
The BLOR and M9/OSO Corridors, Part 2

Description

This post is the second of two in response to a proposal to create two motorway and rail corridors 
through the Hawkesbury.

The first video provides some historical context to the broader phenomenon of State and Federal 
governments foisting large projects on unsuspecting communities. The challenge of balancing long 
term planning and the impact on individual communities has frequently been botched, and I cited the 
history of corridor sell-offs, and earlier proposals for airports, prisons, dumps and new suburbs, by both 
major political parties, as salutary examples.

What follows is a transcript of the video, with documents referenced on-screen linked or inserted as
needed.

TRANSCRIPT:

In the first video, I provided a small history lesson about the litany of misguided schemes that
governments of both hues have cooked up over the decades for the Hawkesbury, and how each one,
after a fight from the community, was scuttled, and the government of the day had their asses handed
to them, on a plate.

Today, let me be far more specific about the current corridor proposals. This video is also a part of my
submission to Transport for NSW.

Point 1:  Both these corridor proposals are equally bad.

It is true that the Bells line of road corridor has gained more publicity here in the Hawkesbury, including
through a very well attended meeting at Clarendon showground a few weeks ago. But the fundamental
problem of both corridors are the same.

Both corridors divide rural communities, destroy productive agricultural and equine lands, diminish
visual amenity, endanger ecological communities and threaten the futures that families thought they
had by buying homes outside of what I call ant-nest Sydney.
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And both corridors suffer from the deficiencies of process that have landed these proposals on
unsuspecting voters, without sufficient community consultation, without  enough knowledge of the
options to make meaningful contributions to the debate, and in a time-frame that is far too short.

The community has had barely 8 weeks to inform themselves and organise to have their say on 
projects that may happen decades from now. What’s the rush?

Point 2: The River crossing has to be back on the table
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We are free to speculate that the government will change its mind about the Castlereagh corridor. It
may default to the original 1951 alignment, and it may choose to stop at the Hawkesbury Nepean river
instead of crossing over it.

If that’s the case, then the question of an extra crossing of the river must be back on the table.
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I always believed that only someone as major as the M9 could deliver what we’ve always needed – a
new crossing of the Hawkesbury Nepean River, somewhere between North Richmond and Wilberforce.

The BLOR/ Castlereagh corridor (purple, at left) and the M9/ OSO corridor (blue, at right),
and the floodplain. Castlereagh is a long way from where traffic relief is needed, which
should be between North Richmond and Wilberforce

It turns out that we got proposals for two corridors, and neither delivered. The briefing Council received
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on the Castlereagh corridor actually suggested that it would help alleviate traffic on Windsor Road, by
putting a new crossing of the river at Castlereagh, more than half the way to Penrith. Bollocks!

But what  a huge political win it would be for the party that redirected the M9 along, say, the south
creek floodplain, crossed the Hawkesbury river downstream of Windsor bridge, and joined it to the
Putty road, providing a link to both the Hunter and Newcastle as originally intended.

An alternative route that would cross the South Creek floodplain and cross the Hawkesbury
River downstream of Windsor.
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Point 3: Why are both corridors roads to nowhere?

The Bells line corridor is irrelevant unless there is a major amplification of Bells line itself west of
Kurrajong Heights and over the range. There isn’t anything like a compelling case for this given that
billions have been spent over the last two decades to upgrade the Great Western Freeway.
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