Petersham-Newtown Greens 
Submission to the Green Paper on Aviation

Petersham Newtown Greens is the local group of the Australian Greens covering the suburbs of Newtown, Camperdown, Enmore, Stanmore, Petersham and Lewisham.  The Greens have five out of twelve councillors on Marrickville Council and received up to 50% of the vote in our area at the last local government election.

The Petersham-Newtown Greens welcomes the opportunity to provide input into the review of the Australian Aviation industry.  Our concern is mainly with the operations of Sydney Airport as it affects residents of the densely populated Inner West suburbs through aircraft noise pollution, air pollution, crash risk, land transport to the airport and non-aviation development at Sydney Airport.

The Petersham-Newtown Greens submit that an alternative airport should be built at a new location outside of densely populated residential areas of Sydney.  Sydney Airport should be closed once an alternative airport is ready for operations. We believe that a second airport will not alleviate, and may even exacerbate the problems associated with Kingsford-Smith Airport.  

The experience of Montreal-Mirabel International Airport is an example of what is likely to happen if the government decides to build a second, rather than alternative airport for Sydney.  Mirabel was a large airport built before the 1976 Montreal Olympics.  It was 40km out of Montreal.  The inner-city Dorval Airport was kept open and airlines and passengers preferred to fly into the more convenient inner-city location.  International-domestic transfers were a nightmare and gradually over time Mirabel Airport saw less and less patronage.  In 2002 all regular passenger flights to Mirabel ceased and it remains as an extremely lavish airport for dedicated freight and general aviation only.

A second airport in Sydney will likely have the same fate as Mirabel.  Indeed as smaller regional planes and discount airlines are moved out to the second Airport, more slots will be available to large international aircraft which are much noisier.  80% of freight is carried in the belly of passenger aircraft so a second airport will also not solve the issue of increasing freight into Sydney Airport.

The Petersham-Newtown Greens are unconvinced that regulations to force certain traffic to use the second airport will be successful.  We believe airline and public pressure will make such regulations untenable over time. 

A better model is the Oslo or Athens or Hong Kong model.  All these cities had confined inner-city airports.  They both built airports in more suitable locations.  They closed the existing airport on the day the new airport opened making the new airport viable and resolving noise, pollution and safety issues related to the inner-city location of the old airports.  The old airport sites are now used for urban renewable, providing valuable funds to the government which helps fund the construction of the new airport.  We believe the land value of Kingsford Smith Airport would easily fund the construction of an alternative airport and associated infrastructure.

To continually expand an airport located in a dense residential area is to put the profit of the airlines and airport above the amenity of the communities living under the flight path.  A rational community focused policy would see the airport moved out of the city altogether. 

The Petersham-Newtown Greens are extremely concerned about forecast for growth at Sydney Airport as predicted in the Preliminary Draft Master Plan 2009 (PDMP).  We have been speaking to residents in aircraft noise affected areas and they are shocked and angry that aircraft noise is forecast to expand.  They consider it an aircraft noise nightmare.  
In 2007 Sydney Airport received 286,101 aircraft movements. This is forecast to grow to 427,000aircraft movements by 2029. Such a massive increase in aircraft movements over Sydney businesses, homes, schools and crèches will have significant negative side effects, such as increased air pollution and consequently increased instances of lung diseases.  
Aircraft noise also affects productivity not only directly under the flight path, but for workers who have their sleep interrupted by aircraft noise.  By 2029, sections of the Inner West will have respite hours (hours with no flights) of only 4% (compared to respite hours of between 30% and 80% for other areas bordering the airport). This means almost constant aircraft noise and up to 469 flight daily, the equivalent of a flight every two minutes for 17 hours straight and even more frequent at peak times.
The areas affected by severe aircraft noise are also forecast to expand to incorporate more of the Inner West more severely.  Noise insulation should be expanded to include more homes and businesses in the affected area.

The Petersham-Newtown Greens dispute the claim that technology will fix the aircraft noise problem.  Newer aircraft are slightly quieter, however, technologies such as high-bypass jet engines have already achieved most of the noise and efficiency reductions and any further reductions from technological advance are likely to be small.

Furthermore, the substantial increase in passenger numbers and freight tonnage at Sydney Airport means larger and larger aircraft will be more common.  Larger aircraft require more thrust which inevitably results in more noise. So any slight reduction in noise due to technological improvements will be wiped out by the increase in the number of aircraft and the increasing proportion of large aircraft using Sydney Airport.   
 
The Petersham-Newtown Greens submit that total aircraft movements at Sydney Airport be limited at 300,000 per year.  This limit will allow some room for growth but will also limit the aircraft noise at around its current levels. The airport and airlines must rationalise their operations to meet this limit.  It is not acceptable for residents of the Inner West suffer increasing aircraft noise for the profits of the Sydney Airport and airlines.  We believe establishing such a limit will also put pressure on all stakeholders to produce a long-term policy solution rather than just more delay during which the current airport continues to expand. 
The Petersham-Newtown Greens call for an expansion of the curfew to 10pm to 7am.  The curfew currently extends from 11pm to 6am.  This is too short and disrupts the sleep and relaxation of the community living under the flight path.
The Petersham-Newtown Greens submit that the hourly cap on aircraft movements be reduced from 80 per hour to 70 per hour.  The current hourly cap will allow substantial growth in the total number of flights into Sydney Airport, indeed the forecast increase to 427,000 flights per year still has some room for growth under the hourly cap.  A reduction in the hourly cap would provide some respite for Inner West residents.   

Traffic concerns are another reason why the expansion of Sydney Airport is not sustainable.   The increase in passenger numbers and freight predicted under the PDMP will require more ground transport into Sydney Airport.   The roads servicing the airport simply can not cope with a trebling in traffic. Sydney's main roads barely cope with the current traffic demands. There is no consideration of the increased demands on the rail link to the airport. There is no assurance that the transport network in Sydney can cope with a trebling of traffic to a location so constrained by its surrounds.
The Petersham-Newtown Greens absolutely oppose any extension of the M4 motorway either into the CBD or as a tunnel under the Marrickville local government area.  We are concerned that such an extension will increase vehicle traffic in our area, increase noise and increase pollution.  The Inner West community will not tolerate tunnel exhaust stacks spewing poisonous fumes into our streets and gardens.  We submit that improved public transport and freight rail links are a wiser infrastructure investment than ever expanding motorways. 

Climate change brings into question the sustainability of the aviation industry.  Aircraft emissions are thought to be 2.7 times more potent when exhausted directly into the stratosphere.  Continual growth in aircraft traffic will result in more greenhouse pollution in an era when we need to drastically reduce such pollution.  Climate change is another reason why a second airport, which would allow almost unfettered expansion of flights into Sydney, is bad policy.  Sydney should only have one major airport.

The government must act to provide alternatives to flying for Australians.  Whether this is policy to encourage telecommunication or fast rail links between major capitals (Sydney-Canberra-Melbourne in particular).
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