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" Only six lift span bridges remain throughout the State: Tooleybuc, Swan Hill, Barham, and Cobram on
the Murray; and Hinton and Dunmore on the Paterson. All are on the SHR except for Cobram, which
the RTA proposes to nominate. While Swan Hill and Cobram are being by-passed, the RTA proposes
retaining them for local traffic.
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Bridging the Murray River

Map showing Murray River crossings between the
Albury and Swan Hill Regions.
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% Timber Truss Road Bridges — a strategic approach to conservation, RTA, p. 60
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! Only six lift span bridges remain throughout the State: Tooleybuc, Swan Hill, Barham, and Cobram on

the Murray; and Hinton and Dunmore on the Paterson. All are on the SHR except for Cobram, which

the RTA proposes to nominate. While Swan Hill and Cobram are being by-passed, the RTA proposes

retaining them for local traffic.

29



5# $ ' - $ 7 !
SHR Sierr Expected Operability
Bridge name Truss # Location Council Listed? | Classification L RTA's Committee’s
type spans el Assessment | Recommendations
Clarence Old PWD 2 Williams River at Clarence Town, Dungog Y Local T44 Operable Retain & consery|
Town Limeburners - Clarencetown
Monkerai Old PWD 3 Karuah River, Maitland - BudieiVay Great Lakes Y Local T44 Operable Retairm&serve
Five Day McDonald 1 Five Day Creek or Comara, Kempsey - Kempsey Y Regional > T44 Inoperable Already replaced
Creek Wollomombi but RTA to explain
lack of care
Galston McDonald 1 Pearce's or Tunks Creek at @alst Hornsby Y State <T44 Operable Retain & conser
Gorge, Asquith - Galston
Crankies McDonald 2 Coolumbooka Creek at Cranklam®, Bombala Y Regional >T44 Inoperable * A
ccept
Pambula - Bombala
McKanes McDonald 2 Cox River, Bowenfels to Jendlaves Greater Y Local T44 Operable Retain & conserve
Road Lithgow
Junction McDonald 3 Tumut River, Brungle Rd Tumut Y Local T44 Operable Retain & conserve
Boonanga Allan 1 Barwon River near Boomi (QId border){ Moree Plains N Regional > T44 Inoperable Already replaced
Moree to Boomi
Charleyong Allan 1 Mongarlowe River, Nowra - Braiovd Tallaganda N Regional >T44 Inoperable # Accept
Gundaroo Allan Yass River, Queenbeyan - Crookwell Gunning N Regional > T44 Inoperable Already replaced
Thornes Allan 1 Mulwaree Mulwaree N State > T44 Inoperable Already replaced
Wee Jasper Allan 1 Goodradigbee River, Tumut - Yass Yass Y Regional T44 Operable Retain & conser
Barrington Allan 2 Barrington River, Gloucester agfa Gloucester N Regional > T44 Inoperable # A
ccept
Road
Beryl Allan 2 Wyaldra Creek, Gulgong - Wyaldra Cr ubiee N Local T44 Operable Retain & conserv:
Paytens Allan 2 Collets Crossing, Lachlan Riverpes Forbes N Local T44 Operable Retain & conservi
- Paytens Bridge
Vacy Allan 2 Paterson River, Paterson - Gresford ndng Y Regional > T44 Inoperable * Accept
Carrathool Allan 2 + lift Murrumbidgee River, Carrathool - Sturt Carrathool Y Local T44 Operable * Accept
bascule | Hwy
Hinton Allan 2 + lift Paterson River, Hinton to Mmeth Maitland Y Local T44 Operable Retain & conserv
Swan Hill Allan 2 + lift Murray River, Swan Hill tdoulamein Wakool Y Regional > T44 Inoperable  |Retain for local traffi
& conserve
Tooleybuc Allan 2 + lift Murray River, Balranald 8wan Hill Wakool Y State >T44 Inoperable * Accept
Abercrombie Allan 3 Abercrombie River, South Bastur Evans N State > T44 Inoperable # Accept
Goulburn - liford
Morpeth Allan Hunter River, Morpeth to Hinton Mahnd Y Local T44 Operable Retain & conserve
Rossi Allan Rossi's Crossing, Wollondilly River, Goulburn- Y Local T44 Operable Retain & conserve
Goulbum - Wheeo Mulwaree
Victoria Allan 3 Stonequarry Creek, Remembrance Wollondilly Y Local <T44 Operable via  [Retain for local traffi
DriVe, adaptive reuse & conserve
Picton
Wallaby Allan 3 Turon River, Sofala - Hill End Evans Y Regal >T44 Inoperable Retain & conserve
Rocks
Dunmore Allan 3 + lift Paterson River at WoodvillWpodville Maitland Y Local T44 Operable Retain & conserve
to Maitland
Crookwell De Burgh Crookwell River, Goulburn -ditl Crookwell N State >T44 Inoperable # Accept
Holmans De Burgh 1 Lachlan River at Gooloogong, Grenfel| - Corowa N Regional >T44 Inoperable # A
ccept
(Gooloogong) Orange
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SHR Road Expected Operability
Bridge name Truss # Location Council Listed? | Classification Route RTA’s Committee’s
type spans REgUIEmE Assessment | Recommendations
Lansdowne De Burgh 1 Mulwaree Ponds at Goulburn oD - N Local T44 Operable Retain & conserve
Mulwaree
Middle De Burgh 2 Glennies Creek at Middle Falbrook, Singleton Y Local T44 Operable Retain & conser
Falbrook Rixs Creek to Falbrook
Beckers De Burgh 1 Webber's Creek at Dunn's Crgssin Singleton Y Regional >T44 Inoperable * A
ccept
Mount Thorley - Gresford
St Albans De Burgh 2 McDonald River at St. Albanssemans Hawkesbury Y Regional T44 Operable Retain & coveser
Ferry to Wollombi
Cobram De Burgh 2 +lift | Murray River at Barooga, Berrigan - Berrigan N Regional >T44 Operable via Retain for local
Cobram adaptive reuse | traffic & conserve
Barham De Burgh 2 +lift| Murray River at BarhamrBam - Wakool Y Regional >T44 Inoperable Retain for loca
Koondrook traffic & conserve
Tabulam De Burgh 5 Clarence River at Tabulam, Beuxn Kyogle Y State >T44 Inoperable * Accept
Highway
Briner Dare 1 Upper Coldstrearn River, Ulmarra - Ulmarra N Local T44 Operable Retain & consery
Tucabia
Coorei Dare 1 Williams River at Dungog, Maitland — Dungog Y Regional >T44 Inoperable * A
ccept
Bucketts Way
Gee Gee Dare 1 Wakool River, Swan Hill to Deniliqui Wakool Y Local >T44 Inoperable * Accept
Korns Crossing Dare 1 Rous River Crystal Creek,Wiliurmbah Tweed N Regional > T44 Inoperable # A
o ccept
- Chillingham
Mungindi Dare 1 Barwon River, (Qld Border), Garah - Moree Plains N State > T44 Inoperable Already replaced
Mungindi
Warroo Dare 1 Lachlan River, Condobolin — Warroo Forbes N Local T44 Operable Retain & conser
Bulga Dare 2 Wollombi Brook, Putty Road Singleton Y State > T44 Inoperable * Accept
Colemans Dare 2 Leycester Creek Lismore, Lismore - Lismore Y Regional T44 Operable Retain & conser
Cedar Point
Coonamit Dare 2 Wakool River, Swan Hill to Moulamei Wakool Y Regional >T44 Inoperable * Accept
Rawsonville Dare 2 Minore, Macquarie River, Mitdhdly - Dubbo N Local T44 Operable Retain & conser
Rawson
Scabbing Flat Dare 2 Macquarie River, Geurie - BrapFlat Wellington Local T44 Operable Retaircénserve
Sportsmans Dare Sportsman's Ck at Lawrence,dBraft Copmanhurst Regional >T44 Inoperable # A
ccept
Maclean
New Buildings Dare 3 Towamba River, off the Wyndham Bega Valley Y Local T44 Operable Retain & conser
Cathcart Road
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Mr O M Godden 12 May, 2011
The Chair

RTA Timber Truss Bridge Conservation Strategy Subcommittes

MSW Heritage Office

Locked Bag 5020,

Parramatia NEW 2124

ATT: MrwW H Nethery

Diear Mr Godden

The Trust has reviewed the content of the RTA Timber Truss Road Bridges — & Strategic Approach fo
Conservation (the Strategy) and, generally, commends the RTA for the scope and quality of the
Sirategy. Az you ars aware, the Trust has advocated a struciured approach to the management of
the RTA's hertage aszets, particularly the timber fruss road bridges, for many years. This Strategy
presents a reasoned analysis of the significance and conservation management issues for this
important class of herntage items and proposes an approach to their conservation based upon this
analysis.

The Trust acknowledges that the retention and maintenance of timber truss bridges on main roads
presents difficulties for the RTA, particularly in the light of increasing axle-loads and the consequently
higher performance standards required of road infrastructure. MNonetheless, the heritage importance
of theze bridges is universally recognized and there remains the expectation of the community that
the RTA should manage these assats in a way that recognises their significance and conserves their
values. Conssguently, whilst the process and intent of the report is commended, the Trust is
concerned that the Strategy i= largely an analysis of the constraints upon long-term conzervation and
does not investigate opportunities for conservation in the light of theze congtraintz. The Strategy
envisages only a limited 22t of possible outcomes bazed upon the RTAs existing situation and
reguirements, where it is clear from the analysis that altering any of the pre-existing conditions {such
as, for example, additional sgecialist funding from Government or the ogening of an alternative road
route) could change the conclusions of the analysis.

The Trust's detailed response to the Strategy can be summarised as two primary issuss.

Firstly, the report identifies that there are 14 timber truzs bridges under the care and control of local
councilz. These fourteen bridges are not included within the Strategy’s analysis and do not form a
component of the proposed conservation strategy.  MNonetheless, the potential transfer of RTA
bridges to local council control is offered as a divestment oplion. It has been the Trust's experience
that, without substantial support from the RTA, local councils do not have the regources to maintain
timber truss bridges and, when presented with a need for refurbishment of a timber bridge, will almost
without exception move fo reglace the imber bridge. Unless the RTA actively includes these bridges
within its overall considerations, these bridges are almeost certainly to be demaolished at some time in
the future. Appreciating the jurisdicticnal issues, it would seem sensible for the RTA to include these
cther bridges within thiz analysis, to provide a more complete picture of the available stock of bridges
and the conservation aptions available. Further, for the purposes of a state-wide conservation
strategy for a clazs of items and in recognition of the reality that the RTA uzually performs any work to
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such Bridges on behalf of the local councils in any case, it ig suggestied that the RTA formalise itz role
and adopt these bridges into the Strategy and itz cutcomes.

Secondly, the Sirategy identifies twenty-three bridges “for divestiment’, without addressing what this
means beyond demelition (with scme salvage of components) or transfer to another responsible
authority 2uch as a local council. Whilst acknowledging that the present Strategy’s primary focus is
the management of the RTA's assete, there are many more potential cutcomes for divested bridges
than are canvaszed in this report and thiz Strategy remaing incomplete without a plan for “divestment’
which provides opporiunities for conservation beyond demolition and ‘cannibalisation’ for spare paris.

For example, where bridges are to be replaced and removed in accordance with this sirategy,
relocation and reuse becomes a more acceptable fall-back conservation strategy than demalition
alons., Opportunities for reuse in low-stress situations, such as for padesirian footbridges, should be
pursued, including for example, a partnership with the NPWS. One local Council is known to have
been very keen in the past to re-establish an Allan Truss bridge as a pedestrian footbridge in a large
urtzan park but has been stymiad by the costs involved. While these approaches may involve
additional short-term cosats to the RTA, the long-term cultural benefits would justify this investment,
whilst allowing the RTA to focus upon its management of main roads. It is relevant that such
practices have precedents in MSW, with, for example, the three fruss sections of the old Iron Cove
Bridge reused on local roads in central western MSW in the 1950s.

These suggestions are not raized lightly, as it iz the traditional, principled objective that heritage items
are conserved in situ. Howewver, the Strategy clearly identifies that, irrespective of such princigles,
practical constraints will lead to a substantial number of the present stock of timber truss bridges
being ultimately demolished as they are, or will eventually become, functionally inadequate for their
purpose. Inthis context, a wider range of conservation options must therefore be considerad.

The Truzst would add that there are known major problems with any congervation strategy that does
not maintain & bridge as a functional crossing structure. Conservation of timber bridge seclions as
static displays in parkland {eg Cowra Bridge) has not been a succesaful approach, as the structure
has eventually decayed and been removed and converted into furniture. Transfer to Council of a by-
paszsed bridge has been successful cnly where there is an existing need for & pedesirian bridge and
the slow decay of the Hampden Bridge at Wagga Wagga is a regrettable caze in peint. The Trust
remaing seriouszly concerned by the current fate of the Maldon Suzspenszion Bridge.

Congeguenthy, the Trust's overall rezsponse to the Strategy is that, acknowledging the standard of
work that hag been undertaken to reach thiz stage, it remains yet an important step in the process of
developing a Conservation Sirateqy, rather than, as it is at present, an “Approach to Conservation”.

The Truzst would welcome an opporiunity to discuss its concems with the NSW Heritage Council
further and to continue o assist in the development of the RTA s hentage management policies.

“fours faithfully

p

M

Graham Quint
Advocacy Manager
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28 April 2011

Bill Methery

Heritage Council of NSW
Locked bag S020
FParramatta M2V 2124

By email: Bl Netheryfpianning new.aov.au

Dear Bill,
Comment in Response to: Timber Truss Road Bridges: A Strategic Approach to Conservation

Ausiralia ICOMOS appreciates the invitation to comment on the report Timber Truss Road Bridges: A
Sirategic Approach to Conssrvation, prepared by the RTA to provids a basie for the future use and
mamagement of these bridges. The membership of Australia ICOMOS includes many enginsers and
other specialists with a consideratyle knowledge of timber bridges, and we therefore invited responases
to the report from cur members. We received a number of responses, both generic in responge to the
broad policy approach of the repont, and gpecific in responss (o the engineering izauss that arise in
conserving these structures,

The RTA = 1o be commended for undertaking such a strategic study. We understand that itz position
iz to focus on operational issues while acknowisdging hentage significance, and for examining a full
apectrum of opiions to reconcite these izsuss.

Australia ICOMOS recognises the challenges of retaining thess histonc struciures designed for a
leszer load for use by increasingly large heavy vehicles, and the problems of single lane bridges with
the critical timber trusses being expossd to accidental damage. These izauss can be managed in
some circumetances by load limits and speed limits, but not without serious challenge on major roads.

The report argues that the conservation of timber bridges consumes disproportionatsly more
rezources than other bridge fypes and given limited funds redirects funds from the maintenance of
other bridges. We notz also that the availability or lack of high-quality hardwood timier for bridge
maintenances is a substantial concern, but are reassured that the RTA seems 0 be putting in place
strategies to ensure that adequate hardwood timber supplies would be come available in the long
term.

Meveritheless, we are concemed albout the implications of the approach proposed in the report. It is
clear that the ouicome the RTA is ze=king iz to develop a sirategy for creating a portfolic of tmber
bridges that it can manage. The basis for management is whether a bridge i2 ‘operabyie’ or noi, whers
this term means suitable for continued uze within the road network. Howsver, whether or not a bridge
iz ‘operable’ should not be the only criteria for determining the future use of these siruciures,
particularly as the BTA has a community expectation and a siatutory obligation under the NSW
Heritage Act for the proper management of publicly owned hertage asselz for the people of NSW.



Under the Burra Charter process the establishment of heritage significance is the essential first step
in formulating policies for the management of heritage assets. However we note that the report
includes the following statement: “in reassessing the timber truss bridge portfolio, it is necessary to
acknowledge that these listings occurred in a manner which lacked the scrutiny and rigour of the
listing processes now in use by, the Heritage Council and the Minister for Planning”.

There now seems therefore an opportunity for a rigorous reassessment of the heritage significance of
the 48 or so timber truss bridges currently making up its portfolio (we understand that the report relies
on the last such study which was undertaken by MBK in 1998, but during the interim it is reasonable
to expect that the number, condition and significance of the bridges would warrant a reassessment).

We urge therefore that the work already done to assess the portfolio under the ‘operable’ criterion be
supplemented by a more thorough review of the 1998 MBK study to determine the heritage
significance of the bridges (with an emphasis on their comparative significance), and that the
recommendations for retention or divestment be revised accordingly.

In undertaking this review, we suggest that full consideration be given to the range of techniques that
is available for enhancing the load carrying capacity and longevity of these bridges, notwithstanding
that these technigues reguire the introduction of modermn materials and/or detailing. The unobtrusive
intfroduction of steel into the timber trusses is a legitimate action to retain a modem function for the
bridges concerned, and may be regarded as a limited form of adaptive reuse which is widely accepted
for heritage bulldings. It may be argued that the integrity of the original structure is diminished from a
historic perspective, but this is a price that the community on balance is prepared to accept for its
retention in use.

We are also concemed that the report is strongly directed towards the retention of ‘a representative
sample of the population’, which the report argues is consistent with NSV heritage policy. This
approach would in all likelihood result in bridges that are heritage significance at the NSW state level
being given primary consideration for retention, which is an appropriate strategy. However, the
approach could also result in the loss of less significant bridges that are nonetheless highly valued by
their local communities.

Thank you again for allowing Australia ICOMOS to comment on the report. We hope that we have
been able to make a useful contribution to what is an important discussion for the future of our
engineering heritage.

Yours sincerely

mr Anthony Coupe
Vice-President, Australia [COMOS
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28" Aprdl 2011

Mr Don Goddan

Chairman

ATA Timber Truss Review Sub-Committes
Heritage Councll of New South Wales

3 Marist Place

Parramatta NSW 2150

E: Bill.nethery @planning.nsw, pov.au

Dear Sir,
Ref: Conservation and Management of RTA Timber Truss Road Bridges

Thank you for seeking the input of Engineers Australia with regard to the RTA Timber Truss Strategy,
We have reviewed the document via an internal sub-committee and provide the following response.

1. We have ‘in-principle’ agreement with the peneral approach, which is to find an optimum
batance between aperational and heritage needs to provide a sustainable heritage outcome.

2. We have a concern that this strategy should have appropriate constraints regarding its
durability. Our concern is that the State has already lost a large number of timber truss road
bridges [not all within ATA jurisdiction) and we would not wish to see the stock diminish beyond
that identifled in this strategy. We would be concerned If another strazegy were to emerge
within a few years which sought to further dilute the number to be conserved and recommend
that any endorsement refers to this.

3. We understand that a number of the timber truss bridges on local roads were transferred to the
ATA from local councils.

This strategy should recognise that these bridges are to remain under RTA control and that any
future reversion back to local authority ownerships should not reduce the conservation

outcomes.

I3l 3, B Thomas Street, Chatswood NSW 2067 or PO Box 1389, Chatswood NSW 2065
Phone 61 2 94105600, Fax b1 2 9410 0000
Waeb Page: wwwsvdney. engineersausinliaopau Emall: sydney @ enginesrsaustraliaong au
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A, We note that some of the bridges proposed for divestment Indude liftspans (Barham and
Tooleybue) and one bridge classified as ‘interim’ (Carathool).

We belleve that life-spans need to have some additlonal consideration with regard to ongeing
operational capability and whether or not they can be retalned In-use, notwithstanding lack of
operational capacity in the timbar approach spans. For example, cosld the [ift spans be
incorporated into a new bridge.

It is not clear that the eperational capacity of lift-spans has been addressed.,

It appears that some significant lift spans may become collateral caswalties of the loss of
adjacent timber trusses and that the justification for removal of lift spans needs to be more
clearly demonstrated.

5. We have some concerns with regards to the status of the bridges ‘to be preserved on an interim
basis" {Refer Table £5-2). It appears that as soon as operational requirements change (Page
ES7) they would be divestad,

This will potentlally significantly reduce the re presentation of Dare Trusses for example.

6.  The slgnificant reduction in bridges proposed for retention and conservatian makes the issue of
risk of bridge loss as a result of fire, flood, vehicle impact or accidental over-loading mare
critical.

The future Conservation Management Plans (Ref Next Steps on ES2) will need to recognise
these lssues for Individual bridges with incorperation of risk mitigatior strategies (e, fuel
reduction).

7. We note that multi span bridges are regarded as having greater significance than single or
double span.

This does have the affect however of increasing long term conservation costs.  When
considering a bridge In perpetuity it will have to have ongoing timber replacement and
consequently bridge costs relate closely to overall volume of timber,

Whilst we de not know the sensitivity of the analysis to this factor there may be an argument
towards conserving three single span bridges as opposed to one three span bridge. We suggest
a review of the effect of this decision,

B.  We strongly endorse the need for an Interpretation and Communications strategy (Ref £59 Next
Steps).
Currently the conservation efforts put in place by the RTA do not appear to be matched by
sufficient interpretation 1o allow a public appreciation of the significance of these structures.
Such work includes the need to create spaces to aliow drivers to stap safely off the road,

9. Bridges identified as being divested should have the mitigation of impac:s carried out by the
RTA prior to divestment. If the bridges are returned to local authorities prior to archival
recarding or interpretation there Is a strong likelihood that these will not be dane.

10, The future Conservation Management Plans need to be quite specific with -egard to an element
by element approach to bridge repair and replacement. We would suggest that they

Lud 3, 8 Thomas Sireet, Chatswood N3W 2067 or PO Box 1389, Chatswood NSW 2065
Phons 61 2 84105600, Fax 61 2 8410 0000
Wt Page: www sytdneyengingersaustralis.org ay Emall: sydnevEanglneessaustraliaong.au
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concentrate in particular on producing documents that will be of use ‘in the field’ for those
carrying out bridge works,

11. We have some concerns that two bridges maybe of slightly higher significance than indicated
and could have re-consideration. We refer to Paytens and Carathoal,

In summary we endorse the principle and broadly agree with the process.

We recommend that implementation of the next stages are carried through (Ref Mext Steps on E59)
and that endorsement is conditlonal on the next stages proceeding,

We also have concerns that there is not a continuous creep in bridge loss as operational needs
change,

Itmay be necessary to now “hold the line" notwithstanding future operational issues,

We trust that this is of assistance.

Yours sincerely,

Slmon Wiltshier

Chair

Engineering Herltage Commlittee
Sydney Division, Engineers Australia

Lyl 3, 8 Thomas Street, Chatswood NSW 2067 or 10 Box 1389, Chatswood NSW 2065
Phiome 61 2 44105600, Fax 61 2 5410 0000
Web Papge: wwaw. swdney. enginansaustralizorg Emall: sydney@enpineersaustialia, ot il
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Mr Dan Godden

Chairman

RTA Timber Truss Review Sub-Committes
Heritage Council of New South Wales

3 Marist Place

Parramatta N5SW 2150

E: Bill. nethery @planning nsw.gov. ay

Dear 5ir,
Ref: Conservation and Management of RTA Timbeer Truss Road Bridges

Further to aur letter of 29" April 2011 regarding the RTA Timber Truss Strategy, Enginesrs Australia
would like to provide some further comments which reinforce the issues referred to in that letter,

1, We believe that liftspans should have separate heritage assessments specific to the lift span.
We understand that the liftspan at Tooleybuc, for example, is in working order and is operated
frequently in association with tourist trips on the Murray River. The fusure of liftspans has
perhaps become a little confused with the fate of the adjacent timber trusses without sufficlent
detailed assessment.

2.  We recommend that any endorsement of the strategy should require that the removal of
bridges fram the SHR and any demolitions be subject ta Individual nominazions to the Heritage
Council when the needs arise,

3. If any bridges revert back to local Councll ownership in the future, we recommend that there
should be provision for adequate funding to ensure an appropriate her tage outcome, For
bridges which are proposed for retention on the State Heritage Register this should include
funding sufficient for ongoing maintenance. For other bridges the funding shauld be at least
sufficient far archival recording and interpretation.

We trust that this is of assistance.

Yours 5]ncerely,\

{l_

o

Simon Wilkshier

Chalr

Engineering Heritage Committes
Sydney Divisian, Enginears Australia

Ll 3, B Thomas Streat, Chatswood NSW 2667 or PO Box 13809, Chatswood NSW 2065
Fhone 61 2 94105600, Fax 61 2 94100000
Web Page: www.sniney engingsssaustiplinoray Email: pyclngy @ erineorsaustralio g




Operable /

Biidge Mame '\ Truss Operationally unsuitable : J

Dunmore Allan Operable H1 01

Morpeth Allan Operable H1 04

Carrathool Allan Operable

Victoria Allan Operable H3 04 01 02

Hinton Allan Operable H1 H3 04

St Albans DeBurgh Operable H1 H3 02

Barham DeBurgh Operationally unsuitable

Galston Gorge McDonald | Operable H3 H4 H5 o1 02

Colemans Dare Operable H1i H3 H5 04

Clarence Town | Old PWD Operable H1 04

Vacy Allan Operationally unsuitable H4 02

Monkerai Old PWD O_umﬂmc_m 03 04

Swan Hill Allan Operationally unsuitable H1

Tooleybuc Allan Operationally unsuitable’ H1.

Rossi Allan Operable H3 H4 H5 o1 02 03 04
Junction McDonald | Operable H1 H3 H5 02 04 Q5

Middle Falbrook | DeBurgh Operable 'H3 H4 o1 03 04

Scabbing Flat Dare Operable H3 H4 H5 02 03

Lansdowne McDonald | Operable H2 H4 02

Sportsmans Dare Operationally unsuitable H2 H5 04

Coorei Dare Ov@maonm,_q unsuitable H5 02 04

Briner Dare Operable H4 04

Korns Crossing | Dare Operationally unsuitable H1

Tabulam DeBurgh Operationally unsuitable H5

Holman DeBurgh Operationally unsuitable H3 0z 03 04 05

Rawsonville Dare Operable H3 H4 H5 03 05

Crankies McDonald | Operationally unsuitable H4 o1 03 04 o5

Wallaby Rocks | Allan Operationally unsuitable Hi H3 o1 03 04

McKanes McDonald | Operable H1 H4 03 04

New Buildings Dare Operable H4 03 04

Paytens Allan Operable H4 02 03

Bulga Dare Operationally unsuitable H4 02 04

Warroo Dare Operable H4 02 03

Beckers DeBurgh Operationally unsuitable H4 02 05

Crookwell McDonald | Operationally unsuitable H2 H4 04

Gee Gee Dare Operationally unsuitable 02 03

Abercrombie Allan Operationally unsuitable H1 H5

Wee Jasper Allan Operable H1 H5 01 02 03 04 Q05

Coonamit Dare Operationally unsuitable H1 H5 03

Beryl Allan Operable 03 04

Barrington Allan Operationally unsuitable H1

Boonanga Allan Operationally unsuitable H1 03 o4

Charleyong Allan Operationally unsuitable H1 02

Cobram DeBurgh Operable H2 01 02 03 04 05
Five Day Creek | McDonald | Operationally unsuitable ._Im 01 02 03 o4 05
Thornes Allan Operationally unsuitable H4 o1 02 03 04 05
Gundaroo Allan Operationally unsuitable H4 o1 02 03 o4 05
Mungindi Dare Operationally unsuitable H1 H5 o1 02 03 o4 05

Sensitivity analysis — sorted by total ‘green’ operational and heritage factors.

Shaded bridges at bottom are currently not in operation.

RTA Timber truss road bridges: a strategic approach to conservation

Sensitivity analysis — 25 June 2010
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