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Venue: Wellington Council Chambers 
 
Attendees – refer attached list 
 
10.30am 

1. Introduction to ERM Power – Larry Kramer (refer attached presentation) 
 
2. Overview of proposal – Larry Kramer 

 
Allows expansion and increased peaking use of approved power station, no compressor station in application, will 
use Young compressor station, no landowner consultation as yet, have undertaken some Council consultation, pipe 
will be constructed to 15MPA, gas will be stored in the pipeline. 

 
3. Overview of proposal route – Lisa King 

 
Desktop constraints mapping and route selection process explained.  Final preliminary route review via Google 
Earth.  Route designed to avoid dwellings wherever possible (a 500-600m buffer was used for initial route selection).  
All Infrastructure crossings to be identified.  Four major waterway crossings and encounters EEC at five locations.  . 
Powerlines are also considered.  Less than 15 degree slope is considered during the route determination.  Existing 
trees are avoided wherever possible. 

 
4. Overview of Part 3A approval process: and likely timeframes – Neville Osbourne 
 
DGRS by end of July.  The department will also pass on the detailed comments from the departments to guide ERM 
on the issues as the DGRs by nature are more general rather than prescriptive.  EA aiming for submission of draft 
by end of August, EA will not have results of consultation (landowner & other stakeholders) – to be completed and 
added to EA as received, adequacy assessment of draft EA will proceed prior to receipt of consultation results. 
 
The Department will review the EA submission first for “adequacy”.  If any changes are required it may take about 3 
weeks following the resubmission to evaluate the revised EA submission.  Following the submission of the EA there 
will be a public display for 30 days.  ERM will be asked to respond to any submission.  The department will assess 
whether the ERM response is reasonable.  This may take a further week. 
 
The local councils have two opportunities to be invovled: during the preparation of the DGRs and during the Public 
Exhibition. 
 
Discussion regarding the approval requirements for the pipeline corridor.  A corridor will be proposed for the EA due 
to the need to potentially move the route at the design/ construction stage to avoid local/ landowner issues.  100-
200m proposed.  DoP advised future work outside of the approved corridor would require modification to the 
consent. 

 
5. General discussion and feedback re potential issues and local knowledge - All 

 
6. Any other issues or questions 

 
DECC – recommends early and inclusive consultation with Cowra LGA Indigenous stakeholders.  There are no 
recorded heritage sites within or in proximity to the route.  A specialist consultant will be engaged by ERM for 
Indigenous negotiation. 
 
Cabonne Council - ? bushfire prone land, issue re concessional lots.  ERM will consult with the local Rural Fire 
Brigades.  A general discussion followed whereby the impact of construction activity determines the closeness of the 
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route to existing residences. If there are undeveloped lifestyle blocks the pipeline could be closer than 600 meters, 
say 20-30 meters. 
 
DPI – Bell River and Belabula River crossings should be done HDD as sensitive environments, potential mineral 
resource (refer attached map).  Bell River has excellent water quality and habitat.  There is a potential limestone 
mine west of Molong. Steve....a map was presented. ERM will investigate its impact on the proposed route. 
Landholder discussions will be undertaken. 
 
DWE – source and disposal of hydrotest water a potential issue 
 
Wellington Council – Council need to be contacted for utility locations 
Has the location of water and tank mains been taken into consideration in the route determination? Carl. 
What is the likelihood of explosion? Valves are located along the pipeline to allow segments to be isolated to 
minimise venting and potential of explosions. 
Where does ERM get the soil for the trench bed. The soil is sifted and separated. The sand is put in as a bed. The 
topsoil is segregated and returned during rehabilitation 
 
Consultation of landholders – a general discussion was held as to when and the extent of landholder consultations.  
Neville (DoP) indicated that 100% of landholders needed to be consulted in order to the department to assume that 
the route was “final” and covered by the EA process.  Larry (ERM Power) indicated that the timing of when a 
landholder is consulted, possibly after the EA is submitted but before the final “sign-off” by the department (1-2 
months process) and less than 100% consulted should be satisfactory.  If a letter drop were used to notify affected 
property holders and there were few “negative” responses then those that so responded should be meet with in 
person.  Other levels of consultation could also be used.  If the EA is approved and later during the landholder 
easement negotiations the route is varied somewhat guidelines are needed as to how it impacts on the approved 
EA.  This also implies that less than 100% consultation prior to submitting the EA is allowable. 
 
DWE, Warren, stated that once an EA is granted the major (only) issue is whether ERM has obtained all written 
consents by landholders prior to issuing a pipeline licence. 
 

 
12.30pm 

7. Lunch 
 
1pm 

8. Site inspection – DoP, DWE, LandPartners and ERM Power 
 
3pm 

9. Return to Wellington and depart 



Attendees – 29 June 2009 
 
 
Young to Wellington Gas Pipeline – Planning Focus Meeting 
 
Department of Planning Neville Osborne, Team Leader, Water & Energy, Major Infrastructure 

Assessments 
     Anna Timbrell, Environmental Planning Officer, Major Infrastructure Assessments 
          
Wellington Council   John Clague, Director, Environmental, Planning & Community Services Division  
     Owen Johns, Director, Technical Services Division 
     Ashley Albury, Manager, Planning Services 
     Allan Dive, General Manager 
     David Babicci, Technical Services Division 
 
Cabonne Council   Heather Nichols, (Senior Planner), Acting Director Environmental Services 

 

Cowra Shire Council  Duncan Wallace, Senior Planner 

    Carl Berry, Team Leader, Technical Services 

 
DECC     Sheridan Ledger, Regional Operations Officer, Bathurst  
 
DWE      Warren Woodhouse, Project Officer, Energy Networks Compliance  
 
RTA     Fiona Nobes, Development Assessment Officer, RTA Western 
 
DPI     Steve Clipperton, Fisheries Conservation Manager, Central & Far West 
 
ERM Power Pty Ltd   Larry Kramer, Development Manager 
     Andy Pittlick, NSW Director 
 
LandPartners Limited   Lisa King, Environmental Manager 
     Brett Albutt, Pipeline Surveyor 
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