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Present Meryl Dillon 

Bill Grose 

Lou Swan 

Steve Stephens 

Doug Lysaught 

Sue Lysaught 

Claudia Gall 

Henri Schneebeli 

David Aber 

John Tramby 

Peter Strang 

Barrie Brown 

Peter Cooper 

Allan Woods 

 

Matthew Francisco - RTA  

Ed Scully - RTA 

Joanne McNeill - SKM  

Claire Brandenburger – SKM  

Steve O’Rourke – Environmental 
Management Representative 

Apologies Robert Ausling 

Col Thomas 

Lloyd Munro 

Belinda Pring 

Tammy Elbourne 

Frank Napolitano 

Neville Mitchell 

Brian Mansfield 

Paul Assef 

 

Distribution All above and: 

Karen Shearer 

Leo Reiner 

Rodney Brazel 
 
 

Item  

1 Welcome and agenda 
 The group was welcomed and thanked for their ongoing participation and 

contribution to the project. 
 A welcome was extended to Ed Scully, the project’s communication contact within 

the RTA. Ed attended this meeting to meet the group. 
 Apologies were received from Robert Ausling, Frank Napolitano, Col Thomas, 

Neville Mitchell, Lloyd Munro, Brian Mansfield, Belinda Pring, Paul Assef, Tammy 
Elbourne. 

− Note: Tammy Elbourne will be going on maternity leave shortly, we wish 

 



Community Liaison Group Meeting - 9 
29 September 2005 

 

  

 PAGE 2 

Item  

Tammy and her family all the best! 
 As the urban and landscape design element of the project is now largely complete, 

with the report currently being reviewed, David Appleby of CM+ will only attend 
future meetings where there is a significant urban and landscape design 
component.  

− A copy of the final (approved) urban and landscape design report will be 
brought to a CLG meeting for viewing. 

 The focus of this meeting will be on a progress update and next steps. It was 
previously advised that this meeting would focus on noise and noise mitigation, 
however the content for this was not ready for this meeting (see update below for 
more information) so noise and noise mitigation will be discussed at a future 
meeting. 

2 Report on actions from last meeting 
 FNapolitano – decide whether lighting will be included under the new bridge, with 

the determination based on discussions with the Safer By Design Unit, local police 
and DIPNR.  Outcome – following extensive investigations, lighting will be 
included under the bridge, in accordance with SKM’s lighting plan.  

 RAusling - check whether electricity poles in the vicinity of the northern 
intersection are positioned so as to facilitate any future connection to the 
Carnarvon Highway. Outcome – it was advised that as far as is feasible the poles 
have been positioned to accommodate any future connection. 

 FNapolitano – advise group whether noise investigations will be complete in time 
for September meeting. Outcome – this meeting will focus on an update and next 
steps, noise and noise mitigation will be discussed at a future meeting. 

 RAusling – investigate whether Frome Street would be the quickest route to the 
hospital for northbound emergency vehicles. If so, determine whether this signage 
can be incorporated into the plan. Progress – will be investigated during detailed 
design. 

 MFrancisco – speak to LReiner about the possibility of commencing screen 
planting as soon as possible in the vicinity of his property. Outcome – agreement 
has been reached and will be included in the proposed landscaping contract. 

 MFrancisco – if possible, arrange for Carbeen revegetation to occur in areas 
where it currently exists. Outcome – included in the Flora and Fauna sub-plan and 
will be included in the proposed landscaping contract. 

 JMcNeill – include a copy of the northern entry statement in colour slide and the 
southern entry statement design with the meeting notes sent to those not present 
at the meeting. Complete – included with 28 July meeting notes, for those unable 
to attend that meeting.  

 DAppleby – modify bore head spout in southern entry statement design so 
cascades further outwards. Outcome – will be included in final contract 
documents. 

 DAppleby – speak to Stephen Ritchie of the Historical Society about accessing 
the full size bore head picture to assist with the detailed design of the southern 
entry statement. Outcome – will be undertaken prior to preparing final contract 
documents. 
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 MFrancisco/DAppleby – decide which of the two palm tree options will be used in 
the park in front of the Spa Baths. Outcome – the Canary Date Palm will be 
recommended and included in the report. 

 MFrancisco – investigate the possibility of a new RTA sign on the either end of 
the Bypass with wording to the effect of ‘you are in Gamilaroi Country’  Progress – 
this will be considered during detailed design and the group advised of the 
outcome. 

 JMcNeill – provide the website address for the project in these meeting notes. 
Complete - http://www.rta.nsw.gov.au/moreetowncentrebypass. 

 MFrancisco – arrange copies of the final directional signage plan to be provided 
to the group for comment, including information on tourism signage and driver-
reviver signs and whether ‘thanks for visiting’ style signs could be included or not. 
Progress – will be provided once detailed design is complete and the signage 
plan is prepared. 

 BPring – provide design team with information on any copyright issues in relation 
to reusing the cut-out animal designs developed for the main street pergolas. 
Outcome – SO’Rourke offered to investigate this and report back to the group. He 
subsequently advised that Moree Plains Shire Council holds copyright for designs 
for the bandicoot, black duck, snake and ‘banded’ (need to determine what this 
one is – Steve to advise). 

3 Confirmation of acceptance of meeting notes 
 No issues were raised and the meeting notes have been adopted. 

 

4 Other comments and feedback arising from last meeting and actions 
 The group was advised that the letter from Council requesting a briefing session 

on the project has been received, and that a date for the session is currently being 
sought. 

− It was noted that a folder containing all project meeting notes is available for 
viewing during office hours at Council, in the library and at the Heber Street 
project office. CLG members are disseminating information on the project and 
the CLG process to community members, Council staff and other councillors. 

 

5 Signalisation of Alice Street intersection 
 As requested by CLG member HSchneebeli, correspondence between himself and 

the RTA concerning signalisation of the Alice Street intersection was circulated to 
the group with the last meeting notes. This item will be discussed in detail with the 
group at this meeting. 

 The layout of the Alice Street intersection was shown on screen and on handouts. 
 MFrancisco advised that in developing the intersection design three standard 

intersection options were considered: give way signs, a roundabout and signals. 
The RTA’s Transport Management Centre (TMC) has advised that the use of 
standard options is required, as this assists with meeting safety standards. Non-
standard options can be confusing to both local and through traffic. 

 Factors such as capacity, safety and appropriateness for use (particularly in 
relation to the proximity to the rail line) were considered. Safety is obviously the 
highest priority. 

 

http://www.rta.nsw.gov.au/moreetowncentrebypass
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 The following assessment was made and conclusions drawn for each option. 

− 
− 

− 

− 
− 
− 

− 

− 

− 
− 

− 

− 

Option 1 – give way signs: 

Vehicles beyond the boom gate would need to queue at the eastern kerb 
line. This may force cars or trucks to queue across the rail line which would 
create safety hazards. 

The possibility of locating the holding line on the eastern side of the railway 
line was also considered. This would cause problems with driver vision for 
Gwydir Highway traffic heading west. Intersection capacity would also be 
affected. 

This option is not appropriate due to high risk levels and low capacity. 

Option 2 – roundabout: 

Vehicles beyond the boom gate would need to queue at the eastern kerb 
line. This may force cars or trucks to queue across the rail line which would 
create safety hazards (same as give way option).  

Vehicles turning from the bypass to the Gwydir Highway eastbound could 
block the entire intersection when the train line is operational. 

This option would result in unacceptable delays and potential safety hazards 
when the rail level crossing is operational. 

Option 3 – traffic signals: 

Delays to the traffic on the bypass would be minimised as Newell Highway 
traffic could continue to operate when the boom gates are down. 

This option solves the problem of queuing across the rail line as the holding 
line would be on the eastern side of the rail line, behind the boom gates, 
eliminating the need for vehicles to queue at the eastern kerb line. 

 It was agreed that this discussion would finalise the matter within the CLG forum. 
Signalisation will proceed as it is the safest and most appropriate option.  

It was agreed that if any CLG member wishes to discuss the matter further they 
should contact the project team to arrange a time to do this separately. 

 The potential to accommodate a future (on road) cycleway at the intersection was 
discussed. It was advised that this will be considered during the detailed design 
stage. 

6 Update on southern section progress 
 All properties acquired by the RTA for demolition have now been demolished. 

Acquisition negotiations are progressing for the remaining properties. The 
remaining properties in Gosport Street (north) have now been acquired.  

 Service relocations, such as Telstra, are nearing completion. 
 Discussions with rail representatives regarding the preferred Option 4 alignment 

are progressing. 
 It was advised that the RTA has been in contact with the Railway Institute Tennis 

Club. Correspondence confirming previous conversations with Club officer Molly 
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Heffernan regarding the plans to demolish the area currently occupied by the Club 
(as per the EIS and Representations Report) was sent to the Club Secretary. The 
Club is currently trying to locate lease documentation to facilitate the preparation of 
compensation agreements. The RTA is assisting with this process and hopes to 
commence compensation negotiations shortly. 

− 

− 
− 

− 

− 

−

It was suggested that copies of correspondence to the Club be sent to the Club 
President, in addition to the Secretary, to ensure that the latest information is 
passed on quickly. 

 It was advised that a report regarding contamination issues in the southern section 
was received this morning. This is being reviewed and the RTA will take advice on 
any implications for the project. An update on this will be provided to the group at 
the next meeting.  

 The group enquired as to whether the old rail spur line to the flour mill will be 
removed as part of the works and it was confirmed that it will be. 

 It was advised that the RTA will arrange to meet with Council representatives to 
discuss current plans. 

7 Update on northern section progress 
 Service relocations, such as Telstra and Country Energy, are nearing completion. 

Some minor clearing has taken place to permit this work.  
 Liaison with authorities continues as required under the Conditions of Approval. 
 A constructability review is currently underway for the design and tender 

documentation for the northern section. 
 Review of the Stage 3A approval, which includes the authority to call tenders for 

the northern section, is progressing. The group will be advised when there is an 
update on this. 

 

8 Introduction to noise issues and noise mitigation 
 The process for determining noise mitigation requirements will be in accordance 

with the RTA’s Environmental Noise Management Manual.  
 More detailed discussions on noise and mitigation will be held with the group at a 

future meeting. A copy of the manual will be brought to this meeting. In the 
meantime the manual can be found at: 
www.rta.nsw.gov.au/environment/noise/noise_management_manual.html 

 This session is to provide an introduction to the process, as follows: 

The noise from a road, without mitigation measures, is computer modelled. 

If the noise levels modelled are over the specified criteria, then reasonable and 
feasible traffic noise management measures are included in the model. 

The noise from the road is modelled with the noise mitigation measures 
included, for example noise mounds/walls, until the criteria are achieved (if 
possible). 

The effectiveness and cost of noise mounds/walls are compared to the 
effectiveness and cost of architectural treatments to individual properties. 

The most effective and cost efficient solution or combination of solutions is 
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selected. 

− 

− 

The noise mitigation measures are then implemented. If architectural 
treatments are selected, this occurs in consultation with individual property 
owners. 

 There is a guide to the upper limit for RTA expenditure on noise mitigation of 
$15,000 to $20,000 per residence. The limit applied to an individual property is 
related to the external noise impacts resulting directly from the Bypass, and the 
treatment options selected.  

It is sometimes possible to negotiate relocation of a residence to a different site 
on the same block. However, precedence indicates that the maximum 
contribution per residence for this arrangement would be significantly less than 
$15,000. 

 The computer model does factor in road elevation using three dimensional 
information. The model provides average noise level impacts at a given location, 
and as such will also take into account the effect of traffic lights. 

 The group suggested that a ‘no airbrakes’ sign be included at the Alice Street 
intersection. This will be considered during the detailed design phase. 

 It was advised that the project’s noise experts will be able to provide expert advice 
to the group on both construction and operational phase noise issues. 

9 CLG meetings 
 CLG meetings are held when there is either information to report or when input is 

required from the group. Over the life of the project, this could mean that the 
frequency of meetings extend beyond a monthly basis. When organising meetings, 
the team will stick to the third Thursday of the month (as requested by the group) 
and will always give adequate notice of dates. 

 It was agreed that the next meeting will be held on 17 November 2005. Depending 
on progress at that stage, this may be the final meeting for the year. If an 
additional meeting is required, it will be held on 14 December. 

 Once the Stage 3A approval is received a meeting focusing on the construction 
phase will be held. Once a contractor is selected, a representative of the 
contractor will attend all CLG meetings as required by the Conditions of Approval. 

 

10 Actions arising from this meeting 
 JMcNeill – provide a copy of the final (approved) urban and landscape design 

report for viewing at a future meeting. Progress – when available. 
 All CLG members – ensure that your own networks are abreast of information 

discussed at meetings. 
 All CLG members – If interested in discussing the signalisation of the Alice Street 

intersection further, please contact the project team to arrange a time to do this 
separately.  

 FNapolitano – consider the width of the road in the vicinity of the Alice Street 
intersection, to determine whether provision could be made to accommodate a 
future cycleway. Progress – will be considered during detailed design.  

 MFrancisco – provide an update on the status of the remaining properties to be 
acquired for demolition in the southern section. Outcome – The remaining 
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properties in Gosport Street (north) have now been acquired. 
 MFrancisco/JMcNeill – when corresponding with the Rail Institute Tennis Club, 

send copies of letters to both the Secretary and President.  
 MFrancisco – provide an update on the findings of the report into contamination 

issues in the southern section. Progress – this will be provided at the next 
meeting.  

 FNapolitano – ensure the old rail spur line to the flour mill will be removed as part 
of the contracted works. Outcome – will be included in tender documentation. 

 MFrancisco – arrange to meet with Council representatives to discuss Council’s 
current plans for the Gosport Street area. Progress – progress meeting to be 
arranged for November. 

 MFrancisco – provide an update on the progress of the Stage 3A approval. 
Progress – this will be provided when any information is available.  

 FNapolitano – recommend inclusion of a ‘no airbrakes’ sign be included at the 
Alice Street intersection. Progress – will be considered during detailed design.  

10 Actions from previous meetings – in progress or outstanding 
 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. 

− 

− 

No other outstanding actions to report. 

 

11 Details of next meeting 
 17 November, 5.30pm – 7.15pm (tbc). Moree Services Club 

An agenda will be circulated prior to the date. 

 

 


