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We act on behalf of Stockland Development Pty L.id (the applicant), regarding a Development
Approval granted by Rockhampton Regional Csuricii on 16 April 2014 for the
abovementioned land. This Developmeri Apprcval is for the following aspects of
development:

= Preliminary Approval to vary the effact of the Planning Scheme for Material Change of
Use for a Master Planned Comniunity; and

= Development Permit for Reconfiguration of a Lot (five lots into 127 lots, public use land
and balance lots); and

Department of Transport and Main Roads acted as a concurrence agency on the application,
providing its response tc iii@ Ceuncil on 17" October 2013.

The purpose of this correspondence is to inform DTMR of some proposed changes to access
arrangements for the devalopment, and to seek in principal agreement to the changes. This
agreement will subsequently support an application for a permissible change in accordance
with Sections 36< and 370 of the Sustainable Planning Act 2009, which will be lodged with
the State Assessment and Referral Agency. The reason for this initial correspondence with
your Department is to reach agreement on the particulars of the changes, in advance of the
time when the permissible change request can be lodged, being when the approval takes
effect aiter the end of the submitter appeal period.

Urf000ed ChanCed

There are two aspects of access to the development proposed to be changed, on which we
seek your consideration and support:

1) Enabling Stage 1 of the development (involving 40 lots) to gain access via the existing
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intersection of William Palfrey Road and the Bruce Highway, whilst the new intersection
further north is being constructed.

2) Providing for some additional interim intersection designs for earlier stages of the
development, with defined trigger points for upgrades to the intersection overtime,
eventually resulting in the ultimate intersection as per the current approval.

Full details are outlined below.

1. Stage 1 access via existing intersection

The applicant is seeking approval for access to the first 40 lots, being Stage 1 of the
development, to be gained via the existing William Palfrey Road / Bruce Higrnway intersection.
The purpose of this proposal is to allow the applicant to register the Stage 1 lots and start
construction on display village and spec dwellings on the sites as scaon as possible, whilst in
the meantime also progressing construction of the four-way siginalised intersection and new
rail crossing at Olive Street which will form the main entry to the development.

The proposed access off William Palfrey Road into the Stage 1 allotments is temporary and
will be closed as soon as the main entry from Olive Street is completed, anticipated to be in
September 2015. This will allow the applicant to launch the site in September 2015 with a fully
complete display village.

Currently, the concurrence agency conditions placed on the approval by DTMR require that
the intersection upgrade and new rail leve! crossiiig, as well as the associated
decommissioning of the existing rail level crossing at William Palfrey Road, be complete prior
to submitting the Plan of Survey to the iccal government for approval for the first lot within
Stage 1 of the development. Therefcre, the proposed alternative arrangement to enable
access to Stage 1 allotments for cetistruciion purposes requires amendments to the condition
timing stipulated in DTMR’s conditions as follows:

= Condition 21 — requiring Bruce Highway and Olive Street intersection to be upgraded to a
four-way signalised intarsection — timing amended to be prior to submitting the Plan of
Survey to the local government for approval for the oot (being the first lot within Stage
2) of the developmeri.

=  Conditions 10 and 2€ — requiring provision of the replacement rail level crossing at Olive
Street — timing amended to be upon decommissioning of the existing rail level crossing
located on Viiliam Palfrey Road and prior to submitting the Plan of Survey to the local
government for approval of OtaCle [Jof the development.

= Condition 11 and 27 - requiring decommissioning and closing of the existing rail level
crossing - prior to submitting the Plan of Survey to the local government for approval of
tale [ of the development and prior to the opening of the replacement rail level
crossing.

In support of the requested amendments, the project traffic engineers (Cambray Consulting)
have undertaken an assessment of the intersection analysis of the existing intersection and
conclude that the intersection of William Palfrey Road and the Bruce Highway has significant
spare capacity and can comfortable accommodate additional traffic from the 40 lots
comprising Stage 1. Cambray’s advice is included as AttallJC ent L.

109116-3: Proposed changes to development approval
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The applicant has also commissioned an assessment in accordance with the Australian Level
Crossing Assessment Model to identify any potential safety issues at the rail crossing
associated with the additional traffic for Stage 1. This was not complete at the time of wriiing,
but will be forwarded to DTMR when available. In this regard, it is understood DTMR wili
coordinate with Queensland Rail to ascertain their support for use of the existing rail ievel
crossing.

Commensurate amendments will be sought to Council conditions affecting access to Stage 1,
in accordance with Sustainable Planning Act requirements DTMR will be notified of these
changes via SARA.

The request for this amendment has been made due to the scale of the uitimate rail crossing
upgrade. The rail crossing requires an upgrade to the downstream shuinting system and as a
result can’t be delivered by Queensland Rail prior to Septemier 2015 due to long lead times
associated with the equipment, which is 6 months beyond =xpectations had the shunt
upgrade not been required.

2. Proposed interim intersections

The current approval involves two configurations for the Eruce Highway and Olive St
intersection, commensurate with traffic generaticr, at different stages of the development — an
interim configuration to cater for up to 1,275 lots, and the ultimate configuration for the full
development.

The applicant has identified an additional copoitunity for an interim intersection configuration
to cater for the early stages of the deveiopment, up to 500 lots. This additional interim
intersection proposal will provide valuakle cost-savings on the upfront expenditure of the
development, assisting the applicant ic establish a sustainable project in these initial stages
of development. The new initial intersection configuration is supported from a traffic viewpoint,
as detailed within the Camiray advice letter provided as AttallJJ ent [

The proposed new three-staae approach to interim and ultimate intersection configurations
can be summarised as foliov/s:

= Stage 1 Interim gecmetry — further to Stage 1 access proposals outlined in item 1 above,
this configuration is proposed to be complete prior to plan sealing of Stage 2 of the
developmenti.e. the 41% Iot. This initial intersection will then cater for traffic generation up
to 500 Icis.

= Stage 2 Inteiim geometry — to be complete prior to commencement of use of the 501% Iot.
This iniersection geometry will cater for traffic generation up to 1275 lots.

= Stage 3 Ultimate intersection — to be complete prior to commencement of use of the
1276" lot, as per existing DTMR Condition 4.

To facilitate these proposed intersection upgrades, the following amendments to Condition 21
are proposed:

000 | OOnditiOn0 D00e CelJ0OC ent O0nditiCn DiC0inD
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21

(@) The Bruce Highway and Olive Street
intersections must be upgraded to a 4 way
signalized intersection. The intersection must
be designed and constructed in accordance
with the Department of Transport and Main
Roads’ Road Planning and Design Manual
including the Interim Guide to Road Planning.
The intersection design may be staged in
accordance with:

(i) Attachment C of Cambray Consulting Pty
Ltd’s correspondence dated 26 May 2014
(entitled “New Interim Geometry — Up to
500 dwellings)

(j) Figure 4.5.1.2a of Cambray Consulting
Pty Ltd’s Traffic Impact Assessment
(Stage 1-3 Reconfiguration of Lot) dated 7
August 2013

(b) — (d) [No change to content of condition]

(a)(i) — Prior to submitting the
Plan of Survey to the local
government for appracval for
the 41% Iot of the
development.

(a)(ii) — Prior to the
commence:rient of use of the
501% lot of tive development.

(b) — (d) Commensurate with
each stage of intersection
upgrade as per (a).

Note that Condition 4 pertaining to the Preliminary Aporoval for the Masterplanned
Community and provision of the ultimate intersection configuration to cater for the full
development is not sought to be changed.

OeCel[t (Ir In UrinCiCalCalreel] ent

Following consideration of the above and coordination with Queensland Rail in regards to the
proposal use of the existing raii ievel crossing for Stage 1 access, we would appreciate a
response indicating whether DTMR is in agreement to the proposed changes outlined above to

their conditions on the develciarment approval.

Yours sincerely,

NR

(AN~

Senior Flanner

Ernc

cc

d

Cambray advice dated 2™ April 2014
Cambray advice dated 26" May 2014

Stockland

109116-3: Proposed changes to development approval
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Cambray Consulting Pty Ltd

320 Adelaide Street | Brisbane Q 4000
GPO Box 111 | Brisbane Q 4001

t07 3221 3503

CAM B RAYconsulﬁng

Traffic Engineering and Transport Planning www.cambray.com.au
22 April 2013

Department of Transport and Main Roads
Program Delivery and Operations

Fitzroy Region (Rockhampton Office)

PO Box 5096

Red Hill QLD 4701

For the attention of Mr Byron Jones
cmo.rockhampton@tmr.gld.gov.au

Dear Sir

Development Application No: D/36-2013
Street Address: Yaamba Road, Parkhurst QLD 4762
Subject: Stage 1 - 40 lots with Access irom William Palfrey

The applicant is seeking approval for the constructicn of the first 40 lots with access via the existing
William Palfrey Road / Bruce Highway Intersection. The access from William Palfrey Road to the lots
will be via a gravel road (10m wide reserve) similar tc the existing William Palfrey Road.

The purpose behind this staging plan is to allow the applicant to register the first 40 lots and start
building a display village as soon as possicle.  This access is temporary will be closed as soon as the
main entry for Olive Street and new rail! crossing is completed. This is anticipated to occur in September
2015. This will allow the applicant tc launch the site in September 2015 with a fully completed display
village.

The applicant advises that they have no objection to bonding any outstanding works at the Olive Street
/ Bruce Highway intersectioin and access road. This will provide certainty that the access off William
Palfrey Road will be closed as scon as Queensland Rail completes the new crossing at Olive Street.

Attachment A includes a copy of the proposed lot reconfiguration plan.

Attachment B includes bhotos taken at the William Palfrey Road / Bruce Hwy intersection.

Cambray Consulting Pty Ltd
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We have competed intersection analysis using aaSidra for both AM and PM peak hour periods. This
analysis is based on:

e The existing intersection geometry; and
e  Existing traffic volumes.

We have taken a very conservative approach by modelling 100 vehicle trips entering and exiting the site
coincident with the AM and PM peak hour periods. To put this into perspective, one (1) residential lot
generates 0.85 trips in the peak hour. Whilst the application is only for 40 lots, the modeiling would
reflect the potential impact of 100-125 lots.

We have taken this approach to demonstrate the significant spare capacity that exists at this
intersection.

The results of the intersection analysis are included as Attachment C.

The results show that the intersection of William Palfrey Road / Bruce Highway has significant spare
capacity and is expected to comfortably accommodate any additional tratfic that may be generated as
part of this application.

The analysis also demonstrates that there is expected to be rrinimai aueuing on William Palfrey Road as
vehicles wait for an appropriate gap in through traffic on the Bruce Highway. The analysis suggests that
the 95" percentile queue will be 7m and 14m in the AM 2na PM peak hour periods respectively on the
William Palfrey approach. Therefore, we do not expect any auewuing of vehicles extending back over the
adjacent rail corridor.

As a result of our analysis we conclude that the exiting William Palfrey intersection and at grade rail
crossing is expected to operate safely and efficiently fcr the interim proposal.

If you have any queries regarding the above, please do not hesitate to contact the undersigned.

Yours faithfully

NR

Associate| Cambray Consulting Pty Ltd
BE Civil (Hons) = MiEAust - RPEQ

-____________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________|
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ATTACHMENT A

Proposed Lot Reconfiguration Plan

________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________|]
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ATTACHMENT B

William Palfrey Road / Bruce Hwy {Piiotos)

________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________|]
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EXISTING WILLIAM PALFREY ROAD
INTERSECTION WITH HIGHWAY (YAAMBA ROAD)

Figure1 — View looking East

Figure 2 — View looking South




Figure 3 — View looking North
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EXISTING WILLIAM PALFREY ROAD
RAIL CROSSING
—"—

/

Figure 5 — Rail crossing looking West along William Palfry Road




ATTACHMENT C
Sidra Analysis

________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________|]
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Bruce Hwy (Northern Approach)

William Palfrey
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Cambray Consulting Pty Ltd

320 Adelaide Street | Brisbane Q 4000
GPO Box 111 | Brisbane Q 4001

t07 3221 3503

CAM B RAYconsulﬁng

Traffic Engineering and Transport Planning www.cambray.com.au

26 May 2014

Department of Transport and Main Roads
Program Delivery and Operations

Fitzroy Region (Rockhampton Office)

PO Box 5096

Red Hill QLD 4701

For the attention of Mr Mark Gharakhanian
cmo.rockhampton@tmr.gld.gov.au

Dear Sir

Development Application No: D/36-2013
Street Address: Yaamba Road, Parkhurst QLD 4762
Subject: Olive Street/Bruce Hwy Intarsection {New Interim Geometry — Up to 500 Dwellings)

The main access point to the subject site is via a folirih leg to the Bruce Highway / Olive Street
Intersection. This will be a signalised intersection and will include the local duplication of the Bruce
Highway and auxiliary turn lanes. The ultimate geconretry is included in Attachment A and the
corresponding intersection analysis detailed in our traffic report (Rev C, August 2013).

Our report detailed the proposed stagirnig of this intersection which included an interim proposal
(Attachment B) which showed the sare detzil with respect to the local duplication of the Bruce
Highway and signalisation of the intersection. The geometry differed with respect to the left turn lane
from the Bruce Highway into the subject site whereby only 1 of the 2 left turn lanes was to be
constructed. “This geometry is expected to operate within the acceptable limit of operation until such
time as site generated traffic exceeds 11,475 vehicles per day. "I The trigger for the ultimate geometry
is 1,275 detached dwellings.

Major services (e.g. gas) run adjacent to the Bruce Highway which will need to be relocated to
accommodate the auxiiiary izft turn lanes described above. As a consequence, further traffic analysis
has been carried cut tc determine the trigger point for the auxiliary turn lanes to allow Stockland to
defer the cost of relocating the major services.

The geometry depicted in Attachment C shows the new geometry proposed at the year of opening.
This shows same detail with respect to the local duplication of the Bruce Highway and signalisation of
the intersection (i.e. two through lanes in each direction). The only change being that left turn vehicles
will use the kerbside lane in lieu of an auxiliary turn lane.

! Refer to Page 21, of Cambray Traffic Report (Rev C, August 2013)

Cambray Consulting Pty Ltd
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r RTI-3295 file? Release ndf - Paae Number: 17 of 167



This geometry is predicted to operate below the acceptable limit of operation with 500 occupied
dwellings which are expected to be delivered prior to 2025. Our analysis is included as Attachment D
and models the performance of the new geometry under 2025 traffic conditions for the AM and PM
peak hour periods. The model:
e Adopts the 2025 background traffic volumes from our traffic report.2
e Assumes the site will generate 425 vehicle trips in the peak hours (i.e. 500 dwellirngs @ 0.85
trips/dwelling).

The results show that the new interim geometry (Attachment C) is expected to operate telow 65%
degree of saturation with full occupancy of 500 dwellings in 2025. TMR’s acceptabic limit of operation
for traffic signals is 90%.

Under this proposal there are no changes proposed to the geometry of the at grade rail crossing. This
will operate in a manner consistent with Section 4.2 of our traffic report (Rev C, August 2013). The
traffic signals will be co-ordinated with the rail crossing and when a trair is detected on approach to the
crossing a special train phase will run which will clear queues and minimise the potential for any
queuing across the rail corridor.

The only change occurs to the queuing of vehicles entering the site from the south. When a train is
crossing, all traffic entering the site from the Bruce Highway will face a red traffic signal. During these
events, vehicles wanting to turn left from the Bruce Highway intc the site will queue in the kerbside
lane of the Bruce Highway. The interim proposal is limited 1o 500 dwellings and during the PM peak
hour a maximum of 230 vehicles would be expected to turn ieft from the Bruce Hwy into the site. This
equates to 3-4 vehicles per minute. The delay due to a train could be up to 85 seconds and should this
occur coincident with the PM peak hour period, an additional 5-6 vehicles would queue in the kerbside
lane. The kerbside lane is approximately 180m in iength and will comfortably accommodate any
gueuing that may occur. Through traffic will be ak!e tc pass in the centre lane without experiencing any

delay.

As a result of our analysis we conclude that the proposed geometry shown in Attachment C is expected
to operate safely and efficiently with full occupancy of 500 dwellings.

* Refer to Page 28, Figure 5.2a of Cambray Traffic Report (Rev C, August 2013)

_____________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________|
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For clarity the staging and trigger points for the Bruce Highway / Olive Street intersection are shown
conceptually below.
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Olivie Street (East)

2 . (
\\Z\\i =
Stage?2 /
Build 2 left turn lanes
> 1,275 Dwellings Bruce HIghway (South)

If you have any queries regarding the above, please do not hesitate to contact the undersigned.

Yours faithfuliy

NR

Associate| Cambray Consulting Pty Ltd
BE Civil (Hons) — MIEAust - RPEQ
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ATTACHMENT A
Stage 3 Ultimate Geometry (> 1,27S Dwellings)

________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________|]
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ATTACHMENT B

Stage 2 Interim Geometry (501 — 1,275 dweilings)
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ATTACHMENT C
Stage 1 Interim Geometry (up to 500 dwellings)
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ATTACHMIENT D

Stage 1 Interim Geometry Sidra Analysis
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From: Rebecca Z Kalianiotis

To: Helen A Phillips

Cc: Mark L Gharakhanian

Subject: Parkhurst - permissible change

Date: Friday, 11 September 2015 2:29:00 PM

Attachments: 109116-3 DTMR in principal for permissible change FINAL 26May14.pdf
Hi Helen,

The applicant has just submitted this which appears to be requesting in-principle approva! for a
permissible change to the previous concurrence agency response and also gives reference to
Rockhampton City Council’s Decision Notice.

Can you please reconfirm the status of these documents for both Mark and myseli.

Is there any final documentation regarding the conclusion of the Appeai that we could read so
everyone is clear on the situation?

Otherwise you may need to also attend the prelodgement meeting?

Kind regards,

Rebecca Kalianiotis
Manager (Rail and Public Transport Technical Advice) | Transtort System Management
Transport Strategy and Planning | Department of Transport and Main Roads

Floor 12 | Brisbane - Terrica Place | 140 Creek Sfreet | Brisbane Qld 4000
GPO Box 213 | Brisbane Qld 4001

P . (07) 31462008
NR

E: rebecca.z kalianiotis@tmr.qld.gov.au
W: www.tmr.qgld.gov.au
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From: Rebecca Z Kalianiotis

To: Paul M Shelton

Cc: Simon P Ross; Mark L Gharakhanian; Victoria L Stavar; Kelly-Leigh Y Graham;
"Carl.Porter@dilgp.ald.gov.au"

Subject: Parkhurst Ellida Development

Date: Friday, 18 September 2015 2:23:00 PM

Dear Paul,

Further to the prelodgement meeting this week about the proposed Ellida Estate ai Yaarnba
Road, Parkhurst, my senior managers have clarified the process required regarding the
applicant’s request for written in-principle agreement as to the validity of the ‘regciacement
railway level crossing’.

As stated at the meeting, | can confirm that the applicant will need to write to TMR to make this
request, including clarifying details regarding the proposed developmerit. A dacision regarding
the matter will need to be made by the relevant Minister. We are unable to put a timeframe on
seeking the decision of the Minister.

Kind regards,

Rebecca Kalianiotis
Manager (Rail and Public Transport Technical Advice) | Transpori System Management
Transport Strategy and Planning | Department of Transpcni and Main Roads

Floor 12 | Brisbane - Terrica Place | 140 Creek Streei | Brisbane Qld 4000
GPO Box 213 | Brisbane Qld 4001

P: (07) 30661456 | F: (07) 31462008

MR
E: rebecca.z kalianiotis@tmr.gld.gov.au
W: www.tmr.gld.gov.au
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Approved plans and specifications
The department requires that the plans and specifications set out below and enclosed must be attached

to any development approval.

Drawing/report title

Prepared by

Date

Reference no.

Version/issue

Aspect of development: Reconfiguring a lot (1 lot into 129 lots)

Proposed Subdivision RPS 19 February 109116-90 I
Stages 1-3 Allotment 2018
Layout, as amended in red
to show the potential
future bus route
Olive Street 4 Way Calibre 25 February | SKO01, Sheet1 | C
Signalised Intersection 2018 of 2
Concept
Noise Amenity Assessment | MWA Environmental 31 Cctober 11-007 2
2013 as
I updated 27
! February 2018
Flood Investigation & Calibre Consulting 19 February 17-002720- C
Concept Stormwater (Qld) Piy itd 2018 WERO02
Quantity Management Plan
Layout of Yellow Cross Road Safety and 13 October TC1248 G
Hatch markings and Keep Systems Management | 2009
Clear Signs at Railway Division Road Safety
Level Crossings Unit
Pedestrian Level Crossings | Queensland Rail — Civil | 22 August 10698 C
— Asphaltic Concrete (A.C) | Engineering 2007
Pathway

r RTI-3295 file? Release ndf - Paacae Number: 33 of 167




Standard — Level Crossings | Queensland Rail — Civil | 17 March 2586 B
— Details of Public Road Engineering 2009

Grading and Sign Posting |
Standard — Level Crossings | Queensland Rail — Civil | 16 February | 2622

— Incident Reporting Signs | Engineering 2006 ,
Standard — Level Crossings | Queensland Rail — Civil | 16 February | 2623 -lr -
— Removal of Private & Engineering 2006

Public Crossings

Standard — Pedestrian Queensland Rail — Civil | 14 2644 E
Track Crossing — Active Engineering September

Gated Enclosures 2009

(Electrically Operated)

Layout Details (Sheet 1 of

2)

Standard — Pedestrian Queensland Rail — Civil | 5 Marci: 2008 | 2645 D
Track Crossing — Active Engineering y

Gated Enclosures

(Electrically Operated)

Typical Details (Sheet 2 of

2)

Whistle Board — General Queensland Rail — Civii | 25 May 2007 | 10732 -
Arrangement & Locating Engineering i

Details !

Attachment 1—Conditichs to beimposed

No. Conditions

Condition timing

Reconfiguring a lot (1 iot into 129 lots)

State transport infrastructuie,

following conditioii{s):

State transport corridors and future State transport corridors—The chief
executive administering irie Planning Act 2016 nominates the Director-General of Department of
Transport and Main Roads to be the enforcement authority for the development to which this
development approval relates for the administration and enforcement of any matter relating tothe

1. e devel

The development, including the minimum setback of the residential
alletments from the railway corridor, must be carried out generally in
accordance with the following plan:

s Proposed Subdivision Stage 1-3 Allotment Layout prepared by
RPS dated 19 February 2018, reference 109116-90 and revision
|, as amended in red.

(a) & (b)

Prior to submitting the
Plan of Survey to the
local government for
approval.
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(a)

Road works comprising:

i. signalised dual slip lanes from the Bruce Highway (Yaamba
Road) into Olive Street (west) providing a minimum 120
metres storage and an allowance for diverge / deceleration
for a minimum of 100 metres and lighting,

ii. the fourth leg (Olive Street (west) of the signalised
intersection of the Bruce Highway (Yaamba Road) /Olive
Street, forming part of Stage 3a on Proposed Subdivision
Stage 1-3 Allotment Layout, prepared by RPS, dated 19
February 2018, reference 109116-90 andrevision |, as
amended in red;

must be provided generally in accordance with Olive Street4
Way Signalised Intersection Concept, prepared by Calibre,
dated 25 February 2018, reference SK01 Sheet 1 of 2 and
revision C.

The road works (and lighting) must be designed and constructed
in accordance with the Department of Transport and Main
Roads’ Road Planning and Design Manual (279 Edition).

(a) & (b)

Prior to submitting the
Plan of Survey to the
local government for
approval

(b)

Road works comprising an internal road connecfion tetween the
fourth leg (Olive Street (west)), forming part of Stage 3aon
Proposed Subdivision Stage 1-3 Allotment Layout prepared by
RPS, dated 19 February 2018, reference 105116-90 and
revision |, as amended in red, must be cennectead to William
Palfrey Road at the same time when condition 2 and 14 is
completed.

The road works must be constructed in accordance with
Rockhampton Regional Council requirements.

At the same time
Condition 2 and 14
are completed

(a) A Construction Management Plan rmust be prepared by

Registered Professional Eingineer of Queensland and givento
the Program Delivery and Operations Unit

(a) & (b)

Prior to obtaining
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(Central.Queensland.IDAS@tmr.qld.gov.au) withinthe
Department of Transport and Main Roads

(b) The construction of the development must be undertakenin
accordance with the Construction Management Plan.

development approval
for operational work

(c) At all times during
the construction of the
developtrient

The ‘potential future bus route’ shown on the Proposed Subdivision
Stages 1-3 Allotment Layout, prepared by RPS, dated 19 February
2018, plan reference 109116-90 and revision |, as amended in red
must be designed and constructed to be in accordance with the
Department of Transport and Main Roads’ Road Planning and
Design Manual, Edition 2: Volume 3, Supplement to Austroads
Guide to Road Design, Part 3: Geometric Design (March 2016)and
the Austroads Guide to Road Design Part 3, Geometric Design
(2016) to accommodate a single unit rigid bus of 12.5m iniength.

Frior io submitting the
Blan of Survey to the
local government for
approval.

Fencing sufficient to prevent unauthorised access hv people,
vehicles and projectiles must be provided along the siteboundary
with the railway corridor in accordance with Queensiand Rail
standard fencing drawing number QR-C-S3230 ‘1.8m High Chain
Link Security Fence (without rails using 50min diamond mesh
general arrangement)’ or Queensland Rai! Civii Engineering
Technical Reauirement CIVII -SR-014 — Desian of Naise Barriers

Prior to submitting the
Plan of Survey to the
local government for
approval

(a) Carry out the development generaliy in accordance with the
report Noise Amenity Assessmenit, prepared by MWA
Environmental dated 31 October 2813, and given Job Number
11-007, version 2.

(b) The noise barrier must be designed in accordance with:

i. Queensland Rail Civil Engineering Technical Requirement
CIVIL-SR-014 - Design of Noise Barriers Adjacent to
Railways;

ii. Transport and Main Roads Specifications MRTS04 and
MRS04 Geneizi Earthworks; and

iii. Transpert and Main Roads Specifications MRTS16 and
MRS & Landscape and Revegetation Works.

(c) RPEQ ceitification with supporting documentation must be

(a), (b) & (c)

Prior to submitting the
Plan of Survey to the
local government for
approval for stage 2a,
2e, 2fand L1 and to
be maintained at all
times.
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provided to the Program Delivery and Operations Unit
(Central.Queensland.IDAS@tmr.qld.gov.au) within the
Department of Transport and Main Roads, confirming that the
development has been constructed in accordance with parts (a)
and (b) of this condition.

8. (a) The development must be carried out generally in accordance (a) Atall limes
with Section 4 — Hydraulic Investigation and Appendix C —
Concept Plans & Details of the Flood Investigation & Concept
Stormwater Quantity Management Plan prepared by Calibre (b} Prior to submitting
Consulting (Qld) Pty Ltd dated the Pian of Survey to
(b) RPEQ certification with supporting documentation must be | ;;f Iocaarl)pgizzzlrnmig:
provided to Program Delivery and Operations Unit stages 2a, 2e, 2f and
(Central.Queensland.IDAS@tmr.qld.gov.au) within the 4. T
Department of Transport and Main Roads, confirming that the
development has been constructed in accordance with part (a)
of this condition.
9. (a) Any excavation, filling/backfilling/compaction, retaining (a) At all times
structures, batters, earth mounds, stormwatei’ management
measures and other works involving grounri disturbance must
not encroach or de-stabilise the railway corrider, including all (b) Prior to submitting
transport infrastructure or the land suppoiting thisinfrastructure, | the Plan of Survey to
or cause similar adverse impacts. the local government
(b) RPEQ certification with supporting documentation must be iZTea\l/F;F:totha;g(:S’; the
provided to the Program Delivery and Cperations Unit
(Central.Queensland.IDAS@tmr.qld.gov.au) within the
Department of Transport and iviain Roads, confirming that the
development has been consturucted in accordance with part(a)
of this condition.
10. The railway level crossing of the North Coast Line at William Palfrey | Prior to the
Road (ID: 5412) must h=: commencement of
(a) widened to accommaodate two passing semi-trailers overthe opgrghonal work or
crossing and fcr 2 distance of 20m from the outer rail track bU|.Id|ng work, )
. . . whichever occurs first
(edge running rail) on each side of the crossing; and
(b) sealed withi asrtialtic concrete or similar material which must
extend over thie crossing and for a minimum distance of 20
metrec from the outer rail track (edge running rail) on each side
of the crassing, in accordance with Queensland Rail Standard
Dirawing No. 2586 — ‘Level Crossings, Details of Public Road
{5rading and Sign Posting’.
11 (a) The railway level crossing of the North Coast Line at William (a) & (b)
: Palfrey Road (ID: 5412) must be upgraded at the applicant’s Prior to the

expense to include the following on each side of the crossing:

i. Maintain the flashing light controls in accordance with clause
2.3.1 ‘Railway crossing flashing signal assembly (RX-5)’ of
AS1742.7:2016 Manual of uniform traffic control devices,

commencement of
operational work or
building work,
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Part 7: Railway crossings;

ii. Install advanced warning signage in accordance with Figure
4.6 ‘Railway crossing with straight approach controlled by
flashing lights (Active control) of AS1742.7:2016 Manual of
uniform ftraffic control devices, Part 7: Railway crossings;

ii. Install cross-hatching and "Keep Tracks Clear" signs in
accordance with Section 3.6 and Figure 3.2 ‘Yellow Box
Markings’ of AS1742.7:2016 Manual of uniform traffic
control devices, Part 7: Railway crossings and Department
of Transport and Main Roads Drawing number TC1248
‘Layout of Yellow Cross Hatch Markings and Keep Clear
Signs at Railway Level Crossings’.

(b) The applicant must provide to the Program Delivery and
Operations Unit, Department of Transport and Main Roads,
Central Queensland Region
(Central.Queensland.IDAS@tmr.qld.gov.au) writtenevidence
from the railway manager that the required works have heen
designed and constructed in accordance with part (a) of this
condition.

whichever occurs first

12.

(a) The railway level crossing of the North Coast Lirie 2t 'Villiam
Palfrey Road (ID: 5412) must be relocated to Qlive Streetin
accordance with the location shown on the General Arrangement
Plan Sheet 1 of 2, prepared by Calibre Censulting, reference
SKO01, dated 25.02.2018 and revision C.

(b) The Olive Street railway level crossing must be upgraded atthe
applicant’s expense to include the following:

i. On each side of the crossing install flashing lights and boom
barriers in accordance with clause 2.3.1 ‘Railway crossing
flashing signal assembiy (RX-5)’, clause 2.3.8 ‘Boombarrier’
and Figure 4.6 ‘Railway crossing with straight approach
controlled by 1lashing lights (Active control)’ of
AS1742.7:2016 Niarsual of uniform ftraffic control devices,
Part 7: Railway crossings;

ii. Install cantiievered overhead flashing light signalassembly
to cover ali traffic lanes in accordance with clause 2.3.1
‘Railway cressing flashing signal assembly (RX-5)', Figure
2.1 ‘Overniead flashing signal assembly’ and Figure 4.6
‘Railway crossing with straight approach controlled by
flashing lights (Active control) of AS1742.7:2016 Manual of
uiiiform traffic control devices, Part 7: Railway crossings;

i‘i. On each side of the crossing install cross-hatching and
"Keep Tracks Clear" signs in accordance with Section 3.6
and Figure 3.2 ‘Yellow Box Markings’ of AS1742.7:2016
Manual of uniform traffic control devices, Part 7. Railway
crossings and Department of Transport and Main Roads
Drawing number TC1248 ‘Layout of Yellow Cross Hatch
Markings and Keep Clear Signs at Railway Level

(a) & (b)

Upon decommissioning
the existing rail level
crossing located on
William Palfrey Road
and prior to submitting
the Plan of Survey to
the local government
for approval

(c) Prior to submitting
the Plan of Survey to
the local government
for approval
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Vi.

Vii.

viii.

Xi.

Xli.

xiii.

Xiv.

Crossings’;

In vehicle lanes on the western approach to the crossing
install all advanced warning signage and road markingsin
accordance with Figure 4.7 ‘Railway crossing with straight
approach controlled by flashing lights and half-boombarrier
(Active control)’ of AS1742.7:2016 Manual of uniform traffic
control devices, Part 7: Railway crossings;

In vehicle lanes on the eastern approach to the crossing
install all advanced warning signage and road markingsin
accordance with Figure 4.11 ‘Railway level crossing ona
side road controlled by flashing lights (Active control)’ of
AS1742.7:2016 Manual of uniform ftraffic control devices,
Part 7: Railway crossings;

Install whistle boards at 360 metres on both Up and Down
sides of the crossing in accordance with Queensland Rail
drawing number 10732 — ‘Whistle Board, General
Arrangement & Locating Details’;

On each side of the crossing install Incident Reporting
Signage (crossing ID 7426) at the crossing inaccordance
with Queensland Rail standard drawing numher 2622 —
‘Level crossings, Incident Reporting Signage’;

Upgrade the existing relay interlocking at Parkhurst toa
Processor Based Interlocking (including a new power
supply/ circuitry);

The railway level crossing active controls (flashing signals
and boom barriers) must be coordinated with the trafficlight
system at the Olive Streei / Bruce Highway intersection.
The coordinated flashing signais and traffic light system
must minimise vehicle gueticing between the railway level
crossing and intersection, and hold traffic west of the railway
level crossing;

Install overhead lighting for the road crossing of the railway
corridor in accordarice with the Department of Transportand
Main Roads’ Road Planning and Design Manual (29
Edition).

On eachi side of the crossing construct a pedestrian pathway
and instaii Tactile Ground Surface Indicator pads in
accordence with Queensland Rail drawing number 10698 —
‘Paoestrian Level Crossings’;

On each side of the crossing install active gated enclosures
with tapping rails and all warning signage in accordance with
Queensland Rail standard drawing numbers 2644 —
‘Pedestrian Track crossing’ and 2645 — ‘Pedestrian Track
crossing’;

Install guide fencing on the funnel pathway on both
approaches to the crossing;

Install overhead lighting for the pedestrian crossings in
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accordance with clause 6.3.3 (g) ‘Footpath requirements’ of
AS1742.7:2016 Manual of uniform traffic control devices,
Part 7: Railway crossings.

(c) The applicant must provide to the Program Delivery and
Operations Unit, Department of Transport and Main Roads,
Central Queensland Region
(Central.Queensland.IDAS@tmr.qld.gov.au) written evidence
from the railway manager that the required works have been
designed and constructed in accordance with parts (a) and (b) of
this condition.

+
+

13. The railway level crossing of the North Coast Line at Olive Street Upon decommissioning
must be sealed with asphaltic concrete or similar material which the existing rail level
must extend over the crossing and to the railway corridor boundary crossing located on
on each side of the crossing, in accordance with Queensland Rail William Palfrey Road
Standard Drawing No. 2586 — ‘Level Crossings, Details of Public and prior to submitting
Road Grading and Sign Posting’. the Plan of Survey to

the local government
for approval

14. (a) The railway level crossing of the North Coasi Line at William (a) & (b)

Palfrey Road (ID: 5412) must be decommissioned in
accordance with Queensland Rail Standard Drawing number
2623 — ‘Level Crossings, Removal of Private and Public
crossings’ and closed in conjunction with the opening of the
fourth leg (Olive Street (west)) as deiailed in condition 2.

Written evidence from the railway manager (Queensland Rail)
must provide to the Prograrm Delivery and Operations Unit,
Department of Transport and Main Roads, Central Queensland
Region (Central.Queens!and.IDAS@tmr.qld.gov.au), confirming
that the public level crossing has been decommissioned and
closed in accordance with part (a) of this condition.

Prior to submitting the
Plan of Survey to the
local government for
approval and prior to
the commencement of
use of the Olive Street
railway level crossing
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Technical Specialist Response
Technical agency (TA)—Transport and Main Roads
Technical Specialist - RAPTTA

PD&O Requested Date:

PD&O Due Date: 9 November 2017
PD&O DAO:
TA reference: TMR17-022950
DILGP reference: 1710-2243 SRA
DILGP regional office: SARA Fitzroy Central
DILGP email: RockhamptonSARA@dilgp.qld.gov.au
1.0 Endorsement
Officer Approver
Adrian Pennisi Rebecca Kalianiotis
Principal Planner Manager
3066 1814 3066 1456
7 November 2017 09/11/2017
2.0 Application details
Street address: 23-27 William Palfrey Road, Parkhurst QLD 4701
Real property description: 225P134380, 23SP 134380, 41SP226571, 49SP 129857, 5SP238731
Local government area: Rockhampton Regiornial Council
Applicant name: Stockland Development Pty Ltd

Applicant contact details: c/-RPS RO Box 977
Townsville 2LD 4810

3.0 Aspects of develoniment and type of approval being sought
Aspect Of Type OF Description
Development Anproval
Reconfiguration of a De\velopment 1 lot into 129 lots - 124 residential lots, 2
Lot Permit management lots, 1 active open space lot, 1 linear open

space lot, and 1 balance lot

4.0 Matters of interest to the state

The developme_nt application has the following matters of interest to the state under the provisions of the
Planning Reqgulation 2017:

Trigger Trigger Trigger Description
Mode Number
All Modes 10.9.4.1.1.1  Development application for an aspect of development stated in

schedule 20 that is assessable development under a local categorising

instrument or section 21, if—(a) the development is for a purpose stated
in schedule 20, column 1 for the aspect; and (b) the development meets
or exceeds the threshold— (i) for development in local government area

Page 1 of 29
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State- 10.9.4.2.1.1

Controlled
Roads

State- 10.9.4.2.3.1

Controlled
Roads

5.0 Assessment

1—stated in schedule 20, column 2 for the purpose; or (ii) for
development in local government area 2—stated in

Development application for reconfiguring a lot that is assessable
development under section 21, if— (a) all or part of the premises are
within 25m of a State transport corridor; and (b) 1 or more of the
following apply— (i) the total number of lots is increased; (ii) the total
number of lots adjacent to the State transport corridor is incieased; (iii)
there is a new or changed access between the premises and tne State
transport corridor; (iv) an easement is created adjacent tc a railway as
defined under the Transport Infrastructure Act, schedule €; and (c) the
reconfiguration does not relate to government supported transport
infrastructure

Development application for reconfiguring a lot that is assessable
development under section 21, if— (a) all or part cf the premises are—
(i) adjacent to a road (the relevant road) that iiitersects with a State-
controlled road; and (ii) within 100m of the intersaction; and (b) 1 or
more of the following apply— (i) the total number of lots is increased; (ii)
the total number of lots adjacent to the relevant road is increased; (iii)
there is a new or changed access between the premises and the
relevant road; and (c) the reconfiguratior: does not relate to government
supported transport infrastructure

5.1 Evidence or other material

Our agency relied on the following evidence or material in making its assessment:

Title of Evidence /
Material

Prepared by

Date

Reference no.

Version/lssue

[insert details]

[insert details]

[insert details]

[insert details]

[insert details]

[insert details]

[insert details]

[insert details]

[insert details]

[insert details]

[insert details]

[insert detaiis]

[insert details]

[insert details]

[insert details]

[insert details]

[insert details]

[insert details]

[insert details]

[insert details]

Background

e In 2011, Stocklaind a

dvised TMR of a proposed integrated residential and commercial

development ‘Ellida’ at Parkhurst, north of Rockhampton.

Previous deveiopmant application (TMR Ref: TMR13-005882, Rockhampton Regional Council

Ref: D/36-2013)

e A cdevelocpment application was made on 11 March 2013 to Rockhampton Regional Council (Ref:
D/36-2G13) seeking a preliminary approval for a master planned residential estate of 2350
allotments and a development permit for reconfiguring a lot for stages 1 — 3 of 199 lots at
Yaarnba Road, Parkhurst. The site was adjacent to the North Coast Line railway and triggered
referral to the Department of Transport and Main Roads as a concurrence agency for railways
and state-controlled roads.

e Access to the development from the Bruce Highway was proposed via a four way intersection at
Olive Street which would involve a new railway crossing of the North Coast Line railway.

e The development was facilitated as a ‘major project’ under the previous Department of State
Development Infrastructure Planning (DSDIP) Industry Support Unit.

Department of Infrastructure, Local Government and Planning — (1710-2243 SRA)

Page 2 of 29
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e There were a number of workshops and pre-lodgement meetings with the applicant, Department
of Transport and Main Roads, Queensland Rail and the Minister’s office from November 2012
regarding the proposal for a new railway level crossing for the development.

e The Queensland Level Crossing Safety Strategy 2012-2021 seeks to eliminate level crossings
where appropriate. In particular, Strategy 9 seeks to:

‘Explore opportunities for grade separation or closing level crossings and seek to minimise any
proposals to construct a public level crossing on a greenfield site, with a clear objeciive to add no
further open level crossings to the network.’

e Consequently, any proposed level crossings require Minister endorsement.

e To overcome the Government’s position of ‘no new level crossings’, Stockland proposad to
relocate the William Palfrey Road level crossing approximately 700m north to Olive Street. Grade
separation was considered unviable due to cost and land constraints.

¢ In March 2013, the Minister advised that the new Olive Road level crossing was supported as a
replacement for the William Palfrey Road level crossing based on it being assessed as ‘medium
risk’.

e TMR provided a letter dated 15 April 2013 to Stockland which advised that ‘TMR supports the
proposed at-grade level crossing solution to Olive Street, noting nc iurther crossings will be
added to the network as the existing level crossing at William Palfrey Road will be relocated and
upgraded.’

¢ TMR issued an information request dated 7 May 2013 which requested further information in
relation to state-controlled road traffic, conceptual engireering drawings for the Olive Street level
crossing and railway noise.

o The existing William Palfrey Drive level crossing was intended to be utilised for construction
purposes, then decommissioned and closed upon ihe openiing of the replacement Olive Street
level crossing.

e Queensland Rail provided approval in principle to replace the William Palfrey Road level crossing
with the Olive Street level crossing via letters dated 12 April 2013 and 28 August 2013 including
specific requirements and conditional upon further consultation at detailed design stages.

e TMR issued a concurrence agency responsc with conditions on 17 October 2013. This included

requirements regarding the new Olive Streei level crossing and closure and decommissioning of
the William Palfrey Road level crossing, amcrigst other railway conditions concerning
stormwater, fencing, noise and earthwarks. Additional conditions were applied in relation to state-
controlled road intersection works and future potential bus routes.

¢ Rockhampton Regional Council issued a Decision Notice dated 11 December 2013 giving
approval for a Preliminary Approval to vary the effect of the Planning Scheme for a Material
Change of Use for a Master Pianned Community and a Development Permit for Reconfiguring a
Lot (five lots into 127 lois, public use land and balance lots).

e The approval was subs2queintly appealed and withdrawn. As such, there is no prior approval.

e The current Rockhamipten City Plan 2015 now designates the ‘Ellida’ site as residential and as
such future residentia! development on the site does not require a preliminary approval for a
material change cf use io change the levels of assessment for the land.

e A number of preisdgement meetings have been held between TMR, QR, DILGP and the
applicant:

Prelgdgarnent Meeting — 16 September 2015 (TMR ref: TMR15-014875; DILGP Ref: SPL-
0815-023596)

c A prelodgement meeting was held on 16 September 2015, and a prelodgement
meeting record dated 2 October 2015 was provided regarding a forthcoming 128 lot
subdivision and sales office generally corresponding to the previously assessed stages
1-3.

o the applicant was advised that all previous reporting for the development application
needed to be revised and updated and the relevant SDAP criteria would need to be
addressed for state-controlled roads and railways.

o The applicant advised that the intention of closing the William Palfrey Road railway

Department of Infrastructure, Local Government and Planning — (1710-2243 SRA) Page 3 of 29
Department of Transport and Main Roads — (TMR17-022950)
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level crossing remained and requested in-principle agreement that the replacement
railway level crossing was still valid. TMR was to check the process required for this
with senior management and advised updated traffic data would be required regarding
the revised development proposal and arrangements, background traffic, design
horizon and the like as this would affect the design / safety controls.

The applicant was requested to provide formal written correspondence to TMR
clarifying the nature of the proposed development and requesting writteir confiiimiation
regarding the validity of the replacement railway level crossing.

Since this meeting, TMR confirmed that the replacement level crossing approved by
the Minister in 2013 remains valid in principle. This was the direction given by the
Executive Director, of Transport System Management within TiviR.

Prelodgement Meeting — 29 May 2017 (TMR ref: TMR17-021315; Dil_.GP Ref: SPL-0517-

039320)

o

A prelodgement meeting was held on 29 May 2017 (SPL-0517-039320) and a
prelodgement meeting record dated 8 June 2017 was provided regarding a forthcoming
126 lot subdivision generally corresponding to the previously assessed stages 1-3. The
intent was to provide information for the entire gevelchment.

Access for the initial stages of the development {construction, display village and initial
lot releases of approximately 200 allotments) was proposed through Edenbrook estate,
subject to receiving approval from Rockhampton City Council. The intersection of William
Palfrey Road and the Bruce Highway was nat intended to be used to access the site
during construction and at commencement, provided the applicant could reach
agreement to use the road connecticn from the Edenbrook estate. The applicant wished
to achieve primary access to the 2siaie via Olive Street.

At this meeting it was conveyed that the issues raised at the prelodgement meeting of
October 2015 were still requirzd to be addressed, in particular all reports should be
updated.

TMR is upgrading the Bruce Highway at this location, however would not be designing or
funding the fourth leg of Olive Street which includes the replacement railway level
crossing.

The meeting specificaily discussed traffic information, and in relation to railway level
crossings TMR identified that information would be required in relation to proposed
access arrangaments and development generated traffic for all aspects and stages of the
development, and only one level crossing could be operational at one time.

Queensland Rail and TMR advised that it was preferred for access to the development
(namely, construction and the initial stages) to be gained from the road connection via
the Edenbrook estate rather than via the existing railway level crossing at William Palfrey
Road.

Current develogment application

e The deveiopment application is seeking a development permit for Reconfiguring a Lot (1 lot into
129 lots - 124 residential lots, 2 management lots, 1 active open space lot, 1 linear open space
lot, and 1 balance lot).

e The proposed development is for the initial stages 1-3 of the ‘Ellida’ development, adjacent to the
railway corridor. The overall development will include up to approximately 2,350 residential
aiiotments as part of the master planned community.

e Access to the development is proposed via a four-way signalised intersection on the Bruce
Highway at Olive Street which includes a replacement at-grade crossing of the railway corridor
on the (western) fourth leg of this intersection.

¢ The existing level crossing on William Palfrey Road is proposed to be relocated to align with the
proposed principal access point of the development.

Department of Infrastructure, Local Government and Planning — (1710-2243 SRA) Page 4 of 29
Department of Transport and Main Roads — (TMR17-022950)
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The proposed development is adjacent to the North Coast Line on its eastern boundary.

The development application is made partly over rail corridor land, namely Lots 22 and 23 on SP134380
and Lot 49 on SP129857. These lots include the existing railway level crossing of William Palfrey Road
and the proposed Olive Street extension and new level crossing. The referral material includes a land
owner’s consent letter from the Department of Transport and Main Roads in relation to the rail corridor
land via letter reference 485/00165, E46413 to enable the development application to be made over
Lots 22 and 23 on SP134380 and Lot 49 on SP129857.

The applicant has agreed to receive an information request as per DA Form 1, Fait 6 — Information
Request, item 19.

Other than the Traffic Impact Assessment, the reports submitted with the currerit development
application have generally not been updated since 2013.

The development was deemed properly made by Rockhampton Regional Council on 16 October 2017.
Therefore, the development application is triggered for assessment under the following state code of the
State Development Assessment Provisions, version 2.1, effective from 11 August 2017, in relation to

railways:

5.2 SDAP Assessment
The following is an assessment of the application against each appiicable codes in

State Code 2: Development in a railway environment

Performance
outcomes

Buildings and structures

Acceptable outcome \ Response

PO1 The location of
buildings, structures,
infrastructure, services
and utilities does not
create a safety hazard

AO1.1 Buildings, structures,
infrastructure, services and
utilities are notlocated in a
railway corridor.

AND

Development setbacks/clearances

in a railway corridor or
cause damage to, or
obstruct, rail transport
infrastructure or other
rail infrastructure.

AO1.2 Buildings, structures,
infrastructure; services and
utilittes can be maintained
without.requiring access to a
railway-corridor.

AL

The Proposed Subdivision Stages 1-3
Allotment Layout shows a linear open
space lot (Stage 3b) approximately
25m wide extending along the length
of the railway corridor. The planning
report indicates the intent of this lot is
to accommodate a future electrical
easement.

This plan also shows Stage 3a will
include a new road across the railway
corridor. This will be addressed under
PO23 in relation to railway level
crossings.

Therefore the development is unlikely
to compromise this aspect of PO1.

Pipework, services and utilities

Electricity is currently available to the
site and a future electrical easement
lot is proposed adjacent to the railway
corridor.

The planning report indicates that new
sewer and water connections will be
required to service the development
from Yaamba Road. These will be
required to cross the railway corridor.

Department of Infrastructure, Local Government and Planning — (1710-2243 SRA)

Department of Transport and Main Roads — (TMR17-022950)
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Performance
outcomes

Acceptable outcomes

Response

These connections across the railway
are conceptually shown on the
Wastewater Master Plan Service
Strategy and Concept Water
Reticulation Layout Plar. They appear
to align with the new !ccaticn ¢t Olive
Street and will likely be co-located
with the new road.

Therefore an acvice siatement should
be provided at the assessment stage
regarding the approvai requirements
under section 253 of the Transport
Infrastructure Act 1994 to ensure
compliaince with this aspect of PO1.

AO1.3 Buildings, structures
and infrastructure are set back
horizontally a minimum of 3
metres from the outermost
projection of overhead line
equipment.

Note: Section 2.3 of the Guice
to Development in a Transport
Environment: Rail, TMR, 2015
provides guidance on hawv to
comply with this acceptable
outcome.

AND

N/A — There is no OHLE on this section of
railway corridor.

AO1.4 The lowest part of
development in or.over a
railway is a minimum of:

1. 7.9 metres-above the
railway-irack-where the
proposed ) development
extends-aiong the railway
for a distance of less than
40 metres

A etres above the railway
rack where the
development extends
along the railway for a
distance of between 40
and 80 metres.

AND

N

N/A — The development is not in or above
the railway.

AO1.5 Pipe work, services and

utilities:

1. are not attached to rail
transport infrastructure or
other rail infrastructure

2. do not penetrate through
the side of any proposed
building element or
structure where built to
boundary in, over or
abutting a railway corridor.

Refer to the assessment under AO1.

Department of Infrastructure, Local Government and Planning — (1710-2243 SRA)

Department of Transport and Main Roads — (TMR17-022950)
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Performance
outcomes

PO2 Buildings and
structures are located to
not interfere with, or
impede access to, a
railway bridge.

Acceptable outcomes

AO02.1 Buildings and structures
are set back horizontally a
minimum of 3 metres from a
railway bridge.

AND

AO2.2 Permanent structures
are not located below or
abutting a railway bridge.
AND

AO2.3 Temporary activities
below or abutting a railway
bridge do not impede access
to a railway corridor.

Note: Temporary activities
below or abutting a railway
bridge could include, for
example, car parking or
outdoor storage.

Response

N/A — there are no railway bridges at this
location.

PO3 Development does
not add or remove
loading that will cause
damage to rail transport
infrastructure or a
railway corridor.

Note: To demonstrate
compliance with this
performance outcome, it
is recommended a
RPEQ certified
geotechnical
assessment, prepared
in accordance with the
Guide to Development
in a Transport
Environment: Rail, TMR
2015 is provided.

No acceptable outcome is
prescribed.

e  Refer to the assessment under PO10-
PO14.

PO4 Development
above a railway is
designed to enable
natural ventilation and
smoke dispersion in the
event of a fire
emergency.

Note: Section 5.1+
Development over g
railway of the Guide to
Developrmentin a
Transport Environment:
Raii; TMR, 2015,
prevides guidance on
how to-.comply with this
acceptable outcome.

No ‘accentable outcome is
prescribead.

N/A — The development is not proposed
above the railway corridor.

POS5 Construction
activities do not cause
ground movement or

No acceptable outcome is
prescribed.

o Refer to the assessment under PO10-
PO14.
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Performance
outcomes

vibration impacts in a
railway corridor.

Note: Recommended a
RPEQ certified
geotechnical
assessment, prepared
in accordance with
section 2.7 of the Guide
to Developmentina
Transport Environment:
Rail, TMR, 2015 is
provided.

Acceptable outcomes

Response

PO6 Buildings and
structures in a railway
corridor are designed
and constructed to
remain structurally
sound in the event of a
derailed train.

A06.1 Buildings and
structures, in a railway corridor
including piers or supporting
elements, are designed and
constructed in accordance with
Civil Engineering Technical
Requirement — CIVIL-SR-012
Collision protection of
supporting elements adjacent
to railways, Queensland Rail;
2011, AS5100 Bridge design
and AS1170 Structural design
actions.

Note: Section 3.2 of thie/ Guide
to Development in-a Transport
Environment: Raii; TMR, 2015
provides guidance an how to
comply with this-acceptable
outcome.

PO7 Buildings and
structures in high risk
locations and where
also located within 10
metres of the centreline
of the nearest railway
track are designed and
constructed to remain
structurally sound in thie

event of a derailed train:

AO7.1 Buiidings-and
structures, in a-railway corridor
including piers or supporting
elements, are designed and
construcied in accordance with
Civil Engineering Technical

' (Requirement CIVIL-SR-012

Celiision protection of
supporting elements adjacent
0 railways, Queensland Rail,
2011, AS5100 Bridge design
and AS1170 Structural design
actions.

Note: Section 3.2 of the Guide
to Development in a Transport
Environment: Rail, TMR, 2015
provides guidance on how to
comply with this acceptable
outcome.

PO8 Buildings and
structures in a railway
corridor are designed
and constructed to
prevent projectiles from

AO08.1 Buildings and structures
in a railway corridor include
throw protection screens in
accordance with the relevant
provisions of the Civil
Engineering Technical

e N/A - The proposed development is

not located within a railway corridor
and is located more than 20m from
the nearest railway track. The
proposed development relates to a
reconfiguration.
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Performance
outcomes

being thrown onto a
railway.

Acceptable outcomes

Requirement — CIVIL-SR-005
Design of buildings over or
near railways, Queensland
Rail, 2011, and the Civil
Engineering Technical
Requirement — CIVIL-SR-008
Protection screens,
Queensland Rail.

AND

AO08.2 Road, pedestrian and
bikeway bridges over a railway
include throw protection
screens in accordance with the
relevant provisions of the Civil
Engineering Technical
Requirement — CIVIL-SR-005
Design of buildings over or
near railways, Queensland
Rail, 2011, and the Civil
Engineering Technical
Requirement — CIVIL-SR-008
Protection screens,
Queensland Rail.

Note: Section 2.4 of the Guide
to Development in a Transport
Environment: Rail, TMR,. 2015,
provides guidance ori howio
comply with this tutcome.

PQO9 Buildings, and
structures, other than
accommodation
activities, are designed
and constructed to
prevent projectiles from
being thrown onto a
railway from any publicly
accessible areas
located within 20 metres
from the centreline of
the nearest railway
track.

A09.1 Publically/accessible
areas located within 20 metres
from the centiziine of the
nearest railway.track do not
directly overiook-a railway.

OR

AQ9.2 Buiidings and structures
are designed to ensure
puklicallv,accessible areas
lecated within 20 metres of the

' (centieline of the nearest

raibway track and that overlook
the railway include throw
protection screens in
accordance with the relevant
provisions of the Civil
Engineering Technical
Requirement — CIVIL-SR-005
Design of buildings over or
near railways, Queensland
Rail, 2011, and the Civil
Engineering Technical
Requirement — CIVIL-SR-008
Protection screens,
Queensland Rail.

Note: Section 2.4 of the Guide
to Development in a Transport
Environment: Rail, TMR, 2015,

Response
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Performance
outcomes

Acceptable outcomes

provides guidance on how to
comply with this outcome.

Response

Filling, excavation and retaining structures

PO10 Filling, excavation
and retaining structure
do not interfere with, or
result in damage to,
infrastructure or services
in a railway corridor.

Note: Where
development will impact
on an existing or future
service or public utility
plant in a railway
corridor, 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.

No acceptable outcome is
prescribed.

PO11 Filling,
excavation, building
foundations and
retaining structures do
not undermine, or cause
subsidence of, a railway
corridor.

Note: To demonstrate
compliance with this
performance outcome, it
is recommended a
RPEQ certified
geotechnical
assessment is provided,
prepared in accordance
with section 2.7 of the
Guide to Development
in a Transport
Environment: Rail, TMR,;
2015.

No acceptable outcome is
prescribed.

Earthworks, Retaining and Ground

PO12 Filling and
excavatiort, huliding
foundations and
retaining structures do
not cause Ground water
disturbance in a railway
corridor’.

Note: Tc.demonstrate
compliance with this
performance outcome, it
is recommended a
RPEQ certified

No acceptable solution is
prescribed.

Disturbance

The proposed subdivision will involve
road works and is likely to involve bulk
earthworks to achieve ievel building
pads.

The Proposed Subdivision Stages 1-3
Allotment Layaut shows a linear open
space lot (Stage 3b) approximately
25m wicde extending along the length
of the railway corridor. The planning
report indicates the intent of this lot is
to accommodate a future electrical
easement.

This plan also shows Stage 3a will
inciude a new road across the railway
corrigor.

The Civil Engineering and Services
Report (Appendix G), prepared by
Brown Consulting and dated
05/03/2013, includes Preliminary Bulk
Earthworks and Retaining Wall Plans
and Preliminary Bulk Earthworks
Cut/Fill Depths Plans. These plans
show earthworks will be setback
approximately 25m from the railway
corridor except for works associated
with the construction of the Olive
Street extension over the railway
corridor.

The works on the railway corridor
associated with this new road and
level crossing will be assessed under
PO23 in relation to railway level
crossings and require railway
manager approval under section 255
of the Transport Infrastructure Act.

An earthworks condition is likely to be
required in relation to the road works
adjacent to the railway corridor.
Compliance with PO10-PO14 can be
further addressed at the assessment
stage.

Department of Infrastructure, Local Government and Planning — (1710-2243 SRA)
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Performance
outcomes

geotechnical
assessment is provided,
prepared in accordance
with section 2.7 of the
Guide to Development
in a Transport
Environment: Rail, TMR,
2015.

Acceptable outcomes

PO13 Excavation,
boring, piling, blasting 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 railway
corridor, rail transport
infrastructure or railway
works.

Note: Recommended a
RPEQ certified
geotechnical
assessment is provided,
prepared in accordance
with section 2.7 of the
Guide to Development
in a Transport
Environment: Rail, TMR,
2015.

No acceptable outcome is
prescribed.

PO14 Filling and
excavation material
does not cause an
obstruction or nuisance
in a railway corridor.

AO14.1 Devejopment does not
store fill, spoil ar any other
material in;.cr adjacent to, a
railway corridor.

Response

Stormwater and drainage

PO15 Development
does not result in an
actionable nuisance or
worsening of
stormwater, flooding cr
drainage impacts in a
railway corridor.

Note: Section 2.8 of the
Guide to Develop:rient
in a Transport
Environment: Rail, TMR,
2015, provides guidance
on hew-to.comiply with
thig performance
outcarne.

No ‘accentable outcome is
prescribead.

PO16 Run-off from the
development site during
construction of
development does not
cause siltation of

AO16.1 Run-off from the
development site during
construction of development is
not discharged to stormwater

The site is currently undeveloped rural
land and adjoins the railway corridor
on its eastern boundary.

The first stages of the development
directly adjoin the railway corridor.
The railway corridor is located
upstream of the site.

The proposed residential subdivision
will increase the impervious area on
the site and therefore peak discharge.
Proposed bulk earthworks also have
the potential to alter the existing
drainage and flooding characteristics
of the site which may adversely
impact on the railway corridor.

The site is subject to flooding from
Ramsay Creek according to
Rockhampton Regional Council online
mapping from 2014.

Department of Infrastructure, Local Government and Planning — (1710-2243 SRA)
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Performance
outcomes

stormwater infrastructure in a railway e The applicant has resubmitted the

infrastructure affecting a | corridor. Stormwater Quality Management Plan

railway corridor. prepared by DesignFlow and Flood
Management Report prepared by
Brown Smart Consulting, both from
2013 relating to the previcus
development application over the site
(TMR Ref: TMR13-005882, Council
Ref: D/36-2013).

e TMR’s Engineering and Technology
(Hydraulics) Branch has reviewed the
material and advised:

Acceptable outcomes Response

We refer Brown Consulting (QId) Pty
Ltd's Version C Jan 2013 Flood
Managemeni Report.

The procposed development is on
Ramsey Creek, downstream of the
North Coast Railway (Glen Geddes to
Parkhurst) and the state-controlled
10F Bruce Highway.

A small portion of the site in the north
receives tributary discharge from the
railway reserve. The site layout shows
that this portion will not be developed
and hence will not impede runoff from
state controlled infrastructure.

All other parts of the site runoff away
from the state-controlled network and
have no external catchment crossing
that network. Flood modelling of
Ramsey Creek for a range of ARIs
from 5 to 100 years, results in flood
levels at the upstream cross-section
(some 75m downstream of the railway
crossing) in the developed case being
equal to that for the existing case.
Hence there is no worsening of flood
level at the state-controlled network.
Hence TMR should have no objection
to this development on stormwater
drainage grounds.

With regards to stormwater
management of stages 1 to 3, a report
has been prepared by Design Flow in
October 2013. The conceptual
stormwater management plan
appears to show that stormwater
runoff from a railway crossing to the
east of the development will be
conveyed via an open drain along the
boundary between the development
site and the state controlled railway
corridor before discharging into a gully
within the development site. TMR
records and aerial photos show that
there are potentially 2 railway culvert
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Performance
outcomes

Acceptable outcomes

Response

crossings in the vicinity of Stages 1 to
3 of the development. While TMR
support this concept in principle, we
should request details of the proposed
drainage configuration iriciuding a
hydraulic assessmen? show:ng that
the proposed drainage configuration
will no worsen flood leve!s and
velocities within iiie state controlled
corridor for events tip to the 1% AEP.

e Given the above, furthier information is
required to demonstrate compliance
with PO15 and PO16.

Access

PO17 Development
prevents unauthorised
access to a railway
corridor.

AO17.1 Where development is
abutting a railway corridor
fencing is provided along the
property boundary with the
railway corridor in accordance
with the railway manager’s
standards.

Note: It is recommended the
applicant contact the railway
manager for advice regarding
applicable fencing standatds.
AND

e The site is currently vacant rural land.

e The proposed development involves

the creation of residential allotments

on a site adjacent to the railway

carridor.

The proposed development will be

changing the existing use of the site

and increasing the risk of trespass

onto the railway.

¢ A fencing condition is likely to be
required.

e Compliance with PO17 can be
addressed at the assessment stage.

[

AO17.2 A road barrier
designed in accordance with
Civil Engineering Technical
Requirement — CI\1i.=GR-007
Design and selecticn criteria
for road/rail interface barriers,
Queensland Rail 2011, and
certified by-an RPEQ, is
installed along any roads
abuiting a railway corridor.
AND

N/A — The proposed development does
not involve a new road abutting a railway
corridor.

ADA7.3 Proposed vehicle

| nvanoeuvring areas,

driveways, loading areas or
carparks abutting a railway
corridor include rail interface
barriers.

Note: Section 2.4 of the Guide
to Development in a Transport
Environment: Rail, TMR, 2015,
provides guidance on how to
comply with acceptable
outcome 16.3.

N/A — The proposed development does
not involve vehicle manoeuvring areas,
driveways, loading areas or carparks
abutting a railway corridor.

P0O18 Development
does not obstruct
existing-access to a
railway corridor.

AO18.1 Development is sited
and designed to ensure
existing authorised access
points and access routes for
maintenance and emergency
works to a railway corridor are

N/A — The development does not obstruct
existing authorised access points and
access routes for maintenance and
emergency works to a railway corridor.
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Performance
outcomes

Acceptable outcomes

clear from obstructions at all
times.

Response

PO19 Access to a
railway corridor does not
create a safety hazard
for users of a railway, or
result in a worsening of
operating conditions on
a railway.

AO19.1 Development does not
require a new railway crossing.
AND

A0O19.2 Development does not
propose new or temporary
structures or works connecting
to rail transport infrastructure
or other rail infrastructure.
AND

Refer to the assessment against PO23.

A019.3 Vehicle access points
achieve sufficient clearance
from a railway level crossing in
accordance with
AS1742.7:2016 — Manual of
uniform traffic control devices,
Part 7. Railway crossings, by
providing minimum 5 metres
clearance from the edge
running rail (outer rail), plus
the length of the largest
vehicle anticipated on-site.

Note: Section 2.2 of the Guide
to Development in a Transport
Environment: Rail, Departrment
of Transport and Main Roeds,
2015, provides guidance on
how to comply wijth this
acceptable outcome.

PO20 Development
does not damage or
interfere with public
passenger transport
infrastructure, public
passenger services or
pedestrian and cycle
access to public
passenger transport
infrastructure and public
passenger services.

A020.1 Development does not
necessitate the relocation of
existing pubiic passenger
transpoit infrastructure.

AND

AO26.2 Vehicular access and
associated road access works
for.a-development is not

' located within 5 metres of
existing public passenger
transport infrastructure.

AND

A020.3 On-site vehicle
circulation is designed 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 cyclist
access to public passenger
transport infrastructure and
public passenger services.
AND

N/A — Interference with public

passenger transport will be addressed

under the assessment against State
Code 6.
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Performance
outcomes

Acceptable outcomes

A020.4 The normal operation
of public passenger transport
infrastructure or public
passenger services is not
interrupted during construction
of the development.

Response

Planned upgrades

PO21 Development
does not impede
delivery of planned
upgrades of rail

transport infrastructure.

A0O21.1 Development is not
located on land identified by
the Department of Transport
and Main Roads as land
required for planned upgrades
to rail transport infrastructure.
Note: Land required for the
planned upgrade of rail
transport infrastructure is
identified in the DA mapping
system.

OR

A0O21.2 Development is sited
and designed so that
permanent buildings,
structures, infrastructure,
services or utilities are not
located on land identified by
the Department of Transport
and Main Roads as land
required for the planned
upgrade of rail transport
infrastructure.

OR
all of the following-acceptable
outcomes appiy:

AO021.3Structures and
infrastructure-iocated on land
identified by the Department of
Transport and Main Roads as
land-required for the planned

' (upgrade of a of rail transport
infrastructure are able to be
readily relocated or removed
without materially affecting the
viability or functionality of the
development.

AND

A0O21.4 Development does not
involve filling and excavation
of, or material changes to, land
required for a planned upgrade
of rail transport infrastructure.
AND

AO21.5 Land is able to be
reinstated to the pre-
development condition at the
completion of the use.

N/A - Development is not lccated on land
identified by the Department of Transport
and Main Roads as land required for
planned upgrades to rail transport
infrastructure.

Network safety
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Performance
outcomes

PO22 Development
involving dangerous
goods adjacent to a
railway corridor does not
adversely impact on the
safety or operations of a
railway.

Note: Development
involving dangerous
goods, or hazardous
chemicals above the
threshold quantities
listed in table 5.2 of the
Model Planning Scheme
Development Code for
Hazardous Industries
and Chemicals, Office of
Industrial Relations,
Department of Justice
and Attorney-General,
2016, should
demonstrate that
impacts on a railway
from a fire, explosion,
spill, gas emission or
dangerous goods
incident can be
appropriately mitigated.
Section 2.6 —
Dangerous goods and
fire safety of the Guide
to Developmentina
Transport Environment:
Rail, TMR, 2015,
provides guidance on
how to comply with this
performance outcome.

Acceptable outcomes

A0O22.1 Development does not
involve handling or storage of
hazardous chemicals above
the threshold quantities listed
in table 5.2 of the Model
Planning Scheme
Development Code for
Hazardous Industries and
Chemicals, Office of Industrial
Relations, Department of
Justice and Attorney-General,
2016.

Response

e N/A - The proposed development
does not involve the handling or
storage of dangerous goods or
hazardous chemicals.

PO23 Development
does not adversely
impact on the safety of a
railway crossing.

Note: It is recommended
a traffic impact
assessment be
prepared to
demonstrate compliance
with this performance
outcome. Aa impact on
a level crossing may
require an Australian
Level Crossing
Assessment Model
(ALCAM) assessment to
be undertaken.

Section 2.2 — Railway
crossing safety of the

A023.1 Development does not
' require a new railway crossing.

| O
AO23.2 A new railway
crossing is grade separated.

Note: It is recommended a
traffic impact assessment be
prepared to demonstrate
compliance with this
acceptable outcome. An
impact on a level crossing may
require an Australian Level
Crossing Assessment Model
(ALCAM) assessment to be
undertaken. Section 2.2 —
Railway crossing safety of the
Guide to Developmentin a
Transport Environment: Rail,
TMR, 2015, provides guidance

Railway Level Crossing Safety

e The proposed stage 1-3 subdivision
plan indicates that the development
will gain access to the road network
across the railway corridor via an
extension of Olive Street to the Bruce
Highway. This plan shows that this
road forms Stage 3a of the current
application and will be 36.0m wide
(half constructed).

e The applicant has submitted a Traffic
Impact Assessment (TIA) prepared by
SLR and dated 5 September 2017.
This report references AECOM'’s
Rockhampton Northern Access
Upgrade (RNAU) project
commissioned by TMR and the
previously submitted Cambray
Consulting Traffic Report from 2013

Department of Infrastructure, Local Government and Planning — (1710-2243 SRA)
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Performance
outcomes

Guide to Development
in a Transport
Environment: Rail,
Department of TMR,
2015, provides guidance
on how to comply with
this performance
outcome.

Acceptable outcomes

on how to comply with this
acceptable outcome.

OR
all of the following acceptable
outcomes apply:

A023.3 Upgrades to a level
crossing are designed and
constructed in accordance with
AS1742.7 — Manual of uniform
traffic control devices, Part 7:
Railway crossings and
applicable railway manager’s
standard drawings.

AND

A023.4 Vehicle access points
achieve sufficient clearance
from a level crossing in
accordance with AS1742.7 —
Manual of uniform traffic
control devices, Part 7:
Railway crossings by providing
a minimum clearance of 5
metres from the edge running
rail (outer rail) plus the length
of the largest vehicle
anticipated on-site.

AND

A0O23.5 On-site venhicle
circulation is designed to give
priority to entering.vehicles at
all times to ensure vehicles do
not queue in-a railway
crossing.

Response

relating to the previous development
application over the site (TMR Ref:
TMR13-005882, Council Ref: D/36-
2013).

The Traffic Impact Asszssirient
identifies the following:

o

The current reconfiguration
application has not been
considered in isalation; instead
the report is based on the
ultimate development of 2,300+
residential awellings;

The Cambray report indicates a
second connection to the
external network would be
requirea beyond 1,895 dwellings
through to McLaughlin
Street/Alexandra Street to the
west/south;

The RNAU considered the
ultimate development of 1,575
lots — 70% accessing the
external road network via Olive
Street and 30% using the
secondary McLaughlin Street
access;

Olive Street will form the main
access road to the proposed
development from the Bruce
Highway and is intended to be a
4 lane urban arterial road 36.0m
wide;

The report acknowledges that the
William Palfrey Road crossing
will need to be closed prior to the
use of the replacement railway
level crossing at Olive Street;
Section 7.2 indicates the
intersection of Olive Street and
the Bruce Highway will include
an at-grade crossing of the North
Coast Line approximately 70m
west of the Bruce Highway — 2
traffic lanes are proposed to
cross the railway both eastbound
and westbound;

Table 1 indicates that with 1,900
dwellings the intersection is
anticipated to cause queuing in
the AM peak onto Ellida (west)
leg towards the level crossing;
Based on anticipated traffic
distribution, the intersection of
Olive Street should just be
adequate to accommodate the
traffic generated from
approximately 1,575 dwellings
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Performance

Acceptable outcomes
outcomes

Response

within the development at the

2038 horizon.
TMR’s PD&O Central Region has
reviewed the TIA and advised that
there is insufficient traffic data and
inaccurate assumpticas and
consequently the traffic data is not
reliable.
The staged devsiopment of the Olive
Street level cressing must be
appropriately designed to ensure the
safety and operational integrity of the
North Coasi Line.
Conceptual engineering plans and
associated documents should be
provided for the Olive Street level
crossing for both the initial and
ultimate designs of the Olive
Street/Bruce Highway intersection.
The T1A does not indicate access
arrangements for construction traffic,
and each stage in terms of where
access will be taken from and
anticipated development generated
traffic. Should the applicant be
proposing to use the William Palfrey
railway level crossing to access the
site for construction or at the
completion of the allotments, then the
railway level crossing will need to be
upgraded as per prelodgement
advice.
The TIA has not considered how the
proposed new level crossing of Olive
Street will function as part of the new
4-way signalised intersection with the
Bruce Highway or the conceptual
design or function of the level crossing
given the pedestrian, cyclist and bus
functions.
Additionally, it is not clear which level
crossing of the railway corridor
(existing or replacement) is proposed
to be used, and at what stages.
The proposed development and traffic
data used to determine the level
crossing upgrade requirements has
changed since the previous 2013
development application. Therefore, a
full set of updated traffic data
considering current standards, studies
and planning context is required to
enable an assessment of level
crossing impacts.
The railway manager (Queensland
Rail) has reviewed the material and
advised:
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Performance

Acceptable outcomes Response
outcomes

Initially, if the overall development has
not altered from the previous
application, the conditions and
requirements for the propcsed
crossing at Olive Street anic existing
crossing at William Ralfrey Road
remain as per the original application,
which included cri opening of Olive
Street, William Palfrey Road crossing
is to be closed, additicnal road traffic
lights co-ordinateqa with the crossing
flashing iigiits on the western
approach to the crossing, active
pedestrian crossing.

If the road and intersection designed
has changed for Olive St it will have to
ve reviewed with respect to the
crossing requirements. Current design
drawing are required for QR Civil to
review for the crossing construction.

Current Traffic Impact Assessment
with traffic volumes required to
compare with previous estimates.

Details of construction traffic required
— routes, vehicles types, daily volume,
operation times, duration etc need to
be provided as it would seem they
would intend using William Palfrey
Road for access.

It is noted that Alexandra Road is
listed as another feeder road to be
developed. This road currently does
not go over the rail line. Rockhampton
Council has made some initial
enquiries about installing an at-grade
level crossing. The Council has been
advised by Rockhampton office that
QR could not support installation of an
at grade crossing at this location.

e Given the above, further information is
required demonstrate compliance with
PO19 and PO23.

Noise

Accommodation activities

P0O24 Development A024.1 A noise barrier or e The site adjoins the railway corridor

invaivirg: earth mound is provided which on the eastern boundary.

1. an-accommodation is designed, sited and e The proposed development involves
activity; or constructed: accommodation activities.

1. to meet the following
external noise criteria at all
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Performance
outcomes

2.

land for a future
accommodation
activity

minimises noise

intrusion from a railway
or type 2 multi-modal

corridor in habitable
rooms.

Acceptable outcomes

facades of the building
envelope:
a. <65dB(A)Leq(24
hour) fagade corrected
b. =87 dB(A) (single
event maximum sound
pressure level) facade
corrected
2. in accordance with the
Civil Engineering
Technical Requirement —
CIVIL-SR-014 Design of
noise barriers adjacent to
railways, Queensland Rail,
2011.

Note: To demonstrate
compliance with the
acceptable outcome, it is
recommended a RPEQ
certified noise assessment
report be provided. The noise
assessment report should be
prepared in accordance with
the State Development
Assessment Provisions
Supporting Information—
Community Amenity (Naise),
Department of Transpart and
Main Roads, 2013

If the building envelope is
unknown, the deemed-to-
comply setback distances for
buildings stipulated by the
local planning instrument or
relevant buiiding regulations
shouid be used.

In some instances, the design
of noise barriers and mounds

' to achieve the noise criteria

abeve the ground floor may
not be reasonable or
practicable. In these instances,
any relaxation of the criteria is
at the discretion of the
Department of Transport and
Main Roads.

OR
all of the following acceptable
outcomes apply:

A024.2 Buildings which
include a habitable room are
setback the maximum distance
possible from a railway or type
2 multi-modal corridor.

AND

Response

The North Coast Line carries more
than 15 passenger and freight
services per day.

Transport Noise Corridors were
gazetted for railways on 8 July 2015
and therefore Mandatlory Part 4.4 of
the Queensland Development Code
would apply to the deveicpment. The
development’s comipliance with the
internal railway noise criterion will
therefore be dealt with through the
subsequent builaing works approval
process.

The submitted plans indicate that the
proposed singie dwelling residential
allotments will be setback
approximately 40m from the railway
corridor boundary. At this location the
railway track is setback a minimum of
approximately 20m from the railway
carridor boundary which indicates
allotments will be setback in the order
of 60m from the railway tracks.

Stage 2e includes a ‘super lot’ of 1.59
hectares approximately 25m from the
railway corridor. It is not clear what
future uses are proposed on this lot,
however would likely entail residential
purposes.

There does not appear to be a noise
barrier at this location.

The referral material includes a Noise
Amenity Report, prepared by MWA
Environmental dated 31 October
2013.

This report has not been updated
since 2013 prior to Transport Noise
Corridors being gazetted for railways
and relies on noise logging from 2011.
While the report and noise
measurements are not current, the
outcomes are still likely to be
consistent.

The report concludes that no acoustic
barrier is required to comply with the
relevant external railway noise
planning levels for residential
allotments within Stages 1 to 3.

The report also indicates the potential
to construct an earth mound / acoustic
barrier generally along the ‘optional
acoustic barrier alignment’ illustrated
within Figure 5. This option will reduce
the standard of acoustic treatment
required for future residential
dwellings under QDC MP4.4.

Department of Infrastructure, Local Government and Planning — (1710-2243 SRA)
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Performance
outcomes

Acceptable outcomes

A024.3 Buildings are
designed and oriented so that
habitable rooms are located
furthest from a railway or type
2 multi-modal corridor.

AND

A024.4 Buildings (other than a
relevant residential building or
relocated building) are
designed and constructed
using materials which ensure
that habitable rooms meet the
following internal noise criteria:

1. <45 dB(A) single event
maximum sound pressure
level.

Statutory note: Noise levels
from railways or type 2 multi-
modal corridors are to be
measured in accordance with
AS1055.1-1997 Acoustics --
Description and measurement
of environmental noise.

Note: To demonstrate
compliance with the
acceptable outcome, itis
recommended that a RPEQ
certified noise assessment
report be proyided. The noise
assessment report should be
prepared in accerdance with
the Stats Deveiopment
Assessment Provisions
Supporting Information —
Cammunity Amenity (Noise),
Departrrient of Transport and
'(Main Roads, 2013.
Habitable rooms of relevant
residential buildings located
within a transport noise
corridor must comply with the
Queensland Development
Code MP4 4 Buildings in a
transport noise corridor,
Queensland Government,
2015. Transport noise
corridors are mapped on the
State Planning Policy
Interactive Mapping System.

PO25 Development
involving an
accommodation activity
minimises noise
intrusion from a railway
or type 2 multi-modal

A0O25.1 A noise barrier or
earth mound is provided which
is designed, sited and
constructed:

1. to meet the following

external noise criteria in

Response

TMR’s Engineering and Technology
Branch (Acoustics) has reviewed the
noise assessment and the proposed
plan of development and provided the
following comments:

The report reproduciion is not the best
and the modelling metihadoiogy for rail
is very basic, but it is sufficient to
demonstrate tnat the noise impact for
both road and rail is below our criteria
for facade and open space for Stage

1 without the need for acoustic
conditions.

The report considers the construction
requirernents for dwellings for rail
noise since the report came out
vefore the rail corridors were
gazetted, but that is now covered by
QDC.

The proposed development is
therefore unlikely to compromise
PO24 and PO25 where the setback of
the development is in accordance with
the submitted Proposed Subdivision
plan.

Department of Infrastructure, Local Government and Planning — (1710-2243 SRA)
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Performance
outcomes

corridor in outdoor
spaces for passive
recreation.

Acceptable outcomes

outdoor spaces for
passive recreation:
a. <62 dB(A) Leq(24
hour) free field
b. =84 dB(A) (single
event maximum sound
pressure level) free
field
2. in accordance with the
Civil Engineering
Technical Requirement —
CIVIL-SR-014 Design of
noise barriers adjacent to
railways, Queensland
Rail, 2011.
OR

Response

A025.2 Each dwelling has
access to an outdoor space for
passive recreation which is
shielded from a railway or type
2 multi-modal corridor by a
building, a solid gap-free
fence, or other solid gap-free
structure.

AND

A025.3 Each dwelling with a
balcony directly exposed-tc
noise from a railway or typs 2
multi-modal corrider has &
continuous solid gap-free
balustrade (otherthar gaps
required for drainage purposes
to comply with the Building
Code of Australia).

Child care centres and educatiora! establishments

PO26 Development
involving a:
1. child care centre; or
2. educational
establishment
minimises noise
intrusion from a railway
or type 2 multi-modal
corridor in indoor
education areas and
indoor play areas:

AQ26.1 A noise barrier or
earith-mound is provided which
is designed, sited and
censiiucted:

' 1./ to meet the following

external noise criteria at all

facades of the building

envelope:

a. <65 dB(A) Leq (1 hour)
facade corrected
(maximum hour during
opening hours)

b. =87 dB(A) (single
event maximum sound
pressure level) fagade
corrected

2. in accordance with the

Civil Engineering
Technical Requirement —
CIVIL-SR-014 Design of
noise barriers adjacent to

N/A- The proposed development does not
involve a child care centre or an
educational establishment.

Department of Infrastructure, Local Government and Planning — (1710-2243 SRA)
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Performance
outcomes

Acceptable outcomes

railways, Queensland Rail,
2011.

Note: To demonstrate
compliance with the
acceptable outcome, it is
recommended that a RPEQ
certified noise assessment
report be provided. The noise
assessment report should be
prepared in accordance with
the State Development
Assessment Provisions
Supporting Information —
Community Amenity (Noise),
Department of Transport and
Main Roads, 2013.

If the building envelope is
unknown, the deemed-to-
comply setback distances for
buildings stipulated by the
local planning instrument or
relevant building regulations
should be used.

OR
all of the following apply:

A026.2 Buildings which
include an indoor-education
area, indoor play/areaor
sleeping room are setback
furthest from arailway or
type 2 multi-madal Corridor as
possible.

AND

A026.3 Buildings are
designed and oriented so that
indoor education areas, indoor
play areas or sleeping rooms

| (are located furthest from a
railway or type 2 multi-modal
corridor.

AND

A026.4 Buildings are
designed and constructed
using materials which ensure
indoor education areas and
indoor play areas meet the
following internal noise criteria:
1. <50 dB(A) single event

maximum sound pressure
level.
AND

A026.5 Buildings are
designed and constructed
using material which ensure
sleeping rooms in a child care

Response

Department of Infrastructure, Local Government and Planning — (1710-2243 SRA)
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Performance
outcomes

Acceptable outcomes

centre meet the following

internal noise criteria:

1. <45 dB(A) single event
maximum sound pressure
level.

Statutory note: Noise levels
from railways or type 2 multi-
modal corridors are measured
in accordance with AS1055.1—-
1997 Acoustics — Description
and measurement of
environmental noise.

Note: To demonstrate
compliance with the
acceptable outcome, it is
recommended that a RPEQ
certified noise assessment
report be provided. The noise
assessment report should be 4
prepared in accordance with
the State Development
Assessment Provisions
Supporting Information —
Community Amenity (Noise),
Department of Transpert and
Main Roads, 2013.

PO27 Development
involving a:
1. child care centre; or
2. educational
establishment
minimises noise
intrusion from a railway
or type 2 multi-modal
corridor in outdoor
education areas and
outdoor play areas.

AO27.1 A noise barrieror
earth mound is provided which
is designed, sited.and
constructed:
1. to meetthe foliowing
externai-noise criteria in
each-outdeor education
area or-outdoor play area:
4. <62 dB(A) Leq(24
ihour) free field
(between 6am and
6pm)

bh. <84 dB(A) (single
event maximum sound
pressure level) free
field

2. in accordance with the
Civil Engineering
Technical Requirement —
CIVIL-SR-014 Design of
noise barriers adjacent to
railways, Queensland Rail,
2011.

Note: To demonstrate
compliance with the
acceptable outcome, it is
recommended that a RPEQ
certified noise assessment
report be provided. The noise

Response
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Performance
outcomes

Acceptable outcomes

assessment report should be
prepared in accordance with
the State Development
Assessment Provisions
Supporting Information —
Community Amenity (Noise),
Department of Transport and
Main Roads, 2013.

OR

A027.2 Each outdoor
education area and outdoor
play area is shielded from
noise generated from a railway
or type 2 multi-modal corridor
by a building, a solid gap-free
fence, or other solid gap-free
structure.

Response

Hospitals

PO28 Development
involving a hospital
minimises noise
intrusion from a railway
or a type 2 multi-modal
corridor in patient care
areas.

A028.1 Hospitals are

designed and constructed

using materials which ensure

ward areas meet the following

internal noise criteria: |

1. <45 dB(A) single event
maximum sound pressure
level.

AND

A028.2 Hospitals are

designed and constructed

using

materials which ensure patient

care areas (other than ward

areas) meet the foliowing

internal noise criteria:

1. <5CdB(A)single event
maximumi sound pressure
level.

Statutory note: Noise levels

| (from railways or type 2 multi-
modal corridors are measured
in accordance with AS1055.1—
1997 Acoustics — Description
and measurement of
environmental noise.

Note: To demonstrate
compliance with the
acceptable outcome, it is
recommended that a RPEQ
certified noise assessment
report be provided. The noise
assessment report should be
prepared in accordance with
the State Development
Assessment Provisions

Supporting Information —

'iA - The proposed development does
not invoive a hospital.
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Performance

Acceptable outcomes

Response

outcomes
Community Amenity (Noise),
TMR, 2013.

Vibration

Hospitals

PO29 Development
involving a hospital
located within 25 metres
of the centreline of the
nearest railway track
minimises vibration
impacts from a railway
or type 2 multi-modal
corridor in patient care
areas.

A029.1 Hospitals are
designed and constructed to
ensure vibration in the
treatment area of a patient
care area does not exceed a
vibration dose value of
0.1m/s73,

AND

A029.2 Hospitals are
designed and constructed to
ensure vibration in the ward
area of a patient care area
does not exceed a vibration
dose value of 0.4m/s!-73,

Note: To demonstrate
compliance with the
acceptable outcome, it is
recommended that a RPEQ
certified vibration assessmeni
report be provided.

N/A - The proposed developm_ent does
not involve a hospital.

Air and light \
PO30 Development A030.1 Each dwelling nas N/A
involving an access to an outdoor space for

accommodation activity
minimises air quality
impacts from a railway
in outdoor spaces for
passive recreation.

passive recreation.that-is
shielded from a railway by a
building, a solid gap-free
fence, or othei saiid gap-free
structure.

PO31 Development
involving a:
1. child care centre; or
2. educational
establishment
minimises air quality
impacts from a railway
in outdoor education
areas and outdoor play
areas.

PO32 Development
involving an
accommodation activity
or hospitai-minimises
lighting impacts from a
railway.

A031.1 Each outdoor
educaticn-arezand outdoor
play area isshielded from a
railway by a building, a solid
gac-free fence, or other solid
gap-free structure.

A032.1 Buildings for an
accommodation activity or
hospital are designed to
minimise the number of
windows or
transparent/translucent panels
facing a railway.

OR

A032.2 Windows facing a
railway include treatments to
block light from a railway.

Department of Infrastructure, Local Government and Planning — (1710-2243 SRA)
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6.0 Recommendations

6.1 Information Request

RAPTA:

(@) recommends the following further information be requested from the applicant to enable the assessment to
be finalised:

Item | Information requested

Railway Corridors

1. Railway Level Crossing Safety

Railway level crossings of the North Coast Line could be adversely iiripacted on by development
generated traffic. In particular, the development directly relies on access aciross the North Coast
Line via the existing William Palfrey Road level crossing and proposed Qlive Street replacement
level crossing.

The applicant is therefore requested to provide further informaticnh demonstrating how the
proposal will comply with PO19 and PO23 of State Code 2: Development in a Railway
Environment of the State Development Assessment Provisions (available at:
http://dilgp.qld.gov.au/planning/development-assessrent/state-development-assessment-
provisions.html).

In particular, the following are required to be addressea:

(a) Development Intent for Railway Level Crossings

The applicant should provide a staging plan (including early works, construction and subdivision
stages), clearly indicating at what stages access is sought via which railway level crossing
(William Parfrey Road level crossing ana vronosed Olive Street replacement level crossing).

This information should also clearly indicate whether the implementation of the replacement Olive
Street railway level crossing is intended to be undertaken in a staged manner, for instance, 2
traffic lanes widened to 4 traffic lanes and at what development stages. Information request
advice is provided that only the Wiliiam Parfrey Road level crossing or the proposed Olive Street
replacement level crossing is to be operational at any point in time.

(b) Australian Level Crossing Assessment Model (ALCAM)

Traffic information certified by a Registered Professional Engineer of Queensland (RPEQ) is
required addressing ine foilowing:

o the expected traiiic distribution on the road network as a result of the proposed development,
including for each development stage;

e identificaticn of any railway level crossing/s likely to be impacted on by development
generated traffic (including construction and operational traffic). The proportion of
devziopnient generated traffic that is likely to use the identified railway level crossing/s
shou!d hz identified;

o the expected timeframe for the delivery of the proposed development including the
ccimmencement of construction and the completion of the development/works, including any
siages;

| o existing traffic flows (expressed as vehicles per day) over the impacted railway level
crossing/s, including daily (peak hour) fluctuations, and number and percentage of heavy
vehicles and buses;

o the expected background traffic growth (expressed as vehicles per day) over the impacted
railway level crossing/s, including the number and percentage of heavy vehicles and buses.
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Item | Information requested

This should include background traffic growth from the anticipated commencement of
construction and each development stage to a ten year horizon;

o the expected development generated traffic (expressed as vehicles per day), including daily
fluctuations (peak hour) and percentage of heavy vehicles and length and number of buses,
that will pass over the impacted railway level crossing/s from the commencement of
construction, and each development stage to a ten year design horizon;

¢ the maximum size and type of vehicle (including length, width, height and weight) anticipated
over the impacted railway level crossings as a result of the development during construction
and on-going operation (including any stages);

¢ the following data table is required to be populated for each impacted railway level crossing.
If a different railway level crossing is proposed to be used for constructicn versus the on-

going operation of the development then separate data tables wiii heed to be provided for
each impacted railway level crossing accordingly.

AADT over railway level crossing
(Prepare table for each impacted railway level crossing)

Year Without No. and
development With dimensions/type of
(background | development heavy vehicles
growth) and buses
2017 (current
scenario)
Commencement

of construction
(prepare for each
stage)

Commencement
of use (prepare for
each stage)

Ten year design
horizon

A railway safety assessment incorporating comparative Australian Level Crossing Assessment
Model (ALCAM) assessmernits will need to be undertaken for each impacted railway level
crossing, incorporating with and without development scenarios. Please contact Adrian Pennisi of
the Department of Transport and Main Roads on telephone number 3066 1814 or at
Adrian.p.pennisi@tmr.qld.gov.au who will assist you with the ALCAM assessments once the
traffic engineering information addressing the items above is available. The outcomes of the
ALCAM assessments will identify the mitigation measures required to address any identified
safety issues and will need to be included in the information request response.

Information request advice is provided that the traffic data provided for the ALCAM assessments
shouid be endorsed by the Central Queensland Region of the Department of Transport and Main
Roads.

Design of the Olive Street Replacement Railway Level Crossing

The proposed Olive Street replacement level crossing must be appropriately designed to ensure
the safety and operational integrity of the North Coast Line. The applicant is therefore requested
to provide RPEQ certified design drawings and supporting technical documentation for the Olive
Street replacement railway level crossing for both the initial and ultimate designs of the Olive
Street/Bruce Highway intersection.
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Item

Information requested

The design of the replacement railway level crossing should be in accordance with
AS1742.7:2016 — Manual of uniform traffic control devices, Part 7: Railway crossings, applicable
Queensland Rail design standards and requirements, the results of the ALCAM assessment in
part (a) and must not result in queuing (short stacking issues). In respect of short stacking there
should be sufficient clearance from the railway level crossing to allow the maximuin size of
vehicle used in the operation to queue. The minimum clearance should be 5m izom the edge
running rail (of the closest railway track) as per Figure 3.2 of AS1742.7 Manval of Uniform Traffic
Control Devices, Part 7: Railway plus the length of the maximum design vehicie.

The design of the replacement railway level crossing must also demonsirate how the proposed
new level crossing of Olive Street will be integrated with the new 4-way signalised intersection
with the Bruce Highway given the pedestrian, cyclist and bus route functicns indicated for Olive
Street to function as an arterial road.

The applicant is encouraged to consult with Adrian Pennisi of the Department of Transport and
Main Roads on telephone number 3066 1814 or at adrian.p.pennisi@imr.qld.gov.au in relation to
the design of the replacement level crossing prior to the submission of the information request
response.

Stormwater Management Plan

[PD&O - combine with state controlled roads ii hecessary]

The applicant is requested to provide further infcrmation to demonstrate compliance with PO15-
PO16 of State Code 2: Development in a Railway Znvironment of the State Development
Assessment Provisions [Add in SCR code and PO] and with consideration given to the
Queensland Urban Drainage Manual, Fourth: Edition, prepared by the Institute of Public Works
Engineering Australasia (http://www.ipweag.com/qudm).

In particular, the applicant should previde RP£Q certified design drawings and a supporting
hydrological/hydraulic assessment demcnstrating how the external catchment flows into the site
from under the railway corridor will be mzanaged to achieve a no worsening impact (on the pre-
development condition) for all flcod and stormwater events that exist prior to development and up
to a 1% Annual Exeedance Probatility (AEP). The design of the open drain along the eastern
boundary of the site (proposed Lot 5002) should be provided. This should take into account any
proposed noise attenuation measures such as noise barriers and/or earthmounds. Stormwater
management for the proposed development must ensure no worsening or actionable nuisance to
the state controlled trarzzuort infrastructure (railway corridor, including rail transport infrastructure,
and state controlled road) caused by peak discharges, flood levels, frequency/duration of
flooding, flow velocities, water quality, sedimentation and scour effects. There should be no
concentration of flows, hackflows or blockage of flows.
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Technical Specialist Response - Assessment
Technical agency (TA)—Transport and Main Roads
Technical Specialist - RAPTTA

PD&O Requested Date: 14 March 2018

PD&O Due Date: 15 March 2018

PD&O DAO:

TA reference: TMR17-022950

DILGP reference: 1710-2243 SRA

DILGP regional office: SARA Fitzroy Central

DILGP email: RockhamptonSARA@dilgp.qld.gov.au
1.0 Endorsement

Officer Approver

Kelly Graham Rebecca Kalianiotis

Senior Planner Manager

3066 1821 3066 1436

6 March 2018 13/62/2018

2.0 Application details

Street address: 23-27 William Palfrey Road, Parkhurst QLD 4701
Real property description: 22SP134380, 23SP 134380, 41SP226571, 49SP129857, 5SP238731

Local government area: Rockhampton Regiornial Council

Applicant name: Stockland Development Pty Ltd

Applicant contact details: c/-RPS RO Box 977
Townsville 2LD 4810

3.0 Aspects of develoniment and type of approval being sought
Aspect Of Type OF Description
Development Anproval
Reconfiguration of a De\velopment 1 lot into 129 lots - 124 residential lots, 2
Lot Permit management lots, 1 active open space lot, 1 linear open

space lot, and 1 balance lot

4.0 Matters of interest to the state

The developme_nt application has the following matters of interest to the state under the provisions of the
Planning Reqgulation 2017:

Trigger Trigger Trigger Description
Mode Number
All Modes 10.9.4.1.1.1  Development application for an aspect of development stated in

schedule 20 that is assessable development under a local categorising

instrument or section 21, if—(a) the development is for a purpose stated
in schedule 20, column 1 for the aspect; and (b) the development meets
or exceeds the threshold— (i) for development in local government area
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r RTI-3295 file? Release ndf - Paae Number: 70 of 167



Railways

State-

Controlled

Roads

5.0

1—stated in schedule 20, column 2 for the purpose; or (ii) for
development in local government area 2—stated in

Development application for reconfiguring a lot that is assessable
development under section 21, if— (a) all or part of the premises are
within 25m of a State transport corridor; and (b) 1 or more of the
following apply— (i) the total number of lots is increased; (ii) the total
number of lots adjacent to the State transport corridor is incieased; (iii)
there is a new or changed access between the premises and tne State
transport corridor; (iv) an easement is created adjacent tc a railway as
defined under the Transport Infrastructure Act, schedule €; and (c) the
reconfiguration does not relate to government supported transport
infrastructure

Development application for reconfiguring a lot that is assessable
development under section 21, if— (a) all or part cf the premises are—
(i) adjacent to a road (the relevant road) that iiitersects with a State-
controlled road; and (ii) within 100m of the intersaction; and (b) 1 or
more of the following apply— (i) the total number of lots is increased; (ii)
the total number of lots adjacent to the relevant road is increased; (iii)
there is a new or changed access between the premises and the
relevant road; and (c) the reconfiguratior: does not relate to government
supported transport infrastructure

10.9.4.2.1.1

10.9.4.2.3.1

Assessment

5.1

Evidence or other material

Our agency relied on the following evidence or material in making its assessment:

Title of Evidence /
Material

Prepared by

Date

Reference no.

Version/lssue

[insert details]

[insert details]

[insert details]

[insert details]

[insert details]

[insert details]

[insert details]

[insert details]

[insert details]

[insert details]

[insert details]

[insert detaiis]

[insert details]

[insert details]

[insert details]

[insert details]

[insert details]

[insert details]

[insert details]

[insert details]

Background

e In 2011, Stockland advised TMR of a proposed integrated residential and commercial
development ‘Ellida’ at Parkhurst, north of Rockhampton.

Previous develcigmeni application (TMR Ref: TMR13-005882, Rockhampton Regional Council

Ref: D/36-2012)

e A development epplication was made on 11 March 2013 to Rockhampton Regional Council (Ref:
D/36-20173) seeking a preliminary approval for a master planned residential estate of 2350
allotrments and a development permit for reconfiguring a lot for stages 1 — 3 of 199 lots at
Yaamba Road, Parkhurst. The site was adjacent to the North Coast Line railway and triggered
referral to the Department of Transport and Main Roads as a concurrence agency for railways
and state-controlled roads.

e Access to the development from the Bruce Highway was proposed via a four way intersection at
Clive Street which would involve a new railway crossing of the North Coast Line railway.

e The development was facilitated as a ‘major project’ under the previous Department of State
Development Infrastructure Planning (DSDIP) Industry Support Unit.

e There were a number of workshops and pre-lodgement meetings with the applicant, Department
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of Transport and Main Roads, Queensland Rail and the Minister’s office from November 2012
regarding the proposal for a new railway level crossing for the development.

e The Queensland Level Crossing Safety Strategy 2012-2021 seeks to eliminate level crossings
where appropriate. In particular, Strategy 9 seeks to:

‘Explore opportunities for grade separation or closing level crossings and seek to minimise any
proposals to construct a public level crossing on a greenfield site, with a clear objeciive to add no
further open level crossings to the network.’

e Consequently, any proposed level crossings require Minister endorsement.

e To overcome the Government’s position of ‘no new level crossings’, Stockland preposed to
relocate the William Palfrey Road level crossing approximately 700m nortih ic Oiive Street. Grade
separation was considered unviable due to cost and land constraints.

¢ In March 2013, the Minister advised that the new Olive Road level crossing was supported as a
replacement for the William Palfrey Road level crossing based on ii being assessed as ‘medium
risk’.

e TMR provided a letter dated 15 April 2013 to Stockland which advised that ‘TMR supports the
proposed at-grade level crossing solution to Olive Street, noting no further crossings will be
added to the network as the existing level crossing at William Palfrey Road will be relocated and
upgraded.’

¢ TMR issued an information request dated 7 May 2013 which requested further information in
relation to state-controlled road traffic, conceptual engineering drawings for the Olive Street level
crossing and railway noise.

o The existing William Palfrey Drive level crossing was intended to be utilised for construction
purposes, then decommissioned and closed upon the opening of the replacement Olive Street
level crossing.

e Queensland Rail provided approval in principle to replace the William Palfrey Road level crossing
with the Olive Street level crossing via lettarc dated 12 April 2013 and 28 August 2013 including
specific requirements and conditiona! upcn further consultation at detailed design stages.

e TMR issued a concurrence agency respoirse with conditions on 17 October 2013. This included
requirements regarding the new QClive Street level crossing and closure and decommissioning of
the William Palfrey Road level crossing, amongst other railway conditions concerning
stormwater, fencing, noise and earthworks. Additional conditions were applied in relation to state-
controlled road intersection works and future potential bus routes.

¢ Rockhampton Regiona! Zouncil issued a Decision Notice dated 11 December 2013 giving
approval for a Preliminary Approval to vary the effect of the Planning Scheme for a Material
Change of Use for a Miaster Planned Community and a Development Permit for Reconfiguring a
Lot (five lots into 127 iots, public use land and balance lots).

e The approval was subsequently appealed and withdrawn. As such, there is no prior approval.

e The current Rockhzinpton City Plan 2015 now designates the ‘Ellida’ site as residential and as
such future residential development on the site does not require a preliminary approval for a
materia! change of use to change the levels of assessment for the land.

e A number cf prelodgement meetings have been held between TMR, QR, DILGP and the
aprlicant

Prelodgement Meeting — 16 September 2015 (TMR ref: TMR15-014875; DILGP Ref: SPL-
0815-023596)

o A prelodgement meeting was held on 16 September 2015, and a prelodgement
meeting record dated 2 October 2015 was provided regarding a forthcoming 128 lot
subdivision and sales office generally corresponding to the previously assessed stages
1-3.

o the applicant was advised that all previous reporting for the development application
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needed to be revised and updated and the relevant SDAP criteria would need to be
addressed for state-controlled roads and railways.

o The applicant advised that the intention of closing the William Palfrey Road railway
level crossing remained and requested in-principle agreement that the replacement
railway level crossing was still valid. TMR was to check the process required for this
with senior management and advised updated traffic data would be required regarding
the revised development proposal and arrangements, background traffic, desigii
horizon and the like as this would affect the design / safety controls.

o The applicant was requested to provide formal written correspondence to TMR
clarifying the nature of the proposed development and requesting writien confirmation
regarding the validity of the replacement railway level crossing.

o Since this meeting, TMR confirmed that the replacement leve! crossing approved by
the Minister in 2013 remains valid in principle. This was tre direction given by the
Executive Director, of Transport System Management within TMR.

Prelodgement Meeting — 29 May 2017 (TMR ref: TMR17-021315; DILGP Ref: SPL-0517-

039320)

o A prelodgement meeting was held on 29 May 2017 {SPL-0517-039320) and a
prelodgement meeting record dated 8 June 2017 was provided regarding a forthcoming
126 lot subdivision generally correspondirg io the pieviously assessed stages 1-3. The
intent was to provide information for the entire development.

o Access for the initial stages of the development (construction, display village and initial
lot releases of approximately 200 allotments) was proposed through Edenbrook estate,
subject to receiving approval from Rockhampton City Council. The intersection of William
Palfrey Road and the Bruce Highway was not intended to be used to access the site
during construction and at commencenment, provided the applicant could reach
agreement to use the road conneciion from the Edenbrook estate. The applicant wished
to achieve primary access to tihe estate via Olive Street.

o Atthis meeting it was cciiveyed that the issues raised at the prelodgement meeting of
October 2015 were stiii required to be addressed, in particular all reports should be
updated.

o TMRis upgrading the Bruce Highway at this location, however would not be designing or
funding the fourin ieg of Olive Street which includes the replacement railway level
crossing.

o The meeting specifically discussed traffic information, and in relation to railway level
crossings TMR identified that information would be required in relation to proposed
access ariangements and development generated traffic for all aspects and stages of the
deveicpmeant, and only one level crossing could be operational at one time.

o Queensiand Rail and TMR advised that it was preferred for access to the development
(nameiy, construction and the initial stages) to be gained from the road connection via
the Edenbrook estate rather than via the existing railway level crossing at William Palfrey
Road.

Current devzlopment application
+ The development application is seeking a development permit for Reconfiguring a Lot (1 lot into 129 lots
- 124 residential lots, 2 management lots, 1 active open space lot, 1 linear open space lot, and 1
balance lot).
e The proposed development is for the initial stages 1-3 of the ‘Ellida’ development, adjacent to the
railway corridor. The overall development will include up to approximately 2,350 residential allotments
as part of the master planned community.

Department of Infrastructure, Local Government and Planning — (1710-2243 SRA) Page 4 of 31
Department of Transport and Main Roads — (TMR17-022950)

r RTI-3295 file? Release ndf - Paae Number: 73 of 167



Access to the development is proposed via a four-way signalised intersection on the Bruce Highway at
Olive Street which includes a replacement at-grade crossing of the railway corridor on the (western)
fourth leg of this intersection.

The existing level crossing on William Palfrey Road is proposed to be relocated to align with the
proposed principal access point of the development.

The proposed development is adjacent to the North Coast Line on its eastern boundary.

The development application is made partly over rail corridor land, namely Lots 22 and 23 on SP134380
and Lot 49 on SP129857. These lots include the existing railway level crossing of Wiiiiam Palfrey Road
and the proposed Olive Street extension and new level crossing. The referrai material includes a land
owner’s consent letter (reference 485/00165, E46413) from the Departrrent of Transport and Main
Roads in relation to the rail corridor land to enable the development application to be made over Lots 22
and 23 on SP134380 and Lot 49 on SP129857.

The applicant has agreed to receive an information request as per DA Form 1, Part 6 — Information

Request, item 19.

e Other than the Traffic Impact Assessment, the reports submitted with the current development
application have generally not been updated since 2013.

e The development was deemed properly made by Rockhampton Regional Council on 16 October 2017.

o Therefore, the development application is triggered for assessment under the following state code of the
State Development Assessment Provisions, versicn 2.1, effective from 11 August 2017, in relation to

railways:

5.2

SDAP Assessment

The following is an assessment of the application against each applicable codes in:

State Code 2: Development in a railway environment

Performance
outcomes

Buildings and structures

N_/
Acceptable &‘"’7\

Response

PO1 The location of
buildings, structures,
infrastructure, services
and utilities does not
create a safety hazard
in a railway corridor or
cause damage to, or
obstruct, rail transport
infrastructure or other
rail infrastructure.

AO1.1 Buildings, structures,
infrastructure; services and
utiliiies are not located in a

railway corridor.
AND

Development setbacks/clearances

AO1.2 Buildings, structures,
infrastructure, services and
utilities can be maintained
without requiring access to a
railway corridor.

AND

e The Proposed Subdivision Stages 1-3
Allotment Layout (revision |) shows a
linear open space lot approximately
20m wide and balance lot 5007
adjacent to the railway corridor. The
linear open space is to accommodate
a noise mound and the balance lot
accommodates future SCR planning.

e This plan also shows Stage 3b will
include a new road across the railway
corridor. This will be addressed under
PO23 in relation to railway level
crossings.

o Therefore the development is unlikely
to compromise this aspect of PO1.

Pipework, services and utilities

e Electricity is currently available to the
site and a future electrical easement
lot is proposed adjacent to the railway
corridor.
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Performance
outcomes

Acceptable outcomes

Response

The planning report indicates that new
sewer and water connections will be
required to service the development
from Yaamba Road. These will be
required to cross the railway corridor.
These connections across the railway
corridor are concegitially shown on
the Wastewater Master Plan Service
Strategy and Concept Water
Reticulation Layout Plan. They appear
to align with the new location of Olive
Street and will likeiy be co-located
with the new road.

Therefore an zdvice statement should
be providea regarding the approval
requirements under section 255 of the
Transport Infrastructure Act 1994 to
ensure compliance with this aspect of
PO1.

AO1.3 Buildings, structures
and infrastructure are set back
horizontally a minimum of 3
metres from the outermost
projection of overhead line
equipment.

Note: Section 2.3 of the-Guide
to Development in a Transport
Environment: Raii,, TMR, 2015
provides guidance ori how to
comply with this accepiable
outcome.

AND

N/A — There is no OHLE in this section of
the railway corridor.

AO1.4 The lowest part of

development jivor over a
railway is a-minimum of:

1. 7.9 metres above the
railway track where the
proposed development
extends along the railway
for a distance of less than
40 metres

9 metres above the railway
track where the
development extends
along the railway for a
distance of between 40
and 80 metres.

AND

1IN

N/A — The development is not in or above
the railway corridor.

AO1.5 Pipe work, services and

utilities:

1. are not attached to rail
transport infrastructure or
other rail infrastructure

2. do not penetrate through
the side of any proposed
building element or

Refer to the assessment under AO1.1 and
AO1.2.
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Performance
outcomes

Acceptable outcomes

structure where built to
boundary in, over or
abutting a railway corridor.

Response

PO2 Buildings and
structures are located to
not interfere with, or
impede access to, a
railway bridge.

AO02.1 Buildings and structures
are set back horizontally a
minimum of 3 metres from a
railway bridge.

AND

AO2.2 Permanent structures
are not located below or
abutting a railway bridge.
AND

AO2.3 Temporary activities
below or abutting a railway
bridge do not impede access
to a railway corridor.

Note: Temporary activities
below or abutting a railway
bridge could include, for
example, car parking or
outdoor storage.

N/A — there are no railway bridges at this
location.

PO3 Development does
not add or remove
loading that will cause
damage to rail transport
infrastructure or a
railway corridor.

Note: To demonstrate
compliance with this
performance outcome, it
is recommended a
RPEQ certified
geotechnical
assessment, prepared
in accordance with the
Guide to Development
in a Transport
Environment: Rail, TMR
2015 is provided.

No acceptable outcome is
prescribed.

Refer to the assessment under PO10-
P04,

PO4 Development
above a railway is
designed to enable
natural ventilation end
smoke dispersion.in'the
event of a fire
emergency.

Note: Section 2.1 —
Development cver a
railway of the Guide to
Developmentin a
Transport Environment:
Rail, TMR, 2015,
provides guidance on
how to comply with this
acceptable outcome.

No-zicceptable outcome is
prescribed.

N/A — The development is not proposed
above the railway corridor.

Department of Infrastructure, Local Government and Planning — (1710-2243 SRA)

Department of Transport and Main Roads — (TMR17-022950)

Page 7 of 31

r RTI-3295 file? Release ndf - Paae Number: 76 of 167




Performance
outcomes

PO5 Construction
activities do not cause
ground movement or
vibration impacts in a
railway corridor.

Note: Recommended a
RPEQ certified
geotechnical
assessment, prepared
in accordance with
section 2.7 of the Guide
to Developmentina
Transport Environment:
Rail, TMR, 2015 is
provided.

Acceptable outcomes

No acceptable outcome is
prescribed.

Response

Refer to the assessment under PO10-
PO14.

PO6 Buildings and
structures in a railway
corridor are designed
and constructed to
remain structurally
sound in the event of a
derailed train.

A06.1 Buildings and
structures, in a railway corridor
including piers or supporting
elements, are designed and
constructed in accordance with
Civil Engineering Technical
Requirement — CIVIL-SR-01Z
Collision protection of
supporting elements adjacent
to railways, Queensland | ail,
2011, AS5100 Bridge design
and AS1170 Structurel design
actions.

Note: Section 3.2.¢f the Guide
to Developmentin.a Transport
Environment;. Rail, TMR, 2015
provides guidance on how to
comply with this acceptable
outcome.

N/A — The proposed development is not
located within a railway corridor and is
located more than 20m from the nearest
railway irack. The proposed development
' reiates to a reconfiguration.

PO7 Buildings and
structures in high risk
locations and where
also located within 10
metres of the centreline
of the nearest railway
track are designed and
constructed to remain
structurally sound in(the

event of a deraiied train.

AO7.1 Buildings and
structures, in a railway corridor
inciuding piers or supporting

| lelements, are designed and

censtructed in accordance with
Civil Engineering Technical
Requirement CIVIL-SR-012
Collision protection of
supporting elements adjacent
to railways, Queensland Rail,
2011, AS5100 Bridge design
and AS1170 Structural design
actions.

Note: Section 3.2 of the Guide
to Development in a Transport
Environment: Rail, TMR, 2015
provides guidance on how to
comply with this acceptable
outcome.

PO8 Buildings and
structures in a railway
corridor are designed

AO08.1 Buildings and structures
in a railway corridor include
throw protection screens in
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Performance
outcomes

and constructed to
prevent projectiles from
being thrown onto a
railway.

Acceptable outcomes

accordance with the relevant
provisions of the Civil
Engineering Technical
Requirement — CIVIL-SR-005
Design of buildings over or
near railways, Queensland
Rail, 2011, and the Civil
Engineering Technical
Requirement — CIVIL-SR-008
Protection screens,
Queensland Rail.

AND

AO08.2 Road, pedestrian and
bikeway bridges over a railway
include throw protection
screens in accordance with the
relevant provisions of the Civil
Engineering Technical
Requirement — CIVIL-SR-005
Design of buildings over or
near railways, Queensland [
Rail, 2011, and the Civil
Engineering Technical
Requirement — CIVIL-SR-008
Protection screens,
Queensland Rail.

Note: Section 2.4 of trie/ Guide
to Development in-a Transport
Environment: Raii; TMR, 2015,
provides guidance an how to
comply with this.cutcome.

PQO9 Buildings, and
structures, other than
accommodation
activities, are designed
and constructed to
prevent projectiles from
being thrown onto a
railway from any publicly
accessible areas
located within 20 metrgs
from the centreline of
the nearest railway
track.

A09.1 Publically accessible
areas located within 20 metres
from the centrgiine of the
nearest raiiwzay track do not
directly overlook a railway.

OR

AQQ 2 Buildings and structures
| (are designed to ensure
nubiically accessible areas
iocated within 20 metres of the
centreline of the nearest
railway track and that overlook
the railway include throw
protection screens in
accordance with the relevant
provisions of the Civil
Engineering Technical
Requirement — CIVIL-SR-005
Design of buildings over or
near railways, Queensland
Rail, 2011, and the Civil
Engineering Technical
Requirement — CIVIL-SR-008
Protection screens,
Queensland Rail.

Response
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Performance
outcomes

Acceptable outcomes

Note: Section 2.4 of the Guide
to Development in a Transport
Environment: Rail, TMR, 2015,
provides guidance on how to
comply with this outcome.

Response

Filling, excavation and retaining structures

PO10 Filling, excavation
and retaining structure
do not interfere with, or
result in damage to,
infrastructure or services
in a railway corridor.

Note: Where
development will impact
on an existing or future
service or public utility
plant in a railway
corridor, 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.

No acceptable outcome is
prescribed.

PO11 Filling,
excavation, building
foundations and
retaining structures do
not undermine, or cause
subsidence of, a railway
corridor.

Note: To demonstrate
compliance with this
performance outcome, it
is recommended a
RPEQ certified
geotechnical
assessment is provided,
prepared in accordance
with section 2.7 of the
Guide to Development
in a Transport
Environment; Rail, TMR,
2015.

No acceptable outcome’is
prescribed.

PO12 Filling and
excavation,‘huiiding
fouindations and
retaining structures do
not cause ground water
disturbance in a railway
corridor.

Note: To demonstrate
compliance with this

No acceptable solution is
prescribed.

Earthworks, Retaining angﬁo_um

Disturbance

The proposed suhdivision will involve
road works and is iikely to involve bulk
earthworks to achieve level building
pads.

The Proposed Subdivision Stages 1-3
Allotment Layout (revision H) shows a
linear open space lot (Stage 3b)
approximately 25m wide extending
along the length of the railway
corridor. The planning report indicates
tihe intent of this lot is to
accoinmodate a future electrical
easement.

This plan also shows Stage 3a will
include a new road across the railway
corridor.

The Civil Engineering and Services
Report (Appendix G), prepared by
Brown Consulting and dated
05/03/2013, includes Preliminary Bulk
Earthworks and Retaining Wall Plans
and Preliminary Bulk Earthworks
Cut/Fill Depths Plans. These plans
show earthworks will be setback
approximately 25m from the railway
corridor except for works associated
with the construction of the Olive
Street extension over the railway
corridor.

The works on the railway corridor
associated with this new road and
level crossing will be assessed under
PO23 in relation to railway level
crossings and require railway
manager approval under section 255
of the Transport Infrastructure Act.

Response to information request

A new staging plan has been
submitted and the road extension
across the railway corridor will occur
in Stage 3b.

The works on the railway corridor
associated with this new road and
level crossing will be assessed under
PO23 in relation to railway level
crossings and require railway
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Performance
outcomes

performance outcome, it
is recommended a
RPEQ certified
geotechnical
assessment is provided,
prepared in accordance
with section 2.7 of the
Guide to Development
in a Transport
Environment: Rail, TMR,
2015.

Acceptable outcomes

PO13 Excavation,
boring, piling, blasting 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 railway
corridor, rail transport
infrastructure or railway
works.

Note: Recommended a
RPEQ certified
geotechnical
assessment is provided,
prepared in accordance
with section 2.7 of the
Guide to Development
in a Transport
Environment: Rail, TMR,
2015.

No acceptable outcome is
prescribed.

PO14 Filling and
excavation material
does not cause an
obstruction or nuisance
in a railway corridor.

AO14.1 Devaopment does not

store fill, spail’or any other

material in, or adjacent to, a

raiiway- corridor.

Response

manager approval under section 255
of the Transport Infrastructure Act.
The Proposed Subdivision Stages 1-3
Allotment Layout (revision |) shows a
linear open space lot (to
accommodate noise rnourid)
approximately 20m in widith and new
balance Lot 5007 (to accommodate
future SCR plarning) adjacent to the
railway corridor.

The QR Linear Open Space Cross-
Section (drawing 109116-114) shows
a 2.5m hign acoustic earthmound will
be provided within the linear open
space corrider and within the railway
corridor. This includes a 1:3 batter to
the raiiway corridor existing ground
level.

The exact location of these works
withiri the railway corridor is not
shown on the submitted plans.

The railway manager (QR) has
advised that earthworks not
associated with the new proposed
road are not permitted within the
railway corridor.

No new earthworks details or plans
have been provided to support the
new staging plan.

Retaining structures, including earth
mounds in excess of an overall height
of 1m abutting a railway corridor are
to be designed and certified by a
structural RPEQ.

The proposed earthworks therefore
have the potential to adversely impact
on the safety and operational integrity
of the railway.

It is assumed that a subsequent
operational works application will be
forthcoming, however DSDMIP will
not be triggered as a concurrence
agency if these works are ‘associated
with’ the subject application for a
material change of use and
reconfiguring a lot.

Given the above, a condition is
required to be imposed, including
RPEQ certification and advice
statement regarding approval under
section 255 of the Transport
Infrastructure Act to ensure
compliance with PO10 PO14.

Stormwater and drainage

PO15 Development
does not result in an
actionable nuisance or

No acceptable outcome is
prescribed.

Refer to response below for PO15
and PO16.
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Performance
outcomes

worsening of
stormwater, flooding or
drainage impacts in a
railway corridor.

Note: Section 2.8 of the
Guide to Development
in a Transport
Environment: Rail, TMR,
2015, provides guidance
on how to comply with
this performance
outcome.

Acceptable outcomes Response

PO16 Run-off from the AO16.1 Run-off from the
development site during | development site during

construction of construction of development is
development does not not discharged to stormwater
cause siltation of infrastructure in a railway
stormwater corridor.

infrastructure affecting a
railway corridor.

The site is currently undeveloped rural land and adjoins the rai'way corridor on its eastern
boundary.
The first stages (1 to 3) of the development directly adjcin the railway corridor.
The railway corridor is located upstream of the site.
The proposed residential subdivision will increase the impervious area on the site and therefore
peak discharge.
Proposed bulk earthworks also have the potentia! to alter the existing drainage and flooding
characteristics of the site which may adverseiv impact on the railway corridor.
The site is subject to flooding from Ramsay Creck according to Rockhampton Regional Council
online mapping from 2014.
The applicant has resubmitted the Stermwaier Quality Management Plan prepared by DesignFlow
and Flood Management Report prenared ty Brown Smart Consulting, both from 2013 relating to
the previous development application over the site (TMR Ref: TMR13-005882, Council Ref: D/36-
2013).
TMR’s Engineering and Technoiogy (Hydraulics) Branch has reviewed the material and advised:
We refer Brown Consuiting (Qld) Pty Ltd's Version C Jan 2013 Flood Management Report.
The proposed developmznt is on Ramsey Creek, downstream of the North Coast Railway (Glen
Geddes to Parkhurst) and the state-controlled 10F Bruce Highway.
A small portion of the siie iri the north receives tributary discharge from the railway reserve. The
site layout shows thal this portion will not be developed and hence will not impede runoff from
state controlled infrasiiicture.
All other parts of tre site runoff away from the state-controlled network and have no external
catchment crossing that network. Flood modelling of Ramsey Creek for a range of ARIs from 5
to 100 years, iesiilis in flood levels at the upstream cross-section (some 75m downstream of the
railway crossing) in the developed case being equal to that for the existing case. Hence there is
no worsening of flood level at the state-controlled network.
Hence TME should have no objection to this development on stormwater drainage grounds.

With regards to stormwater management of stages 1 to 3, a report has been prepared by Design
Flow in October 2013. The conceptual stormwater management plan appears to show that
staiimwater runoff from a railway crossing to the east of the development will be conveyed via an
open drain along the boundary between the development site and the state controlled railway
carridor before discharging into a gully within the development site. TMR records and aerial
photos show that there are potentially 2 railway culvert crossings in the vicinity of Stages 1 to 3
of the development. While TMR support this concept in principle, we should request details of
the proposed drainage configuration including a hydraulic assessment showing that the
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Performance
outcomes

proposed drainage configuration will not worsen flood levels and velocities within the state
controlled corridor for events up to the 1% AEP.

e Given the above, further information was requested to demonstrate compliance with PO15 and
PO16.

Acceptable outcomes Response

Response to information request

o Arevised Flood Investigation and Concept Stormwater Quantity Management Plan for stages 1 to
3, prepared by Calibre Consulting has been submitted.
e Section 3.2.3 concludes that:
“The results demonstrate that the proposed development will result in negligible increases in
peak flows downstream of the site.
The maximum predicted increase in peak flow of 3% occurs during tne niinor storm events, with
only a 1% increase experienced at all critical analysis points for the 1% AP storm event. These
increases in peak flow are not expected to result in any perceivable chiarge in flood conditions,
let alone an adverse impact. Therefore peak flow mitigation is neither required nor proposed as
part of the Stag 1 to 3 development.
e Additionally the submitted Proposed Subdivision Stages 1-3 Allotment Layout indicates that a
Noise Mound is proposed adjacent to the railway boundary.
e The revised report has taken this into consideration during hydrauiic analysis.
e Section 4.1 of the report outlines a drainage strategy and hydraulic analysis for the stormwater
management measures for stages 1-3:
Proposed swale and culvert/inlet system adjacent accistic mound/ berm structure to cater for
locally contributing catchment from the east;
District park overland flow path to cater for some internally generated development flows and
eastern flows conveyed from the proposed cuivert/inlet system adjacent eastern property
boundary and acoustic berm;
Proposed internal arterial road culvert crossing to cater for district park flows, some internally
generated development flows and flows contributing to the site form the east.
¢ TMR’s Engineering and Technology (Hydrauiics) Branch has reviewed the material and advised:
This development is located downstrean of the North Coast Line and Bruce Highway. Therefore
runoff from this site flows away from the state controlled transport corridor, so there will be no
increase in runoff due to proposed development.

However, currently runoff from a local upstream catchment of 13.69 hectares, east of the site
drains into this site. This catchment is largely made up of low density residential allotments and
the reminder made up oi rcad and railway corridor. Runoff from this catchment currently enters
the site as concentratea over!and flow traverses the Bruce Highway (Yamba Road) and North
Coast railway corridor via minor stormwater pipe drainage infrastructure. They need to manage
this runoff without catising any flooding impact to TMR transport corridors (both rail and road).

The SMP proposes to implement drainage swales adjacent the acoustic mound/berm within their
property to direct flows from upstream catchment east of the site to the proposed inlet structure
and then to discharge to the onsite District Park. The report has the details of an assessment of
hydraulic capacity of these swale drains and has shown that these swales have been designed
to conveyv 1% AEP runoff from the local upstream catchment east of the site.

Since the runoff from eastern catchment up to 1% AEP convey through the proposed swale
drains and into District Park, it seems unlikely that there will be any impact on flooding on any
state centrolled transport infrastructure.

We also requested applicant to provide a confirmation that approval has been given to locate the
proposed drainage within an electrical easement. This has not been provided in the report, so
TMR should ask applicant to provide relevant documents to confirm it. This should be a
condition for approval of this DA.
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Performance
outcomes

Acceptable outcomes

Response

| recommend that TMR can accept the new Flood Investigation and Concept Stormwater
Quantity Management Plan subject to the condition regarding no worsening of flooding to state
controlled rail and road transport corridors.

In addition, TMR should ask for a documents to confirm that approval has been given fo locate

the proposed drainage within an electrical easement.

e Given the above the proposed development should be conditioned in accordance with the
submitted report, including RPEQ certification to achieve compliance with PO15 arid PO 16.

Access

PO17 Development
prevents unauthorised
access to a railway
corridor.

AO17.1 Where development is
abutting a railway corridor
fencing is provided along the
property boundary with the
railway corridor in accordance
with the railway manager’s
standards.

Note: It is recommended the
applicant contact the railway
manager for advice regarding
applicable fencing standards.
AND

The site is currentiy vacant rural land.
The proposed davelopment involves
the creation of residential allotments
on a site adjacent to the railway
corridor.

e The proposed development will be
changing the existing use of the site
and ircreasing the risk of trespass
onto the railway corridor.

¢ Itis unclear where the location of the
acoustic mound/fence are proposed in
relation to the railway corridor
boundary.

e  Therefore, fencing to the railway
manager’s (QR) standards is required
on the railway corridor boundary.
Security fencing is accordance with
QR-C-83230 (without rails) is required
in this location.

e Fencing is required to be conditioned
to achieve compliance with PO17.

AO17.2 A road-barrier
designed in accordance with
Civil Engineering Technical
Requirement = CIVIL-SR-007
Design and selection criteria
for road/rail interface barriers,
Queensland Rail 2011, and
certified by an RPEQ, is
instailed along any roads

| abutting a railway corridor.

AND

N/A — The proposed development does
not involve a new road abutting a railway
corridor.

“AO017.3 Proposed vehicle

Mmanoeuvring areas,
driveways, loading areas or
carparks abutting a railway
corridor include rail interface
barriers.

Note: Section 2.4 of the Guide
to Development in a Transport
Environment: Rail, TMR, 2015,
provides guidance on how to
comply with acceptable
outcome 16.3.

N/A — The proposed development does
not involve vehicle manoeuvring areas,
driveways, loading areas or carparks
abutting a railway corridor.

PO18 Development
does not obstruct
existing access to a
railway corridor.

AO18.1 Development is sited
and designed to ensure
existing authorised access
points and access routes for

N/A — The development does not obstruct
existing authorised access points and
access routes for maintenance and
emergency works to a railway corridor.
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Performance
outcomes

Acceptable outcomes

maintenance and emergency
works to a railway corridor are
clear from obstructions at all
times.

Response

PO19 Access to a
railway corridor does not
create a safety hazard
for users of a railway, or
result in a worsening of
operating conditions on
a railway.

AO19.1 Development does not
require a new railway crossing.
AND

A0O19.2 Development does not
propose new or temporary
structures or works connecting
to rail transport infrastructure
or other rail infrastructure.
AND

A019.3 Vehicle access points
achieve sufficient clearance
from a railway level crossing in
accordance with
AS1742.7:2016 — Manual of
uniform traffic control devices,
Part 7. Railway crossings, by
providing minimum 5 metres
clearance from the edge
running rail (outer rail), plus
the length of the largest
vehicle anticipated on-site.

Note: Section 2.2 of the Guide
to Development in a Trarisport
Environment: Rail, Departrnent
of Transport and/Main Roads,
2015, provides guidance on
how to comply with this
acceptable ouicome.

Refer to the assessment agai_nst PO23.

PO20 Development
does not damage or
interfere with public
passenger transport
infrastructure, public
passenger services or
pedestrian and cycle
access to public
passenger transport
infrastructure and public
passenger services.

A020.1 Developrnent does not
necessitate the relocation of
existing pub!ic passenger
transport infrastructure.

ANO

AQ20.ZVehicular access and
| lassaciated road access works
for2'development is not
iocated within 5 metres of
existing public passenger
transport infrastructure.

AND

A020.3 On-site vehicle
circulation is designed 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 cyclist
access to public passenger
transport infrastructure and
public passenger services.

N/A — Interference with public passenger
transport will be addressed under the
assessment against State Code 6.
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Performance
outcomes

Acceptable outcomes

AND

A020.4 The normal operation
of public passenger transport
infrastructure or public
passenger services is not
interrupted during construction
of the development.

Response

Planned upgrades

PO21 Development
does not impede
delivery of planned
upgrades of rail

transport infrastructure.

A0O21.1 Development is not
located on land identified by
the Department of Transport
and Main Roads as land
required for planned upgrades
to rail transport infrastructure.
Note: Land required for the
planned upgrade of rail
transport infrastructure is
identified in the DA mapping
system.

OR

A0O21.2 Development is sited
and designed so that
permanent buildings,
structures, infrastructure,
services or utilities are not
located on land identified oy
the Department of Transport
and Main Roads as land
required for the planned
upgrade of rail transport
infrastructure.
OR
all of the following acceptable
outcomes apply:

AO021.3 Structures and
infrastructure located on land
identified by the Department of
Transport and Main Roads as
' larid required for the planned
upgrade of a of rail transport
infrastructure are able to be
readily relocated or removed
without materially affecting the
viability or functionality of the
development.

AND

A0O21.4 Development does not
involve filling and excavation
of, or material changes to, land
required for a planned upgrade
of rail transport infrastructure.
AND

AO21.5 Land is able to be
reinstated to the pre-
development condition at the
completion of the use.

N/A - Development ic nct located on land
identified by the Departrinent of Transport
and Main Roads as land required for
planned upgrades to rail transport
infrastructure.
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Performance
outcomes

Network safety

Acceptable outcomes

Response

PO22 Development
involving dangerous
goods adjacent to a
railway corridor does not
adversely impact on the
safety or operations of a
railway.

Note: Development
involving dangerous
goods, or hazardous
chemicals above the
threshold quantities
listed in table 5.2 of the
Model Planning Scheme
Development Code for
Hazardous Industries
and Chemicals, Office of
Industrial Relations,
Department of Justice
and Attorney-General,
2016, should
demonstrate that
impacts on a railway
from a fire, explosion,
spill, gas emission or
dangerous goods
incident can be
appropriately mitigated.
Section 2.6 —
Dangerous goods and
fire safety of the Guide
to Developmentina
Transport Environment:
Rail, TMR, 2015,
provides guidance on
how to comply with this
performance outcome.

A0O22.1 Development does not
involve handling or storage of
hazardous chemicals above
the threshold quantities listed
in table 5.2 of the Model
Planning Scheme
Development Code for
Hazardous Industries and
Chemicals, Office of Industrial
Relations, Department of
Justice and Attorney-General,
2016.

N/A — The proposed development does
not involve the handling or storage of
dangerous goods or hazardous
chemicals.

PO23 Development
does not adversely
impact on the safety of/a
railway crossing.

Note: It is recommended
a traffic impact
assessment be
prepared to
demonstrate conipliance
with this performance
outcome. An impact on
a ievel crossing may
require_an Australian
Level Crossing
Assessment Model
(ALCAM) assessment to
be undertaken.

"AG23.1 Development does not

require a new railway crossing.
OR

A023.2 A new railway
crossing is grade separated.

Note: It is recommended a
traffic impact assessment be
prepared to demonstrate
compliance with this
acceptable outcome. An
impact on a level crossing may
require an Australian Level
Crossing Assessment Model
(ALCAM) assessment to be
undertaken. Section 2.2 —
Railway crossing safety of the
Guide to Developmentin a
Transport Environment: Rail,

Refer to the response below under PO23.
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Performance

Acceptable outcomes Response
outcomes
Section 2.2 — Railway TMR, 2015, provides guidance
crossing safety of the on how to comply with this
Guide to Development acceptable outcome.
in a Transport OR
Environment: Rail, all of the following acceptable
Department of TMR, outcomes apply:

2015, provides guidance
on how to comply with A023.3 Upgrades to a level
this performance crossing are designed and
outcome. constructed in accordance with
AS1742.7 — Manual of uniform
traffic control devices, Part 7:
Railway crossings and
applicable railway manager’s
standard drawings.

AND

A023.4 Vehicle access points
achieve sufficient clearance
from a level crossing in
accordance with AS1742.7 —
Manual of uniform traffic {
control devices, Part 7: !
Railway crossings by providing l
a minimum clearance of 5
metres from the edge running
rail (outer rail) plus the leiigth
of the largest vehicle
anticipated on-site.

AND N

A023.5 On-site vehicle
circulation is designed to give
priority to entering vehicles at
all times to ensure vehicles do
not queue in-a raiiway
crossing. -

Railway Level Crossing Safety

e The proposed stage 1-3 subdivision plan indicates that the development will gain access to the
road network across the railway corridor via an extension of Olive Street to the Bruce Highway.
This plan shows that this road forms Stage 3a of the current application and will be 36.0m wide
(half constructed).

e The applicant has submiiied a Traffic Impact Assessment (TIA) prepared by SLR and dated 5
September 2017. This report references AECOM’s Rockhampton Northern Access Upgrade
(RNAU) project commissioned by TMR and the previously submitted Cambray Consulting Traffic
Report from 2013 reiating to the previous development application over the site (TMR Ref: TMR13-
005882, Council Ref: D/36-2013).

o The Traffic Impzct Assessment identifies the following:

o The current reconfiguration application has not been considered in isolation, instead the report
is based on the ultimate development of 2,300+ residential dwellings;

o The Cambray report indicates a second connection to the external network would be required
beycnd 1,895 dwellings through to McLaughlin Street/Alexandra Street to the west/south;

o The RNAU considered the ultimate development of 1,575 lots — 70% accessing the external
road network via Olive Street and 30% using the secondary McLaughlin Street access;

o  Olive Street will form the main access road to the proposed development from the Bruce
Highway and is intended to be a 4 lane urban arterial road 36.0m wide;

o The report acknowledges that the William Palfrey Road crossing will need to be closed prior to
the use of the replacement railway level crossing at Olive Street;
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Performance

outcomes

Acceptable outcomes Response

o Section 7.2 indicates the intersection of Olive Street and the Bruce Highway will include an at-
grade crossing of the North Coast Line approximately 70m west of the Bruce Highway — 2
traffic lanes are proposed to cross the railway corridor both eastbound and westbound;

o Table 1 indicates that with 1,900 dwellings the intersection is anticipated to cause queuing in
the AM peak onto Ellida (west) leg towards the level crossing;

o Based on anticipated traffic distribution, the intersection of Olive Street should just e
adequate to accommodate the traffic generated from approximately 1,575 dwellings within the
development at the 2038 horizon.

TMR’s PD&O Central Region has reviewed the TIA and advised that there is insufficient traffic data
and inaccurate assumptions and consequently the traffic data is not reliable.

The staged development of the Olive Street level crossing must be apprepriately designed to
ensure the safety and operational integrity of the North Coast Line.

Conceptual engineering plans and associated documents should be provided for the Olive Street
level crossing for both the initial and ultimate designs of the Olive Street/Bruce Highway
intersection.

The TIA does not indicate access arrangements for construction traffic, and each stage in terms of
where access will be taken from and anticipated development generated traffic. Should the
applicant be proposing to use the William Palfrey railway level crossing to access the site for
construction or at the completion of the allotments, then the railway level crossing will need to be
upgraded as per prelodgement advice.

The TIA has not considered how the proposed new level crossing of Olive Street will function as
part of the new 4-way signalised intersection with the Bruce Highway or the conceptual design or
function of the level crossing given the pedestrian, cyclist and bus functions.

Additionally, it is not clear which level crossing of the railway corridor (existing or replacement) is
proposed to be used, and at what stages.

The proposed development and traffic data used to determine the level crossing upgrade
requirements has changed since the previous 2013 development application. Therefore, a full set
of updated traffic data considering current standards, studies and planning context is required to
enable an assessment of level crossing impacis.

The railway manager (Queensland Rail) nas reviewed the material and advised:

Initially, if the overall development has not altered from the previous application, the conditions and
requirements for the proposed cressiing at Olive Street and existing crossing at William Palfrey
Road remain as per the original appiication, which included on opening of Olive Street, William
Palfrey Road crossing is to be clacec. additional road traffic lights co-ordinated with the crossing
flashing lights on the weslern approach to the crossing, active pedestrian crossing.

If the road and intersection designed has changed for Olive St it will have to be reviewed with
respect to the crossing reguirements. Current design drawing are required for QR Civil to review for
the crossing construction.

Current Traffic Impact Assessment with traffic volumes required to compare with previous
estimates.

Details of coiistrucition traffic required — routes, vehicles types, daily volume, operation times,
duration etc need to be provided as it would seem they would intend using William Palfrey Road for
access.

It is noted that Alexandra Road is listed as another feeder road to be developed. This road
curreritiv does not go over the rail line. Rockhampton Council has made some initial enquiries
about installing an at-grade level crossing. The Council has been advised by Rockhampton office
that QR could not support installation of an at grade crossing at this location.

Given the above, further information is required demonstrate compliance with PO19 and PO23.

Response to information request
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Performance
outcomes

e Arevised traffic assessment report, prepared by SLR Consulting Australia Pty Ltd (dated 23/2/18)
has been submitted. The revised report provides conceptual engineering plans for the new Olive
Street 4 way signalised intersection, proposed staging and construction, development and traffic
data for the existing and relocated railway level crossings.

e Arevised staging plan has also been submitted. The Proposed Subdivision Stage 1-5 Aliotment
Layout indicates that the development will gain access to the road network across the railway
corridor via an extension of Olive Street to the Bruce Highway. This plan shows *hat this road forms
Stage 3b of the current application and will include 4 lanes, bike lane and pedestrian paths.

e The report also states: In terms of construction of the new at-grade crossing of Clive Street and the
North Coast Rail Line, it is our understanding that this will be initially constructed as a 4 lane
crossing, but would only operate (and be line marked) as a 2 lane crossing tintil such time as a 4
lane crossing is needed. Timing of the latter will be subject to traffic monitoring and the
development rate, but it is likely that the 4 lane crossing will not be needed until approximately
1,000 — 1,500 dwellings are occupied in Ellida.

Acceptable outcomes Response

Staging

e Section 8 of the report provides indicative timings of the proposed rcad and rail infrastructure. This
is supported by an Indicative Stage Plan, prepared by RPS.

e This staging information is summarised below regarding the use of the existing level crossing at
William Palfrey Road (ID:5412) and relocated railway level crossing (Olive Street).

Until Dec - William Palfrey Road retained as existing (gravel formation) including at-grade crossing of the North

2018 Coast Rail Line.

- Construction traffic access for Ellida via existing Willizm Fa'frey Road/Bruce Highway unsignalised

intersection. V¢

Jan 2019 | - New Olive Street at-grade crossing of the North Coast Rail Line under construction.

—Dec - William Palfrey Road retained as existing (g avel formation) including at-grade crossing of the North

2019 Coast Rail Line.

- Construction traffic access for Ellida via existing William Palfrey Road / Bruce Highway unsignalised

intersection

Jan 2020 | - William Palfrey Road retained as existing (aravel formation) west of Ellida.

- Existing William Palfrey Road / Bruce Highway unsignalised intersection closed.

- Existing William Palfrey Road at-grade crossing of the North Coast Rail Line closed.

- New Olive Street at-grade crcssinig of ine North Coast Rail Line open.

- Traffic access for Ellida via =xisting naw Olive Street / Bruce Highway signalised intersection.

- New road link (via easement trhirough Ellida) in place between Olive Street and the existing gravel section

of William Palfrey Road

Railway level crossing safety

e Construction traffic will utilise the existing railway level crossing of the North Coast Line on William
Palfrey Road (ID:5412) until the relocated crossing (Olive Street is opened in early 2020).

e Table 5 indicates the AADT iigures at the William Palfrey Road railway level crossing (1D:5412)
until 2020.

AADT Over Railway Level ©2;os<ing (Existing WILLIAM PALFREY ROAD)

Year | V/ithout Development With Development No. and Dimensions/Type of
*_ (Background Growth) Heavy Vehicles and Buses

2018 | 85vpd (75 light + 10 heavy) 185vpd (135 light + 50 heavy) | Construction trucks (rigid body
— semi trailer)

2019 90vpd (79 light + 11 heavy) 295vpd (214 light + 81 heavy) | Construction trucks (rigid body
— semi trailer)

2020 94vpd (83 light + 11 heavy) NIL — crossing closed -

2021 98vpd (86 light + 12 heavy) NIL — crossing closed -

2022 102vpd (90 light + 12 heavy) | NIL —crossing closed -

2037 166vpd (146 light + 20 heavy) | NIL — crossing closed -

2038 170vpd (150 light + 20 heavy) | NIL — crossing closed -

e Table 6 indicates the AADT figures at the relocated Olive Street railway level crossing until 2038.
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Performance

Acceptable outcomes Response
outcomes

AADT Over Railway Level Crossing (Proposed OLIVE STREET)

Year Without Development With Development No. and Dimensions/Type of
(Background Growth) Heavy Vehicles and Buses
2018 NIL — crossing does not exist | NIL — crossing does not exist | -
2019 NIL - crossing does not exist NIL - crossing does not exist -
2020 NIL — crossing does not exist | 4o4ypd (293 light + 111 | Construstion trucks (rigid body
heavy) — semi trailer)
2021 NIL — crossing does not exist | 1 158ypd (1,009 light + 149 | Consiruction trucks (rigid body
heavy) --.semi trailer) + refuse trucks
+ delivery irucks
2022 NIL — crossing does not exist | 4 912ypq (1,725 light + 187 | Consirustion trucks (rigid body
heavy) — semi trailer) + refuse trucks
+ aelivery trucks
2037 NIL — crossing does not exist | 14 476vpd (13,656 light + 820 | Construction trucks (rigid body
heavy) — semi trailer) + refuse trucks
+ delivery trucks + buses
2038 NIL — crossing does not exist | 16 480ypd (15,560 light + 920 | Construction trucks (rigid body
heavy) — semi trailer) + refuse trucks

+ delivery trucks + buses

An assessment of the safety of the level crossings (ID:5412 and relocated Olive Street railway level
crossing) using the Australian level Crossing Assesserit Model (ALCAM) has been undertaken by
the railway manager (QR) based on the anticipated traffic Generated by the development provided
in the revised report. The ALCAM concluded the folicwing:

In essence the development proposals presented in the traffic assessment as the previous traffic
assessment Proposed Master Planned Community North Parkhurst (November 2012) prepared by
Cambray Consulting. The main different being it is confirmed that Olive Street will be a bus route.
This characteristic significantly increasec the ALCAM risk score for the Olive street level crossing,
placing it in the High Risk Band (previousiy VMedium Risk Band). As per previous discussions, it
was desired that the development design includes grade separation of Olive Street and the North
Coast Rail Line.

Olive Street Road Crossing 2038 Design Horizon

- Install RX-5 Flashing Signais and 3oom Gates (Active control) at crossing in accordance with
Clauses 2.3.1 and 2.3.9 and Friuure 4.6 of AS 1742.7 — 2016.

- Install cantilevered overhead flashing light signal assembly at crossing in accordance with
Clauses 2.3.1 4.6 of AS 1742.7 — 2016 to cover multiple traffic lanes

- Upgrade the existing reiay interlocking at Parkhurst to a Processor Based Interlocking
(including a new power supply / circuitry) in order to accommodate the level crossing and
required signalling interiocking changes

- The level crossing active controls are to be coordinated with the proposed traffic light system at
the intersectioir of Olive Street and the Bruce Highway

- Proposed tralfic iight system for the intersection of Olive Street and the Bruce Highway is to
hold road iraffic on the western side of the rail level crossing and not between the rail and
highway intersection.

- Seal crussing surface in accordance with QR Standard Drawing No. 2586.

- Instali cross-hatching and "Keep Tracks Clear” signs in accordance with Clause 3.6 of AS
1742.7 — 2016 and TMR Drawing TC1248.

- Instfall advance warning signage and road markings in accordance with AS 1742.7 — 2016:

o Figure 4.7 for two vehicle lanes on western approach to crossing.
o Figure 4.11 on eastern approach (to be confirmed when detailed drawings are
available).

- Install whistle boards at 360m on both UP and DN sides of crossing in accordance with QR
Standard Drawing No. 10732.

- Install Incident Reporting Signage (crossing ID 7426) at crossing in accordance with QR
Standard Drawing No. 2622.
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Performance
outcomes

- Itis desirable to install overhead lighting for road crossing in accordance with relevant main
roads standards.

- In the vicinity of the proposed level crossing, it should be noted that the rail infrastructure is on
a 1165m (approx.) radius curve and the track has an approx. 50mm cant which will impact the
road design.

- In relation to the proposed works within the rail corridor, Queensland Rail requires an inierface
Agreement to be entered into.

- Olive Street is not to be an approved B-Double route.

Acceptable outcomes Response

Olive Street Pedestrian Crossings 2038 Design Horizon

- Construct crossing pathway and install TGSI pads in accordance with QR Standard Drawing
No. 10698.

- Install active gated enclosures with tapping rails and all warning sigiiage in accordance with
QR Standard Drawings Nos. 2644 and 2645.

- Install guide fencing on funnel pathway on both approaches to the crossing so as to encourage
pedestrians to use the crossing.

- Install Incident Reporting Signage (crossing ID 7426) at crossing in accordance with QR
Standard Drawing No. 2622.

- Itis desirable to install overhead lighting for pedestriars in accordance with Clause 6.3.3 (g) of
AS 1742.7 - 2016.

- In relation to the proposed works within the rail corridor, Queensland Rail requires an Interface
Agreement to be entered into.

William Palfrey Road Upgrade for Construction Traffic

- Maintain existing RX-5 Flashing Light control at crossing and ensure all advance waring
signage is in place in accordance with Figurs 4.6 of AS 1742.7 — 2016.

- Roadway on approaches for 20m either side of crossing and over crossing to be widened as
necessary to accommodate two passing serni-trailers.

- If existing bitumen seal over crossirig surface and for a minimum distance of 15m from each
outer rail is in average or poor condition, reseal in accordance with QR Standard Drawing No.
2586 to protect rail and for safety of users.

- Install cross-hatching and "Keep Tracks Clear” signs in accordance with Clause 3.6 of AS
1742.7 — 2016 and TMR Drawing TC1248.

- Ensure advance warning sigiage ic in place in accordance with Figure 4.6 of AS1742.7 —
2016.

- Decommission crossing in accaordance with QR Standard Drawing No. 2623 on opening of
Olive Street crossing.

- Inrelation to the propased works within the rail corridor, Queensland Rail requires an Interface
Agreement to be enteiad into.

e To ensure compliance with PO19 and PO23, conditions should be imposed to ensure the safety of
the railway level crossing as a result of the development. This would require the developer to:

- upgrade the Willizm Palfrey Road level crossing for construction traffic in accordance with
Queensland Raii requirements;

- relocate the Wiiliam Palfrey Road railway level crossing to Olive Street and upgrade the
crossing;

- close trie William Palfrey Road level crossing at the completion of the Olive Street railway level
crossing prior to the commencement of use. Only one level crossing must be operational at
any point in time.

e Additioneily, an advice statement should be provided regarding the approval requirements under
section 285 of the Transport Infrastructure Act 1994 to ensure compliance with this aspect of PO19
and PO23.

Noise
Accommodation activities
PO24 Development A0O24.1 A noise barrier or e The site adjoins the railway corridor
involving: earth mound is provided which on the eastern boundary.
1. an accommodation is designed, sited and
activity; or constructed:
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Performance
outcomes

2. land for a future
accommodation
activity

minimises noise

intrusion from a railway

or type 2 multi-modal
corridor in habitable
rooms.

Acceptable outcomes

1. to meet the following
external noise criteria at all
facades of the building
envelope:

a. <65dB(A)Leq(24
hour) fagade corrected

b. =87 dB(A) (single
event maximum sound
pressure level) facade
corrected

2. in accordance with the
Civil Engineering
Technical Requirement —
CIVIL-SR-014 Design of
noise barriers adjacent to
railways, Queensland Rail,
2011.

Note: To demonstrate
compliance with the
acceptable outcome, it is
recommended a RPEQ
certified noise assessment
report be provided. The noise
assessment report should be
prepared in accordance xith
the State Development
Assessment Provision's
Supporting Information =
Community Amenity-(Noise),
Department of Transport and
Main Roads, 2013.

If the building enveiope is
unknown, ttie deemed-to-
comply setbagk distances for
buildings stibuilated by the
locaiplanning instrument or
relevant building regulations

shouid-be used.

'/In’secme instances, the design

of-noise barriers and mounds
to achieve the noise criteria
above the ground floor may
not be reasonable or
practicable. In these instances,
any relaxation of the criteria is
at the discretion of the
Department of Transport and
Main Roads.

OR
all of the following acceptable
outcomes apply:

A024.2 Buildings which
include a habitable room are
setback the maximum distance
possible from a railway or type
2 multi-modal corridor.

Response

The proposed development involves
accommodation activities.

The North Coast Line carries more
than 15 passenger and freight
services per day.

Transport Noise Corridors ‘were
gazetted for railways on & July 2015
and therefore Mandatory Part 4.4 of
the Queenslanc Develapment Code
would apply to the deveiopment. The
development’s compliance with the
internal railway ncise criterion will
therefore be dealt with through the
subsequent building works approval
process.

The submitted Proposed Subdivision
Stages 1-3 Allotment Layout (revision
) indicates that the proposed single
awelling residential allotments will be
setback approximately 30m from the
railway corridor boundary. At this
location the railway track is setback a
minimum of approximately 20m from
the railway corridor boundary which
indicates allotments will be setback in
the order of 50m from the railway
tracks.

Stage 2e includes a ‘super lot’ of 1.55
hectares approximately 11.5m from
the railway corridor. It is not clear
what future uses are proposed on this
lot, however would likely entail
residential purposes.

The plan indicates that a Noise
Mound is proposed to be located
between the ‘super lot’ and railway
corridor boundary.

The referral material includes a Noise
Amenity Report, prepared by MWA
Environmental, dated 31 October
2013.

This report has not been updated
since 2013 prior to Transport Noise
Corridors being gazetted for railways
and relies on noise logging from 2011.
While the report and noise
measurements are not current, the
outcomes are still likely to be
consistent.

The report concludes that no acoustic
barrier is required to comply with the
relevant external railway noise criteria
for residential allotments within
Stages 1to 3.

The report also indicates the potential
to construct an earth mound / acoustic
barrier generally along the ‘optional
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Performance
outcomes

Acceptable outcomes

AND

A024.3 Buildings are
designed and oriented so that
habitable rooms are located
furthest from a railway or type
2 multi-modal corridor.

AND

A024.4 Buildings (other than a
relevant residential building or
relocated building) are
designed and constructed
using materials which ensure
that habitable rooms meet the
following internal noise criteria:

1. <45 dB(A) single event
maximum sound pressure
level.

Statutory note: Noise levels
from railways or type 2 multi-
modal corridors are to be
measured in accordance withi
AS1055.1-1997 Acoustics —
Description and measurement
of environmental noise.

Note: To demonstrate
compliance with the
acceptable outcome; it is
recommended thaia RPEQ
certified noise assessment
report be provided. The noise
assessmenti repoit should be
prepared-in accordance with
the State Development
Assessment Provisions
Supporting Information —
Community Amenity (Noise),
' (Department of Transport and
Niain Roads, 2013.
i{abitable rooms of relevant
residential buildings located
within a transport noise
corridor must comply with the
Queensland Development
Code MP4 4 Buildings in a
transport noise corridor,
Queensland Government,
2015. Transport noise
corridors are mapped on the
State Planning Policy
Interactive Mapping System.

PO25 Development
involving an
accommodation activity
minimises noise

A0O25.1 A noise barrier or
earth mound is provided which
is designed, sited and
constructed:

Response

acoustic barrier alignment’ illustrated
within Figure 5. This option will reduce
the standard of acoustic treatment
required for future residential
dwellings under QDC MP4 4.

TMR’s Engineering and Tzchnology
Branch (Acoustics) has reviewed the
noise assessment and the proposed
plan of developrnent and provided the
following comirients:

The report reproduction is not the best
and the modelling methodology for rail
is very basic, but it is sufficient to
demor:strate that the noise impact for
both road andi rail is below our criteria
for facade arid open space for Stage

1 without the need for acoustic
conditions.

The report considers the construction
requirements for dwellings for rail
noise since the report came out
before the rail corridors were
gazetted, but that is now covered by
QDC.

It is not clear whether the acoustic
barrier will be provided in the form of a
5.5m earthmound as stated in the
report or via a 2.5m earthmound with
1.8m acoustic fence on top (as shown
in submitted subdivision plan —
drawing number 109116-114).
However, the linear open space cross
sections are not based on acoustic
modelling.

The Noise Amenity Report is
inconsistent with the latest proposal
plans and the revised Flood
Investigation and Concept Stormwater
Quantity Management Plan.

The applicant is proposing railway
noise attenuation to reduce the
internal noise railway criterion.

An earthmound and/or acoustic
barrier adjacent to the railway corridor
will need to be conditioned to be in
accordance with the relevant
standards (TMR and railway
manager), including RPEQ
certification.

The minimum setback of residential
allotments from the railway corridor
should also be conditioned.

Department of Infrastructure, Local Government and Planning — (1710-2243 SRA)

Department of Transport and Main Roads — (TMR17-022950)
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Performance
outcomes

intrusion from a railway
or type 2 multi-modal
corridor in outdoor
spaces for passive
recreation.

Acceptable outcomes

1. to meet the following
external noise criteria in
outdoor spaces for
passive recreation:

a. <62 dB(A) Leq(24
hour) free field

b. =84 dB(A) (single
event maximum sound
pressure level) free
field

2. in accordance with the
Civil Engineering
Technical Requirement —
CIVIL-SR-014 Design of
noise barriers adjacent to
railways, Queensland
Rail, 2011.

OR

A025.2 Each dwelling has
access to an outdoor space for
passive recreation which is
shielded from a railway or type
2 multi-modal corridor by a
building, a solid gap-free
fence, or other solid gap-free
structure.

AND

balcony directly exposed-io
noise from a railway ar-type 2
multi-modal corridor hes a
continuous solid gap-free
balustrade (cther thian gaps
required for drainage purposes
to compiy-withithe Building
Code of Australia).

Response

Child care centres and educstional establishments N/A

Hospitals N/A

Vibration N/A

Hospitals N/A

Air and light N/A

Department of Infrastructure, Local Government and Planning — (1710-2243 SRA)
Department of Transport and Main Roads — (TMR17-022950)
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No.

6.0

Recommendations

6.1

Assessment

RAPTTA:

(a)

recommends the following issues be addressed by applying conditions that should attach to any

development approval (Planning Act 2016 section 56(1)(b)(i)):

SARA Model Conditions Version: 3.2b

Click here to enter text.

Conditions of Development Approval

Candition Timing

Development Permit - Reconfiguring a Lot (1 lot into 129 lots - 124 residentiai lots, 2 management lots, 1
active open space lot, 1 linear open space lot, and 1 balance lot)

In accordance with plans

ADO1 — [Model Condition]
(a) The development must not be located in the railway corridor as

1

Fencing

IPO5 - [Model Condition]

Fencing must be provided along the site boundary with the railway
corridor in accordance with Queenslaad Rail standard fencing drawing
number QR-C-S3230 —'1.8m High Chain Link Security Fence (without
rails using 50mm diamond mesh genarai arrangement)’.

2

shown on the ‘QR Linear Open Space Cross-Section’ prepared by
RPS, dated 05 January 2018, drawing reference 109118-114 as
amended in red.

The minimum setback of the residential allotments from: ihe railway
corridor must be generally in accordance with Proposed Subdivision
Stages 1-3 Allotment Layout, prepared by RPS Australia East Pty
Ltd, dated 19 February 2018, plan reference 102116-90 and revision
l.

Railway noise
CAO02 - [Model Condition]

3

(a)

Carry out the developrment generally in accordance with the Noise
Amenity Assessment, prepared by MWA Environmental, dated 31
October 2013, reference 11-007 and version 2. In particular,
construct a 5.5m high noise barrier as shown in Figure 5 — Proposed
Acoustic Mound Aiigiiinent.

The noise barrter must be designed in accordance with:

e Queensiand Rail Civil Engineering Technical Requirement
CIViL-SR-014 — Design of Noise Barriers Adjacent to Railways;

e Transpoit and Main Roads Specifications MRTS04 and MRS04
General Earthworks; and

» Transport and Main Roads Specifications MRTS16 and MRS16
Landscape and Revegetation Works.

RPEQ certification with supporting documentation must be provided
to the Program Delivery and Operations Unit, Department of
Transport and Main Roads, Central Queensland Region
(Central.Queensland.IDAS@tmr.qld.gov.au), confirming that the

Department of Infrastructure, Local Government and Planning — (1710-2243 SRA)
Department of Transport and Main Roads — (TMR17-022950)
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(a) &(b)

Prior to submitting the Plan of
Survey to the local government
for approval

Prior to submitting the Plan of
Survey to the local government
for approval

(@) —(c)

Prior to submitting the Plan of
Survey to the local government
for approval
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No.

Conditions of Development Approval

development has been constructed in accordance with parts (a) and
(b) of this condition.

Filling and excavation

3

IPO1 - [Model Condition]

(a) Any excavation, filling/backfilling/compaction, retaining structures,
batters, earthmounds, stormwater management measures and other
works involving ground disturbance must not encroach upon or de-
stabilise the railway corridor, including all transport infrastructure or the
land supporting this infrastructure, or cause similar adverse impacts.

(b) RPEQ certification with supporting documentation must be provided
to the Program Delivery and Operations Unit, Department of Transport
and Main Roads, Central Queensland Region
(Central.Queensland.IDAS@tmr.qld.gov.au), confirming that the
development has been constructed in accordance with part (a) of this
condition.

Stormwater management

4

IPO3 - [Model Condition]

(a) The development must be carried out generally in accerdance with
Section 4 - Hydraulic Investigation and Appendix C — Concerpt Plan &
Details of the Flood Investigation & Concept Stormwater Quantity
Management Plan, prepared by Calibre Consulting (Qld) Fty Ltd, dated
19.02.2018, reference 17-002720-WERO02 and revisicn A.

(b) RPEQ certification with supporting documentatior. (including written
verification of approval to locate stormwater drainage within an electrical
easement) must be provided to Program Delivery aiid Operations Unit,
Department of Transport and Main Roads, Centra! Queensland Region
(Central.Queensland.IDAS@tmr.qld.gov.au), corfirming that the
development has been constructed in accordance with part (a) of this
condition.

Railway level crossing safety

5

PT06 — [Model Condition]
The railway level crossing of the North Coast Line at William Palfrey
Road (ID: 5412) must be:
(i) widened to accoinmodate two passing semi-trailers over the
crossing and for a distance of 20m from the outer rail track
(edge running rail) on each side of the crossing; and
(i) sealed with asphaltic concrete or similar material which must
extend aver the crossing and for a minimum distance of 20
metres from the outer rail track (edge running rail) on each
side of the crossing, in accordance with Queensland Rail
Standaid Drawing No. 2586 — ‘Level Crossings, Details of
rubiic Road Grading and Sign Posting’.

[Non-standard condition based on SDA-0415-019950]

(a) The railway level crossing of the North Coast Line at William Palfrey
Road (iD: 5412) must be upgraded at the applicant’s expense to
include the following;

e On each side of the crossing maintain the flashing light controls
in accordance with clause 2.3.1 ‘Railway crossing flashing signal
assembly (RX-5) of AS1742.7:2016 Manual of uniform traffic
control devices, Part 7: Railway crossings;

Department of Infrastructure, Local Government and Planning — (1710-2243 SRA)
Department of Transport and Main Roads — (TMR17-022950)
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Condition Timing

(a) At all times

(b) Prior to suicmitting the Plan
of Survey to the local
government for approval

(a)

At all times

(b)

Prior to submitting the Plan of
Survey to the local government
for approval

Prior to the commencement of
operational work or building
work, whichever occurs first

(a)

Prior to the commencement of
operational work or building
work, whichever occurs first

(b)
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Conditions of Development Approval

e On each side of the crossing install advanced warning signage
in accordance with Figure 4.6 ‘Railway crossing with straight
approach controlled by flashing lights (Active control)’ of
AS1742.7:2016 Manual of uniform traffic control devices, Part 7:
Railway crossings;

e On each side of the crossing install cross-hatching and "Keep
Tracks Clear" signs in accordance with Section 3.6 and Figure
3.2 “Yellow Box Markings’ of AS1742.7:2016 Manual of uniform
traffic control devices, Part 7: Railway crossings and
Department of Transport and Main Roads Drawing number
TC1248 ‘Layout of Yellow Cross Hatch Markings and Keep
Clear Signs at Railway Level Crossings’.

(b) The applicant must provide to the Program Delivery and Operations
Unit, Department of Transport and Main Roads, Central Queensland
Region (Central.Queensland.IDAS@tmr.qgld.gov.au) written evidence
from the railway manager that the required works have been
designed and constructed in accordance with part (a) of this
condition.

[Non-standard condition based on SDA-0415-019950]

(a) The railway level crossing of the North Coast Line at William Falfrey
Road (ID: 5412) must be relocated to Olive Street in accordance with
the location shown on the General Arrangement Plar Srieet 1 of 2,
prepared by Calibre Consulting, reference SK01, dated 25.02.2018
and revision C.

(b) The relocated railway level crossing must be upgraded at the
applicant’'s expense to include the following:

e On each side of the crossing install flasihing iights and boom
barriers in accordance with clause 2.3.1 ‘Railway crossing
flashing signal assembly (RX-5)’, clause 2.3.8 ‘Boom barrier’ and
Figure 4.6 ‘Railway crossing with straight approach controlled by
flashing lights (Active control)’ of AS1742.7:2016 Manual of
uniform traffic control devices, Part 7: Railway crossings;

¢ Install cantilevered overhead flashing light signal assembly to
cover all traffic lanes i accordance with clause 2.3.1 ‘Railway
crossing flashing signzi assembly (RX-5)’, Figure 2.1 ‘Overhead
flashing signal assembiy’ and Figure 4.6 ‘Railway crossing with
straight approach coniroiied by flashing lights (Active control)’ of
AS1742.7:2016 Manual of uniform traffic control devices, Part 7:
Railway crossiings;

e On each side of the crossing install cross-hatching and "Keep
Tracks Cleai" sighs in accordance with Section 3.6 and Figure
3.2 “Yellow BBox Markings’ of AS1742.7:2016 Manual of uniform
traffic ccintrol devices, Part 7: Railway crossings and
Depariment of Transport and Main Roads Drawing number
TC1248 ‘Layout of Yellow Cross Hatch Markings and Keep
Ciear Signs at Railway Level Crossings’;

¢ Invehicle lanes on the western approach to the crossing install
all advanced warning signage and road markings in accordance
with Figure 4.7 ‘Railway crossing with straight approach
controlled by flashing lights and half-boom barrier (Active
control) of AS1742.7:2016 Manual of uniform ftraffic control
devices, Part 7: Railway crossings;

Department of Infrastructure, Local Government and Planning — (1710-2243 SRA)
Department of Transport and Main Roads — (TMR17-022950)
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Condition Timing

Prior to submitting the Plan of
Survey to the local government
for approval

(a) and (b)

Upon decommissioning the
existing rail level crossing
located on William Palfrey
Drive and prior to the
commencement of use for
stage 1

(c)

Prior to submitting the Plan of
Survey to the local government
for approval
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Conditions of Development Approval

¢ Invehicle lanes on the eastern approach to the crossing install
all advanced warning signage and road markings in accordance
with Figure 4.11 ‘Railway level crossing on a side road controlled
by flashing lights (Active control) of AS1742.7:2016 Manual of
uniform traffic control devices, Part 7: Railway crossings;

¢ Install whistle boards at 360 metres on both Up and Down sides
of the crossing in accordance with Queensland Rail drawing
number 10732 — ‘Whistle Board, General Arrangement &
Locating Details’;

e On each side of the crossing install Incident Reporting Signage
(crossing ID 7426) at the crossing in accordance with
Queensland Rail standard drawing number 2622 — ‘Level
crossings, Incident Reporting Signage’;

e Upgrade the existing relay interlocking at Parkhurst to a
Processor Based Interlocking (including a new power supply/
circuitry);

e The railway level crossing active controls (flashing signals and
boom barriers) must be coordinated with the traffic light system
at the Olive Street / Bruce Highway intersection. The
coordinated flashing signals and traffic light system must
minimise vehicle queueing between the railway level crossing
and intersection, and hold traffic west of the railway level
crossing;

e Install overhead lighting for the road crossing of the railway
corridor in accordance with Department of Transport and Main
Roads standard xxxx;

e On each side of the crossing construct a padestiian pathway
and install Tactile Ground Surface Indicatcr pads in accordance
with Queensland Rail drawing number 10692 — ‘Pedestrian
Level Crossings’;

e On each side of the crossing install active gated enclosures with
tapping rails and all warning signage in accordance with
Queensland Rail standard drawing numbers 2644 — ‘Pedestrian
Track crossing’ and 2645 — ‘Pedestrian Track crossing’;

e Install guide fencing on the funnel pathway on both approaches
to the crossing;

¢ Install overhead lighting for the pedestrian crossings in
accordance with clause 6.3 3 (g) ‘Footpath requirements’ of
AS1742.7:2016 Manuai of uniform traffic control devices, Part 7:
Railway crossings.

(c) The applicant must riovide to the Program Delivery and Operations
Unit, Departmeri of Transport and Main Roads, Central Queensland
Region (Central.Queensland.IDAS@tmr.qgld.gov.au) written evidence
from the railwvay manager that the required works have been
designed and constructed in accordance with parts (a) and (b) of this
conditicn.

PT06 — [Modez| Condition]

The relocated railway level crossing of the North Coast Line at Olive
Street must be sealed with asphaltic concrete or similar material which
must extend over the crossing and to the railway corridor boundary on
each side of the crossing, in accordance with Queensland Rail Standard
Drawing No. 2586 — ‘Level Crossings, Details of Public Road Grading
and Sign Posting’.

[Non-standard condition]

Department of Infrastructure, Local Government and Planning — (1710-2243 SRA)
Department of Transport and Main Roads — (TMR17-022950)
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Condition Timing

Upon decommissioning the
existing rail level crossing
located on William Palfrey
Drive and prior to the
commencement of use for
stage 1

(a) & (b)
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Conditions of Development Approval

(a) The existing railway level crossing of the North Coast Line at William
Palfrey Road (ID: 5412) must be decommissioned in accordance
with Queensland Rail Standard Drawing number 2623 — ‘Level

Condition Timing

Prior to the commencement of
use for stage 1 and prior to the
commencement of use of the

Crossings, Removal of Private and Public crossings’ and closed. Olive Street railway level

(b) Wr

crossing
itten evidence from the railway manager (Queensland Rail) must

provide to the Program Delivery and Operations Unit, Department of

Tr

ansport and Main Roads, Central Queensland Region

(Central.Queensland.IDAS@tmr.qld.gov.au), confirming that the
public level crossing has been decommissioned and closed in
accordance with part (a) of this condition.

AND

(b)  recommends the following advice be provided to the assessment manager (Planning Act 2016
section 56(3)):

Gene

ral advice

Ref.

Railway Corridor

1.

B-Double Route

A B-Double permit will be required to travel on Oiive Street. Consultation with the railway
manager (Queensland Rail) should occur through this application process. Further information
can be obtained from the National Heavy Vehicle Regulators website at:
https://www.nhvr.gov.au/road-access/access-management/applications-and-forms/b-double-
permit. The railway manager has advised ihai thiey are no supportive of Olive Street being used
for B-Doubles.

Furth

er development permits required

Ref.

Railway Corridor

Works on a railway

Pursuant to section 255 of the Transport Infrastructure Act 1994, the railway manager’s written
approval is required tc carry out works in or on a railway corridor or otherwise interfere with the
railway or its operations.

In particular, the apniicant should consult with Queensland Rail regarding the following:

e the applicant s rasponsible for obtaining any necessary approvals, contract
arrangeinents, and/or other agreements from the railway manager (Queensland Rail)
for the design and construction of the upgraded level crossing at William Parfrey Road
and the reiocated and upgraded level crossing at Olive Street. In particular, the
applican! is required to reach agreement with the railway manager regarding the design
and construction of the control devices and/or treatments detailed in the relevant
cencurrence agency condition;

e the decommissioning and closure of the William Palfrey Road crossing of the North

Coast Line;

utility and service connections involving the railway corridor;

= the installation of fencing adjacent to the railway corridor boundary;

e any works in the railway corridor noting that works for the earthmound/acoustic barrier,
fencing and stormwater drainage are not supported in the railway corridor.

/]

Please be advised that this concurrence agency response does not constitute an approval
under section 255 of the Transport Infrastructure Act 1994 and that such approvals need to be

separately obtained from the relevant railway manager.

Department of Infrastructure, Local Government and Planning — (1710-2243 SRA) Page 30 of 31
Department of Transport and Main Roads — (TMR17-022950)
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matter.

The applicant should contact Queensland Rail Property Team at
developmentenquiries@qr.com.au or on telephone number (07) 3072 1068 in relation to this

6.2 Approved plans and specifications

RAPTA recommends that the following plans and specifications should be referenced in the response:

Drawing/Report title Prepared by Date Reference nio. i Version/lssue
Aspect of development: Reconfiguring a Lot

Flood Investigation & Calibre Consulting (Qld) | 19.02.2018 17-002720- A

Concept Stormwater Pty Ltd WERO02

Quantity Management

Plan

‘QR Linear Open Space | RPS 05 January 109116-114

Cross-Section’ as 2018

amended in red

Proposed Subdivision RPS Australia East Pty | 19 February 109116-90 I

Stages 1-3 Allotment
Layout

Ltd

2018

Department of Infrastructure, Local Government and Planning — (1710-2243 SRA)
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To:
Subject: e it Change Application - Letter of Support Request
Date: Tuesday, 22 November 2022 11:02:18 AM

25a83¢2f-b076-478b-0077-957d20b2b58d.png

8666-02-ROL-A.pdf

[EXTERNAL EMAIL: This email originated from outside your organisation. Do not click on links or open attachments unless you recognise the sender and know the content is safe]
Please see attached minor change application in support of Maas Group’s development approval for the development of 126 lots within the Ellida Estate Parkhurst.
Maas requests that QR provides a letter of support for this application, including the release of 126 lots within Ellida Estate.

Regards

WWW-arkce.com.au
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Queensland
Government

Department of
Transport and Main Roads

Development Application
Recommendation: Approved with Conditions

DILGP reference: 1710-2243 SRA

DILGP role Referral Agency

DILGP regional office: SARA Fitzroy Central

DILGP email: RockhamptonSARA@dilgp.qld.gov.au

TA reference: TMR17-022950

TA contact name: Anton DeKlerk

TA contact details: (07) 4931 1545

TA approver: Signatory.Name

1.0 Application details

Street address: 23-27 William Palfrey Road, Parkhurst QLD 4701

Real property description: 22SP134380, 23SP134380, 41SP226571, 49SP 129857, 5SP238731
Local government area: Rockhampton Regicnai Council
Applicant name: Stockland Deveiopment Pty Ltd

Applicant contact details: c/-RPS
PO Box 977
Townsvilie QLD 4810

2.0 Aspects of developm=2nt and type of approval being sought

Aspect Of Development Type Of Approval Description
Reconfiguration of a Lot ' Development Permit | 1 lot into 129 lots

3.0 Matters of interest to the state

The development apiiication has the following matters of interest to the state under the provisions of the

Planning Regulation 2017.

Trigger Mode Trigger Trigger Description
Nunber
All Modes 10.9.4.1.1.1 | Development application for an aspect of development stated in schedule

20 that is assessable development under a local categorising instrument
or section 21, if—(a) the development is for a purpose stated in schedule
20, column 1 for the aspect; and (b) the development meets or exceeds
the threshold— (i) for development in local government area 1—stated in
schedule 20, column 2 for the purpose; or (ii) for development in local
government area 2—stated in

State-Control | 10.9.4.2.1.1 | Development application for reconfiguring a lot that is assessable

led Roads development under section 21, if— (a) all or part of the premises are
within 25m of a State transport corridor; and (b) 1 or more of the following
apply— (i) the total number of lots is increased; (ii) the total number of

Page 10f13
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lots adjacent to the State transport corridor is increased; (iii) there is a
new or changed access between the premises and the State transport
corridor; (iv) an easement is created adjacent to a railway as defined
under the Transport Infrastructure Act, schedule 6; and (c) the
reconfiguration does not relate to government supported transport

infrastructure

State-Control | 10.9.4.2.3.1 | Development application for reconfiguring a lot that is assessable

led Roads development under section 21, if— (a) all or part of the premises are— (i)
adjacent to a road (the relevant road) that intersects with a
State-controlled road; and (ii) within 100m of the intersecticn; and (b) 1 or
more of the following apply— (i) the total number of lots is incrzased; (ii)
the total number of lots adjacent to the relevant road s incieased; (iii)
there is a new or changed access between the piemises and the relevant
road; and (c) the reconfiguration does not relatz to government supported
transport infrastructure

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 (?f Evidence / Prepared by Date Reference no. | Version/lssue

Material

Response to SARA’s RPS 28 Febiuary PR109116-3 -

Information Request 2018

Rockhampton Parkhurst | SLR Consulting 23 February 620.11920-R07 | v0.6

Residential 2018

Balance Lot Plan RPS 19 February 109116-86 I

2018

Illustrative Masterplan RPS January 2017 109116_78d -

Proposed subdivision RPS 19 February 109116-90 I

Stages 1-3 Allotment 2018

Layout

Olive Street 4 Way Calibre 25 February SKO01, Sheet1 | C

Signalised Intersection 2018 of 2

Concept

Olive Street 4 Way Caiiore 25 February SKO02, Sheet2 | C

Signalised Intersection ! 2018 of 2

Concept |

Bus Route RPS October 2013 | 109116-100 -

Town Planning Repoit RPS 22 September | PR109116-3 V4

2017

Traffic Impact SLR 5 September 620.11920-R07 | v0.4

Assessmeant 2017

Rockhampton Parkhurst

Ellida Residential

Development

Noise Amenity MWA Environmental 31 October 11-007 v2

Assessment Stages 1 2013
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to 3 ‘Ellida’

Flood Management Brown Consulting 24 January B11007.W.-01C| C
Report 2013
4.2 Considerations and assessment

History

Previous development application (TMR Ref: TMR13-005882, Rockhampton Regional Council
Ref: D/36-2013)

e A development application was made on 11 March 2013 to Rockhampton Ragicnal Council (Ref:
D/36-2013) seeking a preliminary approval for a master planned residential esiate of 2,350
allotments and a development permit for reconfiguring a lot for stages 1 - 3 of 199 lots at
Yaamba Road, Parkhurst. The site was adjacent to the North Coast Line railway and triggered
referral to the Department of Transport and Main Roads as a concurrence agency for railways
and state-controlled roads.

e Access to the development from the Bruce Highway was proposed via a four way intersection at
Olive Street which would involve a new railway crossing of the North Coast Line railway.

e There were a number of workshops and pre-lodgement meetings with the applicant, Department
of Transport and Main Roads, Queensland Rail and the Mirnister’s office from November 2012
regarding the proposal for a new railway level crossing for the development.

e The Queensland Level Crossing Safety Strategy 20712-2021 seeks to eliminate level crossings
where appropriate. In particular, Strategy 9 seeks 1c:

‘Explore opportunities for grade separation or closing ievel crossings and seek to minimise any
proposals to construct a public level crossing on a greenfield site, with a clear objective to add no
further open level crossings to the network.’

e Consequently, any proposed level crossings require Minister endorsement.

e To overcome the Government’s position of ‘rno new level crossings’, Stockland proposed to
relocate the William Palfrey Road leve! crossing approximately 700m north to Olive Street. Grade
separation was considered unviable due 1o cost and land constraints.

e In March 2013, the Minister advised that the new Olive Road level crossing was supported as a
replacement for the William Palfrey Road level crossing based on it being assessed as ‘medium
risk’.

e TMR provided a letter dated 15 April 2013 to Stockland which advised that ‘TMR supports the
proposed at-grade level crossing solution to Olive Street, noting no further crossings will be
added to the network as the existing level crossing at William Palfrey Road will be relocated and
upgraded.’

e TMR issued an information rrzquest dated 7 May 2013 which requested further information in
relation to state-conticliad ioad traffic, conceptual engineering drawings for the Olive Street level
crossing and railway noise.

e The existing Wiiliam Palfrey Road level crossing was intended to be utilised for construction
purposes only, then decommissioned and closed upon the opening of the replacement Olive
Street level crossing.

e Queensland Raii provided approval in principle to replace the William Palfrey Road level crossing
with the Olive Street level crossing via letters dated 12 April 2013 and 28 August 2013 including
spedcific requirements and conditional upon further consultation at detailed design stages.

¢ TMR issued a concurrence agency response with conditions on 17 October 2013. This included
requirements regarding the new Olive Street level crossing and closure and decommissioning of
the VWiiiilam Palfrey Road level crossing, amongst other railway conditions concerning
storrmwater, fencing, noise and earthworks, state-controlled road intersection works and future
notential bus routes.

¢ Rockhampton Regional Council issued a Decision Notice dated 11 December 2013 giving
approval for a Preliminary Approval to vary the effect of the Planning Scheme for a Material
Change of Use for a Master Planned Community and a Development Permit for Reconfiguring a
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Lot (five lots into 127 lots, public use land and balance lots).
The approval was subsequently appealed and withdrawn. As such, there is no prior approval.

The current Rockhampton Region Planning Scheme 2015 designated the ‘Ellida’ site as
residential and as such future residential development on the site does not require a preliminary
approval overriding the planning scheme.

Pre-lodgement meeting 16 September 2015: (SPL-0815-023596)

A pre-lodgement meeting was held on 16 September 2015 (record dated 2 Octoiei 2015)
regarding a forthcoming 128 lot subdivision and sales office generally corresponding to the
previously assessed stages 1-3.

The applicant was advised that all previous reporting for the developmernt appiication needed to
be revised and updated and the relevant SDAP codes would need to be addressed for
state-controlled roads and railways.

The applicant advised that the intention of closing the William Paifrey Road railway level crossing
remained and requested in-principle agreement that the replacement railway level crossing was
still valid. TMR was to check the process required for this with seiior management and advised
updated traffic data would be required regarding the revised development proposal and
arrangements, background traffic, design horizon and tie liie as this would affect the design /
safety controls.

The applicant was requested to provide formal writien correspondence to TMR clarifying the
nature of the proposed development and requesting wriiten confirmation regarding the validity of
the replacement railway level crossing.

Since this meeting, TMR confirmed that the replacement level crossing approved by the Minister
in 2013 remains valid in principle. This was the direction given by the Executive Director, of
Transport System Management within TMR.

Pre-lodgement meeting 29 May 2017: (SPL-2517-039320)

A pre-lodgement meeting was held on 29 May 2017 (record dated 8 June 2017) regarding a
forthcoming 126 lot subdivision generally corresponding to the previously assessed stages 1-3.
The intent was to provide information for the entire development.

Access for the initial stages cf the development (construction, display village and initial lot
releases of approximately 200 aiiotments) was proposed through Edenbrook Estate, subject to
receiving approval from Rockhampton Regional Council. The intersection of William Palfrey Road
and the Bruce Highway was rot intended to be used to access the site during construction and at
commencement, provided the applicant could reach agreement to use the road connection from
the Edenbrook estate. The applicant wished to achieve primary access to the estate via Olive
Street.

At this meeting it was conveyed that all reports previously lodged should be updated.

It was confirmad that TMR will be upgrading the Bruce Highway at this location, however, would
not be deasigning or fund the fourth leg of Olive Street which includes the replacement railway
leve! crossiing. All costs will be to the developer.

The meaeting specifically discussed traffic information, and in relation to railway level crossings.
TMR identified that information would be required in relation to proposed access arrangements
and development generated traffic for all aspects and stages of the development, and only one
level crossing could be operational at one time.

Queensland Rail and TMR advised that it was preferred for access to the development (namely,
construction and the initial stages) to be gained from the road connection via the Edenbrook
estate rather than via the existing railway level crossing at William Palfrey Road.
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No.

Current development application

e The proposed development is seeking a Development Permit for Reconfiguring a Lot (1 lot into
129 lots), which will consist of 124 residential lots, 2 management lots, 1 active open space lot, 1
linear open space lot and 1 balance lot.

e The proposed development is for the stages 1 to 3 of the ‘Ellida’ development only. However, the
overall development will include up to approximately 2,350 residential allotments as part of the
master planned community.

e Access to the development is proposed via a four-way signalised intersection on the Bruce
Highway (Yaamba Road) at Olive Street which includes a replacement at-grade crossing of the
railway corridor on the (western) fourth leg of this intersection.

e The existing level crossing on William Palfrey Road is proposed to be ielccated to align with the
proposed principal access point of the development (Olive Street iniersection).

e The proposed development is adjacent to the North Coast Line on its eastern boundary.

e The development was deemed properly made by Rockhampton Regicnal Council on 16 October
2017.

e The development application is triggered for assessment under the State Development
Assessment Provisions, version 2.1, effective from 11 August 2017.

5.0 Recommendations
5.1 Technical agency advice for SARA as referral agency
Our agency:

(a) recommends the following issues be addressed by applying conditions that should attach to any
development approval (Planning Act 2016 section 56(1)(b)(i)):

SARA mode! contiitions version: 3.2b

Conditions of Development Approvai Condition Timing

Reconfiguring a Lot (1 lot into 129 lots)

In accordance with approved plans

1.

Non-Standard Condition Prior to submitting the Plan of
Survey to the local

The development must be carried out generally in accordance with the government for approval.

following plans:

- Proposed Subdivisicn Stage 1-3 Allotment Layout prepared by RPS
dated 19 February 2013, reference 109116-90, revision I.

- Olive Street 4 VWay Signalised Intersection Concept prepared by
Calibre dated 25 February 2018, reference SK01 Sheet 1 of 2, revision

C.
ADO1 - [Mcdel Condition] (a) &(b)
(a) The deveiopment must not be located in the railway corridor as Prior to submitting the Plan of

shovini on the ‘QR Linear Open Space Cross-Section’ prepared by | Survey to the local
RPE, dated 05 January 2018, drawing reference 109116-114 as government for approval
amended in red.

(b) The minimum setback of the residential allotments from the railway
corridor must be generally in accordance with Proposed
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No.

Conditions of Development Approval Condition Timing

Subdivision Stages 1-3 Allotment Layout, prepared by RPS
Australia East Pty Ltd, dated 19 February 2018, plan reference
109116-90 and revision |I.

Road works on a state-controlled road

3.

4.

NF10a - [Model Condition / Non-Standard Condition] Prior to submitting the Pian of
Survey to the local

(a) Road works comprising signalised dual slip lanes from the Bruce government for agoroval.

Highway (Yaamba Road) into Olive Street (west), must be
provided generally in accordance with Olive Street 4 Way
Signalised Intersection Concept prepared by Calibre, dated 25
February 2018, reference SK01 Sheet 1 of 2, revision C and must
provide for a minimum 281m storage and an allowance for diverge
/ deceleration. Please note, this is to include lighting.

(b) The road works must be designed and constructed in accordance
with the Road Planning and Design Manual (2" Edition).

Non-Standard Condition Prior to submitting the Plan of
Survey to the local

(a) The fourth leg (Olive Street (west)) of the signalised intersection of government for approval.

Bruce Highway (Yaamba Road) / Olive Street, forming part of
Stage 3a and 3b on Plan Number 109116-90 Revision |, must be
constructed prior to sealing of any lots.

(b) The existing open level crossing on William Palfrey Roac must be
decommissioned and permanently closed at the same time when
opening the fourth leg (Olive Street (west)) as des<ribed in (a)
above.

(c) Aninternal road connection between the fourth ieg (Olive Street
(west)), forming part of Stage 3a, must be ¢onnecied to William
Palfrey Road at the same time when (a) and (b} above is
completed. This road must be constructed in 2ccordance with
Council requirements.

Non-Standard Condition Prior to commencement of

Any use of the Bruce Highway (Yaamba Road) / William Palfrey Road | VO™*S:

intersection during the construciion phase of the project (Stages 1 to 3)
will be limited to left-in and left-out movements only. A Traffic
Management Plan must be submiited to and approved by TMR prior to
commencement of any works on site.

Future bus route

6.

PTO04 - [The Transpcri Flanning and Coordination Regulation 2005 has | Prior to submitting the Plan of
been amended and is no longer relevant. Hence the model condition | Survey to the local
wording has to change to reference the appropriate standards.] government for approval.

The ‘potentiai future bus route’ shown on the Proposed Subdivison
Stages 1-3 Allotment Layout, prepared by RPS, dated 19 February
2018, plan reference 109116-90, revision |, as amended in red, must
be designed aind constructed to be in accordance with the Department
of Transpoit and Main Roads Road Planning and Design Manual,
Editicti 2: Volume 3, Supplement to Austroads Guide to Road Design,
Part 3: Geometric Design (March 2016) and the Austroads Guide to
Road Design Part 3, Geometric Design (2016) to accommodate a
single unit rigid bus of 12.5m in length.

Fencing
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No. | Conditions of Development Approval

7. IPOS - [Model Condition]

Fencing must be provided along the site boundary with the railway
corridor in accordance with Queensland Rail standard fencing drawing
number QR-C-S3230 —'1.8m High Chain Link Security Fence (without
rails using 50mm diamond mesh general arrangement)’.

Railway noise
8. CAO02 — [Model Condition]

(a) Carry out the development generally in accordance with the Noise
Amenity Assessment, prepared by MWA Environmental, dated 31
October 2013, reference 11-007 and version 2. In particular,
construct a 5.5m high noise barrier as shown in Figure 5 —
Proposed Acoustic Mound Alignment.

(b) The noise barrier must be designed in accordance with:

(i) Queensland Rail Civil Engineering Technical Requirement
CIVIL-SR-014 — Design of Noise Barriers Adjacent to
Railways;

(i) Transport and Main Roads Specifications MRTS04 and
MRSO04 General Earthworks; and

(iii) Transport and Main Roads Specifications MRTS1€ and
MRS16 Landscape and Revegetation Works.

(c) RPEAQ certification with supporting documentation must ce
provided to the Program Delivery and Operations Unit, Department
of Transport and Main Roads, Central Queensland Region
(Central.Queensland.IDAS@tmr.gld.gov.au), confirming that the
development has been constructed in accordance with parts (a)
and (b) of this condition.

Stormwater management
9. IPO3 - [Model Condition]

(a) The development must be carried cut genarally in accordance with
Section 4 - Hydraulic Investigaticin and Appendix C — Concept Plan
& Details of the Flood Investigation & Concept Stormwater Quantity
Management Plan, prepared v Calibre Consulting (Qld) Pty Ltd,
dated 19.02.2018, reference: 17-002720-WERO02 and revision A.

(b) RPEQ certification with suppoiting documentation (including written
verification of approval fo iocate stormwater drainage within an
electrical easement) itiusi te provided to Program Delivery and
Operations Unit, Departimznt of Transport and Main Roads, Central
Queensland Region (Central.Queensland.IDAS@tmr.qgld.gov.au),
confirming that the development has been constructed in
accordance wiiiy pait (a) of this condition.

Filling and excavation
10. |IP01 - [Made! Condition]

(a) Any excavation, filling/backfilling/compaction, retaining structures,
batters, carthmounds, stormwater management measures and
otirer works involving ground disturbance must not encroach upon
or de-stabilise the railway corridor, including all transport
infrastructure or the land supporting this infrastructure, or cause
similar adverse impacts.

(b) RPEQ certification with supporting documentation must be

Department of Infrastructure, Local Government and Planning — (1710-2243 SRA)
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Survey to the local
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(@) - (c)

Prior to submitting the Plan of
Survey to the local
government for approval

(a) Atall times

(b) Prior to submitting the Plan
of Survey to the local
government for approval.

(a) At all times
(b) Prior to submitting the Plan

of Survey to the local
government for approval
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No. | Conditions of Development Approval Condition Timing

provided to the Program Delivery and Operations Unit, Department
of Transport and Main Roads, Central Queensland Region
(Central.Queensland.IDAS@tmr.qgld.gov.au), confirming that the
development has been constructed in accordance with part (a) of
this condition.

Railway level crossing safety

11. | PTO06 — [Model Condition] Prior to the commencement of
operationai work or building

The railway level crossing of the North Coast Line at William Palfrey work. whichever occurs first

Road (ID: 5412) must be:

(i) widened to accommodate two passing semi-trailers over the
crossing and for a distance of 20m from the outer rail track
(edge running rail) on each side of the crossing; and

(i) sealed with asphaltic concrete or similar material which must
extend over the crossing and for a minimum distance of 20
metres from the outer rail track (edge running rail) on each side
of the crossing, in accordance with Queensland Rail Standard
Drawing No. 2586 — ‘Level Crossings, Details of Public Road
Grading and Sign Posting’.

12. | [Non-standard condition based on SDA-0415-019950] (a) Prior to the
commencement of operational
work or building work,
whichever occurs first

(a) The railway level crossing of the North Coast Line at William
Palfrey Road (ID: 5412) must be upgraded at the applicant’s
expense to include the following;

(i) On each side of the crossing maintain the fiashing light
controls in accordance with clause 2.3.1 ‘Railway crossing
flashing signal assembly (RX-5)" of AS1742.7:2016 Manual of
uniform traffic control devices, Part 7: Railvay crossings;

(i) On each side of the crossing instali advanced warning signage
in accordance with Figure 4.6 ‘Railway crossing with straight
approach controlled by flashing lights (Active control)’ of
AS1742.7:2016 Manual of uniformi traffic control devices, Part
7: Railway crossings;

(iii) On each side of the crossing install cross-hatching and "Keep
Tracks Clear" signs in accordance with Section 3.6 and Figure
3.2 “Yellow Box Markings’ of AS1742.7:2016 Manual of
uniform traffic contrel devices, Part 7: Railway crossings and
Department of Transport and Main Roads Drawing number
TC1248 ‘Layout of Yeiiow Cross Hatch Markings and Keep
Clear Signs at Railway Level Crossings’.

(b) The applicant must provide to the Program Delivery and
Operations Unit, Department of Transport and Main Roads,
Central Queensiand Region
(Central.Queernislznd.IDAS@tmr.qld.gov.au) written evidence from
the railway manager that the required works have been designed
and constructed in accordance with part (a) of this condition.

13. |[Non-standa:d condition based on SDA-0415-019950] (a) and (b)

Upon decommissioning the
existing rail level crossing
located on William Palfrey
Road and prior to submitting
the Plan of Survey to the local
government for approval

(b) Prior to submitting the Plan
of Survey to the local
government for approval

(a) The raiiway level crossing of the North Coast Line at William
Paifrey Road (ID: 5412) must be relocated to Olive Street in
accordance with the location shown on the General Arrangement
Plan Sheet 1 of 2, prepared by Calibre Consulting, reference SKO01,
dated 25.02.2018 and revision C.

(b) The relocated railway level crossing must be upgraded at the
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No. | Conditions of Development Approval Condition Timing

applicant’s expense to include the following: (c)
(i) On each side of the crossing install flashing lights and boom | Prior to submitting the Plan of

barriers in accordance with clause 2.3.1 ‘Railway crossing Survey to the local
flashing signal assembly (RX-5)’, clause 2.3.8 ‘Boom barrier’ | government for approval
and Figure 4.6 ‘Railway crossing with straight approach
controlled by flashing lights (Active control)’ of
AS1742.7:2016 Manual of uniform traffic control devices,
Part 7: Railway crossings;

(i) Install cantilevered overhead flashing light signal assembly to
cover all traffic lanes in accordance with clause 2.3.1
‘Railway crossing flashing signal assembly (RX-5)", Figure
2.1 ‘Overhead flashing signal assembly’ and Figure 4.6
‘Railway crossing with straight approach controlled by
flashing lights (Active control)’ of AS1742.7:2016 Manual of
uniform traffic control devices, Part 7: Railway crossings;,

(iii) On each side of the crossing install cross-hatching and
"Keep Tracks Clear" signs in accordance with Section 3.6
and Figure 3.2 “Yellow Box Markings’ of AS1742.7:2015
Manual of uniform traffic control devices, Part 7: Railway
crossings and Department of Transport and Main Roads
Drawing number TC1248 ‘Layout of Yellow Cross Hatch
Markings and Keep Clear Signs at Railway Levei Crossings’;

(iv) In vehicle lanes on the western approach to the crassing
install all advanced warning signage and road maikings in
accordance with Figure 4.7 ‘Railway crossing with straight
approach controlled by flashing lights and riaif-boom barrier
(Active control)y of AS1742.7:2016 Manuvai ¢f uniform traffic
control devices, Part 7. Railway cressings;

(v) In vehicle lanes on the eastern apprcacii to the crossing
install all advanced warning signage and road markings in
accordance with Figure 4.11 ‘Raitway ievel crossing on a
side road controlled by flashing iights {Active control)’ of
AS1742.7:2016 Manual of uniforriy traffic control devices,
Part 7: Railway crossings;

(vi) Install whistle boards at 360 metres on both Up and Down
sides of the crossing in accordance with Queensland Rail
drawing number 10722 — ‘Whistle Board, General
Arrangement & Locating Details’;

(vii) On each side of the crossing install Incident Reporting
Signage (crossing 1D 7426) at the crossing in accordance
with Queensland Rail standard drawing number 2622 —
‘Level crossings. incident Reporting Signage’;

(viii) Upgrade the: existing relay interlocking at Parkhurst to a
Processor Based Interlocking (including a new power supply/
circuitry);

(ix) The raiiway ievel crossing active controls (flashing signals and
bogcin barriers) must be coordinated with the traffic light system
at the Olive Street / Bruce Highway intersection. The
coordinated flashing signals and traffic light system must

and intersection, and hold traffic west of the railway level
crossing;

(x) Install overhead lighting for the road crossing of the railway
corridor in accordance with the Road Planning and Design
Manual (2nd Edition);
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No.

14.

15.

Conditions of Development Approval

(xi) On each side of the crossing construct a pedestrian pathway
and install Tactile Ground Surface Indicator pads in
accordance with Queensland Rail drawing number 10698 —
‘Pedestrian Level Crossings’;

(xii) On each side of the crossing install active gated enclosures
with tapping rails and all warning signage in accordance with
Queensland Rail standard drawing numbers 2644 —
‘Pedestrian Track crossing’ and 2645 — ‘Pedestrian Track
crossing’;

(xiii) Install guide fencing on the funnel pathway on both
approaches to the crossing;

(xiv) Install overhead lighting for the pedestrian crossings in
accordance with clause 6.3.3 (g) ‘Footpath requirements’ of
AS1742.7:2016 Manual of uniform traffic control devices, Part
7: Railway crossings.

(c) The applicant must provide to the Program Delivery and
Operations Unit, Department of Transport and Main Roads, Central
Queensland Region (Central.Queensland.IDAS@tmr.qgld.gcv.au)
written evidence from the railway manager that the requirea works
have been designed and constructed in accordance with parts (a)
and (b) of this condition.

PTO06 — [Model Condition]

The relocated railway level crossing of the North Coast Line at Olive
Street must be sealed with asphaltic concrete or simiiar material which
must extend over the crossing and to the railway corridcr boundary on
each side of the crossing, in accordance with Queerisland Rail
Standard Drawing No. 2586 — ‘Level Crossings. Detaiis of Public Road
Grading and Sign Posting’.

[Non-standard condition]

(a) The existing railway level crossing «f the North Coast Line at
William Palfrey Road (ID: 5412) must he decommissioned in
accordance with Queensland Rail Siairdard Drawing number 2623
— ‘Level Crossings, Removai of Private and Public crossings’ and
closed.

(b)
provide to the Program Delivery and Operations Unit, Department
of Transport and Main Rcaris, Central Queensland Region
(Central.Queensland.|DAS@tmr.qgld.gov.au), confirming that the
public level crossing has been decommissioned and closed in
accordance with part (2) of this condition.

Written evidence from the railway manager (Queensland Rail) must

Condition Timing

Upon decommissioning the
existing rail level crossing
located on William Palfrey
Road and prior to submitting
the Plan of Survey to the local
government for approval

(a) & (b)

Prior to submitting the Plan of
Survey to the local
government for approval and
prior to the commencement of
use of the Olive Street railway
level crossing

(c) recomniends tiie following advice be provided to the assessment manager (Planning Act 2016

section 56(2)):

General aavica

Ref. |Public passenger transport

1. Traffic calming devices should not be incorporated into the design and construction of potential
future bus routes in accordance with Chapter 2 - Planning and Design, Section 2.3.2 Bus Route
Infrastructure (page 6) of the Department of Transport and Main Roads, TransLink Public
Transport Infrastructure Manual (PTIM) 2015.
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The Department of Transport and Main Roads’ TransLink Public Transport Infrastructure Manual
2015 is available at: http://translink.com.au/about-translink/reports-and-publications.

The existing bus route 410 is likely to be impacted on by the construction of the development.
This bus route and its associated bus stops, including pedestrian access to these bus stops,
must be maintained during construction. Accordingly, if any temporary bus stop and pedestrian
access arrangements are required, the applicant must reach agreement on suitacie
arrangements with the Department of Transport and Main Roads’ TransLink Division
(bus_stops@translink.com.au or on 3851 8700) and Sunbus (4936 2133) prior to any
construction or works commencing.

Railway Corridor

Should B-Doubles be required to travel on Olive Street, a permit wiil be required. Consultation
with the railway manager (Queensland Rail) should occur through this application process.
Further information can be obtained from the National Heavy Vehicle Regulators website at:
https://www.nhvr.gov.au/road-access/access-management/applications-and-forms/b-double-per
mit.

Please note, the railway manager has advised that they are not supportive of Olive Street being
used for B-Doubles.

Further development permits required

Ref.

Railway Corridor

4.

Works on a railway

Pursuant to section 255 of the Transpcrt Infrasiructure Act 1994, the railway manager’s written
approval is required to carry out works in or on a railway corridor or otherwise interfere with the
railway or its operations.

In particular, the applicant should consuli with Queensland Rail regarding the following:

e the applicant is responsitle for obtaining any necessary approvals, contract
arrangements, and/or ather agreements from the railway manager (Queensland Rail) for
the design and ronstructicn of the upgraded level crossing at William Parfrey Road and
the relocated and ungraded level crossing at Olive Street. In particular, the applicant is
required to reach agrezment with the railway manager regarding the design and
construction of the control devices and/or treatments detailed in the relevant
concurrence agency condition;

e the decoinmissioning and closure of the William Palfrey Road crossing of the North
Coast Line;

e utility and service connections involving the railway corridor;

e the ingialiation of fencing adjacent to the railway corridor boundary;

e any wcrks in the railway corridor noting that works for the earthmound/acoustic barrier,
fencing and stormwater drainage are not supported in the railway corridor.

Please be advised that this concurrence agency response does not constitute an approval under
secticn 255 of the Transport Infrastructure Act 1994 and that such approvals need to be
separately obtained from the relevant railway manager.

The applicant should contact Queensland Rail Property Team at
developmentenquiries@qr.com.au or on telephone number (07) 3072 1068 in relation to this
matter.

Road works approval
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5.2

Approved plans and specifications

Under section 33 of the Transport Infrastructure Act 1994, written approval is required from the
Department of Transport and Main Roads to carry out road works on a state-controlled road.
Please contact the Department of Transport and Main Roads’ on (07) 4931 1500 at
FitzroyDistrict@tmr.qld.gov.au to make an application for road works approval. This approval
must be obtained prior to commencing any works on the state-controlled road reserve. The
approval process may require the approval of engineering designs of the proposed waorks,
certified by a Registered Professional Engineer of Queensland (RPEQ). Please contact ine
Department of Transport and Main Roads’ as soon as possible to ensure that
does not delay construction.

gaining approval

Our agency recommends that the following plans and specifications should be referenced in the

response:

Drawing/Report title

Prepared by

Date

Reference no.

Version/lssue

Aspect of development:

Reconfiguring a Lot (1 lot into 129 Icis)

Proposed Subdivision | RPS 19 February 201810911690 |
Stages 1-3 Allotment
Layout as
amended in red
Proposed Subdivision RPS 19 February 2018109116-90 I
Stages 1-3 Allotment
Layout
4
Olive Street 4 Way Calibre 25 February 2018SK01, Sheet1 |C
Signalised Intersection of 2
Concept
Flood Investigation & Calibre Consulting (Qld) |19 February 201817-002720-WE | A

Concept Stormwater
Quantity Management
Plan

Pty Ltd

R02

‘QR Linear Open Space
Cross-Section’ as
amended in red

RPS

05 January 2018

109116-114

6.0 Endorsement

Officer

Anton DeKleik
Principal Town Planner
(07) 4931 1542

Cerntral.Giieensland.IDAS@tmr.qld.gov.au

Approvey

NR

Department of Infrastructure, Local Government and Planning — (1710-2243 SRA)
Department of Transport and Main Roads — (TMR17-022950)
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Anton DeKlerk
Principal Town Planner
(07) 4931 1545

Central.Queensland.IDAS@tmr.qld.gov.au
15 March 2018

Department of Infrastructure, Local Government and Planning — (1710-2243 SRA)

Page 13 of 13
Department of Transport and Main Roads — (TMR17-022950)
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From: Rebecca Kalianiotis

Cc: elly-Leigh Y Graham

Subject: Parkhurst - Ellida Development

Date: Friday, 2 March 2018 10:58:00 AM
NR

Dea

Just letting you know that the applicant has lodged the information request response for tiie
Ellida Parkhurst development. We have a limited time to assess this. By the end of next week
8/9 March 2018 we will need your commentary, no later than this.

Sophie in my team has sent you a dropbox link to the proposal plans and traffic report. The
password is in the email below.

If you can please review this information. We will be liaising with our state controlled roads area
regarding the accuracy of the traffic data and the intersection design far the road. However,
given the issues with limited timeframes we would suggest you proceed with your assessment as
follows now anyway:-

1. ALCAM assessment of William Parfrey Drive cressing for construction
2.  ALCAM assessment of the replacement Olive Street raiiway level crossing.

Be aware that we will need to condition all the passive and active controls to be inserted on the
new railway level crossing in accordance with AS1742: 2016 so please be specific with the
devices and section numbers. The applicant has subrnitted a layout plan for the level crossing so
if you can please mark up any adjustments aixa controls in red. We need to know diagram
numbers, section numbers in the standard etc. Also any advice as to how the applicant needs to
proceed with construction with QR. Were there some signalling upgrade requirements if they
were to change locations for the level crossing?

Kind regards,

Rebecca Kalianiotis
Manager (Rail and Public Transport Technical Advice) | Transport System Management
Transport Strategy and Flaaning | Department of Transport and Main Roads

Floor 15 | 61 Mary Street | Erisbane Qld 4000
GPO Box 213 | Brisbanea Qid 4001

P: r%OLﬁDﬁﬁJAﬁﬁJ_E;(DLL).I31462008
M:NR

E: rebecca.z kalianioiis@tmr.qld.gov.au
W: www.tmr.gld. gov.au

Fror: Sophie G Spencer

Sent: Friday, 2 March 2018 10:45 AM

To: Rebecca Kalianiotis <Rebecca.Z.Kalianiotis@tmr.qgld.gov.au>
Subject: Parkhurst link

https://owncloud.tmr.gld.gov.au/public.php?
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service=files&t=d0914bb123e598c51d93332e012a6b78

The password is: Password

Kind Regards

Sophie Spencer
Senior Planner (Rail and Public Transport Technical Advice) | Transport System Managernent
Transport Strategy and Planning | Department of Transport and Main Roads

Floor 15 | 61 Mary Street | Brisbane Qld 4000
GPO Box 213 | Brisbane Qld 4001

P: (07) 30661580 | F: (07) 31462008

E: sophie.g.spencer@tmr.qld.gov.au

W: www.tmr.gld.gov.au

Work Days: Wednesday - Friday
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NR

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject: RE: Ellida Estate - QR Level Crossing | Calibre Impact Assessment - William Palfrey Road
Date: Wednesday, 14 September 2022 10:57:24 PM
Attachments: image001.png

image002.png

image003.png

image004.png

image005.png

image006.png

[EXTERNAL EMAIL: This email originated from outside your organisation. Do not click on links or oper: attachments
unless you recognise the sender and know the content is safe]

Hi R

Responses to your questions in blue below.

Kind regards,

NR

Director

ineers

NR b
Fromj gr.com.au>
Sent: Monday, 29 August 2022 11:44
ToNR @arkce.com.au>
ccNR |@qr.com.au>

Subject: Ellida Estate - QR Level Crossing | Calibre Impaci Assessment - William Palfrey Road

| was looking at the input parameters for William Palfrey.

Does Maas intend to Semis? B Doubles? General Access Vehicles (19m long) only.

And does Maas anticipate how nmuch ioad traffic there might be? Premise haven’t modelled any changes to the input
parameters detailed in the impact Assessment. With the recent upgrade works on the Bruce Highway, William Palfrey
Road has had the turning movements restricted, only permitting left in, left out. This would result in a redistribution of
the turning movements at the intersection, but the total crossing movements in a 24 hour period would still be 116 in the
AM and 116 in the PM,
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(]

Thanks _
NR I
)
\j"‘
Frorrj h @arkce.com.au>

Sent: Sunday, 28 August 2022 11:35 PM
ToNR l@gr.com.au>
Subject: Ellida Estate - QR Level Crossing | Calibre Impact Assessment - William Palfrey Road

NR

Hi

With reference to Action 7 from the Draft Minutes of our scoping meeting from 26/08/2022, please find attached Calibre
Global Pty Ltd — Stockland Parkhurst Level Crossing, Impact Assessment William Palfrey Road (CARP14006-REP-Z-001).
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The key points | took away from the report:

e Focusses on the assessment of the existing level crossing’s active control (flashing lights only) and whether this is

adequate for Stage 1 of the development.
e The need for the assessment was determined because of the anticipated increase in traffic volumes associated

with Stage 1of the development.
e Section 5.1 of the report mentions that Stage 1 is for 40 lots, but the traffic volumes were assessed for 100-125

lots.

This appears to be consistent with the Development Permit Conditions, and specifically Condition 10 and i1 which I've
copied below. While there are infrastructure upgrades required at the level crossing, it appears as thougkh the fiashing
light controls were deemed adequate and boom gates were not required.

[

[

Kind regarasz,

NR

—_—

| Director

A ns! S
R

rfR Parkce.com.au
W: www.arkce.com.au
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From: Anton Z De Klerk NR

To: Rebecca Kalianiotis;
Cc: Victoria L Stavar; Emma E Martin; Central.Queensland.IDAS
Subject: RE: Olive Street Parkhurst (TMR17-022950)
Date: Friday, 10 February 2023 9:49:11 AM
NR
H and Rebecca,

| had numerous discussions with the applicant and Rockhampton Council regarding this
development over the last few months.

In short, due to the long delay for the developer to be able to lock in rail works within the Rail
Schedule (for the construct of the Olive Street intersection, which will also require the existing
rial crossing at William Palfrey to be closed — as per current conditions), the developer wish to
determine the traffic volume that could potentially use William Palfrey before any rail upgrades
will be required.

The existing DA conditions requires the developer to construct Olive Street and close William
Palfrey prior to the fist allotment being sealed. The applicant which to change this conditions to
a particular allotment number and/or timing.
It should be noted, since this approval was issued, TMR has upgraded / changed Yaamba Road /
William Palfrey intersection to:

e contain a full Auxiliary Left turn lane (AUL) inte William Palfrey, and

e only allowing ‘left-in’ / ‘left-out” movements from Yaamba Raod.

e Yaamba Road upgrade / duplication works also allow u-turn facilities at Olive Street

intersection.

Thus, TMR (road corridor) does not necessarilv have any issues with the applicants intent in
allowing a number of allotments to be sealed betore Olive Street intersection is constructed.
HOWEVER, in saying this, the applicant wiil still be required to provide an updated Traffic Impact
Assessment, demonstrating the potential traffic volumes and impacts onto the state network.
TMR/Rail will also use this Traffic Assessment to undertake an ALCAM assessment to William
Palfrey Rail crossing.

Note, this updated Traffic Impact Assessment will have to go through SARA which will then be
referred to TMR for assessmient. | imagine TMR Rail Team will then liaise with QR Rail regarding
this if required.

It will therefore be recommended that QR Rail direct the applicant back to Rockhampton SARA at
rockhamptonSARA@dsdiigp.ald.gov.au.

Hope and trust this make sense, happy to discuss further if required.

Kind regaids,

Anion DaKlerk

Principal Town Planner (Project Planning and Corridor Management) | Fitzroy District | Central Queensland
Region

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

Floor 1 | 31 Knight Street | North Rockhampton Qld 4701
PO Box 5096 | Red Hill Rockhampton Qld 4701
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(07) 49311545 |
anton.z.deklerk@tmr.gld.gov.au

www.tmr.gld.gov.au

From: Rebecca Kalianiotis <Rebecca.Z.Kalianiotis@tmr.qld.gov.au>
Sent: Thursday, 9 February 2023 5:12 PM

NR
To @qr.com.au>

Cc: Victoria L Stavar <Victoria.L.Stavar@tmr.qld.gov.au>; Emma E Martin
<Emma.E.Martin@tmr.qld.gov.au>; Anton Z De Klerk <Anton.Z.DeKlerk@tmr.¢ld.gov.au>

Subject: RE: Olive Street Parkhurst
NR

Hi

QR should not be receiving a minor change application. | would strongly recommend QR does
not respond to that and refers the applicant to SARA Central QLD at:
rockhamptonSARA@dsdilgp.gld.gov.au

Also, the Central QLD Region should be checking any traffic data for accuracy.

The applicant should also not be proposing changes to State transport conditions without
contacting SARA.

Kind regards,

Rebecca Kalianiotis
Manager RPIA | Transport System Management
Transport Strategy and Planning | Degpartmer:t of Transport and Main Roads

Floor 15 | 61 Mary Street | Brisbane Qld 4000
GPO Box 1412 | Brisbane Qld 4001
P: 187\ 30661456

E: rebecca.z kalianiotis@tmr qid.acyv.au
W: www.tmr.qld.gov.au

NR
From ogr.com.au>

Sent: Thursday, 9 February 2023 11:42 AM

To: Rebecca Kalianiotis <Rebecca.Z Kalianiotis@tmr.gld.gov.au>; Victoria L Stavar
<Victoria.l . Stavar@imr.qgld.gov.au>

Subject: Olive Street Parkhurst

Hellc ladies,
| am seeking some assistance with this development.
It first came up around 2012 and Stockland was the developer. It stalled and there was some

more correspondence in 2017/2018 — Adrian was looking after it.
It has since changed hands and Mass Group is the developer. QR has received a request for
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Minor Change to Referral Agency Conditions: 1710-2243 SRA Reconfiguring a Lot - 1 Lot into 126
Lots William Palfrey Road, Parkhurst.

Have you received any recent correspondence or request for input with respect to this request
for change? QR is trying to understand just what is being proposed and response to that is
reluctant. The change request infers one thing (William Palfrey Rd LX is not required) but the
consultant is telling us another (William Palfrey Rd LX is required and wants to know how many
vehicles per day would be allowed to use it for Stages 1 to 3). QR feels use of the crcssing and
thus access to the highway should also have TMR comment given the intersection is now ieft
in/left out and not suitable for development traffic flow.

Are you able to advise if you have any current activity for this development and what story you
have been told.

Thank you
Regards

NR

Queensland Rail Email Disclaimer : https://www.queensland:ail.com.au/aboutus/legal/email-

disclaimer
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Tanya L Menadue

NR
From: @qr.com.au>
Sent: Saturday, 4 November 2017 3:17 PM
To: Adrian P Pennisi;[ <
Cc: r\'R
Subject: RE: Stage 1 'Ellida’ - impacting William Palfrey Road and Olive Road level crossings -

comment required 7 Nov

Hello Adrian,

Preference is still for grade separation of the rail line at Olive Street. | expect there would be thz same opposition
from the developer as previously. If ‘the previous approval has fallen away’, is there opportunity to put push for this
preference?

That aside, it is good Olive St is being established upfront. Initially, if the overall deveiopment has not altered from
the previous application, the conditions and requirements for the proposed crossing at Olive Street and existing
crossing at William Palfrey Road remain as per the original application, which included on opening of Olive Street,
William Palfrey Road crossing is to be closed, additional road traffic lights ce-ordinated with the crossing flashing
lights on the western approach to the crossing, active pedestrian crossing.

If the road and intersection designed has changed for Olive St it will have to be reviewed with respect to the crossing
requirements. Current design drawing are required for QR Civil tc review for the crossing construction.

Current Traffic Impact Assessment with traffic volumes required to compare with previous estimates.

Details of construction traffic required — routes, vehicles types, daily volume, operation times, duration etc need to
be provided as it would seem they would intend using Wiliiar Palfrey Road for access.

It is noted that Alexandra Road is listed as anothei ieeder road to be developed. This road currently does not go
over the rail line. Rockhampton Council has made some initial enquiries about installing an at-grade level crossing.
The Council has been advised by Rockhampton cffice that QR could not support installation of an at grade crossing
at this location.

Regards

NR

From: Adrian P Pennisi [mailtc:Adiian.P.Pennisi@tmr.qld.gov.au]

Sent: er 2017 12:15 PM
ToNR
Cc

Subject: Stage 1 'Ellida’ - impacting William Palfrey Road and Olive Road level crossings - comment required 7 Nov
Importance: High
NR (

Hi i
]

e —

This is the Parkhurst site that has been assessed since 2013 — essentially it was agreed that William Palfrey Road
level crossing would be closed and replaced with a new level crossing on Olive Street.

The previous approval has fallen away and this application is for the first stages 1-3 of 'Ellida' estate for 124
Residential Lots, 2 Management Lots, Park Lot, New Road. The ultimate development will exceed 2,000 dwellings.

While this DA is only for Stage 1, it will establish Olive Street (including the level crossing) as the connection point to

1
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Yaamba Road and set up the access framework for the entire development. The attached traffic report has assessed
the ultimate development which is probably a good approach for the new level crossing. However, the report seems
to make no reference to, or consideration of level crossings, in its assessment, including construction traffic,

decommissioning and replacement level crossing, and intersection design considerations, given the close proximity
on Olive Street.

Please let me know if further information is required by Tue 7 Nov otherwise we have further time to issue
conditions — we will need to condition the new level crossing and decommissioning of the existing one.

My roads colleagues are also investigating the traffic report to verify the traffic data. Preliminary advice provided
indicates that “The TIA provided is a copy of what ACOM provided to them, which excluded their proposed
development. Thus, the figures does not reflect their development / impacts at all. We will definitely request a new
Traffic Impact Assessment.”

Kind regards,

Adrian
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Kind regards

Adrian Pennisi
Principal Planner (Rail and Public Transport Technical Advice) | Transport System Management
Transport Strategy and Planning | Department of Transport and Main Roads

P: F:
E: adrian.p.pennisi@tmr.gld.gov.au
W: 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, 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 the sender may have under copyright law, and
any legal privilege and confidentiality attached to this emazi 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.
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Queensland Rail’s number one priority !s safety. Queensland Rail has a program of testing for alcohol and illicit
substances. Please be aware any person whio enters a Queensland Rail premises for business purposes may be
randomly tested for alcohol (breath test) and illicit substances (oral fluids test). Please also ensure you are wearing
the appropriate Personal Protective Ecuipment for the site you are visiting. Call your Queensland Rail contact person
if you need more information. This email (which includes all attachments and linked documents) is intended for and
is confidential to the addressee; it may also be subject to legal professional privilege or otherwise protected from
disclosure. If the addressee is a government agency in receipt of a Right to Information Act (2009) application in
relation to this email, contact must be made with Queensland Rail ABN 68 598 268 528 in accordance with the third
party consultation procesz provided for in Part 3, Division 3, Section 37 of that legislation. If you are not the
addressee, or if you have received this email in error, you must not use, rely upon, disclose or reproduce it (or any
part of it) in any wav. P'ease notify the sender of your receipt of it and delete it in its entirety. Neither Queensland
Rail (or any of its relaied entities) accepts any liability for computer viruses, data corruption, delay, interference,

stated otherwise,; are the views of the sender. They do not necessarily represent the view or policy of Queensland
Rail or any of its related entities.
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From: Anton Z De Klerk

To: Anthony Walsh; Haidar Etemadi
Cc: RockhamptonSARA; Central.Queensland.IDAS
Subject: FW: TMR17-022950 - TMR response for 23-27 William Palfrey Road, Parkhurst QLD 4701 (Reference Numbers: TMR17-
022950; 1710-2243 SRA; D/117-2017)
Date: Wednesday, 21 March 2018 12:49:05 PM
Attachments: image001.png
image002.png
Proposed Acoustic Mound Alignment - WMA - 1710-2243 SRA.PDF
image004.png

1710-2243 SRA TMR17-022950 draft conditions.docx

Assessment against SDAP v2.1 State Assessment Code 1 (SCR) 1.docx
Assessment against SDAP v2.1 State Assessment Code 6 (state transport network - SCR) 2.docx

Hi Anthony,

| apologise for the delay.
I am happy with the recommended conditions and | believe you confirmed conditions with Rail.
Please see attached amended State Code assessments.

Happy to discuss further if needed.

Kind Regards,

Anton DeKlerk
Principal Town Planner (Project Planning and Corridor Management) | Fitzroy District | Central Queensland Region
Program Delivery & Operations | Department of Transport and Main Roads

Floor 1 | Rockhampton - Knight Street Complex | 31 Knight Street | Nerth. Rockhampton Qld 4701
PO Box 5096 | Red Hill Rockhampton Qld 4701
P: (07) 4931 1545 | F: (07) 4927 5020

E: Anton.Z DeKlerk@tmr.gld.gov.au
W: www.tmr.gld.gov.au

From: RockhamptonSARA [mailto:RockhamptonSARA@dsd.qgld.gov.au]

Sent: Tuesday, 20 March 2018 5:13 PM

To: Central.Queensland.IDAS <Central.Queensland.IDAS@tmr.gld.gov.au>

Cc: Anton Z De Klerk <Anton.Z.DeKlerk@tmr.qid.gov.au>

Subject: RE: TMR17-022950 - TMR respense for 23-27 William Palfrey Road, Parkhurst QLD 4701
(Reference Numbers: TMR17-022950; 1710-2243 SRA; D/117-2017)

Hi Anton,
We have reviewed the technica! acvice and recommendations provided.
Please find attached a maiked up copy of the conditions.

Main changes include the icilowing:
e Condition 2 deleted and integrated into existing conditions
e Condition 4a and 4b deleted and integrated into existing conditions
e Conditioh & amended to a model condition
e [ntegration of fencing and noise conditions

Issues for further discussion
< The TIA (response to the IR) states that a 281m que is formed along Olive Street, not the Bruce

Highway. See below.
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February 2018

10 Assessment with Train Crossing

It is recognised that at infrequent times the road/rail crossing at Olive Street/North Coast Rail Line will be
closed to traffic, as a train passes through the crossing. An assessment has been undertaken to identify the
length of vehicle queuing that is expected to occur (from the crossing) in such an event. The asseszment
considers the Olive Street / Bruce Highway intersection (ie. traffic entering Ellida) and the western spproach
leg of Olive Street (ie. traffic exiting Ellida). The following parameters have been adopted for the traffic
assessment:

¢ 2038 horizon, with 1,575 dwellings accessing via Olive Street.

* Data obtained from Queensland Rail indicates that the existing William Palfrey Road/North Coast Rail
Line rail crossing (for the week from 15 Jan 2018 to 21 Jan 2018) is activated (3 tiain arrives) up to 15
times per day.

*  The latter data from Queensland Rail indicates that the duration of the raii zrossing closure over that
week long period is 46.8 seconds on average, and a maximum of 55.8 seconds.

¢  Therefore it is assuming (for analysis purposes) that the rail crossing is closed for 56 seconds.

*  The analysis represents a conservative worst case scenario whereby the rail crossing closure occurs in
every cycle of the peak hour traffic signal operation (whereas in reality, this may occur once or twice
in the peak hour).

A summary of the SIDRA outputs for this scenario is provided at Appendix |. The key findings of the
assessment of the train crossing are:

¢  Analysis at the 2038 AM peak hour indicates a 95%ie queue length of 56m on the left turn lane (S6m
in each lane) from Bruce Highway (south) and A0m on ihe right turn lane from Bruce Highway
{north).

¢  Analysis at the 2038 PM peak hour indicates & 35%ile queue length of 120m on the left turn lane
{120m in each lane) from Bruce Highway (southi} and 83m on the right turn lane from Bruce Highway
{north).

With the proposed intersection form, a storags l=ngth cn the left turn lane from Bruce Highway (south) is
provided as 120m in the left hand lane plus 160m in the right hand lane. The design also provides a storage
length of 80m in the right turn lane from Bruce Highway (north). Therefore, the proposed design is considered
to adequately accommodate traffic operatioins and queuing during the infrequent times that the rail crossing is
closed due to train traffic.

An assessment has also been undertaken or the traffic queues, when the crossing is closed, for vehicles exiting
Ellida via Olive Street. This is based on a simple equation of arrival flow x closure time x vehicle length, and the
latter identifies a queue lengih of 92m at the 2038 AM peak scenario (with 1,575 dwellings accessing via Olive
Street). On the assumption th=t the rail closure occurs simultaneously with the 95%ile queue on the western
approach leg of the Qlive Street / Bruce Highway intersection, the potential maximum queue is 342m as
follows (see Figure 11):

*  281m 95%ile quoue length from Olive Street / Bruce Highway intersection.
¢  15m width of rail crossing (where queued vehicles cannot stop).

o 46m airival gueue (in each of the two approach lanes) during the 56 second closure of the train
Crossing.

620.11920-R0 100 docx Page 42

1

encing along the rail corridor potential duplication of requirements in terms of noise and pedestrians.

~

>aiv it be clarified where both or only one of these are required. Also the alignment for the mound
appears to show the alignment extending into lot 5007. Is this supported given this area in now
approved future planning.

Can | please have any comments back by 12pm tomorrow as our decision is due tomorrow.

Regards
Anthony
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Anthony Walsh

Manager (Planning)

Planning and Development Services
Fitzroy and Central

Department of State Development,
Manufacturing, Infrastructure and Planning

P 07 4924 2904 MNR
Level 2, 209 Bolsover Street, Rockhampton QLD 4703
www.dsdmip.gld.gov.au

From: eDAMdonotreply@tmr.ald.gov.au [mailto:eDAMdonotreply@tmr.qgld gov.au]l

Sent: Thursday, 15 March 2018 4:56 PM

To: RockhamptonSARA <RockhamptonSARA@dsd.qld.gov.au>

Cc: Anton.Z.DeKlerk <Anton.Z.DeKlerk@tmr.gld.gov.au>; Anton.Z.DeKlerk
<Anton.Z.DeKlerk@tmr.gld.gov.au>; Central.Queensland.IDAS@tmr.qid.gov.au

Subject: TMR17-022950 - TMR response for 23-27 William Palfrey Road, Parkhurst QLD 4701 (Reference
Numbers: TMR17-022950; 1710-2243 SRA; D/117-2017)

Our Reference: TMR17-022950
Application street address: 23-27 William Palfrey Road, Parkihurst QLD 4701

Please see the attached [PA - Application conditions_1i! 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 informatior: ar clarification, please contact TMR Rockhampton Region on (07)
4931 1500, or via email Central.Queensiand.IDAS@tmr.gld.gov.au who will be able to assist.

Regards,
eDAM System | Department of Transport and Main Roads
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WARNING: This email (inciuding any attachments) may contain legally privileged, confidential or private
information and may he 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 isallowed to use, review, alter,
transmit, disclose, distribute, print or copy this emailwithout appropriate authority.

If this email was not intended for you and was sent to you by mistake, please telephone or email me
immediately, destioy 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
corfidentiality 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 bycomputer 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.
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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 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 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 email and/or attachments.
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NR

From:

To: "REDECCT RATIons

Subject: FW: [ARK22-P00S - Ellida] B.06590 Olive Street Parkhurst - William Palfrey Drive Level Crossing

Date: Monday, 13 February 2023 6:46:18 AM
ark 25a83C2-b076-478b-9077-957d20b2b58d.png
RMS TDT 2013-04a Guide to Traffic Generating Developments Updated traffic surveys.pdf
109116-90i - Proposed Subdivision Stages 1-3 Allotment Layout (RPS) pdf

Hi Rebecca,

FYL

Which totally contradicts the Request for Change.

Regard

r\IR

@qr.com.au
@qr.com.au>; R qr.com.au>; Steve Guy Maas <SteveGuy@maasgroup.com.au>

06590 Olive Str = e Level Crossing

[EXTERNAL EMAIL: This email originated from outside your organisation. Do not click on links or open attachments unless you recognise the sender ard know trhe conteit is safe]

H

Please find attached Technical Note supporting Maas’ proposal to use William Palfrey Drive as an interim connection for construction and development traffic associatec: with an initial stage approval
of Ellida.

Some key points to note:
1. The previous Stages 1-3 are essentially obsolete, and Maas are discussing new staging plans with Council —the detailed staging will be worked tiirough cnce Maas know how many lots can be
developed with the interim use of William Palfrey Drive.

2. The assessment detailed in the Technical Note reflects that the intersection at William Palfrey Road and the Bruce Highway has changed to a left in / left out only configuration.

Once you have had a chance to review and input the traffic parameters into the ALCAM assessment of William Palfrey Drive level crossing, | viould propose that we connect over Teams to discuss your
findings and talk through any proposed changes to referral agency conditions.

Could you please advise when you would be available to meet to discuss further?
Thanks

Director

aTRCE.com.au
rkce.com.au

Q land Rail Email Disclaimer : https://www.queenslandrail.com.aw/aboutus/legal/email-disciaruer
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From: Anton Z De Klerk

To: RockhamptonSARA

Cc: Carl Porter; Central.Queensland.IDAS

Subject: FW: TMR17-022950 - TMR correspondence for 23-27 William Palfrey Road, Parkhurst QLD 4701 (Reference
Numbers TMR17-022950; 1710-2243 SRA 2208-30645 SPD; D/117-2017)

Date: Wednesday, 19 October 2022 8:52:46 AM

Attachments: 221013 RAPTTA minor change.docx

Hi Carl,

| believe you had some additional discussions with our Rail Team (Rebecca Kalianiofis) regarding
this application.
Nevertheless, please see attached additional comments from our Rail Team regarding the

proposed changes to conditions.
Kind regards,

Anton DeKlerk
Team Leader, Corridor Management | Fitzroy District / Central Queensland Region
Program Delivery & Operations | Department of Transport and Main Roads
Floor 1 | Rockhampton - Knight Street Complex | 31 Knight Street | North Rockhiampton Qld 4701
PO Box 5096 | Red Hill Rockhampton Qld 4701
CorridorManagement@tmr.qld.gov.au

W: www.tmr.qld.gov.au

r RTI-3295 file? Release ndf - Paade Number: 135 of 167



Ellida Development, Parkhurst (formally named Stockland Development)

Review of Rockhampton Parkhurst Residential Traffic Assessment (February 2018) prepared by SLR
Consulting Australia Pty Ltd for proposed Open Level Crossing at Olive Street and use of William
Palfrey Road for Development Construction Traffic.

In essence the development proposals presented in the traffic assessment as the previous traffic assessment
Proposed Master Planned Community North Parkhurst (November 2012) prepared by Cambiay Consulting.
The main different being it is confirmed that Olive Street will be a bus route. This characteristic significantly
increases the ALCAM risk score for the Olive street level crossing, placing it in the High Risk Band (previously
Medium Risk Band). As per previous discussions, it was desired that the development design includes grade
separation of Olive Street and the North Coast Rail Line.

Proposals for Olive Street and William Palfrey Road Level Crossings:

Olive Street Road Crossing 2038 Design Horizon

¢ Install RX-5 Flashing Signals and Boom Gates (Active control) at crossing in accordance with Clauses
2.3.1 and 2.3.9 and Figure 4.6 of AS 1742.7 — 2016.

¢ Install cantilevered overhead flashing light signal assembly at crossing in accordance with Clauses
2.3.1 4.6 of AS 1742.7 — 2016 to cover multiple traffic lanes.

¢ Upgrade the existing relay interlocking at Parkhurst to a Processor Based Interlocking (including a
new power supply / circuitry) in order to accommodate the lavel crossing and required signalling
interlocking changes.

e The level crossing active controls are to be coordinated with the proposed traffic light system at the
intersection of Olive Street and the Bruce Highway.

e Proposed traffic light system for the intersection of Glive Street and the Bruce Highway is to hold road
traffic on the western side of the rail level crossing and nat between the rail and highway intersection.

e Seal crossing surface in accordance with QR Standard Drawing No. 2586.

e Install cross-hatching and "Keep Tracks Clear" sigins in accordance with Clause 3.6 of AS 1742.7 —
2016 and TMR Drawing TC1248.

¢ Install advance warning signage and road markings in accordance with AS 1742.7 — 2016:

o Figure 4.7 for two vehicle lanes oix wastern approach to crossing.
o Figure 4.11 on eastern approach (to b= confirmed when detailed drawings are available).

¢ Install whistle boards at 360m on both UF and DN sides of crossing in accordance with QR Standard
Drawing No. 10732.

¢ Install Incident Reporting Signage {crossing ID 7426) at crossing in accordance with QR Standard
Drawing No. 2622.

e ltis desirable to install overhead lighting for road crossing in accordance with relevant main roads
standards.

¢ In the vicinity of the proposed level crossing, it should be noted that the rail infrastructure is on a
1165m (approx.) radius curve and the track has an approx. 50mm cant which will impact the road
design.

¢ In relation to the prorosed works within the rail corridor, Queensland Rail requires an Interface
Agreement to be eniered into.

e Olive Street is netto be an approved B-Double route.

Olive Street Pedestrian Ciossings 2038 Design Horizon

e Construct crossing pathway and install TGSI pads in accordance with QR Standard Drawing No.
10698.

¢ Install active gated enclosures with tapping rails and all warning signage in accordance with QR
Standard Drawings Nos. 2644 and 2645.

¢ Instail guide fencing on funnel pathway on both approaches to the crossing so as to encourage
nedesirizns to use the crossing.

¢ Install Incident Reporting Signage (crossing ID 7426) at crossing in accordance with QR Standard
Drawing No. 2622.

e ltis desirable to install overhead lighting for pedestrians in accordance with Clause 6.3.3 (g) of AS 1
In relation to the proposed works within the rail corridor, Queensland Rail requires an Interface
Agreement to be entered into.

o 742.7-2016.

Ellida Development Parkhurst Review: March 2018 Page 1
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William Palfrey Road Upgrade for Construction Traffic

Maintain existing RX-5 Flashing Light control at crossing and ensure all advance waring signage is in
place in accordance with Figure 4.6 of AS 1742.7 — 2016.

Roadway on approaches for 20m either side of crossing and over crossing to be widened as
necessary to accommodate two passing semi-trailers.

If existing bitumen seal over crossing surface and for a minimum distance of 15m from each outer rail
is in average or poor condition, reseal in accordance with QR Standard Drawing No. 258/ tc protect
rail and for safety of users.

Install cross-hatching and "Keep Tracks Clear" signs in accordance with Clause 3.5 of AS 1742.7 —
2016 and TMR Drawing TC1248.

Ensure advance warning signage is in place in accordance with Figure 4.6 of AS1742.7 — 2016.
Decommission crossing in accordance with QR Standard Drawing No. 2623 on opeting of Olive
Street crossing.

In relation to the proposed works within the rail corridor, Queensland Ra:! requires an Interface
Agreement to be entered into.

ALCAM Assessment Scores

Crossing Control Likelihood Risk Band ALCAM Risk
Score Score

Olive Street (Road) Flashing lights and boom 111 Medium 31,551,750
2038 Design Horizon gates (no bus route)
FOR INFORMATION ONLY 4
Olive Street (Road) Flashing lights and boom 111 High 126,207,000
2038 Design Horizon gates (with bus route)
William Palfrey Road - Existing 110 Low 486,750
Existing
William Palfrey Road - Upgraded as described 130 Low 575,250
Construction N

Ellida Development Parkhurst Review: March 2018 Page 2
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From: Rebecca Kalianiotis
To: NR
Cc: Anton Z De Klerk; Victoria L Stavar; Emma E Martin
Subject: RE: Ellida Estate - QR | Development Change Application - TMR17-022950
Date: Friday, 10 February 2023 9:40:00 AM

NR
Dearn

The minor change application was made to SARA as a responsible entity last year but witn iio
relevant supporting technical documentation, for example, updated traffic informaiion suitable
for an ALCAM and state-controlled road assessment was not provided. TMR and SARA have
raised a number of outstanding concerns that need to be addressed before any assessment of
the minor change application can proceed and have also liaised with Rockhampton Regional
Council.

The applicant should not be approaching Queensland Rail directly regarding the proposed
changes to the SARA approval conditions. It appears the applicant is trying to gain a letter of
support for the changes from Queensland Rail prior to responding to the issues raised by TMR
and SARA, which is not the correct process, particularly as the traffic data would need to be
reviewed by our Central QLD Region. | also note that a state-cantrolled road intersection is of
concern here too.

Queensland Rail is not obliged to respond to this matter and we would recommend that you
refer the applicant to Rockhampton SARA: rockhamptonSARA@dsdilgp.gld.gov.au (reference
2208-30645 SPD).

TMR will liaise with Queensland Rail about this matter at a suitable time when adequate
information is available.

Kind regards,

Rebecca Kalianiotis
Manager RPIA | Transport System Management
Transport Strategy and Planning | Department of Transport and Main Roads

Floor 15 | 61 Mary Street | Brisoane Qld 4000
GPO Box 1412 | Brisbane Oid 4001

P:
MNR

./
E: rebecca.z kalianiofis/@imr.qld.gov.au

W: www.tmr.gld.qov.au
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NR

From:

To: Rebecca Kalianiotis

Subject: RE: Olive Street Parkhurst

Date: Friday, 10 February 2023 5:58:18 AM

Attachments: Ellida Estate - OR Development Change Application - Letter of Support Request.msg
RE Ellida Estate - QR Level Crossing Calibre Impact Assessment - William Palfrey Road.msg
Olive Street Parkhurst Development Permit.msg

Hi Rebecca,
Please find attached some of the correspondence that has been passed on to me recently when
Maas Group’s consultant started asking questions about using William Palfrey Road and wanting

to change or remove Conditions 10 and 11.

Regards

NR

From: Rebecca Kalianiotis <Rebecca.Z.Kalianiotis@tmr.qld.gov.au>
Sent: Thursday, 9 February 2023 5:12 PM

NR
To @qr.com.au>

Cc: Victoria L Stavar <Victoria.L.Stavar@tmr.qgld.gov.au>; Emma & Martin
<Emma.E.Martin@tmr.qld.gov.au>; Anton Z De Klerk <Anton.Z.DeKlerk@tmr.qld.gov.au>

Subject: RE: Olive Street Parkhurst

[EXTERNAL EMAIL: This email originated from outside your organisation. Do not click on
links or open attachments unless you recognise tr.e zender and know the content is safe]

NR
Hi

QR should not be receiving a minor change application. | would strongly recommend QR does
not respond to that and refers the anplicant to SARA Central QLD at:

rockhamptonSARA@dsdilgi.ald,oov.au

Also, the Central QLD Region shiould be checking any traffic data for accuracy.

The applicant should alsc not be proposing changes to State transport conditions without
contacting SARA.

Kind regards,

Rebecca Kalianintis
Manager RRPIA | Transport System Management
Transpori Sirategy and Planning | Department of Transport and Main Roads

Floor i5 | 61 Mary Street | Brisbane Qld 4000
G¥FQO Box 1412 | Brisbane QId 4001
P: (07) 30661456

MNR
E: Z tmr.qld.gov.au

W: www.tmr.qgld.gov.au

NR
From [@qgr.com.au>
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Sent: Thursday, 9 February 2023 11:42 AM
To: Rebecca Kalianiotis <Rebecca.Z.Kalianiotis@tmr.gld.gov.au>; Victoria L Stavar

<Victoria.l .Stavar@tmr.ald.gov.au>
Subject: Olive Street Parkhurst

Hello ladies,
| am seeking some assistance with this development.

It first came up around 2012 and Stockland was the developer. It stalled and there was some
more correspondence in 2017/2018 — Adrian was looking after it.

It has since changed hands and Mass Group is the developer. QR has received a request for
Minor Change to Referral Agency Conditions: 1710-2243 SRA Reconfiguring a Lot - 1 Lot into 126
Lots William Palfrey Road, Parkhurst.

Have you received any recent correspondence or request for input with respect to this request
for change? QR is trying to understand just what is being proposed and response to that is
reluctant. The change request infers one thing (William Palfrey Rd LX is not required) but the
consultant is telling us another (William Palfrey Rd LX is reduired and wants to know how many
vehicles per day would be allowed to use it for Stages 110 3). QK feels use of the crossing and
thus access to the highway should also have TMR cominent given the intersection is now left
in/left out and not suitable for development traffic flow.

Are you able to advise if you have any current activity for this development and what story you
have been told.

Thank you
Regards

NR

Queensland Rail Email Disclaimer - https://www.queenslandrail.com.au/aboutus/legal/email-

disclaimer

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, distribuiz, print or copy this email without appropriate authority.

If this email was not intended for vou and was sent to you by mistake, please telephone or email me immediately, destroy any hard copies of this
email and delete it and any copies cf ii 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.

1t is your responsibility to ensure {iat 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 uiilising the scme infrastructure.

Queensland Rail Email Disclaimer :
https//svww nslandrail . com lecal/email-disclaimer
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Technical Specialist Response — Conditions
Technical agency (TA)—Transport and Main Roads
Technical Specialist - RAPTTA

PD&O Requested Date: 3/07/2020

PD&O Due Date: 6/07/2020

PD&O DAO: Gideon Genade

TA reference: TMR19-027870

DILGP reference: 1907-12044 SRA

DILGP regional office: SARA Fitzroy Central

DILGP email: RockhamptonSARA@dsdmip.qgld.gov.au
1.0 Endorsement

Officer Approver

Kelly Graham/Rory Maclnnes Rebecca Kalianiotis

Senior Planner Manager

30661821 3066 1456

3/07/2020 06/G7/2020
2.0 Application details

Street address: 777 Yaamba Road, Parkhurst QLD 4702

Local government area: Rockhampton Regiornial Council
Applicant name: Parkhurst Holdings Pty Ltd

Applicant contact details: c/- Capricorn Suivey Group (CQ) Pty Ltd PO Box 1391
Rockhampton QLD 4701

3.0 Aspects of developmant and type of approval being sought

Aspect Of Development | Tyve Of Approval Description
Reconfiguration of a Lot Deveiopment Permit | 2 into 8

4.0 Matters of interest to the state

The development applicaticin has the following matters of interest to the state under the provisions of the
Planning Regulation 2017:

Trigger Trigger Trigger Description

Mode Nurmber

State- 10.9.4.2.1.1 | Development application for reconfiguring a lot that is assessable
Controlled development under section 21, if— (a) all or part of the premises are
Roads/ within 25m of a State transport corridor; and (b) 1 or more of the
railways following apply— (i) the total number of lots is increased; (ii) the total

number of lots adjacent to the State transport corridor is increased; (iii)
there is a new or changed access between the premises and the State
transport corridor; (iv) an easement is created adjacent to a railway as
defined under the Transport Infrastructure Act, schedule 6; and (c) the
reconfiguration does not relate to government supported transport
infrastructure

Page 1 of 7
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5.0 Assessment

5.1 Evidence or other material
Our agency relied on the following evidence or material in making its assessment:

Initial Assessment

Title of Evidence / '

|
l ve . -
Material Prepared by Date Reference no. | Varsion/lssue
Reconfiguration of a Lot | Capricorn Survey 1 July 2019 7249
Application Group CQ
Reconfiguration Plan Capricorn Survey 28/06/19 7249-03-ROL- | A
Group CQ A

Response to Information Request

Response Information Knobel engineers 12 June 2C2¢ K4820-0005 -
Request Letter

Stormwater Knobel Engineers 12 June 2020 K4820-0003 B
Management Plan

(Including Hydraulic
Impact Assessment)

DA Application Plans Siris Consulting i June 2020 SCE-115 A
Engineers i
5.2 SDAP Assessment

Site History/ Background
e On 20 May 2019, Rockhampton Regional Council issued a Decision Notice for a development

permit for reconfiguring a lot for a boundary realignment of 3 into 3 lots (ref: D/11-2019).
o On 10 April 2019, the state issued a referral agency response with conditions (ref: 1903-10089
SRA). There were no conditions relating to railways.

Proposed Development
e The western bounciary of the site adjoins the railway corridor (North Coast Line).

o The proposed developmient is for a development permit for reconfiguring a lot (2 into 8 lots). The
reconfiguration wiil take place over proposed Lot 20 and Lot 30 under the previous reconfiguration
approval on site (r=f: D/11-2019 and 1903-10089 SRA).

o The developrneri: application was considered properly made with the Rockhampton Regional
Council on 1 duly 2019 (ref: D/52-2019).

e Therefore, the development application is triggered for assessment under the following state
codec of the State Development Assessment Provisions, Version 2.5, effective 01 July 2019.

e The development application relates to a reconfiguration of a lot to create 7 industrial lots and 2
halance lots (which will be further subdivided in the future). The proposed development will form
infiii industrial development.

e Therefore, only an assessment of PO11 to PO17, PO20 and PO24 of Table 2.1.1 of State Code
2 - Development in a railway environment has been undertaken as below.

Response to Information Request

e The site now comprises Lots 20 SP314611 and 30 SP314611 which have been registered in

accordance with the previous reconfiguration approval (ref: D/11-2019 and 1903-10089 SRA).

Department of Infrastructure, Local Government and Planning — (1907-12044 SRA) Page 2 of 7
Department of Transport and Main Roads — (TMR19-027870)
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The revised proposal plans, namely drawing number SCE-115-004, prepared by Siris Consulting
Engineers indicate the reconfiguration proposal now relates to 2 into 12 Lots in 6 stages.

PO11 Filling, excavation and retaining structure do not interfere with, or result in damage to,
infrastructure or services in a railway corridor.

PO12 Filling, excavation, building foundations and retaining structures do not undermine, or cause
subsidence of, a railway corridor.

PO13 Filling and excavation, building foundations and retaining structures do not cause/dround water
disturbance in a railway corridor.

PO14 Excavation, boring, piling, blasting or fill compaction during construction of a deveiopment does not
result in ground movement or vibration impacts that would cause damage or nuisaiice to a railway
corridor, rail transport infrastructure or railway works.

PO15 Filling and excavation material does not cause an obstruction or nuisance in a raitway corridor.

The development application relates to a reconfiguration of a lot to create 7 industrial lots and 2
management lots. The site is currently improved with an industria! facility. Proposed Lots 11 and
10 (the balance lots) will adjoin the railway corridor.

The Reconfiguration Plan indicates that a local new road is proposed to provide access from
Yaamba Road (state-controlled road) to Proposed Lots 1 to 5 and Lot 10. Proposed Lots 6 and 11
will be accessed via Yaamba Road.

It is likely that bulk earthworks will be required to clear the existing site of vegetation, fill existing
detention ponds/ basins, establish infrastructure and estailish level building lots.

The extent of works associated with the reconfiguration is unclear.

It is assumed that a subsequent operational works application will be forthcoming which will detail
the proposed bulk earthworks. However, the State wiil not be triggered for any works associated
with this reconfiguration of a lot application.

Therefore, further information is required to demonstrate compliance with PO11-PO15.

Response to Information Request

The site topography slopes from the noith-2ast of the site (29m) to the south-west of the site (20m).
Earthworks will be required to create ievel building pads, stormwater drainage infrastructure and
new roads.

The Proposed Earthworks Plan General Layout (drawing number SCE-115-006) shows that cut
contours will adjoin the railway coiridor. The level of cut near the railway corridor will exceed 1m
in depth.

A drainage channel and deietition basin are proposed adjacent to the railway corridor.
Consequently, an earthworks condition with RPEQ certification is required to ensure compliance
with PO11-PO15.

PO16 Development doesnotresult in an actionable nuisance or worsening of stormwater, flooding or
drainage impacts in‘a railway corridor.

PO17 Run-off from the development site during construction of development does not cause siltation of
stormwater infrastructuie affecting a railway corridor.

I

The development application relates to the reconfiguration of a lot to create 7 industrial lots and 2
mznagement lots. The site is currently improved with an industrial facility. Proposed Lots 11 and
10 will zdjoin the railway corridor.
The proposed development will ultimately increase the impervious area on site and therefore
increase peak discharge.
The site is not impacted by councils’ flood overlay mapping, however is located within the extent
of the Fitzroy River Flood Study.
The applicant’s response to Council’s code states:

o All lots will discharge to a lawful point of discharge;

Department of Infrastructure, Local Government and Planning — (1907-12044 SRA) Page 3 of 7
Department of Transport and Main Roads — (TMR19-027870)
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o A stormwater management plan will be commissioned upon receipt of Council’s
information request;

o Itis expected that a detention basin will be constructed in the south-west corner.
The extent of works associated with the reconfiguration is unclear.
A pre and post development catchment plan or survey plan have not been provided to demonstrate
the existing and proposed catchments, stormwater flows or site levels, so it is unclear what portion
of the site drains to the railway corridor. Similarly, a hydraulic analysis for all stormwatcr events
has not been undertaken to demonstrate a no-worsening to the railway corridor.
It is assumed that a subsequent operational works application will be forthcoming which will detail
the proposed stormwater management strategy. However, the State will nct be triggered for any
works associated with this reconfiguration of a lot application.
Therefore, further information is required to demonstrate compliance with F016-PO17.

Response to Information Request

I

In response to the information request, a Stormwater Management Plan (including Hydraulic
Impact Assessment) prepared by Siris Consulting Engineers was submitted.
This states that the topography of the site is complex due to former cement works industrial
activities. The points of discharge based on rainfall data are identified in Figure 3 and are generally
along the southern boundary of the site.
The Proposed Stormwater General Layout, drawinga number SCE-115-015, shows that an open
drain adjacent to the railway corridor will direct stcrinwater to a detention basin in the south-western
part of the site.
Section 4.1.4 of the SMP states that the subdivision will be designed to discharge flows from
individual lots to the detention basin in the scuth-western corner of the site. A channel through the
site is also proposed to divert flows from the ezstern side and along the western boundary to
promote capture of flows off the railway ccrridor and into the formalised channel. Therefore the
channel is intended to collect external ncrth-western flows and any additional flow from the railway
corridor as well as flows from the eastern part of the site.
The SMP states that the further refinement of the channels can be undertaken at the detailed
design stage.
The SMP has not included RPEQ certified conceptual designs or sections for the detention basin
or drainage channel adjoining thc railway corridor.
The outlet configuration for the detention basin has not been provided and it is unclear where and
how this discharges to the south in relation to the railway corridor.
The building pads ¢f the site will be levelled so as to be above the adjacent major flow channels
along the perimeter of the: site to ensure an adequate level of freeboard.
TMR's Engineering & Technology Branch (Hydraulics - Flooding) reviewed the SWMP information
and provided the foliowing advice:

o From the rail corridor flooding perspective the proposal looks OK — there are no adverse

imiacis for floods up to 1% AEP.

Additionaliy, TMR's Engineering & Technology Branch (Hydraulics — Stormwater and Drainage)
reviewed the SWMP information and provided the following advice;

¢ Forevents up to Q100, comparison of pre and post development discharges are required

at each legal point of discharge.

Therefore, a stormwater condition, with RPEQ certification and supporting documentation is
required to ensure compliance with PO16 to PO17.

PO18 Development prevents unauthorised access to a railway corridor.

It is unclear if the railway corridor boundary is fenced in this location.
The proposed development will increase the number of industrial lots adjoining the railway corridor

Department of Infrastructure, Local Government and Planning — (1907-12044 SRA) Page 4 of 7
Department of Transport and Main Roads — (TMR19-027870)

r RTI-3295 file? Release ndf - Paade Number: 144 of 167



and therefore the risk of unauthorised access by people and vehicles

e Fencing to the railway corridor should be in accordance with Queensland Rail standard QR-C-
S3230 (without rails).

e Therefore, a condition should be imposed to ensure compliance with PO18.

PO20 Access to a railway corridor does not create a safety hazard for users of a railway, orresult in a
worsening of operating conditions on a railway.
PO24 Development does not adversely impact on the safety of a railway crossing.

e The development application relates to a reconfiguration of a lot to create 7 industrial lots and 2
balance lots.

e Proposed Lots 6 and 11 are accessed via Yaamba Road (state-controiled roact) and proposed
Lots 1-5 and 10 will be accessed via a new road from Yaamba Road.

e The Site Layout Plan, drawing number SCE-115-002, provided as part of the information request
response shows that the proposed allotments and new roads wiil gain access to Yaamba Road
via service road on the eastern side of the railway corridor.

e There are railway level crossings of the North Coast line approximately 6km south within the
Rockhampton CBD and a grade separated railway crossing approximately 9km north on Yaamba
Road.

e The reconfiguration will facilitate infill development.

o Therefore, development generated traffic is likely tc contribute to cumulative impacts on existing
railway level crossings in the Rockhampton CBD

e The proposed development is unlikely to compromise PO20 and PO24.

6.0 Recommendations
6.1 Assessment
RAPTTA:

(@) recommends the following issues ke addressed by applying conditions that should attach to any
development approval (Planning Act 2016 section 56(1)(b)(i)):

SARA Model Conditions Version: 3.5

No. Conditions of Develiopment Approval Condition Timing

Development Permit -- Reconfiguration of a Lot (2 into 12 lots)

Filling and excavaiicn

1 IPO1 — [Model Condition] (a)
At all times

(b)

Prior to submitting
the Plan of Survey to
the local government
for approval

(a) Any excavation, filling/backfilling/compaction, retaining structures,
batters, stormwater management measures and other works
invoiving ground disturbance must not encroach upon or de-stabilise
the iailway corridor, including all transport infrastructure or the land
stipporting this infrastructure, or cause similar adverse impacts.

{b) RPEQ certification, with supporting documentation, must be provided
to the Program Delivery and Operations Unit, Central Queensland
Region (Central.Queensland.IDAS@tmr.qld.gov.au) within the
Department of Transport and Main Roads, confirming that the
development has been constructed in accordance with part (a) of this
condition.

Department of Infrastructure, Local Government and Planning — (1907-12044 SRA) Page 5 of 7
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No. Conditions of Development Approval Condition Timing

Stormwater and flooding

2 IP04 — [Model Condition] (a) & (b)
(a) Stormwater and flooding management of the development must | At all times
ensure no worsening or actionable nuisance to the railway

corridor. (c)
Prior tc submitting
(b) Any works on the land must not: the Blan of Survey to
i. create any new discharge points for stormwater runoff the iocal government
onto the railway corridor; 1o approval

ii. interfere with and/or cause damage to the existing
stormwater drainage on the railway corridor;

iii. surcharge any existing culvert or drain on the railway
corridor;

iv. reduce the quality of stormwater discharge onto the
railway corridor;

V. impede or interfere with hydraulic conveyance or overland
flow paths on the site, including run-off from the raiiway
corridor;

Vi. reduce the floodplain storage capacity of the siie.

(c) RPEQ certification, with supporting documentation, must be
provided to the Program Delivery and Operations Unit, Central
Queensland Region (Central.Queensland.!DAS@imr.qld.gov.au)
within the Department of Transport and Main Roads, confirming
that the development has been designed and constructed in
accordance with part (a) of this condition.

[As there is no opportunity for a further isslies due to the deadline
dilemma, we would suggest compliance fcr design and construction on
stormwater for this one. There are significant risks to the railway corridor

if the development is not appropriately desianed.]

Fencing

3 IPO5 — [Model condition] Prior to submitting
Fencing must be provided along the site boundary with the railway the Plan of Survey to
corridor in accordance with Queensland Rail drawing number QR-C- the local government
S3230 - “1.8m High Chain Link Security Fence Without Rails Using for approval

50mm Diamond Mesh CGeneral Arrangement’.

AND

(a) recommends the following advice be provided to the assessment manager (Planning Act 2016
section 56(3)):

General Advice

Ref. | Further pzrrnits, approvals required

1. Works on a railway corridor

Pursuant to section 255 of the Transport Infrastructure Act 1994, the railway manager’s written
approval is required to carry out works in or on a railway corridor or otherwise interfere with the
railway or its operations.

The applicant should also contact the railway manager prior to the installation of any fencing
along the site boundary with the railway corridor. Any interference with stormwater in relation to
the railway corridor may require approval from the railway manager.
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Please be advised that this concurrence agency response does not constitute an approval
under section 255 of the Transport Infrastructure Act 1994 and that such approvals need to be
separately obtained from the relevant railway manager.

The applicant should contact the Queensland Rail Property Team at
developmentenquiries@qr.com.au or (07) 3072 2213 in relation to obtaining the necessary

approvals.

(b) RAPTTA recommends that the following plans and specifications should be referenced in the
response:

N
Drawing/Report title Prepared by Date Reference no. | Version/lssue

Aspect of development: Development Permit — Reconfiguration a Lot
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Queensland
Government

Department of
Transport and Main Roads

Development Application
Recommendation: Approved with Conditions

DSDMIP reference: 1907-12044 SRA

DSDMIP role Referral Agency

DSDMIP regional office: SARA Fitzroy Central

DSDMIP email: RockhamptonSARA@dsdmip.qgld.gov.au
TA reference: TMR19-027870

TA contact name: Anton DeKlerk

TA contact details: (07) 4931 1545

TA approver: Anton DeKlerk

1.0 Application details

Street address: 777 Yaamba Road, Parkhurst QLD 4702

Real property description: 20SP300132, 30SP302133
Local government area: Rockhampton Regicnai Council
Applicant name: Parkhurst Holdirngs Pty Ltd

Applicant contact details: c¢/- Capricorn Survey Group (CQ) Pty Ltd
PO Box 1391
Rockhampion QLD 4701

2.0 Aspects of developm=2nt and type of approval being sought

Aspect Of Development Type Of Approval Description
Reconfiguration of a Lot ' Development Permit | 2 lots into 12 lots (done in six stages)

3.0 Matters of interest to the state

The development apiiication has the following matters of interest to the state under the provisions of the

Planning Regulation 2017.

Trigger Mode Trigger Trigger Description

Nurnber
State-Control 1 10.9.4.2.1.1 | Development application for reconfiguring a lot that is assessable
led Roads development under section 21, if— (a) all or part of the premises are

within 25m of a State transport corridor; and (b) 1 or more of the following

apply— (i) the total number of lots is increased; (ii) the total number of
lots adjacent to the State transport corridor is increased; (iii) there is a
new or changed access between the premises and the State transport
corridor; (iv) an easement is created adjacent to a railway as defined
under the Transport Infrastructure Act, schedule 6; and (c) the
reconfiguration does not relate to government supported transport
infrastructure

Page 1 of 11
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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 c_of Rl Prepared by Date Reference no. | Vzrsion/lssue
Material
Reconfiguration of a Lot | Capricorn Survey 1 July 2019 7249 |
Application Group CQ '
Reconfiguration Plan Capricorn Survey 28 June 2019 | 7249-03-ROL-Al A
Group CQ
RE: Information Capricorn Survey 18 June 2020 | 7249 -
Request Response Group CQ
Stormwater Knobel Engineers 12 June 2020 K4820-0003 B
Management Plan
(including hydraulic
impact assessment)
Proposed Development | Knobel Engineers 12 June 2020 K4820-0005 -
Application — 777
Yaamba Road,
Parkhurst
Traffic Engineering Hayes Traffic November 2019| 19889 DA-01
Report Engineering
Plans SIRIS Consulting | June 2020 SCE-115-001 A
Engineers to
| SCE-115-027
4.2 Considerations and assessinent

e The initial proposal was for a Reconfiguring a Lot ( 2 lots into 8 lots) at 777 Yaamba Road,
Parkhurst on land described as Lot 20 on SP300132 and Lot 30 on SP300133. The land is
located within the Parkhiirst Industrial Precinct.

o It should be noted that the department was a referral agency for a previous boundary
alignment (3 lots into 3 lots) over this parcel of land (ref: D/11-2019 and 1903-10089
SRA). A secticrn 62 decision was issue for two parcels (Lot 30 and Lot 20 on the plan)
with Lot 20 accessed via easement over Lot 30). Lot 4 will have access to the service
road which s being reconstructed under the Rockhampton Northern Access Upgrade
(RNAJ) pioject.

e Due to aresponse to an Information Request, the proposed subdivision changed to include
further subdivision of Lot 30 SP314611.

e Thus, the current proposal is for a Reconfiguring a Lot (2 lots into 12 lots), done in six (6) stages
at 777 Yaamba Road, Parkhurst on land described as Lot 20 on SP300132 and Lot 30 on
SP30G0133. Lot 20 will consist of 8 allotments with an internal road connecting to Lot 30 which will
consist of 4 allotments.

e The primary access to the development will be via a new access from the service road, allowing
accesstolot1, 2,3,4,5,7, 8,9, 10 and 11. Although the proposed subdivision plan illustrate
Lot 6 to gain direct access form the new service road (a state-controlled road), access to Lot 6
must be obtained via Lot 12. No direct access from Lot 6 to the new service road will be
supported at this stage. This application will therefore trigger assessment against State Code 1.
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The western boundary of the site also adjoins the railway corridor (North Coast Line) and
therefore will also trigger assessment against State Code 2.

An assessment of the proposed development against State Code 1 was undertaken by the department
and the following assessment summary of the relevant state code is provided.

State Code 1: Development in a state-controlled road environment
Table 1.2.1: Development in a state-controlled road environment

Building and structures (PO 1 - PO 3)
The proposal plans do not indicate any buildings or structures within the SCR environment.

Filling, excavation and retaining structures (PO 4 — PO 11)

)

It is likely that bulk earthworks will be required to clear the existing site of vegetation, fill
existing detention ponds/ basins, establish infrastructure and establish ievel building lots.

It is assumed that a subsequent operational works application will bz forthcoming which will
detail with the proposed bulk earthworks. However, the State wiil not be triggered for any
operational works associated with this reconfiguration of a lot application. Thus, any
potential impacts onto the state-controlled road network will need to be conditioned as part
of this application.

TMR will therefore condition that any earthwoiks / site works should have no worsening
impacts onto the SCR network.

Stormwater and drainage (PO 12 — PO 14)

)

It should be noted that the table drain behind the kerb at the road intersection / access onto
the new service road is not supported by TMR. TMR will therefore condition that the

"Intersection & Road Type Cross Section & Details prepared by Siris Consulting Engineers
dated June 2020, reference SCE-115%-10% and revision A" is not being supported. The table
drain can however be finalised as part of the formal 'section 33' application with TMR (as per
General Advice Note 2 below).

Furtermore, the following ccncerns to this plan can also be noted:

¢ The pavement widening must match depth of existing pavement;

¢ Subsoil drainage must be provided under new kerb and channel,

¢* TMR will not support a table drain behind kerb and channel (especially within a
new deveinpment) All table drains must be located outside the road reserve (i.e.
be located williin private property).

®* TMR is nct in support of the cut and fill slopes due to the proposed kerb and
channei containing some safety concerns regarding the proposed 1 on 1 and 1 on

2 sicpes (including maintenance will be difficult). TMR will therefore condition the
aevelopment to provide 1 on 4 slopes for safety and maintenance purposes.

¢ A Geotechnical Report will be required if a permanent 1 on 1 cut batter is to be
provided, demonstrating the cut batter to be acceptable — especially regarding
scour risks.

F-urthermore, in response to the information request, a Stormwater Management Plan
(including Hydraulic Impact Assessment) prepared by Siris Consulting Engineers was

submitted.

This states that the topography of the site is complex due to former cement works industrial
activities. The points of discharge based on rainfall data are identified in Figure 3 and are

generally along the southern boundary of the site.

The Proposed Stormwater General Layout, drawing number SCE-115-015, shows that an
open drain adjacent to the railway corridor will direct stormwater to a detention basin in the
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south-western part of the site.

© Section 4.1.4 of the SMP states that the subdivision will be designed to discharge flows from
individual lots to the detention basin in the south-western corner of the site. A channel

through the site is also proposed to divert flows from the eastern side and along the western
boundary to promote capture of flows off the railway corridor and into the formalised
channel. Therefore the channel is intended to collect external north-westeri flcws and any
additional flow from the railway corridor as well as flows from the eastern part of the site.

© The SMP states that the further refinement of the channels can be undertzken at the
detailed design stage. Unfortunately the State will not be a referral during Qperational Works

stage and therefore will condition a detailed SMP with RPEQ signing.

©  The SMP has not included RPEQ certified conceptual designs oi sections for the detention
basin or drainage channel adjoining the railway corridor.

© The outlet configuration for the detention basin has not been provided and it is unclear
where and how this discharges to the south in relation to the railway corridor.

© The building pads of the site will be levelled so as to be above the adjacent major flow
channels along the perimeter of the site to ensure an adequate level of freeboard.

© TMR's Engineering & Technology Branch (Hycraulics - Flooding) reviewed the SWMP
information and provided the following advice:

From the rail corridor flooding persrective the proposal looks OK — there are no
adverse impacts for floods up to 1% AEP.

© Additionally, TMR's Engineering & Technology Branch (Hydraulics — Stormwater and
Drainage) reviewed the SWMP informaticn and provided the following advice;

For events up to Q100, comparisoin of pre and post development discharges are
required at each legal point of discharge.

© Therefore, a stormwater condition, with RPEQ certification and supporting documentation is
required to ensure compliance withi P12 to PO14.

® Vehicular access to a state-ceantrolied road (PO 15 — PO 16)

©  The primary access to the development will be via a new internal road (Road A and Road B)
connecting onto the new Service Road (a state-controlled road), allowing access to Lot 1, 2,
3,4,5,7,8,9, 10 and 11. Aithough the plans indicate Lot 6 to have a separate direct access
onto the new service rcad, this has not been formally approved and it will be conditioned that
Lot 6 obtain access via Lot 12. This will be consistent with the previous s62 approval
(TMR19-026839).

©  The applicant provided swept path for the 19.0m Semi-Trailer entering the development but
did not provide a swept path for 19.0m Semi-Trailers leaving the site. This can however be
dealt with st ihe "section 33" stage for the access. TMR will include a note highlighting the
requirement for a section 33 approval.

©  Funhermore, it should be noted that this portion of the Bruce Highway is a B-Double Route
(and Boundary Road South is a B-Double route), thus it would be expected that the site will

need to be able to cater for B-Doubles entering and leaving the site. If a B-Double cannot
enter the site, TMR will condition the largest vehicle allowed to enter the development site to
he a Semi-Trailer. This could be reflected on the s62 approval.

©  Due to potential stacking issues from vehicles turning off the Bruce Highway into Boundary
Road South and into the new Service Road, TMR will condition 'keep clear line marking' at

this intersection (that is, the new Service Road and newly constructed Boundary Road
South) to assist with this issue.

® Vehicular access to a local road within 100m of an intersection with a state-controlled road
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(PO 17)

)

Please refer to PO15 - PO16.

®* Public passenger transport infrastructure on state-controlled road (PO 18)
Not Applicable.

®* Planned upgrades (PO 19)

@)

The planned upgrades of the Bruce Highway are currently underway (krcwn as the
Rockhampton Northern Access Upgrade). The planned upgrade is to duplicate the existing

Bruce Highway, and also include a new Service Road facilitating a number cf industrial lots
on the western side of the highway, which include the subject site.

The service road will be located within the State-controlled Road Reserve but once
completed it will be maintained by Council.

® Network impacts (PO 20 — PO 22)

)

Refer to item PO15 — PO16 (above).

Table 1.2.2: Environmental emissions (PO23 — PO 24) - Not Applicable
Table 1.2.3: Development in a future state-controlled road environment - Not Applicable

State Code 2: Development in a railway environment
Table 2.2.1: Development in a railway environment

® Buildings and Structures (PO 1 — PO 10)

)

)

)

Not Applicable

Filling, excavation and retaining structures {PO 11 — PO 15)

The development application relates o a reconfiguration of a lot to create 12 industrial lots.
Proposed Lots 11 and 10 (the baiance iots) will adjoin the railway corridor.

It is likely that bulk earthworks will be required to clear the existing site of vegetation, fill
existing detention ponds/ basins, esizplish infrastructure and establish level building lots.

The extent of works associated with the reconfiguration is unclear.

It is assumed that a suhsequent operational works application will be forthcoming which will
detail with the proposed hulk earthworks. However, the State will not be triggered for any

operational works associated with this reconfiguration of a lot application.

Therefore, further information is required to demonstrate compliance with PO11-PO15.

Response to Information Request

)

o

The site topcgrapiiy slopes from the north-east of the site (29m) to the south-west of the site
(20m).

Earthworks will be required to create level building pads, stormwater drainage infrastructure
and niew rcads.

The Proposed Earthworks Plan General Layout (drawing number SCE-115-006) shows that
cui contours will adjoin the railway corridor. The level of cut near the railway corridor will
exceed 1m in depth.

A drainage channel and detention basin are proposed adjacent to the railway corridor.

Consequently, an earthworks condition with RPEQ certification is required to ensure
compliance with PO11-PO15.

® Stormwater (PO 16 — PO 17)

)

The development application relates to the reconfiguration of a lot to create 7 industrial lots
and 2 management lots. The site is currently improved with an industrial facility. Proposed
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)

Lots 11 and 10 will adjoin the railway corridor.

The proposed development will ultimately increase the impervious area on site and therefore
increase peak discharge.

The site is not impacted by councils’ flood overlay mapping, however is located within the
extent of the Fitzroy River Flood Study.

The applicant’s response to Council’s code states:

All lots will discharge to a lawful point of discharge;

A stormwater management plan will be commissioned upon receipt of Council’s
information request;

It is expected that a detention basin will be constructed in the south-vvest corner.

The extent of works associated with the reconfiguration is unclear.

A pre and post development catchment plan or survey plan have not been provided to
demonstrate the existing and proposed catchments, stormwater flows or site levels, so it is
unclear what portion of the site drains to the railway corridor. Similarly, a hydraulic analysis
for all stormwater events has not been undertaken to demonstrate a no-worsening to the
railway corridor.

It is assumed that a subsequent operational woiks application will be forthcoming which will
detail the proposed stormwater management straiegy. However, the State will not be

triggered for any works associated with this iecorfiguration of a lot application.

Therefore, further information is required to dernonstrate compliance with PO16-PO17.

Response to Information Request

@)

In response to the information requesi, a Stormwater Management Plan (including Hydraulic
Impact Assessment) prepared by Siris Consulting Engineers was submitted.

This states that the topography of ihe site is complex due to former cement works industrial
activities. The points of discharge based on rainfall data are identified in Figure 3 and are

generally along the southern boundary of the site.

The Proposed Stormwater General Layout, drawing number SCE-115-015, shows that an
open drain adjacent to the raiway corridor will direct stormwater to a detention basin in the

south-western part of the site.

Section 4.1.4 of the SMP states that the subdivision will be designed to discharge flows from
individual lots to the detention basin in the south-western corner of the site. A channel

through the site: is also proposed to divert flows from the eastern side and along the western
boundary to promote capture of flows off the railway corridor and into the formalised
channel. Therefore the channel is intended to collect external north-western flows and any
additionai flow from the railway corridor as well as flows from the eastern part of the site.

The SMP states that the further refinement of the channels can be undertaken at the
detailed design stage.

The SMP has not included RPEQ certified conceptual designs or sections for the detention
basin or drainage channel adjoining the railway corridor.

The outlet configuration for the detention basin has not been provided and it is unclear
where and how this discharges to the south in relation to the railway corridor.

The building pads of the site will be levelled so as to be above the adjacent major flow
channels along the perimeter of the site to ensure an adequate level of freeboard.

TMR's Engineering & Technology Branch (Hydraulics - Flooding) reviewed the SWMP
information and provided the following advice:
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From the rail corridor flooding perspective the proposal looks OK — there are no
adverse impacts for floods up to 1% AEP.

© Additionally, TMR's Engineering & Technology Branch (Hydraulics — Stormwater and
Drainage) reviewed the SWMP information and provided the following advice;

For events up to Q100, comparison of pre and post development discharges are
required at each legal point of discharge.

© Therefore, a stormwater condition, with RPEQ certification and supporting documentation is
required to ensure compliance with PO16 to PO17.

® Access to arailway corridor (PO 18)

© ltis unclear if the railway corridor boundary is fenced in this location.

©  The proposed development will increase the number of indusirial lots adjoining the railway
corridor and therefore the risk of unauthorised access by peoole and vehicles

© Fencing to the railway corridor should be in accordance witih Queensland Rail standard
QR-C-S3230 (without rails).

©  Therefore, a condition should be imposed to ensure compliance with PO18.

® Access to a railway corridor does not create safety hazard (PO 20) and;

impact on safety of a railway crossing Planned Lipgrades (PO 24)

©  The development application relates to a reconfiguration of a lot to create 7 industrial lots
and 2 balance lots.

© Proposed Lots 6 and 11 are accessed via Yaamba Road (state-controlled road) and
proposed Lots 1-5 and 10 will be accessad via a new road from Yaamba Road.

© The Site Layout Plan, drawing numper SCE-115-002, provided as part of the information
request response shows that the proposed allotments and new roads will gain access to
Yaamba Road via service road cri the eastern side of the railway corridor.

© There are railway level crossings of ifie North Coast line approximately 6km south within the
Rockhampton CBD and a grade separated railway crossing approximately 9km north on
Yaamba Road.

©  The reconfiguration will facilitzite infill development.

© Therefore, development generated traffic is likely to contribute to cumulative impacts on
existing railway level cressings in the Rockhampton CBD.

©  The proposed deveicpinent is unlikely to compromise PO20 and PO24.

5.0 Recommendations
5.1 Technical agency advice for SARA as referral agency
Our agency:

(a) recommenas tne following issues be addressed by applying conditions that should attach to any
development approval (Planning Act 2016 section 56(1)(b)(i)):

SARA model conditions version: 3.5

No. Conditions of Development Approval Condition Timing

Development Permit - Reconfiguring a Lot (2 lots into 12 lots)
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No. Conditions of Development Approval Condition Timing

State-controlled Road

Filling and excavation

1 IPO1 — [Model Condition] (a)
At all times

(b)

Prior to submitting the Plan of
Survey ¢ iihie iocal government
for approval

(a) Any excavation, filling/backfilling/compaction, retaining structures,
batters, stormwater management measures and other works involving
ground disturbance must not encroach upon or de-stabilise the
state-controlled road corridor, including all transport infrastructure or
the land supporting this infrastructure, or cause similar adverse
impacts.

(b) RPEQ certification, with supporting documentation, must be provided
to the Manager of Project Planning & Corridor Management, Fitzroy
District (CorridorManagement@tmr.gld.gov.au) within the Department
of Transport and Main Roads, confirming that the development has
been constructed in accordance with part (a) of this condition.

In accordance with approved plans

2 ADO1 - [Model Condition] Prior to submitting the Plan of
Survey to the local government

. . o withah
The development must be carried out generally in accordarice with the for approval.

following plans:

- Lily Place Estate Proposed Staging Plan Sheet 1 prepared by Siris
Consulting Engineers dated June 2020, reference SCE-115-003 and
revision A; and

- Lily Place Estate Proposed Staging Plan Sheet ZZ prepared by Siris
Consulting Engineers dated June 2020, reference SCE-115-003 and
revision A.

3 ADO1 - [Modified Model Condition] At all times

The table drain behind the kerb at the road access / intersection onto the
new Service Road (a state-controlled road) is not supported as
illustrated on the following plan:

- Intersection & Road Type Cross Section & Details prepared by Siris
Consulting Engineers dated Juine 2020, reference SCE-115-105 and
revision A.

Vehicular Access to state-control{ed road
4 NF1b - [Model Conditiori} At all times

(a) The new intersection 1o Lot 20 and an existing road access location to
Lot 30 on the new Service Road (a state-controlled road) are to be
located at:

i) Lot 20 SP314611 at approximate Lat: 150.513544; Long:
-23.305408: and

i) Lot 50 $P314611 at approximate Lat: 150.514236; Long:
-23.302920. access

5 NFO0z - {Model Condition] At all times

Direct access is not permitted between the new Service Road (located
within the state-controlled road reserve) and the subject site (Lot
20SP300132 and Lot 30SP300133), other than described in condition 4.
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No. Conditions of Development Approval

Stormwater management

6 IPO3 — [Model Condition]

(a) The development must be carried out generally in accordance with
Stormwater Management Plan (Including Hydraulic Impact
Assessment) prepared by Knobel Engineers dated 12 June 2020
reference K4820-0003 and Revision B.

RPEQ certification (with supporting documentation including
compliance with Councils updated Flood Model including the RNAU
Project) must be provided to the Manager of Project Planning &
Corridor Management, Fitzroy District
(CorridorManagement@tmr.qgld.gov.au) within the Department of
Transport and Main Roads’, confirming that the development has
been constructed in accordance with part (a) of this condition.

(b)

No. Conditions of Development Approval

Development Permit - Reconfiguring a Lot (2 lots into 12 lots)
Railway

Filling and excavation
7 IPO1 — [Model Condition]

(a) Any excavation, filling/backfilling/compaction, retaining structures,
batters, stormwater management measures and other works involving
ground disturbance must not encroach upon or de-stabilise the railway
corridor, including all transport infrastructure or the land supporting
this infrastructure, or cause similar adverse impacts.

RPEQ certification, with supporting dccumentation, must be provided
to the Program Delivery and Operations Unit, Central Queensland
Region (Central.Queensland.IDAS@inir.qld.gov.au) within the
Department of Transport and Main Reeds, confirming that the
development has been constructed in accordance with part (a) of this
condition.

Stormwater management - Railway
8 IPO4 — [Model Condition]

(a) Stormwater and floodiing rnanagement of the development must
ensure no worsening or actionable nuisance to the railway corridor.

(b) Any works on the land must not:
i) create any new discharge points for stormwater runoff onto the

railway coriidor;
interfere with and/or cause damage to the existing stormwater
diainage on the railway corridor;
surcharge any existing culvert or drain on the railway corridor;
reduce the quality of stormwater discharge onto the railway
coiridor;
impede or interfere with hydraulic conveyance or overland flow
paths on the site, including run-off from the railway corridor;
vi) reduce the floodplain storage capacity of the site.
(c) RPEQ certification, with supporting documentation, must be provided

to the Program Delivery and Operations Unit, Central Queensland

Department of State Development, Manufacturing, Infrastructure and Planning — (1907-12044 SRA)
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(a) Atall times

(b) Prior to submitting the Plan
of Survey to the local
government for approval

Condition Timing

(@)

At all times

(b)

Prior to submitting the Plan of
Survey to the local government
for approval

(@) & (b)
At all times

(c)

Prior to submitting the Plan of
Survey to the local government
for approval
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No.

Conditions of Development Approval Condition Timing

Region (Central.Queensland.IDAS@tmr.qld.gov.au) within the
Department of Transport and Main Roads, confirming that the
development has been designed and constructed in accordance with
part (a) of this condition.

[As DSDMIP is not willing to issue a 'further issues' letter, we would
suggest compliance for design and construction on stormwater for this
one. There are significant risks to the railway corridor if the development
is not appropriately designed.]

Fencing

9

IPO5 — [Model condition] Prior to submitting the Plan of
Survey tc the local government

Fencing must be provided along the site boundary with the railway for aooroval

corridor in accordance with Queensland Rail drawing number
QR-C-S3230 - “1.8m High Chain Link Security Fence Without Rails Using
50mm Diamond Mesh General Arrangement’.

(b) recommends the following advice be provided to the assessment manager (Planning Act 2016
section 56(3)):

General advice

Ref. |Further permits, approvals required

1. Works on a railway corridor

Pursuant to section 255 of the Transport Infrastructure Act 1994, the railway manager’s written
approval is required to carry out works in or 6 @ railway corridor or otherwise interfere with the
railway or its operations.

The applicant should also contact the railway manager prior to the installation of any fencing
along the site boundary with the railway corridor. Any interference with stormwater in relation to
the railway corridor may require approval from the railway manager.

Please be advised that this cericurrence agency response does not constitute an approval under
section 255 of the Transport Infrasiructure Act 1994 and that such approvals need to be
separately obtained from the relevant railway manager.

The applicant should coniact the Queensland Rail Property Team at
developmentenquiries@or.com.au or (07) 3072 2213 in relation to obtaining the necessary
approvals.

2 Road works approval

Under section 25 of the Transport Infrastructure Act 1994, written approval is required from the
Departmenit of Transport and Main Roads to carry out road works on a state-controlled road.
Please conriact the Department of Transport and Main Roads’ on
CorridorMianagement@tmr.qld.gov.au to make an application for road works approval.

This approval must be obtained prior to commencing any works on the state-controlled road
resaerve. The approval process may require the approval of engineering designs of the proposed
works, certified by a Registered Professional Engineer of Queensland (RPEQ). Please contact
the Department of Transport and Main Roads’ as soon as possible to ensure that gaining
anproval does not delay construction.

6.0 Endorsement
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Officer

Anton DeKlerk

Principal Town Planner

(07) 4931 1545
Central.Queensland.IDAS@tmr.qld.gov.au

Approver

NR

Anton DeKlerk

Principal Town Planner

(07) 4931 1545
Central.Queensland.IDAS@tmr.qld.gov.au
7 July 2020
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From: No Reply

To: rockhamptonSARA@dsdilgp.gld.gov.au; enquiries@rrc.gld.gov.au
Cc: carl.porter@dilgp.qgld.gov.au; reception@csgcg.com.au

Subject: 2210-31766 SRA application correspondence

Date: Tuesday, 6 December 2022 10:33:06 AM

Attachments: Plans referred to in referral response 2210-31766 SRA.pdf

GE83-N Representations about a referral agency response.pdf
RA6-N Response with conditions 2210-31766 SRA.pdf

Please find attached a notice regarding application 2210-31766 SRA.

If you require any further information in relation to the application, please contact the State
Assessment and Referral Agency on the details provided in the notice.

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

2]

Email Id: RFLG-1222-0015-9723
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PD&O Due Date: 25 Nov
SARA Due Date: 25 Nov

RAPTTA Technical Specialist Response — Railway — Assessment

TMR reference: TMR22-037825
SARA reference: 2210-31766 SRA
Street address: 23-27 William Palfrey Road, Parkhurst QLD 4702

Real property description: 5SP238731, 37RP600698, 38RP600698

1.0 Endorsement

Officer Approver

Victoria Stavar Rebecca Kalianiotis
Principal Planner Manager

3066 1580 3066 1456
16/11/2022 24/11/2022

2.0 SDAP Assessment

Site History

In 2011, Stockland advised TMR of a proposed integrated residential and commercial development
‘Ellida’ at Parkhurst, north of Rockhampton.

Preliminary Approval (TMR Ref: TMR13-005882, Rockhaninton Regional Council Ref: D/36-2013)
e A development application was made on 11 March 2013 to Rockhampton Regional Council (Ref:

D/36-2013) seeking a preliminary approval foi-a master planned residential estate of 2350
allotments and a development permit for recontiguring a lot for stages 1 — 3 of 199 lots at
Yaamba Road, Parkhurst. The site was aajacent to the North Coast Line railway and triggered
referral to the Department of Transport and Main Roads as a concurrence agency for railways
and state-controlled roads.

o Access to the development from the 5ruce Highway was proposed via a four way intersection at
Olive Street which would involve a new railway crossing of the North Coast Line.

e The development was facilitated as a ‘major project’ under the previous Department of State
Development Infrastructure Planiing (DSDIP) Industry Support Unit.

e There were a number of workshops and pre-lodgement meetings with the applicant, Department
of Transport and Main Roads, Queensland Rail and the Minister’s office from November 2012
regarding the propcsa! for a new railway level crossing for the development.

e The Queensland Level Crossing Safety Strategy 2012-2021 seeks to eliminate level crossings
where appropriate. in particular, Strategy 9 seeks to:

‘Explore oppertunities for grade separation or closing level crossings and seek to minimise any
proposals to construct a public level crossing on a greenfield site, with a clear objective to add no
further cperi level crossings to the network.’

e Consequently, any proposed level crossings require Minister endorsement.

e To overcome the Government’s position of ‘no new level crossings’, Stockland proposed to

relocate the William Palfrey Road level crossing approximately 700m north to Olive Street. Grade

separation was considered unviable due to cost and land constraints.

In-March 2013, the Minister advised that the new Olive Road level crossing was supported as a

replacement for the William Palfrey Road level crossing based on it being assessed as ‘medium

risk’.

e TMR provided a letter dated 15 April 2013 to Stockland which advised that ‘TMR supports the
proposed at-grade level crossing solution to Olive Street, noting no further crossings will be
added to the network as the existing level crossing at William Palfrey Road will be relocated and

/]
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upgraded.’

e TMR issued an information request dated 7 May 2013 which requested further information in
relation to state-controlled road traffic, conceptual engineering drawings for the Olive Street level
crossing and railway noise.

¢ The existing William Palfrey Drive level crossing was intended to be utilised for construction
purposes, then decommissioned and closed upon the opening of the replacement Oiive Street
level crossing.

e Queensland Rail provided approval in principle to replace the William Palfrey Road ievel crossing
with the Olive Street level crossing via letters dated 12 April 2013 and 28 August 2013 including
specific requirements and conditional upon further consultation at detailea aesian stages.

¢ TMR issued a concurrence agency response with conditions on 17 Octcher 2613. This included
requirements regarding the new Olive Street level crossing and closuie and decommissioning of
the William Palfrey Road level crossing, amongst other railway coriditichs concerning
stormwater, fencing, noise and earthworks. Additional conditions were applied in relation to state-
controlled road intersection works and future potential bus routes.

¢ Rockhampton Regional Council issued a Decision Notice dated 11 December 2013 giving
approval for a Preliminary Approval to vary the effect of the Planning Scheme for a Material
Change of Use for a Master Planned Community and a Development Permit for Reconfiguring a
Lot (five lots into 127 lots, public use land and balance Icts).

e The approval was subsequently appealed and withdrawn. As such, there is no prior approval.

e The current Rockhampton City Plan 2015 now designates the ‘Ellida’ site as residential and as
such future residential development on the site does not require a preliminary approval for a
material change of use to change the levels of assessment for the land.

e A number of prelodgement meetings have been held between TMR, QR, DILGP and the
applicant:

Prelodgement Meeting — 16 Septeniber 2615 (TMR ref: TMR15-014875; DILGP Ref: SPL-
0815-023596)

o A prelodgement meeting was held on 16 September 2015, and a prelodgement
meeting record dated 2 Cctober 2015 was provided regarding a forthcoming 128 lot
subdivision and sales oftice generally corresponding to the previously assessed stages
1-3.

o the applicant was advised that all previous reporting for the development application
needed to be revised and updated and the relevant SDAP criteria would need to be
addressed for state-controlled roads and railways.

o The applicant advised that the intention of closing the William Palfrey Road railway
level crossing remained and requested in-principle agreement that the replacement
railway ieve! crossing was still valid. TMR was to check the process required for this
with senioi management and advised updated traffic data would be required regarding
the revised development proposal and arrangements, background traffic, design
herizon and the like as this would affect the design / safety controls.

O

The applicant was requested to provide formal written correspondence to TMR
clarifying the nature of the proposed development and requesting written confirmation
regarding the validity of the replacement railway level crossing.

o Since this meeting, TMR confirmed that the replacement level crossing approved by
the Minister in 2013 remains valid in principle. This was the direction given by the
Executive Director, of Transport System Management within TMR.

Prelodgement Meeting — 29 May 2017 (TMR ref: TMR17-021315; DILGP Ref: SPL-0517-
039320)

Department of State Development Infrastructure, Local Government and Planning — (2210-31766 SRA) Page 2 of 8
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o A prelodgement meeting was held on 29 May 2017 (SPL-0517-039320) and a
prelodgement meeting record dated 8 June 2017 was provided regarding a forthcoming
126 lot subdivision generally corresponding to the previously assessed stages 1-3. The
intent was to provide information for the entire development.

o Access for the initial stages of the development (construction, display village and initial
lot releases of approximately 200 allotments) was proposed through Edenbiook estate,
subject to receiving approval from Rockhampton City Council. The intersection ¢f William
Palfrey Road and the Bruce Highway was not intended to be used to access the site
during construction and at commencement, provided the applicant cou!d reacn
agreement to use the road connection from the Edenbrook estate. The applicant wished
to achieve primary access to the estate via Olive Street.

o At this meeting it was conveyed that the issues raised at the grelcdagement meeting of
October 2015 were still required to be addressed, in particuiar all reports should be
updated.

o TMRis upgrading the Bruce Highway at this location, however would not be designing or
funding the fourth leg of Olive Street which includes the replacement railway level
crossing.

o The meeting specifically discussed traffic informaiion, and in relation to railway level
crossings TMR identified that information would be required in relation to proposed
access arrangements and development generated iraffic for all aspects and stages of the
development, and only one level crossing could be operational at one time.

o Queensland Rail and TMR advised that it was preferred for access to the development
(namely, construction and the initial stages) o be gained from the road connection via
the Edenbrook estate rather than via the existing railway level crossing at William Palfrey
Road.

Development permit — Reconfiguring a Loi {1 lot into 129 lots - 124 residential lots, 2 management

lots, 1 active open space lot, 1 linear oper: spage lot, and 1 balance lot) (TMR ref: TMR17-022950,

SARA ref: 1710-2243 SRA)

On 12 September 2018, Rockhamption Regional Council issued a negotiated decision notice
approving a development permit for reconfiguring a lot (one lot into 126 lots) (121 residential
lots, 2 management lots, 1 active open space lot, 1 linear open space lot and 1 balance lot)
(Council ref: D/117-2017).

On 29 June 2018, SRA issued a changed referral agency response which imposed conditions
on the above approval. Corniditions included development being generally in accordance with
the subdivision plan, road works on the Bruce Highway, internal road works, construction
management plan, potential future bus route, fencing, noise attenuation, stormwater and
flooding, earthworks, and railway level crossing upgrades and relocations (TMR ref: TMR17-
022950, SARA ref: 1710-2243 SRA).

Proposed Developiient

0

The site adjoins the railway corridor (North Coast Line) along is its eastern boundary.

The development application is for development permit for a reconfiguring a lot for a boundary
reciignment (three lots into three lots).

The preposed development creates an additional lot abutting the railway corridor.

Addiiionally, the eastern corner of the site includes the future railway corridor project 'Bruce
Hwy - Rockhampton Ring Rd (Third River Crossing) — BC' as shown on the DAMS. This project
is classified as Category C within TMR’s PRISM planning.

The development application was considered properly made by Rockhampton Regional Council
on 18 October 2022 (ref: D/140-2022).

The following assessment is provided in relation to State Code 2 — Development in a Railway

Department of State Development Infrastructure, Local Government and Planning — (2210-31766 SRA) Page 3 of 8
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Environment of the State Development Assessment Provisions, Version 3.0, effective 18
February 2022:-

SDAP Assessment
State Code 2

PO1 - PO3, PO5- PO11, PO18 - PO20

The purpose of the reconfiguration is create ‘parent’ parcels to facilitate future residential
development.

The referral material indicates that there will be no physical change to the land as a result of this
realignment and no new accesses or infrastructure connections are proposed.

There are three existing easements located on the site which are demonsirated as being
maintained on the Reconfiguration Plan, prepared by Capricorn Survev Group CQ, dated
10/10/2022, drawing number 8666-03-ROL and issue A.

The proposed development is considered unlikely to compromise PO1-PO3, PO5-PO11 and
PO18-PO20.

PO12 to PO14 & PO16 Stormwater and drainage

The site is currently undeveloped rural land and adjoins the railway corridor on its eastern
boundary.

The purpose of the subdivision is to facilitate future residetitial development, will increase the
impervious area on the site and therefore peak discharge.

Correspondence entitled 'RE: Development Applicaiion for Reconfiguring a Lot Boundary
Realignment (Three Lots into Three Lots) + New Road 23-27 William Palfrey Road, Parkhurst',
prepared by Capricorn Survey Group CQ, dated 18/10/2022 and reference number 8666 states
'there will be no physical change to the land as a result of this realignment'.

The Reconfiguration Plan, prepared by Ceajpricorn Survey Group CQ, dated 10/10/2022, drawing
number 8666-03-ROL and issue A indicates thzt proposed Lot 38 will likely facilitate stormwater
drainage and flooding management for future residential development.

However, it is possible that subsequent operational works application will be forthcoming, and
DSDMIP will not be triggered as a concuirence agency if these works are ‘associated with’ the
subject application for a material chanqe of use and reconfiguring a lot.

Bulk earthworks are likely to be undertaken prior to further development permits for reconfiguring
a lot.

Therefore, changes to stormwater and drainage characteristics have the potential to adversely
impact on the safety and operational integrity of the railway.

Consequently, a no worsening condition should be applied to the development as it may change
the drainage characteristics of the site to ensure compliance with PO12 — PO14 & PO16.

PO15 Flooding

The site is identified as flood prone under the local government planning scheme mapping.

As mentioned above, the development is for a management subdivision and flood management
will be addressad in more detail with subsequent applications.

Nevertheless, bulk earthworks including filling and associated drainage works may be
undertakeri on the site subsequent to the management lot subdivision.

The proposed development should be conditioned to ensure compliance with PO15.

PO21 to PO24 Public passenger transport & Active transport

There is no public passenger transport infrastructure located on the road frontage of the site.

POZ2S5 Pianned Upgrades

Rafer to the assessment under PO54, PO55 and PO58.

PO26 Dangerous Goods

N/A - the development does not involve dangerous goods.

Department of State Development Infrastructure, Local Government and Planning — (2210-31766 SRA) Page 4 of 8
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PO4, PO17, PO27 to PO34 Filling, excavation, building foundation and retaining structures

o Correspondence entitled 'RE: Development Application for Reconfiguring a Lot Boundary
Realignment (Three Lots into Three Lots) + New Road 23-27 William Palfrey Road, Parkhurst',
prepared by Capricorn Survey Group CQ, dated 18/10/2022 and reference number 8666 states
'there will be no physical change to the land as a result of this realignment'.

o Nevertheless, bulk earthworks may be undertaken on the site subsequent to the management
lot subdivision.

o DSDILGP will not be triggered as a concurrence agency if these works are ‘associated with’ the
subject application for a material change of use and reconfiguring a lot.

o Therefore, earthworks have the potential to adversely impact on the safety and operational
integrity of the railway corridor.

e Given the above, a condition is required to be imposed to ensure compliance with 4, PO17 and
PO27 — PO34.

PO35 to PO38 Railway crossings

e There is a level crossing directly south-east of the site an William Palfrey Road (ID:
LXR_05412). It is protected by flashing lights, signage and pavement marking.

o Correspondence entitled 'RE: Development Application for Reconfiguring a Lot Boundary
Realignment (Three Lots into Three Lots) + New Road 23-27 Wiiliam Palfrey Road, Parkhurst',
prepared by Capricorn Survey Group CQ, dated 18/10/2822 and reference number 8666 states
‘there will be no physical change to the land as a result of this realignment'.

o Bulk earthworks subsequent to the boundary realignrnent may on railway level crossing safety.

o There have been a number of requirements put upon this crossing as a result of previous
iterations of the Ellida development.

o A Traffic Management Plan condition is therefcre requiied to ensure compliance with PO35 to
PO38.

Table 2.4: Environmental Emissions
o No noise sensitive uses are proposed.

State Code 2 — Table 2.5: Development in a'future railway corridor
PO54 - Future Railway corridor

e The eastern corner of the site inciudes the future railway corridor project 'Bruce Hwy -
Rockhampton Ring Rd (Third River Crossing) — BC' as shown on the DAMS. This project is
classified as Category C within TMR’s PRISM planning.

e The submitted Reconfiguration Plan, prepared by Capricorn Survey Group CQ, dated
10/10/2022, drawing number 8666-03-ROL, issue A does not demonstrate the alignment of the
future corridor.

e The proposed boundary realignment does not sever the future railway corridor.

e The development wiil theiefore need to be conditioned to be in accordance with the plan
amended in red to ensure: compliance with PO534.

POS55 - Filling and excavation
o Refer to the assessment under PO27 — PO34 of State Code 2. A condition is required to be imposed to
ensure works are iocated outside the future railway corridor and results in a suitable interface.

PO56 - Stormwater and flooding
e Refer to tiie assessment under PO12 — PO16 of State Code 2. A condition is required to be

imposed.
ﬂ)_ Recommendations
3.1 Assessment
RAPTTA:

(@) recommends the following issues be addressed by applying conditions that should attach to any
development approval (Planning Act 2016 section 56(1)(b)(i)):
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SARA Model Conditions Version: 3.7

No.

Conditions of Development Approval

Condition Timing

Development Permit - Reconfiguring a Lot (Boundary realignment 3 into 3 Lots)

Railway Corridor

1

Department of State Development Infrastructure, Local Government and Planning — (2210-31766 SRA)

The future railway corridor must be kept clear of any permanent
development at, above or below ground level generally in accordance
with the Reconfiguration Plan, prepared by Capricorn Survey Group CQ,
dated 10/10/2022, drawing number 8666-03-ROL and issue A, as
amended in red.

(a) Stormwater and flooding management of the development must
ensure no worsening or actionable nuisance to the railway corridor
and/or future railway corridor.

(b) Any works on the land must not:

i. create any new discharge points for stormwater runoff onto
the railway corridor and/or future railway ccrridor;

ii. interfere with and/or cause damage to the exisiing
stormwater drainage on the railway cor:i<cr and/or future
railway corridor;

iii. surcharge any existing culvert or drain on the railway
corridor and/or future railway corridor;

iv. reduce the quality of stormwater discharge onto the railway
corridor and/or future railway coriicor;

V. impede or interfere with overland flow or hydraulic
conveyance on the site;
vi. reduce the floodplain storage capacity of the site.

(a) RPEQ certification, with supporting documentation, must be provided
to the Program Delivery and Operations unit, Central Queensland
Region (Central.Queensland.iDAS @tmr.qld.gov.au) within the
Department of Transport and Main Roads confirming that the
development has bech constructed in accordance with parts (a) and
(b) of this condition.

(a) Any excavation, filling/backfilling/compaction, retaining structures,
batters, stormwater rnanagement measures and other works
involving ground disturbance must not encroach upon or de-stabilise
the railway corrider and/or future railway corridor, including all state-
controlled transport infrastructure or the land supporting this
infrastructure, ar cause similar adverse impacts.

(b) RPEQ certification, with supporting documentation, must be provided
to the Program Delivery and Operations unit, Central Queensland
Region {Central.Queensland.IDAS@tmr.qld.gov.au) within the
Depariment of Transport and Main Roads confirming that the
development has been constructed in accordance with parts (a) and
(b} of this condition.

NF09 - Model Condition

(a) A RPEQ certified Traffic Management Plan must be prepared and
given to the Program Delivery and Operations unit, Central
Queensland Region (Central.Queensland.IDAS@tmr.qld.gov.au)
within the Department of Transport and Main Roads.

Department of Transport and Main Roads — (TMR22-037825)
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(@) & (b)
At all times

(c)

Prior to submitting
the Plan of Survey to
the local government
for approval

(a)

At all times

(b)

Prior to submitting
the Plan of Survey to
the local government
for approval

(a) & (b)

Prior to obtaining
development
approval for
operational work
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No.

AND
(b)

Conditions of Development Approval Condition Timing

(b) The Traffic Management Plan must demonstrate that there will be no | (c)

disruption to railway level crossing safety on the North Coast Line At all times during
during the course of construction/works. In particular, the Traffic the works and at the
Management Plan must address the railway level crossing of the completon of works

North Coast Line at William Parfrey Road (LXR_05412) and any
other impacted railway level crossing, including the following:

e site induction requirements for all personnel and drivers
attending the site by vehicle on the safe use of the level
crossing;

e pre and post development dilapidation surveys;

e the requirement for the railway manager (Queensland Rail)
to be contacted to inspect the condition of level crossing on
completion of works;

e where required, rectification works to rail transport
infrastructure and other rail infrastructure at the applicant's
expense to ensure the post development condition has a no
worsening impact on the pre-development condition.

(c) The construction of the development must be in accardance with the
Traffic Management Plan.

recommends the following advice be provided to the assessment manager (Planning Act 2016
section 56(3)):

General advice

Ref. | Railway Corridor

1. Traffic Management Plan
The applicant should contact Queens!and Rail in relation to compliance with the Traffic
Management Plan condition in this referral agency response. Please contact Queensland Rail
at PropertyLeasing@qr.com.au in relation to this matter.

2. Future Railway Corridor
The site is impacted on hy the 'Bruce Hwy - Rockhampton Ring Rd (Third River Crossing) — BC'
future railway corridor.
The alignment of this future railway corridor is depicted on SARA on-line mapping at:
https://dams.dsdip.esriaustraliaonline.com.au/damappingsystem/
Further informatioin cencerning the future railway corridor is available at:
https://www.{rnr aid.gov.au/projects/rockhampton-ring-road

3. Works o a railway
Pursuant to section 255 of the Transport Infrastructure Act 1994, the railway manager’s written
approval is irequired to carry out works in or on a railway corridor or otherwise interfere with the
railway or its operations.
The applicant is responsible for obtaining any necessary approvals, contract arrangements,
3anu/or other agreements from the railway manager.
Please be advised that this concurrence agency response does not constitute an approval
under section 255 of the Transport Infrastructure Act 1994 and that such approvals need to be
separately obtained from the relevant railway manager.
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The applicant should contact Queensland Rail Property Team at PropertylLeasing@qr.com.au
in relation to this matter.

3.2

Approved plans and specifications

RAPTTA recommends that the following plans and specifications should be referenced in the response:

Drawing/Report title Prepared by Date Reference no. i Version/lssue
Aspect of development: Reconfiguration of a lot
Reconfiguration Plan, Capricorn Survey 10/10/2022 8666-03-RCL | A

as amended in red

Group CQ
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