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I wish to make a submission, as below, to the Inquiry into Local government. 
I am a retired person, living in Melville for the past 25 years, with a background as an Electrical Engineer, an Army 
Engineer Officer, and a Company General Manager for WA and the NT. 
In recent years I have become disillusioned with the performance of my local government, particularly with Planning 
related matters. 
I have been at loggerheads with the City for almost 3 years over their lack of probity and ethics with development 
applications. I am passionate about road safety in our City and it is my observation that the City is acting contrary to 
good practice and evidence ( Austroads and Monash University Research Centre) with roads safety with new 
developments. They are, I feel, playing with lives, and this needs to stop. 
Because of the City's apparent lack of due regard for road safety, I presented to Metro Central JDAP 245, in June 
2017, against the development DA, solely on roads safety grounds. I have attached a copy of my submission to JDAP 
245. 
The DA contained a traffic impact statement which was inaccurate and omitted critical detail. Namely, that a 
dedicated on verge cycle path was to be replaced with 3 car parking bays. No mention of this was contained in the 
Traffic Impact Statement, and the City simply stated that Technical Services had reviewed and endorsed the Traffic 
Impact Statement. It was only me who raised this issue, and when I did the City said that "cyclists and cars 
commonly coexist." At JDAP, one of the parking bays was removed due to obstructed sightlines as pointed out in 
my presentation. The supposed experts who prepared the TIS, and the City, did not mention this. They saw nothing! 
A subsequent road safety audit omitted to comment on the difficulty and danger of cars reverse parallel parking into 
the new bays with perhaps 16 cars queueing into what is a complex intersection with a roundabout. The bays were 
to be of 15 minute duration, making matters worse. On top of this Carrington Street has a posted speed of 60 kph, 
and there is no other on street car parking on its entire 5km length . Austroads Guides recommends that on-street 
car parking be prohibited on 60 kph roads. A potential death trap has been created by this apparent desire to put 
developers ahead of road safety. 
There are many other examples of road safety issues arising with new developments. The physical evidence is there 
to see. 
It is my belief that a deliberate planning strategy of "management by omission" features in many RAR's and DA's. 
Traffic consultants are complicit in this misconduct, and perhaps even road safety auditors. I, like others, cannot sit 
back and watch this misconduct by the participants in what are life and death issues of their creation. It is too 
obvious to be incompetence. It is going to end in avoidable road tragedy and must be stopped . Unqualified planners 
are deciding these road safety matters at JDAP. A road safety expert should sit on all JDAP panels. This will help to 
cleanse the system. 

Max FitzGibbon 

Sent from Mail for Windows 10 
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The Presentation will address:  (Brief Summary)               DA-2017-321 

Parking and Road Safety. 

1. Road safety issues associated with the removal of around 45 

metres of existing dedicated cycle path, kerbside on the verge, in 

front of the development site on busy Carrington Street, and 

replacing it with parking bays for 3 cars and 2 motorcycles, would 

be a dangerous change to make. This would significantly degrade 

the prevailing road safety for cyclists, pedestrians, and motorists. 

The footpath is not suitable for cycling, and an existing tree makes 

one parking bay unusable. 

2. Increased 90 degree, opposed angle parking in Tamar Street, 

enables departing vehicles to proceed either East or West upon 

leaving. This creates uncertainty and an avoidable dangerous 

manoeuvre for motorists simultaneously departing from parking 

on either side of Tamar Street.  

3. Correction of some incorrect key measurements in Traffic Impact 

Statement. 

                                    

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

Detailed Content of Presentation:                                          DA-2017-321 

Carrington Street Parking. 

Carrington Street is a significant north/south transport corridor of 

around 5km in length. It runs from Canning Highway in the north, to 

Rockingham Road in the south. Over this length, Carrington Street 

crosses major roads with 5 intersections controlled by traffic signals. 

Additionally, traffic signals control both ends. That is 7 sets in total.       

It has a posted speed limit of 60 kph and no on-street or in verge car 

parking for its entire 5km length.  

Between Marmion Street and Canning Highway it has on-road marked 

cycle paths each side. Due to chicanes about 60 metres before and 

after Tamar Street, and a roundabout at the Carrington/Tamar 

intersection, the cycle path transitions onto the verge, in the form of a 

dedicated 1.8m concrete path adjacent to the kerb, for its length 

between the chicanes.  

*The proposed development involves the demolition of around 45m of 

the dedicated concrete cycle path in front of the development, with no 

plan to make other safe cycling provision in lieu of the removal, and 

replacing it with parking for 3 cars and 2 motorcycles. It would be 

unsafe to use the footpath for cycling due to it being only 1.85m wide 

and abutting the development building line which has entrances to the 

proposed apartments, and two retail shops on Carrington Street. The 

proposal is seriously degrading existing cycling facilities, and introduces   

new hazards. The proposed parking bays on Carrington Street, being 

high turnover 15 minute bays, would become a significant road safety 



issue for cyclists using the roadway instead of the existing dedicated 

cycle path, for pedestrians, and for cars travelling north, as the parking 

starts around 25m downstream of the roundabout, and finishes 

immediately preceding a chicane. This is a busy intersection already, 

with cars accelerating north after negotiating the roundabout. The 

chicanes are having little impact on speed. 

Parallel parking a car averages 26 seconds**. At 40 kph, that is about 

300m of traffic flow impeded. Say at 15 m of space per travelling 

vehicle, 20 vehicles can be impeded and queued through the 

roundabout. Traffic proceeding north on Carrington is metered by the 

signals at Marmion street, so it comes through the roundabout in 

groups of vehicles of varying numbers, rather than a steady stream. 

Average figures do not reflect the peaking nature of the traffic flow. 

Groups of up to 16 vehicles have been observed. Café and retail shops 

trade will come from these groups of cars, and elsewhere, so if a 

vehicle decides to park ahead of a group, cars will congest the 

roundabout, and upstream beyond. This would be especially dangerous 

for cyclists and pedestrians, who should be given priority in these 

considerations. It is conceivable that, if an accident occurred at the 

proposed parking area on Carrington, traffic could easily queue into the 

Marmion Street intersection, which is only 300m south of the 

roundabout. Sightlines of vehicles exiting the private residence 

adjoining the development, at 55 Carrington Street, would be 

obstructed by the proposed parking. Its crossover is on its southern 

boundary, and actually within the chicane proper. Perhaps this is the 

reason that the “keep left” sign on the chicane is flattened. 

Another adverse effect of parking bays being introduced into the verge 

on Carrington Street is that when the bays are empty, the width of the 



road is increased, making crossing for vulnerable pedestrians more 

hazardous. Because parking bays can spend significant time empty, in 

situations such as this, car parking on-street, including in the verge, 

should not be claimed to be a safety feature. Parking, when fully or 

partly occupied, is hazardous to pedestrians crossing between parked 

cars and is a common cause of accident, as is the “car dooring” of 

cyclists. 

It should be noted that the large tree adjacent to parking bay No.1 in 

Carrington Street has its eastern face, at the base, only 2.63m from the  

edge of the roadway pavement at the kerb. The tree has a trunk 

diameter of about 400mm, and it leans 200mm toward the road at a 

height of 1.5m. Large branches extend further toward the road from 

this height. With parking bays 2.3m wide there is not sufficient 

clearance, and parking vehicles would be at risk of impacting the tree, 

and passenger side car rear doors would not be usable. Exiting or 

entering the rear of the car on the road side would be unnecessarily 

dangerous. Parking bay No 1 is not a workable proposition if the tree is 

to be retained. With the motorcycle bays, it is safer if motorcycles are 

reversed in to parking bays, allowing them to be driven out of the bay 

in forward gear. 

Extensive sight lines for pedestrians, cyclists, and motorists, allows 

reaction times to be optimal. Research by ***Monash University 

Accident Research Centre (MUARC), in 2011, demonstrated that with 

on-street car parking, and its slowing “edge effect”, mental workload 

experienced by drivers was increased, and reaction times were 

extended, such that in many instances, with an unexpected pedestrian 

event, a collision was not avoided.   



The City Officer’s Comment, under Consultation, for Issue 2, 

“Congestion/Road Safety”, on page 7 of the RAR report to JDAP, states 

that “Traffic implications have been assessed in the provided Traffic 

Impact Assessment (Statement) and endorsed by the City’s Technical 

Services Department”. Despite car and motorcycle parking being 

proposed to be introduced onto Carrington Street for the first time, the 

Assessment was silent on the matter, and it was also silent on the 

removal of around 45 metres of 1.8m wide dedicated concrete cycle 

path on the verge adjacent to the kerb, and replacing it with parking 

bays. There is no evidence of consideration of the effect of introducing 

on-street parking onto Carrington Street. There is no provision for 

larger service vehicles, such as Alsco Linen, to safely park, on either 

Carrington or Tamar.                                                                                                                                                                                          

 

Tamar Street Parking. 

*Increased volume of 90 degree, opposed angle parking in Tamar Street, 

which has a narrow kerb to kerb width of 6.1m, enables departing 

vehicles, with very difficult unparking in both directions, to proceed 

either east or west upon leaving the parking bay. (Unsurprisingly, most 

vehicles enter from, and depart toward the roundabout at Carrington 

Street.) This creates uncertainty and an avoidable dangerous 

manoeuvre for motorists departing from parking on either side of 

Tamar Street. Adding an additional 7 parking bays in Tamar in front of 

the development will make an already hazardous traffic situation much 

more hazardous. Two of the existing cafes serve breakfast, and are very 

popular. During the morning peak, the parking area is chaotic.  



The arrangement in Tamar, east of the intersection, has the northern 

side 45 degree angle parked. This makes entry and exit to parking 

easier and safer, and departure direction predictable and controlled for 

half of the street. 

 

 

Key Measurement Corrections. 

For the paths alongside and in front of the proposed development, the 

Tamar Street footpath is 1.8m wide, not 1-1.5m, and the Carrington 

Street footpath is 1.85m wide, not 2-2.5m. 

Tamar Street has a kerb to kerb width of 6.1m, not 7m. Carrington 

Street has a kerb width of 7.6m, not 7m.  

The above dimensions correct the measurement approximations 

contained in the Traffic Impact Statement. 

Photographs are available to demonstrate the validity of issues raised 

in this submission. 
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