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Function of the Local Traffic Committee

Background

Roads and Maritime Services (RMS) is legislated as the Authority responsible for the control of
traffic on all NSW Roads. The RMS has delegated certain aspects of the control of traffic on
local roads to councils. To exercise this delegation, councils must establish a local traffic
committee and obtain the advice of the RMS and Police. The Inner West Council Local Traffic
Committee has been constituted by Council as a result of the delegation granted by the RMS
pursuant to Section 50 of the Transport Administration Act 1988.

Role of the Committee

The Local Traffic Committee is primarily a technical review and advisory committee which
considers the technical merits of proposals and ensures that current technical guidelines
are considered. It provides recommendations to Council on traffic and parking control
matters and on the provision of traffic control facilities and prescribed traffic control devices
for which Council has delegated authority. These matters are dealt with under Part A of
the agenda and require Council to consider exercising its delegation.

In addition to its formal role as the Local Traffic Committee, the Committee may also be
requested to provide informal traffic engineering advice on traffic matters not requiring
Council to exercise its delegated function at that point in time, for example, advice to
Council’'s Development Assessment Section on traffic generating developments. These
matters are dealt with under Part C of the agenda and are for information or advice only
and do not require Council to exercise its delegation.

Committee Delegations

The Local Traffic Committee has no decision-making powers. The Council must refer all
traffic related matters to the Local Traffic Committee prior to exercising its delegated
functions. Matters related to State Roads or functions that have not been delegated to
Council must be referred directly to the RMS or relevant organisation.

The Committee provides recommendations to Council. Should Council wish to act contrary
to the advice of the Committee or if that advice is not supported unanimously by the
Committee members, then the Police or RMS have an opportunity to appeal to the
Regional Traffic Committee.

Committee Membership & Voting

Formal voting membership comprises the following:

. one representative of Council as nominated by Council;

. one representative of the NSW Police from each Local Area Command (LAC) within
the LGA, being Newtown, Marrickville, Leichhardt and Ashfield LAC's.

« one representative from the RMS; and

. State Members of Parliament (MP) for the electorates of Summer Hill, Newtown,
Heffron, Canterbury, Strathfield and Balmain or their nominees.

Where the Council area is represented by more than one MP or covered by more than one
Police LAC, representatives are only permitted to vote on matters which effect their
electorate or LAC.

Informal (non-voting) advisors from within Council or external authorities may also attend
Committee meetings to provide expert advice.

Committee Chair
Council’s representative will chair the meetings.

Public Participation

Members of the public or other stakeholders may address the Committee on agenda items
to be considered by the Committee. The format and number of presentations is at the
discretion of the Chairperson and is generally limited to 3 minutes per speaker. Committee
debate on agenda items is not open to the public.
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TO0517 Item 2 CONVENT LANE, MARRICKVILLE — PROPOSED CHANGES TO
NO PARKING RESTRICTIONS (MARRICKVILLE WARD/SUMMER
HILL ELECTORATE/MARRICKVILLE LAC) 8

TO0517 Item 3 PETERSHAM STREET, PETERSHAM - PROPOSED PERMIT
PARKING RESTRICTIONS (STANMORE WARD/NEWTOWN
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PROPOSED PERMIT PARKING RESTRICTIONS (ASHFIELD
WARD/SUMMER HILL ELECTORATE/MARRICKVILLE LAC) 19
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PERMIT PARKING RESTRICTIONS (STANMORE
WARD/NEWTOWN ELECTORATE/NEWTOWN LAC) 23

TO517 Item 6 EWART STREET, DULWICH HILL - PROPOSED INTRODUCTION
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(MARRICKVILLE WARD/HEFFRON ELECTORATE/NEWTOWN
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CONSTRUCTION SITES (STANMORE & MARRICKVILLE
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TO517 Item 9 KEITH LANE, DULWICH HILL — PROPOSED PERMIT PARKING &
NO PARKING RESTRICTIONS (ASHFIELD WARD/SUMMER HILL
ELECTORATE/MARRICKVILLE LAC) 139

TO0517 Item 10 REQUESTS FOR MOBILITY PARKING SPACES (ASHFIELD &
MARRICKVILLE WARDS/SUMMER HILL
ELECTORATE/MARRICKVILLE LAC) 146

TO517 Item 11 PROPOSAL TO EXTEND THE LENGTH OF PARKING
RESTRICTIONS - Outside 34-36 and 25-27 Lackey Street, Summer
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TO517 Item 12 92 CHARLOTTE STREET ASHFIELD - Request for Disabled
Parking Space
(ASHFIELD WARD/SUMMER HILL ELECTORATE/ASHFIELD
LAC) 162

TO517 Item 13 REMOVAL OF MOBILITY PARKING ZONE - Outside 9 Somerville
Avenue Ashfield
(ASHFIELD WARD/SUMMER HILL ELECTORATE/ASHFIELD
LAC) 166

TO517 Item 14 MINOR TRAFFIC FACILITIES
(Leichhardt & Balmain Wards/Balmain Electorate/Leichhardt LAC) 169
TO517 Item 15 'NO STOPPING' RESTRICTIONS - Palmer Street at Wortley Street

and Hyam Street
(BALMAIN WARD/BALMAIN ELECTORATE/LEICHHARDT LAC) 171
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TO517 Item 17 PROPOSED PARKING CHANGES TO LINDSAY AVENUE,
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Late Items

Nil at time of printing.

6 Part B — Items for Information Only

TO517 Item 18 INSTALLATION OF WORKS ZONES OUTSIDE 2-6 THOMAS
STREET AND 10 WEBBS AVENUE, ASHFIELD
(Ashfield Ward/Summer Hill Electorate/Ashfield LAC) 191

7 Part C — Items for General Advice

Nil at time of printing.

8 General Business

9 Close of Meeting
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Item No: TO0517 ltem 1

Subject: 'NO TRUCKS 3T AND OVER' RESTRICTIONS - NORMAN LANE AND
ADJACENT LANEWAYS, ROZELLE
(BALMAIN WARD/BALMAIN ELECTORATE/LEICHHARDT LAC)

File Ref: 17/6022/42249.17
Prepared By:  Manod Wickramasinghe - Traffic and Parking Engineer
Authorised By: John Stephens - Traffic Manager

SUMMARY

Council has received concerns from residents regarding heavy vehicles using Norman Lane
and adjacent laneways between Norman Street and Wise Street as thoroughfares and
subsequently causing property damage.

RECOMMENDATION

THAT:

1. a‘No Trucks, 3t and over restriction in Norman Lane and the adjacent laneways
between Norman Street and Wise Street, Rozelle be supported in principle.

2. a TMP outlining the restriction be submitted to RMS for approval.

BACKGROUND

Council has received concerns from residents regarding heavy vehicles using Norman Lane
and adjacent laneways between Norman Street and Wise Street as thoroughfares and
subsequently causing property damage.

The subject laneways are approximately 3.4m wide and provide rear access to properties in
Norman Street, Wise Street, Terry Street and Darling Street.

Vehicle volumes in these laneways are low with low speed levels due to their narrow
carriageways.
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Council officers have observed damage from large vehicles using these laneways instead of
using Terry Street and Darling Street as alternate parallel routes, both of which are

approximately 12.8m wide.

PROPOSAL
In order to address the concerns raised by residents, it is proposed to install a ‘No Trucks, 3t

and Over restriction in Norman Lane and the adjacent laneways between Norman Street and

Wise Street, Rozelle as shown on the following plan.
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These restrictions indicate that a driver of a vehicle over 3 tonnes GVM (except the driver of a
bus) must not drive past the sign. This rule does not apply if the driver has a destination which

lies within the subject lanes.

CONSULTATION

THOQNTONST

A letter outlining the above proposal was

mailed out to the affected properties (78
properties) in Norman Lane, Norman ]
Street, Terry Street, Wise Street and

Darling Street, Rozelle.

W/Saf

DARLING sT

Two responses were received supporting
the proposal.

BEAT
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FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS
The cost of the signposting will be funded from Council’s operational budget.

ATTACHMENTS
Nil.
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Item No: TO0517 ltem 2

Subject: CONVENT LANE, MARRICKVILLE — PROPOSED CHANGES TO NO PARKING
RESTRICTIONS (MARRICKVILLE WARD/SUMMER HILL
ELECTORATE/MARRICKVILLE LAC)

File Ref: 17/6022/41774.17
Prepared By:  Emilio Andari - Civil Engineer
Authorised By: Joe Di Cesare - Manager Design and Investigation

SUMMARY

Requests have been received from a resident to shift the full-time ‘No Parking’ restrictions on
the western side of Convent Lane, Marrickville at the rear of their property to accommodate
parking in the laneway. Residents have been notified of the proposal to shift the existing full-
time ‘No Parking’ signs on the western side of Convent Lane. It is recommended that the
proposal be approved.

RECOMMENDATION

THAT the existing full-time ‘No Parking’ restrictions on the western side of Convent
Lane, Marrickville be shifted north (10 metres in length) to the rear of property no. 110
Malakoff Street, Marrickville and APPROVED, in order to provide unobstructed vehicular
access to the residents’ off-street car parking spaces.

BACKGROUND

In March 2016, the matter was reported to the Local Traffic Committee (former-Marrickville)
regarding the proposal of ‘No Parking’ restrictions along the entire western side of Convent
Lane, Marrickville between the rear of property 112 Malakoff Street, Marrickville and to the
rear of property 102 Malakoff Street, Marrickville, in order to provide unobstructed vehicular
access to the existing off-street car parking spaces and to deter illegal parking across
vehicular crossings. The recommendation of this item was adopted by Council (former-
Marrickville) at its meeting held in April 2016.

Since implementation of the ‘No Parking’ restrictions in the laneway, numerous requests have
been raised by a resident to shift the full-time ‘No Parking’ restrictions on the western side of
Convent Lane, Marrickville to the rear of their property (i.e. reduce the overall length of the No
Parking Zone on the western side) to accommodate parking in the laneway.

Council officers undertook a detailed investigation into Convent Lane, Marrickville to identify
whether it was feasible to accommodate this request for parking within the laneway by shifting
the existing ‘No Parking’ restrictions on the western side of Convent Lane. Results of this
investigation are detailed below.

FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS

The costs of the supply and installation of the signposting associated with the recommended
‘No Parking’ restrictions are approximately $400 and can be met from Council’s operating
budget.
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OFFICER COMMENTS
Site location & road network

Street Name Convent Lane
Section Between Broadleys Lane to an end
Carriageway Width (m) 4.9
Carriageway Type Two-way road that runs in a north-south direction and is a
no through road.
Classification Local

85™ Percentile Speed (km/h) —

Vehicles Per Day (vpd) —

Reported Crash History No crashes recorded.
(July 2011 — June 2016)

Heavy Vehicle Volume (%) —

Parking Arrangements ‘No Parking’ restrictions on both sides of the road.

Site inspection

The subject section of Convent Lane, Marrickville is approximately 4.9 metres in width and
runs north-south between Broadleys Lane and to an end. This section of the laneway provides
rear access to the properties fronting Despointes Street and Malakoff Street (refer to the
attached sign plan and photographs).

A site inspection undertaken by a Council Officer revealed there are six (6) vehicular crossings
located along the western side of Convent Lane and there are three (3) vehicular crossings
located along the eastern side of Convent Lane. At present, there is ‘No Parking’ restrictions
along both sides of Convent Lane within the subject section of the lane.

Following public consultation, Council Officers undertook an experiment to determine whether
it was feasible to park a vehicle at the rear of property no. 106 Malakoff Street and still
maintain clear access into and out of the off-street parking facility located on the opposite side
of the laneway. It was observed that when vehicles are parked in this location, off-street
parking spaces that are located on the eastern side of the laneway do not have sufficient
space for residents to enter into or exit from their garages/off-street parking spaces due to the
narrow carriageway.

It should be noted that the existing ‘No Parking’ restrictions on the western side of Convent
Lane will not result in the loss of any legal on-street parking spaces. The subject location
consists of several vehicular crossings with short kerb lengths (less than a standard car
length) and therefore no legal space is available within this section of the laneway.

It should also be noted that laneways were generally built to provide service access for
commercial/residential properties and access into their off-street parking facilities.
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Sign Plan — Convent Lane, Marrickville

ltem 2

Existing 'No Parking' restrictions

Proposed shift of existing 'No Parking'
restrictions (10min length)

Photographs — Convent Lane, Marrickville

Existing ‘No Parking’ zones along both sides of Convent Lane facing north
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Off-street car parking facilities located along both sides of Convent Lane facing south

Laneway Parking Guidelines

Council’'s adopted Laneway Parking Guidelines outline the measures to consider whether the
use of the laneway can prohibit on-street parking. The effective use of narrow streets and
laneways alleviates parking pressure. Effectively managed laneways allow for adequate
access while providing the maximum amount of on-street parking. The Laneway Parking
Guidelines outline the priorities for using narrow laneways and the actions and processes that
Council will use to manage access and parking. These guidelines have been developed to
provide consistency for evaluating the need for parking controls and manage the use of
narrow streets and laneways to maintain access and maximise parking. The need for
parking controls is based on the width of the laneway shown below in Table 1.

Table 1: Laneway Parking Guideline

Laneway Width Parking and Access Arrangements
(between property boundaries or
kerbs/driveways)

e Parking allowed on at least one side of
the laneway

5.1 metres or more wide e Allows access for emergency, delivery
and waste collection trucks at all times

e Complies with Australian Standards
and Road Rule 208(7)

e Parking NOT permitted in the laneway
Less than 5.1 metres e Allows vehicle access at all times and
complies with Australian Standards
and Road Rule 208(7)

For parking to be allowed in a narrow laneway, the Australian Standards require that parallel
parking spaces be at least 2.1 metres wide and NSW Road Rules requires that at least 3
metres must be available between a parked car and the kerb or edge of the laneway to allow

11
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moving vehicles to pass safely. Therefore, laneway widths that are less than 5.1 metres wide
are too narrow to allow parking as any parked vehicle would prevent traffic from using the
laneway (see Table 1 above and Figure 1 below).

Figure 1: Recommended minimum width of laneway for parking — 5.1 metres
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When vehicles are parked in narrow laneways, near street intersections, sharp bends, across
or opposite from driveways, there needs to be enough space for vehicles to travel along the
laneway or turn at intersections or into properties. Laneways are an integral part of a
sustainable transport system which provides vehicle access to properties and garages.

In accordance with the Laneway Parking Guidelines, the laneway access priorities below have
been developed to help Council decide whether parking is permitted in a laneway and
determine how much space is required for the most important uses. The priorities for the use
of the available space in laneways are listed in Table 2 below in order of priority.

Table 2: Laneway Access Priorities

Priority (Highest to Lowest) Description

Emergency access Provide access according to Australian

Standards.

Maintain access for waste collection and
delivery trucks where required.

Deliveries and waste collection service

Access to off-street parking Ensure adequate access to properties along
the laneway to maximise use of existing off-

street parking.

Accessible on-street parking Provide accessible parking spaces for people
with a disability where appropriate and in

accordance with the standards.

On-street parking Allow parking in laneways where appropriate
access is maintained. Parking signs to be

installed to manage access where needed.

NSW legislation includes various requirements to manage access and parking on roads as
follows:
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Acts and Reqgulations Guiding Parking and Access

1. A member of the public is entitled, as of right, to pass along a public road (whether on

foot, in a vehicle or otherwise); and

2. The owner of land adjoining a public road is entitled, as of right, to access (whether on
foot, in a vehicle or otherwise) across the boundary between the land and the public

road.

Road Rules

1. A driver must not stop on or across a driveway or other way of access for vehicles
travelling to or from adjacent land. Note a driver stops on or across a driveway or way
of access if any part of the vehicle is on or across the driveway or way of access; and

2. If the road does not have a continuous dividing line or a dividing strip, the driver must
position the vehicle so there is at least 3 metres of the road alongside the vehicle that

is clear for other vehicles to pass.

PUBLIC CONSULTATION

A notification letter was sent on 10 April 2017 to owners and occupiers of the affected
properties that are adjacent to the subject section in Convent Lane, Marrickville regarding a
proposal to shift the full-time ‘No Parking’ restrictions on the western side to only retain ‘No
parking’ restrictions at the rear of no. 102 & no. 104 Malakoff Street. This proposal intended to
address 2 issues (1) concerns regarding the lack of ability to park in the laneway and (2)
maintain no obstruction to access in and out of residential garages. The closing date for
submissions ended on 24 April 2017.

A total of sixteen (16) letters were sent out to the affected residential properties (both Malakoff
Street & Despointes Street properties). There were two (2) responses received.

There were two (2) responses opposing the proposed changes to the ‘No Parking’ restrictions

received and are detailed below.

Residents’ Comments (opposing proposal)

Officer's Response

1. A resident of Despointes Street
opposes the proposal to the changes of the
existing ‘No Parking’ restrictions. The
resident would like to seek strong
endorsement of the current signage in the
Convent Lane. The resident stated they
would like to continue using their off-street
parking which has only been realistically
possible since the installation of the ‘No
Parking’ signs on the western side of the
laneway in mid-2016.

2. A resident of Despointes Street
opposes the proposal to change the existing
‘No Parking’ restrictions. The resident insists

Since the community engagement process,
Council Officers undertook an experiment to see
whether it was feasible to park a vehicle at the
rear of property no. 106 Malakoff Street and still
maintain clear access out of the off-street
parking facility located on the opposite side of
the laneway. It was observed that when vehicles
are parked in this location, off-street parking
spaces that are located on the eastern side of
the laneway do not have sufficient space for
residents to enter into or exit from their
garages/off-street parking spaces due to the
narrow carriageway.

The proposal to shift the existing ‘No Parking’
signs on the western side of Convent Lane to
only retain ‘No parking’ restrictions at the rear of

13
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that the current ‘No Parking’ restrictions on
the western side remain without change as
this allows clear vehicular access in and out
of their garage. It was also stated that it is
illegal to park across a driveway and that the
laneway is not wide enough to park a vehicle,
therefore the restrictions along the western
side should remain.

no. 102 & no. 104 Malakoff Street has been
amended within this report to retain ‘No Parking’
restrictions from the rear of no. 102 to no. 108
Malakoff Street inclusive. This means an
existing 21 metres in length of ‘No Parking’
restrictions will remain to accommodate access
to their off-street parking spaces.

There is currently no legal car parking space
along the western side of Convent Lane as

majority of the lane consists of vehicular
crossings.

The Proposed Changes

In consideration of the negative feedback received by Council from the community during the
engagement process, the original proposal to shift the existing ‘No Parking’ signs on the
western side of Convent Lane to only retain ‘No parking’ restrictions at the rear of no. 102 &
no. 104 Malakoff Street has now been amended within this report to retain ‘No Parking’
restrictions from the rear of no. 102 to no. 108 Malakoff Street inclusive (refer to the attached
sign plan and photographs).

The amended proposal addresses concerns regarding vehicles obstructing access to and from
residential garages. It should be noted that ‘No Parking’ restrictions prohibit motorists from
parking within the specified zone; however, they can legally stop to load/unload passengers
and/or goods.

CONCLUSION

In order to provide unobstructed vehicular access to existing residents’ off-street car parking
spaces in Convent Lane (east side), it is recommended that the existing full-time ‘No Parking’
restrictions on the western side of Convent Lane, Marrickville be shifted north (10 metres in
length) to the rear of property no. 110 Malakoff Street, Marrickville.

ATTACHMENTS
Nil.
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Item No: TO517 Iltem 3

Subject: PETERSHAM STREET, PETERSHAM - PROPOSED PERMIT PARKING
RESTRICTIONS (STANMORE WARD/NEWTOWN
ELECTORATE/MARRICKVILLE LAC)

File Ref: 15/SF546/37263.17
Prepared By:  Mary Bailey - Parking Planner
Authorised By: Joe Di Cesare - Manager Design and Investigation

SUMMARY

Residents have made representations to Council to introduce resident parking restrictions in
Petersham Street, Petersham. Permit parking restrictions are slated to be introduced in
surrounding streets as part of the Parramatta Road Corridor/Camperdown Parking Strategy.
There was sufficient support through community consultation with affected residents to
recommend permit parking restrictions in Petersham Street, Petersham.

RECOMMENDATION

THAT:

1. The installation of ‘2P 8am-10pm Mon-Fri, Area M5 Permit Holders Excepted’
restrictions on the eastern side of Petersham Street, Petersham (between Queen
Street and Elswick Street) be APPROVED, in order to provide parking
opportunities for local residents;

2. The installation of ‘2P 8am-10pm Mon-Fri, Area M5 Permit Holders Excepted’
restrictions on the eastern side of Petersham Street, Petersham (between Elswick
Street and Fort Street) be APPROVED, in order to provide parking opportunities
for local residents; and

3. The statutory ’No Stopping’ zones (10 metres in length) be put in place where
required as part of the recommended parking changes listed above.

BACKGROUND

A number of streets in the Petersham area in close proximity to Petersham Street, Petersham
have been designated as permit parking in the Parramatta Road Corridor/Camperdown
Parking Study (2016). As Petersham Street was not included in the resident parking scheme,
there have been concerns expressed by residents that parking for residents is already difficult
due to a number of impacts including commuter parking. Also, residents have expressed a
concern that there would be a knock-on effect when the proposed resident parking restrictions
are implemented in surrounding streets. See Figure 1 for a map illustrating the nearby streets
scheduled to have resident parking implemented within the current financial year.

The parking surveys undertaken as part of the Parramatta Road Corridor/Camperdown
Parking Study show that there is a commuter/local worker effect with the northern end of
Petersham Street experiencing high levels of occupancy (85% plus) on Tuesday and Thursday
throughout the day. On Tuesday the occupancy was 85% plus throughout the day along the
length of Petersham Street. On Thursday the northern end was 85% plus but the southern end
was 50% or less. In the evening and on Saturday this occupancy drops to 50%.

15

ltem 3



ltem 3

2 INNER WEST COUNCIL Local Traffic Committee Veeting

Amend existing permit spaces to

2P 8am-10pm Mon-Frl

(M5 permit holders excepted)
(M5 permit holders excepted)

2P 8am-10pm Mon-Fri
s Conversion of parking to
unrestricted parking

200

W |
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Figure 1: Recommendations for parking restrictions from Parramatta Road Corridor/Camperdown
Parking Study 2016

Summary of Recommendations for MS Area

FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS
The costs of the supply and installation of the signposting associated with the recommended

‘No Stopping’ & Permit Parking restrictions are approximately $1,500 and can be met from
Council’s operating budget.
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OFFICER COMMENTS

One of the complicating factors with Petersham Street is that there is parking only on one side.
At present, there is unrestricted parking along the eastern side and full-time ‘No Parking’
restrictions along the western side of Petersham Street. Even though the study did not include
Petersham Street in the recommended streets for resident parking, it may still be warranted
but given that there will be no available unrestricted parking in the street if permit parking were
to be implemented, it is important to ensure that residents have been given the opportunity to
have a say on that specific proposal.

The proposal is to restrict parking to 2 hours between 8am and 10pm Mon-Fri, Permit Holders
Excepted Area M5, at the front of residential properties on the eastern side of Petersham
Street between Queen Street and Fort Street. The 10m Statutory ‘No Stopping’ zones are also
proposed in conjunction with the proposed resident parking restrictions. See Figure 2 below
for a map of the proposed changes.

-y
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10m No Stopping

e Proposed 2P permit
Holders excepted
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[
===  Proposed statutory a
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Figure 2: MapA swing proposed ark
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ing restrictions in Petersham Street, Petersham
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PUBLIC CONSULTATION

A notification letter was sent on 7 April 2017 to owners and occupiers of the affected
properties that are adjacent to the subject sections along Petersham Street, Petersham
regarding proposed introduction of 2P 8am-10pm Mon-Fri Permit Holders Excepted Area M5’
restrictions to address concerns regarding difficulty for residents to find parking. The closing
date for submissions ended on 21 April 2017.

A total of twenty-three (23) letters were sent out to the affected residential properties (Elswick
Street, Fort Street and Petersham Street properties). There were seven (7) responses
received.

Council received three (3) responses opposing and four (4) responses supporting the

proposed permit parking and ‘No Stopping’ restrictions. The responses are detailed below.

Residents’ Comments (opposing proposal)

Officer's Response

One (1) resident of Fort Street opposes the
proposed permit parking stating that there
were multiple vehicles associated with the
household and further restrictions would make
parking more difficult.

Where resident parking restrictions are installed,
this is only on one side of the affected street,
leaving the opposite side unrestricted parking
(excluding Petersham Street). This unrestricted
parking is available for vehicles of residents who
are not eligible for resident parking permits.

One (1) resident and one (1) business in
Petersham Street opposed the proposed
permit parking. Reasons cited for opposing
included; not wanting more signs in the street,
loss of parking spaces due to implementation
of statutory ‘No Stopping’ zones, and the
proposed restrictions could make parking for
visitors and long term parkers more difficult.

Visitor parking permits are available from
Council to facilitate visitor parking. There is also
unrestricted parking in adjacent streets to
accommodate visitors and long term parking.

Residents’ Comments (supporting proposal)

Officer's Response

Four (4) residents of Petersham Street
supported the proposal citing difficulty finding
parking, concerns about knock-on effects from
pending permit parking restrictions and
concerns about safety walking distances from
parked vehicles to home patrticularly after dark.

Received and noted.

CONCLUSION

Council acknowledges the potential impact of knock-on effects from the pending introduction
of permit parking in surrounding streets. The proposal to introduce permit parking restrictions
in Petersham Street, Petersham has received sufficient support to proceed with the
implementation.

ATTACHMENTS
Nil.

18



# INNER WEST COUNCIL Local Tratfic Committee Meeting

Item No: TO517 ltem 4

Subject: BEACH ROAD & KINTORE STREET, DULWICH HILL - PROPOSED PERMIT
PARKING RESTRICTIONS (ASHFIELD WARD/SUMMER HILL
ELECTORATE/MARRICKVILLE LAC)

File Ref: 15/5909/37268.17
Prepared By:  Mary Bailey - Parking Planner
Authorised By: Joe Di Cesare - Manager Design and Investigation

SUMMARY

Following implementation of the Permit Parking restrictions in Kintore Street and Beach Street,
Dulwich Hill as a result of the recommendations in the Dulwich Hill Parking Strategy, there was
opposition from local residents, notably those living above the shops in New Canterbury Road.

In order to accommodate the residents and the shop owners it is proposed to introduce permit
parking on the eastern side of Beach Road, Dulwich Hill between Hercules Street and New
Canterbury Road and on the western side of Kintore Street, Dulwich Hill between Hercules
Street and New Canterbury Road. The proposed hours of the restrictions are, ‘2P 8:30am-6pm
Monday to Friday, 8:30am-12:30pm Saturday Permit Holders Excepted Area M6’.

RECOMMENDATION

THAT:

1. The installation of ‘2P 8.30am-6pm Mon-Fri, 8.30am-12.30pm Sat, Permit Holders
Excepted Area M6’ restrictions on the eastern side of Beach Road, Dulwich Hill
(between Hercules Street and New Canterbury Road) be APPROVED, in order to
provide parking opportunities for local residents;

2. The installation of ‘2P 8.30am—6pm Mon-Fri, 8.30am-12.30pm Sat, Permit Holders
Excepted Area M6’ restrictions on the western side of Kintore Street, Dulwich Hill
(between Hercules Street and New Canterbury Road) be APPROVED, in order to
provide parking opportunities for local residents;

3. The installation of a statutory 'No Stopping’ zone (10 metres in length) on the
western side of Kintore Street, Dulwich Hill at its intersection with New
Canterbury Road be APPROVED, in order to deter illegal parking, increase safety,
improve visibility and access for turning motorists; and

4. The installation of unrestricted parking on the eastern side of Kintore Street,
Dulwich Hill (between Hercules Street and New Canterbury Road) and
unrestricted parking on the western side of Beach Road, Dulwich Hill (between
Hercules Street and New Canterbury Road) be APPROVED, in order to maintain

consistency with the surrounding streets where permit parking restrictions apply.

BACKGROUND

The Dulwich Hill Parking Strategy proposed 2P 8:30am-6pm Monday to Friday, 8:30am-
12:30pm Saturday on both sides Beach Road, Dulwich Hill (between New Canterbury road
and Hercules Street) and on both sides of Kintore Street, Dulwich Hill (between New
Canterbury road and Hercules Street).
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When this was implemented, there was a negative response from residents mainly those living
above the shops which front onto New Canterbury Road.

As a result, Council removed the timed ‘2P’ restrictions that had been installed and undertook
consultation specifically with the residents of that area to accommodate the needs of the
affected residents and shop owners.

FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS

The costs of the supply and installation of the signposting associated with the recommended
‘No Stopping & Permit Parking restrictions are approximately $1,500 and can be met from
Council’s operating budget

OFFICER COMMENTS

The proposal for 2P 8:30am-6pm Monday to Friday, 8:30am-12:30pm Saturday Permit
Holders Excepted Area M6’ restrictions on one side of Beach Road and Kintore Street allows
for some turnover for the shops and also protects parking for residents affected by multi-unit
development nearby.

It is proposed to introduce permit parking restrictions on the eastern side of Beach Road,
Dulwich Hill between Hercules Street and New Canterbury Road and on the western side of
Kintore Street, Dulwich Hill between Hercules Street and New Canterbury Road. The
proposed hours of the restrictions are, 2P 8:30am-6pm Monday to Friday, 8:30am-12:30pm
Saturday Permit Holders Excepted Area M6’. A proposal to include a statutory ‘No Stopping’
zone (10 metres in length) will be implemented where required. See Figure 1 for map of the
proposed changes.

Residents of the following streets are affected and may be eligible to apply for a permit
(subject to the permit conditions).

1. New Canterbury Road between Beach Road and Kintore Street
2. Beach Road between New Canterbury Road and Hercules Street

The first parking permit is free of charge. You can also get further information on resident
parking via Council’s website.

There are no properties fronting Kintore Street in the section between New Canterbury Road
and Hercules Street, however the proposed permit parking restrictions in that section will be
available for residents of New Canterbury Road who are subject to clearways and to other
nearby residents who are eligible in the ‘Area M6’ permit parking area.

It should be noted that residents in recently built residential apartment buildings may not be

eligible for parking permits. This will depend on the conditions of consent of their development
approval.
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wwmss  Existing Unrestricted parking === Proposed No Stopping

== Existing No Stopping Proposed 2P
Permit Holders Excepted

8:30am-6pm M-F
8:30am-12:30pm Sat

Figure 1. Map showing existing and proposed parking conditions in Beach Road & Kintore Street

PUBLIC CONSULTATION

A notification letter was sent on 7 April 2017 to owners and occupiers of the affected
properties that are adjacent to the subject sections along Beach Street and Kintore Street,
Dulwich Hill regarding proposed introduction of ‘2P 8.30am-6pm Mon-Fri 8:30am-12:30pm
Saturday Permit Holders Excepted Area M6’ restrictions to address concerns regarding
difficulty for residents to find parking. The closing date for submissions ended on 21 April
2017.

A total of fifty-three (53) letters were sent out to the affected residential and commercial
properties (Beach Road, Hercules Street and New Canterbury Road properties). There were
eight (8) responses received. Council received five (5) responses opposing and three (3)
responses supporting the proposed permit parking and ‘No Stopping’ restrictions. The
responses are detailed below.
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Residents’ Comments (opposing proposal)

Officer’s Response

Two (2) households from Hercules Street
opposed the permit parking restrictions one (1)
citing the cost of permits as a reason.

The first parking permit is granted at no cost.
Where resident parking restrictions are installed,
this is only on one side of the affected street,
leaving the opposite side unrestricted parking.

Three (3) households in New Canterbury Road
opposed the proposed permit parking citing
that there is short term parking available in the
Beach Road car park.

Resident parking is proposed for one side of the
street only and there is unrestricted parking
available in adjacent streets as well.

Residents’ Comments (supporting
proposal)

Officer’s Response

Three (3) residents, two (2) in New Canterbury
Road and one (1) in Beach Road supported
the permit parking restrictions, one (1) noting
that if restrictions were installed residents
should be eligible.

Received and noted. Residents are eligible
subject to the conditions of the permit.

CONCLUSION

Council acknowledges the knock-on impact from implementation of permit parking in nearby
streets. The introduction of permit parking on one side of the street in Kintore Street and
Beach Street between Hercules Street and New Canterbury Road will accommodate the
residents and the shop owners and provide a balance of use of parking in the subjects streets.

ATTACHMENTS
Nil.
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Item No: TO517 ltem 5

Subject: FEDERATION ROAD, NEWTOWN - PROPOSED CHANGES TO PERMIT
PARKING RESTRICTIONS (STANMORE WARD/NEWTOWN
ELECTORATE/NEWTOWN LAC)

File Ref: 15/SF546/37290.17
Prepared By:  Mary Bailey - Parking Planner
Authorised By: Joe Di Cesare - Manager Design and Investigation

SUMMARY

As part of the Parramatta Road Corridor/Camperdown Parking Strategy implementation,
changes will be made to parking conditions in Federation Road, Newtown and surrounding
streets. Following representation from residents, Council Officers have developed a number of
proposals addressing additional concerns raised by residents following the adoption of the
parking study. Feedback from residents regarding the current proposed additional restrictions
indicate that in order to provide more parking opportunities for residents; there is support for
extension of the permit parking hours and the conversion of unrestricted parking to permit
parking in Federation Road, Newtown between Australia Street and Church Street adjacent to
residential properties.

RECOMMENDATION
THAT:

1. The amendment of existing ‘2P 8.30am-6pm Mon-Fri, Permit Holders Excepted
Area M1’ restrictions and unrestricted parking to ‘2P 8am-10pm Mon-Sun, Permit
Holders Excepted Area M1’ restrictions on the northern side of Federation Road,
Newtown (between Australia Street and Northwood Lane) be APPROVED, in order
to provide parking opportunities for local residents; and

2. The amendment of existing unrestricted parking to ‘2P 8am-10pm Mon-Sun,
Permit Holders Excepted Area M1’ restrictions on the northern side of Federation
Road, Newtown (between Northwood Street and the cul-de-sac near Church
Street) be APPROVED, in order to provide parking opportunities for local
residents.

BACKGROUND

It is proposed to introduce Permit Parking on the northern side of Federation Road, Newtown
where there is currently unrestricted parking and to introduce extensions to the existing hours
where Permit Parking is already in place. The proposed changes are outlined in Table 1 below
and illustrated on a map in Figure 1.

Location Current restrictions Proposed restrictions

1. Federation Road between Unrestricted parking (3 | Convert Unrestricted parking to 2P
Australia Street and Hopetoun | spaces). 8am-10pm Mon-Sun, Permit
Lane Holders Excepted Area M1.

2. Federation Road between 2P 8:30am-6pm Mon- Convert 2P 8:30am-6pm Mon-Fri,
Hopetoun Lane and Fri Area M1 Permit Permit Holders Excepted Area M1
Northwood Lane Holders Excepted (12 to 2P 8am-10pm Mon-Sun, Permit

spaces). Holders Excepted Area M1.
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3. Federation Road between Unrestricted parking (3 | No change.
Northwood Lane and spaces).
Northwood Street
4. Federation Road between Unrestricted parking (3 | Convert Unrestricted parking to 2P
Northwood Street and cul-de- | spaces). 8am-10pm Mon-Sun, Permit
sac (Church Street) Holders Excepted Area M1.

Table 1: Current and proposed restrictions for the northern side of Federation Road, Newtown

1ERE
gt
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FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS

The costs of the supply and installation of the signposting associated with the recommended
Permit Parking restrictions are approximately $2,000 and can be met from Council’s operating
budget.

OFFICER COMMENTS

Residents have expressed concerns that restrictions being introduced as part of the
Parramatta Road Corridor/Camperdown Parking study may reduce their options for parking.
Council is responding to these concerns by extending the hours of permit parking in
Federation Road, Newtown and converting a number of unrestricted parking spaces to permit
parking.

PUBLIC CONSULTATION

A notification letter was sent on 7 April 2017 to owners and occupiers of the affected
properties that are adjacent to the subject sections along Federation Road, Newtown
regarding proposed introduction of 2P 8am-10pm Mon-Sun, Permit Holders Excepted Area
M1’ restrictions to address concerns regarding difficulty for residents to find parking. The
closing date for submissions ended on 21 April 2017.

A total of twenty (20) letters were sent out to the affected residential properties (Australia
Street, Federation Road, Hopetoun Street, Northwood Street and Roberts Street properties).
Council received six (6) responses from residents all supporting the proposed permit parking.
The responses are detailed below.

Residents’ Comments (supporting proposal)

Officer's Response

One (1) resident of Roberts Street was in favour of
the proposal to extend the existing hours of permit
parking in Federation Road.

Five (5) residents of Federation Road responded in
support of the proposal to extend the permit
parking hours in Federation Road.

One (1) resident of the six (6) responses referred
specifically to their support for converting the
unrestricted parking spaces between Northwood
Street and Church Street to permit parking.

Received and noted.

CONCLUSION

In acknowledgement of the potential impact of knock-on effects from the pending introduction
of permit parking in surrounding streets, the proposal to extend the hours of permit parking
restrictions in Federation Road, Newtown; and, to convert unrestricted parking to permit
parking restrictions in Federation Road, Newtown adjacent to residential properties has been
developed and has received sufficient support to proceed with the implementation.

ATTACHMENTS
Nil.
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Item No: TO517 Iltem 6

Subject: EWART STREET, DULWICH HILL - PROPOSED INTRODUCTION OF PERMIT
PARKING RESTRICTIONS (ASHFIELD WARD/SUMMER HILL
ELECTORATE/MARRICKVILLE LAC)

File Ref: 15/5909/37306.17
Prepared By:  Mary Bailey - Parking Planner
Authorised By: Joe Di Cesare - Manager Design and Investigation

SUMMARY

As part of the Dulwich Hill Parking Strategy, a recommendation to implement permit parking in
Ewart Street, Dulwich Hill (between property no. 53 Ewart Street and property no. 71 Ewart
Street) was included in the draft report table of recommendations. It was also included within
the map showing the recommendations in the final report which was approved by Council. The
recommendation was inadvertently omitted from the table of recommendations even though it
had been approved via the community process and in the draft report. The purpose of this
report is to correct the omission of the permit parking restrictions in Ewart Street, Dulwich Hill
to ensure that permit parking is implemented to allow opportunities for local residents.

RECOMMENDATION
THAT:

1. The installation of ‘2P 8.30am-6.00pm Mon-Fri Permit Holders Excepted Area M13’
restrictions on the northern side of Ewart Street, Dulwich Hill (between property
no. 53 Ewart Street and property no. 71 Ewart Street) be APPROVED, in order to
provide parking opportunities for local residents; and

2. The statutory ’No Stopping’ zones (10 metres in length) be put in place where
required as part of the recommended parking changes listed above.

BACKGROUND

The Dulwich Hill Parking Study was approved by Council in September 2016 and has since
been implemented. The study recommendations included a section of Ewart Street, Dulwich
Hill (see Figure 1 for map showing recommended restrictions from Dulwich Hill Parking Study
report). The recommendation for Ewart Street to be designated as permit parking was included
in the draft report and supported via the public exhibition.

When the final recommendations were summarised for approval by the Local Traffic
Committee, Ewart Street was inadvertently excluded from the table of recommendations even
though it had been included in the map which went on public exhibition and approved as part
of the draft recommendations. The purpose of this report is to formalise the inclusion of Ewart
Street in the permit parking scheme for the Dulwich Hill precinct.

The proposal is to implement 2P 8.30am-6.00pm Mon-Fri Permit Holders Excepted Area M13’
restrictions on the northern side of Ewart Street, Dulwich Hill between property no. 53 Ewart
Street and property no. 71 Ewart Street. Where the permit parking restrictions are proposed,
the statutory 10 metre ‘No Stopping’ zone will be implemented at the affected intersections.
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Figure 1: Public consultation map from Dulwich Hill parking Study (2016) showing permit parking

recommendations
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FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS

The costs of the supply and installation of the signposting associated with the recommended
Permit Parking and ‘No Stopping’ restrictions are approximately $1,500 and can be met from
Council’s operating budget.

OFFICER COMMENTS

The proposed permit parking restrictions have been subject to community consultation and are
supported by residents. The current proposal is to formalise the approval as the
recommendation was inadvertently omitted from the table of recommendations that were
approved by Council.

PUBLIC CONSULTATION

During the public exhibition phase of the Dulwich Hill Parking Study a letter was distributed to
all residents within the study area.

The draft material circulated and displayed for public exhibition recommended permit parking
on the southern side of Ewart Street (see Figure 2).

Feedback as part of the public exhibition indicated that the preferred side was the northern
side and this was then changed for the final recommendations (see Figure 1).

The summary of restriction changes was also included in the draft report which went to public
exhibition included the changes in Ewart Street. That table is reproduced below (Table 1)
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What are the main recommendations of the strategy?

The strategy recommends introducing parking restrictions to 25 streets in Dulwich Hil in the short and medium term.
The restrictions mainly focus on protecting parking for residents by introducing parking permit areas. In parking permit
areas residents can apply for a free parking permit and are exempted from timed parking.

Parking reztrictions are recommended In the following streets:

Beach Road Dulwich Street Hercules Street Kroombit Street Terry Road
Clargo Street Durham Street Hill Street Lewisham Street Union Street
Cobar Street Ewart Street Kays Avenue West Marrickville Road Wardell Road
Constitution Road Grove Street Keith Street Pigott Street Wilga Avenue
Denison Road Herbert Street Kintore Street Ross Street Yule Street

What happens next?

Council will consider a report of all the feedback recsived, and make a decision to adopt the Draft Parking Strategy
without changes, with changes or not to adopt it. The short term restrictions are expected to be implemented within
18 monthe and the medium term restrictions within 2 — 5 years.

More information ! ; S

If you have any questions about the strategy "'%% ;E g ‘.\9&

please contact Council’s Parking Planner, LY H 2

Mary Bailey, by phone: 9392 5498 or % & %,

email: mary bailey@marrickville.nsw.gov.au kb,o K f“’p O & %,
& -‘6 F.
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Figure 2: Map showing draft recommendations delivered to letter boxes throughout Dulwich Hill during

public exhibition of study
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Permit Parking Restriction
tocaton | PRI | 1/ar E;J:;E;; 1P g:c[:;;er';; 2 | 4 |umesticted

Ariington Sfreet M0 - 14 - - - -4
Beach Road - - - - 10 - -10
Cancnlbury Grove M13 - - - ks - - 00
Clargo trest MI10 - - - 12 - - -12
Cobar Srest MO - - - 21 - - -21
Cornstitution Road M&WATD - 17 - 20 - - -39
Darvis Street M7 - - - 4 - - -4
Denizon Road M7 s - - - 94 - - 4
Dubnich Sfrest hs - - - i - - -2511]
Durbiam Strest Mé - - -7 2L - - -18
Effhicern Street M7 - - - 10 - - -10
Ewart Sfrest 13 - - - 14 - - -1é
Fairfowd treet Ma - - - 10 - - -0
Grove Strest 1) - - - s - - 09
Heripert Sfreat MG - - -3 14 - - -13
Hercules Sreet Mg - - - 14 - - -4
Hill Sreet Mé - - - ) - - =27
Kays Avenus West M13 - - - 24 - - -28
K=ith Sfrest M13 - - - ) - - 27
Kintore Strest - - - - 18 - -18
Kroomkit Streat MID - - - 15 - - -15
Levwisharm Sfreat M& - - -2 a5 - - -33

facorthue Parade hM13 - - - 2 - - =21
Mamckyile RBoad - 3 - - - -3 - -
Pigott Street Mé - - -5 R - - -34
Rioss Strest MO - - - 14 - - -1&
Tery Road K& - - - 7 - - 2
Urion Strest MO - pla' - - - - -9
Yictornia Street M7 - - - 44, - - —dg
Wardell Road M13 - - - 51 - - -51
Wilga Avenus M3 - - - 13 - - -13
Williams Porade - - - - - 17 17
fule Strest Mé - - - 14 - - -1&

Tota - +3 +52 -17 +557 +25 +17 744

[2] Includes three spaces that are “bes rone 230 fo 400pm school days only™.

Table 1: Summary Table of parking restriction changes included in Draft report
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CONCLUSION

The proposed permit parking changes to Ewart Street, Dulwich Hill were included in the
publically exhibited Dulwich Hill Parking Study draft report map and the summary table of
changes and there was resident support for the proposed restrictions. The proposed permit
parking changes will be in keeping with the findings of the study.

ATTACHMENTS
Nil.
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Item No: TO517 ltem 7

Subject: SYDENHAM/ST PETERS PARKING IMPLEMENTATION REVIEW
(MARRICKVILLE WARD/HEFFRON ELECTORATE/NEWTOWN LAC)

File Ref: 15/4291/37347.17
Prepared By:  Mary Bailey - Parking Planner
Authorised By: Joe Di Cesare - Manager Design and Investigation

SUMMARY

Council is carrying out a review of the 2013 GHD Sydenham Parking Study. In addition to the
Sydenham parking precinct the review is also considering parking impacts in St Peters.
Recommendations have been made to extend resident parking in a number of streets in the
Sydenham parking precinct as a result of knock on effects from the 2014 implementation of
the GHD report. Also recommendations are being made to implement resident parking in a
number of streets in St Peters due to residents’ concerns regarding the impacts of surrounding
commercial/industrial uses. Following approval by Council, there will be a 28 day period of
public exhibition of the draft recommendations. Public comments will then be incorporated into
a final report for approval by Council.

RECOMMENDATION

THAT the draft Sydenham/St Peters Parking Review be approved for public exhibition.

BACKGROUND

GHD was commissioned in 2012 by the then Marrickville Council to undertake a parking
management study in the Sydenham area. The study investigated the existing supply and
demand for parking in the area and suggested recommendations for improved management of
the available parking resources.

GHD report recommended the implementation of a residential parking scheme based on a
400m catchment of Sydenham railway station (see Figure 1). GHD also recommended that
Council consider community feedback after the installation of the scheme to determine if
expansion was required.

FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS

Financial implications in relation to this review will be dealt with in a subsequent report to
Council.
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OFFICER COMMENTS

Council has now undertaken a review of the implementation of that study bearing in mind more
recent developments. The review is comprised of a community survey, any correspondence to
Council, parking surveys, and, incorporation of any new residential or commercial
developments in the area. The draft recommendations within this report will be placed on
public exhibition for 28 days following approval by Council. The draft recommendations will be
then finalised, incorporating feedback from residents and stakeholders. All the
recommendations in this review relate to the M4 permit parking area.

Marnckvilie
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Figure 1: Map showing expansion of resident parking areas from 2013 GHD study

The recommendations which are being made to streets in the Sydenham parking precinct
include changes to the resident parking restrictions in Bridge Street and Leslie Street; and
extensions of resident parking, Frederick, George, Sutherland and Yelverton Streets. Due to a
number of factors including resident concern about managing the impact in the growth of
commercial/industrial uses, resident parking restrictions are recommended for Edith, Mary and
Roberts Streets within the M4 resident parking area.
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This report also comments on and provides analysis for additional streets within the St Peters
area. There are currently a number of streets within St Peters which have resident parking
(M12 area). An analysis of streets which have been highlighted to Council by residents and
those which are subject to WestConnex works are further discussed. At this time there is no
rationale for implementing any further resident parking in the existing M12 permit parking area.

Information on the Sydenham Creative Hub is included. Parking impacts of the Creative Hub
development will be managed through the urban development process. Feedback on parking
impacts is sought as part of this parking review.

Recommendations
The draft recommendations which are being made are summarised in Table 1 below and
illustrated in maps in Figure 2 and Figure 3.

Table 1: List of draft recommendations

Draft Details Type
Recommendation
1. Bridge Convert 2P 8:30am-6pm Monday to Friday Area M4 | Unrestricted
Street, Tempe Permit Holders Excepted to Unrestricted parking
(southern side)
2. Edith Street, | Convert Unrestricted parking to 2P 8:30am-6pm 2P Resident
St Peters Monday to Friday, 8:30am-12:30pm Sat Area M4

Permit Holders Excepted (southern side) between
Unwins Bridge Road and the driveway opposite 65
Edith Street

3. Edith Street, | Convert Unrestricted parking to 2P 8:30am-6pm 2P Resident
St Peters Monday to Friday, 8:30am-12:30pm Saturday Area
M4 Permit Holders Excepted (southern side)

between number 52 Edith Street and Roberts Lane

4, Frederick Convert Unrestricted parking to 2P 8:30am-6pm 2P Resident
Street, Sydenham | Monday to Friday Area M4 Permit Holders Excepted
(northern side) between Henry Street to property
no.l Frederick Street

5. George Convert Unrestricted parking to 2P 8:30am-6pm 2P Resident
Street, Sydenham | Monday to Friday Area M4 Permit Holders Excepted
(northern side) between Henry Street and Lee Lane

6. Leslie Street, | Convert Unrestricted parking to 2P 8:30am-6pm 2P Resident
Tempe Monday to Friday Area M4 Permit Holders Excepted

(eastern side)
7. Mary Street, | Convert Unrestricted parking to 2P 8:30am-6pm 2P Resident
St Peters Monday to Friday, 8:30am-12:30pm Saturday Area

M4 Permit Holders Excepted (northern side)
between Roberts Lane and property no. 71 Mary

Street
8. Mary Street, | Convert Unrestricted parking to No Parking “No Parking”
St Peters (southern side) between Rolfe Lane and the
driveway to property no. 60 Mary Street
9. Mary Street, | Convert Unrestricted parking to 4P 8:30am-6pm 4P
St Peters Monday-Friday (southern side) between Albion Lane | (Medium Term)

and the driveway to property no. 62 Mary Street
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10. Park Road, Implement statutory 10m No Stopping southern side | No Stopping
Sydenham of Park Road at its intersection with Princes Highway
11. Roberts Convert Unrestricted parking to 2P 8:30am-6pm 2P Resident
Street, St Peters Monday to Friday, 8:30am-12:30pm Saturday Area

M4 Permit Holders Excepted (northern side)
12. Sutherland Convert Unrestricted parking to 2P 8:30am-6pm 2P Resident
Street, St Peters Monday to Friday Area M4 Permit Holders Excepted

(northern side) between Henry Street and property

no.1 Sutherland Street
13. Yelverton Convert Unrestricted parking to 2P 8:30am-6pm 2P Resident
Street, St Peters Monday to Friday Area M4 Permit Holders Excepted

(northern side) between Henry Street and Princes

Highway
14. No Stopping | Implement Statutory No Stopping zones in No Stopping

association with parking restrictions as appropriate
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Figure 2: Map of proposed restrictions northwest of study area (Area 1)
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Sydenham-St.Pet
Precinct. Area 2.

Figure 3: Map of proposed restrictions in southeast of study area (Area 2)

PUBLIC CONSULTATION

In summary the community engagement consisted of a mail out to all residents and
householders in the Sydenham area. For other matters related to St Peters, Council refers to
correspondence and petitions that have been received over the past several years.
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Further feedback is expected to be received during the public exhibition phase from both
Sydenham and St Peters areas.

A letter was sent by mail to approximately 5,000 householders and residents in the Sydenham
area, pointing to a web page outlining the process for the study review and seeking input via a
guestionnaire. The responses are summarised below.

e There were 60 responses received.

e There were 43 respondents who were from streets currently with unrestricted parking
and 17 who had measures implemented in their street.

e Of those 17, there were 7 people who were satisfied.

e Of the 10 people who were dissatisfied 4 related to Park Road and 2 to Terry Street.

Several respondents were not satisfied with the extent of parking measures and wanted the
hours of resident parking extended to cover evenings and weekends or wanted the extent of
resident parking expanded further in the street. The main reasons stated for lack of
satisfaction included,;

There is a lot of inconsiderate parking;

There is a lot of commuter parking in my street;

The current time restrictions cause parking problems; and

There are not enough permit parking spaces and parking is hard to find.

Of the 10 people who said they were dissatisfied, only 2 gave reasons, the first was that there
was too much commuter parking and the other that there was insufficient permit parking.

There were 59 responses to the type of parking preferred with most preferring resident parking
for residents and time restricted for non-residents. Types of parking preferred are detailed in
Table 2 below.

Table 2: Type of parking preferred by residents (community survey)

. Number of
Type of Parking preferred respondents

A combination of resident permit parking and

unrestricted parking 8
Laneway parking restrictions for access to

properties 2

Resident permit parking for residents and time
restricted for non-residents 39
Unrestricted parking 10

CONCLUSION

In the Sydenham/St Peters areas, there are a number of impacts on parking demand which
Council has considered in the development of draft recommendations for parking restrictions.
Resident feedback and data from parking surveys have been taken into account in developing
the draft recommendations. The draft recommendations are aimed at providing parking
opportunities for local residents while allowing for a balanced approach to parking provision for
other users including commuters and commercial/industrial uses.

ATTACHMENTS
1.0  Sydenham-St Peters Parking Review Report - 2017
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Executive Summary

GHD was commissioned in 2012 by the then Marrickville Council to undertake a parking
management study in the Sydenham area. The study investigated the existing supply
and demand for parking in the area and suggested recommendations for improved
management of the available parking resources.

GHD report recommended the implementation of a residential parking scheme based on
a 400m catchment of Sydenham railway station. (See Figure E1). GHD also
recommended that Council consider community feedback after the installation of the
scheme to determine if expansion was required.
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Figure E1:: Map showing expansion of resident parking areas from 2013 GHD study

Council is now undertaking a review of the implementation of that study bearing in mind
more recent developments. That review has comprised a community survey, review of
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any correspondence to Council, parking surveys and incorporation of any new residential
or commercial developments in the area. This report with the draft recommendations will
be placed on public exhibition for 28 days following approval by Council. The draft

recommendations will be finalised incorporating feedback from residents and

stakeholders. All the recommendations in this review relate to the M4 permit parking

area.

The recommendations which are being made to streets in the Sydenham parking
precinct include changes to the resident parking restrictions in Bridge Street and Leslie
Street; and extensions of resident parking, Frederick, George, Sutherland and Yelverton
Streets. Due to a number of factors including resident concern about managing the
impact in the growth of Precinct 75, resident parking restrictions are recommended for
Edith, Mary and Roberts Streets within the M4 resident parking area

The review report will also comment on and provide analysis for additional streets within
the St Peters area. There are currently a number of streets within St Peters which have
resident parking (M12 area). An analysis of streets which have been highlighted to
Council by residents and those which are subject to WestConnex New M5 works are
further discussed. At this time there is no rationale for implementing any further resident
parking in the existing M12 permit parking area.

Information on the Sydenham Creative Hub is also included. Parking impacts of the
Creative Hub development will be managed through the urban development process.
Feedback on parking impacts is sought as part of this parking review.

Recommendations

The draft recommendations which are being made are summarised in Table E1 below
and illustrated in maps in Figure E2 and E3.

Table E1: Draft recommendations

Draft Recommendation

Details

Type

1. Bridge Street ,
Tempe

Convert 2P 8:30am-6pm Monday to Friday
Area M4 Permit Holders Excepted to
Unrestricted parking (southern side)

Unrestricted

2. Edith Street, St Convert Unrestricted parking to 2P 8:30am- Resident
Peters 6pm Monday to Friday 8:30am-12:30pm Sat

Area M4 Permit Holders Excepted (southern

side) between Unwins Bridge Road and the

driveway opposite 65 Edith Street
3. Edith Street, St Convert Unrestricted parking to 2P 8:30am- Resident
Peters 6pm Monday to Friday 8:30am-12:30pm

Saturday Area M4 Permit Holders Excepted

(southern side) between number 52 Edith

Street and Roberts Lane
4, Frederick Street, Convert Unrestricted parking to 2P 8:30am- Resident

Sydenham

6pm Monday to Friday Area M4 Permit Holders
Excepted (northern side) between Henry Street
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to property no.1 Frederick Street

5. George Street,
Sydenham

Convert Unrestricted parking to 2P 8:30am-
6pm Monday to Friday Area M4 Permit Holders
Excepted (northern side) between Henry Street
and Lee Lane

Resident

6. Leslie Street, Tempe

Convert Unrestricted parking to 2P 8:30am-
6pm Monday to Friday Area M4 Permit Holders
Excepted (eastern side)

Resident

7. Mary Street, St
Peters

Convert Unrestricted parking to 2P 8:30am-
6pm Monday to Friday 8:30am-12:30pm
Saturday Area M4 Permit Holders Excepted
(northern side) between Roberts Lane and
property no. 71 Mary Street

Resident

8. Mary Street, St
Peters

Convert Unrestricted parking to No Parking
(southern side) between Rolfe Lane and the
driveway to property no. 60 Mary Street

No Parking

9. Mary Street, St
Peters

Convert Unrestricted parking to 4P 8:30am-
6pm Monday-Friday (southern side) between
Albion Lane and the driveway to property no.
62 Mary Street

Medium Term

10. Park Road, Implement statutory 10m No Stopping southern No Stopping
Sydenham side of Park Road at its intersection with

Princes Highway
11. Roberts Street, St Convert Unrestricted parking to 2P 8:30am- Resident
Peters 6pm Monday to Friday 8:30am-12:30pm

Saturday Area M4 Permit Holders Excepted

(northern side)
12.  Sutherland Street, St Convert Unrestricted parking to 2P 8:30am- Resident
Peters 6pm Monday to Friday Area M4 Permit Holders

Excepted (northern side) between Henry Street

and property no.1 Sutherland Street
13.  Yelverton Street, St Convert Unrestricted parking to 2P 8:30am- Resident
Peters 6pm Monday to Friday Area M4 Permit Holders

Excepted (northern side) between Henry Street

and Princes Highway
14.  No Stopping Implement Statutory No Stopping zones in No Stopping

association with parking restrictions as
appropriate
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1. Introduction

In 2011 Council commissioned GHD Consultants to carry out a study of parking in The
Marrickville Town Centre. The purpose of the study was to provide information on the
current parking supply and demand, the future parking needs and a strategic framework
to address parking issues in the Town Centre and surrounding areas.

The study resulted in recommendations consistent with the approach of improving
parking for residents, and commercial stakeholders. For further details on the key
findings of the 2013 GHD report see Appendix A.

Council is now undertaking a review of the implementation of that study bearing in mind
more recent developments. The review has comprised a community survey, review of
any correspondence to Council, parking surveys and incorporation of any new residential
or commercial developments in the area. This report with the draft recommendations will
be placed on public exhibition for 28 days following approval by Council. The draft
recommendations will be finalised incorporating feedback from residents and
stakeholders. All the recommendations in this review relate to the M4 permit parking
area.

2. Study Area

The Sydenham parking precinct stretches beyond the boundaries of the suburb of

Sydenham and includes parts of Marrickville, Tempe and St Peters. Key local sites include
e Sydenham Station;

Sydney’s Portuguese Social Club, Fraser Park and Sydenham Green,;

Wholesalers precinct;

St Peters Branch Library and Council Depot;

Tillman Park Child Care Centre

The Sydenham parking Precinct is bounded by

e The Princes Highway between Mary Street and Foreman Street on the south-eastern
boundary, and

¢ acombination of Saywell Street between Fitzroy Street and Railway Parade on the
western side of the Bankstown and lllawarra/ Eastern Suburbs rail line, and

e Mary Street between Unwins Bridge Road and Princes Highway on the eastern side
of the rail line.

¢ Victoria Road between Meeks Road and Sydenham Road and Meeks Lane on the
north western boundary; and

¢ A combination of Foreman Street, Way Street and Fraser Park form the south-
western boundary to the study area.

The GHD study referred to seven (7) zones within the Sydenham parking precinct (See
Figure 1 below)
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In general, the parking zones are characterised as follows:

. Zone 1 is charactenised by a combination of residential, industrial and recreational land
uses, and parking is mostly unrestricted except for Maude Road.

. Zone 2 and 3 are characterised primarily by industrial land uses, with some residential
and recreation uses. Generally, parking is not managed through restrictions.

. Zone 4 is charactensed by a mix of land uses comprising residential, industnal, a library
and Sydenham rail station and most on-street parking is controlled by time related
parking restrictions.

. Zone 5 and 7 are characterised by primarily residential land uses, with some recreation

uses and a strip of industrial land uses along the Princes Highway and predominantly
parking is unrestricted.

. Zone 6 is charactenised by a combination of residential, industnial, local retail and
recreational (in the form of Sydenham Green) land uses with a combination of different
parking restrictions, including no stopping and residents permit parking.

Figure 1: 2013 Study area and zone description
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: Sydenham Parking Precinct (2013
Study and 2016 review)

: St Peters Parking area (added
to 2016 review area)

Figure 2: 2017 Study and review area

3. Background
GHD carried out parking surveys and community surveys in late 2011. The study
analysis and reporting were completed throughout 2012 and the final report tendered to

Council in June 2013. Implementation of the study recommendations was done through
2014.

The primary aims of the parking study were to:

e provide Council with a set of existing and future parking management strategies
considering the centre as a whole.

¢ determine the future parking requirements, including the quantum and potential
locations, on and off street, should additional parking be required.

Council’s goals as espoused in the Marrickville Integrated Transport Strategy support
strategy are that it:

“... provides the rationale and recommended actions for addressing local transport
issues and moving Marrickville toward sustainable transport — that is, reducing car
use and increasing use of public transport, walking and cycling.”
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The main strategies that arose from the study included;
e Protecting Residential Amenity by expanding the Residential Parking Scheme
(Strategy “A”)
e Improve parking controls generally across the study area — particularly adjacent to
Sydenham Station (Strategy “B”)

3.1 Resident parking

There were a number of strategic areas identified in the 2012 report particularly in
relation to resident parking

Strategy A - Protecting Residential Amenity— recommended the expansion of the
resident parking permit scheme area to at least cover a 400m catchment area around
Sydenham station, which was supported by parking occupancy surveys and community
feedback.

It was recommended that Council implement a resident parking permit zone that covers
a 400m area around Sydenham station within areas classified as residential. This would
thus include parts of the following streets being included in as expanded residential
parking schemes:

Alfred Street
Bridge Street
Frederick Street;
George Street;
Grove Street
Sutherland Street;
Terry Street; and
Yelverton Street

Over the years through a process of resident feedback, streets which have been
designated resident parking in St Peters include;
e Council Street
Hutchison Street
Lackey Street
May Street
Short Street
St Peters

Existing resident parking in the Sydenham and St Peters area is detailed in Figure 3.and
4 below. (Also see Appendix B)
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It is noted that the majority of residential parking is for 2P 8:30am - 6:00pm Monday to
Friday with the exceptions being Railway Road, George Street and Hogan Street (west
of Unwins Bridge Road) which operate 2P 8:30am - 10:00pm Monday to Friday.

4. Strategic Context

All parking decisions and recommendations are made within a strategic context. The
context consists of policy and legislative instruments and documents a number of which
are outlined below. The basis of developing parking management plans is to contribute
to the sustainable management of parking and traffic in the area. The aims are stated in
the Matrrickville Local Environmental Plan (MLEP) 2011 - to “promote sustainable
transport, reduce car use and increase use of public transport, walking and cycling”; and
“promote accessible and diverse housing types including the provision and retention of
affordable housing”.

A report to Council Infrastructure, Planning and Environmental Services (IPES)
Committee on 7 July 2015 provided the following list of “policies that have influenced (or
will influence) Council’s current approach to parking provision & management...”
(Council’s affordable housing policies have also been included.)

Improving Transport Choice: Guidelines for Planning & Development (2001) — Principle
Eight of these guidelines is “manage the supply of parking - use the location, supply and
availability of parking to discourage car use”;

Roads & Maritime Services’ (RMS) Guide to Traffic-Generating Development (2002) —
includes model parking provision rates which were used in determining MDCP 2011
rates — recognises that model rates can be reduced in middle-inner city areas with ready
access to services and public transport;

Final SEPP 65 (to come into force in July 2015) — includes a provision that means
Council cannot refuse development consent where parking is provided at or above the
lower of either the relevant council’s or RMS rate (but without an upper limit) for areas
around railway stations and light rail stops.

Council policies include:

e Marrickville Community Strategic Plan (2013) — includes strategies to “ensure car
parking is well managed”; “support existing and new supplies of affordable housing”;
and “provide effective planning controls to ensure that the built environment reflects
community expectations and changing needs, conserves heritage and is socially and
environmentally sustainable”;

e Marrickville Integrated Transport Strategy (2007) — includes actions to: “improve the
management of private domain car parking in accessible areas by managing supply,
improving bicycle parking and encouraging car sharing in private developments ...”;
and “improve the management of public domain car parking in accessible areas ...
by managing supply, minimising impacts, protecting resident parking, optimising
turnover, giving priority to car sharing and other targeted users ...".
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e Marrickville Affordable Housing Strategy (2009) — includes a recommendation to
“Incorporate planning provisions and mechanisms into the LEP and DCP to
encourage a diverse and adaptable range of housing in the Marrickville area”;

e Marrickville Urban Strategy (2007) — includes an action to “review development
controls to prioritise walking, cycling and access to public transport”;

e Marrickville Local Environmental Plan (MLEP) 2011 - includes aims to “promote
sustainable transport, reduce car use and increase use of public transport, walking
and cycling”; and “promote accessible and diverse housing types including the
provision and retention of affordable housing”; and

e Marrickville Development Control Plan (MDCP) 2011 — Section 2.10 Parking includes
parking provision rates for developments consistent with its objective to “balance the
need to meet car parking on-site to avoid excessive spillover onto streets, with the
need to constrain parking to maintain Marrickville LGA’s compact urban form and
promote sustainable transport”. MDCP 2011 also recognises that parking constraint
can assist with affordable housing and reduced business costs.

5. Scope of review

This review will cover the Sydenham parking precinct and the implementation of
recommended measures as a result of the 2013 GHD study, and extend to include
matters related to St Peters including WestConnex, Precinct 75 as well as the proposed
Sydenham Creative Hub.

The scope of the review includes analysis of parking conditions in the expanded study
area (see Figure 2) including;

e community consultation

¢ internal and external stakeholder engagement
e parking data collection (where required)

¢ resident parking

¢ laneway restrictions (based on the Laneway Guidelines endorsed by Council in
December 2015)

6. Review Methodology

Council has the approach of reviewing the implementation of parking management
plans within a reasonable period of the implementation. The review consists of
community consultation by way of a survey, parking data collection where indicated and
development of a draft report based on those outputs. Full details of the parking surveys
which were carried out across the Sydenham and St Peters areas are available in
Appendix C.
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Where the community survey highlights streets and issues of concern recommendations
will be made where appropriate and with respect to the guiding principles and relative to
available data. Streets that have no comments from the public will not be covered unless
there is a rationale for reviewing such as changes in land use, development or proposed
changes to restrictions in nearby streets or laneways.

The findings of the current review as drafted in this report will be presented to Council
and put on public exhibition for a period of 28 days following which feedback from the
community will be incorporated into a final report for Council approval. After the final
report an implementation plan will be drawn up as per the recommendations and
implementation will take place within the following 12-18 month period. Whatever final
recommendations are made, during the implementation phase all those affected by
particular recommendations will again be consulted and advised as appropriate

Based on the community feedback, available data and additional reports; the review will
make recommendations in keeping with Council’s policy approach of reducing
dependence on the private motor vehicle.

The review seeks to update the knowledge base on parking issues in the area and
address the concerns of residents and other stakeholders. A set of guiding principles is
adhered to in considering how resident parking is assessed and provided; how types of
parking work together; and how the parking stock and eligibility of residents for resident
parking is best balanced. Some of those considerations are listed below.

e streets cannot be treated in isolation as any restrictions may have knock on effects in
other streets

e as arule Council would expect that in streets that are recommended for resident
parking restrictions, that there are at least 10% of households calling for that and that
there is an 85% parking occupancy.

¢ Council implements resident parking on only one side of the street with the opposite
side remaining as unrestricted parking

e two permits per household maximum (depending on the number of deemed off street
car parking spaces)

¢ generally not providing for resident parking where there is no residential frontage
e ensuring that there are sufficient parking spaces for the eligible residents and

e seeking to ensure those residents who have off street parking, especially rear lane
access are able to use it.

(In December 2015 Council endorsed a set of Laneway Guidelines which set out
parameters for laneway parking so that access and egress for emergency and service
vehicles and for off street parking is maintained.)
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7. Community engagement

In summary the community engagement consisted of a mailout to all residents and
householders in the Sydenham area. For other matters related to St Peters, Council
refers to correspondence and petitions that have been received over the past several
years. Further feedback will be received during the public exhibition phase from both
Sydenham and St Peters areas.

A letter was sent by mail to approximately 5,000 householders and residents in the
Sydenham area, pointing to a web page outlining the process for the study review and
seeking input via a questionnaire. The responses are summarised below.

e There were 60 responses received.

e There were 43 respondents who had not had restrictions introduced and 17 who
had measures implemented in their street.

e Of those 17, there were 7 people who were satisfied.

e Of the 10 people who were dissatisfied 4 related to Park Road and 2 to Terry
Street.

Several respondents were not satisfied with the extent of parking measures and wanted
the hours of resident parking extended to cover evenings and weekends or wanted the
extent of resident parking expanded further in the street.

The main reasons stated for lack of satisfaction included:;

e There is a lot of inconsiderate parking

e There is a lot of commuter parking in my street

e The current time restrictions cause parking problems

e There are not enough permit parking spaces and parking is hard to find

Of the 10 people who said they were dissatisfied, only 2 gave reasons one that there
was too much commuter parking and the other that there was insufficient permit parking

There were 59 responses to the type of parking preferred with most preferring resident
parking for residents and time restricted for non-residents. Types of parking preferred are
detailed in Table 1 below.
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Type of Parking preferred # of respondents

A combination of resident permit parking and
unrestricted parking 8

Laneway parking restrictions for access to

properties 2

Resident permit parking for residents and time
restricted for non-residents 39
Unrestricted parking 10

Table 1: Type of parking preferred by residents (community survey)

8. Recommendations 2016 review

Most of the recommendations arising out of this review relate to resident parking.
Resident parking restrictions proposed for Edith, Mary and Roberts Streets cover
weekdays and Saturday to accommodate the impact of the Precinct 75 retail activity and
Saturday markets. The proposed restriction for Edith, Mary and Roberts Streets is 2P
Permit Holders Excepted 8:30am-6:00pm Monday to Friday and 8:30am-12:30pm
Saturday. All other proposed resident parking in for Monday to Friday consistent with the
existing streets in proximity to those now further recommended for resident parking
restrictions, being 2P Permit Holders Excepted 8:30am-6:00pom Monday to Friday.

There is a recommendation to implement No Stopping in Park Road, Sydenham at the
Princes Highway and a small section of 4P associated with Precinct 75 in Mary Street, St
Peters.

The resident parking restrictions which have been proposed all fall within the Area M4 of
the resident parking scheme. For the sake of ease of reference, a list of the
recommendations is contained in Appendix E and maps showing the proposed changes
are reproduced in Appendix F.

8.1 Resident parking

8.1.1 Alfred Street
Resident parking was introduced to Alfred Street on the eastern side between Rolfe
Lane and Bakers Lane.as part of the 2014 implementation of the study

In the community survey, there were 4 responses from 3 households in Alfred Street.
Households which had resident parking introduced are satisfied/very satisfied (3) but one
without resident parking (1) expressed lack of satisfaction. That was a resident of the

56



#§ INNER WEST COUNCIL Local Tratfic Committee Meeting

“Grove Street development” which is not eligible for resident parking as per the
conditions of consent for the development application.

Figure 4: Map showing context of Alfred Street

As part of the conditions of consent for the development DA 200500749, there is a
prohibition on granting resident parking to the dwellings now known as 44-77 Grove
Street and 60-90 Alfred Street. The wording of the condition of consent is;

11.  Owners and occupants of the proposed building shall not be eligible for any existing or future resident
parking scheme for the area. The person acting on the consent being responsible to advise any
purchaser or prospective tenant of this condition.

Reason: To ensure the development does not reduce the amount of “on street” parking currently
available.

57

ltem 7

Attachment 1



#§ INNER WEST COUNCIL Local Tratfic Committee Meeting

ltem 7

8.1.2 Bridge Street and Leslie Street

Resident parking has been implemented on both sides of Bridge Street and no resident
parking was introduced in Leslie Street. Council has received representations from
residents of Bridge Street pointing out the difficulty caused by having resident parking on
both sides of the street. Also during the 2016 consultation there was support to
implement resident parking in Leslie Street noting that there is a knock on effect from
the resident parking in bridge Street, making parking in Leslie Street more difficult.

The parking surveys undertaken on 7 December 2016 show that there is a high level of
occupancy in Leslie Street throughout the day and that Bridge Street has low levels of
occupancy. See Table 2.

A M
8:00 AM 12:00PM | 3:00PM 6:00 PM verage ax
Spaces Spaces

Occupied | Occupied

8:00am - 8:00am -
Description Supply | Occ % Occ % Occ % Occ % 8:00pm 8:00pm
Bridge St between End & Unwins Bridge 19 4 21% 8 | 42% 9 | 47% 15 | 79% 7 15
Bridge St between Leslie & End 4 3 75% 1| 25% 1| 25% 2 | 50% 1 3
Bridge St between Unwins Bridge & Leslie 10 2 20% 2 | 20% 1| 10% 8 | 80% 3 8
Leslie St between Bridge & End 7 4 57% 2 | 29% 3| 43% 4 | 57% 3 4
Leslie St between End & Bridge 8 75% 7 - 7 7 5 7

Attachment 1

Table 2: Parking Survey Results Brldge Street and Leslie Street (7 December 2016)

Resident feedback has indicated that having resident parking on both sides of Bridge
Street is causing inconvenience. In order of create a more balanced usage of the parking
it is proposed to revert to resident parking on one side of Bridge Street only and
introduce resident parking on one side of Leslie Street. It is recommended to maintain
resident parking on the northern side of Bridge Street (to maximise spaces for residents)
and introduce resident parking on the eastern side of Leslie Street. For conditions in
Leslie Street see Figures 5 and 6. Figure 7 illustrates the recommendations in Bridge
Street and Leslie Street.
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Figure 5: Leslie Street eastern side (note vestigial driveways)

LeslieSt -

Figure 6: Leslie Street (western side) fewer driveways but not outside residences
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RS

Existing 2P Permit Holders
Excepted 8:30am-6pm M-F

=== Proposed Existing 2P Permit
Holders Excepted 8:30am-6pm M-F \

- (Area M4) = 2,
\ === Proposed Unrestricted parking ‘A K
e o kS
Figure 7: Existing and Proposed restrictions in Bridge Street and Leslie Street

Recommendation: Bridge Street - Convert 2P 8:30am-6pm Monday to Friday Area
M4 Permit Holders Excepted to Unrestricted parking (southern side)
Unrestricted

Recommendation: Leslie Street - Convert Unrestricted parking to 2P 8:30am-6pm
Monday to Friday Area M4 Permit Holders Excepted (eastern side)
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8.1.3 Frederick Street
Current restrictions

e Resident parking on both sides between Unwins Bridge Road and Henry Street
e Unrestricted between Henry Street and Princes Highway (Both sides)

Resident parking was introduced to both sides of Frederick Street between Unwins
Bridge Road and Henry Street in 2014.

Parking surveys undertaken on 7 December 2016 showed that of the 52 available
parking spaces, occupancy between Unwins Bridge Road and Henry Street was
between 58% and 77% throughout the day peaking at 3pm. This is the section with
resident parking, and on both sides.

In the section between Henry Street and the Princes Highway where there are 43
available parking spaces occupancy was between 67% at 8am rising to 100%. See
Table ? below)

The section between Henry Street and Unwins Bridge road is functioning to
accommodate resident parking, however the occupancies in the eastern end, between
Henry Street and the Princes Highway are on the higher end of the scale. Several
residents have complained that the street is used for a long term parking area for people
travelling to the airport

There are 41 residences fronting Frederick Street in the section between Henry Street
and the Princes Highway. There is off street parking for about 12 cars. Despite the high
parking occupancy, there were no submissions received from residents of Frederick
Street in the section currently without resident parking (Henry to the Princes Highway) In
the original 2012 study 5 residents responded, 3 in favour of resident parking and 2 in
favour of unrestricted parking.

The occupancy in the eastern section of Frederick Street was at 100% at 8am and 6pm
but also was high during the day at 90% at 3pm. (See Table 3)

Average Max
8:00 AM 12:00 PM 3:00 PM 6:00 PM

Spaces Spaces
Occupie | Occupie
d d
8:00am 8:00am

Description

Supply

Occ

%

Occ

%

Occ

%

Occ

%

8:00pm

8:00pm

Frederick St between Henry &
Unwins Bridge (south side)

26

18

69%

18

69%

20

77%

17

65%

15

20

Frederick St between Unwins
Bridge & Henry (north side)

26

15

58%

18

Frederick St between Henry &
Princes (north side)

21

14

67%

19

Frederick St between Princes &
Henry (south side)

22

22

20

Table 3: Parking survey results

69%

17

65%

18

69%

14

18

17

21

14

21

15

68%

19

15

22

Frederick Street, 7 December 2016

Between Henry Street and the Princes Highway, there are 18 dwellings on the southern
side (with 9 driveways and on the northern side 22 dwellings with 7 driveways, making
the northern side a more reasonable candidate for proposed resident parking.
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One resident has contacted Council seeking an extension of the resident parking to 7
days a week due to a reported demand for parking in Frederick Street by commuters at
the rail station. At present there has been no other supporting documentation for this and
given that there is a good deal of available weekend parking in areas like Bolton Street
and other industrial streets near the station weekend impact in residential streets does
not appear to be widespread at present and there appears to be little community support
for any extension of the days for resident parking. If community support increases it
could be considered.

As there is a high level of occupancy and recommendations are being made to extend
resident parking in adjacent streets and a knock on effect is anticipated; it is proposed to

recommend resident parking in the eastern end of Frederick Street (northern side). (see
Figure 8 below)

Existing 2P Permit
Holders Excepted
8:30am-6pm M-F

Proposed 2P Permit
Holders Excepted
8:30am-6pm M-F

(Area M4)

Figure 8:: map showing existing and proposed restrictions Frederick Street

Recommendation: Convert Unrestricted parking to 2P 8:30am-6pm Monday to
Friday Area M4 Permit Holders Excepted (northern side) between Henry Street to
property no.1 Frederick Street
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8.1.4 George Street
Current restrictions

e Resident parking on both sides between Burrows Road and Unwins Bridge Road

e Resident parking on northern side between Unwins Bridge Road and Henry
Street

e Unrestricted parking between Henry Street and Princes Highway (Both sides)

ltem 7

Avera
8:00 AM 12:00 PM 3:00 PM 6:00 PM
ge Max
Space Space
s s
Stre.et Occup | Occup
Section . .
D ied ied
8:00a 8:00a
m- m-
Oc Oc 8:00p 8:00p
Description Supply Occ % Occ % c % c % m m
George St between
89 Unwins Bridge & Burrows 12 8 67% 10 12 10 8 12
George St between 67 67
88 Burrows & Unwins Bridge 6 3 50% 4 % 4 | 67% 4 % 3 4
George St between Henry 74 65
19 & Princes(NR) north side 34 26 76% 25 % 24 | 71% 22 % 19 26
George St between Princes 42
16 & Henry (NR) south side 31 27 26 31 13 % 19 31
Total 65 53 51 55 35 54
George St between Henry 52
17 & Unwins Bridge (NR) 27 27 25 21 | 78% 14 % 17 27
George St between 36 44
18 Unwins Bridge & Henry (R) 25 14 56% 9 % 13 | 52% 11 % 9 14

Table 4: Parking survey results George Street, 7 December 2016

(NR —no resident parking) R resident parking

In the section of George Street between Unwins Bridge Road and Henry Street where
there is resident parking on the northern side (see section 18 in Table 4) there is a
capacity throughout the day indicating that the resident parking is effective.

In the section of George Street between Henry Street and the Princes Highway the
occupancy levels are over 80% throughout the day. (See Table 4). Representations
have been received by Council via the community survey and correspondence
requesting resident parking in this section of George Street. Given the high occupancy
throughout the day it is recommended to implement resident parking in George Street
between Henry Street and Lee Lane on one side of the street. (See Figure 9)
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Existing 2P Permit Holders
Excepted 8:30am-6pm M-F

e Proposed 2P Permit Holders
Excepted 8:30am-6pm M-F

(Area M4)

Figure 9: George Street — Existing and Proposed Resident Parking

Recommendation: George Street — Convert Unrestricted parking to 2P 8:30am-
6pm Monday to Friday Area M4 Permit Holders Excepted (northern side) between
Henry Street and Lee Lane
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8.1.5 Lymerston Street
Current restrictions: Unrestricted

There are 38 residences fronting Lymerston Street. There was only one submission to
the 2016 community survey. The resident expressed concern that there were people
using the street for long term parking for airport travel.

During the initial survey in 2012 there were 7 responses from Lymerston Street and 4 of
those favoured Unrestricted parking. Parking surveys conducted in late 2016 indicate
that there is capacity throughout the day and in the evening as well with the peak
occupancy of 71% at 6pm. See Table 5 below.

There is little support for resident parking in Lymerston Street at this time

rationale for recommending introduction of resident parking at this time.

so there is no

Average Max
Spaces Spaces
8:00 AM 12:00 PM 3:00 PM 6:00 PM . .
Occupie Occupie
d d
o o 8:00am 8:00am
Description Supply Occ % Occ % ¢ % ¢ % - -
¢ ¢ 8:00pm 8:00pm
L ton St bet H &
LZ::\:;;" etween nenry 12 6 50% s|67% | s| e | 8| 67% 6 8
byn"\;;;sstg:i j;:etwee“mh”& 8 5 63% 3|38% | s|e3% | 7 - 4 7
g?r?r:z':n St between Laneway 3 3 3 3 .I 1 33% ) 3
\I.A\;irlt:iear;ton St between Princes & 15 15 14 12 | s0% 11 | 73% 10 15
L ton St bet S | &
Hyer:re;s on Stbetween samue 20 4 20% 11| 55% | 10| s0% | 16 | 80% 8 16
Lymerston St between Unwins
Bridge & Samuel ’ ’ ! ’ q ’ q ’ ! ? ’
j.;/::]erston St between William & 3 3 38% 2| so% 1| 13% 2| so% ) 4
Total 70 40 57% 47 | 66% 43 | 62% 51 | 71%

Table 5: Parking survey results Lymerston Street, 7 December 2016
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8.1.6 Park Road
Resident parking was introduced to Park Road in 2014 (see Figure 10 below)

Eligible for existing resident
parking

A

Existing resident
parking

PRV AV R ~ LV s

Figure 10: existing resident parking restrictions in Park Road

An occupancy survey carried out on 7 December 2016 showed that the western end of
Park Road where there is 2P resident parking on both sides, had a good deal of capacity
throughout the day with occupancy staying below 55% until 6pm when a peak
occupancy of 68% was reached. This indicates that there is a sufficient supply of
resident parking in this section of street. (See Table 6)

In the section of Park Road between Henry Street and Stewart Lane there is resident
parking only on the southern side and unrestricted parking on the northern side adjacent
to the Sydenham Green Park. The capacity on the south side is 19 spaces. Occupancy
on the southern side was lower during the day reaching a peak of 63% at 3pm (See
Table ?). On the northern side where the park is, the occupancy was high throughout the
day at 96% and 100% at 8am and 12 noon respectively tailing off to 61% in the evening.
These results show there is capacity on the side of the street with resident parking but
little further capacity throughout the day for those not eligible for a resident parking
permit.
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Averag
8:00 AM 12:00 PM 3:00 PM 6:00 PM
e Max
Spaces | Spaces
Occupi | Occup
ed ied
8:00a 8:00a
m- m-
8:00p 8:00p
Description Supply Occ % Occ % Occ % Occ % m m
Park Rd between
Belmore & Henry 19 7 37% 9 47% 12 63% 7 37% 7 12

Park Rd between
Belmore & Unwins
Bridge

2

N

Park Rd between
Henry & Belmore

20

30%

Park Rd between
Henry & Stewart

23

22

Park Rd between
Princes & Belmore

5

4

80%

50%

80%

7

35%

15

75%

N

15

16

70%

14

61%

15

23

3

60%

3

60%

Park Rd between
Rowe & Henry

20

9

45%

50%

9

45%

12

60%

12

Park Rd between
Stewart Princes

4

2

50%

25%

2

50%

2

50%

Totals

93

52

56%

59

64%

51

55%

55

59%

Table 6: Parking survey results park Road, 7 December 2016

Six (6) residents from 5 households in Park Road responded to the community survey.
There are about 60 residences fronting Park Road. Several of the respondents to the

survey commented that the development in Unwins Bridge Road had insufficient parking
for the number of people living there and that was placing extra demand on parking in
their street.

The areas of Park Road where there is resident parking have a significant amount of
capacity throughout the day. In the section between Henry Street and Stewart Lane

where parking in unrestricted, there is a high demand through the day which falls off
sharply into the evening, pointing to this being related to local workers or commuters.

Even given the dissatisfaction of a limited number of residents the parking surveys
indicate capacity in the street where there is resident parking. The unrestricted sections
of the street are in high demand during the day. Even given the high occupancy in the
unrestricted there is still only 64% maximum occupancy at 12noon and less than 60%
throughout the rest of the day.. (See Table 6) The parking surveys indicate that there is
sufficient capacity and further recommendations for resident parking are not required at
this time.

Park Road at Princes Highway

There is currently unrestricted parking in the section of park Road between Stewart Lane
and the Princes Highway both sides. As can be seen in Figure 10 below, large trucks
are parking up to the intersection with the Princes Highway obstructing the flow of
vehicles into and out of Park Road.
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Park Rd

e

~

Park Rd

Figure 11: Park Road at Princes Highway (looking east) showing trucks parked near
intersection

The parking of trucks on the southern side up to the intersection is a safety issue as
vehicles are turning off the Princes Highway where there is a 60km speed limit and high
volumes of traffic. To minimise impact on local businesses it is proposed to implement
the 10m statutory No Stopping zone on the southern side only. (see Figure 12 below)

Statutory 10m
No Stopping

Figure 12: Map showing proposed No Stopping restriction in Park Road

Recommendation: Implement statutory 10m No Stopping in Park Road at the
Princes Highway (southern side).
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8.1.7 Sutherland Street
Current restrictions

e Resident parking on both sides between Unwins Bridge Road and Henry Street

e Unrestricted parking on both sides between Henry Street and Princes Highway

Average Max
8:00 AM 12:00 PM 3:00 PM 6:00 PM
Spaces Spaces
Occupie Occupie
d d
8:00am - | 8:00am -
Description Supply Occ % Occ % Occ % Occ % 8:00pm 8:00pm
Sutherland St between Henry &
Princes 25 22 18 72% 1| 4% 21 12 22
Sutherland St between Henry & 45 55
Unwins Bridge 22 6 27% 8 36% 10 % 12 % 7 12
Sutherland St between Princes & 55 77
Henry 22 14 64% 13 | 59% 12 % 17 % 11 17
Sutherland St between Unwins 62 50
Bridge & Henry 26 9 35% 11 | 42% 16 % 13 % 10 16

Table 7: parking survey data for Sutherland Street (7 December 2106)

As recommended in the 2013 Sydenham parking study, resident parking was
implemented in Sutherland Street between Henry Street and Unwins Bridge Road in
2014.

Parking surveys undertaken in late 2016 indicate that indicate that there is currently
moderate demand in Sutherland Street between Henry Street and the Princes Highway
where there are not any parking restrictions. (See Table 7).

However, it is foreseen that proposed changes to nearby streets such as Frederick
Street and George Street and Yelverton Street would result in increased demand and it
is therefore proposed to introduce resident parking on the northern side of Yelverton
Street between Henry Street and the Princes Highway.

It is therefore recommended to implement resident parking in Sutherland Street between
Henry Street and the Princes Highway on the northern side. (See Figure 13 below)
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Existing 2P Permit Holders
Excepted 8:30am-6pm M- F

Proposed 2P Permit Holders #
Excepted 8:30am-6pm M-F "%

(Area M4)

Figure 13: Existing and Proposed resident parking in Sutherland Street

Recommendation: Sutherland Street - Convert Unrestricted parking to 2P 8:30am-
6pm Monday to Friday Area M4 Permit Holders Excepted (northern side) between
Henry Street and property no.1 Sutherland Street

8.1.8 Yelverton Street
Current restrictions

¢ Resident parking on both sides between Unwins Bridge Road and Henry Street
e Unrestricted parking between Henry Street and Princes Highway (Both sides)

As recommended in the 2013 Sydenham parking study, resident parking was
implemented in Yelverton Street between Henry Street and Unwins Bridge Road in 2014.

Parking surveys undertaken in late 2016 indicate that indicate that there is currently
moderate demand in Yelverton Street between Henry Street and the Princes Highway
where there are not any parking restrictions. (See Table 8).
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Average Max
8:00 AM 12:00 PM 3:00 PM 6:00 PM
Spaces Spaces
Occupie Occupie
d d
8:00am - | 8:00am -
Description Supply Occ % Occ % Occ % Occ % 8:00pm 8:00pm
Yelverton St between Unwins 56
Bridge & Henry 27 15 % 7| 26% 13 | 48% 14 | 52% 10 15
Yelverton St between Princes & 67
Henry 24 16 % 17 71% 18 75% 21 14 21
Yelverton St between Henry & 44
Unwins Bridge 27 12 % 9 | 33% 15 56% 17 | 63% 11 17
Yelverton St between Henry &
Princes 24 20 . 19 79% 19 79% 24 16 24

Table 8: Parking Survey data Yelverton Street, 7 December 2016

However, it is foreseen that proposed changes to nearby streets such as Frederick

Street and George Street and Sutherland Street would result in increased demand and it
is therefore proposed to introduce resident parking on the northern side of Yelverton
Street between Henry Street and the Princes Highway.

It is therefore recommended to implement resident parking in Yelverton Street between
Henry Street and the Princes Highway on the northern side. (See Figure 14 below)
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Existing 2P Permit
Holders Excepted
8:30am-6pm M-F

Proposed 2P
Permit Holders
Excepted
8:30am-6pm M-F

(Area M4)

Figure 14: Map showing existing and proposed restrictions — Yelverton Street

Recommendation: Yelverton Street — Convert Unrestricted parking to 2P 8:30am-
6pm Monday to Friday Area M4 Permit Holders Excepted (northern side) between
Henry Street and Princes Highway

9. Additional Streets (St Peters)
Due to several land use changes the scope of the review has widened to include streets in
St Peters including Mary Street which was not included in the original study. Also the works
associated with the WestConnex New M5 are now ongoing and issues related to parking
have been raised. (see Appendix D for details of WestConnex parking) for Inclusion of the
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additional streets may not necessarily result in parking changes in those streets but will
provide a means to;

1. report on investigations and decisions made subsequent in relation to parking in the
St Peters area

2. capture changes in land use patrticularly in relation to Precinct 75.

3. detail the forecast and actual impact of the WestConnex works, including
consultation, mitigation and monitoring measures

There are existing resident parking restrictions in a number of streets throughout the St
Peters area. (See Appendix B) There has been resident input related to a number of
streets including Florence Street, Brown Street, Edith Street Mary Street and Silver
Street

Parking surveys were carried out in the St Peters area (See Appendix C)

8.1 Precinct 75

The development of Precinct 75 between Mary and Edith Streets requires the parking issues
in the surrounding streets to be addressed. See Figure 15 for the context of the site

Figure 15: Precinct 75 — context of site
8.2 Edith Street/Robert and Mary Streets

Current restriction:
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o Edith Street - Unrestricted parking
e Mary Street
o southern side outside number 60 there are 5 Unrestricted spaces

o Northern side from No Stopping zone at Unwins Bridge Road to driveway
of Precinct 75 - 2P 8:30am-6pm Monday to Friday

e Roberts Street — Unrestricted parking

There are 2 separate issues with regard to the impact of Precinct 75. One is the day to
day retail operations and the other is the operation of weekend markets. At the time of
writing markets are proposed to be held on a monthly basis with 22 April 2017 being the
next advertised. The Precinct 75 building is shown from the Mary Street side in Figure
16.

Figure 16: Precinct 75 site viewed from Mary Street (note x 60 post boxes for tenants)

Residents are claiming that there are also a number of other factors which are creating
parking stress and creating a knock on effect into the residential streets particularly
Edith, Mary and Roberts Streets.

Council received a petition seeking resident parking from 49 residents of Edith, Mary and
Roberts Streets early in 2016.The petition was signed by residents as follows

e Edith Street 12 residences (16 signatures)
e Mary Street 15 residences (19 signatures)
¢ Roberts Street — 10 residences (14 signatures)

The petition called for resident parking and noted that parking was affected due to the
following factors;
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e The narrowing of Edith Street from numbers 33-46 through to the Princes
Highway

e The lack of parking on the eastern side due to
o Garages/driveways from existing properties fronting Silver Street

o Subdivisions of Silver Street properties have created numerous new
residences fronting Edith Street, each in turn adding more cars/reducing
the number of parking spots available

e Patron parking from the cafes and other commercial spaces located on Mary
Street

e The additional cars being parked on Edith Street and Mary Street due to the
timed parking restrictions now in force on Unwins Bridge Road

A comment from the community survey noted; “Ignoring the parking limitations we have
today due to the traffic that the factory brings - plus the high volume of cars which appear
to be dumped in our street - the Sydenham Parking Strategy states that by applying
parking restrictions in and around Sydenham train station, it "may cause the need for
more extensive resident permit schemes in surrounding zones due to a potential
displacement of non-resident demand".

Those residents who live in the closest proximity to Precinct 75 are impacted most
directly and for the longest time periods as they are affected by business related parking.
There are sections of some streets, and Mary Street and Edith Street in particular that
are subject to impact from day to day activities within Precinct 75 and will be further
impacted in the event of weekend markets. Proposed resident parking restrictions in
Edith, Mary and Roberts Streets will be aimed at reducing the day to day impact of
Precinct 75 operations and market days as well as other reported issues such as the
impact of the Princes Highway businesses and long stay parkers accessing the airport.

Council carried out parking surveys in Sydenham and St Peters on Wednesday 7
December 2016 including Edith, Mary and Roberts Streets. Note the Precinct 75 markets
were not operating at this time so no counts could be taken to determine the impact. The
counts undertaken can form a baseline however. Council will carry out parking surveys
as appropriate to determine the impact of the market days on resident parking. (See
Table 9 for the results of the parking surveys in Edith, Mary and Roberts Streets.

Average Max
8:00 AM 12:00 PM 3:00 PM 6:00 PM
Spaces Spaces
Occupie Occupie
d d

8:00am - | 8:00am -

Description

Supply

Occ

%

Occ

%

Occ

%

Occ

%

8:00pm

8:00pm

Edith St between
Princes & Roberts

2

Edith St between
Roberts & Unwins
Bridge (s)

40

50%

2

50%

3

75%

80%

35

75

50%

2

3

28

39
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Edith St between
Unwins Bridge & Edith
lane (n) 23 15 65% 12 52% 14 | 61% 13 57% 11 15
N~ Mary St between
E Princes & Unwins Bridge 34 31 21 | 62% 30 21 62% 21 31
(D) Roberts St between 6 3 50% 1| 17% 2 | 33% 3 50% 2 3
o Roberts St between End
& Roberts 19 7 37% 5 26% 10 | 53% 12 63% 7 12
Roberts St between
Roberts & End 10 5 50% 6 | 60% 7 | 70% 7 70% 5 7
Roberts St/Ln between
Edith & Mary 25 23 23 20 | 80% 8 32% 15 23
Grand Total 161 119 74% 109 68% 118 74% 101 62%
Table 9: Parking survey data for Edith Mary, and Roberts Streets (7 December 2016)
8.2.1 Edith Street
Edith Street is a not wide enough to allow for parking on both sides along the full length
of the street. As well there are a number of properties on Silver Street which have rear
access parking off Edith Street. See Figure 17, and 18. On the northern side there is no
parking between the Princes Highway and number 27 due to the narrowness of the road,
parking tends to occur on the western side only.
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Parking one side
dd only
c
o oy s
E residences
e
&)
©
-}
z .

Figure 17: Edith Street context. Parking on both sides only from 52 Edith Street to
Unwins Bridge Road
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Parking surveys undertaken in December 2016 showed that the southern side of Edith
Street with a supply of 44 spaces was occupied at over 80% throughout the survey
period and peaked at 98% at 12 noon. The parking survey results indicated there was a
lower occupancy on the northern side throughout the day with about 50-60% occupancy
peaking at 65% at 8am. The combined occupancy for both sides of the street is 74% or
more throughout the day and this is deemed a reasonable level to recommend resident
parking in Edith Street. (See Table 9)

TR
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N

Figure 18: Edith Street looking east showing garages/driveways

The proposed resident parking recommended at the western end of Edith Street (see
Figure 19) is also an option to accommodate residents of Unwins Bridge Road who are
subject to afternoon clearways. A number of unrestricted parking spaces are retained
near Precinct 75 to allow for a range of uses for residnets and visitors. The proposed
residnet parking in edith Street east of Precinct 75 is shown in Figure 20.
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Unwins Brldge Road

Holders excepted
8:30am-6pm M-F
8:30am-12:30pm Sat

/ \\ A (Area M4)

Figure 19: map showing proposed resident parking restrictions western end of Edith
Street

Proposed 2P Permit
Holders Excepted
8:30am-6pm M-F
8:30am-12:30pm Sat

(Area M4)

"m

Figure 20: map illustrating proposed parking restrictions between 52 Edith Street and
Roberts Lane
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Recommendation: Edith Street - Convert Unrestricted parking to 2P 8:30am-6pm
Monday to Friday 8:30am-12:30pm Sat Area M4 Permit Holders Excepted
(southern side) between Unwins Bridge Road and the driveway opposite 65 Edith
Street

Recommendation: Edith Street - Convert Unrestricted parking to 2P 8:30am-6pm
Monday to Friday 8:30am-12:30pm Saturday Area M4 Permit Holders Excepted
(southern side) between number 52 Edith Street and Roberts Lane

8.2.2 Mary Street
Mary Street is a one way street (east to west) between the Princes Highway and Unwins
Bridge Road. It is not a classified road but nevertheless has a high volume of traffic and
forms a key connecting route between those two major arteries. The issue of resident
parking has arisen in more recent times with the growth in the Precinct 75. Proposals to
increase activity at that site have increased concern amongst residents who have
reported traffic and parking issues as a result of activity at that site in particular. (For
current restrictions see Figure 21 below)

On the northern side there is unrestricted parking for the length of Mary Street from
Roberts Lane through to the small section of short term parking (1/2P)near Unwins
Bridge Road in Mary Street on the eastern side. There is a mobility parking space in the
street just outside Precinct 75.

If resident parking were to be considered, since it is largely one side of the street parking
only, that would effectively restrict all but eligible permit holders from parking in the street
including non eligible residents. The residents of Mary Street have sought resident
parking via the community survey, correspondence to Council and via a petition that
included residents from Edith and Roberts Street. The first 13-15 houses on both sides
of Mary Street south of Rolfe Lane and immediately south of Precinct 75 are well
represented in the petition for resident parking as well as the survey.

There were 8 responses to the community survey from 6 households. There are 54
residences fronting Mary Street. Council received a petition for resident parking to be
implemented in January 2016 which was signed by 20 residents from 12 residences. In
April 2016 a further petition was received in relation to the impact of the Precinct 75
operations, calling for resident parking in Mary Street which was signed by 19 residents
from 15 residences from Mary Street.

Parking surveys across the area in December 2016 showed on the northern side of Mary
Street where there is a supply of 34 spaces, the occupancy recorded throughout the day
was at a maximum at 8am (91%) and reached 88% at 3pm, reverting back to 62% at
6pm. (See Figure 21)

Considerations for implementing resident parking in Mary Street are that it is one way
and there is parking only on one side of the street for a greater part of the street.

There is little off street parking available to Mary Street residents with few driveways and
no rear lane access. There are about 12 off street parking spaces for the north and south
side combined between 54 residential dwellings fronting Mary Street.
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Given the impacts from Precinct 75, the high levels of occupancy experienced
throughout the day, and proposals to introduce resident parking in nearby streets (Edith
Street and Roberts Street); it is proposed to introduce resident parking in Mary Street.

It is also proposed to convert a number of existing unrestricted parking spaces to 4P to
allow for turnover throughout the day. It is proposed to convert a section of (7 spaces)
Unrestricted parking to 4P 8:30am-6pm Monday to Friday.

Recommendation: Mary Street - Convert Unrestricted parking to 2P 8:30am-6pm
Monday to Friday 8:30am-12:30pm Saturday Area M4 Permit Holders Excepted
(northern side) between Roberts Lane and property no. 71 Mary Street

Recommendation: Mary Street - Convert Unrestricted parking to No Parking
(southern side) between Rolfe Lane and the driveway to property no. 60 Mary
Street

Recommendation: Mary Street - Convert Unrestricted parking to 4P 8:30am-6pm
Monday-Friday (southern side) between Albion Lane and the driveway to property
no. 62 Mary Street
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Existing No Stopping
Existing Unrestricted

Existing No Parking
Existing 1/2P 8:30am-6pm M-F

Proposed 4P 8:30am-6pm M-F

Proposed No Parking B Roberts ane‘ |
» / \ g - =
Proposed 2 P Permit Holders . R \ f

Excepted 8:30am-6pm Mon-Fri

8:30am-12:30pm Sat

(Area M4)

Proposed Statutory 10m
No Stopping

eV o AL gl SV oo

Figure 21: Map showing existing and proposed restrictions Mary Street

8.2.3 Roberts Street
Current restriction: Unrestricted

Residents of Roberts Street signed a petition for resident parking with residents of Mary
and Edith Streets in May 2016, 14 signatures from 10 residences.

Parking surveys undertaken on 7 December 2016 showed that there was capacity in
Roberts Street throughout the day with occupancy varying between 50% and 70% and
reaching 70% peak at 3pm and 6pm. (See Table 9)

Attachment 1
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There are 21 single unit dwellings in Roberts Street with about 10 viable off street
parking spaces. A parking survey done in May 2016 showed that there was a low level of
occupancy throughout the day on the north side of the street and a high occupancy on
the south side. The occupancy for the whole street never exceeded 80%, however
resident parking is recommended as there is a likelihood of a knock on effect from the
proposed restrictions in Edith Street and Mary Street.

The proposed restrictions are illustrated in Figure 22 below.
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Proposed 2P Permit
Holders Excepted : ) \ RWENY
8:30am-6pm M-F ; \ ’ &%
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Figure 22: map showing proposed restrictions in Roberts Street

Recommendation: Roberts Street — Convert Unrestricted parking to 2P 8:30am-
6pm Monday to Friday 8:30am-12:30pm Saturday Area M4 Permit Holders
Excepted (northern side)
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8.3 Additional Streets — No recommendations

A map showing the context of streets in the St Peters area is shown in Figure 23 below.
There has been some representation from residents seeking resident parking but the
parking survey data does not support any recommendations at this time. Also, the
support from residents has not been strong with only one or 2 residents from a number
of streets requesting resident parking.
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Figure 23: Map showing context of streets in St Peters

83

ltem 7

Attachment 1



#§ INNER WEST COUNCIL Local Tratfic Committee Meeting

ltem 7

Attachment 1

Those streets within St Peters that have already been designated as resident parking are
illustrated in Figure 24 below

4 INNER WEST COUNCIL
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Figure 24: Existing resident parking in St Peters area

Over the past 12 to 18 months Council has received a number of requests to investigate
resident parking in these streets. A number of historic parking surveys have been
undertaken and they all show similar parking usage patterns with a medium occupancy
throughout the day and a higher occupancy in the evening This indicates that the main
demand is from residents and implementing resident parking will not address the
demand arising from residents. Results of the December 2016 parking surveys are
shown in detail in Appendix ? and detailed below for Brown, Church, Crown, Florence
and Silver Streets

Council does not recommend any changes to the current restrictions in these streets at
this time.

As far as WestConnex and the impact of parking the construction work impact, according
to WestConnex documentation, where parking is taken away for staging of construction it
is for shorter periods (5-14 days). WestConnex has indicated that the impact of
construction worker parking is to be mitigated via use of shuttle buses and by containing
as much as possible parking on site. Council will monitor the impact of construction
worker parking and carry out ongoing surveys as well as monitor input from residents
regarding impacts on parking. An analysis of each street concerned is provided in the
sections below.
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Issues related to WestConnex parking including the Conditions of Approval and parking
surveys are contained in Section 8.4 of this report as detailed in WestConnex New M5
Construction Parking And Access Strategy (19/12/2016) and excerpts from WestConnex
documentation, including for workers on public transport options, is reproduced in
Appendix ?.

8.3.1 Brown Street

Council has investigated resident parking in Brown Street and carried out a number of
parking surveys to inform decision making. Parking surveys undertaken in early
December 2016 indicated that there was a high occupancy in Brown Street after 6pm

but that generally throughout the day there was capacity. (See Table 10 below)

8:00AM | 12:00PM | 3:00PM goopm | Averase Max
Spaces Spaces
Occupied | Occupied
8:00am - 8:00am -
Description Supply Occ % Occ % Occ % Occ % 8:00pm 8:00pm
Brown St between Campbell &
Conway 28 18 64% 21 | 75% 17 | 61% 24 16 24

Brown St between Conway &
Campbell

33

16

48%

79%

33

21

33

Table 10: Parking Survey Results Brown Street (7 December 2016)

It appears that the main demand in Brown Street is in the evening and it is most likely
that that demand is generated by residents. Resident parking restrictions are not likely to
address the demand as shown in the recent parking surveys. It is not recommended to
implement resident parking in Brown Street at this time.

8.3.2 Church Street
Current restrictions: — Southern side small section of Loading Zone — remainder

unrestricted

Northern side - No Parking 8:00am-9:30am and 2:30pm-4:00pm

There has been a request from one resident to consider resident parking in Church
Street. The demand profile in Church Street is mainly affected by the operations at St
Peters Public School. Parking surveys in early December 2016 indicate that there is
capacity throughout the day. (See Table 11 below). Since the school hour restrictions

prevent commuter parking it is not deemed justified to implement resident parking
restrictions at this time.

Average Max
8:00 AM 12:00 PM 3:00 PM 6:00 PM
Spaces Spaces
Occupied | Occupied
8:00am - 8:00am -
Description Supply | Occ % Occ % Occ % Occ % 8:00pm 8:00pm

Church St between Campbell & Victoria

12

10

Church St between End & Campbell

12

9

75%

Lo

75%

12

9

75%

67%

7

9

Church St between Victoria & End

11

5

45%

6

55%

64%

9

Table 11: Parking Survey Results Church Street (7 December 2016)
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8.3.4 Crown Street

Crown Street is one way. There is a mixture of newer developments where residents
would not be eligible for resident parking and older residential dwellings. Council has

received only one request from Crown Street for resident parking. Parking surveys

carried out in December 2016 show that the occupancy does not exceed 68% any time
of the day. (See Table 12 below) There is not sufficient demand to warrant the

implementation of resident parking at this time.

Averag
8:00 AM 12:00 PM 3:00 PM 6:00 PM
e Max
Spaces Spaces
Occupi Occupi
ed ed
8:00am | 8:00am
Description Supply Occ % Occ % Occ % Occ % 8:00pm | 8:00pm
Crown St between Campbell &
Barwon Park 34 21 62% 23 | 68% 21 | 62% 24 | 71% 18 24

Table 12: Parking Survey Results Crown Street (7 December 2016)

8.3.5 Florence Street
Current restrictions: Unrestricted

Council has received some feedback from residents of Florence Street requesting
investigation of resident parking. Several parking surveys have been carried out and the

results indicate that the demand profile does not meet the requirements for implementing
resident parking. The most recent survey results from December 2016 indicate that there
is capacity as illustrated below in Table 13. No recommendations are made to implement
resident parking at this time.

8:00 AM 12:00PM | 3:00 PM go0pm | Averase Max
Spaces Spaces
Occupied Occupied
8:00am - 8:00am -
Description Supply Occ % Occ % Occ % Occ % 8:00pm 8:00pm

Florence St between Campbell &
Silver

33

15

45%

15

45%

61%

15

27

Florence St between Silver &
Campbell

34

27

79%

26

76%

26

76%

25

74%

21

27

Table 13: Parking Survey Results Florence Street (7 December 2016)

8.3.6 Silver Street
Current Restrictions: Unrestricted

The parking demand is Silver Street is highest in the section towards the Princes
Highway. There are a number of multiple unit dwellings which accounts for the high
demand. In that section most of the single unit dwellings have off street parking. The
highest demand is in the evening and resident parking restrictions would not improve this
as it is resident related. The demand in the western end towards Unwins Bridge Road is
under 70% and there is capacity throughout the day (64% maximum) with the main
demand being in the evening (84%).(See Table 14 below) Resident parking would not
improve this situation as it is resident related so no further restrictions are recommended
at this time.
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Average Max
8:00 AM 12:00 PM 3:00 PM 6:00 PM
Spaces Spaces
Occupied | Occupied
8:00am - 8:00am -
Description Supply Occ % Occ % Occ % Occ % 8:00pm 8:00pm
Silver St between Edith Lane & Unwins
Bridge 56 31 55% 32 | 57% 36 | 64% 47 29 47
Silver St between Florence St & Princes
Hwy 24 17 71% 20 21 22 16 22
Silver St between Unwins Bridge Rd St
& Florence 20 14 70% 13 | 65% 10 | 50% 14 | 70% 10 14

Table 14: Parking Survey Results Silver Street (7 December 2016)
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8.4 WestConnex

There are a number of issues that have arisen over the past several years in the St
Peters area and more recently the WestConnex new M5 works have been seen to
impact the area.

As part of the Conditions of Approval a parking and access strategy was required. The
WestConnex New M5 Construction Parking and Access Strategy (19/12/2016) outlines
the impacts on parking and provides strategies to mitigate that impact. It details results
of community engagement and parking surveys, estimates the parking impacts and
provides a number of mitigating strategies. Figure 25 illustrates the context of the works.
The Conditions of Approval (Condition D50) is reproduced in Figure 26 below. This
deals specifically with research, community engagement and information and monitoring
of parking impacts from the works and from construction workers.

RMS SURPLUS PROPERTY
FOR CONSIDERATION OF SUITABILITY
FOR USE AS TEMPORARY CAR PARKING

Figure 25: Context of WestConnex works (Source Construction Parking & Access
Strategy Project Name: WestConnex New M5, Dec 2016)
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1.2.

Scope of Strategy

This Strategy outlines the Construction Parking and Access Strategy for the New M5. The strategy is
required under the Conditions of Approval (CoA), specifically Condition D50. Condition D50 provides
for the following:

D50: The Proponent must prepare and implement a Construction Parking and Access Strategy to
further identify and effectively mitigate impacts resulting from on- and off-street parking changes
during construction of the SSI. The Strategy must include, but not necessarily be limited to —

3

iff.

Vi

Vii.

Vi,

confirmation and timing of the removal of on- and off-street parking associated with
construction of the project,

comprehensive parking surveys of all parking spaces to be removed to determine current
demand during peak, off-peak, school drop off and pickup, and weekend periods,

consultation with affected stakeholders utilising existing on- and off-street parking stock
which will be impacted as a result of construction

assessment of the impacts of changes to on- and off-street parking stock taking into
consideration outcomes of consultation with affected stakeholders.

identification of mitigation measures to manage impacts to stakeholders as a result of on-
and off-street parking changes including, but not necessarily limited to, staged removal
and replacement of parking, provision of alternative parking arrangements, managed staff
parking arrangements and working with relevant councils to introduce parking restrictions
adjacent to work sites and compounds,

mechanisms for monitoring over appropriate intervals to determine the effectiveness of
implemented mitigation measures,

provision of contingency measures should the results of mitigation monitoring indicate
implemented measures are ineffective,

provision of reporting of monitoring results to the Secretary and relevant councils at
appropriate intervals;

Figure 26: Conditions of Approval - Excerpt from WestConnex New M5 Construction
Parking and Access Strategy

Excerpts for the strategy are used below to illustrate the Conditions of Approval, possible
parking losses and mitigation measures to minimises parking impact. Parking losses in
local streets will be temporary and according to the strategy, minimal, and concentrated
on the so called “tie in period” which will be December 2017 to February 2018.

Florence Street, Brown Street and St Peters Street will be affected for less than a
fortnight at that time and about 10 parking spaces will be lost in each street. There will be
permanent losses of spaces in a number of streets including May Street, Campbell
Street and the Princes Highway. The possible losses of parking are detailed in Table ?

below.
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Table 4: Proposed temporary changes to parking provision

Location / Street Affected Supply Actual Impact | No of parks Temporarily Lost

Burrows Road — south of 102 spaces Los= of 10 spaces along both sides

Camphbell Road

Burrows Road — west of Loss of 14 spaces along both sides

Camphbell Road

Burrows Road — north of Loss of 10 spaces along both sides

Campbell Road

Barwon Park Reoad, north of | 23 Loss of 6 spaces

Campbell Road

Princes Highway 44 Loss of 12 spaces along both sides

May Sireet 31 Loss of 10 spaces along both sides

Unwins Bridge Road T2 Loss of 10 spaces along both sides

Brown Street” 66 Possible loss of up to 10 spaces during
integration / tie-in works

Florence Strest™ 80 Possible loss of up to 10 spaces during
integration / tie-in works

Crown Street* 3o Possible loss of up to 6 spaces during integration
{ tie-in works

5t Peters Street* 42 Possible loss of up to 6 spaces during integration
! tie-in works

Church Street * 42 Possible loss of up to 12 spaces during
integration / tie-in works

Hutchizon Street* 36 Possible loss of up to 10 spaces during
integration / tie-in works:

Bourke Road, north of Bourke | 215 Los=a of 10 off-street spaces

Street ! Gardeners

Huntley Street 14 Los= of 10 spaces

Euston Road 243 Loss of 90 spaces (These will be lost on the
westemn side and then relocated to the esastern
side)

* |ndicates possible loss. These have been included as a precaution and included as part of the Strategy
** Estimate based on desktop assessment

The report states that in summary “ no impact on parking will occur as a result of
construction...” See below for an excerpt from the Strategy report.

This Strategy addresses the temporary removal of parking required for construction. The impact of
construction works on parking is limited to the Local Roads aspect of the Project. The location of the
Local Roads component of the project has been provided in Appendix A. In summary:

+ No impact on parking will occur as a result of construction works at Kingsgrove, Bexley,
Arncliffe and St Peters Interchange.

- No off-street parking will be removed

«  Access to both residences and business, including loading areas for businesses, will be
maintained at all times for the duration of construction on the project.

A summary of parking impact is reproduced below- Excerpt from WestConnex New M5
Construction Parking and Access Strategy.

90



#§ INNER WEST COUNCIL Local Tratfic Committee Meeting

In summary the broader survey (provided for in tables 2 and 3) indicated the following available
spaces around the local roads vicinity:

e During the week:
o AM peak there are approximately 402 available spaces within the Local Roads area
o PM peak there are approximately 545 available spaces within the Local Roads area

e On the weekends:

o Saturdays there are approximately 592 available spaces within the Local Roads area
o Sundays there are approximately 592 available spaces within the Local Roads area

The mitigation measures are detailed in an excerpt from the WestConnex parking
strategy document.

« The following mitigation strategies will be applied in areas temporarily affected by
construction:

o The use of parking in surrounding streets by residences and business
o The management of project staff through:

» Encouraged use public transport and or share ride

= Provision of bicycle storage and change facilities on site

= Continual reinforcement of parking strategy requirements and implementation
of a warning and enforcement.

o Internal Parking Strategy for the St Peters site
o Provision of a Charted Bus Service from Sydenham Train Station
o Provision of an internal bus service within the St Peters construction site

o Continued collaboration with relevant councils and RMS on ways to alleviate parking
impacts including continued investigation for alternative parking arrangements

For detailed information related to the parking surveys undertaken by WestConnex see
Appendix ?.

Residents and other stakeholders are encouraged to provide feedback on any parking
impacts they are experiencing. Further parking surveys can be carried out at intervals to
monitor the parking impacts in the area.
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8.5 Sydenham Station Creative Hub

A recent study noted that the Sydenham Station area is already a major contributor
to manufacturing in in the area and has very low vacancy rates. The study also found
that to remain viable and attractive to businesses, much of the older industrial
precincts (like the one in Sydenham) need to modernize, to achieve a balance
between providing for traditional industry whilst also meeting the needs of emerging
industries, such as creative industries.

Council also explored Sydenham as a home for artists and creative industry in an
innovative project called Future Cities. In its Live Music Action Plan, Council
identified the potential of Sydenham Station industrial lands as a place to nurture live
music particularly because it's a good fit in an area dominated by aircraft noise and
industry. (See Figure 27 for the boundaries of the Creative Hub)

Add to this Sydenham's great public transport links, the new Metro train line which
will see trains coming every four minutes to the station, the Sydenham to Bankstown
Corridor Strategy and potential population growth nearby in the Victoria Road
Precinct, Council believes the time has come to advance this vision.

Council is seeking input through to mid May 2017 from business owners, land
owners, residents, visitors, artists, musicians and the wider community on

e the vision for the area,
e the rezoning proposal
¢ the boundaries of the precinct.

Parking planning will continue in tandem with the development of the area.
Feedback received through the Creative Hub process as well as the parking review
will inform future parking management strategies.
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Sydenham Station Creative Hub
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Figure 27: Map showing boundaries of Proposed Sydenham Creative Hub

10. Laneways

Council took measures to develop guidelines to assist in the management of laneway
parking in general and the Laneway Guidelines were endorsed by Council in December
2015.

The guidelines are intended to provide a framework and parameters for Council to act
but not to act proactively. The intent of the guidelines is to ensure that the following
priorities are applied to laneway use

e emergency access
e deliveries and waste collection services

e access to off-street parking
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e accessible on-street parking

The guidelines state that if a laneway is less than 5.1m wide (kerb to kerb) there is a
case for banning parking on both sides.

Investigations were carried out into each laneway raised by residents in the survey. If the
analysis showed that there was a high likelihood that laneway parking was blocking
access to off street parking then a recommendation is being made to restrict parking. Not
all laneways under 5.1m will have parking restricted and the restrictions are being dealt
with on a case by case basis.

There were no laneway matters raised through the community consultation for the
Sydenham review. Residents are encouraged to give feedback on any parking issues
associated with laneways in the extended study and review area.

11. Enforcement issues

Council sees enforcement as an important aspect of parking management and there are
ongoing enforcement activities throughout the study area. Enforcement was not raised
as a significant issue through the community consultation process. There are a number
of persistent reports of vehicles parking across driveways and this is being dealt with on
a case by case basis by Council rangers. Residents are urged to contact Council with
any enforcement related issues and also to give feedback as part of the review process.

Reports of WestConnex parking issues are also being dealt with by Council enforcement
officers. All reports are considered in developing recommendations for the area affected
by WestConnex and ongoing monitoring will be carried out.
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Appendix A: Key Findings 2013 GHD report
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The draft recommendations were considered at the Pedestrian, Cyclist and Traffic
Calming Advisory Committee of 13 June 2013, and at the subsequent Infrastructure,
Planning and Environmental Services Committee of Council on 2 July 2013, the Council
approved the following recommendations:

The draft report was placed on public exhibition on 16 July 2013 for a minimum of 28
days. This included a newsletter being drafted and sent out to all the residents in the
study area, inviting residents to view the draft report online or view a hard copy of the
report at Council’s Administration Centre, St Peters Library, Dulwich Hill Library or
Marrickville Library.

A survey form was provided both online and at the display sites where residents could
indicate their support for the draft reports recommendations. Respondents could indicate
they were “fully” supportive of the recommendations, “generally” supportive or “opposed”
to the proposal. Respondents were also advised to make comment in an open ended
guestion on anything relating to the report.

Marrickville Council and GHD received a total of 56 submissions from local residents and
businesses. Based on the submissions received, 59% of respondents support the
strategy in some shape or form. 16% support the recommendations, with no changes,
and 43% support it with proposed changes.

A detailed analysis of the feedback received during the public exhibition period was
undertaken. Common issues that were raised during the community consultation on the
draft report included:

¢ Protecting Residential Amenity (Strategy “A”) — 38 responses
e Improve parking controls generally across the study area — particularly adjacent to
Sydenham Station (Strategy “B”) — 7 responses
e Better manage parking through optimising existing assets (Strategy “C”) including:
- Supply of angled parking in high demand areas (Strategy “C1”) — 14 responses
- Promote walking and cycling (Strategy “C2”) — 1 response
- Promote travel by public transport (Strategy “C3”) — 1 response
e Commuter parking controls (Strategy “D”) — 1 response
e Protect access to businesses (Strategy “E”) — 2 responses
¢ Deliver targeted and proactive enforcement (Strategy “F”) — 10 responses

Note, that a responses might have included multiple issues is the response.

In relation to where the feedback was received, the majority of feedback was received
from residents from area 7, the northern residential area between Unwins Bridge Road
and the Princess Highway and from area 5, the southern residential area between
Unwins Bridge Road and the Princess Highway.

The study adopted the approach of protecting resident parking within the catchment of
the railway station and designated streets within 400m of the station to have resident
parking implemented on both sides of the street. This approach is accepted and will be
continued through the current review given that Sydenham station in locally unique being
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an interchange station. Further designated resident parking areas outside the 400m
catchment of the station will be on one side of the road only. The parking occupancy
data which informed the 2012 study showed that in areas around the station there was a
high occupancy during the day and this was attributable to a commuter demand. Figure
? below shows the demand scenario that the study recommendations were based on.
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Figure 3 Strategy A - Expansion of 2P Residential Parking Area
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Figure ?: map showing expansion of resident parking areas from 2013 GHD study

GHD report recommended that expansion of the residential parking scheme beyond the
400m catchment might be considered in the medium-to-long term and that Council
consider the community feedback from the installation of the scheme after the first year,
to see if expansion would be required. It is proposed to monitor the feedback from the
community in the area just beyond the 400m catchment area after 12 months and make
an assessment if additional residential parking scheme is needed after that.

98



#§ INNER WEST COUNCIL

Local Traffic Committee Meeting
4 May 2017

Appendix B:- Existing resident parking
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Appendix C: Parking Survey Results -7 December 2016
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Area 1 — Parking Survey
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T 8:00 AM 12:00 PM 3:00 PM 6:00 PM ‘”‘S"’;’:eg: o

Section Occupied Occupied

ID 8:00am - 8:00am -

Description Supply Occ % Occ % Occ % Occ % 8:00pm 8:00pm
1| Foreman St between Princes & 2nd Lane 26 | 12 | a6% | 8| 31% | 23 F 12 | 46% 11 23
2 Foreman St between 2nd Lane & Unwins Bridge 16 2 13% 3| 19% 11| 69% 3 19% 4 11
3 Between Unwins Bridge & Princes 33 17 52% 19| 58% 41 12% 23 | 70% 13 23
4 Lymerston St between Princes & William 15 15 14 12| 80% 11| 73% 10 15
5 William St between Lymerston & End 21 10 48% 8| 38% 10| 48% 12| 57% 8 12
6 William St between End & Lymerston 20 7 35% 8| 40% 91 45% 12 | 60% 7 12
7 Lymerston St between William & John 8 3 38% 4 | 50% 11 13% 4| 50% 2 4
8 John St between Lymerston & End 14 11 79% 12 11| 79% 10| 71% 9 12
9 John St End 2 0 0% 2 2 2 1 2
10 John St between End & Lymerston 20 12 60% 20 20 19 14 20
11 Lymerston St between John & Unwins Bridge 8 5 63% 3| 38% 5| 63% 7 4 7
12 Unwins Bridge Rd between Lymerston & Foreman 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
13 Unwins Bridge Rd between Foreman & Way 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
14 Way St between Unwins Bridge & End 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
15 Toyer St between Way & Carpark End 14 1 7% 1 7% 0 0% 0 0% 0 1
16 Toyer St between Carpark End & Way 12 5 42% 4| 33% 51 42% 5| 42% 4 5
17 Way St between Toyer & Boomgate 2 0 0% 1| 50% 1| 50% 0 0% 0 1
18 Way St between Boomgate & Lane 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
19 | Lane between Way & Hillcrest s |« O 2] so% | 1] 25% | o] o% 1 4
20 | Way St between Lane & Unwins Bridge 18 | 9 | 50% | 7] 39% | 11| 61% | 1s [JNGONM  © 18
21 Unwins Bridge Rd between Way & Hillcrest 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
22 Hillcrest St between Lane & Unwins Bridge 23 3 13% 7| 30% 6| 26% 16 | 70% 6 16
23 Hillcrest St between Unwins Bridge & Lane 24 16 67% 18 | 75% 14 | 58% 12 | 50% 12 18
24 Unwins Bridge Rd between Hillcrest & Bridge 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
25 Bridge St between Unwins Bridge & Leslie 10 2 20% 2| 20% 1] 10% 8| 80% 3 8
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26 Leslie St between Bridge & End 7 4 57% 2| 29% 3| 43% 4| 57% 3 4
27 | Leslie St between End & Bridge 8 6 | 75% | 7 5 7
28 Bridge St between Leslie & End 4 3 75% 1| 25% 1| 25% 2| 50% 1 3
29 Bridge St between End & Unwins Bridge 19 4 21% 8| 42% 9| 47% 15| 79% 7 15
30 Unwins Bridge Rd between Bridge & Railway 25 0 0% 13| 52% 11| 44% 12 | 48% 7 13
31 Railway Rd between Unwins Bridge & Rowe 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
32 Railway Rd between Rowe & Henry 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
33 Railway Rd between Henry & Stewart 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
34 Railway Rd between between Stewart & Princes 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
35 Railway Rd between Princes & Stewart 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
36 Stewart Ln between Park & Railway 10 2 20% 71 70% 1| 10% 1| 10% 2 7
37 Railway Rd between Stewart & Henry 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
38 Railway Rd between Henry & Rowe 9 5 56% 4| 44% 0 0% 0 0% 2 5
39 Railway Rd between Rowe & Unwins Bridge 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
40 Unwins Bridge Rd between Railway & Park 5 3 60% 5 0 0% 0 0% 2 5
41 | Parks Rd between Unwins Bridge Rd & Rowe 2 2 1| 50% 1 2
42 Rowe Ln between Park & Railway 0 2 1 0 0 1 2
43 Park Ln between Rowe & Henry 7 5 71% 5|1 71% 3] 43% 4| 57% 3 5
44 Park Ln between Henry & End 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
45 Henry St between Railway & Park 5 0 0% 2| 40% 5 2| 40% 2 5
46 Henry St between Park & Railway 4 3 75% 4 4 1| 25% 2 4
47 Henry St between Park & Park 3 1 33% 1| 33% 3 1| 33% 1 3
48 Henry St between Park & Park 3 1 33% 2| 67% 3 1| 33% 1 3
49 Park Rd between Henry & Stewart 23 22 23 16 | 70% 14| 61% 15 23
50 Park Rd between Stewart Princes 4 2 50% 1| 25% 2| 50% 2| 50% 1 2
51 Park Rd between Princes & Belmore 5 4 80% 4| 80% 3| 60% 3| 60% 3 4
52 Park Rd between Belmore & Henry 19 7 37% 9| 47% 12 | 63% 7| 37% 7 12
53 Park Rd between Henry & Belmore 20 6 30% 10 [ 50% 71 35% 15| 75% 8 15
54 Park Rd between Rowe & Henry 20 9 45% 10 | 50% 9| 45% 12 | 60% 8 12
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55 Belmore Ln between Rowe & Park 0 2 2 1 1 1 2
56 Belmore Ln between Park & Rowe 0 2 1 2 0 1 2
57 Park Rd between Belmore & Unwins Bridge 2 2 2 2
58 Unwins Bridge Rd between Park & Belmore 5 5 2 40% 1 20% 1 20% 2 5
59 Belmore St between Unwins Bridge & Princes 50 17 34% 20 40% 15 30% 8 16% 12 20
60 Belmore St between Princes & Henry 12 6 50% 7 58% 5| 42% 8 67% 5 8
61 Henry St between Belmore & Terry 0 1 0 0 0 0 1
62 Henry St between Terry & Belmore 3 0 0% 1 33% 1 33% 1 33% 1 1
63 Belmore St between Unwins Bridge & Princes 14 9 64% 9 64% 9 64% 9 64% 7 9
64 Unwins Bridge Rd between Park & Belmore 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
65 Terry St between Unwins Bridge & Henry 35 13 37% 15 43% 17 49% 22 63% 13 22
66 Terry St between Henry & Princes 24 14 58% 14 58% 12 50% 11 46% 10 14
67 Terry St between Princes & Henry 26 11 42% 9 35% 13 50% 15 58% 10 15
68 Terry St between Henry & Unwins Bridge 17 5 29% 13 76% 9 53% 9 53% 7 13
69 Unwins Bridge Rd between Terry & Samuel 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
70 | samuel st between Unwins Bridge & Henry 23 | 15 | 65% | 17| 74% | 18| 78% | 1o [ 14 19
71 Henry St between Samuel & Terry 10 1 10% 1 10% 1 10% 2 20% 1 2
72 Henry St between Terry & Samuel 10 3 30% 2 20% 2 20% 4 40% 2 4
73 Samuel St between Henry & Princes 30 17 57% 20 67% 18 60% 20 67% 15 20
74 Samuel St between Princes & Laneway 4 2 50% 3 75% 2 50% 2 50% 2 3
75 Samuel St between Laneway & Henry 15 7 47% 9 60% 12 | 80% 12 | 80% 8 12
76 Samuel St between Henry & Samuel 30 16 25
77 Samuel St between Samuel & Unwins 4 4 3 4
78 Unwins Bridge Rd between Samuel & Lymerston 0 0 0 0
79 Lymerston St between Unwins Bridge & Samuel 4 4 3 4
80 Samuel Ln betewen Lymerston & Samuel 0 0 0 0
81 Lymerston St between Samuel & Henry 20 4 20% 11 55% 10 50% 16 80% 8 16
82 Henry St between Lymerston & Samuel 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
83 | Henry St between Samuel & Lymerston 8 5 | e3% 4| s0% s I | 38% 4 8
84 Lymerston St between Henry & Laneway 12 6 8| 67% 6 8
85 Laneway between Lymerston & Samuel 9 9 5| 56% 6 9
86 Lymerston St between Laneway & Princes 3 3 1| 33% 2 3
Grand Total 862 408 47% | 471 55% | 453 53% 490 57% 456 490

105



ltem 7

Attachment 1

#§ INNER WEST COUNCIL

Local Traffic Committee Meeting
4 May 2017

Area 2 — Parking Survey
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; 5 . : Average
Eevaai 8:00 AM 12:00 PM 3:00 PM 6:00 PM g i adis

Section Occupied Occupied

[») 8:00am - 8:00am -

Description Supply | Occ % Occ % Occ % Occ % 8:00pm 8:00pm
1 Railway Rd between Princes & Stewart 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
N~ 2 Railway Rd between Stewart & Henry 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
& 3 Railway Rd between Henry & Rowe 15 5 33% 7| 47% 6| 40% 0] 0% 4 7
2 4 Railway Rd between Rowe & Unwins Bridge 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
— 5 Railway Rd between Unwins Bridge & Rowe 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
6 Railway Rd between Rowe & Henry 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
7 Railway Rd between Henry & Stewart 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
8 Railway Rd between Stewart & Princes 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
9 | stewart Ln between Railway & Railway 11 [ 2 | 18% | 10 6| 55% 6 10
10 Stewart Ln between Railway & Hilton 4 1 25% 4 1| 25% 0] 0% 1 4
11 Railway Ln between Stewart & Henry 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
12 Hilton Ave between Railway & End 6 4 67% 41 67% 5 2| 33% 3 5
13 Hilton Ave between End & Railway 6 4 67% 6 4| 67% 2| 33% 3 6
14 Reilly Ln between Princes & Henry 14 4 29% 41 29% S 4| 29% 4 8
15 Reilly Ln between Henry & Princes 0 0 0 2 4 1 4
16 | George St between Princes & Henry 31 | 27 13 | 42% 19 31
j 17 | George St between Henry & Unwins Bridge 27 | 27 21| 78% | 14| 52% 17 27
% 18 George St between Unwins Bridge & Henry 25 14 | 56% 9| 36% 13 | 52% 11| 44% 9 14
= 19 George St between Henry & Princes 34 26 | 76% 25| 74% 24 | 71% 22 | 65% 19 26
c 20 Yelverton St between Princes & Henry 24 16 | 67% 17 | 71% 18 | 75% 21 14 21
% 21 Yelverton St between Henry & Unwins Bridge 27 12 | 44% 9| 33% 15 | 56% 17 | 63% 11 17
= 22 | Yelverton St between Unwins Bridge & Henry 27 15 | 56% 71 26% 13 | 48% 14 | 52% 10 15
< 23 Yelverton St between Henry & Princes 24 20 19 19| 79% 24 16 24
24 Frederick St between Princes & Henry 22 22 15 | 68% 19 15 22
25 Frederick St between Henry & Unwins Bridge 26 18 20| 77% 17 | 65% 15 20
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26 Frederick St between Unwins Bridge & Henry 26 15 | 58% 18 | 69% 17 | 65% 18 | 69% 14 18
27 | Frederick St between Henry & Princes 21 14 | 67% 19 17 14 21
28 Sutherland St between Princes & Henry 22 14 | 64% 13| 59% 12 | 55% 17 | 77% 11 17
29 Sutherland St between Henry & Unwins Bridge 22 6 27% 8| 36% 10 | 45% 12 | 55% 7 12
30 Sutherland St between Unwins Bridge & Henry 26 9 35% 11| 42% 16 | 62% 13 | 50% 10 16
31 Sutherland St between Henry & Princes 25 22 1| 4% 12 22
32 Grove St between Princes & Henry 24 24 6| 25% 12 24
33 Henry St between Grove & Sutherland 9 6| 67% 6 8
34 Henry St between Sutherland & Frederick 6 4| 67% 4 6
35 Henry St between Frederick & Yelverton 7 5 7
36 Henry St between Yelverton & George 7 5 7
37 Henry St between George & Reilly 6 4 5
38 Henry St between Reilly & Railway Ln 11 7 10
39 Henry St between Railway Ln & Railway Rd 2 1 2
40 Henry St between Railway Rd & Reilly 17 9 14
41 Henry St between Reilly & George 7 4 6
42 Henry St between George & Yelverton 8 4 8
43 Henry St between Yelverton & Frederick 7 5 7
44 Henry St between Frederick & Sutherland 5 3 5
45 Henry St between Sutherland & Briar 4 2 3
46 Briar Ln between Henry & End 4 1 1
47 Henry St between Briar & Grove 4 3 4
48 Grove St between Henry & Unwins Bridge 20 11 16
49 Grove St between Unwins Bridge & Albion 0 0 0
50 Grove St between Albion & Rolfe 17 13 17
51 Grove St between Rolfe & Bakers 15 8 15
52 Grove St between Bakers & Princes 3 2 3
53 Alfred St between Princes & Bakers 0 0 0
54 Bakers Ln between Alfred & Grove 0 0 0
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55 Alfred St between Bakers & Rolfe 3 1 33% 0| 0% 0| 0% 0| 0% 0 1
56 | Alfred St between Rolfe & Albion 12 | 10 9| 75% | 10 8 10
57 | Albion Ln between Grove & Mary 11 1 9% 2| 18% 1] 9% 2| 18% 1 2
58 Alfred St between Albion & Rolfe 0 0 0 0 0 0
N~ 59 Alfred st between Rolfe & Princes 26 14 | 54% 14 | 54% 21 - 19| 73% 14 21
E 60 Mary St between Princes & Unwins Bridge 34 31 21| 62% 30 21| 62% 21 31
) 61 Unwins Bridge Rd between Mary & Grove 12 11 7| 58% 1| 8% 1| 8% 4 11
= 62 Unwins Bridge Rd between Grove & Sutherland 32 1 3% 2| 6% 0| 0% 0| 0% 1 2
63 Unwins Bridge Rd between Sutherland & Frederick 4 4 3| 75% 3| 75% 2| 50% 2 4
64 Unwins Bridge Rd between Frederick & Yelverton 7 7 5| 71% 2| 29% 1| 14% 3 7
65 Unwins Bridge Rd between Yelverton & George 8 4 50% 4| 50% 2| 25% 0| 0% 2 4
66 Unwins Bridge Rd between George & Railway 6 6 5 0] 0% 0| 0% 2 6
67 Rowe Ln between Railway & Unwins Bridge 25 0 0% 8| 32% 10 | 40% 9| 36% 5 10
68 Railway Rd between Unwins Bridge & Gleeson 35 19 | 54% 31 35 26 | 74% 22 35
69 Railway Rd between Gleeson & Unwins Bridge 30 30 30 19| 63% 28 21 30
70 Gleeson Ave between Railway & Railway 0 0 0
71 Gleeson Ave between Railway & Railway 0 0 0
72 Railway Pde between Gleeson & Buckley 19 12 18
73 Railway Pde between Buckley & Lower Railway 4 3 4
— 74 Lower Railway Pde between Marrickville & Sydenham 35 22 35
+— 75 Lower Railway Pde between Sydenham & Marrickville 92 66 85
% 76 Sydenham Rd between Railway & Buckley 17 9 17
& 77 Sydenham Rd between Buckley & Railway 23 14 23
L 78 Railway Pde between Sydenham & Garden 0 0 0 0
% 79 | Railway Pde between Garden & End 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
= 80 | Railway Pde between End & Gleeson 25 | 25 20 | 80% 18 25
< 81 Gleeson Ave between Railway & Burrows 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
82 Burrows Ave between Gleeson & Bolton 11 6 55% 8| 73% 8| 73% 11 7 11
83 Bolton St between Burrows & End 54 52 52 52 46 40 52
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84 Bolton St between End & Hogan 14 12
85 Hogan Ave between Bolton & Unwins Bridge i 7
86 Hogan Ave between Uwins Bridge & Burrows 13 9
87 Burrows Ave between Hogan & George 5 5
88 George St between Burrows & Unwins Bridge 6 4
89 George St between Unwins Bridge & Burrows 12 12
90 Burrows Ave between George & Swain 8 8
91 Swain St between Burrows & Unwins Bridge 14 14
92 Swain St between Unwins Bridge & Gleeson 16 14
93 Gleeson Ave between Swain & Unwins Bridge 0 0
94 Unwins Bridge Rd between Gleeson & Swain 12 12
95 Unwins Bridge Rd between Swain & George 5 5
96 Unwins Bridge Rd between George & Hogan 0 0
97 Unwins Bridge Rd between Hogan & Mary 25 25
Grand Total 1310 952
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" " ; : Average
T— 8:00 AM 12:00 PM 3:00 PM 6:00 PM . Kl iR

Section Occupied Occupied

ID 8:00am - 8:00am -

Description Supply Occ % Occ % Occ % Occ % 8:00pm 8:00pm
1 Unwins Bridge Rd between Mary & Silver 25 0 0% 2 8% 4| 16% 3 12% 2 4
N~ 2 Unwins Bridge Rd between Silver & Bedwin 38 0 0% 7| 18% 10| 26% 14 | 37% 6 14
c 3 Bedwin Rd between Unwins Bridge & Junction 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
@ 4 Bedwin Rd between Junction & May 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
= 5 May St between Bedwin & Council 43 27 63% 24 | 56% 21 | 49% 31| 72% 21 31
6 Council St between May & End 18 11 61% 11| 61% 12 | 67% 8| 44% 8 12
7 Council St between End & Goodsell 5 1 20% 1| 20% 1] 20% 3| 60% 1 3
8 Goodsell St between Council & Lane 38 29 76% 29 | 76% 29 | 76% 29 | 76% 23 29
9 | Goodsell st between Lane & Goodsell a4 |33 | 75% | 34| 7% | 32| 73% | 4« [HORM 20 44
10| Council St between Goodsell & Caroline s | 3 | 5% | + 00N 3| 75% | 3| 75% 3 4
11 Caroline Ln between Council & end 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
12| Council St between Caroline & May 5 | - N | so% | 3| e0% | 4| so% 3 5
13 May St between Council & May Ln 28 7 25% 10 | 36% 6| 21% 16 | 57% 8 16
14 May Ln between May & Goodsell 0 1 1 0 0 0 1
15 | Goodsell St between May & Princes 4 4 3 4
16 Goodsell St between Princes & May 5 5 3| 60% 4| 80% 4| 80% 3 5
17 Princes Hwy between Goodsell & May 9 0 0% 2| 22% 0 0% 0 0% 0 2
! 18| May St between Princes & Applebee 6 | 4 | 6e1% | - 3| s0% | - 3 5
cC 19 May St between Applebee & Campbell 50 24 48% 27 | 54% 25| 50% 33| 66% 22 33
g 20 Campbell St between May & Hutchinson 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
c 21 Hutchinson St between Campbell & Applebee 42 21 50% 30| 71% 29 | 69% 20| 48% 20 30
& 22 Applebee St between Hutchinson & May 13 10 77% 9| 69% 8| 62% 10| 77% 7 10
E 23 Applebee St between May & Short 17 12 71% 12| 71% 12| 71% 8| 47% 9 12

-

< 24 Short St between Applebee & Princes 7 6 41 57% 4| 57% 4 6
25 | Applebee St between Short & Lackey 6 50% | 2] 33% | o] o% | o0 2 6
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26 | Lackey St between Applebee & Hutchinson 20 |14 [70% | 10 [ 14| 70% | 1 0N 13 19
27 Cambell St between Hutchinson & Princes 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
28 | Princes Hwy between Campbell & Short 10 | o] os | s| sow | 10 |00 1| 10% 4 10
29 Princes Hwy between Short & May 22 0 0% 6| 27% 91 41% 10| 45% 5 10
30 Barwon Park Rd between Princes & Campbell 70 61 48 | 69% 42 | 60% 42 61
31 Campbell St between Barwon Park & Princes 0 0 0 0 0 0
32 Campbell St between Princes & Crown 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
33 Campbell St between Crown & Barwon Park 0 0 0 0
34 Barwon Park Rd between Campbell & Crown 30 19| 63% 19 30
35 Crown St between Cambell & Barwon Park 34 24 | 71% 18 24
36 Barwon Park Rd between Crown & Princes 14 9] 64% 10 14
37 Princes Hwy between Barwon Park & Campbell 25 11 44% 11 | 44% 0 0% 0 0% 4 11
38 Princes Hwy between Campbell & Albert 2 1 50% 1| 50% 0 0% 0 0% 0 1
39 Albert St between Princes & End 31 39 | 126% 39 | 126% 36 | 116% 5|1 16% 24 39
40 Albert St between End & Princes 32 28 71 22% 19 32
41 Princes Hwy between Albert & Victoria 7 3 0 0 0% 1 3
42 Victoria St between Princes & End 4 2 4 2| 50% 2 4
43 Victoria St between End & Princes 4 2 4 2| 50% 2 4
44 Princes Hwy between Victoria & Bishop 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
45 Bishop St between Princes & End 2 1 2 1 1| 50% 1 2
46 | Bishop St between End & Princes 3 3 2 3 2 3
47 Princes Hwy between Bishop & Canal 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
48 Princes Hwy between Mary & Edith 3 0 0% 1| 33% 2| 67% 0 0% 1 2
49 Edith St between Princes & Roberts 4 2 50% 2| 50% 3 75% 2| 50% 2 3
50 | Roberts St/Ln between Edith & Mary 25 | 23 20 8| 32% 15 23
51 Roberts Ln between Mary & Roberts 5 5 3| 60% 4 5
52 Roberts St between Roberts & End 10 5 50% 6| 60% 7 70% 7| 70% 5 7
53 Roberts St between End & Roberts 19 7 37% 5| 26% 10 [ 53% 12| 63% 7 12
54 Roberts St between 6 3 50% 1| 17% 2| 33% 3| 50% 2 3

115



#§ INNER WEST COUNCIL

Local Traffic Committee Meeting

4 May 2017

55 Edith St between Roberts & Unwins Bridge 40 33 28 39
56 Edith St between Unwins Bridge & Edith lane (n) 23 15 11 15
57 Edith Ln between Edith & Silver 2 2 2 2
58 Silver Ln between Edith & Princes 0 0 0 0
59 Princes Hwy between Edith & Silver 7 0 1 2
N~ 60 Silver St between Edith & Unwins Bridge 56 31 29 47
E 61 Silver St between Unwins Bridge & Florence 20 14 10 14
8 62 Silver St between Florence & Princes 24 17 16 22
- 63 Princes Hwy between Silver & Victoria 0 0] 0 0 0
64 Victoria St between Princes & Church 5 2 3 3 4
65 Church St between Victoria & End 11 5 6 5 9
66 Church St between End & Campbell 12 9 9 7 9
67 Church St between Campbell & Victoria 12 10 9 8 12
68 Victoria St between Church & Princes 7 5 6 5 4 6
69 Princes Hwy between Victoria & Campbell 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
70 Campbell St between Princes & Church 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
71 Campbell St between Church & St Peters 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
72 St Peters St between Campbell & End 21 13 62% 12 | 57% 16 | 76% 11 52% 10 16
73 St Peters St between End & Campbell 20 13 65% 12 60% 17 12 60% 11 17
74 Campbell St between St Peters & Florence 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
75 Florence St between Campbell & Silver 33 15 45% 15 | 45% 27 20| 61% 15 27
76 Florence St between Silver & Campbell 34 27 79% 26 | 76% 26 | 76% 25| 74% 21 27
— 77 Campbell St between Florence & Brown 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
'E 78 Brown St between Campbell & Conway 28 18 64% 21 | 75% 17 | 61% 24 16 24
(D) 79 Conway Pl between Brown & Unwins Bridge 5 4 80% 3 60% 5 4| 80% 3 5
E 80 Brown St between Conway & Campbell 33 16 48% 28 26 | 79% 33 21 33
C 81 Campbell St between Brown & Unwins Bridge 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
% 82 Unwins Bridge Rd between Campbell & Conway 18 8 44% 7| 39% 0 0% 18 7 18
= 83 Unwins Bridge Rd between Conway & Silver 5 3 60% 1 20% 0 0% 4| 80% 2 4
< 84 Unwins Bridge Rd between Silver & Edith 8 2 25% 1 13% 0 0% 0 0% 1 2
85 Unwins Bridge Rd between Edith & Mary 16 7 44% 3 19% 0 0% 3 19% 3 7
Grand Total 1229 744 61% 805 66% 759 62% 749 61% 764 805
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Construction Parking & Access Strategy: WestConnex New M5, Dec 2016

2,

Existing Parking Supply & Utilisation — Local Roads Area

The following describes the existing parking stock in and around the local roads area. A broad parking
survey was undertaken to assess the approximate existing stock and utilisation of parking in the local
roads area (5t Peters) prior to any construction impacts on parking. The survey was undertaken for
street [ road locations in the surrounding area of the local reads scope of works, this included roads
affected and unaffected by the temporary loss of parking as a result of construction works.

The parking surveys were carmmied out on the following days:

«  Tuesday 17 May 2016 G:00am-6:00pm
« '‘Wednesday 18 May 2016 G:00am-6:00pm
+* Thursday 19 May 2016 §:00am-6:00pm
« Saturday 21 May 2016 8:00am-6:00pm
«  Sunday 22 May 2016 S:00am-6:00pm

Results of the survey are shown in Tables 2 and 3.

Table 2: Weekday parking survey results

AM Peak Weekday (Tam-10am) PM Peak Weekday (3pm-6pm)

Supply

Average Average Average Average
Occupancy Occupancy (%) Occupancy = Occupancy (%)

Albert Strest NE 25 23 82% 20 80%
Albert Street SW 19 i@ 100% 18 25%
Unwins Bridge Road SE 31 G 19% 5 16%
Unwins Bridge Road MW 41 g 20% 7 7%
Brown Street SE 29 18 82% 17 50%
Brown Strest N kT 24 B5% 2z 58%
Florence Street SE 38 27 Ti% 25 G6%
Florence Street N 42 30 T1% 28 67%
5t Peters Street SE 22 15 82% 13 50%
St Peters Strest NN 20 13 B5% 12 60%
Hutchinson Street N 36 26 T2% 21 58%
Princes Highway SE 32 13 41% ] 18%
Princes Highway NW 12 ] 42% 2 7%
Campbell Road NE 56 33 50% 20 52%
Campbell Road SW 36 22 81% 19 53%
Euston Road N 140 102 T3% 5] 48%
Euston Road SE 103 75 T3% 50 48%
Gardeners Road South 39 34 87% 23 58%
Gardeners Road Morth 42 37 82% 24 5%
Bunnings Carpark MNiA 215 112 52% 124 58%
Delta Group Carpark NiA 16 16 100% 17 106%:
Huntley Sireet NE 7 ] T1% 4 57%
Huntley Sireet SW 7 & Ti% 4 5%
Barwon Park Road West o g 29% 5 56%
Barwon Park Road East 14 14 100% g 4%
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Secrens | SAMSUNG CET

Burmows Road SE 48 40 B3% 31 B5%
Burmows Road N 54 46 B5% 35 B5%
May Street N 28 24 BE% 21 75%
May Street SE 23 19 B3% 18 70%
TOTAL 1221 81s 67% 676 55%

Table 3: Weekend parking survey resulfs

Saturday 9am-6Gpm Sunday Sam-Gpm

Supply

Average Average Average Average
Occupancy Occupancy (%) Occupancy  Occupancy (%)

Albert Street NE 25 14 56% 16 B4%
Albert Street sW 19 12 B2% 8 47%
Unwirs Bridge Road SE 31 12 0% 12 30%
Unwirs Bridge Road N 41 17 41% 17 41%
Brown Street SE 28 18 55% 18 B6%
Brown Street N 37 21 57% 24 5%
Florence Street SE 38 23 B1% 23 B1%
Florence Street N 42 26 B2% 26 62%
St Peters Street SE 22 18 73% 14 B4%
St Peters Street N 20 15 75% 12 60%
Hutchinson Street N 36 24 B7% 23 B4%
Princes Highway SE 32 17 53% 4 13%
Princes Highway N 12 8 50% 1 8%

Campbell Road NE 56 17 30% 12 4%
Campbell Road SW 36 11 % 13 36%
Euston Road N 140 38 T 3z 23%
Euston Road SE 103 28 7% 24 23%
Gardeners Road Sauth 38 26 B7% 20 51%
Gardeners Road Morth 42 27 B4% 21 50%
Bunnings Carpark MNiA 215 133 B2% 128 B0%
Delta Group Carpark NIA 18 8 50% 4 25%
Huntiey Street NE 7 4 57% 4 57%
Huntley Street SW 7 5 71% 5 T1%
Barwon Park Road West g 5 56% 8 B7%
Barwon Park Road East 14 g B4% 10 T1%
Burmows Road SE 48 25 52% 23 48%
Burmows Road N 54 29 545 26 48%
May Street WY 28 25 B9% 21 75%
May Street SE 23 12 82% 16 0%
TOTAL 1221 629 52% 573 47%
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CoNTRACTDRE

In summary the broader survey (provided for in tables 2 and 3) indicated the following available
spaces around the local roads vicinity:

+ During the week:
o AM peak there are approximately 402 available spaces within the Local Roads area

mraman

o PM peak there are approximately 545 available spaces within the Local Roads area

+  n the weekends:

o Saturdays there are approximately 592 availahle spaces within the Local Roads area

o Sundays there are approximately 592 available spaces within the Local Roads area

Table 4: Proposed ternporary changes to parking provision

Location / Street Affected Supply Actual Impact / No of parks Temporarily Lost

Burrows Road — south of 102 spaces Loss of 10 spaces along both sides

Campbell Road

Burrows Road — west of Loss of 14 spaces along both sides

Campbell Road

Burrows Road — north of Loss of 10 spaces along both sides

Campbell Road

Barwon Park Road, north of | 23 Loss of 6 spaces

Campbell Road

Princes Highway 44 Loss of 12 spaces along both sides

May Street 1 Loss of 10 spaces along both sides

Lnwins Bridge Road 72 Loss of 10 spaces along both sides

Brown Street* 66 Possible loss of up to 10 spaces during
integration / tie-in works

Florence Street” B0 Possible loss of up to 10 spaces during
integration / tie-in works

Crown Street* 3o Possible loss of up to 6 spaces during integration
{ tie-in works

St Peters Street* 42 Possible loss of up to 6 spaces during integratiocn
{ tie-in works

Church Street * 42+ Possible loss of up to 12 spaces during
integration / tie-in works

Hutchison Street* 36 Possible loss of up to 10 spaces during
integration / tie-in works

Bourke Road, north of Bourke | 215 Loss of 10 off-street spaces

Street / Gardeners

Huntley Street 14 Loss of 10 spaces

Euston Road 243 Loss of 90 spaces (These will be lost on the
westem side and then relocated to the eastemn
side)

* |ndicates possible loss. These have been included as a precaution and includad as part of the Strategy
*¥ Estimate based on desktop assessment

Table 63 of Volume 2B Appendix G of the EIS provides the estimate number of lost car parking
spaces as a result of temporary construction works. The estimated loss provided in the EIS was
indicative impact of 620 on-street parking losses. The maximum loss estimated on any given time
worst case during the construction perod for local roads is now the loss of 220 on-sireet car parks
during the December 2017 and February 2018 period. The reduction in the impacts to car parking is
primarily attributed to staging of works.

The breakdown of lost car parking over the duration of the local roads construction works are as
fiollows:

+ 90 car parks from approximately December 2016 to Movember 2017
+ Increasing to 220 car parks from approximately December 2017 to February 2018

120



#§ INNER WEST COUNCIL Local Tratfic Committee Meeting

* Decreasing to 104 car parks from approximately March 2017 to November 2018
* Increasing to 126 car parks from approximately December 2018 to January 2019
+ Decreasing to 104 car parks until completion of the project

Resident and business surveys

A written survey was administered with affected residents and businesses to gain an understanding of
current parking availability, current use of existing on-street parking stock and the impact of removing
this parking. Refer io Appendix C and Appendix D for the resident and business survey summary
results respectively.

The survey was undertaken between 11 July and 12 August 2016 by door-knock. If required, a copy of
the survey questionnaire was left with the stakeholder to complete and return using a pre-paid
envelope or via email. In instances where a stakeholder was not available at the time of the door-
knock a “somy we missed you card” was left at the property, along with a copy of the survey and pre-
paid envelope.

In total 530 survey questionnaires were distributed to residents and businesses. One hundred and
eighty seventy (187) completed surveys were retumed to the project, 66% of the completed surveys
were from residents and 34% were from businesses.

The key findings of the resident survey were:

+* The majority of residents have one (41%) or two (44%) vehicles per household.

= Ower 50% of properties do not have off-street parking spaces within their property.

« B7% of residents currently have difficulty finding on-street parking in their street. The main
reasons residents cited for these difficulties include workers from nearby businesses and
huilding developments and trainfairport commuters using the parking spaces, lack of parking
resfirictions or resident parking schemes in their streets and many properties not having off-
street parking spaces.

= The main impacts residents helieve will result from the temporary removal of on-street parking
include:

— Increased difficulty in getting parking in their street and near their
propertiesimaking the existing parking situation worse

—  Accessibility to properties and logistics, particularly for the eldery and residents
with medical conditions and children

—  Personal safety and vehicle security if required to park further away

—  Make it difficult for family and friends fo visit due to lack of parking.
The key findings of the business sunvey were:

+ (5% of businesses have 1 to 10 off-street parking spaces within their property.

+« 70% of businesses use on-street parking and this is used by their employees,

customersiclients and for deliveries. The majority of these businesses use between 1 and 5
on-street parking spaces. There are two businesses, one located on Euston Road and the
other on Burrows Road, who have 50+ employees and customers using on-street parking.

62% of businesses do not believe there are altemate transport options for them to use during
the temporary removal of parking.
The main impacts businesses believe will result from the temporary removal of on-street
parking include:

—  Loss of business due to customers finding it difficult to get parking nearby

—  Employee retention and timeliness to work

— Accessibility to business for employees, customers and deliveries
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Existing Parking Supply & Utilisation — Local Roads Area

The following describes the existing parking stock in and around the local roads area. A bread parking
survey was undertaken to assess the approximate existing stock and utilisation of parking in the local
roads area (St Peters) prior to any construction impacts on parking. The survey was undertaken for
street f road locations in the surrounding area of the local roads scope of works, this included roads
affected and unaffected by the temporary loss of parking as a result of construction works.

The parking surveys were camied out on the following days:

« Tuesday 17 May 2016 6:00am-6:00pm
« ‘Wednesday 18 May 2016 G:00am-6:00pm
« Thursday 19 May 2016 G:00am-6:00pm
« Saturday 21 May 2016 §:00am-6:00pm
+  Sunday 22 May 2016 9:00am-6:00pm

Results of the survey are shown in Tables 2 and 3.
Table 2: Weekday parking survey results

AM Peak Weekday (Tam-10am) PM Peak Weekday (3pm-Gpm)

Supply
Average Average Average Average
Occupancy | Occupancy (%) = Occupancy | Occupancy (%)
Albert Strest MHE 25 23 092% 20 20%
Albert Strest SW 19 12 100%: 18 95%
Urwins Bridge Road SE Eh [} 19% 5 16%
Urwins Bridge Road N 41 8 20% T 17%
Brown Strest SE 28 18 62% i7 58%
Brown Street W 3w 24 B5% 2 58%
Florence Street SE 38 7 T1% 25 G5%
Florence Street W 42 30 T1% 8 G7%
St Peters Street SE 22 15 B8% 13 58%
St Peters Strest W 20 13 B5% 12 B0%
Hutchinson Street W 36 26 T2% 3 58%
Princes Highway SE 32 13 41% 8 18%
Princes Highway N 12 5 42% 2 17%
Campbell Rioad MNE 58 33 58% 28 52%
Campbell Road SW 368 22 61% 9 53%
Euston Road MW 140 102 T3% 2] 48%
Euston Road SE 103 75 T3% 50 48%
Gardeners Road South ] 34 87% 23 58%
Gardeners Road Morth 42 37 88% 24 57%
Bunnings Carpark A 215 112 52% 124 58%
Delta Group Carpark A 18 18 100% 17 106%
Huntley Street MHE 7 5 T1% 4 57%
Huntley Strest SW T 5 71% 4 57%
Barwon Park Road West a 8 88% 5 5%
Barwon Park Road East 14 14 100% 8 4%
Burrows Road SE 48 40 3% H B5%
Burmows Road W 54 46 5% 35 G5%
May Street MW 28 24 86% 2 T5%
May Street SE 23 12 3% 16 T0%
TOTAL 1221 819 67% 678 55%
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Table 3: Weekend parking survey resulis

Saturday Y%am-Gpm Sunday 3am-6pm
Supply Average Average Average Average
Occupancy Occupancy (%) Occupancy  Occupancy (%)
Albert Strest ME 25 14 5% 16 4%
Albert Street SW 18 13 8% g 47%
Urwins Bridge Rioad SE b 12 9% 12 38%
Urwins Bridge Road MY 41 7 41% 17 41%
Brown Street SE 28 16 55% 18 BE%
Brown Street MW a7 21 57% 24 G5%
Florence Street SE 38 23 g81% 23 61%
Florence Strest MW 42 28 2% 28 62%
St Peters Street SE 22 16 T3% 14 4%
St Peters Street MW 20 15 5% 12 60%
Hutchinson Street MW 38 24 a87% 23 4%
Princes Highway SE az 7 53% 4 13%
Princes Highway MW 12 53 50% 1 8%
Campbell Road ME 56 17 0% 18 4%
Campbell Road SW 38 11 3% i3 36%
Euston Road MW 140 38 7% 32 3%
Euston Road SE 103 28 % 24 3%
Gardeners Road South 38 28 687% 20 51%
Gardeners Road Morth 42 ar 4% ey 50%
Bunnings Carpark MA 215 133 82% 120 G0%
Delta Group Carpark MIA 18 8 50% 4 25%
Huntley Strest ME 7 4 57% 4 57%
Huntley Strest SW 7 5 Ti% 5 T1%
Barwon Park Road West ] 5 5% ] &7%
Barwon Park Road East 14 o 4% 10 T1%
Burrows Rioad SE 48 25 52% 23 48%
Burmows Rioad MW 54 23 54% 268 48%
May Sireet MY 28 25 29% 21 TH%
May Street SE 23 19 83% 16 T0%
TOTAL 1221 6239 52% 573 47%
onnex Mew M3 MEM-ES-FLN-FWD-0040 Revision 02
3n Date: 19 December 2018 Commercial in Confidence — Printed copies are uncontrolled Page B of 50
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New M5 Public Transport Guide — Leave Your Car at Home

Minimising impact on the local community is one of the WestConnex projects most important objectives. There is insufficient parking for all site
personnel to drive to work and many of the project sites are located in residential areas with non-residential parking.

Parking in many local streets around the project’s sites is not permitted and it is a condition of your er

g3g on the project that you follow any
specific direction given to you by the project in relation to local parking. Please be advised that councils are heawily policing parking in arsas
surrounding the project and will issue infringement notices where breaches are identified.

All of the project sites are well serviced by public transport and its use is strongly encouraged by all project personnel. See below maps and relevant
public transport services to your site.

We must meet our obligations to the local community. Leave your car at home!

Site Address: 18 Marsh Street, Amcliffe, NSW 2205 (Kogarah Golf Course) I
Public Transport: Nearest train stations: s J Ternpe Recreation
o Wolli Craek (1.2km) Wolli Croek NSW 2205 f e
o
Amncliffe: Mupnys
Suves hiewo - WROMINNR WO Craek ¥ ek
o 248
e 400
e 410
o 422 ¢
Sutians Arncliffe & CahiN Dotk %
Site Specific Parking | There is strictly no parking available around this site.
Instructions:

% K 16min

o, FRomers v VeT
®, 12w G s v
Ml ) 9
5 5

-, e
Kingsgrove & West - Civil
Site Address: 27 - 32 Garema Circuit. Kingsgrove, NSW 2208
Public Transport:

Nearest Train Station:

*  Kingsgrove (1.2km)

e

znanncn— v,

Buses that go to Kingsgrove: 00 T prent . ° .- »

* L lnll. . -
o 423 % T aet ~ i
e 490 e £ T v :.
e 402 ': Crvasoct Cecet " Y . e
T it Soyeyeas sy 1o [ s
ALTT LA - "
Site Specific Parking | Strictly no parking locations: & Pigrres Steion 0 1
Instructions: e No street parking on Garema Circuit e i

Wadhern s Koy

Acceptable parking locations:
e  Free parking at Garema Circuit car park

Y 20l Vg Ewmy »
L
Kingsgrove & West — Tunnelling
Site Address: 30a Commercial Roa
Public Transport:

ad, Kingsgrove, NSW 2208
Nearest Train Station:

-] gy o -« 1
*  Kingsgrove (300km)
Buses that go to Kingsgrove: | <l
423 it
400 .
402
405

Site Spgeiﬁc Parking | Strictly no parking locations:
Instructions: *  No street parking on Garema Circuit

ptable parking

A

Free parking at Garema Circuit car park
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St Peters Interchange (Temporary Office for SPI and Local Roads)
Site Address: 10-16 Albert Street, St Peﬁgs. NSW 2044 .

Public Transport: Nearest Train Station: R S s o
e StPeters (850m) o rsprante o0 -
Buses that go to St Peters: \ 225 s
. 308 2 u':'::.-'
. 248
o 382 b=l S
o« 42 P S0

Site Specific Parking | There is strictly no parking available around this site.

Instructions: £
Bexley
Site Address: 98 Wolli Avenue, Earlwood, NSW 2206
-]

Public Transport: Nearest Train Station:

*  Bexdey North (550m)

Buses that go to Bexley: .-. s ™ g

« M4 .°... B =

e 400 R ~ .

o 401 v %

e 493 a qn-n':mm

o 495 oy

Site Specific Parking | There is strictly no parking available around this site.

Instructions:

Useful Transport Links

The following links can be used to find the best route to your place of wark:

Plan your public transport trip - https:/ftp transpordnsw.info

Sydney Buses hitpowww. sydneybuses.info

Usaful bus map - http:iwww.sydneybuses. info/routes/Region guide South-2015. pdf
Opal - https:/'www.opal.com.au

Figure ?: WestConnex public transport information for workers (Source Construction parking and
Access Strategy 19/12/16 - WestConnex New M5)
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Appendix E — List of recommendations (2017)
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Draft Recommendation

Details

Type

15. Bridge Street , Tempe

Convert 2P 8:30am-6pm Monday
to Friday Area M4 Permit
Holders Excepted to Unrestricted
parking (southern side)

Unrestricted

16. Edith Street, St Peters

Convert Unrestricted parking to
2P 8:30am-6pm Monday to
Friday 8:30am-12:30pm Sat
Area M4 Permit Holders
Excepted (southern side)
between Unwins Bridge Road
and the driveway opposite 65
Edith Street

Resident

17. Edith Street, St Peters

Convert Unrestricted parking to
2P 8:30am-6pm Monday to
Friday 8:30am-12:30pm
Saturday Area M4 Permit
Holders Excepted (southern
side) between number 52 Edith
Street and Roberts Lane

Resident

18. Frederick Street,
Sydenham

Convert Unrestricted parking to
2P 8:30am-6pm Monday to
Friday Area M4 Permit Holders
Excepted (northern side)
between Henry Street to property
no.1 Frederick Street

Resident

19. George Street, Sydenham

Convert Unrestricted parking to
2P 8:30am-6pm Monday to
Friday Area M4 Permit Holders
Excepted (northern side)
between Henry Street and Lee
Lane

Resident

20. Leslie Street, Tempe

Convert Unrestricted parking to
2P 8:30am-6pm Monday to
Friday Area M4 Permit Holders
Excepted (eastern side)

Resident

21. Mary Street, St Peters

Convert Unrestricted parking to
2P 8:30am-6pm Monday to
Friday 8:30am-12:30pm
Saturday Area M4 Permit
Holders Excepted (northern side)
between Roberts Lane and
property no. 71 Mary Street

Resident
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22. Mary Street, St Peters

Convert Unrestricted parking to
No Parking (southern side)
between Rolfe Lane and the
driveway to property no. 60 Mary
Street

No Parking

23. Mary Street, St Peters

Convert Unrestricted parking to
4P 8:30am-6pm Monday-Friday
(southern side) between Albion
Lane and the driveway to
property no. 62 Mary Street

Medium Term

24. Park Road, Sydenham

Implement statutory 10m No
Stopping southern side of Park
Road at its intersection with
Princes Highway

No Stopping

25. Roberts Street, St Peters

Convert Unrestricted parking to
2P 8:30am-6pm Monday to
Friday 8:30am-12:30pm
Saturday Area M4 Permit
Holders Excepted (northern side)

Resident

26. Sutherland Street, St
Peters

Convert Unrestricted parking to
2P 8:30am-6pm Monday to
Friday Area M4 Permit Holders
Excepted (northern side)
between Henry Street and
property no.1 Sutherland Street

Resident

27. Yelverton Street, St Peters

Convert Unrestricted parking to
2P 8:30am-6pm Monday to
Friday Area M4 Permit Holders
Excepted (northern side)
between Henry Street and
Princes Highway

Resident

28. No Stopping

Implement Statutory No Stopping
zones in association with parking
restrictions as appropriate

No Stopping
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Appendix F: — Maps of recommendations (2017)
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Subject: REQUESTS FOR ‘WORKS ZONE’ ADJACENT TO CONSTRUCTION SITES
(STANMORE & MARRICKVILLE WARDS/NEWTOWN & HEFFRON
ELECTORATES/NEWTOWN LAC)

File Ref: 17/6022/40273.17
Prepared By: Idris Hessam - Graduate Civil Engineer Traffic Services
Authorised By: Joe Di Cesare - Manager Design and Investigation

SUMMARY

A couple of requests have been received from builders for the provision of 'Works Zone' to
facilitate construction deliveries and permit the parking of construction vehicles during loading
and unloading activities.

It is recommended that the 'Works Zone' be approved for the construction works subject to
Council fees and charges.

RECOMMENDATION

THAT:

1. the installation of a ‘Works Zone 7AM-5.30PM Mon-Sat’ (total of 10 metres in
length) on the northern side of Brown Street adjacent to property no. 65 Brown
Street, St Peters be APPROVED for a period of twelve (12) months, for the
proposed construction work;

2. the installation of a ‘Works Zone 7AM-5.30PM Mon-Sat’ (total of 9 metres in length)
on the northern side of Darley Street adjacent to property no. 99 Darley Street,
Newtown be APPROVED for a period of twelve (12) months, for the proposed
construction work; and

3. the costs of supply, installation and removal of the signs and ‘Works Zone’ fees in
accordance with Council’s Fees and Charges are to be borne by the applicant.

BACKGROUND

Written applications along with the plans illustrating the proposed locations of ‘Works Zone’
were submitted to Council for consideration.

FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS

The costs of supply, installation and removal of the signs and ‘Works Zone’ fees are to be
borne by the applicant in accordance with the Council’s Fees and Charges.

OFFICER COMMENTS

Subject Classification of Road Description

Location Road

Brown Street, St | Local Road Two-way street, 7.9m in width that runs West-East
Peters between Conway Place and Campbell Street.
Darley Street, Local Road One-way street, 6.7m in width that is eastbound
Newtown traffic flow from Edgeware Road to John Street.

132



# INNER WEST COUNCIL Local Tratfic Committee Meeting

65 Brown Street, St Peters

The subject property is located on northern side of Brown Street, St Peters. The proposed
‘Works Zone’ will be 10 metres in length. It will be required for a period of approximately twelve
(12) months, to be utilised by construction vehicles during deliveries, loading and unloading
activities (refer to the below locality map and photographs). It is estimated that these works will
take twelve (12) months to complete.

At present, there is unrestricted parking on both sides of Brown Street, St Peters. The parking
spaces in the subject section of Brown Street, St Peters are highly utilised by local residents.
Therefore, the provision of a ‘Works Zone’ would provide a safe facility for loading and
unloading activities at the subject site during the construction period.

99 Darley Street, Newtown

The subject property is located on northern side of Darley Street, Newtown. The proposed
‘Works Zone’ will be 9 metres in length. It will be required for a period of approximately twelve
(212) months, to be utilised by construction vehicles during deliveries, loading and unloading
activities (refer to the below locality map and photographs). It is estimated that these works will
take twelve (12) months to complete.

At present, there is unrestricted parking along the northern side and ‘2P 8am-10pm Permit
Holder Excepted Area M14’ restrictions along the southern side of Darley Street, Newtown.
The parking spaces in the subject section of Darley Street, Newtown are highly utilised by
local residents. Therefore, the provision of a ‘Works Zone’ would provide a safe facility for
loading and unloading activities at the subject site during the construction period.
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Photographs — Brown Street, St Peters (adjacent to 65 Brown Street, St Peters)

10 metres in length,

/‘/
s

e

On-street parking in Brown Street, St Peters outside construction site
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Locality Map — Darley Street, Newtown (adjacent to 99 Darley Street, Newtown)

Proposed 9m Works Zone
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The proposed location of the ‘Works Zone’ in Darley Street, Newtown.

ST T hrm
A, i i/ e e o

a Y B

On-street parking in Darley Street, Newtown outside construction site
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PUBLIC CONSULTATION

A notification letter has been sent to the applicants informing them of the application process
and as part of the assessment they will be considered at this meeting.

CONCLUSION
It is proposed to install the ‘Works Zone’ restrictions to better facilitate construction deliveries

and allow the parking of construction vehicles during loading and unloading activities.

ATTACHMENTS
Nil.
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Subject:  KEITH LANE, DULWICH HILL — PROPOSED PERMIT PARKING & NO
PARKING RESTRICTIONS (ASHFIELD WARD/SUMMER HILL
ELECTORATE/MARRICKVILLE LAC)

File Ref: 17/6022/41205.17
Prepared By:  Emilio Andari - Civil Engineer
Authorised By: Joe Di Cesare - Manager Design and Investigation

SUMMARY

Requests have been received from local residents of Bedford Crescent, Dulwich Hill for the
installation of permit parking restrictions nearby their properties along Keith Lane and a
request has been received from a resident of Keith Street, Dulwich Hill for the installation of
‘No Parking’ restrictions in Keith Lane directly opposite to their off-street car parking space, as
vehicular access is often blocked by parked vehicles on the opposite side of the laneway.

Residents have been notified of the proposal to install a section of ‘2P 8.30am-6.00pm Mon-
Fri, Permit Holders Excepted Area M13’ restrictions on the southern side of Keith Lane nearby
their properties as part of the extension to the Area M13 permit parking precinct and a section
of ‘No Parking’ restrictions on the southern side of Keith Lane, in order to provide unobstructed
vehicular access to the off-street car parking spaces within the laneway and deter illegal
parking across vehicular crossings and maintain parking where feasible for the local residents.
It is recommended that the proposal be approved.

RECOMMENDATION

THAT:

1. The installation of ‘2P 8.30am-6.00pm Mon-Fri, Area M13 Permit Holders
Excepted’ restrictions (18 metres in length) at the rear of residential properties
(adjacent to the rear of property no. 23 Bedford Crescent, Dulwich Hill) on the
southern side of Keith Lane, Dulwich Hill be APPROVED, in order to provide
parking opportunities for local residents; and

2. The installation of full-time ‘No Parking’ restrictions (10 metres in length) at the
rear of residential properties (adjacent to the rear of property no. 21 Bedford
Crescent, Dulwich Hill) on the southern side of Keith Lane, Dulwich Hill be
APPROVED, in order to provide unobstructed vehicular access to the off-street
car parking spaces, deter illegal parking across vehicular crossings and increase
safety.

BACKGROUND

Concerns have been raised by residents on either side of Keith Lane, Dulwich Hill, in relation
to the proposal for ‘No Parking’ restrictions along both sides of Keith Lane, Dulwich Hill which
was recommended as part of the final Dulwich Hill Parking Management Plan. The main
concern raised by residents is the impact to on-street parking from commuters using the
nearby light rail and railway station. Residents have indicated that surrounding streets are
heavily utilised by commuters which in turn results in an increase in demand in parking in Keith
Lane for the local residents. As a result, the proposed ‘No Parking’ restrictions in Keith Lane
were not implemented due to the high level of opposing feedback from the local residents.

Since implementation of the Dulwich Hill Parking Management Plan precinct for Area M13,
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Council has received a number of written requests from local residents from Bedford Crescent
and Keith Street, Dulwich Hill for the extension of permit parking restrictions nearby their
properties along Keith Lane and a request has been received from a resident of Keith Street,
Dulwich Hill for the installation of ‘No Parking’ restrictions in Keith Lane directly opposite to
their off-street car parking space, as vehicular access is often blocked by parked vehicles on
the opposite side of the laneway.

Council officers undertook a detailed investigation into Keith Lane to identify whether it was
feasible to accommodate parking within the laneway. Results of this investigation are detailed
below.

FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS

The costs of the supply and installation of the signposting associated with the recommended
‘No Parking’ & Permit Parking restrictions are approximately $1,000 and can be met from
Council’s operating budget.

OFFICER COMMENTS

Site location & road network

Street Name

Keith Lane

Section

Between Wardell Lane and Macarthur Parade

Carriageway Width (m)

Varies between 5.0-6.0

Carriageway Type

One-way road with one westbound travel lane, in addition
to a section of kerbside parking along the southern side.

Classification

Local

85" Percentile Speed (km/h) -

Vehicles Per Day (vpd) -

Reported Crash History No crashes recorded.
(July 2010 — June 2015)

Heavy Vehicle Volume (%) -

Parking Arrangements Unrestricted parking on both sides of the road and a
section of ‘No Parking 5am-10am Wednesday’ restrictions
on the south-western side of the laneway adjacent to the
light rail and a section of ‘No Parking’ restrictions on the
north-eastern side adjacent to Rowe Playground.

Site inspection

A site inspection undertaken by Council officers revealed there are several vehicular crossings
along both sides of the road to provide rear access to properties fronting Keith Street and
Bedford Crescent. It was observed that the off-street parking facilities were utilised. Majority of
Keith Lane is approximately 5.0m in width. However, there is a section of Keith Lane, towards
the western end of the laneway where the lane is wider and was measured to be 5.7m-6.0m. It
was also identified that this small section of approximately 18-20metres consisted of kerb and
gutter along the southern side of the laneway. During the site inspection, it was evident that
vehicles were utilising this section of the laneway for parking. It should be noted that are a few
properties along the southern side of Keith Lane who do not have on-street parking at the front
of their properties along Bedford Crescent. It was also noted that there is a high demand for
parking in the area and vehicles were parked across driveways in the laneway.
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Locality Map — Keith Lane, Dulwich Hill

Subject section of Keith Lane where the road width is 5.7m-6.0m (facing south-west)
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Sign Plan — Keith Lane, Dulwich Hill

= Proposed '2P 8.30am-6pm Mon-Fri
Permit Holders Excepted Area M13'
restrictions (18min length)

Proposed 'No Parking' restrictions

.....

Laneway Parking Guidelines

Council’'s adopted Laneway Parking Guidelines outline the measures to consider whether the
use of the laneway can prohibit on-street parking. The effective use of narrow streets and
laneways alleviates parking pressure. Effectively managed laneways allow for adequate
access while providing the maximum amount of on-street parking. The Laneway Parking
Guidelines outline the priorities for using narrow laneways and the actions and processes that
Council will use to manage access and parking. These guidelines have been developed to
provide consistency for evaluating the need for parking controls and manage the use of
narrow streets and laneways to maintain access and maximise parking. The need for
parking controls is based on the width of the laneway shown below in Table 1.

Table 1: Laneway Parking Guideline

Laneway Width Parking and Access Arrangements
(between property boundaries or
kerbs/driveways)

e Parking allowed on at least one side of
the laneway

5.1 metres or more wide e Allows access for emergency, delivery
and waste collection trucks at all times

e Complies with Australian Standards
and Road Rule 208(7)

e Parking NOT permitted in the laneway
Less than 5.1 metres e Allows vehicle access at all times and
complies with Australian Standards
and Road Rule 208(7)
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For parking to be allowed in a narrow laneway, the Australian Standards require that parallel
parking spaces be at least 2.1 metres wide and NSW Road Rules requires that at least 3
metres must be available between a parked car and the kerb or edge of the laneway to allow
moving vehicles to pass safely. Therefore, laneway widths that are less than 5.1 metres wide
are too narrow to allow parking as any parked vehicle would prevent traffic from using the
laneway (see Table 1 above and Figure 1 below).

Figure 1: Recommended minimum width of laneway for parking — 5.1 metres
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When vehicles are parked in narrow laneways, near street intersections, sharp bends, across
or opposite from driveways, there needs to be enough space for vehicles to travel along the
laneway or turn at intersections or into properties. Laneways are an integral part of a
sustainable transport system which provides vehicle access to properties and garages.

In accordance with the Laneway Parking Guidelines, the laneway access priorities below have
been developed to help Council decide whether parking is permitted in a laneway and
determine how much space is required for the most important uses. The priorities for the use
of the available space in laneways are listed in Table 2 below in order of priority.

Table 2: Laneway Access Priorities

Priority (Highest to Lowest) Description

Emergency access Provide access according to Australian
Standards.

Deliveries and waste collection service Maintain access for waste collection and

delivery trucks where required.

Access to off-street parking Ensure adequate access to properties along
the laneway to maximise use of existing off-
street parking.

Accessible on-street parking Provide accessible parking spaces for people
with a disability where appropriate and in
accordance with the standards.

On-street parking Allow parking in laneways where appropriate
access is maintained. Parking signs to be
installed to manage access where needed.
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NSW legislation includes various requirements to manage access and parking on roads as
follows:

Acts and Requlations Guiding Parking and Access

1. A member of the public is entitled, as of right, to pass along a public road (whether on
foot, in a vehicle or otherwise); and

2. The owner of land adjoining a public road is entitled, as of right, to access (whether on
foot, in a vehicle or otherwise) across the boundary between the land and the public
road.

Road Rules

1. A driver must not stop on or across a driveway or other way of access for vehicles
travelling to or from adjacent land. Note a driver stops on or across a driveway or way
of access if any part of the vehicle is on or across the driveway or way of access; and

2. If the road does not have a continuous dividing line or a dividing strip, the driver must
position the vehicle so there is at least 3 metres of the road alongside the vehicle that
is clear for other vehicles to pass.

Although, Council Officers did receive a negative response through community engagement
process, the removal of parking is technically justified and required in order to comply with the
relevant Act and Road Rules.

Following Council’'s Laneway Parking Guidelines and given that a section of the laneway is
wider than 5.1m, it is appropriate to provide a section of on-street parking along the southern
side of Keith Lane (adjacent to property no. 23 Bedford Crescent for a length of 18 metres)
which will also consist of 2P 8.30am-6pm Mon-Fri Area M13 Permit Holders Excepted’
restrictions to maintain consistency with the surrounding streets and Permit Parking area. In
order to provide unobstructed vehicular access to off-street car parking spaces, deter illegal
parking across vehicular crossings and increase safety, it is also recommended that a section
of ‘No Parking’ restrictions be installed along the southern side of Keith Lane (adjacent to
property no. 21 Bedford Crescent for a length of 10 metres).

The proposal addresses concerns regarding vehicles obstructing access to and from
residential garages as well as maintaining available parking where possible, and providing
these spaces as an opportunity for local residents. It should be noted that ‘No Parking’
restrictions prohibit motorists from parking within the specified zone; however, they can legally
stop to load/unload passengers and/or goods.

PUBLIC CONSULTATION

A notification letter was sent on 24 March 2017 to owners and occupiers of the affected
properties that are adjacent to the subject sections along Keith Lane, Dulwich Hill regarding a
combination of parking restrictions including a section of ‘2P 8.30am-6pm Mon-Fri Permit
Holders Excepted Area M13’ restrictions and a section of ‘No Stopping’ restrictions to address
concerns regarding vehicles obstructing access to and from residential garages as well as
maintaining available parking where possible, and providing these spaces as an opportunity
for local residents. The closing date for submissions ended on 13 April 2017.

A total of twenty-two (22) letters were sent out to the affected residential properties (both
Bedford Crescent & Keith Street properties). There were two (2) responses received.
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There was one (1) response opposing and one (1) response supporting the proposed permit
parking and ‘No Parking’ restrictions received and are detailed below.

Residents’ Comments (opposing proposal)

Officer's Response

A resident of Bedford Crescent opposes the
proposed permit parking and ‘No Parking’
restrictions. The resident stated that only
residents use the laneway to park their
vehicles and respect one another’s access to
their off-street parking space. The resident
requests that the entire lane be restricted to
resident parking only.

It was also identified during a site inspection that
a small section of approximately 18metres
consisted of kerb and gutter along the southern
side of Keith Lane and this section of the
laneway was measured to be 5.7-6.0m wide.
Since this section of the laneway is wider than
the majority of Keith Lane, it is appropriate to
provide a section of on-street parking which will
consist of permit parking restrictions to favor the
local residents. This proposal complies with the
Laneway Parking Guidelines.

The proposal for only a short section of ‘No
Parking’ restrictions addresses concerns
regarding vehicles obstructing access to and
from residential garages as well as maintaining
available parking where possible, and providing
these spaces as an opportunity for local
residents.

Residents’ Comments (supporting proposal)

Officer's Response

A resident of Keith Street supports the
proposed permit parking and ‘No Parking’
restrictions. The resident stated that they often
have difficulty entering and exiting their off-
street parking space. Most times they are to
park on-street due to not having access to their
garage with vehicles parked directly opposite
in the laneway. The resident stated that the
changes appear to be a good balanced
solution.

Received and noted.

CONCLUSION

In order to provide unobstructed vehicular access to the residents’ off-street car parking
spaces and deter illegal parking across vehicular crossings, it is recommended that full-time
‘No Parking’ restrictions be installed for a section on the southern side of Keith Lane, Dulwich
Hill, adjacent to property no. 21 Bedford Crescent, Dulwich Hill.

It is also recommended to install a section of 2P 8.30am — 6pm Mon-Fri, Area M13 Permit
Holders Excepted’ restrictions for a section on the southern side of Keith Lane, Dulwich Hill
adjacent to the rear of property no. 21 Bedford Crescent, Dulwich Hill Dulwich Hill in order to
provide parking opportunities for local residents.

ATTACHMENTS
Nil.
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Item No: TO517 Iltem 10

Subject: REQUESTS FOR MOBILITY PARKING SPACES (ASHFIELD &
MARRICKVILLE WARDS/SUMMER HILL ELECTORATE/MARRICKVILLE LAC)

File Ref: 17/6022/41230.17
Prepared By: Idris Hessam - Graduate Civil Engineer Traffic Services
Authorised By: Joe Di Cesare - Manager Design and Investigation

SUMMARY

A number of requests have been received from residents for the provision of dedicated
mobility parking space outside their residence. It is recommended that the following 'Mobility
Parking' spaces be approved as the applicants current medical conditions warrants the
provision of the space and they have constrained or no off-street parking opportunities

RECOMMENDATION
THAT:
1. The eastern side of Canonbury Grove, Dulwich Hill in front of property no. 6

Canonbury Grove, Dulwich Hill;

2.  The northern side of Kays Avenue West, Dulwich Hill in front of property no. 25
Kays Avenue West, Dulwich Hill;

3. The western side of Richards Avenue, Marrickville in front of property no. 13
Richards Avenue, Marrickville;

4.  The southern side of Wilga Avenue, Dulwich Hill in front of property no. 3 Wilga
Avenue, Dulwich Hill; and

be APPROVED as a ‘mobility parking’ space, subject to:

a) the operation of the dedicated parking space be valid for twelve (12) months
from the date of installation;

b) the applicant advising Council of any changes in circumstances affecting the
need for the special parking space; and

c) the applicant is requested to furnish a medical certificate and current mobility
permit justifying the need for the mobility parking space for its continuation
after each 12 months period.

BACKGROUND

A copy of the RMS disability parking permit and a medical certificate in support of the
applications was submitted to Council

FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS

The costs of the supply and installation of the signposting associated with the recommended
mobility parking space is approximately $2,000.
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It should be noted that Council normally signposts on-street mobility parking spaces and does
not line mark these spaces. Should the applicant require the provision of kerb ramps, this can
be provided at their cost.

OFFICER COMMENTS

. , Classification o
Subject Location of Road Road Description
Canonbury Grove, Local Road Two-way residential street, 12.8m in width that runs
Dulwich Hill north-south from Marrickville Road to Beach Road.
Kays Avenue West, | Local Road Two-way residential street, 12.8m in width that runs
Dulwich Hill west-east from Wardell Road to Challis Avenue.
Richards Avenue, Local Road Two-way residential street, 12.2m in width that runs
Marrickville north-south from Premier Street to Holts Crescent.
Wilga Avenue, Local Road Two-way residential street, 12.8m in width that runs
Dulwich Hill west-east from Wardell Road to Railway lands.

Unit 5/6 Canonbury Grove, Dulwich Hill

The applicant’s property is located on the eastern side of Canonbury Grove, Dulwich Hill. The
applicant’s property has no off-street parking facility.

At present, unrestricted parking is permitted on both sides of Canonbury Grove. It has been
observed during a site inspection undertaken in the afternoon period that on-street parking
spaces in Canonbury Grove were moderately utilised.

The applicant does not drive a vehicle however she is driven by another family member.

Currently there is no existing mobility parking space within close proximity to the applicant’s
property. Due to her current medical condition, she requires parking availability close to her

property.

25 Kays Avenue West, Dulwich Hill

The applicant’s property is located on the northern side of Kays Avenue West, Dulwich Hill.
The applicant’s property has one off-street parking facility which is too narrow (2.3m in width)
to be used as off street parking space.

At present, '2P 8.30am—6pm Mon-Fri Permit Holders Excepted Area M13’ restrictions is
permitted on the northern side and unrestricted parking is permitted on the southern side of
Kays Avenue West, Dulwich Hill. It has been observed during a site inspection undertaken in
the afternoon period that on-street parking spaces in Kays Avenue West, Dulwich Hill were
moderately utilised.

The applicant does drive a vehicle and currently there is one existing mobility parking space in
close proximity to applicant’'s property (refer to locality map). Due to his current medical
condition, he requires parking availability close to his property.

13 Richards Avenue, Marrickville

The applicant’s property is located on the western side of Richards Avenue, Marrickville. The
applicant’s property has one off-street parking facility which is narrow (2.5m in width) to be
used as off street parking space. It should be noted that the applicant’s condition does warrant
the use of a wheelchair.
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At present, unrestricted parking is permitted on both sides of Richards Avenue, Marrickville. It
has been observed during a site inspection undertaken in the afternoon period that on-street
parking spaces in Richards Avenue, Marrickville were moderately utilised.

The applicant does drive a vehicle and currently there is one existing mobility parking space in
close proximity to applicant’s property (refer to locality map). Due to her current medical
condition, she requires parking availability close to her property.

3 Wilga Street, Dulwich Hill

The applicant’s property is located on the southern side of Wilga Avenue, Dulwich Hill. The
applicant’s property has one off-street parking facility which is too narrow (2.2m in width) to be
used as off street parking space.

At present,’2P 8.30am-6pm Mon-Fri Permit Holders Excepted Area M13’ restrictions is
permitted on the southern side and unrestricted parking is permitted on the northern side of
Wilga Avenue, Dulwich Hill. It has been observed during a site inspection undertaken in the
afternoon period that on-street parking spaces in Wilga Avenue, Dulwich Hill were moderately
utilised.

The applicant does drive a vehicle and currently there is no existing mobility parking space

within close proximity to the applicant’s property. Due to her current medical condition, she
requires parking availability close to her property.

Technical Standards

Australian Standard AS2890.5-1993 “On-Street Parking” states the following in regards to the
provision of parking for people with a disability:

“Parallel parking spaces shall not be marked as disabled spaces, nor included in the count of
spaces available for people with disabilities unless —

i. A 3.2m wide space can be provided, e.g. by indenting the space into the footpath
area; and

ii. Kerb ramps as shown in Figure 4.2(a) are also provided”.
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» AS 2890.5—1993
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FIGURE 4.2 PARKING SPAGES FOR DISABLED PEOPLE

It should be noted that due to the limited width of streets around the Inner West Local
Government Area, it is often difficult to comply with these requirements for the parking space
dimensions. This may also result in the loss of some adjacent on-street parking spaces.

Mobility parking spaces are primarily intended for on-street and off-street parking at
destinations, such as in commercial/retail areas and public car parks near hospitals, schools
and public transport facilities where multiple usages can be expected. They were generally not
intended for points of origin such as reserving on-street parking.

A mobility parking space is not intended for the sole use of one applicant, but rather a shared
facility that can used by all authorised persons having an RMS mobility permit.

PUBLIC CONSULTATION

A notification letter has been sent to the applicants informing them of the application process
and as part of the assessment they will be considered at this meeting.

CONCLUSION
It is recommended that ‘Mobility Parking' spaces be approved as the applicant’s properties do
not have an off-street parking facility and/or the applicants condition warrants the provision of

the space.

It should be noted that the proposed mobility parking spaces are not for the sole use of the
applicant and may be used by other authorised persons.
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Locality Map — Unit 5/6 Canonbury Grove, Dulwich Hill

The applicant’s property
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Photographs — Unit 5/6 Canonbury Grove, Dulwich Hill
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On-street parking in Canonbury Grove, Dulwich Hill
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Locality Map — 25 Kays Avenue West, Dulwich Hill
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The applicant’s property
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Photographs — 25 Kays Avenue West, Dulwich Hill

On-street parking in Kays Avenue West, Dulwich Hill

153

ltem 10



ltem 10

#§ INNER WEST COUNCIL

Local Traffic Committee Meeting

4 May 2017

Locality Map — 13 Richards Avenue, Marrickvi

lle

The applicant’s property
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Photographs — 13 Richards Avenue, Marrickville

The frontage of the applicant's property in Richards Avenue, Marrickville

On-street parking in Richards Avenue, Marrickville
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Locality Map — 3 Wilga Avenue, Dulwich Hill

The applicant’s property
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Photographs — 3 Wilga Avenue, Dulwich Hill
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On-street parking in Wilga Avenue, Dulwich Hill

ATTACHMENTS
Nil.
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Item No: TO0517 Iltem 11

Subject: PROPOSAL TO EXTEND THE LENGTH OF PARKING RESTRICTIONS -
OUTSIDE 34-36 AND 25-27 LACKEY STREET, SUMMER HILL
(ASHFIELD WARD/SUMMER HILL ELECTORATE/ASHFIELD LAC)

File Ref: 17/6022/41910.17
Prepared By:  Helal (Henry) Uddin - Assistant Engineer
Authorised By: John Stephens - Traffic Manager

SUMMARY

Council has received a request to extend the length of parking restrictions outside 34-36
Lackey Street (Commonwealth Bank) and 25-27 Lackey Street (Da Vinci’s restaurant),
Summer Hill. The existing length of parking restrictions in this section of Lackey Street does
not permit two standard vehicles to park at the same time. The existing parking space between
signposts outside the Commonwealth Bank is 10m and outside Da Vinci’s restaurant, opposite
to Commonwealth Bank is 8.5m.

RECOMMENDATION
THAT:

1. Extend the “/2P 8.30am to 6pm Mon-Fri, 8.30am to 12.30pm Sat” and “No
Stopping” parking restrictions signs by 1m north towards the pedestrian
crossing outside of 34-36 Lackey Street, Summer Hill.

2. Extend the “2P 8.30am to 6pm Mon-Fri, 8.30am to 12.30pm Sat” and “No
Stopping” parking restrictions signs by 2.5m north towards the pedestrian
crossing outside 25-27 Lackey Street, Summer Hill.

BACKGROUND

The current length of parking restrictions — “/%P 8.30am to 6pm Mon-Fri, 8.30am to 12.30pm
Sat” and “No Stopping” - outside 34-36 Lackey Street (Commonwealth Bank) is 10m and
outside 25-27 Lackey Street (Da Vinci’'s Restaurant, opposite to Commonwealth Bank), is
8.5m. Customers are facing problems to park cars within the parking restrictions length
because the length of parking restrictions does not permit two standard cars to park at the
same time.

A request has been received for the extension of current parking restrictions signs to the north
towards the pedestrian crossing outside the Commonwealth Bank and outside Da Vinci’s
restaurant, opposite to the Commonwealth Bank. The proposed extension of parking
restrictions would allow two standard cars to park within the parking restrictions length.

FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS
The proposal will be funded from Council's operating budget.

OFFICER COMMENTS

Council officers have undertaken site investigations and observed that two standard cars
cannot park at a time within the existing length of parking restrictions. Two smaller sized
vehicles may be able to park within the current parking restrictions: however, larger vehicles
may incur infringement notices for encroaching into the 'No Stopping’ zones.
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The proposed extension of the parking restrictions as outlined in the recommendation does not
impact on sight lines to the pedestrian crossing.

PUBLIC CONSULTATION

Consultation letters have been distributed to local residents/shops inviting them to provide
feedback to Council noting their support or objection to the proposal. Any feedback will be
tabled at the meeting.

CONCLUSION

Start typing the “conclusion” section here.

ATTACHMENTS

1.0 LTC 4 May 2017 - Attachment to report on Proposed extension of parking restrictions -
Lackey St Summer Hill
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Attachment 1

Proposed = 2.5m
extension of parking
restrictions - total Proposed= 1m
11m length extension of parking [
; restrictions - total  |*
11im length

# 34-36

Legend:
I Existing parking restrictions length
¥P 8.30am to 6pm Mon-Friday, 8.30am to 12.30pm Sat” and “No Stopping” signs.

Proposed extension of parking restrictions
¥2P 8.30am to 6pm Mon-Friday, 8.30am to 12.30pm Sat” and “No Stopping” signs.

PROPOSED EXTENSION OF PARKING
RESTRICTIONS INNER WEST

COUNCIL

LACKEY STREET, SUMMER HILL (OUTSIDEI25-27 LACKEY
STREET TO 34-36 LACKEY STREET)
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West side — outside 25-27 Lackey Street (Da Vinci’s restaurant, opposite to Commonwealth Bank)

161

ltem 11

Attachment 1



ltem 12

# INNER WEST COUNCIL Local Tratfic Committee Meeting

Item No: TO517 Item 12

Subject: 92 CHARLOTTE STREET ASHFIELD - REQUEST FOR DISABLED PARKING
SPACE
(ASHFIELD WARD/SUMMER HILL ELECTORATE/ASHFIELD LAC)

File Ref: 17/6022/41917.17
Prepared By:  Anca Eriksson - Traffic Officer
Authorised By: John Stephens - Traffic Manager

SUMMARY

The resident of 92 Charlotte Street, Ashfield has requested the installation of a Disabled
Parking space near her property. The resident holds a Mobility Parking Permit and is having
difficulty in parking near her property. Her disability limits her walking to short distances.

RECOMMENDATION

THAT a Disabled Parking zone be installed outside No. 90 Charlotte Street, Ashfield.

BACKGROUND

The resident has supplied Council with copies of her mobility parking permit, a letter from her
doctor supporting the need for a disabled parking space and a letter from the property owner
requesting the allocation of a space outside/near this property.

There is an existing ¥P parking zone on the western side of the street and outside the
boundary of No.90 (residential units with off-street parking) and No0.92 Charlotte Street (mixed
business and residence).

On-street parking is unrestricted on the eastern side of Charlotte Street (the opposite side) and
parking is difficult to obtain within reasonable proximity of the subject property. There are no
existing disabled parking spaces in close proximity to the resident.

The above suggests that a disabled parking space is warranted.

FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS

The cost of installing the signs can be met from Council’s operating budget.

OFFICER COMMENTS

It has been observed during a site inspection that the on-street parking spaces in Charlotte
Street were highly utilised during the day. The resident also does not have an off-street
parking space at her property.

The resident has been informed that a disabled parking space, if approved, will not be for her
sole use and that any person holding a valid mobility parking permit may park in the space.

Due to the narrow width of the street, adjustments to the kerb are not possible in order for the
parking space to be installed at the 3.2m width proposed as per Australian Standard
AS2890.5. Kerb ramps are also not proposed in this space, as there is a driveway behind the
proposed parking space.
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PUBLIC CONSULTATION

Council has written to nearby residents of Charlotte Street and Alt Street within the vicinity of
the proposed disabled parking space informing them of the proposal and inviting comment.
Resident consultation on this matter closed on 24th April 2017. To date there have not been
any submissions from residents. Any further information will be tabled at the meeting.

CONCLUSION

It is recommended that the 'Disabled Parking' space be supported as the resident’s property
does not have an off-street parking facility and the resident’s mobility condition warrants the
provision of the space.

ATTACHMENTS

1.8  Photographs - proposed extension of parking restrictions

163

ltem 12



ltem 12

Attachment 1

‘INNER WEST COUNCIL

Local Traffic Committee Meeting

4 May 2017

Proposed = 2.5m
extension of parking
restrictions - total
11m length

extension of parking
restrictions - total
41m length

Legend:
I Existing parking restrictions length

Proposed extension of parking restrictions

1P 8.30am to 6pm Mon-Friday, 8.30am to 12.30pm Sat” and “No Stopping” signs.

¥2P 8.30am to 6pm Mon-Friday, 8.30am to 12.30pm Sat” and "No Stopping” signs.

PROPOSED EXTENSION OF PARKING
RESTRICTIONS

LACKEY STREET, SUMMER HILL (OUTSIDE!25-27 LACKEY
STREET TO 34-36 LACKEY STREET)

INNER WEST
COUNCIL
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|
; .
il |

Extent post and signs by
2.5m north towards station

E TRADING ¢

STOPPING

West side — outside 25-27 Lackey Street (Da Vinci's

pposite to C ith Bank)
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Item No: TO0517 Item 13

Subject: REMOVAL OF MOBILITY PARKING ZONE - OUTSIDE 9 SOMERVILLE
AVENUE ASHFIELD
(ASHFIELD WARD/SUMMER HILL ELECTORATE/ASHFIELD LAC)

File Ref: 17/6022/41981.17
Prepared By:  Anca Eriksson - Traffic Officer
Authorised By: John Stephens - Traffic Manager

SUMMARY

Council has recently consulted with residents in Somerville Avenue regarding the removal of
the mobility parking space outside 9 Somerville Avenue, Ashfield. Under Roads & Maritime
Services guidelines, the need and use of a Disabled Parking zone or space may be reviewed
every 12 months or period as determined by Council. Following consultation the mobility
parking zone is no longer required and therefore can be removed. The space will be
reallocated with 2P resident parking restrictions in line and as similar to the other restrictions in
this street.

RECOMMENDATION

THAT:
1. The Disabled Parking space be removed in front of No. 9 Somerville Avenue,
Ashfield.
2. The above space be signposted as “2P, 8:30am — 6:00pm Mon-Fri, Permit Holders
Excepted AREA 7”.
BACKGROUND

Council has received a request for the removal of a Disabled Parking space outside No.9
Somerville Avenue, Ashfield. This space was previously installed following the request of the
owner, who has since moved from the property.

FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS

The proposal will be funded from Council's operating budget.

OFFICER COMMENTS

The new owner has advised Council that the previous owner, who had originally applied for
the zone, has since moved. The mobility parking space is no longer required and can
therefore be removed.

PUBLIC CONSULTATION

Council has written to residents of Somerville Avenue within the vicinity of the Disabled
Parking space inviting comment on the proposed removal. No objections to the removal of the
space have been received.
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CONCLUSION

The Disabled Parking space is no longer required and it is recommended that the space be
removed. The space will be signposted with 2P resident parking restrictions', which is
currently signposted within the street.

ATTACHMENTS
1.8  Photograph - outside 9 Somerville Ave Ashfield
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Item No: TO517 Iltem 14

Subject:  MINOR TRAFFIC FACILITIES
(LEICHHARDT & BALMAIN WARDS/BALMAIN ELECTORATE/LEICHHARDT
LAC)

File Ref: 17/6022/41990.17
Prepared By:  Manod Wickramasinghe - Traffic and Parking Engineer
Authorised By: John Stephens - Traffic Manager

SUMMARY

This report considers minor traffic facility applications received by Inner West Council,
Leichhardt and includes ‘Disabled Parking’ and ‘Works Zone’ requests.

RECOMMENDATION
THAT:
1. That an 18m 'Works Zone 7.00am - 5.00pm Mon-Fri, 7.00am - 1.00pm Sat' be installed
in front of Nos.19 & 21 Percy Street, Rozelle for 10 weeks, temporarily replacing the

resident parking restrictions.

2. That a 6m ‘Disabled Parking’ zone be installed in front of No.7 Glover Street, Lilyfield
replacing the existing RPS restrictions.

BACKGROUND

This report considers minor traffic facility applications received by Inner West Council,
Leichhardt and includes ‘Disabled Parking’ and ‘Works Zone’ requests.

FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS

The installation of ‘Disabled Parking’ signage is funded from Council’'s operating budget and
‘Works Zones’ signage from fees and charges paid by the applicant.

OFFICER COMMENTS

1 Installation of ‘Works Zone’ Restriction — Percy Street, Rozelle
Council Ref: DWS 4293384

The applicant has requested the installation of a temporary 18m 'Works Zone 7.00am -
5.00pm Mon-Fri, 7.00am - 1.00pm Sat' in front of N0s.19 & 21 Percy Street, Rozelle for 10
weeks. Note, the applicant is conducting building works to No.26 Percy Street; however, there
is ‘No Parking’ restrictions across the applicant’s property frontage on the western side of
Percy Street. Therefore, it is proposed to provide the ‘Works Zone’ on the eastern side of
Percy Street outside Nos.19 and 21 Percy Street. Written concurrence from the residents at
Nos. 19 & 21 has been received which support the provision of a ‘Works Zone’ outside their
properties.
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Officer’s recommendation

That an 18m 'Works Zone 7.00am - 5.00pm Mon-Fri, 7.00am - 1.00pm Sat' be installed in front
of Nos.19 & 21 Percy Street, Rozelle for 10 weeks, temporarily replacing the resident parking
restrictions.

2 Installation of ‘Disabled Parking’ Restriction — Glover Street, Lilyfield
Council Ref: DWS 4279461

The resident of No.7 Glover Street, Lilyfield has requested the installation of a ‘Disabled
Parking’ zone in front of the resident’s property.

A site investigation has revealed that the property does not have off-street parking.
The applicant does not require the use of a wheelchair.
Officer’'s recommendation

That a 6m ‘Disabled Parking’ zone be installed in front of No.7 Glover Street, Lilyfield.

ATTACHMENTS
Nil.
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Item No: TO517 Iltem 15

Subject: 'NO STOPPING' RESTRICTIONS - PALMER STREET AT WORTLEY STREET
AND HYAM STREET
(BALMAIN WARD/BALMAIN ELECTORATE/LEICHHARDT LAC)

File Ref: 17/6022/42247.17
Prepared By:  Manod Wickramasinghe - Traffic and Parking Engineer
Authorised By: John Stephens - Traffic Manager

SUMMARY

Residents have raised concerns regarding vehicles obstructing sight lines and manuevering
space by illegally parking on Palmer Street too close to the intersections of Hyam Street and
Wortley Street, Balmain.

RECOMMENDATION
THAT the statutory 10m ‘No Stopping’ zones be installed at the following locations:

e Southern side of Palmer Street, east and west of Hyam Street, Balmain
e Western side of Palmer Street, south of Wortley Street, Balmain

BACKGROUND

Residents have raised concerns regarding vehicles obstructing sight lines and manuevering
space by illegally parking on Palmer Street too close to the intersections of Hyam Street and
Wortley Street, Balmain

A review of the 5 year RMS reported crash data indicated that only one collision had occurred
in Palmer Street at Wortley Street and no collision at Hyam Street. Both of these side streets
have uphill gradients to Palmer Street which does not assist sightlines at Palmer Street.

PROPOSAL

In order to improve sightlines and left turns it is proposed to signpost the 10m ‘No Stopping’
zone on the southern side of Palmer Street, east and west of Hyam Street, Balmain and on the
western side of Palmer Street, south of Wortley Street, Balmain as shown on the plans on the
following page.
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| Existing ‘No
| Stopping’ sign [N

Proposed 10m ‘No
Stopping’ zone
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CONSULTATION

Letters outlining the above proposals were
mailed out to the affected properties (174
properties) in Wortley Street, Palmer Street
and Hyam Street.

3 responses were received for the Palmer
Street/Wortley Street proposal, 1 in support,
2 in objection.

5 responses were received for the Palmer
Street/Hyam Street proposal, 2 in support, 3
in objection.

15 A]TIV/\

WORTLEY ST

<
%
%
o
AN

/s HLOO®

Resident Comment

Officer Comment

Focus is on the wrong junction. The junction
at Palmer Street and Beattie Street is far
more dangerous with the combination of high
street traffic, designated parking spots
blocking visibility, pedestrian crossing,
Woolworths entry and busy junction - just
visit on a Saturday morning.

Council officers will inspect the intersection of
Palmer Street and Beattie Street. It should be
noted that Council will be upgrading the
existing pedestrian crossing at the
intersection of Palmer Street and Beattie
Street to a raised pedestrian crossing.

We don't need more signs; otherwise we will
end up with signs on every corner in Balmain.
| live 15 metres from the intersection, and
while | see cars parked too close
occasionally, it is not as if they are there all
day every day. You have your parking
inspectors driving around each day, isn't it
their job to fine someone if they are
incorrectly parked?

‘No Stopping’ signs provide motorists with
additional information to prevent the initial
offence. Signage also makes it easier for
enforcement officers to enforce the road
rules. Council typically only installs ‘No
Stopping’ signs when there is an identified
safety issue.

There is already a huge shortage of free
parking in our street, making it almost
impossible for our having visitors or family
stay because of lack of parking and visitor
visas issued, without taking away
approximately two spaces. On the high side
there is already a red sign. | am not pleased
with your decision at all unless the sign is no
further away from the corner than the current
one on the other side.

The ‘No Stopping’ signs proposed will only
remove vehicles already parking illegally.

| think this is a great idea, although it will
make parking harder when it comes to finding
a space. | also think an even bigger issue is
the fact that there is no means of slowing
speed of vehicles which drive along Palmer
street.

Council recently reviewed speed levels of
vehicles along Palmer Street and found
that the 85" percentile speed were
acceptable for a 40km/h environment.
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FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS
The cost of the signposting will be funded from Council’s operational budget.

ATTACHMENTS
Nil.
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Item No: TO517 Iltem 16

Subject: PROPOSED 'NO STOPPING' RESTRICTION TO INTERSECTION CORNERS -
VARIOUS LOCATIONS
(ASHFIELD WARD/SUMMER HILL ELECTORATE/ASHFIELD LAC)

File Ref: 17/6022/42258.17
Prepared By:  Anca Eriksson - Traffic Officer
Authorised By: John Stephens - Traffic Manager

SUMMARY

Requests have been received from residents for the provision of ‘No Stopping’ restrictions to
deter illegal parking, improve visibility for motorists and pedestrians and improve access to
resident off-street parking at various locations within the Ashfield Ward.

Residents have advised that vehicles are regularly parked too close to the following
intersections: Hugh Street at Hugh Lane, Ashfield; Hugh Street at Arthur Street, Ashfield,;
Moonbie Street at Regent Street, Summer Hill, Robert Street at Tintern Street, Ashfield;
Robert Street at Prospect Road, Ashfield; Robert Street at Victoria Road, Ashfield; Wellesley
Street at Carrington Road, Summer Hill; Albert Parade at Fredrick Street, Ashfield; Albert
Parade at Webbs Street, Ashfield and Palace Lane at Holden Street, Ashfield.

All requests have been investigated and a summary of these investigations and proposed
parking restrictions at various locations are presented in this report.

RECOMMENDATION:

That ‘No Stopping’ restrictions be installed at the following intersections:

1. a. Western side of Hugh Street, 8.2 metres north of Hugh Lane, Ashfield.
. Western side of Hugh Street, 5.5 metres south of Hugh lane.

. Eastern side of Hugh Street, 8.0 metres north of Hugh Lane.

. Eastern side of Hugh Street, 6.0 metres south of Hugh Lane.

. Western side of Hugh Street, 10 metres north of Arthur Street.

O QT T

. Western side of Moonbie Street, 6.0 metres north of Regent Street, Summer Hill.
. Western side of Moonbie Street, 10 metres south of Regent Street.
c. Northern side of Regent Street, 10 metres west of Moonbie Street.

(o

3. All corners of Robert Street, 10 metres from all sides of the intersection with Tintern
Road, Ashfield.

4. Northern and southern sides of Robert Street, 10 metres west of Prospect Road,
Ashfield.

5. a. Northern side of Robert Street, 18 metres east of Victoria Road, Ashfield.
b. Eastern side of Victoria Street, 10 metres south of Robert Street.

6. a. Southern side of Wellesley Street, 10 metres west of Carrington Street, Summer
Hill.
b. Southern side of Wellesley Street, 10 metres east of Carrington Street
c. Western and eastern sides of Carrington Street, 10 metres south of Wellesley
Street.
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7. a. Southern side of Albert Parade, 10 metres east of Fredrick Street, Ashfield.
b. Northern and southern sides of Albert Parade, 10 metres on both sides of the
intersection with Webbs Street.
c. Northern and southern side of Albert Parade, 10 metres west of the N-S section of
Albert Parade (western side of Albert Parade Reserve).
d. Western sides of Albert Parade, 10 metres south and north of the E-W section of
Albert Parade.

8. Western side of Holden Street, 10 metres south of Palace Lane, Ashfield.

BACKGROUND

Council has received a number of requests from residents for the installation of 'No Stopping'
restrictions to deter illegal parking, improve visibility for motorists and pedestrians and improve
access to resident off-street parking at various locations within the Ashfield Ward.

FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS

The estimated cost of installing the ‘No Stopping’ signs can be met from Council’'s operating
budget.

lllegal parking at intersections can obstruct driver vision and can cause unsafe conditions,
especially for pedestrians crossing the road. Parking close to the corners can also obstruct the
safe and proper turning manoeuvre of traffic and access at the intersection. The proposed
signposting of the ‘No Stopping’ restrictions would assist all road users at the subject
intersections.

Where proposed ‘No Stopping’ restrictions are less than 10 metres, such as in Hugh Street,
this is dictated by the presence of trees within the road shoulder. Due to the large nature of the
trees' girth, it is proposed to install the signs between the laneway/road and on the approach
of the street tree so as not to obstruct the proposed signage. As the trees are within the road
shoulder, vehicles in most of the locations are not able to park within the 10m statutory
distance from the corner of the roadway.

The length of ‘No Stopping’ restrictions are proposed greater than 10 metres on the northern
side of Robert Street (18m east of Victoria Road), Ashfield to prevent vehicles from parking
within 3m of the centre linemarkings and from obstructing large vehicles, such as waste and
delivery trucks from turning into Robert Street from the roundabout.

Subject Location Road Classification | Road Description

Hugh Street at Hugh Lane, | Local Road Hugh Street is a two way local road

Ashfield in a residential area, 7.8m in width
running north — south between

Norton Street and Arthur Street,
Ashfield. (Refer to the attached

map).
Hugh Street at Arthur Street, | Local Road Arthur Street is a one way local road
Ashfield in a residential area, 6.2m in width
running west — east between

Waratah Street and Victoria Street,
Ashfield. (Refer to the attached

map).
Moonbie Street at Regent Local Road Moonbie Street is a two way local
Street, Summer Hill road in a residential area, 10.2m in

width running north — south between
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Smith Street and Herbert Street
Summer Hill. (Refer to the attached
map).

Regent Street is a two way local
road in a residential area, running
west to east between Henson Street
and Moonbie Street, Summer Hill.

Robert Street at Tintern
Road, Ashfield

Local Road

Robert Street is a two way local road
in a residential area, 6.4m in width
running west-east between Holden
Street and Prospect Road, Ashfield.
(Refer to the attached map).

Tintern Road is a two way local road
in a residential area, 7.8m in width
running north-south between Norton
Street and Clissold Street, Ashfield.
(Refer to the attached map).

Robert Street at Prospect
Road, Ashfield

Local Road

Prospect Road is a two way local
road in a residential area, 10.1m in
width running north-south between
Carlton Crescent and old
Canterbury Road, Ashfield. (Refer to
the attached map).

Robert Street at Victoria
Street

Local Road

Robert Street is a two way local road
in a residential area, 10.1 m in width
running west-east between Holden
Street and Prospect Road, Ashfield.
(Refer to the attached map).

Wellesley Street at
Carrington Street, Summer
Hill

Local Road

Wellesley Street is a two way local
road in a residential area, 10.1m in
width running west-east between
Nowranie Street and Edward Street,
Summer Hill. (Refer to the attached
map).

Albert Parade at Frederick
Street, Ashfield

Local Road

Albert parade is a two way local road
in a residential area, 12.1m in width
running northwest - southeast
between Frederick Street and Alt
Street (refer to attached map)

Albert Parade at Webbs
Street, Ashfield

Local Road

Albert parade is a two way local road
in a residential area, 12.1m in width
running northwest - southeast
between Frederick Street and Alt
Street (refer to attached map)

Palace Lane at Holden
Street, Ashfield

Local Road

This section of Palace Lane is a
6.4m wide laneway and running east
— west between Milton Street and
Holden Street, Ashfield. (refer to
attached map).

Holden Street is a two way local
road in a residential area, 10.2m in
width running north- south between
Princess Street and Liverpool Road
(refer to attached map)
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Concern has been raised by residents stating that vehicles are parking within 10 metres of
different intersections in Ashfield and Summer Hill.

At present, there are no formal parking restrictions at the mentioned intersections. Residents
have advised that vehicles are regularly parked too close to the subject intersections. This
causes a dangerous reduction in the sight lines for both drivers and pedestrians at the
intersection (refer to Photos 1 to 8).

PUBLIC CONSULTATION

Residents who have brought these matters to Council's attention have been notified in relation
to the Traffic Committee process, adjacent residents within 50m of the intersections have been
notified of the proposed changes prior to the installation of the signs.

Public consultation with affected residents on Robert Street/Victoria Street, Ashfield has been
undertaken regarding the installation of an 18m section of ‘No Stopping’ in Robert Street. No
submissions had been received up to the date of this report and consultation closed on 27th
April 2017. Any further information will be tabled at the meeting.

CONCLUSION

It is recommended that the proposed 'No Stopping' restrictions be installed at the locations
listed within this report in order to deter illegal parking, increase safety and improve visibility
and access.

ATTACHMENTS
1.0 Photos and maps - Proposed no stopping restriction to intersection corners - various
locations
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mm Existing disabled
parking space

== Proposed 8.2 m ‘No
Stopping’ restriction to
existing tree

| === Proposed 8.0m ‘No
Stopping’ restriction to
existing tree

== Proposed 6 m ‘No
Stopping’ restriction to
existing tree

Existing 10 m statutory

== Proposed 5.5 m ‘No ‘No Stopping’ restriction

Stopping’ restriction
across the existing tree

== Proposed 10 m
statutory ‘No Stopping’
restriction

Photo 1. Hugh Street at Hugh Lane (looking east) - lllegal parked vehicles.
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Photo 2. Hugh Street and Hugh Lane, Ashfield intersection (looking west)-lllegal parked vehicle.
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==Proposed 6.0 m ‘No
- Stopping’ restriction to
existing tree.

=== Proposed 10 m statutory

‘No Stopping’ restriction

Existing 10 m statutory
‘No Stopping’ restriction

Photo 3. The intersection Moonbie Street and Regent Street, Summer Hill - lllegal parked vehicles.
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=== Proposed 10 m statutory
‘No Stopping’ restriction

Existing 10 m statutory
‘No Stopping’ restriction

o

Fig 3. Robert Street at Tintern Road and Prospect Road, Ashfield on the locality map.

il

Photo 4. The intersection Tintern Road and Robert Street, Ashfield (looking north) — lllegal
parked vehicles.
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bExisting central splitter
island.

ROAD

e

1
|

. Existing roundabout.

7

@B Existing concrete kerbside
islands.

- Central median.

Note: All other corners are
controlled by physical
/painted kerbs and central
median islands.

(16)(14)/12
== Proposed 18 m ‘No

Stopping’ restriction up to
drive way at 3 Robert Street.

e ]

=== Proposed 10 m statutory
‘No Stopping’ restriction.

Photo 5. Robert Street at Victoria Street, Ashfield — lllegal parked vehicles less than 10 meters
from this intersection. Extend ‘No Stopping’ to 18 meters to clear traffic passage between corner
and central splitter island to roundabout.
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Existing 10 m statutory
‘No Stopping’ restriction

==Proposed 10 m
statutory ‘No Stopping’

Photo 6. The intersection Carrington Street and Wellesley Street, Summer Hill (looking north) —
lllegal parked vehicles.
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Fig 6. Albert Parade at Webbs Street, Ashfield. Proposed 10 m statutory

‘No Stopping’ restriction

Existing 10 m statutory ‘No
Stopping’ restriction

Photo 7. The intersection Albert Street and Webbs Street, Ashfield Intersection (looking north -
east)-lllegal parked vehicle.
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Item No: TO517 Iltem 17

Subject: PROPOSED PARKING CHANGES TO LINDSAY AVENUE, SUMMER HILL
(ASHFIELD WARD/SUMMER HILL ELECTORATE/ASHFIELD LAC)

File Ref: 17/6022/42297.17

Prepared By: Davide Torresan - A/Senior Engineer - Infrastructure Design & Traffic
Services

Authorised By: John Stephens - Traffic Manager

SUMMARY

Following the implementation of the Summer Hill Resident Parking Scheme in 2016, the
parking restrictions were installed incorrectly in Lindsay Avenue. Council’s Traffic Engineers
introduced interim measures to alleviate the parking issues created. This report recommends
the formalising of these changes to the Traffic Committee and Council.

RECOMMENDATION
THAT the following parking restriction signs be approved in Lindsay Avenue, Summer Hill:

1. 10m 'No Stopping zone' on both sides of Lindsay Avenue, at the intersection of Short
Street.

2. 24m of 'No Parking' zone on the western side of Lindsay Avenue, adjacent to 19 Short
Street.

3. 19.6m of 2P 8am — 6pm; Mon-Fri Permit Holders Excepted; Area 13' zone on the
eastern side of Lindsay Avenue, adjacent to 21 Short Street.

4. 16.4m of 'No Parking' zone on the eastern side of Lindsay Avenue, from the telegraph
pole to 2 Lindsay Avenue.

5. 6.6m and 22.8m of 'No Stopping zone' on the eastern side of Lindsay Avenue, in front
of 2 Lindsay Avenue and rear of 5 Henson Street.

BACKGROUND

Following support of the Local Traffic Committee, Council's contractor installed the 2P
Resident Parking Restrictions Area 13 in Lindsay Avenue as part of the Summer Hill Resident
Parking Scheme in 2016. It was later brought to officers' attention that the signage had not
been installed in accordance with the approved plans and created parking issues within the
street. Interim parking restrictions were installed to alleviate these issues.

FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS
The cost of installing the parking can be met from Council’s operating budget. The majority of
the parking restriction signs have already been installed.

OFFICER COMMENTS

The former Ashfield Traffic Committee approved the installation of 2P resident parking in the
Summer Hill area in 2016. Unfortunately, the parking restrictions were installed incorrectly
which permitted vehicles to park on both sides of the street, blocking off access to the street.
Council’s Traffic Engineers introduced interim measures to alleviate the parking issues
created.

187

ltem 17



ltem 17

# INNER WEST COUNCIL Local Tratfic Committee Meeting

As these changes have not been endorsed by the Traffic Committee, Council's Traffic
Engineers have consulted with residents on the current parking situation for this report.

A vehicular turning circle movement has been investigated to determine if an indented parking
bay can be designed for the southern end of Lindsay Avenue, on the eastern side, in order to
provide an additional parking space. There is inadequate width to design for indented parking
without impacting on access to and from the driveway to No. 11 Lindsay Avenue, and was not
considered further in the consultation.

The parking proposal issued for consultation to residents was based on the current parking
situation and the preferred arrangement of residents, based on the petition received by
Council from residents in the area, as follows:

1. 10m 'No Stopping zone' on both sides of Lindsay Avenue, at the intersection of
Short Street.

2. 24m of 'No Parking' zone on the western side of Lindsay Avenue, adjacent to 19
Short Street.

3. 19.6m of '2P 8am — 6pm; Mon-Fri Permit Holders Excepted; Area 13' zone on the
eastern side of Lindsay Avenue, adjacent to 21 Short Street.

4. 16.4m of 'No Parking' zone on the eastern side of Lindsay Avenue, from the
telegraph pole to 2 Lindsay Avenue.

5. 6.6m and 22.8m of 'No Stopping zone' on the eastern side of Lindsay Avenue, in
front of 2 Lindsay Avenue and rear of 5 Henson Street.

PUBLIC CONSULTATION

The consultation included the following questions to residents:

1. Do you support the proposed parking restrictions on Lindsay Avenue, Summer Hill?
2. Would you support for addition of “2P 8am — 6pm, Residents Excepted, Zone 13”
parking to be included on the western side of Lindsay Avenue, in the four spaces
currently proposed for un-restricted (all day) parking?

Letters issued to residents 19 letters
Question 1 No.
Submissions received in favour 4
Submissions received in opposition 0
Question 2 No.
Submissions received in favour 0
Submissions received in opposition 4

Following a review of the submissions, it is recommended to proceed with the proposal to
approve the current parking restrictions as shown in Fig.1. The 4 submissions out of 19 letters
delivered to residents included additional comments requesting the 22.8m of “No Stopping” to
be changed to “No Parking” on the south-eastern side of Lindsay Avenue to allow vans and
trucks to pull up and make deliveries. However it is not recommended to make these changes
as “No Parking” requires the driver to remain within 3m of the vehicle, may encourage vehicles
to park on both sides of the road and create similar problems that have been encountered by
residents in the past with the street being blocked off by parked cars. Any vans and delivery
trucks can use existing driveways to make deliveries to the properties within the street.
Additionally the parking spaces on the western side of Lindsay Avenue shall remain
unrestricted.
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The consultation period closed on Friday, 28th April 2017. Any further comments received will
be tabled at the meeting.

CONCLUSION

It is recommended that the parking restrictions be approved as shown in Fig 1.

ATTACHMENTS

1.0  Diagram - recommended parking changes to Lindsay Ave Summer Hill
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Fig. 1: Recommended parking changes in Lindsay Avenue, Summer Hill, based on the current

parking situation.
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Item No: TO517 Iltem 18

Subject: INSTALLATION OF WORKS ZONES OUTSIDE 2-6 THOMAS STREET AND 10
WEBBS AVENUE, ASHFIELD
(ASHFIELD WARD/SUMMER HILL ELECTORATE/ASHFIELD LAC)

File Ref: 17/6022/42290.17
Prepared By:  Boris Muha - Traffic and Projects Engineer
Authorised By: John Stephens - Traffic Manager

SUMMARY

As works were programmed to commence prior the formal Committee meeting, this Item was
forwarded to and supported by the RMS and Police representatives for temporary 'Works
Zones' to be signposted between the DA operation times of operation (i.e. 7am-6pm., 7am-
1pm Sat.) within the frontages of the development at Nos.2-6 Thomas Street and No.10
Webbs Avenue, Ashfield. The zones are generally provided to assist in the access and
manoeuvring of construction vehicles in and out of the construction sites, and assist in the
handling of materials to the sites.

RECOMMENDATION
THAT the Committee note via the support of the Police and RMS that:

1. A 'Works Zone 7am-6pm Mon-Fri; 7am-1pm Sat.' approximately 35 metres in length be
temporarily installed outside Nos.2-6 Thomas Street, Ashfield for three months.

2. A 'Works Zone 7am-6pm Mon-Fri; 7am-1pm Sat' approximately 8 metres in length be
temporarily installed outside No.10 Webbs Avenue, Ashfield for six months.

3. The ‘2P, 8am-6pm Mon-Fri Permit Holders Excepted Area 3’ zone outside the above
property be temporarily removed.

BACKGROUND

The builders for the development at Nos.2-6 Thomas Street and No.10 Webbs Avenue,
Ashfield, have requested the installation of temporary 'Works Zones' outside their respective
sites. The zones are required to generally assist major construction vehicle access in and out
of the sites, and similarly assist in the handling of materials to the sites.

FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS

The builders will be invoiced for the temporary installation and later removal, and use of the
'Works Zone' under Council’'s Fees and Charges.

OFFICER COMMENTS

Council approved the Construction Traffic Management Plan (CTMP) for the demolition of
residential premises and the construction of residential unit developments of 42 units at Nos.2-
6 Thomas Street, and 9 units at No.10 Webbs Avenue, Ashfield.
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Under the CTMP, major construction vehicle activity (demolition, excavation, and particular
stages of concrete pouring) will be carried out on-site to minimise the impact on the street
environment.

Thomas Street between Liverpool Road and Frederick Street is a two-way street
approximately 10.3 metres kerb to kerb. Unrestricted parking exists to the south side and a
mixture of 2P resident parking and ‘No Stopping’ restrictions exist to the north side of the
street.

Webbs Avenue between Chandos Street and Charlotte Street is a two-way street
approximately 12.5-13.0 metres kerb to kerb. 2P resident parking exists to the south side and
unrestricted parking exists to the north side of the street.

Construction vehicle movement and access to the site would be under traffic control.

To primarily assist vehicle access and manoeuvring in and out of the sites, the full or partial
frontage lengths of the sites will be signposted as 'Works Zones' (DA times of operation). This
will assist to clear on-street parking in the area when major construction vehicle activity is
carried out. The zones will also assist in general material deliveries and/or certain concrete
pouring activities at the sites. The 'Works Zone' for Nos.2-6 Thomas Street is approximately up
to 35 metres in length and is requested for an initial period of 3 months. The 'Works Zone' for
No.10 Webbs Avenue is approximately 8 metres in length and is requested for a period of 6
months.

PUBLIC CONSULTATION

Not applicable. The Zones are within the frontages of the sites and are temporary to assist in
the above construction phases of the developments.

CONCLUSION

The RMS and Police support for the proposed installation of two temporary Works Zones
operating 7am-6pm Mon-Fri; 7am-1pm Sat outside the frontages of Nos.2-6 Thomas Street,
and 10 Webbs Avenue, Ashfield to be noted.

The zones will generally assist in the access and manoeuvring of construction vehicles in and
out of the construction sites, and also assist in the material handling to the sites.

ATTACHMENTS
1.0 Photos re installation of works zones outside 2-6 Thomas St and 10 Webbs Avenue
Ashfield

192



INNER WEST COUNCIL rocal Traffic Commitiec oy 2017

7.00am - 6.00pm Mon - Fri,

35m of "Works Zone '
: 700am 1pm Sat W

-
#35m of "Works Zone
7 00am - 6.00pm Mon - Fri,

Photo 2: Development at 10 Webbs Street, Ashfield.
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