
Meeting Notes 
 

Purpose of Meeting Community Liaison Group Meeting - 4 

Project Moree Town Centre Bypass Project No  

Prepared By Joanne McNeill Phone No 1800 052 425 

Place of Meeting Moree Services Club, Moree Date 10/03/05, 5.30-8.00pm 
 
Present Peter Strang 

Steve Stephens  

Doug Lysaught 

Sue Lysaught 

Neville Mitchell 

Henri Schneebeli 

Barrie Brown 

David Aber 

Lou Swan 

John Tramby 

Claudia Gall  

Allan Woods 

Belinda Pring 

Paul Assef 

Bill Grose 

Rodney Brazel 

Karen Shearer 

Lloyd Munro 

Col Thomas 

Meryl Dillon 

 

Matthew Francisco - RTA  

Robert Ausling – RTA 

Frank Napolitano – SKM 

Joanne McNeill - SKM  

David Appleby – CM+ 

Steve O’Rourke – Environmental 
Management Representative 

Claire Brandenburger – SKM 

Apologies Peter Cooper Brian Mansfield 

Distribution All above and Tammy Elbourne 

Leo Reiner 
 
 

Item  

1 Welcome and agenda 
! Introduction of Claire Brandenburger from SKM who will be the regular note taker 

for CLG meetings. 
! Introduction of Col Thomas, CLG member. 
! Discussion of revised content and dates for upcoming CLG meetings as per memo 

of 10 March: 
– The meeting on 5 May will be on 12 May to allow more time for preparation of 

materials for discussion at this meeting; and the June meeting date should 
have been recorded as 2 June (not 9 June). If these dates are an issue for 
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anyone, please advise JMcNeill by Friday 11 March. 
– A decision on the revised alignment should be reached in the next couple of 

months, and the various steps in the process are currently being worked 
through. This will also give us an opportunity to spend a bit more time on each 
of the topic areas on the agenda for upcoming meetings. Therefore, meeting 
content has been revised as follows: 

− 
− 

− 

7 April – entry statements, artworks, trees, furniture, lighting etc 

12 May – southern section urban design between spa baths and southern 
intersection (if decision has been finalised); heritage precinct strategy; 
indigenous heritage strategy 

2 June – draft Construction Environment Management Plan (including 
noise and vibration management sub-plan) 

– This meeting will cover urban design and landscaping for the northern section 
and for the southern section, except for between the spa baths and the 
southern intersection.  

! The group agreed that they would like to invite Noelene Briggs-Smith to the 
meeting on 12 May.  

! Everyone was asked to keep the meeting to ‘one discussion’ to assist with note 
taking and in keeping to time. 

2 Report on actions arising from last meeting 
! MFrancisco advised that the RTA is still negotiating with owners of the property on 

the corner of River Street. The land will be purchased by the RTA.  
! FNapolitano advised that access to the bridge area for maintenance will be 

provided off the highway.  
! MFrancisco advised that as per the map provided to the group with the agenda, 

the RTA has been advised that Amaroo Drive is not a designated route for either 
B-double or road trains. Therefore, it is not required that the turn into Amaroo Drive 
cater for extended vehicles. 

! FNapolitano advised that the consideration to move the ‘bulb’ end of the median 
strip on the northern side of the Alice Street intersection would be made during the 
detailed design stage. 

! MFrancisco advised that the RTA has spoken with Grain Corp regarding the peak 
number of deliveries in a 24 hour period, for consideration in the design of the 
southern intersection. This figure of 600 truck movements translates into about 12 
movements per peak hour at the two main intersections (Gwydir Highway and 
Frome Street), which would have minimal effect on the ‘Level of Service’ (length of 
delay experienced by motorists at intersection) of either intersection.  
– The group noted that the number of truck movements (approximately 600) did 

not include traffic from the Manildra Group (silos), and that the traffic within 
the peak 24 hour period may not be evenly spread over that period.  

– FNapolitano advised that traffic counts were carried out during 1999 and 2001 
as part of the EIS Traffic Report. Traffic volumes were then projected to 2023, 
using historical growth rates. Suitable intersection layouts and controls were 
then selected to cater for the expected traffic. The EIS Traffic Report also 
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included a sensitivity analysis, which modelled a 20% increase in the 
predicted 2023 traffic volume scenario. If traffic demand increases beyond the 
predictions, a different mode of intersection control (eg. traffic lights) could be 
added at a later date.   

– It was also noted that trucks might take a variety of different routes from the 
silo areas along Bulluss Drive, and therefore not all traffic would concentrate 
at the new bypass intersections. For further information, including statistics, 
please refer to the detailed EIS Traffic Report available at the Project Office, 
Balo Street Moree. 

! MFrancisco advised that lighting will be provided at the major intersections along 
the route. The group was concerned about safety and lighting at pedestrian 
refuges. MFrancisco advised the current plan is for refuges to utilise existing 
lighting on Gosport Street as well as the lighting at the intersections. Following 
discussion with the group, it was agreed that the adequacy of this will be 
investigated further. 

! MFrancisco advised that he will discuss the 60km per hour speed limit and number 
of speed changes required along the route when he meets with Council. 

! FNapolitano has confirmed that suggestions for the location of pedestrian refuges 
at Jones Avenue, including moving the slip lane leading to Guy Roberts 
Commodities exit, will be considered during detailed design and once a decision 
has been made on the final alignment. 

! FNapolitano has confirmed that moving the pedestrian refuge to the northern side 
of Adelaide Street (chainage 1300) if Option 2 progresses will be considered 
during detailed design. 

! FNapolitano has confirmed that the design team has taken into consideration the 
fact that trucks can carry loads up to 4.5m wide. 

! FNapolitano has confirmed that the number of lanes that elderly pedestrians and 
children will have to cross at Anne Street would be minimised during the detailed 
design stage and once a decision on the final alignment has taken place. 

! FNapolitano has confirmed that the feasibility of and need for a pedestrian refuge 
on Gosport Street north of Anne Street will be considered during detailed design 
and once a decision has been made on the final alignment. 

! RAusling advised that he has contacted the representatives of local bicycle groups 
and that they have discussed the issues surrounding the bypass at their monthly 
meetings. They are satisfied that access to the north of the bridge will be adequate 
for their needs. JMcNeill advised that contact details for the bicycle groups have 
also been added to the mailing list so that they can be kept up to date with the 
progress of the project. 

3 Confirmation of acceptance of meeting notes 
! As no issues were raised the meeting notes have been adopted. 

 

4 Other items arising from previous meeting/correspondence 
! The possibility of having a give way sign and flashing yellow lights at the Alice 

Street intersection so that traffic does not need to stop as often, and thereby also 
reducing noise, was discussed. 
– FNapolitano advised that there may be safety issues and that this was not a 
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standard treatment. MFrancisco agreed with FNapolitano’s comments and 
agreed to put the suggestion forward to the RTA’s Traffic Management Centre 
for consideration. FNapolitano added that the lights are demand driven and 
that traffic on the bypass would have the priority green signal. 

! The group advised that there is a lot of community interest in the possible need to 
relocate the tennis courts and that the issue has been discussed on local radio. 
The group advised that the preference is for the tennis courts to stay in their 
current location.  
– MFrancisco advised that the location of the tennis courts is largely 

independent of the final decision on alignment. MFrancisco agreed to make 
urgent progress on arranging the meeting with Council, especially with regard 
to the tennis courts. 

! The group enquired about progress on a decision for the Option 4 alignment. 
– MFrancisco advised that he had a productive meeting with Caltex concerning  

the Option 4 alignment. The next step is to put the amendment up to the 
Department of Transport & Regional Services for consideration, followed by 
environmental approvals and community consultation. He will keep the group 
up to date on the progress. At this stage, it is expected that a decision should 
be reached within the next couple of months. 

! It was noted that the Family Day Care centre on Gosport Street has raised 
concerns about potential disruption to services resulting from noise during 
construction. The centre is also concerned about maintaining adequate access to 
the property during the construction phase.  
– JMcNeill advised that issues of noise and vibration will be discussed at the 2 

June meeting, and suggested that the project team contact the Centre before 
then (via Meryl Dillon) in order to discuss its concerns.  

! FNapolitano advised that the Australian Standard for the access of prams, 
wheelchairs etc will be included in all design work. 

! It was suggested that construction and operational aspects of the Environmental 
Management Plan be provided at separate meetings, to ensure adequate time for 
discussion of both.  
– JMcNeill advised that the construction aspects are scheduled for the June 

meeting, (2 June) and that operational aspects could be scheduled for the 
following meeting (30 June). FNapolitano agreed to discuss this with the rest 
of the team and confirm by next meeting. 

! Access into the Steel Bridge campsite north of the bypass was discussed, and it 
was noted that this was considered desirable to facilitate future plans for the area.  
– MFrancisco will arrange a meeting with Lou Swan and Bill Grose to discuss 

this issue further. 

5 Introduction to urban design 
! The vision and objectives for urban design and landscape developed by CM+ and 

Context Landscape Design from the content of the EIS were discussed and 
accepted by the group.  

! It was explained that there is a budget for urban and landscape design with some 
negotiable and some non-negotiable aspects, and that these are represented with 
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different colours in the presentation. MFrancisco advised that it is possible to 
transfer the value of one urban design item to another preferred item if the group 
so wishes, and that he is looking for input from the group as to their urban design 
preferences.  

! RAusling advised that the main power lines would go overhead, similar to the 
current situation, but that some lines will also go under the bridge. He also advised 
that street lighting would go underground. 

! The group asked whether signage would be integrated with urban design and if bill 
boards would be allowed. MFrancisco advised that he has arranged for the RTA 
signage representative to come and speak to the CLG group at a future meeting, 
and that all signs must be approved by the RTA for continuity. He also said that 
boards are managed by Council through the usual DA process. 

! With regards to trees obstructing driver vision at intersections, MFrancisco advised 
that the RTA has strict standards for trees according to what section of road they 
are on, and that they would consider this carefully with respect to the urban design 
for the project.  

! It was noted that irrigation and maintenance of landscaping will be discussed at 
the meeting between RTA and Council. 

6 Preliminary discussion on entry statements 
! Entry statements will be discussed in detail at the next meeting. In preparation for 

this, the team is keen to get some preliminary input from the group. 
! DAppleby advised that the EIS identified the northern and southern intersections 

as appropriate locations for entry statements. He asked the group if they agreed. 
The group agreed that those two locations were appropriate but added that the 
intersection with the Gwydir Highway would be an appropriate location for a third 
entry statement. The need for signage prior to the entry statements, providing 
drivers with some notice of the upcoming town, was also discussed. Responsibility 
for this signage will need to be determined, and will be discussed further at the 
next meeting. 

! DAppleby sought input from the group regarding general thoughts about the entry 
statements. It was advised that previous meetings of Council on this topic have 
developed some themes: Aboriginal Heritage, Natural Heritage, Water, Agriculture. 
It was agreed that these themes are a good starting point for the urban design and 
landscape team. The group also noted that the entry statements should be simple 
and elegant. 

! DAppleby asked if all of the entry statements should be seen as having equal 
importance. The group said that they thought the northern and southern 
intersections were of equal importance but that the middle entry statement at the 
intersection with Gwydir highway could possibly be smaller. This will be discussed 
in more detail at the next meeting.  

 

7 Northern section urban design 
! Non-negotiables: 

− 

−

Areas around waterways have some non-negotiable revegetation requirements 
under the Conditions of Approval.  

Nothing can be planted on the travelling stock route to the west, or in the stock 
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holding area which must be grass. 

− 

− 

− 

Screen planting is required at the racecourse and at Gwydirfield Homestead to 
minimise disturbance from light emanating from the bypass. 

! Some vegetation shown on the maps (coloured lilac) has been included to show 
linkages with Council’s Moree Township Main Roads Configuration and Street 
Tree Planting Sketch Plan, but are not provided within the scope of this project 
budget. 

! Small stands of trees are being considered along the road edge to maintain vistas 
and to fit in with Council’s long term plan of large rural properties in that area. 

! MFrancisco advised that the racecourse screening is for the well being of the 
horses and was requested by the racecourse. 

! The group wanted to know whether the stock would have to cross the highway. 
MFrancisco advised that access is provided under the bridge.  

! The group were concerned that there was no separation between the stock route 
and the Steel Bridge campsite, and were concerned about the height of 
embankments etc. MFrancisco advised that there is a stock fence between the 
stock route and the highway, and that he would check if there is also a fence  
between the stock route and the campsite.  

! The group wanted know which species they could consider using in urban design. 
JMcNeill advised that these details would be discussed in the next meeting. 

! The group were generally happy with the approach to northern section urban 
design and landscaping. 

8 Southern section urban design (except section between spa baths and 
southern intersection) 
! Non-negotiables in this area are mainly limited to revegetation planting near 

waterways and compliance with Council’s Street Tree Plan requirements. 

For drainage purposes, there is also a need for a detention basin between Alice 
Street, Gosport Street and the bypass. It will be a shallow basin and a grassed 
park is proposed for this area. 

! Potential future works associated with the Mehi River Beautification Scheme have 
been taken into account in the proposed plans for this area. 

! The ‘pinch-point’ at the corner of River and Morton Streets was discussed. 
DAppleby advised that there is no space for trees, and that for noise mitigation 
purposes a wall is required. He added that there would be a path for the public and 
also suggested that perhaps the wall could have climbing plants on it.  

The possibility of moving the Caretakers Residence at the showground to 
provide more space in this area was discussed. This would also have the 
advantage of improving sightlines, and reducing the extent of the required 
noise barrier and retaining wall. It was noted that the Showground property has 
previously indicated its willingness to discuss this, and it was agreed that this 
will be considered.  

! It was noted that graffiti on any proposed noise walls is a concern. DAppleby  
noted that the most effective solution would be to provide an ample landscaped 
zone in front of walls to screen them from view. The group noted that it would 
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prefer to see mature trees to deter graffiti, and also stated a preference for a lesser 
number of mature trees over a greater number of less mature trees - both in terms 
of aesthetics and in terms of dollar value. The group also noted that this approach 
has the added advantage of helping to minimise theft of plants.  

! Following discussion, the group was largely happy with the current proposed 
position for the southern entry statement. It was agreed that some artist’s 
impressions will be prepared for the next meeting to assist with progressing this 
discussion.  

− A query was raised about driver vision in the vicinity of the entry statements, 
and this will be considered in developing the designs. 

! The location of a tourist information office was discussed and it was agreed that 
this would be discussed at the meeting that MFrancisco is in the process of 
arranging with Council.  

9 Actions arising from this meeting 
! MFrancisco – contact Noelene Briggs-Smith inviting her to the CLG meeting on 

12 May. Outcome – Noelene has accepted the invitation. 
! FNapolitano – consider the issue of lighting at the pedestrian refuges with respect 

to pedestrian safety. Progress – will be considered during detailed design. 
! MFrancisco - discuss the suggestion of flashing yellow lights and a give way sign 

at the Alice Street intersection with RTA’s Traffic Management Centre. Progress – 
will be undertaken in April. 

! MFrancisco – as a matter of priority, arrange a meeting between the RTA and 
Council to discuss the various issues that have arisen to date and with a view to 
progressing a decision on the location of the tennis courts. Progress – seeking a 
meeting for week of 4 April. 

! RAusling – liaise with the Family Day Care centre regarding their concerns about 
potential noise, disruption and access issues during the construction phase. 
Progress – to be contacted prior to next meeting. 

! FNapolitano – confirm whether the Construction and Operation Environment 
Management Plans will be available to discuss with the group at meetings on 2 
June and 30 June respectively, and if these dates will work in relation to 
construction schedule. Outcome – will be available. 

! MFrancisco – meet with Lou Swan and Bill Grose (and others) to discuss the 
issue of road access to Steel Bridge campsite and to establish the preferred 
location for interpretive signage (and/or artwork). Outcome – meeting held and 
input provided. To be discussed further at 7 April and 12 May meetings. 

! MFrancisco – check if there is a fence between the stock route and the steel 
bridge campsite. Outcome – to be advised. 

! RAusling – investigate the possibility of moving the Caretakers Residence to 
elsewhere on the showground property. Progress – currently being investigated. 

! MFrancisco – liaise with the RTA contact for signage (Wayde Hazelton) regarding 
the guidelines and requirements for signage. Outcome – as necessary.   

! DAppleby – prepare artists impressions of the three entry statements (middle one 
possibly smaller) for the next meeting. These to be based on the themes 
developed by Council – agriculture (cotton, wheat, cattle), water, indigenous 
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heritage, natural values (local flora and fauna). Outcome – will be available for 
next meeting. 

! DAppleby – consider the group’s preference for a lesser number of mature trees 
over a larger number of more juvenile trees. Progress – will be considered during 
detailed urban design and landscaping. 

! DAppleby – consider the need for driver vision at intersections and in the vicinity 
of entry statements. Progress – will be considered during detailed urban design 
and landscaping. 

! CLG members – call Joanne (1800 052 425) or email through 
(moree@skm.com.au) any further thoughts or queries arising from tonight’s 
content. 

10 Actions outstanding from previous meetings 
! Note - all items that have been noted as ‘to be considered during detailed design 

phase’ are being collated on a separate register which the design team will refer to 
once detailed design commences. 

! MFrancisco advised that the RTA is still negotiating with owners of the property 
on the corner of River Street. The land will be purchased by the RTA.  

! MFrancisco advised that lighting will be provided at the major intersections along 
the route. The group was concerned about safety and lighting at pedestrian 
refuges. MFrancisco advised the current plan is for refuges to utilise existing 
lighting on Gosport Street as well as the lighting at the intersections. Following 
discussion with the group, it was agreed that the adequacy of this will be 
investigated further. 

 

11 Details of next meeting 
! 7 April 2005, 5.30pm – 8.00pm, Moree Services Club 

− 
− 

Report back on actions etc from previous meeting. 

Entry statements, artworks, trees, furniture, lighting etc. 
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