'PROPOSEtJ E__NHANCEMENTS TO TH‘E-‘AI’RPGRT'ON' cHR}s’_‘_'r_MA'_s' IS_LA'_NE)Q-_' e

suanﬂlsszow FROM THE SHIRE OF CHRISTMAS ISLAND TO THE PARLIAMENT
STANDING COMMETTEE ON P{}BLIC WORKS B
' 12" June 2002 o '

SUMMARY o , . 5
The Shn’e of Christmas Island generally supports the upgradmg and enhanczng of thef}_'_f

axrport however there are some areas of concern that we wish to ra:se wath regard to the T

_ potentza! 1mpacts of the proposal.

- PUBLIC CONSULTATION

The Shire of Christmas Island has not received any public consultation 'docurn'eﬁt'atibh”ér.}:-:_: o

“environmental report and has thus based this submission on the mformataon contamed m: .':
the Draft Christmas Island International Asrport Master Pian produced on behaif of the |

{Jepartment of Territories and Reglona! Services.

DRAFT ca&}s.frms ISLAND INTERNATIONAL AIRPORT _MASTER_ P’Lm'_- o

itis rec:egmsed that it may be argued that the Draft Christmas Island InternatlonaE Alrport_"__ ' .

Master Pian may hot be relevant in relation to the these prcceedings ¥t is, however :_
belteved to be relevant due to it being the only detailed mformat&on avaalabte to the Shlre in .

reiat;on to the airport ehhancement.

The draft plan contains a large amount of usefu! mformatlon and data m reEataon ta

the eperatzon of aerodromes and the Ieg:s!atlon that normally applles The plan o

is mas isiand anrport R AT . .
ermo ____'_-.espemally in relatton to the scahng of the mciuded figures-.:;

“however,. does not cons&stent!y explam how and whether thts :nformation w:i! be -




. 'eventhough this is stated as an objective of the p!an There is no reference to the'_'r:? -'
- draft Chnstmas Island Town Plannmg ‘Scheme or zonzng m proxlm:ty to the alrport o
agam eventhough compatlblllty with !ocal and regional planmng objectlves was_'-'_'_ o

The plan appears to make numerous assumptaons for whzch ilttle or no Justlf;catxon

is prowded " No real consideration appears to have been made :f these_':'_;_'_'.
| assumptzons do not eventuate. The plan does not conSJder the compatlbility of thej}if'-_:f.: 3
- a{rport with the ex;stmg and Ilkely (near) future land’ uses (spemf' ca!iy resmientral)_'? -

-"'stated as an objective of the plan. Potential social economic and enwronmentai-'_:-'---'-'_
impacts do not appear to have been fully explored and the pian does not’ reﬂectf_’_”
- consultation with all stakeholders, espemally iocai ones | SR R

A!RGRAFT' NOISE

Noase is the most tanglbte impact assoc:iated WIth an alrport An acoustfc (aircraft no:se)"__ff: P

lmpact study should be conducted and should mclude but not be Eimlted to

.__:Assessment of hfgh dB levels (>85dB) at locatlons such as the hospltai and__'.-.

" residential areas that are likely to be expenenced

Assessment of the ex:stmg and future adjacent land deveiopment and adopt worse::_: _
§ fcase scenarios (eg: existing neighbaurmg reSJdences with open ventllation) R
_'Identlfy any noise mlt;gatlon measures that may be conducted ' _ |
It should be recognlsed that s;ngle nosse events especiaily ioud ones may cause
" nuisance: {eg early mommglmght) o - R S | |
- “f’onahtylp;tchhntruszveness and frequency bandw;dth should be zdentn‘" ed andf-'_-:: R

' 'assessed

The zmpac’t of vibration assomated with the nmse should be assessed

OTHERE&wR‘oNMEﬁTAuM‘PACTS

Aithough noise may wei! be the major envlronmental :mpact it shoufd be recogmsed that it_"_:.f o
is not the onEy one. Environmental 1mpacts (lncludmg somal |mpacts) due to t!'leeﬂ'f'_-:.:"_-E :

compiexatles are general[y difficult to place in a hlerarchy Nmse IS an Important 1ssue that:"_'_-lf R
may constram the further development of the a:rport but all other issues’ should aiso be
considered as’ they may also have a significant constrammg effect (eg ecoiogy, traff c

L --enerat:on--- v;brat;on_ _(other than noise generated), poliu’aon soclal 1mpacts, etc) I




- ) ;.';'expe__ ve opefatfon that mcreases the cest of ;et fuei on Chrzstmas 'Island

__Atthough the Oreft Christmas lIsland Internatlonal Alrport Master F‘Ian makes no'

- 'mference an Enwronmentai Impact Study should be conducted to assess aEI the potentnai_'-_'__:-__f |

zmpects the enhancement of the airport w1ll create

BIRD STRIKE HAZARD

Probtems with scavenger birds such as gulls and pehcans are not currently an 1ssue en :
Chnstmas IsEand It is apparent that many of the btl’dS on Chrtstmes Island are Earge birds':."._

that appear to have slow take offs due’ to thefr size. They normaliy land enty in hlgher
_trees because of this and when takmg off drop down to bu;ld up speed There are_';-_'_';:'f_':-
occurrences though where they Eand on the ground especzelly |n open areas (EQ
ezrﬁe!ds) Bn’d strikes have occ:urrecl and atthough the hazard may be iess frequent :t may"-_'_.'{

be just es devastatmg

'tt is suggested that due to the endemic hature of many of the b;rd spec&es cn the tstand
'_specraiist acfv;ce is IikeEy to be necessary as standard blrd harassment techmques and'_'-._'.;_;'_'-_-

: management as utmsed by aerodromes elsewhere may be |nappropnate/meffectzve '_

EM?ERGENCY-SEMES

What emergency services are to be provsded to the azrport'? Apparentiy Chrzstmas isiand_: .
airport currentiy has an exemptlon from the requ;rement for emergency services Is ltf;f-_i.f_f_
_Ilkely this exemptten will continue even’shough the c1rcumstances of the alrport are to_-_"-:'.__:'.

change? What are the consequences if the exemptlon does not contmue'?

itis submitted that Alrpon Emergency Response Facnhty be prowded for the enhenced_f':_:l :

a:rport mc!udzng the prov;s:on for ambulance services. ©

FUEL STORAGE

The current aviation fuel infrastructure Was shown to be semewhat tacktng durtng the';.':-'i_.'-:__"'
Tampa mcxdent wath the on-island stock of jet fuel gettmg as Iow as approx;mately 80 000_'_f
litres. The current rnethed of tmportmg fuel 13 via 20, 000 tltre lse~conta|ners” 'sh:pped to:':_f

the istand and transported by road through res:dentzai areas to the’ alrport" This: is

"-"mports their 1et fuei in buEk via fue! tankers and discharge the---




!arge storage fuel tanks. This accounts for the difference in prtce of 50 cents per l!tre fess

for jet fuei on Cocos Island.

The upgrade to the airport, we submit, should also mc!ude an upgrade to the fueif_'{-:_'_.
infrastructure. This would necessitate building a jet- fue! tank next to the current fuel farm at--'-'_'-_
Smith Point - and new pipe -work- from Smlth Point, - utlilsmg the current plpeime;__'-fff_i_.'_--; ”
infrastructure, to Drumsite and new pipe- werk from Drumsite to a fuei!mg facal;ty at the;;'.:"'_

airport. _ e
The long-term benefits are considerable: cheaper jet fuei larger capac:ty to meet future

demand and safer operation.

TOWN PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT

Any development should be consistent with the Christmas Island Town Planning Scheme.
There will be a need for re-zoning of the proposed sites (i.e. land ce'rhpehenf fe'i"'th:e' off- _:
foading facility from vacant crown land to commerczal mmmg Iease to azrpert vacant 2

‘crown land to road easement).

Where an amendment to the Christmas Island Town Plannmg Scheme :s requlred a report '_ _

;ustzfymg the proposat should be produced and should address such 1ssues as -
s The capablhty and surtablllty of the site for deveiopment :
» Alternative sites and strategies; ' '
» * Access roads;
s | 'Landec'ap"ing and vegetation protection; _ _
® Essent:ai eemces such as telecommunlcations power, ‘water and sewerage _
e Land use constramts reiated to development in the wcunlty of the Chnstmas Istand'f "; _'

Intematlonat Airport and nearby sanitary Eandﬂlf eperataons

e The impact on community services such as waste coHectton schoo! buses pubhc D

transport and retaii outlets.

» The ;mpact on any adjacent mining operations; and

o Comp!;ance wzth any other issues as outimed wuthm the Town Plannmg Scheme o - N

it is highly recommended that a suitably qualn‘" ied ptannmg consuttant is engaged to -
fcrmuiate and submit the necessary Scheme Amendment proposais R -



- AiRPdRT’ MANAGEMENT -

In remote areas of Western Austraha it is common for the Locai Government to manageg_f:f-'_.'f{.'f'f

o -_'and operate the aarports Has the Commonwealth cons:dered the transfer of the alrport to ‘: _:

the Shtre of Chr:stmas lsiand The Shire Council have md:cated that they would support"_f_'z_:_i_

this once the upgrade has been comp!eted This wouid be aEso great!y assnst m 1ncreaszng--‘:"-"-‘i-:'-.'f-

the Shires asset base in fine with the two prevuous Commonwealth Grants Commissuon-_%_;'5'-_-";"f_?-:§_'-:

recommendatzons of 1999 and 1995,

'Ahdrew'Smoldefs'
President -
“Shire of Chnstmas isiand
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