
 

SEPTEMBER 2009

Community Liaison Group meeting - 24 
Moree town centre bypass – Project INO08662 

Moree Town & Country Club, Frome Street, Moree 

Date: 5.40-8.15pm, 15 September 2009 

Present 
CLG members 
Claudia Gall 
Ron Gunther 
Doug Lysaught 
Sue Lysaught 
Geoff Manchee 
Neville Mitchell 
Leo Reiner 
Henry Schneebeli 
Col Thomas 
Allan Woods 
BillGrose 
Sue Price 
Theo Tzannes 
Murray Erbs (on behalf of David Aber) 
Project team 
Monica Lea - RTA  
Jeffrey Hall – RTA 
Robert Ausling – RTA 
Dane Hendry - RTA 
Peter Glashoff – RTA Country West Road Services 
Steve O‘Rourke – Environmental Management Representative (EMR) 
Cindy Nutley – RTA Communications 
Guests 
Henri Sutton – RTA Graduate 
Mark Bourne – DECCW 
Ben Livissianis – DECCW 
Andrew Hunt – Exxon-Mobil 
Luis Cifuentes – Exxon-Mobil 
Paul Simpson – Caltex 
Ben Munro – Caltex 
Observers 
None 



 

 

Apologies 
CLG members 
John Tramby 
David Aber 
Paul Assef 
Sally Mishell 
Karen Shearer 
Project team 
Tim Rodham - SKM 
 

Tour of worksite 

a) Councillors from Moree Plains Shire Council were invited to join CLG members 
on a bus tour of the worksite prior to the CLG meeting. The bus departed at 
4pm. 

b) The tour included a drive-through of the northern section works, which are 
nearing completion. 

c) The inspection included a walk over the new Mehi River bridge and Steve 
O’Rourke (Environmental Management Representative) spoke to the group 
about the environmental considerations of the bridge construction, including 
strategies to minimise impact during and after works. 

d) The tour continued along Gosport Street (adjacent to the bypass corridor), 
where Jeffrey Hall (RTA) and Peter Glashoff (RTA Country West Road 
Services) discussed, the level crossing upgrade and new intersection with Alice 
Street (part of Stage 1 works) and other points of interest. The inspection then 
proceeded south past the contaminated land yet to be acquired in the southern 
(Stage 2) section. 

e) The bus returned to the Town and Country Club at 5.15pm in time for the 
CLG meeting. 

 

Welcome and agenda 

a) Welcome by Monica Lea (RTA facilitator) and Jeffrey Hall (RTA). 

b) Jeffrey Hall welcomed representatives from: 
1.  NSW Department of Environment, Climate Change and Water 

(DECCW) -  Mark Bourne and Ben Livissianis. 
2. Exxon-Mobil - Andrew Hunt and Luis Cifuentes 
3. Caltex - Paul Simpson and Ben Munro 
 

c) Jeffrey Hall introduced Henri Sutton, Henri is an RTA Civil Engineering Cadet 
undertaking a placement in Moree. 

 

Update on contaminated land 

a) Andrew Hunt (Exxon-Mobil) reminded the CLG that Exxon-Mobil entered into 
a voluntary remediation agreement with the Department of Environment, 
Climate Change and Water (DECCW) to decontaminate the former Mobil 
Depot (see CLG 19 and 21). As previously advised, Exxon-Mobil has completed 
remediation of the soil contamination on its site, but the groundwater 
contamination remains. Mobil halted its groundwater decontamination works on 



 

the former Mobil depot in August 2008 following the discovery of further 
groundwater contamination on the neighbouring Golden Fleece (Caltex). Mobil 
reported its findings to DECCW to assist with identifying the source and extent 
of the neighbouring contamination. 

b) Paul Simpson (Caltex) informed the CLG that Caltex got involved in October 
2008 when DECCW advised them of Mobil’s discovery and Caltex’s subsequent 
investigations have been consistent with Mobil’s findings. It is believed that the 
groundwater below the former Mobil and Golden Fleece Depots is 
contaminated with fuel from two separate plumes that have since merged. 

c) Paul Simpson (Caltex) told the meeting that Caltex has submitted a draft 
voluntary management proposal to DECCW for the decontamination of the 
former Golden Fleece depot. This draft proposal must first be discussed with 
rail authorities (owners of the land) and then approved by DECCW. Paul 
Simpson said that, while they are attempting to finalise the agreement as quickly 
as possible, he cannot put a timetable on consultation with rail. 

d) Caltex and Mobil have made an in-principle agreement to co-operate and jointly 
remediate the groundwater contamination. Their finalised agreement will 
apportion the responsibilities of each company for the remediation of the 
contaminated groundwater. 

e) Andrew Hunt (Exxon-Mobil) and Paul Simpson (Caltex) advised that they have 
previously worked together on other joint remediation projects.  

f) Jeffrey Hall (RTA) indicated that it is critical that the RTA does not obstruct or 
compromise the ability of Caltex and Mobil to remediate the contamination. 

g) Andrew Hunt (Exxon-Mobil) and Paul Simpson (Caltex) both stated that they 
believe that the contamination can be remediated with the new road in place. 
This is achievable by using various remediation techniques and technologies such 
as targeting the ground water with angled bores from outside the road corridor. 

h) Mark Bourne (DECCW) stated that he was pleased with the co-operative 
approach being proposed by Exxon-Mobil and Caltex. He also believes the area 
can be decontaminated if the road is there, and that remediation work will not 
preclude construction of the road.  

i) Mark Bourne (DECCW) explained that while there is no immediate risk, those 
responsible for contamination must prevent any future risk. This contamination 
is in an area where contaminated groundwater has the potential to impact 
utilised aquifers. Country towns in particular rely on ground water, and 
particularly in this time of drought, it is important to clean up the contamination 
now that it has been located and while it is localised. 

j) Mark Bourne (DECCW) advised that the voluntary management proposal will 
be finalised once DECCW issues comments and then receives the final proposal 
from Caltex.  The subsequent joint voluntary management proposal with Mobil 
is then expected in mid-2010. Jeffrey Hall (RTA) advised that the RTA requires 
the agreement to be finalised and approved by DECCW before bypass 
construction can commence. 



 

k) Paul Simpson (Caltex) was asked about the timeframe for the remediation 
work. He replied that he could not provide an exact answer, but it was a 
timeframe of years.  

l) Jeffrey Hall (RTA) said that the news was very positive and a step in the right 
direction, and that continued cooperation would be required, not only from the 
fuel companies but also from rail authorities (RIC, ARTC) and Moree Plains 
Shire Council. 

m) CLG members questioned at what stage during the negotiations and legal 
proceedings is the RTA able to proceed with land acquisitions to enable the 
start of work. 

n) Jeffrey Hall (RTA) stated that the issue delaying the process is a legal one 
surrounding the purchase and transfer of contaminated land. The RTA cannot 
buy land if there is a risk that it will be responsible for the clean up and expense 
of the decontamination. At this time, Caltex and Exxon-Mobil have accepted 
accountability but have not finalised a legal agreement for the decontamination 
of the area. Once this agreement is finalised the RTA will be in a position to 
purchase the land. 

o) A CLG member asked what are the steps to be undertaken before physical 
work  on the bypass south of Alice Street (bypass Stage 2) can begin? 

p) Jeffrey Hall (RTA) responded that there are three major steps and many more 
minor steps. The major steps include: 

1. Assigning liability for the contamination and remediation works. This 
will be achieved with the approval of Caltex’s voluntary management 
proposal by DECCW. This process will also involve consultation with 
Rail and agreement between Exxon-Mobil and Caltex to co-operate and 
jointly remediate the groundwater contamination. 

2. Negotiations with rail authorities to purchase the contaminated land. An 
issue here is that rail wants the RTA to purchase all the fuel depot land 
(Golden Fleece/Caltex) even those portions not required for the bypass 
project. 

3. The project is funded by the Federal Government and additional funds 
are required, 

 
The RTA is working on these issues concurrently. 
 

q) Some of the minor issues include working with Moree Plains Shire Council to 
complete works on Gosport Street (utility relocation etc), and finalising the 
Urban Design and Landscaping Report  

r) A CLG member asked why the southern section cannot be constructed in 
stages adjoining the contamination land. Jeffrey Hall said that this would not be 
cost effective as such ‘piecemeal’ delivery would result in a loss of the 
economies of scale. 

Representatives of DECCW, Caltex and Exxon-Mobil left the meeting at 6.45pm in order to catch 
the evening plane to Sydney. 

 



 

Update on Gwydir Highway connection (GHC) 

a) Public consultation is required prior to any decision by the Department of 
Planning (DoP) to approve the GHC. 

b) This public consultation consists of display of the environmental assessment 
(EA) for the GHC by the Department of Planning (DoP) for a period of 30 days 
. The DoP will commence the display period in early October. 

c) While the EA is on display the community will have the opportunity to make 
comments to the DoP on the proposal. The RTA must then address these 
comments in a ‘Submissions Report.’ 

d) Jeffrey Hall advised that the EA covers the construction works on the Gwydir 
Highway (Alice Street) and the opening of this, and the northern section of the 
bypass, to traffic (which is not provided for in the existing approval). Note that 
construction of the bypass between the bridge over the Mehi River and the 
Gwydir Highway (including the signalised intersection and level crossing) is 
covered by the existing approval.  

e) The proposal, together with the RTA’s Submissions Report, will then be 
considered by the DoP, who will then do one of the following: 

o Approve the proposal 
o Approve the proposal with conditions 
o Reject the proposal. 
 

f) Jeffrey Hall (RTA) said that the RTA is proposing the GHC to remove heavy 
vehicles from the town centre and allow the northern section of the bypass to 
be used until the southern section is complete. The RTA is aiming for the GHC 
to be operational by mid next year and possibly before Easter. 

g) Jeffrey Hall (RTA) stated that while the GHC along Alice Street appears indirect 
it in fact will be quicker than going through the town centre. 

h) Several CLG members stated their belief that once the Gwydir Highway 
connection is built and traffic is using it, the remainder of the original bypass 
plan (Stage 2) will not be completed.  

i) Jeffrey Hall said that this concern is understandable. However, the RTA’s plan to 
complete the entire bypass has compelling engineering and economic benefits; 
nevertheless, the final decision rests with the Federal Government. 

j) A CLG member asked how it was possible to justify the cost of constructing the 
Gwydir Highway connection (approximately $2M) considering that the project 
was running out of money. 

k) Jeffrey Hall (RTA) responded that the justification was based on a number of 
factors, including: 

o The loss to the community of having a considerable asset (the almost 
completed northern section, including the new bridge) sitting unused; 

o The safety and amenity improvements achieved by removing heavy 
vehicles from the centre of town as quickly as possible; and 

o The $2million spent on improvements to Alice Street (Gwydir Highway 
) will remain a future asset to the road network. 



 

 
l) A CLG member reported that businesses in the area of the GHC are concerned 

that their trade will be affected by lack of access during the operation of the 
GHC. Jeffrey Hall answered that while some businesses may have access 
partially restricted in one direction this may be offset by the increase in overall 
traffic. He said there will be measures put in place to ensure that access to 
business is affected as little as possible including signage to direct motorists to 
some business premises. 

m) Murray Erbs (Moree Plains Shire Council) urged CLG members to respond to 
the EA.  “When the environmental assessment for the GHC goes on display, 
people must use the window of opportunity to comment or raise any issues”. 
Steve O’Rouke emphasised that this opportunity would be open for a period of 
30 days only.  

n) A CLG member stated that there needs to be more positive and concrete 
evidence for the public to believe that the bypass will be completed. They 
mentioned that since the whole thing hinges on funding from the Federal 
Government, people would feel more secure if there was a commitment. 

o) Jeffrey Hall reminded the CLG that the RTA had already spent millions of 
dollars on utility adjustments and land acquisitions within the Stage 2 corridor 
south of Alice Street. In fact, the only land that the RTA is yet to acquire for the 
bypass is the land that is contaminated.  

p) A CLG member stated that the completed road and bridge work that the CLG 
inspected before the meeting was a change for the better and that the 
community should support the GHC to get the road open.   

 

Issues from last meeting 

CLG membership 

a) Monica Lea (RTA) stated that since the last meeting attempts had been made to 
contact a number of CLG members that had not been attending meetings. She 
had been able to contact all but two, Tammy Elbourne and Lloyd Munro. 

b) CLG members stated that both had resigned from the group. And although 
Tammy Elbourne was not able to attend meetings Tourism Moree was still able 
to be represented by Geoff Manchee.   

c) A CLG member said that they had been approached by another community 
member who wanted to join the group.  

d) The issue was discussed and it was again agreed that if someone resigned from 
the group, they would only be replaced if they represented a particular sector of 
the community that needed to be included. This would help to maintain 
continuity and understanding of the project amongst the group. 

e) The group also discussed the terms of reference in relation to the number of 
council representatives and their role on the CLG..  

ACTION: Monica Lea to check CLG terms of reference regarding councillor positions 

 
Other issues 



 

a) Railway sheds 

CLG members asked when the rail sheds will be demolished. Jeffrey Hall replied 
that he would like to do it as soon as possible but he would require approval, he 
added that it is not the highest priority at this time. For example, one higher 
commitment is to fund the relocation of the Railway Institute Tennis Club from 
this area. 

CLG members insisted that the demolition of the ‘eyesore’ is a high priority for 
them and they will continue to pursue it with the RTA just as they had 
previously done with rail authorities. 

b) Public opening/walk 

A CLG member asked if it is possible to have a public walk-through of the 
northern section on the day before it opens. Jeffrey Hall said that the RTA will 
consider this suggestion – perhaps it could be done on the day of the official 
opening. 

c) Naming of the bridge 

A CLG member asked if names had been considered for the bridge. Jeffrey Hall 
replied that the bridge will most likely be open unnamed and only named after 
broad consultation. 

Murray Erbs stated that council had passed a confidential resolution 
recommending a name for the bridge, and this will be raised with the RTA at 
the appropriate time. 

 

d) Questions following site tour 

A CLG member asked if the upgraded level crossing and new intersection with 
Alice Street are part of the northern section or southern section. Although 
these works were previously proposed as part of the southern section works, 
Peter Glashoff advised the CLG that level crossing safety improvement work 
and the signalised intersection with Alice Street are proposed to be constructed 
between now and December 2009. The upgraded level crossing will be a ‘vast 
improvement,’ as it will be about three times wider than the existing crossing.  

As a result the Alice Street level crossing will need to be closed from 9-14 
November 2009 - the railway line will be closed through that week, which 
provides the opportunity for work without interruption and risk from trains. 
The closure will be publicised with a letterbox drop, advertising, media releases 
and message boards. Peter Glashoff is also undertaking consultation with 
affected stakeholders and believes there will not be significant inconvenience to 
users. 

 

Review of Country West Road Services, CEMP sub-plans 

a) As part of the contract, DoP requires that Country West Road Services 
(CWRS)  update their environmental plans every three months. These plans 
include construction  noise, vibration, dust and water quality plans. CWRS 
monitors these factors regularly and makes adjustments accordingly. 



 

b) Peter Glashoff indicated that since work is now moving closer to residential 
areas and areas with heritage significance, there will be more consultation and 
monitoring to ensure that the work is not adversely affecting the area and its 
residents. 

c) These environmental plans are available for viewing by the public at the RTA’s 
project office at 2/68 Heber Street, Moree. 

 

Steel Bridge Aboriginal Fringe Campsite Plan of Management 

a) Jeffrey Hall (RTA) informed the CLG that the Steel Bridge Aboriginal Fringe 
Campsite Plan of Management is being developed in consultation with Moree 
Plains Shire Council and the CLG Aboriginal Artwork Committee. This 
management plan describes the park area and the artworks proposed within it. 
It also explains why it is being developed, and how it will be managed when 
complete.  

 

Meeting closed at 8.15pm 
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