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 A coalition of opinion from Residents Nationwide, dissatisfied 



 with their rights being disregarded by Federal Govt





 representation, Federal Aviation Infrastructure Dept Policymakers 


 & Government Regulators.

Australians Against Aviation Academies Flying Over Communities (AAAAFOC) wishes to make a submission towards your National Aviation Policy Green Paper. 

We commend being able to view and share submissions, hopefully it will aid a decent thinking process to develop sustainable policies offering a genuine benefit to our whole society, and not to advance policy solely benefiting the aviation industry at peoples’ detriment.
This Aviation Policy Green Paper seems to be prepared by the traditional Department of Transport Officials leaving it full of holes to enable reckless aviation to continue, as, ‘business as usual’, nationwide. There should be something in place to balance the obvious potential of aviation industry’s self interests swamping public representation. Parafield mass Flight Training is an amazing example of this. How the pollution of so few, (e.g. one to four cadets, out of a group exceeding 200, flying circuits at any given time), can cause so much misery to so many, (measured in the tens of thousands), residents - just to serve the mere convenience of a minority. Apart from the atrocity of carpet bombing, it does not get more undemocratic than that in aviation. Yet, this remains supported by various ignorant/arrogant Federal Government Departments, predominately those involving Aviation, Foreign Affairs and Trade. Foreign aviation interests continue to have priority over Australian public health. Australia’s Department of Trade has funded foreign owned companies like Flight Training Group to go offshore to market their services, which consequentially harms many Australian Citizens. This in itself, and the use of Crown Land for such purpose are both illegal. Like almost everything else that has been deregulated, there should be an empowered Ombudsman to deal with this.

The Green Paper fails to acknowledge that major parts of any Aviation, (or any transport), Policy should be developed by people having awareness about the serious adverse health consequences caused by the imposition of ‘transport’ pollution, like its chronic noise and other harmful emissions over residential areas. Our cities are becoming so ridiculously large, some are the size of small countries, yet the historic ‘tyranny of distance’ mindset remains in place offering a disproportionate allocation of power within our transport Departments, allowing ignorant, inadequate, antiquated transport infrastructure policies to prevail.
As motor vehicles have disowned original local public road use and amenity, (i.e. the road used to be shared access land for all those living on it, offering a quiet safe shared space for all), aviation seems to be attempting to achieve similar claims with our urban airspace. 
The current generation who are exposed to millions of transport marketing events may that find this difficult to comprehend, possibly also being heavily conditioned about so called ‘progress’, may find the following ABC transcript interesting, (Take heed of foreign influence lobbying policymakers to an unaware innocent general public):

http://www.abc.net.au/rn/rearvision/stories/2009/2449914.htm
The above Radio National rvn_20090118.mp3 audio Podcast available upon request.

Our Federal Department of Transport developing Airport Master Plans for its airports, consider a half a million aircraft movements around urban airports like Parafield is acceptable, it makes us wonder who really runs this country. The 2009 Master Plan for Parafield has not been publicly released yet, so this figure may again increase.

The deregulation of aviation and airfields has benefited inconsiderate greedy lucrative corporate entities while causing severe suffering over vast densely urbanised areas. It appears the aviation industry effectively control ‘our’ related Federal Departments, feeding them any advice to eliminate obstacles impeding their growth. The words ‘Noise’, Public Health’ and ‘Pollution’ hardly are present in their literature. Most ‘Airport Consultative Committees’ are a sham from a residents’ point of view. In the case of Parafield, Russell Synnot chairs this committee, is well remunerated by the Airport, contributes to its noise modelling process, and uses all his skills keeping the facts presented by residents from receiving due recognition, or representation it deserves. We, like many near secondary airports had a happy content life before reckless growth in aviation, which has ruined our local amenity, for no good enough reason, like serving lifestyle for foreign students and profiteering airport operators.

These links make more sense than any Federal policy jargon about Parafield aviation:

http://sites.google.com/site/parafieldairport/
http://stopparafieldairnoise.blogspot.com/2008/05/parafield-endless-flight-training-noise.html
The Federal Government seems to encourage private profiteers importing foreign pollution at out detriment. Like Parafield, here is an example why Jandakot is polluted:

http://www.nexus.gov.sg/imindef/resources/faqs/faqrsafan.html
This Green Paper seems to have little regard to previous submissions by people suffering from severe aviation pollution. It goes so far as to praise Flight Training Group (FTG) as a “successful exporter”. This insensitive arrogance must stop, but continues as our National Transport Infrastructure Departments are run and advised by those having no empathy of what it is like to live under their condoned polluting horrid conditions. Noise costs this country tens of billions of dollars in health and loss of productivity, per annum. Have a read of this Access Economics report and keep in mind those under rampant flight training paths are exposed to 80-90 decibels of intense low frequency noise intrusions hundreds, at times thousands of times daily. That not only causing hearing problems but provoke cardiovascular disease and mental illness adding more cost to society:
http://www.audiology.asn.au/pdf/ListenHearFinal.pdf
Aviation is responsible for a large part of this and flight training can easily be moved! This is a realistic opportunity cost which could fund relocating airfields. 
More importantly, the adverse health effects suffered by people and how the ANEF model was modified are contained in this report:

http://enhealth.nphp.gov.au/council/pubs/pdf/noise.pdf
(These are important credible studies, documents available upon request should the links fail)
This report indicates that the ANEF was not developed under repetitive flight training conditions. It is an airport operator’s  licence requirement to review ANEF conditions. With thousands of registered complaints at hand, how our Department of Infrastructure sanctions what happens at airfields like Parafield is beyond our belief.
The current ANEF model must be revised to account for the extra annoyance associated with repetitive low flying propeller aircraft.
FTG type of operations under various guises continue polluting and ruining the well being of established suburbs around airfields like Parafield for many years. Their pollution remains unmeasured and thousands of complaints remain effectively ignored.

Some submissions pertaining to Parafield, also virtually ignored by the Green Paper while it considers the sickening Flight Training Adelaide such a success:
http://www.infrastructure.gov.au/aviation/nap/files/FIRTH_A.pdf http://www.infrastructure.gov.au/aviation/nap/files/FAULKNER_J.pdf
http://www.infrastructure.gov.au/aviation/nap/files/JENSSEN_H_Supplement.pdf
http://www.infrastructure.gov.au/aviation/nap/files/Maroon_Keith.pdf
http://www.infrastructure.gov.au/aviation/nap/files/City_of_Salisbury.pdf
There are many more submissions, including some from health professionals, expressing concern over the effects of aviation pollution. Environmental experts agree rampant aviation growth is unsustainable, irresponsible and unethical. Your policy spinners, as reflected in this Green Paper, seem to ignore their expertise and the true magnitude of public distress and consequential harm from ever increasing aviation pollution.

Lately light aircraft have been falling like autumn leaves. At Parafield accidents like, the mid air collision at Parafield Feb 7, 2009, by two FTA operated aircraft, each containing an instructor hardly received media coverage, and journalists are denied information. Potential enrolling cadets are entitled to know this. Statistics also indicate a severe decrease of flight incident reporting when the tower is closed at Parafield. This is all known, yet while the Green Paper praises FTA, it puts nothing in place to remedy this reported anomaly. Some ATSB statistics are compiled here:
http://sites.google.com/site/parafieldairport/Home/parafield-airport-reported-flight-training-incidents
The Green Paper contains little provision to ensure protection for citizens by allowing unessential aviation, or aviation that can be done elsewhere, to continue polluting, up to millions of family homes. The Green Paper fails to acknowledge the undemocratic absurdity that a couple of people doing training circuits ruin the amenity of tens of thousands of homes, hour after hour, day after day, for most of the year. It fails to put in place a method to force such ludicrous operations away to suitable locations. Flight training should be done in uninhabited areas. Flight training could easily commute a charter to a remote airfield tomorrow, but no, they are permitted to stay causing preventable misery to thousands of people.

Mass flight training operations should be comprehensively monitored, appropriately located and regulated as any other polluting industry, complying with the World Health Organisation’s pollution dose limits.

Perhaps the mass flight training airfields at Jandakot, Moorabbin, Bankstown and Parafield etc. should move, and be under a separate aviation policy – they all seem to be Federally owned, and call for urgent attention. Recent samples of local Parafield opinions:

http://messenger-news.whereilive.com.au/news/story/time-parafield-airport-buzzed-off-salisbury-mayor/
http://news-review-messenger.whereilive.com.au/news/story/departure-plan-for-parafield1/
http://news-review-messenger.whereilive.com.au/news/story/some-plane-talking/
http://news-review-messenger.whereilive.com.au/news/story/bolivar-swamps-mawson-lakes/
And an interesting link pertaining to a Council owned airfield that could not get legal indemnity/insurance for its Councillors:

http://suebrooks.com.au/2008/letter-from-keith/comment-page-1/#comment-483
The Green Paper fails to address how the ANEF system of modelling aircraft noise maps can be manipulated to suit airports’ requirements.  It does nothing to curb continuous attempts from various aviation ‘Environmental’ consultants to operate beyond the ANEF contours. There is still little in place to objectively measure/verify the modelled ANEF contours around Parafield. ANEF modelling is easily manipulated to generate particular outcomes, particularly when modelling with mass flight training operations. A small parameter change on a single event out of thousands will produce large outcome changes. E.g. Master Plan, modelled ANEF contours can be fudged by widening flight path spread parameters, diluting the appearance of the actual noise footprint on paper, misrepresenting what actually happens. At Parafield the same lines of homes have been aggressively polluted by thousands of overflights, often daily. David Southgate who has been Australia’s aviation Environmental Director is aware of a Jandakot study depicting that repetitive low frequency flight training pollution is at least twice as disturbing than typical aviation noise, yet his department to our knowledge has not caused the current ANEF modelling to take this into account for over a decade. Federal Aviation Infrastructure Departments continue encouraging Federal Airports to support inappropriate, unmeasured unnecessary mass flight operations over residential areas that ruin innocent lives. 
The aviation industry generally recommends residential development to not occur in areas exceeding 15ANEF, our Government accept 20ANEF. Under mass flight training conditions at the modelled 20ANEF contour the noise produces similar distress as at non-mass flight training 25-30ANEF contour. Much of the residential areas North and West of Parafield are exposed above the modelled 20ANEF contour, which means under constant flight training conditions residents experience equivalent distress of 25-30ANEF! No sound insulation or compensation is made available. Most of these polluted homes were established before any mass Flight Academy commenced. Once again, this is not new knowledge, yet nothing is done to protect or compensate the 20-25000 homes polluted by constant flight training. Aviation noise should be objectively monitored on the ground, and reported in a simple manner relevant to public health. It gets worse, as there is also nothing in place to take into account the compounding effect of various other sources of pollution - even from other flight paths from other airports, more on that below. Another example, is at Parafield flight training, (often helicopters), is done along the already heavily polluted residential part of Salisbury Highway, (another State/Federal Govt creation), compounding towards the already horrendous environment of those unfortunate few thousand living along the once quiet Salisbury Highway.

The Green Paper fails to recognise the current conflicts of interest about Airservices Australia’s Public Relations department managing public aviation complaints, on behalf of the aviation industry it primarily serves. Another conflict of interest is Airservices Australia, funded by the Federal Govt, managing complaints arising from Federal owned airport operations. Thousands of complaints regarding Parafield Flight training remain effectively ignored by Parafield airport operators, for almost twenty years. A signed petition from over 2000 residents was also disregarded.
Airservices also collects personal information, without consent or option from complainants, freely offering it to other parties. This is inappropriate, particularly from complainants living under uncontrolled airspace, like that around airports condoning mass flight training. Flight training operators can, and have focussed massive flight operations’ pollution over known complainants’ homes. No monitoring, no hard evidence, no action. The Green Paper has nothing in place to control such arrogant behaviour. Airservices Australia will do nothing without a complete aircraft registration number reported, which is not easily visible on FTG leased aircraft, or any helicopter, or aircraft flying at night.

Airservices Australia, seems to protect the Government from its ludicrous policy allowing metropolitan general aviation airfields to become a free for all, for legal loophole finding inconsiderate carpetbaggers, or even foreign interests, i.e. allowing the importation of foreign pollution, like flight training operations. Being the only general public point of contact, Airservices controls aviation pollution complaints in such a manner that benefits the aviation industry, while not fully informing our elected Representatives and Government Departments when requested to measure aviation pollution. Since a means of pooling peoples’ experiences about unmeasured mass flight training operations eventuated, it has become clear to us there seems a nationwide systematic process in place by Airservices Australia to ‘manage’ and report the nature of flight training pollution and distress inflicted over the public, in a manner enabling such reckless flight operators to continue.

Incessant Flight training noise remains not comprehensively measured anywhere in Australia. Reports are prepared and noise modelling is done in a manner not to show serious problems, which our Representatives seem to accept, without proper scrutiny, so no action is taken. Airservices Australia should NOT be the body charged with monitoring adverse public aviation impacts. What’s permitted from main airports like in Sydney’s West is just as appalling. The location of Adelaides’ main airport also was a big mistake, recognised way back in the 1950’s. Australian strategic Aviation Infrastructure management favours stakeholders, and is a huge embarrassment not palatable for Governments to admit. Hopefully this Government has the courage to do so. Like so many other hair brained policies, over the past two decades in particular, the longer the obvious is not recognised, the problems embed and worsen.

This Green Paper offers nothing to enforce or monitor Airservices’ adherence to their own touted policies, or their effectiveness regarding preventable pollution, and directing flight paths to avoid urban areas. Apart from supporting, and not measuring the flight training pollution of Parafield, what happens from Adelaide’s main airport in West Beach is further evidence of this. Over the past ~7 years increasing numbers of large passenger/freight jets are flying directly across ~30+ kilometres of Adelaide’s northern urban areas. Salisbury (~20Km North) hardly experienced any jet aircraft overflights, until the early 2000’s. Before the ‘privatisation’ of Adelaide’s Airports, Adelaide’s main northern flight corridor went over the uninhabited sea, just a few kilometres west.
Now there are several daily northbound large jet overflights, starting at daybreak, ~06:30 in the morning. Also, many jets now circle around Adelaide for some reason. 
They even fly jets right over flight training circuits simultaneously running half a dozen aircraft. The jet carrier’s logo is clearly visible from the ground, so FTA may not be adhering to the mandatory one kilometre safety clearance from Jet aircraft. What caused this change? To our knowledge this easily re routable northern flight path pollution was, yet again imposed over hundreds of thousands of homes without consultation. Another obscene undemocratic nuisance condoned by Airservices Australia to grow revenue for investors, conquering more urban public airspace, disregarding their own rhetorical policy of avoiding flying over urban areas. Perhaps Aviation should be charged for the use of public airspace to the extent they are discouraged to fly in it.
Adelaide’s current main airport northern corridor pollution compounds with that of Parafield’s flight training pollution, as it coincides over the western boundary of Parafield airport’s saturated, unmeasured polluting training flight paths/airspace. This trashed boundary is over areas almost wholly residential, measuring about ten square kilometres. This has been reported to Airservices for years, yet they remain ineffective by allowing Air Traffic Control to focus aviation pollution from separate airports, (run by the same lessees), over the same residential areas, attempting to dilute aviation pollution responsibility. Future Parafield dodgy ANEF plots won’t reflect this. Social engineering of the most disgusting kind, harassing the same residential areas complying with aviation’s agenda of fostering a “noise tolerant area”- by coercing hundreds of established residents to move, in cases like Parafield & Jandakot - to benefit foreign interests.

Considering what actually happens, aviation pollution measurements and managing public health queries should not be a function of Airservices Australia, but should be functions run by an independent empowered environmental public health body. The Green paper does nothing to address problems arising from such ‘in house self-monitoring’ corrupting the flow of actual information to our public representatives. Ministers and Airport managers remain content with the lack of evidence of noise problems, as it remains officially unmeasured, and alleviates their requirement to take some action. Is Australia a first, second or third world country?

Germany’s Government since 2000 was legislating noise around airports to be cut to 60 & 65 decibels, as they recognise that people exposed to noise above 65 decibels suffer stress and higher risk of heart disease.
http://www.rag.org.au/barb/newrules.htm
Australia allows foreign trainers to sicken innocent residents with children to 80-90decibels hundreds of times daily. This is nothing new. Unfortunately our main airports are in the midst of our main densely populated cities, yet the Federal Department of Transport allows aviation to pollute residents at their whim.

Flight paths continue to not avoid residential areas when they can. Flight numbers continue to escalate over residential areas. A public perception continues to be fostered that airports remain virtually unmoveable. Aviation fans think they own the urban sky, but they do not. Aviation annoys/sickens millions as they continue to unsustainably pollute the globe while sponsoring public relation professionals to distort the reality of being a sickening pest for all those they fly over. 

The benefits of aviation should be balanced. It cannot be denied that the environmentally unsustainable rampant glorified growth in aviation has benefited a few at the expense of so many on a world, and local per capita scale. That means the marketing of unessential aviation draws the small surplus off millions, concentrated by the elite, to benefit the lifestyle of relative affluent few, polluting wherever they go under the pretence of growth. I’ve never witnessed so much wastage by unnecessary travel as within the executive, of both private and Government Departments.

We pay you to enhance our quality of life, protect us and our residential environment from harm, not to use our tax monies to irresponsibly grow an industry achieving the opposite. The continuous sickening flight training (FTA) noise pollution continues day and night for most of the year. The Green Paper does not force any limits on this.
At Parafield nearly 20 years have passed, thousands have signed petitions while hundreds of families have HAD to move, without compensation. I’m aware of wealthy housing provider moving his whole family back to Greece because of this obvious abomination of our civil rights to amenity. We do not really have many rights here protecting us from ludicrous aviation. The homes thousands of working Australians were built before mass flight training airfields existed in Australia are no longer really fit to live and prosper in, because you inconsiderate lot allow, and have encouraged a minority of arrogant profiteers to pollute the life we once had.

Stop malingering and move busy airports and flight paths out of residential areas.

PLEASE get rid of mass Flight Training operations done over Residential Areas AS SOON AS POSSIBLE.

Industrial scale mass flight training operations over urban areas should never have been permitted in the first place. 

We do not want more, but no flight paths over our homes in the future. Were absolutely sick of them, and dealing with ignorance that support such lunacy.
We prefer to be contacted by email at:
AAAAFOC@gmail.com
We hope this contributes to decent policymaking and encourages a sense of appropriate societal obligation and priority.
Thank You.
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