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Present Allan Woods  
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Veronica Miller – SKM 
David Appleby – CM+ 
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David Sturtridge (Project Manager) 

Peter Glashoff (Project Delivery 
Manager) 

Peter Marshall (Project Quality 
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Rod Wallace (Contractor’s 
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CWRS bridge subcontractor – 
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Brian Macintosh (Director) 
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Item  

1 Welcome and Agenda 
a) The group was welcomed by Ainsley Piper and introduced once again to David 

Appleby from Conybeare Morrison (CM+). AP also introduced Senior Landscape 
Architect, Hamish Douran from Context and Veronica Miller, who has replaced 
Felicity McDonald as the community consultation officer for SKM.  

b) three apologies received for this meeting  Carolyn Stone, John Tramby and Lou 
Swan  

c) This meeting focused on introducing the successful tenderers for the Northern 
Section of the bypass as announced at the Sod Turning ceremony earlier today. 
There was also a presentation on the landscape and urban design of the southern 
section by CM+.  

2 Report on actions from last meeting 
a) FMcDonald – to review comments from previous meetings regarding impacts and 

adjustments to the Institute Tennis Club. Complete – no comments found. A Piper 
handed over to JHall, who stated that although he recalled speaking about the 
courts he confirmed that there was no mention in the meeting minutes on the topic. 
However, JHall has spoken with Molly Heffernan in regards to the courts and 
compensation. JHall assured CLG that compensation would meet the just terms 
criteria; that a valuation was carried out last month and that JHall has spoken to 
MH to give her an indication of what monies she can expect. JHall acknowledged 
that MH is concerned that the amount the RTA has indicated will not be enough to 
purchase a new site for the courts, but that as the courts are currently on land 
leased by MH, the compensation offered will reflect this.  
JHall has investigated a number of other options for an alternative site for the 
courts. These actions included: 
– property already earmarked for recreational usage by the Lands Dept to the south 
of Morton St near Digwall Place. This was deemed unsuitable as its location would 
make the courts susceptible to vandalism 
– speaking to Council about the possibility of council-owned land, but was informed 
that Moree Council is land-poor and had nothing suitable 
- Jeffrey also investigated land opposite the caravan park on the Gwydir Hwy that 
MH believed was in RTA ownership. Jeffrey reported that the RTA does not own 
this land (David Aber suggested this land is in fact Crown Land) 
– Another  option was the rail land on Morton St adjacent to where the Explorer is 
parked at night. This was discussed with Rail on 21/8/2007 and they advised that 
this Rail land location is unsuitable because of concerns of tennis balls on the rail 
track. 
Action – JHall will revisit the crown land opposite the caravan park as a possible 
solution.  

b) TThurlow – discuss ways to reduce impact of graffiti on susceptible surfaces. 
TThurlow addressed the CLG with three ways to reduce graffiti, which include:  
– avoid building surfaces which could be attractive to graffiti artists; e.g. vegetated 
noise mounds instead of noise walls will be built north of Alice Street 
– involve the community in painting aboriginal murals and other artworks to 
promote a sense of ownership and pride and therefore discourage defacement 
– use a varnish which is easier to clean. Action – options will continue to be 
considered through detailed design. 
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c) JHall – a number of CLG members concerned about flooding issues. JH stated that 
he recognised their concern and that he has put this in a letter to the consultant 
(Patterson Consulting) conducting the flood study. The consultant replied 
acknowledging the concern and explained the calculations for the study, noting that 
the design is based on a 1% Annual Exceedance Probability (AEP) which can be 
related to a 1 in 100 year flood,. In this situation, Patterson’s do not think the noise 
barriers and associated mounds will have any discernable impact in the design 1% 
AEP flood. Action – JHall to circulate the consultant’s response to interested CLG 
members.  

3 Confirmation of acceptance of meeting notes 
a) Meeting notes accepted.  

4 Other comments and feedback arising from last meeting and actions 
a) No feedback from last meeting.   

5 Project progress update 
a) PAMP: JH acknowledged the ongoing concern of the CLG in regards current 

access across the rail track and proposed subsequent access across the bypass 
and wanted to update the group on the outcome of the PAMP.  
The PAMP report, which was requested by Rail in order to formulate a coordinated 
approach with the RTA in regards to illegal crossings of the rail track, found that 
approx 1,000 people crossed the tracks each day, due in part to a low car-
ownership rate and associated socio-economic status amongst the people in East 
Moree. While Rail was astounded when presented with these figures, JH was sorry 
to have to inform the CLG that RTA was later informed by Rail on 21/8/2007 that 
they now opposed the recommendations of the PAMP; that it would not formalise 
access across the tracks; and that it would close those informal access points 
currently being used.  Rail may continue to allow one, the southern-most illegal 
access to remain, and expected that pedestrians would walk to and use the one 
legal crossing currently in place. These decisions were made by Rail stakeholders 
present at the 21/8/2007 meeting in Moree. However they were not previously 
identified by Rail as relevant stakeholders nor were they present during the earlier 
PAMP consultation meetings with Rail.  
JH informed that CLG that if Rail could not close the illegal crossings then RTA 
would retro-fit necessary safe crossing points on the bypass.  
JH stated that there are other avenues the CLG could use to pursue this matter, but 
that the RTA could not become more involved in the matter.  
CGall: Asked JH if he made it clear to Rail that the crossing was traditional for the 
indigenous people and that nothing has stopped them from crossing at this point, 
regardless of the obstacles placed in the way.  
JH informed CGall that he did inform Rail of this fact, but they were unswayed. He 
added that those people at Rail responsible for operations anticipate 1.3km-long 
trains stopping on this point of the tracks, and that people will crawl underneath the 
halted train, a behaviour which has resulted in horrendous accidents in the past.  
CGall asked if there was any indication of how Rail plan to close the crossings?  
JH answered by saying that the RTA is obligated to construct a new fence on the 
boundary, which it will do 300mm within the boundary line, and Rail will be 
responsible for maintaining the fence. In addition, the noise mounds will be 
constructed without gaps, but there would be no noise wall on top of the mound. 
BG suggested that an overpass might solve the problem.  
JH said that this solution would need monetary input from both the RTA and Rail, 
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and Rail has informed the RTA that they have no money for contributing. The 
Police have safety concerns with this option, and there are general concerns about 
vandalism and graffiti. Further, an overbridge may not be used by pedestrians.  
CGall said that she is concerned about the schoolchildren that cross at the 
southern-most illegal tracks each day to get to school.  
JH replied that the RTA would provide safe access across the bypass at this point.  

b) The contract for Stage 1 (northern section) has been awarded. JH introduced the 
winning contractors: Country West Road Services, the contracting arm of the RTA, 
successfully competed in the tender process.  
JH informed the CLG that the contract has been modified since their last meeting. 
The contract starts at the southern approach to the Mehi River, and now stops at 
the northern abutment of the Skinners Creek structure. The intersection has been 
moved to the southern contract, as has construction of the pavement layers. The 
latter action was taken due to concern over the quality of the pavement materials.  
JH reassured the CLG that while commencement of construction has been 
delayed, the bypass will be completed on time.  
LReiner commented on his surprise at this decision.  

c) JH introduced the members of the contracting team:  
– David Sturtridge, Project Manager, Road Services Team 
– Peter Glashoff, Project Delivery Manager, Road Services Team (and a 
permanent member of the CLG) 
– Peter Marshall, Project Quality Officer, Road Services team 
– Rod Wallace, Environment Management Representative, Road Services Team 

d) Peter Glashoff told the CLG that he keen to get through the approvals process and 
start work on the bypass. He told the CLG that the Mehi River Bridge is the major 
works, and that while works would stop and start on the rest of the section, the 
bridge structures would be the first stage of construction, the next stage will be the 
earthworks. To help them build the bridges, a number of sub-contractors would be 
involved. PG introduced Brian Mackintosh of Nelmac, who will assist with the 
construction of the bridges and box culverts.  
LReiner asked PG Glashoff what the hours of operation for the construction would 
be?  
Mon–Fri; 7am–6pm; Sat 8am–1pm 
However, these times would be flexible if there were sensitive events on, such as a 
race meet at the racecourse.  
Rock breaking, rock hammering, sheet piling and pile driving must be done Mon–
Friday, 9am–12pm and 2pm–5pm and Sat, 9am–12pm.    

6 Update on Urban Landscape Design  
a) David Appleby from CM+ told the CLG that he would like to concentrate on what 

has changed since CLG8, focusing on the southern section. 
There have been some changes over the last 18 months: 
– there has been a 9m realignment of the road at Gwydir Highway/Alice Street 
intersection due to rail concerns of proximity to rail track (Rail requirement) 
– the RTA also acquired a fire-damaged property at the corner of the showground, 
eliminating the need for a retaining wall and noise wall; a vegetated noise mound 
would be used instead. 

b) There is a proposed land-swap with Caltex. 
c) Pedestrian footpaths have been added to the west side of Gosport Street, which 

will help to take cyclists off the bypass and improve safety. JH added that the RTA 
were looking at closing part of Gosport Street to heavy vehicles and Moree Plains 
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Shire Councillors have agreed. The thinking behind this is to coincide with the 
heritage scheme. RTA will work with the Council on this.  
DLysaught asked where the footpaths will link to? 
JH replied that the footpaths would link with the Heritage precinct.  
DAppleby added that CM+ would be interested in knowing where other footpaths 
would be of benefit.  

d) Additional vegetated mounds have been added along Morton Street. No walls will 
be added.  

e) CM+ are looking further at improvements to tree planting in sections of streets – the 
RTA and the Council are in negotiation about this.  

f) JH added that the bypass will rise up to two metres above the existing road level, 
down to ‘at-grade’ Alice Street then up to the Mehi River Bridge. This is due to soil 
contamination and drainage issues,  
LReiner asked if by raising the road, the noise would spread further. 
JH answered yes but the noise thresholds would be observed 
DLysaught asked if drainage problems would be fixed with the construction of the 
bypass.  
JH said, no, drainage issues/problems were the responsibility of the Council, not 
the RTA - the bypass won’t solve local flooding problems 
DLysaught added that the council has no plans to fix the drainage.  
JH reiterated that local drainage is a council issue.  

g) BMansfield asked if the RTA was aware that the Weighbridge is heritage-listed?  
JH answered that the structure is of heritage significance, but that it isn’t listed. 
However, the RTA is looking at preserving elements of the structure within the new 
park area.  

h) CGall asked if consideration has been given to B-triples during the realignment of 
the bypass? 
JH explained the restrictions placed upon the routes of B-doubles, B-triples and 
road-trains. He added that B-triples have been taken into account on the Newell 
Hwy and with consideration to the Gwydir Hwy level crossing also  
CGall asked if the Gosport Street area will be accessible for B-triples? 
JH said no,  
CGall asked if there would be signage for the drivers? 
JH replied that the onus is upon drivers to  pre-plan their routes  

i) DAppleby explained that that the footpaths would run from the entry precinct, with 
gateway planting along the route to the heritage precinct, where there will be an 
interpretative place and a walking track. 

j) CGall added that the Gosport Street is an important access for highschool students 
and that the pathways need to be wide enough to accommodate bicycles and 
pedestrians. 
DAppleby added that there would be on road cycling lanes in Gosport Street. 
CGall answered that there would be trucks on the road 
JH enquired if there was a preference for wider pathways? 
CGall answered in the affirmative, and added that Council’s policy for new 
pathways was to build them wide enough for bicycles.  
DAppleby added that cost-wise there would be marginal difference between road 
lanes for bicycles and wider footpaths.  

k) MDillon asked if there would be more carparking allocated, especially for caravans. 
JH answered that is an issue that needs to be discussed with Council.  

l) CGall has problems with palms trees, she feels the climate is too dry for them.  
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MDillon replied that it is the species rather than palm trees in general that have 
problems growing in Moree. She added that there were palms growing well in the 
park.  
JH added that they would be using immature palm trees 
DAppleby said the aim of the palms is to create a feeling of space; of something 
special; that they had used the Victoria Hotel as inspiration 

m) BMansfield requested that no seats or tables be placed in the Heritage precinct as 
these become a focal point for rubbish, broken glass and syringes when there are 
seats there. Since the seats have been taken away, there’s been no problem with 
rubbish.  
CGall suggested that the usage of the area would change? 
BMansfield felt that the problems would still occur after dark.  
CGall felt that there would be more passive surveillance with more passer-bys 
which would discourage these behaviours.  
DAppleby added that the planned café would result in good casual surveillance.  
BMansfield feels this hasn’t happened in the past. 
DAppleby said they would keep this in mind.  

n) JH noted the CLG’s concern regarding the safety of the Gwydir Hwy/Alice Street 
intersection. He explained that the intersection would be signalised, and lights, 
boom and signals of the railway crossing would be synchronised with the 
intersection lights. He explained that the intersection had been moved up slightly to 
ensure a safe crossing. There could also be sensors placed under the pavement to 
ensure no one is stuck on the tracks. There are a number of safety measures in 
place as required by the DoP.  
LReiner asked about the distance between the tracks and the intersection lights.  
DAppleby replied that it was 10–15m. 
JH added that this distance was at the railway’s insistence. 

o) DAppleby explained about the design of the Aboriginal interpretative place. It will be 
paved, will incorporate a mural, totems and interpretative signage. Lighting will be 
placed underneath the abutment.  
JH added that the noise mounds will be terminated to allow for the vista to be 
appreciated. He added that the DoP will be asked to approve the staged 
implementation of noise walls on top of the north western mound, with the noise 
monitored in the hope that noise walls will not need to be added to the top of the 
mounds. 
MDillon asked what is on the other side of this mound. JH confirmed that it is the 
showground.  
DAppelby added that there is limited scope for vegetation in the area, but the 
current design would give the best potential for this.  

p) CGall is concerned for the potential damage to the plantings, as the Rotary Club 
has had 20 of its newly planted trees destroyed. What does the RTA plan to do to 
prevent damage?  
DAppleby and J Hall confirmed that there will be a maintenance contract in place 
for three years during which time the contractor will be responsible for maintaining 
the plantings, as well as replacing any lost/damaged plantings  

q) CGall wanted to know about the irrigation of the new plantings.  
 
JH added that the did not plan specific irrigation methods, that it would be up to the  
contractor to decide how best to maintain the plantings for the 3 year maintenance 
period 
DAppleby added that the species chosen best suited the environment of Moree.  
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r) DAppleby showed the CLG a number of cross sections of the road and how the 
plantings would complement the noise mounds and act as shields.  

HDouran explained the plantings that would be used in the urban design: 
– Signature trees: White Gum  
– Gateway trees: Claret Ash 
– Gosport Street trees: Jacaranda and Flame Trees 
– Street trees and in Station Carpark: Hills Fig and Brush Box 
– Park trees: Pink-flowering ironbark; Chinese Tallow Tree; Chinese Elm 
– Spa baths: Canary Date Palm 
Shrubs and ground cover may include:  
– Glossy Albelia 
– Giant Allium 
– Bottle Brush 
– Silver Bush 
– Meadow Fescue 
– Cape Jasmine 
– Grevillea  
– Day Lilly 
– Chinese Hibiscus 
– Spotted St Johns Wort 
– Lavender 
– Snow in Summer 
– Orange Jasmine 
– Oleander 
– Native Rosemary 
Grasses include: 
– Daniella ‘Breeze’ 
– Daniella ‘King Alfred’ 
– Daniella ‘Little Jess’ 
– Daniella ‘Silver Streak’ 
– Lomandra ‘Katrinus’ 
s) He added that CM+ are working on a ‘fly-thru’ which would be available at the next 

CLG.  

7 Actions arising from this meeting 
a) JHall – to investigate the crown land next to the caravan park as a possible 

suitable location for the tennis courts.  
b) There are more actions noted in Section 2.  

8 Actions from previous meetings – in progress or outstanding 
a) None.  

9 Details of next meeting 
a) Date to be confirmed. Suggested for Monday 12th November at 5.30pm to coincide 

with the announcement of the next successful tender. An agenda will be circulated 
prior to the date. 

b) It was suggested that if meetings are moved to a Wednesday, the CLG will be able 
to meet in the other meeting room, rather than the auditorium.  

 


