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The Transport Impact Assessment Appendix E did not adequately assess the background traffic 
conditions that were needed to underpin a reliable and satisfactory traffic assessment of this 
development. It failed to allow for yearly variations, traffic growth rates or to consider long term 
trends. Population growth could have been used as a sound basis of traffic growth forecasts. It failed 
to consider the cumulative impacts of traffic generated by the proposed CRS development and that on 
Dairy Road, both expected to be serious traffic generators. 

Where the EIS transport study looks at the intersections at the top of Tennant Street the 
Newcastle/Boundary and Newcastle/Co/lie Street lights it assessed no further. This is 
unacceptable. There is a real need for a potentially significant adverse development like this to 
assess traffic and road impacts along all the routes travelled in order to ascertain where a material 
increase in delays might be experienced and/or where upgrades to roads and traffic control measures 
might be needed. Without accurate description of the routes taken or the types of trucks and the 
volumes of waste carried this is impossible to assess and no impacts can be determined; 
unacceptable for what is supposed to be an EIS (Environmental Impact Assessment). 

TCCS has identified sections of the Fyshwick network for use by B-Doubles (Level 2A) as being 
Newcastle Street. Appendix E suggests that drivers might use Gladstone or Collie Streets as an 
alternative route. If they drive B doubles this would not be allowed. I presume that TCCS's decision 
is made on a sound basis with the following in mind. 

• signal timing at intersections
• stacking distance at intersections
• storage lane length at intersections
• overtaking provisions
• rest area, decoupling areas and enforcement bay sizes where relevant.

A more reliable and detailed traffic assessment is required otherwise the EIS should be refused as not 
meeting the requirements of Environmental Impact Assessments as set out in the Planning 
Regulation section 50. 

Regards, 




