_AUSCRIPT

FAST PRECISE SECURE

AUSCRIPT AUSTRALASIA PTY LIMITED

ACN 110 028 825

T: 1800 AUSCRIPT (1800 287 274)
E: clientservices@auscript.com.au
W: www.auscript.com.au

TRANSCRIPT OF PROCEEDINGS

TRANSCRIPT IN CONFIDENCE

O/N H-1039629

INDEPENDENT PLANNING COMMISSION

PUBLIC MEETING

RE: MOOREBANK INTERMODAL WEST CONCEPT PLAN
AND STAGE1MOD 1

MOOREBANK INTERMODAL PRECINCT WEST STAGE 2

PANEL: DIANNE LEESON
ALAN COUTTS
JOHN HANN
ASSISTING PANEL: DAVID WAY
LOCATION: BRIGHTON LAKESGOLF CLUB

THE GREEN VIEW ROOM
43 BRICKMAKERSDRIVE
MOOREBANK, NEW SOUTH WALES

DATE: 10.30 AM, TUESDAY, 18 JUNE 2019

.IPC MEETING 18.6.19 P-1
©Auscript Australasia Pty Limited  Transcript in Glence



10

15

20

25

30

35

40

45

MS D. LEESON: Good morning, everybody. I'm natesI'm going to need a
microphone. Good morning, everybody. Before wgiyd would like to
acknowledge the traditional custodians of the lanavhich we meet, the Darug and
the Tharawal People. | would also like to pay mspects to their Elders, past and
present, and to the Elders from other communities may be here today. Welcome
to this public meeting on the proposed modificatow development application
from SIMTA, the applicant, who is seeking to améimel concept plan of the
Moorebank Intermodal Facility West and begin cargion of Stage 2 of the
Moorebank Intermodal Facility West.

My name is Dianne Leeson. I’'m Chair of the Indegert Planning Commission
Panel, which has been appointed to help deterrhmeroposals. Joining me are my
fellow commissioners, Alan Coutts and John HannBadd Way from the
Commission Secretariat. Before | continue, allaped commissioners must make
an annual declaration of interest, identifying @oyential conflicts with their
appointed role. For the record, we are unawasngfconflicts in relation to our
determination of these proposals.

You can find additional information on the way wamage potential conflicts on the
Commission’s website, and in the interests of opsarmand transparency, today’s
meeting is being recorded and a full transcript kel produced and made available
on our website. This public meeting gives us theastunity to hear your views on
the assessment report prepared by the Departmé&taihing and Environment
before we determine the development application.

The Independent Planning Commission was establisi¢lde Government on 1
March 2018 as an independent statutory body operatparately to the Department
of Planning and Environment. The Commission pkysmportant role in
strengthening transparency and independence iteitision-making processes for
State Significant Development and land use planimidgew South Wales. It is the
independent consent authority for State Signifi€2ewelopment applications and
provides an additional level of scrutiny where éhare more than 25 objections of
reportable political donations or objections by tekevant local council.

The Commission is not involved in the departmeassessment of this project, the
preparation of its assessment report or any firgdmighin it. This public meeting is
just one part of the Commission’s process. Welweaaly met with the department
on 14 June and the applicant on 17 June 2019.pahel will also conduct a site
inspection and locality tour this afternoon. Tress of these meetings and notes
from the site inspection and locality tour will beade available on the Commission’s
website.

After today’s meeting, we may convene with relevstakeholders if clarification or
additional information is required and mattersedijsand, again, records of all
meetings will be published on our website. Follogvtoday’s meeting, we will
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endeavour to determine the applicant and moditicadipplication as soon as
possible. However, there may be delays if we fiedd for additional information.

So before we hear from our first registered spedkered to lay some ground rules
that we expect everyone taking part in today’s imgeb follow, and we do have a
set of public meeting guidelines at the back ofrtwn if anybody would like to
have a look at those. First, today’s meeting tsandebate. Our panel will not take
guestions from the floor and no interjections di@ned. Our aim is to provide
maximum opportunity for people to speak and bedésithe panel. Public
speaking is an ordeal for many people, and thowghnyay not agree with
everything you hear today, each speaker has thetagbe treated with respect and
heard in silence.

Today’s focus is public consultation. Our pandiése to listen, not to comment.
We may ask questions for clarification, but thigalfy is unnecessary. It will be
most beneficial if your presentation is focusedtmissues of most concern to you.
It is important that everyone registered to spegkives a fair share of time, and we
will enforce time-keeping rules. As chair, | resethe right to allow additional time
for provision of further technical materials. Amvang bell will sound one minute
before the speaker’s allotted time is up and agdi@n it runs out. | ask you to
please respect these time limits.

Though we will strive to stick to our schedule tpdspeakers sometimes do not
show or decide to not speak. If you know someohe is registered to speak today,
but will not be attending, could you please adiseid Way. If you would like to
project something onto the screen, please giveDtavid before your presentation.
If you have a copy of your presentation, it wouddppreciated if you could provide
a copy to the Secretariat after you speak.

Please note that any information given to us mayade public. The Commission’s
privacy statement governs our approach to yourmétion, and there is also copies
of that at the back of the room, or you can findrithe Commission’s website.
Finally, | would ask that everyone present turrirtheobile phones to silent and
thank you for that. | will now call the first sgea, who I've actually left on the
table. Thank you. That's actually Paul Van DersBo

MR P. VAN DEN BOS: Thank you for the opportundf/speaking at this meeting.
My plea to the commissioners is to please givefabo®nsideration before
increasing the TEU limit to 500,000. My aim ispgimvide you with enough
background so that this new limit can be considgregerly. | hope that by the end,
you can share my concerns. To me, this increasgidclearly shows that whoever
provided that advice has a very limited understagdif the transport and traffic
issues. In this booklet, | have — the left pagaysspeaker notes so that | can keep
on time. The right page has maps, tables and graptetera, and references are
included.
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Since this is such a complex issue, | will use $ingxamples, treat flows in one
direction only and consider the AMP ..... PageB®&ards are answers to possible
guestions. First, a background from a transpomgtioint of view. Page 2 shows the
traffic flows over the M5 bridge and the Light HerBridge, which is seven per cent
less than the Sydney Harbour Bridge Flow. Fromaasportation point of view, this
is the east-west traffic. Page 4 shows thahdréh-south traffic is about half of the
Harbour Bridge traffic. Page 6 shows the Cambriélgenue. The shaded white
area represents Moorebank Intermodal.

SIMTA EIS 3 states that the crash rate is aboutr28s higher than the RMS
guidelines. Page 8, Moorebank Avenue. It's a wamyilar story. The additional
traffic alone is expected to generate a crashfoatetimes higher than the RMS
guidelines. Page 10 shows a table comparing &tasistics reported in SIMTA EIS
1 and SIMTA EIS 2. There is about a 20 per centease over five years. SIMTA
EIS 3 used a different study area and we could@tthose results. Page 12 shows
the crash rate on the M5 is about 40 times hidtean the RMS guidelines.

This data comes from MICL EIS. The MICL EIS imlithat the M5 widening
funnels more traffic into this congested sectiothwiery predictable results: more
crashes, slower speeds, lower traffic throughputd the economics. Page 14
comes from SIMTA EIS 1. SIMTA catchment area 2@h@ 2025. In 2025, the
SIMTA catchment areas is greatly reduced. New ISWtles Government’s
submission to Infrastructure Australia, for econom@iasons, SIMTA should operate
in 2016 rather than 2021 and the RTA website refees2013 start.

So a summary from a transportation point of vidtis strange to build something so
big with such a short economic lifespan in an avith east-west traffic volumes
similar to Sydney Harbour Bridge flows and northsgotraffic volumes half of
Sydney Harbour Bridge flows in a local area, hawirgsh rates 20 and 40 times
higher than the RMS guidelines.

Now, the planning is about Sydney Aerotropolis, sage 16, a new city, that yellow
area that’'s about twice the size of Brisbane, fheseit needs freight about twice the
size of Brisbane’s freight volume, and New Southé§dreight policy appears to be
rail the containers to Moorebank and truck the aimetrs to Aerotropolis, and the
quickest way is over the M5 bridge with its higlash rate. Given this background,
the traffic analysis does not show a pretty picturet’s look at the first level of
technical issues. Please stop me if it's — I'mngdioo fast, but there’s a fair bit |
want to cover.

Page 18. There’s a lot of information, one step @ine. This comes from Mickel
EIS, top right-hand side. This is output from &ware package used to calculate
the green times at traffic signals. UnderneatrPiessons Brinckerhoff logo,
intersection of Hume Highway and Reilly Street.Ideit, next to traffic light icon,
the 2030 base AM, that's about 10 years from nowl, rzo intermodal traffic. I've

put a brown box around the 464.0 numbers. Thasnsthematical model and hence
its accuracy.
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This column title, 95 per cent of back of queudatise, and that’s in metres.
Simply, this is the queue length. The blue arrem{s to the south for the approach.
The Hume Highway S, that’s for the southern apgndemm the Hume Highway.

The queue length is plotted on the Google map. brben arrow points to the
distance. This is rough but good enough for itatste purposes. Notice that the
Reilly queue blocks the M5 Motorway and the Humghvay intersection. See that
red box.

Page 20. This is that blocked intersection. BeRassons Brinckerhoff logo, we
read the intersection of the M5 Motorway and thenduHighway. Same routine,
the brown box, 1100.9 metre queue length. Plouguength on Google maps at 1.1
kilometres. Notice that this queue blocks GraharmarAie and De Meyrick Avenue’s
traffic lights. The red box with the number 468ak a red arrow pointing to the
gueue on the Hume Highway on ramp. This queuéckie close to where we see
the water on the bridge — water on the river. ysorr

Two more data points from this table. The sametmthe left, a red box shaded
with a number 1.214 and it's column title, degrésaiuration. Also on the same
row, to the right, a purple box with 1.43. It'slwmn title, effective stop rate per
vehicle. On average, every right-turning vehiclestrstop 1.4 times and 25 per cent
of the heavily loaded intermodal trucks will tuight. You can see that on pages 49
and 50.

Now, why do we see these queue lengths longerdiséance between intersections?
And the answer, the software has a switch whiclblesantersections to be
connected into a network. The mathematics incafesrall movements, including
the parking vehicles. In a network, if a queueck$oa departing vehicle, that
departing vehicle cannot move. The vehicles behiatso cannot move. Any

newly arriving vehicle must queue behind those kdocdeparting vehicles. This is
a very simplified explanation of how gridlocked wetks are calculated.

Parsons Brinckerhoff treats each intersection dsaated intersection. Hence,
gueue length can be longer than the distance baetineersections. Therefore, a
better question is, why did the models not flicatthetwork switch? That is the
guestion for the Commissioners to ask those madell8ee page 36 for some other
possible questions.

Intuitively, if the degree of saturation is 100 gent, or 1.0, it is fully saturated. |
just wanted to — wanted you to see a number hitgjizer 1.0 and we saw 1.214. How
can we have a degree of saturation of 1.2? Wdl,i$ a mathematical model. In
simple terms, more vehicles want to make a moverhant the theoretical capacity.
In this case, 20 per cent of the vehicles wantedrtoright but could not. And
therefore, these numbers are taken out of the mmatties. Think about those trucks
from intermodal. Twenty per cent will not be aldeturn right here. And that’s in
addition to the 1.4 stop rate.
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Now, what would the net impact be if a network magere used? Clearly, in this
case, the queues would grow very long and spilklesen further onto the M5
Motorway. Such a long queue would reduce the dcgtavailable for the weaving
and merging.

Now, | like to go half a step deeper into the techiharea. Page 24 shows a graph
from the Australian Research Report 341. We'réilog at the relationship between
vehicle spacing on the Y axis and speed on thei #or a 100 kilometre roadway.
This data is from a freeway in Melbourne and #sttnically identical to the M5
Motorway in front of the Moorebank Intermodal. Tiop right-hand side, we see a
representative picture of a few vehicles on the rohe arrow points to the spacing
between the vehicles. In this case, the spacitagge and do not worry about the
numbers.

In the middle of the right-hand side, a picturevgfionore vehicles. The arrow
points to the short spacing, but note the spe&@0silometres per hour. In the
middle of the graph, we see a blue arrow indicatiriical spaces. Here, the green
curve changes to the red curve. As more vehickeadded to the roadway, the
average speed drops very quickly and so does #wrgp As Professor Mike Florin
would say, we have too many cars on the road.

Page 26 shows the SIMTA EIS 1 survey speed on théfldge, which is now about
10 years old, and speeds collected by the memimrsdur community. The blue
arrows point to the expected spacing between \&hicThe length of a B-triple is
also shown and this is the preferred mode of tramndpr the Moorebank Intermodal.
How can a large truck fit into a small space saeig at speed? In addition from the
intersection analysis on page 20, with the queukngponto the M5 bridge, the
distance for this lane changing is shorter.

Question now is, how many trucks are expected amgé lanes? In the case of toll
road modelling, modellers were asked to generatgieus as high as possible. In
the case of intermodal modelling, the modellersenasked to generate numbers as
low as possible. And page 28 shows the respotise Fransport for NSW response
to SIMTA EIS 1. Modellers should have used trudknibers about 10 times higher
in their model work. For comparison purpose, fathe Transport for NSW number
down to one million TEUSs.

Page 30 comes from ..... first book. This tablke $anity check of truck volumes
from all intermodals in Sydney. This is basedlmnfreight database downloaded
from the NSW Government website. The yellow colwshows the truck numbers
factored up to one million TEUs. The last two Srage of interest. The average is
roughly four times higher than the Transport foMd8gure. So how many lane-
changing trucks do we have for half a million TEU8Il, see page 35 for details:
about 65 per cent of all the intermodal trucks walilange lanes, and it roughly
translates to 12 seconds between trucks in onetidine and 12 seconds between
trucks in the other direction.
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Page 32 summarises its implementation. Fittiraygel truck into a small space, with
high frequency, at speed, within a short distaridefortunately, this is a gross
oversimplification. The community survey showedtttane 1 and lane 2 operate at
different speeds. The trucks must change fronwaiespeed lane into a higher-
speed lane. At the same time, the M5 traffic wantd exit have to change from a
higher-speed lane to a lower-speed lane. And thetse movements have to occur
within a restricted length.

And finally, page 26 showed that the speed hascextlsince SIMTA survey, 10
years ago, and it's highly likely that the nextyHars, the spacing would even be
smaller still.

In summary, the truck size and the spacing betweéitles are operational
concerns. They're not affected by the TEU levdlke gridlocked Hume Highway
and the surrounding roads are environmental canigranot affected by the TEU
numbers. However, increasing the TEU limit impdhesright-hand turn at the
Hume Highway. Intersection capacity shows thap@0cent cannot make a right-
hand movement, and that's not counting the truaks fthe intermodal. And
remember that those truck have to stop 1.4 times.

The impacts — the queue length, of course, argygoispill further back onto the

M5, reducing the distance for the available larengjing and the frequency of lane
changing in this greatly reduced distance. Aséeyou with these thoughts, | hope
that you can share my concerns. We already havash rate that is 40 times higher
than the RMS guidelines, and 85 per cent of the ieloank Intermodal traffic will
use this spot.

MS LEESON: Thank you, Paul. Thank you, Pauill &t working — there we go.
If I could now ask John Anderson to come to therapbone, thank you.

MR J. ANDERSON: Yes, good morning, Commissionadies and gentlemen. |
would like to thank the IPC Commissioners for tippartunity to speak at this
public meeting. | will outline a number of reasaaseject this application, as will
be the best interests of residents and the comynand for good business
operations.

MS LEESON: Excuse me, John. If I could - - -

MR ANDERSON: Sorry. Sorry.

MS LEESON: Sorry to bother you. That's the - - -

MR ANDERSON: The wrong one? That's all righthal might make it a bit
better, won'tit? Firstly, that traffic congestiaas outlined by Paul Van Den Bos, is
well known, and a recent NRMA survey of 13,000 wuidlials stated that these

individuals voted the M5 and the Moorebank Avensi¢h@ most congested area in
Sydney. And with this in mind, it would not be ptiaal to use this site, as

.IPC MEETING 18.6.19 P-7
©Auscript Australasia Pty Limited  Transcript in Golence



10

15

20

25

30

35

40

45

companies will not be able to operate fully, givlkeir vehicles will be held up in
massive traffic delays. If their vehicles cannottkdeir work in a normal way, those
companies will be badly affected. That's just gbodiness acumen.

The pollution from many freight ..... and mainly 120,000 diesel vehicles would
pose a great health risk to residents, with 53pat being aged under 34. Now, I'm
one who has a great concern for our young peoplsuse their bodies don’t mature
until about 25. And also I've been a long-time @chte for the koalas in the area,
and they — they sort of are in a very close ardhisontermodal, and the diesel
emissions would have a huge impact on their welfare

The noise from the operations will not be ableeaitigated, as I've been in the
area for 10 years, and I've heard many strangeesas a regular basis. And given
that the operating limits were set at 43 decibethé Land and Environment Court,
it would make operation of handling containers pcadly impossible, given that the
cranes that lift these containers operate at @&neigl of 90 decibels.

The local population is expected to double in teetr20 year, and any upgrades will
just struggle to cater for the anticipated incréasad traffic. Combined with the
airport, the intermodal will choke on traffic, whievill be highly likely — which will
mean that the area would — and it is just a m#ittrthe area in that area will be up
to a million people in the near future. So thd thgg that you're going to have an
operation — residential area, and the airport ds-wke intermodal will just choke
up the whole area, and will be against what theegawent is trying to achieve.

Now, this is not very good planning. And an intedal is only effective if it is used
for rail close to the final delivery ..... with gnbne or two per cent of delivery in this
area, it will result in triple-handling of cargojttvthe containers handing — landing
in Port Botany, they would have to come out to M@k, and then go into Eastern
Creek or Newcastle, because it has been estintzed3 per cent of the cargo will
be, sort of, used for the Eastern Creek area, twithresult that there would be
additional, unnecessary cost to consumers for thesds. Parkes, Port Botany,
Penrith or — and even — and Perth are the bestfsitéreight movements, and would
keep ..... within acceptable limits.

Health in the Liverpool district is very bad. Hsbeen my knowledge that the area
contains the third highest number of residents disabilities, and the resulting air
pollution problems suddenly would potentially segssive consequences ..... and
I’'m entitled that they’re going to increase thetdosthe Liverpool Hospital by 700
million. But I've spoken to the local member, drghid, my idea is that it's all right
increasing cost for the hospital, but you got yinty to help these people with these
type of ilinesses and that, because, you knowpWwkitnat for a fact that we have 11
per cent diabetes in the area, and there’s a Bugey;, cent higher mortality rate, and
that there’s a high cardiovascular problem in tlema And with 53 per cent under
34, these just — these make our health situatidn Bad I've been asked by many
people, well, why did they — why do they continuigwthis intermodal, given that
huge impact on our health here?
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The area is home to the greatest number of koaldeeiSydney basin, stretching
from Holsworthy down to Camperdown, and Menai aaddy Point, and the level
of diesel emissions would greatly impact on theimbers. With present indications,
they will be extinct by 2050. Surely we must dorento protect our iconic wildlife,
along with many other threatening endangered specie

Now, it's all right to have biodiversity creditsytin the area where we got so many
— I know we got about 27 threatened and endanggrecies, and also we got many
plants that are very valuable — now, we had a tez@se where the Hibbertia ..... was
— was thought to be extinct, but the last time wihevas recorded, back in nineteen
—1823. Now, | — | have seen the area regardéfaey’s Kakadu” and “the lungs
of Sydney”. So why is all this pollution addingntamination to that going to come
to this area? It just doesn’t make sense.

Now, we have kept up our campaign for many yeatsave been involved in 11
years. And | think that — and what really makesvewy, very mad is that we don’t
seem to be getting any recognition of the promieambkich we have ..... over many
years. Dr Ewett, from the Doctors for the Enviram has stated that the area is the
most polluted in New South Wales, and it is totadlgkless to expose the area to
much more pollution. The area has been subject ton the Holsworthy army base,
and we are still awaiting results of this inquinga the harmful effects.

The Liverpool Council has commissioned a peer w\aa traffic, which Mr Paul
Van Den Bos is going to do. And also they’re gdioglo a peer review on the
pollution, as Dr Ewett. So | believe that any dem on this matter should await
these two important peer reviews, because | thiekest of this area should be
entitled to some sort of consideration for manyeéssthat I've outlined.

Our valid concerns have been ignored — at the,lgisstsed over — in the past. And |
request that you Commissioners have a more vigaeuew of these serious
matters, given regard to the health and the locabf the local population. | have
travelled around the area for about 35 years -sl Wayears in Moorebank, seven
years in Hoxton Park, now 10 years in Wattle Gro&ad recently | have been
astounded by the number of intersections wheréights stay green for one second.
And I've noted that most intersections where thepte go across, the lights stay
green for about three seconds. Now, in an areahwhihard last, number of people
disabilities, this is not acceptable, you know.e Fiealth and safety of residents has
been ignored too long, and | believe this shouldddressed. So | will stop — I will
finish on that, and hope that you give us someroige review of our situation.
Thank you.

MS LEESON: Thank you, John. Do we have Erik Redtd here? We understand
he might not be well.

MR ANDERSON: Yes. He told me that — he gave nmeessage that he was a bit
sick, so I'm not sure if he’s going to come.
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MS LEESON: Okay. Well, we're happy to — if heedacome — happy to
accommodate him when he gets here. Otherwise Weake any submission that he
would like to give us. On that — in that case, task Jennifer French to come up to
the microphone.

MS J. FRENCH: Good morning. I'm speaking assadent. I'm a former vice
president of RAID, but I'm not speaking for RAID'M also a member of Liverpool
City Council’'s Intermodal Committee, but I'm notesking for the council or its
committee. The applicant wants to build bulk eadtks, warehousing and an
interstate rail terminal. The first trains will benning from Port Botany later this
year, and an unknown number will follow from théeirstate rail terminal. This will
be the start of thousands of trucks running odhefMoorebank Intermodal
precincts. Most will be traversing Liverpool’s enill routes, and will actually be
travelling out of the area.

There are many aspects of concern to local resdernhese applications. However,
| think the aspects of air quality and traffic aaaticularly important. Air quality in
Liverpool is a contentious issue. Further investans need to be carried out to
establish why some data shows that a major aiufiat issue exists in the area and
some assessments do not show this. | urge the Gmmmto require that further
comprehensive air quality studies are carried out.

The strategic justification for the Moorebank Im@dal relies upon it having
excellent access to both rail and road transf@eatly consents were, as | understand
it, predicated on this. No further consents shdédssued until major long-term
road or public transport projects that offer conheresive relief to current traffic
congestion in the area have been planned and dslivé mean, the projected scale
of this project is so large, that, as our modelkxgert Paul Van Den Bos’ study
shows, further traffic loadings could at timeslgpalts of Liverpool’'s road network.
And this is a network which is already facing a onajapacity problem within the
next few years.

This evidence-based study that Paul Van Den Bogptesented today: it simply
cannot be ignored any longer. Potential remedig¢kd traffic issues, such as
remediating the problems at the M5 Moorebank wearé)e road bridge,
developing the Hume Highway/Hoxton Park Road irgetisn or rather,
redeveloping it, and creating a link road to Bricikaars Drive, they represent such
major infrastructure investment that the final comtild run into many hundreds of
millions of dollars of taxpayer's money. It is rodear that these measures would
solve the problems, given that our area constamiilpgion growth. If this traffic
issue is not dealt with and the MPE and MPW stpetrations, the outcomes for
Liverpool residents could be considered to be gty extremely serious.

Paul Van Den Bos’ study shows that additional ica#iill place Liverpool CBD and
Liverpool Hospital at high risk of traffic hittinthe wall on arterial routes on a
number of subsidiary city roads. That is, traffigld up will be at such extreme
levels that, in some areas, traffic will be atansstill during busy periods. This
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effectively means that the city and its businessdgcational institutions and
essential services such as Liverpool Hospital,arewell, probably the largest
hospital in the country, will stop functioning pexpy.

The combined traffic on the M5 overbridge in Livegband the Light Horse Bridge
over the Georges River in Liverpool, as Paul Van Bes said, nearly equal the
amount of traffic that uses the Sydney Harbour @idach day. This immense
traffic loading can be pushed to the point of urkadility with increases of only a
few per cent. Of particular concern is the Moordbmtermodal. This is a massive
project that will pour thousands of trucks per dayo the M5, the Hume Highway
and other roads.

So one of the factors leading to non-expert acoeptaf separate projects is that the
finding that one or two per cent in projected tiafbads sounds innocuous. Yet
cumulatively, an existing congested system sudhiaspool’s, it can lead, as Paul
said, to intersections failing to clear and backltwat are kilometres long. One of
the effects of increased through traffic, suchrasgport trucks, is that local traffic is
either held up on feeder — either held up on feeaas and/or moves across to other
roads to access the CBD and other locations, aafisvw on major problems on
those roads.

For example, local traffic would move off the Hutdgghway onto Bigge Street, the
street that feeds the front entrances of Liverptadpital. This street has already
become very congested from traffic moving away fitben Hume Highway, as result
of the speed limit being changed from 70 kilomepreshour to 60 kilometres per
hour. With an increased traffic loading, Biggeetrwould hit the wall. That is, it
will be at a standstill. Though there are a cowpleear access roads, ambulances
would have difficulty gaining access to the hodpitBhere is also a major private
hospital there and both hospitals have a continbunlgling program.

Large existing and planned educational and reseastitutions would also be
heavily impacted. This is just one example of tibevquality of life in Liverpool
and its surrounding area would be downgradedgé tilne Commissioner to refuse
the applications. However, should the Commissiecidk to approve them, the
following conditions should be set down.

Firstly, due to concerns raised by expert traffmdelling engineer Paul Van Den
Bos, that has, for example, demonstrated the udatefl, incorrect or
inappropriately generated data in intermodal tcaf@ilated studies, there should be
an independent traffic inquiry carried out for thdire Liverpool area. The crash
rate projections are extremely serious.

Secondly, a condition should be imposed that affic-related infrastructure work in
the wider Liverpool area and M5 be carried out assessed before the project
begins operation. Thank you.

MS LEESON: Thank you, Jennifer. If | could astitiert Storey. Thank you.
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MR R. STOREY: Thank you for allowing me to spedkn just a resident. | am a
member of the Environment Committee of Liverpoaly@ouncil and I'm also on
the Floodplain Committee. So I've got quite a fieaues with the flooding. The
main reasons why Liverpool are objecting to thenmodal freight terminal at
Moorebank are for the following reasons: the eaihp of Moorebank Avenue onto
the M5. Now, this was already discussed, so I'inguing into great detail. The
article from the NRMA Magazine May/June 2019 isswend | will give you this —
reads as follows:

The M5 Motorway at Moorebank has been voted thgdesiwmorst congestion
hot spot in New South Wales after the NRMA condubee largest transport
survey in the state’s history.

| will give you the actual article. There is thergo it's true fact. Now, with that,
there has been a lot of public exhibitions and htite one of them and — and |
actually raised that issue, the exit road on the W a traffic engineer. And went
up to him and | said, “Look, this a major problenOf course, | had already spoken
about it. He said, “Mate, we will deal with thah@n it comes.” Now, | keep
speaking about — here we are now, and it's not détl. So | — I'm just
disappointed.

The site is unsuitable for the type of developmeright. The site is unsuitable for
this type of development and only has one roadwidat is Moorebank Avenue. It
is just like being on an island. The proposal wiadversely impact on the local and
surrounding community. Too right it does. Theht@cal report provided with this
application are inadequate and do not addressshes. They simply acknowledge
the issues, that they are there. They do notwi¢lathem. How can you do any
project when they’re not dealing with the issués® going to affect thousands and
thousands of people.

The MPW and the MPE applications should be consitlezgether. To address the
increasing impact, there should be one master plare master plan would stop all —
what we’ve been doing. Their — their proposalsehb@en hotchpotch. They've just
put little bits in, little bits in, and then thegys well, you've approved this so now
you've got to approve that. If there was a magstan, all the information we know
now, the project would never have been approved fre start.

The proposal is not substantially the same asdheapt approval and section 96(2)
is not the correct planning process to assessrtpogal. The increasing truck
movement would have adverse community impact onvti@e of the Liverpool
community, as the existing road system is inadegquée have had our state and
federal members object to this project. They hepaken in parliament about their
objections but still, it proceeds on. The Liverp@ay Council is also objecting to
the proposal.

Now, a new issue. A legislative council committees called for the government to
investigate freight rail options between Port ofAldastle, Port Botany and Port
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Kembla. The committee has also recommended teajdlilernment review its ports
policy, because they’re not right, including thegutial for a container terminal in
Newcastle. Once the Federal Court proceedings ¢t@veluded — so there —it's
happening now, or at such time as the house detesmil will give you some
information about this. | presume you already kratut it.

In 2014, the Port of Newcastle was leased to afgigector operator for a period of
98 years. Recently, that operator, referred afPtreof Newcastle, has support for
plans to develop a container terminal in Newcasttach is argued, would enable
economic growth in the Newcastle and Hunter Regiuth alleviate congestion in
Sydney, therefore reducing the need for the puwindik infrastructure in Sydney.

The Port of Newcastle has claimed that it is cutyaimeconomical for it to pursue a
container terminal development due to the provsicontained within the Port’s
commitment deeds. There was things that the govenbput in that deed, | think it
was about $100 a terminal — container excesshtwmgot to be put on every
container that goes into Port of Newcastle.

Now, | will go on to the fill. Approximately 1.6 flion cubic metres of fill to raise a
site generally two to three metres. 46,130 culetres was proposed. So they've
jumped from forty — this is the — the planning,nfrd 3,000 cubic metres to 1.6
million. Not a bad jump. The Department stategygp7, Executive Summary:

The modification does not substantively changenéttare of the development.
Well, | personally think it does.

The location of imported fill should not indirectimpact on biodiversity values
of the conservation area.

This statement is incorrect as some of the fill inél washed into the conservation
area — pretty obvious. How much will depend onrtie, how long it lasts and its
intensity. Why does the site have to be raisedtombree metres? And up to 3.6
metres in some locations. Why? Nothing in therefells me why the levels have
to be raised. Nothing in the report tells me thatfloodplain — and this is — | will go
into detail later about this, the floodplain wikt Iprotected or filled. | will presume
the whole of the floodplain will be filled. The éwdetention basins have been cut
into the conservation area, page 66. They shaut@nin the conservation area. It's
to do with levels.

What is stated in the document is one per centarexceedance probability. Now,
| wouldn’t have a clue what that means. It's neght it's something to do with the
floodplain but | don’t know what it is. Now, | jugo on to the floodplain area,
because this — this just doesn’t affect the Livetpesidents. This is the whole of
the Georges River, right — right downstream. 8ave a document here which fully
elaborates. So | will just sort of — | did a sunmynaf what's in this document.
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Have we forgotten about the flooding on the GeoRjesr? And the most
important part of the river is the floodplain aredparian area. The Georges River
is one of the most populated urban catchments BirAlia, with over one million
people living in that catchment. The Georges Rives adjacent to the CBD of
Liverpool and is over 100 kilometres long, fromhisadway near Appin, the river
runs north towards Liverpool, through Chipping MoitLansvale and then through
Bankstown to Botany Bay. It has a number of mhjanches, Cabramatta Creek,
Prospect Creek, O’'Hares Creek and ..... When ttresks — or when the Georges
River floods, these creeks flood and they alsodfloot large populated areas. The
Georges River has a catchment area of 890 squaradtres.

Flood history. The Georges River has a long hystdflooding and most of the
flooding data has been recorded at the Liverpoal WEhis is very important
because | will now sort of tell you how the floodipl area on the intermodal site has
been ignored. The weir was constructed in 1836 @auseway crossing of the river
and a source of fresh water for Liverpool. Nownirthat weir, all the flood levels
are determined. It is fresh water from the wegkom Campbelltown. The —
because it's a weir, you have now tidal limit.siffat. So when you go to the banks
of the river in front of the intermodal, you go nime metres and that’s where the
100 year flood stops. So, in other words, all thatl, from nine metres down to the
Georges River, is called the flood plain area.

To reach a one in 100 year flood, the water rises metres above the weir. This
event occurred four times in 1873 to 1900 — foumes in 27 years. Now, if that
happens in another 100, 200 years’ time, it withptetely wipe Liverpool out. It
will be absolutely disaster. From 1900, we hawhed six metres above the weir
15 times. The largest flood ever recorded at tg was in 1873, 10.3 metres above
the weir. The water came to the steps of St Lukéiarch. Hard to believe — | still
find it hard to believe — true fact. The largdsbdl in the past 100 years was in
1956, when the flood water was 8.2 metres abovevéie The last significant flood
occurred in 1986 — and you might remember this861#nhd 1988, when the flood
water was 2.2 and 2.3 metres above the weir. Gdwated millions of dollars’ worth
of damage, and it was only, like, seven metres.

The Chipping Norton Lakes: the lake scheme wasgiam overall rehabilitation
program following an extensive land extraction frira Georges River at Chipping
Norton. The scheme, which was developed in 1384lted in a series of 150
hectares of lake connections within the river.haligh rehabilitation there was a
major objective of the scheme, it still providedasitive flow mitigation benefit to
the area — very minor — because it’s filled. Mvds a dry area, it would sort of help,
but because it’s filled, it takes a little bit mowater.

Like most river systems in New South Wales, therGe® River has more than its
share of flooding problems. Attimes it has bdengdubject of perhaps the most
flooding investigation — any other area in Austalit also has a wonderful
showcase of different types of flood plain manageineeasures, that have been
spent millions of dollars on, have been undertdiedifferent councils, in an
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attempt to reduce flooding problems. So the cdssgiending millions of dollars,
and — to stop the flooding, and one of the bestswaystop the flooding is to make
sure no development goes in the flood plain area.

The Georges River, around the Liverpool area -Gerges River — there are times
when flooding issues appear to have been givew piwrity, and possibly
overlooked. More recently — and this is — thisorémvas only in 2004 — the Federal
Government owned land, and some two million torofddl had been proposed
within the flood plain area, apparently without aassessment of its impact on
flooding. So it's — the Liverpool Council are tagiit very serious, as | will tell you
in a minute. That is equivalent to two billiorrdis of additional water to be
displaced in the Georges River to raise the flevels.

The flooding area or riparian zone: this is thesavhere the water goes over the
bank of the river or creeks. We had an incider&dh5. | do environmental work
down on the Georges River — | get grants from tlaéeS5overnment; I'm an
environmentalist — so | really know about the aktiver and what a magnificent

river it actually is. It's better than CentennRdrk and some of the areas down there.

The water is then held in the flood plain areahtiignd in 2015, we had the mass
flood that happened at Picton. It was only justass cloud that went to Picton. It
came down. We had — the water went two metrestheeweir. Because the weir is
two and a half metres below the tidal flow on tlogtdm, that was four and a half
metres downstream. And what | noticed is, that md a half metres, it just started
to break the flood plain, and flooding started. aNlthe water breaks from the flood
plain, it becomes a major problem, and floodinguosc One tonne of fill displaces a
thousand litres of water.

Summary: I'm reminding everyone in this room ttie flooding problem exists and
will exist — always exist on the Georges River @adreeks. The most important
thing | can now — is that the flood plain areap@n@ected from flooding, and they
should never be filled. |just have a little —riéie a little picture there. | will give
you this — these documents.

But Liverpool City Council has a policy, and thealy enforce this. The loss in
flood storage in a 100-year flood must be compeasaExcavation of a similar
volume would be required to ensure that there ismuact on the flood level and for
compliance with the requirements in council’s DCH if you got a block of land
you want to develop, it's in a flood area, and y@ant to fill that little bit, you've got
to excavate out there so it compensates for the samount of water that goes onto
the site. So that’s what that is.

The next item | want to talk about: the abilitysigbdivide the land as part of the
future development. That's in this — hey, thia imajor — why do they want to
subdivide? If they want to subdivide — to me, sulstbn means they’re going to
sell it. It is — this is a clear indicator thaetproject will be a white elephant. That's
why they want to subdivide it: get rid of the wwibn’t work. And that’s going to
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cause major problems, once they subdivide, bedaesethey will put — just put —
keep putting the blame on other people: “No, thdtem. They own that. They're
causing the problem.” It should never be allowedé subdivided. And that’s in the
document.

The increase in building height above the Liverpgdity Council DCP, because they
lifted the ground up. Yes, because they liftedgh@ind three or three and a half
metres, now they're saying, “Oh, our buildings laigher, but hey, our buildings are
still 21 metres, but they — they’re not complyirechuse we’ve lifted the ground.”
And my - like | said before, why did you lift theagind? Please, | would love to
have one comment, why they need all that fill.

All right. The other issue | have: transfer tlmtainers by heavy vehicles between
the MPE, the IMT facility — that’s across the readnd the MPE warehouse. How
will this affect — and there’s nothing in herejathust says, you know, they’re going
to run the containers on a truck from one sidé¢odther, blocking the road — how
will this affect the general traffic? How many taimers per day, and how many —
and for how many hours?

Thank you for listening to my speech. And | wiNg you all this information.
Thank you.

MS LEESON: Yes, thank you. Thank you, Robeftwe could now ask Michael
Byrne. Thank you, Michael.

MR M. BYRNE: Thank you, Commissioners. | thahk tndependent Planning
Commission for this opportunity to address you aarel on this development. |
think you must be asking, after the presentatiordate, is — how can this be? How
can it actually be, given the facts that have ligean today? And these are facts. |
have been engaged with the East Liverpool Progkesaciation now for about 35
years. It's an old standing organisation, fewumibers these days, but active. But
active in the sense of campaigning. And over gy, I've witnessed a big
difference between campaigners and activists.

Activists have an agenda to work to, and no matteat piece of truth comes in, or
fact comes in, they stick to that agenda. Thesplpeare campaigners, because they
see the facts, and they just keep working at d, keaep working at it, in the hope that
some ears will actually pay attention to it and adbw, in the past, up till now, over
the last nine years, since we've been involvedis-+ many of us — the only
recognition we've had of the issues is from PACasWAC; now yourselves, as the
PDC, isit? Yes.

MS LEESON: IPC.
MR BYRNE: IDC. Yes. Okay. The only recognitisie’ve had. And that is via

them placing a 250,000-TEU throughput limit on #pprovals, on the — as a
condition of approval, as a limit to conditionsskd upon the requirement that the
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traffic capacity is not exceeded. Now, | think x@uheard enough, and there’s
enough facts and figures, to show that, and asrBattioned, the NRMA survey,
out came on top the M5 Moorebank Bridge as the masgested.

And | say it's the most dangerous, too. | hadténgble experience the other day —
now, when you're driving on it at this merge-wegeent, where they’re sending —
going to send 5000 trucks in and off that briddenvas shocked. | was — because
there’s a 100-kilometre speed limit at that poiahd | was driving in, and of course
my rear-vision mirror had no look at that — | wasning at a different angle; you
had to come into the lane to merge into the thrdaghs — and a truck — a semi-
trailer went past at 100 k. And | was shockedrabbed the wheel, you know.

That's the danger of the point. Somebody can ejand it's proven in the figures,
that — if you look at the — we just know by numbefraccidents by what we hear in
the background now on Facebook. You know, “M5 ¢@kded again”. So, look,
there’s real issues. And that’s to date. It hesnlpacked. It's back to — so — and
from that — let me say that I'm an empirical sdrblmke, you know; | don't like
numbers and letters coming together in formulasgraghs and things. | just look at
things. And I tell you, the bad air of this plae# you're on the tee at the Ridge
Golf Course, on the first tee, and you look at ook, on the day when the
conditions are right, you will see just a layer layer of filthy air, resting, which is
the river basin, because you're looking to — to@emrges River.

A fact. Dirty air just sits in our region — sits our river basin of Liverpool. That's
why Governor Macquarie settled there, because deftgamagnificent Georges
River — was to be the Georges River there. Buatm@ger basin, from my home in
Chipping Norton, about four kilometres away, | get aroma of the bread. Is it
Goodmans? Fielders Bread bakery, you know, wisdbur kilometres away. The
air comes down. So, look — and this is a real lprab It was empiricism that gave
us the fact that we knew the traffic wouldn’'t workrom day one, we said, “Well,
this is a ridiculous idea. It will go nowhere.”uBit has gone. And how can it be?

Well, let me remind you just what it is. It is tHety diesel, noise-emitting, light-
emitting industry that is being dumped — and | wék that word, “dumped” — within
300 metres of established housing, in flat landd, l@etween the riparian — it's not
even between; it goes into the riparian and thinahg banks of the Georges River, a
magnificent natural feature we have in our cityehe®o that’s what it is, and that’s
why we’'ve been so active about it, because we’tewooking to an agenda; we are
simply working on the facts that are before us.

It was justified on a nine- to 11-billion-dollar@wmic benefit over 30 years,
whatever that means. But the costs that are gotodt — the costs that have gone
into it and have to go into it to even make it wbedf — at 50 per cent, tally to about
1.8 million. It was $880 million for the move dfe army, to get the army out.
There was $300 million on the project steeringt joget it going. There was $380
million funding commitments to date for some of thi#astructure. And there was —
and this is in Qube’s own report — no, MICLs reptite Moorebank Intermodal
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Company’s report — $225 million just to make thesteen MPW, which is the
subject of this, to make the land stable and cle&k#25 million that Qube will get —
or whatever private entity runs it — will get ittefree. It’s ridiculous.

So it's — and the whole thing has been made tofie’ve got noise coming from —
they're saying that there’s 250 degrees of thecxawe, to minimise sound — noise of
the wheel squeal from the trains, coming in twdaar, if this ever goes through to
its maximum, two an hour rail movements. And whdte angles to make it fit?

160 degrees. So this is —they know it. They kitput they do nothing about it.

Where is the development? Well, this is the kéyglior the commissioners to
understand. Moorebank is in East Liverpool whih traffic corridor. Now, if you
look at the map of Sydney — and | will try and tithe right way — there’s the
ocean for yourselves, there’s the line across Higrasfrom the ocean across
Hornsby out to the west. Down south, we’ve gotrfrGronulla across a little bit of a
dip to Moorebank, right. So everything below Critais bush, the National Park
and what have you. So you go from Cronulla acte$doorebank and then we go
across the Georges River and there’s massive dawelat in the south-west region,
Macarthur area.

That is going to house residents more in numbar Brésbane, and the only way out
of that is through Moorebank. So this massive, kow, 20 k, 20, 30 k of
residences and small business are using the Madkddradge, M5 bridge, as the
traffic corridor to go anywhere else in Sydney.afrh... has always stood out. Mr
Corrigan knows this. We’ve written to him and fsltone of his sub lieutenants
write back, “You're just too worried”, or somethiadpng the line. The governments
know this, but all the time, they’'ve moved.

Now, why have we got here? Well —and | might nentoo that the latest
Macarthur plans for Macarthur road system haseatdj of it an arrow — one arrow.
There are no roads running east from Campbelltquwands to Moorebank. All
roads go north and they get to Casula and turn tighugh Moorebank, and what
have we got here? We've got a heavy industry wvyheahicle enterprise that's
looking to use that bridge. It's like putting suglthing at Gladesville — to go onto
the Gladesuville Bridge. It's like putting suchhang at Kirribilli, trying to go onto
the bridge. It just cannot work and, in fact, st working. That's the point, and
we’re getting nowhere outside of PACs limitatioasd we’re asking for that to be
re-enforced at least.

Now, look, there’s been a lot of sophistry in thighe background to this, and I've
got a timeline on all this, is —and | might ask&m extension of time, if | might,
because, look, it's important. Why is it befor@ uk should have failed years ago,
but there is a domino effect. Every letter we gyrive get a response, “This
government passed it. That government passékhis report recommended it.
That reported recommended it”, and they were alllii|eg off each other right back
to 2004, and | can give you the origins of this amy we’ve got this dynamic where
facts don’t come through, this incredible dynamaied now everything I'm stating
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here is referenced back to newspaper reports, Setatsard minutes. Okay. So
everything is references back. Chris Corrigand@8lfought a battle on the — what
does that mean?

MS LEESON: That means your time is up. | willgiyou two more minutes.

MR BYRNE: Okay. This will be quick. In 1998 Il¢kde battle on the wharves,
became a hero of the Liberal Party and hated bydheur Party. In fact, he had a
development there in Ingleburn and for four yeerduding the local council and
the local member, Mr Knowles at the time, who beeaninister, there was a battle
against Corrigan’s interests at Ingleburn. Alloel=d. Mr Knowles as Minister, by
ministerial directive, formed the Freight Infrastture Advisory Board full of
business leaders, trade union leaders, governneeplgy to map out the railing of
freight from Port Botany.

That was their purpose. They came up with a re@@ecommendation 3 was
explicit. The SME site, which is MPW, which isstdevelopment — this site shall be
a freight intermodal. One mention of the fact thiatCorrigan’s extended interest —
he wasn’t there at that time, but the seeds had pla@ted, because it was actually
Liberal Party policy in 2004 for his developmengm ahead, prior to approvals, of
course.

So what we’ve got here is that this dynamic that san 2007, that report was
picked up, and that was referenced by all these taports, which whatever we read
today references back to those reports — this doeifiect — that recommended
Moorebank and Senator —Mr Albanese MP took it ariVianister, to set up
Infrastructure Australia, by ministerial directivagnt it into Infrastructure Australia,
put it on the desk, no business — no benefit-amslyais, which broke the rules, it
was reported on, for it to come into play so thateffect of that — the effect of that,
which was an old trick down by Campbelltown Counaihs using landowners’
consent.

For four years from 2010 to — 2009 to 2013, whitdbur was in government, they
blocked Mr Corrigan. He could not — his land, MPE,the other side of the road,
needed access to get across the MPW site, whiale wadking about now. They
needed access and landowners’ consent was witfdrdiour years, but, of course,
government changed in 2013 and within 12 monthsryéody was happy and we've
now got this current situation. So look, | canegiwou more information on that, but
that answers how it can be. So all | can ask rsotivat, look, the key word in your
constitution is “independent”. We can only encgergou to exhibit it on the facts
that are coming in from the floor today.

MS LEESON: Thank you, Michael. What we might sk to do, if you have
anything further that you would like to add, welwalke submissions for another
week.

MR BYRNE: Yes.

.IPC MEETING 18.6.19 P-19
©Auscript Australasia Pty Limited  Transcript in Golence



10

15

20

25

30

35

40

45

MS LEESON: So if there’s anything you weren’tald convey to us today, please

MR BYRNE: Well, yes. That's - - -

MS LEESON: - - - make a submission and we wkkt#hat into account.
MR BYRNE: For sure. Okay.

MS LEESON: Okay.

MR BYRNE: Thank you very much.

MS LEESON: Thank you very much. Thank you. Qk#yl can now call Sharyn
Cullis.

MS S. CULLIS: So thank you for this opportunitigecause | have a PowerPoint,
I’'m really glad that you’re moving. So once agdhgnk you for this opportunity
today. | speak on behalf of the Georges River imvhental Alliance, which has,
since 1993, acted for the protection of environraleqtiality, biodiversity and
amenity values of the Georges River and its catclhm@/e object to the approval of
the Moorebank Precinct West Modification and Cond&pposal and urge this IPC
to reject both rather than grant any approvals thighproposed conditions, because
we don’t think the conditions are adequate.

With limited time, | will just gloss over three otir major concerns. The first is
about unacceptable levels of risk associated \Wweghmagnified landfill proposal.
They're up there for you, the three dot points.e Skcond about a failure to properly
consider cumulative impacts well beyond the preciaed the third is the failure to
pursue proper obligations for what is sensitiveanrdesign and Urban Heat Island
Mitigation.

So firstly, the modification proposes, as previguskentioned, an increase of fill to
the site from just over 46,000 cubic metres tomilion. This represents a multiple
of 34 times the original. It will blanket the emtisite that is around 500 metres wide
and more than two kilometres in length. It willd@ew landform, a vast concrete
capped plateau looming up to 3.6 metres aboveuh®h communities on one side
and the Georges River at its other edge. This Bxé&reme — in fact, an almost
obscene — well, it is obscene — increase in thie.sca

Applying a simple test of commonsense blended mitinality beyond expertise, that
is not a modification. It is really a new propos#lmakes any past environmental
assessment based on the lessor amount of fillichv&#4 times the fill could mean an
uncalculated and unknown risk — sorry; increasewhole suite of risks. That
requires a whole new assessment process, notfidsti@ with the existing one.
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Secondly, | note and appreciate that the Departofdhtanning and Environment
states in their assessment report that any futéd@dbould include precinct-wide
cumulative assessments for traffic, noise, airigyatorm water and ecological
impacts, and future management should include vestesitive urban design and
urban heat mitigation. However, | add two esséqualifiers that need to be
addressed.

The first is that the project impacts are not prsicinct-wide, but can be felt more
broadly throughout the region. For example, thgehlandfill project, covered in
hard surface capping, has the capacity to incregskect and redirect flood water in
unpredictable and unpredicted ways not previougbegenced, not just locally but
far downstream.

So Brucher Consultants claimed, in a technical pap2001, that the Georges River
flood plain — and | acknowledge that some of tlas heen covered, but | take a
given slant — ranks as one of the most severebgflirone valleys in the state. They
were referring to the flood plain stretched betwktrorebank to Milperra, which is
just a few kilometres downstream — not even thaitthis intermodal site.

Since 2001, there has been an intensificationlmdmudevelopment on that flood
plain, and approvals were based on risk assessitinetdid not foresee a mountain
of fill dumped just upstream, nor its capacity emgrate flash floods and downriver
flood deflections. It is disappointing downstreaumulative impacts and maximum
floods beyond the one per cent standard are nehtaiore seriously in this
assessment.

The second is to protect and enable water-sensithen design and heat island
mitigation in future DAs. This modification muse loejected. It is the foundation
for future DAs, and since it is totally unsustaileaénd environmentally unfriendly,
it will predicate and shape the development thatepafter it. Just as an example,
the intended fill and its gradients predetermireltdtation and form of the storm
water detention basins, which are not optimal imgeof water-sensitive urban
design.

Further, thick fill across the site requires thmowal of all vegetation. The
Department of Planning report observes this. So ¢en urban heat island effects
be mitigated if all urban forest and canopy tresreints are removed and replaced
by unshaded concrete and bitumen? For exampéed to the substantial urban
forest shown in figure 10, which is on the lefttioé Department of Planning’s
report, at the northern end of the site. Can yaiuadly see the bushland patches at
the north? Retained in the midst of the develogniewould be heat-mitigating.

Whilst the distant biobank site is an importansetffor other reasons, it won't be
relieving heat on the precinct west side, and angtbeflected from that. Can you
see the yellow areas, which is the biobank sitd,rew distant it is? The northern
forest is shown as obliterated entirely in figurevéiich is on the right, which is a
layout of the precinct concept. That layout doetsraflect the need for urban heat
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mitigation through tree canopy provisions and tlewNsouth Wales Architects
Green Places Policy.

Now on to the Georges River, which is not just@lgrecinct asset; it is the iconic
natural centrepiece of a whole region, and itstoatnt of well over one million
people. The reach of the Georges River adjacethetintermodal site is very, very
vulnerable — is a very vulnerable impoundment be:hirverpool Weir, where
pollution impacts are magnified in low-flow conditis. This is a particular threat to
the aquatic ecosystem, which supports sportin@fisan, who fish this part of the
river for bass.

Water quality matters, and just downstream is thblmuse of New South Wales
Barefoot Water Skiing Association, and the rivethisir playground, and that should
not change. The negative impacts upon the Gedtiyes from this development
will be echoed far downstream as well, wheneveh fligws overtop the weir. As
evidence of this claim, Dr lan Wright, from the Maisity of Western Sydney, in
2012 tracked water quality and ecological impaasfa mining project in the upper
Georges, and found it had measurable negativeteffecat least 15 kilometres.

It is critical to protect the green riparian zoagd that has been recognised by the
Department of Planning’s assessment documentinBrgase to water velocities are
certain outcomes of this proposal, and threatem#teral stream banks of the
receiving streams, including the Georges and, blidts fate year after year. If

not adequately managed, these will exacerbateetereal threat of bank scarring
and collapse, already both a natural process aeaaserbated human impact in
places all along the Georges River in its floodmptaaches, and also adjacent to the
site, because this is adjacent to the site.

Any retreat — and this is actually on the — adjatenhe site as well, just further
downstream — any retreat of the fragile riverbanlsresult in the reduction in the
width and ecological value of the conserved ripadarridor. This is a strong
argument for a riparian setback in excess of theiiry requirement of 40 metres. |
note also that two of the major storm water detentionds proposed appear to be
located within what is supposed to be the consenvaiparian zone; this is totally
unacceptable. The storm water management basirdskio within the footprint of
the development, not in a conservation area.

It is encouraging that the alluvium peer reviewvthaf site storm water and flood
management plans provide very convincing evideiahartfalls and failures in
what the applicant proposes or relies upon. lir teport, for example, they claim
drainage outlets have insufficient capacity; arfdrimation provided by the
applicant is confusing; and that their proposadsaite, in terms of flood, an elevated
risk to the community. Could | have more time?aiik you.

The report instead promotes an approach where elaare wider, with .....
embankments, vegetation, and with a more natuealkctorm, that is more
representative of current practice. They givestilations of other, more preferable
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case studies, some dating back to 2007, that #er tliean what is proposed for
Moorebank here in 2019. The consultants are cangt, and didn't make — of
course; they’re professionals. | will say whagythieally mean, | think. The
applicant proposes last-century style storm watemagement, not water-sensitive
urban design that protects communities and the@mwient. Morally, | say to the
panel, it's really inappropriate to approve that.

So, in conclusion, | really do feel anger at thet that what was proposed in 2013,
which is on the left, in terms of a concept plaand this was approved — has
become, by 2019, through a set of incremental gnattal modifications, even worse
environmentally than it ever was. Let me illusgrttiat. In 2013, we had wide green
areas, maximised and used as buffers around namdbhges, with no direct
discharge into the Georges River indicated. Thexe plenty of room for grassy
swales, bioretention zones and multi-use posséslit even wildlife.

We were conned. By 2019, we had deep, narrow andengineered form of storm
water basins, no greening, and, worst of all, tliiegnct discharges, to spew filthy,
greasy waste water directly into the Georges Rimenuge volumes, and at great,
eroding velocities. That is bad practice, not watmsitive urban design.

Let me illustrate what that can become. So thiWawick Farm, just downstream.
Note the pipe — it's actually hidden, close toeefrwhich has since died, in the
middle of the photo. Vegetation loss — all theessive amount of rock armouring,
to prevent anticipated bank erosion and bed erdsion the structure.

So this direct discharge is in Chipping Norton Lakéo the Georges River. That
was last-century storm water management. Thebarde once extended about 10
metres in front of that drain at least, and wapaipped up with ..... baskets. The
whole structure has collapsed.

So my prediction is, with my lived experience aadetul observation of the river all
of my life, you are looking at what your approvéaliois project can achieve along
the river frontage of this intermodal site. | hdpat is something you might serious
ponder. Thank you.

MS LEESON: Thank you, Sharyn. Has Erik Rakowaskived? No. Okay.

MR J. HANN: Paul has said that Narelle is a feimutes off. | don’t know if she
has arrived.

MS LEESON: So our next speaker, then, Narelle Ban Bos, is a couple of
minutes away. So we will give her some time tovar# | think she has had
commitments at school this morning. So if you vablite to make yourself a cup of
tea or a cup of coffee, we will wait for a littlenile for Narelle to arrive. Thank you.

RECORDING SUSPENDED [11.56 am]
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RECORDING RESUMED [12.06 pm]

MS LEESON: Thanks, everybody. We will now askélie Van Den Bos to
speak. Thank you.

MS N. VAN DEN BOS: Hello, everyone. Sorry foetlvait. Good afternoon,
Dianne Leeson, Alan Coutts and John Han. | amINamed I'm a very concerned
resident. My husband and | have — first of — ooyt a minute. Where has it
gone? There we go. My husband and | have ourtcamsport modelling company
and have owned it for the last 29 years. We'r¢henQueensland, the ACT and New
South Wales modelling panels since their beginnargbwe have just as much
knowledge, or more knowledge, than anyone elsewddd like to say anything
about modelling to do with the intermodal.

I’m assuming that by now, you've given us and th@erthan 100,000 people that
will be adversely affected by this developmentrispect of at least reading the two
books and watching the presentation we sent witlsobmissions. The two books
that we’ve written on the intermodal have been.sdiere’s this one here and this
one here. And we don't do these lightly. Thissidetake place over half an hour.
This takes place over months. And we’ve not beed for any of that. We’ve done
this because we have integrity and we really aar¢hie community.

These are presentations that we’ve given and therell over 30 presentations
we’ve given to the RMS; Karen Jones, the Direofdnfrastructure Planning; to
lan Hunt, who was part of MICL; the Ministry ofbriefing for Warren Truss, his
staff. The many organisations that know that watwa see the solutions to the
traffic problems before they go ahead and put nvaféic on the roads around
Chipping Norton.

I've given you a sheet of paper that has the sumaswe’'re going through. That's
what this is here, just to sort of get your memgwing afterwards. So the PAC
Planning Advisory Commission seven years ago altb@s0,000 TEUs to be
allowed at SIMTA. This was a little bit beforeguiess, that we sort of came on the
scene and if we had been on the scene a bit eavkemight have been able to
mount a better defence for this, because that 2B0[&Us that was approved then
should never have been approved. We have notassgeplans regarding the
infrastructure. We’ve not seen the correct modglind how is this going to take
place?

Why would the New South Wales Government now appemother 250,000 TEUs
without any published work? We cannot see howtrtdi&ic is going to work for our
local area. We're still waiting to see reputabéfic modelling, including workable
solutions to traffic, and we’ve been waiting fordiyears and we haven't been
waiting quietly. We have spoken to a lot of pecgohel they're very aware that we
want to know what’s happening.
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Just the next point. Now, this is a little bit émmus, but | am going to read through
it. We approached Karen Jones, who's the Direaftdnfrastructure Projects for
New South Wales and we said, look, we are tergblycerned about the traffic
models. And I'm going to read these because eweeyof them is extremely
profound.

We're still having difficulties understanding whnetmicrosimulation did not
use the future traffic in the future base scenario.

Profound. They most definitely should have usedftiure traffic and they haven't.
Suspect the reason, too much traffic.

Acknowledgement that our outdated technology wed f@ the modelling.
They used technology of 2000. We’re now in 2018 tinat is, again, profound.

Acknowledgement that some trips were unable tomfetthe existing network
because the roads are so congested.

That's currently. The roads are so congested ithabeir model, they could not get
all the trips in.

Acknowledgement that because of incorrect factotimg lower numbers for
traffic flow were achieved.

So they have less numbers because they had factoedectly. They've
acknowledged this. And this one, the reason tipaistars around it is, this is
absolutely gobsmacking. If you were a transpordefier, you would look at this
and think, my goodness.

We still need to understand how the most senioemgweent modellers and the
government’s independent reviewer could claim ¢anall increase in traffic
would have little effect on an already congesteatiro

This is clearly contradictory to transport modeliprinciples, which shows a highly
non-linear relationship between traffic flows araffic delays. It's almost
exponential. And these people have written inpores that, a little bit more traffic
is not going to make a difference. It's not dditbit more traffic. It's a huge amount
of traffic. They have made the numbers much smtikn they should be because
they have done things incorrectly.

There’s acknowledgement that the Hume Highway aatidot spot was
included in the strategic model but not in the mgmulation modelling.

This is important, as it is the microsimulationuks that have been used for the
evaluation process. That accident hot spot waliertg about was earmarked by the
insurance companies to say that it's the worsto@ettihot spot in New South Wales.
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These trucks are going to have to go over thaspot. It's already a trap. People
will die.

No warehouse modelling.
Again, it was acknowledged that that wasn’t done.
No induced traffic.

Again, that was acknowledged that that wasn’'t doHeese are all profound as far as
doing the modelling correctly. Now, we’re not was people. We want to see
things done correctly. That's all we're asking, falegitimate model that we can
look at. That is the other sheet of paper tha giwen you, there. We've contacted
Karen Jones and her eventual comment to us wdsyther comments to make.

Well, the poor woman. | mean, what was she sugptiseay? She has already
acknowledged that there were huge issues. Wettrigdt the paper interested but
they’re only interested in certain things.

The government has spent in excess of over halflamdollars building the traffic
model but we have not been given access to thégedtiis well known for many
organisations that we’re very keen to see the t®se’ve said many times, we
want to see that it's done properly. | feel thatwe been deliberately kept away, as
we would be able to analyse the model with a psxées| eye and pick up errors, as
we have done in the past. So if | were them, tagelly would not let us look at the
modelling. | certainly wouldn't let us look at tiirastructure that needs to be put
into place for this intermodal to work.

If you look here, this is the location of Moorebdnkermodal. The light is not very
bright. Can you see the little bit there, wherma pointing to? Yep? That's the
location of it. There’s a river that surroundslityou have a look, it goes right
around here like this. So we’re effectively puitithe intermodal on an island.
Before | get to that, | should say that since tHEMEIS, all the traffic modelling so
far only considers the traffic leaving and entetiing site, not the wider network.

So what has happened and, in fact, it has got wbtkk, since we were in and
made comments, they consider that they only hagetthe traffic out onto
Moorebank Avenue. It's like, once it gets to Mdmmek Avenue, it disappears. It
just goes somewhere else. And we're talking atroeks, you know — it's a bit
rubbery the numbers. Certainly the numbers theg laae very low, but you're
looking at maybe six trucks a minute or — to thag,sand certainly the bigger it gets,
the more trucks. And the trucks are not as thgy S&ey don'’t — the trucks don't
just disappear. They have to go somewhere. Sothé modelling, they’re not
considering this here. They're not consideringisend.

How are they going to get off the island? Thegoéng to have to go over these —
somewhere here. So the roads — there’s one rdadhvs the Hume Highway. It
goes up here. There’s another road where thegeavest here, if they can get onto

.IPC MEETING 18.6.19 P-26
©Auscript Australasia Pty Limited  Transcript in Golence



10

15

20

25

30

35

40

45

the M5, and there’s other roads, just a coupledhatgo around sort of in here to get
onto Cabramatta Road. There’s a few too, but, texadllg, there’s only one link here.
So eventually, they might sort of split up into tivere, but, eventually, they’ve got
to get over the bridge and north.

So let’s have a look. Now — so with the SIMTA repthey told us that together, |
think, it works out to be 45 per cent of trafficads to go north, and you’ve got to get
it over the bridges and through this area hereayOko we’ve got now — | just want
—sorry. My husband and I, as traffic modelledjdve that the area surrounding
Intermodal will not cope with the resulting traffiom 250 TEUS, let alone
approving another quarter of a million TEUs.

This is a literature review. Rather than justaygrsy, “We’ve got problems in this
area, problems with traffic”, because you probatbuldn’t believe us, we decided
to do a literature review, and, basically, thattsaivthis book is about. It shows us
local reports that have come out and the trafaés. So, firstly, the hotspot | was
talking about before is this one here, Sydney’ssivaccident hotspot. And — did |
say New South Wales or Sydney before? Anyway, eveat Here. Sydney’s worst
accident hotspot is right here. We've got therimtadal here.

Liverpool Council report says that all of theseemsections are beginning to be
problems or are already problems in our networkd Ao you remember the
Intermodal is here. We’'re trying to get 45 pertaarthe traffic originally from
SIMTA up here, and these intersections are alrgadgg us trouble. This is the —
shows the river where you can see you've got tmyget the river, and that's a big
deal, because bridges are expensive.

Bankstown Council has said, “We’ve got issues la@e here”, and both of those —
it's looking like the solution needs to be what eedl a grade-separated intersection,
and we’'ve needed those for years. And you mighkttThat's a long way from

the Intermodal. Maybe that doesn’t need to beddokt”, but you have a look. The
Intermodal is here. If the traffic is trying totgeorth or this way, and some of it is,
how's it going to do it? It has to cross here, begontinues up Moorebank
Avenue, tries to turn here, tries to turn up herech is already earmarked as being
maybe these guys, or it's going to come along upfdibank Avenue, maybe along
here, Epson Road, maybe we can get it out herat'sTéort of what they’re looking
at.

Campbelltown City Council has said, “Once the Imtedal goes in here, how are the
residents that were travelling up here going tatigete in the future?” This was

from a Transport for New South Wales study andiid,s‘In 2026, we expect peak
hour conditions along here all day, and along hdrday”. So to be adding trucks,
even one or two trucks a minute, is going to makege difference there. The M5
widening report said that these intersections leady in trouble. We need to be
looking at what we’re going to do with those ingBons, and, again, the Intermodal
is just here. So these intersections will deflgitee used by the Intermodal in order
for traffic to go north.
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Then we have the SIMTA EIS itself. Now, what'sardgsting about this is when they
do the conclusion to a study, they often don't altyureflect what'’s in the study very
well, so that most — knowing most people will réd synopsis and the conclusion,
because people are very busy. They don’t — thppdrato just leave out some of
the data that really should be put in. And if yook closely at the EIS, you will see
that all of these intersections have — they haws said that they're a level of
service F, which is right up there. You're goingde having trouble. There’s traffic
jams. There’s congestion.

That comes from their report. That doesn’t comeenfiours, but, yet, if you look in
their conclusion — if you look in their synopsisat's not written there, but if you
delve into the report, you will actually find sorokthat modelling was done
reasonably well for the conditions they had, aray tthowed us level of service F.
Remember they brought the numbers down of truckisatte coming out of the
Intermodal to as little as they can. They’'ve dasesl this, and you're still getting a
level of service F, remembering we’ve got to gettifaffic north. So these — if you
put it all together, these are the intersectioas déine going to be in trouble. 34
intersections are outlined in this book, and tHeremces to each of those are here as
well. It's not something that we’ve dreamt up.isThas come from reports that
already exist.

The traffic modelling does not reflect these isswest least we're not told in the
conclusions that these issues exist. They do,éusthey’re not told. We’ve been
asking for the modelling to be done correctly fu tast five years to many agencies.
From these bodies, it can be seen that there’e@gibns which require attention.
Many of these are upgrades on bridges, becausembear, the Intermodal is on an
island, so whenever you want to get out, you hawgotover a bridge. Refer to our
book.

As well as that, 1200 hectares of potential warehmguland outside the Intermodal
has been earmarked, or at least they’ve been eagedito take this up to support the
Intermodal. This — just by looking at the map, ‘yeugot some idea of seeing where
this warehousing is, and | was actually speaking ledy this morning that said
there’s further warehousing out near the M7, beedliat's where they expect to
take up. So there’s going to be a lot more warsimguin other areas coming up. So
what happens is SIMTA claims that they still hauetaf warehousing going on
within here, but they don’t take into account ther@housing that’s going to go on in
the area around us. So all of these locationp@ssible warehousing.

Now, to model these is not that difficult. Youtfumsake an estimate of the amount of
trucks that would be going into the warehousing tedtrucks coming out, and
knowing that you’ve got to come from here, you puito your trip table, and that
overlays what you already have and it adds tordféd. Well, as you can see from
the work that we’ve done for Karen Jones, nondaf has been put into the model,
and that adds to the traffic. It's going to bei@gibsue.
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The other one is the warehousing from within theokétank Intermodal. There’s
going to be warehousing inside, and then they‘¥&®g, but the warehousing is
actually a small percentage”. No. No. The wausiy is still there, and as they're
surreptitiously bumping up the number of TEUs t& going to be present at the
place, we're going to get, presumably, more andermaarehousing. So it just — |
wanted to show you here, 215,000 square metres foms area for warehouse use
in the Moorebank Intermodal West. That's hugeat®hhuge.

And we’ve got here — in this book, I've relayedealdy to you — if you have a look
on this page, | address very briefly — sorry. drads, very briefly, how, when you
take in one TEU, one truck, and that's de-stufflgich is what happens in
warehouses, that can very quickly go to many truckgaybe 16. And you have to
consider — it could be more; it could be a lot entbran that, because you've got to
consider the trucks coming in to take the goodshftbe TEU, the trucks going out —
and there’s not just one. There’s Coles, theretmMés, there’s the whole lot that
need to be doing this.

So — and that has not been estimated. That hdseratdone in any of the modelling
that we have seen. We don’t have estimates fotypa of warehousing. So that
has not been included. The traffic modelling for tvarehousing is unacceptable.
We asked for the modelling to be done reputablg,&e're still waiting five years
later.

There’s other traffic, called induced traffic, ahés hasn’t been considered either.
But once you get this warehousing, you're gettigks running backwards and
forwards, doing repairs of other trucks, doing phembing, the electricians, the
amenities, all of that sort of thing. And agaifs easy to pop into the trip tables to
be able to do the modelling.

So not only do we have congested roads, shownh®r e¢ports — not ours — but we
have this overlay of warehousing that has to td&eep this overlay of induced
traffic. And the warehousing is not just outsider@housing, but there is a
substantial amount of warehousing that’s takingglaside the intermodal. So,
again, we say, having the intermodal on an islaale® the infrastructure costs so
much greater.

Any time you want to go out of the island, you wiéed to go over a bridge.
Bridges are expensive. Governments don't likedig them. Can the government
really afford to build the largest intermodal irethouthern hemisphere on such a
small island? | don’t understand why the expegensto have so much difficulties
working out that we have huge traffic problems um area.

They say that there’s only two infrastructures regfij and that would be the — a rail
connection here, and upgrading the M5 — the widgeoirthe Moorebank Avenue,
originally, it was put out, only in 2029 or 203that’s it. They say, by doing that,
we have solved the infrastructure problems for ititisrmodal. They’ve not done the
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modelling; they haven't regarded the fact thatttheks do not disappear. They —
those trucks remain, and they have to get outeofsland somehow.

Okay. We asked lan Hunt, over two lengthy diseussito carry out professional,
mesoscopic traffic modelling, unlike the subprofessal modelling done by SIMTA.
However, it is clear that this did not happen, tdeast we haven’t seen it yet. Paul
has explained some of the issues. We cannot sdeaffic solutions for a safe
access to the M5, and also these particular inteose here, which are going to
prove — they have already been in trouble, but'teyoing to prove much worse,
and being able to turn up onto here is — is diffic&o if there are solutions, we want
to see them, and we want them costed.

Speaking about costs, we tried to have a lookeattsts initially, when the —
because | was quite flabbergasted: they reckdradhere was $10 billion worth of
profits in this thing. That's because there weawénfrastructure costs; this was just
going to happen. And they have very incorrectrimi@tion as to why the
cost/benefit analysis would be as high as it isd A the video that I've given to the
Commissioners, the — if you watch that video, pleins very clearly how the
cost/benefit analysis was done, and how it's notemd. They’ve made false
assumptions. It is ludicrous to think that thedd@fcost analysis is 10 billion.
That'’s just not correct. If you take into accoth# infrastructure costs of getting
over these bridges and widening, you will see ittejoing to be a very different
case.

Although we have written, demonstrated and pleadeel; a four-year — it's longer
now — five-year period, we still do not have theadacted business case for SIMTA
or MICL or, for that matter, Moorebank Intermodak¥t, to examine, so that we can
see how the benefits, secondary benefits, are doibg achieved. The plans for the
intermodal should not be approved without publimgeble to examine the
cost/benefits, as well as the solutions.

We need solutions before this goes ahead. It garéthead without solutions. The
atrocious traffic modelling has the potential taicihe taxpayer a huge amount of
money, possibly in the billions. Now the BCR coblklminute. Not such a good
idea for the government to approve further trdifion Moorebank Intermodal by
making it bigger and making our problems worsee €ktra TEUs of trucks should
not be approved until the intermodal modellingase correctly and these
intersections improvements costed.

Now just looking from my personal experience, ia thornings, | travel east to get
onto — where’s my — can we see my light? Hasigig gone, has it? No, there it is.
It's still there. | travel from here — so the 4stis the traffic jam. Traffic jam comes
back to the roundabout here, and comes up herns.isTpartly due to a new, small —
very small development in comparison to this — tiet taken place here. And what
they did was, they said, “All right, we’ll just pirt another lane,” but there happens
to be a little underpass here for the horses, atooite is still one lane, and they’'ve
put two lanes here and two lanes there.
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My thought is, if they can’t pay for that littlenty underpass to be made into two
lanes, how on earth are they going to pay for tist of the — getting over the bridges
with — for these huge trucks? They’re baulkingh&. They can’t even put a little
thing in there. So what happens is that theras= tte traffic is banked back;

people try to sneak in here, and then it gets hbeek more, and then they’re
forced to join the other traffic. It's a recipea fdisaster. This is currently — currently,
every morning, when | go to work. Not always bathkack to there; in fact, this
morning there was very little traffic. But oftemete is.

And this is exactly the indication that the levékervice is getting close to F. That's
when we see this happening sometimes. And evéyitidbesn’t take much to tip
this over. If you put a B-double or a B-triple @ext this intersection, you could stuff
the lights for a couple of cycles, and then yousugiis going to get much bigger.

In the afternoons, it's the same deal: it bankkiia Cabramatta Road. That might
happen once every fortnight, perhaps, it goesalltay back, but usually there’s
already traffic here. Now, people you speak tméd lBknow for myself — if you try

to travel this part of the road in the peak homnets — not even peak hour times; it's
quite busy — people just don’t use it. So | knaople that work here; they actually
avoid this. They go — they live down much furthehey actually do a big loop
around to avoid going on the Hume Highway, becalusg know that that’s going to
stuff them up at least 20 minutes longer thanausth This is currently. This is
now, without adding to our traffic.

Okay. So just pointing that out at the end. Téiwhat they said, that there’s going
to be 24-hour peak hour conditions here and harel this is important for the
intermodal: they need to get up here, and they heget along here. Just showing
you again, the intermodal is here; this is whaeettaffic conditions are extreme; |
know for a fact that it banks back here quite ragyl on a regular basis.

Before we revealed — now, this is — this is raffrefound — before we revealed the
traffic issues with Moorebank Intermodal, we weléedo access the freight data and
analyse the traffic using our own reputable datdetsoof the Moorebank area. And
that was the case for all modellers. We couldagetss to the RMS data, so that for
anywhere in Sydney, we could do the modelling. 8nte we've caused issues, the
modelling — they've stopped us — excuse me; lyresthat’s the half-hour, is it?

MR HANN: That's one minute to go.

MS VAN DEN BOS: One minute to go. Would you mifidl finished what | came
to say?

MS LEESON: Well, | think we can give you anotleeuple of minutes.
MS VAN DEN BOS: Another couple of minutes, okdym getting to - - -

MS LEESON: Just to close out where you're - - -
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MS VAN DEN BOS: Yes, all right. Yes. After wewealed the traffic issues, we
were unable to access the data any more. Ino@atl modelling, the purpose seems
to be to deceive of the highest possible flowghsoit looks good for the banker;
with intermodal modelling, it's the lowest possifilews, so it looks like you don’t
need to put in infrastructure. And people areiggtt a lot of us are getting into
trouble over this.

Senator Abetz came to speak to us, and when lehédj he said, “We will — | will
fight my own government to kill the Moorebank Intesdal.” When he got back to
Canberra, his mind was changed. Why was it chéhdgelcause Canberra doesn’t
know. Canberra — there’s nothing — why would tkay that the intermodal is going
to be a problem? Because they're getting inforomafiom the proponents to say it's
not a problem. And our thing is to try to showtttieere — when we've spoken to
people, they can see, there’s issues here. Sweathore — but they don’t know.

Just — | put to the Commissioners that in the ospelech that | gave — the video — |
explained these issues as well. So there’s naayg®r planning; why the original
BCR is not correct; residents are with 200 metiaer planning, 40 years ago —
was it two extra highways or one, Paul? | mighteha- -

MR VAN DEN BOS: | think there were two.

MS VAN DEN BOS: Well, there were two extra highyggplanned to go in that
never went in, but that would have done a loop rddLiverpool. So 40 years ago it
seemed like a good idea, but it's not now. Warshmutakes place, without
supplying much needed jobs. Other locations wbeldnuch better. That was done
in the other one.

So | put to the Commissioners that there’s no sigrsipport the Moorebank
Intermodal, and that nothing should be approved alhtreports stand up to
professional and transparent scrutiny, coveringsipart modelling, cost/benefit
analysis, social and economic — sorry — environalentpacts, and the full
modelling results for the new picture, which isoanbined Moorebank Intermodal
West, East, whatever — the whole operation — haes lexamined ethically and
transparently. There’s no urgency.

If the Moorebank Intermodal West concept plan seated prematurely, then the
government could be in for some expensive shoceidhandreds of thousands of
people could be unnecessarily disadvantaged. Ayed this number from the people
that are actually trying to use the roads to getddk in the morning, like myself,

that is already having issues. So | just pleati tiie Commissioners that you please
try and make people aware that there are issueswaiit to see the modelling. We
want to see the costing of the infrastructure tiegds to be put in place done before
any more approvals are made.

MS LEESON: Thank you, Narelle. That now — unlEs& has turned up —no —
that then concludes the speakers and presentdtiainee have today. As | said at
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the outset, we will try and make our determinatiarthis as soon as we can, and
there’ve been a lot of issues raised today thaviNaeed to take into careful
account. If you would like to make further subriossto the Commission, they will
be — we will be receiving those for a week — David@s. So we will be receiving
those for a week. So | would like to thank youfatlcoming along today, and for

those in particular that spoke, and | hope you lzasafe trip home. Thank you very
much.

RECORDING CONCLUDED [12.39 pm]
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