aﬁliament Tonga,
(T} 1fﬂ !!..C.'j-‘ﬂ 26000

11th June, 1969.

My dear lilnister,
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I write with further refercnce to your letfen

cf 5th Docenbcr 1968 in vihich you ing iicated that the
Shoal Sy glte chogen by Ilavy for the vrojccted ncw
receiving station mi"hb be mweguired for the long term
developmcnt of Darwine

In consequence of your lebter o comprehensive

survey has been made by the Royel Australlan Navy in

conjunction with the Deparitments of Defence, Works and

the IHorthern Terzitoxry "umxnxatraulon, ox o»aer possible

sltes in the Darvin area.

It has been concludod that the only :
'practluablo alternative to the BShoal Doy site is fthat
known oo Sanderson which is ndjucent to Shoal Bay bvub
somo 35 to 40 miles by road froin Darwiin.

Comperison of the two gites indicates howeven
1

that the advantoges to be gained fron brilding at

Sanderson are outwelghed by the disadvantagess _Althoush

—ALUIOUGH
it would nrovide a rectcr dcrrce of LTOdeﬂ fvon TaLL0
and electrical intom ! Flicors of - |

ry Depagriment consider t 5 WLll not be a sxgnWL¢can
fzctor at the Shoal B Bay smc for some twenty %o tmonty

~Tive ye i‘s.

The Sanderson slte is Technmically infexiox *o
Shoal Bey and the Cupltul costs of construction would be
conulaerablj higher becanse of the long digtance ianvolved

and the requirement for an access road gnd supply of
‘prinary electrical power. Departient of ‘orks have

indicated that a road providing year round access, which
would include a bridge over the [lowesrd River, could not

be bullt without enormous capital outlaye.

The distance from Dorwin wourld also result in
considerably highor malintenance costs, in excess of 120,070
per yeor nore than for oh ol Bay, beceauge of the nced for

additional wauchkeepinﬁ personiel, diffieculty of stores

euuport, muintonancc of Lf anagport ond longer travelling

tinc,
/ ' : -

A comparigon of the oconomlus of cach silte

Indicotes that vthe overall copts of bullding now and

gubscauent maintenance ot Shoal Bay thon of moving and

rebuilding elscwhere in twenty vo twenty Live yeors tine
would notv bhe siznificantly greater tnaa those wihilch rowTd

be incurred by locquinJ the statvtlon in the Lirgt nlaeo
Sandersgone
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It is reasonable o assume that with the repid
advance of comnumicabions tcchnology, a recelving station
ot Shoal qu would bo unablo to moot ita conw;tno“uu
without major reconstruction and modernisation, after a
period of LwonLy years. llowever, the buildings, which
would be of suhstentiel cons truﬁtLOA, would undoubtedly
have congilderable commercial volue as a factory, warchouge
or some other uses if no longer reguired by the Havye

I should be glad theveifore if you would rcconsider

your opposltion to the origLnal Shoal Bay site, on tho
.baals thats

a. after a period of twenly years it nay
be necessary to resume the bu¢¢cr zZone
for civil dovelopnente.

be durling the tvoncJ yecars 1t may be pos sxble,
" especially during the latter hall of the
period, to rceconsider the nced for g buller
- zone of this ulzbg depending on the "State
of the art" at that time. »

Ce after twventy yeors it moy be posgible to
re-locate the acrial systems only and useé
gome means of rcﬂotely conwccthG then to
the equipment in the Shoel Bsy operational
buildings. :

de shouald it be deecided to vacate the Shoal
" Bay site the buildings would undoubtedly
hove considerable comnercial velue.
Considerable dequ has alroudy occurred in the

developnent of this urgent and most inportant Defence pr roject

and I would appreciate your oarly congsideration of the
foregoing.

Youws sincerely,

T
Gty RELLY

(C.R. KBLLY)

- The Hone Pede ITizcon, JuPa,

Ifinister for the Inuerioc,
Parliament Ilouse,

C!“ TBT"—jAz AeCaTo 20000






