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TRAFFIC COMMITTEE 
 

Notice is hereby given that a Traffic Committee meeting of Randwick City Council  
will be held on Tuesday, 8 February, 2022 at 9:30am 

 
 

Any members of the community, wishing to make representations regarding a matter listed within the Traffic 
Committee Agenda, must email the Council (council@randwick.nsw.gov.au) at least 24 hours prior to the 
meeting.   Details on how to join the meeting would then be provided. Additionally, if a prospective 
participant wished to make a PowerPoint (or similar) presentation to the Committee, such presentation must 
be emailed to the Council at least 24 hours prior to the meeting. 

 

Traffic Committee 

The following information is provided so that you may be aware of the structure and operation of the 
Randwick City Traffic Committee. 

- The Randwick Traffic Committee is a Committee of Randwick City Council but not one set up under 
the Local Government Act. 

- Council has been delegated certain powers, from Transport for NSW (TfNSW), with regard to traffic 
matters upon its local roads.  A condition of this delegation is that Council must take into account the 
Traffic Committee recommendations.   

- Recommendations in this document may either activate the formal delegation from Transport for NSW 
to the Council, or not activate this delegation.  Items which activate the delegation are indicated with 
the initials (AD) below the heading. 

- There are four permanent members of the Traffic Committee, each of whom has a single vote only. 

- The members are: the NSW Police Service, Transport for NSW, the Local State Member of 
Parliament (for the location of the issue to be voted upon) and Randwick City Council. 

- Randwick City Council welcomes the public to attend and speak at its Traffic Committee on issues of 
concern.  

- If the Local Member disagrees with any of the Traffic Committee recommendations, they may appeal 
to Transport for NSW or the Minister for Roads.  

- If the Police or Transport for NSW disagrees with any of the Traffic Committee recommendations, or 
Councilôs resolution on any Traffic Committee recommendation, they may lodge an appeal with the 
Sydney Regional Traffic Committee for determination.  The appeal must be lodged in writing within 14 
days of the notification to the members of Councilôs decision on the recommendation. 

- Any action relative to any issue under appeal must cease until the matter is determined. 

- The Sydney Regional Traffic Committee is chaired by an independent chairperson and submissions 
and representations are welcomed from all interested parties. 

 

 

Randwick Traffic Committee is a Committee of Randwick City Council. Accordingly, all 
participants are expected to comply with the Councilôs Code of Conduct. Details of the 

Code of Conduct can be accessed by CLICKING HERE. 
Please note that all Traffic Committee meetings are recorded. 

 
 
 
 
 

Randwick City Council  1300 722 542 
30 Frances Street   council@randwick.nsw.gov.au 
Randwick NSW 2031  www.randwick.nsw.gov.au 

mailto:council@randwick.nsw.gov.au
http://www.randwick.nsw.gov.au/__data/assets/pdf_file/0020/50843/Code-of-Conduct-for-Advisory-Committees.PDF
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Acknowledgement of Country 

The Chair will ask for a volunteer to acknowledge the lands upon which this meeting is being held: 

ñI would like to acknowledge that we are meeting on the land of the Bidjigal and the Gadigal 
peoples; being the traditional owners who, for thousands of years, occupied and cared for vast 
areas along the Sydney Coast.  

On behalf of the participants of this meeting I acknowledge and pay my respects to the Elders 
past, present and emerging, and also to those Aboriginal people participating today.ò 

 

Attendance and Apologies   

Declarations of Pecuniary and Non-Pecuniary Interests 

Matters Arising from the Minutes OR from Council Resolution 

Items for Consideration 

At this time the Chair will ask those present at the meeting to nominate those items about which they 
would like some discussion or elaboration. 

The Recommendations on all other items, not so nominated, will then be put to the Committee for 
endorsement. 

 

Traffic Committee Reports 

TC1/22 Prince of Wales Hospitals, Covid-19 Parking Arrangements - Various Streets - 
Standing Item (C)................................................................................................................. 1 

TC2/22 Arden Street, Coogee (north of Arcadia Street) (C) ............................................................ 2 

TC3/22 Bream Street (at Mount Street), Coogee - Raised Pedestrian Crossing (C) ...................... 3 

TC4/22 Bundock Street, Randwick (C) ............................................................................................ 6 

TC5/22 Clovelly Road / Knox Street, Clovelly (C) .......................................................................... 13 

TC6/22 Gilderthorpe Avenue (at Frenchmans Road) Randwick - Pedestrian Refuge (C) ............ 15 

TC7/22 Oberon Street, Coogee - Traffic Surveys (C) .................................................................... 18 

TC8/22 Resident Parking Scheme - Area RA6 - Desktop Review (C) ........................................... 20 

TC9/22 Stanley Street, Randwick (C) ............................................................................................ 24 

TC10/22 St Pauls Street, Randwick - The Spot Festival 2022 (C)................................................... 25 

TC11/22 Dutruc Street (at Alison Road) Randwick (C) .................................................................... 27 

TC12/22 King Street (at William Street), Randwick - Pedestrian Refuge (C) .................................. 29 

TC13/22 Street Parties, Randwick LGA 2021 (C, H & M) ................................................................ 32 

TC14/22 Barker Street, Kingsford (H) .............................................................................................. 34 

TC15/22 Apsley Avenue, Kingsford (M) ........................................................................................... 35 

TC16/22 Burke Street, at Wassell Street, Chifley  (M) ..................................................................... 36 

TC17/22 Fitzgerald Avenue, Maroubra (M) ...................................................................................... 38 

TC18/22 Galvin Street, Maroubra - Parking Bays (M) ..................................................................... 39 

TC19/22 Wild Street, Maroubra (M) ................................................................................................. 40 

TC20/22 Wride Street, at Duncan Street, Maroubra - Pedestrian Refuge (M) ................................ 41 

TC21/22 Minor Signage Items - Parking and Regulatory - February 2022 (C, H & M) .................... 44 

TC22/22 Works Zone - Installation and Removal of Signage - February 2022 (C, H & M) ............. 47 

TC23/22 Parking Control Signage at Intersections - No Stopping - February 2022 (C & M) ........... 49 

TC24/22 Transport for NSW (TfNSW) Funded Project Status - February  2022 (C, H & M) ........... 51  

General Business 

(C) Coogee Electorate     (M) Maroubra Electorate     (H) Heffron Electorate 

 
Tony Lehmann 

MANAGER INTEGRATED TRANSPORT 
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Index code  Trim Ref: Category Sub Category By AD 

2022.02.01 D04295265 Signage, Parking Other TL Yes 

 
At the Traffic Committee meeting held on 13 July 2021, it was recommended that there be a 
standing item reviewing the special parking arrangements instituted near to the Prince of Wales 
hospitals, due to the Covid-19 pandemic.  
 
Given the current situation regarding the pandemic, it is considered that the existing special 
parking arrangements should be retained at this time.  
 

Resourcing Strategy implications 
 
The following recommendation has no impact upon Councilôs budget. 
 
 

Recommendation 
 
That: 
 

1. the existing special parking arrangements near to the Prince of Wales Hospitals, for all 
staff of the Emergency Departments and the Intensive Care units, be retained; and 

 
2. this matter be reviewed again at next monthôs Traffic Committee meeting.  

 
 
 

 

 
Responsible officer: Tony Lehmann, Manager Integrated Transport       
 
File Reference: F2020/00231 

  

Traffic Committee Report No. TC1/22 
 
Subject: Prince of Wales Hospitals, Covid-19 Parking Arrangements - 

Various Streets - Standing Item (C) 
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Index code  Trim Ref: Category Sub Category By AD 

2022.02.02 D04427261 Signage Parking No Stopping AY Yes 

 
Concerns have been raised by a resident at 147 Arden Street, Coogee, regarding the close 
proximity of the edge line markings to their driveway. They argue that they are unable to reverse 
from their driveway when ñ large vans and trades vehiclesò park within the road markings and 
effectively block their vision to approaching traffic. The resident suggested that the line markings 
be moved  up the hill and signage altered to ñenable safe reversing manoeuvres to exit their 
garage.ò 

 

 
 

Recommendation 
 
That, 
 

1. The existing No Stopping sign (right arrow), be relocated approximately 9.2m North of 
current location, at the frontage of 147 Arden Street, Coogee; and 

 
2. The curtailing of the existing line marking be shifted north by approximately 2.8m, in line 

with the No Stopping (right arrow) sign as shown in the above design.  
 
 
Responsible officer: Ali Yassine, Student Transport Engineer       
File Reference: F2004/07433 

  

Traffic Committee Report No. TC2/22 
 
Subject: Arden Street, Coogee (north of Arcadia Street) (C) 

               New line making 
 
               Existing line marking 
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Index code  Trim Ref: Category Sub Category By AD 

2022.02.03 D04455050 Road Safety Road Safety RA Yes 

 
 
Concerns had been raised in the community regarding pedestrian safety when crossing Bream 
Street, east of Mount Street, Coogee. These concerns relate to the manner and speed at which 
vehicles travel along Bream Street. There is an identified pedestrian desire-line from the south 
west corner of Bardon Park to the nearby bus stop servicing eastbound bus services to the City.   
 
When examining this location two separate options were investigated (see concept plans below).  
Following community consultation, it was considered that a raised pedestrian crossing would be 
the preferred option at this location (see Concept 1).  The raised pedestrian crossing would assist 
in slowing the speed of passing motorists and would provide a clear designated location where 
pedestrians could safely cross Bream Street.  Additionally, north ï south moving bike riders would 
have the benefit of vehicles travelling slower along Bream Street ï making their movement 
through this intersection easier.  Whilst a combined pedestrian crossing / bike path crossing was 
originally examined, it was considered that downhill Mount Street bike riders might charge across 
the intersection forcing Bream Street motorists (including bus drivers) to have to brake heavily.  
Less alert motorists may not see the freewheeling downhill bike riders ï likely resulting in an 
unsafe outcome.  Accordingly, this design invites Mount Street bike riders to look left and right and 
negotiate the intersection with care ï yielding to any approaching Bream Street vehicles.  Note 
that the proposed option will also minimise impact on parking and access to existing bus stop (as 
compared to other options examined).  
 
Concept 1: Raised Pedestrian Crossing  
 

 

Traffic Committee Report No. TC3/22 
 
Subject: Bream Street (at Mount Street), Coogee - Raised Pedestrian 

Crossing (C) 
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Concept 2 was the originally proposed pedestrian refuge island, as tabled at the previous 
November 2021 Traffic Committee meeting. The intent of the refuge was to assist in slowing the 
speed of passing motorists and would provide a place where pedestrians could stage their 
crossing of Bream Street.  Due to technical guidelines and Australian Standards, the existing (east 
bound) bus stop was required to be relocated directly in front of residential units 54 and 54A 
Bream Street. Furthermore, the proposed new location of the bus stop would lead to a loss of at 
least 4 carpark spaces directly in front of the subject units. Upon consultation with the local 
residents, it was determined that Concept 2 is not the preferred option and Council was asked to 
explore the option of a raised pedestrian crossing (see Concept 1). 
 
Concept 2 - Pedestrian Refuge  

 
 

Resourcing Strategy implications 

Funding for this project has been made available through Transport for NSW, from the Federal 
Government. 
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Recommendation 
 
That the proposed raised pedestrian crossing, (as detailed in the plan shown ï D04461039) is 
endorsed for construction, following consultation. 
 
 

 

 
Responsible officer: Reza Ahmed, Senior Sustainable Transport Officer       
 
File Reference: F2021/00209 
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Index code  Trim Ref: Category Sub Category By AD 

2022.02.04 F2014/00528 Road Safety Road Safety TL Yes 

 
 
 
In 2020, some concerns were raised with the Council about traffic movements and road safety 
issues along the eastern section of Bundock Street.  Accordingly, the matter was referred to the 
October 2020 meeting of the Traffic Committee.  Following consideration of the Traffic Committee 
report, which included an analysis of crash statistics and traffic flow in this area, the Traffic 
Committee recommended the following: 
 

ñThat, given the road safety performance of Bundock Street, between Avoca Street and 
Hendy Avenue, no modifications to the street be implemented, at this time.ò 

 
Concerns have again been recently raised with the Council about the 820m length of Bundock 
Street, from Hendy Street to Avoca Street; particularly regarding vehicles (including trailers etc..) 
being parked along the southern (Department of Defence) side of Bundock Street.  A catalyst for 
the most recent concerns being raised is an alleged altercation in the street ï the details of which 
are not known to the Council. 
 
With regard to this subject length of Bundock Street, this report examines: 
 

¶ traffic volumes,  
¶ road safety performance,  
¶ parking capacity and usage, and   
¶ trailer / vehicle ownership. 

 
A number of residents have requested that parking controls be installed in order to reduce the 
parking of vehicles (inc. trailers) upon the street.   
 
Generally, parking controls are considered appropriate where there is a road safety need (due to 
a crash history) or where there is a need for parking turnover (in areas where the parking demand 
exceeds the parking supply - such as a shopping area).  Accordingly, an analysis of the road 
safety performance of the subject section of Bundock Street has been undertaken.  Data relating 
to parking demand has also been collated.   
 
Traffic Volumes 
  
Bundock Street operates as a major collector road and the most recently recorded traffic volume 
data along this part of Bundock Street is as follows: 
  

¶ Bundock Street - 3,455 vehicles per day (Jun-09; east of Canberra Street) 
  

¶ Bundock Street ï 8,153 vehicles per day (Aug-17; just east of Avoca Street) 
  
  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Traffic Committee Report No. TC4/22 
 
Subject: Bundock Street, Randwick (C) 
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These volumes can be extrapolated over a five-year period to produce the following data: 
 

Date  Location  

Vehicles 
per day (A) 

 
Vehicles per 

month 
(A x 30.417) 

Vehicles per 
Year (B) 
(A x 365) 

Vehicles over 
five years 

(B x 5) 

June 
2009 

 
Near no.80 

(Approx. half way 
between 

Canberra & Ellen 
Streets) 

 
3,455 

 
105,090 

 
1,261,075 

 
6,305,375 

August 
2017 

 
Just east of 

Avoca Street  

 
8,153 

 
247,987 

 
2,975,845  

 
14,879,225  

 
 In other words, over a five-year period, some 6 million traffic movements have occurred along 
Bundock Street, between Ellen Street and Canberra Street. And, some 14 million traffic 
movements have occurred along Bundock Street (west), between Canberra Street and Avoca 
Street.  
 
Road Safety Performance 
  
Regarding crash statistics, the Council receives, on a quarterly basis, comprehensive vehicle 
crash information from Transport for NSW (TfNSW).  This TfNSW data is based on actual Police 
reports relating to crashes where vehicles have had to be towed away or where persons have 
been injured or killed. Generally, this data is received 9-12 months after the events.  
  
An analysis of the most recently available crash data (from April 2016 to March 2021) was 
undertaken for the 820m length of Bundock Street, from Avoca Street to Hendy Avenue. This 
analysis reveals that, of the total number of 1,667 crashes which were recorded throughout the 
whole Randwick LGA (over this five-year period), five crashes occurred in this part of Bundock 
Street.  This is an average of one recorded crash, every 12 months, in this part of Bundock 
Street.   
  
Of these five recorded crashes: 
  

¶ one was a rear-end crash at the Canberra Street intersection (vehicles proceeding in 
same lane) 

¶ two were ócross trafficô crashes at the Hendy Avenue intersection (one southbound vehicle 
into a westbound vehicle & one northbound vehicle into an eastbound vehicle), and 

¶ two were vehicles reported as ñrunning left off the road into object / parked carò (one 
eastbound o/s no.82 & one westbound at Canberra Street). 

 

 
Bundock Street (east) ï locations of the five recorded crashes from April 2016 to March 2021 

 
It should be noted that there were no reported incidents involving people who were walking or 
riding.   
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Over the above five-year period (April 2016 to March 2021) only five crashes have been recorded 
along this part of Bundock Street. Given the volume of traffic (6 -14M) and the site conditions, the 
frequency of crashes occurring along this length of road is not considered to be excessive.  In 
fact, the crash history indicates that this length of road is performing quite well, from a road safety 
perspective.  Accordingly, there is no catalyst, from a road safety perspective, for the existing 
parking to be removed from either side of Bundock Street. 
 
Effect of parking along the southern side of the street 
 
Within traffic management it is acknowledged that the narrower the street, the lower the speed at 
which motorists will travel along that street.  As Bundock Street is generally only 11m wide, the 
existence of parking on both sides of the street induces a speed calming effect upon motorists.  
There are strong concerns that, if significant lengths of parking were to be removed, the speed of 
vehicles travelling along Bundock Street may significantly increase. 
 
Enquiries of the STA have revealed that bus drivers have raised no concerns about the existing 
width of the street.  They regularly guide their larger vehicles along this street and have, at no 
times, raised concerns about the width of the street or the performance of the street. 
 
 Parking Availability 
 
Recent parking surveys indicate that the parking demand in this part of Bundock Street does not 
exceed the parking supply.  Recent parking surveys undertaken during the day and the night 
indicate that parking spaces are generally readily available on both sides of the street.  More 
historic daytime parking surveys, undertaken utilising Google Street View, also indicate that there 
are regularly parking spaces available throughout the day, along the whole street. 
 
The data collected from these surveys is shown below: 

Bundock Street (south) Hendy Avenue to Ellen Street 

Date Total no. spaces Vacant Spaces % Occupied % Vacant 

1st Feb 2022 (2:30pm) 15 10 33* 67* 

1st Feb 2022 (9:30pm) 15 14 7 93 

October 2020 15 7 53 47 

July 2019 15 10 33 67 

October 2017 15 0 100 0 

 

Bundock Street (south) from Ellen Street to Canberra Street 

Date Total no. spaces Vacant Spaces % Occupied % Vacant 

1st Feb 2022 (2:30pm) 27 11 59* 41* 

1st Feb 2022 (9:30pm) 27 8 70* 30* 

October 2020 27 15 44 56 

July 2019 27 13 52 48 

October 2017 27 14 48* 52* 

 

Bundock Street (south) from Canberra Street to Avoca Street 

Date Total no. spaces Vacant Spaces % Occupied % Vacant 

1st Feb 2022 (2:30pm) 57 27 53* 47* 

1st Feb 2022 (9:30pm) 57 31 46* 54* 

October 2020 57 30 47 53 

July 2019 57 40 30 70 

October 2017 57 47 18* 82* 

 

Bundock Street (north) from Avoca Street to Canberra Street  

Date Total no. spaces Vacant Spaces % Occupied % Vacant 

1st Feb 2022 (2:30pm) 53 24 55* 45* 

1st Feb 2022 (9:30pm) 53 29 45* 55* 

October 2020 53 16 70 30 

July 2019 53 21 60 40 

October 2017 53 28 47 53 
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Bundock Street (north) from Canberra Street to Ellen Street 

Date Total no. spaces Vacant Spaces % Occupied % Vacant 

1st Feb 2022 (2:30pm) 24 9 63* 37* 

1st Feb 2022 (9:30pm) 24 8 67* 33* 

October 2020 24 10 58 42 

July 2019 24 12 50 50 

October 2017 24 12 50 50 

 

Bundock Street (north) from Ellen Street to Hendy Avenue 

Date Total no. spaces Vacant Spaces % Occupied % Vacant 

1st Feb 2022 (2:30pm) 20 10 50 50 

1st Feb 2022 (9:30pm) 20 9 55* 45* 

October 2020 20 10 50 50 

July 2019 20 12 40 60 

October 2017 20 12 40 60 
*(mistakenly transposed data corrected within Agenda on 3/2/2022) 

 
Regarding parking vacancy rates, a general objective of parking authorities is to have at least an 
15% vacancy rate.  This allows for most people, at most times, to parking close to their 
destination.  This is often unable to be achieved in high density residential areas, where demand 
exceeds supply.  But the above data indicates that the current parking demand does not trigger a 
parking intervention. 
 
With regard to the question of who it is that is parking along the southern edge of Bundock Street - 
the Council has no legal authority to interrogate Transport for NSW registration records for parking 
survey purposes.  However, data from boat trailer investigations over some 15 months reveals 
that 78% of the boat trailers parked along Bundock Street are registered within the Randwick 
Council area.  In other words, these are Randwick residentsô trailers parking legally on a 
Randwick street. 
  
Regarding possible parking controls, there have been mixed views within the community about 
whether or not to apply parking time limits along Bundock Street.  New parking time limits could 
adversely affect nearby residents.  Residents may end up being inadvertently óbookedô for 
exceeding the signposted time limit, or they may be adversely affected by the shifting of Bundock 
Street trailer parking into other side streets / areas. 
  
The possibility of introducing time limits, with residentsô vehicles being exempt, is sometimes 
proposed for Bundock Street.  The only method by which this could be implemented is through the 
Resident Parking Scheme. However, the Council may only operate a Resident Parking Scheme 
under the NSW Road Transport (General) Regulation 2021.  This legislation provides that parking 
authorities (e.g. Councils) must not issue parking permits except in accordance with the TfNSW 
Permit Parking Guidelines.  And, the Guidelines state that one of the eligibility criteria is that there 
is óinadequate off-street parkingô ï for the subject vehicle.   
  
As most of the Bundock Street residences typically have off-street parking at the rear of the 
premises, most Bundock Street residents would not be eligible to be issued with a Permit.  And, 
ultimately, even if the Resident Parking Scheme were to be introduced, it is likely only a few 
Permits would be issued ï resulting in the creation of only a few Permit Parking zones (ideally 
installed on the northern side of the street, adjacent to the residences of eligible applicants, so 
that residents do not have to cross the road).  The Resident Parking Scheme would not assist with 
ómoving-onô of the trailers. 
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Apart from the Resident Parking Scheme some other options could be examined.  A table 
detailing these options with positive and negative effects is shown below: 
 

 
Parking Control Options for Bundock Street 

 

Parking 
Control 

Image Positive Effects Negative Effects 

4 hour parking 
1pm-6pm 

Wednesdays 
(or similar)  

- the Darley Road 
approach 

 

 

- reduces long-term 
parking of any vehicles 
(except buses) 
 

- enforcement can be 
difficult 

 
- if all parking is 

removed increased 
speeds and reduced 

road safety may result 
 

- residents may be 
óbookedô if they forget 

about the parking 
control 

 
- may shift trailer 

parking to north side 
or to other nearby 

streets  
 

No Parking ï 
Motor Vehicles 

Excepted 

 - removes long-term 
parking of trailers 
 
- retains the ability for 
residents to park their 
cars etc on the 
southern side of the 
street 

 

- enforcement can be 
difficult 
 
- if parking is removed 

over extensive 
lengths, increased 

speeds and reduced 
road safety may result 

 
- does not address the 

parking of trucks / 
vans / cars  

 
- may shift trailer 

parking to north side 
or to other nearby 

streets  

No Parking  - generally removes all 
parking 

 
- drivers may stop for 

two minutes only 
 

- enforcement 
relatively simple  

- when all parking is 
removed increased 
speeds and reduced 

road safety may result 
 

- residents may be 
óbookedô if they forget 

about the parking 
control 

 
- may shift trailer 

parking to north side 
or to other nearby 

streets  
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No Stopping 

 

- removes all parking 
24 / 7 

 
- drivers may not stop 
except in a medical 

emergency 
 

- enforcement 
relatively simple 

- when all parking is 
removed increased 
speeds and reduced 

road safety may result 
 

- may shift trailer 
parking to north side 

or to other nearby 
streets  

 

Do Nothing No 
signposted 

parking 
controls 

- retains all parking 
 

- no enforcement  
Required 

 
- speeds constrained 
by proximity of edge 

parking, safe 
characteristics 

retained 

- retains all parking 
 

- residents concerns 
about streetscape not 

addressed 
 

 
Conclusion 
 
Whilst it is acknowledged that some local residents would prefer that the existing various vehicles 
and trailers not park along the southern side of Bundock Street, it has to be acknowledged that 
these registered vehicles and trailers are not illegally parked.  The road safety record of Bundock 
Street does not indicate a need to remove these vehicles.  Also, the parking conditions alone do 
not warrant a need for improved parking turnover along this street.  
 
If the Council were to implement parking controls to óremoveô the vehicles and trailers, which the 
local residents have concerns about, there could be unintended consequences: 
 

¶ travel speeds along Bundock Street may increase significantly ï with the possibility of 
higher crash rates and more serious crash types 

¶ local residents and businesses may receive parking infringement notices if they 
transgress any parking controls implemented  

¶ the trailer parking may migrate to the northern (residential) side of the street,  

¶ the trailer parking may migrate to the Gumara St / Marida St / Dooligah Ave / Burragulung 
St area (where some residents already perceive that a trailer parking problem exists) 

¶ the many Millers Strata vehicles may be more often parked on the northern side of 
Bundock Street or into Canberra Street (increasing pressure on these residential areas) 

 
Notwithstanding the above possible consequences, and given the strong concerns relayed to the 
Council by some community members, it is considered appropriate that the Council undertake 
consultation with residents to ascertain their views on the matter.  This consultation would explain 
the concerns raised by some residents, examine possible options to address the concerns and 
discuss possible unintended consequences of any proposed actions. 
 

Resourcing Strategy implications 

There are no financial implications arising from this report. 

 

Recommendation 
 
That community consultation be undertaken regarding the concerns raised by some community 
members, about the parking situation along the southern side of Bundock Street, from Hendy 
Street to Avoca Street. 
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Responsible officer: Tony Lehmann, Manager Integrated Transport       
 
File Reference: F2018/00250 
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Index code  Trim Ref: Category Sub Category By AD 

2022.02.05 D04431520 Signage, Parking  10P and MIPPS JG Yes 

 
 
The Roly Poly child care centre at 263-269 Clovelly Road, Clovelly (DA/538/2021), has requested 
to increase child numbers attending the facility.   
 
To address the current parking restrictions consideration is sought to increase the time limit and 
the length of the current timed pick-up and drop-off zone, from 15 minutes parking to 10 minute 
parking. And increase the available space to include the Mobility Impaired Personôs Parking 
Space (MIPPS) zone on Clovelly Road. 
 

¶ See accompanying markups  
 

 

Traffic Committee Report No. TC5/22 
 
Subject: Clovelly Road / Knox Street, Clovelly (C) 












































































