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Major Projects Assessment, Department of Planning
GPO Box 39
SYDNEY NSW 2001

ATTENTION: ANNA BRADLEY

Dear Anng,

RE:  PROPOSED DEVELOPMENT, MACHINERY, MANUFACTURE AND
MAINTENANCE PROJECT, LOT 32 DP 1014864 - MASONITE ROAD,
HEATHERBRAE

| refer 1o the recent nofification by NSW Department of Planning. | act for
CABP Group Pty Lid who owns a large amount of industrial land to the east
and to the south of the proposed development site.

While CABP Group Pty Lid fully support the proposed development and the
likely benefits that it may bring to Port Stephens LGA, ! would like to bring a
few important points to your attention.

As the represeniative of CABP Group | have, over the past number of years,
had a project team working on a significant industrial subdivision on CAPB
land, and have been working in close consuliation with both Port Stephens
Council and the RTA. Since lodging a Development Application in 2006 for a
205 lot industrial subdivision CABP were forced to make significant changes
including the loss of industrial lots because of the RTA proposed extension to
F3 Freeway.

On 15" September 2009 Port Stephens Council issued consent for a 142 lot
industrial subdivision.

Subsequent to Council's approval, the RTA revised the width of the required
F3 road reserve which has resulted in the movement of the boundary
between F3 and our subdivision easterly by approximately 110m. We are
currently in the process of finalising a Section 96 Application to Port Stephens
Council to rationaiise the subdivision boundaries. We are also in the process
of negofiating with the RTA representatives in respect to a DA condition
requiring an upgrade fo the Masonite Road/Camfield Drive roundabout to
two lane circulation and approach capacity. Through significant analysis we




have proved that the iraffic generated by our subdivision does not require
this fwo-lane roundabout and that the existing one lane roundabout is
sufficient (attached).

| am concerned that the proposed Sandvik development has not considered
the base traffic flow as well as the traffic generated by our approved
subdivision. | believe that the accumulated total of existing and our potential
traffic should be the baseline for their traffic assessment.

Appendix K of the Environmental Assessment Report include minutes of the
Hunter Regional Development Committee dated 131 August 2009. | note with
interest that these minutes do not reference the CABP 142 lot subdivision
proposal of which Council and the RTA would have been aware of. | would
expect both the Council and RTA as the responsible road authorities should
have made Sandvik aware of our Development Application, the associated
traffic generation and the requirement for the Sandvik development fo
consider the associated traffic generation.

The RTA has been further consulted by Sandvik as part of the preparation of
the 2010 Environmental Assessment Report [pp 30). It is difficult to understand
why the RTA would have only advised that the previous comments made by
the Hunter Region Development Committee (13" August 2009} will be taken
into consideration, without specific reference to CAPB Group approved 142
lot industrial subdivision, approved on the 15t September 2009.

CABP Group Pty Ltd specifically requests that the Department of Planning
ensure that the fraffic analysis baseline volumes used by Sandvik’s consultants
include the CABP Group subdivision. Most importantly if the RTA and Council
insist on the 2 lane roundabout and approach capacity upgrade we request
that Sandvik be made to share the not insignificant cost.

Yours faithfully,

PAUL MICHAEL
CHAIR & CEO CABP PTY LTD




YRAFFIC MANAGERENT & SAFETY CONSULTANTS

10 Haig Street Belmont NSW 2280
PH. (02) 4945 5688

Fax (02) 4945 5686

Mob. 0418 419 190

E-mail: tp.keating@hunterlink.net.au

TRAFFIC REVIEW STATEMENT

PROPOSED INDUSTRIAL SUBDIVISION

343 & 470 Masonite Road
HEATHERBRAE

July 2010
ADW JOHNSON {For The Applicant)

Port Stephens Council Local Government Area

Prepared by

Terry Keating

Director

TPK & Associates Pty Ltd
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PROPOSED INDUSTRIAL SUBDIVISION

TRAFFIC REVIEW

INTRODUCTION
TPK & Associates Pty Ltd (TPK) has been commissioned by ADW Johnson with regard to a revised lot

layout and modelling review for the subject development; the project proposal for an Industrial Subdivision is

retained however the number of lots is to change from the original development layout.

TPK has made reference to:
+ The Terms of Development Consent for the project.
» Traffic Studies by Caldwell Consulting to support the project.
« RTA and associated cotrespondence related to the development assessment process in particular
RTA' s letter dated 30" April 2008 (Reference 362DA17;1 — 07/2389, 07/2600)
« Outcome of recent June 2010 discussions between RTA (D Young) & ADW (H Williams)

Mr. Terry Keating, Director, TPK undertook the review modelling and preparation of this report. He has over
40 years experience in the road safety and traffic management profession, including the assessment of
traffic generating developments.

TRAFFIC GENERATION
The Industrial Subdivision had an original layout that proposed 142 lots designed to adjoin the future road

reserve for the F3 extension as known at that time. Revision of the F3 road reserve boundaries has driven
the redesign of the Industrial Estate which will now generate a proposed 147 lots

The adopted traffic generation rate agreed between RTA and Caldwell Consulting for assessment of the
approved layout was a typical peak generation of 5.2 trips per lot.

For 147 lots the peak hour traffic generation will be 867 trips; maintaining consistency with the previous
Caldwell Consulting analysis the following distributions are adopted:
» B85% of Estate traffic will generate to/ffrom Pacific Highway; that equates to 737 trips
s The AM Peak (not in Caldwell Consulting analysis) is split 70% inward; equating to a 516:221 trip
ratio
* The PM Peak is split 80% outward; equating to a 442:285 ratio
« Caldwell was not clear on route distribution; TPK has distributed 20% of the total trips to/from
Camfield Drive equating to the following Masonite Road : Camfield Drive ratios:
o AMPeak 413103 & 177:44
o PM Peak 354:88 & 236:59
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ANALYSIS
Overview

TPK utifise the intersection-modelling program SIDRA to review intersection performance. The outcomes of
the model include:

s Level of Service
e Average Delay
e 95% back of queue length

The term Level of Service {.0S) is one output parameter of the SIDRA model: it provides an insight into
“operating conditions” of the intersection and each approach. The output range is indicated in the range LoS
A to LoS F where A indicates good operating conditions reducing to F where other forms of control may need
to be considered.

The intersection of Masonite Rd & Camfield Drive has been modelled for the following scenarios
+ Existing AM Peak
« Existing PM Peak
e Existing AM Peak plus Development
e Existing PM Peak plus Development

» Existing AM Peak plus Development plus a Growth Sensitivity volume increase.
The intersection has been recounted in 2010; See Appendix A

The SIDRA geometric layout utilised for the modelling is shown at Figure 1.
FIGURE 1 - SIDRA GEQMATRIC LAYOUT
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SIDRA OUTCOMES

Existing AM Peak
The SIDRA Movement Summary T1 discioses that for this scenario the LOS is in the range A-B for all

approaches and the queue on Masonite Road back towards the highway did not exceed the equivalent of 1
vehicle.

T1 ~ MOVEMENT SUMMARY Site: MAS & CAM

MASONITE RD & CAMFIELD DRV, HEATHERBRAE — AM Peak Existing Traffic 2010
Roundabout

Approach 59
East: MASONITE ROAD -
4 L 18

Nest:MASONITE RD (FROMHWY)'
10 L34 84
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Existing PM Peak

The SIDRA Movement Summary T2 discloses that for this scenario the LOS is in the range A-B for all

approaches and the queue on Masonite Road back towards the highway did not exceed the equivalent of 1
vehicle.

12 - MOVEMENT SUMMARY Site: MAS & CAM

Roundabout

South: SERVICE ROAD;
1 Lo
2 . T ........... 1

L3R 8
Approach 93

East: MASONITE:ROAD
. 4 L SRR 18
5 T 242 83
2 i

.8 .. o0
L. 6o
R 26 40
Approach a7 .29
West: MASONITE RD (FROM HV
1 L 17 8

10 028 045 497
1.0 0.28 0.60 4556

11T 106 99
2 R8T
Approach 205 8.7

Al Vehicles &6
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Existing AM Peak plus Development
The SIDRA Movement Summary T3 discloses that for this scenario the LOS is in the range A-B for all

approaches and the queue on Masonite Road back towards the highway was less than 26m

T3 -~ MOVEMENT SUMMARY Site: MAS & CAM

MASONITE RD & CAMFIELD DRV, HEATHERBRAE ~ AM Peak Existing Traffic 2010 pius Full Development
Roundabout

L3 R T 10.0

Approach 59

East: MASONITE ROAD G .
4ok 18 88 0275 73 LOSA AT t28 ..0%2
S.o.To 32 122 0275 66 LOSA A7 128

B.LL.R. 2 800 0283
Approach 332
North: CAMFIELD DRIVE

A L2 50.0 .

8 T 6 500

5. ...R_ .. 89 78
Approach 78 122
West: MASONITE RD (FROM HWY)

10 L ot .94

L 559 10,5

la R 78 167
A_pprogph 672 10.5
All Vahicle 1 A1
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Existing PM Peak plus Development

The SIDRA Movement Summary T4 discloses that for this scenario the LOS is in the range A-B for all
approaches and the queue on Masonite Road back towards the highway was less than 20m.

T4 - MOVEMENT SUMMARY Site: MAS & CANM

MASONITE RD & CAMFIELD DRV, HEATHERBRAE — PM Peak Existing Traffic 2010 pius Full Development
Roundabout

South: SERVIGE ROAD.

470

L2 T 1 489

3 R 18 43.9
Approach 93
East: MASONITE ROAD

4 L .18
5 T .85
8 R 1
Approach

Approach 128
West: MASONITE RD/(FROM |

oL 75

1 T 355

12 R s
Approach 512
All'Vehiigles = 4374
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Existing AM Peak plus Development plus Growth Sensitivity

This scenario is for the AM Peak with Development traffic plus some sensitivity testing given the importance
of protecting The Pacific Highway. TPK added traffic to both Camfield Drive and the Service Road to model
growth on those movements; the relevant car movement volumes were doubled.

The SIDRA Movement Summary T5 discloses that for this scenario the LOS is in the range A-B for all
approaches and the queue on Masonite Road back towards the highway was less than 33m

T6 - MOVEMENT SUMMARY Site: MAS & CAM

MASONITE RD & CAMFIELD DRV, HEATHERBRAE ~ AM Peak Existing Traffic 2010 plus Full Development
PLUS Growth to Camfield Drive & Service Road.
Roundabout

SERVICE RGAD
2 T 3 3313 0.109 .83 LosA 07 48 049 061 482

3 R 2
Approach 113
East: MASONITE ROAD'

4 L 18

5 T 312

& R 3
Approach 333
Nairth: CAMFIELD DRIVE L
A L. 3 ....333 A2 Lk R
8 T 8 333 0 12 . 85 .. 085 074 ...466
9 R 184 ... 88 L A80 LOSB 12 85 .06 081 433
Approach 148 ... 85
West: MASONITE RD(FROM HWY). | |
o, L 684 .49 0488 67
noT 550 105 04 L L _ : 0.
12 R 149 .58 LosB 43 322 016 .. 080 463
Approach 773 LOSB 016 051 49.9
All'Vehicles 7 1364 LOSA
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CONCLUDING STATEMENT
TPK has concluded that:

» The quantum of the increase from 142 to 147 lots is insignificant in terms of the Estates potential
traffic generations and does not impact on the Caldwell Report as the final two estate stages were
not assessed in his report.

* Additional SIDRA analysis has been completed by TPK for the full estate traffic generations
maintaining many of the Caldwell assumptions for consistency.

» The additional analysis has disclosed that the Masonite Road & Camfield Drive roundabout will
continue to operate at suitable performance levels through to full deveiopment.

+ The additional analysis indicates that the single lane roundabout will not generate queues back onto
The Pacific Highway.

Prepared by

7 Raiting

Director, TPK & Associates
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APPENDIX A
TRAFFIC DATA

10




L
JHIWBACIL Euilm yaea 40f M0l yted Bu 10) SUS RUB SU) BEDIDUL >, BMOLY I aian
e eoL [ 5 0 >z o =t >gr ' o z 0 211 >0 a oz ¥ 60’60
asrr gL 0 L »g o 0 L e 0 o 2 L oo >S5t £ »0% o0
6y 02 0 e o >0 o o o =9 o £ [ [ t 8 »ZE ¢ oze0
o SO o >¥ o >0 >0 o ¥z 1 a ag [ 51 [ 9 IE 3 50
e 0 sy € a1 >0 o 12 5 0 z > ] o &z = 04 e
% o 8 0 V o o 2 r o v 3 I o £ 2 r S0
i 0 3 [ [ 1 0 2 ' 0 s ' L 0 8 @z oL o8l
2k o ¥ o 0 ° 3 ] z 0 H v 13 o ] B ' 5340
" ¥NOHNIRSE B LI ) o 2 i ot & s i 3 [ T H i
$9jaIyap jerot SHIBA IV
[ s n o o [ ! 0 >0 L 0 [ 0 >0 [ o 1 >z 0 w0
b 53 9l o [ > 0 0 =1 £ 0 0 i > i [ ' »5 P 5¥50
0 1o i o o 0 >0 o 0 L >0 o 0 0 >t 0 s v 0 [
] »ES Eb [ bR ] »0 [} <] ER R o >4 >0 2t [ 1 ¥ =3 SHE0
0 z ot o 8 ' a1 I 0 ¥ 0 o >0 >0 o D >4 z H 0080
[ 0 i 0 § o 0 ¢ ' o T o 3 0 H ¥ o 5720
5z 0 z [ n 0 0 & [ o s ' 3 0 ! z z 0eL0
9 o o o o 0 o € [ ¢ o o o o z 1 ° s10
T BROHE NN 5L e i Tyl 1 .Y ] YT £ [ S
SHAUIA [EI0L sapajgan Aeay
] 0 0 [ vex 6 0 H [ >l o >4 »ac 4 0 z ] i 20 8 el ¥ o060
0 >0 >0 ° >eRE 28 0 i >3 0 o ] e 0 0 i o o > B Y] 560
o >0 >0 o LE ROl o € 0 0 0 o € »5 o g ° 9 4 [T £ oes0
0 =0 >0 o we oz o 3 o 0 >0 0 oz 3 0 >E o sl o 51 @ v 5380
o >t >1 o o zol o »p z o ae >0 i 5 o z >l ] o e oc & 0080
o 0 o o 5t o L o o 0 o 1 £ o z ' L ° L az v S¥L0
0 0 0 ] zL o v [ 0 ' c 51 t o 5 o ] o 7 oz I CEL0
o 0 0 9 w o 3 Q o o ' g z o z ' z ¢ ] i 1 8120
@ i WA T TUNGH NIWET el i LT it ) 4 ¥ i ) e
suglsapag ECHITERY 1YY so|2ueA BTy
EAIQIBIESH DY piaiiue) J py SRUSSEI - 0LOZILT
sopeatneon 3] T e
S Iyl [0
v 4 ) s
[l [ 1 [t
[ 5 1
[ 161 5L
t B 3
i B [l
st 20
I B
¥ §
¢
Py ayuosey z 17 »
IH N S
[ 3 & ] _
B I 51 o m
=
—-—
slaamg Aenp SUC|QEeFad 030L L \\
SORIGIA KRR [mOL 85 PY Playwen
soRton BN ImoL  geg B CTT ¥ - NI ¥NOH »>>> opg
P PIOYUED | PY SHUOSEN
HAspurung. @ 221q13U3RaH 'PY PlRYWeD | pY SHUOSEWY ~ DLOZILT
B00E INIWILVLES Olddvell — IvdgdaH [VaH NOSIAIGENS WIdLSNaN] — S31vio08eY 5 Sdt




JUBLIBAGY BURLINY YIBB SCk INOY XT0E GL] 10) GUID PUA S S183PV) >, Shauy 1 oAy
%E 8 [ ] ] ] o 8 >5¢ 1 0 3 ' 8t 0 zZ 82 z 0341
> 165 4G [ I3 >1 3 >0 ] v z ] >9 0 o [ € 12 ] sraL
se5 82l [ H 3 ¥ =0 ] 5 ' ] 4 [ 8l =1 ) 12 »B 059t
s 133 © £ + ' >0 >0 12 »g 0 H =0 >51 a 8L 5T ] 1513
FLT. [ =2t ' ] =1 >0 E € ] 5 >t [ o 4 14 ¥ [
48 L] ¥ 0 + [ ] v s ] 4 [ 6l 1 aL iz z Svst
148 ¢ I3 0 ] [\ 3 e ¥ [ i ¢ [ o 2 o z OTGE
z9 ] ¥ [ 0 a ] €© £ o L] ] ¥y [ 18 L [} {54
HAOHNW G o i ¥ 03 zh 5L [ § ] L ) ] ¥ 3 z 1
SOROIYRA IEICL a[31uRA Ny
¢ ® oL a [ [ 0 [ o ] 0 [] [} o z ] 3 4 a ozl
¢ w L o o a ] [ o H *Z [ [} L [ ] E4 1 a svigl
3 tF ] o o ] [ ] 3 v o ] [ o : ] L ] b 5ok
e > 25 2L o a ] ] a o ] L ] [ EL] [ ] 3 >z ] R
e o St [ a1 ] ] a o 5 ' o a =0 ] ] H 9 a gL
] [} [ [} [} 9 o y o ] ] [ ] [ 2 T ] s¥isL
1t ] 1 ] ] ] 3 [ [ ] ] 3 4 o s z ] ok
] ] L ] [ ] ¢ 8 [} ] ] o o o 1 0 Ll SH5L
HNOH NN &1L 8L §l ri 3] ) 1 L1 [ ] i ] § ¥ 3 H )
SaoA [EI0), SHIAUBA Aaray
[} L] L [ -1 10 o € o >0 3 ] >5r 4 Q 3 =1 ] [ i sZ z B4
] ] [ o g5 o6l a L) a1 >4 >0 ] (43 5 Q =8 =0 i ] ¥4 4 [ 5193
] 0 ] 0 56k 2k o 3 3 =¥ =0 0 6% 4 L] v >0 it >l oL 8T =5 TEgL
] >0 >0 =0 v 8Tl o EES 3 1 >0 >0 £ »5 [ z =0 E3-1! ] >zl >5% ] Sh9L
] >0 >0 >0 6Lk 5TL [ =1t 3 o =1 >0 I3 z ] ] LN 0z ¢ ¥ H ¥ ooay
] ] ] 4 a2t [ v [ 1 4 a 3] g ¢ 3 a 6L s 1} 5% z 1210
3 + 3 a =43 ¢ S [ 4 ¢ ' € ¥ o 3 ] T ] kD 4 z acst
=3 o 0 2 ¥ [ < [ ] L] o P4 € ] [ ] ¥ ] ot I3 0 s151
(5 13 [ [ WNOH NIW 51 9t E ¥ ({3 7 [N ol ] ] 3 ] T ¥ 3 3 1
sucuIsepod SRYRIfeA (T0L 0| quaA B
BRIGISEDH ‘P PISUWES [ Py olLoSel - GLOZIH L
Bofao SATOH M”Mu 0 o
SHAMOA WY 33
£ ] g
I 1 O
[ Tk ¥
[ 117 )
L] [) o
1 v [
81 i
of
[ 3 r 5
) £ [
Py syuOSEl 1 [ "
: M N
[ 3 ¥z [
B [ £ [B
T foez
shaang Aend suelsepad (ol 6
sapoon Anzal (ol 2y PY PIRIMIED
seoiUdA b Mol 578 ————DNIANT HNOH >>> 54191
Py platities | pH ayuosel
Sisutung @ 2RUGIALIERH PH PISYIMED | P SUUOSER - gLOZILL

B00¢ INJWALVLS Dl3AvHL — IvHEEAHIVIH "NOISTAIGENS TvIHLSNaNI— S3LVID0ESY 3 AdL




