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Appendix  A  - Existing Energex Network 
Showing existing F820 powerline in Red and back-up 33kV services in Blue & Green. 

 

Existing Loganlea to Jimboomba 110kV powerline 

        ( with * corrected route )  

Proposed second Loganlea to Jimboomba 110kV 
along Logan River. 

Note: Dependency of All Supply from PLQ Loganlea substation 

source: Composite of Energex Planning Reports 

* 
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Appendix B - Map of Proposed Urban Development Areas in Logan 
 
This Map shows the high growth communities planned south of Brisbane. Where following expansion in 
the 2008 council amalgamation, the population of Logan City Council is expected to double over the next 
20 years with an extra 200,000 people predominately living in the high growth areas identified in 
Greenbank, Greater Flagstone and Yarrabilba. 
 

 
Source: Urban Land Development Authority 2010 
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Appendix C - Map of Forecast Electricity Network Loads 
 

 
 

  

Howerver on this Map 
Energex claim that 

Greenbank is “Unsuitable 
for a 275/110kV injection 
point substation”, even 

though this site was 
originally justified for this 
purpose. The Powerlink 

sign on the SE corner 
advises that a 275kV 

substation is planned for 
this site and the Oakley-

Greenwood Report  
(page 51) shows that a 

275/110kV substation was 
being planned at this  

68 ha Greenbank site in 
2007 and 2008. 

This 2011 Energex Map 
highlights the expected 

location of “Fully 
Developed Loads” in the 
Region and clearly shows 

that a 275/110kV 
substation at the 

established Powerlink 
68ha Greenbank site 

would be well located to 
support Greater Flagstone 
(4kms south via New Beith 

Road), Jimboomba & 
Yarrabilba as well as 

growth in Ripley, 
Springfield, Greenbank, 
Beaudesert, Bromelton 

and the proposed 
electrified Metro Rail 

extension to Beaudesert. 
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Appendix D - Logan River Flood Map 
 
This Map shows the existing Loganlea to Jimboomba 110kV powerline in yellow, the existing Powerlink 
275kV powerlines in green and the proposed second Loganlea to Jimboomba 110kV powerline in red, 
with 6.5kms following the Logan River and 29 poles to be located in the Logan River flood hazard zone. 
 

 
source: Energex FIAR June 2010 
 

In January 2013, the remnants of Cyclone Oswald caused widespread electricity outages, with 22,000 
consumers in this Logan Country Region without electricity supply for 4 to 6 days. When Energex 
spokesperson Mike Swanston was asked when supply would be restored, he advised “we can’t get in to 
restore supply” because local and major roads were flooded and inaccessible. 
 
During future floods, how do Energex expect to maintain reliability of the proposed powerline, purposely 
located for 6.5kms along the Logan River with 5 crossings, when they still won’t be able to get in !! 
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Appendix D - Logan River Flood Map contd. 
 

Energex map showing the proposed second powerline at crossings 1 and 2, the Q100 flood level (in 
blue) and the proposed concrete power poles in line with the high flood current section of the river 
adjacent to the Natalie Road cliff. 

 

 
source: Energex FIAR June 2010  
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Appendix E – Proposed Logan River Section 
 

Map showing the proposed second Loganlea to Jimboomba 110kV powerline and the 40 metre 
easement to be cleared of vegetation (red) along the Logan River, with a possible Alternative 
route along main roads shown in Yellow. 

 
source:  Oakley-Greenwood Report Appendix 9.2.1  to show proposed vegetation clearing along the Logan River  
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Appendix F - Shared Poles over Logan Motorway 
 

 
 

Note: This picture shows the Powerlink 275kV supply to Loganlea and Energex 110kV feeders from Loganlea 
converged together in the “Scrubby Creek easement” over Kingston Road and the Logan Motorway. The 
existing F820 and proposed second Loganlea to Jimboomba 110kV feeders are shown sharing the same pole 
and adjacent poles near these busy roadways. The potential for supply to be knocked-out on both of these 
services simultaneously is real and possible.  
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Appendix G – Energex Papers obtained by Right to Information (RTI) 
 

 
Appendix G  Page 1 
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Note: Even though the Energex Board approved the second Loganlea to Jimboomba feeder 
project for a total estimated cost of $36.17M (to $39.52M) in January 2009, Energex issued the 
Draft Project Approval Report in March 2009 (for Non-Network offers) and the Final Project 
Approval Report on 27 April 2009 for Regulatory Approval, claiming the total estimated cost of 
this project was $25,673,028. 
 

Extract from Energex Project Approval Report (PAR)9 issued 27 April 2009  
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Note: Proposed second powerline F7354 is shown following Waterford-Tamborine Rd with only one Logan 
River crossing. Plus there was no mention in this Board Memorandum that the proposed second feeder 
would follow the Logan River with seven river crossings. 

Was this Map intended to mislead the Energex Board? 
 
 
 

Appendix G  Page 4  
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Proposal Route Design Map 

 
 

Proposed second powerline F7354 route (4 Nov 2008) used to develop the cost estimate for this project.  
Note: Proposed powerline design actually follows the Logan River for approximately 10kms 

Appendix G   Page 5  
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Aurecon Letter 

 
 

Note: Scope of Works for Aurecon in April 2008 was “preparation of a concise,,,report detailing the process 
of assessment for determination of a preferred alignment for the proposed Loganlea to Jimboomba 110kV 
above ground sub transmission line.” So inclusion of a fully Underground route as Option 4 was a ‘token 
gesture’ to claim an underground option was $36M more expensive, when based on recently disclosed 
rates this 18km totally underground powerline could have been built for $36M to $40M. 

Appendix G  Page 6   
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What has changed that we now need to use $8m ? 
An example of Energex abusing their ‘trusted expert’ position to manipulate pricing and forecasts to justify 
their preferred outcome. 
 

The following October 2010 Energex email obtained under Right to Information, shows Ron Barbagallo 
(Energex Network Planner) questioning why the land cost for the Yarrabilba substation is now $8 million, when 
originally $6 million (was) “sufficient to make it a loosing option”(sic). 
This shows Energex using cost estimates and ‘ambitious’ forecasts to ensure their “preferred option” (the 
second Loganlea to Jimboomba 110kV powerline) is a more attractive option than a substation at Yarrabilba. 

 

 

Source: RTI 260185-1715177 Schedule - Appendix M - Folio 533 to 561.pdf 

In November 2011 the Oakley-Greenwood Review then used a Lend Lease quote obtained by Energex [Oakley-
Greenwood Report (OGR) Appendix 6.3.2] that valued serviced land in the range of $200-$250per sqm. Based on 
this quote the OGR (pages 31-34) used $29.25 million for the serviced land cost for a 13 ha substation site. But 
even Oakley-Greenwood must have considered this cost excessive and also used the $8 million Energex estimate 
for the Yarrabilba Land Cost in the NPV Options 2a & 3a (OGR p37). 
 

Oakley-Greenwood dismissed Logan City Council’s advice that the cost of land in the area was more like 
$500,000 per 2.2ha (OGR p31) or $3 million for the substation site and overlooked the ULDA advice (OGR 
Appendix 3.6.1 last page) that the indicative price for the sale of this land to Powerlink would PROBABLY (be) 
AROUND $200,000 PER HECTARE. Which for a 13 ha site would be $2.6 million, a third to 10 times less than the 
site costs used by the Oakley-Greenwood Report to justify the Energex second powerline. 
 

The significantly lower actual cost for land in the area (compared with Energex estimates) was further confirmed 
in late 2013 when a 17.75 ha site at Stockleigh, adjacent to the Powerlink Greenbank to Molendinar 275kV 
powerline and 4.5 kms from the Jimboomba substation (via the disused Logan Village to Jimboomba rail 
easement) was offered for sale at $1.5 million!  

Appendix G   Page 7 
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Energex CEO email August 2009 
 

 
 

Note: In August 2009 Energex CEO Terry Effeney visited Camp Cable Road, saw the substantial Powerlink 
275kV powerline infrastructure in the area and suggested a local substation Alternative to the second 
Loganlea to Jimboomba 110kV powerline, but he was quickly brought back into line by Chris Arnold and 
Ron Barbagallo. 

Appendix G   Page 8 
 



 Prepared by VETO.org.au for Senate Inquiry (Nov 2014 v4) Appendices

Energex Internal emails re LCC suggested Off-Logan River Alternative 

 
 
 

Appendix G   Page 9 
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Energex Internal emails re LCC suggested Off-Logan River Alternative contd. 
 

 
 

Appendix G   Page 10 
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Letter to Logan City Council  

 
 

Appendix G   Page 11 
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Letter to Logan City Council contd.  

 
 
 
 
 
 

Appendix G   Page 12 
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Appendix H –Flagstone Strategic Network Plan Change 
 

 
 

Note: Proposed Flagstone network  “Strategic Plan”(June 2010) showing Indicative 110kV feeder to 
Flagstone and onto Beaudesert (via the rail easement) from the Powerlink 68ha site at Greenbank. 

  

Powerlink 68ha Greenbank site 
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Appendix H –Flagstone Strategic Network Plan Change contd. 

 
Note: Revised Flagstone network (dated June 2011) included in OGR Appendix 11.2 showing Flagstone 
supplied by two 110kV feeders from the Energex substation at Jimboomba and a second 110kV feeder 
from Jimboomba to Beaudesert west of Mt Lindesay Highway – changed within 12 months to reinforce 
the need for the second Loganlea to Jimboomba 110kV feeder. With no services to be supplied from the 
Powerlink 68ha site at Greenbank, despite the Flagstone Development being only 4kms south of 
Greenbank. 
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Appendix I – AER Report on Loganlea to Jimboomba Regulatory Test 
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Appendix J - Transcript of Queensland Estimates Hearing (extract) 
 

 
 



 Prepared by VETO.org.au for Senate Inquiry (Nov 2014 v4) Appendices

Appendix J contd.- Transcript of Queensland Estimates Hearing (extract) 
 

 
 
This transcript provides a further example of Mr Effeney (Energex CEO) claiming that the Off-Logan River 
Alternative will cost $10 million more. 
 
How Energex can expect Logan City Council to contribute $5 million (50%) from Logan ratepayers to overcome 
the flaw in the Energex design for a powerline that hasn’t been built, is astounding.  
 
Especially with Energex refusing to provide costing details to support their $10 million extra claim, when 
internally they expect an underground Alternative along local roads “to be competitive” (refer Appendix G page 
9). This appears to be extortion, when it is obvious that relocating the powerline off the Logan River avoids:- 

 

a) “Complex Construction” (Energex description) along the Logan River, with extra costs to supposedly flood 
proof 29 concrete poles; 
 

b) the need to clear a 40 metre wide easement and pay Vegetation Offset costs; 
 

c) Paying Easement compensation costs to landowners;  
 

d) Building and maintaining at least 7kms of heavy equipment access tracks from bitumen roads to the Logan 
River; while  
 

e) Providing a more reliable outcome for our community, by avoiding the Logan River flood hazard zone.  
 
 
Also included in this transcript is a statement from Mr McArdle (the previous Queensland Energy Minister) 
responsible for approving this duplicate high voltage powerline, that :- 

“This is a prime example of gold plating,” !! 
 
 
 
source: 
http://www.parliament.qld.gov.au/documents/Hansard/2014/2014_07_17_EstimatesSDC.pdf#xml=http://ww
w.parliament.qld.gov.au/internetsearch/isysquery/c2cb3fc6-9db5-4610-8e6e-0ee5cf3dd3e8/1/hilite/ 

http://www.parliament.qld.gov.au/documents/Hansard/2014/2014_07_17_EstimatesSDC.pdf#xml=http://www.parliament.qld.gov.au/internetsearch/isysquery/c2cb3fc6-9db5-4610-8e6e-0ee5cf3dd3e8/1/hilite/
http://www.parliament.qld.gov.au/documents/Hansard/2014/2014_07_17_EstimatesSDC.pdf#xml=http://www.parliament.qld.gov.au/internetsearch/isysquery/c2cb3fc6-9db5-4610-8e6e-0ee5cf3dd3e8/1/hilite/

