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Supplementary visual aids to submission 19

Airservices has selected site 3, operational firefighters do not believe this site meets our regulatory
obligations and that site 2 is the only suitable location. It is also obvious by the times, separation distance

(2 km) and airport congestion between the runways that they need to be treated separately in regards to
resourcing.
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RESPONSE TIME ANALYSIS airservices
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RESPONSE TIME ANALYSIS
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SITE 3
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built to comply at significant cost, this is a false saving '
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Site 3; does not have line of site.
Site 3; response times are significantly slower
Site 3; trucks will be entering the most congested
taxiways that link the two runway that will
impact response times.
Site 3; is a high risk of failing response times
RFFS Site 3 gyen when the airport is empty (not realistic).
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has an 18 second margin for error.
\\\ This site is destined to fail.
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FCC VIEWING TOWER SIGHT LINES airservices
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Y ,' As can be cleaerly seen site has full line of site of the runway
v ¥ g .ty I and the main station maintains full line of site of the existing runway
e gl Site 2 is the only one that complies with the regulatory requirements
---------- 1 for Fire Control Centres
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RESPONSE TIME ANALYSIS
SITE 2
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Cost of station site 2
estimated at 26.83 million dollars
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are Indicative only

It is clearly identfiable that site 2 has the fastest response
time to the new runway at 141 seconds to 01L and

138 seconds to 18R, right well within the 3 minute response
time required.. It has the least numbers of tums and more
direct access. As such this is the only regulatory comphant

Note: Vahicie Paths and Responsa Times
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