use for stock
andfor domestic purposes

[Cl(v) fora referable dam?

[CI{vi) for taking overland flow water;

] (b) none of the above.

1 Depariment of Natural Resources and Mines

*+  The identified local government areas are: Aurukun, Bawen, Bosbane. Broadsound. Bundabery, Burdekin, Burke, Bunett. Cabooiture, Caims, Calliope, Caloundra, Candwell, Carpentana, Cook,
Coclocla, Dourglas, Fizroy, Gladstone, Gold Coast. Heivay Bay, Hinchinbroske. Jsis. Johnstone, Livingstone, Logan. Mackay, Maroochy, Maryborough, Minum Vale, Momington, Noosa. Pine Rivers.
Redclifle, Redland. Reckhampton, Sanna. Thunngewa. Tiaro. $orres. Townsville. Whitsunday.

Austraian Hexght Datum {AHD)
Desartment of Emergency Services

he declared ground waler areas are tisted n Guide 13 Dave nt in a deciared calchmert area

Referabie cam s defined under te Water Act 2000

o —
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§]Remevai of quarry material from a

watercourse

For more information refer to Guide 16, schedule 8A
of tha |PA & schedule 2 of the 1P Requlatan.

If you answerad "YES® [o QB, the application
requires assessment by NREM. If an agency other
than NRAM is the ascassment manager for the
application, HNREM is a concumence agency for the
application in selation fo this malter.

Note: Part G of Form 1 is required fo be compleled
a5 the activity of removing quamy material from a
watercowse i5 also an Envircnmentaify Relovant
Activity (ERA}.

Does the application involve development for the removal of quarry material from a watercourse?®
under an allocation notice given under the Water Act 26007

e
(] YES - complete Part K and G of Form 1

Cperational works in a tidal area or
coastal management district

For move information refer to Gurde 18, schedule 8A
of the 1PA & schedule 2 of the 1P Requlation.

if you answered YES {0 QS, the application
requires assessment by EPA, If an agency other
than EPA is he assessment manages fof the
application, EPA i a concumsnca agency for the
application in redation to Lhis matter.

Does the application involve operational works in a tidal area or coasta!ﬁmanagement district as
defined under the Coastal Protection and Management Act 19957

K NO

(] YES - complete Part M of Form 1

Tidal works and coastal management
For more infermalion refer to Guide {8, schedule BA
of the |PA & schedule 2 of the [P Regulation,
Unless you answered "none of the above”, the
application triggers refemal fo QT"*{Maritime Safety
(‘*’ ™ 35 CONCUTENCE agency.

The application involves operational work that is: ftick the appiicable box/es)

{iy tidal work'! - complete Part M of Form 1

(i) disposing of dredge spoil or other solid material in tidal water - complete Part M of Fonm 1

(iii) reclaiming fand under tidal water — complete P2t M of Form 1

{iv) constnucting a canal'2if the canal is associated with reconfiguring a lot - complete Part M of
Form 1

nene of the above.

Qoo

X

(v)

Coastal management

For more information refer to Guide 18, schedule 8A
of the IPA & schedule 2 of lhe IP Regulatian.

Unless you answered “none of the above”, the
application requires assessment by EPA. If an
agency olher than EPA is the assessment manager
for the application, EPA is a concumence agency for
the application in reation to Lhis matter.

H.

The application involves: (tick the apriizaiiie box/es)

(1) amaterial change of use invcliving operational work carmied out completely or partly
in a coastal management disiict® and assessable under a planning scheme

[(J{i} amaterial change of use involving bullding work caried out completely or partly in a

coastal management district and assessable under a planning scheme that is —

« the construction of anew premises with a GFA™ of at least 1000m?

« the enlargemem of the GFA of an existing premises by more than 1000m2

assessable racontiguration of a lot where the land is situated completely or parlly in a

coastal managemignt district

assessatile recenfiguration of a lot's in connection with the construction of a canal -

complefa Part M of Form 1

nore of the above

L (i)
L {v)
X

Development below high water mark
For more information refer to Guide 18, schedule 8A
of the |PA & schedule 2 of the IP Requlation.
If>~ answered “YES® {0 012, the application
5 refermal to the Port Authority.
Port Autherity is concumence agency if the
devetopment is -
o within 200m of a shipping channal or an entry
and exit shipping comdor for the port
» within 1000m of a swing basin, 2 commercial |
shipping wharl, a mooring, anchorage or spoil
grounds; '
» within 1000m of a planned port facility idextided
in aland use plaa approved under the Traaspor*
Infrestruciure Act 1994.
In all olher situation Lhe Port Authority is advice
agency.

- Does the appiic;iiun involve development below high water mark'® and within the limits of a port

under the Transport Infrastructure Act 19947

X 50

[} YES 3:complete Part M of Form 1

Marinas

For more informalion refer to Glidz 48, scheduie 84
of the {PA & schedule 2 of the 12 Reqriauon,

if you answered "YES"to Q1. the application
Iniggers refera loadueensipnd Fira and Rescue
Service as an advice aqency,

13.

Does the application involve operational work that is tidal work for a marina'? with more than &
vessel berths?

I NO

(] YES - complete Part M of Form 1

7 Watercourse 15 defined in sch 10 of the IPA
Y Queensiand Transport
‘' Tidal work is defined in sch 10 of lhe IPA

12 Canal means canal as defined under the Coastal Profection and Management Act 1899

"1 Coasta management district is defined in sch 10 of the iPA and means a coaslal management district under the Coasfal Prolecrion and Managemen! Act 1995, cther than an area declared as a
coastal management distnct under section 47(2) of thal Act

" GFA s defined m sch 14 of the IPA to mean the gross fioor area. For a definiflion of how i caiculated GFA, go 10 tha planning scheme against which the application 1S being assessed

= Under 3117 of the Coastal Protechon ard Managemant Act 1935, an application for reconfiguration, where the reconfguration s associaled with the constructien of an arficial waterwary, must be
accompanied by Ihe application for the operational works o construct the artific:al walerway.

* High water marx 1s defined in the Coastal Protecton and Management At 1995 and means the ordinary high waler mark at spang bae

" Manna s defmed n the Transpar? Qperatans (Mamime Podfution) Reguiation 1965
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1 Tidal works in strategic port land tidal

areas

For more information refer to Guide 18, schedule 84
of the IPA & schedule 2 of Lhe iP_Requlatign.

If you answerad “YES' io Q14, the refevant port
authorily is the assessment manager for the
application and EPA and Queensland Transport are
concurtence agencies for Lhe application.

—

4,

Does the application involve tidal works within the limits of strategic port fand tidal areas®?

X NO

[J YES - compiete Part M of Form 1

Heritage

For turther information refar to Guide 13, schedule
8A of the iPA & schedule 2 of lhe |P Requiation.

If you answered “YES" [o Q15, the application
Iriggers referral 1o the Quesnsland Heritage Council
as concurence agency for lhe application.

3.

Does the application involve development in a heritage registered place as defined under the
Queensland Herffage Act 19927

XINO

[ YES - complete Part C of Form 1

Declared catchment areas

For more information, including a list of the declared
catchmen? areas within Queensland, refer to Guide
13, schedula BA of the [PA & schadule 2 of the [P
Requlation,

Unless you answered “none of the above”, lhe
applicaton requires assessment by NREM, If an
agency other than NR&M is the assessment

manager for the application, NREM is a concurrence

agency for the appiication in relation te this matter,

16.

The application involves development in an areas declared to be a catehmant area under the

Water Act 2000 for: (tick the applicable box/es)

L 1) recanfiguratian of a fot, if any lot resulting from the reconfiguration is less than 16
hectares;

[ (i} the establishment or expansion of a waste waisi disposal system, other than a disposal
system for carrying out an environmentally relevant activity under the Environmental
Profection Act 1994

& (iii) none of the above

Contaminated land

lications involving maletial change of use and /
. .econfiguring a kot may trigger this referral,
For mare infermation refer to Guide 5, schedule 8A
of the IPA & schadule 2 of the IP Requlation,
If you answered "YES® ko Q17, Lhe application
requires assessment by EPA. If an agency other
lhan EPA is the assessment manager for the
application, EPA will be a concumrence agency for
the application in relation 1o this matler.

7.

This application involves: {tick the applicable box/es) ~
[1(a) reconfiguring a fot for which all of part of the premises are -
(i premises mentioned in the IPA, schedule 8, part 1, fable 2 -
« item 5, including the exempticn otherwise provided for by paragraph (d);
« item §, including the exemption atherwise provided for by paragraph (g); or
 item7,
= including the exernpticn otherwise provided for a mining activity or petroleum activity,
or
(i} in an area for which an area management advice has been given for unexploded
ordnance - compicte Part N of Form 1
[ (b) a material changle of use -
(i) made assessatle under the IPA, schedule 8, part 1, table 2, items 5to 7: or
(i) if ail or part of the premises is in an area for which an area management advice has
been given for unexploded ordnance - complete Part N of Form 1
B (c) none of the zhove

Electricity infrastructure

For more informatian refer to schedule 20f tha (P
Requlation.

Unless you answered “none of the above”, lhe
applicabion triggers referral 1o the agency to which
tha easement is granted in favour of as advice

Co

18,

The applicatian vclves; (tick the applicable box/es)

[J(i) reconfguration of a lot where any part of the ot is -

« subjzct to an easement in favour of a distribution entity or transmission entity under the
Electnetty Act 1994 and the easement is for a transmission grid or supply network under
that Act; or

» situated within 100m of a substation site;

[ 141} amaterial change of use, assessable against a planning scheme and not associated
with reconfiguring a lot if -
= any part of the premises is subject to an easement in favour of a distrbution entity or

transmission entity under the Eleciricity Act 7994 and the easement is for a transmission
grid or supply network under that Act; and

= any structure or work that is the natural and ordinary censequence of the use is, or will be,
located whally or partly in the easement;

(] (i) a material change of use, assessable against a planning scheme and not associated
with reconfiguring a lot if any part of the premises is situated within 100m of a substation
site

(] (iv) operational work that is filling or excavation, not associated with reconfiguring a lot, if ~
= any part of the premises fs subject to an easement in favour of a distribution entity ar

transmission entity under the Electricity Act 1994; and

» the work is located wholly or partly in the easement

& (v) none of the above.

" Swategic por land bdal areas are the areas generally 50 meters seaward of high waler mark adjacent 10 stralegic oen land
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Land designated for community 19. Does the application invalve development on land designated for community infrastructure —
L’;;’.::g;ﬁ:’;:m develonment o0l (i) intended to be supplied by a public sector entity; and
designated for community infrasiructure may trigger (i) onfand not owned by or on behalf of the State: and
this referral,

For mone information refer to schedule 2 of the 1P (!II) other than devempmem -

Requigtion. » for the designated purpose; or

If you answered "YES" to Q15, the application . .
requires assessment by the chief executive of the + carmied out by, or on behalf of, the designator
departent administering the Act authorising the @ NO

development for the designated purpose. If an

agency other than the designator is the assessment []YES

manager for the application, the designating agency
will be 3 concumence agency for the application in
relation o this matter.

SEQ Regional Plan 20. Does the application involve a material change of use for urban purposesi®in the SEQ Region?,
For more informafion refer {0 schedule 2 of the 1 other than for a single dwelling on an existing fot, for which all or part of fe premises, the subject
Requlaton f the development, is in th

If you answered “YES" to Q20, the application orthe gevelopment, Is In the -

requires assessment by the Office of Urban i} Reqional Lands nd Praduction Area:

rigindmryrivy (Y Region cape and Rural Production Area;

(i) Rural Living Area;

(i) investigation Area; or

(iv) Mt Lindesay/North Beaudesert Investigation Area, uritess the premises is designated or
zoned for urban purposes in the relevant planning scheme.

XINO
(f ] YEs
Fisheries matlers 21. The application involves: tick the applicatic boves)
For mare infomaton refe to schedule 2of e |2 (i) anassessable material change of use for aquacufture:
Unless you answered "nane of the above”, the (1 (i) assessable operational work that is the construction or raising of a waterway barrier;
ﬁgml;ﬁmﬁﬁmggﬁ?‘m‘ [ (iif) assessable operational wark compietely or partly with a declared fish habitat area;
(] (iv) assessable operational work tiiat is the removal, destruction or damage of a marine
plant;
B (v) none of the above.
Referral coordination 22. Does the applicatian trigqer referral coordination?
An information request requires referral coordination
if the appiication invotves - E NO
52) gmg;"x:“’“ e "ﬁ‘fdez (] YES, as the appiication:
mﬂi ;ﬂm ﬁ!ﬁm{ﬁ;-u 14 }r‘iggers 3 or more concurrence agencies; .
i} daveiopment which is subject o an [ (i} involves a facility made assessable under a planning scheme and presciibed
application for peeliminary approval in schedule 7 of the IP Reguiation;
mentoned in secton 3.1.6 o the (P4 [ (i}~ involves development made assessable under a planning scheme and in an

For more information go to Guide2 & Guide 6.

area prescribed in schedule 8 of the IP Regulation;
(] (iv) is for a preliminary approval mentioned is section 3.1.6 of the IPA

E,uerral agency responses priorto | 23. Did & referral agency give a referral agency response under $3.3.2 of the IPA before the

lodgement application was made to the assessment manager?
Under section 3.3.2 of IPA a referral agency may =
give a referral agency response on a matier wilhin a0

its jurisdiction about a proposal before an applicaticd |

for the propasal is made {o the assessment

manager.

This is commonty the case where an applicatan i
I
]

[TIYES - atiach a copy of the referral agency/s responsess

requires referral (o a buikling refenal agency (eg
Qid Fire and Reseue Service).

PLEASE NOTE:  The assessinent manager may refuse to accept an application, which. at the time of ‘odgement. fails to provide the completed Referrals
Check!ist iif applicaple).
OFFICE USE ONLY (appiizatie fo assessment manager) e o

DATE RECEIVED _ "~ REFERENCE NUMBER/S

* Lrban purposes 15 defined in schedule 10 of the IPA. To make o clear, urban purpases does nal include sural residenha purposes a5 defined in schedule 2 of the Drafl South East Queensland

Regional PMan
® Local Governments within the SEQ Region are «gentified in the Orafl South East Oueensiand Reqional Plan a5 Beaudesert Shire Joanan Stire, 8nsbana City Caboolture Shire. Caloundra City, Esk

Sture. Gatten Sture. Gold Coast City. {pswich City, Kilcoy Shire Lasdley Shire, Logan City. Maroochy Shire. Neosa Shim, Pine Jvers Shire. Reccliffe City, Redland Shire and Toowoamba City
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!

Below is a list of the referrals that can apply to an application involving building work assessable against the Standard Building
Regulation. This information is provided for advice purposes only and this section of the referrals checklist if not required to be

BUILDING REFERRALS (advice only)

completed and lodged with an application.

For more information go to schedule 2 of the iP
Requiation

Fire safety 1. Anapplication may trigger referral to Qld Fire and Rescue Services as an advice agency if the
For moxe informaion go to schedsle 2 of he P building work the subject of the application requires the installation of a fire safety system.
Fire safety for budget accommodation 2. An application may trigger referral fo Qid Fire and Rescue Services as an advice agency if the
Foc ofe nformation go to schedule 2 o he |2 buiiding work the subject of the application requires the installation of 2 fire szfety system for a
budget accommodation building.
Spray painting 3. An application may trigger referral to the Department of Industrial Relaiions (D1R) as a
For mae nfomnaton go o schedule 2 of he (2 concurence agency in the appiication involves a workplace incarnerating spray painting.
:_ietai! meat premises 4. An application may trigger referral to Safe Food Qld as a concurrence agency if the application
or more information go to schedule 2 of the 1P H H H
Requiation involves a retail meat premises.
Il:rivate h?aith facilities 3. An applicalion may trigger referral to the Depariment of Heaith as a concurrence agency is the
or more information ge 1o schedule 2 of the [P inabian i ; it
Requisinn application involves a private health facility,
Workplace area less than 2.3m? 6. An application may trigger referral to the Department of industrial Relations (DIR) as an advice
For mae nfomaton go o schedule 2 of the (P agency if the application involves a work place area less that 2.3m?.
{ . \d contiguous to a State-controlled | 7. An application may trigger referral to the Department of Main Roads as a concurrence agency or
road advice agency if the application involves fand coritguous to a State-controlled road.
For more information go to schedule 2 of the |P
Requlation
Pastoral workers accommodation 8. An application may trigger referrat o thz Depariment of Industrial Relations (DIR} as a
o ote nfomaton go 1o schedde 2 of the [2 concurrence agency is the application invoives pastoral workers accommodation.
Child care centre 9. An application may trigger referral to the Department of Communities as a concurrence agency
FE“ more infoamion go o schedkle 2 of he 12 if the application involves a chiild care centre.
Coastal development 10. An application may frigger referval to the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) as a
For mofe infamaton go o schedule 2 of the (2 concurrence agency if the appiication involves land completely or partly seaward of a coastal
Reguaion building fine2!,
Heritage 11, An application may triguer referral to the Heritage Council as a concurrence agency if the
For more nformatot g0 fo schedule 2 of the [P application invclves a heritage registered place.
Fisheries matters 12, An applicaticn may trigger referral to the Department of Primary Industries and Fisheries

(DPI&F) asa concurrence agency if the application involves assessable building work in a
declared fish habitat area.

' Coastal budding iines are prescnbed under the Coastal Protechion and Managerment Act 1695
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24 May 2005

Ellamanda Pty Ltd

Not Relevant

Alan Holliday Pty Ltd
PO Box 1560
Buderim Qld 4556

Not Relevant

Dear

REQUEST FOR ADDITIONAL INFORMATION

Maryborough City: State-controlled road (10C) Bruce Highway (Maryborough — Gin Gin)

Applicant: Ellamanda Pty Ltd
Proposal: Reconfiguring a lot — 51 lot industrial subdivisicn

Subject land: Part of Lot 2 on RP903779 and Easement A on RP903779

Situated at Bruce Highway and Quarry Road, Maxyborongh
Access location: 10C at 3.950R and 10C at 4.440R

Thank you for your development application for the proposal and Maryborough City Council's
acknowledgement notice dated 6 May 2005, which {received on 11 May 2005.— Pg 1057

My comments are: -

° I note the proposed layout as showti on design & Development Consultants' Drawing No. 1879-

02 dated 11/03/05.

° Traffic generated by the proposal may have a significant adverse impact on the existing access

arrangements and the operation of Easement A on RP903779.

o The state-controlled road network may be adversely affected if the proposal changes the flow
characteristics of stermwater runoff to, across or along the Bruce Highway.

Following a review cf the application I have concluded that I require further information to assess its
full impact on the state-controlled road network. The information requested is set out below.

1 A Road Impact Assessment in accordance with Main Roads' Guidelines for Assessment of Road

Impacis of Pevelopment Proposals.

The assessment shall include, but not be limited to, an analysis of: how traffic generated by the
propesal will affect the operation of the high speed exit and the existing access‘arrangements at

e end of the exit.

v (D
Wide Bay District Ourref 83073 E42772
District Office Your ref  046A
23 Quay Street Bundaberg Queensland 4670 Enquiries Development Control Officer
Locked Bag 486 Bundaberg DC Queensland 4670 Telephone +61 7 4154 0200
ABN 57 836 727 711 Facsimile +617 4152 3878
Website www.mainroads.qld.gov.au
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2 A stormwater report, including a plan(s), prepared by a Registered Professional Engineer of
Queensland that demonstrates how stormwater from the site will be dealt with, such that it will
not interfere with existing stormwater flow on the Bruce Highway, cause ponding or diversion
of stormwater drainage onto the roadway.

The plan(s) shall be drawn to scale and include all relevant detail, including Relative Levels.

Please note it will not be sufficient for the hydraulics consultant to mereiy state that the Bruce
Highway will not be adversely affected by stormwater drainage from the site.

When you respond please indicate whether you are supplying all, part, or none of the information
requested. Failure to submit information could result in a refusal of your application, approval of part
only of the development, or a preliminary approval only.

If you have any queries regarding the scope and detail of the information requested, I encourage you
to contact our Development Control Officer on (07) 4154 0200.

I have sent a copy of this letter the Maryborough City Council for information, as the assessment
manager for the application.

Yours sincerely

‘ Not Relevant
Albert Chiu
QEV{ District Director (Wide Bay)
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Traffic generated by the proposal may have a significant adverse impact on the existing access
arrangements and the operation of Easement A on RP903779.

The state-controlled road network may be adversely affected if the proposal changes the flow
characteristics of stormwater runoff to, across or along the Bruce Highway.

Following the review of the application I have concluded that I require further infoimaiion to assess
its full impact on the state-controlled road network. The information requested is sei cut below.

1

A layout plan of the proposal that includes where it is located in relation to the balance of the
subject land (including easements) and the Bruce Highway.

A Road Impact Assessment in accordance with Main Roads' Guidelines for Assessment of Road
Impacts of Development Proposals.

The assessment shall include, but not be limited to, an analysis of how the proposal will affect
the existing access arrangements and the operation of Easement A on RP903779. Where
appropriate, the assessment shall be supported by a plan(z) drawn to a standard scale.

A stormwater report, including a plan(s), prepared oy a Registered Professional Engineer of
Queensland that demonstrates how stormwater from the site will be dealt with, such that it will
not interfere with existing stormwater flow on the Bruce Highway, cause ponding or diversion
of stormwater drainage onto the roadway.

The plan(s) shall be drawn to scale and iticlude all relevant detail, including Relative Levels.

Please note it will not be sufficicnt for the hydraulics consultant to merely state that the Bruce
Highway will not be adversely affected by stormwater drainage from the site.

When you respond please indicate whether you are supplying all, part, or none of the information
requested. Failure to submit i:fermation could result in a refusal of your application, approval of part
only of the development, or a preliminary approval only.

If you have any queries regarding the scope and detail of the information requested, I encourage you
to contact our Developinent Control Officer on (07) 4154 0200.

I have sent a copy cf this letter the Maryborough City Council for information, as the assessment
manager for the appiication,

Yours sincerely

Albert Chiu
District Director (Wide Bay)
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Landowner’s Consent & Easement Access

Owner's consent is provided on Form 1A by Mr Syd Dittman, the sole director of Ellamanda
Pty. Ltd.

The land is accessed via an existing access easement. Ellamanda Pty. Ltd. is the dominant
tenement.

Section 3.2.1(12) of the Integrated Planning Act states

“To the extent the land, the subject of the application, has the benefit ¢f an
easement and the development is not inconsistent with the temns of the
easement, the consent of the owner of the servient fenement is not required.”

Ellamanda Pty. Ltd. submits that the consent of the servient tenement is not required in this
case because:

¢ The development is not inconsistent with the terms of the easement — the easement
grants vehicular access to the Grantee. This situation will not change;

e The purpose of the easement is to provide an unencumbered and properly
( maintained vehicular access to the Grantee — this situation does not change;

¢ The Council has already issued a preliminary zpproval for a caravan park and
commercial development on the land. The approved development relied upon
easement access. The Council and the Departrnent of Main Roads subsequently
approved the development on the basis of the access easement — this situation does
not change;

e Changing the use of the land from caravan park to industrial (which is consistent with
the planning intent), does not alter the purpose of the easement, which is to provide
unencumbered and properly maintained access to the Grantee.

Referral Agencies

Subject to confirmation through your Acknowiedgement Notice, we will refer a copy of the
application to the Department of Main Reads pursuant to Section 3.3.3 of the Infegrated
Planning Act, 1997:

We understand that the apgiication will not be referred to the Department of Natural
- Resources, Energy and Mines because of revisions to the previous status of the land as
._Jeing located within an endangered regional eco-system.

Please expedite issue of the Acknowledgement Notice so that we can initiate the referral
process as soon as possibie,

Communication

We wouid appreciate your early advice regarding the name of the Council officer assigned to
assess the application

As the applicant’s agent, | request that all communications about the application be relayed
through me. Similarly, | will relay any communications or concerns that | have about the
application or tiie assessment process through your nominated officer.

| am also available to brief your nominated officer on any aspect of the application at any
time during the assessment process.

We look forward to receiving Council's Acknowledgement Notice by no later than 12 April
2005.

Page 2
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Your cooperation and assistance in expediting the application would be appreciated.

Yours sincerely

Not Relevant

Consuiting Town Planner

Paga 3
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FORM X Versam i
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T ——
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| B}

Neither the Grantor or Granles nor their respective lessees, servants, agenls, cmployees,
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or unladen or other obstruction of 2ny kind to traverse, stand or remain in or on the servient
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INTEGRATED PLANNING ACT 1897 Part A, Version 2.0, 4 Celober 2004

The campletion of all applicable questions on Part A is mandatory for all app!icatien;
Part A must be accompanied by one {1) or more other completed parts of the Farm,
Any information requested in the form may be provided in an attachment to the applicaticn.
For further information about completing the following details, refer to Guide 1 Making zi iDAS Application,

Description of land 1. Street address: fncludinghouse number, street name, suburbiocalily narne & posteode) (if applicable)
Alland fhe subjectofth applcaton, must be | Bruce Highway North, Maryborough, Qld, 4650 |
It .
A description of the land is not required in 2. Name of water body or watercourse, within which thz development is proposed: (i applicablg)

1 fo a mobile or temporary [ N/A l
efwunmentally relevant activity. 2NN
Advice for fnm n 3. Loton plan description feg. Lof 123 on R7 4557}/ GPS coordinates:
(12 applies if development is proposed within a SN
water body o Waloourse, | Lot 2 on RP903779 - |
ﬂgiii’i——mt‘)‘em . 4. The above description is for: (tick appiicabie hox)
Most land can be identified by a lot on plan . . ; , .
descripion. These detais tay be obtained from| X {1} the land on which the develapment is proposed; or
titte decuments or through the local [1{ii) the land adjoining the water body or watercourse, within which the development is
govemment proposed; o

However, if the land on which the development A wa
i propased dces nof have a ot o olan [ (i) the water body o watercourse.

description (i.e. the development i proposed in har [if ana! . .
2 waler body or Waleoourse) provide - 5. Shop/tenancy nu nber: (if eppiicable) 8. Storey/ levek: (if appficable)
(iy the lot on plan description for the [ N/A N, I l N/A
adjoining/adjacent land; or
{iy GPS coordinates where there is ng
adjoining/adjacent land (eg. in Morelon
Bay).
Advice for completing Q7 7. Total area of fand: {m? or he) (if applicabie)
7 rges not apply if the development is P 4.94 ha l
sed within a water body or watercourse. Akt fo
Advice for completing Q8 ) 8, Lucal-government area in which the Jand is situated: feg. Brisbane, Esk, Hervey Bay, Woocoo efc.) (if
Q8 applies if development is proposed within a 4ppkiable)
local govemment area, '—fﬁ b hGitv G ” I
Note: Areas below high water mark are not [/} [CMaryborough City Counc
within a local govemment's area uniess :
provided for under the Local Govemment Act I
1993, !
Sg\f' Erf r ;gm ||zlin . ” 9. Port authority for the strategic port land or strategic port fand tidal area on which the
applies if development is proposes on ; . e
strateqkc portland or a strategic port land fidal development is proposed (eg. Port of Brisbane, Port of Townsvilla) (if appiicable)
area. | NA l
For more information refer o Guida 11
Devefopment on stretagic nurl land
Proposal details 10. Existing use of the land: (eg. vacant, single house, shop etc.)
f Vacant I
11. Proposed use of the land: (eg. 6 unil aparimant buikding, 30 fot residential subdivision, ERA for aquactifure in
ponds with a total area of 7 ha for which wastes are mleased inlo waters elc),
[ 51 lot industrial subddivision, conmprising Lots 1 t0 50 and Lot 52 on the submitted pfans |
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INTEGRATED PLANNING ACT 1997

Part A, Version 2.0, 4 Oclober 2004

Other applicable parts of Form 1

Part A of Form 1 must always b accompanied
by other completed parts of Form 1.

For information about when a part of Form 1
may apply for an application refar to Guide 1
Making an IDAS development application,

12,

Other parts of Form 1 completed as part of this applicalion; (sg. Part D, Par J, etc}
Part F

Applicant details

Clearly ideniify who is making the application.
The applicant need not be the owner of the
tand.

When signing and lodqing this appllcation
The appficant is respansible for ansuring the

information provided is comect. Tha assessment
manager, any referral agency and the Chief
Executive (where applicable) will rely on this
information when assessing and deciding the
application.

if the applicant is a company

A contact person must be shown. All
comespondence wilk be mailed to this address.

C

13.

18.

20.

Name:
Ellamanda Pty Ltd ACN 085 666 486 C/- Alan Holliday Pty. Ltd acting as agent for the
applicant

Postal address:
C/- P.Q. Box 1560, Buderim, Qld 4556

Signature: 18

Contact persen:

Not Relevant

19./ Mobile phone number: {if applicatis)

f Not Relevant I

Telephona number:
| 07 5476 8144
Facsimile number: (if applicable) /< 21, Email address; (if appiicabis)
[ 07 5476 7144 |

Land owner's consent (if applicable)

Section 3.2.1(10)(a) of the IPA prescribes that
an application can not be taken o be properiy
made without the Jand owner’s congent.

For more information about land owner's

consent refer to Guide 1 Malking an IDAS

development applcation..

An application must be supported by the

consent of the land cwmer if the application

involves:

{§ amaterial change of use;

(it reconfiguration of a lot;

(i} work on land below high-water mark & niot
within a canal as defined under the
Coastal Protection end Management Act
1995;0r

(iv} work on rail comidor land defined under
the Transpor Infrastructure Act 1894,

' ymobile or temporary ERA
o] OWNEP'S cOnsent is nof required,

If an owner has signed this form as
applicant

Their signature is not required again in this l
section. |
If there are multiple owners |
The consent of each owner is required, !

If the owner is a company
Refer fo Guide 3.

22,

23,

|
Name/s:

[ Sydney William Dittman So!e?:i?gctor of Elamanda Pty Ltd l

Signaturefs: 24, Date:

24 March 2005

Resource entitlement (i agplicabie)
Section 3.2.1(10)(b) of the 1A prescribes that
an appiication can not he takzn ‘0 be property
made without evidence of the resource
entitlement.

Advice for compleling Qz6

Refer to schedule 10 of tha Infegrated Planning
Regulation 1998 that prescribes the nature of
evidenca required by the State in support of the
lodging of this development application.

25,

26.

Does this application involve taking or interfering with (olher than interfering with quarry material on State
coastal land under the Coesfal Prolection and Management Act 1995) 4 State resource?

NO -goto 028 ] YES- gotoQ26
This application is required by regulation to be accompanied by: (tick the applicable box)
(1 () evidence of the allocation of, or entitement to, the resource - attach evidence

[ (iy evidence the chief executive of the department administering the resource is satisfied
the development is consistent with an allocation of, or entitiement to, the resource -
gqofo Q27

(] (iii) evidence the chief executive of the department administering the resource is saisfled
the development application may proceed in the absence of an allocation of, or
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INTEGRATED PLANNING ACT 1997 Part A, Version 2.0, 4 Oclober 2004

entitlement to, the resource ~goto G 27
Advice for completing 027 27. Evidence of the resource entitlement:
The information in (i} ~ {v} is mandatory if . . , . ) \
evidence is req,,ire(d’u,.ﬁjér Q26 (i) Or?{g;) {iy Resource entilement / authority details (iv) Official stamp of the department
above. | , administering the resource ¢
The official stamp of the Depariment of Natural |* y —__applicalie)
Resources and Mines is mandatory where the (if) Name of delegated officer .
application involves taking or interfering with l §
water or riverine quarry material under the -
Water Act 2000. (iiiy Position of delegated officer
I
I i
( (iv) Signature of delegated officer
{v) Date -
Referral triggers 28. s the Referrals Checklist completed a-nd attached fo this application?
The Referals Checklist must be completed and E YES
lodged with all IDAS development applications, . o ,
other than those requiring the completion of ] NO - the assessment miarage: may rafisse fo accept this appiication on the grounds that the application has not
Parts A and B of the Form only, heen propety mada
Plans | drawings / reports 29. Plansidrawingsireparis ascompanying this application:
Qg;iipimfﬁfm?ggﬁb% o Plan | Dravdng / Report Number Title Date
assessment manager, refemal agencies and f 7009 ;
any person viewing the applicaticn during public L (') .- 189“‘ ____________________________ ! n dustnal Es t ate .P_I? n _____________ ! 1"03/05 ..
scrutiny or public notification to understand the (ii
scopa of the proposal and any potential Impact | L.h ) e et e e e e
{iif)
( v
:r )
SO SU USNUPUTUS USRNSSR
i vii)
i (vii)
(ix)
{x)

PLEASE NOTE

The assessment'manager may refuse o accept an application that, at the time of iodgement, fails to provide all applicable infermation
required by Part A and any other relevant part of Form 1,

OFFICE USE ONLY (appiicabie to assessment managers)
I

| FEE®) DATE RECEVING REFERENCE
f RECEIVED OFFICER’S NAME/S NUMBER/S.
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INTEGRATED PLANNING ACT 1997

i)

Reconfiguring a lot

Part 7, Version 2.0, 4 October 2004

Completion of all applicable questions on Part F is mandatory for all applications involving the reconfiguring of & lof finciuging frechiold subdivision, community

tille subdivision, subdivision by lease, elc.).

Nature of the application

A development parmit authorises development
{o eecur, white a preliminary approval is a step
in the approval process and does nat
authorisa development lo occur.

c

1.” This application is for: ftick one (1) or both if applicable)

Development permit - provide details below eg. staga i: freahak subdivision of 25 fots, realignment of a
boundary, creation of an access easement) N/
Freehold subdivisicn of 51 industrial fots, comprising Lots 1/to 50 and lot 52 on submitted

plans
AND/CR

(] Prefiminary approval -provide defai’s selow eg. sizges 2, 3 and 4: freehold subdivision of 75 lofs,
reslignment of a boundary, creation of s» access casement)

| 2 |

The subject land

The information requestedin Q2 & 3 is
necessary for statisfical and planning
purposes.

2. Number of existing lots: One—m“ l

3. Total area of land in applicaticr; ( staged, tofal area of the land in this stage)
I 14.94 hectares [

4. How the subject land is idenified in the planning scheme: (name the zone, precinct elc.)
[ Industrial Precinct fo Lacal Area 6 - Maryborough West and North I

5. Cument use of the land: ¥ vacant, also identify the previous uss)
| Vacant |

6. Are there huildings or structures existing on the land?
NO
C1YES - complete Q 7

7. Indicate whizh one of the following circumslances applies:
[ Altexisting buildings and structures on the land will be demolished as part of the
development / redevelopment of the site; or

[[] Some existing buildings and structures on the land are proposed fo be retained as part of

the development / redevelopment of the site - indicate on the plans prepared in response fo Question
6 above, those buildings or struclures proposed {o be refained

3. Existing services on the land:(eg. water & sewerage) - atiach plan identifying localion if appropriale)
| None

8. Are there any existing easements over the land?

CINO

YES - altach plan identifying easement location & purpose

The proposalg
The information requestesd in Q10-13 is
necessary for statistical and planning
purposes.

10. Total area of land in the development permit minus any balance area
| 14.1367 hectares |

11, Number of proposed lots: 51 |

12. Number of additional residential lots proposed in development permit: (¥ appiicable)

Zerg I
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INTEGRATED PLANNING ACT 1997 Part F, Version 2.0, 4 Oclober 2004
13. Estate name & stage number; (appiicabla if the application is for a staga or stages of an overall subdivision
propossl) :
| Wide Bay Industrial Park |

14. Area of land fo be coniributed for community purposes: (i epplicable)
| Zero I

15. Length of new road to be constructed: (i applicable)
[ Approx. 1,200 metres l

PLEASE NOTE
This application cannot be accepted unless accompanied by Part A of Form 1.

The assessment manager may refuse to accept an application that, at the ime of lodgement, fails {o provide all applicable information
requested by Part A and any other relevant part of Form:1:

QFFiCE USE ONLY (applicadie to assessment manager)

&
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Redemals Checklist, Version 11.0, 1 March 2005

Completion of alt questions on the Refemals Checkiist is mandatory for alt applications, other than fhose requiring the compieiian of Paris A & B only.
itis the responsibility of the applicant to work with the assessment manager to correctly identfy if an application involves refemal to an IQAS refemal agency for thelr
assessment and determination, or comment and / or the coordination of any information request by the Chief Execulive DLGP nuugh the referral coordination process. The
checklist contains a number of questions to aid in this detemmination. if your application does involve referral, the assessment manager will confirm in the acknowledgement
notice the referral actions required. To assist you in answering the following questions a series of guides are avaizhie free from www.ipa.qld. gov.ay.

REFERRALS THAT CAN APPLY TO DEVELOPMENT

- other than building work assessable against the Standard Building Regitation 1993

Environmentally relevant activity 1. The application involves {tick appiicable boxes) —
Forsmars formation refer b Guide 4 B4 schedule B4 1) an environmentally relevant activity (ERA) for which a code for environmental
- you answered "none of the above” bo O, the compliance has not been made- comglele Part G of Form 1
application requires assessment by the i) amobile or temporary ERA for wiich a code of environmental compliance has not been
alinisiering auherity. f 2 agancy other an the L1 i) amobile or temporary ERA fo 9 P t
administaring authority is the assessment manager made - complefe Part G of Form 1
fos the application, the administering authority is a il none of the above
concurrence agency for the application in retation to D] i) none o bo
this matter.
Nete: An applicafion involving ERA 19 and/or 20 wilt
also require completion of Part Kr of Form 1 for
approvel whers an allocation under the Water Act
2000 is required.
State-controlied road matters 2. The application involves developmient on land: (tick applicable box/es) -

For more information refer o Guide 3, schedule BA
of tho IPA & schedule 2 of the {P Requlation.
Unless you answered "nong of the above” In Q2, the
application triggers referral to Main Roads as referral
agency.

In certain circumstances Main Roads will ba an
advice agency, while in other circumstances Main
Roads will ba a concumence agency. Schedule 2 of
the IP Regutation will assiet you to determine where
Main Roads is an advics of concumence agency for
the application.

.

(a) contiguous? to a Stale controlled road that is for -

B (i) amaterizichange of use assessable against the planning scheme;
B (i) reconfiguring alot - unless the number of lots does not increase and the number of
lots abutting the State-controlled road does nof increase;
L) cnerational work not associated with a material change of use assessable against
the planning scheme or reconfiguring a lot that-
» 5associated with access to a State-controlled road;
«_is for filing ar excavation; B
[ 1(iv} operational work or building work (for a non-residential purpose and nof associated with

an assassable reconfiguration or a malenial change of use assessable against a planning
scheme} that involves the redirection or intensification of site stormwater from the
site, through a pipe with a cross-sectiona! area greater than 250mm? that directs
stormwater to a State-controlled road;
{b) not contiguous io a State-controlled road that is -
[1{iv) proposed within a local government area that has a transitional planning scheme
and is for development -
« mentioned in schedule 5 of the IP Regulation and exceeds the thresholds set in that
schedule
[J proposed within a local govemment area that has an IPA planning scheme and is
for development -
« mentioned in schedule 5 of the IP Regulation and exceeds the threshalds set in that
schedule
= inconsistent with plans for State-controlled road infrastructure
(c) L1 none of the above

i Tha administering authority may ba either the Envirenmental Prolection Agency, tha relevant local govemment {for a doveived ERA} or the Queensland Department of Primary indusiries and Fisheries

{for a defegated ERA}.

7 Land contiguous to a Slate-controed road is defined in schedule 14 of tha 1P Reguiation to maan land if part of th Land is within 100m of the Stale-controlied road or land that is part of a future State-

contrdled road)
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Clearing vegetation

For more information refer to Guida 12, schedule 8A
of the IPA & schedule 2 of the iP Regulation.

Unlgss you answered ‘none of the above” bo Q3, the
application requires assessment by NREMR. If an
agency other than NRAM Is the assessment
manager for the application, NR&M is a concurrence
agency for the application in relation to this matter.

The application involves; {tick applicatie box) -
[LI{a) operational work for the clearing of native vegetation where the vegetation clearing is
made assessable under Schedule 8 of the IPA - complete Part J of Fom 1
L] (b} amaterial change of if -
{i) the lot contains -
= acategory 1, 2 or 3 area shown on a property map of assessable vegetation; or
« ifthere is no property map of assessable vegetation for the lot - remnant vegetation;

(i) the existing use of the fand is a rural or environmental use; and
{ii} the size of the land is 2 hectares or larger - complete Part J of Form 1
CJ(c) reconfiguration of a ot if -
{i) the lot contains -
« acategory 1, 2 or 3 area shown on a property map «f assescabie vegetation; or
= there is no property map of assessable vegetation for the lot - remnant vegetation; &
(i) the size of the lot before the reconfiguration is 2 hiectares or larger; and
{ifi) 2 or more lofs are created; and
{iv) the size of any lot created is 25 hectares or smiaiter - compiete Part J of Form 1
(d) none of the above

Strategic port land

For more information refer to Guids 11, schedule 84
of tb= IPA & schedule 2 of the |P Reulation.

{ aswered YES” to (4, the relavant Port
Atinwrity is tha assessment manager and
Queensland Transport is a concumenca agency for
the application.

Coes the application involve a material change of use on straiegic port land that is inconsistent
with the approved land use plan under the Transport Infrastructure Act 1994?

XINO

[ YES - complete Part | of Form 1

Acid sulfate soils

Fer more information refer to Guide 10 & schedule 2
of the 1P_Requlation.

Unless you answered ona of tha above® to Q5, the
application requires assessment by NRAM. If an
agency other than NRAM is the assessment
manager for the epplicaticn, NR&M is an advice
agency for the application in relation o this matler,

The application involves assessable development fother thar builling work only assessable against the

Stendard Building Regulation) On land siluated i an identified® local govemment area and where the

surface of the land is: {tick applicable iox) -

[](i) below 20m AHDS and the development involves the excavation of 1000m3 or more of
soil or sediment at ¢ below 5m AHD; or

L] (i) ator below 5m AHD and the development involves filling the site with 1000m? or more
of material

(X (iii) none of the above

Major hazard facilities or possibie
major hazard facilities

For mong information refer to Guide 17, schedute BA
of the |PA & schedule 2 of the IP Requlation.

If yort answered “YES® o Q8, the application
requires assessment by DESE. I an agency other
lhan DES is the assessment manager for tha
application, DES is a concurrencs agency for the
appiication in refation %o this matter,

Does the application involve: a material change of use for a major hazard facility or possible major
hazard facility a5 dafined under the Dangerous Goods Safety Management Act 20007

XINO

(] YES - compiete Part L of Form 1

@ 1 related development

For more information about ilsms §) - {iv), refar bo
Guide 15, schedufe 8A of the iPA & schedule 2of
the |P Requiation.

Fer more information about item (v), refer to Guids
14 Doss my application involve assessment of 3
reforabia dam?, schedule 84 of the iPA & schadule
2¢of he IP Regulation,

Unless you answered "none of the above”, the
application requires assessment by NR&M, If an
apency other Lhan NREM is the assessmant
manager for the application, NREM is a tonnuirercs
aency for the application in refation Lo this ratier

The applisation involves:
[1{a) operational work that is: (tick applicable boxes)
] ()  inawatercourse (eg. a pump, gravily diversion, stream re-direction, weir or dam)
(C1(ii)  for an artesian bore anywhere in the State, no matter what the use
(i) for a subartesian bore, in declared groundwater area?, for use for purposes
other than stock andfor domestic use
[J (v} forasubartesian bore, in certain declared groundwater area, for use for stock
and/or domestic purposes
LJ(v) forareferable damé
(] (vi) for taking overland flow water;
X (b) none of the above.

3 Department of Naturad Resources and Mines

¢ Tha itentified local govemment aroas are: Aurukun, Bowen, Brisbane, Broadsound, Bundabem, Burdekin, Burke, Bumelt, Caboolture, Caims, Calliope, Caloundra, Cardwell, Carpentaria, Cook,
Coaloola, Doungtas, Fitzroy, Gladstons, Gold Coast, Hervey Bay, Hinchinbrooks, Isis, Johnstona, Livingstona, Logan, Mackay, Maroochy, Maryborough, Mirium Vala, Momington, Noosa, Ping Rivers,
Redgiiffe, Rediand, Rockhampinn, Saring, Thuringows, Tiaro, Tomes, Townsvills, Whilsunday,

Australian Height Datumn (AHD!

Department of Emergency Servicos
Tha declared ground waler areas are fisked in Gis

@ - om0

Raferabl dam is dafined under tha Witer Act 2000
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Removal of quarry material from a 8. Does the application involve development for the removal of quarry material from a watercourse®
watercourse under an allocation notice given under the Water Act 20007
For more information rofer to Guide 16, schedula BA E NO
of the IPA & schedule 2 of the iP Requialign,
IFyou answered "YES” 1o Q8, the application [7] YES - complete Part K7 and G of Form 1
requires assessment by NREM. If an agency other
then NR&M is the assessment manager for the
application, NR&M is a concurrence agency for the
applicatian in relation lo this matter.
Note: Part G of Form 1 is required to ba completed
as (ha aclhvity of removing quanry material from a
walercourse is also an Environmentally Relevant
Activity (ERA}.
Qperational works in atidalareaor |9, Does the application involve operational works in a tidal area or coasfal mariagement district as
coastal management district defined under the Coasfal Profection and Management Act 19957
For more information refer to Guide 18, schedule 8A
of lha |PA & schedule 2 of the IP Requlatian. @ NO
If you answered YES" to 09, the application _
oo oy DA M er [C] YES - complete Part M of Form 1
than EPA is the assessment manager for lhe
application, EPA, is a concumence agency for the
application in refation o this matter.
Tidal works and coastal management | 10. The appfication involves operational work thatis: (tick the sppficabie boxes)
For more information refer o Guide 16, schedula 8A : 11
of the JPA & scheduie 2 of the |P Regulation. £ fidal w?rk complete Part Mof Form 1 SN
Unless you answered “none of the abave”, the [C1(ii) disposing of dredge spoil or other solid material in tidal water - compiete Part M of Form 1
@ﬂ%ﬁ@gggﬂeﬁ to QT'(Martime Safety [ (ii)y reclaiming land under tidal water ~ compiete Pait M of Form 1
%f‘ [C](iv) constructing a canal®2 if the canal is associated with reconfiguring a lot - compiete Part M of
i Form 1
< (v} none of the above.
Coastal management 11, The appilication involves: (tick the appicabie box/es)
Fot mce iiarnaton ek o Guldg 16, chedule 84 (1) amaterial change of use inveiving operational work camied out completely o partly
Unless you answered *none of e above”, the in a coastal management district'? and assessabie under a planning scheme
application requires assessment by EPA. If an i ? yse fi vi ileli i letelv or i
ey T (1) amaterial change c:f ‘ ;JSG. involving building work carneq out completely 0 partly in a
,D,“ me’qpp;w. EPAs 3 concurrence mgh coastal management vistrict and assessable under a planning scheme that is —
the application in refation to this miter. « the construction 2F a new premises with a GFA'® of at least 1000m?
« the enfargement of the: GFA of an existing premises by more than 1000m?2
[ (i) assessable reconfigiration of a lot where the land is situated completely or partly in a
coastal managemigrit district
[ (v) assessabie reconfiguration of a lot®s in connection with the construction of a canal -
complete Part M of Form 1
B4 (v) noneof the above
Development below high water mark | 12. Does the agplication involve development below high water mark'® and within the limits of a port
For more informaticn refer mﬁuude § whedula A e b3
ofihe PA & schodui 20f o P undeir the Transport Infrastructure Act 15947
- angwercd YES" D Q12, mea:plmhm NO
referral (o the Port Authority. VES s P £
T vt Autorily b contuimence agercy fhe ] YES - complete Part M of Form 1
development is -
¢ wilhin 200m of a shipping channe! or an enlry
and exit shipping comider for the port
e within 1000m of a swing basin, a commercial f
shipping whar, a mooring, anchorage or spoil
grounds; E
e within £000m of a planned port faciily idenfifed
in a land usa plan approved under the Transperl
Infrastructura Act 1994,
In ali other situation tha Part Autharily is atvics
) ~—
Marinas 13. Does the application involve operational work that is tidal work for a marina'? with more than 6

For more informalion refer to Guide 14, schedule BA
of tha IPA & schedule 26 the P Requlation.

If you answered "YES (o Q1% the application
triggers referral lo (ieenstand Fira and Rescue
Service as an advics AE0sy.

vessel berths?

XINO

[] YES - complete Part M of Form 1

?  Watercourse is dafined in sch 10 of the IPA
0 Queensland Transport
" Tida! work is dofined in sch 10 of the IPA

? Canal means canal as dafined under the Coasta! Profection and Monagement Acl 1995

9 Coastal management district i defined in sch 10 of the {PA and means a coaslal managarnant district undzr the Coastal Profection and Mansgement Act 1935, other than an area daclared 28 2
coastal management distic! under section 47(2} of that Act

* GFA is defined in sch 14 of the {PA o moan the gross Boor ama. For a definilion of how 'o calculated GFA, ga bo Lhe planning schema against which tha application is being assessed.

s Under 5117 of the Coastal Protection and Management Act 1935, an appication ‘or reconfiguration, whers the reconfiguration is associated with tha construction of an arfificial waterway, must be
accompanied by the application for the cperational works o construct the artificial weterway.

¥ High water mark is defined m the Coasta) Profection end Managemont Act 1995 and maans the ordinary high water mark af spring tide

7 Marina is defined in the Transport Operations (Mantime Polfution} Regudation 1695
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Tidal works in strategic port land tidal | 14. Does the application invoive tidal works within the fimits of strategic port fand tidal areas'®?
areas @ NO
For more information refer [o Guide 18, scheduls 8A
of the LPA & schedule 2 of the |P Requfalion. [1YES - compiste Part M of Fomm 1
if you answered YES' o Q14, the refevant port
authority is the assessmant manager for the
application and EPA and Quesnsland Transpod ae
concurrence agancies for the application.
Heritage 15. Does the application involve developrent in a heritage registered place as defined under the
Fet further informalion refer to Guide 19, schedule i 7
ot [2A B schatfe 3 of G iP Reloton, Queensland Hertage Act 1992
If you answeted "YES" to Q15, tha application B NO
triggers referral to tha Queansland Heritage Council
asggoncumnca agency for the apﬂicaﬁluﬁe (] YES - compiete Part C of Farm 1
Declared catchment areas 16. The application involves development in an areas declared fo be a catchmenit area under the
ngc frore ;mﬂl rllngu“gg:g ;"El g &g&? Water Act 2000 for: (tick the applicable box/es)
13, schedule BA of the [PA & schedule 2 of the |P () reconfiguration of a lot, if any lot resulting from the reconfiguration is less than 16
%M- rronaof o above’. he hectares;
me;um ass";‘fmby NR;,;L ¥ an [ (ii) the establishment or expansion of a waste water disposal system, other than a disposal
agency other than NREM is the assessment system for carrying out an environmentally relevant activity under the Environmental
bindiculioodiieeiiilrichsolii Protection Act 1994
(iii} none of the above
Contaminated fand 17. This applicalion involves: (tick the appiicable boxes) —
Afgg’:ﬁ'&“ﬁ'&ﬂgﬁd changa ofuse and [ (a) reconfiguring a lot for which all of part of the premises are —
For mare information refer to Guida 5, schiedule 84 {i) premises mentioned in the IPA, schedule 8, part 1, table 2-
;‘:5—:“2 f;’?;‘?,ffq”ﬁ% « item 5, including the exermiptiun otherwise provided for by paragraph {d);
mf]u;m assessmenl by EPA. If an agency ofher « item 6, including the exemption ctiierwise pravided far by paragraph (e}; or
than EPA is tha assessment manager for the . item7,
ication, EPA wil agoncy S . . . s y -
ﬁm ;nzlab-t,ﬁf tm?: m for » including the exemiptior otherwise provided for a mining activity or petroleum activity;
or
(ify in an area for which an area management advice has been given for unexploded
ordnance - compieds Part N of Form 1
[ (b) a material change of uge -
{i made dssessapie under the iPA, schedule 8, part 1, table 2, tems 5 to 7; or
{iiy if all or pari of the premises is in an area for which an area management advice has
been given for unexploded ordnance - complele Part N of Form 1
& (c) none of the ahove
Electricity infrastructure 18, The application involves: (tick the applicable bov/es)

For more information refer to schedulo 2of the [P
Requiation.

Unless you answedsd “none of the above”, the
application triggers referral o the agency to which
g::sen‘entis granted in favour of a5 advice

[1() reconfiguration of alot where any part of the Jot is -

= subjeci to an easement in favour of a distribution entity or transmission entity under the
Electricity Act 1994 and the easement is for a transmission gnid or supply network under
that Act; or

¢ | situated within 100m of a substation site;

L_1{iil a material change of use, assessable against a planning scheme and not associated

with reconfiguring a lot if ~

= any part of the premises is subject to an easement in favour of a distribution eniity or
transmission entity under the Elecricity Act 1994 and the easement is for a transmission
grid or supply network under that Act; and

= any structure or work that is the natural and ordinary consequence of the use is, or will be,
located wholly or partly in the easement;

a material change of use, assessable against a planning scheme and not associated

with reconfiguring a lot if any part of the premises is situated within 100m of a substation

site

[1(iv) operational work that is filling or excavation, not associated with reconfiguring a lot, if -

« any part of the premises is subject to an easement in favour of a distribution entity or
transmission entity under the Electricity Act 1994; and
o the work is lecated wholly or partly in the easement
(<] (v} none of the above.

[ i)

* Strategic port land lidd aneas are the areas generafly 50 metsrs sesward of high water mark adjacent fo stratagic port land.
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Land designated for community

Infrastructure

Applications involving development ca fand
designated for communily Infrastructure may trggar
this rekerrad,

For more information refer lo schedule 2 of the 1P
Requiation,

¥ you answored "YES' lo Q19, the application
requires assessment by the chief executiva of the
depariment administaring the Act authorising the
development for the designaled purpose. If an
agency other than the designator is the assessmont
managar for the application, the designating agency
will be a concurmenca agency for the application in
relation 4o this matier.

19. Does the application involve development on fand designated for community infrastructure —

{i} intended o be supplied by a public sector entity; and
(i) onland not owned by or on behalf of the State; and
(iiiy other than development -

 for the designated purpose; or

« carmied out by, or on behalf of, the designator
X NO
C1YES

SEQ Regional Plan
For more information refer 1o schedule 2 of the 1P

Reguiation.
IFyou answered “YES" to Q20, the application
requires assessment by the Office of Urban

Management (OUM].

C

20.

Does the application involve a material change of use for urban purpo_s;s

5in the SEQ Region?,

other than for a single dwelling on an existing lot, for which all or part of the premises, the subject

of the development, is in the -
{ii Regional Landscape and Rural Production Area;
(i} Rural Living Area;

iy Investigation Area; or

(
(iv) Mt Lindesay/North Beaudesert Investigation Area, uniess the premises is designated or
zoned for urban purposes in the relevant planning schemae,

XINO
C1YES

Fisheries matters 21. The application involves: (tick the applicable hoxies)
For mote nfornation efe o schedule Zoftha 2 [1() an assessable material change of uze for aquaculture;
Unless you answered “none of the above”, tha [1(ii) assessable operational work ihiat is the construction or raising of a waterway barrier;
ﬁmlﬁgmm ““;‘;,I?F‘;‘_m"“‘ (] (iii) assessable operational wotk compictely or partly with a declared fish habitat area:
[ (v} assessable operational work that is the removal, destruction or damage of a marine
plant;
(v} none of the above.
Refarral coordination 22. Does the application trigger referral coordination?
An information request requires efemal coocdination
itthe application involves - ' NO
o g%WW%M°; [] YES, as the appiication:
planning scheme and prescribed in [ 1() / triggers 3 or more concurrence agencies;
7 1P Reqylation; o~ e ' ; .
(i) i’i?bm‘"" %"Lﬂ’% spui:jecltj'mm ” [ (i} involves a facility made assessable under a planning scheme and prescribed
Mmfﬂ pm}irm'na;ag mvalm d in schedule 7 of the IP Regulation;
For o bommt '"gl?"gj' 2% G, L1 (i} involves development made assessable under a planning scheme and in an
area prescribed in schedule 8 of the IP Regulation;
' [ (iv) isfor a prefiminary approval mentioned is section 3.1.6 of the IPA
T’x‘%.,n-al agency responses priorte | 23. Did a refeival agency give a referral agency response under $3.3.2 of the IPA before the

lodgement

Undar section 3.3.2 of |PA a referral agency may
giva a referral agency response on a matter within

its jurisdiction about a proposal hafore an application
for the proposal is mata to the assessment k
manager. |
This is commonly the case whera an application |
requires referral lo a building referral agency feg: |
Qi Fire and Rascua Senvico). ]

applicaton was made to the assessment manager?
DING

CJYES - attach a copy of the refemal agency/s responsa/s

PLEASE NOTE:

Checklist {if appicable).

The assessmant manager may refuse to accept an application, which, at the time of lodgement, fails to provide the completed Referrals

OFFICE USE ONLY (q_p_ﬁgé!_ﬂ—t; assessmant manager)

| DATERECEIVED |

| REFERENCE NUMBERJS

" Urban purposes is defined in schedule 10 of the IPA. To maks it claar, urban purpases does notincluda rural residential purpcses as defined in schaduks 2.0f tha Draft South East Queensiand

Ragional Plan

# Local Governments within Lhe SEQ Region are identified in the Draft South East Gueensiand Rogional Plan as Beaudaser! Shiro, Boonah Shire, Brisbana City, Caboolure Shire, Catoundea iy, Esk
Shire, Gation Shire, Gold Coast City, ipswich City, Kicoy Shie, Lasdiey Shire, Logan City, Maroochy Shire, Noasa Shirg, Pina Rivers Shira, Radclifie City, Regfand Shire and Toowoomba City.
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BUILDING REFERRALS {advice only) .

Below is a list of the referrals that can apply fo an application involving building work assessable against the Standard Building
Regulation. This information is provided for advice purposes only and this section of the referrals checklist if not required to be

completed and lodged with an application.

For more informaticn go lo schedule 2 of the |P
Renulation

Fire safety 1. An application may trigger referral to Qid Fire and Rescue Services as an advice agency if the
e formatin 0o schedule 2of o I building work the subject of the application requires the installation of a fire safety system.
Fire safety for budget accommodation |2, An application may trigger referral to Qld Fire and Rescue Services as an advice agency if the
oy mofe nformetion g0 0 schedule 2 of e 1P building work the subject of the application requires the installation of a firs safely system for a
equlation . -
budget accommedation building.
Spray painting 3. An application may trigger referral to the Department of Industrial Relations (DiR) as a
For mofs informaton go toschedulo 2 of the 2 concurrence agency in the application involves a workplace incorperating spray painting.
Retail meat premises 4. An application may bigger referral to Safe Food Qld as a concurrence agency if the application
For more information ga to schedule 2 of the I . involves a retail meat premises.
Private health facilities 5. An application may trigger referral to the Depariment of Healih as a concurrence agency is the
For more infonmation go to schedule 2 of the |2 application involves a private health facility.
Requlation
Workplace area less than 2.3m? 6.  An application may trigger referral to the Department of Indusisial Refations (DIR} as an advice
o e iomaen go o scheduls 2 e [ agency if the application involves a work place area less that 2.3m2,
L.__ . contigurous to a State-controlled | 7. An application may trigger referral fo the Depariment of Main Roads as a concurrence agency or
road advice agency if the application involves Jand contiguous to a State-controlled road.
For more information go to schedule 2 of the |P
Reaqulation
Pastoral workers accommodation 8.  An application may trigger referral to fhe Departrﬁent of industrial Relations (DIR) as a
For mo tirmation go o scheduie 2of o (2 concurrence agency is the application invaives pastoral workers accommodation.
Chitd care centre 9. An application may trigger referrat to the Department of Communities as & concurrence agency
For mare iformation go t schedle 2 of tha 2 if the application involves a chiid care centre.
Coastal development 10. An application may ligger refzrra! to the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA} as a
For nate nforrtion go 1 schedule 2 of e concurrence agency'i the application involves land completely or partly seaward of a coastal
building fine?!.
Heritage 11.  An application may tngner i=ferral to the Heritage Councit as a concurrence agency if the
For more information ga lo schedule 2 of the | application involves a heritage registered place.
Requlztion
Fisheries matters 12. An application may trigger referral to the Department of Primary Industries and Fisheries

(DPI&F} 25 a congumence agency if the application involves assessable building work in a
declared fish habitat area.

1 Coastal beilding fnes are prescribed under the Coastal Prodaction and Management Act 1995.
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MARYBOROUGH CITY COUNCIL

Acknowledgement Notice

INTEGRATED PLANNING ACT 1997, IDAS DEVELOPMENT

APPLICATION

T/R/BRUCEHWAY/4

File No:

For further information

ADAM YEM

regarding this notice,
please contact;

LOT RECONFIGURATION - FIFTY-ONE {51) LOTS

Phoner {07714180 5800

1. APPLICANT DETAILS

Name:
Postal address:

{‘ Phone no:

5476 8144

Mobile no:

ELLAMANDA PTY LTD, C/- ALAN HOLLIDAY PTY LTD

C/- PO BEOX 1560, BUDERIM QLD 4556

0413 625 071 Fax: 5476 7144

l2.  PROPERTY DESCRIPTION

Street address:
Suburbfocality: MARYBOROUGH

Real property
description:

BRUCE HIGHWAY AND TIMBERTOP ESTATE

PART OF LOT 2 AND EASEMENT A ON RP903779, PARISH OF MARYBOROUGH

‘3. OWNER'S DETAILS

Name: ELLAMANDA PTY LTD

Postal address: 2

Postcode: 4572

4. APPROVAL TYPE

%;/ What approval is being sought?

MATERIAL CHANGE OF USE:
RECONFIGURE A LOT:

OPERATIONAL WORIK:

Preliminary Development
Approval Permit
NO NO
NO YES
YES NO

5.  CODE ASSESSMENT

Will Code Assessment be required? Yes

IMPACT ASSESSMENT

Will Impact Assessment be required? No

Refer to Appendix 1.
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MARYBOROUGH CITY COUNCIL IDAS Development Application Acknowledgmon? Nolica 20f3

7. PUBLIC NOTIFICATION DETAILS

What is required for Public Notification?

Nil

8. REFERRAL AGENCIES

What are the names and addresses of Referral Agencies?

REFERRAL AGENCY  ADDRESS REEFERRAL - BASIS
DEPARTMENT OF WIDE BAY DISTRICT OFFICE CONCURRENCE
MAIN ROADS LOCKED MAIL BAG 486, BUNDABERG QLD 4670

9. INFORMATION REQUEST

Will a further Information Request be made by the Assessment Manager?

Counci] may make an Information Request.

:[10. REFERRAL COORDINATION

Does the application require Referral Coordination?

No
§11. ASSESSMENT MANAGER Not Relevant
Name: NE GORRIE Signature: Date: 6 MAY 2005

CHIEF EXECUTIVE OFFICER < (£
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MARYBOROUGH CITY COUNCIL IDAS Development Application Acknowledgment Nolice

APPENDIX 1

Land Use Specific Codes

Rural Uses Code
Rural Residential Code
Community Use Code
Commercial Code
Industry Code

House Code

Medium Density Residential Cade

( General Codes

X

X

Area

Ecology Protection Code

Filling and Excavation Code

Flood Management Code

Character Protection

infrastructure Services Code

Landscaping Code

Lot Reconfiguration Code

Residential Amenity Code

Signs Code

Vehicle Parking and Access Codz

Assessment and Managemeni »f Acid Sulphate Soils (ASS) Code
Subdivisionat and Enginzeiing Works

Temporary Buifdings, Demoiiiion and Removal Code
On-Site Effluent Disposa!l Code

Specific Codes

Maryborcugh Airport Code

Wharf Street Precinct

Railyzrds Redevelopment Area Precinet Code
Coastal Townships Code

Fraser Island South Code

Erosion Prone Area Code
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ALAN HOLLIDAY PTY. LTD. Consulting Town Planners

‘Better Planning, Better Business” ABN 80 106 061 92¢9

Qur Ref: 0464
Your Ref:

The Chief Executive Officer /_\
Maryborough City Council O
P.O. Box 110 f O By
Maryborough &
Ié 27 April 2005

QLD 4650

Dear Sir,

CHANGE TO DEVELOPMENT APPLICATION FOR THE RECONFIGURATION OF A LOT
51 INDUSTRIAL LOTS

BRUCE HIGHWAY NORTH - MARYBOROUGH

PART OF LOT 2 & EASEMENT “A” ON RP903779

ELLAMANDA PTY. LTD.

I refer to the above deveiopment application submitted to Council on 24 March 2005,

Pursuant to Section 3.2.9 of the Integrated Planning Act, 1997 the applicant hereby gives
written notice of a change to the application.

The Change
The change is to include the following additionatiand into the application;

s [Easement A on RPS03779: and
* Amend the description of the land in the original application from Lot 2 on RP903779
to Part of Lot 2 on RP903779.

The change is necessary as a consequence of written advice received from the Department
of Main Roads (DMR), dated 21 April 2005 (copy attached), conceming Development
Application Reference AY:JAA, 7IR/BRUCEHWAY/4,

DMR formed the opinion inthat case that “he application is not properly made, because
access to the proposal will 5e¢ obtained via Easement A on RP903779 and the easement

does not form part of the application.”

Therefore it is iikely that e DMR will form the same opinion for thé‘subject application and
this notice is submitted {o address that likelihood.

iDAS Process Doece Not Stop In This Case
Please note Section 3.2.9(4) of the Act, which states that the IDAS process doges not stop if:
(a} the change merely comrects a mistake about —

(S

NotRelevant__ | Dip. App.S¢.(Town Planning); B.App.Sc.{Flanning), MPIA.
P.O. Box 1560, Buderim, Qid 4556
5 Ballinger Road, Buderim, Qid
Phone: (07) 5475 8144
Mobile; Not Relevant
Fax: (07) 5476 7144
e-mail: aholliday@dodo.com.ay
Page 1
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e

(ii} The address or other property details of the land to which the application
applies; and
{(b) The assessment manager is satisfied the change would not adversely affect the
ability of a person fo assess the changed application.

The applicant submits that the IDAS process does not stop in this case because;

1. the correction is solely related to correcting the address or other property details of the
land to which the application relates; and

2. the change does not adversely affect the ability of the assessment manager or the DMR
to assess the application because the change does not alter the substance of the
proposal in any way. The only effect of the change is to correct the description of the
land to which the application is intended to apply.

Consent of the Servient Tenement Not Required In This Case

The applicant submits that in this case the inclusion of Easement “A" into the application
does not require consent of the servient tenement in order for the appiication to be declared
properly made.

Ellamanda Pty. Ltd. (the applicant} is the dominant tenemeni to Easement “A” on RP903779.
A copy of the easement document was presented with the onginal application.

Section 3.2.1(12) of the Integrated Planning Act, 1987 states

“To the extent the land, the subject of the application, has the benefit of an
easement and the development is nct inconsistent with the ferms of the
easement, the consent of the owner of ihie servient tenement is not required.

The applicant submits that the consent of the servient tenement is not required in this case
because:

e The development is not inconsistent with the terms of the easement -~ the easement
grants vehicular access to the servient tenement. This situation will not change;

o The purpose of the easemeri is to provide an unencumbered and properly
maintained vehicular access —~ the development relies on access from the easement,

which is consistent wiih its intended purpose. The proposal does not promote a
situation that is likely to encumber the easement or abrogate maintenance

responsibilities in anyway;

¢ The Council has already issued a preliminary approval for the proposed development
which relied upcn access to the easement. The approved application was predicated
upon the caravan park component of the approved development being serviced by
Easement “A” (refer to page 13 of the Planning Report presented by C & B Group).
The Councii and the Department of Main Roads subsequently approved the
develaprnent with vehicular access via Easement “A”.

It is interesting to note that the preliminary approval issued on 10 January 2001, relied upon
the same easement access as the current application. However in that case the approval
related only to Lot 2 on RP803779 and Easement “A” did not form part of the land specified

in the approval.
In that case, neither the Assessment Manager nor the DMR raised the properly made status
of the application in the context of Easement ‘A"

Referral Agencies - DMR
Please note Section 3.2.9(2) of the Integrated Planning Act, 1997 which states:

Page 2
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“When the assessment manager recaives notice of the change, the assessment manager
must advise any referral agencies for the original application and the changed application of
the receipt of the nolice and its effect under sub-section (3)."

Accordingly the applicant would appreciate your early attention to this matter.

Notwithstanding Council's obligation under Section 3.2.9(2), we have also referred a copy of
this letter to the DMR for information purposes and to confim our actions as a coriseguence

of its letter of 21 April 2005.

We trust that the properly made status .of the application is now confirmed and your
assistance in progressing the assessment would be appreciated.

Yours sincerely
Not Relevant

Sole Director, Ellamanda Pty. Ltd. (the applicant)

Page 3
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l@/05/2085 15:46 41231478

Postal Address:
PO Box 110

Maryborough QLD 4650

MBORD CITY COUNCIL PAGE B1/B5

MARYBOROUGH CITY COUNCIL

Administration Centra: Telephona: (07) 4190 5800
431-433 Kant Street Fax; (07) 41231470
Maryborough QLD 4650 council@maryborough.qld.gov.au

FACSIMILE TRANSMISSION

To: Mr Les Kenneday

Fax No: 4152 3878

NUMBER OF PAGES (INCLUDING THIS PAGE):

Amended Acknowledgement Notice for

RE: Maryborough

Date: 06 May 2005

T Sy
Council Ref.: ngCfBR JCEHWAY/

From: Adam Yem
5

Bruce Highway & Quarry Road,

Regards
Adam Yem

AUTHORISED BY .....cccovivenenn.

This facaimile is intanded only for the addressee and may contain confidantal informatien. If you are not
the addressaa, you are notfied that any tranarnission, distribution or photocopylng of thia facsimila s
strictly prohibited, The confldentiality attached to this facsimile iz not waived, lost or destroyed by ressons

or a mistaken delivary to you,

{f you have received this facsimiie in erot, piease nctify us immediataly by telephone. Thank you.

DY
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MARYBOROUGH CITY COUNCIL

Mr Adam Yem
(07) 4190 5800
AY:SMP, S/MC/BRUCEHWAY/3

6 May 2005

The Directo

Ellamand& Pty Ltd

C/~ Alaf Holliday Pty Ltd
G0 Box 1560
HUDERIM QLD 4556

Dear SirfMadam

RE: Amended Acknowledgment Ncotice to Applicant
Bruce Highway and Quarry Road, Maryborough
Code Assessable Material Change of Use — Shops and Motel and Reconfigure
a Lot — Two (2) Lots

[ T

Further to your letter dated 27 April 2805 and in accordance with Section 3.2.9 of the
Integrated  Planning Act, ((enciosed herewith please find an  Amended
Acknowledgement Notice.

The attached amended Acknawledgement Notice is dated 14 March 2005 and is to
replace the original Acknowiedgement Notice sent to you previously.

Please note that the IDAS process does not stop as it is deemed that the change is in
accordance with Secticn 3.2.9(4)(a)(ii) of the Integrated Planning Act. A copy of the
Acknowledgement Notice has been sent to the Department of Main Roads.

Yours faithfully B/C  MrLes Kenneday

Department of Main Roads

Fax No. 4152 3878

For your information.

UE'”EI‘ EXECUTIVE OFFICER Not Relevant

Fng, N E GORRIE
CHIEF EXECUTIVE OFFICER

Plense addrers correspondsnca to;
Adminisiraiion Gentre :
Chief Exocutive Officer 431-433 Kent Street
Maryborough Gity Council Talaphone: {07} 4190 5800
PO Box 110 Fax; (07) 4123 1470
Maryborough QLD 4650 Emnil: council@marybarough.gid.gov.au
www.marybarough.gld.gov.ay ABN, 97 679 827 035
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MARYBOROUGH CITY COUNCIL

Acknowledgement Notice
INTEGRATED PLANNING ACT 1997, IDAS DEVELOPMENT APPLICATION

File No:  B/IMC/BRUCEHWAY/3 For further Information ADAM YEM Pharna; (07)4480 5800
regarding this notice,
please contact;

MATERIAL CHANGE OF USE - SHOPS & MOTEL AND LOT RECONFIGURATION = TwWo {2} LOTS

e e v e " 3 rinie s bty

11 APPLICANT DETAILS

S

Name; ELLAMANDA PTY LTD, C/- ALAN HOLLIDAY PTY LTD
Postal address: ¢/ PO BOX 1560, BUDERIM QLD 4556

Phone no: 5476 8144 Mabile no: 0413 625 071 Fax: 5479 5081

(2 PROPERTY DESCRIFTION

]

Street address:  BRUGE HIGHWAY AND QUARRY ROAD
Suburb/locality: MARYBOROUGH

Real property LOT 2 RP 903779 AND EASEMENT A ON RP303779, PARISH OF MARYBOROUGH
description:

13, OWNER'S DETAILS , N )

Narme: ELLAMANDA PTY LTD
Postal address: Postcode: 4572
4 APPROVALTYPE ~— ol
What approval is baing sought? Praliminary Development
Approval Permit
MATERIAL CHANGE OF USE: NO YES
é'“ RECONFIGLRE A LOT: NO YES
OPERATIONAL WORK: YES NO

\5.__CODE AssEssmient i

ETEDIEN NS

Will Code Assessmani he required?  Yas Refer to Appendix 1.

e e LT p—— b

Wil Impact Assassiment be regquired? Na
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MARYBORDUGH CITY COUNCIL IDAS Davelopment Application Acknowledgment Notiza

PAGE

2ofd

{7, PUBLIC NOTIFICATION DETAILS

What is required for Publle MNotification?

Nil

e

18, REFERRAL AGENGIES

What are the names and addresses of Referral Agencies?
REFERRAL AGENCY  ADDRESS

DEPARTMENT OF WIDE BAY DISTRICT QFFICE
MAIN ROADS LOCKED MAIL BAG 486, BUNDABERG QLD 4670

REFERRAL - BASIS

CONCURRENCE

{9, INFORMATION REQUEST

Will a further Information Request be made by the Assessment Manager?

( Council may make an Information Request,

£40. REFERRAL COORDINATION

Does the application require Referral Coordinatian?

No

e

|11, ASSESSMENT MANAGER

Mot Relevant

Name: P, L. COCHRANE Slynatuia:

ACTING CHIEF EXECUTIVE
OFFICER

MECC miiftashonasfoplscknowladgamant.dos
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MARYBOROUGH CITY COUNCIL IDAS Oevelepmant Application Acknowletdgment Notlce

APPENDIX 1

Land Use Specific Codes

Rural Uses Code

Rural Residential Code

Community Use Code

X Commertial Code

Industry Code

House Code

X | Medium Density Residential Code

General Codes

- Ecology Frotection Code

X Filling and Excavation Code

Flood Management Code

Character Protection

X Infrastructure Services Code

X Landseaping Code

X__| Lot Reconfiguration Code

Residential Amenity Code

% Slgns Code

X Vehicle Parking and Access Code

Assessment and Managemen{ of Acid Sulphate Solls (ASS) Code

Q X__| Subdivisional and Engineering Works

Temporary Buildings, Demiolitionand Removal Code

On-Site Effluent Disposai Code

Area Specific Codes

Maryhorough Airpart Code

Wharf Straet Precinat

Railyards Redevalopment Area Pracinet Code

Ceastal Tewnships Code

i‘raserisiand South Code

Erosicn Prone Area Code

MO0 ni\tachonortaplackeewindooment.dog
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(b)

(i) The address or other property details of the land to which the application
applies; and

The assessment manager is salisfied the change would not adversely affect the
ahility of a person to assess the changed application.

The applicant submits that the IDAS process does not stop in this case because:

1. the correction is solely related to correcting the address or other property details of the
land to which the application relates; and

2. the change does not adversely affect the ability of the assessment manager er the DMR
to assess the application because the change does not aiter the substance of the
proposal in any way. The only effect of the change is to comrect the description of the
land to which the application is intended to apply.

Consent of the Servient Tenement Not Required In This Case

The applicant submits that in this case the inclusion of Easement “A” into the application
does not require consent of the servient tenement in order for the appilication to be dectared
( properly made.

Ellamanda Pty. Ltd. (the applicant) is the dominant tenement to Easement A" on RP803779.
A copy of the easement document was presented with the origirial application.

Section 3.2.1(12) of the Integrated Planning Act, 1997 states

“To the extent the land, the subject of the appiication, has the benefit of an
easement and the development is not inconsistent with the terms of the
easement, the consent of the owner of the servient tenement is not required.

The applicant submits that the consent of the servient tenement is not required in this case
because:

The development is not inconsistent witih the terms of the easement — the easement
grants vehicular access to the sarvienttenement. This situation will not change;

The purpose of the easement is to provide an unencumbered and properly
maintained vehicular access -- the development relies on access from the easement,
which is consistent with its intended purpose. The proposal does not promote a
situation that is likely io encumber the easement or abrogate maintenance
responsibilities in any way;

The Council has already issued a preliminary approval for the proposed development
which relied upoir access to the easement. The approved application was predicated
upon the caravan pask component of the approved development being serviced by
Easement “A” (refer to page 13 of the Planning Report presented by C & B Group).
The Council and the Department of Main Roads subsequently approved the
developmient with vehicular access via Easement “A”.

It is interesting to note that the preliminary approval issued on 10 January 2001, relied upon
the same easement access as the current application. However in that case the approval
related enly ic Lot 2 on RP903779 and Easement “A” did not form part of the land specified

in the approval.

In that cage, neither the Assessment Manager nor the DMR raised the properly made status
of the application in the context of Easement “A”.

Referral Agencies - DMR
Please note Section 3.2.9(2) of the Integrated Planning Act, 1997 which states:

Paga 2
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(b) The assessment manager is satisfied the change would not adversely affect the
ability of a person to assess the changed application.

The applicant submits that the IDAS process does not stop in this case because:

1. the correction is solely related to correcting the address or other property details of the
land to which the application relates; and

2. the change does not adversely affect the ability of the assessment manager or the DMR
to assess the application because the change does not alter the subsiance of the
proposal in any way. The only effect of the change is to comrect the description of the
iand to which the application is intended to apply.

Consent of the Servient Tenement Not Required In This Case

The applicant submits that in this case the inclusion of Easement A into the application does
not require consent of the servient tenement in order for the appiication to be declared
properly made.

.. Ellamanda Pty. Ltd. (the applicant) is the dominant tenement to Easement A on RP803779.
A copy of the easement document was presented with the original application.

Section 3.2.1(12) of the Integrated Planning Act, 1997 states

“To the extent the land, the subject of the appiication, has the benefit of an
easement and the development is not inconsisient with the terms of the
easement, the consent of the owner of the serviert tenement is not required.

The applicant submits that the consent of the servient tenement is not required in this case
because:

e The development is not inconsistent with the terms of the easement — the easement
grants vehicular access to the servient tenement. This situation will not change;

e The purpose of the easement is to provide an unencumbered and properly
maintained vehicular access -- the development relies on access from the easement,
which is consistent with its intended purpose. The proposal does not promote a
situation that is likely to“ encumber the easement or abrogate maintenance
responsibilities in any way;

é e The Council has already issued a preliminary approval for the proposed development
- which relied upon access to the easement. The approved application was predicated
upon the commercial component of the development being serviced by the easement
access (refer to page 13 of the Planning Report presented by C & B Group). The
Council and the Dzpartment of Main Roads subsequently approved the development

on the basis ¢f the access easement.

It is interesting to note that the preliminary approval issued on 10 January 2001, relied upon
the same easemeni zccess as the current application. However in that case, Easement A
did not form part of the land under the approval. The assessment manager was the City of
Maryborough and the DMR was a concurrence agency.

Referral Agencies - DMR
Please niote Section 3.2.9(2) of the Infegrated Planning Act, 1997 which states:

“‘When the assessment manager receives notice of the change, the assessment manager
must advise any referral agencies for the original application and the changed application of
the receipt of the notice and its effect under sub-section (3).”

Accordingly the applicant would appreciate your early attention to this matter.

Page 2
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21 April 2005

Ellamanda Pty Ltd

C Not Relevant

Alan Holliday Pty Ltd
PO Box 1560
Buderim Qld 4556

Dear Sir
APPLICATION NOT PROPERLY MADE

Maryborough City: State-controlled road (10C) Bruce Highway (Maryborough — Gin Gin)
Applicant: Ellamanda Pty Ltd
Proposal: Part 1: Material change of use — shops and wrotel
Part 2: Reconfiguring a lot
Subject land: Lot 2 on RP903779
Situated at Bruce Highway and Quarry Road, Marysorough
Access location: 10C at 3.95R (entry/exit) and 12C at 4.440R (high speed entry)

I refer to the following: -

(i)  Your development application for the propesal and Maryborough City Council's e 5'7&,'3;@4
acknowledgement notice dated 14 March 2005, which I received on 22 March 2005; and

(i) Mr Alan Holliday's discussions with our Les Kenneday on 20 April 2005

Main Roads believes the applicatior is not properly made, because access to the proposal will be
obtained via Easement A on RP943779 und the easement does not form part of the application.

Accordingly, you need to submit an amended application to the Maryborough City Council that
includes Easement A on RP903779.

To assist you in preparing aaditional information for the department, I have attached an undated and
unsigned draft request foinformation. The request is based on the assumption that access to the
proposal will be via Easement A on RP903779.

I have sent a copy of tis letter to Maryborough City Council.

Yours sincerely

NR

Albert Chiu
District Director (Wide Bay)

Encl — Undated unsigned draft Request for Additional Information letter ‘_\7

v
Wide Bay District Our ref 830873 E42061
District Office Yourref 046
23 Quay Street Bundaberg Queensland 4670 Enquiries Development Control Officer
Locked Bag 486 Bundaberg DC Queensland 4670 Telephone +61 7 4154 0200
ABN 57 836 727 711 Facsimile +617 4152 3878

Website www.mainroads.qld.gov.au P
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ROGER BRAMELD CONSULTING PTY LTD WIDE BAY BUSINESS & INDUSTRIAL PARK

3.3 TRAFFIC GENERATION - MOTEL AND RETAIL USES

3.3.1 Motel Traffic

The Department of Main Roads’ “Road Planning and Design Manual” recommiends a
peak traffic generation rate of 0.4vph / unit for the motel. Therefore, adopting this
rate, the peak traffic likely to be generated by the proposed 45 units motel would be in
the order of 18vph.

3.3.2 Retail Uses Traffic

For the purpose of this assessment and to be conservative on the hign side, the traffic
generation rate for the retail shops during the Friday PM peak hour period has been
assumed to be equal to the usual traffic generation rate for the retail shops during the
Thursday PM peak hour period. This has been assumed because in some cases in
rural towns, Friday afternoon is the peak period for the retail shops.

The Department of Main Roads® “Road Planning and Design Manual” recommends a
traffic generation rate for the retail shops on a Thursday aftemoon to be about

13.5vph/100m? GFA.

Retail shops within more rural (localities generally generate traffic volumes
significantly less than retail shops located within metropolitan areas. Therefore, a
traffic generation rate of 13.5vph/100m* GFA for the proposed retail shops in
Maryborough during the PM peak period would be considered as highly conservative.

Adopting this rate, the peak traffic likely to be generated by the proposed 360m? GFA
retail shops during the weekday PM peak period would be in the order of 130vph.

The Department of Main Roads’ “Road Planning and Design Manual” also suggests a
directional distiibution of 50%IN/50%O0UT and a proportion of trips as follows:

. 50% ‘New” Trips;
. 30% ‘Diverted’ Trips; and
. 20% ‘Drop-In” Trips.

For the purpose of this report, it has been assumed that ‘Diverted’ trips are equal to
“New’ trips. Therefore, 80% of trips generated by the retail shops have been assessed
as ‘New’ / ‘Diverted’ trips and 20% of trips generated by the retail shops have been
assessed as ‘Drop-In’ trips. In this instance, these assumptions are considered to be
highly conservative in that it is likely that a much higher proportion of trips would in
fact be ‘Drop-In’ trips (due to both the size and locality of the proposal), thereby

2286-001(1)-SKT.doc:22/06/05 Page 5
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ROGER BRAMELD CONSULTING PTY LTD WIDE BAY BUSINESS & INDUSTRIAL PARK

lessening the impact on the external road network. Notwithstanding, the percentages

outlined above have been adopted.

3.3.3 Traffic Generation & Distribution Summary

The maximum traffic volumes likely to be generated by the proposed motel aud retail
shops would be 18vph (9vph IN/9vph OUT) and 130vph (65vph IN/65vph OUT),
respectively. Therefore, the likely maximum traffic volumes for the preposed motel
and retail shops during the Friday PM peak hour period is detailed as follows:

. ‘New’/’Diverted’ Trips
Motel - 9vph IN;
- 9vph OUT;
Retail Shops - 52vph IN;
- 52vph OUT;
TOTAL - 61vph IN; and
- 61vph OUT,

. Drop-In’ Trips
Retail Shops - 13vph TiN;
- 13vph CUT;

These ‘New’ / ‘Diverted’ trips has been distributed to the road network taking into
consideration existing traffic ‘volurces and the demographics of the area. The
appropriate distributions used are a3 follows:

. Bruce Hwy to/froim north - 40%

. Bruce Hwy to/from south - 60%

The ‘Drop-In’ trips has also been distributed to the road network taking into
consideration existing traffic volumes and the demographics of the area. The
appropriate distribuiions used are as follows:

. Bruce Hwy to/from north - 20%

. Bruce Hwy to/from south - 80%

Aziiliustration of the above traffic volumes are provided on Figs B2 — B3 of

Appendix B within this report.

2286-001(1)-5KT.doc:22/06/05 Page 6
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ROGER BRAMELD CONSULTING PTY LTD WIDE BAY BUSINESS & INDUSTRIAL PARK

4.0 FUTURE CONDITIONS
41 FORECAST BASE TRAFFIC VOLUMES (2015)

For the purpose of this assessment, the 2015 base traffic volumes at the roadhouse and
“Sexie Coffee” access / Bruce Highway intersection has been determined by applying
a growth rate of 3% p.a. (compound) (as advised by the Department of Main Roads)
to the 2005 traffic volumes obtained from traffic survey. The 2015 base traffic
volumes at the intersection for the PM peak is illustrated on Fig, B4 of Appendix B
within this report.

Analysis of the 2015 base traffic scenario at the roadhouse and “Sexie Coffee” access
/ Bruce Highway intersection has been undertaken utilising 225IDRA2.1. The results
are provided in Table 2 with the "Intersection Movement Summary" for the
intersection provided as Fig. C2 of Appendix C within this report.

TABLE 2
aaSIDRA2.1 OUTPUT DATA
FOR THE 2015 BASE ANALYSIS AT THE ROADHOUSE AND “SEXIE
COFFEE” ACCESS / BRUCE HIGAWAY INTERSECTION (PM PEAK)

PM PEAK.
Intersection Total Traffic Entering Highest Degree of Highest 95 %ile
Interseciion (vph) Saturation (X) back of Queue

The roadhouse and “Sexie
Coffee” access / Bruce 804 0.24 16m (south)

Highway intersection

Note: Practical Maximum Degree of Saturation (Xp) for unsignalised intersections is 0.80.

The results provided within Table 2 indicate that the roadhouse and “Sexie Coffee”
access / Bruce Highway intersection in its existing configuration would operate
satisfactorily up to and beyond the horizon year of 2015 without the subject proposal.
Consequently the external road network would operate at a high quality level of

service.

4.2 IMPACT OF THE GENERATED TRAFFIC ON THE ROAD NETWORK

4.24 The Roadhouse and “Sexie Coffee” Access / Bruce Hwy
Intersection

The 2005 and 2015 design traffic volumes at the roadhouse and “Sexie Coffee” access
/ Bruce Highway intersection have been calculated by adding the base volumes of the
respective year to the total traffic forecast to be generated by the proposal. The 2005
and 2015 PM design traffic volumes at the roadhouse and “Sexie Coffee” access /

2236-001{1)-SKT.doc:22/06/05 Pagc 7
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Bruce Highway intersection are illustrated on Figs B5 and B6 of Appendix B in this
report.

Operational analyses have been performed for both the 2005 and 2015 design
scenarios on the roadhouse and “Sexie Coffee” access / Bruce Highway intersection
by utilising aaSIDRA2.1. It is noted that only the PM Peak has been assessed herein
as it would be the most critical for the busier component of the proposal, the retail
shops. The results of these analyses are provided as Figs C3 — C4 of Appendix C and
summarised in Table 3 below.

TABLE 3
SUMMARY OF RESULTS FROM aaSIDRA2.1 ANALYSES OF THE
ROADHOUSE AND “SEXIE COFFEE” ACCESS / BRUCE HIGHWAY

INTERSECTION
2005 & 2015 DESIGN WITH PROPOSED TRANFIC VOLUMES (PM PEAK)
2005 - 2015
Traffic Maximum | Maxiraum Traffic Maximum | Maximum
Approach Entering Degree of 95% ile Entering Degree of 95%ile
Intersection | Saturation Back of Intersection | Saturation Back of
(vph) X) Queue (vph) (X) Queue
Bruce Hwy (South) 357 022 [ i4m 467 0.29 21m
Roadhouse and !
“Sexie Coffee” 126 0.15 | Tm 144 0.28 12m
access I
Bruce Hwy (North} 233 0.12 Om 311 0.17 Om
Note:  Practical Maximum Degree of Saturation (X) for unsignalised intersections equals 0.80.

The results provided within Table 3 demonstrate that the roadhouse and “Sexie
Coffee” access / Bruce Highway intersection would operate well within acceptable
limits up to and beyond the design year of 2015 with the proposed development.
Therefore no upgrading of this intersection is warranted.

4.3 LONG-TERM CONDITIONS

Future operaiion of the site’s access intersection has also been assessed under the
future development scenario of full development and utilisation of the industrial land
to the north and east of the subject proposal. The following sections of this report
assess ihe operation of the main access intersection with full development and

utilisation of this land.

4.3.1 Forecast Base Traffic Volumes (2010 & 2020)

For the purpose of this assessment, both the 2010 and 2020 base traffic volumes at the
roadhouse and “Sexie Coffee” access / Bruce Highway intersection have been

Page 8
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determined by applying a growth rate of 3% p.a. (compound) (as advised by the
Department of Main Roads) to the 2005 traffic volumes obtained from traffic survey.
Both 2010 and 2020 base traffic volumes at the intersection for the PM peak are
illustrated on Figs B8 and B9 of Appendix B within this report. These time periods
have been considered to allow a five (5) year period of time to elapse for full
development of the industrial land and thence the normal ten (10) year desigr: hiorizon,

Analyses of both the 2010 and 2020 base traffic scenarios at the roadhiouse and “Sexie
Coffee” access / Bruce Highway intersection have been undertaken utilising
aaSIDRA2.1. The results are provided in Table 4 with the "Intersection Movement
Summary" for the intersection provided as Figs C5 — C6 of Appendix C within this
report.
TABLE 4
2aSIDRA2.1 OUTPUT DATA
FOR THE 2010 & 2020 BASE ANALYSES AT THE ROADHOUSE AND
“SEXIE COFFEE” ACCESS / BRUCE HIGHWAY INTERSECTION

(PM PEAK)
2010 N 2020
Traffic Maximum | Maximum Traffic Maximum | Maximum
Intersection Entering Degree of 5% ile Entering Degree of 95%ile
Intersection | Saturation | Back of Intersection | Saturation Back of
{(vph) (X) ! Queue (vph) (X) Queue
The Roadhouse and N/
“Sexie Coffee” 14m 23m
access / Bruce 694 0.21 933 0.29
] (South) (South)
Highway |
intersection
Note:  Practical Maximum Isgree of Saturation (Xp) for unsignalised intersections is 0.80.

The results provided ‘within Table 4 indicate that the roadhouse and “Sexie Coffee”
access / Bruce Highway intersection in its existing configuration would operate
satisfactorily up to-and beyond the horizon year of 2020 without the proposed
business park nor with development of the industrial land. Consequently the external
road network would operate at a high quality level of service at to and beyond 2020
with no additional development in the immediate locality.

4.3.2 industrial Park Traffic Generation & Distribution

The Department of Main Roads’ “Road Planning and Design Manual™ recommends a
peak traffic generation rate of 0.9vph/100 m* GFA for the light industrial and
0.5vph/100 m2 GFA for medium to heavy industrial land uses. For the purpose of this
assessment, it has been assumed that 50% of the industrial uses will be light industrial
and the other 50% will be medium to heavy industrial. Therefore, adopting this rate,

the peak traffic likely to be generated by the balance industrial land comprises
Page 9
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48,659 m* GFA of possible industrial uses which would be likely to generate in the
order of 341vph during peak hour periods. Traffic distribution as detailed in section
3.3.3 for Business Park has been adopted herein.

An illustration of the above traffic volumes are provided on Fig. B7 of Appencix B

within this report.

4.3.3 Impact of the Generated Traffic (Industrial & Business Farks) on
the Road Network

The 2010 and 2020 design traffic volumes for both the industrial and business parks at
the roadhouse and “Sexie Coffee” access / Bruce Highway intersection have been
calculated by adding the base volumes of the respective year to the total traffic
forecast to be generated by the ultimate development. The 2010 and 2020 PM design
traffic volumes at the roadhouse and “Sexie Ceffee” access / Bruce Highway
intersection are illustrated on Figs B10 and B11 of Appendix B in this report.

Operational analyses have been performed for both the 2010 and 2020 design
scenarios on the roadhouse and “Sexie Cofiee” access / Bruce Highway intersection
by utilising aaSIDRA2.1. The results of these analyses are provided as Figs C7 — C8
of Appendix C and summarised in Tabie 5 below.

TABLE 5
SUMMARY OF RESULTS FROM aaSIDRA2.1 ANALYSES OF THE
ROADHOUSE AND “SEXIE COFFEE” ACCESS / BRUCE HIGHWAY

INTERSECTION
2010 & 202( DESIGN TRAFFIC VOLUMES (PM PEAK)
(INCLODING INDUSTRIAL & BUSINESS PARKS)
2010 2020
Traffic Maximum | Maximum Traffic Maximum | Maximum

Approach Exziering Degree of 95% ile Entering Degree of 95% ile

| Tntersection | Saturation Back of Intersection | Saturation Back of

. | Gph) * Queue (vph) X Queue
Bruce Hwy (South) 511 0.35 25m 638 0.44 47m

Roadhvuse and
“Qexie Coffze” o4 0.53 32m 325 0.79 68m
access

Bruca Hwy (North) 293 0.16 Om 383 0.20 Om

Note:  Practical Maximum Degree of Saturation (X) for unsignalised intersections equals 0.80.

The results provided within Table 5 demonstrate that the roadhouse and “Sexie
Coffee” access / Bruce Highway intersection would operate within acceptable limits
up to the design year of 2020 with the ultimate development. This demonstrates that

the road network would be satisfactory for not only the proposed retail and motel
Page 10
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uses, but also for the maximum likely development of the industrial uses in the
foreseeable future. Consequently it can be safely concluded that future design options
in the locality would not be compromised by the utilisation of the intersection under
investigation as the primary access both to the proposed retail and motel and the

industrial uses.

Based on the information outlined herein the existing roadhouse and “Sexie Coffee”
access / Bruce Highway intersection will operate satisfactorily with fuli development
of all of the components of development outlined herein and no zmeliorative works

are required.
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5.0 CONCLUSIONS

The proposed development including industrial use is described below:

. Motel - 35 rooms;
. Retail Use - 960 m? GFA;
. Industrial Use - 48,659 m* GFA

It is noted that the estimate of gross floor area of industrial uses has been determined
assuming a lot yield of 40% which is considered to be appropriate for the subject

locality.

Accesses to the facility are proposed both via the existing highway exit ramp and the
access to the roadhouse and “Sexie Coffee” on Bruce Highway with different linkages

for light and heavy vehicles.

The peak traffic likely to be generated by these components of the proposal during the
weekday PM peak period would be a maximum of 148vph.

In addition, an assessment of the operation of the roadhouse and “Sexie Coffee”
access / Bruce Highway intersection alsc showed to be within acceptable limits up to
the design year of 2020 under the fuiure development scenario of full development
and utilisation of the industrial land tc the north and east of the subject proposal. This
demonstrates that the road network would be satisfactory for not only the subject
proposal, but also for the maximum likely development in the foreseeable future.
Consequently it can be safely corcluded that future design options in the locality
would not be compromised by the utilisation of the intersection under investigation as

the primary access to the subject proposal.

The access provisicns proposed are illustrated on Fig. A3 of Appendix A of this
report. It is noted that the recommended provisions do not hinder the operation of the
roadhouse and/or “Sexie Coffee” and in addition, large vehicles not associated with
the roadhouse would not pass through the roadhouse parking areas, thereby ensuring
additional conflicts are minimized. Heavy vehicles wishing to access the roadhouse
can do so 1 a similar fashion to that currently being undertaken, however heavy
vehicles wishing to access the industrial land (ingressing from the Bruce Highway
south) would be required to pass the roadhouse on the south and eastem sides. Direct
access for heavy vehicles from the roadhouse to the industrial land is proposed to be
not permitted, although this linkage, should it be required, can be accommodated by
the vehicles traversing around the perimeter of the roadhouse as previously noted after
refueling is complete. It is our considered opinion that the proposed access
arrangements provide a sensible balance of accessibility for all users within the
precincts and safety concerns in relation to vehicle / pedestrian conilicts.

2286-001(1)-SKT,doc:22/06/03 Page 12
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It is concluded that there are no traffic engineering reasons to preclude this

development.
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Movement Summary Pagel of 1

Movement Summary
Roadhouse & "Sexie" Coffee Access / Bruce Hwy Intersection

2005 Existing PM Peak
Give-way

Vehicle Movements

Dem Deg of Aver Level of B:glzj:f Frop.  Eff. Sto Aver
Mov No  Turn Flow % HV Satn Delay Service Queur Qu‘e"'l;; d Rate P speed
{veh/h) (v/c) (sec) (m? ” = (km/h)
Bruce Highway {South)
1 T 285 4.9 0.177 0.9 LOS A 10 0.37 0.00 55.2
2 R 35 5.7 0.178 9.5 LOS A 10 0.37 0.67 47.2
Approach 320 5.0 0.177 1.9 LOS & 10 0.37 0.07 54.2
Petro! Stn/Coffee H Acces
4 L 1 50.0 0.087 12.4 LOS B 3 0.55 0.68 44.7
5 R 51 5.9 0.089 12.8 LG5 B 3 0.55 0.81 44.4
Approach 53 7.5 0.089 12.8 Los B 3 0.55 0.80 44.5
North Approach
7 L 16 6.2 0.118 2.4 LOS A ¢] 0.00 0.67 49.0
8 T 206 4.9 0.118 Q.0 LOS A g 0.00 0.00 60.0
Approach 222 5.0 0.118 0.G LOS A 0.00 0.05 59.0
All Vehicles 595 52  0.178 2.4 Not ;0 025 013 54.8
* * ' Applicable - ) '
t

( o ; akcelik

— e St ASBOCIRES
aaTraffic

aaSIDRA

J:\aa5idraz\5am\T228& Wida day Business Park\RS05bp
Produced by aaSIDRA 2.1.0.246
Copyright@ 2000-20%2
Akcelik & Associates, Pty Ltd

Generated 6/23/2005.9:09:48 AM

FIGURE C1
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Movement Summary
Roadhouse & "Sexie" Coffee Access / Bruce Hwy Intersection

2015 Base PM Peak
Give-way

Vehicle Movements

95%
Dem Deqg of Aver . Aver
Mov No Turn Flow % HV Satn Delay ;‘:::E co: E:;::uz' Qs::-fz- d Ef:‘iaii;op Speed
(veh/h) (v/c) {sec) s i v {km/h)
4
Bruce Highway (South)
i T 383 5.0 0.241 1.4 LOS A 16 0.47 0.00 54.1
2 R 47 4.3 0.241 10.0 LOS B 16 0.47 0.72 46.8
Approach 430 4.9 0.241 2.4 LOS A 16 Q.47 0.08 53.2
Petrol Stn/Coffee H Acces
4 L 1 50.0 0.154 15.1 L0s C 6 0.65 0.77 42.4
5 R 69 4.3 0.156 15.5 o5 C 6 0.65 0.9C 42.1
Approach 71 5.6 0.156 15.5 LOS C 6 0.65 0.89 42,2
North Approach
7 L 26 3.8 0.161 B4 LOS A o 0.00 0.67 49.0
8 T 277 5.1 0.161 A LOS A 1] 0.00 0.00 60.0
Approach 303 5.0 0.161 0.7 LOS A a.00 0.06 58.9
. ( Not
All Vehicles 804 5.0 0.2414 2.9 Applicable 16 0.21 0.14 53.9

y o2

r - Y

U | akeelik |
i & ASSOCIATEY

aaTraffic
aaSIDRA

J:\aaSidra2\Sam\T228# Wid= Bay Business Park\RS15bp
Produced by aaSIDRA 2.%1.0.3246

Copyright® 2000-2024

Akcelik & Associates Pry Ltd

Generated 6/23/200% 9:10:18 AM

FIGURE C2
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Movement Summary
Roadhouse & "Sexie" Coffee Access / Bruce Hwy Intersection

2005 Design PM Peak
Give-way

Vehicle Movements

95%

Dem Deg of Aver , Aver
Mov No  Turn Flow S%HV Satn Delay ;‘:‘:!c(:: BQ?::U‘:! Q;::L?z' a Ef;astteop Speed
(veh/h) (v/c) (sec) (m)’ (km/h)
Bruce Highway (South)
1 T 275 5.1 0.218 1.2 LOS A 14 0,41 0.00 54.7
2 R 82 4.9 0.218 9.9 LOS A 14 0.41 0.69 47.1
Approach as7 5.0 0.218 3.2 LOS A 14 0.41 0.16 52.7
Roadhouse /S Coffee Access
4 L 4] 4.9 0.186 12.2 LOS B 7 0.50 0.66 45.1
5 R 85 4.7 0.186 12.4 LS3 3 7 0.50 0.85 44.8
Approach 126 4.8 0.1B6 12.3 L0s B 7 0.50 0.79 44.9
North Approach
7 L 27 3.7 0.124 2.4 LOS A 0 0.00 0.67 49.0
8 T 206 4.9 0.124 GA LOS A 0] 0.00 0.00 60.0
Approach 233 4.7 0.124 1.0 LOS A 0.00 0.08 58.5
. ' Not
All Vehicles 716 4.9 0.218 4.1 Applicable 14 0.29 0.24 52.8

o

( jakcenk,
et ol & ASSOCITtEYS

aaTraffic
aaSIDRA

J:\aaSidra2\Sam\T228¢ wWide Bay Business Park\RS05dp
Produced by aaSIDRA 2.7.0.246

Copyright@ 2000-2024

Akcelik & Associates Py Ltd

Generated 6/24/2005 9:29:52 AM
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Movement Summary
Roadhouse & "Sexie" Coffee Access / Bruce Hwy Intersection

2015 Design PM Peak
Give-way

Vehicle Movements

95%
Dem Deg of Aver - Aver
Mov No Turn Flow % HV Satn Delay ;i‘::::: ?;::u:f Q‘::':f: d Efll;.ast:op Speed
(veh/h) (v/c) (sec) (m> . {km/h)

Bruce Highway (South)

1 T 373 5.1 0.288 2.0 LOS A 21 0.53 0.0c 53.4

2 R 94 5.3 0.288 10.6 Los B 21 0.53 0.75 46.6
Approach 467 5.1 0.288 3.7 LOS‘A 21 0.53 0.15 51.9
Roadhouse/S Coffee Access

4 L 41 4,9 0.285 15.3 10S C 12 0.61 0.77 42.3

S R 103 4.9 0.285 15.6 NS C 12 0.61 0.91 42.1
Approach 144 4.9 0.284 15.5 105 C 12 0.61 0.87 42,1
North Approach

7 L 34 5.8 0.166 g4 LOS A 0 0.00 0.67 49.0

B T 277 5.1 0.166 0.0 LOS A 0] 0.00 0.00 60.0
Approach 311 5.1 0.166 0.5 LOS A 0.00 0.07 58,6

” Not

All Vehicles 922 5.1 0.28a 4.6 Applicable 21 0.36 0,24 52.0

T 2
r’(., !
-V takeelik
~—! & associates

aaTraffic
aaSIDRA

J:\aaSidra2\Sam\T228F Wid= Gay Business Park\RS15dp
Produced by aaSIDRA 2.1.2.246

Copyright© 2000-2004

Akcelik & Associates Fiy Lid

Generated 6/24/20058 5:29:23 AM

FIGURE C4
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Movement Summary

Movement Summary

Page [ of 1

Roadhouse & "Sexie" Coffee Access / Bruce Hwy Intersection

2010 Base PM Peak
Give-way

Vehicle Movements

Dem Deg of Aver 95% Aver
Mov No Turn Flow %HV Satn Delay ;‘:::ig %a::uzf Q:::; d Efgast‘:op Speed
(veh/h)} (v/c) (sec) (m) - (km/h)
Bruce Highway (South)
1 T 330 5.1 0.213 1.4 LOS A 14 0.45 0.00 54.3
2 R 41 4.9 0.212 10.0 LOS B 14 0.45 0.71 46.9
Approach 372 5.1 0.213 2.4 LOS'A 14 0.45 0.08 53.4
Roadhouse/S Coffee Access
4 L 1 50.0 0.118 13.5 LOS B 4 0.59 0.72 43.7
5 R 59 5.1 0.115 13.9 258 4 0.59 0.86 43.4
Approach 61 6.6 0.116 13.9 Los B 4 0.59 0.86 43.5
North Approach
7 L 22 4.5 0.138 5.4 LaS A 0 0.00 0.67 49.0
8 T 239 5.0 0.139 0.0 LOS A o 0.00 0.00 60.0
Approach 261 5.0 0.139 0.7 LOS A 0.00 0.06 £8.9
. & Not
All Vehicles 694 5.2 0.213 2,8 Applicable 14 G.29 0.14 54,2

(, !
' i akcelik
— O ASSOCiEIES

aaTraffic
aaSIbRA&

J:\aaSidra2\Sam\T2286% Widez Bay Business Park\RS10bp
Produced by aaSIDRA .1.06.346
Copyright©® 2000-2004

Generated 5/24/2005 9:31:08 AM

FIGURE C5
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Movement Summary

Movement Summary

Page 1l of 1

Roadhouse & "Sexie" Coffee Access / Bruce Hwy Intersection

2020 Base PM Peak
Give-way

Vehicle Movements

95%

Dem Deg of Aver B Aver
Mov No Turn Flow CHHV Satn Delay ;i‘:::cf %a::ut;f du.:ifé d Efaast:op Speed
(veh/h) (v/c) (sec) (mj {(km/h)
Bruce Highway (South}
r T 444 5.0 0.291 2.3 LOS A 23 0.58 0.00 52.8
2 R 55 5.5 - 0.291 11.0 LOS B 23 0.58 0.78 46.2
Approach 499 5.0 0.291 3.3 LOS A 23 0.58 0.09 52.0
Roadhouse/S Coffee Access
4 L 2 33.3 0.214 17.6 L0Ss C 8 0.73 0.83 40.4
5 R 79 5.1 0.219 18.1 LOS € 8 0.73 0.93 40.1
Approach B2 6.1 0.219 18.0 L0s C 8 0.73 0.93 40,1
North Approach
7 L 30 6.5 0.188 8.4 LOS A ¢ 0.00 0.67 49.0
8 T 321 5.0 0.187 Q.0 LOS A 0 0.00 0.00 60.0
Approach 352 5.1 0.187 0.7 LOS A 0.00 0.06 £8.8
All Vehicles 933 5.1  0.299 3.6 Not >3 037 0.5 53.0
ehicle . 294 . Applicable . . .
C {akeelik
—— i B A5S500IEIES
aaTraffic
aaSIDRA
J:\aaSidra2\Sam\T228¢ Wide £ay Business Park\RS20hp
Produced by aaSIDRA 7..1.4.346
Copyright© 2000-2004
Akcelik & Associates, @iy Lid
Generated 6/24/200% 9:30:25 AM
6/24/2005
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Movement Summary

Movement Summary

Page 1 of 1

Roadhouse & "Sexie" Coffee Access / Bruce Hwy Intersection

2010 Design PM Peak
Give-way

Vehicle Movements

95%

Dem Deg of Aver - Aver
Mov No Turn Flow % HV Satn Delay ;i:::.:: B;::u:f Q:::R_. d Efgastt:p Speed
(veh/h) (v/c) (sec) (m) T (km/h)
Bruce Highway (South)
1 T 320 5.0 0.350 2.1 LOS A 25 0.53 0.00 53.3
2 R 190 5.2 0.350 10.7 LOS B 25 0.53 0.76 46.5
Approach 511 5.1 0.350 5.3 LOS A 25 0.53 0.28 50.6
Roadhouse/S Coffee Access
4 L 143 4.9 0.526 17.2 05 C 32 0.62 0.93 40.9
5 R 161 5.0 0.524 i7.4 Los 32 0.62 1.00 40.6
Approach 3049 4.9 0.525 17.3 LosS C 32 0.62 0.97 40.7
North Approach
7 L 54 5.6 0.157 2.4 LOS A 0 0.00 0.67 49,0
8 T 239 5.0 0.157 0.0 LOS A 0 0.00 0.00 60.0
Approach 293 5.1 0.157 i.5 LOS A 0.0 0.12 57.6
. Not
AH Vehicles 1108 5.1 0.52¢ 7.6 Applicable 32 0.42 0.43 48.9

'

o

C | akcelik
i 1ol & ASSOCIATES

aaTraffic

aaSIDREA

J:\aaSidra2\Sam\T228€ Wide fiay Business Park\RS10dpIP
Produced by aaSIDRA 2.1.0.246

Copyright® 2000-2004

Akcelik & Associates Fty Lid

Generated 6/24/230S5 5:31:36 AM
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Movement Summary Page 1 of 1

Movement Summary
Roadhouse & "Sexie” Coffee Access / Bruce Hwy Intersection

2020 Design PM Peak
Give-way

Vehicle Movements

95%

Dem Deg of Aver . Aver
Mov No  Turn Flow %% HV Satn Delay ;ee‘:::: %’::u:f Qt.;:; d Ef:i::teo" Speed
(veh/h) (v/c) (sec) (m} o (km/h)
Bruce Highway {South)
1 T 434 5.1 0.444 3.9 LOS A 47 0.70 0.00 5i.6
: 2 R 204 4.9 0.443 i2.5 LosS B 47 0.70 0.92 44,7
( Approach 638 5.0 0.444 6.7 LOS & a7 0.70 0.29 49.2
Roadhouse/S Coffee Access
4 L 144 4.9 0.796 32.9 LOS D 68 0.79 1.52 31.5
5 R 181 5.0 0.797 33.1 LS D 68 0.79 1.35 31.4
Approach 325 4.9 0.796 33.0 ‘0SD 68 0.79 1.43 31.4
North Approach
7 L 62 4.8 0.205 2.4 LOS A 0 0.00 0.67 49.0
8 T 321 5.0 0.204 0,0 LOS A 0 0.00 0.00 60.0
Approach 383 5.0 0.204 i.4 LOS A 0.00 0.11 57.9
. - - Not
All Vehicles 1346 5.0 0.797 i1.5 Applicable 68 0.52 0.51 45.0
T
(~ b1
. pakecelik
g\ ~— i & BSSOCIAtEE
aaTraffic
aaSIDRA

J:\aaSidra2\5Sam\T2286 Wide Say Business Park\RS20dpIP
Produced by aaSIDRA 7.1.0.246

Copyright© 2000-2004

Akcelik & Associates ©ty Lid

Generated 6/24/2005 9:37:03 AM

FIGURE C8
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E

Traffic Analysis and Reporting System
Q land G
—nsand overmment DAILY SUMMARY REPORT

( District [12° WIDE BAY DISTRICT [ ‘Avérage for
Road Section [I0C” MARYBOROUGH - GIN GIN | - | 08-FEB-2005 |
~Site 121016 Independant Fuel (Mboro) T/dist 4,231 ] [_22-FEB-2005 ]
Type COVERAGE |  Tdist[ 4231 | 20ays
i s - - - - ' — _excluded from this data. -
Site Stream (Al Site Streams | ' o
Trafﬁc_,C'i_asisl-pO All Vehicles - |
Data Class 0 Volume | Range [ 0 ] < .
Percentage Flow
Hour Total 16 hour Taota
00- 01 61 1,06
01- 02 42 73 .
02-03 35 l[-_m.'fB AM Peak Time
03-04 41 7t 12:0
04- 05 52 EX -
05-06 157 597 PM Peak Time
06- 07 | 221 [ a2 3.85 41 15:00
07- 08 [ 308 | 595 [ 539 L p 2:10,?[Flow !
08- 09 402 [_7.74 [ 7.01 (700 15003
09- 10 [ T7388 | 757 [ 6.80 =
10- 11 403 | 7.76 [ 7.07 | 45%
11-12 413 [ 7.95 [ 7.20
5 16
12-13 397 7.65 6.92 Gmll-{_ozgguFlow
13- 14 386 [ 7.43 | 6.73
13- 15 413 [ 7.98 [ 7.20 18 Howr B0
15- 16 407 | 7.84 [ 7.09 our Flow
76-17 203 {776 | 7.0
17- 18 366 [ 7.05 | 6.38
18- 19 257 4.95 4,48 24 Hour Flow
18- 20 171 3.29 2,98 {000 - 24D0)
20- 21 136 | 262 [ 2.37
21-22 118 | 2.27] [ 2.08
27-23 a7, 1,69
75724 B0} 1.39
500
400
300
200
100
0 ¥ | I ] I F ] ] I i I { i | i I ] ] ] | | ] I}
o] 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 g 10 1 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 20 21 22 23 24
HOUR ENDRING
TAR301 S ‘Paget1of1 Printed on 23-May-2005 at 14:22
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Queensland Government Traffic Analysis and Reporting System
' S WEEKLY SUMMARY REPORT

Crpartmprt of Male Roads

- - r— . i . Ty
( District !:]2 WIDE BAY DISTRICT ' Mean Counts for
Road Section j1GC MARYBOROUGH - GIN GIN j - [ 08-FEB-2005 ] :
Site [121016 Independant Fuel (M'boro) T/dist 4.231 | - [ 21-FEB-2005 |
. Type EJOVERAGE ] TDist 4231 P IR ' '
Site Stream [l Site Streams |
Traffic Class 0 All Vehicles }
Data Class 0 Volume | “Range [ 0 ]
Averaga Average Average
Hour Tuesday « Wednesdays, Thursday g Friday = Saturday Sunday Monday .~ WaekDay o WeekEnd o Day g
40-01 ZHEK 68 1.9 7 1.3 6 10 74 14 i 9 S g7 e 10 60 1.4 gl 11
01- 02 50 9 51 9 a0 7 KE 54 10 . 56 a3 7 ol 42 7]
02- 03 42 "] 60 1.1 49 B I 5 1.0 LI | A i B g 7 I
03-04 FE 5 =@ a7 54 4 (L L . [ A I 3 8§ 47
T4 05 398 o4 13 & 19 I | PL 5579 T 3/ CE I
05-08 EE i34 24 159 2.7 141 2.1 118 2.7 57 1.1 153 2§ =N B8 1§ 198 2.
06-07 LR 75% 4.4 245 4.2 261 3. 97 38 118 23 239 4.7 251 42 157 a0 224 3.
07-08 348 6.2 342 6.2 350 B0 353 5. 271 5.4 16730 357 ., 350G 5.9 FEEEX 39| 53
08-08 467 8.2 385 7.3 420 7.3 69 6. 363 7.0 290 54 [EE A A58 7. 327 6.3 4 7.4
0S-10 361 6.4 348 63 357 6.8 240 6.5 429 8| 843 64 405 7.0 353 6§ 383 7.2 386 6
10-11 389 6.9 361 68 408 69 44 6.1 430 B4 385 1 73 7.2 357 6.7 415 7.9 02 70
11- 12 364 6.5 364 6.8 356 6.4 676 437 84141 7.0 430 7. 403 6.8 427 6.1 470 74
=13 363 6.9 ENE 3763 440 6.5 a2 75 7 ELNE 359 6. 365 6.5 420 7. 355 69
13- 14 34761 3y 64 359 6.1 453 6.6 355 6.9 451 5.4 368 6.4 37463 408 7.7 363 6.7
14-15 398 71 354 6§ 317 71 80 7.0 3By 7A) 439783 414 7.2 a4 7.0 LXC A 2 7.
1516 364 6.5 360 8. 35§ 6.8 451 7.2 37060/ 480 64 359 64 405 69 308 7H 04 73
16-17 355 7.1 7 A 404 64 aB& 7.1 307 “5H 349 6.4 363 6.7 414 70 378 7.1 402 7.0
17-18 370 6.5 34463 350 6.9 445 _ 6.5 263 54 01 7. 345 6.0 360 6.4 Y 6.3 2EH 6.4
16-19 239 4.2 228 44 FZEREY 3®4_ 53 21843 275 51 FEE 258 44 247 471 285 4.9
15-20 62 248 150 2.1] 53 726 253 37| 1o 28| 183 34 162 2.8 17§ 3.0 157 3.0 71 3.0
70- 21 24 2.4 13 2.4 i34 73 18§ 27] 97 10 135 2.5 138 2.4 144 2.4 6 2.2 38 24
21-22 g7 1.7 127 2.3 124 2 17§ 2. :-—-Zn- 1.7] 59 1, T4 2 127 21 EENE 177 2.0
PrAFE] EENFN 07 1.9 i 2.0 120 181 773 14 64 1.2 o5 1.8 i3 19 68 1.4 g9 1.7
23-24 771 90 1§ ENEL CEERE !j__sa i a5 B 84 1§ 54 1.5 53 14 ed 1.4
Peaks Time Vale Time Value Time Value Time Vaiue Tine Valus Time Value Time Value Time Value Time Value Time Value
AM [ 900 @87 [CeGo 399 [9:00 429 [ 900 a8 [AT:00 " 440 [1z00 _ a1g|[ 900 438 { e:00 43§ [1200 429 g ]
PM [15:0q 38 110y 3sg [asoq  41d 7160 | A l“n:oq atZ[16:000 490 [1500 414 (15000 HiSy7300 419 1500 a1
t2Hour | 4383 7B.A[ 4227 767][ 4567 7.9 [ 5299 77.7]| 4.163 803 4534 Bag [ AETH 79. 4359 ezd [ 453 79|
16Hour | 5,030 B9.9 4.861 BAv7| 62ig 688 5,164 90, 4698 002 5068 942 5228 o510 488182 [ 5784 504
1BHour | 5222 933 [ 5073 922 527 | €382 9d.7|| 4827 92.7|[ 5179 64| 5418 543 5000 945 5363 938
24 Hour [_ 5,602 100.0; 5,507 100.0 | {00 | 6,879 100.0 | 5,208 100.0 | 5,378 100.0 [ 5,747 700.9 52931009 [ 5732 100.9
AVG Week Day [ 548% EEEE] | EEEEE [15.3% (WEEE 100.0 BY.6% 570
AVG Week End < 98.4%) 1016 1116 400.0% 108.39
AVG Day 9779 504 102.5% [tie5% R 53.6Y [003% 103.1% 9Z.3% 100.0

f-- » Every Day - =Week Day =\Week End |

500

ean Traffic Flow
400 ———— e S
300 —}eem

100
&———w
L i B s s o By By Sy BRI ey ey ey B B e S
0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 8 10 11 32 13 14 15 16 17 48 19 20 21 22 23 24
HOUR ENDING
TAR310 Page 1 of 1 Printed on 23-May-2005 at 14:25
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)

Client: Roger Brameld Consuiling Ply Ltd ot - Brues Highany
Client Reference T?777 8 7
Intersecticn No.: /1
Intersection: Bruce Mighway/independant Fuel & Sexie Colfes l L
UBD Reference: Map XX Ref. X1
Survey Date:  Wadnesday 15th June 2005
Puralion of surve 3.0  hours 6 T
Survey Peried:  14:30 . 17:3D b
Weather: Fine 3
Survey by: Austrofasian Trafflc Surveys i
lsurveyors):  xxszz x
| o 6
v
oo™
[
2 3
South - Bnre Highwmy
15 Minute Totals
Approach South - Bruce Highway East - independent Fuel _! Hoith - Bruce Highway Intersection
Movament Z 3 Total 4 3 Tatal B 7 Total] Total
r |
Time Perlod T |_’ z T_ z 4 I—» z Z
LY HV E LV Hv Z LV HV Z LV HV z LV HY I LV HvV I
14:30 - 14:45 0 3 3 4 4 Q B 4 10 10 & 5 2 7 7 21
14;45 - 15:00 0 q 1 5 5 0 " 3 14 14 4] 2 3 5 5 24
15:00 - 15:15 0 4 1 5 5 0 S 2 N 1% 0 4 0 4 4 20
1515 - 15:30 0 hh| 3 14 14 0 14 3 17 17 0 2 1 3 3 34
5:30 - 15:45 Q 7 1 ) 8 0 3 0 g B 0 1 o] 1 1 17
15:45 - 16:00 0 4 4 8 8 0 i3 & T [ 0 q 2 6 [ 31
16:00 ~ 16:15 0 a [ ] 8 0 ] 3 9 9 0 1 1 2 2 19
16115 - 16:30 0 <] 1 10 10 2] 2] o ) -1 0 2 2 4 4 22
16:30 - 16:45 o] 7 2 9 [} o] 11 ) 17 17 0 5 2 7 7 k1]
16:45 - 17:00 i} 5 3 8 -} o] 1% 2 12 12 v] 1 4 2 2 22
17:00 ~ 17:15 0 8 6 15 15 0 10 4 14 14 v] 7 1 3 8 37
17:15 - 17:30 | 2 3 5 5 0 4T 2 9 ] i 1 [¢] 4 1 15
Total for Perlod 0 0 Q 73 26 99 95 0 1] 0 }_113 33 146} 148 [ G G 35 15 50 50 __295
Table 1
Hourly Totals
Approach South - Bruce Highway I [ East«Independent Fuel North - Bruce Highway Intersection
Movemant z 3 Total 4 6 Total 8 Ed Total] Total
Time Period T r ) N t Y. J: |—> X z
IV HV & | LV HV I I T LV _HV T | IV HV I
14:30 - 15:30] © 0 0 22 ] 22 28 0 0 0 40 12 52 52 1] 0 \] 13 6 19 19 99
14:45 - 15:45] 0 0 2} 26 6 32 2 0 0 0 42 a 50 50 0 aQ 0 9 4 13 13 95
15:00 - 16:00] O 0 0 26 9 k14 s o0 0 1} 44 9 53 53 0 0 0 11 3 14 14 102
15:15 - 16:15] O 0 0 a0 -] k) 28 0 Q 0 4% 10 51 51 1] 0 o] [ 4 i2 12 101
15:30 - 16:30] O 0 1] 28 6 3 34 0. v] 0 a5 7 42 42 1] 4] 1] 8 5 13 13 89
15:45 - 16:45] © 0 1] 28 7 35 35 0 0 0 38 13 51 59 0 0 1] 12 T 19 19 105
16:00 - 1700 © 0 0 29 T as 35 4] 0 0 35 11 46 46 0 0 \] 9 6 15 15 95
16:15 - 17115] © 0 0 30 12 42 42 0 0 v] 39 i2 51 5% 0 0 0 15 6 pal 21 114
16:30 - 17:30] O Q 0 23 14 37 7 0 0 0 38 14 52 52 0 0 0 14 4 18 18 107
Table 2
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Document [D:
Date Written:
Author:
Author Title:

Corporate Author:

Subject:
Additional Info:
Action Officer:

DMS E-Mail Record

ESQ277
31/03/2006

Qutwards E-mail

Date Registered: 31/03/2006 Project (3:
Author Qef;
Related Doas:

Relfated Files;

E50182

Not Relevant

Wide Bay Business Park -Roundabout At End Of Exit Lane - Attached Incoming Emafi Dated 28/03/2006
JCK

Jay L Rosenberg

Title: Town Planner (Transport Planning} Business Unit: Transport Planning
Action Due: Date Actioned: 31/03/2006
Action Status: Action Completed
Security:
File ID: 830/00573[1]-Road Network Management Authorisation - Land Use - Development Applications & Property Accesses -
Maryborough City - Ellamanda Pty Ltd - Lot 2 On Rp903779 +
On File: No
Folio No:
Copies of Documents Placed onto: .
S

RETTIBN T pwm e
s R N .&%_ﬁ_y-é aJ

From: Jay L Rosenberg on 31/03/2006 02:39 PM
To: Not Relevant
ce (bce: Bund Records/WideBay/qdot/au)

Subject: File: 830/573 - Wide Bay Business Park -roundabotit at end of exit lane. O

NR

Further to my email of 28/3/06, | provide the followirg comment in relation to the proposed drawing:

- The design will clearly have to be approved by the Maryborough City Council as none of
theproposed works appear to be on the reserva of the Bruce Highway.

- You verbally advised that the design can cater for B-Doubles entering the Service Station.

- There is a secondary acccess 1o the site that will facilitate access during construction and in the
event of an accident,

- During construction - appropriate signage will be required on the Bruce Highway to alert motorists of
the closed entrance. At this time you will need to consult with this cffice for signage on the
state-controlled road.

If you require any furikierinformation please do not hesitate to contact me.

Regards

Jay Rosenberg
Town Planner

Depariment of Main Roads

23 Quiay Sireest, Bundaberg

Locked Bag 486, Bundaberg DC, QLD,4670.
Ph: (07) 41540277, Fax: (07) 41523878
Email: jay.l.rosenberg@mainroads.qld.gov.au

Not Relevant
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Not Relevant

To jay.rosenberg@mainroads.qgld.gov.au

cc
Subject Wide Bay Business Park -roundabout at end of exit lane.

28/03/2006 12:22 PM

Jay,
re WBBP, Maryborough near Sexy Coffee and IFS5 service station.

Attached is layout of roundabout, which is set up as a ccnventicnal
roundabout to achieve safe control of traffic conflict, as we discussed on
20 March with Les and yourself.

I understand you will be passing the plan onto Tenna in the/design section.

Could you please email back short reply to confirm your receipt of the
plan.

Regards

Not Relevant

[attachment "39BforDMR.pdf* deleted by Jay L Rosenberg/WideBay/qdot/au]
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Document ED:
Date Written:
Author:
Author Title:

Corporate Author:

Subject:

DMS E-Mail Record

E50182 Outwards E-mail
28/03/2006 Date Registered: 2B/03/2008 ProjeciiD:
Author Ref: -
Related Dacs: &5@ 27 7 -
Not Relevant Related Files:

Wide Bay Business Park - Roundabout At End Of Exit Lane - Note Receipt Of Sigiis & Line Marking Plan For The Propo:
Changes To The Entry - Attached [ncoming Dated 28/03/2006

Additional Info: JCK
Action Officer: Jay L Rosenberg
Title: Town Planner (Transport Planning) Business Unit: Transport Pianning
Action Due: Date Actioned: 28/03/2006
Action Status: Action Completed
Security:
éf’ ! File ID: 830/00573[1]-Road Network Management Authorisation - Land Usz - Development Applications & Property Accesses -
- Maryborough City - Ellamanda Pty Ltd - Lot 2 On Rp903779 +
On File: No
Folio No:

Copies of Documents Placed onto:

From:  Jay L Rosenberg on 28/03/2C06 03:46 PM

To:

Not Relevant

oo Bund Records/WideBay/qdot/au@qdot, Les W Kenneday/WideBay/qdot/au@qdot
Subject: File: 830/573 - Wide Bay Business Park -rounidabout at end of exit lane.

NR

Further to our phone conversation today - | note receipt of the Signs and Line Marking Plan for the
proposed changes to the entry.

[ will endeavour to get some formal comment back to you Thursday or Friday.

‘Q Regards

Jay Rosenberg
Town Planner

Department of Main Roads
23 Quay Street, Bundaberg
Locked Bag 488, Bundaterg)DC, QLD,4670.

AN ROADS - Wing
48 W oz quaY ST

78 MAR 2006

Ph: (07) 41540277, Fax: (G7) 41523878

Email: jay.l.rosenberg@mainroads.qld.gov.au

15

RE"EU @ RECORD:

Not-Relevant

Not Relevant . .
To Jjay.Lrosenberg@mainroads.qld.gov.au

CcC

28/03/2006 12:22 PM

Subject Wide Bay Business Park -roundabout at end of exit lane.
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Jay,
re WBBP, Maryborough near Sexy Coffee and IFS service station.

Attached is layout of roundabout, which is set up as a conventional
roundabout to achieve safe control of traffic conflict, as we discussed on
20 March with Les and yourself.

I understand you will be passing the plan onte Tenna in the design secticn.

Could you please email back short reply to confirm your receipt of the
plan.

Regards

Not Relevant

D - 39BforDMR. pdf
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8 August 2005

Mr Noel Gorrie

Chief Executive Officer
Maryborough City Council
PO Box 110

Maryborough Qld 4650

Dear Mr Gorrie
REFERRAL AGENCY’S RESPONSE (conditions apply)
(’V Maryborough City: Bruce Highway (Maryborough — Gin/Gin)
' Applicant: Ellamanda Pty Ltd
Proposal: Part 1:  Material change of use - shops and motel
Part2: Reconfiguring a lot
Subject Iand: Lot 2 on RP903779

Situated at Bruce Hightway and Quarry Road, Marybevough
Access location: 10C at 3.95R (entry/exit) and 10C at 4.440R (high speed exit)

[ refer to the following: -
(1) The development application by Ellamanda Pty Ltd for the proposal; IOQé a / CI}
(i) My request for additional informaiion of 12 May 2005; E é,[ aZ/ 7 3

(iii) BJS Design & Development Consultants® letter of 12 Jufy 2005, enclosing Roger Brameld
Consulting's Traffic Iinipact Assessment dated 22 June 2005 (traffic report); and lpgggqq

(iv) BJS Design & Develgpment Consultants' etter of 29 July 2005, enclosing a copy of their
Drawing No. 1879-62°A dated 24.05.05 [P&E& 7 Lé /

The attached Main Roads' Plan No. D12-9D defines the terms ‘permitied roud access location’, *road
!

access works' and"road access junction”’.
My comments are! -

. ['note that Easement A on RP903779 provides access from the Bruce Highway to the subject

(1)

Wide Bay District Ourref  830/473 E44583

District Office Yourref  7/R/BRUCEHWY/4

23 Quay Street Bundaberg Queensiand 4670 Enguiries  Advisor (Development Conirol)
Locked Bag 486 Bundaberg DC Queensland 4670 Telephone +61 T 4154 0200

ABN 57 836 727 T11 Facsimile +617 41523878

Website www.mainroads.qld gov.au

L LI 0(?/06705 MI—mﬁIMWF—H‘mNMnﬂmﬁ&W// 540’2473}/ Pﬁfggééé y



(a)  The high speed exit over the northern section of the easement; and

(b)  About 48 m from the northern boundary of Quarry Road (i. e. the Roadhouse and Sexie
Coffee access).

Refer to the atiached Plan No. [0C/02 dated 4 Aug 05 for detail regarding the access locations.
o The High Speed Exit and the Roadhouse and Sexie Coffee access are satisfactory for the
proposal.
. Main Roads must cnsure that any additional stormwater runoff that the broposal may generate

does not adversely affect (raffic safety on the Bruce Highway. [ nofethat stormwater from the
proposal will drain to the northeast corner of the subject land.

° To maintain safe and efficient operation of the high speed exit. Main Roads considers that
when the industrial subdivision road network is consirticted the service road in front of the
shops and motel should be res(ricted to one-way iraflic, foi the following reasons: -

(a)  The proposal is a 'stand alone' development That is, its operations are separate to and
does not depend upon the roadhouse und Sexie Coftee;

(b)  Access will be available via Quarry Road, which can be accessed via Enterprise Road or
the Roadhouse/Sexie Coffee access and then the access easement to the south of Lot 2 on
RI905100.

(c)  The safety and efficiency of the High Speed Exit could be compromised by a high
votume (including trucks) T Junction at the end of the exit.

Accordingly, Main Reads recommends that council require that when the industrial subdivision
road network is consiructed, the service road in front of the shops and motel be restricted to
one-way traffic, as shown on the attached Plan No. 10C/01 dated 29 July 2005.

Main Roads as a conenyrence agency has assessed the impact of the proposed development on the
state-controlled road network. Please include the following conditions in your conditions of
development for e subject application: -

1 The roaa-access locations for the subject land are: -

(aY The High Speed exit for south bound traffic only (via Easement A on RP903779) located
about 210 m from the northern boundary;

{b)  The Roadhousc/Sexic Coflee access (via Easement A on RP903779) located about 48 m
from the northern boundary of Quarry Road.

2 Post-development stormwater flows from the site shall not increase the pre-development
stormwater runoff to the Bruce Highway.
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Main Roads reserves the right to re-assess this advice should the proposal not proceed along the lines
indicated. This advice is valid for two (2) years from the date of this letter.

[ have sent a copy of this letter to the applicant.
Yours sincerely

NR

Doug Wass
Acting/District Director (Wide Bay)

Encl
{1y Plan No. DI2-9D
(23 Plan No. 10C/01 {29 Jul 05)
(3)  Plan No. 10C/02 {4 Aug 05)
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File No: 830/273
Your Ref’ 046

Cle
Ellamanda Pty Ltd
C/- Not Relevant
Alan Holliday Pty Lid
PO Box 1560
Buderim Qld 4556

For vour information.

Doug Wass

Acting/District Director (Wide Bay)

& August 2005
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S August 2005

Mr Noel Gorrie

Chief Executive Officer
Maryborough City Council
PO Box 110

Maryborough Qld 4650

Dear Mr Gorrie
REFERRAL AGENCY’S RESPONSE (conditions apply)

(" Hervey Bay City: Bruce Highway (Maryborough — Gin Gin}
Applicant: Ellamanda Pty Ltd
Proposal: Reconfiguring a lot — 51 lot industrial subdivision
Subject land: Part of Lot 2 on RP903779 and Easerzent A on RP903779
Situated at Bruce Highway and Quarry Road, Marybsrough
Access location: 10C at 3.95R (eatry/exit) and 10C at 4, 440R (high speed exit)

[ refer to the following: -

(i  The development application by Ellamenda Pty Ltd for the proposal and your
acknowledgement notice of 6 May 2005, which I received on 11 May 2005; {9575?57

(il) My request for additional information of 24 May 2005; Eét‘??? 70?/

(iii) BJS Design & Developmenit Coasultants' letter of 12 July 2005, enclosing Roger Brameid
Consulting's Traffic Tmpact Assessment dated 22 June 2005 (traltic report): and f‘i:’g’df‘g#q

é" {iv) BIJS Design & Developmient Consultants' letter of 29 July 2005, enclosing a copy ol their
Drawing No. 187902 A dated 24.05.05 p g‘f7é /

The attached Main Roads' Plan No. D12-9D defines the terms “permitted road uccess location’, *road

access works’ and read access junction’.
My conunentsare: -

. [ note (hat Easement A on RP903779 provides access [rom the Bruce Highway to the subject
land at the following locations: -

N

Wide Bay Disfrict Qur ref 830/573 E44584

District Oflice Yourref  7/R/BRUCEHWY/4 o

23 Quay Street Bundaberg Queensiand 4670 Enquiries  Advisar (Development Contrc}l{;-f"”"W'“*%‘-z%
Locked Bag 486 Bundaberg DC Queensiand 4670 Telephone +61 7 4154 0200 s %
ABN 57 836 727 711 Facsimile +G17 4152 3878 i ]3

Woebsite www mainroads.qld.gov au
e
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(a)  The high speed exit over the northern section of the easement; and

(b)  About 48 m from the northern boundary of Quarry Road (i. e. the Roadhouse and Sexie
Coffee access).

Refer to the attached Plan No. 10C/02 dated 4 Aug 05 for detail regarding the access locations.

. The High Speed Exit and the Roadhouse and Sexie Coflee access are satisfactory for the
proposal.
° Main Roads must ensure that any additional stormwater runoff that the proposal may generate

does not adversely affect traltic safety on the Bruce Highway. I note that stormwater from the
proposal will drain to the northeast corner of the subject land.

. To maintain safe and efficient operation of the high speed exit, Main Roads recommends that
council require the service road in front of the shops, inotel and industrial area to be restricted
to one-way traffic (refer to attached Plan No. 10C/Q1 dated 29 July 2005 for detail) for the
following reasons: -

(a)  The shops. motel and industrial area ave 'stand alone’ developments, That is, their
operations are separate to and their viability do not depend upon the roadhouse and Sexie
Coffee;

(b)  Access will be available via Quarry Road, which can be accessed via Enterprise Road or
the Roadhouse/Sexie Cofiee access and then the access easement to the south of Lot 2 on
RPY05100.

(c)  The safety and efficiency of the High Speed Exit could be compromised by a high
volume (including trucks) T Junction at the end of the exit.

Accordingly, Maii Zoads recommends that council require the service road in {ront of the
shops and motel L& cestricted to one-way traffic. as shown on the attached Plan No. 10C/01
dated 29 July/ 20035,

Main Roads as ¢ congurrence agency has assessed the impact of the proposed development on the
state-controlled road networl. Please include the following conditions in your conditions of
development for the subject application: -

i The road access locations for the subject land are: -

(a). The High Speed exit for south bound traffic only (via Easement A on RP903779) located
about 210 m from the northern boundary:

(b)  The Roadhouse/Sexie Coffee access (via Easement A on RPP903779) located about 48 m
from the northern boundary of Quarry Road.
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2 Post-development stormwater flows from the site shall not increase the pre-development

stormwater runoff to the Bruce Highway.

Main Roads reserves the right to re-assess this advice should the proposal not proceed-aiong the lines
Indicated. This advice is valid for two (2) years from the date of this letter.

I have sent a copy of this letter to the applicant.

Yours sincerely

NR

Doug Wass
Acting/District Director (Wide Bay)

Encl
h Ptan No, D12-4D
) Plan No. LOC/0} (29 Ju105)
(3)  Plan No. 10C/02 (4 Aug 05}
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File No: 830/272
Your Rel® 0464

Clc
Ellamanda Pty Ltd

C/. Not Relevant

Alan Holliday Pty Ltd
PO Box 1560
Buderim Qld 4556

For your information.
Doug Wass

Acting/District Director (Wide Bay)

8 August 20035
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S/ A

Ablioc
DESIGN & DEVELOPMENT CONSULTANTS

BUILDING DESIGNERSY | URN TO RECORDS

ENGINEERS
TOWN PLANNERS
PROJECT MANAGERS

R.P.E.U.Q. Na, 2109
Q.B.S.A, License 065770

REF: BIS/E/E017-01/0765095/kh.ja

Tel. (07) 5482 7481

Fax. (07)5482 1677 29 Tuly, 2005

Mob. Not Relevant
) . REF No Fes 5
';Iécé;;l;c;f;gegf;:gg?cm Centre Dcpur[mf:nl of 'Maun Roads OFFICER] ACTION { INFQ léSIGNAIURE 1€
Gympie 4570 L_‘O(‘[\Cd B‘l% 486 . @ LN ‘><\ NR ird 5 ’
( BUNDABERG BC Q 4670 7
POSTAL ADDRESS: Attention: Les Kenneday
P.0.Box 905 Dear Les
Gympie 4570 car Les
RI: EHamanda F/L asktLl
Wide Bay Industrial Park, Maryborough
EMATL: Storivwatee Runoff from Development
bjp@bjsdesign.com.au Please lind attached plan 1879-02A being the layout plan of this
{ndustrial Development.
INTERNET:
www.bjsdesign.com.au The plan illustraics that the land slopes away from the Bruce
Highway. Storniwaler on this parcel of land is collected within
two pipe systems.  The point of discharge for both systems is in
the north western corner, located approximately 300m away [rom
& the highway and shedding north away from the highway.

Erust that this conlirms that no water is directed towards the
highwity, and look forward (o your ratification of this project.

Yours faith{ully
Not Relevant

Scnior Engincer RPEQ56Y5
BIS Design & Development Consultants

KL S

5125 e ity [ elsE3 o

Brendan and Sue Paterson
Family Trust

ABN; 34 877 559 441
RTTIH-RID fil k=2 D F — Py Mlurmibe: 1541 @ff 186
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Not Relevant

Not Relevant
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4, Preliminary Approval — Operational Works, subject to the conditions as contained in
Schedule 4.

SCHEDULE 1 — Preliminary Approval; Material Change of Use — Conditions

(a)  That the Material Change of Use shall only apply to lot 53, as detailed on Drawing No.
1879-02 A.

(b)  That noise generated by traffic entering, leaving and mangeuvting within the site shall
be in accordance with the Vehicle Parking and Access Cade, Section 4.3.10 of the
Maryborough City Plan. In this regard, vehicular raffic shall not produce noise
exceeding background noise plus 10dB(A).

(¢)  All artificial lighting provided on site shall not produce illumination levels exceeding 8
lux at a distance of 1.5 metres outside the site, unless Council provides written
allowance.

(d)  That any new advertising signage shall comply with the Signs Code, Section 4.3.9 of
the Maryborough City Plan. No illuminated advertising signage within the site shall be
visible from any residential areas. A plan shall be established for amalgamated
signage for the development, to the satisfaction of both Council and the Department of
Main Roads.

(e) That landscaping shall be established and maintained as prescribed by the
Landscaping Code, Section 4.2.6 of the Maryborough City Plan. In this regard,
landscaping shall be estabiished in accordance with a landscaping plan to be
approved by Council, prior to the issuance of a Development Permit to carry out
Building Work, and shall include the following specifications: -

(i) Appropriate landscaping shall be provided along the length of the western,
south-western and southern boundaries of the site. The landscaping shall be
contained within' the boundaries of the subject land, and shall not impede
vehicular and pedestrian sight lines or compromise traffic safety.

(ii) Screen planting shall be provided between the motel and the south-western
boundaiy.  Selected plant species shall develop into a ‘hedge’ of 3 metres in
height minimum;

(i)  The vehicle parking areas shall, as a minimum, be provided with one (1) tree
for every six (6) car spaces provided.

(iv)  Piant species shall be selected from the schedules as contained in the
Landscaping Code; and

{v} “Alllandscaped areas shall be fitted with micro-irrigation.

) Prior to the commencement of the use, compliance with the Food Hygiene

Regulations and Australian Food Standards is required.
.13
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Referral Agency Conditions — Department of Main Roads — Concurrence Agency (Copy

attached)

(9)

That the development be carried out in accordance with the conditions as detailed in
the Department of Main Roads response of 8 August 2005. In this regard, a copy of
the response is attached for your attention.

(h)

()
()

That a Development Permit to Carry out Building Work shal be obtained prior to the
commencement of any construction.

That roof and wall materials/colours of any building shall not create a glare nuisance.

That a minimum of ninety-six (96) car parking spaces shall be provided on site. That
the motel and shop off-street parking areas, vehicie areas, loading and unloading
areas are to be designed in accordance with the standards and the recommended
best practice of the Australian Standards “Off Street Parking” A$2890.1 and ‘Design
for Access and Mobility' AS1428 (and supplements) and the Building Code of
Australia.

The car park areas and vehicle movement areas are to be sealed and line marked. In
this regard, the car park pavement shall be constructed of an acceptable material
such as a bitumen seal, pavers, concrete, etc, The parking areas shall be provided
with appropriate lighting in accordance with Australian Standard AS 1158 and a
lighting design certificate shiall be provided for Council's records. The maximum
measured level of light reflected outside of the property boundary, shall not exceed 8
lux unless Council provides written allowance. The car park shall be provided with
appropriate signage to direct the various road users, i.e. bike rack location. A scaled
Engineering Drawing shall be submitted to Council with scaled vehicle movement
paths to verify that the maximum design service vehicle can manoeuvre in a safe
manner.

The developrrient shall provide appropriate access arrangements to allow pedestrians
to access the site from the road reserve/s.

That alt buildings and paved areas be designed to ensure that no stormwater
discharges onto adjacent properties or footpaths. The stormwater run-off from the
developmient shall be discharged by a closed pipe discharge system to the minor
piped stormwater system. The drainage system shall take into account environmental
principals for the quality of the storm water run-off.

.14
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The provision of any piped drainage, internal to the development shall be designed as
a minimum for a one in twenty year storm event and provision shall be made for the
surcharge and overland flow of a one in one hundred year storm event. Where no
overland surcharge path is achieved, then the piped system shall te designed for the
one in one hundred year storm event. The inlet pits will be provided with blockage
resistant inlets and consideration given to providing landscaping materials, which are
not problematic. In this regard, Council shall be provided with & detailed Engineering
Certified Drawing, which clearly identifies the piped and overland flow paths with
appropriate notation.

The water and sewerage services are to be connected at the Developer's expense.
The water supply application shall take into account the supply characteristics of
Council’s water main. Any building application shall include hydraulic calculations by
a Registered Professional Engineer, which identifies the required service connection
size. Council shall be given a minimum nciification of two weeks for any service
connection. The sewerage connection shall e connected to Council’'s satisfaction.

That the motel and shops have commercial vehicle accesses provided to both road
frontages to Council's and the Department of Main Roads satisfaction. In this regard,
the vehicle access shall be in accordance with Council's Standard Drawing Sd14e,
light duty with a minimum width of six (&) metres or a width wider than the minimum to
provide for service vehicles and in accordance with the following:

(i) That the access is provided with appropriate sight distance in accordance with
Australian Standard AS 282C.1 for pedestrian and vehicular safety.

(i) The accesses are to be provided with a No Standing zone extending three metres
past the wings of the access. The No Standing zone shall comply with the
Department of Main Roads, Manual of Uniform Traffic Control Devices. The
marking of the zone wiil'include lines and signs.

That all fencing and landscaping located within 6.0 metres of the property boundary
along the road reserves and in areas where pedestrians cross internal vehicle areas,
be constructed aird rnaintained such that its maximum height is 1.0 metre above the
adjacent patii and/or road area’'s level. This is to be read in conjunction with the
conditions imposed upon vehicle access, regarding sight distance.

SCHEDULE 2 — Reconfigure a Lot — Conditions

(0)

(p)

That in lieu of the provision of open space, a monetary contribution is to be paid to
Council prior to the sealing of a Plan of Survey and in accordance with the applicable
policy at the time of payment. The current monetary contribution (viz. the Parkland
Contributions Planning Scheme Policy) is $1,500 per additional lot.

That a ‘Statutory Covenant’ shall be established over the proposed lots 46 to 52 (all
inclusive). In this regard, the covenant plan shall identify a ten (10) metre setback
from (rear) western lot boundaries to be established as a vegetation buffer.

.15
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(r)

-5.

That any new advertising signage shall comply with the Signs Code, Section 4.3.9 of
the Maryborough City Plan. No illuminated advertising signage within the site shall be
visible from any residential areas.

All vegetation that is cleared from the subject land is to be temoved to a lawful
disposal area, or alternatively chipped or shredded on-site. Under no circumstances
is there to be any burning of vegetation on the subject land or within or near residential
or rural residential land.

That the removal of any ‘Protected Tree' will require a perimit.
Advisory Note:  Please find altached a copy of Councii’s Tree Preservation Folicy

for your information.  Please rcontact Councif's Engineering
Services Department for further information.

That any public or privately owned infrastricture, damaged during the construction
process, shall be repaired by the developer to a standard as specified by Council's
Department of Engineering Services.

That payment of headworks charges is applicable. The headworks charges shall be
paid upon the completion of each stage of development and/or prior to issuance of the
associated building’s Certificate of Finai Completion, in accordance with the policy at
the time of payment. The headworks charges for the development are presently rated
as follows;

Industrial lots will be charged at a rate of $15,000 per 2,000m? or fraction of the area.

Commercial area will be charged at a rate of $5,000 per 400m? of floor area or fraction
of area, i.e. gross floor area (GFA) within any proposed commercial building.

Referral Agency Conditicns -+ Department of Main Roads — Concurrence Agency (Copy

attached)

(v)

That the deveioement be carried out in accordance with the conditions as detailed in
the Departmeit of Main Roads response of 8 August 2005. In this regard, a copy of
the response is attached for your attention.

SCHEDULE 4 -- Preliminary Approval; Operational Works — Conditions

(W)

Deialis relating to maintenance agreements shall be submitted to Council in support of
an ‘application for operational works. In this regard, Council shall require an
agreement between Lots 1 and 2 on RP903779 dealing with the maintenance of all
infrastructure within the current easement (Easement A on RP903779). This shall be
provided upon conformation that the easement rights are transferable to the

development.
.16
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Emmas$S Fxfe

From: WBBSARA <WBBSARA@dilgp.gld.gov.au>

Sent: Thursday, 21 April 2016 9:56 AM

To: WBB.IDAS; Adam S Fryer

Subject: SPL-0416-029355 Prelodgement Minutes

Attachments: Draft Pre-lodgement meeting record - SPL-0416-029355.docx
Categories: Filing

Good morning
Please find attached the pre-lodgement minutes for your review. Could you please pr¢vide.comments and
amendments by Tuesday 26™ April 2016.

Regards

State Assessment and Referral Agency (SARA) | Wide Bay Burnett
Department of Infrastructure, Local Government and Planning
Queensland Government

p. 07 4331 5614| e. wbbsara@dilgp.qld.gov.au

Customers first | Ideas into action | Unleash potential | Be courageous | Empower people
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Fae L Cooke

From: SARA Common Email <processmodell96@dsdip.appiancloud.com>

Sent: Wednesday, 6 April 2016 12:53 PM

To: WBB.IDAS

Subject: SPL-0416-029355 Request for technical assessment-pre-lodgement advice
Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Flagged

Categories: eDAM

Bl

Our reference: SPL-0416-029355

Lot on plan Street address
53SP200102 Enterprise - Maryborough West, Fraser Coast Regichal - QLD

On 05 April 2016, the Department of State Development, Infrastiucture ard Planning received a request for pre-
lodgement advice. We are writing to request your technical assessment of this request for the following matters:

Department of Transport and Main Roads

Iltem |Matters for technical Assessment
1. advice regarding access to state controlled roz4-and suitability of proposal plan

2.
3.
4

The applicant has requested a pre-lodgemerit meeting. A DILGP officer will contact you shortly to arrange a meeting
time.

The technical agency assessment resporise template will be available in the manage documents section of MyDAS.

If you require any further information or clarification, please contact Holly Sorohan, Principal Planning Officer, on 07
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Fae L Cooke

From: Not Relevant @ipsptyltd.com.au>

Sent: Friday, 8 April 2016 3:41 PM

To: wbbsara@dilgp.qgld.gov.au; holly.sorohan@dilgp.qld.gov.au; WBB.IDAS; NR
NR

Subject: Re: SPL-0416-029355 Pre-Lodgement Meeting

Categories: eDAM, Filing

Hello

Confirming that there will be 2 attendees phoning in for a teleconference on Thursday at'1pm.
Thank you

NR
From: WBBSARA
Sent: Friday 8 April 2:38 pm
Subject: SPL-0416-029355 Pre-Lodgement Meeting
To: Holly Sorohan, 'WBB.IDAS@tmr.qgld.gov.au’, Not Relevant
Hi

Please find the pre-lodgement meeting request for SPL-0416-029355. Can you please confirm availability
and if you will be in person or dialling in.

Teleconference Details

Phone — 18000 556 264

Guest Pin - 0107010

If you have any questions please cal! 4331 5614.

Regards

State Assessment and Referrel Agency (SARA) | Wide Bay Burnett
Department of Infrastruciure, Local Government and Planning

Queensland Government

p. 07 4331 5614| e. wbbsara@dilgp.qld.gov.au

Customers first | }deas into action | Unleash potential | Be courageous | Empower people

1
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Fae L Cooke

From: SARA Common Email <processmodell96@dsdip.appiancloud.com>
Sent: Monday, 11 April 2016 9:42 AM

To: WBB.IDAS

Subject: SDA-0416-029356 Request for technical assessment-auto notification

Bl

10 April 2016

Our reference: SDA-0416-029356
Street address: Airstrip - Biggenden, North Burnett Regional - QLD
Lot on plan: 87 CK535

On 11 April 2016, the Department of State Development, Infrastructure and Planning teceived a development
application as referral agency. Please provide a technical assessment of this application for the following trigger/s:

Trigger Description Technical Fast
ID Agency  track
7.2.34 Reconfiguring a lot if any part of the land TMR No

is - (a) within 25m of a railway or future
railway land and 1 or both of the following
apply - (i) the total number of lots is
increased,; (ii) an easement abutting the
railway or future railway land is created;
or (b) future railway land

This application has been assigned to SARA Wide Bay Burnett and is ready for validation by one of our case officers.
We will undertake a fast track assessment where @ FastTrack5 trigger is identified and confirmed.

After validation, you will receive a confirmation ernail requesting your technical assessment of any triggers (marked as
NO in the Fast Track track trigger column) and-relevant due dates. The assessment response template will then be
available from the manage documents section of MyDAS.

For more information, please contact SARA Wide Bay Burnett on 0743315614 or email at
WBBSARA@dsdip.gld.gov.au.
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Adam S Fmer

From: Adam S Fryer

Sent: Friday, 22 April 2016 1:01 PM

To: WBBSARA

Subject: Re: SPL-0416-029355 Prelodgement Minutes

Attachments: Draft Pre-lodgement meeting record - SPL-0416-029355.docx
Hi Holly,

| have reviewed the minutes. My suggestions are attached.

Thanks

Adam

From: WBBSARA <WBBSARA@dilgp.qld.gov.au>
Sent: Thursday, 21 April 2016 9:55 AM

To: WBB.IDAS; Adam S Fryer

Subject: SPL-0416-029355 Prelodgement Minutes

Good morning
Please find attached the pre-lodgement minutes for your review. Ceould you please provide comments and
amendments by Tuesday 26™ April 2016.

Regards
State Assessment and Referral Agency (SARA) | Wide Bay Buinett
Department of Infrastructure, Local Government and Planning

Queensland Government
p. 07 4331 5614| e. wbbsara@dilgp.qld.gov.au
Customers first | Ideas into action | Unleash potential | Be courageous | Empower people
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Town Planning Advice

Site Address Wide Bay !naustrial Estate
— Enterprise Circuit,
Marybkerough

Property Lot53 SP200102
Description AN
Site area l.ot 53 = ¢,704m’
|
|
Fraser Coast T Medium Impact Industry

Regional Planning
Scheme 2014 - i

Zoning

Wide Burnett Urban Footprint
RegionaiPlan

2011/ N\

Features/ Accessed directly from a
Constraints State Controlled Road

Proposal Service Centre
Approvals required Material Change of Use — Service Station
Assessment Code Assessable (Food and Drink Outlet and Shop are able to

be accommodated with the primacy landuse activity where
they-are-ancillary).

*a stand-alone food and drink outlet having a GLFA <100m2 and not
i involving a drive-thru facility is Code assessable development.

‘ *a shop that is not ancillary to service station i.e. a stand-alone
shop is Impact assessable development.

Applicable Planning Scheme

Fraser Coast Planning Scheme 2014 V6

Applicable Codes & Overlays

Codes
¢ Medium Impact Industry Zone Code
e Service Station Code
¢ Business Uses Code
¢ Landscape Code
¢ Transport and Parking Code;
e Works, Services and Infrastructure Code

Overlays / Overlay Codes Applicable

¢ Infrastructure - Gas pipeline buffer

¢ Infrastructure - High volt sub-trans line buffer

¢ Infrastructure - Major road corridor buffer

* Acid Sulfate Soils - Land above 5m & below 20mAHD

e Airport & aviation facilities — OLS and Distance to airport
runway

e Bushfire Hazard - Potential Impact Buffer and Bushfire
prone area

* Coastal Protection - Coastal zone

R -RUD il k2 PO F — FPagee Nlunmtipe:: 11711 aoff 186




Identified requirements and likely matters
for further investigation

Design provisions

e Maximum building height = 15m;

¢ Front setback 7.5m (fuel pump & Canopy) all other
buildings or structures 10m,;

* Side and rear setbacks = 2m

¢ Access and circulation for MRV and HRV service vzhicles;

* Number of car parking spaces — 1 space/ 20m2 (where
involving sale of goods) + 2 spaces per service bay. Stand-
a-alone food and drink outlet = 1 space ner 15m2 GFA and
a stand-alone shop = 1 space pet 20m2 GFA

¢ Management of stormwater Guantity and quality in
accordance with Council’s Deveiopment Manual

¢ Minimum landscape area =10% of the site with a 2m wide
buffer along the street frontage and common boundaries.

*Further design provisions for cGisideration are able to be sourced
within the codes identified.

*Variation to planningscheme provisions will be assessed on their
merits.

Likely matters for furiner investigation

¢ Access,easement (Commercial Drive connection to the
Bruce Highway). Check access rights.

¢ Vehicleaccess to the Bruce Highway. As the Department
of Trarisport and Main Roads (DTMR) is triggered as a
concurrence agency to the proposal it is recommended
that this matter be discussed with them prior to

| iodgement of an application as part of pre-application
‘ investigations (due diligence).

Infrastructure contributions

An Infrastructure agreement (lA) is currently in place with
regard to infrastructure charges over the estate. Crediting will
be applied to new landuse activities as part of the IA. A quote
of infrastructure can be provided upon request.

Application fees

To be confirmed

Referrals

DTMR — concurrence agency referral (Access from a State
controlled Road)

Other — Defined as an Environmental
Relevant Activity (ERA)

Self-regulated. To be discussed with Department of
Environment and Heritage Protection (DEHP).

Indicative Assessment Timeframe

Code Assessable / 20-30 business days minimum (Dependant

on 20 business days for DTMR referral)

Doc#311245%
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Infrastructure
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Our reference:  SPL-0416-029355
28 April 2016

Innovative Planning Solutions
PO Box 1043
MAROOCHYDORE QLD 4558
info@ipsptyltd.com.au

Attn . Not Relevant
Dear Not Relevant

Pre-lodgement meeting record—proposed deveclopment
Enterprise Street, Maryborough West — Lot 53 on SP280102

This pre-lodgement record provides a summary of the matters discussed at the pre-
lodgement meeting in addition to providing-further advice prepared subsequent to the
meeting. This record provides initial .advice regarding the likely major issues relevant
to the development proposal to assist-in the timely processing of a development
application. While this pre-lodgement advice is provided in good faith, if the proposal is
changed to that which was discussed with the department during the pre-lodgement
meeting, this advice is not binding.

Reference information

Departmental role: Concurrence agency
Jurisdiction: Schedule 7, Table 3, ltem 1 — State-controlled road
Pre-lodgement meeiing date: 14 April 2016

Meeting attendeces:

Name Position Organisation

Pamela Davidson Town Planner Innovative Planning Solutions
Klute Griese Representative Retail Fuel Developments
Adami-Fryer Senior Planner Department of Transport and

Main Roads (DTMR)

Holly Sorohan Principal Planning Officer Department of Infrastructure,
Local Government and
Planning (DILGP)

Page 1 Wide Bay - Burnett Region
Level 1, 7 Takalvan Street
PO Box 979

FRITIBID il 2 IPIC F — WP MLt 117765 ff 115865 Bundaberg QLD 4670



SPL-0416-029355

Name Position Organisation

Jacinta Jowett Planning Officer Department of Infrastructure,
Local Government and
Planning (DILGP)

Site details

Street address: Enterprise Street, Maryborough West, QLD 4650

Real property description: Lot 53 on SP200102

Local government area: Fraser Coast Regional Council
Local government zone: Medium Impact Industry
Existing use: Vacant

Proposed development details

Development type: Material Change of Use

Development description: The proposed developmearitis for a service station with

supporting food outlets-camprising a total gross floor
area of 395m? over the 1.17 ha site.

Supporting information

Plan / Report title Author > Reference no. Version and date
Proposed Development - 14252 September 2014.
Concept Plan ) Drawing no SK03
Town Planning Advice Fraser Ceast Big in - -

Busiﬂess

Meeting minutes

Iltem

Discussion-and-advice

Proposed

Developmernt

1.

The Devartment understands that the proposed development is for a
Material Change of Use for a Service Station and food and drink outlet.
While the concept plan shows an additional commercial space it is
understood that this is not proposed to be incorporated in the initial
development however may occur as a second stage of the development at a
tater date (with a future development application).

The wider subdivision in which the site is located gains access to the Bruce
Highway. South bound left in access is provided by an access ramp.
Additional all movements access is understood to be provided by an access
easement through the existing service station. The applicant advised that
they are currently obtaining easement documents to ensure appropriate
access rights are available for the proposed development.

Department of Infrastructure, Local Government and Planning Page 2
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SPL-0416-029355

Iltem

Discussion and advice

State Controlled Road Matters

2.

DTMR advised that additional information is required in relation to the
easement which provides access to the overall development. Ildentification
of which lots are benefited and burdened by the easement will affect the
impacts that the development will have on the state-controlled road {Btruce
Highway) and how the development application will need to address trhiese
impacts. It should also be noted that any development application musi
include land owners consent for any lots affected by the deveicpment
(including in relation to the supply of access if required under thie
Sustainable Planning Act 2009).

A development application will need to provide a detaiied analysis of the
proposal’s impacts on the existing access intersection, heing the existing
service station access location. The application will need to demonstrate
that the safety and efficiency of the state controlled.road is maintained.

In particular, the south bound acceleration lane-would appear appropriate
however the north bound right turn movement for heavy vehicles may
present issues.

The applicant advised that they will be seekiiig to engage a traffic consultant
to review road impacts.

The site is located approximately z15m from the nose of the south bound
access ramp. Access should be established as a fourth leg to the
roundabout. While direct accessto an access ramp is generally
discouraged, based on distance measured from the concept plan, the site
appears to be far enough-away io not pose an acceleration or deceleration
safety issue.

An auxiliary left turn lane may be required to provide safe access to the site
from the off ramp.

However the applicant is advised that, if the access easements favour
DTMR, there may e additional requirements and concerns in relation to the
proposed development. DTMR will review this aspect further once
easemeitl documentation can be obtained.

An examinaiion of the proposed arrangement for the truck fuelling area in
comiinaiion with the location of fuel pumps for light vehicles and the drive
through fast food lane may create a squeeze point, and result in queueing
oui-onto the access ramp. Stored trucks may block access to the rest of the
stie. Similarly vehicles stored to access the first light vehicle pump may
restrict access to the remaining pumps and this may also conflict with
gqueues associated with the drive through.

Vehicle queuing is an issue, especially if as vehicles are travelling at speed
and not expecting vehicle queues to be on the off ramp. As part of any
development application, a detailed assessment needs to demonstrate
sufficient queuing space is provided.

Department of Infrastructure, Local Government and Planning Page 3
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SPL-0416-029355

ltem Discussion and advice

If, after reviewing the easement documentation, this portion of the off-ramp is
determined to be a DTMR responsibility then a left turn in lane to the service
station may be required. In any event, a left turn lane may be required if it is
determined that that it is required to maintain safety for vehicles exiting from

the Bruce Highway.

6. DTMR can provide any traffic count data (if any is available) held by the
department that relates to this area. This can be requested by emailing your
request to Bundaberg.office@tmr.gld.gov.au

It is considered that the above summary is an accurate record of the matters discussed
at the pre-lodgement meeting.

The following information is provided as further advice prepared subsequent to the meeting.

Further advice

ltem | Further advice

State Referrals

1. The proposed application will trigger referral to the Department under the following
sections of the Sustainable Planning Regulation 2009:

e Schedule 7, Table 3, Item 1 = State controlled road matters

Referral to the Department’s State Assessment and Referral Agency (SARA) has
referral assessment fees associated with each applicable referral trigger.

The following is a guide to thc appiicable fees; these are subject to change
dependent on the time of Icdgement and any changes to the nature and scale of
the development:

e Trigger reference 7.3.1—State-controlled road - $2,922.00

For current fees at the time of lodgement, refer to schedule 7A of the Sustainable
Planning Regulaticti 2009 for development assessment fees. The regulation can
be accessed oriine from:

http://iwww: egislation.qgld.gov.au/LEGISLTN/CURRENT/S/SustPlanR09.pdf

State Development Assessment Provisions (SDAP)

2. The applicalion material needs to address the Department’s State Development
Assessmient Provisions (SDAP) — in particular Modules 18 and 19 to ensure that all
mandatory supporting information is supplied. The SDAP can be accessed from:
J_'r_lttp:/'/www.statedeveIopment.qld.gov.au/development—applications/sdap.htmI

Department of Infrastructure, Local Government and Planning Page 4
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SPL-0416-029355

If you require any further information, please contact Jacinta Jowett, Planning Officer, on
(07) 4331 5604 or via email at WBBSARA@dilgp.qgld.gov.au who will be pleased to assist.

Yours sincerely

Not Relevant

Kieran Hanna
A/ Manager (Planning)

Department of Infrastructure, Local Government and Planning Page 5
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Our reference:  SPL-0416-029355
Your reference:

Date: 14 April 2016

Innovative Planning Solutions
PO Box 1043

Maroochydore Queensland 4558
info@ipsptyltd.com.au

Dear Not Relevant

Pre-lodgement meeting record—proposed development
Enterprise Street, Maryborough West, —QLD; lot 53 on SP200102

This pre-lodgement record provides a summary of the maiters discussed at the pre-
lodgement meeting in addition to providing further advice prepaied subsequent to the
meeting. This record provides initial advice regarding:ihe likely major issues relevant to the
development proposal to assist in the timely processing of a development application. While
this pre-lodgement advice is provided in good faith, if the priposal is changed to that which
was discussed with the department during the pre-iadgeriient meeting, this advice is not
binding.

Reference information

Departmental role: Concurrence ageicy

Jurisdiction: Schedule 7, Table 3, Item 1—State-controlled roads

Pre-lodgement meeting date: 14 Aprii-2C16

Meeting attendees:

Name _T_—FP_osition Organisation

Pamela Davidsor. Innovative Planning Solutions
Klute Griese < Retail Fuel Developments
Adam Fryer Senior Planner Department of Transport and
| ) Main Roads (DTMR)
Page

Wide Bay - Burnett Region
Level 1, 7 Takalvan Street
PO Box 979

Bundaberg QLD 4670
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SPL-0416-029355

Name Position Organisation

Holly Sorohan Principal Planning Department of Information
Officer Local Government and
Planning (DILGP)

Jacinta Jowett Planning Officer DILGP

Site details

Street address: Enterprise Street, Maryborough West, QLD

Real property description: 53 SP200102

Local government area: Fraser Coast Regional Council
Local government zone: Medium Impact Industry
Existing use: DPwelling-house Vacant / 77/[ Formatted: Strikethrough
Proposed development details A~
Development type: Material change of use
Development description: Proposed development is for a Service station with
supporting food outlets comprising a total use area of 395
m?.

Supporting information

N .
Plan / Report title Author ‘ Reference no. version and
i date
Proposed Development 1,14252 September
Concept Plan Drawing no 2014.
SKO03
Town Planning Advice Fraser Cozst
Big in Business
Meeting minutes
Item Discussion and advice
Proposed Development
1. The Degartrnerit understands that the proposed development is for
Materia! Charige of Use for a Service Station and food and drink outlet.
While thie concept plan shows an additional commercial space it is
undeistood that this is not proposed to be incorporated in the initial
[~development however may occur as a second stage of the development
1 ata‘ater date.

Department of Infrastructure, Local Government and Planning Page 2
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SPL-0416-029355

Item

Discussion and advice

The wider subdivision gains access to the Bruce Highway. South bound

left in access is provided by an access ramp. Additional jeftineft-out all{ Formatted: Strikethrougn

movements access is understood to be provided by an access easement
through the existing service station. The applicant advised that they are
currently obtaining easement documents to ensure appropriate access
rights are available for the proposed development.

State Controlled Road Matters

2.

DTMR advised that additional information is require in relation to the
easement which provides access to the overall development.
Identification of which lots are benefited and burdened by the easement
will affect the impacts that the development will have on thé state-

controlled road (Bruce Highway) and how the applicatiorn will need tO/[ Deleted:

address these impacts. It should also be noted that any deveiopment
application must include land owners consent for any lots affected by the

development (including in relation to the supply of access jt required /[Deleted: ). 1

under the Sustainable Planning Act 2009

Any development application should provide a ‘etailed analysis ja ofﬂne/{ Formatted: Strikethrough

impacts on the existing_access intersection, being th2 existing service

station access location. PFMR-understands-trere'are-currentlyne /[Formatted: Strikethrough

issues-with-the-operation-of-the-interseetian: Tie application will need to
demonstrate that the safety and efficiency of)the state controlled road is
maintained. In particular, the south nound-acceleration lane would
appear appropriate however the riarth bound right turn movement for

heavy vehiclesfanre may present.issues: /[ Formatted: Strikethrough

The applicant advised that they will he seeking to engage a traffic
consultant to review road.impacts.

L LS A

The site is approximately 215m from the nose of the south bound access
ramp. Access should-be-astablished as a fourth leg to the roundabout.

While direct access to’anaccess ramp is generally discouraged, based
on distance measured-from the concept plan, the site appears to be far

enough away to-ret pose an acceleration or deceleration safety issue.

However the applicant is advised that, if the access easements favour
DTMR, there may be additional requirements and concerns in relation to
the-propased development. TMR will be reviewing this aspect further
onege easement docs can be obtained.

Department of Infrastructure, Local Government and Planning Page 3
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SPL-0416-029355

Item Discussion and advice

5. An examination of the proposed arrangement for the truck fuelling_area

drive through fast food lane may create a squeeze point, and result in
queueing out onto the access ramp. Stored trucks may block access to
the rest of the site. Similarly vehicles stored to access the first light
vehicle pump may restrict access to the remaining pumps and this may
also conflict with queues associated with the drive through.

The gueuing is an issue especially if as vehicles are travelling at spead
and not expecting queues to be on the off ramp.

As part of any future development application, a detailed assessment
which demonstrates sufficient queuing space is required.

If after reviewing the easement documentation, this portiori of ihe off-

in combination with the Jocation of fuel pumps for light vehicles and the —{ Deleted:  areaar:

ramp is determined to be a Transport and Main Roads resuonsibility then

d

O

they may require a left turn in lane to the service station and jin any evf,m{ Deleted: .

a left turn lane may be required if it is determined that that it is required

6. DTMR can provide any traffic count data (if any is availaicie)_held by the

to maintain safety for vehicles exiting from the Bruce Highway,, /(Deleted: The queuing is an issue especially if
A vehicles are travelling at speed on the off ramp.

department that relates to this area. This can ki requested by emailipg/[ Deleted: D

your request to Bundaberg.office@tmr.gld.goyv-au

It is considered that the above summary is an accurate record oithe matters
discussed at the pre-lodgement meeting.

The following information is provided as further advice prepared subsequent to the
meeting.

Further advice

Item | Further advice

State Referrals

1. The proposed application wiii-trigger referral to DILGP under the following
sections of the Sustainable Planning Regulation 2009:

e Schedule 7, Table 3, Item 1 — State controlled road matters

Referral to the State Assessment and Referral Agency (SARA) has fees
associated with: each-applicable referral trigger.

The followirig'is a guide to the applicable fees; these are subject to change
dependenton the time of lodgement and any changes to the nature and
scale of the development:

o' /Trigger reference 7.3.1—State-controlled road - $2922.00

J'_Fcr current fees at time of lodgement, refer to schedule 7A of the
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Item | Further advice

Sustainable Planning Regulation 2009 for development assessment fees.
The regulation can be accessed from:

http://www.legislation.qgld.gov.au/LEGISLTN/CURRENT/S/SustPlanR09.pdf
Development Assessment Provisions (SDAP)
2 The application material will need to address DILGP’s State Development

Assessment Provisions (SDAP) — in particular Modules 1, 18 and 19 to

ensure that all mandatory supporting information is supplied. The SDAP can

be accessed from: http://www.statedevelopment.qgld.gov.au/development-
applications/sdap.html

State

If you require any further information, please contact Jacinta Jowett, Planning Officer; on
07 4330 5604 who will be pleased to assist.

Yours sincerely

Signature
placeholder

Sarah Doring
A/ Manager (Planning)
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