Feasibility Assessment Report Card

and flooding.

Does not merit further assessment.
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1 Impacts on Aboriginal heritage and ecology on Susan Island. Does not merit further assessment.
Highly skewed bridge (angle of bridge from perpendicular to river) leading to structural complications and potential impacts on navigation and flooding.
2 enty I 8 (< g‘ 8 perp ) , g . P K P X P 8 s Does not merit further assessment.
Constructability complications due to geometry of structure (small radius curves and combinations of curves and straights).
N 3 Impacts on Prince Street (shopping precinct not suitable for through traffic) and impacts on Aboriginal heritage and ecology on Susan Island Does not merit further assessment.
o
E Impacts on Prince Street and Skinner Street (shopping precincts not suitable for through traffic). Highly skewed bridge (angle of bridge from perpendicular to
'6 4 river) leading to structural complications and potential impacts on navigation and flooding. Constructability complications due to geometry of structure Does not merit further assessment.
o (small radius curves and combinations of curves and straights).
Impacts on Prince Street (shopping precinct not suitable for through traffic). Constructability complications due to geometry of structure (small radius curves
28 P R (shopping p 8 ) v P 8 Y ( Does not merit further assessment.
and combinations of curves and straights).
E Feasible. Suitable for further assessment.
F Feasible. Suitable for further assessment.
5 Feasible. Suitable for further assessment.
6 Feasible. Suitable for further assessment.
- Conflict with major infrastructure (Existing Grafton Bridge). Difficulties of complicance with design standards due to grade required to cross over existing
Bridge. Does not merit further assessment.
8 Feasible. Suitable for further assessment.
‘: 9 Feasible. Suitable for further assessment.
.g 10 Feasible. Suitable for further assessment.
= A Feasible. Suitable for further assessment.
8 B Feasible. Suitable for further assessment.
C Feasible. Suitable for further assessment.
D Feasible. Suitable for further assessment.
G Constructability complications due to geometry of structure (small radius curves and combinations of curves and straights). Does not merit further assessment.
H Traffic lanes on lower deck of existing bridge would not comply with current design standards for clearance, lane width etc. Does not merit further assessment.
| Feasible. Suitable for further assessment.
11 Feasible. Suitable for further assessment.
g 12 Feasible. Suitable for further assessment.
2 J Feasible. Suitable for further assessment.
é K Feasible. Suitable for further assessment.
L Feasible. Suitable for further assessment.
Highly skewed bridge (angle of bridge from perpendicular to river) leading to structural complications and potential impacts on navigation and flooding. Does not merit further assessment.
Feasible. Note Suggestion 14 could be extended through to the Summerland Way along an alignment similar to that of Suggestion 15 between North Street .
14 Suitable for further assessment.
and the Summerland Way to the north of North Street.
17 Constructability complications due to geometry of viaduct (small radius curves and combinations of curves and straights). High skew of viaduct may impact
on flooding. Does not merit further assessment.
< - " — "
5 18 Conflict with major infrastructure (sewage treatment plant). Does not merit further assessment.
2 Feasible. Note in the future Locality 20 could be extended through to the Summerland Way along an alignment similar to that of Locality 15 between North .
= 20 Suitable for further assessment.
3 Street and the Summerland Way to the north of North Street.
Feasible. Skew of viaduct could lead to structural complications and potential impacts on flooding. Design and/or alignment of suggestion may be able to be
21 refined to reduce potential structural complications and flooding impacts. Note in the future Locality 21 could be extended through to the Summerland Way [Suitable for further assessment.
along an alignment similar to that of Locality 15 between North Street and the Summerland Way to the north of North Street.
Feasible. Note in the future Locality M could be extended through to the Summerland Way along an alignment similar to that of Locality 15 between North .
M Suitable for further assessment.
Street and the Summerland Way to the north of North Street.
Feasible. Note Locality 15 between North Street and the Summerland Way to the north of North Street could be considered to be an extension of Locality .
15 Suitable for further assessment.
M, 14, 20 and 21.
16 Highly skewed bridge (angle of bridge from perpendicular to river) leading to structural complications and potential impacts on navigation and flooding.
Constructability complications due to geometry of structure (small radius curves and combinations of curves and straights). Does not merit further assessment.
19 Highly skewed bridge (angle of bridge from perpendicular to river) leading to structural complications. Length of bridge over river and skew potential
n impacts on navigation and flooding. Does not merit further assessment.
g 22 Highly skewed bridge (angle of bridge from perpendicular to river) leading to structural complications. Length of bridge over river and skew potential
'g impacts on navigation and flooding. Does not merit further assessment.
© 23 Feasible. Suitable for further assessment.
2 Highly skewed bridge and viaduct (angle of structures from perpendicular to river) leading to structural complications and potential impacts on navigation
and flooding. Does not merit further assessment.
25 Feasible. Note concern over skew of bridge, length of viaduct crossing and need to cross Swan Creek twice. Suitable for further assessment.
26 Feasible. Note concern over length of viaduct crossing. Suitable for further assessment.
- Highly skewed bridge and viaduct (angle of structures from perpendicular to river) leading to structural complications and potential impacts on navigation
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