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_Atte'n_tion: Tom Mithen

SYDNEY INTERNATIONAL CONVENTION, EXHIBITION AND ENTERTAINMENT CENTRE
PRECINCT (SICEEP)
 DARLING HARBOUR, CITY OF SYDNEY (sso 5752 AND SSD 5878)

Dear{Mr Mithen,

Thank you for your letter dated 21 March 2013 regarding your request for Transport for NSW to
provide comment 6n the two State S:gnifloant Development (83D) apphcatlons stibmitted for the

above proposal.

Transport for NSW ‘has reviewed the two SSD applications and appret:lates the opportumty to
provide comment, Issues concerning both 88D applications have been addressed in the one
consolidated response and Transport for NSW offers the combined comments of the wider
Transport cluster which includes comments from Ra;lCorp and Roads and’ Maritime Services

(RMS) These detan!ed comments have been provided: m Attachment 1.

Transport for NSW understands that the SICEEP Prolect isan smportant urban renewal. opportunity
that forms a critical element of the NSW Government's asplratlon to ‘make NSW numberone
again” and is committed to working: closely with the Department to facilitate a development
outcome that dellvers a posmve transport outcome for the entlre precinct '

The: redevelopment of lhe SlCEEP snte prowdes an excellent opportunlty toi |mprove the :
permeability of the'site and we encourage the stated aims to facilitate direct and connected walking
and cycling.connections from: Central Station, via Quay Street and then: through the development
fo Darlmg Harbour {Cockle Bay Wharf), This will ensure good-cirgulation for both pedestrians and
cyclists and avoid the: creation.of any potential pinch points with proposed retail development,
outdoor d:mng and any proposed:landscapirg works. Where feasible, the separation of cyclists and
pedestrian ig also encouraged. It is-also important that the. development provides safe and -
convenient access to the planned Ultlmo Pedestnan Network along ihe al;gnment of the former

’Goods Llne

Transport for NSW encourages that safe and convement acoess be provcded to the llght rael
stations via diréct-connections by providing easements {through the development where required
and we believe that the interfaces with the hght rall statlons are a key component to the sliccess of
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the.redevelopment proposal and this has been discussed furth_er in Attachment 1.

In addition to the above, Transport for NSW and RMS together with the Department of Planning &

Infrastructure (DP&I) met with Infrastructure NSW, Lend Lease and their transport and traffic

consultants Hyder Pty Ltd on 1 May 2013 to discuss a number of issues with regard to the traffic

. analysis undertaken for the proposal. it is anticipated that the period of ongoing construction has
the potential to be disruptive to commuters, road users and businesses in the vicinity of the site

and it is imperative that this is managed in-such a way to minimize these impacts. The construction

and traffic analysis issues to be addressed by the proponent have also been outlined in

Attachment 1.

Should you have any questions regarding this matter please contact Afeks Tancevski on
8202 2811 or Aleks. Tancevsk:@transport nsw.gov. au

Yours sincerely,

Pla nlng hnd Programs



: ATTACHM_ENT 1

Sydney International Convention, Exhibition and Entertainment Precinct

Reference is made to the Traffic and Transport Assessment by Hyder consultants and the Director
Generals Requirements (DGRs) issued by DP&! in March 2013 Page numbers below refer to the
Traffic and Transport Assessment _ _ _ S

Parkmg

&

The. proposal conta:ns nespecific: provrsson for car share spaces wzthln allocated parkmg that
would assist in achieving the proposal’s objective in reducing. private vehicle dependency..
There is onesmall mention of this including ‘preferential parking”(p.100) but no specific
mention _of aotual_number of spaces altooated o car share__for sither wor_ksrs and/orresidents.

Provrde detaxls to measures to encouraqe sustamabie transport measures

»

bicycle parking
;emPiOyees and rssndsnts

The Traff“ ic and Transport Assessment makes gsnsral referenoe {p. 100) to way-fmdmg and
signage. Given the scale of change in the site, significant investment of new way-finding and

signage is required, on and off-site, it is noted that variable. message signs would be used to

provide information to.drivers (p.103) but no: commitment has beeh made to use such sngras for
pedestrsans whloh woufd be the dommant modo of arrrval to the site,

The Traffic and Transport Assessment recommends. amprovsments to.existing pedestnan
facilities through “coordination and podestnan priority at signals and pathway enhancements.”
The:proposal contams no:-such provrswn for such items that would prowde benefxt to '

podestﬂans

The proposal does not’ make specmc prowsmn for future public bus services. that may dlreotfy
serve the SICEEP, Prowsron has only been made for. private bus zones. (p 108). The
proponent is requested to contact Transport for NSW- regardmg provision of future bus:

services to the SICEEP; espoorally as Transport for- NSW is ourrently planmng for changes to

the CBD bus neiwork post light rail-.completion,

The Traff;c and Transport Assessment (p 103) refers fo ‘prowsron of new cyclmg facilities” yet
the. proposal only commits to-a-new gycle: path. Theére needs to be a firmér commitment: to.
£ visitor, smployeo and resrdont use, as weii as; end of trsp facrhtfes for

Construohon phase

The Trafﬂo and Transport Assessment (p 96) states “Through consuitatron wrth relovant bus
and faxi ropresentatrves procedures shall be-established to ensure harmony of vehicle - -

movements-within the area.Whilst this is a procedure that forms part.of a detailed.
construction management plan, it-is unclear-how such consultation would be facmtated as
there are multiple taxi.and coach operators. Transport for NSW.recommends direct

consultatlon With tho NSW Taxr Counoll and the NSW Bus: and Coaoh Assoc:ratron

-Whllst the tlmmg of the removal: of the monorall around the snts i yet to bs confrrmed itmay

coincide with construction actsvrtres for the SICEEP, The proponént is advised to liaise with
Transport for NSW regarding any activities that may impact on the removal of the monorail;



» During the construction period, operation of light rail services should not be affected and
pedestrian access o light rail stations within the vrcrnrty of the site should be mamtamed

+ A Construction Transport Management Plan should be prepared in consultatton with Transport
_for NSW prlor to the commencement of constructron to address transport and access issues.

*  An Operatlonai Transport Management Plan shali be prepared in consultation with Transport
for NSW prior to the commencement of operation to address thyransport and access issues
associated wzih the opsratnon .of the facilities durrng Speoral event-and non- speoial event times.

Mlxed Use Development at Haymarket

Reference is made to the Transport and Traffic tmpact Assessment by Hyder constitants and the
DGRs issued by DP& in March 2013. Page numbers below refer to the ’Transport and Traffic

Impact Assessment by Hyder oonsuitants

s The proposai contarns no specn‘rc prowsmn for car share spaces within allocated parking that
 would assistin achieving the SICEEP's objective in reducrng private veh:cle dependency given
the deve]opment s srgmﬂcant resrdentral/student populatron '

. ".!n terms of supporixng cyclmg, the proposal only commrts to anew cycle path on Darling Drive.
‘There needs to be afirmer commitment to “bicycle parking partacular!y for res;dentsistudents
raiher than recommendrng the installation facrlrtres (p 46) . .

e Theroad safety asssssment shouid have mcluded an assessment of cycllng condrtrons
lnoiudang cychst crash hlstory S

. thlst the timing of the removal of the monorail around the site is yet to be confirmed, it may
coincide with demolition activities for the Sydney Entertainment Centre and associated car
park; The proponentis. advised to liaise with: Transport for NSW regardlng any activities that
may rmpaot on the removal of the monorarf o _ o

Metro Transport Sydney Ofﬂces

The proposed modrfroahons to the Metro Transport Sydney Offrces are supported by Transport for
NSW “in prrnolple Notwithstanding this, further detailed de5|gns must be submittedto Transport

for NSW for review and: approval-priorto works commencing. Accordmgiy, it is;recommended that
the: fotlowrng condatron bs appiied by DP&I as part of any plannmg consent for the $SD proposals

Cond.'tron. e ' ' B
Any proposed works to. the Metro Transport Sydney Ofﬂces shall be o’evsloped in. consuitatrou with

Transport for'NSW. The Proponent must-submit detailed: designs: and relevant management plans
to Transport:for NSW for approval at least one month pnor to.the commenoement of. refevant works

affecrrng the Metro 7 ranspon‘ Offroes A A T
nght Rarl Infrastructure lnterfaces :

Note The comments and cono’rtrons provrded be!ow ars applrcabie to both the State Srgmﬂcant
Development. Applrcar/on (SSD 5752) and the Sfate Srgnrﬂcant Development Concept Proposal
(SSD 13.5878).



Due to the proximity of the proposed development to the Light Rail corridor, further detailed
assessment is required in relation to the following:
Noise and Vibration

A detailed noise and vibration assessment should be undertaken to. quantify the likely impacts from
current and future light rail operations upon future sensitive receivers which will be part of the
Haymarket development. This assessment should be prepared in accordance with the PP&I
guideline ‘Development near.rail corridors and busy roads, 2008', ;

Visual

1t is noted that the assessments do not contain a visual assessment of potential impacts of the
proposed light rail infrastructure improvements on future users of adjacent structures. In particular,
the buildings and built form:should promote the use of public transport infrastructure within the
precinct through improved view. corridors, permeability and signage to the Light Rail stops.
Accordingly, it is recommended that the followmg condition be applied by DP&I as part of any
planning consent for the 58D proposais

Condition:

The proponent shall prepare and implement an-Urban Design and Stop Access Plan for areas
which interface with the Light Rail. The plan shall be prepared by an appropriately qualified
person(s}) and shall include bu.t. not necessarily be limjted to the following:

{(a) identification of design prrncrples and standarcfs based on:
4. local environmental values, : .

4i. -urban-design context;. :
i, sustainable design and maintenance (mofudmg cons;derat:on of antf graffili materials);

iv. transport and land use integration and system functionafity;
v. passenger and communily safety and security;
vi. community amenity and privacy, and :
vil. relevant design standards and guidelines;
(b} location and identification of exrs!mg and proposed landscaping through. the use of
md;genous and endemic species;
{c} desrgn details of the built elements of the pro,rect mcludmg
4. infrastructure measures identified in the pedestrian.and cycle access reviews;
ii. retaining walls, embankments, bndges underpasses substations and the- Ifke
i, ..-foncmg, noise barriers, lighting, privacy soreen;ng, -
iv. signage {including wayﬁndmg), o -
v. stop infrastructure-and passenger facilities; and
vi. measures to minimise e impact of these élements, -particularly with respect fo the :mpacfs
on.adjoeining remdences educatron faCIMIGS open space and heritage’ ftems and
.Jandscapes _
(d)  consideration of rele vant Ieg:slatron such as the Drsabmty Discrimination Act 1992 and
h design standards and policies, such-as Water Sensitive Urban Design, Transport for NSW's
Sustainable Desigh’ Guidelines, Crime Prevent:on Through Urban Design, Design -
Guidelines to-avoid, minimise and improve the appearance of Shotcrete (RTA 20085),
AS4282-1997 Control of the Obtruszve Effects of Outdoor Lrghtmg and the relevant Agency
and Counc:l desagn standards _
{e) restoration-of work sites and rehabr!ftatfon measures; and

[t measures to maintain stops and landscaping works, mofudmg weed conlrol, to the design
standards establrshed inthe Plan where. necessary.

The Plan is to be developed in: consuftatlon wu‘h Transpont for NSW, RailCorp, Sydney Harbour
Foréshore Authority and the City of Sydney, and submitted to.the Director-General of DP&I for



approval,

Transport & Access

An assessment of:the potential impacts on transport and access to the Light Rail stops will be
required. This should take into-account any opportunities to improve transport and access for
current and future users during both construction and operation. Access to the stops during
construction and operation for people with disabilities should also comply with the Dfsabmty
Discrimination Act 1982 (Cth) and other applicablefrelevant guidelines,

Light Rail’ Ooeratuons

Consultatton with Transport for NSW and the Light Rail operator should be undertaken to ensure
the ongomg reltablisty of fight rail-operations as a resuit of tho SECEEP deveiopment

Safet_vj

Due to the proximity of the Light Rail corridor, the ongoing safety of bofh light rail users-and future
users of the precinct must be addressed through consuitation wnth the Light Raii operator and

Transport for NSW
Light Rail Infrastructure Requirements

Consultation with Transport for NSW should be ohgoing throughou_t_zde_s'ign development in orderto
accommodate light rail infrastructure requirements and ensure there is adequate capacity within
the precinet to accommodate any future ampf:fioatson of servzces modﬁ&catnon and/or expansron of

the light rail network.

Accordingly, it is recommended that the following condltlon be appi:ed by DP&I as part of. any
plannmg consent for the SSD proposals : _

Condmon [appiloable t0'SSD 13 5878}

Consultation with Transport for NSW shall be ongoing throughout the dota:led des;gn and
‘construction of the project fo. ensure potent:al light rail impacts in terms.of noise, visual, fransport,
access and safety impacts, .and the potential impacts on current and futtire. light rail infrastructure
and operations are satisfactorily considered. Detailed desrgns and- management plans must be
submitted to Transport for NSW for-approval prior to the lodgement of a deveiopment apphcafron
.for ‘The Haymarket’ and pnor 1o ihe commencement of any works R L

Cono’rt:on {appitcable 1o 88D- 5752] ' L e
: Consu!tatron with Transport for NSW shall bé ongomg throughout the detaried des:gn and :
‘construction of the. project to-ensure potential fight rail impacts in terms of noise, visual, franspor,
access and safety rmpaots ‘and.the potential impacts on current.and-future fight rail mfrastruoture

and operations are satisfactorily considered. Detailed designs.and mar:agemen! plans musi be

submttteo‘ to Transpon‘ for NSW for: approva! pnor to'the comm encemont of an - Works

Any proposed works lmpactmg on the Iaght raii :nfrastructuro wntl need to be undertaken by a rail

consufta’uon wuth Transg)on for NSW

it should a!so be noted that the proposed Student Acoommodatlon bw!dmgs are &ocatod overa
parcel of fand under-the. ownership of RailCorp (Lot 33 of DP870306) and the- Light Rail corridor,
Any works :adjoining or on these:lands will-need to undergo a dotaxled d951gn ana!ysxs and '

approval process.



Accordingly, it is recommended that the following condttion he applied by DP&I as part of any
planning consent for the SSD proposals. . _

Condition: ' :
The proponent must consult with Transport for NSW, the. nght Rail: Operator and the land owner

regarding the development of plans for the proposed Student Accommodation. Issues to he
considered as part of the consultation where buildings encroach.upon the corridor-include, but are
not limited fo.

o -any impacts on services or the requirement for augmentation of these services

o . -structural-and built form requirements including, but not lfmtted Io overhead protection and

deéflection walls

o - the creation and registration-of- easements mcludmg for efectmlysts noise and-vibration

o Doctmentation is to be submitted tothe relevant design authonty at least one month prior
1o the-commencement of relevant works or-earfier if requ;red by the relevant design

authority.

Exhibition Stop

Transport for-NSW generally supports the proposed connectivity improvements to the Light Rail
Exhibition stop. However, the-information provided does not contain sufficient detail (e.g. concept
plans) identifying the extent and location of the proposed improvements, ‘or the interface of these
elements with existing Light Railinfrastructure. To ensure the proposed improvements are
compatible with the: Light Rail infrastructure and operational reguirements, consultatlon with
Transport for NSW durmg design development wﬂl be essenhal ' -

The propenent will:be reguired to submit detailed deSign ptans for any works within, orin. prox:muty
to the Light Rail corridor to the relevant design:authority for review-and approval prior to the
commencement of works. Similarly, all corresponding. construct:on act:v;tues may only be carried’
outbhya rall accredited contractor :

Accordmgly, it is recommended that the. foiiowung conditnon be apphed by DP&I as part of any
plannmg consent for.the SSD proposafs _

Condition: ' ' :
Any:proposed works w:thm Or in proximity o {he nght ‘Rait corndor or. refated todhe Light Rail

stops shall-bée developed in‘consultation with Transport for NSW. Detailed desighs and
management plans-must be submitted to Transport: for NSWor:. appmva! at: leasz‘ one month prior
fo the commencement of relevant works. . _

The proponent must-afso submn.‘ detailed des:gn documenrat;on 1o the relevant desrgn authority for
review and approval prior to the commencement of works, Documentatron is to be submitted fo
the retevant design. authority at leastong.month prior to-the. commencement of refevant works, or
eatlierif required by the relevant design authonty L

Cumulative Impacts

Further detailed assessment is requzred in-relation to-the potentnal cumu!atwe construction impacts
of the following major transport infrastructure projects:

CBD & South East Light :_R:ail Project
Inher'West Light Rail Extension
Menorail Removal Project:

Wynyard Walk Project
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The cumulative construction impacts should be addressed as part of a Construction Environmental
Management Plan fo be developed in consultation with Transport for NSW. The potential '

operational impacts with regards to-current and future light rail infrastructure requirements should

be addressed through a collaborative design process between the proponent Transport for NSW

{as operator of Light Ra:l) and RailCorp (as the land owner).

Traffic Analysis

The Aimsun Model Calibration and Validation is only based around GEH criteria. The

_calibration-and validation ignores-other criteria {as indicated within RMS's Traffic Modelimg

Guidelines) such as travel times and queue lengths. In addition, for simufation models, the

-guideline recommends detailed analysis of critical' movements to ensure they do affect
modelled outcomes. Therefore, Hyder will be required to-demonstrate to the satisfaction of the

RMS that the base Aimsun traffic model has been suitably:calibrated and validated against all
agreed key criteria within RMS's Traffic Modetllng Guidelines — RMS 13.184. This document
can be down!oaded at the following link:

‘hitp: ﬂwhome ria nsw aov au/domqbusmesswuthus/dawnloadfs/technlcaimanua!sltechmcalmanu'
:als di. html . L . :

Foroone of the GEH. crtterla {Links wnth dszerence in flow within 15% for ﬂows between 700.and
1700vph) ~ The target required is 85%. Yeton the Friday PM peak they only reach 64%. The
report- then explains the following: "Large traffic flow difference is observed at- Goulbum Street
/ Sussex Street-and Sussex Street/Hay Street due to upstream and-downstream congestion.
However, it does notimpact on the study area”. This would be acceptable to RMS on the
proviso that Hyder can-clearly demonstrate that their model reflects: condltsons outsade the
study area, if such lmpacts are felt' w:thm the study area. T .

The proposa!_ wiil now force vehicles leaving both the proposed Haymarket carpark {400
spaces) and Theatre carpark (107 spaces) to travel southbound towards ‘Ultimo Road. Yet,
there is-no traffic analysis (either Aimsun or SIDRA) conducted for the intersection of Darling
Drive / Ultimo Road. However, the report concludes in the section titled (Next. Steps)-that
"Detailed assessment of the Darling Drive / Ultimo Road intersection is to be caried out-as
part of the refevant DA submissions” This should be done now as the changes caused by this
current apphcatlon would affect thlS mtersect:on : . :

Traffic dIStﬂbutiOI‘! is as follows 60% arnve/depart from the north vig Darimg Dnve north; 10%
arr;veldepart from the east via Goulburn Street and George Street; 15% arrive from'south

via Darling Drive south; 25% depart to south via Darimg Drive south; 10% arrive from north via
Harbour Street north; 15% depart to-the north'via: Harbour Street north; 5% arrive from east via
George Street/ Hay Street. The report-states: "This traffic distribution fo!!ows the observed
directional flows taken from Hyder's Sydney Strategrc Model", Strategic modsls are for
strategic modelling, not detailed distribution at a verylocal level. Therefore, traffic distribution
should be determined through survey data of patrons attending functrons at th|s precmct or

other observations.

In Appendix C, detailed SIDRA outputs for the "Future Intérsection Performance” have not
been included w1thm the report. RMS would appreciate receiving such information for review.

The Aimsun intersection analysis identifies intersection operational issues at a number of

intersections yet no clear recommendations (re: feasible foad infrastructure improvements) are
provided on how to minimise the problem at the key intersection of Harbour: Street /:Liverpoo!
Street. This shall be satisfactorily examined and addressed by the proponent,



« With regardto the sensitivity analysis undertaken for George Street Light Rail the report states
that "An indicative model run was carried out using Hyder's Sydney Strategic Mode! to
-determine the-likely impact-on traffic flow on the surrounding network. The model indicated the
shift of vehicle movements onto Harbour Street and increasing Harbour Street traffic volume
by 10%". The analysis-was conducted for the following two intersections using SIDRA:

o Harbour Street/ Pier Street / Goulburn Street
o Harbour Street /:Liverpool Street

This.should have been done using Aimsun as the above mtersectzons are affected by queue
spillback and the SIDRA analysis would not have taken this into account. In addition, the
sensitivity analyszs should also model and consider other nearby potential closures / changes
to the focal street system whlch include changed traffic conditions in Thomas Street between

these changes can be obtamed from City of Sydney Councnl
Other Traff:c and Road Safety Issues

» The proposal intends to reduce parts of Darling Drive. (southbound) to.one: Iane per-direction,
The plans: highlight a number of changes which will add to the traffrc delays for southbound

vehicles which include the following:

o Currentlyif the entry capacity into the Exhibition Centre carpark is temporarily exceeded,
there is the apportunity for vehicles to-queue out into the kerbside lane along. Darling Drive.
- However, underthe proposed changes, such a scenarlo will result § inthe fuli blockage of
.. southbound traffic-along Darling Drive. _ _ _

~{located beiween the Exhzbataon Centre and the Theatre) will increase sagmﬂcantiy The
increased pedestrlan crossmg volumes will further delay southbound trafﬁc

» additlon concerns are ra:sed in relation to traff;c growth aiong Darlmg Drive (1 75 5 10 years
post development) -and:mid block flows associated with-Friday /- Saturday PM peak hours plus
_conicurrent Theatre ‘event /.concert traffic conditions. The: proponent must demonstrate to the
-satisfaction of RMS 7 Coundil'that the mid-black capacity of Darling Drive {within the areas of
the proposed reduction to one lane) wiil not be exceeded,.and that Darhng Dnve will not

become blooked as-aresult of the issues raised above ced L

e The report states: "Non‘h of the Darling Drive/ FPier Street roundabout Ihe dual Iane two-way
‘segregated cycle-way will be prowded along the western side of Darling Drive, until it meets
the proposed scramble crossing in the northem sector by the 1CC and Hotel” Before RMS will
consider this matter further, the proponent will need to submit detailed information to RMS for

* review which details the need for this crossing aiong wrth detaﬂs demonstratlng that warrants
can be met. . _

o 'The proposed marked foot crossmg across Darling Drive: ( ocated between the Exhibition
Centre and the Theatre) crosses multiple lanes of traffic along Darling Drive. To address

-pedestrian safety and to. comply with RMS requsrements consnderatlon shall be. glven to
;;prowdlng signals at this crossing location.

'3 'RMS also requmas further mformatlon retatmg to the: atngrade pedestnan Icycllst crossmgs

-fea_mbntty



With regard to the cumulative impacts from surrounding constiuction sites the report states; "t
is noted that construction at the Barangaroo site has the option to transport by sea transport
vig Dan’mg Harbour®. Hyder is advised that sea transport for construction at the Barangaroo
site is -no longer feasible; which will therefore result'in increased road based construction traffic
impacts. The report should be mindful of this change and suitably demonistrate to the
satisfaction of Council /RMS that cumulative fraffic impacts from suirounding construction
sites will not detrimentally impact key roads within and around the Sydney GBD.

The report does pick up on.the fact that there are quite a number of crashes at the Darling
Drive / Pier Street roundabout. No mention is made in the report about how to improve or
-address this. However, the report does mention the need for a more detailed road safety audit
to determine future measures (with regard to pedesttian safety on Darling Diive and also
pedestrian safety along Harbour Street) Therefore, it is recommended that the proposed road
safety audit will also need o examing this mtersectton in more detan! and recommend any
suitable ameliorative measures to improve road safety.

The report recommends road infrastructure improvements at Goulburn Street incorporating a
westbound right turning bay extension at the intersection with Harbour Street. However, the
proponent will need to have a closer look at this: proposed-improvement as there appears to be
difficulties in lengthening this bay. There might be scope to provide a triple right turn from
Goulburn Street into - Harbiour Street northbound. This should be examined further in

consultation with the RMS.

The previous MottMacDonald report prepared for [nfrastructure NSW (which is Appendicised
to the Hyder Repoit) makes the following key statements wﬁh regard to Goulburn / Pier Street

{ Harbour Street:

"This.intersection is currently-undetperforming-during major events and is in need of an
amefiorative treatment. There are currently three furning lanes from Pier Street into Harbour
Street... Three lanes are insufficient to provide an acceptable level of service or saturation level
for this movement. However...relocation of the Sydney Entertainment Centre which would
redirect a significant pedestrian travel path across this intersection. In turn, this will further
deteriorate the infersection's performance. The intersection will need fo be redesigned with a
view to iricrease the. capacity ofthe Ieft turn from P;er Street.info Harbour Street as we!l as
mcreasmg the storage capaorty of the :s!ands (for pedesfnans o

The Hyder report does ot make any: cléar comments. about thls matterand:/ or how to
address these issues. This issue must be addressed by the proponent

The report for the Haymarket Precinct exammed the potential for queue spiliback from the
Goulburn Street 7 Pier Street /- Harbour Strest intersection back to the proposed Haymarket.
Precinctegress driveways onto Harbour Street. However, the methodology used to analyse
this s incorrett due to the fact that it didn't take:into account that queue spillback ocours
during the peak periods from downstream intersections along-Harbour Street back to the
Gouiburn Street / Pier Street / Harbour Street intersection; The proponent must re-examine
this matter and provide satisfactory évidence that the proposed Haymarket Precinct egress
driveways onto Harbour Streetwill not be affected by queue spxtlback from the Goulburn Street
I'Pier Street / Harbour Street intersection :



Standard Conditions / Requirements:
1) Construction Traffic Management Plan

Individual Traffic Management Plans (TMP) shall be prepared for each construction site in
consultation with RMS, Transporf Management Centre {TMC), Courncil and other agericies, piior to
the. commencement of substantial construction on each site. The TMPs would be forwarded fo.
RMS / TMC for review and approval. Where Council is the Roads Authority approval of the TMP
shalf be sought from Council, in constiltation with the RMS/TMC,

All TMPs shall be.certified by the Contractor’s Traffic Manager and subject to road safety audits by
the Conltractor,

The TMPs must include, but not-be limited.to the following;

a. Anintroduction to.the construction phasing and brief narrative on proposed work
b. A descriplion of the Construction Activities for alf areas affected by the Plan and
integration with the adjacent work areas
c. A description of existing traffic conditions, including length, direction and type of road
(regional, local road function efc), important access points, brief description of current AM,
business and PM peak traffic volumes, a description of number and type of lanes applying
fo hoth weekdays and weekends and a description of parking/loading zonés applymg fo
both weekdays -and weekends
d. Details of Construction Program
e, Constraints affecting constrisction, including:
Working hours
Impaaton utilities such as traffic signal controlfers, TCS posts, smait poles,
traffic signal roadway duct; stormwater and other utilities
f. Results of fraffic modeliing, results of bus travel time surveys efc as required
g. Traffic Construction Impacts, including
= Anyrestriction of access and any intermittent stoppage fo traffic
« Any affects on-specific road users, in particular buses.
» Impact.on pedesrrfans and cyclists and access to properties and use of barricades.
-and-advisory signs, as necessary, to warnm and: guide pedestrians around the
construction site, andredirection to alterative pedestrian crossing points.
Traffic impagts, including changes to traffic signal. phasing
Construction:site traffic generation and access, including spoif accessroutes, type
of truck fo be:used, consideration of geometry and manoeuvring requirements on
_ the route, separate routes for contaminated. spoif removal, In principle priority will be
giver tothe use of State or Council roads (may reqwre separate Hauiage
Management. Plar) _
s Impacton bus operations
s Impact-on other public transport
h. Trafﬁc control construction program, including:
Provision of traffic bairiers '
" Alteration tolane lines
Minimum Jahe widths
~Alferations to pedestrian crossings
. Security fencing
Night time delineation stich as flashing lanterns, finerarking incorporating
glass beads, raised reflective pavement markers, lighting’
Provision of signposting ~ directional, advisory, régulatory.
i Deta;!s of advertising and communication, including radio, newspaper and fetterbox
distribution. _
Jj. Use of Variable Message Signs under TMC control



k. Request to use any VMS under TMC control
1. Notification ‘of Authorities, including Police, STA and Council

The applicant must meet all costs in regards to the provision of any supplementary staff or
technical setvices provided by Transport Management Centre (TMC):.

2) A Road Occupancy Licence (ROL) must be obtained from the TMC for any activity likely to
impact on the operational efficiency of the (state) road network. The ROL allows the applicant to
use a specified road space at approved times, provided certain conditions are met. Proponents
must allow a minimum of 10 working days for processing from date of receipt, Traffic Control Plans

are to accompany each ROL application.

3) Priorto the issue of any construction certificate(s), the proponent will need-to provide details to
the satisfaction of Council regarding a suitable off-site truck marshalling yard for waiting vehicles

in order to facifitate bump-in / bump-out fo events.

4) Prior to the issue of any occupation certificate, the proponent must prepare an Event
Management Flan and Traffic.and Pedestrian Management Plan in consultation with RMS, TMC,
Council, Transport Agencies, NSW Police, CBD Parking Operators. These plans must be
forwarded to RMS, TMC, Council and Transport for NSW for-approval, _

The plans should be prepared to address the foﬁo‘wing matters;

a. Maximising public transport use.

b. Traffic and crowd management.

¢. Safe and efficient access to and from the venue,

d. Minimising disruption to public transport prior to and after.events.

e. Enhancing access to car parking / minimising traffic congestion af the end of events.
f. Uninhibited access for emergency vehicles.

g. Efficient access/ egress for heavy vehicles. _
h. Establishing processes / procedures for individual Event Management Plans.

5) Transport for NSW supports and recommendls that the proponent :mplemenf the following Travel
Behaviour Change injtiatives, as menlioned within the Transpod and Traffic Assessment report:

- Tickets with subsidised public transport. :

-~ Preferential parkmg forcar share operations reduced parking fees
- Wa y-finding, signage and-infrastructure providing real time information onfravef operations.
- Endtrip facilities (ie. bicycle facilities, lockers showers change rooms, efc).

- Green Travel Plan implementation. _ _

~  Incentives for public transport users: '
- Car park design / Dynamic Parking signage (YMS) = :llustratmg parking availability

in-addition, to further facilitate the effective management of traffic around the Precinct., the
proponent (in consultation with RMS, TMC.and Council)-will also:be. required to install VMS on key
roads/ streets in approach to the site along with CCTV at agreed locations. This must be

implemented prior to any occupation certificate,

6) The fayout of the proposed-car parking areas associated with the subject development
(including, driveways, grades, turn paths, sight distance requirements, aisle widths, aisle lengths,
and parking bay dimensions} should be in accordance with AS 2890.1- 2004 and AS 2890.2 —

2002 for heavy vehicle usage.



7} The proponent must ensure that the car park enlries / exits are desfgned in such a manner as to
ensure that the future queuing areas and capacity requirernents comply with Appendix D of AS
2890.1-2004 and that right turn bays along Darling Drive are of a sufficient length to ensure that
there is no queuing out of the bay into the adjacent through lane.

8) RMS Sydney Asset requirements:

a) Any excavation adjacent to RMS infrastructure will need to comply with RMS Technical
direction GTD 2012/011.

b) If any new structures or footings are proposed near or adjacent to the existing deep
raked piles associated with the Western Distributor piers, then RMS approval and
consultation must-be obtained prior to any construction commencing.

¢) No permanent infrastructure is to be constructed by the proponent within af least two
melres of the surface of any part of the Atthority’s structures,
d) The Development must permit 24 hour inspection and maintenance access to the

Authority's bridge structure without any cost to the Authority.
¢ Proposal(s) for any modification of RMS structure(s) require RMS prior approval. n this
regard, detail proposal(s) need to be submiited for RMS approval af least six weeks prior

to consiruction comntencing.
il Wherever there may be limited clearance between the roof of the proposal and the

Western Distributor viaduct, the roof area under the viaduct will need to be designed as
a work platform so that it can carry men and material during inspection maintenance

works.

9) Proposed civil works fo the Western Distributor viaduct, changes at the signalised intersections
of Pyrmont Bridge Road / Darling Drive / Murray Street, Goulburn Street / Pier Street / Harbour
Street, Darling Drive / New Laneway at Hay Street (TCS #2836) and potential new signalised
crossings along Darling Drive shall be designed in accordance with Austroads with RMS
supplements, RMS’ Traffic Signal Design Manual other Australian Cades of Practice. Design plans
shall be prepared by a suitably gualified practitioner and submitted to RMS for consideration and

approval prior fo commencement of any road works.

10) The proponent will be required to enter into a Works Authorisation Deed (WAD) for the
abovementioned traffic signal and civil works. The Works Authorisation Deed (WAD) wilf need fo

be executed prior to RMS! assessment of the detailed design plans.

11) The proponent shall be responsible for alf public utility adjustment/relocation works,
necessitated by the above work and as required by the various public utility authorities and/or their

agents.

12) Alf works /regulatory signage associated with the proposed development are to be at no cost
to the RMS.






