
Lockyer Electorate Office 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Lockyer Electorate Office 
Tuesday, 5 August 2014 8:50AM 
Lockyer Electorate Office 
****IAN IAN 

lan- information on John Fullerton below from ARTC website-

Mr John Fullerton 

IAN***** 

Mr Fullerton is the Chief Executive Officer and Managing Director of Australian Rail Track Corporation Limited. Mr 
Fullerton was appointed to the position in February 2011. Prior to this appointment, Mr Fullerton was the Chief 
Executive Officer of FreightLink {the owner and operator of the Adelaide to Darwin railway), the Chairman of Rail CRC 
Pty Ltd and a Director of Tasmanian Railway Pty Ltd. Mr Fullerton has held a range of other positions in the rail 
industry. These appointments include; Chief Operating Officer of the National Rail Corporation and Divisional General 
Manager {Operations) at Pacific National. 
Mr Fullerton is a member of the following ARTC Committees: 

• Audit & Compliance - -- ··----, 

• Business Development & Marketing l ) 
• People, Policy & Remuneration } j 
• Risk Committee ---...._, j/' 

• Environment, Health & Safety ~-~~ 

J I/ 
You attended the Melbourne to ~/e}ri'fJN{d Railway Briefing at Ipswich on Monday, 2 June 2014 
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Lockyer Electorate Office 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Dear Mr Rickuss, 

Truss, Warren (MP) <W.Truss.MP@aph.gov.au> 
Monday, 17 June 2013 9:50AM 
Lockyer Electorate Office 
Inland Rail 

Res 

Thank you for your e-mail, received 29 May 2013, regarding the1 oute for the Toowoomba to Brisbane 
section of the proposed inland rail. // 

I have previously acknowledged that the precise route ~9fthe inland rail is far from settled. In addition to 
alternative routes from Toowoomba to Brisbane, they! are also different proposals in New South Wales 
and Victoria that are yet to be finalised. However, y~"m aware that a proposed route through Bromelton 
has been of interest to those companies that wou·ld be the predominant users of the line because of its 
location as a site for a future major intermodal,lE:;rminal. 

In terms of making a final decision, there 11\'r{~·lways have to be a balance between cost, timely 
/ 

construction, efficiency and demand, an;ongst other factors. Before any decision is made community 
consultation and further engineering s;t.udies will have to be undertaken. These processes will necessitate 
the strong cooperation and collabor7fion of all three levels of government along the proposed route 
options. / 

I 
I trust that this information has/been of assistance. 

Yours sincerely, 

Hon. Warren Trus MP 

Leader of The ftionals 

I 
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Lockyer Electorate Office 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Warren 

Lockyer Electorate Office 
Tuesday, 28 May 2013 10:58 AM 
'W.Truss.MP@aph.gov.au' 
Member for Lockyer- Southern Freight Rail Corridor 

In regard to the story in the Courier Mail on the weekend in relation to the Port of Brisbane, the Southern Freight 
Rail Corridor (SFRC) from Bomelton could be the worse most expensive option. 

As you can see from the attached map there are numerous options to be looked at and the decision that was made 
by the previous Labor government in Queensland was purely a political decision, not a decision made on common 
sense or viability of the project. 

The SFRC through Bromelton would add an extra 70 to 80 kilometres of travel to the western route where most of 
the freight for the Port of Brisbane comes from. It is difficult terrain and very expensive. 

Unfortunately, this is another piece of Labor chaos that we have inherited as a State government and regrettably 

could also flow on to the Federal realms of power. 

If you or any of your officers have any questions in relation to these issues I am more than happy to discuss them 

with you. 

I have been involved in the SFRC project and understand the stupidity and lack of thought that has been put into it 

through Labor cronyism and poor political decisions. 

The LNP government inherited the SFRC and it has never been before our party room or Cabinet, to my knowledge. 

Please contact me if you wish to discuss this matter further. 

~ 
SF!Kophcn 

IN1.pdf 

Regards 
Ian Richuss MP 
Member for Lockyer 
Ph (07) 5462 2772 

1800 817 791 
Fax: (07) 5462 2388 

From: Lockyer Electorate Office 
Sent: Monday, 27 May 2013 2:11 PM 
To: russell.smith@portbris.com.au 
Subject: FW: Member for Lockyer- SFRC Options Nl & N2 

Russell, 

As you can see from the attached map below, there are many cheaper and easier to deliver options than the 
Southern Freight Rail Corridor. 1 feel that the previous Government was delusional in highlighting the 51 Option, as 
there is not even a road built through that difficult terrain, and why go 100 km south of Brisbane just to go West. 

I am more than happy to have further discussions on these matter with you. 

1 



' Kagaru to rosewood qld - Google Search 

Kagaru to rosewood qld 

Web Maps Images Shopping Videos More "'" Search tools 

About 2,350,000 results (0.29 seconds) 

Did you mean: Kagaku to rosewood qld 

Kagaru QLD 

1 h 3 min 
In current traffic: 1 h 9 min 

Rosewood QLD 

76.1 km 

Southern Freight Rail Corridor Study (Department of ... 
www.tmr.qld.gov.au >Projects> Projects by name> Projects- S .... 
Freight movement across Queensland is expected to double by the year 2020 .... the 

of Rosewood to the interstate rail line near Kagaru, . 
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'Greenbank to rosewood qld - Google Search 

Greenbank to rosewood q:.·:ld: ................. . 

Web Maps Images News Shopping More., Search tools 

About 1,300,000 results (0.29 seconds) 

Greenbank QLD 

39 min 
In current traffic: 39 min 

Rosewood QLD 

47.3 km 

Septic Tank Cleaning Services in Greenbank, QLD 4124 
www.yellowpages.eom.au/find/septic~tank-cleaning .. ./greenbank-qld 

Find Septic Tank Cleaning Services in Greenbank, OLD 4124 in Yellow Pages® ... 

Greenbank. 5. Highland Park. 5. lndooroopilly. 5 ..... Rosewood QLD 4340. 

Grain & Produce-Retail in Greenbank, QLD 4124- Yellow ... 
www.yellowpages.eom.au/find/grain-produce-retail/greenbank-qlc 
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' Kagaru to Greenbank qld - Google Search 

Kagaru to Greenbank qld 

Web Maps Images News Shopping More.,.. Search tools 

About 2,860,000 results (0.33 seconds) 

Did you mean: Kagaku to Greenbank qld 

Kagaru OLD 

26 min 
In current traffic: 30 min 

Greenbank OLD 

29.0 km 

Kagaru Love 1 Southern Region, QLD 1 Free To Join RSVP ... 
www.rsvp.com.au >AUSTRALIA> Queensland> Southern Region ..... 
Results 101 -106 of 106-45, Male, 5'10/177 em, Logan, QLD (Greenbank) Within 

Forward, Wanting to Feel Young again". Last online: 
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~pealilllg aoout tne mewa 
reports about Forward Ipswich 

Inland rail 
to remove 
freight 
burden 
II Kieran Banks 
Ill kieran.banks@qtcom.au 

PLANNING for an inland freight 
rail line is uuder way with the 
proposed track to ruu through the 
outskirts oflpswich and 
properties likely to be acquired. 

The Australian Rail Track 
Corporation visited Ipswich 
yesterday to outline plans for the 
55km stretch of rail from 
Rosewood to Kagaru, which will 
link Ipswich with the national rail 
system. 

The new track will divert ail 
freight from the Ipswich 
commuter line and potentially the 
Ipswich Mwy, freeing up space for 
additional passenger services. 

The track extends through Peak 
Crossing and Harrisville, with 
some properties split by the line 
already acquired. 

The line meets up with the 
existing line from NSW and will 
bring freight to a freight terminal 
at Acacia Ridge which links to the 
Port of Brisbane. 

Last week the ARTC and the 
Port of Brisbane signed a 
co~operation deed to develop a 
plan to construct the line over a 
10-year period. 

Former National Party leader 
and Inland Rail Implementation 

LlleU We gUL H i:lll i:iUUlL~U i:lllU 1-ll<:i .I.Ha,YU.I. o VU.ll.I.LLI.I.U.UO..J' ..: u..u.u, 

finalised last week and there's still said. 

ON THE MOVE: Inland Rail Implementation Group 
chairman and former deputy prime minister, John 
Anderson, Australian Rail Track Corporation CEO 
John Fullerton, .and GM Peter Winder. RIGHT: A map 
of the proposal with the new track marked in red and 
the existing track in blue. PHOTO: DAVID NIELSEN 

Group chairman Jolrn Anderson 
is touring the project team and 
said the Rosewood section of the 
rail line was prioritised because it 
had been the missing link in the 
system for so long. 

ARTC inland rail construction 
manager Jlrn Armstrong said the 
line would be constructed over a 
greenfield link, and some land 

acquisitions had 
commenced. 

He said the line would have 
several benefits for Ipswich. 

''It's more about it presents 
opporiuuities for freight which is 
currently going down the Ipswich 
corridor and into Brisbane- to 
move that freight out of that 
corridor and move out to Acacia 

1m 

f''-''-"'VLLLLLLJ ""' V'V~ v~'V~ ..,.~~ .... --,.] -- •• 

much we've raised." 

Ridge to free up potential 
passenger capacity in that 
network," he said. 

"It (currently) goes straight 
through the Ipswich network and 
gets interwoven with the whole 
commuter network which is one 
of the reasons why it is a priority." 

1/; If_ {~ ;f~ 
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ana S(e<:mny. 
The court heard in early May 

Busby was seen by a security 
guard at Coles Redbank hiding 
salami and a chocolate milk, worth 
$5.26, down his pants. 

On May 28 Busby and two 
others attended a motorcycle shop 
in Beaudesert While one of the 
men was speaking to a salesman 
another grabbed his phone and 
wallet from a room and fled when 
the alarm was raised. 

Busby was ordered to undertake 
13 hours of community service and 
pay $200 restitution for the wallet 
and $5.26 for the groceries. 

Woman claimed she 
found drugs on street 
A MOTHER who claimed she found 
42g of cannabis "on the street" 
has been fined. 

Samantha Lea Green, 20, 
pleaded guilty at the Ipswich 
Magistrates Court yesterday to 
possessing dangerous_drugs. 

The court heard-on May 17, 
Green was spoken to by police on 
an unrelated matter. They searched 
her handbag and found a container 
with 42g of cannabis in it. 

She told the police she had 
found the drugs "on the street" 
and put them in her bag. The court 
heard she had prior convictions for 
similar offending. She was fined 
$400. 

Draft waste plan now 
open for consultation 
SOMERSET Regionar Council has 
released_)ts draft W,aste Reduction 
and . .RecyCiing Plan for public 
consultation. 

Residents who would like to 
make comment on the draft plan, 
which is available on council's 
website and in its administration 
offices, have until 5pm on June 16. 

TUesday, June 3, 2014 
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Our Ref 
Gonlatti 
T<lephono 
Fucsltnlle: 

Jacqul Yock 
3147 5443 
32354S6l 

FREIGHT PO!.lCY 

0 9 JUL 2005 

RECEIVE.D 

'. 
Jacqul. floel<@diCP<r.qld.gav.au Emal!: 

I 

23 June2005 

Mr Renny Phipps 
Director (Freight Policy) 
GPOBox1549 
BRISBANE QLD 4001 

Dear Renny 

'· ' 

Contrib!lti{ln to Southern lnfl'astructure Rail Corridor Study 

Queensland 
Government 

Office of Urban Management 

Oep<:~rtment of 
Local Government, Planning, 
Sport and Recreatlon 

(,q,S:(oo070(t) 
\)lg&a(f 

This letter seeks your confirmation that Queensland Transport will partner the Office of 
Urban Management and the Department of State Development and Innovation on a third­
share basis, a preliminary study into a potential southern infrastructure corridor between 
Ebenezer and tl1c Interstate rail line as per the attached brief. 

The estimated total cost of the study was $94 987 including GST. Queensland Transport's 
third share is $31 662 including GST. 

It is intended that the Department of Local Government, Planning, Sport and Recreation will 
manage progress payments to the consultant and invoice your department at the earliest 
convenience for your study contribution. 

Our relevant contact for fmancial matters isMs Lisa Brown on 3235 4557. 

I look forward to your confumation that the above third share and invoicing arrangements 
are satisfactory. 

Yours sii1ccrely 

Paul Peters 
J;:rlncipal Ady!sor 
Office of 'Urban Management 

level4 61 Mary Street Brisbane 

PO Sox 15031, CiiY East Qld 4002 
Telephone ~73247 5446 
Facsimile 07 3235 4563 
Websitc;t Yoli'ffl,oum.qld •. gov.au 
ABII S1 331 9o0 314 
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BRIEF FOR DECISION 

D CBRC/Cabinet related 

D ECM related 

D Election commitment 
! 

'· ! 

!'OR Minister for Transport and Main Roads 
FROM Rail, Ports and Freight blvlslon 

Queensland 
Government 

Q.!Jeensland Transport 

SUBJECT Southern Infrastructure Corridor final roUte option endorsement study 
Requested by N/A ' 
Approval required 08101/07 
by To enable finalisation of the project brief so that Invitations to Offer can be 

sent out in late Janu.,ry 2007. · < 

Reference Number E37735 M6N-$"S;1. . I Date ! 1 S OEC 2006 

1, RECOMMENOATION{S} 

It Is recommended that you: 

• note the current progress of the Southam Infrastructure Corridor - Stage 2 (SIC2) rail corridor 
study; and · · 

• approve the next step to lnvlte offers by Public Invitation to undertake a detaijed study of the 
preferred Central C3 route option (or a variation of it) for evaluation within your financial 
delegation level of $1.5m. This study will be sufficiently detailed to enable scoplng of the 
potential Impacts that wl\! be investigated as a part of the preparation of an Environmental 
Impact Statement at a later date, 

2. BACKGROUND SUMMARY ... . 

The South £ast Queensland lnfrastruoture PTan and Program 2005- 2026 (SEQIPP1 released by 
the state Government in April 2005, identified funding for the planning of the Southern 
Infrastructure Corridor· Ebenezer to the Interstate standard gauge rail, To date, a pre-feasibility 
desktop analysis of eight potential route qptions has Been completed. This pre-feasibility study 
(Stage 1) was jointly funded by Queensland Transport, the Office of Urban Management and the 
then Department of State Development and Innovation. It was completed by Maunsell Australia in 
August 2005, 

Briefing nate MBN3210, which you noted on 16 March 2006 (Attachment 1), indicated that the 
Stage 1 ~tudy concluded with the recommendation that two route options warranted further 
investigation, one Northern (N.1) and one Central (C3). 

Cabinet Budget Review Commtttee Decision 1314 Submission No. 1984 on 17 March 2005 
approved $2m under SEQIPP to conduct further detailed investigation of the preferred options. 

The Northern (N1) route Is now considered undesirable as it impacts upon the urban footprint (see J 
Attachment 2), and compromises future residential plans In the Springfield, Ripley and Camire 
areas and will also conflict with the Darra ·Springfield passenger only rail !ins. It Is recommended, 
therefore, that the ral! line should be contained within a corridor distant from planned residential 
areas, thereby removing freight trains from conflict with the passenger network; and ensuring that 
both freight and passenger services can be operated in a timely and efficient manner. 

I 

i 
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Stage 2 of the study will Investigate a raft only corridor within a band of interest for the Central C3 
route option and will confirm whether this, or a variation of it, Is the most suitable corridor, taking 
into consideration the sensitive conservation areas of the Goolman-FUnders ranges and areas of, 
severe topography. 

All the route options were Investigated for multi-user !rpnsport purposes, however the terrain I 
constraints for the Central and Southam options do not allow for the co-location of a road wlthln 
the ~U corridor. All relevant agencies concilr with the d~cislotl to pursue the study to Identify a 
corndorfor rail purposes only. ' . .. 
. Queensland Transport (QT) is \he lead agel)cy for. the rail study, which is being project managed 
by Rail, Ports and Freight Dllilslon (RPF). The study approach wnt be generally analogous to that 
taken for the Nambour to Landsborough Corridor study and will faclntate corridor acquisition of the 
alignment If agreed to by Government. However, it Is intended, at this time, not to seek 
designation by the COo~dinator-General {CoG) tc declare' the project a 'significant project' under 
the provisions of the State Devefopment and Pub/lo Works Organisation Aot 1!)71 (SOPWO). It is 
expeoted that this designated status will b~ sought under Phase 3 of the project, outlined In 
Attachmerrt3 as and when there Is sufffclent need for the corridor. 

3. ISSUES 

The cotlnectlon points for the Southern Infrastructure Corridor off the western line and to the 
lnlerstata standard gauge llne are crucial to delivery of this project. The office of the CoG (now 
Department of Infrastructure Delivery) has engaged consultants Maunseli AEiCOM to Investigate· 
optlons for a rail alignment to maximise synerg!as between Industrial and employment land uses In 
the ·Purga and Ebenezer area and the ran line as an ecc;nom!c and Infrastructure resource. The 
project, entitled the Rail Alignment Investigation for Purga!Ebf!nezer will rafine the alignment of the 
western end of the alignment through the Purga and Ebenezer areas identified in the Southern 
Infrastructure Corridor Stage 1. The outcomes of the project will Inform future corridor and 
network planning and will be incorporated Into the SlC2 Study. 

At the other end of the Central C3 route option Is the need to define the most suitable connection 
to the interstate standard gauge rail line. The Cerrtral C3 indicative route has recommended the 
connection polnt be at Kagaru, 12km north of Bromelton. The diffioultie~> of .!he. mountainous 
terrain severely restrict alternative options for this corridor. 

The SEQ lntermodal Freight Terminal Study- Stage 2 recommends !hat an additional inter-modal 
terminal site will be required In the medium term (201 0 to 202.0) in SEQ. The location of such a 
termlnal is dependent upon a range of factors including proximity to strategic toncentratlons of 
industry and the key transport corridors thahervice that industry demand. 

Major considerations in determining the location of any new terminal will be ils proximity to, and 
conneol[v!ty with the interstate Hne and SIC, as well as any future Commonwaslth Government 
decision on actions arising from the North·South Rail Corridor Study and AusUnk studies. You 
should note that a separate Cabinet Budget Review Committee submission on the terminal study 
Is being prepared for your consideration. 

Planning tor the construction of the infrastructure corridor will need to be synchronised with the 
planning for any future new inter-modal terminal facility. 

Study Objectives 

The objectives of the project are to: 

3.1 Define and quantify the corridor and infrastructure requlremants. 
This task would include the following actlvlties. ldentifiQation of: 

• the standard of infrastructure, In terms of horizontal and vertical alignment, that oan be 
provided within the alignment characteristics (spatfalfwidth, horizontal and vertical); 
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• corridor land constraints/requirements to accommodate the Infrastructure options 
assessed; 
the position and alignment within the corridor of rail bridges and culverts, passing loops, 
vertical and horizontal clearances to road and public utmty infrastructure, locations and 
protection of occupational and open level crossings, earthworks, retaining walls, service 
relocations, power and signalling requirements ,and provision for maintenance access 
st~ . 

- the operational performance supported by the irifrastruoture options evaluated, in terms 
of operational capacity, speed and transit time; ' 

- the opportunities/constraints on the utilisation of ~he corridor for double stack container 
configurations and so on; 

- the sections of the corridor that are operstionallylenvlronmentelly constrained; 
- the issues associated with ease and cost of future maintenanca; 
• the stages for the implementation of the option( s) being considered; and 

the cost of construction of the op!!On(s} being considered. 

3.2 Identify future infrastructure configuratioqs to be considered 
It Is envisaged this task will include the following activities: 

1 lden\lfy future freight infrastructure to be accommodated in the corridor, particularly in 
regard to the proposed Inter-modal terminal at Purga; 
Identify infrastructure configurations at the proposed arome!ton Inter-modal terminal to be 
considered in the study. These conilgurations will be Identified having regard to practical 
<lonsiderations such as: 
- linkage/juno!ion wlth the existing track infrastructure, for example existing dual and 

narrow gauge track connection points at both eods of the corridor. 

3.3 Describe and quantify the extent to which the corridor can accommodate future rail 
Infrastructure options 
This task w11! identify any possible future expansion of the proposed corridor. 

3.4 Undertake an assessment of potential enviromnental impacts 
Review potential environmental impacts associated with the Introduction of Infrastructure 
within the corridor, Including: 

Review of environm!Jntal fac:tors (REF} wilhinladjacent to the proposed corridor, Including: 

- ecological; nols<;>, vibration and air quality; 
- service infrastructure; 

traffic infrastructure; 
- social and economic; 

hydrological; 
- archaeological and cultural; 
• visual; and 
- geological. 

Identify measures to mitigate any adverse Impacts on options of the environmental factors 
identlfled. 
-lt is anticipated that digital mapping may be required to support the development of these 

conceptual planning layouts. 

3.5 Undertaken an assessmant of impacts of the SIC2 on the existing network and the 
interstate standard gauge corridor capacity 
This task will identify the potential consequential effect of lntegraling addiUon<~l freight 
services on the existing rail network, particularly the western line and the interstate 
standard gauge line, and the lmpao! on network infrastructure capacity. · 
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3.6 

This capacity analysis will: 

- identify the extent to which additional freight services can be accommodated on '!he ran. 
network, that is on the western line and standan;! gauge line; · 

- Identify capacity constraints due to the introduction of additional freight services to the 
retl natwork including aooe$$; · 
identify operational and Infrastructure measures, including Innovative opportunities, to 
address capacity constramts as a consequ~noe of Introducing additional freight 
services, and the cost of these measures. ' ,. 

Evaluate the merits and rank the Infrastructure options tested (should the C3 
alignment prove unsuitable}, having regard to cost, impact and operational 
performance. 
This task wm evaluate any variations of the Central C3 route opflon, and provide a relative 
quantification of each optlon. An evaluation framework may bs developed, enabUng the 
range of criteria reflecting operational, lnfrastrumure (including cost, flexibllil,y, capacity 
etc.) social and environmental. · 

Next Steps 

The next step is to engage consultants to commence a detelled study through the CorporateLlnk 
consultancy lnvltatlon and engagement process. 

4. CONSULTATION WITH STAKEHOLDERS. 

Close liaison with the Department of Infrastructure De\iver.y has commenced, particularly in light of 
the proposed Industrial development at either end of the proposed corridor. 

Cross agency governance arrangemants have already been establlshed for the project. 
· Consultation is being undertaken with QR on the basis of agreed protocols. 

The directly affected Local Governments Include Ipswich City Council and Beaudesert Shire 
Councn. Both councils have Included thts project in their land use planning noting that communil,y 
consultetlon and engagement, Including with the development industry, will be undertaken as 
appropriate. 

5. FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS 

As noted, funding Is available to conduct the SIC Stage 2 Study. Under SEQIPP funding $2m has 
been aliooated for the detailed planning (2006-07} and lnvesflgation (2007-08). 

6. MEDIA IMPLICATIONS 

N/A 

Enc (2} 

APPROVALS 

Contact officer 
Lawrence Hannah 
Director (Ran Network & Strategy) 

3306 7433 
0408 726·511 

A roved on: 
Patrick Quirk 
NExeculiva Dir~ 

3306 7466 J 
\. 
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APPROVED I NOT AP. VED 
Minister for Tr port & Main Roads 
Comments 

Political Representatives 

local Government 

lpswioh City Council 
Beaudesert Shire Council 

State Government 

-----------·-----·-----· 

Mr Wayne Wendt MP, Memberfor West Ipswich. 
Ms Rachel Nolan MP, Member for Ipswich 
The Honourable Mr Kevin Lingard MP, Member for Beaudesert 

Federal Government 

Mr Cameron Thompson MP, Member for Blair 
Mrs Kay Elson MP, Member for Forde 
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Queensland Government 
QUeens!.imXiransport 

ATTACHMENT 2 



ATTACHMENT 3 
STAGE 3- SOUTHERN INFRASTRUCTURE CORRIDOR 

The preparation of the Stage 2 of the Southern Infrastructure Conidor Study {or Initial Advice 
Statement (lAS)) w.ill be used as the first step in the process of an environmental Impact 
assessment and assists In the Initial consultation, scoping and definition of the proposal as well 
as enabling the Queensland Coordinator-General (CoG) to declare the project a "Significant 
Project'' at a later date. 

The purpose of an lAS is to provide information on the nature and extent of potential 
environmental impacts arising from the construction and operation of the rail corridor and 
related activities that take place concurrently to contribute to the decision rnaking process. The 
lAS provides: 

• Background information and historical details regarding the proposal; 
• The need and justification forthe project; 
• A brief descriptio!] of the proposed works; and 
• An outline of the potential environmental effects associated with the construction, operation 

and decommissioning phases of the development. 

Thereafter, II Is expected that the environmental impact statement (EIS) for the project will 
procaed under the requirements of the State Development and public Walks Organisation Act 
1971. This requires the proposed project to be designated by the Coordinator General as a 
'significant project' and provides for public and government comment on both the draft Terms of 
Reference for the ElS and the draft EIS. Under this arrangement, it is expected that the 
Department of ll'lfrastructure· Delivery will be the lead agency and State and Commonwealth 
bilateral arrangements for assessment processes will apply. 

The Southam Infrastructure Corridor project is considered to meet the following criteria for 
consideration as a 'significant project': 

• Its relevance to polfcy frameworks, such as the SEQ Regional Plan and SEQ Infrastructure 
Plan and Program; 

• The potential environmental effects; · 
• The complexity of local, State and Commonwealth requirements for fhe project, that is the 

interplay between the Office of the Coordinator-General, Queensland Transport, Ipswich 
City Council and Beaudesert Shire Council; 

• The strategic significance of the project to the locality, region or the State - particularly in 
regard to the proposed Industrial development envisaged for both ends of the proposed 
co"rridor; and 

• The level of investment necessary- the pre-feasibility study provided an order of magnitude 
costing of $370 milffon. 

Approval Process for Significant Project under SDPWOA is as follows: 
' 

1. Coordinator-General advises declaration and need for EIS and publicly notifies 
declaration; 

2. Coordinator-General prepares and publicly notifies draft Terms of Reference (ToR) and 
seeks public comment; :, 

3. Coordinator-General sends final ToR for EIS 
4. Consultants prepare EIS on behalf cit QT which Is then submitted to Coordinator-General 
5. Coordinator-General publicly notifie~ EIS and seeks comment 
6. Consultants prepare EIS addendum on behalf of QT Incorporating comments raised 
7, QT submit final EIS to Coordinator-General 
8. Coordlnator-Generel evaluates the EIS and sends the evaluation report to QT. 
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Briefing Note to the 
Honourable the Minister 

Queensland 
Government 

Queensland Transport 

Ourref MBN3210 
Vourref 
Oa!e 1 ' MAR 2006 

Subject Stage 2 of the Intermodal Freight Tenninal Study and Southern Infrastructure 
Corridor Investigation:.: Meeting scllednled for Thursday, 16 'Mareh 2006 

Political Representatives 

Local government Nil 

State government Nil 

Federal government Nil 

Background 

• The purpose of this briefing note is. to provide lnfonnation for the m~eting scheduled for 
Thursday, 16 March 2006, about stage 2 of the South East Queensland (SEQ) futermodal 
Freight Temrinal Study being held with representations from Queensland Treasury, the 
Coordinator General's Office (CoG) and tb.e Office ofUrban Management (OUM). 

• The Stage 2lntennodal Freight 'l'erminal Study considered the need and preferred locations for 
additionallntennodal freight terminals within SEQ. (Refer Attaclnnent 1 ·previous briefmg 
note MBN1437 for background lnfom1ation). ln short, future terminal sites at Purga in the 
west and Bromelton in the south.were identified as being the preferred options and Queensland 
Transport (QT) has been working closely with CoG to advance these options. 

• . It was proposed that the location ofthe .future lntennodal terminal site should consider the 
outcomes of Stage 1 of the Soutb.e!"Jl lnfrastructure Cotridor Investigation, which is now 
complete. 

Comment 

Stage 2- Intermodal Freight Tenninal Study 

• An overview of the analysis of the proposed options for an additional intennodal freight 
temlinal site within SEQ is detalled in attaclnnent 2. Attaclnnent 3 provides locality maps of 

·' these options. 

Stage 1 - Southern lnfrastruoture ComJor Investigation 

• This investigation is a hlgh-level.desktop analysis identifying potential rail and road routes 
between Ebenezer and !he Interstitte Rail Corridor. 

• It concluded that there are a number of potentially feasible routes available. The most suitable 
location for a connection to the Interstate Rail Corridor was considered to lie between 
Bromelto11 and Parkinson. 

..• 
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• Ke,v Fimliltgs of tlte Investigation are: · 

• 

A total of eight routes were eonsiderjjd and appt'aised (tbtee northern ro;utes, four central 
routes and one sonthern.route) ·refer attachment 4. 

Of these eight routes, tbtee (two northern and one southern} are considered not worthy of 
further investigation. 

.· 
The five routes remaining consist of one northern route (Nl) and four central routes (Cl, 
C2, C3 snd C4). One of the four central mutes, C3, appears te offer advantages over Cl, 
C2,andC4. 

No ins\111l10untable environmental or land use impacts have been identified for any of the 
five remaining options. . · . ·. 

Each route l:lption was assessed in respect to the following basic categories: engineering, 
operations, environmental, and land-use (refer attachment 5). The analysis did not addreas the 
economic viability or timing of any rail route comidered. 

• It was assumed that each of the routes originate at the proposed l'urga Intermodal Freight 
Terminal which would connect with the narrow gauge line west of Ipswich. The Purga Site 
Investigation Study conuuissioned by the Coordinator-General has confirmed the suitability of 
Purga lnvestigation Area for a nmge of industrial laud uses based around an Intennodal Freight 
Terminal with up to three tenninal operators, capable of handling a maximum of 1 000 000 
Twenty Foot Equivalent Units (TilO) per annum and tra!JJS up to 1800m in length. 

• The investigation reconnnends the north em route (Nl) as one of the most feasible and viable. 
Operationally this route offers advantages o£ optimal travel time to the port with benchmarked 
speeds of arom1d 70kmlh. However, this route's environmental and land-use impacts are high, 
such as the need for a dedicated freight track in a shared corridor, close proximity to the 
resideotial areas, etc. 

• At the point where route Nl joillS the standard gauge line at Parkinson there are additional 
environmental issues which haye been revealed as part of Queensland Rail's (QR) attempts to 
develop their site in this proxiillity. 

• Central route (C3) is the other cytion reconnnended by the study for further investigation. This 
option appears to .have moderate;enviromnental and land use impacts. Even though. the severity 
of the terrain may Jitnit the speed benchmarks, full spatial analysis of this route will yield a 
better understanding of the route and its geometry and enhance understanding of the grading 
constraints/impacts. 

• Indicative costing relationships !iJetween tb.e above mentioned routes shows the relative 
advantage of option C3. However, this is only based on the order of magoltude analysis and on ., 
a basic single track railway ~;on:filwation. This preliminary costing mode! does not take into 
the account full economic analysis of the longerterm operation and the maintenance 
requirements of the track. 

• Central route options which are permutations of C3 are also considered feasible and offer. a 
range of options (refer attachment 5) iujoi.ning to the standard gange line. 

... 
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• Two northern routes {N2 and N3) and a Southern option Sl are deemedynfeasible due to the 
range of precluding factors, such as length of route and difficulties of terrain ~refer attachment 
5- technical sunnnary). 

Stage 2 - Southern hlftastructure Corridor Investigation 
-

• The Rail, Ports and Freight Division (RPF) of QT is in the process of recruiting a Senior 
Advisor to oversight the delivery of Siage 2 of the Southem fufrastructure Corridor 
Investigation, which will be undertaken over approximately two years, commencing in 2006-
07. 

• It is envisaged that the project would be undertaken in a similar manner to that proposed for the 
Landsborough to Nambour Corridor Study. Indicative timefmmes for delivering this study in 
such a manner would be: 

Needs Assessment (confidential in.-hO]lSe study) 
Options Analysis (in public realm) 
Armounoe Preferred Cooidor 
Impact Assessment Report (in public Realmj 
Corridor Acquisition 
Designation of Cooidor Land for Community hlftastructure 

J"ul '06 -Nov '06 ..-. 
May '07- Feb '08 
Feb '{)8 
Feb '08-Nov '08 * 
Mar '09 - Sep '09 * 
Oct'09* 

* pending no significant environmental issues requiring refenal to Commonwealth and 
potential EIS. 

• The above process would include reporting to Cabloot at key stages of the project, with corridor 
acquisition and designation activities only occurring after Cabinet oonsideration of the Impact 
Assessment Report and approval t<> proceed with the project. 

• Indicatively, project governance arrangements could involve a Steering Con:u:nittee comprising 
representatives from QT, the Department of State Development and h!novation, OUM, Main 
Roads and QR. 

Recommi!!ndation 

• That you note: 

the outcomes of Stage 2 oft)le Interruodal Freight Terminal Study and Stage 1 of the 
Southem Infrastructure Corridor hlvestigation; and 
the indicative arrangements for undertaking Stage 2 of the Southern Jnfi:astructure 
Corridor Investigation. 

~~ 
Helen Stehbens 
Executive Direc··,~..,...,,.., 
(5) 

. 
'I 

I 

reight) 

Noted .............................................. ~ ............. . 

Contact officer 
Position 
Telephone 

Renny Phipps 
Director (Freight l?olicy) 
(07) 3306 ?407 
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Briefing Note to the 
Honourable the Minister 

~las ld-C(;).;t 
tlueensland 
Government 

Queensland Transport 

Ourtef E17e25 
Yourref fY\.£$NI457 
Dale i 5 JIJL 7DG5 

Subject South East Queensland Jntermodal Freight Terminal Study 

Background 

• Rail, Ports and Freight Division recently completed the South East Queensland (SEQ) 

Intermodal Freight Terminal Study (the Study) to investigate the need for additional intermodal ~ 
freight tenninals to support the projected growth in the SEQ intennodal freight task. 
Queensland T1·ansport (QT) has prepared a report on the study's findings. A copy of this report 
is attached. 

• The study was undertaken in two stages: 

Stage 1 of the study examined current and future inward and outward freight generation within 
SEQ. Stage 1 was completed in August 2004. 

Stage 2 of the study considered the need and preferred locations for additional intennodalland 
transport freight terminals within SEQ within a time horizon of25 years. 

• Key flmlutgs of the Study are as follows: 

Inbound freight movements, all modes, (including freight transiting through SEQ) will 
increase by 44Mt from 29Mt in 2001!02 to 73Mt in 2026, whilst outbound movements will 
increase by 20Mt from 26Mt to 46Mt in Z026. 

- This imbalance is expected to result in chang;ing cost structures for road (backloading 
opportunities will diminish resulting in cost increases) and rail (a range of factors are 

. expected to see rail costs fall). Rail is therefore expected to capture a larger share of 
interstate freight ttaffic by 2026. 

- Projected interstate freight movements passing through intennodal terminels are exp!>Cted 
to increase from the current 380 000 containers (measured as Twenty Foot Equivalent · 
Units orTEUs) per annum to between 1 million and.lA million TEUs per annum in 2026. 

- Acacia Ridge Rail (ACR) Terminal has potential for expansion however existing road and 
rail constraints will limit cap,~city to 500 000 TEUs per annum. . 

- The Brisbane Multi-Modal Terminal (BMT) at the Port of Brisbane can handle domestic 
intennodal traffic but its nap~oity is expected to be limited to between 60 000 and 180 000 
TEUs per annum by 2026 as, a result <>~increasing import/export trade. 

- A new intermodal freight terminal is therefore expected to be needed between 2010 and 
2020 .. 

-Rau, Ports & Fr-eight 
F;reloht Policv 

Enquiries !lenny Phipps 
T•I•phono +6173306 741)7 

.. · 
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• Recommendations &j Stage ·z of the study are as follows: 

In the sh()rt term (current to 20 l \J) an improvement in the operations and efficiency of 
ACR and BMT will serve likely needs and provide adequaw capacity to meet the 
increasing intermodal demands including TradeCoast development. 
Medium term solutions {2010-2020) point to an additional site to cater for apprOJ(imately 
650 000 TI3U movements p_er annum, as a maximum. The most suitable eKisting sites 
without substantial investment in additionat transport i1lfrastructure are Bromelton and 
Larapinta nearParlduson. 

- L<mg term solutions (beyond 2020) include the development of a. site at Greenbank 
(dependent on the long· term strategy for the Greenbank Army Rei:erve) and the 
development of a site at Ebenezer (dependant on industry re!qcatio11 and take-up of 
proposed industrial land to be developed south west oflpswich as well as a dual gauge rail 
line to the site either from the existing interstate line or the proposed inland rail line or 
~ . ~ 

Comment 

• Before a final decision can be made on proposed future terminal sites there are a munber of 
issues tbat need to be res<¥ved. Most critically is the southern infrastructure corridor . 
investigation .. The SEQ Regional Infrastructure Plan and Program provides for a southern ,J '!3 
infrastructure corridor which, when identified, could accommodate a road and dual/standard 
gauge rail link between the Ebenezer area and the existing standard gauge rail link to Sydney, .J>f­
Melbourne and the Port of Brisbane. The outcol,lleS o:f'tbis investigation will determine 
whether Ebenezer· is ultimately chosen as the preferred long term intermodal freigltt terminal 
site. This investigation is expected to be completed by tl1e Office ofUrban Management by the 
end of July 2005. QT has secured $2in in funding to cany out a detailed examination of the 
proposed route in 2006-07. QT will use the findings ottbe lntermodal terminal study to better 
inform decision making with reg~rd to the sontli.em lnj'truitructure corridor investigaiion. · 

• Th<>Federal Government is currently undertaking a number ?frail related studies including the 
Brisbane- Cairns corridor study and the national intermodal terminal study. QT will also use 
the intermodal termfual study to influence Federal Government decision making on these 
studies. 

• Despite these issues, the establishtuent of new terminals/major sidings are likely to be 
accelerated by the private sector. Proposals for Brorneltun_and Parkinson are already under 
investigation. 

.. 
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Recommendation 

• That you note the above. 

Helen Stehbens 
Executive :Oirector (Rail, Ports and Freight) 

· Enc (l) 

Noted 

Date 

·, 

" 

··' 
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QUEENSLAND TRANSPORT 
BRIEF FOR NOTING 

Our Ref: 

Date: 
E56059 / f"!! l3N:. !0.~Y. . .· 

TO 
FROM 

SUBJECT 

2 5 J~ll ?OW · . · . . . . • · 
Minister for Transport ;tnd Main Roads · 
Rail, Porte and Freight Division 
Appointment of consuliant to undertake Sou.tli!ilrn Infrastructure Corridor 

·Study- Stage 2 .. 
Requested by 

RECOMMENOATION{S} 
.. · 

• That you note: 

- l the appointment of Maunsel! Australia PLY, Ltd as the consultant to carry out the 
Southern lnfrastrucfiire Corridor Study- Stage 2 {SIC2); and . . ' 

the increase of initial cost estimate· from $1.5m to $1 .. 9m in expenditure to 
complete the study. · 

BACKGROUND SUMMARY ' '· 
• • t. • 

• The Cabinet Budget Review Committee De~isiori 1S14 Submission No. 1984 on 17 
March 2005 approved $2m ynder the South East Queensland lnfrestri!cture Plan and 
Progrem (SEQIPP) (2005--2026} to conduct detailed investigation of a preferred corridor 
option. 

• A desktop pre-feaslbillty analysis (Stage 1 ), completed by Maunseli Australia, in August 
2005 looked at eight potential route options from Ebenezer to the existing standard 
gauge line. : 

• As noted in briefing note MBN3210 (refer Attachment 1}, the Stage 1 study concluded 
with the recommendation that two• route options· w~;~rranted ,further Investigation; one 
northern {N1) and one central (C3). This was s\!,bsequentty narrowed down to .the ~ 
route, due to the proximity of, the Nt route to existing and futUre oroan areas. All route 
options were investigated for multi-user transport purposes, however the terrain 
constraints for the C3 route, end Its relative remoteness and non-direct alignment, does 
not suit a co-location of a roail within the rail corridor, · Hence Sta~e 2 of the stu(ly will ~~ 
investigate a preferred raj! ,poly', wrridor aligm+lQilt within a l,Jand of interast of 
approxlmately'lkmforthe03route:: · :. ·: · · . 

. ~ ' . .. . ., . . 
• The study will include the preparation of an Impact Assessment Report (fAR), an 

assessment of initial ran construction o6sts and will un\lertake a sufficient ievel of design 
to allow the corridor to be protected in regional planning schemes, and for corridor 
acquisition to occur at the completion of the study. It is anticipated the study will be 
completed by April 2008, 

• On 28 December 2006 you approved proceeding with. !he Stage 2 study (refer briefing 
\"'"'to f\i!f.:!U.,II:\1:;;1 R-et ti.Hat<hmot'l-f ')\: 

... 
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ISSUES 

.. 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

... 

The Invitation to Offer (ITO) was ai:lvertis~d on 14 Ma~h 2007 and'three offers were 
received. 

An .evaluation process has been completed fri accor<Ja.!]ce 11/fth Stat~ Purchasing Polley 
and Local Purchasing Instructions. BOO Kend~l!s was. engaged as probity auditor. . 

The evaluation process concluged Wltll irn;; reco~rriendatl~n that Maunsell Australia 
Pty Ltd be appointed as the preferred supplier as they represented the best value for 
money. The fiXed fee submitted by Maunsellls $1 7 49 600. . · 

Contingency funding of approximately $150 ooo has been allocated to ensure that any 
unanticipated but unavoidable additional costs would be covered. The total amount for 
the fix fee plus contingency funding 'ts $1 900 ooo; . 

. . ~ 

Queensland Transport (QT) 'strategic Procurement ~vised that as the increased eost 
of $1 900 000 fits into the Minister's current delegation ($3m),· the Director-General 
(bG) has the delegated authority to approve the ouicome of the tro·process. .. . ..... . 

Consistent with the DG's delegated authority,' exp~ndi!ure of $1.Qm has been approved 
by the DG to complete the Stage 2 study. 

CONSULTATION WITH STAKEHOLDERS 

• 

• 

There has been close liaison with. the Department ~f l~fnis!ructure 'and the Office of 
Urban Management, particularly In light of the proposed Industrial development at 

· either end of the proposed porrldor. · : · 

Cross agency governance arrangements have already been established for the project. 
Consultation Is being undertaken with. Queensland Raif, ·on the basis of agreed 
protocols. · · · · 

. . 
Significant focus wlll be given to. community consultation during !he study to ensure 
community expectations are ·managed and· that elected representatives are keep 
abreast of the alms and progress of the study. 

FINANCIAl IMPLICATIONS 

• Funding of $2m Is available under the SEQIPP fo~ deiailed planning (2006·07) and 
investigation (2007-08). 

•• • I 

POTENTIAL MEDIA 

• To be advised. The detailed 'co.mmunlty c~nsultalion activities will be developed and 
approved as an initial stage ofthS:study, . · . 

Enc (2) ., 
' 

.. · 
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QUEENSLAND TRANSPORT 
BRIEF FOR DECISION 

Our Ref: 

Date: 
yo 
FROM 
SUBJECT 

Requested by 

MBN7504 

2 9 AUG 2007 
Minister for Transport and Main Roads 
Rail, Ports and Freight Division 
Southern Freight Rail Corridor Study (Stage 2) 

RECOMMENDATION($) 

..,,.,.. 

• That you approve the release of a media announcement to coincide with field 
Investigations for the Southern Freight Rail Corridor Study (formerly the Southern 
Infrastructure Rail Corridor (SFRC} Study. 

• That you note the progress of the SFRC Study, specifically the refinement of the rail 
alignment 

BACKGROUND SUMMARY 

• - As noted in briefing note MBN7078 (refer Attachment 1} Maunsell Australia Pty Ltd was 
appointed in June 2007 to undertake Stage 2 of the Southern Infrastructure RaU 
Corridor Study. The study has been subsequently renamed the Southern freight Rall 
Corridor Study to more clearly identify the aim of the study; that it ls a freight only rail 
corridor, and to distinguish it from the Southern Infrastructure (Road) Corridor study 
being undertaken by the Department of Main Roads (Main Roads). 

• The Stage 1 study, completed In August 2005, investigated the feasibility of eight 
freight rail route options conneoting the western ralllfne via the Ebenezer spur lfne easf 
of Rosewood, to the interstate standard gauge line near Kagaru, north of Beaudesert. 
The Stage 1 study recommended. two route options for further Investigation. This was 
subsequently narrowed down to the route known as C3 due to the proximity ofthe N1 
option to existing and fUture urban areas. 

ISSUES 

All options, including the C3 opHoh. proposed that the corridor connect to the wester;f 
line via the exlsfing Ebenezer loop. lo ascertain whether this was the most sulfabl 
connection point, the Department of Infrastructure commissioned the Western Corridor 
Preferred Rail! Infrastructure Alignment Study. 

The study identified the following problems: 

Soma areas of the Ebenezar11oop are below the 1 in 100 year flood level; ., 
I 

'fhere is potential for subsid~nce due to the existence of extensive underground 
coal mines in the area; 

all freight arriving from the west would have to travel through the township of 
Rosewood, therefore causing disruption to the community. · 

,.· 
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NOTED 

. . 

Minister for Transport and Main Roads 
Comments 

Political Representatives 

Local Government 

Ipswich City Councn 

Boonah Shire Council 

13eaudesert Shire Council 

State Government 

Mr Wayne Wendt MP, Member for West· Ipswich 

Ms Rachel Nolan MP, Member for Ipswich · .'· .. 

·. 

The Honourable Mr Kevin Ungard MP, Memb~rfor B(;la~dEisert . . 

Federal Government 

Mr Cameron Thompson MP, Member,for Blair 

Mrs Kay Elson MP, Member for Forde. ·. · 

Contact Officer. 

Endorsed: 

. . , 
f 

. ' 
Colin Pfrunder, NOirector, (Rail . 
Network and Stral&gy) · 
Ph: 3306 7436 

Approved: 
Pa!rlck Qulrk 
Ph: 33067466 

: Sniforsed: .. 

... 

... 

-4 J~L 2001 

NEx•.cutiva ~actor, (!<all, Ports and 

F"-'? /:> . f) . 

..• 
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The Western Corridor Preferred Rail/Infrastructure Alignment Study recommended that 
the conneotlon point to the western line should be west of Rosewood, thereby 
overcoming all of the problems associated with the Ebenezer loop. The results of this 
study have Informed the Initial phase of the of the SFRO study. 

• Connectrng the corridor to the westem rail line, to the west of Rosewood, would' also 
move the alignment further away from the existing communities of Yamanto and Ripley 
thereby reducing the Impact on the communities. 

study Progress 

• The Initial phase of the stage 2 study has been completed. During this phase Maunsell 
Pty Ltd investigated a number of sub-options within the 03 corridor, for !he purpose of 
refining the alignment within the band of interest. 

• The sub-options were presented to the project steering committee which is comprised 
of the Office of Urban Management. the Department of Infrastructure, Main Roads, QR 
Limited, and Queensland Transport. 

• The Steering Committee agreed unanimously that the final alignment should occur 
within the band of interest (refer Attachment 2), and that this area should be 
progressed for detailed assessment and design. 

• In order to conduct the study, a number of field Investigations wfff need to be carried 
out. Some of these, such as hydrological survey work, flora and fauna Identification 
and cultural heritage assessment, will require entry on to land. This Witl be carried out 
in accomance with sections 108-118 ofthe Transport fntrastruoture Act 1994. 

• These investigations are required to be carried out during September 2007 folloWing a 
Ministerial announcement or as directed by the Minister's office. The most urgent 
information required is watercourse survey data to enable hydrologic and hydraulic 
modelling to occur to ensure the optimum alignment is Identified. 

Media announcement 

• To manage community expectations, it is proposed that a media announcement (refer. 
Attachment 3) occur at approximately the same time as elec;ted representatives and 
affected landholders are briefed. 

• It is proposed that all of these activities occur as soon a possible to allow the field 
Investigations to occur in a timely manner. · 

• The media announcement is part of a comprehensive Communication and 
Consultation Plan. 

CONSULTATION WJTH STAKEHOLDERS 
' 

• Cross agency governance arrangements. have been established for the project A 
project Steering Committee Will continue to provide strategic advice during the study, 

• Significant focus will be given to tommunlty consultation during the study to ensure 
community expectations are managed and elected representatives are kept abreast of 
the aims and progress of the study.f · 

• A detailed Communication and Consultation Plan has been developed by Maunse!l Pty 
Ltd, in consultation wlth Queensland Transport. (refer Attachment 4). 



.· ! 

FINANCIAL IMPUCATIONS 

• Funding of $2m Is available under the South East Queensland Infrastructure Plan and 
Program {Sf:QIPP) for detafied planning (2006-2007) and Investigation (2007·2008). 

POTENTIAL MEDIA 

• The proposed media announcement will ensure there are no 'surpriseS' for landholders 
whose properties need to be accessed to conduct the field investigations for the study. 

Enc(4) 

NOTED or APPROVED !NOT APPROVED 
Minister for Transport and Main Roads 
Comments 

---~-M 

Paul Lucas 
Minh;f~>r for Tnmsport and Main Roads 

I I 

" 
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Santor Policy Advisor ~licy Advisor 

I f 'I ,9 Pi 

~ ,. 



·----------------------------------

Political Representatives 

l.ocal Government 

IpsWich City Council 

Boonah Shire CouncH 

Beaudesert Shire Council 

State Government 

Mr Wayne Wendt MP. Member for Ipswich WeSt 

Ms Rachel Nolan MP, Memberforlpswlch 
The Honourable Mr Kevin Ungard MP, Member for Beaudesert 

· Mr ian Ftlokuss MP. Member for Lockyer 

Federal Government 

Mr Cameron Thompson MP, Member for Blair 

Mrs Kay Elson MP, Member for Forde 

Contact Officer: 

Endorsed: 

Renny Phipps, A/Director (Ran _ , 
Network and S!rn!egy) ' 
Ph: 3306743$ 

Approved: 
Chris Nash 
Ph: 3$067466 

Endorsed: 

Position 
I I 
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Lockyer Electorate Office 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Sensitivity: 

Warren 

Lockyer Electorate Office 
Thursday, 3 July 2014 3:04PM 
'W.truss.MP@aph.gov.au' 
Member for Lockyer- Southern Freight Rail Corridor 

Confidential 

I refer to my previous ern ail of 28 May 2013 regarding my concerns in relation to the Southern Freight Rail Corridor. 

Please find attached copy of an email I have recently sent to Jim Armstrong, ARTC, Richard Wood General Manager 
Rail and lntermodallnfrastructure Investment Division, Department of Infrastructure and Regional Development 
and Steve Kanowski, Department of State Development, Infrastructure and Planning Queensland in relation to the 
Southern Freight Rail Corridor. 

Warren, I would like to highlight to you that the previous Queensland Labor Government made a poor political 
decision to support the Southern Freight Rail Corridor to Karagau instead of one of the other routes that would have 

taken the rail line on a more direct path to join up with the Sydney to Brisbane interstate line in the vicinity of Acacia 
Ridge and Greenbank. 

The proposed Southern Freight Rail Corridor will cost billions of dollars extra and will make the freight journey 
longer and more time consuming. 

Could you please ensure that the most cost effective, quickest rail route is used as it would be unfortunate for me to 

have to oppose poor political decisions made by previous Labor governments and then supported by blinded 
bureaucrats who do not appear to be looking after the interests of Queensland and Australian tax payers or who will 
be the end users ofthe rail network. 

I look forward to receiving your response in relation to this matter and I encourage you to talk to the Queensland 
Deputy Premier, Mr Jeff Seeney in relation to these matters. 

I realise there is some need to have decisions made in a fairly quick time frame, but this does not give any excuse for 
making incorrect decisions because of a time line. 

I did also highlight my concerns with John Anderson at a recent meeting/briefing held at Ipswich with some ARTC 
representatives on 2 June. 

Thank you for your assistance in these matters. 

Regards 
Ian Rickuss MP 
Member for Lockyer 
Ph: (07) 5462 2772 

1800 817 791 
Fax (07) 5462 2388 

From: Lockyer Electorate Office 
Sent: Monday, 2 June 2014 2:51PM 
To: 'jarmstrong@artc.com.au'; 'steve.kanowskiz@dsdip.qld.gov.au'; 'richard.wood@infrastructure.gov.au' 
Subject: Member for Lockyer - SFRC 
Sensitivity: Confidential 

1 



Jim, Steve and Richard 

As per discussions at this morning's regional stakeholder meeting held at Ipswich, please find attached copy of my 
correspondence to the Deputy Premier highlighting my concerns in relation to the Southern Freight Rail Corridor. 

9FRqSeoney IMP) :SRIK (Att1D.pdf SRRC (Att2D.pdf SRRC (Att.JD.pdf 
lJ Mar.:pdf 

Regards 
Ian Rickuss MP 
Member for Lockyer 
Ph: (07) 5462 2772 

1800 817 791 
Fax: (07) 5462 2388 

2 



Lockyer Electorate Office 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Cc: 
Subject: 

Sensitivity: 

Jeff 

Lockyer Electorate Office 
Thursday, 3 July 2014 11:24 AM 
deputypremier@ministerial.qld.gov.au; steve.kanowski2@dsdip.qld.gov.au 
'mary.sharp@ministerial.qld.gov.au' 
Member for Lockyer- Southern Freight Rail Corridor 

Confidential 

Thank you for having Steve and Mary meet with me to discuss the Southern Freight Rail Corridor on 17 June 2014. 

As I stated at the meeting, the Southern Freight Rail Corridor was a political decision that will add billions of dollars 
to rail line construction plus add time to the freight journey. 

The best alignment would continue directly east from Ebenezer, Ipswich, and Purga to meet the interstate line in the 
vicinity of Acacia Ridge and Greenbank. 

I have highlighted this matter to the Deputy Prime Minister, Warren Truss MP, the Australian Rail Track Corporation 
Ltd. (ARTC) John Anderson, and the Transport and Main Roads Minister Scott Emerson MP. 

However, unfortunately, it appears to be too complex and the lack of understanding seems to extend to the fact 
that this could add billions of dollars to the project and regrettably, this will be funded by the Australian and 
Queensland tax payers and end users. Also, the long term consequence will be that it will be a longer route through 
difficult terrain, that I would imagine, would have cost overruns in the construction stage. 

Jeff, would it be possible for you as Deputy Premier, Minister for State Development, Infrastructure and Planning to 
highlight my concerns when you are having discussions in relation to the Melbourne to Brisbane rail project. 

I should also highlight that the Port Authority's eager acceptance of a freight route that will bypass the Brisbane 
public transport problems of the current route has limited their critical assessment of the current alignment of the 
Southern Freight Rail Corridor. The Port Authority seem willing to accept any alignment as long as it will get trains to 
the port more easily. Unfortunately, their support does not stand up to logical, critical examination or a business 
case study to support this route. 

If you require any further information please do not hesitate to contact me to discuss. 

Regards 
Ian Rickuss MP 
Member for Lockyer 
Ph: (07) 5462 2772 

1800817791 
Fax: ( 07) 5462 2388 
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Lockyer Electorate Office 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 

Lockyer Electorate Office 
Thursday, 3 July 2014 10:57 AM 
'vhutchinson@artc.com.au' 

Subject: Member for Lockyer- Southern Freight Rail Corridor 

Sensitivity: Confidential 

Attention: John Fullerton 1/.03 

John, 

Please find attached copy of an email I have recently sent to Jim Armstrong, ARTC, Richard Wood General Manager 
Rail and lntermodallnfrastructure Investment Division, Department of Infrastructure and Regional Development 
and Steve Kanowski, Department of State Development, Infrastructure and Planning Queensland in relation to the 
Southern Freight Rail Corridor. 

John, I would like to highlight to you that the previous Queensland Labor Government made a poor political decision 
to support the Southern Freight Rail Corridor to Karagau instead of one of the other routes that would have taken 
the rail line on a more direct path to join up with the Sydney to Brisbane interstate line in the vicinity of Acacia Ridge 
and Greenbank. 

The proposed Southern Freight Rail Corridor will cost billions of dollars extra and will make the freight journey 
longer and more time consuming. 

Could you please ensure that the most cost effective, quickest rail route is used as it would be unfortunate for me to 
have to oppose poor political decisions made by previous Labor governments and then supported by blinded 
bureaucrats who do not appear to be looking after the interests of Queensland and Australian tax payers or who will 
be the end users of the rail network. 

I look forward to receiving your response in relation to this matter and I encourage you to talk to the Queensland 
Deputy Premier, Mr Jeff Seeney in relation to these matters. 

I realise there is some need to have decisions made in a fairly quick time frame, but this does not give any excuse for 
making incorrect decisions because of a time line. 

I do not appear to be able to locate John Anderson's email address, however, these issues were raised at a public 
meeting I had with John and some other ARTC representatives on 2 June at Ipswich. 

Thank you for your assistance in these matters. 

Regards 
Ian Riclmss MP 
Member for Lockyer 
Ph: (07) 5462 2772 

1800 817 791 
Fax: (07) 5462 2388 

From: Lockyer Electorate Office 
Sent: Monday, 2 June 2014 2:51PM 
To: 'jarmstrong@artc.com.au'; 'steve.kanowskiz@dsdip.qld.gov.au'; 'richard.wood@infrastructure.gov.au' 
Subject: Member for Lockyer - SFRC 
Sensitivity: Confidential 
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Jim, Steve and Richard 

As per discussions at this morning's regional stakeholder meeting held at Ipswich, please find attached copy of my 
correspondence to the Deputy Premier highlighting my concerns in relation to the Southern Freight Rail Corridor. 

~FR(IC>eeneyiMP) SRRC (Attl).pdf :SR~C (Att!).pdf :SF:RC (AtU).pdf 
.271Mar.pdf 

Regards 
Ian Rickuss MP 
Member for Lockyer 
Ph: (07) 5462 2772 

1800 817 791 
Fax: (07) 5462 2388 
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IAN RICKUSS MP 
MEMBER FOR LOCKYER 

CONFIDENTIAL 

27 March 2014 

The Honourable J. Seeney MP 
Deputy Premier, Minister for State Development, 
Infrastructure and Planning 
PO Box 15009 
CITY EAST Q 4002 

Dear Jeff 

Electorate office: 
Shop !147 Nmth Street, Gatton 

Email address: 
lockyer@parliament.qld.gov.au 

Website address: 
www.ianrickuss.com.au 

Phone: (07) 5462 2772 
Free Call: 1800817 791 
Fax: (07) 5462 2388 

Cabinet that was held in Toowoomba in late 2013, 
relation to the Southern Freight Rail Corridor . 

• highlighted the issues that the route selected for the Southern Freight Rail Corridor was more 
a political than common sense route and also highlighted some issues in relation to extremely 
expensive land purchases and time lines that make this issue of freight declaration of concern 
(documentation enclosed). 

In summary, I will outline the concerns of many members of my electorate and also some issues 
that do require investigation. 

1. There appeared to be a hurried investigation of a rail corridor to join up with the western 
Queensland line to support the Melbourne to Brisbane futuristic rail proposal. 

2. This appeared to be around the time that the Beattie government was accused of not putting 
appropriate infrastructure in place. Announcements were hurried, not well researched and 
thrown out into the public arena by the Beattie government. 

.... 12 

Lockyer Electorate includes the Local Government areas of: 
Ipswich City Council (part of), Scenic Rim Regional Council (part of), Logan City Council (part oD and Lockyer Valley Regional Council. 



3. A number of options were looked at, N1, N2 and N3 which were also part of the N1 proposal, 
C1, C2, C3 and S1 (see enclosed map). The N1, N2 option were preferred and are the most 
logical. 

4. Reading between the lines of some Ministerial briefs (copy enclosed) it appears that political 
pressure was applied by Labor Party State MPs and Councillors to have the line rerouted to 
the current proposal, the C3. I was not included in these discussions, even though both 
corridors do travel through my electorate, the C3 to a far greater extent. 

5. The extra cost in taking the longer route, the C3, over the N routes has been estimated to be 
in the tune of somewhere between $2 and $4 billion as the terrain is difficult and the cost of 
this type of line is expensive per kilometre. 

6. There appears to be a list of dodgy land transactions that have taken place, along or near the 
route, around the time of the declaration (see attached). 

7. As a long term Member for the electorate of Lockyer and seeing the State's financial position 
terrorised by previous Labor governments and the sophistry that has been used to justify 
some of these projects, I feel this is another project that would not meet any standard 
benchmarks. There has been no business case study, no financial study, and no 
environmental study undertaken. 

Thank you for taking the time to see myself and my constituent in Toowoomba. I do apologise for 
taking so long in getting this information back to you. This matter needs to be investigated fully 
by your Department and I am more than happy to assist in any way that I can. I have extensive 
knowledge of the issue, together with extensive files on the issue. 

I look forward to the LNP government making a common sense sustainable response to this 
matter. 

Yours sincerely 

Original signed 

lan Rickuss MP 
Member for Lockyer 
En c. 

Lockyer Electorate includes the Local Government areas of: 
Ipswich City Council (part of), Scenic Rim Regional Council (part of), Logan City Council (part of) and Lockyer Valley Regional Council. 
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3. A number of options were looked at, N1, N2 and N3 which were also part of the N1 proposal, 
C1, C2, C3 and S1 (see enclosed map). The N1, N2 option were preferred and are the most 
logical. 

4. Reading between the lines of some Ministerial briefs (copy enclosed) it appears that political 
pressure was applied by Labor Party State MPs and Councillors to have the line rerouted to 
the current proposal, the C3. I was not included in these discussions, even though both 
corridors do travel through my electorate, the C3 to a far greater extent. 

5. The extra cost in taking the longer route, the C3, over the N routes has been estimated to be 
in the tune of somewhere between $2 and $4 billion as the terrain is difficult and the cost of 
this type of line is expensive per kilometre. 

6. There appears to be a list of dodgy land transactions that have taken place, along or near the 
route, around the time of the declaration (see attached). 

7. As a long term Member for the electorate of Lockyer and seeing the State's financial position 
terrorised by previous Labor governments and the sophistry that has been used to justify 
some of these projects, I feel this is another project that would not meet any standard 
benchmarks. There has been no business case study, no financial study, and no 
environmental study undertaken. 

Thank you for taking the time to see myself and my constituent in Toowoomba. I do apologise for 
taking so long in getting this information back to you. This matter needs to be investigated fully 
by your Department and I am more than happy to assist in any way that I can. I have extensive 
knowledge of the issue, together with extensive files on the issue. 

I look forward to the LNP government making a common sense sustainable response to this 
matter. 

Yours sincerely 

Original signed 

Jan Rickuss MP 
Member for Lockyer 
Enc. 

Lockyer Electorate Includes the Local Government areas ot 
Ipswich City Council (part o~. Scenic Rim Regional Council (part of), Logan City Council (part o~ and Lockyer Valley Regional Council. 



We UNDERSTAND each policy in the SEQ Regional Plan is in effect a State 
Planning Policy. · . · · 

We have seen no evidence that shows the various studies or the Minister 
have considered relevant State Planning Policies or the SEQ Regional Plan. 
Many of these policies relate to protection of environmental values and 
appropriate use of natural resources. 

We have seen no evidence that shows the Southern Freight Corridor satisfies 
statutory requirements or budgetary commitments of the State. 

Further, given there is evidence (provided further in this submission) to 
suggest C3 had long been chosen by the State Government prior to 
commencement of a number of public consultation processes (i.e. Stage 2 
Study) we would suggest consequently there has been no public consultation. 

We NOTE further that the designation mechanism must. 

Designated land must pass a public benefit test to ensure the 
designation is justified. For example, the designating Minister or local 
government must be satisfied the community infrastructure will 
contribute to environmental protection or ecological 
sustafnability, or satfsfy community_ expectations tor the efficient 
and timely supply of infrastfuctur~;>. 2 

A Minister, before designating land must also be satisfied that for 
development the subject of the proposed designation, there has been 
adequate environmental assessment including adequate public 
consultation, and also adequate account of Issues raised In the 
public consultation. One way in which the requirements for 
adequate environmental assessment a'rd puqfic consultation may 
be met is for the assessment of the proposed development to be 
carried out in accordance with Guidelines 3 under the IPA, section 5.9.9 
(previously 5.8.8). 

z. http://www.dip.qld.gov.aulintegrated-planning-.act/community-;ii-rfrastructure-designation.html 
1 .bt!Q;[~,.dfn,_(l!Q,aov.aufdpCSflpa!Forrn.~mmunltylnfr~r.g@.li!df::Jines/oa111Q Gu!da!in~ 

'•. 
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We NOTE the subject rail corridor has not been budgeted for as shown by the 
SEQ Infrastructure Plan and Program 2008-2026. See below. 

·n 

Further, we NOTE the Maunsell I Aecom report (Southern Freight Rail 
Corridor Study- Volume 1 Summa1y Document Rev A- 26 September 2008) 
states: 

It should be noted that the current study does not include a business 
case assessment for the project, the completion of which would need 
to be undertaken separately in accOrdance with Queensland 
Government Treasury requirements. 

We NOTE that Queensland Transport Brfef for Decision (Ref: MBN7504) 
dated the 29th August 2007 to the Minister for Transport and Main Roads 
slated: 

This was subsequently narrowed down to the route known as CS due 
to the proximity of the Nt option to existing and future urban areas. 

The sub-options were presented to lhf! .project steering committee 
which Is comprised of the Office of Urban Managem!i>nt, the 
Department of Infrastructure, Main Roads, QR Limited and Queensland 
Transport. 

The Steering Committee agreed unanimously that the final alignment 
should occur with In the band of interest (refer attachment 2), and that 
this area should be progressed tor detailed assessment and design. 

To manage community expectations, it is proposed that a media 
announcement (refer Attachment S) occur at approximately the same 
time as elected representatives and affeot~d la.ndho/ders are briefed. 



On the 141" November 2007 Lawrence Hannah Director (Rail Network & 
Strategy) wrote to Cr David Pahlke about the Southern Freight Rail Corridor 
stating: 

As part of the current Study, a workshop'>was held on 6th September 
2007 with various State agencies and iooal governments Including Jlr 
Ipswich City Council. At this workshop a decision was made to move >1\ 
away from connection to the existing Ebenezer rail loop and investigate 
a connection west of Rosewood. 

We are CONCERNED that the State Government had already made a 
decision (before 291" August 2007) prior to this workshop held (6th 
September 2007) With local government representatives. --~ 
While the ministerial briefing (Ref: MBN7504) made on the 29'" August 2007 
provided plauslbls reasons for selecting option C3 our investigations show 
these are meaningless when one closely ·examines the chronological 
sequence of events leading up to the decision to select the C3 option. 

Our gr.eatest concerns relate· to the sales hlsiory for land at the intersection of 
the subject rail corridor and the Cunningham Highway. 

The rural property reference L2 RP198984 Parish of Jeebropilly was sold on ] 
the 12/06/2003 for $365,000. On the s'" July 2005 the State Government 
appears to have purchased the property for $2,500,000 (its valuation o 

$192,500). 

In the same vicinity a similar rural property ref~rence L229, 231 GH31676 ~ 
Parish of Mutdapilly sold for $374,607 on 25/09/2002 and It appears then sold IJ 
to the State Government on the 91h March 2007 for $5,950,000 (its valuation 
$440,000; $155,000 respectively). 

It should be NOTED that Stage 1 study was completed In August 2005 this is 
after the purchase of the property L2 RP198984. 

Further, it should be NOTED that It appears both properties were purchased 
by the State Government prior to the appointment of Maunsell Australia Pty 
Ltd who undertook Stage 2 of the Southern Infrastructure Rail Corridor Study 
(later named South()rn Freight Corridor Study). . . .. . 

Interesting to NOTE that property L2 RP198984 was purchased on the s'h 
July 2005 which Is prior to the completion.o!Jhe Stage 1 study (August 2005) ' Q 
There is also the question of an adjacent property to these now State Lands 
reference L226 RP220388 Parish of Mutdapilly that was purchased for 
$600,000 on 31/0712002 and sold on 01/11/2006 for $15,460,600 (its 
valuation $1 ,750,000) to a non-government entity • 

.. ... 

, 



The result of this process Is an outcome t~at Involves rural land purchased at 
highly Inflated prices In July 2005, prior to any consultation with the 
community let alone decision about the preferred rail line alignment options 
{C3 & N1). By some colncidanoe it appears lahd, -purchased by the State 
Government at a date prior to the commencement of the Stage 2 study, was 
conveniently situated at the intersection of what would be the preferred 
Southern Freight Corridor and Syt:lriey-Brlsbane rail-line. 



Steve Kanowski 
Chief Economist 
Executive Director, Infrastructure Policy and Planning 
Department of State Development. Infrastructure and 
Planning 

Level 2 63 George Street Brisbane 
PO Box 15009 City East Queensland 4002 Australia 
Telephone +617 3452 7301 
Mobile +61 477 7'-7 754 
Email steve.kanowskl2@dsdip.qld.gov .au 
Website www.dsdip.qld.gov.au 

II 

.~. ~A:-n-:strali~::·an::::G::::•:::••=m.:::m::eo::::t _________ _ 
~ Department of Infrastructure and Regional Development 

Richard Wood 
General Manager - Rail and lntermodal 
Infrastructure Investment Division 

T: +61 2 6274 7413 
F: +61 2 6274 7400 
M: +61 410 320 449 
E: richard.wood@infrastructure.gov.au 

GPO Box 594, CANBERRA ACT 2601 

www.infrasttudure.gov.au 
'; ~ ' I 

Jim Armstrong 
PROGRAM MANAGER 
SYDNEY- MElBOURNE CORRIDOR 
BAllAST REHABiliTATION PROGRAMME 

Mobile 
Email 

0408 274 203 
jarmstrong@artc.com.au 

LOCKED BAG 1 • BROADMEADOW • NSW • 2292 
UNIT 5/33 NEWTON ST • BROADMEADOW • NSW • 2292 
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Martin Albrecht AC 
FTSE Hoo FIEAust. 

Suite 1, level 3, 24 McDougal! Street 
Milton Qld 4064 

Tel+61735125602 Fa,+61735125656 
Mab 0418 880 852 

malbrecht@gendynomics.com.au 

Australian Government 

Reconstruction Inspectorate 

Martin Albrecht AC 

GPO Box803 
Canberra ACT 2601 

ROB MOFFAT 

p (07] 3512 5600 
M 0418880852 
E malbrecht@gendynamics.com.au 
E reconstructioninspectorate@regional.gov .au 
W reconstructioninspectorate.gov.au 

-----------

THIESS 

Strategic Development Manager 

Level 7,189 Grey Street 

South Bank OLD 4101 
T +61 7 3121 8760 F +61 7 3121 8710 M +61 414 390 783 

E rmoffat@thiess.com.au I thiess.com.au 

THIESS PTY L TO 



Figure4 Route Options from the Southern lnfrostrncture Corridor Study, 2005 
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