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[bookmark: _Hlk35855767][bookmark: _Hlk520116810]Legatus Group Road and Transport Infrastructure Advisory Committee 
Agenda
Thursday 2 April 2020 
1.30pm – 3.00pm
Join Zoom Meeting
https://zoom.us/j/937225138  
Meeting ID: 937 225 138
Password: 457593

1. Welcome and apologies 

Chair Dr Helen Macdonald (CEO G&GVC) 

2. Introduction, New Committee and Terms of Reference

The Legatus Group Road and Transport Infrastructure Advisory Committee (RTIAC) commencing from 14 March 2020 and for a period of 2 years is Dylan Strong (CEO Orroroo Carrieton), Michael McCauley (Yorke Peninsula), Steve Kaesler (Barossa), Tom Jones (Adelaide Plains), Stuart Roberts (Wakefield), Lee Wallis (Goyder), Mike Burger (Flinders Ranges), Kelly-Anne Saffin (CEO RDA YMN) and Mike Wilde (DPTI). 

Note: 
a. CEO Dr Helen Macdonald continues and her position expires on15 February 2021.
b. Steve Kaesler, Tom Jones, Lee Wallis and Mike Wilde were members of the previous committee.
c. Michael McCauley, Stuart Roberts, Mike Burger and Kelly-Anne Saffin are new members.

The primary function of the Legatus Group RTIAC is to coordinate and progress regional road and transportation issues and activities, and particularly to:

· Oversee the implementation of the Region's regional transport strategy.
· Coordinate the review and update of the Region's regional transport strategy as needed.
· Assess and prioritise regional transport projects as necessary.
· Coordinate and support submissions for funding on all transport issues but in particular for regional road funding in conjunction with Councils.
· Encourage greater cross-Council and stakeholder liaison and collaboration.
· Foster road network planning throughout the Region consistent with state and national transport planning.
· Raise and discuss road and transport issues of common interest or concern and develop appropriate courses of action for recommendation to the Legatus Board.
· Facilitate greater awareness and understanding across member councils of topical road and transportation issues and funding opportunities and processes.
· Ensure formal project reporting and requirements of any project funding agreements are met.
· Undertake actions or tasks as directed by the Legatus Board.

Committee Support

Executive Support is provided by the Legatus Group CEO. The committee may seek representation or advice from the freight, tourism or other industry or group specialist on an adhoc basis as required.

Delegated Authority

None. This committee will operate in an advisory capacity only, under direction from the Legatus Group Board. 

For noting.

3. Minutes of the committee meeting held 14 February 2020



[bookmark: _Toc474416714][bookmark: _Toc474491308][bookmark: _Toc474491457][bookmark: _Toc482516964]Dr Helen Macdonald as Chair of the committee provided a report with the agenda to the Legatus Group February 2020 meeting which contained the minutes of the RTIAC meeting held 14 February 2020. The Legatus Group noted the report and the following motion was carried:

1. That the Legatus Group approves Dylan Strong (Orroroo Carrieton), Michael McCauley (Yorke Peninsula), Steve Kaesler (Barossa), Tom Jones (Adelaide Plains), Stuart Roberts (Wakefield), Lee Wallis (Goyder), Kelly-Anne Saffin (RDA YMN) and Mike Wilde (DPTI) as members to the  Legatus Group Road and Transport Infrastructure Advisory Committee for a period of two years to commence from 14 March 2020.
2. That the Legatus Group CEO calls for nominations for the vacant position.
3. That the Legatus Group acknowledges the valuable support of Trevor Graham (Yorke Peninsula), Peter Porch (Northern Areas) and Jo-anne Buchannan (RDA YMN) for their time as members of the committee.

Note: The Legatus Group CEO called for expressions of interest for the vacancy and Mike Burger Director of Works Flinders Ranges Council was subsequently confirmed.  
For noting.
4. 2030 Legatus Group Regional Transport Plan FY 2019-20 Updates and 2020 SLRP Applications
HDS will join the meeting. The 2030 Legatus Group Regional Transport Plan Executive Summary is attached:


Following the last RTIAC meeting the Legatus CEO on 14 February sought HDS to provide by the 17 February:
1. Paragraph on the 2030 Regional Transport Plan along with the updated version of the Regional Transport Routes 
1. Paragraph on the current draft Action Plan and the Summary of Roads Proposal (you may wish to include the updates from today’s meeting) seeking to:
1. Confirm that their information provided this year has been included
1. That the information contained in both is correct
1. Paragraph on the next steps 

This was to allow the Legatus Group CEO to distribute to councils and advise that they have until 28 February 2020 to provide this information. HDS were to send through the updated Action Plan and Summary of Roads Proposal which the Legatus Group CEO was to distribute to the previous committee for their feedback to be ready for the new committees first meeting. John Olson from HDS responded on 21 February which included the following:
Thank you for your patience regarding the information request.  Given the level of confusion evident at the RTIA Committee meeting last Friday, I have been reluctant to respond quickly to the issues raised.  Rather, I suggest the following comprehensive email to all RTIA Committee members, and potentially to all CEOs, is sent out, including the attached link to download a full set of relevant files. 
The Legatus Group CEO then outlined to John Olson that his email appeared to be very detailed and the CEO provided the following information to all Legatus Group CEOs on 22 February.
The current Legatus Group Road and Transport Infrastructure Advisory Committee (RTIA) Committee are looking to endorse the “Regional Transport Plan – Road Deficiency Action Plans Feb 20 Proposed 2” and to determine whether there are any further Regional Roads Database Nominations. As such will require this information by Friday 6 March 2020. 
I will also require advise not later than Friday 20 March on which of your road upgrade proposals are ready to start (if funded) in 2020-21 and that have received Council approval for a SLRP funding application to be submitted.
This will allow the new Committee to consider priorities and to then endorse a final list of regional priorities for SLRP funding applications. Noting that Councils with RTIA endorsed projects prepare their full SLRP applications, for lodgement to me not later than the last week in April.
The following summary is of the methodology for review and update of the 2030 Regional Transport Plan.  This methodology is described in Section 1.5 (Page 6) of the Executive Summary for the 2030 Regional Transport Plan, as released in December 2017.  A copy of that Executive Summary is attached. Plus, you can find the link below to all relevant documents (note this link will only be available for next 13 days).
Methodology Step 1 – Update Regional Routes
This step was completed late last year as an early review of the original regional routes developed in 2017.  Regional routes (covering freight, tourism and community access) are selected based upon criteria which are detailed in Sections 5.3, 6.3, 7.2 and 7.3 of the 2030 Regional Transport Plan.  A full set of the latest regional route maps was distributed on 9 December 2019.  The routes are “aspirational” in that they serve a regionally significant purpose regardless of their current condition.  In an ideal world, these roads would all be fit for their intended purpose - some are, and some are not.  This is addressed under Methodology Step 2.
Methodology Step 2 – Update Regional Road Action Plans
[bookmark: _Hlk36125340]The action plans have been recently updated to include any additional roads included in the December 2019 update to regional route drawings.  Prior to preparation of the original action plans, HDS Australia was commissioned to undertake a region wide assessment of strategic level deficiencies in all regionally significant roads.  These strategic level deficiencies were classified under the four headings of Speed Environment, Dimensions, Geometry and Strength/Durability.  Results from HDS Australia’s assessment were individually supplied to each council, and agreement reached in relation to the identified deficiencies.  The Regional Action Plans have been recently updated to reflect the extra regionally significant roads added in December 2019.
Methodology Step 3 – Updated Regional Roads Database
This step has been repeated in early 2020, because the original database developed in early 2019 produced an insufficient number of road proposals to accommodate at least three years’ worth of potential road upgrade projects.  The Regional Roads Database (previously, but erroneously called the SLRP Database) is a subset of the long list of roads in Regional Action Plan 1.  It reflects project proposals which councils consider to be part of their 3 to 5 year forward works program (assuming suitable grant funds become available to supplement council resources).  Grant funds might come from the Special Local Roads Program but could also be obtained from the Heavy Vehicle Safety and Productivity Program, the Better Regions Fund, the Regional Black Spot Fund, or a specific one-off grant.  The intent is for the Regional Roads Database to be a list of regionally prioritised road upgrade or renewal projects, formally endorsed by Legatus Group, which aids in obtaining grant funds from multiple potential sources.
Methodology Steps 4, 5 and 6 – Annual (SLRP) Funding Applications
As implied in the title, these steps are undertaken annually, and are the full and formal SLRP Funding Application process.  Once the RTIA Committee has endorsed (and the Legatus Group Board has approved) any updates to the Regional Roads Database, final regional priorities will be fixed.  Councils will be requested to confirm road upgrade projects that are ready, if grant funds are received, to proceed in the ensuing financial year.  This will include the need for Council (Elected Member) approval to apply for SLRP funding.  Upon confirmation of all road upgrade proposals that could (if funded) start in the next financial year, the Regional Roads Database will be extended to show a Regional Priorities List (this year it will be for 2020).  The total grant funds sought will be checked, and the (2020) Regional Priorities List reduced in length, if deemed necessary by the RTIA Committee, to reflect likely grant funding levels.  A final list of (2020) Regional Priorities for SLRP funding will then be endorsed by the RTIA Committee for subsequent approval by the Legatus Group Board.  This process needs to be completed by about the first week in April, in order that individual councils can prepare their full SLRP submission (including all supporting evidence) and lodge by about the last week in April.  The Legatus Group CEO then lodges all SLRP funding applications, together with a covering letter of endorsement (showing regional priorities), with the Local Government Transport Advisory Panel (LGTAP) Project Officer usually by the end of the first week in May.
On 11 March the Legatus Group CEO sought an update from HDS and after 2 further attempts received a response on 23 March which was then relayed to Legatus Group CEOs. As such the  updated Action Plan and Summary of Roads Proposal was not able to be provided to the outgoing committee.
The Roads Data base is attached:


The updated action plans were not available for the agenda but will be provided by HDS prior to the meeting.
The main task for the meeting re the SLRP is the Stage 2 analysis and reference to the criteria when reading the applications. 
The new applications are:
· Bay Road – Copper Coast Council


· Frances Terrace – Copper Coast Council


· Stonewall Road – Light Regional Council


· Turretfield Road – Light Regional Council


· Orroroo Heavy Vehicle Bypass – District Council of Orroroo Carrieton


· Koolunga Road – Wakefield Regional Council


Note there have been an additional four roads added to the list with no further information provided at this stage and as such have become lines at the bottom of the table with zero scores (Claremont Road - Goyder, Gray Street, Gerald Roberts Road, Nurse Road - Light). 
A few Councils have made minor updates to previous applications (i.e. Main Road 45 and Angle Grove Road) which have been reflected in the spreadsheet but will not be fully reassessed:
· Angle Grove Road – Wakefield Regional Council 


· Main Road 45 – Clare and Gilbert Valleys Council


For consideration and discussion: 
(1) Endorse and recommend to the Legatus Group they approve the data base update.
(2) Confirm Stage 2 Analysis for priority ranking.
(3) Provide confirmation to the relevant councils of the priority listing and invite them to submit their final SLRP applications to the Legatus Group CEO for submission.  
(4) Recommend that the Legatus Group include their 2020/2021 Business Plan the development of a detailed report based on the socio – economic impacts including business competitiveness associated with funding requirements to support the strategic level deficiencies identified within the Legatus 2030 Regional Transport Plan.

5. Industry Prospectus 

HDS as part of their 2019/2020 agreement with the Legatus Group were to provide an Industry Prospectus re the 2030 Regional Transport Plan to allow for a stronger lobbying tool for funding by March 2020.  This would provide a more concise outline of the process and benefits to the region to provide additional support for spreading the message to industry, councils and government organisations.  This was to be a 2/3 page prospectus for industry outlining the 2030 Regional Transport Plan key definitions, methodology, snapshot of regionally significant routes and details on funding secured and subsequent upgrades. The RITA are to conduct a final review for recommendations to the Legatus Group for the release of the 2030 Regional Transport Plan Prospectus. HDS have advised that this draft document is yet to be completed.
For noting.
6. Performance review HDS 

The Legatus Group CEO was to gain a response from all councils for the Legatus Group Road and Transport Infrastructure Advisory Committee following the updated report on the 2030 Regional Transport Plan FY 2019-20 as such a request was to be issued after the 14 February 2020 meeting allowing time for HDS to provide the updated reports. Email was sent to all councils on 24 March seeking a response by 31 March and verbal update will be provided at the meeting.
For consideration and discussion.

7. State-wide Regional South Australian Local Government Roads Priority List
[bookmark: _Hlk36123741]The Legatus Group CEO following support from the Regional LGA Executive Officers provided a report to the SA Regional Organisation of Councils (SAROC). SAROC are now considering the Regional Local Roads – mapping and priorities as a potential activity to be included in the draft 2020-21 SAROC Annual Business Plan which an allocation of funds. Noting that there may need to also be contribution from each of the Regional LGAs. 
For noting.
8. Legatus Regional Roads Forum 2020
There has yet to be date set and or theme and this is to be discussed at the meeting.
[bookmark: _Hlk36124751]For consideration and discussion.
9. Stage 2 Restricted Access Vehicle Route Assessment Tool (RAVRAT)
The Legatus Group CEO following support from the Regional LGA Executive Officers provided a report to SAROC. The LGA Secretariat will liaise with other state and territory local government associations and the Australian Local Government Association regarding the possibility of coordinating a discussion with Australian Road Research Board and the National Heavy Vehicle Regulator the further development of the Restricted Access Vehicle Route Assessment Tool for unsealed roads.

For noting.

10. SA Northern Connector and Signage

The C&GCV is requesting that the Legatus Group lobby the Minister for Tourism, the Minister for Transport and Infrastructure, and the Member for Frome expressing concern about signage and directions for Clare, the Barossa and the Riverland along Port Wakefield Road and the Northern Connector. They note this has been an ongoing issue and has become particularly worse just before the opening of the latest leg of the Northern Connector.  The objection is that the signs don’t clearly show how to get to the Riverland and the Clare Valley early or regularly enough as you are traveling along the Northern Connector, previously it was on Wakefield Road. The Legatus Group CEO canvassed several of the relevant council CEOs and there has been limited response (likely not a major issue due to the current Coronavirus issues).
For consideration and discussion.

11. State and Federal Roads update

Mike Wilde will provide an update on current and approved roads projects by DPTI.
 
12. Other Business 
13. Close and date of next meeting
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Legatus Group Road and Transport Infrastructure Advisory Committee  


Unconfirmed Minutes 


Friday 14 February 2020 


1. Welcome:  
 
The meeting was opened at 10.40am by Chair Helen Macdonald 
 
2. Attendance: 
 
Helen Macdonald (Clare & Gilbert Valleys), Steve Kaesler (Barossa), Lee Wallis (Goyder), Trevor 
Graham (Yorke Peninsula), Peter Porch (Northern Areas), Mike Wilde (DPTI), Simon Millcock 
(Legatus Group) and observers Ken Dolan (Clare & Gilbert Valleys) and Michael Ravno (Adelaide 
Plains). 
 
3. Apologies  
 
Tom Jones (Adelaide Plains) and Jo-anne Buchanan (RDA Yorke Mid North). 
 
4. Minutes of the meeting held 1 November 2019 


 
The meeting noted that the minutes of the meeting held on 1 November 2019 were presented 
to the Legatus Group’s November 2019 meeting and the responses to the motions and actions 
which have been undertaken were noted. The meeting resolved that the minutes were a true 
and accurate record of their meeting. 
 
5. Membership 
 
The Legatus Group CEO provided a report on the nominations received, including a nomination 
for the yet to be appointed Director of Infrastructure Copper Coast Council. The meeting 
discussed that only those named nominees should be recommended and this will allow for 
continuity with four of the members continuing. This will mean if approved there will be one 
vacancy  for a technical engineering or works delegates and that a call for nominations for this 
position should occur.  
 
Recommendations:  
 


1. That the Legatus Group approves Dylan Strong (Orroroo Carrieton), 
Michael McCauley (Yorke Peninsula), Steve Kaesler (Barossa), Tom Jones 
(Adelaide Plains), Stuart Roberts (Wakefield), Lee Wallis (Goyder), Kelly-
Anne Saffin (RDA YMN) and Mike Wilde (DPTI) as members to the  Legatus 
Group Road and Transport Infrastructure Advisory Committee for a period 
of two years. 


2. That the Legatus Group acknowledges the valuable support of Trevor 
Graham (Yorke Peninsula), Peter Porch (Northern Areas) and Jo-anne 
Buchannan (RDA YMN) for their time as members of the committee.   
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6. 2030 Legatus Group Regional Transport Plan FY 2019-2020 Update  
 
John Olson HDS attended the meeting and provided a draft report on (1) Road Deficiency 
Action Plans and (2) the Additional Roads Data Base / Summary of Roads Proposal. 
  
The meeting noted a continued miss understanding of the process and that there is a need for a 
review of the documents provided so the committee can be assured that all councils have been 
able to confirm the changes and that the information they provided was included.  
 
HDS to provide to the Legatus Group CEO for distribution to the Legatus Group members: 
 


• Paragraph on the 2030 Regional Transport Plan along with the updated version of the 
Regional Transport Plan  


• Paragraph on current draft Action Plan and the Summary of Roads Proposal seeking to: 
a) Confirm that their information provided this year has been included 
b) That the information contained in both is correct 


• Paragraph on the next steps  
 
This is to be provided by Monday 17 February so that councils have until 28 February 2020 to 
provide this information. 
 
HDS will then provide the updated Action Plan and Summary of Roads Proposal which will be 
distributed to the current committee for their feedback so that this will be ready for the new 
committee. The meeting noted the value and progress made to date with the plan and its 
strategic importance to Legatus Group and that it provides a mechanism for discussions around 
the lack of resources for strategic roads. 
 
Recommendation: That the Legatus Group CEO provides a report to the Legatus 
Group Management Committee re the 2030 Legatus Group Regional Transport 
Plan and that this is an agenda item for their next meeting. 
 
7. Performance review HDS 
 
The meeting noted that the Legatus Group CEO had held off seeking responses until the current 
correspondence between HDS and councils was undertaken and the committee noted the need 
for a more summarised and concise approach with councils and the committee. The Legatus 
Group CEO is to develop a short questionnaire based on the services provided, level of 
interaction, continued support and to seek responses that allow for both pros and cons.   
 
8. State-wide Regional South Australian Local Government Roads Priority List 
 
The meeting noted the report by the Legatus Group CEO and that this matter is an agenda item 
for the Regional LGA Executive Officers. DPTI could also be approached regarding the level of 
work they are doing as it may intersect with any state-wide network plans.  
 
9. Stage 2 Restricted Access Vehicle Route Assessment Tool (RAVRAT) 


Kieran Hay AARB provided a draft report and general discussions were that the work to date 
has not achieved the level of functionality that makes the tool user friendly for unsealed roads. It 
has been a start and there is still a need for further work to be undertaken to ensure it fulfills 
the required needs.  


Given this is National / State issue the committee resolved that Legatus Group should be 
commended for taking up the recommendation but that this should now be taken up by SAROC 
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/ LGA or ALGA with NHVR.  The meeting agreed that AARB have fulfilled the requirments of 
the project brief and that it was recognised that there may not have been a quick or easy 
solution to the issues.  


Recommendation: That the Legatus Group CEO seeks to gain the final report from 
AARB and that this is an agenda item for the Regional LGA Executive Officers 
meeting. 


10. Uni SA Reinforced Crumbed Rubber Concrete  


Associate Professor Mizan Rahman and Xing Ma from UniSA attended the meeting and provided 
a presentation on the trial projects for reinforced rubber concrete construction including work 
they are doing with metropolitan councils. The meeting agreed that the work being undertaken 
was a high value although it was not something, they would recommend as being part of the 
Legatus Groups and UniSA strategic research action plan. This could be something individual 
councils may wish to progress. The meeting indicated in the first instance this should be focussed 
on industry and that councils could be earlier adopters if interest from industry.   


11. Other business 


Nil 


12. Close and date of next meeting 


The meeting was closed at 1.10pm and the next meeting to be confirmed following the Legatus 
Group accepting the nominations for the new committee and the progress of the work on the 
Legatus Group 2030 Regional Transport Plan. 
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PART A 
 
1.0 EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 


 
1.1 Project Overview 


 
In December 2016, HDS Australia was engaged by the Legatus Group to prepare its 2030 
Regional Transport Plan.  The 2030 Regional Transport Plan is a strategic level assessment of 
transport needs and priorities within the Central Local Government Region (the Region) for the 
period from 2017 to 2030.  It officially replaces the current Regional Transport Strategy (RTS), 
which has been in place since 2007. 
 
Development of the 2030 Regional Transport Plan was undertaken by a specialist team of road 
transport planning and traffic engineers from HDS Australia led by John Olson, Managing 
Director and Principal Engineer, with key input from Daniels Ahrens, Senior Roads & 
Infrastructure Engineer.  The team’s approach used an agreed methodology developed jointly 
by HDS Australia and the Legatus Group, which was based upon earlier work undertaken for 
the Southern & Hills Local Government Association (S&HLGA), the Limestone Coast Local 
Government Association (LCLGA) and the Murraylands and Riverland Local Government 
Association (MRLGA).  The Legatus Group Transport & Infrastructure Advisory (TIA) Committee 
acted as a Reference Group for the project, with Simon Millcock, Chief Executive Officer of the 
Legatus Group, as the Client Representative. 
 
Overall, the project entailed three distinct stages, namely: 
 
1. Identification of Land Use and Regional Transport Demands. 


2. Development of a Regional Road Network which complements the existing National 
Highway and Arterial Road Network. 


3. Preparation of a Final Report. 
 
Each of the above stages had defined inputs, process requirements and consultancy 
deliverables, as detailed in the task list provided to Legatus Group by HDS Australia when 
determining the scope of works (refer to Appendix A of Enclosure 1). 
 
Included in the first stage was a substantial study of all currently available literature reflecting 
state level strategic planning, regional planning and development issues, regional transport 
planning and local transport plans.  55 documents were initially examined, with input from a 
further five documents subsequently included in the final report. 
 
One interim publication was prepared during development of the 2030 Regional Transport Plan.  
Titled “2030 Regional Transport Plan – Demand Modelling Working Paper”, it was released as a 
draft for TIA Committee discussion in August 2017, with the final version released in October 
2017 and adopted at a meeting of the TIA Committee on 3 November 2017.  This document is 
included as Enclosure 1 to the final report. 
 
This final report for the 2030 Regional Transport Plan is the culmination of the project.  
However, while released as a current summary of regional transport priorities for the next 14 
years, it is recognised that the 2030 Regional Transport Plan is a “living” document which will 
need regular review and updating as subsequent regional planning and development initiatives 
influence future transport priorities. 
 
Further details of specific tasks undertaken and outcomes achieved as part of the 2030 
Regional Transport Plan development project are contained in Section 2. 
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1.2 Review of State and Regional Development Plans 
 


1.2.1 Strategic Planning 


The first part of Section 3 reviews the strategic direction set by the state government for both 
South Australia as a whole and for the Region.  Reference to regional areas is provided in the 
following commentary, extracted from the latest version of South Australia’s Strategic Plan, 
released in 2011: 
 
“We value the contributions our regions make to our economic prosperity, home to agriculture, 
forestry and fishing industries as well as an expanding mining industry.  These industries 
together contributed $6 billion to our economy in 2009/10.  We want our regional communities 
to thrive through sustained growth while reaping the economic benefits of their hard work.” 
 
The current published version of the Strategic Infrastructure Plan for South Australia (SIPSA) 
was released in April 2005 and covers the period 2004/05 to 2014/15.  The state government 
has advised that release of an updated Strategic Infrastructure Plan for South Australia is 
“imminent”.  Although it may soon be superseded, relevance of the current SIPSA to the 2030 
Regional Transport Plan is reflected in the following “Transport Strategic Priorities”: 
 
Road 
 


 Improve the State’s competitiveness through efficient freight transport networks and 
improved international links. 
 


 Minimise the impact of freight vehicle movement on the community and environment by 
appropriately locating and protecting freight routes. 
 


 Concentrate resources on maintaining and improving existing assets rather than 
extending the network. 


 
Rail 
 


 Encourage the shift to rail transport for passenger and freight movements where justified 
by environmental, economic or social imperatives. 


 
Air 
 


 Provide for the orderly expansion of facilities at regional airports to meet growing visitor 
and freight activities. 


 
SIPSA also identifies a series of specific strategic level transport projects for implementation 
across the state, via a Regional Overview document.  Those relevant to the Region are: 
 


 Enhance existing priority strategic freight routes throughout the state in order to minimise 
community impacts of road freight. 


 


 Implement the strategic town bypass policy. 
 
While the state government has lead responsibility for promoting, developing and evaluating 
these transport strategies and projects, they have a significant impact on the 2030 Regional 
Transport Plan. 
 


1.2.2 Statutory Planning 


The second part of Section 3 examines the state’s current statutory planning documentation, 
including consideration of regional planning.  Development plans in existence for the 15 
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councils which form the Legatus Group are examined in this section, providing a key input into 
the subsequent evaluation of regional freight generators. 
 


1.3 Review of Current Transport Plans 
 
Section 4 examines several key transport planning studies covering the Region.  A summary of 
each is provided, with further detail available in the Demand Modelling Working Paper 
(Enclosure 1) or the relevant reference. 
 


1.4 Regional Transport Routes 
 


1.4.1 Freight 


Section 5 summarises key land use and freight demands in the Region.  Sources of freight 
movements comprise two fundamental types, namely (1) individual properties throughout the 
Region and (2) industrial and logistics zones in Key Towns and Important Centres.  A summary 
of predicted freight generation demands, identified from each individual council’s Development 
Plan, as well as from discussions with council representatives, the RDA Barossa, the RDA 
Yorke and Mid North and the RDA Far North, is provided in the table in Section 5.1. 
 
Section 5 also examines freight capacity and safety issues, plus defines “Regional Freight 
Routes” under separate classifications of “regionally significant” and “locally important”.  The 
term “large volume of heavy freight vehicles”, as contained within the December 2001 Roads 
Infrastructure Database (RID) Project Report (Reference 2), is clarified so that measured or 
predicted heavy vehicle traffic volumes and/or freight tonnages can be used to objectively 
define freight routes as regionally significant or locally important. 
 
Regional freight routes have been presented as a regional overview, together with council wide 
maps for greater clarity and, where needed, detailed maps for key towns.  All maps are included 
at A4 size in Appendix A, while a separate volume of A3 sized maps is also available as 
Enclosure 2. 
 


1.4.2 Tourism 


Section 6 addresses tourism demands in the Region by examining in some detail various state 
and regional tourism publications.  Section 6 defines tourism demands in terms of economic 
benefit to the state, region and local community.  A summary of total visitor numbers and 
accommodation nights highlights the significance of the Barossa, Clare Valley, Flinders Ranges 
& Outback and Yorke Peninsula as tourist destinations, not only for interstate visitors (where the 
average length of stay is 3.0 nights for the Barossa region, 2.9 nights for the Clare Valley 
region, 4.8 nights for the Flinders Ranges & Outback region and 4.7 nights for the Yorke 
Peninsula region), but for international visitors (with an average stay of 12.8 nights for the 
Barossa region, 15.3 nights for the Clare Valley region, 6.4 nights for the Flinders Ranges & 
Outback region and 19.6 nights for the Yorke Peninsula region). 
 
From information contained in the “Regional Tourism Profiles December 2014 – 2016” 
published by SATC in September 2017 (References 51 to 55), the visitor numbers for the 
Flinders Ranges & Outback, Yorke Peninsula, Barossa and Clare Valley tourism regions rank at 
third, fifth, ninth and eleventh respectively among other regions in South Australia including 
Adelaide (ranked as 1


st
), Fleurieu Peninsula (2


nd
), Limestone Coast (4


th
), Eyre Peninsula (6


th
), 


Riverland (7
th
), Murraylands (8


th
), Adelaide Hills (10


th
) and Kangaroo Island (12


th
). 


 
A methodology for defining regional tourism routes is detailed in Section 6.  Based upon this 
methodology, regional tourism routes have been presented as a regional overview, together 
with council wide maps for greater clarity and, where needed, detailed maps for key towns.  All 
maps are included at A4 size in Appendix A, while a separate volume of A3 sized maps is also 
available as Enclosure 2. 
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1.4.3 Community Access 


Section 7 identifies community access demands based upon current population, expected 
future growth in population under the current state strategic plan, consideration of demographic 
shifts and availability of essential regional services covering education, health, finance 
(banking), recreation and emergency services. 
 
The second part of Section 7 details a methodology for defining regional community access 
routes, using a combination of community size and availability of essential services.  Based 
upon this methodology, regional community access routes have been presented as a regional 
overview, together with council wide maps for greater clarity and, where needed, detailed maps 
for key towns.  All maps are included at A4 size in Appendix A, while a separate volume of A3 
sized maps is also available as Enclosure 2. 
 


1.4.4 Non-Roads Transport Considerations 


Section 8 examines public transport issues, along with rail, sea and air transport infrastructure.  
Key conclusions are: 
 


 Public Transport – The current state government policy for public transport in South 
Australia is mainly focused on revitalisation for the higher demand centres in the Adelaide 
Metropolitan area, with partially subsidised limited operation regional transport by private 
contractors in the regions.  The majority of councils in the Legatus Group consider that 
existing public transport services are inadequate. 


 


 Rail Freight Facilities 
 
Major rail freight movements are centred on the Adelaide to Tarcoola line which runs 
between Two Wells and Port Germein within the Region, generally along the Augusta 
Highway alignment, and the Adelaide to Sydney line which runs between Crystal Brook 
and Peterborough within the Region.  These are long haul freight lines which have limited 
ability, and are generally not economically viable, to load/unload general freight along the 
rail route.  However, grain silo storage and train loading facilities exist at various sites 
along the route.  Most notably Bowmans Intermodal, Viterra and Grain Flow in Mallala, 
Viterra and Grain Flow in Crystal Brook, Viterra in Gladstone and Viterra in Port Pirie are 
utilised for shipment of large quantities of grain and other goods by rail. 
 
Many industrial developments within the Region are of regional significance but, other 
than Bowmans Intermodal, they are highly unlikely to warrant any consideration of non-
grain related road/rail intermodal transfer facilities within the timeframe of the 2030 
Regional Transport Plan. 
 
The Northlink rail bypass remains a highly supported future infrastructure project.  It 
would run from Murray Bridge and/or Monarto to Truro and then into northern Adelaide, 
also linking directly into the interstate Adelaide to Tarcoola rail line, potentially at or near 
Bowmans Intermodal.  A number of Regional Development Australia bodies, as well as 
two other regional local government associations, strongly support this project. 
 


 Rail Tourism Facilities 
 
Rail tourism considerations are generally limited to “The Ghan” train service which runs 
from Adelaide to Alice Spring and Darwin on one to two services per week depending on 
the time of year, and “The Indian Pacific” train service which runs from Adelaide to 
Sydney (as an add on to the Perth to Sydney route.  There are no local stops in the 
Region on either service. 
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The Pichi Richi Railway is a popular tourist rail experience running from Port Augusta to 
Quorn on a regular basis.  Other limited tourist rail experiences have operated in the past 
at Peterborough (now just a rail museum) and continue to operate at Moonta. 
 


 Sea Freight Facilities 
 
The Region is home to five active ports at Port Pirie, Wallaroo, Ardrossan, Port Giles and 
Klein Point.  This infrastructure is vital within the Region, particularly for the export of 
minerals, grain, fertiliser and limestone. 
 
Wallaroo and Port Giles, which are deep-water ports, are key grain export facilities for the 
state, with bulk grain handling facilities receiving regular shipping services for the 
collection and export of grain. 
 
Port Pirie harbour handles metal ores and concentrates and has some capacity to handle 
containerised cargo.  The role of this port has diminished over recent years as its shallow 
channel limits use of modern large vessels.  However, it is being considered by several 
iron ore companies for barging operations for the export of iron ore. 
 


 Air Freight Considerations – Very little export air freight is generated from regional 
airports in South Australia to Adelaide because the cargo capacity of aircraft operating 
regional air services is very limited and few products are of high enough value to sustain 
the air freight cost irrespective of back loading issues.  None of the regional airports in 
South Australia can accommodate freight flights to interstate freight consolidation points, 
other than a potential future site often proposed for Monarto. 


 


 Other Aerodromes and Airstrips:  These exist at a number of major centres around the 
Region, including Port Pirie aerodrome and airstrips at Booleroo Centre, Clare, Maitland, 
Minlaton, Jamestown, Peterborough, Orroroo, Quorn, Hawker, Yorketown, Kadina and 
Rowland Flat.  All are primarily available for use by RFDS, private aircraft and charter 
flights.  Many are also used for crop duster planes and as a base for water bombers for 
bushfires if required.  Likely future passenger numbers are insufficient to justify major 
upgrades at any of these sites.  A commercial helicopter pad is also located near 
Lyndoch.  Use of airport facilities on a regular basis by the RFDS is considered regionally 
significant due to the nature of the medical emergencies that necessitate RFDS transport.  
Use of aerodrome and airstrip facilities on a less frequent basis by the RFDS would not 
justify regional significance, with such facilities maintained on a suitable fit for purpose 
basis. 


 
1.5 Review and Update of Regional Transport Plan 


 
Section 9 outlines the methodology for review and update of the 2030 Regional Transport Plan, 
along with preparation and submission of annual Special Local Roads Program (SLRP) or other 
funding applications.  The methodology recognises that the 2030 Regional Transport Plan 
should be a “living” document, which periodically takes into account changes in planning and 
development needs, along with revised priorities for the road proposals submitted by individual 
councils. 
 
A flow chart depicting the methodology is shown on the next page and also in Section 9.2. 
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1.6 Regional Road Action Plans 
 
Section 10 describes the methodology for creation and periodic update of three Regional Road 
Action Plans.  These action plans, once complete, will list immediate, medium term and long 
term requirements for improvement of all regionally significant freight, tourism and community 
access routes identified in the 2030 Regional Transport Plan.  The action plans will be 
generated by each council undertaking a broad “fit-for-purpose” assessment of the condition of 
each regional route, based upon the four fit-for-purpose categories listed in Section 4 of the 
SLRP Standard Funding Application Form, namely: 
 


Speed Environment 
Dimensions 
Geometry 
Strength/Durability 


 
Each regionally significant route (or section of route where a major change in road purpose or 
road standard occurs) will be broadly assessed for compliance with its fit-for-purpose standard, 
based upon the road’s purpose(s).  Against the above four categories (i.e. not broken down any 
further) an assessment of “Compliant”, “Minor Deficiency” or “Major Deficiency” will be noted.  A 
“Minor Deficiency” can be defined as failing to meet the fit-for-purpose standard, but not in such 
a way as to affect the functional performance of the road or its inherent safety for the road user 
or its economic value to council and the community.  A “Major Deficiency” can be defined as 
failing to meet the fit-for-purpose standard to such a degree that the road is unable to safely 
and/or economically perform its purpose(s), requiring constant intervention by the responsible 
council using a suitable risk mitigation strategy. 
 
Once the above assessment is complete, each regionally significant route (or section of route) 
will be listed on one of the following three action plans, or remain on a fourth list of roads 
classified as “compliant”. 
 


1.6.1 Action Plan 1 – Immediate Priority (0 to 5 Years) 


Roads on this list will be based upon regionally significant routes exhibiting one or more major 
deficiencies in fit for purpose standard, the upgrade of which councils have included in their five 
year capital works programs.  Initial budget allocations for these proposed upgrades will be 
included in the action plan. 
 


1.6.2 Action Plan 2 – Medium Term Priority (6 to 10 Years) 


Roads on this list will be based upon regionally significant routes exhibiting at least one major 
deficiency in fit for purpose standard, the upgrade of which councils have not been able to 
include in their five year capital works programs, but for which an on-going risk mitigation 
strategy is in place for addressing any major deficiency. 
 


1.6.3 Action Plan 3 – Long Term Priority (11 Years and Beyond) 


Roads on this list will be based upon regionally significant routes exhibiting no major deficiency, 
but one or more minor deficiencies in fit for purpose standard, the upgrade of which councils 
acknowledge is unlikely to occur in the next 10 years unless circumstances change significantly 
(e.g. road purpose, traffic volumes, further deterioration in standard, available funding). 
 


1.7 Conclusions and Recommendations 
 


1.7.1 Regional Transport Goals 


The following six regional transport goals have been discussed by the TIA Committee and are 
recognised as relevant to the Legatus Group, being consistent with the goals adopted by other 
regions around the state: 
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Goal 1 – Economic Development 
 


 A transport system that supports economic, industry and trade development across the 
Central Local Government Region. 


 
Goal 2 – Access 
 


 An equitable and accessible transport network that allows for consistent and reliable 
travel, with the capacity to use roads for their intended purpose. 


 
Goal 3 – Road Safety 
 


 A safe transport network where the severity and risk of accidents is minimised, and where 
speed limits are applied to fit community need not road standard. 


 
Goal 4 – Tourism 
 


 Promote and assist regional tourism, by improving road access to tourist sites and 
developing a network of well signed tourist routes. 


 
Goal 5 – Public Transport 
 


 Continued development of a public transport system commensurate with the needs of the 
Region, including subsidisation of regional bus services on an equitable basis to 
metropolitan bus services. 


 
Goal 6 – Environment 
 


 A transport network that minimises adverse impacts on the environment and 
communities. 


 
Consistent with the above goals, the following objectives have underpinned the process of 
developing the 2030 Regional Transport Plan: 
 


 Establish consistent regional road transport links within the Region which are of an 
appropriate “fit for purpose” standard. 
 


 Develop a network of regional freight routes for heavy vehicles which complement the 
state government managed arterial road system by linking current and future significant 
sources of freight to their planned destinations. 
 


 Reduce the impact of heavy vehicle movements through key centres, using township 
bypasses or by adopting appropriate traffic management within townships where a 
bypass is not feasible. 
 


 Reduce the number of commercial vehicles on the road network by facilitating the safe 
operation of higher productivity vehicles. 
 


 Ensure intermodal facilities, such as grain storage and handling sites, can operate in a 
safe and efficient manner. 
 


 Reduce potential conflict between freight, tourism and community access users of the 
road network, particularly at intersections. 
 


 Promote and assist regional tourism, by improving road access to tourist sites and 
developing a network of well signed tourist routes. 
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 Ensure that all communities in the Region have safe and reliable access to essential 
community services such as health, education, financial services, recreation facilities and 
emergency services. 
 


 Upgrade regional aerodromes and airstrips for use by essential services such as RFDS 
and for fire-fighting, along with commercial applications including banking and high value 
freight. 
 


 Improve public transport facilities within the Region by: 
 


 ensuring that subsidies for Integrated Regional Transport Services are more 
equitable in relation to metropolitan public transport subsidies; and 


 


 making better use of school bus infrastructure for other services during the day. 
 


 Encourage commuter cycling within key towns and important centres, as well as tourist 
cycling for selected routes, particularly along the Riesling Trail in Clare and Gilbert 
Valleys Council and popular coastlines such as Yorke Peninsula and Copper Coast. 


 
1.7.2 Roads of Regional Significance – Guiding Principles 


Six key recommendations were included in the 2030 Regional Transport Plan Demand 
Modelling Working Paper (refer to Enclosure 1).  These recommendations defined the principles 
for development of regional transport routes in the Region.  They were discussed at the TIA 
Committee meeting held on 22 August 2017 and were subsequently used by all councils in 
development of the regional routes included in this report. 
 
The guiding principles are: 
 
1. Regional freight routes should initially be developed by connecting industrial and logistics 


development zones in Key Towns and Important Centres with the state freight routes 
identified in the DPTI publication “A Functional Hierarchy for SA’s Land Transport 
Network, Department of Planning, Transport and Infrastructure”, while confirming that 
such routes are appropriately gazetted and shown in DPTI’s online RAVnet mapping 
system. 


 
2. Councils should be able to nominate additional local roads as “regionally significant” or 


“locally important” freight routes based upon connection to an identified minor industry 
centre or as part of a broader rural region generating freight, provided that the number of 
B-Double or semi-trailer movements complies with the definition of a “large volume of 
heavy freight vehicles” as contained in Section 5.2. 


 
3. Regional tourism routes should initially be developed by mirroring the major tourist routes 


promoted in South Australian Tourism Commission state and regional publications, and 
confirmed in the DPTI publication “A Functional Hierarchy for SA’s Land Transport 
Network”, along with designated scenic drives indicated in regional promotional material.  
Consideration should also be given to any route used by a 40 seat tourist bus. 


 
4. Councils should be able to nominate additional local roads as regional tourism routes 


using locally generated information to show that a significant (say 100 plus) number of 
visitors see the site every day or that the route is the main access to a coastal holiday 
shack community of at least 100 people. 


 
5. Regional community access routes should initially be developed based upon population 


data which identifies Key Towns (3000+), Important Centres (1000 – 3000) and Large 
Communities (100 – 1000), combined with access to the five essential services of 
education, health, finance (banking), recreation and emergency services. 
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6. Councils should be able to nominate additional local roads as regional community access 


routes either because a Small Community (50 – 100) is particularly isolated, or because a 
section of road leading to a major service centre supports a population of at least 100 
dispersed over various farms and micro communities which concentrate road movement 
as they near the service centre. 


 
1.7.3 Recommendations 


As a conclusion to the 2030 Regional Transport Plan development project, the following seven 
recommendations are presented for formal adoption by the Legatus Group: 
 
1. Regional transport goals developed as part of the 2030 Regional Transport Plan, as listed 


in Section 11.1, be adopted as the Regional Transport Goals for the 2030 Regional 
Transport Plan. 


 
2. Regional freight routes, as shown on the regional overview, council wide maps and 


selected township detail maps in Appendix A and Enclosure 2, and regional tourism 
routes, as shown on the regional overview, council wide maps and selected township 
detail maps in Appendix A and Enclosure 2, and regional community access routes, as 
shown on the regional overview, council wide maps and selected township detail maps in 
Appendix A and Enclosure 2, all along with the underpinning definitions and methodology 
used to create the routes (as described in Sections 5, 6 and 7 respectively) be adopted 
as part of the 2030 Regional Transport Plan. 


 
3. Non-roads regional transport considerations, as presented in Section 8, be adopted as a 


basis for further investigation and development of specific initiatives for improving public 
transport, rail freight, sea freight and air transport infrastructure where economically 
viable to do so. 


 
4. The methodology for review and update of the 2030 Regional Transport Plan, along with 


preparation and submission of annual Special Local Roads Program or other funding 
applications, as summarised by the flowchart shown in Section 9.2 of this report, be 
adopted as a key element to ensure that the 2030 Regional Transport Plan remains 
current and relevant to the region’s transport planning needs. 


 
5. Regional road action plans, highlighting immediate, medium term and long term 


requirements for improvement of all regional freight, tourism and community access 
routes identified in the 2030 Regional Transport Plan, be developed in accordance with 
the guidelines and sample spreadsheet shown in Section 10 of this report, with 
completion by mid 2018. 


 
6. Road upgrade nominations be called from each council, based upon roads listed in 


Action Plan 1 (once it is created under Recommendation 5), then formally reviewed using 
the SLRP assessment methodology, in order to create a new prioritised list of roads for 
consideration under the annual SLRP funding application process. 


 
7. The first scheduled strategic review of the regional freight, tourism and community access 


routes identified in the 2030 Regional Transport Plan be set down for early 2021 (i.e. 
three years after release of the final report). 
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Legatus Group 2030 Regional Transport Plan - 2020 Regional Roads Database


Council Road Name Segment Primary Purpose


Stage 1 Score


(100 max)


Stage 1 


Ranking


Stage 2 Score


(30 max) Final Score


Final Funding 


Priority


Council Year of 


Proposed SLRP 


Funding


LRC Turretfield Road Gomersal Road to Rosedale Road Community Access 74 1 0 74 0 2020-21


CGVC Copper Ore Road Jolly Way to Wockie Creek Road Freight 72 2 20 92 0 2019-20 (completed)


DCO Orroroo Heavy Vehicle Bypass North Terrace to Price Maurice Road Freight 71 3 0 71 0 2020-23


LRC Stonewell Road Condor Lauke Way to Seppeltsfield Road Tourism 71 4 0 71 0 2020-21


BC Stockwell Road Carrara Hill Road to Penrice Road Freight 68 5 0 68 0 2020-21


CGVC Main Road 45 Waterloo Road to Steelton Road Freight 66 6 19 84 0 2019-22


YPC North Coast Road Point Turton Township to Point Souttar Road Community Access 65 7 10 75 0 2019-22


BC Basedow Road Murray Street to Light Pass Road Freight 62 8 0 62 0 2020-21


APC Shannon  Road, Dublin Dublin Road to Carlake Road Freight 61 9 20 81 0 2018-20 (completed)


WRC Angle Grove Road Full length Freight 60 10 14 73 0 2019-20


BC&LRC Lyndoch Road Gomersal Road to Hermann Thumm Drive Freight 59 11 20 79 0 2019-20 (completed)


CCC Bay Road, Moonta Bay Coast Road to Frances Tce Community Access 58 12 0 58 0 2020-21


APC Carlake Road, Dublin Port Wakefield Road to Shannon Road Freight 56 13 20 76 0 2018-20


LRC Seppeltsfield Road Stonewell Road and Kraehe Road Tourism 53 14 10 63 0 2019-20 (completed)


WRC Koolunga Road From 1.3km S of Mallee Corner Rd to Boucat  Rd Community Access 50 15 0 50 0 2019-20


CCC Frances Tce, Moonta Bay Milne Terrace to Blythe Terrace Community Access 48 16 0 48 0 2020-21


BC Moculta Road Murray Street to Truro Road Community Access 48 17 0 48 0 2020-21


CCC Snodgrass Road Port Rilet Road to Wallaroo Plain Road Community Access 38 18 0 38 0 2019-20


CCC Wallaroo Plain Road Snodgrass Road to north of Council Boundary Community Access 34 19 0 34 0 2019-20


LRC Gray Street Templers Road to Thiele Highway Freight 0 0 0 0 0 2021-22


LRC Gerald Roberts Road Gomersal Road to Seppeltsfield Road Freight 0 0 0 0 0 2022-23


LRC Nurse Road Thiele Highway to Sturt Highway Community Access 0 0 0 0 0 2023-24


RCG Claremont Road Farrell Flat Road to Quarry Entrance Freight 0 0 0 0 0 2021-22


Council Road Name Segment Primary Purpose Final Score


Final Funding 


Priority


2020 Priority 


Overall


2020 Priority 


by Purpose


SLRP Grant 


Sought ($) SLRP Notes for LGTAP


LRC Turretfield Road Gomersal Road to Rosedale Road Community Access 74 0 $567,160 New - Year 1 of 1


DCO Orroroo Heavy Vehicle Bypass North Terrace to Price Maurice Road Freight 71 0 $1,299,240 New - Year 1 of 3


LRC Stonewell Road Condor Lauke Way to Seppeltsfield Road Tourism 71 0 $573,060 New - Year 1 of 1


BC Stockwell Road Carrara Hill Road to Penrice Road Freight 68 0 $1,750,000 New - Year 1 of 1


CGVC Main Road 45 Waterloo Road to Steelton Road Freight 84 0 $300,000 Continuing - Year 2 of 3


YPC North Coast Road Point Turton Township to Point Souttar Road Community Access 75 0 $2,527,000 New - Year 1 of 3


BC Basedow Road Murray Street to Light Pass Road Freight 62 0 $525,000 New - Year 1 of 1


WRC Angle Grove Road Full length Freight 73 0 $834,024 New - Year 1 of 1


CCC Bay Road, Moonta Bay Coast Road to Frances Tce Community Access 58 0 $3,666,667 New - Year 1 of 1


APC Carlake Road, Dublin Port Wakefield Road to Shannon Road Freight 76 0 $347,000 New - Year 1 of 2


WRC Koolunga Road From 1.3km S of Mallee Corner Rd to Boucat  Rd Community Access 50 0 $892,500 New - Year 1 of 1


CCC Frances Tce, Moonta Bay Milne Terrace to Blythe Terrace Community Access 48 0 $1,067,000 New - Year 1 of 1


BC Moculta Road Murray Street to Truro Road Community Access 48 0 $1,400,000 New - Year 1 of 1


CCC Snodgrass Road Port Rilet Road to Wallaroo Plain Road Community Access 38 0 $120,000 New - Year 1 of 1


CCC Wallaroo Plain Road Snodgrass Road to north of Council Boundary Community Access 34 0 $265,000 New - Year 1 of 1


$16,133,651


* Likely SLRP funded projects is R1 to R? (high confidence), plus moderate potential for R? and below, with R? unlikely. Likely SLRP funded *


Sort in Descending Order using Data / Sort by Column "H", then by Column "F"


Note - The following recommended "2020 Regional Priorities", sorted both by "Primary Purpose" and "Overall", are based upon all road segment upgrades submitted for consideration with "2018-19+", "2019-20+" or  "2020-21+" 


council priority that are not yet completed (being a subset of all road segment upgrades listed in the 2020 Roads Database), sub-grouped by the likelihood of funding within their individual purpose categories, then re-grouped for an 


overall ranking.


Summary of Road Proposals


19/3/20 Summary Legatus Group slrp database calculator - Mar 20 draft.xlsm







2020 REGIONAL ROADS DATABASE - STAGE 1 ASSESSMENT


ANALYSIS OF WEIGHTED BENEFIT (WB) AND WEIGHTED BENEFIT/COST SCORE (WBC) - INITIAL ASSESSMENT


Council Code APC APC BC BC BC BC&LRC CGVC CGVC CCC CCC CCC CCC RCG LRC


Timeframe 2019-20 2019-20 2019-20 2019-20 2019-20 2019-20 2019-20 2019-20 2019-20 2019-20 2021-22 2019-20


Council Name: Adelaide Plains Council Adelaide Plains Council Barossa Council Barossa Council Barossa Council The Barossa Council & Light 


Regional Council


Clare and Gilbert Valleys 


Council


Clare and Gilbert Valleys 


Council


Copper Coast Council Copper Coast Council Copper Coast Council Copper Coast Council Regional Council of Goyder Light Regional Council


Road Name: Carlake Road, Dublin Shannon  Road, Dublin Basedow Road Moculta Road Stockwell Road Lyndoch Road Copper Ore Road Main Road 45 Bay Road, Moonta Bay Frances Tce, Moonta Bay Snodgrass Road Wallaroo Plain Road Claremont Road Seppeltsfield Road


Segment: Port Wakefield Road to 


Shannon Road


Dublin Road to Carlake 


Road


Murray Street to Light Pass 


Road


Murray Street to Truro Road Carrara Hill Road to Penrice 


Road


Gomersal Road to Hermann 


Thumm Drive


Jolly Way to Wockie Creek 


Road


Waterloo Road to Steelton 


Road


Coast Road to Frances Tce  between Milne and Blythe 


Terraces


Port Rilet Road to Wallaroo 


Plain Road


Snodgrass Road to north of 


Council Boundary


Farrell Flat Road to Quarry 


Entrance


Stonewell Road and Kraehe 


Road


Primary Purpose:
Freight Freight Freight Freight Freight Freight Freight Freight Community Access Community Access Community Access Community Access Freight Community Access


Length of Segment (km) - RL 3.7 1.85 3.5 4.7 4.7 5.7 2.8 2.1 2.2 0.6 3.3 7.3 0.1 2.4


Traffic Volume (AADT): - TV 120 120 1189 745 1800 600 221 134 4000 500 900


% Gap Closed: - GC 100 100 100 100 100 100 90 90 100 100 100 100 N/A


Cost to Close Gap ($): - UC 520000 1092000 1050000 2800000 350000 1650000 257000 640000 5500000 1600000 180000 400000 1090000


Amount Sought ($) 347000 364000 525000 1400000 1750000 900000 129000 320000 3666667 1067000 120000 265000 720000


Benefit Influencing 


Factor
Weighting (%) Specific Criteria Maximum Score


1.  One Secondary Purpose 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0


2.  Two Secondary Purposes 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0


1.  Community Significance 8.3 8.3 8.3 8.3 8.3 8.3 8.3 8.3 8.3 8.3 8.3 8.3 8.3 8.3


2.  Regional Significance 8.3 8.3 8.3 8.3 8.3 8.3 8.3 8.3 8.3 8.3 8.3 8.3 8.3 8.3


3.  State Significance 8.3 8.3 8.3


Road User Benefit


1.  Reduce delays and operating costs for heavy vehicles? 1.7 1.7 1.7 1.7 1.7 1.7 1.7 1.7 1.7 1.7 1.7


2.  Provide direct access to major industrial developments 1.7 1.7 1.7 1.7 1.7 1.7 1.7 1.7 1.7


3.  Facilitate a higher classification of freight movements 1.7 1.7 1.7 1.7 1.7 1.7 1.7 1.7


4A.  Facilitate intermodal transport operations - rail 0.6


4B.  Facilitate intermodal transport operations - sea 0.6


4C.  Facilitate intermodal transport operations - air 0.6


5.  Assist export of products by improving quality and reducing 


impacts of dust etc 1.7 1.7 1.7 1.7 1.7 1.7 1.7


6.  Provide direct access to new industrial precincts 1.7 1.7 1.7 1.7 1.7 1.7


Community Benefit


7.  Benefit regional employment and sustain communities 2.5 2.5 2.5 2.5 2.5 2.5 2.5 2.5 2.5 2.5 2.5


8.  Assist attraction of economic investment to region 2.5 2.5 2.5 2.5 2.5 2.5 2.5 2.5 2.5 2.5 2.5 2.5


Road Owner Benefit


9.  Reduce the road maintenance effort 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0


1.  Reduce traffic congestion 1.7 1.7 1.7


2.  Link areas of particular land uses to strategic routes 1.7 1.7 1.7 1.7 1.7 1.7 1.7 1.7


3.  Provide a higher standard alternative route 1.7 1.7 1.7 1.7 1.7 1.7 1.7 1.7


4.  Complement the existing arterial road network 1.7 1.7 1.7 1.7 1.7 1.7 1.7 1.7 1.7 1.7


5.  Provide improved access to key population centres 1.7 1.7 1.7 1.7 1.7 1.7 1.7 1.7


6.  Ensure communities are not isolated by flooding 1.7 1.7


7.  Act as a collector road for local or heavy traffic 1.7 1.7 1.7 1.7 1.7 1.7 1.7 1.7 1.7 1.7 1.7 1.7 1.7


8.  Provide all weather access 1.7 1.7 1.7 1.7 1.7 1.7 1.7 1.7 1.7 1.7 1.7


9A.  Provide access to other types of transport - bus 0.6 0.6 1.7 0.6 0.6 1.7 0.6 0.6


9B.  Provide access to other types of transport - rail 0.6


9C.  Provide access to other types of transport - air 0.6


1.  Reduce conflicts between tourist, freight and commuter 


traffic 2.2 2.2 2.2 2.2 2.2 2.2 2.2 2.2


2.  Contribute to safer travel and reduce accidents 2.2 2.2 2.2 2.2 2.2 2.2 2.2 2.2 2.2 2.2 2.2 2.2


3.  Provide safe overtaking opportunities and reduce 


frustration and fatigue 2.2 2.2


4.  Reduce exposure to travel risk 2.2 2.2 2.2 2.2 2.2 2.2 2.2 2.2 2.2 2.2 2.2 2.2


5.  Provide access for school buses 2.2 2.2 2.2 2.2 2.2 2.2 2.2 2.2


6.  Provide access for emergency services 2.2 2.2 2.2 2.2 2.2 2.2 2.2 2.2 2.2 2.2 2.2


7.  Remove traffic from city/town areas 2.2 2.2 2.2 2.2


8.  Reduce road roughness and potential dust hazards 2.2 2.2 2.2 2.2 2.2 2.2 2.2 2.2 2.2


9.  Reduce the impact of roadside hazards 2.2 2.2 2.2 2.2 2.2 2.2 2.2 2.2 2.2 2.2 2.2


1A.  Reduce environmental pollution - air 1.1 1.1 1.1 1.1 1.0 1.1


1B.  Reduce environmental pollution - noise 1.1 1.1 1.1 1.1 1.1 1.1


1C.  Reduce environmental pollution - water 1.1 1.1 1.1


2.  Minimise impact of heavy vehicles on local community 3.3 3.3 3.3 3.3 3.3 3.3


3.  Reduce reliance on road transport and encourage other 


forms of transport 3.3 3.3 3.3 3.3


WEIGHTED BENEFIT SCORE (WB) 100 61 66 62 66 73 62 76 72 70 57 32 35 59


 


WEIGHTED BENEFIT/COST SCORE (WBC) 52 13 247 83 1762 127 164 29 112 11 0 0 #VALUE!


(  = WB x TV x (RLx1000) x (GC/100) / UC )


PRIORITY RANKING BY WEIGHTED BENEFIT


5(d).  Access 15


5(e).  Safety 20


5(f).  Environmental 10


5(c).  Economic 10


5


5


(Based on Guidelines developed through the Roads Infrastructure Database Project, for application for Special Local Roads Funding)


5(a).  Secondary 


Purpose(s)


10


5(b).  Regional 


Significance


25


Modified: 19/3/20







2020 REGIONAL ROADS DATABASE - STAGE 1 ASSESSMENT


ANALYSIS OF WEIGHTED BENEFIT (WB) AND WEIGHTED BENEFIT/COST SCORE (WBC) - INITIAL ASSESSMENT


Council Code


Timeframe


Council Name:


Road Name:


Segment:


Primary Purpose:


Length of Segment (km) - RL


Traffic Volume (AADT): - TV


% Gap Closed: - GC


Cost to Close Gap ($): - UC


Amount Sought ($)


Benefit Influencing 


Factor
Weighting (%) Specific Criteria Maximum Score


1.  One Secondary Purpose 5.0


2.  Two Secondary Purposes 5.0


1.  Community Significance 8.3


2.  Regional Significance 8.3


3.  State Significance 8.3


Road User Benefit


1.  Reduce delays and operating costs for heavy vehicles? 1.7


2.  Provide direct access to major industrial developments 1.7


3.  Facilitate a higher classification of freight movements 1.7


4A.  Facilitate intermodal transport operations - rail 0.6


4B.  Facilitate intermodal transport operations - sea 0.6


4C.  Facilitate intermodal transport operations - air 0.6


5.  Assist export of products by improving quality and reducing 


impacts of dust etc 1.7


6.  Provide direct access to new industrial precincts 1.7


Community Benefit


7.  Benefit regional employment and sustain communities 2.5


8.  Assist attraction of economic investment to region 2.5


Road Owner Benefit


9.  Reduce the road maintenance effort 5.0


1.  Reduce traffic congestion 1.7


2.  Link areas of particular land uses to strategic routes 1.7


3.  Provide a higher standard alternative route 1.7


4.  Complement the existing arterial road network 1.7


5.  Provide improved access to key population centres 1.7


6.  Ensure communities are not isolated by flooding 1.7


7.  Act as a collector road for local or heavy traffic 1.7


8.  Provide all weather access 1.7


9A.  Provide access to other types of transport - bus 0.6


9B.  Provide access to other types of transport - rail 0.6


9C.  Provide access to other types of transport - air 0.6


1.  Reduce conflicts between tourist, freight and commuter 


traffic 2.2


2.  Contribute to safer travel and reduce accidents 2.2


3.  Provide safe overtaking opportunities and reduce 


frustration and fatigue 2.2


4.  Reduce exposure to travel risk 2.2


5.  Provide access for school buses 2.2


6.  Provide access for emergency services 2.2


7.  Remove traffic from city/town areas 2.2


8.  Reduce road roughness and potential dust hazards 2.2


9.  Reduce the impact of roadside hazards 2.2


1A.  Reduce environmental pollution - air 1.1


1B.  Reduce environmental pollution - noise 1.1


1C.  Reduce environmental pollution - water 1.1


2.  Minimise impact of heavy vehicles on local community 3.3


3.  Reduce reliance on road transport and encourage other 


forms of transport 3.3


WEIGHTED BENEFIT SCORE (WB) 100


 


WEIGHTED BENEFIT/COST SCORE (WBC)


(  = WB x TV x (RLx1000) x (GC/100) / UC )


PRIORITY RANKING BY WEIGHTED BENEFIT


5(d).  Access 15


5(e).  Safety 20


5(f).  Environmental 10


5(c).  Economic 10


5


5


(Based on Guidelines developed through the Roads Infrastructure Database Project, for application for Special Local Roads Funding)


5(a).  Secondary 


Purpose(s)


10


5(b).  Regional 


Significance


25


LRC LRC LRC LRC LRC DCO WRC WRC YPC


2020-21 2020-21 2021-22 2022-23 2023-24 2020-23 2019-20 2019-20 2019-20


Light Regional Council Light Regional Council Light Regional Council Light Regional Council Light Regional Council District Council of Orroroo 


Carrieton


Wakefield Regional Council Wakefield Regional Council Yorke Peninsular Council


Stonewell Road Turretfield Road Gray Street Gerald Roberts Road Nurse Road Orroroo Heavy Vehicle 


Bypass


Angle Grove Road Koolunga Road North Coast Road


Condor Lauke Way to 


Seppeltsfield Road


Gomersal Road to Rosedale 


Road


Templers Road to Thiele 


Highway


Gomersal Road to 


Seppeltsfield Road


Thiele Highway to Sturt 


Highway


North Terrace to Price 


Maurice Road


Full length From 1.3km S of Mallee 


Corner Rd to Boucat  Rd


Point Turton Township to 


Point Souttar Road


Community Access Community Access Freight Freight Community Access Freight Freight Freight Tourism


2.35 3.15 0.632 4.9 5.1 4


2000 700 190 34 400


N/A N/A 100 100 100 33.3


859590 850740 2165400 1668048 1785000 3790699


573060 567160 1299240 834024 892500 2527133


5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0


5.0 5.0 5.0


8.3 8.3 8.3 8.3


8.3 8.3 8.3 8.3 8.3


8.3


1.7 1.7 1.7 1.7 1.7 1.7


1.7 1.7


1.7 1.7 1.7 1.7 1.7


0.6


0.6


0.6


1.7 1.7 1.7 1.7


1.7 1.7


2.5 2.5 2.5 2.5 2.5 2.5
2.5 2.5 2.5


5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0


1.7 1.7


1.7 1.7 1.7 1.7


1.7 1.7 1.7 1.7 1.7 1.7


1.7 1.7 1.7 1.7 1.7


1.7 1.7 1.7 1.7


1.7 1.7


1.7 1.7 1.7 1.7 1.7


1.7 1.7 1.7 1.7 1.7


0.6 0.6 0.6


2.2 2.2 2.2 2.2


2.2 2.2 2.2 2.2 2.2 2.2


2.2 2.2


2.2 2.2 2.2 2.2 2.2 2.2


2.2 2.2 2.2 2.2 2.2 2.2


2.2 2.2 2.2 2.2 2.2


2.2 2.2 2.2


2.2 2.2 2.2 2.2 2.2 2.2


2.2 2.2 2.2 2.2 2.2 2.2


1.1 1.1 1.1


1.1 1.1 1.1 1.1 1.1


1.1 1.1


3.3 3.3 3.3


3.3 3.3 3.3


80 83 71 52 29 81


#VALUE! #VALUE! 4 5 0 11


Modified: 19/3/20







2020 REGIONAL ROADS DATABASE - STAGE 1 ASSESSMENT


ANALYSIS OF WEIGHTED BENEFIT (WB) AND WEIGHTED BENEFIT/COST SCORE (WBC) - REVISED ASSESSMENT


Council Code APC APC BC BC BC BC&LRC CGVC CGVC CCC CCC CCC CCC RCG LRC


Timeframe 2018-20 2018-20 (completed) 2020-21 2020-21 2020-21 2019-20 (completed) 2019-20 (completed) 2019-22 2020-21 2020-21 2019-20 2019-20 2021-22 2019-20 (completed)


Council Name: Adelaide Plains Council Adelaide Plains Council Barossa Council Barossa Council Barossa Council The Barossa Council & Light 


Regional Council


Clare and Gilbert Valleys 


Council


Clare and Gilbert Valleys 


Council


Copper Coast Council Copper Coast Council Copper Coast Council Copper Coast Council Regional Council of Goyder Light Regional Council


Road Name: Carlake Road, Dublin Shannon  Road, Dublin Basedow Road Moculta Road Stockwell Road Lyndoch Road Copper Ore Road Main Road 45 Bay Road, Moonta Bay Frances Tce, Moonta Bay Snodgrass Road Wallaroo Plain Road Claremont Road Seppeltsfield Road


Segment: Port Wakefield Road to 


Shannon Road


Dublin Road to Carlake 


Road


Murray Street to Light Pass 


Road


Murray Street to Truro Road Carrara Hill Road to Penrice 


Road


Gomersal Road to Hermann 


Thumm Drive


Jolly Way to Wockie Creek 


Road


Waterloo Road to Steelton 


Road


Coast Road to Frances Tce Milne Terrace to Blythe 


Terrace


Port Rilet Road to Wallaroo 


Plain Road


Snodgrass Road to north of 


Council Boundary


Farrell Flat Road to Quarry 


Entrance


Stonewell Road and Kraehe 


Road


Primary Purpose:
Freight Freight Freight Community Access Freight Freight Freight Freight Community Access Community Access Community Access Community Access Freight Tourism


Length of Segment (km) - RL 3.7 1.85 3.5 4.7 4.7 5.7 2.8 2.1 2.2 0.6 3.3 7.3 0.1 2.4


Traffic Volume (AADT): - TV 120 120 1189 745 1800 600 221 134 4000 1000 300 300 900


% Gap Closed: - GC 100 100 100 100 100 100 90 90 100 100 100 100 90


Cost to Close Gap ($): - UC 520000 546000 1050000 2800000 3500000 1650000 257000 600000 5500000 1600000 180000 400000 1090000


Amount Sought ($) 347000 364000 525000 1400000 1750000 900000 129000 300000 3666667 1067000 120000 265000 720000


Benefit Influencing 


Factor
Weighting (%) Specific Criteria Maximum Score


1.  One Secondary Purpose 5.0 5.0 2.5 5.0 2.5 5.0 2.5 2.5 5.0


2.  Two Secondary Purposes 5.0 5.0


1.  Community Significance 8.3 8.3 8.3 8.3 8.3 8.3 8.3 8.3 8.3 8.3 8.3 8.3 8.3 8.3


2.  Regional Significance 8.3 8.3 8.3 8.3 8.3 8.3 8.3 8.3 8.3 8.3 8.3 8.3 8.3 8.3


3.  State Significance 8.3


Road User Benefit


1.  Reduce delays and operating costs for heavy vehicles? 1.7 1.7 1.7 1.7 1.7 1.7 1.7 1.7


2.  Provide direct access to major industrial developments 1.7 1.7 1.7 1.7 1.7 1.7 1.7 1.7


3.  Facilitate a higher classification of freight movements 1.7 1.7 1.7 1.7 1.7 1.7 1.7


4A.  Facilitate intermodal transport operations - rail 0.6


4B.  Facilitate intermodal transport operations - sea 0.6


4C.  Facilitate intermodal transport operations - air 0.6


5.  Assist export of products by improving quality and reducing 


impacts of dust etc 1.7 1.7 1.7 1.7 1.7 1.7


6.  Provide direct access to new industrial precincts 1.7 1.7 1.7 1.7 1.7


Community Benefit


7.  Benefit regional employment and sustain communities 2.5 2.5 2.5 2.5 2.5 2.5 2.5 2.5 2.5 2.5 2.5 2.5 2.5


8.  Assist attraction of economic investment to region 2.5 2.5 2.5 2.5 2.5 2.5 2.5 2.5 2.5 2.5 2.5


Road Owner Benefit


9.  Reduce the road maintenance effort 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0


1.  Reduce traffic congestion 1.7 1.7 1.7


2.  Link areas of particular land uses to strategic routes 1.7 1.7 1.7 1.7 1.7 1.7 1.7 1.7 1.7


3.  Provide a higher standard alternative route 1.7 1.7 1.7 1.7 1.7 1.7 1.7 1.7 1.7 1.7


4.  Complement the existing arterial road network 1.7 1.7 1.7 1.7 1.7 1.7 1.7 1.7 1.7 1.7 1.7 1.7


5.  Provide improved access to key population centres 1.7 1.7 1.7 1.7 1.7 1.7 1.7 1.7 1.7 1.7


6.  Ensure communities are not isolated by flooding 1.7 1.7


7.  Act as a collector road for local or heavy traffic 1.7 1.7 1.7 1.7 1.7 1.7 1.7 1.7 1.7 1.7 1.7 1.7 1.7


8.  Provide all weather access 1.7 1.7 1.7 1.7 1.7 1.7 1.7 1.7 1.7 1.7 1.7


9A.  Provide access to other types of transport - bus 0.6 0.6 1.7 0.6 0.6 1.7 0.6 0.6


9B.  Provide access to other types of transport - rail 0.6


9C.  Provide access to other types of transport - air 0.6


1.  Reduce conflicts between tourist, freight and commuter 


traffic 2.2 2.2 2.2 2.2 2.2 2.2 2.2 2.2


2.  Contribute to safer travel and reduce accidents 2.2 2.2 2.2 2.2 2.2 2.2 2.2 2.2 2.2 2.2 2.2 2.2 2.2 2.2


3.  Provide safe overtaking opportunities and reduce 


frustration and fatigue 2.2 2.2


4.  Reduce exposure to travel risk 2.2 2.2 2.2 2.2 2.2 2.2 2.2 2.2 2.2 2.2 2.2 2.2 2.2 2.2


5.  Provide access for school buses 2.2 2.2 2.2 2.2 2.2 2.2 2.2 2.2


6.  Provide access for emergency services 2.2 2.2 2.2 2.2 2.2 2.2 2.2 2.2 2.2 2.2 2.2


7.  Remove traffic from city/town areas 2.2 2.2 2.2


8.  Reduce road roughness and potential dust hazards 2.2 2.2 2.2 2.2 2.2 2.2 2.2 2.2 2.2


9.  Reduce the impact of roadside hazards 2.2 2.2 2.2 2.2 2.2 2.2 2.2 2.2 2.2 2.2 2.2


1A.  Reduce environmental pollution - air 1.1 1.1 1.1 1.1 1.1 1.1


1B.  Reduce environmental pollution - noise 1.1 1.1 1.1


1C.  Reduce environmental pollution - water 1.1 1.1 1.1


2.  Minimise impact of heavy vehicles on local community 3.3 3.3 3.3 3.3 3.3 3.3


3.  Reduce reliance on road transport and encourage other 


forms of transport 3.3 3.3 3.3


WEIGHTED BENEFIT SCORE (WB) 100 56 61 62 48 68 59 72 66 58 48 38 34 53


 


WEIGHTED BENEFIT/COST SCORE (WBC) 48 25 247 60 164 122 157 28 92 18 206 184 94


(  = WB x TV x (RLx1000) x (GC/100) / UC )


PRIORITY RANKING BY WEIGHTED BENEFIT 13 9 8 17 5 11 2 6 12 16 18 19 14


(Based on Guidelines developed through the Roads Infrastructure Database Project, for application for Special Local Roads Funding)


5(a).  Secondary 


Purpose(s)


10


5(b).  Regional 


Significance


25


5(f).  Environmental 10


5(c).  Economic 10


5


5


5(d).  Access 15


5(e).  Safety 20


Modified: 19/3/20







2020 REGIONAL ROADS DATABASE - STAGE 1 ASSESSMENT


ANALYSIS OF WEIGHTED BENEFIT (WB) AND WEIGHTED BENEFIT/COST SCORE (WBC) - REVISED ASSESSMENT


Council Code


Timeframe


Council Name:


Road Name:


Segment:


Primary Purpose:


Length of Segment (km) - RL


Traffic Volume (AADT): - TV


% Gap Closed: - GC


Cost to Close Gap ($): - UC


Amount Sought ($)


Benefit Influencing 


Factor
Weighting (%) Specific Criteria Maximum Score


1.  One Secondary Purpose 5.0


2.  Two Secondary Purposes 5.0


1.  Community Significance 8.3


2.  Regional Significance 8.3


3.  State Significance 8.3


Road User Benefit


1.  Reduce delays and operating costs for heavy vehicles? 1.7


2.  Provide direct access to major industrial developments 1.7


3.  Facilitate a higher classification of freight movements 1.7


4A.  Facilitate intermodal transport operations - rail 0.6


4B.  Facilitate intermodal transport operations - sea 0.6


4C.  Facilitate intermodal transport operations - air 0.6


5.  Assist export of products by improving quality and reducing 


impacts of dust etc 1.7


6.  Provide direct access to new industrial precincts 1.7


Community Benefit


7.  Benefit regional employment and sustain communities 2.5


8.  Assist attraction of economic investment to region 2.5


Road Owner Benefit


9.  Reduce the road maintenance effort 5.0


1.  Reduce traffic congestion 1.7


2.  Link areas of particular land uses to strategic routes 1.7


3.  Provide a higher standard alternative route 1.7


4.  Complement the existing arterial road network 1.7


5.  Provide improved access to key population centres 1.7


6.  Ensure communities are not isolated by flooding 1.7


7.  Act as a collector road for local or heavy traffic 1.7


8.  Provide all weather access 1.7


9A.  Provide access to other types of transport - bus 0.6


9B.  Provide access to other types of transport - rail 0.6


9C.  Provide access to other types of transport - air 0.6


1.  Reduce conflicts between tourist, freight and commuter 


traffic 2.2


2.  Contribute to safer travel and reduce accidents 2.2


3.  Provide safe overtaking opportunities and reduce 


frustration and fatigue 2.2


4.  Reduce exposure to travel risk 2.2


5.  Provide access for school buses 2.2


6.  Provide access for emergency services 2.2


7.  Remove traffic from city/town areas 2.2


8.  Reduce road roughness and potential dust hazards 2.2


9.  Reduce the impact of roadside hazards 2.2


1A.  Reduce environmental pollution - air 1.1


1B.  Reduce environmental pollution - noise 1.1


1C.  Reduce environmental pollution - water 1.1


2.  Minimise impact of heavy vehicles on local community 3.3


3.  Reduce reliance on road transport and encourage other 


forms of transport 3.3


WEIGHTED BENEFIT SCORE (WB) 100


 


WEIGHTED BENEFIT/COST SCORE (WBC)


(  = WB x TV x (RLx1000) x (GC/100) / UC )


PRIORITY RANKING BY WEIGHTED BENEFIT


(Based on Guidelines developed through the Roads Infrastructure Database Project, for application for Special Local Roads Funding)


5(a).  Secondary 


Purpose(s)


10


5(b).  Regional 


Significance


25


5(f).  Environmental 10


5(c).  Economic 10


5


5


5(d).  Access 15


5(e).  Safety 20


LRC LRC LRC LRC LRC DCO WRC WRC YPC


2020-21 2020-21 2021-22 2022-23 2023-24 2020-23 2019-20 2019-20 2019-22


Light Regional Council Light Regional Council Light Regional Council Light Regional Council Light Regional Council District Council of Orroroo 


Carrieton


Wakefield Regional Council Wakefield Regional Council Yorke Peninsula Council


Stonewell Road Turretfield Road Gray Street Gerald Roberts Road Nurse Road Orroroo Heavy Vehicle 


Bypass


Angle Grove Road Koolunga Road North Coast Road


Condor Lauke Way to 


Seppeltsfield Road


Gomersal Road to Rosedale 


Road


Templers Road to Thiele 


Highway


Gomersal Road to 


Seppeltsfield Road


Thiele Highway to Sturt 


Highway


North Terrace to Price 


Maurice Road


Full length From 1.3km S of Mallee 


Corner Rd to Boucat  Rd


Point Turton Township to 


Point Souttar Road


Tourism Community Access Freight Freight Community Access Freight Freight Community Access Community Access


2.35 3.15 0.632 4.9 5.1 4


2000 700 190 34 90 400


100 100 100 100 100 90


859590 850740 2165400 1668048 1785000 3790000


573060 567160 1299240 834024 892500 2527000


5.0 5.0 5.0 2.5 2.5


8.3 8.3 8.3 8.3 8.3 8.3


8.3 8.3 8.3 8.3 8.3 8.3


8.3


1.7 1.7 1.7 1.7 1.7 1.7


1.7 1.7


1.7 1.7 1.7 1.7 1.7


0.6


0.6


0.6


1.7 1.7 1.7 1.7


1.7


2.5 2.5 2.5 2.5 2.5 2.5
2.5 2.5


5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0


1.7 1.7


1.7 1.7 1.7 1.7 1.7


1.7 1.7 1.7 1.7 1.7 1.7


1.7 1.7 1.7 1.7


1.7 1.7 1.7 1.7


1.7


1.7 1.7 1.7 1.7 1.7 1.7


1.7 1.7 1.7 1.7 1.7


0.6 0.6 0.6


2.2 2.2 2.2 2.2


2.2 2.2 2.2 2.2 2.2 2.2


2.2


2.2 2.2 2.2 2.2 2.2 2.2


2.2 2.2 2.2 2.2 2.2 2.2


2.2 2.2 2.2 2.2 2.2


2.2 2.2 2.2


2.2 2.2 2.2 2.2 2.2 2.2


2.2 2.2 2.2 2.2 2.2 2.2


1.1 1.1 1.1 1.1


1.1 1.1 1.1 1.1 1.1


1.1


3.3 3.3 3.3


3.3 3.3


71 74 71 60 50 65


386 192 4 6 13 25


4 1 3 10 15 7


Modified: 19/3/20







2020 REGIONAL ROADS DATABASE - STAGE 2 ASSESSMENT


ANALYSIS OF WEIGHTED BENEFIT (WB) AND WEIGHTED BENEFIT/COST SCORE (WBC) - REVISED ASSESSMENT


Council Name: Adelaide Plains Council Adelaide Plains Council Barossa Council Barossa Council Barossa Council The Barossa Council & Light 


Regional Council


Clare and Gilbert Valleys 


Council


Clare and Gilbert Valleys 


Council


Copper Coast Council Copper Coast Council Copper Coast Council Copper Coast Council Regional Council of Goyder Light Regional Council


Road Name: Carlake Road, Dublin Shannon  Road, Dublin Basedow Road Moculta Road Stockwell Road Lyndoch Road Copper Ore Road Main Road 45 Bay Road, Moonta Bay Frances Tce, Moonta Bay Snodgrass Road Wallaroo Plain Road Claremont Road Seppeltsfield Road


Segment: Port Wakefield Road to 


Shannon Road


Dublin Road to Carlake 


Road


Murray Street to Light Pass 


Road


Murray Street to Truro Road Carrara Hill Road to Penrice 


Road


Gomersal Road to Hermann 


Thumm Drive


Jolly Way to Wockie Creek 


Road


Waterloo Road to Steelton 


Road


Coast Road to Frances Tce Milne Terrace to Blythe 


Terrace


Port Rilet Road to Wallaroo 


Plain Road


Snodgrass Road to north of 


Council Boundary


Farrell Flat Road to Quarry 


Entrance


Stonewell Road and Kraehe 


Road


Primary Purpose:
Freight Freight Freight Community Access Freight Freight Freight Freight Community Access Community Access Community Access Community Access Freight Tourism


Specific Criteria Maximum Score


10 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0


5 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0


5 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0


50/50 =10.  one third / two third = 5.  Less = 0. 10 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 10.0 10.0 10.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0


5 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 3.5 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0


STAGE 2 SCORE 35 20 20 0 0 0 20 20 19 0 0 0 0 0 10


 


COMBINED STAGE 1 AND 2 ASSESSMENT 135 76 81 62 48 68 79 92 84 58 48 38 34 0 63


PRIORITY RANKING BY COMBINED ASSESSMENT


5. Project cost & economic  analysis.


(Based on Guidelines developed through the Roads Infrastructure Database Project, for application for Special Local Roads Funding)


Benefit Influencing Factor


1. Continuing project.


2. Tourism / community access weighting 


adjustment.


3. Cross-regional linkage route.


4. Contribution level.


Third or greater year of project = 10, second year of project = 


5, first year of project = 0.


Primary purpose of T or C = 5, otherwise 0.


Forms part of key regional link = 5, crosses council 


boundary(ies) = 2.5, internal to council = 0.


Cost/km = excessive = 0.


Modified: 19/3/20







2020 REGIONAL ROADS DATABASE - STAGE 2 ASSESSMENT


ANALYSIS OF WEIGHTED BENEFIT (WB) AND WEIGHTED BENEFIT/COST SCORE (WBC) - REVISED ASSESSMENT


Council Name:


Road Name:


Segment:


Primary Purpose:


Specific Criteria Maximum Score


10


5


5


50/50 =10.  one third / two third = 5.  Less = 0. 10


5


STAGE 2 SCORE 35


 


COMBINED STAGE 1 AND 2 ASSESSMENT 135


PRIORITY RANKING BY COMBINED ASSESSMENT


5. Project cost & economic  analysis.


(Based on Guidelines developed through the Roads Infrastructure Database Project, for application for Special Local Roads Funding)


Benefit Influencing Factor


1. Continuing project.


2. Tourism / community access weighting 


adjustment.


3. Cross-regional linkage route.


4. Contribution level.


Third or greater year of project = 10, second year of project = 


5, first year of project = 0.


Primary purpose of T or C = 5, otherwise 0.


Forms part of key regional link = 5, crosses council 


boundary(ies) = 2.5, internal to council = 0.


Cost/km = excessive = 0.


Light Regional Council Light Regional Council Light Regional Council Light Regional Council Light Regional Council District Council of Orroroo 


Carrieton


Wakefield Regional Council Wakefield Regional Council Yorke Peninsula Council


Stonewell Road Turretfield Road Gray Street Gerald Roberts Road Nurse Road Orroroo Heavy Vehicle 


Bypass


Angle Grove Road Koolunga Road North Coast Road


Condor Lauke Way to 


Seppeltsfield Road


Gomersal Road to Rosedale 


Road


Templers Road to Thiele 


Highway


Gomersal Road to 


Seppeltsfield Road


Thiele Highway to Sturt 


Highway


North Terrace to Price 


Maurice Road


Full length From 1.3km S of Mallee 


Corner Rd to Boucat  Rd


Point Turton Township to 


Point Souttar Road


Tourism Community Access Freight Freight Community Access Freight Freight Community Access Community Access


0.0 0.0


0.0 5.0


0.0 0.0


10.0 5.0


3.5 0.0


0 0 0 14 0 10


71 74 71 73 50 75


Modified: 19/3/20
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Local Government Transport Advisory Panel 


Funding application 


Special local roads program 2019-20 


 


(Please complete this form using the guidelines available at 


http://www.lga.sa.gov.au/page.aspx?u=6728)   


 


1.  Project summary (please complete all details in this box) 


Regional LGA or MLGG  


Council Copper Coast Council 


Contact Name Ali Ataee 


Contact Email aataee@coppercoast.sa.gov.au 


Road Name (& Suburb) Bay Road – Moonta Bay 


Timeframe (Continuing Project 
or New Project) 


New Project 


 


 2018-192020-21 


Application 


Project 


Total 


Estimated Cost Option 1 ($) 5,500,000 5,500,000 


Estimated Cost Option 2 ($) 14,600,000 14,600,000 


Length of Road (Km) 2.2 2.2 


% Gap Closed 


(Refer to Section 3 of Guidelines) 


100% N/A 


Amount Sought Option 1 ($) 3,666,667 


 


3,666,667 


 
Amount Sought Option 2 ($) 9,733,333 9,733,333 


Council Contribution Option1 ($) 1,833,333 


 


1,833,333 


Council Contribution Option2 ($) 4,866,667 


 


4,866,667 


 



http://www.lga.sa.gov.au/page.aspx?u=6728

mailto:aataee@coppercoast.sa.gov.au
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2(a).  Description of works to be undertaken 


 


Bay Road is under full care of Copper Coast Council and this road is the primary link between 


Moonta and Moonta Bay. It is an urban road, and experiences heavy traffic each day, with a daily 


traffic average of approximately 3500 – 4000 (6.5-10% commercial vehicles) (Attachment 1). 


The road is also a pivotal link road in the Summer tourism season, during which the road 


experiences an increase in daily traffic of approximately 15% (4500-4600).  


In April 2019, RAA assessed the road’s network in Yorke Peninsula, the selection of roads and 


locations investigated was based on the foremost concerns of RAA members in the region. RAA 


classified Bay Road as a very poorly conditioned road, and suggested major upgrade are needed.  


Approximately 2.2km length of Bay Road requires reconstruction due to significant structural and 


surface deterioration (Attachment 2). In addition, the road reserve is 40 meters wide 


approximately, however the existing sealed section is around 6.4m with no bicycle lane, nor proper 


footpath. Furthermore, stormwater management along Bay Road is another huge challenge due to 


lack of stormwater networks, with pooled water affecting private properties. Therefore, the plan is 


to upgrade the existing carriageway as well as stormwater drains according to the Austroad 


Guidelines (Attachment 3a & 3b). 


 


2(b).  Project suitability checklist for LGTAP consideration 


 


1. If not covered in section 2(a) on the previous page, please outline justification and 
objectives of the project, including a description of the functions of the road and any 
existing problems. 


As mentioned this road is considerably wide and has all type of defects, Council is aiming to 
reconstruct 2.2km of Bay Road with a pavement that is fit for longer term use by community, 
tourists, and cyclists. Council is also aiming to construct kerbs along Bay Road to manage 
stormwater in order to protect private properties.  
 


2. A map showing the location of the project has been included. 


Yes – Attachment  4 


3. If not considered in section 2(a) on the previous page, please describe the nature and 
extent of the project, highlighting the principal aspects and ensure that the 
application is submitted under one of the ‘fit for purpose’ categories of freight, 
tourism or community access. 


Bay Road has been identified as a community route in the 2030 Regional Transport Plan, and 


meets the eligibility criteria:  


 The fund being sought for capital works 


 Council will match any funds granted on a 2/3 to 1/3 dollar basis.  


 The upgraded road will be maintained by local government 
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4. Points at which the proposal interlinks with other regional, State or Federal plans or 
policies. 


 
This upgrade; 


 Will develop an effective transport system for tourism.  


 Will encourage cycling and provide a safe environment for cyclist.  


 Will encourage walking as this upgrade considering a separate path for pedestrians.  


 Will decrease number of accidents at some of the intersections along Bay Road 
(Attachment 3a & 3b). 
 


 


2(b).  Project suitability checklist for LGTAP consideration 


5. Has the proposal been developed in concert with other Councils or other bodies and 
a Council contribution promised? 


NO  


6.  If this is an ongoing SLRP project, please indicate when the project was previously 


funded under the SLRP and the status of that project. 


No this is not an ongoing SLRP Project 


 


7.     How does your project deal with road safety issues in line with the “statement of 


expectations” issued by the Federal Government?   


In this project; 


 All fixed objects will be considered during design and construction stage, currently Council 


is negotiating with SA Power Networks to consider undergrounding of overhead power 


cables along Bay Road  


 Few intersections along Bay Road will be redesigned, upon which accidents have 


occurred (Attachment 5) 


 A separate bicycle and footpath lane will be constructed 


 All stormwater will be managed according to the Austroads Guides 


Declaration: 


1. This project has been identified as a priority within a Regional Transport Plan or Strategy 


and Council acknowledges that by signing below it agrees to make a financial contribution 


to this project. 


2. The project cost estimate shown on Page 1 of this application has been prepared in 


accordance with the principles contained within Australian Accounting Standard AASB116 


and is based upon an approved preliminary design for the proposed works. 


3. An Infrastructure and Asset Management Plan is in place which is based on affordable 
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service levels and Council is committed, consistent with its Infrastructure and Asset 


Management Plan, to carry out maintenance, renewal and refurbishment of assets when 


appropriate to minimise whole-of-life costs.  


4. Council’s Long Term Financial Plan clearly demonstrates that operating revenue in each 


year of the Plan at least matches operating expenses (including depreciation costs). 


 


Signed: . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . Date: . . . . /. . . . . / . . . . . . .  


 Signature of Chief Executive Officer or Authorised Delegate 


 


Print Name: . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 
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Purpose/category and traffic factors 


(Refer to Section 1 of Guidelines) 


 


3(a).  Purpose/category  


(Please circle one or more regionally significant purposes for the road, as defined in the latest 


approved Regional Transport Plan/Strategy) 


Primary Purpose: Community Access Freight / Tourism / Community Access 


Secondary Purpose 1: (if applicable) Freight / Tourism / Community Access 


Secondary Purpose 2: (if applicable) Freight / Tourism / Community Access 


(Please circle Yes or No for category of PRIMARY purpose chosen above) 


Freight  


PBS Classification L1 – Up to Single Articulated Yes        No 


PBS Classification L2 – B-Double Yes        No 


PBS Classification L3 – Double Road Train Yes        No 


Tourism  


General Passenger Yes        No 


Commercial/Bus Yes        No 


Community Access  


General Passenger Yes        No 


Commercial/Bus Yes        No 


(Please circle where applicable) 


Built Environment Built Up          Non Built Up 


Surface Type Surfaced          Unsurfaced  


(Note – Proposed surface type, not existing) 


 


3(b).  Traffic factors  


(Please complete details for each box) 


Traffic Volume (AADT) – after upgrade 4,000 


Presence of Parking (Urban Only) Yes        No 


Heavy Vehicle Loading (ESA) Please refer to Attachment 1 


Number of Heavy Vehicles (per annum usage) Please refer to Attachment 1 


Legislated Speed Environment  50 Km/hr 


Bicycle Route (Urban Only)     Yes        No 
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“Fit for purpose” standards 


(Refer to Section 2 of Guidelines) 


 


4.  Standards   (Please complete details for each box) 


  Current Proposed after 


project 


completion 


 


Any Outstanding 


Fit for Purpose 


Gap? (please 


circle) 


Speed 


Environment 
Design Speed (km/hr) – Non 


Built Up Only 


50 50 N/A 


Avg Flow Speed (km/hr) – Built 


Up Surfaced Only 


(Off Peak) 


50 50 N/A 


Avg Flow (Peak) (km/hr) – Built 


Up Surfaced Only 


50 50 N/A 


Dimensions Lane Width (no. lanes x width 


(m)) 


2 x 3.2 2 x 3.5  Yes     No 


Shoulder Width (m) – (overall 


(m) / sealed section (m)) 


N/A N/A Yes     No 


Overall Carriageway Width (m) 15 20.2 Yes     No 


Carriageway Width 


(Bridges/Culverts) (m) 


N/A N/A Yes     No 


Minimum Height Clearance (m) N/A N/A Yes     No 


Minimum Clear Zone (fill (m) / 


cut (m)) 


N/A N/A Yes     No 


Geometry Minimum Horizontal Curve 


Radius (m) 


  Yes     No 


Maximum Vertical Grade (%)   Yes     No 


Minimum Intersection Turning 


Radius (m) 


  Yes     No 


Minimum Roundabout Radius 


(m) – if applicable 


No Roundabout  Will provide after 


detail design  
Yes     No 


Strength/ 


Durability 
Subgrade CBR Will provide 


later 


Will provide later  


Pavement Thickness (mm) 150mm 250mm Yes     No 


Bridge/Culvert Mass Limit N/A N/A Yes     No 
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(tonnes) 


Influencing factors 


(Refer to Section 5 of Guidelines) 


5(a) influencing factors – Does the road offer one or more regionally significant secondary 


purposes in addition to the primary purpose?  


(Refer Question 3(a) – Provide justification by reference to latest approved Regional Transport 


Plan / Strategy).  


 


1. Secondary Purpose 1 
Freight / Tourism / Community Access 


2. Secondary Purpose 2 
Freight / Tourism / Community Access 


 


5(b) Influencing factors – Regional Significance (Please circle Yes or No) 


 


1. Community Significance – Identified in Council’s latest 
Infrastructure Plan / Road Hierarchy as significant 


Yes        No 


2. Regional Significance – Identified in the Regional Transport 
Plan / Strategy as significant 


Yes        No 


3. State Significance – Identified in “A Functional Hierarchy for 
South Australia’s Land Transport Network” DPTI, June 2013 
as significant: https://www.sa.gov.au/topics/driving-and-
transport/roads-and-traffic/road-responsibilities  


Yes        No 


5(c) Influencing factors – Economic  


(Please circle Yes or No) (Note – All Yes answers are to be justified with 


appropriately referenced supporting information)  


1.         Reduce delays and operating costs for heavy vehicles Yes        No 


2.         Provide direct access to major industrial developments etc Yes        No 


3.         Facilitate a higher classification of freight movements Yes        No 


4a.       Facilitate intermodal transport operations – Rail Yes        No 


4b.       Facilitate intermodal transport operations – Sea Yes        No 


4c.       Facilitate intermodal transport operations – Air Yes        No 


5.         Assist export of products by improving quality and reducing 


impacts of dust etc 


Yes        No 


6.         Provide direct access to new industrial precincts Yes        No 


7.         Benefit regional employment and sustain communities Yes        No 


8.         Assist attraction of economic investment to region Yes        No 


9.         Reduce the road maintenance effort Yes        No 



https://www.sa.gov.au/topics/driving-and-transport/roads-and-traffic/road-responsibilities

https://www.sa.gov.au/topics/driving-and-transport/roads-and-traffic/road-responsibilities
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LGA of SA ECM XXXXX  < File Name >  Page 9 of 11 


 


 


5(d)   Influencing factors – Access  


(Please circle Yes or No) (Note – All Yes answers are to be justified with appropriately 


referenced supporting information) 


1. Reduce traffic congestion 
Yes        No 


2. Link areas of particular land uses to strategic routes 
Yes        No 


3. Provide a higher standard alternative route 
Yes        No 


4. Complement the existing arterial road network 
Yes        No 


5. Provide improved access to key population centres 
Yes        No 


6. Ensure communities are not isolated by flooding 
Yes        No 


7. Act as collector road for local traffic and heavy traffic 
Yes        No 


8. Provide all weather access 
Yes        No 


9a.         Provide access to other types of transport - Bus Yes        No 


9b.         Provide access to other types of transport – Rail Yes        No 


9c.         Provide access to other types of transport – Air Yes        No 


 


5(e)  Influencing factors – Safety  


(Please circle Yes or No) (Note – All Yes answers are to be justified with appropriately 


referenced supporting information) 


1. Reduce conflicts between tourist freight and commuter 
traffic 


Yes        No 


2. Contribute to safer travel and reduce accidents 
Yes        No 


3. Provide safe overtaking opportunities and reduce frustration 
and fatigue 


Yes        No 


4. Reduce exposure to travel risk 
Yes        No 


5. Provide access for school buses 
Yes        No 


6. Provide access for emergency services 
Yes        No 


7. Remove traffic from city/town areas 
Yes        No 


8. Reduce road roughness and potential dust hazards 
Yes        No 


9. Reduce the impact of roadside hazards 


 
Yes        No 
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5(f)  Influencing factors – Environmental  


(Please circle Yes or No) (Note – All Yes answers are to be justified with appropriately 


referenced supporting information) 


 


1a.       Reduce environmental pollution – air Yes        No 


1b.       Reduce environmental pollution – noise Yes        No 


1c.       Reduce environmental pollution – water Yes        No 


2.         Minimise impact of heavy vehicles on local community Yes        No 


3.         Reduce reliance on road transport and encourage other 


forms of transport 


Yes        No 


Notes 


5(a)  


Moonta is an ideal holiday destination, and Bay Road is the major road that conveys all tourists to the 


Splash Town Water Park as well as the Moonta Bay Jetty and Foreshore area. In addition, the 


Township of Moonta has the second highest population within the Yorke Peninsula Region (with Kadina 


being the highest).  


5(c) 


7 It will provide direct access to recreational development, Splash Town 


https://southaustralia.com/products/yorke-peninsula/attraction/splash-town---copper-coast, and 


Moonta Bay Jetty https://southaustralia.com/products/yorke-peninsula/attraction/moonta-bay-


jetty. An upgraded entry to the Moonta Bay area will be very welcomed by locals and tourists 


alike, and will help to foster more jobs and opportunities in the Copper Coast/Yorke Peninsula.  


8 The current condition of Bay Road discourages any investment. First impressions are very 


important, and for those visiting the area for the first time, or returning for an annual tripe etc. it 


is important to have a positive impact on all using this stretch of road, encouraging future 


investment in the local economy. 


9 About 2.2km of Bay Road is in a very poor condition (Attachment 2), upgrading Bay Road will 


significantly reduce road maintenance efforts (i.e. potholing, edge maintenance, stormwater 


management etc.).   


5(d)  


1 There are an extensive amount of patches and potholes from previous maintenance along Bay 


Road, affecting a vehicle’s suspension and reducing the average speed. Upgrading Bay Road 


will significantly improve traffic flow.  


5 Bay Road enables the township of Moonta Bay to reach Moonta Town Centre where all the 


shops are located. In addition, Bay Road facilitates all tourists to reach Splash Town Water Park 


as well as Moonta Bay Jetty. 


6 Bay Road gets flooded after each rainfall due to lack of stormwater networks. The proposed 


upgrade will guarantee that stormwater will not affect surrounding properties/homes.  



https://southaustralia.com/products/yorke-peninsula/attraction/splash-town---copper-coast

https://southaustralia.com/products/yorke-peninsula/attraction/moonta-bay-jetty

https://southaustralia.com/products/yorke-peninsula/attraction/moonta-bay-jetty
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7 Bay Road is a collector road, which connects the two townships of Moonta Bay and Moonta 


Town centre.  


8 The current road surface is spray seal, but the proposed road surface will be asphalt. This not 


only improves riding quality, but also improves stormwater runoff, flowing better towards the 


kerb. 


 


 


5(e) 


2 Several intersections along Bay Road are considered to be dangerous and have experienced 


accidents in the past (Attachment 6). The proposed upgrade will redesign the intersections.   


3 The sealed section of Bay Road is narrow, this forces drivers to drive more towards the centre.  


However, the proposed upgrade will widen the road, making for a safer experience.  


8 The road is located in built up area and it has an unsealed shoulder (Attachment 2). As a 


consequence, when cars pull off the road for parking or emergencies, dust becomes a problem. 


However, in the new project carparks have been considered, which will reduce the dust created.   


9 All stobie poles on Bay Road are close to the lanes, Council is negotiating with SA Power 


Networks to shift them further away from the lanes and replace the current system of overhead 


lines with underground lines.  


 5(f) 


       1a The proposed upgrade will promote other forms of sustainable transportation such as 


walking or riding a bicycle. As a result, Council is expecting the proposed plan to reduce 


the AADT level, which will reduce air pollution. 


1b The current road surface is spray seal, a disadvantage of spray seal is that it creates 


noise and this was raised by residents along Bay Road during the consultation period. 


Therefore, Council will ensure that the new surface will be asphalt.   


1c All the stormwater on Bay Road eventually discharges into the Spencer Gulf. Although 


Council takes maximum care to minimize pollution to the receiving water, stormwater 


dissolves with other materials due to lack of kerb and underground pipe. The proposed 


option will significantly reduce the water pollution.    


3 Please refer to 1a 
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Local Government Transport Advisory Panel 


Funding application 


Special local roads program 2019-20 


 


(Please complete this form using the guidelines available at 


http://www.lga.sa.gov.au/page.aspx?u=6728)   


 


1.  Project summary (please complete all details in this box) 


 


Regional LGA or MLGG  


Council Copper Coast Council 


Contact Name  Ali Ataee 


Contact Email aataee@coppercoast.sa.gov.au 


Road Name (& Suburb) Frances Terrace – Moonta Bay 


Timeframe (Continuing Project 
or New Project) 


New Project 


 


 2018-192020-21 


Application 


Project 


Total 


Estimated Cost  ($) 1,600,000 1,600,000 


Length of Road (Km) 0.6 0.6 


% Gap Closed 


(Refer to Section 3 of Guidelines) 


100% N/A 


Amount Sought  ($) 1,067,000 1,067,000 


Council Contribution  ($) 533,000 533,000 


 


 


 



http://www.lga.sa.gov.au/page.aspx?u=6728

mailto:aataee@coppercoast.sa.gov.au
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2(a).  Description of works to be undertaken 


 


Frances Terrace is a vital route between Moonta and Port Hughes, and primary route from 


Moonta and Port Hughes to Adelaide before turning onto Blyth Tce or George St and Spencer 


HWY (Attachment 1). The average daily traffic is approximately 800-1000 (Attachment 2).  


Frances Tce is approximately 0.6km long and along the entire road ruts, cracks and potholes in 


the surface are prevalent (Attachment 3). Over previous years, Frances Terrace has had a 


number of collisions causing injury. Collisions along Frances Tce have mostly occurred at 


intersections to Bay Road and Milne Street. As a consequence, full length of Frances Tce 


requires reconstruction as well as the two mentioned intersections (Attachment 4a & 4b).    


In addition to the road reconstruction, the current pavement requires upgrading, and the new 


pavement will be 250mm thick. In addition, two intersections on Frances Tce including Bay Road 


as well as Milne Street will be redesigned.  


 


2(b).  Project suitability checklist for LGTAP consideration 


 


1. If not covered in section 2(a) on the previous page, please outline justification and 
objectives of the project, including a description of the functions of the road and any 
existing problems. 


As can be seen on the Attachment 3, Frances Tce is in a very poor condition. Estimated traffic 


volumes on Frances Tce is around 800-1000 vehicles per day, and it highly uses by tourists, 


traveling to Port Hughes for fishing or other activities. It is Council’s intention to replace the 


existing pavement to a depth of 250mm and kerb as well as redesigning two intersections to 


improve safety.   


 


2. A map showing the location of the project has been included. 


Yes  


3. If not considered in section 2(a) on the previous page, please describe the nature and 
extent of the project, highlighting the principal aspects and ensure that the 
application is submitted under one of the ‘fit for purpose’ categories of freight, 
tourism or community access. 


Frances Tce has been identified as a community route in the 2030 Regional Transport Plan, and 


meets the eligibility criteria:  


 The fund being sought for capital works 


 Council will match any funds granted on a 2/3 to 1/3 dollar basis.  


 The upgraded road will be maintained by local government 


 


4. Points at which the proposal interlinks with other regional, State or Federal plans or 
policies. 
 


This upgrade; 
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 Will develop an effective transport system for tourism.  


 Will encourage walking as this upgrade considering a separate path for pedestrians.  


 Will decrease number of accidents at some of the intersections along Frances Tce. 


 


2(b).  Project suitability checklist for LGTAP consideration 


5. Has the proposal been developed in concert with other Councils or other bodies and 
a Council contribution promised? 


 


No 


 


6.  If this is an ongoing SLRP project, please indicate when the project was previously 


funded under the SLRP and the status of that project. 


No this is not an ongoing SLRP Project 


 


7.     How does your project deal with road safety issues in line with the “statement of 


expectations” issued by the Federal Government?   


 All fixed objects will be considered during design stage to ensure they do not pose risks to 


public  


 Intersections along Frances Tce will be redesigned, upon which accidents have occurred  


 All stormwater will be managed according to the Austroads Guides  


 


Declaration: 


1. This project has been identified as a priority within a Regional Transport Plan or Strategy 


and Council acknowledges that by signing below it agrees to make a financial contribution 


to this project. 


2. The project cost estimate shown on Page 1 of this application has been prepared in 


accordance with the principles contained within Australian Accounting Standard AASB116 


and is based upon an approved preliminary design for the proposed works. 


3. An Infrastructure and Asset Management Plan is in place which is based on affordable 


service levels and Council is committed, consistent with its Infrastructure and Asset 


Management Plan, to carry out maintenance, renewal and refurbishment of assets when 


appropriate to minimise whole-of-life costs.  


4. Council’s Long Term Financial Plan clearly demonstrates that operating revenue in each 


year of the Plan at least matches operating expenses (including depreciation costs). 


 


Signed: . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . Date: . . . . /. . . . . / . . . . . . .  


 Signature of Chief Executive Officer or Authorised Delegate 
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Print Name: . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 
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Purpose/category and traffic factors 


(Refer to Section 1 of Guidelines) 


 


3(a).  Purpose/category  


(Please circle one or more regionally significant purposes for the road, as defined in the latest 


approved Regional Transport Plan/Strategy) 


Primary Purpose: Community Access Freight / Tourism / Community Access 


Secondary Purpose 1: (if applicable) Freight / Tourism / Community Access 


Secondary Purpose 2: (if applicable) Freight / Tourism / Community Access 


(Please circle Yes or No for category of PRIMARY purpose chosen above) 


Freight  


PBS Classification L1 – Up to Single Articulated Yes        No 


PBS Classification L2 – B-Double Yes        No 


PBS Classification L3 – Double Road Train Yes        No 


Tourism  


General Passenger Yes        No 


Commercial/Bus Yes        No 


Community Access  


General Passenger Yes        No 


Commercial/Bus Yes        No 


(Please circle where applicable) 


Built Environment Built Up          Non Built Up 


Surface Type Surfaced          Unsurfaced  


(Note – Proposed surface type, not existing) 


 


3(b).  Traffic factors  


(Please complete details for each box) 


Traffic Volume (AADT) – after upgrade 500 


Presence of Parking (Urban Only) Yes        No 


Heavy Vehicle Loading (ESA) N/A 


Number of Heavy Vehicles (per annum usage) N/A 


Legislated Speed Environment  50 Km/hr 


Bicycle Route (Urban Only)     Yes        No 
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“Fit for purpose” standards 


(Refer to Section 2 of Guidelines) 


 


4.  Standards   (Please complete details for each box) 


  Current Proposed after 


project 


completion 


 


Any Outstanding 


Fit for Purpose 


Gap? (please 


circle) 


Speed 


Environment 
Design Speed (km/hr) – Non 


Built Up Only 


50 50 N/A 


Avg Flow Speed (km/hr) – Built 


Up Surfaced Only 


(Off Peak) 


50 50 N/A 


Avg Flow (Peak) (km/hr) – Built 


Up Surfaced Only 


50 50 N/A 


Dimensions Lane Width (no. lanes x width 


(m)) 


2 x 4.2 4 x 3.5 Yes     No 


Shoulder Width (m) – (overall 


(m) / sealed section (m)) 


N/A N/A Yes     No 


Overall Carriageway Width (m) 8.4 8.4 Yes     No 


Carriageway Width 


(Bridges/Culverts) (m) 


N/A N/A Yes     No 


Minimum Height Clearance (m) N/A N/A Yes     No 


Minimum Clear Zone (fill (m) / 


cut (m)) 


N/A N/A Yes     No 


Geometry Minimum Horizontal Curve 


Radius (m) 


  Yes     No 


Maximum Vertical Grade (%)   Yes     No 


Minimum Intersection Turning 


Radius (m) 


  Yes     No 


Minimum Roundabout Radius 


(m) – if applicable 


N/A N/A Yes     No 


Strength/ 


Durability 
Subgrade CBR    


Pavement Thickness (mm) 250 250 Yes     No 


Bridge/Culvert Mass Limit 


(tonnes) 


N/A N/A Yes     No 
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Influencing factors 


(Refer to Section 5 of Guidelines) 


5(a) influencing factors – Does the road offer one or more regionally significant secondary 


purposes in addition to the primary purpose?  


(Refer Question 3(a) – Provide justification by reference to latest approved Regional Transport 


Plan / Strategy).  


 


1. Secondary Purpose 1 
Freight / Tourism / Community Access 


2. Secondary Purpose 2 
Freight / Tourism / Community Access 


 


5(b) Influencing factors – Regional Significance (Please circle Yes or No) 


 


1. Community Significance – Identified in Council’s latest 
Infrastructure Plan / Road Hierarchy as significant 


Yes        No 


2. Regional Significance – Identified in the Regional Transport 
Plan / Strategy as significant 


Yes        No 


3. State Significance – Identified in “A Functional Hierarchy for 
South Australia’s Land Transport Network” DPTI, June 2013 
as significant: https://www.sa.gov.au/topics/driving-and-
transport/roads-and-traffic/road-responsibilities  


Yes        No 


5(c) Influencing factors – Economic  


(Please circle Yes or No) (Note – All Yes answers are to be justified with 


appropriately referenced supporting information)  


1.         Reduce delays and operating costs for heavy vehicles Yes        No 


2.         Provide direct access to major industrial developments etc Yes        No 


3.         Facilitate a higher classification of freight movements Yes        No 


4a.       Facilitate intermodal transport operations – Rail Yes        No 


4b.       Facilitate intermodal transport operations – Sea Yes        No 


4c.       Facilitate intermodal transport operations – Air Yes        No 


5.         Assist export of products by improving quality and reducing 


impacts of dust etc 


Yes        No 


6.         Provide direct access to new industrial precincts Yes        No 


7.         Benefit regional employment and sustain communities Yes        No 


8.         Assist attraction of economic investment to region Yes        No 


9.         Reduce the road maintenance effort Yes        No 


 


  



https://www.sa.gov.au/topics/driving-and-transport/roads-and-traffic/road-responsibilities

https://www.sa.gov.au/topics/driving-and-transport/roads-and-traffic/road-responsibilities
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5(d)   Influencing factors – Access  


(Please circle Yes or No) (Note – All Yes answers are to be justified with appropriately 


referenced supporting information) 


1. Reduce traffic congestion 
Yes        No 


2. Link areas of particular land uses to strategic routes 
Yes        No 


3. Provide a higher standard alternative route 
Yes        No 


4. Complement the existing arterial road network 
Yes        No 


5. Provide improved access to key population centres 
Yes        No 


6. Ensure communities are not isolated by flooding 
Yes        No 


7. Act as collector road for local traffic and heavy traffic 
Yes        No 


8. Provide all weather access 
Yes        No 


9a.         Provide access to other types of transport - Bus Yes        No 


9b.         Provide access to other types of transport – Rail Yes        No 


9c.         Provide access to other types of transport – Air Yes        No 


 


5(e)  Influencing factors – Safety  


(Please circle Yes or No) (Note – All Yes answers are to be justified with appropriately 


referenced supporting information) 


1. Reduce conflicts between tourist freight and commuter 
traffic 


Yes        No 


2. Contribute to safer travel and reduce accidents 
Yes        No 


3. Provide safe overtaking opportunities and reduce frustration 
and fatigue 


Yes        No 


4. Reduce exposure to travel risk 
Yes        No 


5. Provide access for school buses 
Yes        No 


6. Provide access for emergency services 
Yes        No 


7. Remove traffic from city/town areas 
Yes        No 


8. Reduce road roughness and potential dust hazards 
Yes        No 


9. Reduce the impact of roadside hazards 


 
Yes        No 
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5(f)  Influencing factors – Environmental  


(Please circle Yes or No) (Note – All Yes answers are to be justified with appropriately 


referenced supporting information) 


 


1a.       Reduce environmental pollution – air Yes        No 


1b.       Reduce environmental pollution – noise Yes        No 


1c.       Reduce environmental pollution – water Yes        No 


2.         Minimise impact of heavy vehicles on local community Yes        No 


3.         Reduce reliance on road transport and encourage other 


forms of transport 


Yes        No 


Notes 


5(c) 


 7&8  Frances Tce is locating within Moonta Town Centre, and traffic through this township 


have increased significantly (Vertudaches M, Crump A. Yorke Peninsula Regional Road Assessment 


April 2019, Adelaide; RAA; 2019 April, pg 72). A large number of tourists use Frances Tce to visit Port 


Hughes Jetty (https://southaustralia.com/products/yorke-peninsula/attraction/port-hughes-jetty). In 


addition, Moonta Centre recording a population increase in excess of 30% between the 2006 to 2015 


Censuses. To keep this growth as well as improve road safety Council is requiring to: 


 Upgrade two intersections along Frances Tce  


 Remove several fixed objects  


 Upgrade footpath 


 Upgrade the existing pavement 


 Construct On-street parking to provide short-term parking and prevent dust  


 Upgrade stormwater drainage 


 


         9  The entire Frances Tce is in a very poor condition (Attachment 3). Upgrading Frances 


Tce will significantly reduce road maintenance.  


5(d) 


         5  Estimated traffic volumes on Spencer Highways along Township of Moonta is increasing 


by 20-30% since 2007, however traffic through Township of Moonta increased even more significantly 


and approximately 6.5% of estimated traffic volumes are commercial vehicles(Vertudaches M, Crump 


A. Yorke Peninsula Regional Road Assessment April 2019, Adelaide; RAA; 2019 April, pg 72).  


As previously mentioned, Frances Tce is located within Moonta Town Centre, therefore upgrading this 


road will significantly improve access to Moonta Town Centre, and the flow of traffic to Port Hughes and 


Moonta Bay.  


        9a At the moment, Yorke Peninsula Coaches operate within Copper Coast Region and 


further down to Adelaide. A major part of this transport link is within Moonta Township, primarily along 


Frances Tce.  



https://southaustralia.com/products/yorke-peninsula/attraction/port-hughes-jetty
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5(e) 


       2&4 Two intersections along Frances Tce experienced accidents in the past. The proposed 


upgrade will redesign the intersections. 


       8  There is a kerb on the southern side of Frances Tce, it is in a poor condition. However, 


there is no kerb and gutter on the northern side and it creates dust when vehicles stop for parking. 


Furthermore, dirt along the road turns into mud after a rainfall event and some of the dirt washes onto 


the road. The proposed option will significantly reduce the dust, as the existing kerb will be replaced by 


a new kerb and gutter. In addition, a large area which is currently unpaved, will be paved with asphalt 


and used for carparks.   


       9  Several stobie poles will be removed/relocated as they are too close to the traffic lanes.  


5(f) 


       1b  Frances Tce has been paved with spray seal, but it is in a very poor condition. Due to 


extensive amount of patches and potholes from pervious maintenance, many vehicles regularly stop 


and accelerate in order to avoid damages to their vehicles. Upgrading Frances Tce will reduce noise, 


as the current surface will be replaced by asphalt. 


       1c  The underground stormwater network along Frances Tce is lacking, so stormwater flows 


on the surface and dissolve with other materials. As a consequence, this has a negative impact on the 


receiving water. The proposed option will significantly reduce the water pollution, as more side entry 


pits and underground pipes will be constructed.     
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Local Government Transport Advisory Panel 


Funding application 


Special local roads program 2020-21 


 


(Please complete this form using the guidelines available at 


http://www.lga.sa.gov.au/page.aspx?u=6728)   


 


1.  Project summary (please complete all details in this box) 


 


Regional LGA or MLGG Legatus  


Council Light Regional Council 


Contact Name Richard Dodson 


Contact Email rdodson@light.sa.gov.au 


Road Name (& Suburb) Stonewell Road, Stonewell 


Timeframe (Continuing Project 
or New Project) 


New Project – to be completed by 30 June 2021 


 


 2020-21 


Application 


Project 


Total 


Estimated Cost ($) $859,590 $859,590 


Length of Road (Km) 2.35km 2.35km 


% Gap Closed 


(Refer to Section 3 of Guidelines) 


N/A N/A 


Amount Sought ($) $573,060 $573,060 


Council Contribution ($) $286,530 $286,530 


Refer Attachment A for detailed cost estimate 


 


 



http://www.lga.sa.gov.au/page.aspx?u=6728

mailto:rdodson@light.sa.gov.au
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2(a).  Description of works to be undertaken 


 


Work Location:  


Stonewell Road is located just west of the town of Nuriootpa and provide a direct link between 


Seppeltsfield Road and the Sturt Highway to the townships of Greenock and Nuriootpa. A location map 


is provided in Figure 1, and a detailed map is provided as Attachment B. 


The section of roads to be treated is Stonewell Road from Seppeltsfield Road to Sir Condor Laucke 


Way (2.35km);  


 


Figure 1 Location of Stonewell Road 


 


Problem Being Addressed: 


The road network in the Barossa region is subject to continuously increasing tourism and commercial 


traffic with destinations such as Seppeltsfield Winery and local agricultural businesses. Current traffic 


data (2019) shows visitation numbers of approximately 200,000 per year, including 7.5% of commercial 


vehicles with further growth expected.  The tourist traffic combined with the local commuter and freight 


movements are affecting the existing road related infrastructure. The traffic counts also indicated that 


over the weekend similar or higher number of vehicle movements this route as on weekdays, indicating 


high tourist use. Based on observations from Council staffs and local community, it is understood that 


there is a high number of cycling activities on Stonewell Road and surrounding road network during 


the warming seasons. Cycle Tourism has been rapidly growing in popularity in the Barossa region 


thanks to the benefits of Tour Down Under event and local Council’s continuous effort to plan and 
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expand on-road bike path and off-road shared use paths. This would further encourage and attract 


local, interstate and overseas cyclists to the region. At present, Stonewell Road does not have sufficient 


road width to provide a safe road environment for cyclists.  


Stonewell Road also currently acts as an alternate traffic route, which allow traffic bypasses the 


Barossa Valley Way and Nuriootpa. Therefore, it carries a high volume of commuter traffic between 


Tanunda and the western entrance to Nuriootpa and to the Sturt Highway (in excess of 1000 vehicles 


on weekdays – refer Attachment D). Nuriootpa has one of the fastest growing populations in the state 


outside greater Adelaide, increasing population at a rate of approximately 3% p.a.. 


In the recent years, Stonewell Road has become a collector road of the regional road network and 


used by local community, tourists and businesses. Existing road infrastructure is required significant 


improvement, so it can to facilitate current and future development and traffic demand.  


Key objective of the proposed Stonewell Road Upgrade project is to:  


• improve road safety and efficiency for for all road users, by resurface/reconstruct key sections 


of Stonewell Road and its sealed shoulders, upgrade intersections, improving road drainage, 


installation of hazard protection, traffic control devices, and directional signage.  


 


Currently, Stonewell Road has a narrow road width of 6.4m, poor pavement and road surface condition.  


Photo 1 and Photo 2 are examples of the existing road condition.  


 


Photo 1 Severe edge defect and extensive rutting on Stonewell Road  
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Photo 2 Poor road surface condition at the intersection of Stonewell Road & Keller Road  


 


Work Proposed: 


The current sealed width will be increased from 6.4m (average) to a total width of 9m that will include 


2 x 3.3m traffic lanes and 1.2m sealed shoulders on either side. 


Widening the shoulders will also provide a safer route for cyclists to travel on this road and provide a 


connection with the Seppeltsfield Road Bike Path that terminates at the intersection of Seppeltsfield 


Road and Stonewell Road. 


 


 


2(b).  Project suitability checklist for lgtap consideration 


 


1. If not covered in section 2(a) on the previous page, please outline justification and 
objectives of the project, including a description of the functions of the road and any 
existing problems. 


 


The project proposes to reduce the hazards to road users that travel on Stonewell Road. At present 


the road is relatively narrow with hazards within the clear zone of the vehicles. By widening the 


road, sealing the shoulders, and reducing and mitigating the roadside hazards the road will provide 


a safe alternative route to the between towns of Tanunda, Seppeltsfield, Greenock and Nuriootpa 


that are very popular tourist destinations. 


The road upgrade will provide a safer road environment for all road users by reducing the risk of 


head-on and side-swipe road incidents. 
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Due to the scenic landscape and nearby tourist destinations, this route is very popular among 


cyclists who also travel on this road.  However, there is insufficient width available to provide bike 


lanes due to terrain and vegetation; wider roadway and sealed shoulders would significantly 


improve the safety of cyclists. 


 


2. A map showing the location of the project has been included. 


Yes – refer Attachment B. 


 


3. If not considered in section 2(a) on the previous page, please describe the nature and 
extent of the project, highlighting the principal aspects and ensure that the application 
is submitted under one of the ‘fit for purpose’ categories of freight, tourism or 
community access. 


Stonewell Road is noted as a regionally significant tourism route and freight route, and Council’s 


traffic count data from March 2018 indicates that more than 1000 vehicles per day use this section 


of road which would indicate that it is also eligible to be a regionally significant community access 


route even though not currently noted as such on the regional transport plan. Refer Attachment C 


for a more detailed breakdown of the traffic count data. 


The Barossa is a popular tourist destination for international and domestic visitors, with the region 


contributing $6.3billion to the state’s economy through tourism related expenditure (Barossa 


continues to Boom, Bunyip 5 April 2017). Tourism expenditure and overnight visitors to the region 


increase every year, increasing an average of 6% over 10 years 2005-2015 (Tourism Research 


Australia, Austrade, 2018). This project is to ensure that that the road network that cater for the 


tourists that come to the area is of sufficient standard. 


Cycling tourism is a growing activity in the region, with bike paths leading through the Barossa all 


the way from Adelaide via the Stuart O’Grady and Jack Bobridge trails. 


Council and the State Government have also considered plans for the expansion of The Barossa 


Bike Network to linking it to the Clare Valley wine region via the popular Riesling and Rattler bike 


trails. In 2019, an off-road bike path has been recently constructed from the intersection of 


Seppeltsfield Road and Stonewell Road to the Intersection of Seppeltsfield Road and Stelzer Road. 


This project would deliver a much safer and better connected traffic/cycling route for local 


community and visitors, and it completes a loop route back to Tanunda from Greenock and 


Nuriootpa. The route once completed, would enhance cyclists’ experience and creating economic 


development opportunities and jobs for existing businesses and future investors in the Region. 
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4. Points at which the proposal interlinks with other regional, State or Federal plans or 
policies. 


 


Legatus Group 2030 Regional Transport Plan (Phase 1): 


Stonewell Road is highlighted as both tourism and freight routes of regional significance. 


Community Access is not currently indicated in this plan however due to the high vehicle traffic load 


on this road it will be sought to be added as a regionally significant route. 


 


South Australian Strategic Plan (2011):  


• The Vision: South Australia plans and delivers the right infrastructure.  


To ensure the success of our State well into the future, we need to plan infrastructure that 


is economically and socially efficient.  This will provide maximum return on investment and 


best value and benefit for our communities.  


• The Goal: South Australia’s transport network enables efficient movement by industry and the 


community.  


 


• Target 56: Strategic Infrastructure  


Ensure the provision of key economic and social infrastructure accommodates population 


growth. 


 


Strategic Infrastructure Plan for South Australia – Regional Overview (2005): 


• Concentrate resources on maintaining and improving existing assets rather than extending the 


network 


• Implement the strategic town bypass policy. 


 


  


2(b).  Project suitability checklist for lgtap consideration 


5. Has the proposal been developed in concert with other Councils or other bodies and a 
Council contribution promised? 


No - the project is completely contained within Light Regional Council. 


 


6.  If this is an ongoing SLRP project, please indicate when the project was previously 


funded under the SLRP and the status of that project. 


N/A 


 


Declaration: 
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1. This project has been identified as a priority within a Regional Transport Plan or Strategy 


and Council acknowledges that by signing below it agrees to make a financial contribution 


to this project. 


2. The project cost estimate shown on Page 1 of this application has been prepared in 


accordance with the principles contained within Australian Accounting Standard AASB116 


and is based upon an approved preliminary design for the proposed works. 


3. An Infrastructure and Asset Management Plan is in place which is based on affordable 


service levels and Council is committed, consistent with its Infrastructure and Asset 


Management Plan, to carry out maintenance, renewal and refurbishment of assets when 


appropriate to minimise whole-of-life costs.  


4. Council’s Long-Term Financial Plan clearly demonstrates that operating revenue in each 


year of the Plan at least matches operating expenses (including depreciation costs). 


 


Signed: . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . Date: 07/02/2020. . . . . .  


 Signature of Chief Executive Officer or Authorised Delegate 


 


Print Name: . .Richard Dodson. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 


 


 


Purpose/category and traffic factors 


(Refer to Section 1 of Guidelines) 


 


3(a).  Purpose/category  


(Please circle one or more regionally significant purposes for the road, as defined in the latest 


approved Regional Transport Plan/Strategy) 


Primary Purpose:  Freight / Tourism / Community Access 


Secondary Purpose 1: (if applicable) Freight / Tourism / Community Access 


Secondary Purpose 2: (if applicable) Freight / Tourism / Community Access 


(Please circle Yes or No for category of PRIMARY purpose chosen above) 


Freight  


PBS Classification L1 – Up to Single Articulated Yes        No 


PBS Classification L2 – B-Double Yes        No 


PBS Classification L3 – Double Road Train Yes        No 
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Tourism  


General Passenger Yes        No 


Commercial/Bus Yes        No 


Community Access  


General Passenger Yes        No 


Commercial/Bus Yes        No 


(Please circle where applicable) 


Built Environment Built Up          Non Built Up 


Surface Type Surfaced          Unsurfaced  


(Note – Proposed surface type, not existing) 


 


3(b).  Traffic factors  


(Please complete details for each box) 


Traffic Volume (AADT) – after upgrade > 2000 


Presence of Parking (Urban Only) Yes        No 


Heavy Vehicle Loading (ESA) 150 (daily) 


Number of Heavy Vehicles (per annum usage) 52,500 


Legislated Speed Environment  80 Km/hr 


Bicycle Route (Urban Only)     Yes        No 


“Fit for purpose” standards 


(Refer to Section 2 of Guidelines) 


 


4.  Standards   (Please complete details for each box) 


  Current Proposed after 


project 


completion 


 


Any Outstanding 


Fit for Purpose 


Gap? (please 


circle) 


Speed 


Environment 
Design Speed (km/hr) – Non Built 


Up Only 


80km/h 80km/h  


Avg Flow Speed (km/hr) – Built 


Up Surfaced Only 


(Off Peak) 


N/A   


Avg Flow (Peak) (km/hr) – Built 


Up Surfaced Only 


N/A   
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Dimensions Lane Width (no. lanes x width 


(m)) 


6.5m 


(2x3.25m) 


6.6m 


(2x3.3m) 


Yes     No 


Shoulder Width (m) – (overall (m) 


/ sealed section (m)) 


Max. 0.5m 


unsealed 


1.2m seal + 


1.0m unsealed 


Yes     No 


Overall Carriageway Width (m) Max. 7.5m 11.0m Yes     No 


Carriageway Width 


(Bridges/Culverts) (m) 


N/A  Yes     No 


Minimum Height Clearance (m) N/A  Yes     No 


Minimum Clear Zone (fill (m) / cut 


(m)) 


N/A  Yes     No 


Geometry Minimum Horizontal Curve 


Radius (m) 


N/A  Yes     No 


Maximum Vertical Grade (%) N/A  Yes     No 


Minimum Intersection Turning 


Radius (m) 


N/A  Yes     No 


Minimum Roundabout Radius 


(m) – if applicable 


N/A  Yes     No 


Strength/ 


Durability 
Subgrade CBR 3 3  


Pavement Thickness (mm) N/A N/A Yes     No 


Bridge/Culvert Mass Limit 


(tonnes) 


N/A N/A Yes     No 


Influencing factors 


(Refer to Section 5 of Guidelines) 


5(a) influencing factors – Does the road offer one or more regionally significant secondary 


purposes in addition to the primary purpose?  


(Refer Question 3(a) – Provide justification by reference to latest approved Regional Transport 


Plan / Strategy).  


 


1. Secondary Purpose 1 
Freight / Tourism / Community Access 


2. Secondary Purpose 2 
Freight / Tourism / Community Access 


 


5(b) Influencing factors – Regional Significance (Please circle Yes or No) 


 


1. Community Significance – Identified in Council’s latest 
Infrastructure Plan / Road Hierarchy as significant 


Yes        No 
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2. Regional Significance – Identified in the Regional Transport 
Plan / Strategy as significant 


Yes        No 


3. State Significance – Identified in “Future Directions – 
Optimising Our Transport Corridors”, DPTI, August 2012 as 
significant 


Yes        No 


 


5(c) Influencing factors – Economic  


(Please circle Yes or No) (Note – All Yes answers are to be justified with appropriately 


referenced supporting information)  


 


1.         Reduce delays and operating costs for heavy vehicles Yes        No 


2.         Provide direct access to major industrial developments etc Yes        No 


3.         Facilitate a higher classification of freight movements Yes        No 


4a.       Facilitate intermodal transport operations – Rail Yes        No 


4b.       Facilitate intermodal transport operations – Sea Yes        No 


4c.       Facilitate intermodal transport operations – Air Yes        No 


5.         Assist export of products by improving quality and reducing 


impacts of dust etc 


Yes        No 


6.         Provide direct access to new industrial precincts Yes        No 


7.         Benefit regional employment and sustain communities Yes        No 


8.         Assist attraction of economic investment to region Yes        No 


9.         Reduce the road maintenance effort Yes        No 


5(d)   Influencing factors – Access  


(Please circle Yes or No) (Note – All Yes answers are to be justified with appropriately 


referenced supporting information) 


1. Reduce traffic congestion 
Yes        No 


2. Link areas of particular land uses to strategic routes 
Yes        No 


3. Provide a higher standard alternative route 
Yes        No 


4. Complement the existing arterial road network 
Yes        No 


5. Provide improved access to key population centres 
Yes        No 


6. Ensure communities are not isolated by flooding 
Yes        No 


7. Act as collector road for local traffic and heavy traffic 
Yes        No 


8. Provide all weather access 
Yes        No 
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9a.         Provide access to other types of transport – Bus Yes         No 


9b.         Provide access to other types of transport – Rail Yes        No 


9c.         Provide access to other types of transport – Air Yes        No 


 


5(e)  Influencing factors – Safety  


(Please circle Yes or No) (Note – All Yes answers are to be justified with appropriately 


referenced supporting information) 


 


 


 


1. Reduce conflicts between tourist, freight and commuter traffic 
Yes        No 


2. Contribute to safer travel and reduce accidents 
Yes        No 


3. Provide safe overtaking opportunities and reduce frustration 
and fatigue 


Yes        No 


4. Reduce exposure to travel risk 
Yes        No 


5. Provide access for school buses 
Yes        No 


6. Provide access for emergency services 
Yes        No 


7. Remove traffic from city/town areas 
Yes        No 


8. Reduce road roughness and potential dust hazards 
Yes        No 


9. Reduce the impact of roadside hazards 


 
Yes        No 


 


 


 


5(f)  Influencing factors – Environmental  


(Please circle Yes or No) (Note – All Yes answers are to be justified with appropriately 


referenced supporting information) 


 


1a.       Reduce environmental pollution – air Yes        No 


1b.       Reduce environmental pollution – noise Yes        No 


1c.       Reduce environmental pollution – water Yes        No 


2.         Minimise impact of heavy vehicles on local community Yes        No 


3.      Reduce reliance on road transport and encourage other forms 


of transport 


Yes        No 
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Supporting documents 


5(c) Influencing factors – Economic 


 


• There are some major local employers including primary industry(grapes) and other businesses 


like restaurants, wineries and Barossa Balloon Adventure that directly or indirectly access from 


Stonewell Road. 


• With the significant increase of wine export, local businesses are either directly or indirectly linking 


to the wine industry, it is likely to be more investment made within this area. 


• Currently this section of the road requires significant maintenance as a result of poor pavement 


and road surface condition. The proposed work will significantly reduce the maintenance cost. 


5(d) Influencing factors – Access  


• Stonewell road links A20 Sturt Highway and Seppeltsfield Road in Barossa region which provides 


access from Seppeltsfield and Marananga to major centres in the region like Nuriootpa and 


Tanunda. 


• Stonewell Road is a key collector road in this region. This road provides heavy vehicle access 


and support to local and regional businesses. 


• Stonewell Road will be spray sealed and provide all weather access.  


5(e)  Influencing factors – Safety  


• New linemarking and signage will be placed to reduce conflicts between tourists, freight and 


commuter traffic.  


• The upgrade of Stonewell Road will provide a safer environment for heavy vehicles, tourist 


vehicles and cyclists to interact with safer and compliant road alignment, surface and pavement 


standards which result in safer travel and reduce accidents. 


• This upgrade will provide a safer route via the improved road alignment, upgrade of the pavement 


and renewal of the surface to reduce the risk exposure to tourists, local passengers’ vehicles and 


heavy vehicles using this road. 


 


5(f)  Influencing factors – Environmental  


• Upgrading the Stonewell Road will provide safer environment for cyclist. As a result, more local 


residents will tend to use bicycle instead of using car which can result in less noise pollution.   


• Upgrading the Stonewell Road will reduce reliance on road transport and encourage cycling in 


this route.  
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Local Government Transport Advisory Panel 


Funding application 


Special local roads program 2020-21 


 


(Please complete this form using the guidelines available at 


http://www.lga.sa.gov.au/page.aspx?u=6728)   


 


1.  Project summary (please complete all details in this box) 


 


Regional LGA or MLGG Legatus  


Council Light Regional Council 


Contact Name Richard Dodson 


Contact Email rdodson@light.sa.gov.au 


Road Name (& Suburb) Turretfield Road, Rosedale 


Timeframe (Continuing Project 
or New Project) 


New Project – to be completed by 30 June 2021 


 


 2020-21 


Application 


Project 


Total 


Estimated Cost ($) $850,740 $850,740 


Length of Road (Km) 3.15km 3.15km 


% Gap Closed 


(Refer to Section 3 of Guidelines) 


N/A N/A 


Amount Sought ($) $567,160 $567,160 


Council Contribution ($) $283,580 $283,580 


Refer Attachment A for detailed cost estimate 


 


 



http://www.lga.sa.gov.au/page.aspx?u=6728

mailto:rdodson@light.sa.gov.au
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2(a).  Description of works to be undertaken 


 


Work Location:  


Turretfield Road is located just north of the Rosedale and provide a direct link between Gomersal Road 


and the Sturt Highway to the Roseworthy, Gawler, Tanunda and Seppeltsfield. A location map is 


provided in Figure 1, and a detailed map is provided as Attachment B. 


The section of roads to be treated is Turretfield Road from Gomersal Road to Rosedale Road(3.15km);  


 


Figure 1 Location of Turretfield Road 


 


Problem Being Addressed: 


The Southern Barossa region is currently only accessible for traffic coming from Adelaide via either 


Sturt Highway or Barossa Valley Way. 


The Sturt Highway route is through the northern Barossa Township, then travelling via either Nuriootpa 


or Tanunda (via Gomersal Road). This route is considered as convoluted with significantly increased 


travel distance and time.   


The route via Main North Road is through the local road network of Town of Gawler, which is often 


congested due to limited traffic capacity and lead to increasing number of road crash along this route.   


Both of these routes have caused significant advers impact on accessibility and road safety in the 


region, as well as affecting freight productivity and economic development in the surrounding area. 


Turretfield Road is currently carrying an average of 300 vpd with approximately 8% heavy vehicles, 


which is considered as a local freight and commuter traffic route. 
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The proposed upgrade of Turretfield Road will provide a safer and direct road connection into the heart 


of the Southern Barossa Region and Eastern Gawler via Gomersal Road, which significantly reduces 


travel time for local commuter, freight and tourists in the area. 


Turretfield Road is under the care of Light Regional Council, Part of Rosedale Road (Between 


Turretfeild Road and Rosedale Bridge) is under the care of Light Regional Council, Rosedale Road 


(between Rosedale Bridge and Barossa Valley Way) is under The Barossa Council and Gomersal 


Road is under the care of the DPTI. 


In accordance with the Legatus Group 2030 Regional Transport Plan, Lyndoch Road is a: 


• Regionally Significant Freight Route 


• Secondary Tourist Route 


 


Work Proposed: 


This project will upgrade Turretfield Road for its full length of 3.15 kilometres to a level of service 


sufficient to accommodate its designated freight and tourism level of service requirements. 


Turretfield Road is currently an unsealed compacted rubble road with nominal total 6 metre 


carriageway width plus nominal 0.5 metre unsealed shoulder each side. 


The planned upgrade work will increase the total road formation width to 9.6 metres - with 3.3 metre 


sealed carriageway lane plus 1.0 metre sealed shoulder and 0.5 metre unsealed shoulder in both 


directions. 


Road pavements will be strengthened with stabilisation of 150mm existing pavement and construction 


of a nominal 150mm compacted rubble overlay to accommodate heavy vehicles up to Level 2A PBS 


with a 2 coats spray seal pavement wearing course. 


There is a location where the site condition may not allow widening of the road including bridges, 


embankment cuttings or steep slopes, and vegetation. These hazards will be mitigated through various 


means most appropriate to the conditions. Safety barriers are proposed at the location with the steep 


drop-off in the clear zone. 


The existing unsealed road surface is currently creating a number of environmental and maintenance 


issues, including air pollution and a high degree of dust nuisance for local community, which requires 


regular maintenance grading by the Council.  The upgrade project will significantly minises the dust 


and air pollution currently experiencing by the residents. 


 


 


2(b).  Project suitability checklist for lgtap consideration 


 


1. If not covered in section 2(a) on the previous page, please outline justification and 
objectives of the project, including a description of the functions of the road and any 
existing problems. 
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With the proposed upgrade of Turretfield Road, including road widening  and road safety 


improvement, it is expected that the traffic volumes will be increased significantly for freight, tourism, 


local and regional movements. As a result, the project would generate significant economic 


development and deliver road safety outcome to the wider Barossa Region. 


Currently, the road surface is considered very poor due to high number of heavy vehicle movements 


and poor pavement materials. There are various roadside hazards located within the clear zone, 


such as large trees and sharp drop offs. The project proposes to install appropriate traffic control 


devices and roadside barriers to improve delineation and protect road users, as well as remove 


roadside hazards along Turretfield Road where required. It will provide an direct and strategic route 


for local residents and visitors travelling between Tanunda, Seppeltsfield, Lyndoch, Rosedale and 


Gawler, which are popular tourist destinations and economic hubs in the region. 


The road upgrade will also provide a safer road environment for all road users with significantly 


reducing the risk of head-on and side-swipe road incidents. 


 


2. A map showing the location of the project has been included. 


Yes – refer Attachment B. 


 


3. If not considered in section 2(a) on the previous page, please describe the nature and 
extent of the project, highlighting the principal aspects and ensure that the application 
is submitted under one of the ‘fit for purpose’ categories of freight, tourism or 
community access. 


See 2(a) above. 


 


4. Points at which the proposal interlinks with other regional, State or Federal plans or 
policies. 


 


The Turretfield Road upgrade will provide a notable strategic link to existing State and Federal 


transport routes.  Significant freight and tourism generated vehicles will be able to safely connect 


between Sturt Highway (via Gomersal Road) direct to Barossa Valley Way and the important 


Southern Barossa region, Gawler, Murray Bridge and Victoria. 


 


2(b).  Project suitability checklist for lgtap consideration 


5. Has the proposal been developed in concert with other Councils or other bodies and a 
Council contribution promised? 


No - the project is completely contained within Light Regional Council. 
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6.  If this is an ongoing SLRP project, please indicate when the project was previously 


funded under the SLRP and the status of that project. 


N/A 


 


Declaration: 


1. This project has been identified as a priority within a Regional Transport Plan or Strategy 


and Council acknowledges that by signing below it agrees to make a financial contribution 


to this project. 


2. The project cost estimate shown on Page 1 of this application has been prepared in 


accordance with the principles contained within Australian Accounting Standard AASB116 


and is based upon an approved preliminary design for the proposed works. 


3. An Infrastructure and Asset Management Plan is in place which is based on affordable 


service levels and Council is committed, consistent with its Infrastructure and Asset 


Management Plan, to carry out maintenance, renewal and refurbishment of assets when 


appropriate to minimise whole-of-life costs.  


4. Council’s Long-Term Financial Plan clearly demonstrates that operating revenue in each 


year of the Plan at least matches operating expenses (including depreciation costs). 


 


Signed: . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . Date: 07/02/2020. . . . . .  


 Signature of Chief Executive Officer or Authorised Delegate 


 


Print Name: . .Richard Dodson. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 


 


 


Purpose/category and traffic factors 


(Refer to Section 1 of Guidelines) 


3(a).  Purpose/category  


(Please circle one or more regionally significant purposes for the road, as defined in the latest 


approved Regional Transport Plan/Strategy) 


Primary Purpose:  Freight / Tourism / Community Access 


Secondary Purpose 1: (if applicable) Freight / Tourism / Community Access 


Secondary Purpose 2: (if applicable) Freight / Tourism / Community Access 
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(Please circle Yes or No for category of PRIMARY purpose chosen above) 


Freight  


PBS Classification L1 – Up to Single Articulated Yes        No 


PBS Classification L2 – B-Double Yes        No 


PBS Classification L3 – Double Road Train Yes        No 


Tourism  


General Passenger Yes        No 


Commercial/Bus Yes        No 


Community Access  


General Passenger Yes        No 


Commercial/Bus Yes        No 


(Please circle where applicable) 


Built Environment Built Up          Non Built Up 


Surface Type Surfaced          Unsurfaced  


Existing surface - unsealed rubble surface 


Proposed surface - two coat bituminous 


spray seal. 


(Note – Proposed surface type, not existing) 


 


3(b).  Traffic factors  


(Please complete details for each box) 


Traffic Volume (AADT) – after upgrade 700 ypd 


Presence of Parking (Urban Only) Yes        No 


Heavy Vehicle Loading (ESA) 60 


Number of Heavy Vehicles (per annum usage) 21,900 


Legislated Speed Environment  100Km/hr  


Bicycle Route (Urban Only)     Yes        No 


“Fit for purpose” standards 


(Refer to Section 2 of Guidelines) 


4.  Standards   (Please complete details for each box) 


  Current Proposed after 


project 


completion 


 


Any Outstanding 


Fit for Purpose 


Gap? (please 


circle) 
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Speed 


Environment 
Design Speed (km/hr) – Non Built 


Up Only 


100km/h 100km/h  


Avg Flow Speed (km/hr) – Built 


Up Surfaced Only 


(Off Peak) 


N/A   


Avg Flow (Peak) (km/hr) – Built 


Up Surfaced Only 


N/A   


Dimensions Lane Width (no. lanes x width 


(m)) 


2 x 3.0m 2 x 3.3m Yes     No 


Shoulder Width (m) – (overall (m) 


/ sealed section (m)) 


1m nominal 


 


Total 1.5m 


Sealed 1.0m 


Unsealed 0.5m 


Yes     No 


Overall Carriageway Width (m) 8m nominal 


 


9.6m Yes     No 


Carriageway Width 


(Bridges/Culverts) (m) 


8m 9.6m Yes     No 


Minimum Height Clearance (m) 4.6m 4.6m Yes     No 


Minimum Clear Zone (fill (m) / cut 


(m)) 


2m nominal 3m Yes     No 


Geometry Minimum Horizontal Curve 


Radius (m) 


N/A  Yes     No 


Maximum Vertical Grade (%) N/A  Yes     No 


Minimum Intersection Turning 


Radius (m) 


N/A  Yes     No 


Minimum Roundabout Radius 


(m) – if applicable 


N/A  Yes     No 


Strength/ 


Durability 
Subgrade CBR N/A TBC  


Pavement Thickness (mm) N/A TBC Yes     No 


Bridge/Culvert Mass Limit 


(tonnes) 


N/A TBC Yes     No 


Influencing factors 


(Refer to Section 5 of Guidelines) 


5(a) influencing factors – Does the road offer one or more regionally significant secondary 


purposes in addition to the primary purpose?  
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(Refer Question 3(a) – Provide justification by reference to latest approved Regional Transport 


Plan / Strategy).  


 


1. Secondary Purpose 1 
Freight / Tourism / Community Access 


2. Secondary Purpose 2 
Freight / Tourism / Community Access 


 


5(b) Influencing factors – Regional Significance (Please circle Yes or No) 


 


1. Community Significance – Identified in Council’s latest 
Infrastructure Plan / Road Hierarchy as significant 


Yes        No 


2. Regional Significance – Identified in the Regional Transport 
Plan / Strategy as significant 


Yes        No 


3. State Significance – Identified in “Future Directions – 
Optimising Our Transport Corridors”, DPTI, August 2012 as 
significant 


Yes        No 


 


5(c) Influencing factors – Economic  


(Please circle Yes or No) (Note – All Yes answers are to be justified with appropriately 


referenced supporting information)  


 


1.         Reduce delays and operating costs for heavy vehicles Yes        No 


2.         Provide direct access to major industrial developments etc Yes        No 


3.         Facilitate a higher classification of freight movements Yes        No 


4a.       Facilitate intermodal transport operations – Rail Yes        No 


4b.       Facilitate intermodal transport operations – Sea Yes        No 


4c.       Facilitate intermodal transport operations – Air Yes        No 


5.         Assist export of products by improving quality and reducing 


impacts of dust etc 


Yes        No 


6.         Provide direct access to new industrial precincts Yes        No 


7.         Benefit regional employment and sustain communities Yes        No 


8.         Assist attraction of economic investment to region Yes        No 


9.         Reduce the road maintenance effort Yes        No 


5(d)   Influencing factors – Access  


(Please circle Yes or No) (Note – All Yes answers are to be justified with appropriately 


referenced supporting information) 
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1. Reduce traffic congestion 
Yes        No 


2. Link areas of particular land uses to strategic routes 
Yes        No 


3. Provide a higher standard alternative route 
Yes        No 


4. Complement the existing arterial road network 
Yes        No 


5. Provide improved access to key population centres 
Yes        No 


6. Ensure communities are not isolated by flooding 
Yes        No 


7. Act as collector road for local traffic and heavy traffic 
Yes        No 


8. Provide all weather access 
Yes        No 


9a.         Provide access to other types of transport – Bus Yes        No 


9b.         Provide access to other types of transport – Rail Yes        No 


9c.         Provide access to other types of transport – Air Yes        No 


 


5(e)  Influencing factors – Safety  


(Please circle Yes or No) (Note – All Yes answers are to be justified with appropriately 


referenced supporting information) 


 


1. Reduce conflicts between tourist, freight and commuter traffic 
Yes        No 


2. Contribute to safer travel and reduce accidents 
Yes        No 


3. Provide safe overtaking opportunities and reduce frustration 
and fatigue 


Yes        No 


4. Reduce exposure to travel risk 
Yes        No 


5. Provide access for school buses 
Yes        No 


6. Provide access for emergency services 
Yes        No 


7. Remove traffic from city/town areas 
Yes        No 


8. Reduce road roughness and potential dust hazards 
Yes        No 


9. Reduce the impact of roadside hazards 


 
Yes        No 


 


5(f)  Influencing factors – Environmental  


(Please circle Yes or No) (Note – All Yes answers are to be justified with appropriately 


referenced supporting information) 


 


1a.       Reduce environmental pollution – air Yes        No 
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1b.       Reduce environmental pollution – noise Yes        No 


1c.       Reduce environmental pollution – water Yes        No 


2.         Minimise impact of heavy vehicles on local community Yes        No 


3.      Reduce reliance on road transport and encourage other forms 


of transport 


Yes        No 


Supporting documents 


5(c) Influencing factors – Economic 


• Upon completion of the route the gazetting of the link to a minimum PBS Level 2A standard will 


be sought from DPTI 


• This link will also reduce travel times for freight accessing from farming precincts to the abattoirs 


at Murray Bridge and Lobethal. 


5(d) Influencing factors – Access  


• Turretfield Road is a key regional route linking the village of Seppeltsfield (and further north) with 


Rosedale and southern Lyndoch.  As Seppeltsfield is one the Barossa’s major tourist destinations 


into the future and linking this directly with Gawler, Lyndoch and the Adelaide Hills, which  


significant reduces travel distance and times for road users. 


• The upgrade of this section of the road will provide a better and safer route for Rosedale residents 


to access the major arterial road network such as Gomersal Road, Main North Road, Northern 


Expressway, Horrocks Highway, Sturt Highway etc. 


• The existing unsealed road deteriorates at a rapid rate due to the high traffic volumes and 


increasing heavy vehicle movements on Turretfield Road.  The proposed upgrade will deliver a 


much improve all weather access by residents, tourists and businesses. 


• Tourists who currently rent hired vehicles are often facing clauses in their car rental agreements 


preventing them from travelling unsealed roads.  The sealing of the road will provide tourists a 


safe and convenient route to access to the region. 


5(e)  Influencing factors – Safety  


• The sealed surface will ensure that unfamiliar road users will all travel at similar speeds with those 


less drivers who have not driven on unsealed roads likely to appreciate a sealed surface. 


• Many unsealed roads will see people driving at different speeds.  However, it is understood that 


drivers are unlikely to overtake slow moving vehicles as they do not wish to taking risk due to poor 


pavement condition and damaging their vehicles by throwing up stones.  A sealed road with wider 


shoulder and sightline will provide safe opportunities for drivers wish to overtake slower vehicles 


such as farm machineries. 


• The sealed road will also allow an extension of the school bus service to Turretfield Road and 


setting up bus stops on the widened road shoulder, which only operates along Gomersal Road 


and Lyndoch at present. 


• A sealed road will reduce response times and provide a safer all weather surface for emergency 


services such as the Lyndoch CFS to quickly access to Gomersal Road and surrounding area. 


5(f)  Influencing factors – Environmental  
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• Feedback from the local community suggested that the existing air quality issue, such as dust 


generating from passing vehicles that emanate from Turretfield Road is affecting their quality of 


life and health.  The road upgrade should significantly reduce the dust and improve overall air 


quality in the area. 


• The unsealed road creates a lot of noise with suspension noise and the rattling of stock crates or 


tipper trucks creating the biggest disturbance.  The smoother sealed surface will still create some 


friction with tyres but will be at a level that is significantly quieter than what a variable unsealed 


road is 


• The increase to water quality will be a notable improvement as all runoff from the road surface 


will from a sealed surface and not an unsealed one.  The work will also involve scour 


protection/soli stabilisation around culverts and main drainage paths 
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Local Government Transport Advisory Panel 
Funding application 


Special local roads program 2019-20 
 


(Please complete this form using the guidelines available at 
http://www.lga.sa.gov.au/page.aspx?u=6728)   
 


1.  Project summary (please complete all details in this box) 
 


Regional LGA or MLGG Legatus Group 


Council Wakefield Regional Council 


Contact Name Leon Kruger 


Contact Email admin@wrc.sa.gov.au 


Road Name (& Suburb) Koolunga Road, Brinkworth 


Timeframe (Continuing Project 
or New Project) 


New Project 


 
 2019-20 


Application 
Project 
Total 


Estimated Cost  ($) $1,785,000 $1,785,000 


Length of Road (Km) 5.1 5.1 


% Gap Closed 
(Refer to Section 3 of Guidelines) 


100% N/A 


Amount Sought  ($) $892,500 $892,500 


Council Contribution  ($) $892,500 (20% Council, 
30% R2R) 


$892,500 


 
 



http://www.lga.sa.gov.au/page.aspx?u=6728

mailto:admin@wrc.sa.gov.au
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2(a).  Description of works to be undertaken 


 


Work Location:  


The project involves reconstruction and resealing of 5.1km of Koolunga Road from 1.3km south of 
Mallee Corner Road (Brinkworth 50km speed sign) to Boucat Road, north of the Brinkworth 
township. 


Problem Being Addressed: 


This stretch of road has deteriorated extensively over time due to its age and traffic use, with the 
condition further exacerbated by a leaking SA Water main running under the road. Patchwork and 
repairs are no longer making a significant difference to the road surface. The road base is also 
constantly wet and this reduces the effectiveness of surface repairs. Koolunga Road is a main 
thoroughfare into Brinkworth from the north with a 100km/h speed limit and is also a road train 
route. 


The current condition of this section of Koolunga Road is very poor and presents a hazard for 
motorists due to the unevenness of the surface and potholes. 


Work Proposed: 


The project involves reconstruction and resealing of 5.1km of Koolunga Road from 1.3km south of 
Mallee Corner Road to Boucat Road due to failing pavement and road base. 


 


2(b).  Project suitability checklist for LGTAP consideration 


 
1. If not covered in section 2(a) on the previous page, please outline justification and 


objectives of the project, including a description of the functions of the road and any 
existing problems. 
N/A 


2. A map showing the location of the project has been included. 
Yes 


3. If not considered in section 2(a) on the previous page, please describe the nature and 
extent of the project, highlighting the principal aspects and ensure that the 
application is submitted under one of the ‘fit for purpose’ categories of freight, 
tourism or community access. 
Koolunga Road is important for both freight and community access in the area. 


4. Points at which the proposal interlinks with other regional, State or Federal plans or 
policies. 
N/A 
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2(b).  Project suitability checklist for LGTAP consideration 


 
5. Has the proposal been developed in concert with other Councils or other bodies and 


a Council contribution promised? 
No 


6.  If this is an ongoing SLRP project, please indicate when the project was previously 
funded under the SLRP and the status of that project. 


N/A 


7.     How does your project deal with road safety issues in line with the “statement of 
expectations” issued by the Federal Government?   


The current condition of Koolunga Road is hazardous to all road users due to the failing 
surface and presence of potholes. This road has a speed limit of 100km/h. 


Declaration: 


1. This project has been identified as a priority within a Regional Transport Plan or Strategy 
and Council acknowledges that by signing below it agrees to make a financial contribution 
to this project. 


2. The project cost estimate shown on Page 1 of this application has been prepared in 
accordance with the principles contained within Australian Accounting Standard AASB116 
and is based upon an approved preliminary design for the proposed works. 


3. An Infrastructure and Asset Management Plan is in place which is based on affordable 
service levels and Council is committed, consistent with its Infrastructure and Asset 
Management Plan, to carry out maintenance, renewal and refurbishment of assets when 
appropriate to minimise whole-of-life costs.  


4. Council’s Long Term Financial Plan clearly demonstrates that operating revenue in each 
year of the Plan at least matches operating expenses (including depreciation costs). 


 


Signed: . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . Date: . . . . /. . . . . / . . . . . . .  


 Signature of Chief Executive Officer or Authorised Delegate 


 


Print Name: . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 
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Purpose/category and traffic factors 
(Refer to Section 1 of Guidelines) 


 


3(a).  Purpose/category  


(Please circle one or more regionally significant purposes for the road, as defined in the latest 
approved Regional Transport Plan/Strategy) 


Primary Purpose:  Freight / Tourism / Community Access 


Secondary Purpose 1: (if applicable) Freight / Tourism / Community Access 


Secondary Purpose 2: (if applicable) Freight / Tourism / Community Access 


(Please circle Yes or No for category of PRIMARY purpose chosen above) 
Freight  
PBS Classification L1 – Up to Single Articulated Yes        No 
PBS Classification L2 – B-Double Yes        No 
PBS Classification L3 – Double Road Train Yes        No 


Tourism  
General Passenger Yes        No 
Commercial/Bus Yes        No 


Community Access  
General Passenger Yes        No 
Commercial/Bus Yes        No 


(Please circle where applicable) 
Built Environment Built Up          Non Built Up 
Surface Type Surfaced          Unsurfaced  


(Note – Proposed surface type, not existing) 


 


3(b).  Traffic factors  


(Please complete details for each box) 
Traffic Volume (AADT) – after upgrade  
Presence of Parking (Urban Only) No 
Heavy Vehicle Loading (ESA)  
Number of Heavy Vehicles (per annum usage)  
Legislated Speed Environment  100 km/hr 
Bicycle Route (Urban Only)     No 
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“Fit for purpose” standards 
(Refer to Section 2 of Guidelines) 
 


4.  Standards   (Please complete details for each box) 


  Current Proposed after 
project 


completion 


 


Any Outstanding 
Fit for Purpose 
Gap? (please 


circle) 


Speed 
Environment 


Design Speed (km/hr) – Non 
Built Up Only 


100 km/h 100 km/h  


Avg Flow Speed (km/hr) – Built 
Up Surfaced Only 


(Off Peak) 


100 km/h 100 km/h  


Avg Flow (Peak) (km/hr) – Built 
Up Surfaced Only 


N/A N/A  


Dimensions Lane Width (no. lanes x width 
(m)) 


  Yes     No 


Shoulder Width (m) – (overall 
(m) / sealed section (m)) 


  Yes     No 


Overall Carriageway Width (m)   Yes     No 


Carriageway Width 
(Bridges/Culverts) (m) 


  Yes     No 


Minimum Height Clearance (m)   Yes     No 


Minimum Clear Zone (fill (m) / 
cut (m)) 


  Yes     No 


Geometry Minimum Horizontal Curve 
Radius (m) 


  Yes     No 


Maximum Vertical Grade (%)   Yes     No 


Minimum Intersection Turning 
Radius (m) 


  Yes     No 


Minimum Roundabout Radius 
(m) – if applicable 


  Yes     No 


Strength/ 
Durability 


Subgrade CBR    


Pavement Thickness (mm)   Yes     No 


Bridge/Culvert Mass Limit 
(tonnes) 


  Yes     No 
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Influencing factors 
(Refer to Section 5 of Guidelines) 


5(a) influencing factors – Does the road offer one or more regionally significant secondary 
purposes in addition to the primary purpose?  


(Refer Question 3(a) – Provide justification by reference to latest approved Regional Transport 
Plan / Strategy).  


 
1. Secondary Purpose 1 Freight / Tourism / Community Access 
2. Secondary Purpose 2 Freight / Tourism / Community Access 


 
5(b) Influencing factors – Regional Significance (Please circle Yes or No) 
 
1. Community Significance – Identified in Council’s latest 


Infrastructure Plan / Road Hierarchy as significant Yes        No 


2. Regional Significance – Identified in the Regional Transport 
Plan / Strategy as significant Yes        No 


3. State Significance – Identified in “A Functional Hierarchy for 
South Australia’s Land Transport Network” DPTI, June 2013 
as significant: https://www.sa.gov.au/topics/driving-and-
transport/roads-and-traffic/road-responsibilities  


Yes        No 


5(c) Influencing factors – Economic  


(Please circle Yes or No) (Note – All Yes answers are to be justified with 
appropriately referenced supporting information)  


1.         Reduce delays and operating costs for heavy vehicles Yes        No 


2.         Provide direct access to major industrial developments etc Yes        No 


3.         Facilitate a higher classification of freight movements Yes        No 


4a.       Facilitate intermodal transport operations – Rail Yes        No 


4b.       Facilitate intermodal transport operations – Sea Yes        No 


4c.       Facilitate intermodal transport operations – Air Yes        No 


5.         Assist export of products by improving quality and reducing 
impacts of dust etc 


Yes        No 


6.         Provide direct access to new industrial precincts Yes        No 


7.         Benefit regional employment and sustain communities Yes        No 


8.         Assist attraction of economic investment to region Yes        No 


9.         Reduce the road maintenance effort Yes        No 
  



https://www.sa.gov.au/topics/driving-and-transport/roads-and-traffic/road-responsibilities

https://www.sa.gov.au/topics/driving-and-transport/roads-and-traffic/road-responsibilities
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5(d)   Influencing factors – Access 


(Please circle Yes or No) (Note – All Yes answers are to be justified with appropriately 
referenced supporting information) 


1. Reduce traffic congestion Yes        No 
2. Link areas of particular land uses to strategic routes Yes        No 
3. Provide a higher standard alternative route Yes        No 
4. Complement the existing arterial road network Yes        No 
5. Provide improved access to key population centres Yes        No 
6. Ensure communities are not isolated by flooding Yes        No 
7. Act as collector road for local traffic and heavy traffic Yes        No 
8. Provide all weather access Yes        No 


9a.         Provide access to other types of transport - Bus Yes        No 


9b.         Provide access to other types of transport – Rail Yes        No 


9c.         Provide access to other types of transport – Air Yes        No 


 


5(e)  Influencing factors – Safety 


(Please circle Yes or No) (Note – All Yes answers are to be justified with appropriately 
referenced supporting information) 


1. Reduce conflicts between tourist freight and commuter 
traffic Yes        No 


2. Contribute to safer travel and reduce accidents Yes        No 
3. Provide safe overtaking opportunities and reduce frustration 


and fatigue Yes        No 


4. Reduce exposure to travel risk Yes        No 
5. Provide access for school buses Yes        No 
6. Provide access for emergency services Yes        No 
7. Remove traffic from city/town areas Yes        No 
8. Reduce road roughness and potential dust hazards Yes        No 
9. Reduce the impact of roadside hazards 


 
Yes        No 
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5(f)  Influencing factors – Environmental 


(Please circle Yes or No) (Note – All Yes answers are to be justified with appropriately 
referenced supporting information) 


 


1a.       Reduce environmental pollution – air Yes        No 


1b.       Reduce environmental pollution – noise Yes        No 


1c.       Reduce environmental pollution – water Yes        No 


2.         Minimise impact of heavy vehicles on local community Yes        No 


3.         Reduce reliance on road transport and encourage other 
forms of transport 


Yes        No 
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Local Government Transport Advisory Panel 
Funding application 


Special local roads program 2020-21 


(Please complete this form using the guidelines available at 
http://www.lga.sa.gov.au/page.aspx?u=6728)   


1. Project summary


Regional LGA or MLGG Regional Local Government Association 


Council Clare & Gilbert Valleys Council 


Contact Name Ken Dolan 


Contact Email kdolan@cgvc.sa.gov.au 


Road Name (& Suburb) Main Road 45 – (Waterloo) 


Timeframe (Continuing Project 
or New Project) 


Project commenced in 2019/2020, continuing Project: Year 2 
of a 3-year project. 


Previous Years Supporting information for the costs of the previous year this 
project has been funded through the Special Local Roads 
Program (income and expenses) is attached. 


2020-21 
Application 


Project 
Total 


Estimated Cost  ($) $600,000   $1,920,000 


Length of Road (Km) 1.84 km 6.383 km 


% Gap Closed 
(Refer to Section 3 of Guidelines) 


100% N/A 


Amount Sought  ($) $300,000 $960,000 


Council Contribution  ($) $300,000 $960,000 



http://www.lga.sa.gov.au/page.aspx?u=6728
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2(a).  Description of works to be undertaken 


Work Location: 


Main Road 45 runs in a north/south direction. This section of unsealed road is between the 
intersections of Waterloo Rd and Steelton Road in Waterloo. The road section under this proposed 
project is 6.4km in total.  


The stage 1 work included a section from Steelton Road to Panchapoo Road. 


The stage 2 proposed works includes a section from Carlesruh Road to Waterloo Road. 


Stage 3 proposed works includes the section from Panchapoo Road to Carlesruh Road. 


Problem Being Addressed: 


An unsealed road gap currently exists on Main Road 45; the remainder of Main Road 45 from 
Marrabel to the above section has a two-coat spray seal-wearing course allowing safe driving 
conditions.  


The road is a critical freight route vital to the area with large amounts of interaction between heavy 
and commuter vehicles. Main Road 45 has an AADT estimated daily traffic count of 134 vehicles 
per day with approx. 18% of these vehicles coming under a classification of being heavy vehicles. 


This unsealed section suffers from constant rutting and undulation making this section uninformed 
and inconsistent with the remainder of the road surface.  


Main Road 45 is a 100km hour zone. 


This route has been identified under 2030 Regional Transport Plan Road Deficiency Action Plan 1 
developed by consultant HDS under the Legatus Group for Clare Gilbert Valleys Council in 2019. 
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Work Proposed: 


The stage 1 works completed in 2019 included the upgrade and sealing of a 2.3km section of Main 
Road 45. 


The stage 2 proposed works for FY20/21 includes the upgrade and sealing of 1.84km section of 
Main Road 45 pavement suitable for heavy vehicle loadings including a two-coat spray seal 
application with a 7mm and 14m aggregate. 


The stage 3 proposed works to will complete the 6.4kms of upgrade and will include remediation to 
stormwater infrastructure under the road. 


The current unsealed road pavement will be increased from 200mm to 350mm thickness for the 
spray seal application that will become fit for purpose of heavy vehicle use, it is expected by CGVC 
that heavy vehicle traffic counts will increase as a result of these proposed works. 


2(b).  Project suitability checklist for LGTAP consideration 


1. If not covered in section 2(a) on the previous page, please outline justification and
objectives of the project, including a description of the functions of the road and any
existing problems.


CGVC is seeking Special Local Roads Funding for Stage 2 of pavement reconstruction and spray 
sealing of Main Road 45 closing the current gap of sealed road network that exists improving traffic 
movements and conditions. 


2. A map showing the location of the project has been included.
Yes
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3. If not considered in section 2(a) on the previous page, please describe the nature and
extent of the project, highlighting the principal aspects and ensure that the application
is submitted under one of the ‘fit for purpose’ categories of freight, tourism or
community access.







LGA of SA ECM XXXXX  < File Name >  Page 5 of 17 


This Main Road 45 project and end result will enable an improved ‘fit for purpose’ asset positioned 
under the freight category. 


4. Points at which the proposal interlinks with other regional, State or Federal plans or
policies.


2030 Regional Transport Plan Road Deficiency Action Plan developed by consultant HDS under the 
LEGATUS group for Clare Gilbert Valleys Council. 


2(b).  Project suitability checklist for LGTAP consideration 
5. Has the proposal been developed in concert with other Councils or other bodies and


a Council contribution promised?
Yes 


Stage 2 of Main Road 45 has been highlighted in the 2020/21 Draft Annual Budget plan for CGVC 
resulting from recently updated and presented Asset Management Plans for Transportation to our 
Elected Members. 


Also Main Road 45 is listed under the 2030 Regional Transport Plan Road Deficiency Action Plan. 


6. If this is an ongoing SLRP project, please indicate when the project was previously
funded under the SLRP and the status of that project.


Yes – Stage 2 of a 3 year program commencing in FY2019/20 


7. How does your project deal with road safety issues in line with the “statement of
expectations” issued by the Federal Government?


  Under The Hon Darren Chester MP,  7 November 2017 R2R Statement of Expectations, The 
Federal Government via their funding contributions nationwide on supporting safety, 
economic and social outcomes aim to reduce fatal and serious injury crashes by at least 30% 
between 2011 and 2020.  


  Clare Gilbert Valleys Council selected this Main Road 45 project due to the high likelihood 
that without this required upgrading via improved design, resealing and spray sealing of the 
road surface that the rate of road crashes and serious injury to road users would increase. 


  The spray sealing of this section of Main Road 45 will benefit local networks and communities 
via reducing vehicle crash possibilities and improving road efficiencies due to an improved ‘fit 
for purpose’ condition. 
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Purpose/category and traffic factors 
(Refer to Section 1 of Guidelines) 


 


3(a).  Purpose/category  


(Please circle one or more regionally significant purposes for the road, as defined in the latest 
approved Regional Transport Plan/Strategy) 


Primary Purpose:  Freight  


Secondary Purpose 1: (if applicable) Community Access 


Secondary Purpose 2: (if applicable) Tourism 


(Please circle Yes or No for category of PRIMARY purpose chosen above) 
Freight  
PBS Classification L1 – Up to Single Articulated Yes         
PBS Classification L2 – B-Double Yes         
PBS Classification L3 – Double Road Train Yes (under permit)        


Tourism  
General Passenger  
Commercial/Bus  


Community Access  
General Passenger  
Commercial/Bus  


(Please circle where applicable) 
Built Environment Non Built Up 
Surface Type Surfaced 


(Note – Proposed surface type, not existing) 


 


3(b).  Traffic factors  


(Please complete details for each box) 
Traffic Volume (AADT) – after upgrade 134 
Presence of Parking (Urban Only) No 
Heavy Vehicle Loading (ESA) B Double 
Number of Heavy Vehicles (per annum usage) 8,803 – based on 24 VPD 
Legislated Speed Environment  100 Km/hr 
Bicycle Route (Urban Only) No 
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“Fit for purpose” standards 
(Refer to Section 2 of Guidelines) 


4.  Standards   (Please complete details for each box) 


  Current Proposed after 
project 


completion 


 


Any Outstanding 
Fit for Purpose 
Gap? (please 


circle) 


Speed 
Environment 


Design Speed (km/hr) – Non 
Built Up Only 


100km/hr 100km/hr N/A 


Avg Flow Speed (km/hr) – Built 
Up Surfaced Only 


(Off Peak) 


   


Avg Flow (Peak) (km/hr) – Built 
Up Surfaced Only 


   


Dimensions Lane Width (no. lanes x width 
(m)) 


3m 3.5m Yes      


Shoulder Width (m) – (overall 
(m) / sealed section (m)) 


.5m .5m               No 


Overall Carriageway Width (m) 7m 8m Yes      


Carriageway Width 
(Bridges/Culverts) (m) 


N/A   


Minimum Height Clearance (m)   Yes     


Minimum Clear Zone (fill (m) / 
cut (m)) 


N/A                 


Geometry Minimum Horizontal Curve 
Radius (m) 


N/A                 


Maximum Vertical Grade (%) N/A                 


Minimum Intersection Turning 
Radius (m) 


N/A                 


Minimum Roundabout Radius 
(m) – if applicable 


N/A                 


Strength/ 
Durability 


Subgrade CBR Refer to 
attachment 


  


Pavement Thickness (mm) 200mm 350mm              Yes 


Bridge/Culvert Mass Limit 
(tonnes) 


N/A                
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Influencing factors 
(Refer to Section 5 of Guidelines) 


5(a) influencing factors – Does the road offer one or more regionally significant secondary 
purposes in addition to the primary purpose?  


(Refer Question 3(a) – Provide justification by reference to latest approved Regional Transport 
Plan / Strategy).  


1. Secondary Purpose 1 Tourism 
2. Secondary Purpose 2 Community Access 


5(b) Influencing factors – Regional Significance (Please circle Yes or No) 


1. Community Significance – Identified in Council’s latest
Infrastructure Plan / Road Hierarchy as significant Yes 


2. Regional Significance – Identified in the Regional Transport
Plan / Strategy as significant Yes 


3. State Significance – Identified in “A Functional Hierarchy for
South Australia’s Land Transport Network” DPTI, June 2013
as significant: https://www.sa.gov.au/topics/driving-and-
transport/roads-and-traffic/road-responsibilities


No 


5(c) Influencing factors – Economic 


(Please circle Yes or No) (Note – All Yes answers are to be justified with 
appropriately referenced supporting information)  


1. Reduce delays and operating costs for heavy vehicles Yes 


2. Provide direct access to major industrial developments etc Yes 


3. Facilitate a higher classification of freight movements No 


4a.   Facilitate intermodal transport operations – Rail No 


4b.   Facilitate intermodal transport operations – Sea No 


4c.   Facilitate intermodal transport operations – Air No 


5. Assist export of products by improving quality and reducing
impacts of dust etc


Yes 


6. Provide direct access to new industrial precincts No 


7. Benefit regional employment and sustain communities Yes 


8. Assist attraction of economic investment to region Yes 


9. Reduce the road maintenance effort Yes 



https://www.sa.gov.au/topics/driving-and-transport/roads-and-traffic/road-responsibilities

https://www.sa.gov.au/topics/driving-and-transport/roads-and-traffic/road-responsibilities
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5(d)  Influencing factors – Access 


(Please circle Yes or No) (Note – All Yes answers are to be justified with appropriately 
referenced supporting information) 


1. Reduce traffic congestion No 
2. Link areas of particular land uses to strategic routes No 
3. Provide a higher standard alternative route Yes 
4. Complement the existing arterial road network Yes 
5. Provide improved access to key population centres Yes 
6. Ensure communities are not isolated by flooding No 
7. Act as collector road for local traffic and heavy traffic Yes 
8. Provide all weather access Yes 


9a.   Provide access to other types of transport - Bus Yes 


9b.   Provide access to other types of transport – Rail No 


9c.   Provide access to other types of transport – Air No 


5(e) Influencing factors – Safety 


(Please circle Yes or No) (Note – All Yes answers are to be justified with appropriately 
referenced supporting information) 


1. Reduce conflicts between tourist freight and commuter
traffic Yes 


2. Contribute to safer travel and reduce accidents Yes 
3. Provide safe overtaking opportunities and reduce frustration


and fatigue No 


4. Reduce exposure to travel risk Yes 
5. Provide access for school buses Yes 
6. Provide access for emergency services Yes 
7. Remove traffic from city/town areas No 
8. Reduce road roughness and potential dust hazards Yes 
9. Reduce the impact of roadside hazards Yes 
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5(f)  Influencing factors – Environmental  


(Please circle Yes or No) (Note – All Yes answers are to be justified with appropriately 
referenced supporting information) 


 


1a.       Reduce environmental pollution – air Yes 


1b.       Reduce environmental pollution – noise Yes 


1c.       Reduce environmental pollution – water No 


2.         Minimise impact of heavy vehicles on local community Yes 


3.         Reduce reliance on road transport and encourage other 
forms of transport 


No 
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Attached below:  
Supporting Information 


5(c) Influencing factors – Economic 


1. Reduce delays and operating costs for heavy vehicles: Smoother and improved all weather road
conditions reducing fuel consumption, maintenance activities, congestion and delays.


2. Provide direct access to major industrial developments etc.: The Main Road 45 corridor links the
regions neighbouring farm producers with grain production storage silos. The Waterloo
Windfarm project now established and considered a major development requires regular
ongoing maintenance, Main Road 45 allows direct linkages to these windfarm structures for this
operation.


3. Assist export of products by improving quality and reducing impacts of dust etc.: These road
improvements via resealing will increase ride quality for freight first mile strategies.


4. Benefit regional employment and sustain communities: This direct linkage between
neighbouring townships helps promote economic growth, employment and sustainability via all-
weather access routes like Main Road 45.


5. Assist attraction of economic investment to region: This direct linkage between neighbouring
townships helps promote economic growth, employment and sustainability via all-weather
access routes like Main Road 45.


6. Reduce the road maintenance effort: Capital investment spend and renewal of this asset by
Council will reduce maintenance activities and associated risk of failure and personal injury.


5(d)   Influencing factors – Access 


1. Link areas of particular land uses to strategic routes:
2. Provide a higher standard alternative route: Improved road conditions allow for this alternative


connector road to be better utilised by local freight carriers, farmer producers and the
community.


3. Complement the existing arterial road network: Improved road conditions will add vital additional
alternatives for the regions road network users.


4. Provide improved access to key population centres: This project will benefit from improvements
to the current access corridor between the neighbouring townships and necessary facilities.


5. Act as collector road for local traffic and heavy traffic: This project will improve the access
corridor between the neighbouring townships. This same corridor can alleviate heavy vehicle
traffic stress currently being experienced on the surrounding road network.


6. Provide all weather access: Renewal of the existing road seal via spray sealing will provide
ongoing all weather access for road users.


7. Provide access to other types of transport – Bus: Main Road 45 provides and caters for school
bus travel in its everyday use.
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5(e)  Influencing factors – Safety 


1. Reduce conflicts between tourist, freight and commuter traffic: Improved road and shoulder
conditions will add critical alternatives that will reduce conflict points for all network users
including tourism, freight and commuter traffic.


2. Contribute to safer travel and reduce accidents: Capital investment and renewal of these assets
by Council under this project scope will help reduce vehicle accidents improving public safety
and any associated risk and personal injury connected to vehicle movements.


3. Reduce exposure to travel risk: Via improved road and shoulder conditions for the local
community, tourist and freight carriers who access the township for their regular supplies,
visiting and farm production couriering.


4. Provide access for school buses: Main Road 45 provides and caters for school bus travel in its
everyday use.


5. Provide access for emergency services: The townships of Waterloo, Marrabel, Black Spring,
Burra & Roberts town is situated within a high grain production region, Emergency service play
an important role in this regions bushfire safety and protection. Main Road 45 provides when
required a clear and unrestricted access road. This corridor and these improved conditions will
provide this access for these emergency vehicles reducing impact on the surrounding network
at times of need.


6. Reduce road roughness and potential dust hazards: Road spray seal resurfacing and
improvements will remove road roughness.


7. Reduce the impact of roadside hazards: Improved road conditions will reduce roadside hazards
via a reduction in vehicle change in speed and road hazards like undulations and unevenness.


5(f)  Influencing factors – Environmental 


1. Reduce environmental pollution – air: Improved road conditions will reduce air exhaust pollution
by allowing free flowing and unrestricted vehicle movements via allowing for the average speed
limit of 100kmph to be achieved and maintained over this stretch of new road.


2. Reduce environmental pollution – noise: Improved road conditions will reduce noise pollution by
allowing free flowing vehicle movements via allowing for the average speed limit of 100kmph to
be achieved and maintained. It is expected that road noise will also be reduced with road
smoothness.


3. Minimise impact of heavy vehicles on local community:  Improved road conditions to Main Road
45 will add additional alternatives for users once renewed to improved condition and fit for
purpose benefits.
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Below photographs: – Main Road 45 current unsealed road condition 
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Letter of support for the project. 
Fulton Hogan Industries Pty Ltd 


ABN: 54 000 538 689 


1 London Road 


Mile End SA 5031 


Telephone: 08 8219 5810 


Facsimile: 08 8219 5815 


www.fultonhogan.co 


Chris Miller 


Clare and Gilbert Valleys Council 


Dear Chris, 


We are happy to hear that there is talk of the possibility of sealing the remaining section of Main Road 
45 up to Waterloo.  


As you are aware our quarry gate is at the top of the rise at the end of Waterloo Road and the dust 
generated from traffic on the unsealed section of road can create sight distance issues for the trucks 
coming out of our gate. 


Sealing this section of road would not only improve the safety of exiting our quarry but also improve the 
transport route for products leaving the quarry being carted south.  When a transport route is sealed 
then the cartage rates are cheaper than when using an unsealed road so this would result in a more 
cost effective delivered price of material out of the Waterloo Quarry for your capital works and 
maintenance projects.  


Our quarry has supplied products to a variety of projects for Local, State and Federal Government and 
currently averages 30,000 – 40,000 t of product supplied to this regional area.  


Fulton Hogan would support the sealing of this section of Main Road 45. 


If you would like to discuss this in more detail or require any further information please give me a call. 


Yours sincerely 


Gerard Killick 
Business Development Manager 
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Account # Account description Current Budget 2019-2020 Year to Date Actuals 
4563200 Sealed Roads-Capital Grants -$448,500 -$416,375


US370 Upgrade Main Road 45 Marrabel $630,000 $585,274
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