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I  I may be wrong, but memory tells me you may have been the project manager of the Mud Walls 
Road to Midland Highway upgrades a while back. 
 
Anyway no matter who d was project manager there is continuing near miss incidents at this intersection 
daily.  It is only a matter of time before someone is killed.  Why wait for that before fixing the failures made 
at time of this project. 
 
In today's near miss I cant get the video to upload in full so I screen shot the critical part showing how the 
car from Mud Walls Rd stopped then at last minute pulled out in front of car doing 100 kph.  Dash cam 
footage from truck following the south-bound car shows how close this was.  Driver of the truc

 reports seeing this sort of thing almost daily on his daily runs through that intersection.  There are 
often more than one near miss reported daily by other truck drivers. 
 
Some serious work needs to be done here before there are multiple deaths at a site with clear vision. 
 
Can you please have this addressed by passing to the right people if you do not have the ability to follow it 
up yourself. 
 
Also you will see where I marked a blue line beside the centre wire barrier on the right in this vision.    
There have been many reports of north bound trucks having cars pull out of Mud Walls Rd at extremely 
short notice to go northbound in front of truck.  I have had 5 truck drivers now who have reported to me 
they had a coat of paint between them and the car that pulls out in front.  In one case I reported to the 
department there was a baby in the back of the car in question which pulled out in front of that truck driver.  
Baby was found as road works just up the road caused both vehicles to have to stop.  Truck driver got out 
spoke with female car driver who seemed to not be aware of what she had just done, that is where he saw 
the baby in baby seat in back of that car.  Now that driver said although he managed to miss that car that 
time, had he been closer to intersection when car pulled out he no option but hit the car from behind had he
been fully loaded.  Just no way to avoid due to the engineering of that intersection.  In the coat of paint 
miss with that car it was only because of truck having no load.   Driver said had he been loaded and there 
had been no wire barrier between lanes close to that intersection he would have had a path to avoid but 
with the current design due to wire barrier there is no room to avoid on either side of offending car because 
of wire barrier each side. 
 
Suggestion on the north bound lane at Mud Walls Rd junction widen the road to the left northbound.  Re 
configure the wire barriers and make another lane.  Highway northbound lane would move to left allowing 
for a slip lane to be placed for mud Walls Rd traffic to be forced into the slip lane then merge left into 
highway traffic.  At the very least this action would allow avoidance room for any heavily loaded trucks 
doing 100 kph to avoid any vehicle that may pull out in front at extremely short notice making the 
intersection safer.  Not sure how to stop cars pulling out across in front of southbound traffic as in today's 
picture at short notice. 
 
All of this should have been addressed at time of the upgrade. Whoever is designing these upgrades is 
failing to be conscious of what some drivers are doing and how often. 
 
Hoping you may be able to help with this. 
 
Regards 

-- 
This email has been checked for viruses by Avast antivirus software. 
https://aus01.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.avast.com%2F&data=05%7C02
%7CStateRoadsCorporateMail%40stategrowth.tas.gov.au%7C314d4cc5f8fd48b2e5c408dd44d06971%7C
64ebab8accf44b5ca2d32b4e972d96b2%7C0%7C0%7C638742384151141965%7CUnknown%7CTWFpb
GZsb3d8eyJFbXB0eU1hcGkiOnRydWUsIlYiOiIwLjAuMDAwMCIsIlAiOiJXaW4zMiIsIkFOIjoiTWFpbCIsIldUI
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From: @jacobs.com>
Sent: Thursday, 25 March 2021 6:17 PM
To:
Cc: Midland Highway Final Stage
Subject: FW: MHFS - Client Direction scope pavement areas 

Follow Up Flag: Follow up
Flag Status: Flagged

H

Please see the email below for some information on the “out of scope” pavement areas within the project areas. 

Jacobs do have deflectorgraph information on the Tunbridge section you asked about, however we would need to 
undertake appropriate assessment on that data to be able to estimate any residual pavement life. 

Please let me know of any questions. 

Best regards 

From: @jacobs.com>  
Sent: Monday, 22 March 2021 5:19 PM 
To @jacobs.com> 
Cc: Midland Highway Final Stage <MidlandHighwayFinalStage@jacobs.com

@jacobs.com>; @jacobs.com> 
Subject: RE: MHFS - Client Direction Request - Treatment for out of scope pavement areas  

Hi

As part of our assessment of the existing pavement, Jacobs undertook a condition assessment against different 
criteria and metrics, including ‘The Step Method’, Design Deflections, Hawkeye condition metrics and also a visual 
assessment of each pavement section.  

Whilst these methods can give us an estimation of the remaining pavement life for existing pavements, it should be 
noted that there are limitations on any method of estimation of residual pavement life, and it should only be 
considered as rough guidance, rather than an accurate analysis.  

Based on the assessment procedure outlined in the Revised Reference Design Report, an estimate of the remaining 
life for each of the out of scope areas is outlined below: 

• Mud Walls Rd Intersection (Ch. 53640m - Ch. 54020m) has an estimated structural pavement life exceeding 20 years,
with a low frequency of visible pavement defects.

• Dudley St/Bowhill Rd Intersection (Ch. 63000m - Ch. 63660m) has an estimated structural pavement life of less than 10
years, with visible pavement defects observed throughout.

• Stanley St/Interlaken Rd Intersection (Ch. 64430m – Ch. 64960m) has an estimated structural pavement life of less than
10 years, with visible pavement defects observed in some sections.

• Esk Main Road to Conara (Ch. 124400m – 126160m) has an estimated structural pavement life exceeding 20 years, with
only one defected asphalt patch visible.

• Cleveland (Ch. 129500m – Ch. 130690m) has an estimated structural pavement life exceeding 20 years, with some
fatigue cracking in wheel paths observed.

Happy to answer any further questions, or provide more information of the condition assessment if necessary. 
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Regards, 
 

 
 
From @jacobs.com>  
Sent: Monday, 1 March 2021 11:55 AM 
To: @jacobs.com> 
Cc: Midland Highway Final Stage <MidlandHighwayFinalStage@jacobs.com>

@jacobs.com>; @jacobs.com> 
Subject: FW: MHFS - Client Direction Request - Treatment for out of scope pavement areas  
 
Hi
 
As discussed, below are some questions received from DSG on the client direction request we submitted for the 
“out of scope” pavement areas (the final version sent to DSG is attached) 
 
Can you have a look at the questions and provide your initial thoughts? 
 
Best regards 

 
From: @stategrowth.tas.gov.au>  
Sent: Wednesday, 24 February 2021 1:22 PM 
To: @jacobs.com>; @jacobs.com> 
Cc: Midland Highway Final Stage <MidlandHighwayFinalStage@jacobs.com>;  

 
Subject: [EXTERNAL] RE: MHFS - Client Direction Request - Treatment for out of scope pavement areas  
 
H
 
As follow-up to the below email/client direction form: 

• Can Jacobs provide the projected remaining life of the five ‘out of scope areas’ identified in the draft client 
direction that was sent? 

• It was noted that the section between Tunbridge Tier Rd. and Main Rd. (just to the north) is also an ‘out of 
scope area’ for the 10-year action plan. Is data available on the existing section of pavement there?  

o If data is available, I’ll follow-up to let you know if folks here think it’s a big of enough concern/risk 
to assess its current condition/remaining life as well (again the concern being that DSG would be out 
there shortly after the 10 year plan fixing this section of road). 

 
As always, let me know if there are follow-up questions/concerns/you would like to discuss further, 

 
 

Programming and Delivery | Department of State Growth 
4 Salamanca Place, Hobart | GPO Box 536, Hobart TAS 7001 
Phone: (
Web: www.stategrowth.tas.gov.au  
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CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE AND DISCLAIMER 
The information in this transmission may be confidential and/or protected by legal professional privilege, and is intended only for the person or persons to 
whom it is addressed. If you are not such a person, you are warned that any disclosure, copying or dissemination of the information is unauthorised. If you 
have received the transmission in error, please immediately contact this office by telephone, fax or email, to inform us of the error and to enable 
arrangements to be made for the destruction of the transmission, or its return at our cost. No liability is accepted for any unauthorised use of the information 
contained in this transmission. 
 

 
NOTICE - This communication may contain confidential and privileged information that is for the sole use of the intended recipient. Any 
viewing, copying or distribution of, or reliance on this message by unintended recipients is strictly prohibited. If you have received this 
message in error, please notify us immediately by replying to the message and deleting it from your computer. 
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2. 

3. Terminating works completely in these 
sections alerts roads users to these 
intersections ‘matching’ the adjacent sections 
of the highway which are being upgraded in 
this project. For example, the absence of 
audio-tactile pavement marking on the 
highway around the Mud Walls Rd 
intersection is likely to make the section ‘feel’ 
different to road users. This also decreases 
the safety of the section.  

4. These sections of pavement will need to be 
rehabilitated in the future. 

2. Apply line 
marking to sections 
currently out of 
scope. 

Option 2 is the same as Option 1 in leaving these 
sections outside the scope of works, but incorporates 
line marking of these sections into the project. 
 
Pros 

1. The cost of line marking for these short 
sections on the highway is minimal between 
Option 1 and Option 2. 

2. Line marking these sections will improve the 
road users perception of the highway 
upgrade along the route. 

3. There are currently no audio-tactile line 
markings for the Mud Walls Rd intersection. 
Providing audio-tactile line markings for this 
intersection will improve the safety of the 
intersection without providing significant cost 
to the project. 

Cons 
1. 

☒ 

3. Apply line 
marking to sections 
currently out of 
scope. 

Option 3 is similar to Option 2 in leaving out any 
pavement rehabilitation works, but incorporates 
reseal and line marking of these sections into the 
project. 
 
Pros 

1. The cost of resealing and line marking for 
these short sections on the highway is 
expected to be relatively small within the 
context of the Final Stage projects 

2. Line marking and resealing these sections will 
improve the road users perception of the 
highway upgrade along the route. 

3. There are currently no audio-tactile line 
markings for the Mud Walls Rd intersection. 
Providing audio-tactile line markings for this 
intersection will improve the safety of the 
intersection without providing significant cost 
to the project. 
 

☐ 
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NOTE: PM to attach any supporting information 

 

This form must be circulated for approval via the RM Workflow Portal using the ‘State Roads – Request for 
Project Client Direction’ Workflow Template. 

Please refer to D17/439040 for instructions on how to initiate a Workflow. 

 

 

  

File is to be stored within Records Manager as follows: 
In the CLIENT SPONSOR APPROVALS sub-file, with each request filed as a DOCUMENT with 
attachments as required. 

NOTE: file is to be named as follows: 
<PROJECT NAME> – CLIENT APPROVAL <NO.> – <SUBJECT MATTER> – <DATE> 
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From: @jacobs.com>
Sent: Monday, 13 September 2021 9:44 AM
To:
Cc:  Midland Highway Final Stage;
Subject: RE  - Mud Walls Road Junction - Midland Highway Final Stage - Oatlands

Thanks  

also requested a copy of the Highland Lakes Rd Safety Review report, which I asked about.
said the Department would respond directly on that request and Jacobs don’t need to be involved.  So I gave her the 
context and explained wanted to use it to support his case for an extension of the overtaking lane north of 
Mud Walls Rd, and that I had emailed you separately about that.  

100 Melville Street | Hobart TAS 7000 | Australia 

COVID-19:  Jacobs’ Hobart office remains open but with staff working from home for some of the week.  It 
is ‘business as usual’ for us and we will be happy to communicate with you via email, telephone or virtual 
meetings using MS Teams. If you do need to visit the office, we would ask that you arrange this in advance 
to comply with our Covid-19 risk management plan. 

From @stategrowth.tas.gov.au>  
Sent: Monday, 13 September 2021 9:14 AM 
To: e@jacobs.com> 
Cc: @jacobs.com>; Midland Highway Final Stage 
<MidlandHighwayFinalStage@jacobs.com>; @jacobs.com> 
Subject: [EXTERNAL] RE: - Mud Walls Road Junction - Midland Highway Final Stage - Oatlands 

Thanks for this information

was in touch with me on Thursday the 9th September 2021, the day before your email,  and your 
explanation supports the other aspects I told him: 
- the Department upgraded the safety of this junction not too many years ago
- the provision of a median barrier will not make the situation worse safety wise, the avoidance of a northbound
rear-end crash as the result of a motorist turning right out of Mud Walls Road could currently result in a head-on
crash (I didn’t say it but which is likely to have worse consequences than a rear end crash)

I did agree with him that extending the overtaking lane to all but the junction, the same as the Melton Mowbray 
junction, would be a safer arrangement but was beyond the scope of the project. 

nd I talked about other issues which I will get in touch with you and Jon about. 

Regards 
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CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE AND DISCLAIMER 
The information in this transmission may be confidential and/or protected by legal professional privilege, and is intended only for the person or persons to 
whom it is addressed. If you are not such a person, you are warned that any disclosure, copying or dissemination of the information is unauthorised. If you 
have received the transmission in error, please immediately contact this office by telephone, fax or email, to inform us of the error and to enable 
arrangements to be made for the destruction of the transmission, or its return at our cost. No liability is accepted for any unauthorised use of the information 
contained in this transmission. 
 

 
NOTICE - This communication may contain confidential and privileged information that is for the sole use of the intended recipient. Any 
viewing, copying or distribution of, or reliance on this message by unintended recipients is strictly prohibited. If you have received this 
message in error, please notify us immediately by replying to the message and deleting it from your computer. 
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From: @jacobs.com>
Sent: Tuesday, 14 September 2021 9:42 AM
To:
Subject: letter
Attachments: Letter to re MHFS Intersections and Accesses 14 Sep 2021.pdf

& Jon, 

A copy of the letter emailed to  this morning is attached, and also saved to Consultation Manager. 

100 Melville Street | Hobart TAS 7000 | Australia 

COVID-19:  Jacobs’ Hobart office remains open but with staff working from home for some of the week.  It 
is ‘business as usual’ for us and we will be happy to communicate with you via email, telephone or virtual 
meetings using MS Teams. If you do need to visit the office, we would ask that you arrange this in advance 
to comply with our Covid-19 risk management plan. 

NOTICE - This communication may contain confidential and privileged information that is for the sole use of the intended recipient. Any 
viewing, copying or distribution of, or reliance on this message by unintended recipients is strictly prohibited. If you have received this 
message in error, please notify us immediately by replying to the message and deleting it from your computer.
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100 Melville St 

Hobart, TAS 7000 

GPO Box 1725 

Hobart, TAS 7001 

Australia 

T +61 3 6221 3711 

F +61 3 6221 3766 

www.jacobs.com 

14 September 2021 

Project Name: Midland Highway Safety Upgrade Final Stage 

Project Number: IA250204  

Subject: Midland Highway Safety Upgrade – Intersections and Accesses 

Dear

Further to your recent phone calls to myself and  at the Department of State 

Growth about the intersections at Mud Walls Road, Stonor Road and Jericho Road North, and 

associated accesses to your property, the project team would like to provide you with a full 

response to each issue in turn. 

Mud Walls Road Intersection 

1. Overtaking lane heading north out of Mud Walls needs to start within 30mts not

280mts (replicate Melton Mowbray intersection)

• The main objective of the project is to install flexible median safety

barrier to reduce head-on crashes and associated serious injuries and

fatalities.

• The project is minimising the amount of work at Mud Walls Road

intersections, which was previously upgrades as part of the Midland

Highway 10 Year Action Plan.

• The approach being taken at Mud Walls Road is to spread out conflict

points (eg. property accesses, turn facilities, overtaking opportunities)

rather than concentrating them at the intersection.

• There is a very wide gap in the median safety barrier at Mud Walls Road.

Sight distance checks have confirmed that this intersection meets

standards.
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14 September 2021 

Subject: Midland Highway Safety Upgrade – Intersections and Accesses 

 

 

  

  2 

2. Could the limited access gateway at 53880 please be relocated to 53800 (opposite 

Mud Walls intersection) due to the current design limiting access due to the cable.  

 

• The Department’s strategy is to maintain most accesses at left-in, left-out.   

• It is not the Department’s preference to move accesses to major intersections. It 

creates an additional conflict point, making the intersection less safe.  

• Southbound light vehicles entering this access can turn in via Mud Walls Road, 

which is 80m away. 
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