MIDLAND FROGS INC

PO BOX 1391MIDLAND 6936

Email: midlandfrogs@ozemail.com.au
27 February 2009

Dear Sirs

Re: Comments on The National Aviation Policy Green Paper December 2008
Firstly we wish to say that we have been a grass roots environmental community based organization working in the Midland area for the last decade.

We have many times been extremely appalled by the lack of consultation that has taken place regarding the trashing of important and sensitive areas of bushland around Perth airport that was compulsorily purchased as green buffer in the 1960’s to then see it sold off to unscrupulous developers under the aegis of the Airports Act in the late 1990’s that culminated with the positioning of an inappropriate and polluting brickworks so strategically placed to avoid all state environmental controls.  Native Title rights and Aboriginal Heritage Acts have been constantly flouted by the activities of the corporation that holds the lease on the land zoned for the airport.  Creeks have been damaged, swamps have lost their water and plants and animals are bulldozed.   I personally witnessed in 2002 the removal of over $300,000 worth of native flora to be commercially resold on, on land that is supposed to be no more than leased from the Federal Government which we assume holds it trust for the people of the Commonwealth.  The plants are now gone, the land is now polluted and the leaseholders will never be able to return the land in the state in which they first leased it.

 A fundamental problem exists with the Airport Act, is that it requires the lessee to only consult or refer to the Federal Minister for Environment for clearance or approvals of development on airport land.  The State and Local Authorities are powerless to limit, reject or in any way determine an outcome, as State and Local Government Laws do not apply to nor have influence over Federal land. In particular where subject activity on Airport land causes undesirable / unacceptable impacts on adjoining/ nearby State and Local Government controlled land.

To strengthen the Airport Act the following 10 changes are recommended for inclusion ;

· Federal Airport land must fall within the jurisdiction of State environmental, planning and health departments to ensure consistency in licensing, monitoring of emissions regulation and control or at least mirror image the fore stated. (Note the lack of legal enforceability and of non -compliance penalty in the Memorandum Of Understanding (MOU) at Perth Airport).

· Master Development Plans (MDP) must be consistent with Airport Master Plans and Local and State Planning Schemes.

· The need for consultation to encompass the notion of procedural fairness and accountability in the planning process (proponents may need guidelines to ensure local communities have adequate access to information or MDPs).

· The need for a further process, forum for consultation, or document review- once public comments have been submitted to an Airport lessee and prior to the Ministerial decision, is an omission that community groups would like to see rectified.

· The need to provide opportunities for (community) appeal on extension to or changes in licensing conditions or development expansions. 

· Proponent with plans for a development on Airport Land, with potential for adverse emissions (eg. noise, dust, gas, water) should be required to conduct Health Risk, Air/ Water Quality / Traffic Movement Studies and consider existing health impacts on the surrounding communities. Indeed the appropriateness of such an industry may be unsuitable in the first instance.

· The Act must clearly define a process for monitoring, regulating and controlling emissions in a transparent way- probably through delegated authority to relevant state departments. 

· Provide for appropriate consultation on non -aviation land uses, as reduced infrastructure and regulatory frameworks may provide unfair commercial advantage for businesses on Airport land and damage local government planning schemes.

· Infrastructure plans at airports must to be developed in consultation with State and Local Authorities as the community bears the cost of increased traffic movements and road or rail requirements.

· There is need to incorporate protection and recognition of significant bushland areas on Airport land and provide appropriate regulatory mechanisms to protect or take action against non compliance and damage to such lands.

Until you get some of these issues sorted out and start consulting properly with the local community we remain opposed to the location of Perth airport in the area in which it is currently and want it removed onto land that is already degraded.  With proper consultation with all local stakeholders we are opposed to any further clearing or development.  We are opposed to the development of the 2nd runway.
In our view the Airports Act and the conduct and attitude of the airport corporation that has flowed from that Act has been a mitigated disaster not only for us locally but for the whole of the environment of the Perth metropolitan area, the Swan River and the Swan Valley.  Our concerns have in the past been put in writing to the minister responsible for transport and the responses so appallingly arrogant and flippant of our concerns that we have never bothered to write again.  However, our activism continues and it was our support for the Greens candidate for the seat of Hasluck in the last federal election that swung the results over to the Labour representative that we now have.  Sadly it appears to us in the community that she has been equally weak on this issue and if the situation does not improve may find herself in the same position as the last Liberal who held the seat.

Regards

Jennifer Catalano

Secretary

Midland FROGS 
