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Chief Property Officer,
- Department of the Interior,
Commonwealth Offices,
Spring and Latrobe Streets,
MELBOURNE.

NEW MELBOURNE _ATRPORT AT TULLAMARTNE,

Reference is made to your memorandum V 6469 WRE/DJ of the

15%h Septeuber, 1959, and to various discussions regerding the acquisition
of land for the new Melbourne airport at Tullamerines

20 The purpose of the puffer zone is, as
housing development in close proximity to the
avoid in the future any restriction of aircra
by adjacent residents with respect to noise

you are aware, to prevent
ajirport proper and so to

£t operations due to objections
nuisancees

o Recent Jjoint discussions with Messrs, Hepburn and Cawcutt of the
MM BeW Town Planning Branch have indicated that whilst it i not possible
to guerantee in perpetuity such zoning, there are areas in t!. “affer zone
which are currently zoned as Rursl and for which it is anticipawed that the
current zoning could be sustained for a substantial period. Furthermore
it is probable that if a change in zoning wes necessary, these axreas could
then be classed as Industrial, but in any case ample notice would be given
to your Departuent, so that acquisition proceedings could be instituted if
at that time acquisition was considered desirable,

Lo On this basis we would be prepared to exclude certain areas {'rom
our acquisition reguirements previously advised, but it would be appreciated
if you would firstly obtain confirmation of the above errangement from the
Town Planning Branch, vefore finalising the extent of acquisitiono The
areas in question are shown in colour on the attached plan end are as followsi=
(a)  The northern area coloured orange, bounded « “he south

by the proposed alignment of the Lencefield Roau wiversione

This would exclude the Church of England properties, but it

is considered that the hotel property should be acquired due

to the proximity to the main runwey epproach and the

1solation resulting from the acquisitions

(b)  The southern area coloured red and comprising the

properties of Dr, Williems and Mr, MacGregor. Tt is our

understanding that the MoMoBoW will definitely zone these
areas as industriale

(c) The southwestern area coloured green and cqmprising

portions of the properties of Messrs, PFenton, Thomas, Bawden

an@ Wallace, With respect to the Fenton pror ThYs consideration
nhas been given to releasing additional arcas t. ater for
housing schemes proposed by Mre Penton, but in view of the
MleBeW attitude that such schemes would not be approved, it
15 considered that only a slight amendment to the acquisit ion —_
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boundary is warranted in this area, The released sections
of the properties of lessrs, Bawden and Wallace are
relatively small proportions of the total properties, but
may influence their attitude to acquisition particularly as
all the remainder of their properties would be available

for at least ten years for leasing and even if and when the
parallel east west is built their areas would not be greatly
reduced, If any advantage would result, favourable
consideration would be given to excluding from the acquisition
some additional land in the immediate vicinity of the -
residence on the propérty of Dr, Wallace,

The small area excluded from the property of Mr, Thomsas
- will probably not serve any practical purpose since all +he
remainder of the property is to be acquired,

(a) The portions of the properties of Messrs, Clarke and Neilson
west of Deep Creek, ‘

5e The 150 feet wide strip fronting Gordon Street and the area to the
north of Dalkeith Avenue in the southeast and coloured brown was released for
residential development per our memorandum 67/210/15 of the 24th August, 1959,

memorandum 67/210/15 of the 12th June, 1958, refers, If and when the parallel
north-south is built, it may be necessary to acquire the areas fronting Lanccw
field Road and south of the Sports Ground, but in view of the number of residences
and the liethodist Church already existing thereon, there would appear . e

little or no adventage in acquiring now, Approval is therefore given for the
whole of the area coloured purple to be excluded from the acquisition, This

would of course be subject to a final decision on the location of the road
diversion,

7o The main easte-west runway has recently been relocated slightly following
the receipt of more detailed survey information for that area, The new location
is approximately LOO feet north of
avoids interference to the properties west of McNabs Road and south of Mansfieldt
Road but will necessitate an increased afféct on the properties on the north side
of the runway, The. llansfield's Road reserve can also be excluded from the
acquisition, Our memorandum 67/210/15 of the 24th August, 1959, indicated that
the small area of the property of Mr, Rundle included in the buffer zine could

8 In respect to the Bayview Quarry areas; we would, for the purpose of
providing greater clearance between the north end of the parallel northesouth
runvay and the future access road to the airport, prefer that there be some
encroachment on the southern portion of the area Ibused from Mr, Smith, However
i’ this would result in eny significant interference with the main rock deposits
we would be prepared to exclude all this leased area from the acquisition,
Similerly, subject to the requirements for the Lancefield Roed diversion all of
the leased aree north and east of the Moonee Ponds Creek can be excluded from

the acquisition, However it will be necessary to acquire approximately half the
Bayview Quarry freehold area and with the possible exception of the swall areas
immedietely abutting the area leased from Mr, Smith, to acquire all the - .:a,

west of the creek over which the Bayview Quarry has an option to Iemmggs € ~ <.
Summarising, the area coloured blue on the attached plan could be excluges from
the acquisition on the basis that if at some later date the qQuarrying leases are
terminated, then acquisition may be necessary if the land is still suitable for
housing development, In this regard it is understood that in recent discussions,

formal agreement on these lines, Presumably the MeMoBoW would be prevared to
zone the area for extractive industries as an added safeguard,
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10, With the agreement of the Country Roads Board, We wrote to Stannhill
Lstates Pty, Ltde with r'espect to the Possible affect of the planneg road eagt
of Broadmeadows Road on the developments Planned by that Company, As discusseq
with Mr, Egan, it ig considered that this is Primarily the Tesponsibility of

the C,R.B ang a copy of the Stanhill Estates letter hag therefore been

forwarded to the CeR¢B for consideration, 4 Copy of our covering letter ang
our reply to Stanhill Estates are enclosed herewith,

11, With regard to funds, we Will take the necessary steps to obtain the
necessary approvals, following receipt of the revised estimateg of cost, baged

on the amendegd requirements contained herein,

Encl,
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Dear Sir,

TMENT OF CIVIL AVIATION

“HENTY HOUSE"
499 LITTLE COLLINS STREET,
MELBOURNE, C.1.

NEW ATHPORT AT THLLAMARTNE

M""—

In the early proposals for the new airpor‘k et Tullamarine;

of the Mogcpee Ponds Creeck was required.

refers to this
therewithe

2, Subsequently,
1end ecquisitdon in the vicinity
ged acquisition area
attached plan.
recent approval by
been enbhorised to caxTy aub

wos revised

lccotion and to the

sl wes discussed with
Federal Cebinet, the Department of
4this soquisiticon.

to an aligmnent narth-east
Your letter of the -
costs -esscciated

4n order to reduce to a minjmm the very costly
of the

village.of Tullemarine, tha
to that shovn in xed on the
you end following
Interior has

existing Lancefield Road is
The relocation thereof has

design engineers and 4% is apparent that

4he new rosd can be incorporated in the airport acquisitian and

4o
examined and it is suggested
chowm in blue on the attached plan be
alterations are as followss=

with section AB of the sugge
endeavoured to provide
between the road and

{a)
the
of this runway has not been
between the limits shown in

There does not appear to be
this lecation of the road.

(%)

lane a3

The preliminaxy aligrment plan for ths divex
for consideration,

oann has been
that ¥hs alterations

adopted. Our rcascns for these

sted alternative, we have

as much clesrence as possible
main
the texiways associated therewith.

north-south runway and
The exact locatian
£ixed but it will be
orange on the plan.

any major aifficulty in

Section BC follows the seme aligrment for the southbound
d but the

northbound lane has

o
been relocated parallel thereto due to the changed locaticn

of the airport entrance inte
below,

these limits.
access at the
and due to the form

extreme northern
of the interchange proposed, £

rchange as discussed in (c)

aubstantiaslly reduced the

area available for burl_«‘:,‘,f.“ ‘

development which was already somevhat 1imdt et

sopographic festures and limits of scquisi” i AnTRE.



cast side. The interchange shovm on cur plan, and
this is to be regarded as a suggestion only, is

morc centrally placed with respect to the b

area and is furthermore in a location where building
development would not coour to any extent due to
clearance requirements frxom the secandary north-scuth
ZUNTY o

In axemining the form of the interchangs i is demivred
that the following factars be taken into eccount =

(4) The need to reduce to a minimm the requirement
for acquisition of land leased by Bayview Quarries
end coloured green on the plan, If possible, the
interference theroto should nbdt exceed thet shown
on cur sketch plan,

(11) The nced for the expressway to be as far as possible
from the north end of the secondery northe-south
TUNEEY o '

(i11) The desirebility of keeping both lanes of the
hizmmy as close together as »racticable and as
close as possible to the eastern boundary of the
proposed asoquisiticn o reduce to a minfmm the
sterilizing effect of tha road on the airport land,

54 The ares shomm coloured in yellow is part of an area of smme
8ix lundred acros curvently. omed by Stanhill Development Py. Ltd,,

This ownership is larzely to the east of Moonse Pands Creek, bdut the
only road frontage is o Lancefiald Road as shown, The proposed
expressway could leave the bulk of the omnership withoud road socess and
hsavy campensetion e possible acquisition of the whole area might be
involved unless alternative road access.can be given., Your consideration
of adequate points of entry to the proposed diversion from the residue

of the Stanhill property appesrs to be REQEsEaYy, :

6o The Commoxmrealth responsibility for the Lancefield Road
diversion vemains in pmmiprs‘ﬁ“a“?‘ntf;a,m our letter 67/137/41 of

the 17th September, 1959, Namely, that ghe Commonwealth opinieon’ia
that roads of access to airparts are the respansibility of the Btate
and that the Coomarweelth will provide a new road of the gano standard
ingofer as pavement and reservation widths are cancerned, and of length
su'ficlent to adequately replace the seoticn of the existing road
within the airport acquisiticn, ' . L _

7o The expressway proposal to the southweast of the new airport,
whilst being supparted wholebsartedly by this Department, is thexrefare a
project for which no Coamonwea 1th funds could be allocated for oanstruction
or land acquiaition purposes and it 4s submitted that any campensation
vhich might be payable 4o Btanhill as a result of their western boundazsr
being without access if an expressway is canstructed in place of '
Lencefield Road is a matter for the State, .

8a For the purposes of ascertaining the extent of the Coammonweal th
contribution, we have thsrefore, initially exsmined the requirements for the
diversion only. On this besis, acquisition 'of en edditianal ‘strip of

lend between the wectern boundary of the airport soquisition and Lancefield -
Road to the north-west of the Qaklands Juncticn will be nscessary. This
eoquiaition will be. arranged by the:Commonwealth and, unless your

Board reqires, and iz prepered to.finance additional width, 4t is intended
that 1t will be the same width as the existing rcad reservation in the area.

/300::
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s the southesast it would appeer that the ddversion oould dbe completed
an the alignument shovn by the broken brovm lines on the attached plan,.
without any acquisition additional to that proposed for the
Within the aivport acquisition bowndary the full reservation width fm:‘
the ultimate devolopment of the road will be made available,

90 12, however, the expressway proposal to the southe-cast of
the new adrpert 4o to proceed, end this is a matter for decisian
By your Board, then in lieu of the connection of the diversion to
Laoncefield Read in *the vicinity of OConders Lane, the Camonwealth
would be prepared to provide funds for a road pavement equivalesnd
in length and width on the aligoment of the expressway. No -
contribution weuld, however, be made to the ssquisition of land
. outside the western boundary of the proposed sirport asquisition
since the diversion itself could be completed within this area as
cutlinad abova,

10, In summaxy we would appreciate your advice on the £ lowing
agpsciss= .

(a) The redesign of the Lancefield Road diversion on the .
idner shown in blue on the atlachsd plan, 4

(b) The possibility of councotiens to the diversian being
approved for the land owned by Stennill Developmenty
Pty. Ltd., and deprived of access by the proposed expreszwsy.

(¢) The detailed requivements for laad oubslde the alrpork
acquisition necessaxy teo ctmplets the road dlversion
north-west of Osklands Junction,

(@) The yroposals in regard Yo the expressway to the eouth~casth
of the new airport.

11, The Department of the Interdor has cammencod dstailed swmveys
5¢ the eirpors acquisition boundary and your early advice on the

2hove matters would be appreciated so that varistions mey be incorporated
in the survey and in the varicus acquisition negotiatioms.

Yours feithfully,

(W, H, Pickford)
..for. Director=General of Civil Aviation,

The Chairman,
Country Roads Board,
Exhibiticn Puildinge,
CAKLTON,

ALt

:

The Chief Troyerty Officer,
nt of the Interior,

Tor information, As discussed with your Mr. R, Egan.

for D:Lrg,ctor-.reneral of Civil Aviation,

/9 /4/1960
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CABINE! SUBMISSION
M
LOPY NO.

40k CABLagy

THE ALEOOWONE BEQUIRIMENTS OF TURBO=JET AIRCRAFT
FOR THE DOMESTIC AIRLINIS :
M

Cabinet wiil know that in accordance with the terms of the
dirlives greemen‘t_a_;,ﬁ_ 1961, both major domestic airlines may apply
atrer Roveambex Tth, 1462, for approvael to purchase turbo-jet aireraft.
Urder ihe tems of ths %greement approved by thas Azt, both airlines
ERve odewiaben mot to put jet aireraft into serrioe before 1at July, 1964,
A2 ales thaTt ke Tirst and second sireraft esch asquires will be intro~
Imre inte Isivice cinuitaneously. Cabinet will no doubt also recall that
i ADTENASE, 8 FNAD a5 We hed moxys infomation available an the perfuormancs
A ths turto=jet aimorare likely to be &cquired by the domestio airlines, to
F213 proposals about ’.mnamarin;e and the other airport needs of the
Gamcrwealth. On the basis of the information now avajlable to me,

I will i» this paper make a i-eocmfnexxdatim thet Tullamarine be devel oped
&3 quivkly as possibla and also timt Cabinet approve a five year pien

for ﬂ;e devalopment of our national airport system.

AVAILARLE #URBO-JEP AIRCRAWPY AND ATHLINE PLANS -

2. ; There are several types of jet aireraft &vailable, three in the
heavier category and one in the lighter, The hezuvy alirvaraft are

(in order of size) the Caravells 104, weighing 114,000 1bs, (i.e. in the
maximum all-up weight contiguration); the de Havilland Trident 1E,
weighing 125,000 1be.; and the Boeing 727; weighing 152,000 1ba,

These iaircraf‘t will carry about 100 Passengers in a mixed tourist/firat-
class passmger'conﬂgnratim, at speeds up to about 590 miles per hour.
In the lighter cipsa the only aireraft being seriocusly considered by the
ai :iin;ers at this .:1:7e is the British Alrcraft Corporation's One-Eleven,
1t weighe 61,500 1bs. and carries 66 passengers in & mixed tourist/first-
¢lass conriguration at a speed of sbout 530 miles per hour. (Douglas have
-jefsign rlans for a similar aircratt, known as the 2086, but no fiym
‘szision has yet been taken on production. Pokker intends to build an
sven amaller jet to be known as the F.28, but it is not intended to
offar this as & replacement for fromt line aircraft. The Caravelle
crgenisation recently anncunced that it intended to offer its existing
Caravelle &R a8 & conpetitor in the lignt Jet field, but there is no
active airline interest in this aircratt).

CONFIDENTIAL
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L For the purpose of comparing the pertoimmance of the jets liatéd
4DCV¥e With that of front line airoraft in our existing fleet, it is
vorth 2oting that the Lookheed Electra carries 41 passengers in a typical
Tonpwi *e-in,;"ﬂratwclass configuration at about 400 miles per hour and welghs
43,000 1bs. all-up, while the 800 Series Viscount carrigg 56 passengexs
4% abvat 360 miles per hour and weighs 72,500 l1bs,
Tue airlines have had all available Jet aireraft under
Intensive study for some time, Although they have made no decision on
the actﬁal type they intend to purchase; they recently informed me
(see Appendices ™A™ ang “B" ) that they wished initially to acquire two
Jet aircreft in the heavy class in 1964/65, followed probably by & third
of the same type a year or so later; and then to commence purchases of a
light type of Jet aireratt, such as the B.A.C, One-Eleven, somewhere between
1966/58. The prhilosophy is that the heavy jet would replace the Electra as
front line equipment and the light jet would ultimately replace the Viscount.
Thekairlineeg at Appendices "C" and "D", have also advised me of their views
43 to the aerodrome requirements involved in an acceptance of these plans.
IS I do not intend in this paper to canvass in any detail the
respective merits of the various types of jet aircraft. The only
requirements under applicable legislation are that both airlines buy
aircraft of “comparable size and performance " and that the Minister be
satisfied that the introduction of such aireraft will not be detrimental
to the stability of the airline industry. This means that it would not
be appropriate to approve of one airline 'buying light jets and the other
airline buying heavy jets. I believe, however, that in view of the
advice already given to me by the airlines, this situation ju not
likely to arise. J
6 Since the Airlines intend first to buy heavy jets and appear
%o have eliminated the Caravelle, they will have to choose between the
‘46 Haviliand frident and the Boeing 727, Although the Trident has scme
attractive teshnicai features and is further advanced from the production
viewpoint than the boeing 727, it appears thgt both airlines are attaching
3. good deal of significance to the previous successful experience of the
~2ing Company in the jet aircratt field and also to the very considerable
s soeurces that company has to back its product.
I cannot predict how all this will work out; but I can say
tnat from the viewpoint of safety, there is a good deal to be gaid
taxr the initial concentration of all our national technical and
cperavional racilities on one rather than two new Jet airoratt types;
also frrom the viewpoint ot our two airline policy, any marked
qualivative ditrerence which might subsequently de established detween

o}
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differing 1ypes of jet zireraft cculd have a disturbing effect on the
stakility of the industry and should, if possible, be avoided. I can only
hope that the sirlines will be as conscious as I am of these aspects.
There 38 scme evidbence that this is the case and that they will, in the
tinal &nelysis, select the same type of heavy jet aircraft. There is,
kowaver, no intention on my part to compgl them to do so.

AERODFOME EFFECTS OF ATRLINE PLANS
8. Tkhe main purpose of this paper is to discuss the effect which

the jet procurement plans of the airlines will have on national airport
develorment. In this area certain firm conclusions emerge.  The most
importent relate tc the existing airport at Essendon, and briefly thay
are $=
(1} The Trident and Boeing have weights, tyre pressures and
uwpdercarriage configurations which would overload the exist~
ing pavenmente éven more than is now the case with
the Electra, which has already caused some failures of
these pavemenis. Before we could permit the operation
c¢f a hsavy jet at Essendon, it would te essential to
#trengthen both part of the critical east-west runway,
on which the whole operation would bvasically depend; and
ds: part of the shorter no;rth-aouth ranway, the use
o«f which is necessary when strong cross wind conditions
rrevent the use of the east-west runway. Some attention
weuld alsc need to be given to taxiways; and particularly
to the long taxiway leading to the eastern end of the
. east-west ruaway, as these are showing signs of
deterioration under Electra operations. A rough order
. of costs for these works is £250,000. It should be noted
~ that much of this cost would be necessary, irrespective
- of the i “roducticn of hea"zy Jets to provide adequately
for the existing Electra aircraft.
{2} The longest runway at Essendon is now 6,100 feet and
this would have to be extended (and it can be for about
£25,000) to 6,300 feet before heavy jets could operate
economically. Bach of the two aireraft under
| consideration can operate off the runways within our
established safety standards, but it cannot be said that
the runway lengths available provide the substantial
additional safety margin characteristic of operations
with existing propeller-turbine aircraft.
(3) Both the Boeing 727 and the Trident, under critical temperature
ard en route wind corditions, would have a very substantial
payload penalty on the direct Essendon~Perth route.

CONFIDENTIAL
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For this and other related traffic reasons, the airlines

would probably" schedule a stop with‘ ‘the Boeing or Trident

at Adelaide. 1t is most unlikely, ;bherei‘ore, that the

introduction of the heavy jets at Essendon will result

in a regular direect flight from Melbourne to Perth,

although it will be possible to make such a Tlight with

& reasonable payload when temperatures and wind corditions

en route are favourable. ‘

(4) While it is dirticult, on the data now available, to assess

objectively the noise likely to be made by heavy jet

aireraft at Essendon, it is certain that they would c¢reate

& worse noise problem than the one we now have in Sydney

as & result of the operation of large international jets,

A7 Essendon we would have a much higher frequency of jet

operation {about six times greater), the adjacent residential

suburbs are closer to the airport and more heavily built up,

and there is no possibility of restrioting operations, as

has largely been done in Sydney, to daylight hours, ‘
9e In summary, the consensus of airiine and Deparitmental opinion
about Essendon is that, provided we strengshen the pavements betore
the heavy jets arrive, then their operations can be conducted within
established safety standards and with satisfactory regularity on the
shorter inter-capital city tlights., Payload restrictions on the longer
direct tlight to Perth from Essendon in critical temperature and en route
wind conditions would be so substantial as to make such flights basically
weconomic but as mentioned earlier, satistactory payloads could be
oarried when operating conditions were favourable. It is also generally
agreed by all concerned that the noise nuisance problem at Essendon will
be a very difticult one.
10. The Divector-General believes that, provided the necessary
aerodrome works are first carried out at Essendon, operation of a heavy
jet aircraft of either the Boeing or Trident class can be safely
permitted, but that no guarantee can be given about how serious the
::.0ise problems might be. If in practice it proved to be as serious
as some experts predict, the position could probably be held by imposing
payload restrittions on the aircraft. From the economic viewpoint,
these restrictions could not be tolerated by the airlines as a
permanent feature of their coperations.
14, I believe, therefore, that we should proceed as soon as
possible with the development of a new airport at Tullamarine. Until
this airport is ready for use, the Director-General would be prepared
to approve the operation of jets such as the Boeing or Trident at

Essendon, althougnh he believes, as I dn %oo, that it would be d=sirable

CONKIDENTIAL
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to sipsdite the consvruction cf Tullamarine so that the Jets are not
requlred to operate at Essendon for any ‘longer period than is reasonably
nacsesary. A very preliminary order of costa for the development of
Tallamarine to a standard suitable for both domestic and international
jevs is £10 millicn, unless of course, the internaticnal operators wanted
to fly their airoraft direst frem Melbourne to Singapore or Honolulu,
In this event, the additional runway length required could increase this
cost by about £500,000. In the long term, the airlines would also be
faced with hesvy re-establishment costs at Tullamarine, but for some time
87 least there seems no reason to believe that they could not use existing
maintenance tacilitieas at Essendom.
i2. The aercirome requirements involved in introducing jets of the
Boeing or Trident class into domestic services are not restricted to
Melbourne. It will be noted from Appendicea “C" and "D" that the airlines
want to use these aircraft at Sydney, Brisbane, Canberra, Adelaide, Perth,
Mangalore (alternate) and Kalgoorlie (a.ltemate). They want also to
operate their Electra aircraft at Lae, Port Moresby, Cairns, Townsville,
Mackay, Rockhampton, Coolangatta, ‘Launceston, Hobart, Longreach, Mt. Isa,
4lice Springs, Tenmant Creek and Darwin. Then they asquire a light jet
in 1966/68 during the second stage of vheir re-squipment plan, they want
t5 operate vthem; in additicm to the aerodromes already listed above for
the heavy jets, at Proserpine, Cocma, Mt. Gambier, Wyayard and Devemport.
At this point they will a_lsc'want to use Y00 Series Viscounts, displaced
from main routes, at Charleville, Maryborough, Leigh Creek, Oodnadatta and
Katherine. The works involved at all these airports (includ.ing those
mentioned earlier for Essendon) would cost about £5 million. Accordingly
1 asked the Director-General to discuss these requirements further with the
airlines and, as a result; a programme has been worked out which reduces
the cost to £1.5 million: Naturally this involved taking decisions not to
80 ahead with we.., aerodrome improvements requested by the airlines. This
means that a number of locations camnot be served as proposed with heavier
aircraft and also that fleet utilisation of such types will be reduced.
However; the Director-General repqrts that the airlines are prepared to accept
t2i8 situatior. I mention it here so that Cabinet will appreciate that the
propesals I intend subsequently to make will by no means satisfy fully
either airline or public requests for improved air services. This will
naturally create some further politicél pressures when the jets came
into operation. ’
13. I think at this point that I should give some indication of
the reasons why I support the airlines' preference to re—equip with two
heavy jets first, followed by a third rather than to begin with light
jets. On the aerodrome side, the light jet would, in the firsi instance,
require somewhat fewer improvements to existing aerodrome facilities.
Howevef, it should be made clear at the outset that if heavy jets were

CONFIDENTIAL-
vas 16



s

soded to tbe fleet av 2 second stage of the re-equipment programme, as
they undoubtedly would; then very little, if anything, would be saved in
the way of aervdrome axpenditure. To meet the airline requirements for the
light jets on the same restricted basis suggested above the heavy jets
would cost about &1 miiiion, whicﬁ compatTes with the reduced figurs of
£1,95 million for the heavy jeite,

14. Thers would te same saving mad» at Essendcn by beginning with
the light jeis, where the rzunway and taxiway pavements would them need no
further treatment over and above that required for the existing Electras,
Howevex; in other important aspects, operations with iight jets at
Essendon would be just as ditriculi as with heavy jets. The pertormance
of the light jet; for example, with two rather than three engines, is such
that it needs about the sume runway lengths as the heavy jets. Therefore,
although it can operate within estabvlished safety standards it, like the
heavy jet, does not have the additional safety margin characieristics of
exisving propellor-jet airorafv. Also, the noise nuisance problem with light
jets could not be expected to be any better than with the heavy jets.

The aircratt has a lower total power output from its two engines, and on
that score aloneit ought to be betier. However, besause of its
performance, it may not ciimb away from the adjacent residential areas

as quickly as the more powerful heavy jets. In addition, it would
certainly have a higher fraquency of operation as more light jets than
heavy would be needed to carry available traffic on important routes such
as Melbourne-Sydney. It is c¢lear,; therefore, that despite the immediate
saving involved in not needing to strengthen the Essendon pavements for
light jets, procurement of these aircraft does not alter the -position

in respect of Tullamarine. There would still be an urgent need to
proceed with the construction of this airport.

15. The mou.. iloportant single weakmesa in any proposal to begin
re-equipment with light jets is that such a fieet would not in any
circumstance be able to fly direct from Melbourne to Perth, for I believe
that the long haul route to Perth is one which gives more justification
vnan any other for the introduction of jet aircraft. We have for sone
time been subjected to considerable criticism in the West about

domestic air services to Perth, and although some of this criticism is

at timesunreasonable, there is a good case to be made for the use of

jet aircraft om this routs.

tb. Tne Britisn Aircratt Corporation's One-Eleven is really a

short range jet airlimer designed specirically to replace the Viscount.
Realising the importance of meeting the added range requirement of the
Perth route, the makers of this aircrait have succeeded in a very ingenious way
in "stretching' the aircrafi’s pertormance sc that it will operat.:

from Adelaide to Perth. However, it will on this Adelaide - Perth

route, still only carry, under comparable conditions, a litile more than

CONFTDENTIAL
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balf tha payload of the Boeing or the Trident. Tals is really not
sﬁtiaf&otcry to ths alrlines; who would have to sutfer the economic
dissdvantagsas of uslog more airoraft to perform a given task without
compensatory gailns in other direstions. In short, there is little doubt
that it we tried to muke the light jet fif:the lomg range Perth route, we
#ould run intc the same sort of operational problems, and the same sort of
oriticiam from the tim'elling public, as we did when we attempted, with
limited success oniy, to adapt the short range Viscount to the Perth route.
LY S Although the British Aircraft Corporation has somewhat ambitious
long texm plans to "strefch™ the One-Eleven ¢ven furthsr so that it could
ultimately fiy from Melbourns to Paxth, it ia ceartain that it could never
do this from Essendon, as on the manufacturer's own eatimates, this would
need a runway nearly 9,000 feet long in Melbourne. 4lso the very
considerable further deveslopment of the airsraft waich would be required may
or may not prove practicable.

18, Apart £rom the range deficiencies of the Oze-Eleven, the

airlines have otner strong cbjectioms to beginning re~equipment with light
Jets. They claim that introduction of the Ona-Eleven would tend to shorten
both the working life of the Electra ami i3+ plammed period of amortizations
this in turn would cause for them unnessssary trinancial and opsrational
dirticulty. They also claim that with the light jet as their major tleet
mit; they could not get the benstit of those economies which are traditionalliy
accepted as being &associated with the use of larger unmits in transport
operationsy 1in this case many more of the smaller One-Eleven units would
be needed to carry available tratfic, Also they say that the saving in time
involved in using a One-Eleven rather than an Eleotra oa a route like
Melbourne-~-Sydney is so small a8 not to justify the iarge capital outlay
involved in re—equipment. A‘I'hey also point to the fact that, pending

the completion of Tullzmarine, there will be occasions, and especially

in winter, wheén i will pe possible for the heavy jet to carry a

reasonable payload direct to Perth from Essendor. Finally, they say

that it must be Obvicus that even if they began re—-equipment with the

light jat, the trarfis growth normally associated with the escnomic
izvslopment of the country, and also the long range requirements of places
liks Perth, Darwin and New Guinea, will ultimately foroe them to purchase
heavy jet airoraft. .

19. In summary, I conolude that an aircraft re-equipment programme
b#sed on initial purchase of light jets, does not remove the urgency

of the need for a new airport at Tullamarines does not make possible

even a satisfactory Adelaide-Perth service, and rules out completely any
pessibility of an Essendon-Perth flights does not bave anything but a
temporary and comparatively minor effect on natiomal aerodrome 20stes

and would be stremaousiy opposed by both domestic airlimes. Fur o3l

these reasons, I btelieve we should accept the plan submitted to me by

the airlines to 'beg:m re-equipment with heavy jets, followed later by

light jets.

¥
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1§E NEKD FOR 4 PHOGRAMMK OF BAPIUNAL AIRPOBT DEVELOPMENT

20, Since I am reccumending the oconstruction of a new airport in
Melbourne requiring an expenditure of about £10 million, I think I

should also tell Cabinet at this time what I believe to be the really
essential airport needs of the Conmonwealth during the next five years.
21, There are at present 145 aerodromes owned by the Commonwealth
Government which are its sole responsibility to develop. A further 133
are owned by local authorities, and under our local ownership policy we
have a responsibility to provide balf the cost of any development we
accept as being necessary. These,rosponsibzlities, apart from any
Provision for major Projects, require an expenditure each year ~ and we believe
it to be an essential minimum ~ of about £1,5 million on government aerodromes
and about £300,000 on loocally owned airports. In addition, we spend under
our normal aerodrome vote about £.75 million on Departmental buildings
such as operations centres, oontrol towers, communication stations,
nangatiom buildings, housing for start, etc. Thia gives a total annual
upend:.ture under our "aercdrome and buildings" vote and “local ownership"
vote of about £2.5 million. The additions to this annual programme, if we
accept heavy Jjet re-equipment, would Tequire £1.5 million expenditure
sprea.d over the first three years of a proposed tive year airport pla.n
which I will elaborate later.

22, .t Cabinet has already approved in principle the development of
Launceaton at an estimated cost of £1.3 million, and of the extension of
the north-south runway into Botany Bay in Sydney, at a preliminary oxrder
61‘ cost of £3.1 million. Both these essential projects will shortly be
submitted for the consideration of the Parliamentary Works Committee.

It is not unlikely that more detailed oonsideration of the Sydney runway
extension could raise the cost of about £4 million.

23. Other major projects under consideration include the
construction of a permanent international terminal complex in Sydney, the
development of a civil aviation area in Darwin so that we may ultimately
evacuate the R.A.A.F, buildings now occupied there, and the development

of a new terminal area and building in Brisbane. Also th_e 4welopment

¥ Canberra airport facilities has been under comsideration for some

time but it presents unusual, and as yet unresolved, planning
difticulties.

24. All these are important and necessary developments but they

are also very expensive projects. It is obviously impossible to
accommodate them all in a five year plan which includes a project as large
as Tullamarine. Therefore, I have only included the Sydney internatiomnal
terminal building in my draft five year plan, and this I would like to

discuss further.
CONFIDESTIAL 200 /9
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25, As the domestip Jperators have recentiy reasoilitated their
terminsi bizizdings in Syansy to a standard suitable for another seven
to ten years, I do not believe any provigion needs to be made for any
fursher developmens of the domestic facilities thers in the next five
yearas. However; I do believe that we must do something about the
invernational terminal tacilities at Sydney. Tne present "$emporary"
wooden structure is not aniy an eyesore, but there are some who doudt its
structural stabilivy. In addition, all the international operators who
use 1% and all the Gevernment Departments who are raquired to be
accommodated in it for the purpose of providing customs; health and
immigration Serviced, are unanimous in their view that the building is
unsatisractory. Fur‘tnemore, neither the beilding nor its associated
road pavements can convinus to cater much longer for the rapidly expanding
traftic at Sydney.
26. I realise that a separate submission must be made in respect
of the need for this building, but on the facts now available, it would not
be realistic to ask Cabinet to consider any plan of airport development
for the nexi five years without making provision for a new brilding and
termminal area in Sydney. My Departmen‘ug in 2onjunction with the airlines,
now bas a design plan for the location and layout of the building area
which I hope te bring to Cabinetg shoxrtly. As stated earlier, thisg
building would for some tims only accommodase the invernational airlines.
27. I have had drafted at Appendix “E" a draft five ¥ear plan
of airport development ior which I seek approval ir prierciple. A number
ol important associated matters relating to work capacity and tunding
will naturally have to be worked out in collaboration with other
interested Departments. However, I think it is essential that we face
up to & programme oI this sort if we &re $0 go ahead - as I beliwuve we
must - wWith jet rs-equipment. It involves a total expenditure -
excluding sscev £. - mililon for local ownership and provision for any
possitle increase in the cost of the runway éxtension in Sydney - of
£27-40 million over Tive yea;rs. It would result at the end of this
“»riod in the completien of Tullamarine to big jet standard; the
-« -lopment a1 Launcestong the extensiomto 7500 feer of the noxih-
Soult runway &t Sydney; the censtruction of an international terminal
couplex at Sydneyy and the necessary development of our general
airpert system o take domestic jets and to accommodste in a limited
way the redispositiocn of Eiectras and Viscounts, It would also, of
course, pi‘cvide tor tke normal annual development of our- vsary extensive
national airport system. It does not provide tor any major
development ot Cantarra, Bristane, or of the civil aviation tacilities
at Darwin.

CONF i vinTIAL
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28, Because I do not see how there can be any orderly development
of our civil aviation system; and in particular how Jets can be
sccommcdated into that system, without an approval being given by Cabinet
for at least a five year programme of national airport development,

I urge strongly that the most serious consideration be glven by Cabinet
io the programme I have suggested.

CONSTRUCTION OF ACCESS ROADS TO TULLAMARINE

29. If maximum advantage is to be taken of a major national airpert
facility such as that proposed for Tullamarine in Melbourne, it is
essential that it be connected by the best possible freeway to thebeart
of the city it serves. FProvision has been made in the planning for the
development of Melbourne fpr such a freeway but ;t is not expected to be
completed for a number of years. My Department, in correspondence with .
the interested State authorities, bas consistently made it clear that this
freeway is not a financial responsibility of the Commonweal th.
Notwithstanding this, the Victorian Government formally approached the
Commonwsal th in 1961 (see Appendix "F") witha Proposal . that the Commonwealth
agccept the very heavy financial responsibility of the order of £2 million
involved in the comstruction of part of this freeway. Although we have
indicated (see Appendix "G*") our unwillingness o accept this
responsibility, we have not yet had a satisfactory response from the
State Government. This attitude is hardly consis'gent wvith the concerted
public pressures that the State Government have aj)plied. to get the
Commonweelth %0 80 ahead with what they mgard as the urgently. required
new .airport facilij-.y at Tullamarine, for without the access roed, such a
facility is gz-eatiy reduced in value,. This is very much the case when -
one has regard to the fact that the time interval betwsen Sydney end
Melbourne will be reduced by the jets to not more than one hour.

30. I bvelieve that as a condition of committing ourselves to

the Tullamarine project, we should get from the.Victorian Government

an sssurance that it ﬁll -expedite the construction of the planned

freeway and that, apart from that section withir'x.our airport boundary
¥oich is properly our responsibility, it will carry out the work at

thsir own expense.

RECOMMENDATIONS .
31. I recommend -~

(1) That subject to compliance with the. Airlines Equipment
Act 1958, the airlines be authorised to purchase two

eavy Jjet aircraft each for introduction after
18t July, 19643

CONFIDENTIAL
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(2) That a decision be mede and announced that the Government
intends to develop the Tullamarine site as expeditiously
es possible for the use of domestic and international
Jet aircrafts

(3) That the year 1967 ve accepted as the target date for the
completion of those facilities.at Tullamarine necessary
for the transfer of jet operations from Essendong

(4) That approval be given for the use of Essendon by domestic
Jet aircrafi as en interim measure until Tullamarine is
developed for this purposej

(5) That approval in principle be given for the five year
brogramme of airport development listed at Appendix "E",
it being a condition of such approval that the §y4ney
terminagl building project be brought separately to
Cabinet for epecific approval as soon ag poesibles and

(6) That 1% be made clear that the Commonwesl th decision to
go abead with Tullamarine is ¢enditiopal upon the
Victorian Government giving the necessary assurances that
it will expedite the construction of the planned freewsy
%o this new airport and that it will do so at its cost.

(Shane Paltridge)
Minister for Civil Aviation

November, 1962




o, 526 Bourke St.,

P

The Federal Airports Corporation owns
and operates Australia’s major AIrpores at
Sydney, Metbourne, Adelaide, Brisbane, Pereh,
Coolangatta, Launceston and Hobare: together
with secondary airports in the capical cities.
(Negotiations are taking place for additional
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At this preliminary stage, indicative

numbers, frequencics and airports to be usce
should be supplied; to assist with airpore
planning and to assess demand.

Submissions should be sent to:

alrpores.) f . . . )
f . . [ Federal Airpores Corporation,
In October, 1990 economic deregulation § Head Office
of Australian domestic aviation occurs and new )

77 Dunning Avenue,

ROSEBERY, NSW 2018

. . |
entranes will be able to compete on interstace \
trunk routes. Access to airport facilities is a key |

v of deregulation and, under fong-term Ilf.‘mr.ll".“.if .n[:xprcss.m)nlo‘f(.[nfclrlcs‘r‘e—f{\lxr;?f)rt‘ _
terminal leases with che existing airlines, there | ] l.“l'ul,[“.ﬁh[ ’IiI() arArvnvl(. ‘)(' ;’;;; OsE T business
1} is provision for access of other operators. 1! fie ‘ly"“ 1 ivovember, 1760,
! Additionally, it is open to the FAC to make ! \{ g Furcher derails, including the terms of
provision for facilities for new entrants. 1 i“‘-'“'s-‘* to facilitics to be provided lf)’ existing
Loperators, may be obeained from Scephen

i

L_i(lollins, General Manager — Commerciad on,
(02) 697 7474, Complete confidenciality of
submissions is assurcd.

While the FAC does not make any offer
nor undertake to provide the facilitics
requested, nor any facilities, at any airport, it
now sceks expressions of interest from potential
airline operators who may wish to have aceess to 'i“’ i
;‘f airport, terminal, support and other facilities at 1 Toell
& Federal airports. A ;
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HNertr Australla Pty. Limited
6th Floor 10 Dorcas Streer

South Melbourne Vic 3205
Australia

Jeliephone (03) 6982424

Telex 4432911

Facsumile (036903561

JefY Morgan
National Operations Manager

17th July 1989

Mr. T. Roper,
Minister for Planning & Environment,
235 Queen Street,

Melbourne Vic 3000

Dear sir,

RE: PROPOSED RE-ZONING OF LAND DESCRIBED IN CERTIFICATE OF TITLE
VOLUME 8875 FOLIO 055

In relation to Mr. McLaughlin's application for re-zoning of the
above land, I confirm that our company has an option to purchase
the above property for use as a car wash and maintenance facility
to provide the necessary functions in order to operate our car
rental operation at Tullamarine Alrport.

Yours faithfully,
J/VQQfAJ\J

| a
Jeff Morgan
National Operations Manager
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U7 2 General
Correspondence
1997 to 2003 ! : SSNCE
1= MINISTRY FCR PLAKING

T
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™

Our Ref. TS9/7/13 ~ AND ERIRCRALET Federal Airports Corporazion
<EMPTRR e SN NARsIC. 2~ M5 1950 ! MELBOURNE AIRPORT
_ o . PO Box 116 -
23 (6 /5?5/ - g Melboourne Airport, 3045
SILE No. ; Fax (03) 339 2628
Phone (03) 338 2211

29 July, 1988 T

- ; ‘_ C £ 85 -

Regional Manager, . )
Ministry for  Planning and ' REC_..
Environment,
Metropolitan Northern Region) 3 AUG}988 !{
P.O. Box 2240T, ‘ ’ P S, '
MELBOURNE. VIC. 3001 .| METRO NoaTH { A i
P L} Y aAPR20g
Dear Sir, i; 5.0 f
“‘Mhhmi:':‘“‘;m“, 5 J

The following comments are provided in reply to your
letter regarding the above,dated 28/6/88.

Since our last correspondence further discussicns between -
Mr. McLaughlin and the Corporation have taken place.

Mr. McLaughlin advised that extensive sand deposits exist
on this land, which we understand he intends to extract.

It is presumed that the current Special Extractive A Zone
would still be appropriate.

Yours faithfully,

B. Mason,
MANAGER TECHNICAL SERVICES
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Note far File:
The following is an assessment of the additiona) cost Hertz would incur if
access to the airport via Quarry Road was denid.
Travel distance (one way)
- via Quarry Road =~ 1.15km
- via Western Ave and freeway - 6.75km
- 5.6km difference
- extra cost per trip @ 40 cents/km - $2.24
Travel time {one way at average speed indicated)
- via Quarry Road - 100 seconds (approx 40km/h)
- via Western Ave and freeway - 300 seconds (approx 80km/h)
- 200 seconds difference
- extra cost per trip @ $10/hr - $0.56
- Total extra cost per trip - $2.80
Estimate number of trips per day , '
- 9:0ss turnover of Hertz 1986/87 approx $3,500,000
- using average charge of $50 per vehicle per day and average hire
period of three days gives 63 hirings per day.
Estimate of extra costs per year -
at 63 trips/day $64,386
at 50 trips/day $51,100
at 75 trips/day - $76,650
These figures do not allow for return of vehicles that are dropped off at ‘the S
airport. This could affect the figures by up to 100% extra, but the analysis
is rough in the first place.
}
—T Y/
\'/ _~'~— / ‘..' MG
T.M. CULLINAL
Acting Superintendent of
Biusiness & Property
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MELBOURNE AIRPORT LAND USE STUDY COMMITTEE

Following the adoption in December 1990 of the M
Committee was sel up by the Department of Planning and Housing to pursue

actions idenlified in the Strategy.

Terms of Reference

]

The terms of reference of the Committee were lo:

(a) Recommend the introduction of planning controls to limit the development of noise-

elbourne Airport Strategy,

sensitive land uses in certain areas around the airport.

(b) Recommend arcas within which noise allenuation

building construction.

(c) Recommend areas of land which would be suitable

industrial development.

Membership

Department of Planning and Housing

Australian Mayoral Aviation Council

Shire of Bulla

City of Broadmeadows

City of Keilor

Shire of Melton

Federal Airports Corporation

Vic Roads

*In the latter part of the study the Chairmanship was funded by the Federal Airports Corporation.

Robert Lee (Chairman) *
Marianne Richards

Henry Cruise

John McKerrow
David Turnbull

John Karageorge

Bill Nicol
Don Miller

David Kirkland

Don McDonald
Brien Mason

Simeon Christoff

-

the Land Use Study
some of the further

features may be a requirement in

for airport related commercial and
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6.2 Western Avenue Land '

Land around Western Avenue and between Mickleham Road and the Tullamarine Freeway was
purchased by the Commonwealth some years ago to protect the approaches to the proposed new
cast west runway. The land which is currently zoned Proposed Public Purposes-Commonwealth is
being offered for sale as part of the Government's asset realisation scheme.

Despite the proximity of existing houses the Committee believes this land should be rezoned to
permit only commercial or light industrial uses.

3 Att 1 Land

This land which is located on the castern approaches to the cxisting cast west runway extends
approximately 4 kilometres from the castern end of the runway and represents a very substantial
area which has been withheld from development due to noise impacts. Parts are zoned Corridor
and General Farming and adjacent to Moonee Ponds Creek land which has been purchased for park
purposes.

The western end of the land is separated from the Airport by the Tullamarine Freeway although
an underpass serves an exit ramp from the freeway for southbound traffic to enter the Airport.

In view of its proximity, the Committce considers that this land could ultimately be rezoned to
allow commercial and industrial uses associated with the Airport. Before this can occur questions
of access across the Tullamarine Freeway must be resolved. The Melbourne Airport Access Planning
Committee is urged to address this question. It is understood that a connection to Barry Road to the
east has previously been mooted by the Shire of Bulla and this could serve the subject land as well
as providing a valuable connection to the Airport.

It is recommended that the Melbourne Airport Access Planning Committec should consider access

issues and, if appropriate, the Land Use Commiltee be asked to provide input to access
considerations.

Prepared by Robert E Lee for and on behalf of the Melbourne Airport Land Use Planning
Committee.

2 June 1992.
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MELBOURNE AIRPORT TRADE PARK,
9 GARDEN DRIVE,

TULLAMARINE., VIC. 3043.
Phone/Fax: 330 2411.

FACSIMILE TRANSMISSION SHEET

Date: 5.8.92 Time:3:15pm  Pages: (inc. this cover} 1

. Ficna Trudgen
AeRtion: oy R Maclellan Fax: 628.5132

From: Keith Mclaughlin

Ministry for Planning,

G.P.0O, 22407,

MEIBOURNE. VIC. 300L.

Dear Sir,

Re: Late submission to panel hearing F.A.C.

I have been seeking tco negotiate with the F.A.CJ. since 1988 with regard +o
the use of Quarry Road which goes to our property and they are refusing to
to negotiate, as they have stated we would be competition to them,

I would reguest Mr Maclellan for you to direct the panel sitting at the

noment to hear our submission.,

Yours faithfully,

LI,

Mr K.T.McLaughlin.,

ettt g’
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62 Western Avenue Land ' .
\\3\_

Land around Western Avenue and between Mickicham Road and the Tullamarine Freeway wag
purchased by the Commonwealth some years agp 1o protect the approaches to the Proposed new
east west runway. The land which js currently zoned Proposed Public Purposes-Commonwealth is
being offered for sale as part of the Government's asset realisation scheme,

Despite the proximity of existing hoyses the Committee believes this land shoyig be rezoneq 4y
permit only commercial or ligh industrial yses,

arca which has been withheld opment due to nojge IMmpacts. Parts are zoned Corridor
and General Farming ang adjacent to Moonee Pongs Creek land which has beep purchased for park
purposcs,

of access acrosg the Tullamarine Freeway mysg, be resolved, The Melbourne Airport Access Planning
Committec jg urged to address this question, Itis understood that 4 connection to Barry Road to the
cast has Previously been mooted by the Shire of Bulla and (hjs could serve the Subject Jand ag well
as providing a vajuabje conncction to the Airport,

It is recommended that gh, Melbourne Afrport  Access Planning Committee should consigey access
issues and, if Appropriate, th, Land (Jse Commiltee be asked o provide inpyy 4, access
considerations.

ry
&

2 Junc 1992,
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MELBOURNE INTERNATIONAL Asm?mw
TERMINAL AND PRECINCT STUDY
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An artists impression of the proposed multi-level
increase the number of short-

23l e

Tullamarine car park
set for $55m upgrade

By BRUCE TOBIN,

transport reporter

A $55 million multi-level car
park has been proposed for
Melbourne Airport, with provi-
sions for a hotel complex and
underground rail link.

The four-level car park, pro-
viding 3200 spaces, would be
built on the exisiting short-
term car park site, with extra
parking at the rear.

The work, which is subject to
Federal Government approval,
is scheduled to start in July and
finish in April 1997.

The car park would be
linked to the domestic and
international terminals by un-

dercover pedestrian walkways.

The Federal Airports Cor-
poration plans to finance the
project after a lack of interest
from investors in a hotel and
office complex that would have
included the car park.

The project follows the $180
million redevelopment of the
airport’s international termi-
nal, which will be finished in
December. .

The general manager at Mel-
bourne Airport, Mr John Tay-
lor, said the car park would
boost short-term parking
capacity by 60 per cent.

He said the existing car park
was often congested at peak
times, forcing motorists to
park in overflow arcas in the
long-term car park. ’

l The acting Premier, Mr

Gude, who has been lobbying
the federal Transport Minister,
Mr Brereton, and the FAC for a
new car park at Tullamarine,
said the car park would cement
Melbourne’s place in the air-
port big Icague.

“The future for Tullamarine
as a facility of great inter-
national standing is assured.”

Mr Gude said the car park
proposal illustrated that the
FAC recognised that future-
access to Melbourne Airport
would be via private cars and
the Tullamarine Freeway.

“This strengthens the Gov-
ernment's case for widening
the freeway,” he said. The Gov-
ernment would only consider
an airport rail link after the
freeway had been widened.

Mr Gude belicves Melbourne

should be the first airport to be
leased under the Federal Gov-
ernment’s privatisation pro-
gram.
He recently held talks with
interested bidders, including
the British Airports Authority
and the French airport opera-
for Aeroports de Paris.

Details of the car park were
antmounced yesterday as the
Pallamentary standing com-
mittee on public works heard
submissions in Melbourhe on
the proposal. The committee
will report to the Federa) Gov-.
ernmenyt ang a final decis:on is
expected in a few months,

The secretary of the Pui}ljc

Transport Users Associa-
tion, Mr Paul Mees, said
the $55 million should be
used to build a rail link to
the airport. He said the car
park could be illegal as no
environmental effects
statement had been pre-
pared,

“The proposed car park
will lock in the existing
trend for private transport
ta be virtually the sole
access mode to the airport,
and for rapid growth in car
travel. It will delay for
many years, if not forever,
the possibility of a public
transport link,” he said.

The multi-storey car
park would be built in two
stages and a temporary car
park built te ensure suffi-
cient spaces during con-
struction.

An international hotel
complex could be built be-
tween the terminal and the
car park, and an under-
ground rail link connected
to the Broadmeadows line.,
Several overseas investors
have examined building a
hotel at Tullamarine.

Melbourne Airport, rat-
ed the seventh best airport
in the world — ahead of
Sydney — by Business
Traveller magazine last
year, processed more than
1L.1 million passengers in
1993-94. ~

car park at Melbourne Airport, which would -
term parking spaces by 60 per cent.

i'
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MELBOURNE
AIRPOR T

AIRRORT MANAGEMENT
LEVEL 2

. INTERNATIONAL TERMINAL
Ref: 17710 MELBOURNE AIRPORT

LOCKED 8AG 16

) GLADSTONE PARK

9 March 1999 . VICTORIA 3043 AUSTRALIA
. R ) TEL (61 3) 9297 1400

Comito &Co. FAX (61 3] 9297 1886

PO Box 1021
THORNBURY VIC 3071

Dear Sir,
RE: MR K MCLAUGHLIN

We refer to your letter of | March 1999.

We confirm that the only rights of access to Mr McLaughlin’s property are via
Western Avenue. If there are other aspects of the 1996 correspondence on wnich you
require further information please advise.

At all times the work was undertaken in a safe manner and all works were carried out
on our property. We also erected safety mesh around the area in which we have been
working — located within our property. We therefore reject your claim that there are
“hazardous and dangerous situations”.

There is no easement of drainage on the airport title in relation to yovr lent’s
property.

; We are continuing to undertake the reinstatement work that we requested be done by
i your client and we will recover the costs of these works from your client.

Yours faithfully

Tim M Cullinan
Manager Property

Australic Pacific Airports
(Melbourne] Pty Ltd

Yok ww :‘-w:“:)ou.necupor( com.ou ACN 076 999 114
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% VICTORIAN CIVIL, AND
¥ ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

haai " gy e, ——
=~ Plapning & Environment List

(B)
STATEMENT OF GROUNDS
To be completed by the Responsible Authority, Referral Authorities and Objectors

To:  The Principal Registrar
Victorian Civil and Administrative Tribunal
Ground Floor, 55 King Street
Melboume 3000

Lot 1 Western Avenue VCAT Reference No:P3261/2002

Re:
, WEST MEADOWS VIC 3049

» I'wish to be heard in relation to the Application.

» lintend to rely on the following grounds at the hearing of the application:
(set out a brief but precise summary of grounds, attach additional sheets as required)
N Eapthaderin Mﬁgﬁ_&h pabitet (ond, beo Ho Appadicont (bl
bon benm cncpdidd Oy Brio ok Yok He S2 et bdm. 3 At g i £
17, : 4 el by Gk, Grunesd

| THE FOLLOWING MUST BE COMFLETED E—),cerﬁfy that I have served a copy of this Statement of Grounds

s Or the Applicant : (tickbox) on [b/ 1 /03 (insert date)
s On Hume Ciry Council Fltickbox) on [, / | /oD (insert date)

Failure to serve a copy of vour Statement of Grounds on BOTH the Responsible duthority and the Applicant may
result in your being unable to appear at the Tribunal or have your obfections considered.

Your Name: onb T)‘w\su)

Address: Mb@'\u\*\b oAV‘\P @0\*7{ ] ackod. %CES Ho
GLADSTONE PARK. NIC o473

Telephone No. during business hours: 2977 10O

Signature: M ;
Date: /6//04/ﬂ{

55 King Street, Melboumne Vic 3000 Interner: wnw.veat.yic.gov.au Telephone (03) 9628 9777
DX 210160 Mclboumne Facsimile (03) 9628 9789

PG-STAND-ACK.DOC




Office of the Chief Executive

ABN 61 760 960 480
60 Denmatk Street
Kew Victoria Austratia 3101

Mr- . 4 . Tel: {(03)9854 2029
Acting Chief Executive Officer - Fax (03) 9853 0512
J Melbourne Airport ' ’

David.Anderson@roads.vic.gov.au

Locked Bag 16
GLADSTONE PARK VIC 3043

-
Please Quote(GN74421.3 &

74543
Dear

PROPOSED INTERCHANGE — TULLAMARINE FREEWAY
1 refer to your letter dated 17 February 2003, addressed to the Minister for Transport,

regarding the proposal to construct a new interchange on the Tullamarine Freeway in
L= the vicinity of Victoria Street. Your letter has been referred to me for reply.

I am also replying to your similar letter to me of 17 February 2003, copied to
Mr Brian Negus, Regional Manager - VicRoads Metropolitan North West Region.

The current proposal has previously been discussed at meetings attended by staff from
Melboumne Airport, VicRoads Metropolitan North West Region, Hume City Council
and the prospective developers on the north side of the freeway. These meetings
considered both the proposed design of the .interchange and alternatives, which
included a connection from the land on the north side to and from the freeway.

A’ @ I understand that VicRoads officers have expressed concern regarding the inadequate

standards of the proposed design of the interchange and have requested further work
to produce a more acceptable design.

In addition I am advised that there are a number of planning issues to be addressed
within the airport and in relation to the land to the north. The form of the interchange

will also impact on accessibility in the area. These issues need to be resolved prior to
the detailed design phase.

I app‘reciate the need to finalise this matter at an early date. I have therefore asked Mr
Negus to convene a meeting of the relevant parties to progress the matter. He will
contact you shortly to arrange a mutually convenient time for the meeting. If you
require any further assistance please contact Brian on Tel: 9313 111 1.

Yours sincerely

PV o2 T
DAVID ANDERSON
CHIEF EXECUTIVE

/ 713 2003




Telephone: 9205 2688 CITY COUNCIL

Our File: 303760 \VC
Enquiries: Rates Office 7/\

1079 PASCOE VALE ROAD
BROADMEADOWS
VICTORIA 3047

Postal Address:
Wednesday 29 September 2004 PO BOX 119
DALLAS 3047
K T MCLAUGHLIN & N A MCLAUGHLIN Telephone: 03 9205 2200
1-3 PRIORSWOOD WAY Facsimile; 03 9309 0109

SUNBURY VIC 3429 www.hume.vic.gov.au

Dear Ratepayer
Re Western Avenue / Tullamarine Freeway

Melbourne Airport is proposing to construct a new entry road into the Airport from the
western side of the Tullamarine Freeway, followed at some later time with a new exit road.

The Airport wishes to advise landowners adjoining the Freeway of these proposals and
have approached Hume Council for the necessary address details. Council is unable to
provide such details due to privacy restrictions but has agreed to forward the Airport’s letter
to you (see enclosed).

Any questions or comments on the road proposals should be addressed to the Melbourne
Airport contacts listed in their letter.

Don Pratt
Revenue Administrator



MELBOURNE
AIRPORT
27 September, 2004

AIRPORT MANAGEMENT
LEVEL 2

INTERNATIONAL TERMINAL
MELBOURNE AIRPORT

Dear Resident/Landowner t;cf%g?o% EG p}fﬁx

VICTORIA 3043 AUSTRALIA

Tullamarine Freeway Connection TEL: (61 3) 9297 1600
FAX: (61 3) 9297 1886

www.melbourne-airport.com.au

Melbourne Airport is proposing to construct a new Airport Entry Road on the west side of the
Tullamarine Freeway.

The Entry Road is intended to:

« provide secondary access to the main terminal for emergency vehicles during times of
traffic congestion; and

» provide direct access for Airport—bound taxis to the taxi holding area.

The Airport is also considering construction of a new Airport Exit Road on the east side of the
Freeway in due course in the vicinity of your property.

Both the Entry Road and the Exit Road will relieve congestion around the Airport terminal
area from freight vehicles, long-term car park patrons and Airport employee vehicles.

A concept layout for those roads is shown on the attached Drawing No COQ6.
Both VicRoads and Hume City Council have endorsed the concept layout plans and we are

about to commence the detailed design for the Entry Road project. We hope that
construction will commence before Christmas this year.

The timing of the Exit Road project will depend on traffic demand and the proposed up-grade
of the Calder-Tullamarine Freeway interchange.

Both projects will be contained within the boundary of the Airport and accordingly the Airport
does not expect that you will be inconvenienced during construction. Construction is to be
funded entirely by the Airport.

On the concept layout plan there is dotted a connection between the Exit Road and Western
Avenue. This has been shown at the request of VicRoads and Hume City Council to
demonstrate that a connection is physically possible, but at this stage there has been no
negotiation concerning the use of or payment for such a connection.

If you have any ques,tioﬁé or comments please contact me on 92971348, or my Planning
Manager, Bob Jonés on 9297 1060.

& VICTORIA
B UNIVERSITY
N /A MELBOURNE AIRPORT
CHAIR IN MARKETING

G\ES&PPlanning\New Airport entry & exit roads\Letter 1o neighbours.doc

Investing in Australia’s
Austrolio Pacific Airports [Melbourne) Pty. Ltd. A.C.N. 076 999 114 AB.N. 62 076 999 114 Business Future
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JOHN RANDLES & ASSOCIATES PTY. LTh.
CONSULTING ENGINEERS

HAMILTON HOUSE

S HAMILTON STREET

GISBORNE 3437

PHONE (03) 5428 3200

FAX (03) 54248 4500 MOBILE 0417 548 402
E-tmall :- joharandies jr@tpg.com.au

DATE :- 16/11/Q4
OURREF. :« 445077
YOUR REF, :-

FACSIMILE TRANSMISSION

TO: Keith McLaughlin

FAX NUMBER : 159330 2414
NUMBER OF PAGES (Ineluding this one): 1
Shoulé you not receive alj pages please phone (03) 5428 3268

Dear Keith,

Re: Link road from Western Avenue to Freeway (extension of Victoria Street).
I have spaken to Don Purdue from VicRaads (Suashine office) regarding your desire 1o bulid the link
road. He made it clear that the fink would only be built at the benefitting lana ewners expence. Plans

would need ta be approved by VicRoads and Hume Council. If the link from the freaway commenced
on Commonwealth iand, APAM approval would be required also.

He stated that APAM may not be building the everpass for some time. Whep it is duilt, if there is a
benefit 10 landowners, APAM may seek a contribution from the benefitting landowners.

As yet ] have not spoken to Michael Sharp from Hume Coungil.
Regamds,

John Randles =
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Vielbourne Airport Master Plan 2008
Vlelbourne Airport Environment Strategy 2008



ROAD MAP TO THE GROUND TRANSPORT PLAN

Strategic context

Introduction Background

Objectives and Methodology GTP context within Airport
Master Plan, Environment
Strategy, Melbourne 2030,

Victorian Transport Plan, etc

Engaging with others

Consultation

The Airport continues to work
with Victorian Government, Local
Government and all stakeholders

Existing situation

Transport Networks Projects

* Roads - external and internal * List of relevant projects underway
« Public transport - rail & bus and planned by Federal, State and
Local Government and Melbourne
Airport

» Cycling
* Walking

Transport network analysis

Roads

* Traffic surveys

Bus Rail Cycling & Walking

* Submission to local * Review by the * Audit existing

o MicresimulEien area bus review Department of network

model update * Review of all services Transport * Suggested

* Trip generation improvements

Identification of initiatives

Ground Transport Plan

List of recommendations with
timescale and responsible agency

Melbourne Airport Ground Transport Plan v



@ Widen Tullamarine Fwy Off-ramp
to Terminal Dr to two lanes &
i, Upgrade Terminal Dr/Centre Rd Intersection
NORTH
0 1000m 2 New two Lane On-ramp from Melrose Dr /
Apac Dr to Tullamarine Fwy

@ Improve Forecourt Operations

@ Duplicate Melrose Dr from Apac Dr to
Centre Rd

@ Extend Airport Dr from Sharps Rd to
Melrose Dr and re-align Link Rd

@ Centre Rd By-pass Rd from Melbourne Dr
to Melrose Dr

Road Access to Centre Rd / Keilor Park Dr
Intersection

T4 Expansion
@ Francis Briggs Rd Extension

@ Duplication of Airport Dr between Sharps Rd
and Melrose Dr

Melbourne Dr Third Lane to
Tullamarine Fwy

@ Apac Dr between Service Rd and Centre Rd

Figure 5.2: Proposed Internal Road Network Improvements

52 Melbourne Airport Ground Transport Plan



MELBOURNE AIRPORT / SYDNEY AIRPORT

GREENFIELDS OR CBD PRICES?

Report a problem | K

Report & prablem (R



AIRPORTS (TRANSITIONAL) ACT 1996 - SECT 57 Simplified outline http://www.austlii.edu.aw/aw/legis/cth/consol_act/aal1996269/s57.html

%

e\ Commonwealth Consolidated Acts

[Index] [Table] [Search] [Search this Act] [Notes] [Noteup] [Previous] [Next] [Download] [Help]

AIRPORTS (TRANSITIONAL) ACT 1996 - SECT 57
Simplified outline

The following is a simplified outline of this Part:

* Ifan airport lease is granted to a company, certain employees of the FAC will be
transferred to the company.

e Atransferred employee will have terms and conditions of employment that are
similar to those he or she had before the transfer.

¢ Those terms and conditions can be varied in accordance with relevant awards etc.

e Before being transferred, employees will be given statements setting out
particulars of accrued benefits.

e Special provision is made for:
(@) mobility rights; and
(b) long service leave; and
(c) superannuation; and

(d) the application of the Safety, Rehabilitation and
Compensation Act 1988 .

1of2 6/10/2011 1:44 AM
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