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Present Peter Strang 

Peter Cooper 

Leo Reiner 

Tammy Elbourne 

Meryl Dillon 

Steve Stephens  

Doug Lysaught 

Sue Lysaught 

Neville Mitchell 

Henri Schneebeli 

Barrie Brown 

Stephen Yam (for David Aber) 

Lou Swan 

John Tramby 

Claudia Gall  

Allan Woods 

 

Matthew Francisco - RTA  

Robert Ausling – RTA 

Frank Napolitano – SKM 

Joanne McNeill - SKM  

David Appleby – CM+ 

Steve O’Rourke – Environmental 
Management Representative 

Allan Gosby - SKM  

Sarah Stephinson – SKM 

Apologies Belinda Pring 

Paul Assef 

David Aber 

 

Distribution All above, and: 

Col Thomas 

Rodney Brazel 

Bill Grose 

Karen Shearer 

Lloyd Munro 

 

 

Item  

1 Welcome and agenda 
n Introduction of additional project team members. 
n Group agreed to combine the presentation and discussion on intersections to 

achieve a workshop approach to the session. 

 

2 Confirmation of meeting notes  
n No comments or feedback were received on the meeting notes from previous 

meeting by the due date. 
n No issues were raised at this meeting and the group confirmed acceptance of the 
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meeting notes.  

3 Feedback/questions on material posted out or arising from last meeting 
n Prior to the meeting members were provided with copies of relevant pages from 

the EIS and a summary comparison of Options 2 & 4. At the meeting members 
were provided with copies of two case studies of bypasses in other communities; 
A3 colour maps showing the route overall and each intersection in detail. 

n The future of the tennis courts near the railway was discussed. It was noted the 
courts are a community facility and their removal could impact on the town. 

− Note that, if the plan is to turn the area into parkland, Council may not be keen 
to take on the maintenance of more parks.  

n The houses scheduled for demolition were boarded up shortly after the last 
meeting. Parties etc are still being held in some of the sheds associated with these 
properties. Demolition of these properties should be complete by early March.  

n The RTA notified residents in the vicinity, via letterbox drop, of the demolition 
works. 

 

4 Alignment Options (2 & 4) – Figures 1A & 1B 
n Figures 1A and 1B in maps handed out at meeting show the two general alignment 

options under consideration for the southern (urban) section.  
n Figure 1A basically shows the alignment as per the project EIS. The proposed 

town centre bypass follows the existing Gosport Street alignment from Bullus Drive 
to the Spa Baths area. It then shifts towards the existing rail line, where it runs 
approximately parallel to the rail line as far as the river. 

n Figure 1B shows the proposed alignment discussed at the first meeting. This 
alignment runs parallel to Gosport Street and the existing rail line for the majority 
of its length. The advantages of this alignment were discussed. 

n The group noted that there may be safety concerns with the Option 2 alignment 
(Figure 1A), due to the number of trucks being directed into residential areas, 
particularly if carrying fuel.  

− Ease of access for trucks into and out of the fuel depot was also discussed. 
Trucks accessing Grainland property currently back out, and there may be 
other usage patterns in the commercial properties that should be considered in 
more detail. 

− Discussions will be held with the businesses in this area if Option 2 is the final 
alignment. CLG members volunteered to attend these sessions if the 
businesses are interested etc. 

n Option 4 (Figure 1B) is the project team’s preferred option, however further 
investigations into property acquisition issues need to be completed before a 
decision can be made. 

− If this option is chosen, a Review of Environmental Factors (REF) will need to 
be carried out for the amended section.  

− This would include investigation into appropriate noise mitigation for 
properties affected by the amended alignment. 
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− As per current use, cars would be able to park on the shoulder. 

− Drainage will be provided with either an open drain (as per existing 
arrangement) or a piped drainage system. 

n The group expressed a strong preference for the Option 4 alignment. 

5 Alice St Intersection – Figure 2 
n Same intersection design for alignment Options 2 & 4 
n The storage capacity of lanes was raised as a potential issue. Traffic numbers and 

timing, and rail movements, were consulted in developing the proposed design, 
and these will be checked to ensure adequate space is provided. 

n Clear zones, for both the Gosport Street and Morton Street intersections with Alice 
Street, may be required so that traffic flow is not restricted. 

n Including a turning bay for the right turn into Gosport Street from Alice Street may 
improve the design by allowing traffic to turn right when there are queues at 
signalled intersection. 

n Consider the impact of signals and back up on residents near intersections. 
n Pedestrian refuges/median strips should be low maintenance. 
n Signage to direct south-bound traffic into the commercial area and to baths etc will 

be needed at this intersection (as south-bound can’t turn right at Anne Street). 

 

6 Anne St Intersection – Figures 3A & B 
n Council plans for this area should also be considered prior to finalising design. 
n Option 4 alignment (Figure 3A) 

− Designed primarily for buses, tourist and local traffic – not intended to be an 
industrial intersection, so length and weight restrictions will apply. Industrial 
traffic would use intersections at Alice Street, Frome Street or Jones Avenue. 

n Option 2 alignment (Figure 3B) 

− Layout is as presented in the Representations Report. 

 

7 Jones Ave Intersection – Figures 4A & 4B 
n Bypass may be raised and businesses will be provided with access driveways. 

The bulk of the shoulder would be sealed due to number of driveways.  
n Option 4 alignment (Figure 4A) 

− This intersection was added as a result of feedback received at the first 
meeting of the CLG (Dec 04). It addresses concerns about access to 
commercial properties on Gosport Street that were raised in relation to the 
configuration of the Jones Avenue intersection under the Option 2 alignment. 

n Option 2 alignment (Figure 4B) 

− Shows the intersection as per the project EIS. The alignment follows the 
existing Gosport Street alignment, direct access from Jones Avenue onto the 
Bypass is available.  

 

8 Southern Intersection – Figures 5A & 5B  
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n Concern was expressed over the currency of the traffic data used in developing 
the design for this intersection (1999, 2001). Particularly with regards to traffic 
accessing the Bypass from Frome Street and Bullus Drive. It was noted that there 
have been recent increases in truck numbers during harvest season, and that 
these may not have been catered for. The data used will be checked and 
additional data sought where necessary. 

− Acceleration room for south-bound traffic coming out of Frome Street and/or 
north-bound traffic coming out of Bullus Drive. This is not considered necessary 
due to speed restrictions in the area. 

n There is some funding available for landscaping and urban design. Some aspects 
will require contributions from Council. The budget for Urban Design and 
Landscaping will be presented to the group at the next meeting. 

n Option 4 alignment (Figure 5B) 

− Developed by SKM to address safety and traffic flow concerns the designers 
have with the Option 2 (Figure 5A) version of the intersection.  

− The group noted that a longer slip lane, catering for (example) caravan traffic, 
would be desirable.  

− Signage to direct traffic to town centre could be introduced to encourage 
motorists to visit the town centre. 

n Option 2 alignment (Figure 5A) 

− Shows the intersection as per the project EIS. 

− The design team noted that improvements could be made to this version of the 
intersection, due to: 

− The inclusion of an additional intersection (to that shown in Option 4 – 
Figure 5B) resulting in additional potential vehicle conflict points. 

− A very short left turn bay leading to the slip road, giving northbound traffic 
limited time to make a decision to turn left and visit the town centre. 

− The left slip lane may encourage higher speeds coming into the town centre 
area, as compared with the sharper left turn in Option 4 (Figure 5B). 

− Movement from Bullus Drive to Frome Street, and vice versa, is a difficult 
“S” manoeuvre. 

− The possibility of extending the slip lane, to allow more time to make the 
decision to turn off, was discussed. This would be dependent on property 
acquisition and costs involved (John Deere property).  

− The group expressed a strong preference for the Option 2 version of the 
intersection. 

n Alternative 

− The possibility of using a roundabout at this location was discussed. 

− The deflection angle required to allow road trains to use the roundabout 
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would mean that cars could go through the intersection at unsafe speeds. 

− Due to the scope of the project, the RTA recommended that the layout 
options be restricted to Figures 5A and 5B. 

9 Northern Alignment – Figure 6 
n This alignment is as per the project EIS and the Representations Report. It 

provides for a connection to Gwydirfield Road and a northern intersection that 
caters for movement in all directions, as per Road Train standards. 

 

10 Northern Intersection – Figure 7 
n Possible alternative access to the Carnarvon Highway was discussed.  

− Interest was expressed in including works that would lay some of the ground 
work for a future alternative link. Discussions will be held with Council regarding 
future plans for the area. 

n It was noted, however, that works of this nature are outside the current scope of 
the project. 

 

10 Agreed Actions 
n MFrancisco - seek a meeting with Council to discuss: 

− plans and needs for tennis courts area; 

− discuss the parameters for landscape works associated with the southern and 
northern intersections. 

n MFrancisco - speak with Tennis Club and advise of the current status of the 
project. 

n RAusling - investigate whether the sheds associated with properties scheduled for 
demolition can be better secured prior to demolition. 

n FNapolitano – consider the input provided for the Alice Street intersection design 
and provide feedback on traffic queuing and clear zones to group (see notes 
distributed). 

n MFrancisco – if Gosport Street not to be used as a service road - seek meetings 
with the businesses in the vicinity of the Jones Avenue intersection to gather input 
on their traffic movements. Provide this information to the design team for 
consideration. 

n MFrancisco – investigate the feasibility of property acquisition (John Deere 
property) to allow extension of the slip lane for the Option 2 Southern Intersection 
design. If feasible, advise design team on the outcomes for the extension, so that 
this can be considered. 

n FNapolitano – check currency of traffic data used in developing designs for 
southern intersection, especially in relation to harvest season truck numbers out of 
Bullus Drive (see notes distributed). 

n MFrancisco – investigate whether the RTA has more recent traffic data for the 
Bullus Drive area. If not, speak with the owners of the Silo business to ascertain 
whether they have collected any. Provide this information to the design team for 
consideration. 

n MFrancisco – provide Leo Reiner with maps showing exact location of access 
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road (Gwydirfield) in relation to his house. 

11 Other business 
n MFrancisco will write to the members who have not attended either CLG meeting 

to date to ascertain their status. 
n The Cascade Theatre has requested that it be considered for CLG membership. 

The group determined that, with some members leaving the group (see above), 
this was acceptable. JMcNeill will contact the Theatre to advise and provide the 
Terms of Reference etc. The group noted that during the design phase, no new 
members will be accepted but that people would be welcome, as guests, to attend 
individual meetings that may be of interest to them. 

n DAppleby will prepare information on examples of urban design and landscaping 
in other communities for next meeting. 

n It is possible that an extra meeting will be required to finalise discussions on 
intersections and pedestrian access. A decision on this will be taken following the 
meeting on 10 Feb. Should an additional meeting be called, Thursday 24th 
February is proposed – same time, same place. All members, please advise if 
this date and time are not acceptable to you.  

 

12 Details of next meeting 
10th February 2005, 5.30-7.30pm, Moree Services Club 
n report back on actions etc from previous meeting; 
n northern section urban design and landscaping; 
n pedestrian access strategy; and  
n bridges. 

 

 


