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EAST LIVERPOOL  
PROGRESS ASSOCIATION 

President: Mr.  M. Byrne                                      PO  Box 47  
Secretary: Mr. M. Frew                                                             MOOREBANK  NSW  1875 

  
1st May 2019  
 
Mr. David Jurd 
Chief Executive Officer  
Moorebank Intermodal Company 
Suite 2, Level 9 
1 O’Çonnell Street 
SYDNEY NSW 2000  
 
Cc : Dr. Schott – Chair of MIC 
Cc:  Shareholders Ministers Cormann and Tudge 

 

 
Dear Mr. Jurd,  

Moorebank Intermodal – Information Request  
 

We write with reference to matters rising from your company’s (MIC) Annual Report 
2018 (AR18), as well as the recent Commonwealth 2019 Budget papers. 
 
Before proceeding on the specifics we present the following factual analysis and 
opinion of the Project your Company is overseeing – indeed MIC’s sole purpose.  
 
We welcome any correction or explanation that addresses the facts presented. 
 
Please note that herein we reference Moorebank Precinct East (MPE) and West 
(MPW).   Combined, we tag it as Moorebank Intermodal Freight Terminal (MIFT). 
We refer to Simta as Qube.  
 
MPE originated as a personal/corporate initiative of Mr. Chris Corrigan prior to 2004.  
It was claimed in NSW Government correspondence to the Prime Minister in 2011-12 
to be privately funded. 
 
MPW originated as an initiative of two Labor governments – NSW 2005 to 2011, and 
Federal 2007 to 2013. To date MPW has been publicly funded to over $1.5 billion 
through direct costs prior to MIC formation, foregone revenue, equity funding via 
MIC, funding of Moorebank Unit Relocation, and loans. This does not include costs 
yet incurred to provide proficient road access for the site, estimated to be $500+ 
million in Projections by NSW RMS and prior to more recent announcements.   
 
It is now apparent that the site of Moorebank Precinct East (MPE) and West (MPW), 
separately and combined, has manifested as unsuitable for its planned purposes.  
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While the ill-spending of billions of public funds is not isolated to the exercise MIC has 
led since 2012, what is specific to MIC’s project is the destruction of amenity for 
entire established residential neighbourhoods and that of the natural setting of the 
Georges River. This has been accepted on trust by the public based on the oft 
quoted national interest which is defined as an economic benefit of $9 billion+ over 
30 years. It is an undisclosed calculation. In the absence of any acknowledgment of 
Moorebank’s unique land form and land use and the constraints they carry, it can 
be taken as fact that no worthwhile suitability evaluation of the project site/location 
has been exercised outside of taking up Mr. Corrigan’s original observations. These 
were; flat available public lands, and nearby access to rail and road public assets.  
 
It is not good enough in response to this charge to state that successive 
governments, both State and Federal, have supported the project. They have done 
so in the fog of war encompassing a corporate warrior and his political milieu – the 
Corrigan factor. 
 
FOI documents exhibit the background antics of Federal public servants working to 
order, and the frantic representations to the Federal Labor government across 2010-
2013, by the NSW Premier and prominent industry leaders for the Corrigan interest to 
be recognized as a private investment not requiring public funding. 
 
Planning for MIFT has proceeded by a process of ministerial directive with senior 
public servants working to order. It is fully evident they failed to present the 
necessary frank and fearless advice based on facts of the matter brought forward 
by expensive professional consultant opinion, and of course by valuable local 
knowledge. 
 
It is important to note that as at May 1st 2019, after 9 years of approvals process, the 
development has its container throughput limited to 50% of that sought, 
conditioned to local road capacity. Contrary to the “all things going well” in Qube’s 
statutory reporting the MPE project has advanced with ground remediation and 
preparation of ground for construction of warehouses and the rail link. Construction 
it seems is limited to a single warehouse pre-let to Target. It represents less than 10% 
of planned warehousing. MPW has seen $225 million of public funds expended in 
site remediation.  
As a slight sign of hope MPW still has standing across it vast Cumberland woodlands.  
 
It is our concern, such is the absence of confidence in the proponents, that the 
project will fail and may well end up as another pocket intermodal terminal with all 
parties agreeing to sub-divide and sell off the warehouses.  
 
And the necessary response? For it to be immediate - for our political leaders of the 
NSW and Federal Governments to call in all parties associated with MIFT and the 
Port Botany / Port of Newcastle operations to make good the shameful contrived 
decisions of the recent past and see all concerned engage to deliver an efficient 
and cost effective container freight movement operation for New South Wales.  
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Facts – the Situation: the project as it stands as at 1st May 2019 
 

 The MPW approval process now extends to well over two years since close of 
submissions. The NSW Government has stated it will not fund the necessary 
road works that, as we foretold, involve a new road system. 
Public comment and written submissions to the Federal Government over the 
years see the NSW Government stating that the private MPE development is 
to be funded by the investors. 
 

 The recently finalized Voluntary Planning Agreement does not address the 
real costs to increase traffic capacity to meet the fast growing local, regional 
and intermodal demand. $48 million is for the local access roads and several 
already congested intersections. There is no funding there to solve the 
intractable merge/weave operations on the west bound entry to/east bound 
exit from, the M5 Georges River (west) bridge. 
 

 East Liverpool / Moorebank is bounded by the Georges River on three sides. 
It is utilized as a bridge reliant traffic corridor for an entire suburban and 
industry region of Sydney. Its southern boundary extends for over 20km as 
inalienable Military lands and water catchment lands.  
 
Planning processes have been grossly deficient and negligent in their 
advancement without a published study of land form, land use and 
demographic factors affecting the integration of an intermodal operation 
inside the Moorebank traffic corridor. 
 

 The nearby M5 bridge is unviable for any road works to address the existing 
merge/weave traffic activity that is dangerous, and acts to retard traffic flow. 
This fact alone sees Governments and their agencies placing lower value on 
daily traffic congestion and personal safety costs for the people of outer 
suburbs. 
 

 The recently released Infrastructure Australia Priority List contains an 
unannounced multi-billion dollar six kilometre route with a new Cambridge 
Avenue high level bridge crossing of the Georges River, and new roads to the 
M1 Hume Highway road system.  
This route is necessary to relieve the existing congestion of regional traffic. Yet 
it will require truck only lanes to prevent slow passage of local / sub-regional 
commuters and other business users. Any proposed toll system will need to be 
reserved to Intermodal truck traffic. Tolls are unacceptable for daily worker / 
business travel. 
 

 The Proponents (Qube and MIC) have consistently argued that it is not their 
problem as background traffic growth requires government to develop the 
road systems. Their intention is to simply merge in with the locals. They engage 
with sophistry when both entities quote extra traffic numbers sourced from the 
MIFT in pure low percent numbers without the Passenger Car Unit factor 
applied to the heavy vehicle count.  
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The PCU has the effect of doubling/tripling the stated traffic performance 
measure attributable to MIFT.  
 

 The local road capacity is already exceeded.  
 

 The sole recognition of this fact in the planning approvals to date is the Limit 
of Consent on container throughput to 250,000 TEU on each of MPE and MPW 
– 500,000 applied for each - until it is ensured, by a program of works being 
underway, that the capacity of local roads is not exceeded with the MIFT 
traffic.  This Limit of Consent still applies. 
 

 Published position of successive Liberal Governments since 2011 has been 
that the project will not be supported by NSW Government funds; that it is a 
“Commonwealth Initiative” being carried by Ministerial Directive. 
 

 These facts of the site’s constraints erode fully the economic case for the 
project used to justify the destruction of local neighbourhood and natural 
river amenity. 
 

 The original CEO, Mr. Hunt, and the MIC Chair, Dr Schott, have been aware of 
most of these facts since the early days of MIC’s operations. 
 
 
 

Facts: The Precursor to apparent disruptive processes against Corrigan interests,  
and the public interest. 

 
 In 1998 Mr. Chris Corrigan led an industrial campaign against the trade union 

movement centred of the Melbourne wharves. Televised images displayed 
dogs and their handlers confronting union workers, and strike breakers moving 
in.  
 
Mr. Corrigan’s interests won the day and since he has held “hero” status with 
the Liberal Party and “arch villain” status with the Labor Movement.  
 

 From 2000 Mr. Corrigan’s interests (Patricks Stevedoring) in south west Sydney 
were under attack by the local Labor tribe reportedly involving local State 
MP, Craig Knowles. Initially the actual disruption was enacted through the 
local Campbelltown City Council.  
 
One action of the Council saw it withhold Landowners Consent on Corrigan’s 
Patrick’s Ingleburn development. This became a useful planning law tool for 
the Federal Labor Government from 2007, as “Landowners” of the MPW site 
to block Corrigan’s interests at Moorebank – MPE.  
 
In 2003, Knowles as Minister for Infrastructure and Planning in the NSW 
Government put planning constraints on Corrigan’s interests in a Patrick’s 
development at Ingleburn, just down the rail line from Moorebank.  
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In August 2005 Corrigan’s legal challenge, over several years, on the action 
by the Minister was upheld.  The judgement makes the point that the 
development was in fact exercising State Government policy to remove 
trucks off the road.  
It was reported that Corrigan read Knowles’s action as a blocking play. 
 
Knowles resigned from Parliament the next day – although unrelated to the 
Court decision. 

 
 
 
Facts: The Original Error(s) 
 

 Mr. Chris Corrigan’s Patricks Stevedoring donated over $150,000 to the LNP 
prior to the 2004 election. Mr. Corrigan’s lobbying saw Moorebank, named as 
a potential Freight Intermodal site, become published LNP election policy.  
 

 Mr. Corrigan failed to observe East Liverpool (Moorebank) as river bound on 
three sides and therefore bridge reliant.  
 

 Mr. Corrigan failed to observe that to the immediate south of Moorebank runs 
the Liverpool Military Area on the eastern side of the Georges River for over 
20km to meet up with the Woronora Water Catchment Area. 
 
No roads run easterly from the entire Macarthur region for over a distance of 
20km south. 
 

 Mr. Corrigan failed to observe that the above fact channels south west 
regional  worker and small business traffic north to Casula where it turns right 
to access points east, near south and inner west via the Moorebank traffic 
corridor.  
A traffic corridor for an entire and fast growing region of Sydney that would in 
the near future carry daily worker traffic volume similar to the combined 
Sydney Harbour Bridge and Tunnel, and more than the aggregate of the 
three major bridges serving the Sutherland Shire to its north and west.  
 
 

 Mr. Corrigan, even after his Ingleburn experience, failed to evaluate the risk of 
a Federal Labor government, under a safe looking Kevin Rudd as leader, 
being elected in 2007 against a tiring four term Howard Government.  
The effect being a new “Owner” of the lands that stood between Mr. 
Corrigan’s plan investment ( an obsession as reported in The Australian ) at 
MPE and the rail link to Port Botany.  
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Facts: The Compounding Error(s)  
 

 In 2004 Knowles MP as Minister for Infrastructure and Planning, using Ministerial 
Directive, established the Freight Infrastructure Advisory Board (FIAB). It 
comprised many industry, government and trade union leaders, and was 
chaired by the Hon. Laurie Brereton. FIAB produced a report titled, Railing Port 
Botany’s Containers, dated July 2005 with public release in October 2005.  
 
The FIAB report explicitly referenced the Moorebank School of Military 
Engineering as the location for the development of an intermodal freight 
terminal. This became MPW and gave cause for the blocking of Mr. 
Corrigan’s interests at MPE. At the time MPE was yet to be purchased from a 
Westpac property trust via a consortium involving Mr. Corrigan. There is no 
record of other outputs from the Freight Infrastructure Advisory Board.  
 

 The FIAB report became a key reference for many later publications 
supporting the MPW site development from 2007. From 2007 the new Rudd 
Labor Federal Government pursued the development of MPW, expending 
over $1 billion including the expense incurred in the Moorebank Units 
Relocation to nearby Holsworthy.   
 

 A consequence of the Rudd / Gillard / Rudd governments actioning the FIAB 
recommendation saw the NSW Planning approvals process for MPE thwarted 
from 2010 to 2014.  The Corrigan interests were blocked. 
 

 The Labor initiative, in the absence of any extended studies, appears to have 
relied on Mr. Corrigan’s own observations of nearby public road and rail 
utilities, and his industry knowledge, that saw him select Moorebank as a site 
in the early 2000’s.  
 
The lament of the local neighbourhood is :  if only Labor had used the 
Planning law that explicitly requires a specific objective Evaluation of the 
Suitability of a site for any proposed use. 
 

 
It can be argued that the flawed observations of Mr. Corrigan, and the failure of the 
planning processes since, have given cause to a shameful passage of corporate 
rent-seeking and political bastardry, at great cost to the public / national interest.  
 
Public taxpayer and private shareholder funds have been expended to make the 
project fit where it cannot, only to see the future destruction of the established 
natural and residential neighbourhood amenity at the site(s).  
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Now to our specific request for information rising from your company’s Annual 
Report 2018 and the recent Commonwealth 2019 Budget papers. 
 
 
1: MIC is funding the MPW site remediation and reports the cost to be $225 million, 
but states it is still open to further expense.  
To whom do the immediate and long term benefits flow with this public expense?  
 
2:  Can you confirm that Qube Holdings and its interests have 99 year access and 
use of these lands at no cost other than land rent? Does the proposed rent include 
cost recovery for these works?  
 
3: As the bulk of the remediated SME lands (MPW) are for warehouse development 
what controls are in place for warehousing to be open to other, non Qube, 
intermodal operators to facilitate competitive benefits to the market?   
 
4: Qube Holdings have reported to the market that it expects its capital expense for 
MIFT, to beyond 2021, to be around $800 million.  
It seems they view the MIFT development as brownfield; that the task is to enhance 
existing infrastructure, notwithstanding the obvious inadequacy of enhancements 
to meet the demand of the Moorebank Traffic Corridor. 
 
Is this also MIC’s view of the project when it comes to funding the road solutions?  
 
5: MIC has been aware from its earliest days that the local and regional road 
systems are totally inadequate to the task of carrying the volume of heavy vehicles 
operating to and from the Intermodal. Its view has been that the background traffic 
growth alone is pushing the road traffic system beyond its capacity. Like Qube, it 
seeks to reap the benefit of public expenditure on the road system. Yet both MIC 
and Qube have ignored the facts as presented above of Moorebank (East 
Liverpool).   
 
We note MIC’s statement in its 2018 Annual Report that it suggested the use of the 
Cambridge Ave extension. All approvals to date state that traffic is not to travel that 
route. We understand the new Cambridge Avenue bridge and 6km of road and 
intersection works to be a multi billion dollar development, and far more costly due 
to accommodating road space for slow moving trucks.  
  
Your 2018 Annual Report acknowledges the insurmountable problem of the 
merge/weave upon the M5 West Georges River Bridge.  
 
We note that the NSW Government, since the introduction by the Rudd Labor 
Government of the MPW development, has stated, from the Premier(s) down, that 
the NSW Government will not fund the road works required for the MIFT operation.  
NSW RMS documents label local works as “Moorebank Intermodal Road Upgrades”, 
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and that they are a “Commonwealth Initiative” to be funded by the 
Commonwealth and the Proponent.  
 
 
We ask, has MIC made representation to its Shareholder Ministers of the need for 
funding to contribute, along with Qube Holdings, of these major road works? 
 
6: We attach a copy of Budget paper covering allocation to MIC.  
 
Can you explain why figures are “not for publication” well after the fact of 
Agreement and Financial Close, when it can only be a cost to the public and 
therefore requiring full disclosure?   
 
 
7: We note that SIMTA’s most recent Community News Update (April 2019) 
announces the finalization of the Voluntary Planning Agreement with Qube and 
MIC investing $48 million in “local road improvements”.  
 
In MIC’s view is this the final agreed contribution by it and/or Qube to meet the Limit 
of Consent in the MPE & MPW approvals to date - 250,000 TEU throughput each  - 
until works are completed to ensure the capacity of the local road system is not 
exceeded? 
 
8: Does MIC support the re-routing of Moorebank Avenue to the eastern side of the 
MPE site that will locate container road transport far closer, at 300 metres, to the 
existing residential neighbourhood?  
 
9: The Rail Link works. Are these works funded via a loan from the Commonwealth? 
On what basis is the loan to be repaid – cost recovery or a TEU unit charge, and/or 
any other method?     
Can you please provide details of the actual span of these works that are publicly 
funded; i.e  from the SSFL, to what point on the project site from which it becomes a 
Qube project capital expense?    
 
 
10: We note from the AR18 that over the last two Financial Years bonuses of near 
$300,000 were paid to key MIC Executives. On what Incentive basis were these 
measured and paid? 
 
11: We have kept Dr, Schott and the previous CEO informed of our facts.   
Has Dr. Schott demonstrated her concern of the facts and advised the various 
Shareholder Ministers of same? 
 
12: Current planning approvals for MIFT have limits of consent that traffic does not 
travel south on Moorebank Avenue towards the Cambridge Avenue route. As well 
a condition that the warehousing operation is limited solely to container content 
that arrives or leaves by rail, whether IMEX or Interstate.  
There are three scenarios analysed to address the merge/weave problem at the 
Moorebank Ave / M5. Each has container heavy vehicles turning east at a 
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particular percentage rate; 10%, 20% or 30%. This acknowledges the problem by 
offering an alternative “rat run” route that greatly diminishes the original purpose 
and value of the project.  
 
As MIC is a Government Business Enterprise with Shareholder Ministers, will MIC 
advise the Ministers of the parlous state of the MIFT project and report same to the 
public? In doing so, for you to acknowledge the various dynamics in its 
advancement that saw objective evaluation at all levels eroded.  
Will MIC advise for an immediate review in the context of the aforementioned need 
to deliver an efficient and cost effective container freight movement operation for 
New South Wales?  
 
 
Thank you in anticipation for an early acknowledgement of our statement of facts 
and our questions. We look forward to the advancement of better government and 
respect of the public interest.   
 
 
 
 
Yours faithfully, 
 

 
Michael Byrne               President         
         




