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EAST LIVERPOOL PROGRESS ASSOCIATION 
President: Mr.  M. Byrne                              PO  Box 47  
Secretary: Mr. M. Frew                                                      MOOREBANK  NSW  1875 

 

 

Submission To the Independent Planning Commission NSW 

Chair: Dianne Leeson  and   Panel Members:  Alan Coutts, John 
Hann  

Project:   Moorebank Intermodal Precinct West - Stage 2 

Dear Commissioners, 

We write to complete our final address to you, as we were not extended time 
to conclude our address. 

Our presentation was concluding with our encouragement of you to act in 
full accord with your title; Ïndependent”.  We had reminded you earlier in the 
presentation that the previous PAC Determinations have been the sole 
recognition, by way of TEU throughput being tied to the local traffic system’s 
capacity not being exceeded, of the site’s core deficiency; one that is 
insurmountable on the measure of cost efficiency to ease congestion. And 
more so the task to enhance traffic safety from the dangerous merge/weave 
operation at the point of ingress/egress by the 1000’s of heavy haulage 
vehicles accessing the State’s Road System. This access was originally 
declared a key criterion in Mr. Chris Corrigan’s original (2004 or prior) selection 
of Moorebank.  
Alas, it is a flawed observation.  

It is not a project that can be saved by “throwing money at it”. The dominoes 
must stop extending where this report references that prior report; this 
government references previous government. I explained briefly at the public 
meeting that the presence of Mr. Chris Corrigan in logistic projects in south 
west Sydney – just down the line at Ingleburn – was pivotal to subsequent 
actions exercised by governments in his interest, and against his interests. 
These have been played out in public, in the press, in the Courts, in Senate 
Estimate Hearing Hansard. From the time of his strike braking actions on the 
Melbourne wharves in 1998, Corrigan holds hero or villain status in relation to 
the Liberal-National Party Coalition and the Labor Movement respectively.  

This fact provides the answer to my opening line at the Public Meeting -  How 
Can It Be?  

How can it be that such a major project, with “national interest” used to justify 
the destruction of amenity of the local established residential 
neighbourhoods and a natural treasure for Liverpool, the Georges River 
riparian area, has advanced for so long?  
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Based on a reported $70 million business case, not seen by the public without 
heavy redaction.  
Based on a BCA ratio of 1.72 on a model not seen, but known not to contain 
the $1 billion + cost of making available the MPW lands.  
A BCA that contains no factor covering the $1 billion+ road works required to 
ensure local traffic capacity is not exceeded – the measurement for the 
application of the existing 250,000 TEU limits placed on the MPE Stage 2 and 
MPW Concept approvals.   
 

How can it be that the unique land use and land form of East Liverpool be so 
long ignored? Land Use where, from the southern boundary of MPE & MPW 
along the east bank of the Georges River, there is 25 kilometres of inalienable 
lands;  being the Liverpool Military Area and water catchment lands, across 
which there is no road to carry traffic to the east. Hence an entire region of 
Sydney, with long history and burgeoning new residential suburbs, having to 
travel to Casula where the traffic turns right into the East Liverpool 
(Moorebank) traffic corridor to proceed to the east and near south and near 
western suburbs of Sydney.  

 
A traffic corridor that has a river as a boundary on three sides.  
A traffic corridor that is bridge reliant.  
A traffic corridor that has its major roads (non Motorway) as flood prone. 
A traffic corridor that carries daily traffic almost as much as the Sydney 
Harbour Bridge and Tunnel combined, and more than all of the Sutherland 
Shire Bridges daily ( Taren Point : Tom Uglys : Alfords Point ). 
A traffic corridor that holds Traffic Black Spot status already.  
A traffic corridor that has a dangerous merge/weave operation in place at 
the main point of ingress / egress of MPE / MPW heavy haulage vehicles. Any 
reference to this in the EIS mentions “modelling” on how to fix it. There is no 
solution without major expensive bridge works, and none without causing 
traffic congestion and slower travel for all concerned. 

 

How can it be? That the river basin low lands along the Georges River are to 
contain a dirty diesel industry generating daily 45 heavy rail movements and 
5100+  heavy vehicle arrival, positioning and leaving movements so as to 
attain its projected “national economic interest”?  
Note: There are 11,000 light vehicle traffic movement projected – workers 
etc.. 
( Vehicle numbers Appendix C Traffic Generation and Underlying Assumptions :  EIS Appendix M OTTIA )  
 

How can it be that the whole project is being squeezed into the site to make 
it fit, with matters of public interest and benefit being ignored?  

• The international standard for rail curve is 250 degrees to avoid the 
noisy wheel squeal of train carriages. Moorebank is set at 160 degrees 
to make it fit.   
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• Intrusion of oversized Onsite Water Detention basins into the Georges 
River riparian.  

• Raising 100’s of hectares of flood zone lands by 2 to 3 metres. Where 
will the water run?  

• Relocating a major road closer to residences. 

How can it be that Pubic Documentation exhibits the neglect of governing 
authorities. Where they ignore reported facts provided by independent 
professional reviews, by not having them rise to the Executive Summary and 
into Planning Department Assessments.   

How can it be that supposed leaders – Albanese, Schott, PAC Determination 
reports… - state that there are already 3000+ container truck movements at 
Moorebank where the factual count is approximately 200. A fact reflected in 
the Independent Review performed for the Department of Planning by 
Aurecon (2015) where it states “that the project is merely moving congestion 
from Port Botany to Moorebank”.    

Commissioners, the “How Can It Be?” question must be at the forefront of 
your minds as you become aware of the facts.  

We attach a letter to the Moorebank Intermodal Company dated May 1st 
2019, as yet unanswered. In that letter we provide context of our questions to 
MICL, who are party to the SIMTA proponents. This may assist in your 
understanding. 

 

Our final request of the Panel is as follows: 

The questioning of the intent of a Government in the raising of MPW as an 
intermodal project to stand in opposition to one already proposed by the 
private sector is serious. It may have been intentional or perhaps a case of 
happenstance whereby one’s plans may end up as an obstacle to another’s 
interests, with that other entity not open to cooperation from one for the 
betterment of the public interest. But lack of cooperation by the NSW and 
Federal Labor Governments to the Corrigan interests is evident in FOI 
documents and Senate Estimate Hansard across many years, and the mess 
that Moorebank Intermodal is. 

 

The sad irony is that had Labor pursued NSW Planning Law and acted as a 
Parliamentary Opposition Party in NSW (from 2011) then the Corrigan based 
development would have been denied when all factors came to the surface 
as they would have, especially from the public. Proper application of NSW 
EPA s4.15 Evaluation process would have had ears to hear and eyes to see 
the facts of East Liverpool’s land forms ( river bound and bridge reliant) and 
land use ( as a major regional traffic corridor). Instead Labor produced a 
document in 2005 through the Freight Infrastructure Advisory Board which set 
in train the extended domino placement of references to previous reports 
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and associated government decisions by ongoing policy and planning 
processes. Whether by design or otherwise, that document originated from a 
body of leading business, industry, trade union and government people 
convened by Ministerial Directive from a NSW Labor Minister who had been in 
open conflict with Corrigan’s interests over the previous years.   

The NSW container movement industry is a mess. There is a controversy 
associated with the constraints placed on the Port of Newcastle to operate 
as a competitive container port. The ACCC is at the moment in Court with 
NSW Ports. Our subject development of Moorebank adds to the malaise with 
no solutions on offer to the major traffic problem of safe and timely 
movement of containers amidst congested daily commuter traffic. The 
Newcastle issue had its origins in a Government’s backroom workings.  
 
Moorebank has its origins in processes diseased by apparent political 
payback motivations. 

We are using other avenues to lobby both the Premier and Prime Minister to 
work together, along with the key stakeholders, to revisit the entire Sydney, 
Newcastle, Port Kembla container movement industry.  

While these matters are not in the Commission’s mandate, we do request you 
to be mindful of it when evaluating in detail the facts and figures and 
arguments provided by the speakers at the public meeting you hosted. The 
Van Den Boss team are without peer and their presentations provide solid 
ground for questioning further the public servants delivering the project as it 
is.  

The Planning Assessment Commissions of the past served the public well in 
giving recognition to the traffic matters brought to them by the public 
through their imposition of Limits of Consent addressing the problem.  
 
We encourage the Commission to act further in recognition of the facts and 
arguments placed before you on this matter.  

 

Yours faithfully, 
 

 
 
 
Michael Byrne               President        
          
PS Upon request we can provide a Time Line of events since 1998, as well 
references to the various Senate Estimate Hearings. 




