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The Fernleigh Park Community Association (FPCA) welcomes the opportunity to provide comments in relation to the National Aviation Policy Green Paper (the Green Paper).  

The Fernleigh Park Estate (Fernleigh Park) is located approximately 15 kilometres south of the airport and directly south of Jerrabomberra.  Fernleigh Park consists of over 200 residents all directly impacted by the current flight path and related aircraft noise.  To the north-west of Fernleigh Park are the proposed developments of Environa and Tralee.  (Map at Attachment A refers)
FCPA has the following comments in relation to the Green Paper:

Introduction of a curfew

· While noting the significant noise affects of aircraft, should the Canberra airport be allowed to fly unrestricted overnight, the FCPA would strongly support the introduction of a curfew for Canberra airport.
Canberra airport as a freight hub

· The statement (page 19) of the Green Paper which states that the, “Government recognises 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 minimise the noise impacts of night-time operations.”  There would be merit in including statistics which set out how great a role each of these airports play in the north-south and east-west overnight freight. This statement implies that Canberra airport is currently a significant player in the overnight freight network, which we do not believe is the case.  While the Canberra airport, in their draft Master Plan, envisages transforming the airport into an ‘overnight freight hub’, we do not believe Canberra airport could currently be classified as such.  Indeed, on page 164 of the document it states, “Canberra Airport suggested that it could become a domestic and international freight hub, thereby reducing the load on Sydney Airport”.  Also, the Canberra airport’s draft Master Plan 2009 (Figure 6.2) appears to go against the north-south and east-west network and instead envisages becoming the central part of the network.  Is this the Government’s intent and how will other airports, such as Melbourne and Brisbane, react to this concept?  Do their Master Plans envisage the Canberra airport taking over a significant part of the overnight freight market?
· Further, in terms of Canberra airport becoming a freight hub, there appears to be an assumption that it would be good for Canberra to be a freight hub, and that freight has to move at night. FCPA would query why Canberra needs a freight hub?  Indeed, why can't freight move during the day?  For a freight hub to be commercially viable, aircraft need to have backloads – they deliver freight to a destination and then pick up other freight from that destination to deliver elsewhere. Canberra is not an industrial centre, so it does not produce sizeable items which need urgently freighting elsewhere, neither is Canberra a storage facility with spare parts for industrial equipment that may be required urgently – Sydney and Melbourne fill this role. There are no plans for Canberra to become an industrial city, so what would be freighted out?  At the moment, the majority of freighted items are relatively small and are adequately handled by current air freight capability. Under the Canberra airport plan, do we assume that freight will not only be coming into Canberra but that it will also be leaving Canberra?  If this is the case, what type of freight and to what destinations is it expected to be delivered?  Also, has the Commonwealth Government considered the additional costs, both monetary and environmental, that would be imposed by the Canberra airport becoming a freight hub, for example, increased traffic on the roads, maintenance of highways etc.  Does the Commonwealth Government propose to increase the Hume Highway to a three lane highway to accommodate the increased road transport?  Will the Canberra airport be paying for such maintenance?  

· The environmental impacts of additional planes in our sky and trucks on our roads, in a time of such critic climate change consequences, makes the idea of dramatically increasing overnight flights to Canberra, a real concern.  Have any tests been undertaken to determine what the environmental consequences of developing Canberra airport into an ‘overnight freight hub’?
· The FCPA also believes it would be premature to support an overnight freight hub in Canberra ahead of the Government’s consideration of both the draft Sydney Airport Master Plan and a second airport for Sydney.  The Government would need to carefully consider the options for a second airport for Sydney ahead of making any final decision on the possibility of an overnight freight hub for Canberra airport.  We note that freight travelling from Canberra to Sydney along the Hume Highway may still be subject to infrastructure bottlenecks once it enters Sydney, particularly through the M5 motorway.    
· FCPA notes that Goulburn airport could potentially be developed into a freight hub, providing significant regional employment and development opportunities.  Goulburn is also next to the highway and the main rail line so is likely to be better suited than Canberra, plus the flight paths into and out of Goulburn do not seem to have much housing beneath them.  The consequences of this option, including environmental, should be explored ahead of making any final decision on the possibility of an overnight freight hub for Canberra airport. 
· Residents are also concerned by the impact of an increased number of aircraft, particularly overnight, on: the health of residents (for example, lack of sleep, increased pollution); on our water supply (for example, we all rely on tank water); and on the environment in general.  There are also concerns that the value of our properties will be adversely impacted.

Other infrastructure

· The Canberra airport draft Master Plan implies that an important component of becoming a domestic and international freight hub is the very high speed train project.  While noting the Green Paper is an Aviation Policy document, does the Commonwealth, New South Wales, Victorian and Australian Capital Territory Governments have views on how aviation policy sits with futuristic rail projects?  What is the likelihood of the very fast train successfully being funded, particularly in the current global financial crisis?  We note that Infrastructure Australia has included the very fast train as a priority project, amongst a hundred other projects, in its ‘Report to the Council if Australian Governments’, although given its estimated price tag of between $32-59 billion, it is questionable whether this project will see the light of day in the short, medium or long term.  Does the Commonwealth have a view on the priority of this particular project?
Expert Airport Planning Advisory Panels

· FCPA supports the introduction of “expert Airport Planning Advisory Panels for each of the major airports to assess, at the Minister’s request, airport Master Plans and Major Development Plans”. (page 167)  FCPA would however ask that such a panel be appointed as a matter of urgency to the Canberra airport, certainly prior to the finalisation of the Canberra Airport draft Master Plan.
· This said, it is unclear how the various Master Plans interact with each other.  While one Master Plan might envisage becoming a ‘freight hub’, for example the Canberra airport, it is unclear what will happen if a rival airport’s Master Plan, say Melbourne or Sydney airport, contradicts, or is at odds with, another airport’s Master Plan.  Will the expert Airport Planning Advisory Panels have the power to intervene or make changes to Master Plans?  It would be useful to clarify this point as part of the aviation statement.
General comments
· The FCPA believes the document lacks detail on its considerations of airport noise.  While there are plenty of high level suggestions and options, there is very little in the way of concrete proposals.  We would suggest more concrete examples of programs to finance noise reduction are placed in the National Aviation Policy Statement.

· FCPA is concerned that, in the case of Canberra airport, we have a commercial organisation making decisions which are only in the interests of that organisation, not in the interests of the population of Canberra and Queanbeyan.  How does the National Aviation Policy Statement propose to address such matters? 
· Not withstanding the statement that, in terms of passenger growth (page 7), “the forecasts anticipate a long-term positive economic outlook for Australia and its trading partners, notwithstanding short-term economic volatility.”  It will be interesting to know how accurate these forecasts are and how they have been determined, particularly in light of the increased volatility of the Global Financial Crisis on the broader economy.  One would expect the Aviation Industry is already being significantly impacted by the economic downturn and the forecast for the immediate future is for decreasing passenger and freight to be carried.  Will the forecast be adjusted in the final National Aviation Policy Statement?
Compensation
· We note the “Government’s intention that options to address noise impacts such as: by limiting the operation of noisy aircraft – particularly at night, improving insulation and implementing other noise amelioration programs, will enable the maintenance of a north-south and east-west network of noncurfew airports”. (page 35)  The FCPA questions whether affected residents will be compensated by the Government(s) or Canberra airport for having to implement the various “options to address noise impacts”.  We note that the Adelaide and Sydney airport noise insulation programs were effective in reducing the impacts of aircraft noise on homes and public buildings (Schools, Churches, Day Care Centres and Hospitals) under flight paths. We note this had a combined cost in excess of $470 million, with 4,083 homes and 99 public buildings insulated in Sydney; while in Adelaide, a further 648 homes and 5 public buildings have been insulated. 
· Again the FCPA would strongly support the introduction of a curfew for Canberra airport.
Draft Canberra Master Plan – preliminary comments
· The FPCA is concerned with the expansion plans proposed by the Canberra airport, particularly as they relate to the overnight freight hub, and note the significant adverse impact upon the residents of the Fernleigh Park.  While acknowledging that there will be occasions, such as bad weather over Sydney, in which planes will need to be directed to Canberra airport, we are concerned about the impacts of the proposed freight hub.  Indeed, the FPCA would want to see the relevant authorities imposing a form of curfew.  
· FCPA notes the first draft Canberra Master Plan was rejected by the Minister for Infrastructure, Transport, Regional Development and Local Government who indicated that it did “not provide the necessary detail to meet the statutory purposes of a master plan and enable well informed public consideration of the proposed 20 year plan for the Airport”.  FCPA also notes that “Canberra Airport has been on notice since February 2005 when the previous government identified similar deficiencies in detail that should be addressed in subsequent master plans”.  The FCPA is concerned that despite these statements by the Federal Minister, the Canberra airport owners appear to have made no attempt at any stage to consult directly with the FCPA or the Fernleigh Park community in general.  This is particularly disappointing given the residents in Fernleigh Park will be significantly affected by the plans outlined in the draft Canberra Master Plan.
· The FPCA notes the argument in the draft Master Plan that many residents in the region purchased homes in a location free from aircraft noise.  It is also worth noting that many residents who purchased homes affected by aircraft noise were not aware, were not consulted with, and/or could not know or anticipate the dramatic expansion plans proposed by the Canberra Airport, including the 24 hour freight hub.  Many long time residents of Fernleigh Park and surrounding areas have indicated that in all the time they have lived in the region they have never been consulted by Canberra airport or relevant Government agencies.  It is not good enough to simply release a complex and often confusing draft Master Plan, at a length of over 200 pages, and expect this to constitute consultation.
While the FPCA is supportive of appropriate development in the region, the FPCA believes there are a number of long term challenges relating to climate change, population growth, the environment generally and the economy that need to be carefully considered prior to approving the Canberra airport’s draft Master Plan.  This includes the direct environmental impact of additional aircraft flying into the Canberra Airport.  The FPCA therefore believes the draft Master Plan, and/or other relevant publications of the Canberra Airport, should discuss in detail how increased aircraft will impact upon the environment more broadly and aid, or otherwise, in tackling the issues of climate change.
The FPCA appreciates the opportunity to comment on the National Aviation Policy Green Paper

and would be happy to discuss any of the above comments.
Kind Regards
[signed]

Chris Kenyon

President of the FPCA

and 

[signed]

Bruce Taloni
Secretary of the FPCA
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