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Signe Westerberg for Liverpool
 

 13th December, 2011 

 

 

Commonwealth and Territories Section 
Environment Assessment and Compliance Division 

Department of the Sustainability, Environment, Water, Population and Communities 

GPO Box 787  

Canberra ACT 2601 

Delivered via email to: epbc.referrals@enviro

Dear Sir/Madam 

Moorebank Intermodal Terminal Project Sydney NSW EPBC 2011/6086

 

I write with sincere concerns regarding the EIS pertaining to the Moorebank I

the community information sessions and was deeply 

poor skills and knowledge base of the 

somewhere, or there was a flat piece of land 

reason to install both the Intermodal

run off, yet they were the comments I was offered when 

limited knowledge. 

I am confident numerous people will 

community and the poor community

impact on the Georges River,   the Casula Parkland

surrounding community. 

Let me begin with the assumption that the buffer between the project and the river is sufficient. 

NOT! Creating a community thoroughfare along the river under normal circumstances would be 

desirable however there are no plans for this to be done, I was advised I could ask and it might 

happen but that is clearly not a desired outcome

is being installed within the site i

highly unlikely and may simply be one of many pipe dr

To protect the river the buffer zone needs to be greater and the need fo

large/mature trees is necessary not merely planting of some 

community. To be told that creation of a wetland was overruled by a senior 

more questions when wetlands are being installed in numerous locations along rivers 

catchment areas as a best practice leaves a lot to be desired as well.

The detention basins, 3 on intermodal land and one on the 

breeding ground for mosquitoes 

of pollutants such as diesel, oils and

of the runoff is potentially polluting is simply just 

for attention to this matter.  The 
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write with sincere concerns regarding the EIS pertaining to the Moorebank Intermodal.

sessions and was deeply concerned at the lack of local

of the attendant I spoke with. Comments such as, it has to 

somewhere, or there was a flat piece of land we thought suited the purpose, clearly is not sufficient 

ntermodal’s in Liverpool or in the latter case a detention pond to contain 

, yet they were the comments I was offered when I posed questions clearly 

am confident numerous people will writing submissions regarding the huge impost on the 

community consultation however what is of equally deep conc

the Casula Parklands, Casula Powerhouse Arts Centre (CPAC)

me begin with the assumption that the buffer between the project and the river is sufficient. 

ating a community thoroughfare along the river under normal circumstances would be 

however there are no plans for this to be done, I was advised I could ask and it might 

happen but that is clearly not a desired outcome.  When considering the huge need for security that 

itself one would question the likelihood of community access 

be one of many pipe dreams being fed to the community. 

To protect the river the buffer zone needs to be greater and the need for planting of established 

not merely planting of some additional saplings to appea

To be told that creation of a wetland was overruled by a senior ‘guru

are being installed in numerous locations along rivers 

as a best practice leaves a lot to be desired as well.  

The detention basins, 3 on intermodal land and one on the proposed public land creates a possible 

 or other unknowns, stagnant ponds compounded with the

oils and brake dust directly into the river, the suggestion that only 20% 

polluting is simply just unbelievable and necessitates a

he installation of one of these ponds on public land is fraug
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potential safety issues, and being told “it looked flat and suitable so that is why it was stuck there”; is 

simply a dreadful reason and I was horrified when it was offered to me when I posed this question to 

the attendant at the community consultation.  

With the intermodal in the view of the community from the river itself and across the river to the 

parklands the visual impact on the Georges River is also a huge concern, being told that stacks of 

containers around 4 high was a minimum we could expect and that some plantings were being done 

to counter the visual impasse, one must ask will the government be planting 40metre trees?  

Then to move onto the proposed rail bridge across the river, being told that it was the only site 

suitable seems not to take into account the fact Liverpool Council has plans for the Casula Park Lands 

and at no time did council include being the underpass of a rail link in those plans. The ARTC plans 

include the roadway along the main freight line to allow access to the Casula Powerhouse Art Centre, 

as the freight line cuts the present access this would be the only way to access our arts centre, and 

the consultant ‘hoped’ that a large truck may be able to drive under the rail bridge simply doesn’t 

cover our needs when the proposed road was to allow semi-trailer access to CPAC and to the park 

lands for community events and productions such as the TV program  Q & A who semitrailer in large 

amounts of equipment etc. 

What is planned as a pleasant riverside park land for use by the whole community with the possible 

inclusion of an eco centre and nursery (in early planning stages) will be severely hampered by a rail 

link, especially if that link gradient is such that semi trailers and larger vehicles cannot gain access. 

Without even including the noise impact created by a constant stream of trains most, we’ve been 

advised, are 1.8klms in length, hardly the location for a quiet family BBQ! What compensation will be 

made for our loss? 

To this the propensity for concrete support walls providing a haven for illegal graffiti whilst a concern 

will also hamper/remove the viability of the desired tree plantings for the parkland. Then to be told by 

the consultant that bridges cannot be built over a tip site, as was the plan on the original presentation 

made my Michael Deegan from Infrastructure Australia when he presented the original plan to the 

community at a forum in Campbelltown in 2009 is baloney when one today needs to traverse the 

Lighthorse Bridge from the east of Liverpool across the Georges River into Terminus Street over the 

old tip site. The Dual rail link on the original plans to the south of CPAC would affect fewer residents 

and would not impact the Casula Parklands to the extent that this new proposal does.  

To add salt to a wound Michael Deegan also advised that the proposal would bring a minimum of 

1700 jobs to Liverpool... while some in periphery industries will be created the proposed intermodal 

will not provide as many positions as we have been advised as it will be predominantly mechanised 

meaning fewer jobs and more mechanical noise. 

Then we move onto the access to the intermodal’s and while this EIS singles out the Government 

owned site only, one cannot exclude the impacts of the Stocklands site being built right alongside and 

the huge access issues associated with trucks choosing to shortcut through local suburbs, or avoid 

traffic jams by accessing residential roads to gain access to some of the main arterial roads that will 

no doubt link to the site and the dispersion of products throughout the great Sydney and NSW. Of 

particular concern is Anzac Road at Wattlegrove this is a major residential road and could be viewed 

as a short cut and is clearly not suitable for that purpose. Are there plans to cut this road to truck 

traffic whilst still allowing the Fire brigade access to both the residential portion of the area and the 

Industrial section?  Moorebank Avenue will be the main access road for the site of both intermodals, 

this road is already at capacity at peak hours, what is planned to be done to accommodate the 24/7 

truck traffic that is required simply to feed this monster site? 
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Noise and pollution will also be an unwanted side effect of this proposal, what measures are being 

put in place to protect the community, as the land is Crown land will there be suitable tree’d mounds 

built along the residential portion east of the greater combined site to create real noise and pollution 

buffers for the community, will there be heavily plantings of mature trees to absorb and filter the 

undesired airborne pollutants highly likely in a low lying area such as this.?  What will be done to 

protect the community from the severe noise impacts of trucks coming to and from the intermodals 

24hours a day 7 days a week and what will be done for the residents of Casula who will again be 

subjected to increased truck noise as they cross the M5 Bridge over the Georges River in that it still 

doesn’t have any noise wall buffers and these homes are in a noise funnel that will be increased by 

the traffic both vehicular and train? 

While it is clear Liverpool has been chosen as the ‘ dump’ site for a development way beyond what is 

fair and reasonable what will be done to protect the proposed 300,000 residents who are being 

encouraged to set up residences here, what is being done to advise the huge migrant population that 

is being encouraged to locate here and who do not have sufficient language skills to understand the 

impost and the poor amount of information being hand fed to the community?  

All that I have mentioned doesn’t even touch on the historic, aboriginal and military history of this 

site, the potential loss of history being compounded by the potential loss of environment and habitat 

for the natural community in what in places is pristine vegetation. It is important to note that your 

own docs indicate 21 endangered species on the site. 

The M5 widening and the proposed ‘improvement/expansion’ to Bankstown airport making it a 

commercial access point/hub for airborne freight are matters that will have an enormous affect on 

our community. The pretence that the M5 widening is for use of residents of the south west when we 

all know it is so the freight can be shipped out of Port Botany post haste, particularly  when we are 

advised that truck only lanes will be installed to ensure this. To this the increased traffic on roads 

such as Newbridge Road, Henry Lawson Drive, Nuwarra Road, Heathcote Road, Governor Macquarie 

Drive, the Hume & Cumberland  Highways as well as the M7, M5 and the F5 will create worse traffic 

situations to what are already nightmarish traffic issues during peak hours.  All to be told during the 

election campaign by Mr Abbott that the community would be compensated ...how I ask... how do 

you compensate a community for not being able to travel their local roads in safety? 

Issues that will affect our community, including the relocation of a number of military families, the 

risk to our flora and fauna species contained within the proposed site, the construction of bridges 

across the river all impact on the liveability of our city. Moving military families out of the area will 

impact on schools, small businesses while the intermodal itself will see families move out for health 

reasons and make the area a less desirable location for new families. These impacts should play part 

in the decision making process as they in turn affect the greater community, a community touted by 

the State Government as the third Regional City of NSW...a growth centre if you will not an industrial 

polluted hub for the benefit of the rest of the state. 

One additional concern is that the documents provided indicate early on that this project could be 

sold off at any time to a private company, what guarantees do the community get that any 

improvements, suggestions or concessions will be maintained/honoured by a third party? 

Whilst clearly intermodal’s have their place and in a hugely possession oriented population as we are 

importation of such will always be required, the dumping of it all on one community is simply unjust. 

The consultation with the community has been poor but consultation with our council has been even 

worse. At the aforementioned briefing with Infrastructure Australia and Michael Deegan, the then 

General Manager Phil Tolhurst was assured that council would play a large part in the development of 

this Intermodal project, whilst some minor contact has been initiated recently nowhere near sufficient 
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to attend to the needs of our community, our city, our environment, our future plans for all and for 

the Georges River. We will not to be collateral damage in this instance, we are a vibrant and growing 

community whose needs and desires need to be addressed with consideration and courtesy, we are 

not here simply as the place to dump all that the rest of Sydney doesn’t want in their back yard. Nor 

are we going to be seen as the place to drive through on the way to somewhere else, because the 

number of trucks on our roads makes living here untenable.  

Many of us see the value in small intermodal’s peppered around the periphery of the Sydney region 

and up and down the coast as a way to expedite delivery of the vast imports destined for our homes. 

What we don’t see the value in is creating the mega monster that is being imposed on the residents 

of Liverpool. In this instance all too few will actually be delivered by train, initially we were told 40% 

would be freighted by rail, then recently downsized to about 28% and even more recently we were 

advised the hope is 10%. Seriously when will the truth be available, when will sincere and reasonable 

discussion be held to ensure the community is properly represented and when can a true picture of 

what is being thrust upon Liverpool be available for honest evaluation? 

I trust the community comments will be taken into account and that answers to the many questions 

posed will be made available to the greater community and to those who have made submissions. 

 

Kind regards, 

 

 

Signe Westerberg (Mrs) 

Resident, Business Owner and proud Liverpudlian. 

 

 

 


