. fund the technical, administrative and supervisory activities' oniy This has:been -done:in the.cass of .
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' Submission regarding the i P

PROPOSED COMMON USE ENFRASTRUCTURE
ON CHRISTMAS ISLAND '

Dear Members of the
' Parllamentary Standmg Commitiée on Public Works,

| have perusecf the advertlsemsnt in the Nationai Newspapers read the specr‘r’ ¢ wntten oetlme R
. provided to me by the Secretariat, and transmit the following submission. .| ‘have also reviewed ..~ .
- Invitations to Tender, with regard to and in respect- of - Infrastructure’ Werks. associated with- the BRIV
- Christimas. Island lmmrgranon Reception and Processing Centre and have submitted:my. comments to--_- R
o ihe Consultants (GHD), the Departmant of Transport and Reglonal Serwces and others o

: ; am an expensnced PchJect Manager of many Rssources De\relopment Prcjec{s over 40 years and |_-. UL
havé tived on Christmas island and have gained an in-depth insight into -all facets and aspects. of i
development work on the [sland, undertaken and executed previously. Hence, my ccmments are-_" A

bassd on aetuai experrence o8 ‘well as a genuing interest m ths Esland‘s progress : : :

."'Whris b endorse the ptans to estabhsh an [mmrgratron Receptlon and Processmg Centre and the: R LU
associated Infrastructure | have, however, real concern about the estabfishment of - the APSC space . .. - .0
. launch- centre’ af South Point on: Christmas: Istand. The concem is based on. questions about the -
- viability of this: private Project. | have not been able: to. obtain - evidence: which’ supports ‘continged -
existense of the' pianned endeavour/enterprise. Taking into account that the majority. of existing Spacei;:_l'l PR
.. Projects are national or multi-national ventures, with China and Japan being in the. process of joining. . SRR
- tham, unless there are aspacts of the Project to which the public has no access’ itisa pDSSIbIIIty and .. - .
pstentramy that-a privately urehastrated venture will aiways he rlsky ‘One faﬂed Iaunch can put the. R
vsablhty efthe Pro;scthnilty into drrflculty . . L

. Wlth regard to and in respsct of the upgrads of the A;rporURunway 1 would like o state flrstly that ihe L

-+ expenditure of A$51.3 million plug {estimates exceed easily " when -undertaking work on ‘Christmas U

Island) must be weighed agamst the overall and-long term benefit of improving. facilities on the:lsland. = = 1
The Istand has: only a small and rather inactive -population, with-some Individuals elevated to.being . ©. .. .
. self-elected Spskespersons without real community support. The Phosphates Operation has & limited - = . -
 life: 'which is determined by the deteriarating condition of the Processmg Plant and not the Mining -~ .
. Leases.- The Casino had viablity and original Construction Cost probléms. Hence, the planned--l-_f.' ST
~ expenditure must be justified by other considerations, i.e. the immigration: Réception: and Precesslng'._' T P
. Cenire, or lo uprate the Arrport as an’ emsrgency landing site for mtemational arr traffic etc S

" The Needs menhoned n the “Informative Decument" have all éxisted for somé tlms (other than the'.-"'.'-'_' '_ - R
APSC Pioject) on Chrrstmas Island, but were to date not regardsd as mgmﬂcant enough to support an_- T
Azrpcr:fﬂunway upgrade oy EEEE

o bslieve that the APSC prsponsnts (if they can prove the Project to bs wab[s) should finance tha'ﬂ'_’_"_'._'}_ i
. physical costs of the Airport/Runway upgrade and the Commonwealth Governmen‘l should prowds and.

- 'Resources Development Projects in Temote areas of Australia. The Department of Army Movement-_ S

_ are very good Consultants in this area. Who wilt pay for the rehabilitation work on -South Point if the -~ S

.. Space Project fails? | ‘conducted the supetvision of the rehabilitation of the old Rum Jungle Uranium .-
‘Mine in the' NT soma time ago, funded by the Commonwealth, after- CRA farled and walked away R

: _Fundangfer rehabmtatasn work should slweys bs dsposﬁed in advance T
AU . . ; o Cam'd_._- s
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The Document mentions “Revenue derived from the Project”. There is no estimate of the potential . .-
additional landing charge revenue provided which would support the Airport/Runway upgrade. The .~~~
Construction of the Immigration Reception and Processing Centre in the short term: requires Earger._ o

aircraft to transport Building Components {o the Island, but this has to occur before September 2002.

The mtended support to APSC must be rated in comparison with other tmportant Infrastructure'.'_- o
Projects in Australia, like Water Supply and Regional Development. Havmg been pro-actively involved. - .+ -
in numerous major Government and Private Development Projects in Australia for forty years - |

consider joint funding of the Airport Upgrade (APSC / Government) a more satisfactory solutioh, as

there will be a greater appreciation / consideration of the public’s coniribition. More transparency on o

the part of the APSC Space Project would be helpful,

| have ne specific technical comments regarding the propesed upgrade, The opportumty to comment in '_ o
a general way is appreciated and | am happy o expand on this submlssmn ‘and would be pfeased to"__ S

receive a copy of the summary findings of all submissions.

Yours sincerely,

Harst W. Kambeck.

Encs. Comments made with regard to the Immigration Reception
and Processing Centre & Infrastructure establishmeni.




