
APPENDIX 1(a) - PROJECT TEAM TEEP ANALYSIS
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Date of assessment 16/04/2014 16/04/2014 16/04/2014 16/04/2014 16/04/2014 16/04/2014 16/04/2014 16/04/2014 16/04/2014 16/04/2014 16/04/2014 16/04/2014 16/04/2014 16/04/2014 16/04/2014 16/04/2014 16/04/2014 16/04/2014 16/04/2014

Assessment options:
1 = wholly negative impact
2 = mainly negative impact
3 = neutral impact
4 = mainly positive impact
5 = wholly positive impact

SERVICE OPTIONS TOTAL

Existing service 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 57

Existing (single pass)(5 day) 3 3 3 3 4 4 3 3 4 4 3 4 4 3 3 3 3 3 3 63

Existing (single pass)(4 day) 3 3 3 3 4 4 3 3 3 4 4 4 4 3 3 2 3 3 3 62

Commingled clear sack 2 3 3 3 4 4 3 3 4 4 3 3 3 2 3 2 3 3 4 59

Commingled wheeled bin 2 2 2 3 4 4 4 3 3 2 3 3 3 2 4 2 3 3 3 55

Source segregated 3 1 1 3 1 1 2 3 2 2 2 3 3 4 2 1 3 3 1 41

Kerbside sort 3 1 1 2 1 1 2 3 2 2 2 2 2 4 2 2 3 3 2 40

Technical Practicability Environmental Practicability Economical Practicability


