
Re DA  0503/2020 86 Lindsay Street

There is a big question over this DA. In the Rare report, it says Lots 5 and 7: 
“The total storage capacity of the system has been designed to account for 
future development of Lots 5 and 7 with a predicted impervious area of 90%”. 

Why is Lot 7 relevant to this DA? What it tells ratepayers and users of the 
Tamar River, is that it must be intended that there is more than just this one 
carpark or other development that will be covered in an impervious surface area 
of 90%. In this day and age, urbanisation like that with the addition of a large 
impervious surface into an area like Inveresk is extremely bad urban planning, 
goes against world best practice  and should be rejected. It is actually worst 
practice urbanisation to add impervious surfaces to flood plains, let alone sub-
tidal zones.

In relation to runoff and water storage and detention basins “the detention basin 
has been designed …with gravity discharge via the existing stormwater 
connection through the flood levee and not through the combined sewer and 
stormwater system (which as we all know is a major problem), but rather 
directly to the North Esk River” – “DIRECTLY TO THE NORTH ESK 
RIVER’!. 

So this carpark water runoff is to go into the river, a river already in trouble, a 
river in terrible need of rehabilitation, not additional urban stormwater runoff, 
of a piece of urban 90% impermeable surface with the dirty deed being hidden 
by the tide – that sounds like 19th century technology, and will further add to the 
woes of the Tamar River.

And with “the allocated space storage through flood levee” partial storage 
occurring within the carpark area, with discharge to occur at high tide levels’ it 
will be another 19th century stinky river solution – out of sight out of mind

This car park is new use for that site, so is subject to parts of the Launceston 
Interim Planning Scheme 2015 such as E11.0 Environmental Impacts and 
Attenuation Code , E11.1. Stormwater runoff as per the above-mentioned parts 
of the Rare document will be an environmental effect. The impervious surfaces 
of the car par will be adding stormwater from a car park where fuel leaks, 
rubbish etc will also gather and end up in the Tamar River via the stormwater. 

E11.1 Purpose of the Environmental Impacts and Attenuation Code
E11.1.1
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The purpose of this provision is to:

(a) ensure appropriate consideration of the potential for environmental harm or environmental nuisance in the 
location of sensitive uses; and

(b) ensure the environmental impacts of new uses are eliminated, reduced or mitigated to avoid environmental 
harm or environmental nuisance.

Obviously a car park of 115 vehicle spaces will involve traffic movement to and 
from the car park. The impact of this has not been included in the 
documentation.  

The Traffic Impact Assessment for DA 0302/2020 for Willis St states “Land use 
developments generate traffic movements as people move to, from and within a 
development. Without a clear understanding of the type of traffic movements, 
(including cars, pedestrians, trucks, etc), the scale of their movements, timing, 
duration and location, there is a risk that this traffic movement may contribute 
to safety issues, unforeseen congestion or other problems where the 
development connects to the road system or elsewhere on the road network. A 
TIA attempts to forecast these movements and their impact on the surrounding 
transport network.

A TIA is not a promotional exercise undertaken on behalf of a developer; a Tia 
must provide an impartial and objective description of the impacts and traffic 
effects of a proposed development. A full and detailed assessment of how 
vehicle and person movements to and from a development site might affect 
existing road and pedestrian networks is required. An objective consideration of 
the traffic impact of a proposal is vital to enable planning decisions to be based 
upon the principles of sustainable development”

On the basis of sustainability, traffic flow, traffic management and the amenity 
of residents and businesses in the area, until such time as full supporting 
documents are provided to the Council – particularly in the interests of local 
amenity, transparency and accountability on the part of the applicant – the 
Council should not pass this DA

Jillian Koshin







TO:  The Mayor Albert van Zetten, Mr Michael Stretton, Councillors,

        Launceston City Council

RE: Development Application 0503/2020 Car park at 86 Lindsay St.

This DA is light on detail, especially for a “discretionary” application. There is 
only one supporting document and that is only two pages with a one page 
plan/diagram. There is no other information for the public or the Councillors to 
make an informed, transparent decision. 

Because there is no traffic impact study for this carpark, does that mean that 
the carpark is for fly in fly out vehicles (in which case there would have to be 
an aerial flight path plan) No? So presumably the DA is for ordinary vehicles 
using Lindsay street and all access to the western end of Lindsay Street. This 
will mean even more traffic in the Lindsay-Goderich St areas.

So why has the Council accepted this DA up to this point without an 
accompanying Traffic Impact Study?

It looks like the application is for 115 spaces, but this actual number does not 
appear to be written anywhere. There is no mention of the actual number of 
carparking spaces, apart from some fuzzy numbers marked on the map. Why 
doesn’t the DA mention the actual number of spaces, or is there something to 
hide? There is no mention of how many carpark users-pedestrians will be 
crossing the street to and from the car park, 

What are the hours of operation? Will it be a fee-paying car park? Will it have 
a boom gate? Will it be closed to casual traffic at night so that there is no more 
‘hooning’ than there already is in the area?

There are too many questions to be answered on this DA. The Council must 
not pass this deficient application. 

A car park of that size will add to the already over-saturated traffic numbers. 
The council must stop adding more traffic to the Lindsay St – Charles St 
Bridge areas. It is time for the Council to wake up and stop adding more and 
more traffic to the Invermay-Inveresk areas. 

Basil Fitch, 

Former Alderman/Councillor,




