RESPONSE TO “NATIONAL AVIATION GREEN PAPER”

Submission by Juliet Peters, formerly of Fairlight NSW, now living in the Myall Lakes area one hour north of Newcastle.

After reading the Green Paper it is my opinion that the following issues need careful consideration:

A Worthy Objective To enhance the wellbeing and health of the Australian people.  To encourage affordable and non-polluting holidays in areas near to people’s homes.  To create a peaceful and tranquil holiday for oversees visitors so word of mouth recommendations are positive about Australia.  To reduce our carbon footprint (including air travel).  To have control over choosing where to live and where to visit that avoids noise pollution zones.  Holidays are precious.  For some the only time to relax.  Ensure we have the power of choice to ensure it is a wonderful peaceful experience.

The objective of the Green Paper  This is my interpretation: to enable airlines to fly where-ever they like, creating as much noise pollution as they like (the height traveled by airlines is not controlled – the higher the better of course).  To increase air traffic by no control (no objectives to reduce air traffic).  For those who enjoy recreational flying to free them from guilt by supporting them in their denial that planes create noise abuse to people and carbon abuse to the environment.  Allow then to set up businesses to fund their mode of transport and hobby through scenic flights.  Allow congestion at airports when they wish to fly to Sydney.  


Because, apparently, we are all better off with airtraffic noise and pollution.  It makes us richer because the economy is stronger. 

I don’t want to be richer.  I want peace.  Richer for how long?  Until the next bust (following the good boom times).  A strong economy means someone is making fast money, that at some point they are going to lose when the natural of order of balance raises its head.  Reality.  I am not afraid to learn the lessons.  But is our government afraid?  The report reads like someone in denial.  Denial is fear.  Fear that we might reduce our dependence on air travel.  Fear that our environment might improve in health.  Fear that the public might improve in health.  All things I am happy to be optimistic about.  


Having a policy to reduce air traffic will not stop people going on holiday.   They will just choose a local destination.  The added benefits are meeting the objectives of a) increasing standards of living and b) reducing carbon emissions.  I see more peace as an increased standard of living.  I won’t be choosing to fly to the Gold Coast for a weekend.  The guilt I would feel would not be worth it.  If you want to encourage us to fly, some of us will need to be heavily brainwashed to not feel the guilt of noise pollution and carbon emissions pollutions.  

If planes were quiet, and did not cause air pollution, then we can all relax and enjoy the convenience of air travel.  We could choose destinations further and further away for weekends and holidays.  Commute from country areas into the city every day using our private plane.  Owning a plane is well within the reach of the Australian public, especially if they share ownership.  But it isn’t appealing to me.  Because I cannot brainwash myself that it doesn’t effect others in the form of stress.  And because I feel a responsibility and duty to achieve a reduction in carbon emissions.   Why do I feel such a spoil sport in admitting that?  

You only need to go and visit England if witness what we are headed for if we don’t control our love affair with flying.  There is no peace anywhere in England.  So those that can afford it buy weekend homes in France and other countries where there is some peaceful spots still left.  The French don’t like it because prices of their houses have increased and they can’t afford them.  So the French are buying houses in Spain because they are cheaper there and the English aren’t buying there yet.  There won’t have to be war and invasions in the future.  We just move in when our country becomes unlivable.  I visited the Lake District and walked in the hills among the sound of aircraft.  Hotels in this area used to be booked out a year in advance in the summer holidays.  The hotel was half empty.  Why?  Noise.  I couldn’t leave quick enough.  As the joke goes: the only good thing about England is there’s always a flight out of there.  Four years ago on my last visit it wasn’t this bad.  How things can explode into chaos.  

Australia always got things right and in balance in the past.  We are now making the same mistakes.  Aircraft noise is now a major problem.  It is madness to have to leave one’s country for peace and quiet.

Haven’t we already given the Labor Party our vote.  You, the chosen government, are passionate about doing everything to reduce carbon emissions?  So are we.  We get that there may be inconvenience caused.  But most of us care about others more than ourselves.   It doesn’t feel like an inconvenience.  This paper is about air travel.  Supporting local holiday destinations is fine with me.  It won’t effect my happiness.  I am happy knowing that we are achieving our goals.  I am happy living a more peaceful life.  Cheap travel.  No thanks.  Quality environment I’ll fight for.  I’m not scare I’ll get to a destination one hour later.  Worth the wait.  It’ll be there for the next generation and forever.  I don’t want the environment to be there for my enjoyment and mine alone.  I don’t want to leave it withering from the stresses of noise and pollution.  Why would I do such a thing to something I love and want to protect?  I don’t want Australia to be England.  I don’t want to be looking for the next plane out of here.  English people don’t even find it quicker to travel by plane any more.  The time one queues in massive traffic jams to get to the airport and park.  Then find the plane is delayed.  Then you are informed there is a 30 plane queue to take off.  Then one has to circle for an hour to land.  By which time one could have driven.  Even the convenience of it all ends up not being so convenient after all.  

Your final report must address noise.  Noise pollution creates stress to most people.  Stress causes illness, both mental and physical.  The creator of any noise pollution on another person is abuse, if it effects them in a negative way.  I care about my impact on others.  Does Mr Albanese?  If he does care why is this issue not addressed.  Is it because when noise pollution is raised there’s only one caring answer?  Has the decision been made and there’s just no good reason why except you just love to fly.  Politicians like to fly to work.  Is this a subject so infused with conflict of interest that it is going to be impossible to look at both sides of the argument?   Would Mr Albanese like to put my fear to rest that the stealing of your hard drive was not done to push a point of view.  The Green Paper is like reading an advertising campaign for airlines.  Seducing us into the wonders of air travel.  Ignoring the dark side of air travel.  It isn’t a balanced argument.  It is a one sided argument.  Air travel is good for us.  Oh no its not.  Not for us or the environment.  No-one, not in the long term. 

In the words of The President of the United States, Barack Obama:  Look at both sides of the argument and chose the best argument in the interest of the public.  Otherwise a decision is one based on benefiting a minority.  Avoiding the opposing argument will not be acceptable.  Nor will a decision that is not in the best interests of the public and the environment.  There is no question that air travel benefits a minority.  People who can deny global warming and noise pollution issues.  

My life when exposed to aircraft noise:  I lived in Fairlight near Manly in Sydney.  Fairlight at that time was a quiet suburb.  Because it was quiet I worked from home designing computer systems for controlling customer service for companies mainly in the car manufacturing industry.  My neighbours were also in business.   In March 2007 our peace was destroyed.  Pilots got bored with the flight paths and started flying over Fairlight.  That noise caused problems: it was effecting our businesses and wellbeing (and thus our businesses).  It was impossible to have phone calls when I couldn’t hear a word my client was saying when a plane was flying overhead (very low, much lower than is necessary!).  I couldn’t concentrate on the work I was doing.  I started to become irritable with everyone.  I started to feel less “happy”.  Being such a positive, ambitious person this was new.  I felt an overwhelming need to get out and go somewhere peaceful.  The same was happening with my neighbours.  We were all friends.  We were very happy and successful in our home businesses.  We all left Fairlight.  Because of noise pollution for aircraft.  No other reason.   This wasn’t the noise of aircraft taking off.  This was the noise of planes flying lower then necessary on route out of Sydney.  We weren’t under a flight path.  But planes on route.  Flight Path D should have been out through North Head and leaving Sydney over water (perfect solution for noise pollution).  Except pilots in March 2007 decided not to worry about flight paths anymore.  The Liberal government wasn’t worried either. 

Noise pollution isn’t an issue unless you have experienced it.   It effects people who are at home:  people who work from home, parents of young children, the elderly, the sick.  People have to be able to chose where they live and have certainty in their lives.  If there are people who don’t mind noise pollution, perfect.  They can live under the flight paths.  

How do we ask the wildlife how they are going with noise pollution?  I noticed the birds disappeared and stopped singing.  Stress is a cause of infertility in humans.  Evolution has not yet come up with a design to deal with constant noise pollution for us or wildlife.  On the news yesterday we were told that the bird life numbers are dwindling and they don’t know why.  Well I’ve got a good idea.  Farmers use noise to scare of birds from crops.  They are scared.  They don’t just happen to change their mind to go elsewhere.  It is obvious isn’t it that a bird, or any wildlife for that matter, will be stressed by a noise they can’t identify.  A bit like thunder.  Except its every five minutes throughout the day.  Bird numbers dwindled in Fairlight.  It was exactly the same time when the flight path started over Fairlight.  And I missed them.  Life just wasn’t the same.

My stress response to noise pollution was normal so my doctor told me.  He informed me that noise is abuse.  If one is trying to concentrate or rest it will cause sufficient distraction to cause annoyance which causes stress.  It was normal that I couldn’t sleep at night.  Stress does that.  Resting is vital for our wellbeing.  Concentration is vital for the type of work I do.  For rest and concentration we all need peace and quiet.  I was suffering the consequences because my natural recharging of batteries was not taking place and the stress of not being able to get my work done.  I was perfectly normal.  I was in a cycle of ill health.  Noise pollution creates stress.  Stress means I couldn’t rest or sleep.  I needed rest and sleep to recharge by batteries.  I couldn’t get rest and sleep while I was being effected by constant noise pollution.  No way out unless I left Sydney.  Earplugs didn’t work.  I couldn’t hear the phone and it wasn’t great for dinner parties.

I contacted Air Services.  No there is no flight path over Fairlight I was imaging 40 planes a day flying over-head.  Planes fly through North Head then over water.  I spoke to two pilots of sea planes, operating two separate businesses that fly the short trip from Palm Beach to Rose Bay.  One pilot told me he always stayed over water, as it is the flight path.  The other, told me he didn’t see why he should have to stick to a flight path.  I reminded him it was because noise pollution is so unpleasant.  He told me he didn’t see why he couldn’t create noise pollution.  That the law allowed planes to do sight seeing tours and they could fly where they like.  Well he looked out of the window so technically that was a sight-seeing tour.  Or else no-one could prove otherwise. 

One pilot did the right thing to reduce noise.  The other didn’t care about noise pollution at all and just cared if there was a technical loophole to allow noise pollution over the northern suburbs.  Over water created no noise pollution.  The answer is no-one should be able to abuse by noise.  Sightseeing should be done by other methods like walking, boat etc.  Then everyone gets to enjoy the environment and future generations get to have an environment as it was intended to be.  I agree with part of the logic.  Why should some planes be allowed to do whatever the like, and other can’t.  More control is necessary.  And one law that applies to every pilot of every noise and air polluting plane. 

Noise Pollution according to psychologists


The subject of noise pollution and its effect on people cannot be discussed without knowledge of psychology.  Stress causes mental health.  I didn’t need to know the facts.  I felt it.  You cannot reason that something isn’t hurting you when one is.  The only thing to do is get out before the damage is too bad.  Before you own emotional IQ deteriorates.  The connections to the left brain, the common sense brain.  The ability to care.  With good connections one has the ability to love the environment and protect it and get happiness from it.  Without emotional IQ (the left brain as it is called) we can only get pleasure from owning things and convenience.  We become focused on us, the centre of the universe.  Everything becomes about us.  We like to fly its quicker.  A person with a healthy emotional IQ couldn’t abuse the environment.  It’s the way our brain is wired.  I can no more not care about the environment than a person of low emotion IQ (sociopath) can care about the environment.  We are controlled by our brain as to what we can and can’t do.  I can’t help defend the environment.  Others (I believe the minority) can’t help but abuse it if they can.  My conversation with the two pilots were the predictable arguments dependent on Emotional IQ.  How do we improve one’s emotional IQ.  Spending time connecting with the environment and peace and quiet.  It takes time.  Constant interruption means healing can’t take place.  All religious teachings say the same thing, its amazing how everything comes back to the same thing.  Happiness is about exercising one’s ability to connect.  Achieved by spending time in a peaceful environment and connecting with the beauty of nature.  Spending time with loved ones.  Helping people.  Not giving up on what one believes.  All these things build emotional IQ.  It is vitally important for our wellbeing.  

But with this knowledge comes something that concerns me.  This means that we all have the capability of not caring out our beautiful environment.  Where we only care about convenience, and what we can take (as opposed to give).  This will occur predictably if we are subjected to constant stress.  It effects the connections between the right and left brain.  If ever increasing noise in our life is weakening our health and thinking maybe we won’t care anymore.  Or those that do are fewer and fewer and their voices weaker and weaker.   It is terrifying.  The big picture on global warming is concerning.  So too is our the risk to our health.  But we can do something about this.  And we know that the longer we leave it the harder it will become.  Not just because the pollution pile will be bigger to shift.  But our will/how much we care will be weaker.  Stress cannot be underestimated in the damage this can do us.

Recommendation

1. I recommend that flight paths be mapped out for all areas of Australia showing the flight path routes between airports.   After consulting with the public where they should go.  To allow people to know what they are getting themselves into when buying real estate.  Those routes should avoid national parks (we have laws protecting these areas from unnatural activity and airlines are ignoring them), towns and tourist destinations.  According to Air Services that route is “well west of Stroud”.  It is also the most direct route.  The original flightpaths should be used.  The other alternative is to fly over the sea.  That would be perfect.  Australia is lucky to have its major cities along the coast.  If an airline wishes to recommend a new flight path then it should be submitted and open to the public for comment.   Locals and tourists visiting our country can chose where they go to avoid noise.  It is not fair to catch people out.  There is nothing clever about misleading advertising.  Australia advertises a natural unspoilt environment oversees.  That means no highway through the middle of the park and no air highway either.   The bad press has started in England.  People want to experience a natural environment not fly over it and on to the next destination, been there done that.  But Australia is marketed at people who want to experience a natural environment.  Otherwise we would put a plane in our advertisements spinning around and around the wildlife stressing below.  We invite people who want to see a quiet environment.  So we have a duty to ensure that is what they get.

2. That the policy of this government is consistent on climate change - we all must look at our methods of transport to and from work, to and from holidays.  Not only should we give up our car and use public transport we should give up flying our personal aircraft (for the few that currently do but that will grow if it isn’t controlled).  The government must be consistent.  One minute it recommends we walk to work.  But it allows some people to fly to work.  This will create a divided Australia.  Those that work hard to reduce carbon emissions.  Which allows those who find the car too slow and inconvenient so fly.  The public will find it irksome that they are walking to work while others are flying.  Would it have worked if the government had asked us to use less water so that our neighbours could water their gardens when-ever they liked.  Because they had bigger gardens then us.  Of course not.  We had to limit when we could water our gardens and it applied to everyone.  We are one country and cannot have different rules depending on who you are.  The democratic process choses a government that meets the objectives of the majority.  The minority might not have believed in lowering levels of water in our dams but they still had to abide by our rules of watering only one one day per week.  There are people who don’t believe it global warming but they must still apply to the rules to achieve our goals.  

3. That there is control.  That airlines keep to flight paths.  The WebTrak system is great for Sydney.  But we need a similar system controlling the flying routes around Australia.  I would recommend that a report is submitted with the results on an internet site on a daily basis showing flights that have not kept to flight paths.  That report should go to airlines asking for an explanation.  There should be fines.  A pilot does not accidentally go off course.  It is deliberate.  If a pilot is suffering a mental disorder the public would want that looked into.  The government needs to make laws on flight paths and the height that must be maintained to reduce noise impact.  Then it must be monitored and enforced.  There will be some occasions when a pilot may need to avoid a storm.  A report should be completed by the pilot on landing in those cases so an explanation can be given to the public.  Who should pay?  The airlines.  It will result in more expensive air fares but that is a good thing.  Keep air fares low if the objective is to increase airline travel but that couldn’t be the objective of a government committed to reducing carbon emissions.  
4. Hobby Joy flyers should be controlled.  It has always been the objective of residential areas to maintain peace and good order.  One can’t have a hobby in one’s backyard that is so noisy if it annoys neighbours.  It is common sense that this applies both on the ground and above ground.  It anyone wants to fly over national parks or private land then they must seek permission.  If one person’s idea of fun causes stress to 500 other people who may like to have some peace at weekends, then democracy should win over.  It may not be an appropriate hobby for the area.  It is not a free country when we are talking about abuse to others.  Peace and quiet isn’t just nice.  Psychologists tell us it is essential to have some peace and quiet time to renew our energy.  I love horseriding but I didn’t keep horses in my backyard in Sydney.  The world isn’t there to serve my enjoyment.  It was not an appropriate environment to keep horses.  I have to travel to places where it is appropriate.   So too hobby joy flyers.  There should be areas zoned appropriate for joy flying, learning to fly etc.  Away from tourists areas.  Away from homes.  On privately owned land that does not effect the enjoyment of other people’s privately owned land.  Just as applies to other hobbies.  You can’t four-wheel drive across privately owned land, we wouldn’t dream of it.  Because the law calls it trespassing.  Private land owners don’t want unwelcome visitors who may like to churn up your land through their fun and games.  So too from the air.  We don’t want them polluting at all but if they have to it should be on their land. 

5. Business scenic flights.   People who use a planes as their transport of choice will also want to earn money if they can.  It is not balanced that one person can destroy the business of another.  When a beautiful tourist destination has hobby flights, scenic flights, scheduled flights, RAF practice flights it cannot provide a “peace and tranquil” holiday.  Business will suffer.  A lady that I know in Bulahdelah had a beautiful site for a retreat.  She has gone bankrupt.  People who leave the cities to live in the country want peace.  We are getting to the stage where many suburbs of Sydney are quieter then the tourist areas outside Sydney.  There is a huge amount of opportunity for business in the tourist market.  But we are not going to invest unless there is some certainly on noise pollution.  Have you ever seen an advert advertising the wonderful sound of planes flying overhead?  It puts people off.  It is a fact.  Just like the price of real estate in quiet suburbs is more expensive then under flight paths.  It is a fact  people want and need a peaceful environment.  


6. That people who are suffering from noise pollution get help.  Would you tell a child that was hurting to stop complaining.  It is important when people are suffering they can talk to someone.  Any abuse needs an outlet to talk about the depression they are feeling as a result of any abusive situation.  It will help that there are clear flight paths and people can be given guidance as to where they can live to avoid them.  Living under flight paths, both at airports and along the entire routes will incur noise.  People need to know that when looking for real estate or setting up businesses.  We are way off planes being quiet.  We are dealing with today, and the noise pollution of today.  Aircaft make significant noise.  Noise that most people will not want in their day to day lives.  Peace and quiet is essential to our wellbeing.  It isn’t a luxury like flying is.  We can live happily without getting from one place to the next at speed.  We can’t live happily without time taken out from our hectic lifestyles and relaxing in a peaceful environment.  Somewhere this got all back-to-front.  Today you can have as much fun and convenience you like incurring as much noise pollution and air pollution as you like.  But if you want peace and tranquility?  Let’s see.  Can’t think of anywhere you can go.  Maybe six hours out west.  (My recent holiday took me to Armidale and Tenterfield and those towns were noisy.)  Should the thing we need in our lives, as much as clean water and healthy food, be so hard to get.  Because we only get to enjoy peace and quiet as long as there isn’t someone having a good old time causing noise pollution.  They get priority.  We get to make the most of what is left, whatever peace is left in the day.
7. Security.   We need to control where planes are flying for both welfare of the public but also security.  The currently flight path is over Bulahdelah and up the coast over tourist destinations.  The area between Bulahdelah and Forster is an RAF training area out of Williamstown.  Air Services have informed me that there is no flight path over Bulahdelah.  The RAF Williamstown’s information officer tells me they train in this area because it is not under a flight path.

I have photographic evidence of a Virgin Airline’s plane flying over Bulahdelah and the national parks to the west of Bulahdelah.  Photographs have been taken by a friend flying from Sydney to Brisbane.  The staff member I spoke to at Air Services is in denial.  He is also in the wrong job.  It would be like a customer of one of my clients telling the dealer the car didn’t work properly.  And the dealership answering “don’t be stupid, the car was built according to standards”.  Air Services told me where the flight path should be.  It wouldn’t listen that something was wrong.  Neither Air Services or the RAF know what is happening.  And that causes me concern.
We can live with a certain amount of air traffic, but it must be controlled to minimise the negative impact of noise and pollution.  We reduce our reliance on travel by airlines over other methods of transport.  It is a luxury to be enjoyed like all luxuries, when we and the environment can afford it.  When we have earned enough carbon points that it can be justified.  

The public need to know that there is order in the skies.  How many planes are flying along flight paths, both commercial and individually owned.  How much that constitutes in carbon emissions.  Whether we are improving those levels over time.  How many flights are not using flight paths.  What was done about it.   Just like I control what is happening with customer service for my clients through surveys.  A company cannot compete if customers are not happy.  You need the facts to make decisions.  A government must control air traffic to meet objectives of global warming and objectives, not mentioned in the Green Paper, but fundamentally important the objectives of ensuring the wellbeing of Australians by enabling peace and quiet.

The Opposing Argument to the above:

1. Australian don’t care about people who are suffering from noise abuse.  We don’t live under a flight path so it’s simply great that we can cause noise pollution and not suffer noise pollution.  Perfect.  


2. Australians would like to set a target of increased carbon emissions by 20%.  The government recommends we reduce our dependence on a car, but luckily allows us to increase our use of planes.  Therefore we can live in the country and commute daily by a plane owned by a syndicate of owners.  We will take up a landing slot which will mean scheduled flights having to circle round and round Sydney’s suburbs waiting to land (more noise, more pollution but who cares).  The government is our friend and will remove any guilt about carbon emissions by ignoring the issue altogether.  It is to be encouraged.  I have the government on my side.


3. Australians who are sensitive to noise, or in the business of providing a relaxed environment for a tourist destination, should have no certainly when buying real estate.  It is far more important that if a pilot gets bored one day he or she can change the flying route.  If that happens to be flying over someone’s beautiful peaceful environmental Retreat, well that business will just have to face bankruptcy and stop fussing.  We are talking about a poor pilot getting a bit bored.


4. Psychologists are wrong: noise pollution doesn’t cause stress.  Stress doesn’t cause infertility and illness.  Anyone I just don’t care about others.  Life is about me and I’m having fun.


5. The experts on global warming are wrong.  No I haven’t done any research myself but how on earth can the superior and infallible human race have to worry about the environment.  We are the top of the feading chain so nothing can hurt us.  I’m not going to give up flying so just get used to it.


6. Australians should encourage businesses and hobbies that involve substantial noise pollution causing stress on others and wildlife.  If a person can choose between a hobby of walking through national parks (or riding an electric bike) or flying over national parks, the government should encourage flying.  It is a fun sport for the pilot.  If those walking in the beautiful environment are disturbed by the noise they should just go somewhere else.  This national park is about having fun, lots of noise and pollution.  


7. The government should not worry about misleading advertising.  Our oversees advertisements create a picture for tourists that we have an unspoiled environment.  That is enough.  It doesn’t matter in the least that we pollute our national parks with air and noise pollution from planes.  All that matters is getting them here.  We want their tourist dollars.  Advertising is a game and once we have their money who cares about how much they enjoyed their trip.  They won’t tell anyone that Australia is a noisy, polluting place and very depressing to witness.   

Tourism

I have just spent 6 months in England. For the first time, that I am aware of, our natural environment has been publicly criticised.  I was reading a review on the movie Australia.  The writer said that it is true Australia has a beautiful environment.  He further stated that it was disturbing to witness Australians so blatantly destroy that environment.  

It is true.  We are destroying our natural environment and tourists, as is are noticing.  If the majority of Australians want to preserve our national parks and tourists areas from noise and air pollution then it should not be happening.  It is only happening because there isn’t any control. 


When I visited Australia for the fist time in 1988 from England, I was impressed with Australia’s beautiful environment.  There was no noise pollution.  No-where I visited on the tourist trail around Australia was noisy.   Two years ago I traveled with family around Australia.  Noise pollution was everywhere.  That is because planes no longer keep to flight paths.  And also the number of people who now offer a view of the environment from the air (no doubt to support the costs of their hobby).  There is absolutely no control over noise pollution.  Noise pollution does not complement a natural environment.  It isn’t “natural” anymore.  You just wish you had chosen somewhere else for a holiday.  The magic was gone.  Part of the package is missing.  The peace.  The best bit.

A natural environment is one that is quiet and the noises are natural noises.  People will continue to travel to Australia if it has a place worth coming to and exceptional.  Witnessing any destruction of a natural environment will leave the tourist feeling they were misled in the advertisements.  People do not come to this country to experience how modern we are and how wonderful it is to get places so quickly.  We are destroying the very reason people come here: a beautiful NATURAL environment.  

We will always travel by plane.  But not as much.  There are other methods to get around Australia.  They should be encouraged.  We do not want the reputation of being polluters.  It isn’t true except for a minority.  Because we care about people, Australians and our tourists.  We need tourists.  For our economy.  We do not need planes for our economy.  People will still spend money on holidays.  Just not so far.  To argue that the economy would suffer you would also have to win an argument that people won’t have holidays unless it’s a long way away.  It isn’t true.  More choice is available but the world is so full of choice.  Supporting one’s local tourism market cannot be a bad thing.  


A Second Airport for Sydney

If we are going to discuss where a second airport is to be located don’t we first have to set an objective of increasing air travel?  If we maintain, or even better reduce, air travel do we need a second airport?   Is this second airport idea to take pressure off people living in Sydney suffering noise abuse.  Why then would there be a recommendation of Newcastle?  In order to decide on a location for a second airport we need to know the impact in the suggested areas.  We would need to see numbers of flights.  The flight paths out of the area, and to destinations.  The number of people living under those flight paths.  Then we can decide which airport will cause the least damage to people’s welfare and wildlife welfare (such as national parks).  Without that information it is impossible to make a decision what is in the best interest of the public.  I agree there is way too much noise in Sydney.  It is effecting tourism and the lifestyle of those living in Sydney.  The obvious choice is an area outside Sydney away from a tourist destination.  Why was Badgerys Creek decided against?  Was it endangered species?  Is that a stronger argument then adding millions of Australians to the world of constant stress, not being able to sleep because of stress.  Less and less sleep.  Welcome to ill health and depression.  We don’t want to endanger our wildlife of course not.  But we don’t want to endanger people either.  

RAF training flights

RAF training should not take place around airports and flight paths.  In the interest of public safety.  Away from tourist destinations and towns.   The RAF in Williamstown should be relocated to Queanbeyan in ACT.  NSW already has an RAF training facility in the Blue Mountains.  ACT doesn’t have any.   There is a large administrative RAF base there.  A perfect location.  If we get invaded then ACT is protected.  The Blue Mountains can protect NSW.

The tourist destinations of Nelsons Bay, Port Stephens, the Myall Lakes National Parks will be free to offer peace and tranquility to tourist destinations.  Compare the number of hotels/B&B’s etc in the area of Myall Lakes compared to the same distance south of Sydney like Berry.  People who visit the Myall Lakes are confused by how very few places to stay in the area.  The reason is noise pollution from RAF training along with joy flights and scheduled flights (not on the flight path).  Tourist don’t like it and don’t come back.  That is a fact.

Tourists need to know where to avoid if they don’t want noise pollution.  This beautiful area is currently not suitable for tourism.  Sometimes it is quiet.  But there is no way to know when training will take place and when it is taking place it can go on throughout the day and last for weeks.   It an unpleasant experience living in this area.  If there is no likelihood of improvement then I will leave.  I will move again!  This place has so much to offer.  If its given a chance to present its beautiful natural environment to tourists.  People here have such opportunity to have a booming tourism industry.  But not unless peace is on offer to the tourists.  The economy will be strengthened with an increase of tourism development in this area.  It is badly needed.  There isn’t a whole lot of other type of work around these parts.

One person I know has gone bankrupt.  She owned a environmental Retreat.  Except it wasn’t much of an environmental experience.  Two others are looking at pulling out of development in tourism in this area.  Me too, I have plans to open up tourism here (or did have).  DownUnder Brewery and Resort have a web page that informs the reader that they can’t understand why there aren’t more hotels in an area of such beauty.  They will find out why.   The hard way.  It is only fair that the government spells out the reality before people invest.  How many days a year the RAF fly in the area.  I know from experience.  No-one want to experience living in a war zone.  Its fair to tourists and developers that they know the truth.  

Recommendation:  Out of consideration to the public, the RAF should provide monthly reports of the activity levels in all the areas they fly over.  There is no security risk, it will be after the event, just like WebTrak.  The RAF is not an island, independent of the rest of the country.  It could operate in a manner that would make the impact less stressful.  Knowing when it is going to occur and times would make a big difference.  People who chose to live here do need to know how bad it is going to be.  Some may not mind a certain amount of noise pollution.  But everyone will have their limits.

I think law needs to be made in the interest of the public.  Talking is fine, then a decision must be made.  For example, training between the hours of 6pm and 9pm would allow both day and night exercises.  It is a time which allows the day free to enjoy peace when evenings are usually time for cooking, watching television etc and the impact may not be as bad.  Then only one evening in a week.  People would know that they have had their noisy evening for that week.  The rest of the week they can enjoy a more peaceful time.  It is not an option to talk endlessly.  Now is the time to exchange ideas.  Then its time for decisions and laws and plans for upholding them.  Everyone then knows what to expect.  And can make decisions where to live and where to go on holiday.  If the decision is to keep the RAF where it is then publish the figures of the noise pollution levels on a monthly basis.  In deciding if the RAF should be moved, decide on how good it would be for the economy to develop tourism is this lovely area.  How convenient for people living in Sydney and Newcastle.  They wouldn’t have to fly.

Planes being used for transport of goods

This is not sustainable.  Not until it is the objective of the government to increase global warming and increase the number of people effected by stress, including tourists.  Goods should be transported by the rail network.  Money should be spent on improving those rail networks.  Price of goods may go up.  That is not such a bad thing.  That means property prices will come down.  Money is spent one way or another.  The more we have the more it will cost to buy a home.  The French have a good system.  Products are expensive, clothes, food etc.  They are not obsessed with a notion that everything must be as cheap as possible.  The end result is they do not have a lot of spare money after living expenses.  So real estate is cheap.  Everything balances in the end.  But they have quality food and products made in France not China.  

Final word


It cannot be the objective of a caring government to allow and enable abuse, noise or pollution.  The objective of the government must be to do what it can for those people living under flight paths.  And do everything it can to minimize the number of people suffering noise abuse.  The paper failed in not acknowledging the impacts of noise abuse.  A good start is to inform the public where the flight paths are and to monitor them.

The greatest gift is a beautiful natural environment free of noise pollution.  That is my opinion.  It is essential for our wellbeing and the wellbeing of our climate and the welfare of our wildlife.  Flying is a luxury, not essential.  Not being able to fly short distances is only an inconvenience.  We will survive.  We need a balance in this discussion that faces reality.  The Green Paper reads like an advertising campaign for an airline. 

Do we live to maximize our own convenience or do we protect people and the environment from abuse.  Psychologists and all religions will tell us happiness does not come from acquiring convenience.  But from caring for others.  Australians do care, most of them.  If that is the case then the decision is made.  Control air traffic. Discourage its use and encourage supporting local tourist destinations using public transport.  The economy will be stronger for it.  More jobs for tourism in areas like Myall Lakes.  More certainty in buying real estate and investing in tourism.  

The aviation industry will suffer losses over a continued reduction in air travel.  But as Sir Richard Branson of Virgin Airways said on national television yesterday, it is an exciting time to set up businesses that work with the environment, not against it.  He has started up a new business venture in fitness centres that do not require contracts.  He did not duck and weave his responsibilities to climate change.  He explained business can thrive, just difference businesses.  That way there are jobs for people in new businesses when other businesses fail.  We just need to change our thinking.  Once flying was a luxury, not a means of transport to get to work or go away for a weekend.  Our changing times mean we will update our thinking.  It is only a luxury.  We will enjoy it all the more knowing it isn’t going to happen all the time. We are contributing to something far more important.  And Australia will be far quieter, and we’ll be less stressed.

People will still visit Australia.  But we will have to work harder to make Australia the top of the list.  That is no more misleading advertising.  If you wouldn’t put a plane in an advert because it would put off tourists, then control planes so that the advertisements are the truth.  Tourists to our country will experience our NATURAL and unspoiled environment.  They’ll tell their friends how great it was.     

I am strengthened by the wonderfully strong words of Barack Obama.  It went something like this: The governments of the future will need to decide which side of history they wish to appear on.  The side of destruction of our environment or the side of healing our environment.  They will be accountable not on their words but on their actions.  On what they achieve.  The time for talking is over.  The time for action is now.  Strangely Obama has the ability to talk like the public think.  He speaks about things that are so obvious one can’t image how on earth we went down the wrong track for so long.  He inspires.  As one American person said.   She hoped that Obama would not just improve the environment but would help her do better in her decisions.  We are all so vulnerable to brainwashing.  It’s so nice when a leader seems to want to pull us out of that delirious state and face reality.  He isn’t scared or under the influence of big business.  As he said you look at the arguments and you make the best choice for the public.  And it won’t necessarily be easy.  But it will be the right decision.  

The right decision for the environment is to get control over flight paths and make our objective to decrease our use and ensure that the minimum amount of people are effected by the noise.  Show the utmost respect to people who are giving up a quiet lifestyle for others to have a convenient one.  Give people a choice where they live and where they go on holiday by having flight paths drawn up to avoid tourist destinations and towns.  Keep a daily record of the number of flights on flight paths.  Recreational flying allowed only in areas zoned for that purpose, away from tourist areas and towns.  Certainly not to be encouraged.  Sight-seeing flights only permitted if allowed by the people who will be effected.  

Let’s get the priority of things straightened out: it is a luxury to fly that will need to be controlled not to effect others.  It is essential that people have peace in their lives.  Currently we get peace when the noise polluters have finished polluting.  It should be the polluters get to pollute when and where we say they can.  But we won’t forget it will always cause stress to people, the wildlife and the environment.  

Juliet Peters
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