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Reference:  10 228 
 
 
 
13 April 2012 
 
 
 
Capital Corporation 
Suite 705, 12 Century Circuit  
Baulkham Hills NSW 2153 
 
 
Attention:  Adam Wheat 
 
 
Re:   Mixed Commercial & Retail Development (Stage 1) - 2 Australia Avenue, Sydney 

Olympic Park – SOPA Response  
 
 
Dear Adam, 
 
We refer to the subject development and in particular the assessment of the Part 3A application 
undertaken by the Sydney Olympic Park Authority (SOPA).  SOPA provided comments regarding 
traffic related issues on 23rd January 2012 (see letter included in Attachment 1).  In this regard we 
have reviewed each item raised and note that amended plans have been prepared which 
incorporate our recommended changes.  These amended plans are provided in Attachment 2 and 
on the basis of these plans we advise as follows in relation to the particular items raised: 

 

Item (1): “The Ground Floor Plan (DA1003) shows the only access to the site for all vehicles 
is from Australia Avenue.  This plan shows that there are three (3) access requirements for 
vehicles – the temporary ramp for basement parking, at grade parking for supermarket/retail 
customers and the site’s loading area. This creates significant conflict……….” 

Response: 

The temporary access driveway provided for Stage 1 has been re-designed and these conflicts 
have been resolved.  The proposed new access layout is provided in Attachment 2 and the 
following amendments are noteworthy: 

 The Stage 1 development now proposes two separate access driveways, both of which will 
continue to be limited to left-in/left-out movements.  This arrangement complies with AS 
2890.1 although it is essential in this regard that both driveways be designed with laybacks 
so that they operate as a ‘conventional’ driveway, with pedestrians having priority.  These 
driveways will be reconfigured to form a single public roadway for Stage 2. 

 The southernmost driveway will serve the basement car park only and has a width of 6 
metres which complies with the requirements of AS 2890.1 (2004) for a Category 2 
driveway.   

 The northernmost driveway will serve the 19 space car park and loading dock and is 
separated from the basement access by a 2.0 metre wide painted ‘refuge’ median.  The 
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driveway is 5 metres in width and this also complies with the requirement for a Category 1 
driveway as outlined in AS 2890.1 (2004).   

 We note that SOPA commented that the at-grade parking was associated with the retail 
component of the development.  This parking is in fact associated with the existing 
warehouse and will generate a maximum of 19 veh/hr in the AM and PM peak periods.  This 
access will therefore generate low traffic volumes associated with the warehouse and 
infrequent trips associated with the loading dock.  The at-grade parking will be controlled by 
a boom gate allowing access to warehouse employees only.  Signage can be provided on 
entrance from Australia Avenue publicising access by employees only.   

 The loading dock has been relocated further to the west.  Access by an MRV (8.8 metre) 
can be achieved using the new access and this is demonstrated in the swept path analysis 
provided in Attachment 3.   

 SOPA’s concern with queuing effects onto Australia Avenue has been addressed by the 
new layout.  The at-grade parking will generally attract vehicle arrivals in the AM peak period 
and departures in the PM peak period.  In addition, no boom gate is proposed on entrance 
to the basement car park.  Commercial parking will be segregated from retail parking within 
the basement allowing the free flow of traffic into the development.   

It is emphasised that this temporary design for Stage 1 development is considered the optimum 
solution which complies with the requirements of AS 2890.1 (2004).     

 

Item (3):” The proposed placement of the temporary ramp for basement parking has a 
number of shortcomings, especially in relation to the construction of New Road 10 and any 
vehicular access to adjacent development sites.  It is recommended that the temporary ramp 
be relocated to an area outside of the footprint of any proposed new road….”  

Response: 

Consultation is currently being undertaken with SOPA and Capital Corporation regarding the 
location of the temporary ramp.  Capital Corporation has noted that a number of construction 
methodologies are being investigated and all maintain access to car parking at the front of the 
site during the entire construction period.   

 

Item (3). The SIDRA data presented in the Traffic Consultants report shows that the 
northbound Australia Avenue traffic in the AM peak is currently operating at LoS E through 
Sarah Durack/Australia Avenue. The trip generation will worsen this intersection’s 
performance to LoS F.  Strategies will need to be development to meet this deterioration 
such as modifying the phasing of the lights at the intersection 

Response: 

We have discussed this with RMS and the modelling assessment is currently being reviewed to 
address the RMS request to adopt higher trip rates based on the ‘generic’ rate within the RMS’s 
‘Guideline for Traffic Generating Development’ for commercial developments.  This is 
notwithstanding that these rates are high based on more recent surveys.  In this regard, 
consultation with RMS is also ongoing regarding the phasing and cycle times that are to be 
adopted in the modelling at the intersection of Sarah Durack Avenue/Australia Avenue.  Further 
advice will be provided to SOPA upon completion of this further ‘sensitivity testing’.   
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Item (4): “The location of the visitor parking in relation to the supermarket needs to identify 
the pedestrian path of travel……” 

Response: 

As mentioned in item (1) above, the at-grade parking is not associated with the retail component 
of Stage 1.  It is provided for Warehouse employees only.  This at-grade parking will be 
controlled by a boom gate and additional signage will be provided to alert drivers traversing 
Australia Avenue.   

 

Item (5): “All vehicles entering and exiting the Loading Area must do so in a forward 
direction.  This includes both access from Australia Ave and into the actual Loading Area of 
the building footprint.  

Response: 

The loading area has been redesigned and can accommodate a turntable suitable for an 
8.8metre MRV plus an additional 600mm clearance on each side.  The provision of the turntable 
will allow all vehicles to enter/exit the site in a forward direction.  Swept path analysis has been 
undertaken to demonstrate this and is provided in Attachment 3. 

 
 
In conclusion, the revised plans satisfactorily address all comments raised by SOPA and represent 
the optimal outcome, with the only issue remaining being the additional modelling, which will be 
provided as soon as possible.  In the interim, please contact the undersigned should you have any 
queries or require any further information regarding the above. 

Yours faithfully, 

t ra f f ix  

 
 
Graham Pindar 
Director 
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Attachment 2 
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