From: Drown family 
Sent: Thursday, 26 February 2009 10:48 PM
To: Aviation Statement
Cc: A 
Subject: Submission to green paper

Department of Infrastructure, Transport, Regional Development and Local Government
GPO Box 594
CANBERRA ACT 2601
 

Dear Sir, Madam
Please accept this submission to the Government Aviation green paper.
I wish to raise concerns about the regulatory framework in which the issue of aircraft noise will be addressed.

I write as a resident of Fernleigh Park, Googong NSW, which I have recently discovered lies directly under the high noise corridor for the Canberra Airport.  Fernleigh Park is located about 10 nautical miles from the airport runway.  Increasingly aircraft landing at Canberra Airport are flying directly over the roof of my house at very low attitudes throughout the day and night.  The Canberra Airport has now advised that it wishes to establish a 24/7 freight hub that could mean up to 720 aircraft movements every day (i.e. one every two minutes right through out the day).
Aircraft noise is clearly a pollution that can be imposed on community members who have absolutely no ability to control the impact of that pollution on their lifestyles.  It is therefore essential that the regulatory framework guarantees that the impacts of aircraft noise are minimized where possible and that the framework provides avenues through which the impacts on residents can be properly addressed and compensated.  
The green paper does not give sufficient attention to the issue of aircraft noise.  Instead it seems to assume that airport operators will act in the best interests of affected residents.  For example; it says at page 19  "The Government recognizes the importance of maintaining a north-south and east-west overnight freight network. Airports such as Brisbane, Cairns, Canberra, Melbourne and Perth are integral to this network. The Government expects industry to develop appropriate arrangements to minimize the noise impacts of night-time operations.

Placing a vague expectation on industry to "develop appropriate arrangements" denies the obvious conflict of interest the industry has in respect of the issue and is therefore totally inequitable and unacceptable.  
The activities and operations of aircraft and airport operators are driven by profit motives and these will more often than not conflict with the needs and rights of those people affected by the externalities imposed by the aviation industry operations.  An expectation that industry will manage the noise issue without significant government regulation or intervention is unrealistic and denies the obvious likely result that the operators will do nothing or very little to manage the impact of their operations on affected community members.  
Residents affected by proposed changes in operating plans of aircraft and airport operators are equal stakeholders in these issue and must be given equal rights and equivalent degrees of influence in decisions about noise issues that will affect them.
The following principles should be included in the policy framework:
1.  Government can not renege on its obligations to the community in respect of aircraft noise - trusting the industry to "develop appropriate arrangements" is totally unacceptable as operator can not be trusted to operate except in their own narrow best interests unless compelled to do so.  Government, as the representative of the people, must impose restrictions and requirements on operators and must act as the watchdog ensuring compliance by the operators.
2.  An arbitration process should be established (e.g. via a aircraft noise ombudsman or the like) to resolve and rule on disputes between residents and operators.  This process must have the ability to make legally binding decisions and directions and must be independent of the industry.

3.  Airport curfews between 10pm and am should be mandated in all situations where residential suburbs or localities would be affected by aircraft noise likely to exceed a defined level. Overnight freight hubs should only be operated in airports where noise can be sufficiently removed from residential areas.
4.  Airports should be either required to maintain approach and departure routes that bypass residential areas and these areas should be zoned so that no residential buildings can be erected there, or where this is not possible, adopt noise sharing approaches so that the noise burden is equally shared by all in the community.  
5.  Where an airport wants to change its plans (as was the case in Canberra when it moved from noise sharing to a high noise corridor) airports must be compelled to pay compensation to affected landowners and residents for the noise pollution and resulting loss in property values that result.
6.  Airport operators should be required to fully fund the cost of noise insulation in homes affected by high noise corridors.  My understanding is that noise insulation requires double glazed windows, additional wall and roofing insulation and reverse cycle air-conditioning (so that windows and doors can remain closed).  This cost is significant (e.g. well over $30,000 per residence) and should be meet by the airport, not the resident.
7.  Community consultation by airport operators must be subject to requirements that ensure that residents are actually actively engaged by the airport.  Community consultation does not consist of a public notice in a local paper - it must involve directly proactively engaging with affected residents.
8.  People looking to buy a home in a noise affected area must be made aware of the issue before they complete the sale contract.  In my case there was absolutely no mention when I purchased my property in 2000 that the airport was likely to be upgraded to a 24/7 operation, that it lay directly under the flight path or that it was in a recently designated high noise corridor.  Purchasers who are not correctly advised should have legal recourse to compensation.
Thank you for considering this submission
I can be contacted on   should you wish to discuss the matter further.
CC: Mike Kelly MP, Steve Whan MP
Kind regards
Tim Drown

Fernleigh Park
Googong, NSW, 2620
