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1. Introduction 

1.1 General 

Parsons Brinckerhoff has been commissioned by the Murray and Mallee Local Government 
Region (M&MLGR) to review the transport priorities for the Murray and Mallee region. The 
overall aim of the review is to reassess the transport priorities for both the Murraylands and 
the Riverland using the existing Multi-Criteria Assessment scoring process and relevant 
supporting material. 

1.2 Background 

The original Regional Transport Strategy (RTS), together with the development of a transport 
infrastructure multi-criteria assessment database, was prepared by Connell Wagner in 2002 
with a subsequent review in 2004.  

The purpose of the RTS was to establish a process by which individual councils (and the 
region as a whole) could review their transport priorities and develop an overall RTS for 
roads and other transport infrastructure in the Murray and Mallee region. A database was 
developed and used to score the transport priorities under various criteria, based on the 
criteria contained within the Special Local Roads Grants Commission application (SLRA).  

1.2.1 The Murray and Mallee Local Government Region 

The M&MLGR consists of eight member councils which, for the purpose of the assessment, 
have been grouped into sub-regions, namely the Murraylands and the Riverland. The sub-
regions recognise the differing transport priorities between the two regions associated with, 
for example, tourism, recreation (sporting and water-based), food and wine, farming 
activities, and mining opportunities.  

The subregions and their councils are listed below. 

 Murraylands 

 Coorong District Council 
 District Council of Karoonda East Murray 
 Mid Murray Council 
 Rural City of Murray Bridge 
 Southern Mallee District Council 

 Riverland 

 Berri Barmera Council 
 District Council of Loxton Waikerie 
 District Council of Renmark Paringa 

1.3 Overview 

The 2006 review reassesses the transport priorities for the region, taking into consideration 
changes in the region since the previous review. These changes could include, for example, 
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changes in industry activity, residential development, and the transport chain; these are 
listed in section 4.2. 

This review also broadens the transport infrastructure assessment method to include 
additional criteria beyond those established as part of the SLRA process. The additional 
criteria were identified as being relevant in ensuring a robust and comprehensive submission 
for Special Local Roads funding. This is discussed further in section 3. 

The following sections detail the process used to develop a revised transport priorities list for 
the region. This includes: 

 review of submissions received by councils 
 individual discussions with councils 
 assessment of new roads or (requested) reassessment of existing transport priorities, 

and 
 consideration of additional nominated assessment criteria. 

The revised transport priorities list will form the basis for the region’s next submission for 
Special Local Roads funding, and potentially any other funding opportunities that may arise. 

1.4 Roads funded in 2006 

The Murray and Mallee region has a number of roads currently being upgraded under 
Special Local Roads funding. These include: 

 Northern end of Lameroo – Alawoona Road (District Council of Loxton Waikerie) 
 Lameroo end of Lameroo – Alawoona Road (Southern Mallee District Council) 
 McKay Road, Berri (Berri Barmera Council). 

Other roads completed within the last two years include: 

 Coorong District Council 
 North Terrace / Trevena Road – heavy vehicle route to silos (Roads to Recovery). 

 District Council of Loxton Waikerie 
 Crocker Road - Ramco Heights irrigation area (funded by Council) 
 Murrayview Road (funded by Council). 

 Southern Mallee District Council 
 Hawthornes Road (funded by Council). 
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2. Review of submissions 

2.1 General 

In August 2006, each member Council was sent a letter (from PB) requesting information 
regarding any changes in industry activity and/or transport infrastructure priorities since the 
previous review. The information to be supplied was to be in accordance with the 
requirements of SLRA funding criteria, together with completion of a distributed checklist for 
identified additional assessment criteria; this being recently developed for the region to 
consider (refer section 3.2 below). An example copy of the correspondence is included in 
Appendix A. 

Responses were received from 7 of the member councils, namely: 

 District Council of Karoonda East Murray  
 Mid Murray Council 
 Southern Mallee District Council  
 Rural City of Murray Bridge 
 Coorong District Council 
 District Council of Loxton Waikerie, and 
 Berri Barmera Council. 

The District Council of Renmark Paringa has chosen not to provide a submission for this 
review as there have only been minor changes in the region in the last two years, with no net 
change on transport network demands (refer Section 4.5.3 for further details).  

Each written submission, together with any related discussions with councils are 
summarised in Section 4. 

2.2 Assessment matrix review 

Wherever changes to the assessment matrix have occurred, these have been undertaken 
using the submission received from the relevant council. Wherever possible, scoring (or re-
scoring) has been carried out with a follow up phone call to confirm various features of the 
transport priority. In some cases however, scores have been moderated against other 
councils to ensure consistency. 

Comments have been included in the assessment matrix (where appropriate) to assist in 
understanding the given scores against particular criteria. These comments are supported 
with information provided by the councils, as described in Section 4 and Appendix B.  

Submissions varied in the level of detail provided with the majority of submissions including 
the checklist together with photographs, maps and traffic survey results etc to support their 
applications. The quality and detail provided with each submission was particularly relevant 
for scoring in the Stage 2 assessment. Key information relevant to the Stage 2 checklist has 
been summarised within the assessment matrix. This information can be found in 
Appendix D. 
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2.3 Review of documentation 

Since the previous review in 2004, a study for the Regional North-South Transport Corridor 
was undertaken. A summary and discussion of this report can be found below. 

2.3.1 North-south corridor final report 

This report collates the relevant work prepared as part of the Regional Transport Strategies 
for the Murray and Mallee, Central Region and Southern and Hills Local Government 
Associations, to prepare an overall business case for the Corridor, which comprises the 
following roads:  

 Kangaroo Road, Ferries McDonald Road, Schenscher Road, Pallamanna-Wagenknecht 
Road, Mannum-Murray Bridge Road, Sedan, Cambrai and Bower Boundary Road. 

The Business Case was commissioned by the Murraylands Regional Development Board, 
as the lead agency of a consortia of stakeholders, including: 

 The Murraylands Regional Development Board 
 The Murray and Mallee Local Government Association 
 The Mid-North Regional Development Board, and 
 The Central Local Government Region. 

Given the reasonable quality of many sections of the existing corridor, this Business Case 
focused on identifying the strategic impetus and transport demand for proposed upgrades to 
Ferries McDonald Road and Bower Boundary Road. 

Final recommendations of the investigations include the following actions for the Murray and 
Mallee Local Government Region: 

 “…The project consortia form a Cross Regional (North South Corridor) Working Party to 
lobby the State and Federal Governments for the implementation of the Regional North 
South Transport Corridor…” 

 “…The Cross Regional (North South Corridor) Working Party ensure that the proposed 
Regional North South Transport Corridor be immediately identified as a key cross-
regional project in the Strategic Infrastructure Plan for South Australia…” 

 “…Bower Boundary Road Multi Criteria Assessment rank be revised to 86.39 and that 
the Ferries McDonald Road be revised to 76.64…” 

 “…Murray Mallee Local Government Region of South Australia (needs to) give urgent 
attention to the review of these Multi Criteria Assessment Rankings given the imminent 
announcement of the 2006 Auslink funding…” 

As discussed in Section 4.3.3.1, the recommendations from the above report have been 
considered in reassessment of Bower Boundary Road. 
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3. Assessment approach 

3.1 General 

The assessment approach adopted for the 2006 review of the RTS comprises a 2 step 
process: 

1. Multi-Criteria Analysis Assessment, and 
2. Assessment of Additional Identified Criteria. 

Sections 3.2 and 3.3 describe the context and philosophy behind this revised approach in 
more detail.  

3.2 Special local roads funding criteria (Stage 1) 

3.2.1 General  

This Multi-Criteria (or Matrix) Assessment method is based upon an established set of 
defined assessment criteria (and sub-criteria where required), to be scored and moderated 
with assigned weightings according to the characteristics and function of a nominated 
priority.  This assessment tool continues to be used for a number of reasons, including: 

 The consistency of this assessment method with that used as part of the allocation of 
funding via the Special Local Roads programme. 

 The consistency of this method with the approach currently adopted by the region as a 
starting point for the assessment of transport infrastructure priorities. 

 The consistency of this process with the process currently adopted for priority evaluation 
for this and many other regions. 

 This evaluation tool is a comparatively quick process that in turn provides a relative 
assessment of the likely level of benefit of a particular transport infrastructure 
improvement. 

A copy of the Special Local Road Funding application is included in Appendix A (as part of 
the correspondence issued to member Councils for this review). 

3.3 Additional assessment criteria (Stage 2) 

3.3.1 Background 

Many regions across the state have identified that the Multi-Criteria Analysis Assessment 
criteria appears to favour roads with a primary freight role when considered against those 
with a primary role of either social or tourism activity.   

A number of other concerns were raised by member Councils (and also other regions) with 
various elements of the Multi-Criteria Analysis assessment, including duplication of criteria 
(for example, safety), the assignment of particular weightings and the need to also consider 
other important information as part of the overall prioritisation and funding allocation process. 
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Given the established and (arguably) accepted nature of the Multi-Criteria Analysis 
Assessment across the state as a basis for evaluation and allocation of the primary funding 
source in Special Local Roads funding, it has been agreed by Murray and Mallee Local 
Government Association Regional Transport Strategy Committee, that this particular 
assessment process should be preserved, but a supplementary stage of assessment be 
added to address the additional identified criteria.  

It has now been agreed that the results of the Multi-Criteria Analysis Assessment will 
represent a base set of regional transport infrastructure priorities for the region, upon which a 
second stage of assessment will need to be undertaken. The culmination of the two stages 
of assessment will result in final determination of the region’s annual transport infrastructure 
priorities for Special Local Roads funding in particular and potentially also for other available 
regional transport funding opportunities. 

This approach is consistent with current transport infrastructure priority assessment 
processes adopted for a number of other local government associations across the state. 

3.3.2 Stage 2 assessment criteria 

This second stage of transport infrastructure priority assessment has been designed as a 
checklist, to be used by Member Councils as a reference tool in ensuring a ‘complete’ 
funding application is prepared. The content of this checklist has also been designed with a 
view to assisting Councils in the preparation of any form of funding application (including the 
Special Local Roads programme), and as such, there is some overlap between this and the 
Stage 1 Multi-Criteria Analysis Assessment. Where this occurs, cross-referencing is 
encouraged (i.e. by completion of the Stage 1 Assessment and simply referring to this where 
relevant as part of the Stage 2 Assessment) to avoid duplication of information. 

A copy of the completed checklist was encouraged to be used and attached to the front of all 
relevant Member Council submissions to the region, this providing a constant reminder to the 
Councils of the extent of information required to enable an informed decision to be made, 
and to assist the region in assessing the content of each of the submissions.  

The following summarises the additional criteria to be addressed as part of the Stage 2 
Assessment. These criteria have been determined through collaboration between the project 
team and the Steering Committee. A consistent set of scores has been proposed for 
application to parts of the various additional criteria, with an overall maximum score of 70. 
Note that some criteria do not have a score but are ‘required information’. 

 Project philosophy/need for upgrade (or new infrastructure) 

This section should include a detailed explanation of the reason/s for selecting the 
particular item of infrastructure as a priority for upgrade (or installation) and funding 
assistance.  

Reasons could include a poor accident history, infrastructure reaching the end of its life, 
increased usage, maintenance issues, or the creation of a new transport link, for 
example. 
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Submissions that include specific evidence to support these reasons/explanations will 
generally be given preference to those without supporting information. Evidence could 
include photographs, accident statistics, copies of petitions, existing maintenance 
schedules, test results and the like. 

Score = Required information 

 Existing conditions of the road 

Sufficient information needs to be provided to ensure that a good understanding of the 
existing road (or junction, etc) can be gained by a reader who is unfamiliar with the 
road. This section should therefore include (where relevant) photographs, cross-
sections, horizontal and vertical alignment drawings of the subject road (or junction, etc) 
and provide information regarding relevant carriageway width/length, whether the 
surface is sealed or unsealed, width of shoulders, current surface conditions and (if not 
provided as part of the project philosophy) accident statistics. 

Score = 5 

 The role and function of the road 

The role and function of the road needs to be clearly defined, and supported with 
relevant documentation. Applicants should provide the following information as a 
minimum: 

 whether the road is a primary freight route, tourist route or social route (or a 
combination) 

 the significance of the road to the region  
 the role of the road within the Council/s road hierarchy/transport strategy  
 the linkage the connection provides between destinations  
 the volume of general and commercial traffic that the road carries 
 compatibility of the road with the surrounding rail network – will the road (potentially) 
limit the attractiveness of using the rail network to carry goods? 

 compatibility of the road within the surrounding arterial road network – does the road 
enhance, duplicate or compete with the arterial road network? 

The above information should be supplemented wherever possible with figures, 
statistics, photographs, and letters of support from relevant members of bodies such as 
the Tourism Marketing Board, the Freight Industry, medical/health or emergency 
services. 

Score = 20 

 The benefits of the proposed work; remembering that those priorities can demonstrate 
the highest level of benefit are more likely to be allocated funding. Evidence of reduced 
travel times (be specific), demonstration of improved safety/reduced conflict between 
users, calculations showing reduced maintenance costs and evidence supporting 
reduced dust are all examples of the way in which benefits can be objectively 
demonstrated. 

Score = Required information 

 The impacts of the proposed work also need to be openly and honestly stated, and 
supported with statements and/or evidence to show how these impacts will be 
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minimised. Impacts may include land acquisition or tree removal. Arborist reports 
supporting tree removal due to poor health, or road safety auditor reports supporting 
land acquisition or tree removal will greatly assist in minimising the overall level of 
project impacts. 

Score = 10 

 Stakeholder support.  Achievement of stakeholder support, i.e. from Council staff and 
elected members, DTEI, adjoining property owners and any other relevant stakeholders. 
This support needs to be evidenced by the inclusion of relevant minutes or other official 
documentation recording this support. 

Score = 5 (and must be endorsed by council) 

 Environmental impacts.  Clearly indicate the effects on flora/fauna, dust, noise, water, 
heritage sites, Aboriginal land or sacred sites, or any other environmental issues. 
Reports from experts such as arborists, heritage consultants, relevant indigenous 
groups, environmental scientists or acoustic consultants may provide valuable 
supporting documentation. 

Score = 10 

 Project cost & economic analysis 

 Project cost – the total project cost should be stated and supported by calculations 
and any assumptions, exclusions. Project costing may be undertaken either by 
council staff or a qualified quantity surveyor, if preferred. 

 A formal economic analysis of the proposal should be completed and submitted, this 
providing clear indication of the economic benefits and ‘whole of life’ costs. It is 
recommended that this analysis be undertaken in accordance with the formula set 
out in the IPWEA asset management manual. 

Score = 20 

This stage of assessment focuses on the quality and strength of justification or evidence 
provided by the applicant/s to support their transport infrastructure priority. In addition, this 
will also be used as a basis for providing feedback to applicants towards the preparation of 
improved future special local roads and other funding submissions. 
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4. Individual council submissions 

4.1 General 

A meeting with the Murray and Mallee Local Government Association Regional Transport 
Strategy Committee on 4 August 2006 in Lameroo included a resolution that, all project 
correspondence would be conducted via email, telephone or face-to-face meeting (to be held 
in PB Adelaide’s office). 

Correspondence issued on 11 August 2006 invited each council to prepare submissions for 
current transport infrastructure priorities, giving due consideration to: 

 changes that have occurred in the region over the past 2 years which may have an 
impact on priorities set out in the current Regional Transport Strategy. This includes, for 
example, changes to industry activity, residential development and/or changes in the 
transport chain for particular goods 

 changes to, or identification of new key roads and other transport infrastructure priorities 
within the region, and 

 supplementary information for key roads or other transport infrastructure identified as a 
continuing priority in the region. 

A follow up phone call with each council allowed further discussion and clarification on key 
points and issues, including changes within the region (refer Section 4.2 below). A summary 
of the submissions and phone calls is discussed below (by sub-region and individual 
council); full copies of all submissions can be found in Appendix B. 

4.2 Changes within the region  

At the 4 August 2006 meeting with the Murray and Mallee Local Government Association 
Regional Transport Strategy Committee, key changes within the region were identified and 
discussed, these including: 

 pre-construction work for Australian Zircon 
 increased size of milk tanker fleet 
 increase in abattoir transport 
 increase in wine transport 
 increase in visits to Monarto (100,000+ per year) 
 increase in tourism freight, and 
 Renmark aerodrome – no longer has scheduled commercial flights but still has 

industrial park focus. 

Specific changes to the region are summarised in Sections 4.3 and 4.4, below. 
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4.3 Murraylands 

4.3.1 Coorong District Council 

An email submission was received from Bill Henderson on 2 November 2006 for the review 
of Granite Road and Poltalloch Road; councils’ two highest priorities. The submissions for 
these two roads included supporting information in the form of a brief report as well as 
responding to the SLRA criteria. 

4.3.1.1 Granite Road 

Council recognises Granite Road as a freight route providing access to grain silos in Tailem 
Bend for the producers in the area east of Murray Bridge and through to Bow Hill. Granite 
Road also facilitates the movement of other goods for the area just east of Murray Bridge 
with links to the Dukes and Princes Highway. The multi-criteria analysis score has been 
adjusted to recognise the important link this road provides between the Ausbulk silos at 
Tailem Bend and Boundary Road. 

4.3.1.2 Poltalloch Road 

Poltalloch Road is the only road that services the Narrung Peninsula from the Princes 
Highway. It serves as a link to dairies, farming land, recreational fishing, the settlements of 
Narrung and Raukkan and the Narrung ferry, but is subject to flooding when Lake 
Alexandrina rises. The multi-criteria analysis score for Poltaloch Road has now been 
adjusted to recognise that the proposed upgrade will ensure these communities are not 
dislocated by flooding. 

4.3.1.3 Other transport priorities 

North Terrace / Trevena Road (heavy vehicle route to silos, Tailem Bend) has been 
upgraded over the last two financial years through Special Local Road Funding and has 
therefore been deleted from the database.  

4.3.2 District Council of Karoonda East Murray 

An email was received from Peter Smithson with regard to Karoonda-Bowhill Road on 
8 September 2006. The submission was a single page update regarding the status of the 
road together with notable changes in the region in the last 2 years. These changes are 
included in section 4.2. 

A follow up telephone conversation with Peter was held on 26 October 2006 where 
additional information, regarding other transport priorities in the database for the District 
Council of Karoonda East Murray, was discussed.  These comments were included in the 
stage 2 assessment and scored accordingly.  

4.3.2.1 Karoonda – Bowhill Road 

The Karoonda – Bowhill Road is a primary freight route from Karoonda to Perponda via 
Waikerie Road, Schiller Road, Rosenzweig Road and Bowhill Road. It also serves as a 
secondary social route (including a school bus route) and once upgraded will complete the 
north south corridor from Bowhill, to Karoonda, to Yumali and interstate. 
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4.3.3 Mid Murray Council 

An email submission was received from Jon Fry on 7 September 2006 for Bower Boundary 
Road. The submission had been prepared in April 2006 for Special Local Roads funding. A 
follow up telephone conversation was held on 26 October 2006 where additional information, 
regarding other transport priorities in the database for the Mid Murray Council were 
discussed. These comments were included in the stage 2 assessment and scored 
accordingly. 

4.3.3.1 Bower Boundary Road 

Bower Boundary Road continues (as part of a greater cross-regional link) from the Sturt 
Highway (near Truro) in the south to the Burra/Morgan Road in the north, some 46 km east 
of Burra (in the Regional Council of Goyder – Central Local Government Region). Eight 
kilometres of the road is situated within Mid Murray Council with the remaining 52 kilometres 
shared with the Regional Council of Goyder. The route primarily serves freight (wool, grain 
and livestock) and local pastoral traffic. Bower Boundary Road will form part of an overall 
connection between Murray Bridge in the south and Port Pirie and Port Augusta in the upper 
mid north region of the state. 

Consideration has been given to the “North-South Corridor Final Report” (February 2006 – 
Limestone Ridge Project Management) and the “Extension and Review of Regional 
Transport Strategy Final Report” for the Central Local Government Region in reassessing 
this regional link. 

4.3.4 Rural City of Murray Bridge 

An email was received on 19 September 2006 from Sundraisvaran Nadaraja confirming the 
ongoing relevance of all road priorities listed in the 2004 review. Additional information was 
received on 1 November for the following road priorities, to be considered as part of the 
Stage 2 assessment: 

 Rathjen Road 
 Brinkley Road 
 Kepa Road 
 O D 4 route (formally known as Hindmarsh Road / Cypress Rd) 
 Flagstaff Road 
 Jarvis / Hoadville Road  
 Bowhill Road 
 Harogate Road, and 
 Monarto Road. 

As the information was provided for information only (i.e. no supporting documentation) the 
notes were added to the database for reference but have not been discussed further within 
this report.  

4.3.5 Southern Mallee District Council 

Hardcopy submissions were received on 6 September 2006 from Peter Broughill requesting 
refinement of previous multi-criteria analysis assessments for Lovers Lane – Pinnaroo 
(heavy vehicle bypass), Geranium to Coonalpyn Road and Lameroo – Alawoona Road. 
Each submission included both a completed SLRA and checklist. Follow up discussions on 
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26 October addressed the Stage 2 assessment of other roads put forward by Southern 
Mallee District Council in previous reviews. 

4.3.5.1 Lovers Lane – Pinnaroo (heavy vehicle bypass) 

Council advised that Lovers Lane is a designated B-double route and forms part of the link 
between the Riverland and the South-East, bypassing Pinnaroo and thus reducing the 
impact of heavy vehicles within the township. 

4.3.5.2 Geranium to Coonalpyn Road 

Council advised that the Geranium to Coonalpyn Road is primarily a freight route (carrying 
fuel, grain and potatoes) and is also used by the community, particularly for sport 
(football/netball). Tourists would also benefit as the route could reduce the travel time 
between the Coorong and South-East region. 

4.3.5.3 Lameroo – Alawoona Road 

The Lameroo – Alawoona Road is currently being funded under the Special Local Roads 
funding programme, with works now being undertaken at the southern end (within Southern 
Mallee District Council) and at the northern end (within the District Council of Loxton 
Waikerie). A copy of the submission prepared by the Southern Mallee District Council for the 
continuation of funding was also forwarded for consideration as part of this review. The road 
forms part of the link between the Mallee, the Coorong, the Riverland and the South-East 
regions and is used for/by seasonal grain haulage, stock transport, tourists, local residents 
and the local school bus. 

4.3.5.4 Other transport priorities 

As a result of the follow up phone call with Peter Broughill, it was agreed that Garrai Road is 
no longer endorsed by council and has there been deleted from the database. Hawthornes 
Road has been upgraded by council and Lameroo-Geranium Road has been removed with 
the Geranium to Coonalpyn Road being the preferred route.  

4.4 Riverland 

4.4.1 Berri Barmera Council 

A hardcopy submission was received from Ranjani Jha on 3 October 2006, requesting 
refinement to the previous assessment of Jury and Hoskin Roads. The submissions both 
included a completed SLRA with a checklist attached to Jury Road. A cover letter provided 
with the submission listed the roads of current regional importance to Berri Barmera Council, 
these being: 

1. Jury Road 
2. Hoskin road, Berri 
3. Moritz Road, Berri 
4. Nookamka Terrace, Barmera 
5. Puddletown Road, Winkie 
6. Katarapko Crescent, Winkie 
7. Loveday Road, Loveday 
8. Shell Road (Cobdogla to Loveday) 
9. Coates Road, Cobdogla. 
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Additional information was received on 10 November 2006 from Francis Meria which 
included photographs of the current condition of the road. 

4.4.1.1 Berri-Monash Road (Jury Road) 

Jury Road is a strategic heavy vehicle freight route linking the Old Sturt Highway with the 
new Sturt Highway. The road is also used by tourists and by the community as a link 
between the townships of Berri, Monash and Barmera. 

4.4.1.2 Hoskin Road 

Major transport agencies, warehouses, refrigeration and horticultural industries connect to 
Hoskin Road, resulting in its function as a sub-regional link for freight. It also allows heavy 
vehicles to bypass the township of Berri by means of a connection to Jury Road (refer 
Section 4.4.1.1 above). The road is also used by tourist and the local community (including 
the local school bus route).  

4.4.1.3 Other transport priorities 

McKay Road has been deleted from the database as it has received Special Local Roads 
funding (refer Section 1.4). 

4.4.2 District Council of Loxton Waikerie 

An email submission was received from Tom Avery for Maggea Mantung Road. A 
subsequent meeting with Tom provided additional information for other existing road 
priorities, as well as deletion of some roads either no longer considered to be priorities, or 
have since been upgraded by council. 

4.4.2.1 Waikerie-Mindarie (including Maggea and Mantung Roads) 

Maggea Mantung Road forms part of the link between Waikerie and Mindarie. The entire 
79km of the road was previously in the assessment. This has been revised to only include 
the 46km of the road which lies within the boundary of the District Council of Loxton 
Waikerie. The road is a significant link between Waikerie and the Australian Zircon mine at 
Mindarie and provides a link from the Mallee region to hospitals and schools in Waikerie and 
East Murray Area School. 

4.4.2.2 Other transport priorities 

The following roads have been deleted from the assessment at Council’s direction: 

 REASON – No longer a priority: 

 Paruna – Yamba Road  
 Paruna – Maruba  
 Anderson Road (Loxton Irrigation Area). 

 REASON – Upgrade completed by Council: 

 Crocker Road (Ramco Heights irrigation area) 
 Murrayview Road. 

PB 06-0797-03-2103052A Page 13 



 

Murray and Mallee Regional Transport Review 2006

 

 REASON – will be funded by Council: 

 Loftler Road (Ramco Heights irrigation area) 
 William Morgan Road (Ramco Heights irrigation area) 
 Burroughs Road (Ramco Heights irrigation area) 
 Dearman Road (Ramco Heights irrigation area). 

 REASON – other: 

 Access to Peebinga silo (silo now closed). 

4.4.3 District Council of Renmark Paringa  

A phone call and subsequent email from Murray Bartsch on 26 October 2006 indicated the 
District Council of Renmark Paringa would not be submitting any funding applications or 
requests for changes for this review.  

He advised that there have only been minor changes in the region in the last two years with 
these changes tending to ‘balance each other’ i.e. some business have opened while others 
have closed. It is noted that there has been and will be a continuing increase in population in 
the area and thus residential housing. Some new roads have been built to support the new 
residential areas together with the sealing of some unsealed roads but overall, there have 
been no significant changes to the transport network. 
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5. Outcomes 
All regional transport priorities nominated by councils during this review have been 
reassessed to produce the following list of priorities for both sub-regions, the Murraylands 
and the Riverland. While some data included in Stage 2 of the assessment may not have 
been submitted in hard copy form, the information and scores were added to the database to 
recognise the depth of information provided either from a meeting or through phone 
conversation with the relevant council. 

5.1 Assessment 

5.1.1 General 

The Stage 1 and 2 assessment scores are summarised in Tables 5.1 and 5.2 for each of the 
sub-regions (sorted by the Stage 1 scores). Included in Tables 5.1 and 5.2 are the ‘ranking’ 
of road priorities as set out in Section 5 of the previous review (Murray and Mallee Regional 
Transport Strategy 1 Year Review, Final Report, Connell Wagner, March 2004). 

The results of the combined assessment are shown in Tables 5.3 and 5.4 below for each of 
the sub-regions and show the sum of the Stage 1 and 2 assessment scores, with a total 
maximum possible score of 170. Tables 5.3 and 5.4 includes those roads which were 
specifically nominated by councils as continuing road transport priorities and thus have now 
also been scored under the Stage 2 assessment criteria. As a result, some roads have 
‘jumped up’ the list, most notably Poltalloch Road in the Murraylands sub-region.  

Also summarised are the priorities for the 3 primary road uses, namely freight, social and 
tourism, sorted by ‘combined score’. Social priorities for each of the sub-regions are shown 
in Tables 5.5 and 5.6, freight priorities in Tables 5.7 and 5.8 and tourism priorities in 
Table 5.9. 

Supporting information and submissions justifying the changes in priority of particular roads 
since the preparation of the first report and subsequent revisions, has been included in 
Section 4 and Appendix B. Where appropriate, comments have also been included in the 
Stage 2 assessment within the individual matrix spreadsheets (refer to Appendix C).  
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5.2 Stage 1 and 2 assessment 

Table 5.1 Murraylands – Stage 1 and 2 assessment 

MURRAYLANDS 

Priority 
Nov 
’06 

Priority in 
Section 5 
of Jan ’04 
report 

Council Road Name STAGE 1 
SCORES 

STAGE 2 
SCORES Comments 

1 2 Mid Murray 
Council 

Bower Boundary 
Road 73.4 42.0 Refer Section 

4.3.3.1 

2 1 Rural City of 
Murray Bridge 

Kangaroo / Ferries / 
MacDonald 71.9 0.0  

3 5 Coorong District 
Council 

Tailem Bend  - 
Township bypass 63.0 0.0  

4 6 Southern Mallee 
District Council 

Lameroo - 
Alawoona Road 
(within Southern & 
Mallee Council) 

 61.0  34.0 Refer Section 
4.3.5.3 

5 7 Southern Mallee 
District Council 

Lameroo - 
Karoonda Road  59.5  28.0 

Lameroo – 
Alawoona Road, 
Tintinara – 
Geranium Road 
and Lovers Lane 
are currently 
higher priorities 
for Council. 

6 8 Coorong District 
Council Poltalloch Road  59.2  41.0 Refer Section 

4.3.1.2 

7 11 Rural City of 
Murray Bridge Rathjen Road  57.0  23.0  

8 10 Rural City of 
Murray Bridge Brinkley Road  56.5  23.0  

9 9 Coorong District 
Council 

Tintinara-Geranium 
Road (Tintinara 
Road) 

 56.4  0.0 

Poltaloch Road 
and Granite 
Road are 
currently higher 
priorities for 
Council. 

10 <15 
District Council 
of Karoonda 
East Murray 

Karoonda - Bowhill 
Road  56.0  22.0 Refer Section 

4.3.2.1 

11 <15 Southern Mallee 
District Council 

Geranium - 
Coonalpyn Road 55.5 26.0 Refer Section 

4.3.5.2 

12 13 Coorong District 
Council Granite Road 55.0 26.0 Refer Section 

4.3.1.1 

13 4 
District Council 
of Karoonda 
East Murray 

Link between 
Mindarie and 
Southern Titanium 

61.0 0.0 

Dependent on 
terms of mining 
operations. 
Actual route not 
defined at this 
stage. 

14 12 Rural City of 
Murray Bridge 

OD4 Route 
(Hindmarsh Rd, 
Cypress Tce, 
Maurice Tce). 

54.3 25.0 

Sealed under 
SLRP funding. 
Council wish to 
include in this list 
for the purpose 
of ongoing 
maintenance. 

15 13 Coorong District 
Council 

Boundary Road 
(between Tailem 
Bend & Mannum) 

53.5 0.0 
Links with 
Granite Road. 
Also refer 4.3.1.1 

PB 06-0797-03-2103052A Page 16 



 

Murray and Mallee Regional Transport Review 2006

 

Table 5.2 Riverland – Stage 1 and 2 assessment 

RIVERLAND 

Priority 
Nov 
’06 

Priority in 
Section 5 
of Jan ’04 
report 

Council Road Name  STAGE 1 
SCORES  

STAGE 2 
SCORES Comments 

1 <15 District Council 
of Loxton 
Waikerie 

Waikerie-Mindarie 
(inc. Maggea & 
Mantung Roads) 

69.0 42.0 Refer Section 
4.4.2.1 

2 4 Berri Barmera 
Council 

Berri-Monash 
Road (Jury Road) 

 61.0  31.0 Refer Section 
4.4.1.1 

3 1 District Council 
of Loxton 
Waikerie 

Lameroo - 
Alawoona Road 

61.0 0.0 Under current 
SLRP funding. 
Refer Section 1.4 

4 2 Berri Barmera 
Council 

Hoskin Road, 
Berri 

60.5  18.0 Refer Section 
4.4.1.2 

5 3 District Council 
of Renmark 
Paringa 

Murtho Road  60.5  0.0  

6 5 District Council 
of Renmark 
Paringa 

Airport Road  52.0  0.0  

7 7 District Council 
of Renmark 
Paringa 

Government Road  51.5  0.0  

8 <15 District Council 
of Loxton 
Waikerie 

Sunlands Irrigation 
Area 

50.5 0.0  

9 10 District Council 
of Renmark 
Paringa 

Tarcoola Street  50.5  0.0  

10 11 Berri Barmera 
Council 

Moritz Road 48.0 0.0  

11 8 District Council 
of Loxton 
Waikerie 

Henschke Road  47.4  0.0  

12 9 Berri Barmera 
Council 

Schnell Road 
(connects 
Cobdogla and 
Loveday) 

 47.1  0.0  

13 14 Berri Barmera 
Council 

Nookamka 
Terrace, Barmera 

46.5 0.0  

14 15 District Council 
of Loxton 
Waikerie 

Crase Road (link 
for Southern 
Titanium 
Operations) 

 62.0  0.0 Although the score 
is high, the overall 
priority for this 
road remains low 
until a commitment 
is made regarding 
Southern Titanium 
operations 

15 <15 District Council 
of Loxton 
Waikerie 

Loxton - 
Tookeyerta Road 
(FUTURE ROAD) 

 53.5  0.0 Not a current 
Council priority. 
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5.3 Combined assessment 

Table 5.3 Murraylands – Combined assessment 

MURRAYLANDS 
Priority 
Nov ’06 

Priority in 
Section 5 
of Jan ’04 

report 
Council Road name Stage 1 

score 
Stage 2 
score Total Comments 

1 2 Mid Murray 
Council 

Bower Boundary 
Road 73.4 42.0 115.4 Refer Section 

4.3.3.1 

2 8 
Coorong 
District 
Council 

Poltalloch Road 59.2 41.0 100.2 Refer Section 
4.3.1.2 

3 6 
Southern 
Mallee District 
Council 

Lameroo - 
Alawoona Road 
(within Southern & 
Mallee Council) 

61.0 34.0 95.0 
Continuing SLRP 
funding, refer 
section 4.3.5.3 

4 7 
Southern 
Mallee District 
Council 

Lameroo - 
Karoonda Road 59.5 28.0 87.5 

Lameroo – 
Alawoona Road, 
Tintinara – 
Geranium Road 
and Lovers Lane 
are currently higher 
priorities for 
Council. 

5 <15 
Southern 
Mallee District 
Council 

Geranium - 
Coonalpyn Road 55.5 26.0 81.5 

Refer Section 
4.3.5.2 

6 13 
Coorong 
District 
Council 

Granite Road 55.0 26.0 81.0 Refer Section 
4.3.1.1 

7 11 Rural City of 
Murray Bridge Rathjen Road 57.0 23.0 80.0  

8 10 Rural City of 
Murray Bridge Brinkley Road 56.5 23.0 79.5  

9 12 Rural City of 
Murray Bridge

OD 4 Route 
(formally 
Hindmarsh Road / 
Cypress) 

54.3 25.0 79.3 

 

10 14 Rural City of 
Murray Bridge Flagstaff Road 52.1 27.0 79.1  

11 <15 

District 
Council of 
Karoonda 
East Murray 

Karoonda - Bowhill 
Road 56.0 22.0 78.0 Refer Section 

4.3.2.1 

12 <15 
Southern 
Mallee District 
Council 

Lovers Lane 
bypass proposal 45.5 32.0 77.5 

Refer Section 
4.3.5.1 

13 <15 Mid Murray 
Council 

Murraylands Road 
(formally 
Blanchetown – 
Pellering Flat Road 

44.0 33.0 77.0 

 

14 <15 Rural City of 
Murray Bridge Kepa Road 51.6 24.0 75.6  

15 <15 Rural City of 
Murray Bridge

Jarvis/Headville 
Road 49.5 24.0 73.5  
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Table 5.4 Riverland – Combined assessment 

RIVERLAND 

Priority 
Nov ’06 

Priority in 
Section 5 
of Jan ’04 
report 

Council Road name Stage 1 
score 

Stage 2 
score TOTAL  Comments 

1 <15 

District 
Council of 
Loxton 
Waikerie 

Waikerie-
Mindarie (incl. 
Maggea & 
Mantung Roads) 

69.0 42.0 111.0 Refer Section 
4.4.2.1 

2 4 
Berri 
Barmera 
Council 

Berri-Monash 
Road (Jury 
Road) 

 61.0  31.0 92.0 Refer Section 
4.4.1.1 

3 2 
Berri 
Barmera 
Council 

Hoskin Road, 
Berri 60.5 18.0 78.5 Refer Section 

4.4.1.2 

 

5.4 Social  

Table 5.5 Murraylands – Social priorities 

MURRAYLANDS 

Priority 
Nov ’06 

Priority in 
Section 5 
of Jan ’04 
report 

Council Road name Stage 1 
score 

Stage 2 
score TOTAL  Comments 

1 <15 
Rural City of 
Murray 
Bridge 

Monarto Road 
36.5 26.0 62.5 

 

 

Table 5.6 Riverland – Social priorities 

RIVERLAND 

Priority 
Nov ’06 

Priority in 
Section 5 
of Jan ’04 
report 

Council Road name Stage 1 
score 

Stage 2 
score TOTAL  Comments 

1 14 
Berri 
Barmera 
Council 

Nookamka 
Terrace, 
Barmera 

 46.5  0.0 46.5  

2 <15 
Berri 
Barmera 
Council 

Puddleton Road, 
Winkie  41.5  0.0 41.5  

3 <15 
Berri 
Barmera 
Council 

Katarapko Road, 
Winkie 41.5 0.0 41.5  

4 <15 
Berri 
Barmera 
Council 

Loveday Road, 
Loveday  32.0  0.0 32.0  

5 <15 
Berri 
Barmera 
Council 

Coates Road, 
Cobdogla  30.5  0.0 30.5  
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5.5 Freight  

Table 5.7 Murraylands – Freight priorities 

MURRAYLANDS 

Priority 
Nov ’06 

Priority in 
Section 5 
of Jan ’04 
report 

Council Road name Stage 1 
score 

Stage 2 
score TOTAL  Comments 

1 2 Mid Murray 
Council 

Bower Boundary 
Road 73.4 42.0 115.4 Refer Section 

4.3.3.1 

2 8 
Coorong 
District 
Council 

Poltalloch Road 59.2 41.0 100.2 Refer Section 
4.3.1.2 

3 6 
Southern 
Mallee District 
Council 

Lameroo - 
Alawoona Road 
(within Southern 
& Mallee 
Council) 

61.0 34.0 95.0 

Continuing 
SLRP funding, 
refer section 
4.3.5.3 

4 7 
Southern 
Mallee District 
Council 

Lameroo - 
Karoonda Road 59.5 28.0 87.5 

Lameroo – 
Alawoona 
Road, 
Tintinara – 
Geranium 
Road and 
Lovers Lane 
are currently 
higher 
priorities for 
Council. 

5 <15 
Southern 
Mallee District 
Council 

Geranium - 
Coonalpyn Road 55.5 26.0 81.5 

Refer Section 
4.3.5.2 

6 11 Rural City of 
Murray Bridge Rathjen Road 57.0 23.0 80.0  

7 10 Rural City of 
Murray Bridge Brinkley Road 56.5 23.0 79.5  

8 12 Rural City of 
Murray Bridge 

OD 4 Route 
(formally 
Hindmarsh Road 
/ Cypress) 

54.3 25.0 79.3 

 

9 14 Rural City of 
Murray Bridge Flagstaff Road 52.1 27.0 79.1  

10 <15 

District 
Council of 
Karoonda 
East Murray 

Karoonda - 
Bowhill Road 56.0 22.0 78.0 Refer Section 

4.3.2.1 

11 <15 
Southern 
Mallee District 
Council 

Lovers Lane 
bypass proposal 45.5 32.0 77.5 

Refer Section 
4.3.5.1 

12 <15 Rural City of 
Murray Bridge Kepa Road 51.6 24.0 75.6  

13 <15 Rural City of 
Murray Bridge 

Jarvis / 
Hoadville Road 49.5 24.0 73.5  

14 1 
Rural City of 
Murray Bridge 

Kangaroo / 
Ferries / 
MacDonald 

71.9 0.0 71.9  

15 - 
Southern 
Mallee District 
Council 

Parilla South 
Road 45.0 26.0 71.0  
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Table 5.8 Riverland – Freight priorities 

RIVERLAND 

Priority 
Nov 
’06 

Priority in 
Section 5 
of Jan ’04 
report 

Council Road Name  STAGE 1 
SCORES  

STAGE 2 
SCORES Comments 

1 <15 District Council 
of Loxton 
Waikerie 

Waikerie-Mindarie 
(inc. Maggea & 
Mantung Roads) 

69.0 42.0 Refer Section 
4.4.2.1 

2 4 Berri Barmera 
Council 

Berri-Monash 
Road (Jury Road)  61.0  31.0 Refer Section 

4.4.1.1 

3 2 Berri Barmera 
Council 

Hoskin Road, 
Berri 60.5  18.0 Refer Section 

4.4.1.2 

4 1 District Council 
of Loxton 
Waikerie 

Lameroo - 
Alawoona Road 61.0 0.0 

Under current 
SLRP funding. 
Refer Section 1.4 

5 3 District Council 
of Renmark 
Paringa 

Murtho Road 
 60.5  0.0 

 

6 5 District Council 
of Renmark 
Paringa 

Airport Road 
 52.0  0.0 

 

7 7 District Council 
of Renmark 
Paringa 

Government Road 
 51.5  0.0 

 

8 <15 District Council 
of Loxton 
Waikerie 

Sunlands Irrigation 
Area 50.5 0.0 

 

9 10 District Council 
of Renmark 
Paringa 

Tarcoola Street 
 50.5  0.0 

 

10 8 District Council 
of Loxton 
Waikerie 

Henschke Road 
 47.4  0.0 

 

11 9 Berri Barmera 
Council 

Schnell Road 
(connects 
Cobdogla and 
Loveday) 

 47.1  0.0 

 

12 13 District Council 
of Loxton 
Waikerie 

Quarry Road 
(Loxton Irrigation 
Area) 

 46.5  0.0 46.5 

13 <15 District Council 
of Renmark 
Paringa 

Cal Lal Road 45.0 0.0 45.0 

14 15 District Council 
of Loxton 
Waikerie 

Crase Road (link 
for Southern 
Titanium 
Operations)  62.0  0.0 

Although the score 
is high, the overall 
priority for this 
road remains low 
until a commitment 
is made regarding 
Southern Titanium 
operations 

15 <15 District Council 
of Loxton 
Waikerie 

Loxton - 
Tookeyerta Road 
(FUTURE ROAD) 

 53.5  0.0 
Not a current 
Council priority. 
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5.6 Tourism  

Table 5.9 Murraylands – Tourism priorities 

MURRAYLANDS 

Priority 
Nov ’06 

Priority in 
Section 5 
of Jan ’04 
report 

Council Road name Stage 1 
score 

Stage 2 
score TOTAL  Comments 

1 11 
Coorong 
District 
Council 

Granite Road 
 55.0  26.0 81.0  

2 <15 

Mid Murray 
Council 

Murraylands 
Road (formally 
Blanchetown - 
Pellering Flat 
Road) 

 44.0  33.0 77.0  

3 <15 Mid Murray 
Council 

East Front Road  28.5  33.0 61.5  

4 15 
Coorong 
District 
Council 

Narrung Road 
51.2 0.0 51.2  

 

There are no Tourism priorities for the Riverland sub-region. 

5.7 Results 

For the Murraylands, the revised assessment of Bower Boundary Road has increased its 
‘rank’ and it is now the highest priority in both the Stage 1 assessment and the combined 
assessment. The upgrade of North Terrace / Trevena Road (Roads to Recovery) and the 
current funding of Lameroo-Alawoona Road (Special Local Roads) has effectively increased 
the rank of other transport priorities in the Murraylands. 

In the Riverland, the commencement of pre-construction work for Australian Zircon has led 
to the Waikerie – Mindarie (Maggea and Manung Roads) priority moving to the highest 
priority for the sub-region. Also, some of the remaining roads in the region have increased in 
priority due to the completion of McKay Road for Berri Barmera Council and thus removed 
from the database. 

The significant changes to the road priorities highlights the importance of regular reviews of 
the transport strategy and subsequent transport priorities on a regular basis to ensure the 
current needs of the region are represented.  
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6. Recommendations 
The 2006 review of the Murray and Mallee Local Transport Strategy has resulted in some 
changes to the current priority lists for each of the sub-regions. 

In addition, the assessment process has been altered to provide a more rigorous analysis of 
the impacts as well as the benefits of proposed improvements to the local regional road 
network. 

The following recommendations are offered to supplement the findings of the original 
transport strategy and previous review. 

1. Adopt the proposed changes to the assessment process as described in Section 3.2 of 
the report as the Murray and Mallee Local Government Region’s formal assessment 
process for the determination of sub-regional priorities for Special Local Road funding 
submissions. 

2. It is recommended that the revised priority lists for each of the sub-regions as 
documented in Section 5 of this report be adopted as the current record of priorities for 
the purposes of seeking Special Local Roads funding. 

3. Outcomes of the revised matrix assessment have highlighted the need to continue to 
review priorities for sub-regions on a regular basis. Given the sensitivity of the matrix 
assessment results to changes in nominated roads, their role and their function, it is 
recommended that these reviews be undertaken biannually.  

4. Commitment be made by the region to ensure completion of roads already committed for 
funding; particularly under the SLR program. 

5. The M&MLGA recognise that this review is based on a desktop assessment only and will 
need to be supplemented by a visual site inspection of transport priorities by the 
Committee together with the respective member Council. 
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Our Reference 200605036/AJS 

 

11 August 2006 

Dear Sir/Madam 

Review of Regional Transport Strategy for the Murray and Mallee 
Local Government Region 

Parsons Brinckerhoff (PB) has been engaged by the Murray and Mallee Local Government Region of SA 
Inc (MMLGR) to update the priorities contained within the current Regional Transport Strategy; this first 
prepared in 2002 and subsequently reviewed in 2004. The overall aim of the review is to reassess the 
transport priorities for both the Murraylands and the Riverland using the existing Multi-Criteria 
Assessment scoring process and relevant supporting material which can be found in Attachment A. 

In reviewing the transport strategy, we recognise the skills and experience of our consultant team can 
complement and draw together, but never match or replace the detailed knowledge held by individual 
member Councils and informed local authority representatives. 

Therefore, we are seeking information regarding: 

 Changes that have occurred in the region over the past 2 years which may have an impact on the 
current Regional Transport Strategy. This includes, for example, changes to industry activity, 
residential development and/or changes in the transport chain for particular goods. 

 Changes to, or identification of new key roads and other transport infrastructure priorities within the 
region with supporting documentation. Note that all new transport priorities will require you to fill in 
and submit a Special Local Roads Standard Funding Application (copy attached) for inclusion in the 
Multi-Criteria Assessment. 

 Supplementary information for key roads or other transport infrastructure which are identified as a 
continuing priority in the region. 

It should be noted that the reassessment will be undertaken by correspondence (i.e written submissions 
with follow-up phone calls) so please forward the requested information with sufficient detail such to 
ensure we have a credible basis for developing a transparent, consistent approach to the evaluation of 
priorities. Should you prefer to provide or discuss this information via a meeting, we would be happy to 
host this in Adelaide at a mutually convenient time. 
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Could you please endeavour to complete the attached request for information prior to Friday 8th 
September 2006.  Should you have any queries regarding the questionnaire or any other related matter, 
please do not hesitate to call either myself or Amber Semler of this office on 8405 4300. 

Yours faithfully 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Sharon Billinger  
Senior Traffic Engineer 
Parsons Brinckerhoff Australia Pty Limited 
 

att. 
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Attachment A 

Please submit documentation to support your answers to the information listed below and attach this 
checklist to the front of your submission. 

CHECKLIST 
CRITERIA 

YES ( ) NO ( ) 
1. Description of the philosophy (or reasons) behind the proposal for which 

funding is being sought 

  

2. Description of Existing Conditions, ie: 

 width, length 

 sealed/unsealed surface 

 horizontal, vertical alignment (standard of curves, barrier provisions, 
sightlines, surface undulation) 

 width and quality of shoulders 

 surface condition (summer, winter) 

 accident statistics (where relevant). 

  

3. State the role and function of the road, e.g. 

 freight route, tourist route, social route (or a combination) 

 significance of the road to the region (regional, sub-regional or local) – 
with supporting reasons 

 role of the road within the Council/s road hierarchy/transport strategy 
(e.g. major collector, local access road) 

 the linkage the connection provides between destinations (e.g. 
between major townships, between grape growing areas and crushing 
plants) 

 the volume of general and commercial traffic that the road carries 

 compatibility of the road with the surrounding rail network – will the 
road (potentially) limit the attractiveness of using the rail network to 
carry goods? 

 compatibility of the road within the surrounding arterial road network – 
does the road enhance, duplicate or compete with the arterial road 
network? If the proposal is likely to attract a greater traffic volume than 
the surrounding arterial road network, is there opportunity to potentially 
‘swap’ assets with DTEI? 
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CHECKLIST 
CRITERIA 

YES ( ) NO ( ) 
4.  Provide detailed discussion re: the benefits of the proposed work – for 

example: 

 reduced travel time (either by improved travel conditions or via the 
creation of an alternative route) 

 improved safety/reduced conflict between users 

 reduced dust 

 reduced maintenance costs. 

  

5. Provide detailed discussion re the impacts of the proposed work – for 
example: 

 land acquisition 

 tree removal. 

  

6. State whether the proposal has the support of both Council staff and 
elected Council members (include a copy of relevant minutes if available). 

  

7. State whether consultation has been undertaken with relevant 
stakeholders (e.g. DTEI, adjoining properties, etc) and if so, the outcomes 
of this process. 

  

8. Please indicate any environmental impacts of the proposal that you may 
be aware of, for example flora/fauna, dust, noise, water, heritage sites 
and Aboriginal land or sacred sites. 

  

9. State the total cost of the proposal, and the level of road standard that this 
cost will achieve. 

  

10. Discuss the economic benefits and ‘whole of life’ costs of the proposal. 
Include an economic evaluation of the proposal, based upon the formula 
set out in the IPWEA Asset Management Manual. Quantify where 
possible, the cost savings of identified benefits of the assessment (e.g. 
travel time and vehicle operating cost savings, accident savings per 
annum). 

  

11. Have the following attachments been included? 
 Locality Plan 
 Plans/cross-sections of existing road 
 Photographs of existing road 
 Traffic volumes 
 Accident statistics 
 Proposed concept for upgrade (eg concept plans, cross-sections) 
 Copy of completed Matrix Assessment 
 Cost estimate and economic evaluation  

  

 



 

LOCAL GOVERNMENT TRANSPORT ADVISORY 
PANEL 

STANDARD FUNDING APPLICATION 
SPECIAL LOCAL ROADS PROGRAM – 2005/06 

 
(Please complete this form using the GUIDELINES attached and also available 

at www.lga.sa.gov.au/goto/lgtap) 
 

1.  PROJECT SUMMARY  (Please complete all details in this box) 
 

Regional LGA  

Council Name  

Road Name  

Timeframe  

 

 2005/06 
Application 

Project 
Total 

Estimated Cost  ($)   
Length of Road (Km)   

% Gap Closed 
(Refer to Section 4 of Guidelines) 

  

Amount Sought  ($)   

Council Contribution  ($)   
 
 

2(a).  BRIEF DESCRIPTION OF WORKS TO BE UNDERTAKEN 
 
  

___________________________________________________________ 
   
 ___________________________________________________________ 
 
 ___________________________________________________________ 
 
 ___________________________________________________________ 
   
 ___________________________________________________________ 
 
 ___________________________________________________________ 
  
 ___________________________________________________________ 
   
 ___________________________________________________________ 

 



 

 
2(b).  PROJECT SUITABILITY CHECKLIST FOR LGTAP CONSIDERATION 
 
1.  If not covered in sections 1 or 2(a) above, please outline justification 

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

  
 ___________________________________________________________ 
   
 ___________________________________________________________ 
 
 ___________________________________________________________ 
 
 ___________________________________________________________ 
   
 ___________________________________________________________ 
 
 ___________________________________________________________ 
  
 ___________________________________________________________ 
   
 ___________________________________________________________ 
 

2.  A map showing the location of the project has been included.    
 Yes / No 
   
3.  If not considered in (1) on the previous page, please describe the 

nature and extent of the project, highlighting the principle aspects 
and ensure that the application is submitted under the ‘fit for purpose 
categories of freight, tourism and social. 

 
 ___________________________________________________________ 
   
 ___________________________________________________________ 
 
 ___________________________________________________________ 
 
 ___________________________________________________________ 
   
 ___________________________________________________________ 
 
 ___________________________________________________________ 
  
 ___________________________________________________________ 
   
 ___________________________________________________________ 

 



 

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

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

other bodies and a Council contribution promised?      
 Yes  /  No 
 
6.  Is this an ongoing SLRP project?  If so, please indicate when the 

project was previously funded under the SLRP and the status of that 
project.  
 

 ___________________________________________________________ 
   
 ___________________________________________________________ 
 
 ___________________________________________________________ 
 
 ___________________________________________________________ 
   
 ___________________________________________________________ 
 
 ___________________________________________________________ 
  
 ___________________________________________________________ 
   
_____________________________________________________________ 
Declaration: This project has been identified as a priority through a Strategic 
Transport Plan and Council(s) acknowledge that by signing below they agree 
to make a financial contribution to this project. 
 
Signed: . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . Date: . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

Print Name: . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  





 

PURPOSE/CATEGORY AND TRAFFIC FACTORS 
(Refer to Sections 3 and 4 of Guidelines) 

 
 
3.  PURPOSE/CATEGORY  (Please circle appropriate purpose of road) 
 
Primary Purpose: Freight Tourism       Social 

Secondary Purpose: Freight Tourism       Social 

Tertiary Purpose: Freight Tourism       Social 

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

Freight  Tourism  

Commercial Yes        No 4 Wheel Drive Yes        No 

B-Double Yes        No General Passenger Yes        No 

Road Train Yes        No Commercial/Bus Yes        No 

Overmass/Overdimension Yes        No Bicycle Route Yes        No 

Social    

General Passenger Yes        No   

Commercial/Bus Yes        No   

Bicycle Route Yes        No   

(Please circle where applicable) 

Built Environment Built up Not Built up  

Surface Type Surfaced Not Surfaced  
 
 
4.  TRAFFIC FACTORS  (Please complete details for each box) 
 
Traffic Volume  (aadt)  Heavy Vehicle Loading  (esa)  

Presence of Parking/Cyclists Yes        No Speed Environment Km/hr 
 



 

“FIT FOR PURPOSE” STANDARDS 
(Refer to Section 4 of Guidelines) 

 
 
4.  STANDARDS   (Please complete details for each box) 

 

   
Current 

 
Proposed after project 

completion 

Design Speed   (km/hr)   

Avg Flow Speed    (km/hr)   

 

Speed Environment 

Avg Flow  (Peak)    (km/hr)   

Carriageway Width    (m)   

Carriageway Width    (m)   

Lane Width    (m)   

Shoulder Width    (m)   

 

 

Dimensions 

Height Clearance    (m)   

Horizontal Curve Radius    (m)   

Vertical Grade    (%)   

Intersection Turning Radius    (m)   

Roundabout Lane Width    (m)   

 

 

Geometry 

Roundabout Radius    (m)   

Pavement Deflection    (mm)   

Road Quality  (category A, B, C, D)   

Bridge/Culvert Mass Limit    (tonnes)   

 

Strength/Durability 

Surface Roughness    (counts/km)   

 



 

INFLUENCING FACTORS 
(Refer to Section 5 of Guidelines) 

 
5(a)   INFLUENCING FACTORS – Does the road offer one or more secondary purposes in addition to the primary purpose?    
 (If yes, please indicate Freight, Tourism or Social).  
  Please provide additional detail where appropriate. 

1.  One secondary purpose Freight / Tourism / Social 

2.  Two secondary purposes Freight / Tourism / Social 

 
 

5(b)   INFLUENCING FACTORS – Regional Significance  (Please circle Yes or No) 
Please provide additional detail where appropriate 

1.   Community Significance Yes        No 

2.   Regional Significance Yes        No 

3.   State Significance Yes        No 

 
 
5(c)   INFLUENCING FACTORS – Economic  (Please circle Yes or No) 

Please provide additional detail where appropriate 
1.   Reduce delays and operating costs for heavy vehicles Yes        No 

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

3.   Facilitate a higher classification of freight movements Yes        No 

4a. Facilitate intermodal transport operations – Rail Yes        No 

4b. Facilitate intermodal transport operations – Sea Yes        No 

4c. Facilitate intermodal transport operations – Air Yes        No 



 

5(c)   INFLUENCING FACTORS – Economic  (Please circle Yes or No) - continued 
Please provide additional detail where appropriate 

5.   Assist export of products by improving quality and reducing impacts of dust etc Yes        No 

6.   Provide direct access to new industrial precincts Yes        No 

7.   Benefit regional employment and sustain communities Yes        No 

8.   Assist attraction of economic investment to region Yes        No 

9.   Reduce the road maintenance effort Yes        No 

 
 

5(d)   INFLUENCING FACTORS – Access  (Please circle Yes or No) 
 Please provide additional detail where appropriate 

1.   Reduce traffic congestion Yes        No 

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

3.   Provide a higher standard alternative route Yes        No 

4.   Complement the existing arterial road network Yes        No 

5.   Provide improved access to key population centres Yes        No 

6.   Ensure communities are not isolated by flooding Yes        No 

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

8.   Provide all weather access Yes        No 

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

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

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

 



 

5(e)   INFLUENCING FACTORS – Safety  (Please circle Yes or No) 
Please provide additional detail where appropriate 

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

2.   Contribute to safer travel and reduce accidents Yes        No 

3.   Provide safe overtaking opportunities and reduce frustration and fatigue Yes        No 

4.   Reduce exposure to travel risk Yes        No 

5.   Provide access for school buses Yes        No 

6.   Provide access for emergency services Yes        No 

7.   Remove traffic from city/town areas Yes        No 

8.   Reduce road roughness and potential dust hazards Yes        No 

9.   Reduce the impact of roadside hazards Yes        No 
 
5(f)   INFLUENCING FACTORS – Environmental  (Please circle Yes or No) 

Please provide additional detail where appropriate 
1a. Reduce environmental pollution – air Yes        No 

1b. Reduce environmental pollution – noise Yes        No 

1c. Reduce environmental pollution – water Yes        No 

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

3.   Reduce reliance on road transport and encourage other forms of transport Yes        No 

 



 

 

 

Appendix B 

Submissions 

 

 



 

 

 

Berri Barmera Council 

 

 

 























































REGIONAL ROADS STRATEGY REVIEW – Berri Barmera Council 
 
 
JURY ROAD  
 

1. Reasons Behind Proposal: 
Jury road is an important sub-regional road in the district stretching North South direction 
between Old Sturt highway and the Monash bypass of the Sturt highway and for long the 
Council has desired to upgrade the road but has been constrained by lack of funds. 

 
2. Description of existing Condition: 

• Road Length is 5.62km and Width of carriageway is 6.1m. 
• Whole road length is sealed but shoulders are not sealed. Pavement edge is worn out 

in many sections of the road and surface undulating in many sports particularly at 
intersections and sharp curves.   

• Approx 40% of the road length has unsealed shoulders of 1.0 wide on average while 
60% of road length has no shoulders. 

• Jury road has poor geometric alignment easily picked up by motorist when you drive 
from one end to the other. Towards the Northern end of Jury Road where it intersects 
with Sturt hwy the road has multiple sharp curves of less than 200m radius. 

• The Southern end of Jury road where it intersects with Old Sturt highway is such that 
they merges at a small angle encouraging motorists to drive straight into Old Sturt 
hwy instead of stopping first posing serious risk and vehicle conflict. 

• More than 30% of the road length has very steep embankment that looks unstable 
and prone to erosion should there be heavy storm. 

• Stobies for overhead power lines as well irrigation water mains are in some places 
less than 1.0m from edge of pavement. Huge manholes going up to 0.5m above 
ground can be noticed as you drive along the Jury road. 

• Some road sections look risky because the pavement is 6.1m wide, there are no 
shoulders, the embankment is steep and overhead power poles as well as huge 
irrigation water manholes are within 1.0m from edge of road pavement. This coupled 
with the fact that the road is used by many semi trailers makes it scaring particularly 
to car motorists.    

• The vines are less than 7m from the edge of the carriageway on the inner side of the 
multiple curves badly affecting sight distances while negotiating the corners. 

 
3. Role and function of the road 

• Major collector road with many busy roads collecting to it 
• Heavily used by commercial traffic and has many semis using the road 
• Passes through busy agricultural and industrial region. 
• The road offers a scenic route for tourists wishing to have a feel of the agricultural 

district. 
 
 

October 2006 



REGIONAL TRANSPORT STRATEGY REVIEW  
FOR BERRI BARMERA COUNCIL 
 
 
JURY ROAD: 
 
Photographs and Notes explaining the photos : 
 

1. DSCN2797 – Photo taken from Old Sturt hwy facing Jury road and shows its Southern end. 
Though there is Stop sign most vehicles drive straight into Old Sturt hway which is a very 
busy road causing conflict.   

2. DSCN2799 – Photo taken on Jury road as you approach the Sturt hwy. Shows worn broken 
pavement edges, worn out surface and shoulders, poor drainage and close power stobies. 

3. DSCN2802 – Taken from one of the roads of the intersection the major road is Jury road. 
This intersection and a few others have problem of dust and gravel spilling over to Jury 
road. Also shows poor drainage structures and broken pavement edges. Photo also shows 
Heavy industries having Jury road as their frontage  

4. 2803 – Shows a typical section of Jury road with no shoulders and embankment falls off 
from edge of pavement 

5. 2811 – Shows undulating surface and crocodile cracks indicating signs of base and surface 
failure. This is at an intersection and is typical of many of them on Jury road. 

6. 2812 – Shows a section of Jury road  where location of irrigation water services and 
overhead power poles are too close to the edge of carriageway. 

7. 2816 – Shows Jury road acts as a collector road for many commercially busy and important 
roads as indicated by the semi trailer approaching Jury road from a minor road. 

8. 2818 – Shows a section of Jury road with multiple curves and the far road branching to the 
left is the start of Hoskin road. Heaving and breaking pavement edges, worn out shoulders, 
encroachment by some structures and poor sight line is evident from the photo. 

9. 2819 – Section of Jury road with multiple curves identified with several problems including 
very poor sight line with some vine trees as close as approx 7m from edge of pavement. The 
pavement edge is broken off for almost a foot wide and there is no pavement widening to 
allow for super elevation at a curve estimated to be less than 200m radius. 

10. 2822 – Shows intersection of Jury with Lobban and Tooravale roads with uneven, worn out  
and untidy looking surface. 

11. 2823 -  Jury road section shows broken edges and porous surface.   
12. 2826 - Jury road also has besides commercial premises, a good number of either farm 

houses or residential homes. 
13. 2829 – Photo of Jury road at Hoskin road intersection is a show case for sections with poor 

sightlines, slippery gravel shoulders, narrow obstructed corners and insufficient road 
signage. 

14. 2854 – Showcase that Jury road is frontage for many industrial businesses. 
15. 2855 – Photo shows an ideal section of Jury road typical of many areas on the road with 

serious base failure, uneven surface, poor drainage and heavy silting causing safety 
problems in wet condition. 

 
All photographs show case that Jury road passes through a heavy agricultural potential area well 
known for grapes production and also the road offers a scenic route for tourists wishing to have a 
feel of the agricultural district. 
 
   

October 2006 
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REGIONAL ROADS STRATEGY REVIEW – Berri Barmera Council 
 
 
HOSKIN ROAD  
 

1. Reasons Behind Proposal: 
Hoskin road is major Restricted Vehicle Access road with heavy commercial vehicles 
constituting more than 15% of traffic. 
 

2. Description of existing Condition: 
• Road Length is 4.27km and Width of carriageway is 6.2m. 
• Whole road length is sealed but shoulders are not sealed. Pavement edge is worn out 

in many sections of the road reducing width in some sections to 6.0m and you feel 
uncomfortable as you drive when you meet with semis and other long vehicles.   

• Some road sections have less than 1.0m wide shoulders and steep natural ground 
batters straight into the shoulders without and side drainage. 

• The two intersections at the end of Hoskin road  i.e with Jury road and Sturt highway 
are major bottlenecks and requires upgrading to accommodate turning heavy 
vehicles. 

 
3. Role and function of the road 

• Heavily used by commercial traffic and has many semis using the road 
• Passes through busy agricultural and industrial region. 

 
 
 

October 2006 
 



REGIONAL ROADS STRATEGY REVIEW – Berri Barmera Council 
 
 
HOSKIN ROAD 
 
 
PHOTOGRAPHS NOTES: 
 

1. DSCN2829 – Photo taken from Jury road facing the Hoskin road at the Western end where 
it joins with Jury road. Photo shows case for the intersection that has poor sightlines, 
slippery gravel shoulders and narrow obstructed corners. 

2. DSCN2831 – Photo taken on Hoskin road as you approach Jury road forming a T-Junction. 
Hoskin Road is heavily used by B Doubles and the intersection curves do not meet turning 
requirements for semis and B Doubles. The pavement edges are broken and surface worn 
out and trucks are using the shoulders to negotiate the corners. The road also meets Jury 
road at a point between two curves that appear to be sharper than normal. The drainage 
requires improvement. 

3. DSCN2832 – Photo shows section of the road requiring road widening, clearing 
encroaching vegetation and improving drainage.  

4. DSCN2834 – Shows a section of Hoskin road that is typical to many intersections along the 
road where wearing of minor unsealed roads has occurred. At least 7-10m into the minor 
road forming part of the intersections should be sealed to protect the Hoskin road. 

5. DSCN2837 – Shows Hoskin road gives access to agricultural area on the Southern side and 
a good number of residential farmhouses. The road is suffering edge pavement failures in 
many sections. 

6. DSCN2839 – Shows Hoskin road at the Eastern end giving access to a motor industry 
company. There is wheel rutting at the mouth of the driveway. 

7. DSCN2840 – Photo shows a large freight company at Eastern end just opposite the motor 
company. Verges require sealing and whole area designed properly to accommodate many 
Semi trailers that crowd the place. 

8. DSCN2841 – Photo shows Eastern end of Hoskin road at the intersection with Old Sturt 
Hwy and forms a key bottleneck of the road. When long trucks (Semis and B-Doubles) 
wants to turn from Hoskin road into the busy Old Sturt highway particularly to Berri side its 
hard to filter and risky to motorists on the highway. That area is change point between 80 
and 110km/hr. The intersection requires upgrading to include filtering lanes and regulate the 
uneven surface.      

9. DSCN2847 – Section of Hoskin road showing poor sight line distances at a curve. 
Vegetation encroachment and roadside drainage can be identified as a problem. 

10. DSCN2851 – Intersection of Hoskin road and Minnis road requires upgrading. 
 
All photographs show that Hoskin road requires widening to at least 7.0m.   
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LOCAL GOVERNMENT TRANSPORT ADVISORY 
PANEL 

STANDARD FUNDING APPLICATION 
SPECIAL LOCAL ROADS PROGRAM – 2006/07 

 
(Please complete this form using the GUIDELINES attached and also available 

at www.lga.sa.gov.au/goto/lgtap) 
 

1.  PROJECT SUMMARY  (Please complete all details in this box) 
 

Regional LGA Murray and Mallee Local Government Assoc. 

Council Name Coorong District Council 

Road Name Poltalloch Road 

Timeframe 2006/2009 

 

 2006/07 
Application 

Project 
Total 

Estimated Cost  ($) 448,000 1,343,700 
Length of Road (Km) 5 14.6 

% Gap Closed 
(Refer to Section 4 of Guidelines) 

100% 100% 

Amount Sought  ($) 298,700 895,800 

Council Contribution  ($) 149,300 447,700 
 
 

2(a).  BRIEF DESCRIPTION OF WORKS TO BE UNDERTAKEN 
 
  

Construction and sealing of Poltalloch Road between Princes Highway and 
Narrung Ferry as a freight and tourist route. The work will include 
realignment of a section of the road to the south of Poltalloch Station to 
avoid a very low lying section adjacent to Lake Alexandrina 

 
 It is proposed to construct the road over several years depending upon 

financial resources available. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 



 

 
2(b).  PROJECT SUITABILITY CHECKLIST FOR LGTAP CONSIDERATION 
 
1.  If not covered in sections 1 or 2(a) above, please outline justification 

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

  
 Poltalloch Road is the only road from the Princes Highway serving the 

Narrung peninsula. 
     The road services a number of dairies, farming land, fishermen, tourism 

and the settlements of Narrung and Raukkan. 
   
 Poltalloch Road is the main link for people travelling from Adelaide to the 

start of the Coorong and the Narrung Peninsula. 
 
      Sections of the road are low lying and subject to periodic flood damage 

when the lake level rises. 
 
      Economic development and any increase in tourism potential is severely 

restricted because Poltalloch Road is not sealed. 
     The existing road is low in places and will require building up by up to 

500mm prior to sealing. 
 
 

2.  A map showing the location of the project has been included.    
 Yes  
   
3.  If not considered in (1) on the previous page, please describe the 

nature and extent of the project, highlighting the principle aspects 
and ensure that the application is submitted under the ‘fit for purpose 
categories of freight, tourism and social. 

 
 Poltalloch Road has a primary freight purpose with secondary tourism and 

social purposes.  The road will be built to accept B-Double freight. 
 
 Poltalloch Road serves as an important link to the Princes Highway which 

then links all traffic to Adelaide and the north, to the South East and via 
Dukes Highway, Mallee Highway and McIntosh Way to the eastern states. 

      Poltalloch Road provides a more direct route to these destinations. 
 
 The project will provide benefit at a state level due to the interest the 

Coorong attracts nationally and internationally. A sealed Poltalloch Road 
will be in line with recent moves to make the Coorong one of the better 
known “Secrets of Australia”. 

 
 
 
 

 



 

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

 
 Poltalloch Road was included in the Murray Mallee Regional Transport 

Strategy Year 1 Review, Final Report. 
      Poltalloch Road received a low scoring in that report which surprised the 

Coorong District Council bearing in mind its significance in this district for 
primary industry, tourism and community. 

      A copy of Councils submission on this matter is attached to this funding 
application. 

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

other bodies and a Council contribution promised?      
 No 
 
6.  Is this an ongoing SLRP project?  If so, please indicate when the 

project was previously funded under the SLRP and the status of that 
project.  
 

 This is not an on-going project. 
      
 
 
 
 
_____________________________________________________________ 
Declaration: This project has been identified as a priority through a Strategic 
Transport Plan and Council(s) acknowledge that by signing below they agree 
to make a financial contribution to this project. 
 
Signed: . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . Date: . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

Print Name: . . William Henderson.. . . . .  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

.



PURPOSE/CATEGORY AND TRAFFIC FACTORS 
(Refer to Sections 3 and 4 of Guidelines) 

 
 
3.  PURPOSE/CATEGORY  (Please circle appropriate purpose of road) 
 
Primary Purpose: Freight Tourism       Social 

Secondary Purpose: Freight Tourism       Social 

Tertiary Purpose: Freight Tourism       Social 

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

Freight  Tourism  

Commercial Yes        No 4 Wheel Drive Yes        No 

B-Double Yes        No General Passenger Yes        No 

Road Train Yes        No Commercial/Bus Yes        No 

Overmass/Overdimension Yes        No Bicycle Route Yes        No 

Social    

General Passenger Yes        No   

Commercial/Bus Yes        No   

Bicycle Route Yes        No   

(Please circle where applicable) 

Built Environment Built up Not Built up  

Surface Type Surfaced Not Surfaced  
 
 
4.  TRAFFIC FACTORS  (Please complete details for each box) 
 
Traffic Volume  (aadt) 132 Heavy Vehicle Loading  (esa) > 20 

Presence of Parking/Cyclists Yes        No Speed Environment 100  Km/hr 
 

 



“FIT FOR PURPOSE” STANDARDS 
(Refer to Section 4 of Guidelines) 

 
 
4.  STANDARDS   (Please complete details for each box) 

 

   
Current 

 
Proposed after project 

completion 

Design Speed   (km/hr) 80 110 

Avg Flow Speed    (km/hr) 80 110 

 

Speed Environment 

Avg Flow  (Peak)    (km/hr) 80 110 

Carriageway Width    (m) 8.0 8.5 

Carriageway Width    (m)   

Lane Width    (m) Included in carriageway width 3.5  

Shoulder Width    (m) Included in carriageway width 1.5 

 

 

Dimensions 

Height Clearance    (m) 5.5 5.5 

Horizontal Curve Radius    (m) 335 335 

Vertical Grade    (%) 5 5 

Intersection Turning Radius    (m) 12.5 12.5 

Roundabout Lane Width    (m) n/a n/a 

 

 

Geometry 

Roundabout Radius    (m) n/a n/a 

Pavement Deflection    (mm) B 1.6 

Road Quality  (category A, B, C, D) B  

Bridge/Culvert Mass Limit    (tonnes) n/a n/a 

 

Strength/Durability 

Surface Roughness    (counts/km) High <90 

 

 



INFLUENCING FACTORS 
(Refer to Section 5 of Guidelines) 

 
5(a)   INFLUENCING FACTORS – Does the road offer one or more secondary purposes in addition to the primary purpose?    
 (If yes, please indicate Freight, Tourism or Social).  
  Please provide additional detail where appropriate. 

1.  One secondary purpose Freight / Tourism / Social 

2.  Two secondary purposes Freight / Tourism / Social 

 
 

5(b)   INFLUENCING FACTORS – Regional Significance  (Please circle Yes or No) 
Please provide additional detail where appropriate 

1.   Community Significance Yes        No 

2.   Regional Significance Yes        No 

3.   State Significance Yes        No 

 
 
5(c)   INFLUENCING FACTORS – Economic  (Please circle Yes or No) 

Please provide additional detail where appropriate 
1.   Reduce delays and operating costs for heavy vehicles Yes        No 

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

3.   Facilitate a higher classification of freight movements Yes        No 

4a. Facilitate intermodal transport operations – Rail Yes        No 

4b. Facilitate intermodal transport operations – Sea Yes        No 

4c. Facilitate intermodal transport operations – Air Yes        No 

 



5(c)   INFLUENCING FACTORS – Economic  (Please circle Yes or No) - continued
Please provide additional detail where appropriate 

5.   Assist export of products by improving quality and reducing impacts of dust etc Yes        No 

6.   Provide direct access to new industrial precincts Yes        No 

7.   Benefit regional employment and sustain communities Yes        No 

8.   Assist attraction of economic investment to region Yes        No 

9.   Reduce the road maintenance effort Yes        No 

 
 

5(d)   INFLUENCING FACTORS – Access  (Please circle Yes or No) 
 Please provide additional detail where appropriate 

1.   Reduce traffic congestion Yes        No 

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

3.   Provide a higher standard alternative route Yes        No 

4.   Complement the existing arterial road network Yes        No 

5.   Provide improved access to key population centres Yes        No 

6.   Ensure communities are not isolated by flooding Yes        No 

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

8.   Provide all weather access Yes        No 

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

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

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

 

 



5(e)   INFLUENCING FACTORS – Safety  (Please circle Yes or No) 
Please provide additional detail where appropriate 

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

2.   Contribute to safer travel and reduce accidents Yes        No 

3.   Provide safe overtaking opportunities and reduce frustration and fatigue Yes        No 

4.   Reduce exposure to travel risk Yes        No 

5.   Provide access for school buses Yes        No 

6.   Provide access for emergency services Yes        No 

7.   Remove traffic from city/town areas Yes        No 

8.   Reduce road roughness and potential dust hazards Yes        No 

9.   Reduce the impact of roadside hazards Yes        No 
 
5(f)   INFLUENCING FACTORS – Environmental  (Please circle Yes or No) 

Please provide additional detail where appropriate 
1a. Reduce environmental pollution – air Yes        No 

1b. Reduce environmental pollution – noise Yes        No 

1c. Reduce environmental pollution – water Yes        No 

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

3.   Reduce reliance on road transport and encourage other forms of transport Yes        No 

 
 

 



 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

ATTACHMENTS - 
 
 
 

SUPPORTING INFORMATION 
 
 
 

LOCALITY MAP 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 

ATTACHMENT – SUPPORTING INFORMATION 
 

SPECIAL LOCAL ROADS PROGRAMME 
Road Name:  Poltalloch Road 
Total length  17.6 kms 
Background: 
Poltalloch Road is the only road that runs from the Princes Highway, near 
Ashville, to the Narrung Ferry.  The road traverses the edge of Lake 
Alexandrina, ending at the ferry crossing which crosses the Narrows which 
forms the junction of Lake Albert and Lake Alexandrina. 
Poltalloch Road is an open surfaced road with an average rubbled width of 
approximately 8 metres.  The road is generally rough and potholed and is 
particularly slippery and dangerous in wet weather.  The road requires 
constant maintenance. 
The road is low in parts and it is necessary to raise the existing broad levels 
by up to 500 mm. in some sections if it were to be sealed.  
Annual maintenance costs for Poltalloch Road average $20,734 which is 
attributable to the poor road building material available and the low lying 
nature of the existing road. 
In recognition of the importance of this road and the heavier traffic densities 
carried by the eastern section of the road, Coorong District Council has 
constructed and sealed 3 kms of Poltalloch Road, commencing at the 
intersection of the Princes Highway.  This occurred during October/November 
2005.  This is part of the section of road which carries the heaviest traffic 
volumes with recent traffic counts indicating 132 vehicle movements on 
average every 24 hours.  The count occurred during mid winter when tourist 
traffic is at its lowest. 
There are approximately 80 vehicle movements on average every 24 hours at 
the Ferry end of Poltalloch Road. 
It is anticipated this number will increase by up to 50% as a result of sealing. 
During the peak holiday season traffic is a lot higher. 
Poltalloch Road services a number of dairies, farming land, fishermen, tourist 
traffic and the settlements of Narrung and Raukkan. 
Poltalloch Road is the main link between those people travelling from 
Adelaide to the start of the Coorong, on the Narrung Peninsula. 
While the area boasts many dairy farms it is also has a significant tourist 
potential which has only partially been realised.  Without the sealing of 
Poltalloch Road this area will always remain under utilised as a tourist 
destination. 
Features on the road include: 

• the heritage listed Poltalloch Homestead, which offers a wide range of 
accommodation and activities on the banks of Lake Alexandrina  

• the Point Malcolm Lighthouse, the only inland lighthouse in South 
Australia 

• The Narrung Ferry 
 

ATTACHMENT – SUPPORTING INFORMATION 



 

 
These are tourist features in themselves.  However, coupled with: 

• the heritage town of Raukkan, which houses the aboriginal community 
of Point McLeay and which boasts the church on the $50 note,  

• the start of the Coorong accessible by a number of short roads from the 
Narrung peninsula. 

• The abundant wildlife including pelicans that can be seen at close 
range 

The Narrung Peninsula has untapped tourism potential. 
The community of Raukkan are keen to increase tourism and to capitalise on 
the benefits should Poltalloch Road be upgraded. 
At present bus tours use the sealed road from Meningie to access Long Point 
where tourists alight onto a boat to travel from the Coorong to Goolwa.  These 
tours bypass Poltalloch Road and Narrung because of the condition of 
Poltalloch. 
Poltalloch Road is also a very important link to service the mix of primary 
industry and tourism that comprises the economic base for the district. 
The reconstruction and sealing of Poltalloch Road will provide a safe, 
convenient and direct access link to the Princes Highway and to Adelaide. 
Proposed Works: 
The length of road remaining to be constructed and sealed is approximately 
14.6 kms. 
It is proposed to seal the road to 7.0 m width with minimum 1.4 m wide 
shoulders on each side.  It is proposed that the project will be staged over a 
number of years, depending on available resources.  However, for the 
purpose of this application it has been assumed approximately 5 kms will be 
constructed and sealed each year.  In this regard the project will take three (3) 
years to complete. 
Based on present costs it is estimated that the total construction and sealing 
of Poltalloch Road will be approximately $1,343,700. 
 
Project Justification: 
This project will: 

• While providing significant benefits at a local level, this project will 
provide greater benefit at a state level due to the interest the Coorong 
attracts nationally and internationally.  A better Poltalloch Road will be 
in line with recent moves to make the Coorong one of the better known 
“Secrets of South Australia”. 

• Encourage tourists to spend an additional 3 plus hours in the area, 
which will translate into extra overnight stops and extra money being 
spent in the area. 

• Reduce transport costs as well as wear on the roads with resulting 
industry and community savings. 

• Reduce vehicle maintenance costs, reduce travel distances and 
contribute to fewer accidents. 
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ATTACHMENT – LOCALITY MAP 

 
 

 
 

POTALLOCH ROAD 
 

Map 
 

 
 

Map Zoom: 32700 m 
 

 

 

Disclaimer Coorong Regional Council Details 
Whilst every effort is made to ensure the 
information provided is accurate, The Coorong 
Council accepts no responsibility for inaccuracies 
that may occur. 
 
Where appropriate, Council advises that a 
registered surveyor should be engaged to 
determine the exact location of property 
boundaries. 

Postal Address: PO Box 28 Meningie  SA  5264 
E-Mail: council @coorong.sa.gov.au 
 
Meningie Office: 49 Princes Hwy, Meningie  SA  5264 Phone (08) 85751008 Fax (08) 85751516 
Tailem Bend Office: 95 Railway Terrace, Tailem Bend  SA  5260 Phone (08) 85723611 Fax (08) 85723822 
Tintinara Office: 37 Becker Terrace Tintinara  SA  5266 Phone (08) 87572100 Fax (08) 87572222 

 
 

 



 

 

 

District Council of  
Karoonda East Murray 

 

 

 



 

 
KAROONDA BOWHILL ROAD 

 
Road Length – 37 kilometres of presently open surface rubble road.  Route 
being Karoonda to Perponda via Waikerie Road, Schiller Road, Rosenzweig 
Road and then Bowhill Road.   
 
Road to be sealed to a 7 metre width constructing on existing rubble base.  Over 
a period of years sections of these roads have been reconstructed but will still 
require some work using crushed rubble to enable sealing to take place.   
 
The road is generally in good condition with some sections where the rubble 
depth is thin prone to potholing.  It is an all weather surface taking traffic during 
summer and winter.   
 
Role & Function of the Road – A combination of uses but primarily freight and 
social.  It is also used as a route as a mean of accessing the River Murray at 
Bowhill and therefore could be deemed tourist.   
 
This road completes the north south corridor from Bowhill through to Karoonda 
and then to Yumali to interstate.  Produce is transported from Bowhill via this 
route.   
 
Definitive volumes are not available at time of writing and vary from season to 
season.   
 
Unfortunately there is an absence of surrounding rail networks which continues 
to place pressure on this road network for both grain haulage and other freight.   
 
Sealing of this road will provide a number of benefits.  Reduced travel time for 
both local and importantly freight transport.  Added to the will be improved 
safety with dust reduction.  Please also note that a large portion of the road is 
also used as a School Bus Route.   
 
Estimated cost of constructing and sealing the road to a seven metre seal is 
estimated at $2,220,000 dollars.  However with increasing fuel prices and the 
flow on to other products including road sealing products this is very much an 
estimate.   



 

 

 

District Council of  
Loxton Waikerie 

 

 

 



 1. Proposal 
 The District Council of Loxton Waikerie hereby submits the Maggea Road 

and Mantung Road as part of a link between Waikerie and Mindarie for 
consideration as a major priority for inclusion in the Murray and Mallee 
Regional Transport Strategy. 

 
 The two roads covering a distance of 46,000 metres has been identified as 

a significant link between Waikerie and the Australian Zircon Mine at 
Mindarie. The link also provides safe vehicular access from the Mallee 
Region to hospitals and schools in Waikerie and also safe access for 
school teachers travelling from Waikerie to the East Murray Area School. 

 
 2. Existing Conditions 
 The Maggea Road and Mantung Road are both unsealed roads covering a 

combined length of 46 kilometres and a carriageway width of between 7 
and 8 metres. 

 
 The pavement varies over the total length but the overall surface quality is 

reasonable but deteriorates during periods of high seasonal heavy 
transport. The roads contain section with poor geometric design and 
inadequate horizontal and vertical alignment. 

 
 3. Road Function 
 The roads cater for heavy seasonal grain traffic but also act as a social link 

to medical centres, hospitals, schools and sport/recreational facilities. 
 
 The road link is considered to be of regional significance, being a local 

major collector link, but apart from the social aspect would provide a 
significant link between the Australian Zircon Mine at Mindarie to the gas 
pipeline at Maggea and also to the Sturt Highway at Waikerie. 

 
 The road link currently carries approximately 150 vehicles per day with an 

average of 30% being freight vehicles. The road would link the Sturt 
Highway at Waikerie to the Karoonda Highway at Mindarie and provide 
opportunities to move freight by road to a rail terminal at Mindarie. 

 
 4. Benefits 
 Once constructed the road link will facilitate safe access for all road users, 

reducing conflict between passenger and freight movements and reducing 
travel time. The sealed surface will alleviate dust problems and 
significantly reduce maintenance costs. 

 
 5. Impacts 
 Minimal native vegetation clearance will be required and could be removed 

in accordance with Council’s Roadside Vegetation Management Plan. 
 
 
 
 
 



 6. Project Support 
 The project has the support of Elected Council Members (Minutes 

attached) 
 
 7. Not Applicable 
 
 8. Not Applicable 
 
 9. Project Cost Attached 
 
 10. For Investigation 
 
 11. Locality Plan and photographs have been included 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



LOCAL GOVERNMENT TRANSPORT ADVISORY 
PANEL 

STANDARD FUNDING APPLICATION 
SPECIAL LOCAL ROADS PROGRAM – 2005/06 

 
(Please complete this form using the GUIDELINES attached and also available 

at www.lga.sa.gov.au/goto/lgtap) 
 

1.  PROJECT SUMMARY  (Please complete all details in this box) 
 

Regional LGA Murray and Mallee Local Government 
Association 

Council Name District Council of Loxton Waikerie 

Road Name Waikerie-Mindarie incorporating Maggea 
Road and Mantung Roads 

Timeframe 5 years 

 

 2005/06 
Application 

Project 
Total 

Estimated Cost  ($)  4,800,000 
Length of Road (Km)  46 

% Gap Closed 
(Refer to Section 4 of Guidelines) 

 95 

Amount Sought  ($)  3,200,000 

Council Contribution  ($)  1,600,000 
 
 

2(a).  BRIEF DESCRIPTION OF WORKS TO BE UNDERTAKEN 
 
  

The proposed works will involve the reconstruction of 46 kilometres to a 
width of 10 metres and a two coat 14mm/7mm bituminous seal applied to 
a width of 7 metres. Construction works would incorporate changes to 
horizontal and vertical alignment meeting required geometric design 
standards. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 

 



2(b).  PROJECT SUITABILITY CHECKLIST FOR LGTAP CONSIDERATION 
 
1.  If not covered in sections 1 or 2(a) above, please outline justification 

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

  
 Refer comments attached. 
 

2.  A map showing the location of the project has been included.    
 Yes / No 
   
3.  If not considered in (1) on the previous page, please describe the 

nature and extent of the project, highlighting the principle aspects 
and ensure that the application is submitted under the ‘fit for purpose 
categories of freight, tourism and social. 

 
 Refer comments attached. 

 

 



 

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

 
 Refer comments attached. 
 
 5.  Has the proposal been developed in concert with other Councils or 

other bodies and a Council contribution promised?      
 Yes / No 
 
6.  Is this an ongoing SLRP project?  If so, please indicate when the 

project was previously funded under the SLRP and the status of that 
project.  
 

 Not commences 
   
_____________________________________________________________ 
Declaration: This project has been identified as a priority through a Strategic 
Transport Plan and Council(s) acknowledge that by signing below they agree 
to make a financial contribution to this project. 
 
Signed: . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . Date: . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

Print Name: . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  



PURPOSE/CATEGORY AND TRAFFIC FACTORS 
(Refer to Sections 3 and 4 of Guidelines) 

 
 
3.  PURPOSE/CATEGORY  (Please circle appropriate purpose of road) 
 
Primary Purpose: Freight Tourism Social 

Secondary Purpose: Freight Tourism Social 

Tertiary Purpose: Freight Tourism       Social 

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

Freight  Tourism  

Commercial Yes  No 4 Wheel Drive Yes  No 

B-Double Yes  No General Passenger Yes  No 

Road Train Yes  No Commercial/Bus Yes  No 

Overmass/Overdimension Yes  No Bicycle Route Yes  No 

Social    

General Passenger Yes  No   

Commercial/Bus Yes  No   

Bicycle Route Yes  No   

(Please circle where applicable) 

Built Environment Built Up Not Built up  

Surface Type Surfaced Not Surfaced  
 
 
4.  TRAFFIC FACTORS  (Please complete details for each box) 
 
Traffic Volume  (aadt) 150 Heavy Vehicle Loading  (esa) 30% (Higher Seasonal) 

Presence of Parking/Cyclists Yes  No Speed Environment  80 Km/hr 
 

 



“FIT FOR PURPOSE” STANDARDS 
(Refer to Section 4 of Guidelines) 

 
 
4.  STANDARDS   (Please complete details for each box) 

 

   
Current 

 
Proposed after project 

completion 

Design Speed   (km/hr) 60-80 100 

Avg Flow Speed    (km/hr) 80 100 

 

Speed Environment 

Avg Flow  (Peak)    (km/hr) 80 100 

Carriageway Width    (m) 8.0 9.0 

Carriageway Width    (m) - - 

Lane Width    (m) 4.0 3.5 

Shoulder Width    (m) - 1.0 

 

 

Dimensions 

Height Clearance    (m) N/A  

Horizontal Curve Radius    (m) Various 400 (min) 

Vertical Grade    (%) 6 6 

Intersection Turning Radius    (m) 12.0 12.5 

Roundabout Lane Width    (m) N/A N/A 

 

 

Geometry 

Roundabout Radius    (m) N/A  

Pavement Deflection    (mm) Various 1.6 

Road Quality  (category A, B, C, D) N/A N/A 

Bridge/Culvert Mass Limit    (tonnes) N/A N/A 

 

Strength/Durability 

Surface Roughness    (counts/km) Various 90 

 

 



INFLUENCING FACTORS 
(Refer to Section 5 of Guidelines) 

 
5(a)   INFLUENCING FACTORS – Does the road offer one or more secondary purposes in addition to the primary purpose?    
 (If yes, please indicate Freight, Tourism or Social).  
  Please provide additional detail where appropriate. 

1.  One secondary purpose Freight/Tourism/Social 

2.  Two secondary purposes Freight/Tourism/Social 

 
 

5(b)   INFLUENCING FACTORS – Regional Significance  (Please circle Yes or No) 
Please provide additional detail where appropriate 

1.   Community Significance Yes  No 

2.   Regional Significance Yes  No 

3.   State Significance Yes  No 

 
 
5(c)   INFLUENCING FACTORS – Economic  (Please circle Yes or No) 

Please provide additional detail where appropriate 
1.   Reduce delays and operating costs for heavy vehicles Yes  No 

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

3.   Facilitate a higher classification of freight movements Yes  No 

4a. Facilitate intermodal transport operations – Rail Yes  No 

4b. Facilitate intermodal transport operations – Sea Yes  No 

4c. Facilitate intermodal transport operations – Air Yes  No 

 



5(c)   INFLUENCING FACTORS – Economic  (Please circle Yes or No) - continued
Please provide additional detail where appropriate 

5.   Assist export of products by improving quality and reducing impacts of dust etc Yes  No 

6.   Provide direct access to new industrial precincts Yes  No 

7.   Benefit regional employment and sustain communities Yes  No 

8.   Assist attraction of economic investment to region Yes  No 

9.   Reduce the road maintenance effort Yes  No 

 
 

5(d)   INFLUENCING FACTORS – Access  (Please circle Yes or No) 
 Please provide additional detail where appropriate 

1.   Reduce traffic congestion Yes  No 

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

3.   Provide a higher standard alternative route Yes  No 

4.   Complement the existing arterial road network Yes  No 

5.   Provide improved access to key population centres Yes  No 

6.   Ensure communities are not isolated by flooding Yes  No 

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

8.   Provide all weather access Yes  No 

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

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

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

 

 



5(e)   INFLUENCING FACTORS – Safety  (Please circle Yes or No) 
Please provide additional detail where appropriate 

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

2.   Contribute to safer travel and reduce accidents Yes  No 

3.   Provide safe overtaking opportunities and reduce frustration and fatigue Yes  No 

4.   Reduce exposure to travel risk Yes  No 

5.   Provide access for school buses Yes  No 

6.   Provide access for emergency services Yes  No 

7.   Remove traffic from city/town areas Yes  No 

8.   Reduce road roughness and potential dust hazards Yes  No 

9.   Reduce the impact of roadside hazards Yes  No 
 
5(f)   INFLUENCING FACTORS – Environmental  (Please circle Yes or No) 

Please provide additional detail where appropriate 
1a. Reduce environmental pollution – air Yes 

1b. Reduce environmental pollution – noise Yes 

1c. Reduce environmental pollution – water Yes  No 

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

3.   Reduce reliance on road transport and encourage other forms of transport Yes  No 

 

 





 

 

 

Mid Murray Council  

 

 

 





 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 







 

 

 

Rural City of Murray Bridge 

 

 

 



m

                                   CRITERIA     Rathjen  Road   Brinkley  Road        Kepa  Road         O D 4 Route   Flagstaff  Road Jarvis/Hoadville Road     Bowhill  Road    Harrogate  Road     Monarto  Road
1. Description of the philosophy (or reasons) behind the proposal It is a major collector Main arterial road Major Local road Main overmass and Main arterial road Major local road that Main arterial route Major local road Major local road
for which funding is being sought road to the township that connects to the connecting to Tailem overdimensional that connects to the connects to Flagstaff that connects to that comnnects that comnnects 

of Mypolonga Wellington Langhorne Bend. Used as freight route thro M'Bridge Wellington Langhorne road. Used as freight Karoonda Road and Monarto to Murray Monarto to Murray
Creek road route for grain Creek road route for grain Mid Murray region Bridge Bridge

2. Description of Existing Conditions of road i.e. 
width /length 8.0metres/ 6.8 kms 7.0 metres// 20.1kms 7.2 metres// 14.2 kms 10 metre/ 6.8 kms 7.0 metres / 17 kms 7.0 metres / 18.5 kms 7.0 metres/ 24.6 kms 6.0 metres/ 16.2 kms 6.5 metres/ 10.3 kms
sealed 0 20.1kms 7.4 kms 6.8kms 5.0 kms 7.2 kms 24.6 kms 0.6 kms 1.2 kms
unsealed 6.8kms 0 6.8 kms 0 12.0 kms 11.3kms 15.6 kms 9.1 kms
horizontal/vertical alignment
width & quality of shoulder 1.0 metres 1.5 metres 1.0 metre 2.0 metres 1.5 metres 1.0metre 1.5 metres 1.0 metre 1.5 metres
surface condition Fair Good Fair Fair Fair/ Poor in sections
accident statistics 1990 - 2000 1 39 4 63 7 1 3 1 0

2000 - 2005 2 28 0 31 2 0 7 1 3
        Total Casualities 1 33 2 38 5 0 3 2 2
        Total Fatalities 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0

3. State the role and function of the road e.g
freight / tourist / social route or combination freight and social freight and tourist freight and social Freight and social Freight (Piggery) Freight (livestock & Freight and social Social and tourism Social and tourism

agricultural produce)
Significance to the region ( regional, sub regional or local) Sub regional Sub regional Local Local Sub regional Local Sub regional Local Local
Classification of road within Council's road hierarchy i.e. major major collector road Arterial road Major local road Major collector road Arterial road Major local road Arterial road Major Local Road Major local road
collector , local access road )
linkage the connection provides between destinations Murray Bridge and Murray Bridge and Murray Bridge South Eastern Murray Bridge and Jervois Murray Bridge and Monarto to Murray Monarto to Murray

Mypolonga Langhorne Creek Freeway and Mannu Langhorne Creek Mannum Bridge Bridge
Road

Compatibility of road within the surrounding arterial road network Fair Good Fair Good Poor in sections Poor in sections Fair Poor in sections Fair

4.Provide detailed benefit of the proposed work to :
reduced travel time Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
improved safety / reduced conflict Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
reduced dust Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
reduced maintenance cost Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes

5. Impacts of proposed work
land acquisition Not required Not required Not required Not required Not required Not required Not required Not required Not required
tree removal Very minimal None Very minimal None Very minimal Very minimal None Very minimal Very minimal

6. Has support of both Council staff and elected members Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes

7. Consultation undertaken with relevant stakeholders No No No No Yes Yes No Yes Yes

8. Environmental impact i.e. fauna/flora, noise, heritage ,etc. Nothing significant None Nothing significant None Nothing significant Nothing significant None Nothing significant Nothing significant

9. Total cost and the level of road standard that the upgrade will Approx. $620,000 at Approx. $230,000 at Approx. $615,000 at Approx. $ 1.8 million Approx. $620,000 at Approx. $950,000 at Approx. $280,000 for Approx.$1.1million at Approx. $900,000 at
achieve current cost. current cost for the current cost. Pavement/drainage current cost. current cost. the resealing of the current cost. current cost.

Road standard will be resealing of about Road standard will be standards need to be Road standard will be Road standard will be approx.10 kms of the Road standard will be Road standard will be
improved to a "fit 8kms of the road improved to a "fit upgraded to cater for improved to a "fit improved to a "fit road that is in a poor improved to a "fit improved to a "fit
for purpose standard" which is in a poor for purpose standard" heavy vehicles for purpose standard" for purpose standard" state. for purpose standard" for purpose standard"

state.
10. Traffic volumes (AADT) 58 1100 53 2293 81 38 73 75 91
Percentage of Heavy Vehicles 1.80% 3.10% 3.20% 5.50% 11.90% 10.80% 3.10% 2.40% 3.00%



 

 

 

Southern Mallee  
District Council 

 

 

 























































































 

 

 

Appendix C 

Stage 1 assessments 

 

 



MURRAY & MALLEE LOCAL GOVERNMENT REGIONAL TRANSPORT STRATEGY
MULTI-CRITERIA ANALYSIS

COUNCIL NAME: Berri Barmera Council
Road Name: Berri-Monash Road (Jury Road) Moritz Road Puddleton Road, Winkie Katarapko Road, Winkie Loveday Road, Loveday

Length of Road (km) 5.6 - - - -
Primary Purpose: Freight - Social Social Social

Traffic Volume (AADT): 1645 - - - -
% Gap Closed: 100 - - - -

Cost to Close Gap: - - - - -
Benefit 

Influencing 
Factor

Weighting (%) Stage 1 - Specific Criteria Specific 
Score Weighted Score Weighted Score Weighted Score Weighted Score Weighted Score

No Secondary Purpose 0.0 or - - - - -
1 Secondary Purpose 5.0 or - - - - 5.0
2 Secondary Purpose 10.0 10.0 10.0 10.0 10.0 -
Community Significance 8.0 or - - 8.0 8.0 8.0
Regional Significance 16.0 or 16.0 16.0 - - -
State Significance 25.0 - - - - -
Road User Benefit
  reduce delays and operating costs for heavy vehicles? 1.0 1.0 1.0 - - 1.0
  provide direct access to major industrial developments,  freight generators and 
specific facilities such as grain silos,  wineries, processing plants, etc? 1.0 1.0 1.0 - - 0.5
  facilitate a higher classification of freight movements (eg  commercial to B-Double) 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 -
  facilitate intermodal transport operations - rail, sea and air? 1.0 - - - - -
  assist export of products by improving quality and reducing impacts of dust etc? 1.0 - - - - -
  provide direct access to new industrial precincts? 1.0 - - - - -
Community Benefit
  benefit regional employment and sustain communities? 3.5 - 3.5 - - -
assist attraction of economic investment of the region? 3.5 - - - - -
Road Owner Benefit
  reduce the road maintenance effort? 7.0 7.0 3.5 3.5 3.5 3.5
Reduce traffic congestion 1.0 - - - - -
Link areas of particular land uses to strategic routes 2.0 2.0 2.0 - - -
Provide a higher standard alternative route 2.0 1.0 - 2.0 2.0 -
Complement the existing arterial road network 2.0 2.0 - 2.0 2.0 -
Provide improved access to key population centres 2.0 2.0 - 1.0 1.0 -
Ensure communities are not dislocated by flooding 2.0 - - - - -
Act as a collector road for local or heavy traffic 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0
Provide all weather access 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0
Provide access to other types of transport - Bus, Rail and Air 1.0 - - - - -
Reduce conflicts between tourist, freight and commuter traffic 3.0 - - - - -
Contribute to safer travel and reduce accidents 2.0 2.0 1.0 2.0 2.0 2.0
Provide safe overtaking opportunities and reduce frustration and fatigue 3.0 3.0 - - - -
Reduce exposure to travel risk 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0
Provide access for school buses 2.0 2.0 - 2.0 2.0 2.0
Provide access for emergency services 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0
Remove traffic from city/town areas 2.0 - - - - -
Reduce road roughness and potential dust hazards 2.0 2.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0
Reduce the impact of roadside hazards 2.0 2.0 1.0 2.0 2.0 2.0
Reduce environmental pollution - Air, Noise and Water 3.0 - - - - -
Minimise impact of heavy vehicles on local community 4.0 - - - - -
Reduce reliance on road transport and encourage other forms of transport 3.0 - - - - -

TOTAL 100 100 61.0 48.0 41.5 41.5 32.0

Environmental 
Benefits

10

Access Benefits 15

Safety Benefits 20

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

Secondary 
Purpose

10

Regional 
Significance

25

Economic 
Benefits

6

7

7



MURRAY & MALLEE LOCAL GOVERNMENT REGIONAL TRANSPORT STRATEGY
MULTI-CRITERIA ANALYSIS

COUNCIL NAME: Berri Barmera Council
Road Name:

Length of Road (km)
Primary Purpose:

Traffic Volume (AADT):
% Gap Closed:

Cost to Close Gap:
Benefit 

Influencing 
Factor

Weighting (%) Stage 1 - Specific Criteria Specific 
Score

No Secondary Purpose 0.0 or
1 Secondary Purpose 5.0 or
2 Secondary Purpose 10.0
Community Significance 8.0 or
Regional Significance 16.0 or
State Significance 25.0
Road User Benefit
  reduce delays and operating costs for heavy vehicles? 1.0
  provide direct access to major industrial developments,  freight generators and 
specific facilities such as grain silos,  wineries, processing plants, etc? 1.0
  facilitate a higher classification of freight movements (eg  commercial to B-Double) 1.0
  facilitate intermodal transport operations - rail, sea and air? 1.0
  assist export of products by improving quality and reducing impacts of dust etc? 1.0
  provide direct access to new industrial precincts? 1.0
Community Benefit
  benefit regional employment and sustain communities? 3.5
assist attraction of economic investment of the region? 3.5
Road Owner Benefit
  reduce the road maintenance effort? 7.0
Reduce traffic congestion 1.0
Link areas of particular land uses to strategic routes 2.0
Provide a higher standard alternative route 2.0
Complement the existing arterial road network 2.0
Provide improved access to key population centres 2.0
Ensure communities are not dislocated by flooding 2.0
Act as a collector road for local or heavy traffic 2.0
Provide all weather access 1.0
Provide access to other types of transport - Bus, Rail and Air 1.0
Reduce conflicts between tourist, freight and commuter traffic 3.0
Contribute to safer travel and reduce accidents 2.0
Provide safe overtaking opportunities and reduce frustration and fatigue 3.0
Reduce exposure to travel risk 2.0
Provide access for school buses 2.0
Provide access for emergency services 2.0
Remove traffic from city/town areas 2.0
Reduce road roughness and potential dust hazards 2.0
Reduce the impact of roadside hazards 2.0
Reduce environmental pollution - Air, Noise and Water 3.0
Minimise impact of heavy vehicles on local community 4.0
Reduce reliance on road transport and encourage other forms of transport 3.0

TOTAL 100 100

Environmental 
Benefits

10

Access Benefits 15

Safety Benefits 20

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

Secondary 
Purpose

10

Regional 
Significance

25

Economic 
Benefits

6

7

7

Nookamka Terrace, Barmera Hoskin Road, Berri Coates Road, Cobdogla Schnell Road (connects Cobdogla 
and Loveday)

- 4.27 - -
Social Freight Social Freight

- 325 - -
- 100 - -
- - - -

Weighted Score Weighted Score Weighted Score Weighted Score

- - - -
- 5.0 5.0 -

10.0 - - 10.0
8.0 - - 8.0
- 16.0 8.0 -
- - - -

- 1.0 - 1.0

1.0 1.0 - 1.0
- 1.0 - -
- - - -
- - - 1.0
- - - -

- - - 2.2
- 2.0 - -

3.5 3.5 3.5 3.5
- - - -

2.0 2.0 - 2.0
2.0 2.0 - -
2.0 2.0 - 2.0
2.0 - - 1.4
- - - -

2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0
1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0
1.0 - - -
1.0 3.0 - -
2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0
- - - -

2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0
2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0
2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0
- 2.0 - -

1.0 2.0 1.0 1.0
2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0
- 1.0 - 1.0
- 4.0 - -
- - - -

46.5 60.5 30.5 47.1



MURRAY & MALLEE LOCAL GOVERNMENT REGIONAL TRANSPORT STRATEGY
MULTI-CRITERIA ANALYSIS

COUNCIL NAME: Coorong District Council
Road Name: Poltalloch Road Tailem Bend  - Township bypass Boundary Road (Between Tailem 

Bend and Mannum)
Loveday Bay Road Karoonda - Yumali Road

Length of Road (km) 18 - 16.0 21.0 52.0
Primary Purpose: Freight Freight Freight Freight Freight

Traffic Volume (AADT): 132 (during winter) - - - -
% Gap Closed: - - - - -

Cost to Close Gap: - - - - -
Benefit 

Influencing 
Factor

Weighting (%) Specific Criteria Specific 
Score Weighted Score Weighted Score Weighted Score Weighted Score Weighted Score

No Secondary Purpose 0.0 or - - - - -
1 Secondary Purpose 5.0 or - - 5.0 5.0 5.0
2 Secondary Purpose 10.0 10.0 10.0 - - -
Community Significance 8.0 or 8.0 8.0 8.0 8.0 -
Regional Significance 16.0 or - - - - 16.0
State Significance 25.0 - - - - -
Road User Benefit
  reduce delays and operating costs for heavy vehicles? 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 - 1.0
  provide direct access to major industrial developments,  freight generators and 
specific facilities such as grain silos,  wineries, processing plants, etc? 1.0 1.0 - - - 1.0
  facilitate a higher classification of freight movements (eg  commercial to B-Double) 1.0 1.0 - 1.0 - 1.0
  facilitate intermodal transport operations - rail, sea and air? 1.0 - - 1.0 - 1.0
  assist export of products by improving quality and reducing  impacts of dust etc? 1.0 1.0 - - - -
  provide direct access to new industrial precincts? 1.0 0.7 - - - -
Community Benefit
  benefit regional employment and sustain communities? 3.5 - - - - 3.5
assist attraction of economic investment of the region? 3.5 3.5 3.5 - - -
Road Owner Benefit
  reduce the road maintenance effort? 7.0 4.0 3.5 3.5 3.5 3.5
Reduce traffic congestion 1.0 - 1.0 1.0 - -
Link areas of particular land uses to strategic routes 2.0 2.0 2.0 - 2.0 2.0
Provide a higher standard alternative route 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0
Complement the existing arterial road network 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 - 2.0
Provide improved access to key population centres 2.0 2.0 - 2.0 - -
Ensure communities are not dislocated by flooding 2.0 1.5 - - - -
Act as a collector road for local or heavy traffic 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0
Provide all weather access 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0
Provide access to other types of transport - Bus, Rail and Air 1.0 - - 1.0 - 1.0
Reduce conflicts between tourist, freight and commuter traffic 3.0 - 3.0 3.0 - 3.0
Contribute to safer travel and reduce accidents 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0
Provide safe overtaking opportunities and reduce frustration and fatigue 3.0 1.5 3.0 3.0 - 3.0
Reduce exposure to travel risk 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0
Provide access for school buses 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 - 2.0
Provide access for emergency services 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0
Remove traffic from city/town areas 2.0 - 2.0 - - -
Reduce road roughness and potential dust hazards 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0
Reduce the impact of roadside hazards 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0
Reduce environmental pollution - Air, Noise and Water 3.0 3.0 3.0 1.0 1.0 -
Minimise impact of heavy vehicles on local community 4.0 - 4.0 4.0 - -
Reduce reliance on road transport and encourage other forms of transport 3.0 - - - - -

TOTAL 100 100 59.2 63.0 53.5 34.5 60.0

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

Secondary 
Purpose
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Access Benefits 15

Safety Benefits 20



MURRAY & MALLEE LOCAL GOVERNMENT REGIONAL TRANSPORT STRATEGY
MULTI-CRITERIA ANALYSIS

COUNCIL NAME: Coorong District Council
Road Name:

Length of Road (km)
Primary Purpose:

Traffic Volume (AADT):
% Gap Closed:

Cost to Close Gap:
Benefit 

Influencing 
Factor

Weighting (%) Specific Criteria Specific 
Score

No Secondary Purpose 0.0 or
1 Secondary Purpose 5.0 or
2 Secondary Purpose 10.0
Community Significance 8.0 or
Regional Significance 16.0 or
State Significance 25.0
Road User Benefit
  reduce delays and operating costs for heavy vehicles? 1.0
  provide direct access to major industrial developments,  freight generators and 
specific facilities such as grain silos,  wineries, processing plants, etc? 1.0
  facilitate a higher classification of freight movements (eg  commercial to B-Double) 1.0
  facilitate intermodal transport operations - rail, sea and air? 1.0
  assist export of products by improving quality and reducing  impacts of dust etc? 1.0
  provide direct access to new industrial precincts? 1.0
Community Benefit
  benefit regional employment and sustain communities? 3.5
assist attraction of economic investment of the region? 3.5
Road Owner Benefit
  reduce the road maintenance effort? 7.0
Reduce traffic congestion 1.0
Link areas of particular land uses to strategic routes 2.0
Provide a higher standard alternative route 2.0
Complement the existing arterial road network 2.0
Provide improved access to key population centres 2.0
Ensure communities are not dislocated by flooding 2.0
Act as a collector road for local or heavy traffic 2.0
Provide all weather access 1.0
Provide access to other types of transport - Bus, Rail and Air 1.0
Reduce conflicts between tourist, freight and commuter traffic 3.0
Contribute to safer travel and reduce accidents 2.0
Provide safe overtaking opportunities and reduce frustration and fatigue 3.0
Reduce exposure to travel risk 2.0
Provide access for school buses 2.0
Provide access for emergency services 2.0
Remove traffic from city/town areas 2.0
Reduce road roughness and potential dust hazards 2.0
Reduce the impact of roadside hazards 2.0
Reduce environmental pollution - Air, Noise and Water 3.0
Minimise impact of heavy vehicles on local community 4.0
Reduce reliance on road transport and encourage other forms of transport 3.0

TOTAL 100 100

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

Secondary 
Purpose

10

Regional 
Significance

25

Economic 
Benefits

6

7

7

Environmental 
Benefits

10

Access Benefits 15

Safety Benefits 20

Narrung Road Yumali-Meningie Road Granite Road Tintinarra-Woods Well Road Tintinara-Geranium Road 
(Tintinara Road)

8.0 43.0 6 (total), 4.21 to upgrade 41.0 44.0
Tourism Freight Tourism Freight Freight

- - 69.0 - -
- - - - -
- - - - -

Weighted Score Weighted Score Weighted Score Weighted Score Weighted Score

- - - - -
- 5.0 5.0 - -

10.0 - - 10.0 10.0
8.0 8.0 8.0 - -
- - - 12.0 12.0
- - - - -

- 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0

- - 1.0 1.0 1.0
1.0 1.0 1.0 - 1.0
0.4 - 1.0 0.7 0.7
- - 0.5 1.0 1.0
- - - - -

- - - - -
1.8 - - - -

3.5 3.5 3.5 2.3 3.5
- 0.5 1.0 - 0.5

2.0 2.0 - - -
- 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0

2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0
2.0 - 2.0 2.0 2.0
- - - - -

2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0
1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0
1.0 1.0 1.0 0.7 0.7
- 1.5 3.0 - 1.5

2.0 2.0 2.0 1.0 2.0
1.5 1.5 3.0 1.5 1.5
2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0
- - 2.0 2.0 2.0

2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0
2.0 - - - -
2.0 2.0 2.0 - 2.0
2.0 2.0 2.0 1.0 2.0
3.0 1.0 1.0 - 1.0
- - 4.0 - -
- - - - -

51.2 43.0 55.0 47.2 56.4



MURRAY & MALLEE LOCAL GOVERNMENT REGIONAL TRANSPORT STRATEGY
MULTI-CRITERIA ANALYSIS

COUNCIL NAME: District Council of Karoonda East Murray
Road Name: Karoonda to Tailem Bend Road Mindarie to Galga Road Karoonda - Yumali Road Karoonda - Bowhill Road Link between Mindarie and 

Southern Titanium
Length of Road (km) 5.2 29.0 52.0 37.0 20 (?)

Primary Purpose: Freight Freight Freight Freight Freight
Traffic Volume (AADT): - - - - -

% Gap Closed: - - - - -
Cost to Close Gap: - - - - -

Benefit 
Influencing 

Factor
Weighting (%) Specific Criteria Specific 

Score Weighted Score Weighted Score Weighted Score Weighted Score Weighted Score

No Secondary Purpose 0.0 or - - - - -
1 Secondary Purpose 5.0 or - 5.0 5.0 - 5.0
2 Secondary Purpose 10.0 10.0 - - 6.0 -
Community Significance 8.0 or - 8.0 - - -
Regional Significance 16.0 or - - 16.0 10.0 -
State Significance 25.0 25.0 - - - 20.0
Road User Benefit
  reduce delays and operating costs for heavy vehicles? 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0
  provide direct access to major industrial developments,  freight generators and 
specific facilities such as grain silos,  wineries, processing plants, etc? 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0
  facilitate a higher classification of freight movements (eg  commercial to B-Double) 1.0 - 1.0 1.0 1.0 -
  facilitate intermodal transport operations - rail, sea and air? 1.0 0.3 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0
  assist export of products by improving quality and reducing  impacts of dust etc? 1.0 0.4 - - 1.0 -
  provide direct access to new industrial precincts? 1.0 - - - - -
Community Benefit
  benefit regional employment and sustain communities? 3.5 3.5 - 3.5 3.5 3.5
assist attraction of economic investment of the region? 3.5 3.5 - - - -
Road Owner Benefit
  reduce the road maintenance effort? 7.0 7.0 3.5 3.5 3.5 3.5
Reduce traffic congestion 1.0 1.0 - - - -
Link areas of particular land uses to strategic routes 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0
Provide a higher standard alternative route 2.0 2.0 - 2.0 2.0 -
Complement the existing arterial road network 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0
Provide improved access to key population centres 2.0 2.0 - - - -
Ensure communities are not dislocated by flooding 2.0 - - - - -
Act as a collector road for local or heavy traffic 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0
Provide all weather access 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0
Provide access to other types of transport - Bus, Rail and Air 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0
Reduce conflicts between tourist, freight and commuter traffic 3.0 1.5 - 3.0 3.0 -
Contribute to safer travel and reduce accidents 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0
Provide safe overtaking opportunities and reduce frustration and fatigue 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0
Reduce exposure to travel risk 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0
Provide access for school buses 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0
Provide access for emergency services 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0
Remove traffic from city/town areas 2.0 - - - - -
Reduce road roughness and potential dust hazards 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0
Reduce the impact of roadside hazards 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0
Reduce environmental pollution - Air, Noise and Water 3.0 - - - - -
Minimise impact of heavy vehicles on local community 4.0 2.0 - - - -
Reduce reliance on road transport and encourage other forms of transport 3.0 - - - - 3.0

TOTAL 100 100 83.2 43.5 60.0 56.0 61.0

(Based on Guidelines developed through the Roads Infrastructure Database Project, for application for Special Local Roads Funding)
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MURRAY & MALLEE LOCAL GOVERNMENT REGIONAL TRANSPORT STRATEGY
MULTI-CRITERIA ANALYSIS

COUNCIL NAME: District Council of Karoonda East Murray
Road Name:

Length of Road (km)
Primary Purpose:

Traffic Volume (AADT):
% Gap Closed:

Cost to Close Gap:
Benefit 

Influencing 
Factor

Weighting (%) Specific Criteria Specific 
Score

No Secondary Purpose 0.0 or
1 Secondary Purpose 5.0 or
2 Secondary Purpose 10.0
Community Significance 8.0 or
Regional Significance 16.0 or
State Significance 25.0
Road User Benefit
  reduce delays and operating costs for heavy vehicles? 1.0
  provide direct access to major industrial developments,  freight generators and 
specific facilities such as grain silos,  wineries, processing plants, etc? 1.0
  facilitate a higher classification of freight movements (eg  commercial to B-Double) 1.0
  facilitate intermodal transport operations - rail, sea and air? 1.0
  assist export of products by improving quality and reducing  impacts of dust etc? 1.0
  provide direct access to new industrial precincts? 1.0
Community Benefit
  benefit regional employment and sustain communities? 3.5
assist attraction of economic investment of the region? 3.5
Road Owner Benefit
  reduce the road maintenance effort? 7.0
Reduce traffic congestion 1.0
Link areas of particular land uses to strategic routes 2.0
Provide a higher standard alternative route 2.0
Complement the existing arterial road network 2.0
Provide improved access to key population centres 2.0
Ensure communities are not dislocated by flooding 2.0
Act as a collector road for local or heavy traffic 2.0
Provide all weather access 1.0
Provide access to other types of transport - Bus, Rail and Air 1.0
Reduce conflicts between tourist, freight and commuter traffic 3.0
Contribute to safer travel and reduce accidents 2.0
Provide safe overtaking opportunities and reduce frustration and fatigue 3.0
Reduce exposure to travel risk 2.0
Provide access for school buses 2.0
Provide access for emergency services 2.0
Remove traffic from city/town areas 2.0
Reduce road roughness and potential dust hazards 2.0
Reduce the impact of roadside hazards 2.0
Reduce environmental pollution - Air, Noise and Water 3.0
Minimise impact of heavy vehicles on local community 4.0
Reduce reliance on road transport and encourage other forms of transport 3.0

TOTAL 100 100

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

Secondary 
Purpose

10

Regional 
Significance

25

Economic 
Benefits

6

7

7

Environmental 
Benefits

10

Access Benefits 15

Safety Benefits 20

Wanbi - Walkers Flat Road Karoonda - Murray Bridge Road 
(DTEI road)

Yumali-Bowhill Road

74.0 - -
Freight Freight Freight

- - -
- - -
- - -

Weighted Score Weighted Score Weighted Score

- - -
5.0 - 5.0
- 10.0 -

8.0 - 8.0
- - -
- 25.0 -

1.0 1.0 1.0

- 1.0 -
- - 1.0
- 0.2 -
- 1.0 -
- - -

- 3.5 -
- 3.5 -

3.5 7.0 3.5
- - -

2.0 2.0 2.0
- 2.0 2.0

2.0 2.0 2.0
- 2.0 -
- - -

2.0 2.0 2.0
1.0 1.0 1.0
- 1.0 -
- 1.5 1.5

2.0 2.0 2.0
1.5 3.0 1.5
2.0 2.0 2.0
2.0 2.0 -
2.0 2.0 2.0
- - -

2.0 2.0 2.0
2.0 2.0 2.0
- - 1.0
- 4.0 -
- - -

38.0 84.7 41.5



MURRAY & MALLEE LOCAL GOVERNMENT REGIONAL TRANSPORT STRATEGY
MULTI-CRITERIA ANALYSIS

COUNCIL NAME: District Council of Loxton Waikerie
Road Name: Sunlands Irrigation Area Crase Road (link for Southern 

Titanium Operations)
Lameroo - Alawoona Road Loxton - Tookeyerta Road 

(FUTURE ROAD)
Kelliher Road (Loxton Irrigation 

Area)
Length of Road (km) - 13.0 72.0 9.0 -

Primary Purpose: Freight Freight Freight Freight Freight
Traffic Volume (AADT): - - - - -

% Gap Closed: - - - - -
Cost to Close Gap: - - - - -

Benefit 
Influencing 

Factor
Weighting (%) Specific Criteria Specific 

Score Weighted Score Weighted Score Weighted Score Weighted Score Weighted Score

No Secondary Purpose 0.0 or - - - - -
1 Secondary Purpose 5.0 or 5.0 5.0 - 5.0 5.0
2 Secondary Purpose 10.0 - - 10.0 - -
Community Significance 8.0 or 8.0 - - - -
Regional Significance 16.0 or - - 16.0 - 8.0
State Significance 25.0 - 20.0 - 20.0 -
Road User Benefit
  reduce delays and operating costs for heavy vehicles? 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 - 1.0
  provide direct access to major industrial developments,  freight generators and 
specific facilities such as grain silos,  wineries, processing plants, etc? 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0
  facilitate a higher classification of freight movements (eg  commercial to B-Double) 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 - 1.0
  facilitate intermodal transport operations - rail, sea and air? 1.0 - 1.0 - 1.0 -
  assist export of products by improving quality and reducing  impacts of dust etc? 1.0 1.0 - - - 1.0
  provide direct access to new industrial precincts? 1.0 - - - - -
Community Benefit
  benefit regional employment and sustain communities? 3.5 3.5 3.5 - - 3.5
assist attraction of economic investment of the region? 3.5 3.5 - - - 3.5
Road Owner Benefit
  reduce the road maintenance effort? 7.0 3.5 3.5 3.5 3.5 3.5
Reduce traffic congestion 1.0 - - - - -
Link areas of particular land uses to strategic routes 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0
Provide a higher standard alternative route 2.0 - - 2.0 - -
Complement the existing arterial road network 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 -
Provide improved access to key population centres 2.0 - - 2.0 - -
Ensure communities are not dislocated by flooding 2.0 - 2.0 - - -
Act as a collector road for local or heavy traffic 2.0 - 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0
Provide all weather access 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0
Provide access to other types of transport - Bus, Rail and Air 1.0 - 1.0 1.0 1.0 -
Reduce conflicts between tourist, freight and commuter traffic 3.0 - - 1.5 - -
Contribute to safer travel and reduce accidents 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0
Provide safe overtaking opportunities and reduce frustration and fatigue 3.0 - 3.0 3.0 3.0 -
Reduce exposure to travel risk 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0
Provide access for school buses 2.0 2.0 - 2.0 2.0 -
Provide access for emergency services 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0
Remove traffic from city/town areas 2.0 - - - - -
Reduce road roughness and potential dust hazards 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 - 2.0
Reduce the impact of roadside hazards 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 - 2.0
Reduce environmental pollution - Air, Noise and Water 3.0 2.0 - - - 2.0
Minimise impact of heavy vehicles on local community 4.0 4.0 - - 4.0 -
Reduce reliance on road transport and encourage other forms of transport 3.0 - 3.0 - - -

TOTAL 100 100 50.5 62.0 61.0 53.5 44.5

(Based on Guidelines developed through the Roads Infrastructure Database Project, for application for Special Local Roads Funding)
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MURRAY & MALLEE LOCAL GOVERNMENT REGIONAL TRANSPORT STRATEGY
MULTI-CRITERIA ANALYSIS

COUNCIL NAME: District Council of Loxton Waikerie
Road Name:

Length of Road (km)
Primary Purpose:

Traffic Volume (AADT):
% Gap Closed:

Cost to Close Gap:
Benefit 

Influencing 
Factor

Weighting (%) Specific Criteria Specific 
Score

No Secondary Purpose 0.0 or
1 Secondary Purpose 5.0 or
2 Secondary Purpose 10.0
Community Significance 8.0 or
Regional Significance 16.0 or
State Significance 25.0
Road User Benefit
  reduce delays and operating costs for heavy vehicles? 1.0
  provide direct access to major industrial developments,  freight generators and 
specific facilities such as grain silos,  wineries, processing plants, etc? 1.0
  facilitate a higher classification of freight movements (eg  commercial to B-Double) 1.0
  facilitate intermodal transport operations - rail, sea and air? 1.0
  assist export of products by improving quality and reducing  impacts of dust etc? 1.0
  provide direct access to new industrial precincts? 1.0
Community Benefit
  benefit regional employment and sustain communities? 3.5
assist attraction of economic investment of the region? 3.5
Road Owner Benefit
  reduce the road maintenance effort? 7.0
Reduce traffic congestion 1.0
Link areas of particular land uses to strategic routes 2.0
Provide a higher standard alternative route 2.0
Complement the existing arterial road network 2.0
Provide improved access to key population centres 2.0
Ensure communities are not dislocated by flooding 2.0
Act as a collector road for local or heavy traffic 2.0
Provide all weather access 1.0
Provide access to other types of transport - Bus, Rail and Air 1.0
Reduce conflicts between tourist, freight and commuter traffic 3.0
Contribute to safer travel and reduce accidents 2.0
Provide safe overtaking opportunities and reduce frustration and fatigue 3.0
Reduce exposure to travel risk 2.0
Provide access for school buses 2.0
Provide access for emergency services 2.0
Remove traffic from city/town areas 2.0
Reduce road roughness and potential dust hazards 2.0
Reduce the impact of roadside hazards 2.0
Reduce environmental pollution - Air, Noise and Water 3.0
Minimise impact of heavy vehicles on local community 4.0
Reduce reliance on road transport and encourage other forms of transport 3.0

TOTAL 100 100

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

Secondary 
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10
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Quarry Road (Loxton Irrigation 
Area)

Henschke Road Waikerie-Mindarie (inc. Maggea & 
Mantung Roads)

- - 46.0
Freight Freight Freight

- - 150
- - 95.0
- - -

Weighted Score Weighted Score Weighted Score

- - -
5.0 - -
- - 7.0
- - -

8.0 12.0 -
- - 20.0

1.0 1.0 1.0

1.0 1.0 1.0
1.0 1.0 -
- 1.0 1.0

1.0 1.0 1.0
- - 1.0

3.5 - 3.5
3.5 3.5 3.5

3.5 3.5 3.5
- 1.0 -

2.0 2.0 2.0
- 1.4 1.5
- - 2.0
- - 2.0
- - -

2.0 2.0 2.0
1.0 1.0 1.0
- 1.0 -
- - -

2.0 2.0 2.0
- - 1.0

2.0 2.0 2.0
2.0 - 1.0
2.0 2.0 2.0
- 1.0 -

2.0 2.0 2.0
2.0 2.0 2.0
2.0 2.0 2.0
- 2.0 2.0
- - -

46.5 47.4 69.0



MURRAY & MALLEE LOCAL GOVERNMENT REGIONAL TRANSPORT STRATEGY
MULTI-CRITERIA ANALYSIS

COUNCIL NAME: Mid Murray Council
Road Name: Bower Boundary Road Cambrai - Black Hill Road East Front Road Murraylands Road (formally 

Blanchetown - Pellering Flat Road)

Length of Road (km) 60.2 17 15 78
Primary Purpose: Freight Freight Tourism Tourism

Traffic Volume (AADT): - 100-300 50-650 30-60
% Gap Closed: - - - -

Cost to Close Gap: - - - -
Benefit 

Influencing 
Factor

Weighting (%) Specific Criteria Specific 
Score Weighted Score Weighted Score Weighted Score Weighted Score

No Secondary Purpose 0.0 or - - - -
1 Secondary Purpose 5.0 or 5.0 5.0 - 5.0
2 Secondary Purpose 10.0 - - - -
Community Significance 8.0 or - 8.0 8.0 8.0
Regional Significance 16.0 or - - - -
State Significance 25.0 20.0 - - -
Road User Benefit
  reduce delays and operating costs for heavy vehicles? 1.0 1.0 1.0 - 1.0
  provide direct access to major industrial developments,  freight generators and 
specific facilities such as grain silos,  wineries, processing plants, etc? 1.0 1.0 1.0 - 1.0
  facilitate a higher classification of freight movements (eg  commercial to B-Double) 1.0 1.0 1.0 - -
  facilitate intermodal transport operations - rail, sea and air? 1.0 0.3 - - -
  assist export of products by improving quality and reducing  impacts of dust etc? 1.0 1.0 - - -
  provide direct access to new industrial precincts? 1.0 1.0 - - -
Community Benefit
  benefit regional employment and sustain communities? 3.5 1.8 - - -
assist attraction of economic investment of the region? 3.5 1.8 - - -
Road Owner Benefit
  reduce the road maintenance effort? 7.0 3.5 3.5 3.5 3.5
Reduce traffic congestion 1.0 1.0 - - -
Link areas of particular land uses to strategic routes 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0
Provide a higher standard alternative route 2.0 2.0 - - 2.0
Complement the existing arterial road network 2.0 - - 2.0 -
Provide improved access to key population centres 2.0 2.0 - - -
Ensure communities are not dislocated by flooding 2.0 - - - -
Act as a collector road for local or heavy traffic 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0
Provide all weather access 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0
Provide access to other types of transport - Bus, Rail and Air 1.0 1.0 - - 1.0
Reduce conflicts between tourist, freight and commuter traffic 3.0 3.0 - - 3.0
Contribute to safer travel and reduce accidents 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0
Provide safe overtaking opportunities and reduce frustration and fatigue 3.0 3.0 1.5 - 1.5
Reduce exposure to travel risk 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0
Provide access for school buses 2.0 2.0 2.0 - 2.0
Provide access for emergency services 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0
Remove traffic from city/town areas 2.0 1.0 - - -
Reduce road roughness and potential dust hazards 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0
Reduce the impact of roadside hazards 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0
Reduce environmental pollution - Air, Noise and Water 3.0 2.0 - - 1.0
Minimise impact of heavy vehicles on local community 4.0 4.0 - - -
Reduce reliance on road transport and encourage other forms of transport 3.0 - - - -

TOTAL 100 100 73.4 38.0 28.5 44.0

Access Benefits

Safety Benefits

Environmental 
Benefits

10

15

20

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

Secondary 
Purpose

Regional 
Significance

Economic 
Benefits

7

10

25

6

7



MURRAY & MALLEE LOCAL GOVERNMENT REGIONAL TRANSPORT STRATEGY
MULTI-CRITERIA ANALYSIS

COUNCIL NAME: Rural City of Murray Bridge
Road Name: Flagstaff Road Monarto Interchange (southern on 

and off ramps)
Kangaroo / Ferries / MacDonald Jarvis / Hoadville Road Kepa Road

Length of Road (km) 18 - 172.0 198.0 14.0
Primary Purpose: Freight Freight Freight Freight Freight

Traffic Volume (AADT): 81 - - 38 53
% Gap Closed: - - - - -

Cost to Close Gap: - - - - -
Benefit 

Influencing 
Factor

Weighting (%) Specific Criteria Specific 
Score Weighted Score Weighted Score Weighted Score Weighted Score Weighted Score

No Secondary Purpose 0.0 or - - - - -
1 Secondary Purpose 5.0 or - - - - 5.0
2 Secondary Purpose 10.0 - 10.0 10.0 - -
Community Significance 8.0 or - - - - -
Regional Significance 16.0 or 16.0 - 16.0 16.0 16.0
State Significance 25.0 - 25.0 - - -
Road User Benefit
  reduce delays and operating costs for heavy vehicles? 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0
  provide direct access to major industrial developments,  freight generators and 
specific facilities such as grain silos,  wineries, processing plants, etc? 1.0 1.0 - 1.0 1.0 -
  facilitate a higher classification of freight movements (eg  commercial to B-Double) 1.0 0.8 - 1.0 1.0 1.0
  facilitate intermodal transport operations - rail, sea and air? 1.0 - - 0.3 - -
  assist export of products by improving quality and reducing  impacts of dust etc? 1.0 0.8 - - - -
  provide direct access to new industrial precincts? 1.0 - - - - -
Community Benefit
  benefit regional employment and sustain communities? 3.5 3.5 3.5 3.5 3.5 -
assist attraction of economic investment of the region? 3.5 3.5 3.5 2.1 3.5 2.1
Road Owner Benefit
  reduce the road maintenance effort? 7.0 3.5 3.5 7.0 3.5 3.5
Reduce traffic congestion 1.0 - 1.0 1.0 - -
Link areas of particular land uses to strategic routes 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0
Provide a higher standard alternative route 2.0 - - 2.0 - 2.0
Complement the existing arterial road network 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0
Provide improved access to key population centres 2.0 - 2.0 - - -
Ensure communities are not dislocated by flooding 2.0 - - - - -
Act as a collector road for local or heavy traffic 2.0 2.0 - 2.0 2.0 2.0
Provide all weather access 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0
Provide access to other types of transport - Bus, Rail and Air 1.0 - - 1.0 - -
Reduce conflicts between tourist, freight and commuter traffic 3.0 - 3.0 1.5 - -
Contribute to safer travel and reduce accidents 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0
Provide safe overtaking opportunities and reduce frustration and fatigue 3.0 - 3.0 1.5 - -
Reduce exposure to travel risk 2.0 2.0 2.0 - 2.0 2.0
Provide access for school buses 2.0 2.0 - 2.0 - 2.0
Provide access for emergency services 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0
Remove traffic from city/town areas 2.0 - - 2.0 - -
Reduce road roughness and potential dust hazards 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 1.0
Reduce the impact of roadside hazards 2.0 2.0 2.0 - 2.0 2.0
Reduce environmental pollution - Air, Noise and Water 3.0 3.0 1.0 2.0 3.0 3.0
Minimise impact of heavy vehicles on local community 4.0 - 1.2 4.0 - -
Reduce reliance on road transport and encourage other forms of transport 3.0 - - - - -

TOTAL 100 100 52.1 72.7 71.9 49.5 51.6

Access Benefits

Safety Benefits

Environmental 
Benefits

10

15

20

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

Secondary 
Purpose

Regional 
Significance

Economic 
Benefits

6.67

10

25

6.67

6.67



MURRAY & MALLEE LOCAL GOVERNMENT REGIONAL TRANSPORT STRATEGY
MULTI-CRITERIA ANALYSIS

COUNCIL NAME: Rural City of Murray Bridge
Road Name:

Length of Road (km)
Primary Purpose:

Traffic Volume (AADT):
% Gap Closed:

Cost to Close Gap:
Benefit 

Influencing 
Factor

Weighting (%) Specific Criteria Specific 
Score

No Secondary Purpose 0.0 or
1 Secondary Purpose 5.0 or
2 Secondary Purpose 10.0
Community Significance 8.0 or
Regional Significance 16.0 or
State Significance 25.0
Road User Benefit
  reduce delays and operating costs for heavy vehicles? 1.0
  provide direct access to major industrial developments,  freight generators and 
specific facilities such as grain silos,  wineries, processing plants, etc? 1.0
  facilitate a higher classification of freight movements (eg  commercial to B-Double) 1.0
  facilitate intermodal transport operations - rail, sea and air? 1.0
  assist export of products by improving quality and reducing  impacts of dust etc? 1.0
  provide direct access to new industrial precincts? 1.0
Community Benefit
  benefit regional employment and sustain communities? 3.5
assist attraction of economic investment of the region? 3.5
Road Owner Benefit
  reduce the road maintenance effort? 7.0
Reduce traffic congestion 1.0
Link areas of particular land uses to strategic routes 2.0
Provide a higher standard alternative route 2.0
Complement the existing arterial road network 2.0
Provide improved access to key population centres 2.0
Ensure communities are not dislocated by flooding 2.0
Act as a collector road for local or heavy traffic 2.0
Provide all weather access 1.0
Provide access to other types of transport - Bus, Rail and Air 1.0
Reduce conflicts between tourist, freight and commuter traffic 3.0
Contribute to safer travel and reduce accidents 2.0
Provide safe overtaking opportunities and reduce frustration and fatigue 3.0
Reduce exposure to travel risk 2.0
Provide access for school buses 2.0
Provide access for emergency services 2.0
Remove traffic from city/town areas 2.0
Reduce road roughness and potential dust hazards 2.0
Reduce the impact of roadside hazards 2.0
Reduce environmental pollution - Air, Noise and Water 3.0
Minimise impact of heavy vehicles on local community 4.0
Reduce reliance on road transport and encourage other forms of transport 3.0

TOTAL 100 100

Access Benefits

Safety Benefits

Environmental 
Benefits

10

15

20

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

Secondary 
Purpose

Regional 
Significance

Economic 
Benefits

6.67

10

25

6.67

6.67

Rathjen Road Bowhill Road Brinkley Road Harrogate Road OD 4 Route (formally Hindmarsh 
Road / Cypress)

6.8 7.0 20.1 13.0 6.6
Freight Freight Freight Freight Freight

58 73 1100 75 2293
- - - - -
- - - - -

Weighted Score Weighted Score Weighted Score Weighted Score Weighted Score

- - - - -
5.0 5.0 5.0 - 5.0
- - - - -
- 8.0 - 8.0 -

12.0 - 16.0 - 12.0
- - - - -

1.0 1.0 1.0 - 1.0

1.0 - 1.0 - 1.0
1.0 1.0 1.0 - 0.8
- - - - -

1.0 - - - -
- - - - 0.8

3.5 - 3.5 2.0 2.2
3.5 - 3.5 - 3.5

3.5 3.5 3.5 3.5 3.5
- - - - -

2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0
2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 -
2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0
- - - - -

2.0 - - - -
2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0
1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 2.0
0.5 - - - -
1.5 - - - 1.5
2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0
1.5 - - - -
2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0
- 2.0 2.0 - 2.0

2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0
- - - - -

2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0
2.0 2.0 2.0 1.0 2.0
1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0
- - - - 2.0
- - - - -

57.0 40.5 56.5 32.5 54.3



MURRAY & MALLEE LOCAL GOVERNMENT REGIONAL TRANSPORT STRATEGY
MULTI-CRITERIA ANALYSIS

COUNCIL NAME: Rural City of Murray Bridge
Road Name:

Length of Road (km)
Primary Purpose:

Traffic Volume (AADT):
% Gap Closed:

Cost to Close Gap:
Benefit 

Influencing 
Factor

Weighting (%) Specific Criteria Specific 
Score

No Secondary Purpose 0.0 or
1 Secondary Purpose 5.0 or
2 Secondary Purpose 10.0
Community Significance 8.0 or
Regional Significance 16.0 or
State Significance 25.0
Road User Benefit
  reduce delays and operating costs for heavy vehicles? 1.0
  provide direct access to major industrial developments,  freight generators and 
specific facilities such as grain silos,  wineries, processing plants, etc? 1.0
  facilitate a higher classification of freight movements (eg  commercial to B-Double) 1.0
  facilitate intermodal transport operations - rail, sea and air? 1.0
  assist export of products by improving quality and reducing  impacts of dust etc? 1.0
  provide direct access to new industrial precincts? 1.0
Community Benefit
  benefit regional employment and sustain communities? 3.5
assist attraction of economic investment of the region? 3.5
Road Owner Benefit
  reduce the road maintenance effort? 7.0
Reduce traffic congestion 1.0
Link areas of particular land uses to strategic routes 2.0
Provide a higher standard alternative route 2.0
Complement the existing arterial road network 2.0
Provide improved access to key population centres 2.0
Ensure communities are not dislocated by flooding 2.0
Act as a collector road for local or heavy traffic 2.0
Provide all weather access 1.0
Provide access to other types of transport - Bus, Rail and Air 1.0
Reduce conflicts between tourist, freight and commuter traffic 3.0
Contribute to safer travel and reduce accidents 2.0
Provide safe overtaking opportunities and reduce frustration and fatigue 3.0
Reduce exposure to travel risk 2.0
Provide access for school buses 2.0
Provide access for emergency services 2.0
Remove traffic from city/town areas 2.0
Reduce road roughness and potential dust hazards 2.0
Reduce the impact of roadside hazards 2.0
Reduce environmental pollution - Air, Noise and Water 3.0
Minimise impact of heavy vehicles on local community 4.0
Reduce reliance on road transport and encourage other forms of transport 3.0

TOTAL 100 100

Access Benefits

Safety Benefits

Environmental 
Benefits

10

15

20

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

Secondary 
Purpose

Regional 
Significance

Economic 
Benefits

6.67

10

25

6.67

6.67

Monarto Road

10.3
Social

91
-
-

Weighted Score

-
5.0
-

8.0
-
-

1.0

-
-
-

1.0
-

-
-

3.5
-

2.0
-
-

2.0
-

2.0
2.0
-
-

1.0
-

2.0
-

2.0
-

2.0
2.0
1.0
-
-

36.5



MURRAY & MALLEE LOCAL GOVERNMENT REGIONAL TRANSPORT STRATEGY
MULTI-CRITERIA ANALYSIS

COUNCIL NAME: District of Renmark Paringa
Road Name: Tarcoola Street Airport Road Murtho Road Government Road Lindsay Point Road

Length of Road (km) 8 2.0 11.0 11.0 11.0
Primary Purpose: Freight Freight Freight Freight Freight

Traffic Volume (AADT): - - - - -
% Gap Closed: - - - - -

Cost to Close Gap: - - - - -
Benefit 

Influencing 
Factor

Weighting (%) Specific Criteria Specific 
Score Weighted Score Weighted Score Weighted Score Weighted Score Weighted Score

No Secondary Purpose 0.0 or - - - - -
1 Secondary Purpose 5.0 or 5.0 5.0 - 5.0 -
2 Secondary Purpose 10.0 - - 10.0 - -
Community Significance 8.0 or 8.0 - - 8.0 8.0
Regional Significance 16.0 or - 16.0 14.0 - -
State Significance 25.0 - - - - -
Road User Benefit
  reduce delays and operating costs for heavy vehicles? 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0
  provide direct access to major industrial developments,  freight generators and 
specific facilities such as grain silos,  wineries, processing plants, etc? 1.0 - - 1.0 - 1.0
  facilitate a higher classification of freight movements (eg  commercial to B-Double) 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0
  facilitate intermodal transport operations - rail, sea and air? 1.0 - 1.0 - - -
  assist export of products by improving quality and reducing  impacts of dust etc? 1.0 - - 0.5 - -
  provide direct access to new industrial precincts? 1.0 - - - - -
Community Benefit
  benefit regional employment and sustain communities? 3.5 - - 2.5 - 1.5
assist attraction of economic investment of the region? 3.5 3.5 1.5 3.5 3.5 -
Road Owner Benefit
  reduce the road maintenance effort? 7.0 7.0 7.0 3.5 7.0 3.5
Reduce traffic congestion 1.0 - - - - -
Link areas of particular land uses to strategic routes 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0
Provide a higher standard alternative route 2.0 2.0 - - 2.0 -
Complement the existing arterial road network 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0
Provide improved access to key population centres 2.0 - - 2.0 - -
Ensure communities are not dislocated by flooding 2.0 - - - - -
Act as a collector road for local or heavy traffic 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0
Provide all weather access 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0
Provide access to other types of transport - Bus, Rail and Air 1.0 - 1.0 - - -
Reduce conflicts between tourist, freight and commuter traffic 3.0 3.0 - - 3.0 -
Contribute to safer travel and reduce accidents 2.0 1.0 2.0 2.0 1.0 2.0
Provide safe overtaking opportunities and reduce frustration and fatigue 3.0 1.5 1.5 1.5 1.5 1.5
Reduce exposure to travel risk 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0
Provide access for school buses 2.0 - - 2.0 - -
Provide access for emergency services 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0
Remove traffic from city/town areas 2.0 1.0 - - 1.0 -
Reduce road roughness and potential dust hazards 2.0 1.0 1.0 2.0 2.0 2.0
Reduce the impact of roadside hazards 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0
Reduce environmental pollution - Air, Noise and Water 3.0 - 1.0 1.0 - -
Minimise impact of heavy vehicles on local community 4.0 2.5 - - 2.5 -
Reduce reliance on road transport and encourage other forms of transport 3.0 - - - - -

TOTAL 100 100 50.5 52.0 60.5 51.5 34.5

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

Secondary 
Purpose

10

Regional 
Significance

25

Economic 
Benefits

6.67

6.67

6.67

Environmental 
Benefits

10

Access Benefits 15

Safety Benefits 20



MURRAY & MALLEE LOCAL GOVERNMENT REGIONAL TRANSPORT STRATEGY
MULTI-CRITERIA ANALYSIS

COUNCIL NAME: District of Renmark Paringa
Road Name:

Length of Road (km)
Primary Purpose:

Traffic Volume (AADT):
% Gap Closed:

Cost to Close Gap:
Benefit 

Influencing 
Factor

Weighting (%) Specific Criteria Specific 
Score

No Secondary Purpose 0.0 or
1 Secondary Purpose 5.0 or
2 Secondary Purpose 10.0
Community Significance 8.0 or
Regional Significance 16.0 or
State Significance 25.0
Road User Benefit
  reduce delays and operating costs for heavy vehicles? 1.0
  provide direct access to major industrial developments,  freight generators and 
specific facilities such as grain silos,  wineries, processing plants, etc? 1.0
  facilitate a higher classification of freight movements (eg  commercial to B-Double) 1.0
  facilitate intermodal transport operations - rail, sea and air? 1.0
  assist export of products by improving quality and reducing  impacts of dust etc? 1.0
  provide direct access to new industrial precincts? 1.0
Community Benefit
  benefit regional employment and sustain communities? 3.5
assist attraction of economic investment of the region? 3.5
Road Owner Benefit
  reduce the road maintenance effort? 7.0
Reduce traffic congestion 1.0
Link areas of particular land uses to strategic routes 2.0
Provide a higher standard alternative route 2.0
Complement the existing arterial road network 2.0
Provide improved access to key population centres 2.0
Ensure communities are not dislocated by flooding 2.0
Act as a collector road for local or heavy traffic 2.0
Provide all weather access 1.0
Provide access to other types of transport - Bus, Rail and Air 1.0
Reduce conflicts between tourist, freight and commuter traffic 3.0
Contribute to safer travel and reduce accidents 2.0
Provide safe overtaking opportunities and reduce frustration and fatigue 3.0
Reduce exposure to travel risk 2.0
Provide access for school buses 2.0
Provide access for emergency services 2.0
Remove traffic from city/town areas 2.0
Reduce road roughness and potential dust hazards 2.0
Reduce the impact of roadside hazards 2.0
Reduce environmental pollution - Air, Noise and Water 3.0
Minimise impact of heavy vehicles on local community 4.0
Reduce reliance on road transport and encourage other forms of transport 3.0

TOTAL 100 100

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

Secondary 
Purpose

10

Regional 
Significance

25

Economic 
Benefits

6.67

6.67

6.67

Environmental 
Benefits

10

Access Benefits 15

Safety Benefits 20

Taldra Road (grain silos) to Sturt 
Hwy

Cal Lal Road

11.0 10.2
Freight Freight

- -
- -
- -

Weighted Score Weighted Score

- -
5.0 5.0
- -
- -

12.0 4.0
- -

1.0 1.0

1.0 1.0
- 1.0
- -
- -
- -

- -
- 3.5

3.5 3.5
- -

2.0 2.0
- -

2.0 2.0
- -
- -

2.0 2.0
1.0 1.0
- -
- 3.0

2.0 2.0
3.0 1.5
2.0 2.0
- -

2.0 2.0
2.0 -
2.0 2.0
2.0 2.0
- 2.0
- 2.5
- -

44.5 45.0



MURRAY & MALLEE LOCAL GOVERNMENT REGIONAL TRANSPORT STRATEGY
MULTI-CRITERIA ANALYSIS

COUNCIL NAME: Southern Mallee District Council
Road Name: Parilla South Road (formally 

Parilla South and Duckhole 
Roads)

Lovers Lane Bypass Proposal Geranium - Coonalpyn Road Lameroo - Karoonda Road Lameroo - Alawoona Road (within 
Southern Mallee District Council)

Length of Road (km) 30.0 1.1 54.0 69.0 22.8
Primary Purpose: Freight Freight Freight Freight Freight

Traffic Volume (AADT): - 102 61 - 70
% Gap Closed: - 98.0 - - 95.0

Cost to Close Gap: - - - - -
Benefit 

Influencing 
Factor

Weighting (%) Specific Criteria Specific 
Score Weighted Score Weighted Score Weighted Score Weighted Score Weighted Score

No Secondary Purpose 0.0 or - - - - -
1 Secondary Purpose 5.0 or 5.0 2.0 5.0 5.0 -
2 Secondary Purpose 10.0 - - - - 10.0
Community Significance 8.0 or 8.0 8.0 - - -
Regional Significance 16.0 or - - 16.0 16.0 16.0
State Significance 25.0 - - - - -
Road User Benefit
  reduce delays and operating costs for heavy vehicles? 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0
  provide direct access to major industrial developments,  freight generators and 
specific facilities such as grain silos,  wineries, processing plants, etc? 1.0 1.0 - 1.0 - 1.0
  facilitate a higher classification of freight movements (eg  commercial to B-Double) 1.0 1.0 - 1.0 1.0 1.0
  facilitate intermodal transport operations - rail, sea and air? 1.0 - - - 1.0 -
  assist export of products by improving quality and reducing impacts of dust etc? 1.0 - - 1.0 - -
  provide direct access to new industrial precincts? 1.0 - - - - -
Community Benefit
  benefit regional employment and sustain communities? 3.5 - - - - -
assist attraction of economic investment of the region? 3.5 - - 2.0 2.0 -
Road Owner Benefit
  reduce the road maintenance effort? 7.0 3.5 3.5 3.5 3.5 3.5
Reduce traffic congestion 1.0 - 1.0 - - -
Link areas of particular land uses to strategic routes 2.0 2.0 - 2.0 2.0 2.0
Provide a higher standard alternative route 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0
Complement the existing arterial road network 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0
Provide improved access to key population centres 2.0 - - - - 2.0
Ensure communities are not dislocated by flooding 2.0 - - - - -
Act as a collector road for local or heavy traffic 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0
Provide all weather access 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0
Provide access to other types of transport - Bus, Rail and Air 1.0 - - - - 1.0
Reduce conflicts between tourist, freight and commuter traffic 3.0 1.5 3.0 - 3.0 1.5
Contribute to safer travel and reduce accidents 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0
Provide safe overtaking opportunities and reduce frustration and fatigue 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0
Reduce exposure to travel risk 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0
Provide access for school buses 2.0 - - 2.0 2.0 2.0
Provide access for emergency services 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0
Remove traffic from city/town areas 2.0 2.0 2.0 - - -
Reduce road roughness and potential dust hazards 2.0 1.0 1.0 2.0 2.0 2.0
Reduce the impact of roadside hazards 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0
Reduce environmental pollution - Air, Noise and Water 3.0 1.0 2.0 1.0 3.0 -
Minimise impact of heavy vehicles on local community 4.0 - 4.0 - - -
Reduce reliance on road transport and encourage other forms of transport 3.0 - - - - -

TOTAL 100 100 45.0 45.5 55.5 59.5 61.0

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

Secondary 
Purpose

10

Regional 
Significance

25

Economic 
Benefits

6.67

6.67

6.67

Environmental 
Benefits

10

Access Benefits 15

Safety Benefits 20
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MURRAY & MALLEE LOCAL GOVERNMENT REGIONAL TRANSPORT STRATEGY

COUNCIL NAME: Berri Barmera Council

Road Name: Berri-Monash Road (Jury Road) Moritz Road Puddleton Road, Winkie Katarapko Road, Winkie Loveday Road, Loveday

Stage 2 - Specific Criteria Specific 
Score Score and Comments Score and Comments Score and Comments Score and Comments Score and Comments

Existing Conditions Description of Existing Conditions, ie: 4
� width, length Comments: Comments: Comments: Comments: Comments:
� sealed/unsealed surface
� horizontal, vertical alignment (standard of curves, barrier provisions, sightlines, 
surface undulation)
� width and quality of shoulders
� surface condition (summer, winter)
� accident statistics (where relevant).

Role and Function State the role and function of the road, e.g. 15
� freight route, tourist route, social route (or a combination) Comments: Comments Comments Comments Comments
� significance of the road to the region (regional, sub-regional or local) – with 
supporting reasons
� role of the road within the Council/s road hierarchy/transport strategy (e.g. major 
collector, local access road)
� the linkage the connection provides between destinations (e.g. between major 
townships, between grape growing areas and crushing plants)
� the volume of general and commercial traffic that the road carries
� compatibility of the road with the surrounding rail network – will the road 
(potentially) limit the attractiveness of using the rail network to carry goods ?
� compatibility of the road within the surrounding arterial road network – does the 
road enhance, duplicate or compete with the arterial road network? If the proposal is 
likely to attract a greater traffic volume than the surrounding arterial road network , is 
there opportunity to potentially ‘swap’ assets with DTEI?

Impacts of the Upgrade Provide detailed discussion re the impacts of the proposed work - for example: 5
� land acquisition Comments Comments Comments Comments
� tree removal

3
Comments: supported by DTEI Comments: Comments: Comments: Comments:

0

10 Comments: Comments: Comments: Comments: Comments:

Cost and Benefits State the total cost of the proposal, and the level of road standard that this cost will 
achieve.

4

Discuss the economic benefits and ‘whole of life’ costs of the proposal. Include an 
economic evaluation of the proposal, based upon the formula set out in the IPWEA 
Asset Management Manual. Quantify where possible, the cost savings of identified 
benefits of the assessment (e.g. travel time and vehicle operating cost savings, 
accident savings per annum).

Comments:
- subject to design development & 
accurate costings
- economic evaluation being 
undertaken

Comments: Comments: Comments: Comments:

YES
Comments: No. 1 priority for 
Council, discussed at Council 
meetings

70 31 0 0 0 0
Hard copy submission received 
3/10/06
Followed up with additional info 
and photographs 3/11 and 7/11

- Freight, tourist and community 
link road connecting the townships 
of Berri and Monash
- Major collector
- Heavily used by commercial 
traffic and semis
- Passes thru busy agricultural 
and industrial region
- Scenic tourist route

20

TOTAL

Influencing Factor

This second stage of transport infrastructure priority assessment has been designed as a checklist, to be used by Member Councils as a 
reference tool in ensuring a ‘complete’ funding application is prepared.

5

20

10

- 6.3m average width
- poor intersections and shoulders 
(40% with 1m seal)
- undulating and curves <100m 
radius
- 5 accidents (1 serious) '00-'04

Comments: Minor acquisition, 
minor tree removal

Council Endorsement
State weather the proposal has the support of both Council staff and elected Council 
members (include a copy of the relevant minutes if available). YES

State whether consultation has been undertaken with relevant stakeholders (e.g. 
DTEI, adjoining properties, etc) and if so, the outcomes of this process.

Stakeholder Consultation
5

Environmental Impacts Please indicate any environmental impacts of the proposal that you may be aware 
of, for example flora/fauna, dust, noise, water, heritage sites and Aboriginal land or 
sacred sites.



MURRAY & MALLEE LOCAL GOVERNMENT REGIONAL TRANSPORT STRATEGY

COUNCIL NAME: Berri Barmera Council

Road Name:

Stage 2 - Specific Criteria Specific 
Score

Existing Conditions Description of Existing Conditions, ie:
� width, length
� sealed/unsealed surface
� horizontal, vertical alignment (standard of curves, barrier provisions, sightlines, 
surface undulation)
� width and quality of shoulders
� surface condition (summer, winter)
� accident statistics (where relevant).

Role and Function State the role and function of the road, e.g.
� freight route, tourist route, social route (or a combination)
� significance of the road to the region (regional, sub-regional or local) – with 
supporting reasons
� role of the road within the Council/s road hierarchy/transport strategy (e.g. major 
collector, local access road)
� the linkage the connection provides between destinations (e.g. between major 
townships, between grape growing areas and crushing plants)
� the volume of general and commercial traffic that the road carries
� compatibility of the road with the surrounding rail network – will the road 
(potentially) limit the attractiveness of using the rail network to carry goods ?
� compatibility of the road within the surrounding arterial road network – does the 
road enhance, duplicate or compete with the arterial road network? If the proposal is 
likely to attract a greater traffic volume than the surrounding arterial road network , is 
there opportunity to potentially ‘swap’ assets with DTEI?

Impacts of the Upgrade Provide detailed discussion re the impacts of the proposed work - for example:
� land acquisition
� tree removal

10

Cost and Benefits State the total cost of the proposal, and the level of road standard that this cost will 
achieve.
Discuss the economic benefits and ‘whole of life’ costs of the proposal. Include an 
economic evaluation of the proposal, based upon the formula set out in the IPWEA 
Asset Management Manual. Quantify where possible, the cost savings of identified 
benefits of the assessment (e.g. travel time and vehicle operating cost savings, 
accident savings per annum).

70

20

TOTAL

Influencing Factor

This second stage of transport infrastructure priority assessment has been designed as a checklist, to be used by Member Councils as a 
reference tool in ensuring a ‘complete’ funding application is prepared.

5

20

10

Council Endorsement
State weather the proposal has the support of both Council staff and elected Council 
members (include a copy of the relevant minutes if available). YES

State whether consultation has been undertaken with relevant stakeholders (e.g. 
DTEI, adjoining properties, etc) and if so, the outcomes of this process.

Stakeholder Consultation
5

Environmental Impacts Please indicate any environmental impacts of the proposal that you may be aware 
of, for example flora/fauna, dust, noise, water, heritage sites and Aboriginal land or 
sacred sites.

Nookamka Terrace, Barmera Hoskin Road, Berri Coates Road, Cobdogla
Schnell Road (connects Cobdogla 

and Loveday)

Score and Comments Score and Comments Score and Comments Score and Comments

3
Comments: Comments: Comments: Comments:

15
Comments Comments Comments Comments

0
Comments Comments Comments Comments

0
Comments: Comments: Comments: Comments:

0
Comments: Comments: Comments: Comments:

0

Comments: Comments: Comments: Comments:

YES
Comments: No. 2 priority for 
Council, discussed at Council 
meetings

0 18 0 0
Hard copy submission received 
3/10/06

- part of local/regional freight route
- bypass of Berri township
- connects to transport agencies, 
warehouses, refrigeration and 
horticulture
- school bus route
- parallel to Sturt Hwy

- does not currently meet DTEI 
heavy vehicle access criteria
- 6.2m wide
- shoulder width varies



MURRAY & MALLEE LOCAL GOVERNMENT REGIONAL TRANSPORT STRATEGY

COUNCIL NAME: Coorong District Council

Road Name: Poltalloch Road Tailem Bend  - Township bypass
Boundary Road (Between Tailem 

Bend and Mannum) Loveday Bay Road Karoonda - Yumali Road

Stage 2 - Specific Criteria Specific 
Score Score and Comments Score and Comments Score and Comments Score and Comments Score and Comments

Existing Conditions Description of Existing Conditions, ie: 4
� width, length Comments: Comments: Comments: Comments: Comments:
� sealed/unsealed surface
� horizontal, vertical alignment (standard of curves, barrier provisions, sightlines, 
surface undulation)
� width and quality of shoulders
� surface condition (summer, winter)
� accident statistics (where relevant).

Role and Function State the role and function of the road, e.g. 15
� freight route, tourist route, social route (or a combination) Comments: Comments: Comments: Comments: Comments:
� significance of the road to the region (regional, sub-regional or local) – with 
supporting reasons
� role of the road within the Council/s road hierarchy/transport strategy (e.g. major 
collector, local access road)
� the linkage the connection provides between destinations (e.g. between major 
townships, between grape growing areas and crushing plants)
� the volume of general and commercial traffic that the road carries
� compatibility of the road with the surrounding rail network – will the road 
(potentially) limit the attractiveness of using the rail network to carry goods ?
� compatibility of the road within the surrounding arterial road network – does the 
road enhance, duplicate or compete with the arterial road network? If the proposal is 
likely to attract a greater traffic volume than the surrounding arterial road network , is 
there opportunity to potentially ‘swap’ assets with DTEI?

Impacts of the Upgrade Provide detailed discussion re the impacts of the proposed work - for example: 8
� land acquisition
� tree removal

4
Comments:  existing alignment Comments: Comments: Comments: Comments: 

0
10 Comments: Comments: Comments: Comments: Comments:

Cost and Benefits State the total cost of the proposal, and the level of road standard that this cost will 
achieve.

10

Discuss the economic benefits and ‘whole of life’ costs of the proposal. Include an 
economic evaluation of the proposal, based upon the formula set out in the IPWEA 
Asset Management Manual. Quantify where possible, the cost savings of identified 
benefits of the assessment (e.g. travel time and vehicle operating cost savings, 
accident savings per annum).

Comments:
- $1.343,700 over 3 years to 
complete (5km per year)

Comments: Comments: Comments: Comments:

YES
Comments: Comments: Comments: Comments: Comments: 

70 41 0 0 0 0
email submission 2/11/06

Comments: Comments: 

TOTAL

- 8.0m wide incl shoulders
- unsealed
- 80km/h
- 132 vpd during winter (estimated 
50% more during holiday season 
if sealed)

- only road form the Princes Hwy 
serving the Narrung peninsula
- services dairies, farming land, 
fishermen, tourism and to Narrung 
and  Raukkan
- some parts low-lying and subject 
to flooding
- potential tourism increase (some 
currently avoid the road)
- primarily freight with secondary 
tourism purpose
- council has sealed first 3km
- connection to Narrung ferry

- link to Tailem Bend from the 
north

Comments: 
-existing alignment

Comments: Comments: 

Environmental Impacts Please indicate any environmental impacts of the proposal that you may be aware 
of, for example flora/fauna, dust, noise, water, heritage sites and Aboriginal land or 

20

Council Endorsement State weather the proposal has the support of both Council staff and elected Council 
members (include a copy of the relevant minutes if available). YES

10

Stakeholder Consultation State whether consultation has been undertaken with relevant stakeholders (e.g. 
DTEI, adjoining properties, etc) and if so, the outcomes of this process. 5

This second stage of transport infrastructure priority assessment has been designed as a checklist, to be used by Member Councils as a 
reference tool in ensuring a ‘complete’ funding application is prepared.

Influencing Factor

5

20



MURRAY & MALLEE LOCAL GOVERNMENT REGIONAL TRANSPORT STRATEGY

COUNCIL NAME: Coorong District Council

Road Name:

Stage 2 - Specific Criteria Specific 
Score

Existing Conditions Description of Existing Conditions, ie:
� width, length
� sealed/unsealed surface
� horizontal, vertical alignment (standard of curves, barrier provisions, sightlines, 
surface undulation)
� width and quality of shoulders
� surface condition (summer, winter)
� accident statistics (where relevant).

Role and Function State the role and function of the road, e.g.
� freight route, tourist route, social route (or a combination)
� significance of the road to the region (regional, sub-regional or local) – with 
supporting reasons
� role of the road within the Council/s road hierarchy/transport strategy (e.g. major 
collector, local access road)
� the linkage the connection provides between destinations (e.g. between major 
townships, between grape growing areas and crushing plants)
� the volume of general and commercial traffic that the road carries
� compatibility of the road with the surrounding rail network – will the road 
(potentially) limit the attractiveness of using the rail network to carry goods ?
� compatibility of the road within the surrounding arterial road network – does the 
road enhance, duplicate or compete with the arterial road network? If the proposal is 
likely to attract a greater traffic volume than the surrounding arterial road network , is 
there opportunity to potentially ‘swap’ assets with DTEI?

Impacts of the Upgrade Provide detailed discussion re the impacts of the proposed work - for example:
� land acquisition
� tree removal

10
Cost and Benefits State the total cost of the proposal, and the level of road standard that this cost will 

achieve.
Discuss the economic benefits and ‘whole of life’ costs of the proposal. Include an 
economic evaluation of the proposal, based upon the formula set out in the IPWEA 
Asset Management Manual. Quantify where possible, the cost savings of identified 
benefits of the assessment (e.g. travel time and vehicle operating cost savings, 
accident savings per annum).

70TOTAL

Environmental Impacts Please indicate any environmental impacts of the proposal that you may be aware 
of, for example flora/fauna, dust, noise, water, heritage sites and Aboriginal land or 

20

Council Endorsement State weather the proposal has the support of both Council staff and elected Council 
members (include a copy of the relevant minutes if available). YES

10

Stakeholder Consultation State whether consultation has been undertaken with relevant stakeholders (e.g. 
DTEI, adjoining properties, etc) and if so, the outcomes of this process. 5

This second stage of transport infrastructure priority assessment has been designed as a checklist, to be used by Member Councils as a 
reference tool in ensuring a ‘complete’ funding application is prepared.

Influencing Factor

5

20

Narrung Road Yumali-Meningie Road Granite Road Tintinarra-Woods Well Road 
Tintinara-Geranium Road 

(Tintinara Road)

Score and Comments Score and Comments Score and Comments Score and Comments Score and Comments

3
Comments: Comments: Comments: Comments: Comments:

15
Comments: Comments: Comments: Comments: Comments:

0

0
Comments: Comments: Comments: Comments: Comments: 

0
Comments: Comments: Comments: Comments: Comments:

8

Comments: Comments: Comments:
- $322,600

Comments: Comments:

YES
Comments: Comments: Comments: Comments: Comments: 

0 0 26 0 0
email submission 2/11/06

Comments: Comments: Comments: Comments: Comments: 

- a short section has been 
completed Trevena road to the silo
- passes Ausbulk silo
- facilitates freight transport to 
Tailem Bend
- freight route for area east of 
Murray Bridge for transport of 
goods to south east with links to 
Dukes and Princes Hwy

- 7m incl shoulders
- unsealed
- high surface roughness



MURRAY & MALLEE LOCAL GOVERNMENT REGIONAL TRANSPORT STRATEGY

COUNCIL NAME: District Council of Karoonda East Murray

Road Name: Karoonda to Tailem Bend Road Mindarie to Galga Road Karoonda - Yumali Road Karoonda - Bowhill Road
Link between Mindarie and 

Southern Titanium

Stage 2 - Specific Criteria Specific 
Score Score and Comments Score and Comments Score and Comments Score and Comments Score and Comments

Existing Conditions Description of Existing Conditions, ie: 2 2 2 2 0
� width, length Comments: Comments: Comments: Comments: Comments:
� sealed/unsealed surface
� horizontal, vertical alignment (standard of curves, barrier provisions, sightlines, 
surface undulation)
� width and quality of shoulders
� surface condition (summer, winter)
� accident statistics (where relevant).

Role and Function State the role and function of the road, e.g. 8 3 8 12 0
� freight route, tourist route, social route (or a combination) Comments: Comments: Comments: Comments: Comments:
� significance of the road to the region (regional, sub-regional or local) – with 
supporting reasons
� role of the road within the Council/s road hierarchy/transport strategy (e.g. major 
collector, local access road)
� the linkage the connection provides between destinations (e.g. between major 
townships, between grape growing areas and crushing plants)
� the volume of general and commercial traffic that the road carries
� compatibility of the road with the surrounding rail network – will the road 
(potentially) limit the attractiveness of using the rail network to carry goods ?
� compatibility of the road within the surrounding arterial road network – does the 
road enhance, duplicate or compete with the arterial road network? If the proposal is 
likely to attract a greater traffic volume than the surrounding arterial road network , is 
there opportunity to potentially ‘swap’ assets with DTEI?

Impacts of the Upgrade Provide detailed discussion re the impacts of the proposed work - for example: 8 0 0 0 0
� land acquisition
� tree removal

4 0 0 0 0
Comments: existing alignment Comments: Comments: Comments: Comments: 

0 0 0 0 0
10 Comments: Comments: Comments: Comments: Comments:

Cost and Benefits State the total cost of the proposal, and the level of road standard that this cost will 
achieve.

4 4 0 8 0

Discuss the economic benefits and ‘whole of life’ costs of the proposal. Include an 
economic evaluation of the proposal, based upon the formula set out in the IPWEA 
Asset Management Manual. Quantify where possible, the cost savings of identified 
benefits of the assessment (e.g. travel time and vehicle operating cost savings, 
accident savings per annum).

Comments:
- fluctuates due to pavement 
prices

Comments:
- $ depends on seasonal 
maintenance

Comments: Comments:
- approx cost $2.22 million

Comments:

YES YES YES YES
Comments: Comments: Comments: Comments: Comments: 

70 26 9 10 22 0
phone conversation 26/10/06 phone conversation 26/10/06 phone conversation 26/10/06 email submission received 8/9/06 phone conversation 26/10/06

This second stage of transport infrastructure priority assessment has been designed as a checklist, to be used by Member Councils as a 
reference tool in ensuring a ‘complete’ funding application is prepared.

Influencing Factor

5

20

10

Stakeholder Consultation State whether consultation has been undertaken with relevant stakeholders (e.g. 
DTEI, adjoining properties, etc) and if so, the outcomes of this process. 5

Environmental Impacts Please indicate any environmental impacts of the proposal that you may be aware 
of, for example flora/fauna, dust, noise, water, heritage sites and Aboriginal land or 

20

Council Endorsement State weather the proposal has the support of both Council staff and elected Council 
members (include a copy of the relevant minutes if available). YES

TOTAL

- reasonable condition
- sealed 7m
- traffic could increase due to Aust 
Zircon and traffic to Riverland

- unsealed, reasonable condition
- 10m incl. shoulders 
- all weather road (deteriorates 
seasonally with freight traffic)

- 7m seal (could be 6.8m in 
Coorong?)

Comments: none Comments: Comments: 

- freight has increased and will 
increase further with Aust Zircon
- generally seasonal
- main arterial
- no major changes to the road 
but need to maintain to 
reasonable level

- local freight (silo at Galga)
- proposal to maintain and not seal

- proportion of the road in Coorong
- has received SLRP funding
- road remaining in assessment 
for maintenance purposes (regular 
reseal basis)
- north-south corridor
- local transport

- a combination of uses, primarily 
freight and social
- also means of accessing the 
River Murray at Bowhill 
- completes the north-south 
corridor from Bowhill thru to 
Karoonda, Yumali then interstate
- produce to Bowhill uses this route
- traffic volumes vary from season 
to season

- dependent on terms of mining 
operations (subject to change 
without notice)

- WILL PLACE ADDED 
PRESSURE ON DC OF 
KAROONDA EAST MURRAY 
AND DC OF LOXTON WAIKERIE 
AS MINING PROGRESSES

- not definitive which road will be 
used at this stage

- unsealed
- all weather road prone to  
potholing

Comments: Comments: 



MURRAY & MALLEE LOCAL GOVERNMENT REGIONAL TRANSPORT STRATEGY

COUNCIL NAME: District Council of Karoonda East Murray

Road Name:

Stage 2 - Specific Criteria Specific 
Score

Existing Conditions Description of Existing Conditions, ie:
� width, length
� sealed/unsealed surface
� horizontal, vertical alignment (standard of curves, barrier provisions, sightlines, 
surface undulation)
� width and quality of shoulders
� surface condition (summer, winter)
� accident statistics (where relevant).

Role and Function State the role and function of the road, e.g.
� freight route, tourist route, social route (or a combination)
� significance of the road to the region (regional, sub-regional or local) – with 
supporting reasons
� role of the road within the Council/s road hierarchy/transport strategy (e.g. major 
collector, local access road)
� the linkage the connection provides between destinations (e.g. between major 
townships, between grape growing areas and crushing plants)
� the volume of general and commercial traffic that the road carries
� compatibility of the road with the surrounding rail network – will the road 
(potentially) limit the attractiveness of using the rail network to carry goods ?
� compatibility of the road within the surrounding arterial road network – does the 
road enhance, duplicate or compete with the arterial road network? If the proposal is 
likely to attract a greater traffic volume than the surrounding arterial road network , is 
there opportunity to potentially ‘swap’ assets with DTEI?

Impacts of the Upgrade Provide detailed discussion re the impacts of the proposed work - for example:
� land acquisition
� tree removal

10
Cost and Benefits State the total cost of the proposal, and the level of road standard that this cost will 

achieve.
Discuss the economic benefits and ‘whole of life’ costs of the proposal. Include an 
economic evaluation of the proposal, based upon the formula set out in the IPWEA 
Asset Management Manual. Quantify where possible, the cost savings of identified 
benefits of the assessment (e.g. travel time and vehicle operating cost savings, 
accident savings per annum).

70

This second stage of transport infrastructure priority assessment has been designed as a checklist, to be used by Member Councils as a 
reference tool in ensuring a ‘complete’ funding application is prepared.

Influencing Factor

5

20

10

Stakeholder Consultation State whether consultation has been undertaken with relevant stakeholders (e.g. 
DTEI, adjoining properties, etc) and if so, the outcomes of this process. 5

Environmental Impacts Please indicate any environmental impacts of the proposal that you may be aware 
of, for example flora/fauna, dust, noise, water, heritage sites and Aboriginal land or 

20

Council Endorsement State weather the proposal has the support of both Council staff and elected Council 
members (include a copy of the relevant minutes if available). YES

TOTAL

Wanbi - Walkers Flat Road
Karoonda - Murray Bridge Road 

(DTEI road) Yumali-Bowhill Road

Score and Comments Score and Comments Score and Comments

2 0 1
Comments: Comments: Comments:

3 0 12
Comments: Comments: Comments:

0 0 0

0 0 0
Comments: Comments: Comments: 

0 0 0
Comments: Comments: Comments:

0 0 0

Comments: Comments: Comments:

YES DTEI road YES
Comments: Comments: Comments: 

5 0 13
phone conversation 26/10/06 phone conversation 26/10/06 phone conversation 26/10/06

- unsealed
- 10m incl. shoulders
- all weather depending on 
seasonal traffic

- Karoonda to Bowhill is unsealed

- local freight route
- grain

- DTEI road - part of road in Coorong DC
- a combination of uses, primarily 
freight and social
- also means of accessing the 
River Murray at Bowhill 
- completes the north-south 
corridor from Bowhill thru to 
Karoonda, Yumali then interstate
- produce to Bowhill uses this route
- traffic volumes vary from season 
to season

Comments: Comments: Comments: 



MURRAY & MALLEE LOCAL GOVERNMENT REGIONAL TRANSPORT STRATEGY

COUNCIL NAME: District Council of Loxton Waikerie

Road Name: Sunlands Irrigation Area
Crase Road (link for Southern 

Titanium Operations) Lameroo - Alawoona Road
Loxton - Tookeyerta Road 

(FUTURE ROAD)
Kelliher Road (Loxton Irrigation 

Area)

Stage 2 - Specific Criteria Specific 
Score Score and Comments Score and Comments Score and Comments Score and Comments Score and Comments

Existing Conditions Description of Existing Conditions, ie:
� width, length Comments: Comments: Comments: Comments: Comments:
� sealed/unsealed surface
� horizontal, vertical alignment (standard of curves, barrier provisions, sightlines, 
surface undulation)
� width and quality of shoulders
� surface condition (summer, winter)
� accident statistics (where relevant).

Role and Function State the role and function of the road, e.g.
� freight route, tourist route, social route (or a combination) Comments: Comments: Comments: Comments: Comments:
� significance of the road to the region (regional, sub-regional or local) – with 
supporting reasons
� role of the road within the Council/s road hierarchy/transport strategy (e.g. major 
collector, local access road)
� the linkage the connection provides between destinations (e.g. between major 
townships, between grape growing areas and crushing plants)
� the volume of general and commercial traffic that the road carries
� compatibility of the road with the surrounding rail network – will the road 
(potentially) limit the attractiveness of using the rail network to carry goods ?
� compatibility of the road within the surrounding arterial road network – does the 
road enhance, duplicate or compete with the arterial road network? If the proposal is 
likely to attract a greater traffic volume than the surrounding arterial road network , is 
there opportunity to potentially ‘swap’ assets with DTEI?

Impacts of the Upgrade Provide detailed discussion re the impacts of the proposed work - for example:
� land acquisition
� tree removal

Comments: would need 
consultation with Sunlands and 
Golden Heights Irrigation Trusts

Comments: Comments: Comments: Comments: 

10 Comments: dust reduction Comments: Comments: Comments: Comments:
Cost and Benefits State the total cost of the proposal, and the level of road standard that this cost will 

achieve.

Discuss the economic benefits and ‘whole of life’ costs of the proposal. Include an 
economic evaluation of the proposal, based upon the formula set out in the IPWEA 
Asset Management Manual. Quantify where possible, the cost savings of identified 
benefits of the assessment (e.g. travel time and vehicle operating cost savings, 
accident savings per annum).

Comments: Comments: Comments: Comments: Comments:

Comments: Comments: Comments: Comments: Comments: 
70 0 0 0 0 0

interview 1/11/06 interview 1/11/06 interview 1/11/06 interview 1/11/06 interview 1/11/06

- not immediate priority - 3rd year of funding, 1 more year 
to complete

under construction - completed 
next year

- bypass road
- future project (longer term)

Comments: no Comments: Comments: Comments: 

- no specific road but application 
for road widening and upgrading 
unsealed pavements to sealed 
standard to cater for larger 
vehicles

- dust issues and drainage issues

TOTAL

- will send thru documentation

Comments: 

Environmental Impacts Please indicate any environmental impacts of the proposal that you may be aware 
of, for example flora/fauna, dust, noise, water, heritage sites and Aboriginal land or 

20

Council Endorsement State weather the proposal has the support of both Council staff and elected Council 
members (include a copy of the relevant minutes if available). YES

10

Stakeholder Consultation
State whether consultation has been undertaken with relevant stakeholders (e.g. 
DTEI, adjoining properties, etc) and if so, the outcomes of this process. 5

This second stage of transport infrastructure priority assessment has been designed as a checklist, to be used by Member Councils as a 
reference tool in ensuring a ‘complete’ funding application is prepared.

Influencing Factor

5

20



MURRAY & MALLEE LOCAL GOVERNMENT REGIONAL TRANSPORT STRATEGY

COUNCIL NAME: District Council of Loxton Waikerie

Road Name:

Stage 2 - Specific Criteria Specific 
Score

Existing Conditions Description of Existing Conditions, ie:
� width, length
� sealed/unsealed surface
� horizontal, vertical alignment (standard of curves, barrier provisions, sightlines, 
surface undulation)
� width and quality of shoulders
� surface condition (summer, winter)
� accident statistics (where relevant).

Role and Function State the role and function of the road, e.g.
� freight route, tourist route, social route (or a combination)
� significance of the road to the region (regional, sub-regional or local) – with 
supporting reasons
� role of the road within the Council/s road hierarchy/transport strategy (e.g. major 
collector, local access road)
� the linkage the connection provides between destinations (e.g. between major 
townships, between grape growing areas and crushing plants)
� the volume of general and commercial traffic that the road carries
� compatibility of the road with the surrounding rail network – will the road 
(potentially) limit the attractiveness of using the rail network to carry goods ?
� compatibility of the road within the surrounding arterial road network – does the 
road enhance, duplicate or compete with the arterial road network? If the proposal is 
likely to attract a greater traffic volume than the surrounding arterial road network , is 
there opportunity to potentially ‘swap’ assets with DTEI?

Impacts of the Upgrade Provide detailed discussion re the impacts of the proposed work - for example:
� land acquisition
� tree removal

10
Cost and Benefits State the total cost of the proposal, and the level of road standard that this cost will 

achieve.

Discuss the economic benefits and ‘whole of life’ costs of the proposal. Include an 
economic evaluation of the proposal, based upon the formula set out in the IPWEA 
Asset Management Manual. Quantify where possible, the cost savings of identified 
benefits of the assessment (e.g. travel time and vehicle operating cost savings, 
accident savings per annum).

70TOTAL

Environmental Impacts Please indicate any environmental impacts of the proposal that you may be aware 
of, for example flora/fauna, dust, noise, water, heritage sites and Aboriginal land or 

20

Council Endorsement State weather the proposal has the support of both Council staff and elected Council 
members (include a copy of the relevant minutes if available). YES

10

Stakeholder Consultation
State whether consultation has been undertaken with relevant stakeholders (e.g. 
DTEI, adjoining properties, etc) and if so, the outcomes of this process. 5

This second stage of transport infrastructure priority assessment has been designed as a checklist, to be used by Member Councils as a 
reference tool in ensuring a ‘complete’ funding application is prepared.

Influencing Factor

5

20

Quarry Road (Loxton Irrigation 
Area) Henschke Road

Waikerie-Mindarie (inc. Maggea & 
Mantung Roads)

Score and Comments Score and Comments Score and Comments

3
Comments: Comments: Comments:

15
Comments: Comments: Comments:

8

4
Comments: Comments: local land owners for 

acquisition purposes required
Comments:  N/A

2
Comments: Comments: none Comments: - existing alignment

10

Comments: Comments:
- TBA

Comments:
- $4.8 million
- sealed and widened to better 
cater for freight
- economic evaluation to be 
investigated

YES
Comments: Comments: Comments:  - in Council minutes

0 0 42
interview 1/11/06 interview 1/11/06 email submission 20/10/06

Comments: minor land acquisition 
and tree removal

-TBA

- freight carrying grain to 
Tookayerta bulk grain facility
- collector linking grain facility to 
grain growing regions in SW area 
of council
- seasonal

- will send thru documentation

Comments: 

- 46km road
- carriageway width 7-8m
- unsealed
- seasonal heavy vehicle 
deterioration

- 150 AADT (30% commercial)
- link Sturt Hwy at Waikerie to 
Karoonda Hwy at Mindarie
- provide opportunities to move 
freight to rail terminal at Mindarie
- link between Waikerie and 
Mindarie (Aust. Zircon Mine)
- access from Mallee Region to 
hospitals and schools in Waikerie
- commuter route (teachers to 
East Murray Area School)

Comments:  - existing alignment
- minimal veg. clearance



MURRAY & MALLEE LOCAL GOVERNMENT REGIONAL TRANSPORT STRATEGY

COUNCIL NAME: Mid Murray Council

Road Name: Bower Boundary Road Cambrai - Black Hill Road East Front Road
Murraylands Road (formally 

Blanchetown - Pellering Flat Road)

Stage 2 - Specific Criteria Specific 
Score Score and Comments Score and Comments Score and Comments Score and Comments

Existing Conditions Description of Existing Conditions, ie: 3 3 3 3
� width, length Comments: Comments: Comments: Comments:
� sealed/unsealed surface
� horizontal, vertical alignment (standard of curves, barrier provisions, sightlines, 
surface undulation)
� width and quality of shoulders
� surface condition (summer, winter)
� accident statistics (where relevant).

Role and Function State the role and function of the road, e.g. 15 7 8 8
� freight route, tourist route, social route (or a combination) Comments: Comments: Comments: Comments:
� significance of the road to the region (regional, sub-regional or local) – with 
supporting reasons
� role of the road within the Council/s road hierarchy/transport strategy (e.g. major 
collector, local access road)
� the linkage the connection provides between destinations (e.g. between major 
townships, between grape growing areas and crushing plants)
� the volume of general and commercial traffic that the road carries
� compatibility of the road with the surrounding rail network – will the road 
(potentially) limit the attractiveness of using the rail network to carry goods?
� compatibility of the road within the surrounding arterial road network – does the
road enhance, duplicate or compete with the arterial road network? If the proposal is 
likely to attract a greater traffic volume than the surrounding arterial road network, is 
there opportunity to potentially ‘swap’ assets with DTEI?

Impacts of the Upgrade Provide detailed discussion re the impacts of the proposed work - for example: 4 8 8 8
� land acquisition
� tree removal

2 4 4 4
Comments: some consultation 
with state government

Comments:  not reqd Comments:  not reqd Comments:  not reqd

0 2 2 2

10 Comments: Comments: dust at unsealed end Comments: dust at unsealed end Comments: wildlife safety

Cost and Benefits State the total cost of the proposal, and the level of road standard that this cost will 
achieve.

18 8 8 8

Discuss the economic benefits and ‘whole of life’ costs of the proposal. Include an 
economic evaluation of the proposal, based upon the formula set out in the IPWEA 
Asset Management Manual. Quantify where possible, the cost savings of identified 
benefits of the assessment (e.g. travel time and vehicle operating cost savings, 
accident savings per annum).

Comments:
- approx. $15million
- ARRB benefit cost ratio of 5:1

Comments:
- $60k per km to seal remaining 
unsealed section (excluding 
bridge)

Comments:
- $60k-65k per km to seal 
remaining unsealed section 
(excluding bridge)

Comments:
- $25k per km for unsealed 
maintenance

YES YES YES YES

Comments: 
Comments: priority is for bower 
boundary road

Comments: priority is for bower 
boundary road

Comments: priority is for bower 
boundary road

70 42 32 33 33

This second stage of transport infrastructure priority assessment has been designed as a checklist, to be used by Member Councils as a 
reference tool in ensuring a ‘complete’ funding application is prepared.

Influencing Factor

5

20

Council Endorsement State weather the proposal has the support of both Council staff and elected Council 
members (include a copy of the relevant minutes if available). YES

10

Stakeholder Consultation State whether consultation has been undertaken with relevant stakeholders (e.g. 
DTEI, adjoining properties, etc) and if so, the outcomes of this process. 5

TOTAL

- unsealed,  rough surface
- generally acceptable alignment
- 6-11m width (ave. 9m)
- no reported accidents

- partially  sealed (1/3 sealed) 7m 
width
- 1.5-2.4 shoulders
- bridge with 10t load limit
- all weather road
- unsealed reasonably formed with 

- sealed >50% as far as the traffic 
vols warranted
- all weather road
- ok alignment

Comments:  - land acquisition 
required

Comments:  existing alignment Comments:  existing alignment

Environmental Impacts Please indicate any environmental impacts of the proposal that you may be aware 
of, for example flora/fauna, dust, noise, water, heritage sites and Aboriginal land or 
sacred sites.

20

Comments:  existing alignment

- unsealed
- reasonable alignment
- 12m incl shoulders
- all weather road
- wildlife safety concerns

- increasingly used as an alternate 
route by intra and interstate heavy 
freight for wool, grain and livestock
- no tourism appeal
- opportunity to separate tourism 
routes from freight traffic
- reduce no. of heavy vehicles 
through townships on other routes
- access to regional trade in store 
sheep
- traffic vols available upon request

- Link to Black Hill quarries 
- link to irrigated area
- does not link towns
- sealed section 300vpd, unsealed 
<100vpd
- scenic route (some tourists)
- school link into Cambrai

- potential tourist drive 
- primarily access to holiday 
shacks (some permanent 
residents)
- minimal freight
- 3 or 4 houseboat building 
establishments
- marina for house boats
- some orchards and farming 
areas

- tourist route on weekends
- weekday residents
- access to caravan park, shacks, 
nudist colony
- most direct route from Mannum 
to Morgan western side of the river
- access to swan reach pumping 
station



MURRAY & MALLEE LOCAL GOVERNMENT REGIONAL TRANSPORT STRATEGY

COUNCIL NAME: Rural City of Murray Bridge

Road Name: Flagstaff Road
Monarto Interchange (southern on 

and off ramps) Kangaroo / Ferries / MacDonald Jarvis / Hoadville Road Kepa Road

Stage 2 - Specific Criteria Specific 
Score Score and Comments Score and Comments Score and Comments Score and Comments Score and Comments

Existing Conditions Description of Existing Conditions, ie: 3 3 3
� width, length Comments: Comments: Comments: Comments: Comments:
� sealed/unsealed surface
� horizontal, vertical alignment (standard of curves, barrier provisions, sightlines, 
surface undulation)
� width and quality of shoulders
� surface condition (summer, winter)
� accident statistics (where relevant).

Role and Function State the role and function of the road, e.g. 8 5 5
� freight route, tourist route, social route (or a combination) Comments: Comments: Comments: Comments: Comments:
� significance of the road to the region (regional, sub-regional or local) – with 
supporting reasons
� role of the road within the Council/s road hierarchy/transport strategy (e.g. major 
collector, local access road)
� the linkage the connection provides between destinations (e.g. between major 
townships, between grape growing areas and crushing plants)
� the volume of general and commercial traffic that the road carries
� compatibility of the road with the surrounding rail network – will the road 
(potentially) limit the attractiveness of using the rail network to carry goods ?
� compatibility of the road within the surrounding arterial road network – does the 
road enhance, duplicate or compete with the arterial road network? If the proposal is 
likely to attract a greater traffic volume than the surrounding arterial road network , is 
there opportunity to potentially ‘swap’ assets with DTEI?

Impacts of the Upgrade Provide detailed discussion re the impacts of the proposed work - for example: 6 6 6
� land acquisition
� tree removal

0 0 0
Comments: Comments: Comments: Comments: Comments: 

2 2 2
10 Comments: nothing significant Comments: Comments: Comments: nothing significant Comments: nothing significant

Cost and Benefits State the total cost of the proposal, and the level of road standard that this cost will 
achieve.

8 8 8

Discuss the economic benefits and ‘whole of life’ costs of the proposal. Include an 
economic evaluation of the proposal, based upon the formula set out in the IPWEA 
Asset Management Manual. Quantify where possible, the cost savings of identified 
benefits of the assessment (e.g. travel time and vehicle operating cost savings, 
accident savings per annum).

Comments:
- $620,000 to improve road 'fit for 
purpose' standard

Comments: Comments: Comments:
- $950,000 to improve road 'fit for 
purpose' standard

Comments:
- $615,000 to improve road 'fit for 
purpose' standard

YES YES YES
Comments: Comments: Comments: Comments: Comments: 

70 27 0 0 24 24
email info 1/11/06 email info 1/11/06 email info 1/11/06

Comments: no land acquisition, 
minimal tree removal

Comments: Comments: Comments: no land acquisition, 
minimal tree removal

Comments: no land acquisition, 
minimal tree removal

- 7.2m width
- 7.4km sealed, 6.8km unsealed
- 1m shoulders in fair condition
- 2 casualty crashes (1990 - 2000)

- main arterial road that connects 
to the Wellington Langhourne 
Creek Road
- freight route (piggery)
- sub regional
- link between Murray Bridge and 
Langhorne Creek
- 

- major local road that connects to 
Flagstaff Road
- freight route for grain, livestock 
and agricultural produce

- major local road connecting to 
Tailem Bend 
- freight route for grain
- freight and social route

- 7m width
- 7.2 km sealed, 11.3km unsealed
- 1m shoulder width
- no accidents within the last 5 
years

TOTAL

- 10 m width
- 5km sealed, 12 km unsealed
- 1.5m shoulder, poor in sections
- 5 casualty accidents, 1 fatality 
(1990-2005)

Environmental Impacts Please indicate any environmental impacts of the proposal that you may be aware 
of, for example flora/fauna, dust, noise, water, heritage sites and Aboriginal land or 

20

Council Endorsement State weather the proposal has the support of both Council staff and elected Council 
members (include a copy of the relevant minutes if available). YES

10

Stakeholder Consultation State whether consultation has been undertaken with relevant stakeholders (e.g. 
DTEI, adjoining properties, etc) and if so, the outcomes of this process. 5

This second stage of transport infrastructure priority assessment has been designed as a checklist, to be used by Member Councils as a 
reference tool in ensuring a ‘complete’ funding application is prepared.

Influencing Factor

5

20



MURRAY & MALLEE LOCAL GOVERNMENT REGIONAL TRANSPORT STRATEGY

COUNCIL NAME: Rural City of Murray Bridge

Road Name:

Stage 2 - Specific Criteria Specific 
Score

Existing Conditions Description of Existing Conditions, ie:
� width, length
� sealed/unsealed surface
� horizontal, vertical alignment (standard of curves, barrier provisions, sightlines, 
surface undulation)
� width and quality of shoulders
� surface condition (summer, winter)
� accident statistics (where relevant).

Role and Function State the role and function of the road, e.g.
� freight route, tourist route, social route (or a combination)
� significance of the road to the region (regional, sub-regional or local) – with 
supporting reasons
� role of the road within the Council/s road hierarchy/transport strategy (e.g. major 
collector, local access road)
� the linkage the connection provides between destinations (e.g. between major 
townships, between grape growing areas and crushing plants)
� the volume of general and commercial traffic that the road carries
� compatibility of the road with the surrounding rail network – will the road 
(potentially) limit the attractiveness of using the rail network to carry goods ?
� compatibility of the road within the surrounding arterial road network – does the 
road enhance, duplicate or compete with the arterial road network? If the proposal is 
likely to attract a greater traffic volume than the surrounding arterial road network , is 
there opportunity to potentially ‘swap’ assets with DTEI?

Impacts of the Upgrade Provide detailed discussion re the impacts of the proposed work - for example:
� land acquisition
� tree removal

10
Cost and Benefits State the total cost of the proposal, and the level of road standard that this cost will 

achieve.
Discuss the economic benefits and ‘whole of life’ costs of the proposal. Include an 
economic evaluation of the proposal, based upon the formula set out in the IPWEA 
Asset Management Manual. Quantify where possible, the cost savings of identified 
benefits of the assessment (e.g. travel time and vehicle operating cost savings, 
accident savings per annum).

70TOTAL

Environmental Impacts Please indicate any environmental impacts of the proposal that you may be aware 
of, for example flora/fauna, dust, noise, water, heritage sites and Aboriginal land or 

20

Council Endorsement State weather the proposal has the support of both Council staff and elected Council 
members (include a copy of the relevant minutes if available). YES

10

Stakeholder Consultation State whether consultation has been undertaken with relevant stakeholders (e.g. 
DTEI, adjoining properties, etc) and if so, the outcomes of this process. 5

This second stage of transport infrastructure priority assessment has been designed as a checklist, to be used by Member Councils as a 
reference tool in ensuring a ‘complete’ funding application is prepared.

Influencing Factor

5

20

Rathjen Road Bowhill Road Brinkley Road Harrogate Road
OD 4 Route (formally Hindmarsh 

Road / Cypress)

Score and Comments Score and Comments Score and Comments Score and Comments Score and Comments

2 2 2 2 2
Comments: Comments: Comments: Comments: Comments:

5 8 5 5 7
Comments: Comments: Comments: Comments: Comments:

6 8 8 6 8

0 0 0 0 0
Comments:  none Comments: Comments: Comments: Comments: 

2 0 0 2 0
Comments: nothing significant Comments: none Comments: none Comments: nothing significant Comments: none

8 8 8 8 8

Comments:
- $620,000 to improve road 'fit for 
purpose' standard

Comments:
- $280,000 to improve road 'fit for 
purpose' standard

Comments:
- $230,000 to improve road 'fit for 
purpose' standard

Comments:
- $1.1million to improve road 'fit 
for purpose' standard

Comments:
- $1.8million  to improve road 'fit 
for purpose' standard

YES YES YES YES YES
Comments: Comments: Comments: Comments: Comments: 

23 26 23 23 25
email info 1/11/06 email info 1/11/06 email info 1/11/06 email info 1/11/06 email info 1/11/06

Comments: no land acquisition, 
minimal tree removal

Comments: not required

- main arterial road that connects 
to the Wellington Langhorne 
Creek Road
- freight and tourism route
-sub regional arterial road

- major local road that connects 
Monarto to Murray Bridge
- social and tourism route

- main overmass and 
overdimensional route through 
Murray Bridge
- connects South Eastern Freeway 
and Mannum Road

Comments: no land acquisition, 
minimal tree removal

Comments: not required

- 7m width, sealed
- 1.5m good quality shoulder
- 33 casualty crashes, 1 fatality 
(1990-2005)

- 8m width
- unsealed
- 1m shoulder width
- surface condition - fair
- 2 accidents, 1 casualty in last 5 
years

- 7m width sealed
- 1m shoulders
- 3 casualty crashes (1990-2005)

Comments: not required

- 6m width
- 0.6km sealed, 15.6m unsealed
- 2 casualty crashes (2000-2005)
- 1 m shoulders

- 10m width, sealed
- 38 casualty crashes (2000-2005)
- 2m shoulders in fair condition

- major collector road Murray 
Bridge to Mypolonga
- freight and social route
- subregional route

- main arterial road that connects 
to Karoonda Road and Mid 
Murray region
- freight and social
- sub-regional
- link between Murray Bridge and 
Mannum



MURRAY & MALLEE LOCAL GOVERNMENT REGIONAL TRANSPORT STRATEGY

COUNCIL NAME: Rural City of Murray Bridge

Road Name:

Stage 2 - Specific Criteria Specific 
Score

Existing Conditions Description of Existing Conditions, ie:
� width, length
� sealed/unsealed surface
� horizontal, vertical alignment (standard of curves, barrier provisions, sightlines, 
surface undulation)
� width and quality of shoulders
� surface condition (summer, winter)
� accident statistics (where relevant).

Role and Function State the role and function of the road, e.g.
� freight route, tourist route, social route (or a combination)
� significance of the road to the region (regional, sub-regional or local) – with 
supporting reasons
� role of the road within the Council/s road hierarchy/transport strategy (e.g. major 
collector, local access road)
� the linkage the connection provides between destinations (e.g. between major 
townships, between grape growing areas and crushing plants)
� the volume of general and commercial traffic that the road carries
� compatibility of the road with the surrounding rail network – will the road 
(potentially) limit the attractiveness of using the rail network to carry goods ?
� compatibility of the road within the surrounding arterial road network – does the 
road enhance, duplicate or compete with the arterial road network? If the proposal is 
likely to attract a greater traffic volume than the surrounding arterial road network , is 
there opportunity to potentially ‘swap’ assets with DTEI?

Impacts of the Upgrade Provide detailed discussion re the impacts of the proposed work - for example:
� land acquisition
� tree removal

10
Cost and Benefits State the total cost of the proposal, and the level of road standard that this cost will 

achieve.
Discuss the economic benefits and ‘whole of life’ costs of the proposal. Include an 
economic evaluation of the proposal, based upon the formula set out in the IPWEA 
Asset Management Manual. Quantify where possible, the cost savings of identified 
benefits of the assessment (e.g. travel time and vehicle operating cost savings, 
accident savings per annum).

70TOTAL

Environmental Impacts Please indicate any environmental impacts of the proposal that you may be aware 
of, for example flora/fauna, dust, noise, water, heritage sites and Aboriginal land or 

20

Council Endorsement State weather the proposal has the support of both Council staff and elected Council 
members (include a copy of the relevant minutes if available). YES

10

Stakeholder Consultation State whether consultation has been undertaken with relevant stakeholders (e.g. 
DTEI, adjoining properties, etc) and if so, the outcomes of this process. 5

This second stage of transport infrastructure priority assessment has been designed as a checklist, to be used by Member Councils as a 
reference tool in ensuring a ‘complete’ funding application is prepared.

Influencing Factor

5

20

Monarto Road

Score and Comments

3
Comments:

5
Comments:

8

0
Comments: 

2
Comments: nothing significant

8

Comments:
- $900,000 to improve road 'fit for 
purpose' standard

YES
Comments: 

26
email info 1/11/06

- 6.5m width
- 1.2km sealed, 9.1km unsealed
- 3 accidents, 2 casualty (2000-
2005)
- 1.5 m shoulders

- major local road that connects 
Monarto to Murray Bridge
- social and tourism route

Comments:  no land acquisition, 
minimal tree removal



MURRAY & MALLEE LOCAL GOVERNMENT REGIONAL TRANSPORT STRATEGY

COUNCIL NAME: District of Renmark Paringa

Road Name: Tarcoola Street Airport Road Murtho Road Government Road Lindsay Point Road

Stage 2 - Specific Criteria Specific 
Score Score and Comments Score and Comments Score and Comments Score and Comments Score and Comments

Existing Conditions Description of Existing Conditions, ie:
� width, length Comments: Comments: Comments: Comments: Comments:
� sealed/unsealed surface
� horizontal, vertical alignment (standard of curves, barrier provisions, sightlines, 
surface undulation)
� width and quality of shoulders
� surface condition (summer, winter)
� accident statistics (where relevant).

Role and Function State the role and function of the road, e.g.
� freight route, tourist route, social route (or a combination) Comments: Comments: Comments: Comments: Comments:
� significance of the road to the region (regional, sub-regional or local) – with 
supporting reasons
� role of the road within the Council/s road hierarchy/transport strategy (e.g. major 
collector, local access road)
� the linkage the connection provides between destinations (e.g. between major 
townships, between grape growing areas and crushing plants)
� the volume of general and commercial traffic that the road carries
� compatibility of the road with the surrounding rail network – will the road 
(potentially) limit the attractiveness of using the rail network to carry goods ?
� compatibility of the road within the surrounding arterial road network – does the 
road enhance, duplicate or compete with the arterial road network? If the proposal is 
likely to attract a greater traffic volume than the surrounding arterial road network , is 
there opportunity to potentially ‘swap’ assets with DTEI?

Impacts of the Upgrade Provide detailed discussion re the impacts of the proposed work - for example:
� land acquisition
� tree removal

Comments: Comments: Comments: Comments: Comments: 

10 Comments: Comments: Comments: Comments: Comments:
Cost and Benefits State the total cost of the proposal, and the level of road standard that this cost will 

achieve.
Discuss the economic benefits and ‘whole of life’ costs of the proposal. Include an 
economic evaluation of the proposal, based upon the formula set out in the IPWEA 
Asset Management Manual. Quantify where possible, the cost savings of identified 
benefits of the assessment (e.g. travel time and vehicle operating cost savings, 
accident savings per annum).

Comments: Comments: Comments: Comments: Comments:

Comments: Comments: Comments: Comments: Comments: 
70 0 0 0 0 0

This second stage of transport infrastructure priority assessment has been designed as a checklist, to be used by Member Councils as a 
reference tool in ensuring a ‘complete’ funding application is prepared.

Influencing Factor

5

20

10

Stakeholder Consultation State whether consultation has been undertaken with relevant stakeholders (e.g. 
DTEI, adjoining properties, etc) and if so, the outcomes of this process. 5

Environmental Impacts Please indicate any environmental impacts of the proposal that you may be aware 
of, for example flora/fauna, dust, noise, water, heritage sites and Aboriginal land or 

20

Council Endorsement State weather the proposal has the support of both Council staff and elected Council 
members (include a copy of the relevant minutes if available). YES

TOTAL

Comments: Comments: Comments: Comments: Comments: 



MURRAY & MALLEE LOCAL GOVERNMENT REGIONAL TRANSPORT STRATEGY

COUNCIL NAME: District of Renmark Paringa

Road Name:

Stage 2 - Specific Criteria Specific 
Score

Existing Conditions Description of Existing Conditions, ie:
� width, length
� sealed/unsealed surface
� horizontal, vertical alignment (standard of curves, barrier provisions, sightlines, 
surface undulation)
� width and quality of shoulders
� surface condition (summer, winter)
� accident statistics (where relevant).

Role and Function State the role and function of the road, e.g.
� freight route, tourist route, social route (or a combination)
� significance of the road to the region (regional, sub-regional or local) – with 
supporting reasons
� role of the road within the Council/s road hierarchy/transport strategy (e.g. major 
collector, local access road)
� the linkage the connection provides between destinations (e.g. between major 
townships, between grape growing areas and crushing plants)
� the volume of general and commercial traffic that the road carries
� compatibility of the road with the surrounding rail network – will the road 
(potentially) limit the attractiveness of using the rail network to carry goods ?
� compatibility of the road within the surrounding arterial road network – does the 
road enhance, duplicate or compete with the arterial road network? If the proposal is 
likely to attract a greater traffic volume than the surrounding arterial road network , is 
there opportunity to potentially ‘swap’ assets with DTEI?

Impacts of the Upgrade Provide detailed discussion re the impacts of the proposed work - for example:
� land acquisition
� tree removal

10
Cost and Benefits State the total cost of the proposal, and the level of road standard that this cost will 

achieve.
Discuss the economic benefits and ‘whole of life’ costs of the proposal. Include an 
economic evaluation of the proposal, based upon the formula set out in the IPWEA 
Asset Management Manual. Quantify where possible, the cost savings of identified 
benefits of the assessment (e.g. travel time and vehicle operating cost savings, 
accident savings per annum).

70

This second stage of transport infrastructure priority assessment has been designed as a checklist, to be used by Member Councils as a 
reference tool in ensuring a ‘complete’ funding application is prepared.

Influencing Factor

5

20

10

Stakeholder Consultation State whether consultation has been undertaken with relevant stakeholders (e.g. 
DTEI, adjoining properties, etc) and if so, the outcomes of this process. 5

Environmental Impacts Please indicate any environmental impacts of the proposal that you may be aware 
of, for example flora/fauna, dust, noise, water, heritage sites and Aboriginal land or 

20

Council Endorsement State weather the proposal has the support of both Council staff and elected Council 
members (include a copy of the relevant minutes if available). YES

TOTAL

Taldra Road (grain silos) to Sturt 
Hwy Cal Lal Road

Score and Comments Score and Comments

Comments: Comments:

Comments: Comments:

Comments: Comments: 

Comments: Comments:

Comments: Comments:

Comments: Comments: 
0 0

Comments: Comments: 



MURRAY & MALLEE LOCAL GOVERNMENT REGIONAL TRANSPORT STRATEGY

COUNCIL NAME: Southern Mallee District Council

Road Name:

Parilla South Road (formally 
Parilla South and Duckhole 

Roads) Lovers Lane Bypass Proposal Geranium - Coonalpyn Road Lameroo - Karoonda Road
Lameroo - Alawoona Road (within 
Southern Mallee District Council)

Stage 2 - Specific Criteria Specific 
Score Score and Comments Score and Comments Score and Comments Score and Comments Score and Comments

Existing Conditions Description of Existing Conditions, ie: 3 3 3 3 2
� width, length Comments: Comments: Comments: Comments: Comments:
� sealed/unsealed surface
� horizontal, vertical alignment (standard of curves, barrier provisions, sightlines, 
surface undulation)
� width and quality of shoulders
� surface condition (summer, winter)
� accident statistics (where relevant).

Role and Function State the role and function of the road, e.g. 7 9 7 7 12
� freight route, tourist route, social route (or a combination) Comments: Comments: Comments: Comments: Comments:
� significance of the road to the region (regional, sub-regional or local) – with 
supporting reasons
� role of the road within the Council/s road hierarchy/transport strategy (e.g. major 
collector, local access road)
� the linkage the connection provides between destinations (e.g. between major 
townships, between grape growing areas and crushing plants)
� the volume of general and commercial traffic that the road carries
� compatibility of the road with the surrounding rail network – will the road 
(potentially) limit the attractiveness of using the rail network to carry goods?
� compatibility of the road within the surrounding arterial road network – does the
road enhance, duplicate or compete with the arterial road network? If the proposal is 
likely to attract a greater traffic volume than the surrounding arterial road network, is 
there opportunity to potentially ‘swap’ assets with DTEI?

Impacts of the Upgrade Provide detailed discussion re the impacts of the proposed work - for example: 6 7 8 8 8
� land acquisition
� tree removal

0 0 0 2 2
Comments:  no Comments: no Comments: no Comments: 

- Karoonda East Murray
Comments: - undertaken with 
DTEI

2 5 0 0 0
10 Comments: dust issue Comments: dust Comments: none Comments: none Comments: none

Cost and Benefits State the total cost of the proposal, and the level of road standard that this cost will 
achieve.

8 8 8 8 10

Discuss the economic benefits and ‘whole of life’ costs of the proposal. Include an 
economic evaluation of the proposal, based upon the formula set out in the IPWEA 
Asset Management Manual. Quantify where possible, the cost savings of identified 
benefits of the assessment (e.g. travel time and vehicle operating cost savings, 
accident savings per annum).

Comments:
- approx $80-90k per km (high 
transport costs)

Comments:
- $120,000
- no economic evaluation

Comments:
-$2.38 million

Comments:
- approx $20k per km for each 
side (shoulder widening/seal)

Comments:
- $3.06milion over 4 years (2/3 
SLRP, 1/3 Council)

YES YES YES YES YES

Comments: Comments: Comments: Comments: 
Comments:  no supporting 
documentation

70 26 32 26 28 34
phone call 26/10/06 hardcopy submission received 

06/09/06
hardcopy submission received 
06/09/06

phone call 26/10/06 hardcopy submission received 
06/09/06

follow up phone call 26/10/06 follow up phone call 26/10/06

- unsealed
- reasonable base for first 13km, 
needs rebuilt for remaining length

- under current SLRP funding
- seasonal grain haulage, and 
stock transport 
- link between the Mallee, 
Coorong, SE regions and 
Riverland
- forms part of school bus route
-access to Billiat Conservation 
Park
- emergency vehicle access

Comments:  
- existing alignment

This second stage of transport infrastructure priority assessment has been designed as a checklist, to be used by Member Councils as a 
reference tool in ensuring a ‘complete’ funding application is prepared.

Influencing Factor

5

20

Council Endorsement State weather the proposal has the support of both Council staff and elected Council 
members (include a copy of the relevant minutes if available). YES

10

Stakeholder Consultation State whether consultation has been undertaken with relevant stakeholders (e.g. 
DTEI, adjoining properties, etc) and if so, the outcomes of this process. 5

TOTAL

- horizontal and vertical alignment 
varies (up to 6% vertical)
- 7m width, unsealed
- road requires rebuild and 
widening

- sealed
- 6.1m seal
-0.5m shoulders
- all weather

Comments: 
- existing alignment

Comments: 
- existing alignment

Environmental Impacts Please indicate any environmental impacts of the proposal that you may be aware 
of, for example flora/fauna, dust, noise, water, heritage sites and Aboriginal land or

20

#NAME? - received funding from SLRP but 
too narrow and needs shoulder 
widening
- primarily freight, social 
(sporting), tourism to lesser extent
- seasonal freight (potatoes, grain)

Comments: minor in both cases Comments: 
- unlikely (existing alignment)

- unsealed
- 7m
- no shoulders (natural)
- summer only road
- lots of near misses (head on, 
poor intersection alignment)

-7m
-straight road, 1% vertical grade
- no shoulders
-poor condition, potholing
-poor intersection at each end
-unsealed

- primarily freight with some social 
and minor tourism
- collector for farming land and 
freight
- shortcut from centre of district to 
Bordertown area (no direct link to 
towns as such) - cut 25-30km off 
trip

-designated b-double route
-part of route linking Riverland to 
South East
- all weather road but not in good 
condition
- possible to swap asset but 
unsuccessful at this stage
- dust complaints from locals
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