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24 March 2026 
 
 
Mr Warwick Davis  
Frontier Economics Pty Ltd  
Ground Floor, 395 Collins Street  
Melbourne, VIC 3000  
 
By Email: Warwick.davis@frontier-economics.com.au  
 
 
 
Dear Mr Davis 
 
 
Notice of Objection to the Australian Amalgamated Terminals (AAT) 2026-27 Tariff 
Schedule 
 
1 Background 

1.1 We act for an Australian entity whose business entails regular use of the facilities 
operated by Australian Amalgamated Terminals (AAT), including the Port of Brisbane, 
Port Kembla and the recently acquired Webb Dock West Automotive Terminal.  

1.2 We refer to the notice and proposed 2026-27 Tariff Schedule (Tariff) issued by AAT 
on 3 March 2026.  

1.3 We further refer to section 3.1 of Schedule 5 of the undertaking to the Australian 
Competition and Consumer Commission (ACCC) given by AAT, Melbourne 
International RoRo & Auto Terminal Pty Ltd and Qube Holdings Limited 
(Undertaking), under section 87B of the Competition and Consumer Act 2010.  

1.4 In accordance with section 3.1 of Schedule 5 of the Undertaking, our client seeks to 
formally lodge this Objection Notice with respect to a number of Charges as defined in 
the Undertaking (Charges), as well as other fees, charges, tariffs or duties which 
have not been defined as Charges by AAT.  

1.5 The Undertaking provides that AAT must comply with the Price Dispute Resolution 
process in Schedule 5 to the Undertaking to determine any disputes by any Dispute 
Applicant in relation to “the introduction of any new fee, charge, tariff or duty however 
so described”. 

1.6 A Dispute Applicant is defined as “a person with a genuine direct or indirect economic 
interest in the terms and conditions of use of the Terminal and includes users of a 
Terminal, importers and exporters (and/or their industry representative bodies).”  

mailto:Warwick.davis@frontier-economics.com.au


Our ref:  ATH:20230767 Letter to:  Mr Warwick Davis, Independent Price Expert 
Your ref:   Page: 2/12  

 
 

20240937_6623536v2 

1.7 Our client specialises in freight forwarding and cargo brokering and frequently utilises 
AAT facilities to conduct its business operations.  

1.8 The services our client provides range from door-to-door to port-to-port shipping. It 
facilitates transportation routes from Brisbane, Port Kembla and Melbourne, ending at 
Fremantle.  

1.9 Our client’s coastal shipments comprise a diverse range of cargo, including 
passenger cars, trucks, buses, boats on trailers, caravans, and construction 
machinery. These units are shipped to Fremantle for further distribution to various 
inland destinations across Western Australia. Our client’s business does not involve 
exporting cargo overseas.  

1.10 Our client’s shipping services operate on a regular basis with quick transit times. 
These services present a more efficient and cost-effective alternative to transporting 
vehicles by road.  

1.11 Beyond shipping, our client also arranges for the collection and delivery of vehicles, 
ensuring an end-to-end solution for road transportation needs across the country. 

2 Our client’s standing to raise an Objection Notice  

2.1 In our view, based on the above description of our client’s business operations, our 
client clearly falls within the scope of a Dispute Applicant as defined by the 
Undertaking.  

2.2 As the Independent Price Expert would be aware, our client has made previous 
attempts to challenge the ‘vehicle export handling fee’ imposed by AAT at various 
terminals it operates. 

2.3 However, these actions have not led to the desired outcome of having the fee 
reviewed as the IPE and AAT were of the view that the ‘vehicle export handling fee’ 
did not fall within the definition of a Charge under the Undertaking.  

2.4 We note that prior to the amended Undertaking being adopted in 2025 due to the 
acquisition of MIRRAT by AAT, previous undertakings given to the ACCC did not 
contain a mechanism to challenge the designation of a new fee, charge, duty or tariff 
as not being a Charge.  

2.5 As a result of this stance, the export handling fee introduced at Port Kembla and 
Brisbane in 2023, and in Melbourne in 2025 was unable to be successfully challenged 
and reviewed under the Price Dispute Resolution mechanism in the Undertaking.   

2.6 The introduction of the ‘vehicle export handling fee’ has been the subject of extensive 
complaints and correspondence to the ACCC on behalf of our client and other entities 
we have acted for previously.  

2.7 We refer to previous submissions to the ACCC made on behalf of our client and other 
entities in relation to the acquisition of MIRRAT by AAT. We can provide the IPE with 
confidential versions of these submissions to the ACCC, which are not to be shared 
with any other party.  
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2.8 Those submissions provide further details regarding the lack of justification and 
reasonableness of the ‘vehicle export handling fee’, and the ongoing detrimental 
effects upon our client’s operations and financial position. 

3 Relevant fees, charges, tariff and duties  

3.1 We note that the scope of this Objection Notice will be broader than only the ‘vehicle 
export handling fee’ previously identified in our previous correspondence with the IPE.  

3.2 Our client has identified a number of other fees, charges, tariffs and duties in the 
Tariff which in its view are either unjustified, unreasonable or disproportionate to the 
service allegedly being provided by AAT on account of that expense.  

3.3 Below we have set out the Charges, as well as the fees, charges, tariffs and duties 
identified by our client and explained why they are being disputed and the negative 
impacts they are having on our client’s business. 

3.4 Please note that where an item is already defined as a Charge, our client objects to 
the Charge.  Where an item is defined as an ‘other tariff’, our client’s position is that 
the ‘other tariff’ should be characterised as a Charge and there be able to be 
challenged under the Price Dispute Resolution mechanism in the Undertaking. 

Item Description Category 

Charge 
(C) or 
Other 
Tariff 
(OT) 

AUD 
($) 

Reason for Objection 

Late 
Receival 

Gate 
Passes 

 
A fee applied to 

cargo that 
arrives at the 
terminal after 

the designated 
cut-off time, 
requiring a 

special 
authorisation for 

entry. 
 

Port of 
Brisbane - 
Schedule 

3 - 
Receival 

and 
Delivery 
Charge 

C 
$40.9
6 per 
car 

The terminal operator 
performs no additional 

administrative or 
operational tasks to 

process a late gate pass 
beyond the standard 

receival procedure. The 
fee is not cost-justified, as 

there is no incremental 
resource expenditure 

incurred. 

Administra
tive 

Charge 

For 
amendments to 
incorrect export 

receival 
advice/pre 

receival advice 
information 

Port of 
Brisbane - 
Schedule 

3 - 
Receival 

and 
Delivery 
Charge 

OT 

$91.4
8 per 
instan

ce 

The charge is excessive 
and disproportionate to the 
clerical effort required for 

minor data amendments. It 
does not reflect a 

reasonable fee for service 
and appears to act as a 
penalty rather than cost 

recovery. 
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Yard 
Move 

A fee applied 
when cargo or a 
vehicle must be 
relocated within 

the terminal. 

Port of 
Brisbane - 
Schedule 

5 – 
Quarantin
e Service 

Fees 

OT 
$83.8
8 per 
move 

The requirement for a yard 
move is driven by the 

terminal operator’s internal 
logistical requirements 

rather than a request for 
service by the client. 

Carriers and stevedores 
routinely park vehicles in 

locations specifically 
designated by AAT; any 
subsequent relocation is 
for the operator’s own 
operational efficiency. 
Furthermore, the fee is 

commercially non-
competitive, as the cost for 
a short internal transfer is 
equal to the market rate 
for a 50km external line-

haul move. Consequently, 
the charge is both 

operationally unjustified 
and priced well above a 

reasonable cost-recovery 
basis. 

Yard 
Jump 
Start 

A service fee for 
providing battery 
assistance to a 
vehicle that is 
unable to start 
under its own 
power while 
within the 

terminal yard 

Port of 
Brisbane - 
Schedule 

5 – 
Quarantin
e Service 

Fees 

OT 
$155.
49 per 
start 

The charge is excessive 
relative to the simple 
nature of the service. 
Additionally, there are 

ongoing concerns 
regarding the operator's 
standard of care during 
these procedures and a 

lack of recourse for 
damage caused by 
improper jump-start 

techniques. 

Wharf 
Storage 

Fees 

Fees charged 
for the storage 
of undelivered 

cargo left at the 
terminal 

Port of 
Brisbane – 
Schedule 
6 – Wharf 
Storage 

Fees 

OT 

Day 1 
to 3 - 
$85.2

9 

Day 4 
onwar
ds - 

$147.
10 

The proposed storage fees 
are commercially 

disproportionate and lack 
a transparent cost-basis. 
Despite Brisbane having 

lower underlying industrial 
land values compared to 

other states, the proposed 
rates are the highest. 

Furthermore, the 
escalation in the daily rate 



Our ref:  ATH:20230767 Letter to:  Mr Warwick Davis, Independent Price Expert 
Your ref:   Page: 5/12  

 
 

20240937_6623536v2 

from Day 4 onwards is 
predatory and functions as 
an unreasonable penalty 

rather than a cost-recovery 
mechanism.  

Second 
Hand Cars 
Handling 

Fee 

A separate 
handling fee for 
imported second 
hand vehicles. 

Port of 
Brisbane -
Schedule 

7 – 
Service 
Fees 

OT 

$123.
44 per 
import 

car 

The fee lacks a functional 
basis as third-party 

providers, rather than the 
terminal operator, conduct 
the inspections. Under the 

ROCIP scheme, where 
only 5% of units are 

inspected, a blanket fee on 
all units is discriminatory 

and should, at most, apply 
only to the small 

percentage of vehicles 
actually inspected. 

Export 
Handling 

Fee 

The export 
handling fee is a 
service fee for 
preparing and 

handling export 
cargo. 

Port of 
Brisbane - 
Schedule 

7 – 
Service 
Fees 

OT 

$123.
44 per 

car, 
wheel
ed or 
tracke
d unit 

There is no identifiable 
difference in the 

operational handling of 
new versus used vehicles 
for export. As the terminal 

operator’s workload 
remains unchanged, this 
fee represents a charge 
for which no additional 

service or value is 
provided. 

Late 
Receival 

Gate 
Passes 

 
A fee applied to 

cargo that 
arrives at the 
terminal after 

the designated 
cut-off time, 
requiring a 

special 
authorisation for 

entry. 
 

Port 
Kembla – 
Schedule 

3 – 
Receival 

and 
Delivery 
Charge 

C 

$304.
29 per 
instan
ce or 
load 
of 

gener
al 

cargo/
RoRo 
cargo 

$58.5
1 per 
car 

The terminal operator 
performs no additional 

administrative or 
operational tasks to 

process a late gate pass 
beyond the standard 

receival procedure. The 
fee is not cost-justified, as 

there is no incremental 
resource expenditure 

incurred. 
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Administra
tive 

Charge 

For 
amendments to 
incorrect export 

receival 
advice/pre 

receival advice 
information 

Port 
Kembla – 
Schedule 

3 – 
Receival 

and 
Delivery 
Charge 

OT 
$89.4

0 

The charge is excessive 
and disproportionate to the 
clerical effort required for 

minor data amendments. It 
does not reflect a 

reasonable fee for service 
and appears to act as a 
penalty rather than cost 

recovery. 

Car 
Inspection 

A fee for the 
physical 

examination of a 
vehicle to verify 

its condition, 
identity, or 

compliance with 
safety and 
biosecurity 
standards. 

Port 
Kembla – 
Schedule 

5 – 
Quarantin
e Services 

Fees 

OT 
$88.6
7 per 
unit 

Our client seeks formal 
verification that this 
inspection fee will not be 
levied against used import 
units. It is our client’s 
position that such a charge 
would constitute a 
duplication of existing 
services, as used vehicles 
are already subject to 
comprehensive biosecurity 
and identity verification 
protocols upon discharge. 

Yard 
Move 

A fee applied 
when cargo or a 
vehicle must be 
relocated within 

the terminal. 

Port 
Kembla - 
Schedule 

5 – 
Quarantin
e Service 

Fees 

OT 
$55.4
7 per 
move 

The requirement for a yard 
move is driven by the 

terminal operator’s internal 
logistical requirements 

rather than a request for 
service by the client. 

Carriers and stevedores 
routinely park vehicles in 

locations specifically 
designated by AAT; any 
subsequent relocation is 
for the operator’s own 
operational efficiency. 
Furthermore, the fee is 

commercially non-
competitive, as the cost for 
a short internal transfer is 
equal to the market rate 
for a 50km external line-

haul move. Consequently, 
the charge is both 

operationally unjustified 
and priced well above a 

reasonable cost-recovery 
basis. 
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Yard 
Jump 
Start 

A service fee for 
providing battery 
assistance to a 
vehicle that is 
unable to start 
under its own 
power while 
within the 

terminal yard 

Port 
Kembla - 
Schedule 

5 – 
Quarantin
e Service 

Fees 

OT 
$115.
91 per 
start 

The charge is excessive 
relative to the simple 
nature of the service. 
Additionally, there are 

ongoing concerns 
regarding the operator's 
standard of care during 
these procedures and a 

lack of recourse for 
damage caused by 
improper jump-start 

techniques. 

Day 1 to 3 
of storage 

Fees charged 
for the storage 
of undelivered 

cargo left at the 
terminal 

Port 
Kembla – 
Schedule 
6 – Wharf 
Storage 

Fees 

OT 

$36.4
9 per 
unit 
per 
day 

The proposed increase 
exceeds a reasonable 
annual adjustment and 

lacks sufficient cost-based 
justification. Our client 
submits that any price 
escalation should be 

capped at the prevailing 
CPI rate, resulting in a 
maximum charge of 
$35.17 (plus GST). 

Day 4 
onwards 

Fees charged 
for the storage 
of undelivered 

cargo left at the 
terminal 

Port 
Kembla – 
Schedule 
6 – Wharf 
Storage 

Fees 

OT 

$56.2
4 per 
unit 
per 
day 

The proposed daily rates 
and the sharp escalation 
from Day 4 are excessive 
and exceed reasonable 

CPI adjustments. 
Furthermore, storage fees 
should not accrue where 

delays are caused by 
government regulatory 

impediments (ABF/DAFF) 
beyond the importer’s 

control. 

Second 
Hand Cars 
Handling 

Fee 

A separate 
handling fee for 
imported second 
hand vehicles. 

Port of 
Kembla -
Schedule 

7 – 
Service 
Fees 

OT 

$55.2
2 per 
import 

car 

The fee lacks a functional 
basis as third-party 

providers, rather than the 
terminal operator, conduct 
the inspections. Under the 

ROCIP scheme, where 
only 5% of units are 

inspected, a blanket fee on 
all units is discriminatory 

and should, at most, apply 
only to the small 
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percentage of vehicles 
actually inspected. 

Export 
Handling 

Fee 

The export 
handling fee is a 
service fee for 
preparing and 

handling export 
cargo. 

Port of 
Kembla - 
Schedule 

7 – 
Service 
Fees 

OT 

$120.
64 per 

car, 
wheel
ed or 
tracke
d unit 

There is no identifiable 
difference in the 

operational handling of 
new versus used vehicles 
for export. As the terminal 

operator’s workload 
remains unchanged, this 
fee represents a charge 
for which no additional 

service or value is 
provided. 

Late 
Receival 

Fee 

A charge 
applied to cargo 
that is delivered 
to the terminal 

after the 
officially 

coordinated cut-
off time. 

Webb 
Dock 

West – 
Schedule 

3 – 
Receival & 

Delivery 
Charge 

C 
$88.5
4 per 
unit 

The imposition of a late 
receival fee is not 

supported by a 
corresponding increase in 

operational activity or 
resource expenditure by 

the terminal operator. 
Given that the physical 

receipt and processing of 
the cargo remains identical 
to a standard delivery, the 
fee lacks a cost-recovery 

basis and appears to 
function as an arbitrary 

penalty rather than a fee 
for a distinct service. 

Administra
tive 

Charge 

For 
amendments to 
incorrect export 

receival 
advice/pre 

receival advice 
information 

Webb 
Dock 

West - 
Schedule 

3 - 
Receival 

and 
Delivery 
Charge 

OT 

$93.3
9 per 
instan

ce 

The charge is excessive 
and disproportionate to the 
clerical effort required for 

minor data amendments. It 
does not reflect a 

reasonable fee for service 
and appears to act as a 
penalty rather than cost 

recovery. 

Wheeled 
Vehicles < 

20CBM 
storage 

fee 

Fees charged 
for the storage 
of undelivered 

cargo left at the 
terminal 

Webb 
Dock 

West – 
Schedule 
4 – Wharf 
Storage 

Fees 

OT 

$63.4
3 per 
unit 
per 
day 

The proposed storage rate 
for wheeled vehicles under 

20CBM is commercially 
excessive and lacks a 
transparent cost-based 

justification. The fee 
significantly exceeds 

reasonable cost-recovery 
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levels for the provision of 
standing room and does 
not appear to reflect the 
actual land-use costs or 
operational overheads 

incurred by the terminal. 

Second 
Hand 

Wheeled 
Vehicles < 
25 CBM 

These tariffs are 
charged for the 
inspection and 
treatment of 

cargo to ensure  
compliance with 

local 
government 

biosecurity and 
quarantine 
regulations. 

Webb 
Dock 

West – 
Schedule 

5 – 
Quarantin
e Services 

Fees 

OT 
$518.
81 per 

unit 

The proposed tariff is 
grossly excessive and 
lacks a functional cost 

basis. In Melbourne, the 
terminal operator performs 

no additional labour or 
administrative tasks for 

these units, as importers 
are mandated to engage 
third-party providers to 

conduct the actual 
biosecurity inspections. 

Furthermore, for vehicles 
processed under ROCIP, 
only a 5% random audit is 

required by DAFF. 
Applying a significant, 
uniform fee to 100% of 

these shipments is 
inherently discriminatory 

and does not reflect a fee-
for-service model. Any 
such charge should, at 

most, be strictly limited to 
the 5% of units that 

actually undergo physical 
inspection. 

Second 
Hand 

Wheeled 
Vehicles > 
25 CBM 

These tariffs are 
charged for the 
inspection and 
treatment of 

cargo to ensure  
compliance with 

local 
government 

biosecurity and 
quarantine 
regulations. 

Webb 
Dock 

West – 
Schedule 

5 – 
Quarantin
e Services 

Fees 

OT 
$622.
57 per 

unit 

The proposed tariff is 
grossly excessive and 
lacks a functional cost 

basis. In Melbourne, the 
terminal operator performs 

no additional labour or 
administrative tasks for 

these units, as importers 
are mandated to engage 
third-party providers to 

conduct the actual 
biosecurity inspections. 

Furthermore, for vehicles 
processed under ROCIP, 
only a 5% random audit is 
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required by DAFF. 
Applying a significant, 
uniform fee to 100% of 

these shipments is 
inherently discriminatory 

and does not reflect a fee-
for-service model. Any 
such charge should, at 

most, be strictly limited to 
the 5% of units that 

actually undergo physical 
inspection. 

Movement 
to/from 

designate 
inspection/
washing 

area 

 

Webb 
Dock 

West – 
Schedule 

5 – 
Quarantin
e Services 

Fees 

OT 
$74.0
9 per 
move 

The proposed fee for 
internal movement to and 

from designated inspection 
or washing areas is 

commercially 
unreasonable and 

disproportionate to the 
service provided. By way 
of comparison, the market 

rate for a full-scale 
external transport of a 

vehicle via truck to a third-
party wash bay is 

approximately $80.00. 
Given that this terminal 

charge applies to a 
significantly less resource-
intensive internal driving 

movement over a minimal 
distance, it lacks a 

transparent cost-recovery 
basis.  

Inspection 
Fee 

A fee for the 
physical 

examination of a 
vehicle to verify 

its condition, 
identity, or 

compliance with 
safety and 
biosecurity 
standards. 

Webb 
Dock 

West – 
Schedule 

5 – 
Quarantin
e Services 

Fees 

OT 
$98.4
2 per 
move 

This fee is misaligned with 
the terminal operator's 

role, as statutory 
compliance is overseen by 

government authorities, 
and vehicle identification is 
already performed by the 

stevedore during 
discharge. It represents a 

duplication of existing 
processes. 
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Yard 
Jump 
Start 

A service fee for 
providing battery 
assistance to a 
vehicle that is 
unable to start 
under its own 
power while 
within the 

terminal yard 

Webb 
Dock 

West  - 
Schedule 

8 – 
Service 
Fees 

OT 
$124.
80 per 

unit 

The charge is excessive 
relative to the simple 
nature of the service. 
Additionally, there are 

ongoing concerns 
regarding the operator’s 
standard of care during 
these procedures and a 

lack of recourse for 
damage caused by 
improper jump-start 

techniques. 

Export 
Handling 

Fee 

The export 
handling fee is a 
service fee for 
preparing and 

handling export 
cargo. 

Webb 
Dock 

West - 
Schedule 

8 – 
Service 
Fees 

OT 
$118 
per 
unit 

There is no identifiable 
difference in the 

operational handling of 
new versus used vehicles 
for export. As the terminal 

operator’s workload 
remains unchanged, this 
fee represents a charge 
for which no additional 

service or value is 
provided. 

Second 
Hand Cars 
Handling 

Fee 

A separate 
handling fee for 
imported second 
hand vehicles. 

Webb 
Dock 

West - 
Schedule 

8 – 
Service 
Fees OT 

$62.4
0 per 
unit 

The fee lacks a functional 
basis as third-party 

providers, rather than the 
terminal operator, conduct 
the inspections. Under the 

ROCIP scheme, where 
only 5% of units are 

inspected, a blanket fee on 
all units is discriminatory 

and should, at most, apply 
only to the small 

percentage of vehicles 
actually inspected. 

 

4 Introduction of the Receival and Delivery Charge  

4.1 Our client also strongly opposes the proposed introduction of a Receival and Delivery 
(R&D) Charge for wheeled and tracked vehicles as it constitutes an unreasonable 
duplication of existing fees.  

4.2 Historically, the costs associated with the handling and processing of automotive 
cargo have been recovered through the port charges already levied on the shipping 
lines.  
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4.3 As the terminal operator provides no additional or distinct service to justify this new 
tariff, the charge represents a ‘double recovery’ of costs for functions already 
captured under the existing pricing structure.  

4.4 Furthermore, the operator has failed to provide a transparent breakdown of the 
incremental costs specifically associated with automotive R&D that would necessitate 
an additional per-unit levy, making the R&D charge commercially unjustified. 

5 Further issues with storage fees 

5.1 Our client submits it is an industry principle that storage should not accrue while cargo 
is subject to a mandatory government or quarantine impediment (such as 'flushing' or 
Brown Marmorated Stink Bug (BMSB) treatments).  

5.2 The current practice of levying storage fees while vehicles are held for biosecurity 
processing is inconsistent with the 'free time' objectives of the Tariff Schedule. 

5.3 Furthermore, there is a lack of national consistency in how 'free time' is calculated. 
While Brisbane correctly commences the three-day free period only after a quarantine 
inspection is completed, the practices in Melbourne and Port Kembla prematurely 
trigger storage charges before the cargo is even available for collection.  

5.4 Our client seeks a uniform rule across all ports ensuring that storage does not accrue 
until 72 hours after the cargo has been cleared of all regulatory impediments. 

If you require any further information and documents or wish to discuss any aspect of this 
Objection Notice, please do not hesitate to contact us.  

 
Yours faithfully 

 
 
 
Andrew Hudson                        Alexander Uskhopov  
Partner                                     Associate 
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Shipping Australia Limited 
ABN 61 096 012 574 

Suite 606, Level 6, 80 William Street 
Woolloomooloo NSW 2011 

PO Box Q388 QVB PO, Sydney NSW 1230 
 

www.shippingaustralia.com.au 
admin@shippingaustralia.com.au 

SAL2026-009 

23 March 2026 

Mr Warwick Davis 
Frontier Economics Pty Ltd 
 

Via email: warwick.davis@frontier-economics.com.au 
Cc: Vincent.Macheda@aaterminals.com.au 

mergersru@accc.gov.au 
hugo.dunkley@accc.gov.au 

 
Dear Mr Davis 
 
RE: Price dispute – objection notice to Australian Amalgamated Terminals’ notice and 
proposed 2026-27 Tariff Schedule as issued by AAT in accordance with clause 5 of 
Schedule 1 and clause 2.2 of Schedule 5 of the AAT Undertaking 
 
Shipping Australia is an industry association that represents the participants in Australia’s 
international supply chain. We have over 70 members, which includes large ocean shipping 
lines, shipping agents and companies that generally provide services to the maritime industry 
in Australia.  
Objection 1: lack of disclosure in calculation of charge 
Transparency, predictability, and structured consultation are essential to maintaining 
confidence in the regulatory framework. Cost recovery principles require transparency, 
efficiency, and proportionality. 
Without access to the underlying cost model or revenue projections, members are unclear 
whether the increase reflects genuine cost pressures, reform-related expenditure, or structural 
changes in service delivery arrangements. 
Objections are raised on the basis that the cost justification used to determine the increases 
has not been adequately disclosed.  
Members would like disclosure on: 

• the basis and cost justification used to determine the magnitude of increases for 
breakbulk cargo 

• whether AAT has undertaken an impact assessment on breakbulk operators and 
project cargo supply chains 

• A detailed breakdown of the specific cost components underpinning the proposed 
increase 

• Quantification of accumulated costs and revenues over a five-year period 
• Revenue projections before and after adjustment 
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Objection 2: the amount by which it is proposed that the charges be increased 
Our members note that CPI-based annual adjustments are generally accepted but that the 
proposed fee increases are considerably above inflation. Members have specifically 
commented adversely in relation to:  

• Receival and delivery 
o Members object to the new R&D Charge on RoRo units from next year. 

 
• Melbourne 

o that the Facility Access Charges are rising by up to 59%. 
o general and breakbulk cargo is to increase by approximately 24–25%.  

 
• Brisbane 

o general / breakbulk cargo will increase by approximately 21–22%. 
 

• Port Kembla 
o general cargo: increase of approximately 35%, primarily driven by a near 

doubling of the R&D (receival and delivery) component; it is noted and 
accepted that the published R&D tariff represents a worst-case scenario and 
that in practice the terminal may charge approximately 50% of the listed rate if 
approvals are obtained prior to discharge, however, the headline tariff 
nevertheless represents a substantial escalation. 
 

Generally, it is also noted that the lay-up rate adjustment is comparatively modest at 3.76%, 
which further highlights the magnitude of the increases applied specifically to breakbulk 
handling. In contrast, in contrast, containers will rise by about 2% to 3% in line with typical 
adjustments.  
We would therefore like to raise a Price Dispute with you in accordance with the process in 
the AAT Undertaking given to the ACCC. 
As the membership organisation of the international ocean shipping industry (including 
marine service providers) which has been instructed to raise this Price Dispute by our 
members – which are direct users of AAT’s services – and we therefore consider we have a 
genuine economic interest in this matter.  
Please do not hesitate to contact us if you would like to discuss this matter.  
 
Yours sincerely, 
 

 
 
Capt Melwyn Noronha 
CEO, Shipping Australia 
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