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SENATE RURAL AND REGIONAL AFFAIRS AND TRANSPORT REFERENCES
COMMITTEE

Inquiry into the effectiveness of Airservices Australia's management of aireraft noise
Public Hearing Friday, 21 May 2010

B _Qg_&stiQ-ns Taken bn'Noticg - Mélbeurne Airport

Hansard, RRA&T 2.0-2-?_1. '

Senator O’BRIEN—With respect to weather circumstances, is it regularly the case that the
east-west runway would be more suitable or less suitable than the north-south runway for
arriving and departing aircraft?

Mr Richardson—The wind is predominantly the way that some of the air traffic control is
managed. They are northerly, southerly and westerly winds, We very rarely get an casterly
wind, so you might see one per cent of departures per year actually departing into an easterly
direction. In terms of the runway split, the 2009 movement statistics on the Airservices
website indicated roughly 60 per cent of aircraft movements are on the north-south runway

. and about 40 per cent are on the east-west runway. The issue would be more in relation to the
long-haul flights, so the longer destinations with high cargo and fuel load, needing and
requiring a longer runway for take-off than a 2.7 kilometre. That would be where the north-
south runway would come into play for those larger aircraft.

Senator O’BRIEN—In terms of take-off to the north versus take-off to the south?
Mr Richardson—I can get that for you. I do not have it with me right now.

Harnsard, RRA&T 26

Senator STERLE-—Most of my questions have been asked, but I would like to ask Mr
Richardson about the 200,000 aircraft movements per annum. I expect that you would take
this on notice, but if you have the information then please throw it at us. Can you tell us how
many movements there are between 11 pm and 5 am or 6 am, and can you break them into
passenger movements and freight movements?

Mr Richardson—1I could not do the latter,
Senator STERLE~-You can take it on notice.

Mr Richardson—I am just reading from Airservices website, There are the statistics in the
quarterly reports that Airservices produce that split into day- and night-time movements. For
example, in October 2009 there were 1,291 night-time aircraft movements over the whole
month.

Senator STERLE—What do you determine as night time?

Mr Richardson—That is 11 pm to 6 am.

Senator STERLE—Is that just for October?

Mr Richardson—The month of October.

Ms Dixon—By way of a general figure—and we will follow up with the detail—somewhere
between 80 and 90 per cent of all freight is carried in the belly of passenger craft, so there is
probably a more limited number of pure freight facilities that are offered over that, but we
will come back to you on that.
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Dear Ms Charity,
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Re: Senate inquiry into Airservices Australia’s manageiment of aircraft noise

Melbourne Airport appreciated the opportunity to present at the recent Senate
inquiry into Airservices Australia’s management of aircraft noise on 21 May 2010,

FPlease Ifind below Melbourne Airport’s response to questions asked on notice
during the inquiry.

Hansard, RRA&T 20-21
Senator O'Brien — /n terms of take-off to the north versus take-off to the south?

The North-South runway accounts for 48.5% of all departures. This breaks down

as follows:
North-South runway departures {calendar year 2009)
Runway usage departures Movement numbers % of total departures
16 (take-cff to the South) 18177 16.9%
34 (take-off to the North) 31201 32.6%

Hansard, RRA&T 26

Senator Sterle - “Can you tell us how many movements there are between 11 pm
and & am of 6 am and can you break them into passenger movements and freight
movements?”

There were 14,298 night movements for the calendar year of 2009 which equates
fo 7.41% of all movements,

Ms Dixon — By way of a general figure — and we will follow up with the details -
somewhere between 80 and 90 per cent of all freight is carried in the belly of
passenger craft,..”

Whilst it is not possible to specifically break down the night movements between
passenger and freight, 85% of all freight is carried in the belly of a passenger
aircrafl.

Should you wish to discuss the above responses in further detail, please do not
hesitate to contact me on {03) 9297 1804,

Yours sincerely,

Carly Dixon
Corporate and Public Affairs Manager
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SENATE RURAL AND REGIONAL AFFAIRS AND TRANSPORT REFERENCES
COMMITTEE

Inquiry into the effectiveness of Airservices Australia's management of aircraft noise
Public Hearing Friday, 21 May 2010

Questions Taken on Notice — Tyabb and District Ratepayers, Environment and
Business Group Incorporated

Hansard, RRA&T 41-42

Mr Davis—Would do nothing about it, correct. We have approached the council on several
~ occasions and made argument that, under the Victorian Local Government Act, they do have
the power to make local law, and they have come up with all the reasons in the world why
they cannot,

Senator O’BRIEN—IHave they given you anything in writing that you can share with us?
Mr Davis—Yes, we could share that with you.

Senator O’BRIEN—That would be useful. Thank you for that.

Mr Davis—Not today, but I would be able to forward that on,

Senator O’BRIEN—That is fine. Have you any communications from the owner of the
airfield about their attitude to noise management?

Mr Davis—Certainly we have solicitors letters from the local airfield about it, ves.
Senater O°’BRIEN-—Are you happy to supply those to the committee?
Mr Davis—Yes, absolutely.

Hansard, RRA&T 45

Mr Davis-—There would be a simple way to get a general view, and that would be through
the publication En Route Supplement from Airservices Australia, which lists all airfields in
Australia, but would not list perhaps some of the more private ones where people would not
have visitors coming in. But that ERSA would certainly list the hundreds of airfields
throughout Australia. I think there are also private publications that give pilots a guide of
what airports are available to them. Perhaps I could follow that up and if that was available I
could forward that to you.

Senator BACK—That would be good, if you would table that with the committee,

Hansard, RRA&T 48

Senator BACK—50, I do not know how you reached your figure of 30,000 per anaum.
Mr Davis—We got it three ways. The Ambidji Group did a report for the state government
in 2000, and they estimated 30,000 movements. The GHD Associates that did the Airfield
and Environs Review in 2004 estimated 24,000, I think. So, whilst there was some
discrepancy, it is still significant.

Senator BACK—DBut it was of that order?

Mr Davis—We can only go on those figures, but we have also done some measurements too



and, as you say, on weekends it is significant. I am also able to supply—and you say you are
nonplussed-—email traces of all of those statements | have made, if the senator was interested
in receiving them,

CHAIR—That would be useful, thank you.
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s, Jeanette Radcliffe
Committee Secretary
Senate Rural and Regional Affairs and Transport References Commitiea
P O Box 6100
Parfiament House
CANBERRA ACT 2600

Dear Ms Radcliffe,

inquiry into the effectiveness of Airservices Australia’s management of aircraft noise

Thank you for the opportunity to respond to the submission by Messrs Davis and Chalke, under the
banner of TRBEG.

The transcript of the testimony of Messrs Davis and Chalke is distressing, as is some Senators’
apparent acceptance that it truly represents the facts relating to Tyabb aiport.

We will attempt to put the record straight.
i éackground to the Dispute

We are unsure of the reasons, but it appears that a neighbourhood squabble between Mr. Davis and
two Siuart Road residents over hangars (but not involving the aero club or airport operations)
escalated into a bitter war against the airport. '

At a Council Forward Planning meeting on 18 July 2005, hekd to discuss the airport, Mrs. Valerie
Davis stated, "We would not be here tonight if our neighbours, two PAC members and non-residents,
Peter Bernardi and Bill Leary, had not attempted to build hangars on thelr properties.”

Unfortunately, Mr.& Mrs. Davis have enlisted a few other neighbours and this local disagreement has
escalated into a battle for the airport’s survival. Along the way, truth has been a casualty, many false
rumours have been spread, misinformation is rife, and the airport’s operators and businesses have
suffered.

2 TRBEG (sometimes known as TRDBEG)

The Tyabb Ratepayers, Business and Environmental Group Inc. was incorporated in 2003. it was
seen mainly as an anti-airport lobby group, however not all members now agree with this stance.

Despite its name, the TRBEG does not admit all ratepayers or businesses to its membership. We are
advised that this is in contravention of the Model Rules which the incorporated association has
adopted. The positions of TRBEG President and Secretary are usually filled by Mrs. Chake and Mrs.
Davis, who seem to swap those two positions from fime to time.

An aero club member who atfended an early meeting of TRBEG reported that no minutes were taken
and that she was threatened with eviction from the meeting for taking notes. Nonetheless, the noles
she did manage to take indicated clearly that the original agenda was to close the airport.

Messrs Davis and Chalke have divided the local community. Our experience is that most of the local
community enthusiastically supports the airport. Our neighbours express tp us the opinion that they
wish Messrs Davis and Chalke would cease their harassment of aircraft operators and leave the
airport atone for the use and enjoyment of all.

Stuart Road, Tyabb, Victoria 3913 Ph: (03) 5977 4406  Fax: (03) 5977 4874

Email: pac@pac.asnau  Website: pac.asn.au



We believe that the evidence given to the Senate by two members of this group, and under its
banner, does not represent the views of the wider Tyabb community.

We question Mr. Chalke's "guesstimate” of membership numbers. Mr. Chalke has been, and
probably stili is, a committee member of TRBEG, and his wife is the President; he shouid be able to
give an accurate answer. (PAC's audited membership as at 5/6/10 is 582.)

Our observations are that attendance at TRBEG meetings is in the order of 12-20 people,

representing maybe 7 households. This number coincides with CASA information that aimost all
complaints derive from the same handful of families. '

Mr. Chalke has previously been contacited by the PAC’s solicitor to rescind false allegations published
in the media,

We note the Chair's opening statement ‘It is afso a confempt to give false or misleatling evidence to a
commitfee”.,

3 Noise

Numbers of movements

Mr. Davis asserts that there are 30,000 movements a year at Tvabb, To supnost this figure he
mentions the (now largely discredited) 10 year old Ambidji report on the *Capacity of Aviation
Facilities in the Port Philip Region™. The figures in this report were based on estimates, assuming the
closures of Essendon andfor Point Cook, neither of which has eventuated.

There is no mechanism in place to count movements at Tyabb or at any oiher sénilar airport that we
are aware of. Even Moorabbin and Avalon count movements only during hours that the tower is
manned. However, counting at Tyabb was undertaken by consultants for a period of approximately
one month during Jan-Feb 2007. The Graham E. Harding (a division of Heggies P/L) noise report
says that 2,547 “aircraft events™ were recorded over the period).

These “aircraft events” included taxying, which is not considered an “aircraft movement” at any other
airport and is not incheded in any figures published by AirServices. Including tsying events & “double
dipping”. In order to compare “apples with apples” the taxying events must be removed and the
resulting monthly figure is 1,546, equating fo an annualised figure of roughly 18,550 movements.

By comparison, Moorabbin airport reported 310,000 movements last year. There are additional, but
uncounted, movements when the tower is not manned, being roughly the night time hours. This
equates o almost 18,000 movements every 3 weeks.

We are able to state that PAC’s flying school and aircraft hire heurs are accurately recorded and
independently audited. They show a compounded increase in flying hours of less than 1% per annum
since 1973/74, before which date we do not have records. By comparison, general aviation overall
has experienced 2% growth since 1893 and this growth is expected to confinue for the nexd iwo
decades.

Days of high ufilisation

In an attempt to show an example of very high ulilization of the airport, Mr. Davis stafes, “We had an
instance ilast week where a resident had 35 movements in an hour, and left his property and rang
council fo complain about the noise and the movements, stafing that he feli that that was excessive
for a small airfield.” Mr. Davis knows well the reason for these aircraft movements.

On 8™ May, PAC hosted a FunFlight event for the Heartkids organisation. Peninsula Aero Club {PAC)
members donated their time and aircraft to take around 40 seriously ili children and their families for a
20 minute flight as part of a day out, a break from the stress of dealing with a sick child. Club
meimbers also provided lunch and other entertainment. For more information on FunFlight see

hitp:/fwww funflight.org.

The aero club runs or hosts several chariy events throughout the year. When these events are
scheduled, the club letter drops local residents alerting them to the anticipated increase in activity and



inviting them to join in. Although Mr. Chalke's residence is not within the main raffic area associated
with the airport, the club makes a peint of ensuring that he receives notification.

At last November's FunFlight event, involving over 150 families, a PAC member donated four of her
aircraft for a 15 minute “mini airshow”. Even though Mr. Chalke had been advised of the CASA
sanctioned event, he complained to CASA about the entertainment for the children. Mr. Chakke puts
his personal and very temporary annoyance above the enjoyment that these struggling families
experience. Sad, and very selfish, we think.

“Warbirds"

Currently there are 15 “warbird™ aircraft at Tyabb, Whike these fly on a noise permit, being aircrafl of
historic significance, only 6 could be considered “noisy”. The other 9 aircraft do not make more noise
than many general aviation aircraft.

The reason they have no noise data is not necessarily that they do not comply; it is simply that they
do not exist in sufficient numbers to warrant the enormous expense of testing.

Because it is befieved that the "less noisy” aircraft would easily comply, the Ausiralian Warbirds
Association Ltd. is currently in discussions with DoTaRS regarding more cost effective testing.

“Warbird’ Aircraft
“Senator STERLE—I is just alarming, because getting back to the number of aircraft that
you have, and I would not be silly enough to assume that all 30 war birds take off and land

every day.
Mr Chalke—No.”

While this exchange is ambiguous, in the context we understand it to mean that Mr. Chalke is
confirming that “all 30 war birds take off and land every day.” This is completely untrue.

Firstly, we are talking about 6 aircraft (or 15 if those that have not yet been shown to be compliant are
included).

Secondly, aimost none of the 6 aircraft, and very few of the other 9 aircraft, fiy more firequently than
an average of 1 day per month. This can be substantiated beyond doubt by the aircraff’s fiight
records in the form of the aircraft's Maintenance Release, which by law must be filled in on every day
that an aircraft flies.

An analysis of our complaints register shows that complaints against warbinds were rare until 2005
when land immediately south of the airport was purchased by two club members, who also happened
to own warbird aircrafl. Mischievous rumours about massive expansion of the airport, Australia Post
distribution centres and Boeing airliiners triggered a flood of cbiections and complaints which were
targeted at the purchasers of the land, and their aircraft. We also say that warbirds are 2 ‘soft farge?’
because noise assessmenis have not been carried out (even though they may prove 1o be compliant),
and they may be the “thin edge of the wedge” in moves to close the airport attogether.

It should be nofed that the warbirds are not a recent addition at Tyabb. Since the carly 1980s Tyabb
has been known warldwide for its collection of vintage, historic, antique and ex-military aicraft. PAC’s
extremely popular, award winning, charity airshows rely almost entirely on the generosily of the
owners of these rare aircraft which form the nucleus of the show.

RA-Aus gircraft

M. Chalke: “The growth part of the general aviation market is not the Cessnas and the
Pipers and the standard light aircraft, but it is in fact the RAA, Recreaiional Aviation
Australia, ultra-lights, as they are called, which have these non-exempt noise certificates.”

We agree that the growth area is indeed in Recreational Aviation Australia afrcraft. However many of
these aircraff are eligible for standard VH- registration, and have been shown 1o be noise compliant.

Far from being noisy, weighing less than 614 kg., and being powered by engines of about half the
horsepower of the average family car, the sound they emit Is less than that of the smallest Cessna.



Noise Monitoring

“Senator BACK—Presumably weekends would be fairly infolerable in T yabb?

Mr Davis—Some are. I guess that is something else that people do not undersiand. These
movements are compressed into the weekends.”

The Heggies report™ on noise monitoring and video recording carried out during four weeks during
January/February 2007, stated:

“... it can be seen that on average there are more aircraft events fater in the day on a weckday
than on a weekend, and that the events start earlier and finish later on a weckday.
Furthermore, weekend mid mornings appear to be busier than weekdays, however, there
would not appear to be a significant difference between the total number of aircraft events

- between weekdays and weekends.”

The 3 locations selected for this monitoring were as close as possible to the noise source, ie. within
less than 70 metres, with the most distant being approximately 200 mefres. This is not how aircraft
noise is measured. In accordance with ICAQ we understand noise calcutafions for the type of piston-
engined aircraft which fly at Tyabb are based on a noise measurement point which must be *.__ on the
extended centerline of the runway at a distance of 8200 ft (2500m) from the start of takeoff roll.” {For
airliners the measurement point is 6.5 km). The locations appear io have been chosen o madnise
an adverse resuit.

Two of the monitoring points were at the two closest houses whose occupants are not sympathetic to
the airport, being 62 Momington-Tyabb Road and 38 Stuart Road,

We do not deny that the house at 62 Momington-Tyabb Road is a noisy place o live. it is on a busy
road, very close to the northern threshold of the airport's main runway, and opposite an akcrafi
maintenance business and a concrete works. The previous occupants enjoyed the aipart; the
present occupants, who have lived there for maybe 8 years, do not.

The Heggies report” says about the 62 Mornington-Tyabb Road property, “The measured noise
results at no. 62 Momington-Tyabb Road were dominated by the noise from passing traffic.
Only occasionally was there a dominant peak of noise that could be associated with an -
aircraft event, typically the Agusta 109 helicopter, but also the noise from aircraft outside the
Old Aircraft Company hangar building opposite.”

38 Stuart Road is owned by Mr. Peter Davis. Mr. Davis purchased at this location fo be near the
airport so that he could enjoy his flying and his friendships with other aero ciub members. Unil the
altercation with his neighbours erupted, Mr. Davis owned a Beech Bonanza and pari-owned three
large Navajo Chieftain aircraft. He has since given up fiying, sold his awrcraf and embarked on his
anii-airport campaign.

- AS2021

Mr Chalke states “On every single day of monitoring the noise levels at those properiies
exceeded dustralian standard 2021. AS2021 is the standard for acceptability of land for
housing under aircrafi noise.” This is false, misleading and an inversion of the purpose of
AS2021, ie. putling the cart before the horse.

The purpose of AS2021 is to determine whether land near an existing airport is suitable for various
types of development. It is not intended to be used to limit an existing airport after the fact.

The GHD report®, p. 14 explains: “Australian Standard AS2021 outlines the Australian Noise
Exposure Forecast system, the setting of noise levels associated with particular aircraft, and
the planning for the development of dwellings in proximity to airports. This is a useful
planning tool, but is not useful for dealing with noise complaints retrospectively.”

- Australian Noise Exposure Forecast system (ANEF)



in May 2004 Council and PAC commissioned Sinclair Knight Merz®™ to produce an ANEF for Tyabb.
As the figures have never been ratified by AirServices, there is dispute as to whether the finished
report is an ANEF or an ANEC (Aircraft Noise Exposure Concept).

Even allowing that the figures merely give an indication of aircraft noise at Tyabb, we are advised that
they would have fo change radically for the plots to be much different.

As they stand, they show only 1 house, being at 62 Mornington-Tyabb Road, as being within the 20-
25 ANEF contour. 38 Stuart Road is the only house within the 15-20 contour, being on the oulside
edge of the 20 ANEF contour. There are 4 residences within the 15 contour.

4 “Tyabb going the way of airficlds world wide?”

Despite Mr. Chalke's oral evidence that “There is a large and growing number of small airfields, ofien
privately owned, which are unlicensed and unregistered™, in fact the reverse is ue. Asports are
closing around Australia at an alamming rate.

The Aircraft Owners and Pilots Association (AOPA) is currently running a campaign to stop or reduce
the closure of small airports around the country. The December 2009 edition of AOPA Magarine fists

240 aimports closed in the past 10 years (Appendix 1). Since that list was drawn up, Geelong has also
closed.

Berwick, Moorooduc, Pakenham, Geelong, Lovely Banks [Geelong area], Laverion and Werribee
airports have all been lost to Melbourne aviation in recent times. There have been no new aitields in
the Melbourmne area to our knowledge.

5 “Private, recreational airfield”

Despite Mr. Davis’s oral evidence that “ft is basically a private recreational facility”, the Mornington
Peninsula Airport is much more than that,

In a 2007 VCAT decision® the Tribunal members stated that *.__ aithough a significant part of the
activities carried on in relfation to the airfield are recreational flying, we note that there are other
activiies. It provides a link fo other airports such as Moorabbin and Tullamaring and there is some
commercial fraffic. A good deal of the flying is by light aeroplanes and there are mitations preventing
its use by heavy aircraft and jet aircraft. However, the airfield is also used for various emergency
sarvices involving aircraft, particulary helicopters.”

The airport is set up as a fire-fighting base with a PhosCheck depot, and fire-fighting aircraft are
sometimes based here during periods of extreme fire danger.

The related aviation businesses on or adiacent fo the airport, together with the azro club’s fiying
school and fuel sales, create employment for some 50 paople. Flow-on effects 1o ol businesses
generate further employment.

Members have invested in the area by purchasing land adjacent to the afrport and building
commercial hangarage, while others have purchased residential blocks with access fo the afrport as
a lifestyle choice (as did Mr. Davis).

6 Airport support for the community

in addition to the above-mentioned uses and benefits, the aero club supports the local community and
other charities.

Bi-annual Air Show - proceeds of which go to local causes. The recent air show in April this year
contributed over $47,000 to the Tyabb CFA, local men’s health projects, the Tyabb football and
cricket club, and Lions club. Past air shows have benefited The Bays Hospitals, Rosebud Hospital
Maternity Wing, tocal CFA and numerous other beneficiaries,



FunFlight — an annual event held in November — volunteers offer children and teenagers touched by a
life changing iliness or other adversity, a flight and a day of aviation based entertainment, together
with their families. Sometimes includes a brief flying display.

PFink Lady Day - an annual event fo raise awareness of breast cancer. (A day is also being planned
for September this year o raise awareness of prostate cancer.)

Schools program — Currently almost 70 children from 3 nearby schools are participating in our flight
training program which has been running for 6 years. To date, 105 school children have oblained
their pilof's ficence before leaving school. Some of these are now fiying for airlines or have been
accepled into the Australian Defence Force.

School visits ~ We receive between 20-30 visits every year from schools whose classes are studying
transport or aviation or other related subject. These children spend a few hours at the aero club and
businesses at the airport, leaming about aviation.

Work experience — The aero club and businesses af the airport all accept Year 10 work expetience
students from local schools.

Other visits ~ Service clubs, retirement homes, car clubs, motor bike clubs, special needs children's
scheols, aviation enthusiasts from Australia and overseas, and many other groups alf enjoy frequent,
organised and informative tours of the airport. There is rarely a day when someone doesn’t come to
the airport to see the rare historic aircraft. There is no charge for any of these visits: the airport
businesses cover the cost of staff to guide and inform the visitors.

7 Community Consulfation

Despite Mr. Chalke's statements implying that PAC has intractably refused fo participate in
community consultation, this is not true. We believe that local community support is vital to the future
of the airport. Time constraints for this response prevent us from compiling a list of the meefings
we've attended with TRBEG representatives, community representatives, Council officers, and
“facilitators™. This list can be provided at a later date if required.

Eventually we did take legal advice. Following all of these meetings, the Council set op a “Communiy
Liaison Group”. PAC atfended the first two meetings despite it being evident that the qroup was
numerically stacked against the airport interests. Legal advice regarding the terms of reference for
this group wamned that PAC’s attendance would be tantamount to handing total control of the airport
to the stacked Liaison group and Council. Council was advised of our reason for not attending, but
did not alter the terms of reference.

To gauge the true feelings of our neighbours and to provide an opportunity for the community to have
its say, PAC holds annual open days which include a forum for the local community fo ask questions
and/or complain about our operations. Feedback from attendees indicates that the airport rs highly
regarded by most of our neighbours, who take great pride in the well-maintained airport with #s
coliection of rare and historic aircraft. They say they regard the airport as part of the town's identity.
Unfortunately, few of these people have time to make submissions, taking the status quo for granted.
And so the “silent majority” is again ignored for the sake of the very few. We say that the TRBEG is
not a representative group on this matter.

8 Fly Neighbourly

Despite Mr. Davis’ oral evidence that " We have no necourse to anybody, not even a local Fly
Neighbourly guideline”, in fact PAC has had a “Fly Neighbourly Policy” in place for over 20 years.
One of the “local rules” under this policy is to conduct all circuits to the East, avoiding the residential
area where Mr. Chalke has come to live. The circuii pattern on the main North-South TUnNWRaY s over
fand zoned Green Wedge or Special Use — Port [of Hastings] Related.

In more recent years, this policy has evolved intd a "Fly Neighbourly Advice™. All pilots fiying at Tyabb
are expected {o abide by this advice.



Because pilots fiying in to Tyabb from other airports were not always aware of our condifions and
sometimes inadvertently breached them, this advice was sent to all flying schoois and aero clubs in
Victoria.

While we call this document Tyabb'’s “Fly Neighbourly Advice”,it is not recognised as such by
AirServices. Indeed there are only 13 areas in Australia for which a Fly Neighbowurly Advice is
published in the ERSA.

After several years of lobbying RAPAC we managed to have our Fly Neighbourly Advice published in
the ERSA in late 2007 as a Noise Abatement Procedure (Appendix 2). The full text of the Fly
Neighbourly Advice is available on the PAC website (hiip:/fwww pac.asn.au/fiy-neighbouriy}.

Again Mr Davis implies that there is no noise abatement procedure at Tyabb. He says, “The other
difficulty we have is that currently airports such as Moorabbin, Archerfield and Jandakot do
have noise mitigation procedures. They have special procedures to mitigate the effects of
aircraft noise on the local residents. In particular, the war birds that we speak about, and the
noisier of the light general aircrafi, are not permitted fo use certain runways at Moorabbin
before a certain time. They are not permitted to use other runways at all. Yet, in Tyabb,
where we have exactly those same aircrafi flying, and noisier aircraft flying, there is no
restriction and no protection. We have no recourse to anybody, not even a local Fly
Neighbourly guideline.”

Moorabbin's Noise Abatement Procedure does limit fake offs on Rwy 17R and Rwy 31L, but Mr.
Davis omits to mention that there is no restriction o the runways immediately parailel, ie. Rwy 171
and Rwy 31R. The advice also states "unless no other RWY AVBL". That is, if there is an operational
requirement, then these runways are available for use, and take off is permitted.

The restriction on Rwy 17R before 0800h applies to all aircraft, not just those mentioned.

We state that Tyabb's Fly Neighbourly guidelines, published in ERSA as a Noise Abatement
Procedure, are more comprehensive than those of Moorabbin.

It is important to stress that any form of enforceable Fly Neighbourly procedure, with associated
sanctions, may be conirary to safely of flight. When necessary for safety, pilots must be permitied fo
take whatever action is deemed appropriate without fear of retribution and without being deemed to
be guilty until proven innocent. The final decision as to conduct of flight must always rest with the
pilot in command.

9 Complaints Handling

PAC has maintained an incident reporting and complaints handling system for over 20 years. CASA
has satisfied itseff that the system in place is appropriate and that complaints are followed up.

Unfortunately, beginning in 2005 members of the Ratepayers Group, acfing on rumours of all night
freight operafions and Boeing 737s at Tyabb, made numerous spurious complaints. These Bes were
not conducive to good relations or trust.

Our records show that there are now very few complaints, in the order of perhaps one every two
months, and rarely related to noise. Complaints lodged with PAC are always addressed, even if they
are spurious.

However this does not mean that there are no complaints. In recent years, the few remaining
dedicated members of the anti-airport lobby group have discovered that if they complain to Counci,
CASA, AirServices and other government agencies, when the complaint is referred to PAC, it is “de-
identified” in accordance with the Privacy Act

Consequently, the complaints are quasi-anonymous and we find that the complaint often bears little
resembiance io the fruth. For example, many complaints have related to aircraft which were not at



Tyabb at the time, or were securely locked in hangars. The campaign amounts to harassment, bt
we are unable {o face our accusers.

Because PAC administers the Fly Neighbourly Advice, it is only by complaining to PAC that any
problems can be addressed. The tactic of complaining to everyone except PAC would seem 1o imply
that the complainants would prefer fo use any perceived or imagined breach as an cpportunity to add
to the file, rather than fixing any real problem. “Sling encugh mud and make sure some of i sticks”

CASBA

Personnel from both CASA and Council have advised they estimate that over 95% of the complaints
about Tyabb on their files derive from Messrs Davis and Chalke.

CASA is well aware, ahd has stated publicly, that the standard of operations at Tyabh exceeds the
indusiry norm and that they have very few issues with us.

In 2007 CASA released an educational DVD to assist small sirporis to develop their own Safety
Management System. CASA used the PAC SMS as an example of how it should be done.

CASA has diligently and thoroughly investigated every complaint, but it’s apparent that Messrs Chalke
and Davis do not accept the umpire’s decision. Referring to a response o the Community Lisison
Group from CASA’s Complaints Commissioner, the Liaison Group’s Febreary 2008 minutes reconded
that "Concerns were expressed at the use of the words “frivolous® and “vexacious’ by CASA

in their response.” CASA has tried to be even handed, but mischievous allegations eventually wear
thin.

We state that of all the complaints investigated by CASA, only one incident, which was inadvertent,
has been found to have substance.

10 Aircralt &umbers

Mr Chalke states, “There are approximately 30 of ex military aircraft registered on the main VH
aircraft register {at Tyabb].” This is untrue. There are presently 15 “warbirds” based at Tyabb. in
2000, there were 17, ie. a reduction of 2 in the last 10 years.

Mr Chalke says, “Tyabb ... has now over 150 aircraft.”

And “The enthusiastic amateurs who fly these sorts of aircraft thought, ‘It is a bit difficult to
stick around here at Moorabbin, let’s go down to Tyabb, where there is a much more relaxed
regulatory regime.’ That is what is happening. They are aggregating down there.™

These statements appear designed to suggest there has been an influx of aircraft, pasticularly
noisy ones, at Tyabb.

Our figures show a different picture:

VH- Registered:

General aviation (Cessnas, Pipers, etc.) 101 106
Experimental but not “warbird” 2 2

Ex-military (‘warbird?) 17 15

Subtotal VH- Registered - 120 123 +3
RA-Aus Registered:

_Light sports aircraft 2 18 +16
“Trikes” (comparable to powered hangglider) 15 10 -5
Subtotal RA-Aus Registered 17 28 +11
TOTAL . - o o T T a7 - AR +14 .




Far from an increase in the aircraft types targeted by Messrs Chalke and Davis, our figures show that
the ‘warbirds” and “irikes” (ultralights) have decreased in number.

As an example of how the truth can be presented in such a way as to mislead, we note Mr. Chalke's
statement. “There hias been an explosion of people importing ex-military aircraft from all over the
world, bringing them here to fly them for adventure flights, the ‘Come and enjoy the jelfighter
experience’ sort of adventure flight.” This staterment is true. However it falsely implies that this is
occurring at Tyabb. There has been no influx of warbirds at Tyabb, there are no jet aircraft operating
at Tyabb, and no 'adventure fiights’ are being conducted at Tyabb.

11  Nearby Schools

Mr. Chalke states that “Just over 2,000 kids who go to school in Tyabb are affecied by this
noise.” In fact there are 3 schools in close proximity to the airport with enrolled atiendance being less

than 1,350. This figure was provided by the Principal of Flinders College and can be verified by
referring to the Victorian Government “MySchool” website.

When shown the transcript of Mr. Chalke's statement, responses were -

e Tyabb Primary School Principal: “Iit doesn’t come from us. We've never had a problem with
aircraft noise. Very few aircrafi even fly over us.”

« Tyabb Railway Station Primary School Principal: “It's not a problerns. ¥ a plane cocasionally
flies overhead, the kids love it. It's good having the airport there because ¥s part of our
Emergency Management Plan. The Senators can ring me if they want”

+ Flinders Christian College Principal — "We've never had any issues wilh noise from the
airport.”

12  Harassment of airport operators

Without wishing fo labour this point too much, and we do not allege that these actions are direcily
attributable to either Mr. Chalke or Mr. Davis, there have been some disturbing incidents af the
airport. Briefly, we have been subjected to sabotage, dumped cffal, obscene graffifi, and a tax audi.
The physical harassment has ceased since the aero club and aircraft maintenance businesses
installed security video recording equipment. The spurious aliegations zonfinue,

13 Land use arcund airports

Despite Mr. Chalke’s oral evidence that, ” the airfield is actually located on land currently zoned
green wedge. There is a green wedge running right down the middle”, the Momington
Peninsula Airport (MPA) at Tyabb, with the exception of most of the rarely used East-West rurway, is
in fact zoned “SUZ3 ~ Special Use Airfield” in recognition of its regional significance {Appendix 3)..
The purpose of this zoning is “To provide for the coordinated use and development of land in
the vicinity of the Tyabb Airfield.”

Mr. Chalke says “The airstrip has actually evolved virtually in the middle of the fown.” The
reverse is true. The airport was constructed in a “vermin infested swamp” in general farming land. I
Mr. Chalke had lived in Tyabb at the time, he would have known that there was one general siore, a
post office, maybe 80 houses, no pub, and two churches. The edge of fown has come to the airport.

in 2002 the airport’s owners Peninsula Aero Club (a not-for-profit company limited by guarantee) and
Westernport Airfield Pty. Ltd. entered into a Section 173 agreement™ with the Momington Peninsula
Shire Council under the Victorian Planning and Environment Act 1987. Undexr this agreement,
Councit has an obligation to -

3.1.1 to support and encourage the Jocation and development of activities associated
with and sympathetic to the operation of the function of the Airfield abutting or in
close proximity with the Airfield consistent with the planning controls applying
to the facility.



3.1.2 to develop and implement and maintain effective planning controls to ensure that
the safety and amenity buffers around the Airfield are protected.”

Unfortunately, Council has not fully honoured this agreement. In the 2007 VCAT decision™ on
development of hangars adjacent to the airport at Tyabb, the Tribunal members skated —

¢ .. the basic strategic planning that is relevant to this case has long since been put in
place.” :

* “The extent to which there may have been failures of strategic planning they are not
in relation to the location and contimued operation of the airfield. Ifanything, it has
been the lack of consideration of the desirability of separation in allowing close by
residential development.”

= “Secondary considerations as to the nature of uses surrounding the airfield area, and
what sort of uses should be allowed in close proximity thereto, may have been
neglected by the council.”

« “If incompatibility or amenity problems were perceived, such residential development
should not have been allowed in such close proximity.”

® “This is a situation where the residential newcomers, since they have in fact been
allowed to come, must defer to the needs of the airfield, rather than vice versa. . That
does not mean that the airfield or activities of the airfield should go out of their way to
impose unnecessary burdens on users of surrounding land, but it does mean that
residential late comers cannot expect to be on an equal footing or to expect that the
needs and activities of the airfield will be curtailed or receive only equal consideration
to their wishes and desires.”

The full text of the VCAT decision is most informative and is available at
http:fiwww, austlii.edu. au/au/casesivic/VCAT/2007/1831 . himl

In 2005 Council permitted a subdivision of approximately 140 residential lots in close proximity to the
airport. Peninsula Aero Club’s objection resulted in a Section 173 agreement being piacad on each
title which alerted purchasers that an operational airfield is in close proximity. We consider ihis to be
a step in the right direction, but an absolute minimum requirement. We do not receive complaints
from these new residents.

14  Other clarification

o Mr. Chalke makes an issue of anomalies thet he says he perceives in the Air Navigation
(Aircraft Noise) Regulations 1984, We find the regulations fairly straightforward, and suggest
that a man of Mr. Chalke’s apparent intelligence should find so as well. We suspect this is an
attempt to muddy the waters and insinuate that we are somehow operating within a
“loophole”. This is not the case. The public has a genuine and legitimate inferest in these
historic aircraft and so they are permitied to fiy.

Nor is the procedure confusing. Itis clearly set out in AirServices’ two page information paper
on the Air Navigation (Alrcraft Noise) Regulations (Appendix 4).

o Senator BACK—As to the management of the airport, let us call it, how many, if any, of
thase are actually local in the Tyabb area?

The answer is that 6 out of 11 committee members live within 1 mile of the airport. All but one
iive in the Momington Peninsula Shire. All but two live within 8 k.

o Mr Davis—"In the olden days, the responsible committees deemed that night circuits were
not appropriate at the airport, and therefore the members upheld that ©
Night circuits have always been a part of the fraining and recency requirements. Night circuif
training later than 1 hour after last light or 8:00 pm, whichever is later, is strongly discouraged



15

and very rarely occurs. The radio frequency for activating the runway lights is not published,
to prevent other flying organisations conducting night training at Tyabb. Our Fly Neighbourly
advice says "Night circuits are not available for visiting aircraft’. '

Mr Davis—There is one north-south runway. There is an emergency easi-west, but CASA
years ago deemed that it was unsafe. It is purely used for EmMergency pposes.

The east-west runway is fully operational and completely safe for aircraft whose performance
is adequate for its dimensions. it is shorter than the main North-South rumway, under our
planning permit its use is not permitted by aircraft over 2,041 kg. and its approach and
departure paths pass over residential areas. For these reasons it is not fhe prefered runway
and its use is discouraged unless operationally required.

Much has been implied by the oft-repeated phrase “regulatory void”. In fact, operators ai
Tyabb are subject to all the same regulations that exist at any other airpost.

Mr Davis— “Friendships have been Jost.”

Mr Davis was a hard-working and weliHiked member of Peninsula Aers Club. Both he and his

wife served on the club’s commit of management, and both took on the role of Secretany of
the club for a year each.

We fail to understand why Mr. Davis’ energies are now tumed so vehemently and bitterly
against the airport, the aero club, and a pastime that he used to enjoy so much. kis sadly
true that all his past friendships have been lost to him.

Senator STERL E—Your group has made it obvious to all and sundry that you are not

opposed, but you want restrictions like one or two flights a day, and thaf is not being keopt a
secret?

It would be counter-productive to admit that they want the airport closed because that would
stir up the silent majority. And Mr. Davis may truly believe that the airport can suivive with
further restrictions on its operations. However it is not in doubt that closure of the aimport was
the original infention of TRBEG and we believe it remains the ulfimate goa! of one or two
people. It should be unthinkable that a few people could restrict operations, darmage existing
businesses, and get rid of the aircraft that most of the local comerunity takes great pride in.

An aircraft engine overhaul and maintenance facility has been operating at Tyabb sincee 1972
Overhauled engines used to be test run in the open air. Because the noise of engine tesling
is deemed to be "industrial noise” the owner of the engine workshop spent a considerable
amount of money constructing an indoor sound proof engine testing station. Despite these
measures, Mr. Chalke continued to complain. EPA representatives on-site fo investigate the
complaints were unable to discem from Mr. Chalke’s property that an engine was ruRning.

Far from being open slather, operations at Tyabb are restricted by the planning permit
applying to the airport. Restrictions mentioned on the planning permit include:

» Take-offs and landings by aircraft with an afl up weight at take off between 2 041kg and

5,670kg are limited to 10 per day. Aircraft in this category are not permitted to take off or
fand at night.

s Jet aeroplanes are not permitted.

e Aircraft with an all up weight of more than 2,041kg are not permitted to use the East-
West runway.

Tyabb already operates with more restrictions than apply at any other airport that we know of.
A brief history of the airport is attached (Appendix 5).

Summary

* Airporis are vital infrastructure and need protection from people who move into the vicinity

and then make i their hobby or life's vocation to close the aimport.



¢ The aimport's regional significance was declared by the Minister for Planning and # was zoned
“Spedcial Use”,

=« The Mormington Peninsula Airport at Tyabb is appropriately zoned and Council has agreed o
protect i from inappropriate development.

e A more robust system is required to compel councils to protect aupc:ts from inappropriate
development.

= A more robust system is required {o compe! councils to include nofifications on fifle of 2l new
developments in the vicinity of airports.

¢ We do nof accept that the views of Messrs Davis and Chalke are repmeniahve of the
commumty

s \We do communicate with the local community.
¢ We do have Fly Neighbourly guidance in place.
« \We do have a good reputation with CASA.

¢« We do operate within the bounds of our current restrictions and have salf-imposed further
quidelines.

¢ We have felt harassed to the detriment of health, safety and damage to businesses.

To quote Mr. Chalke one final time: "one of the troubles with causes, any causes, the environmert,
feminism or whalever, is they always affracts zealots, people who are passionately committed and wil
. crush or crash through in selling their ideas, no matter what anyone else befieves, amd that sort of
behaviour can really alienate a lot of average Aussies. We don' like exiremists, we don't like zealolry,
we like the calm simple life. "

This is a very rushed response due to time constraints and there is much more we could add. Some
of the material referred to may not have been included and we would be happy to provide any
additional material that the Senators may wish fo see. Equally, we are most willing fo answer any
guestions which may atise as a result of ihis response or any other submission.

Again, we very much appreciate the opportunity to respond to some of the more biatant and
damaging erors.

Yours faithfully,

All chwarze
Prégident, Peninsula Aero Club
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0 you know whal happened
1o our girporis? Let e el you
| oshiat | think. We - you and Hin
the tlymg community - gt the
government give them away,

We sat there simug in the belief that
e gowernment  couldn't reslly  be
swupd enough not 10 see the ong termy
and strategic value of an arport 1o a
Cormrngnty

And do you know what? Amanngly,
they were that stupid.

They were so stupid, we ddr't believe
they could be so stupid.
. The governmert st gave ‘them awsdy
- Huntheds of them. Milllons and millons of
* dollars worth of ground and facilities, paid
for over a pericd of a hundred years - al
from owr tawes. (fust because they were
Commorvesith property, -dossn’t mean
the Commonvealth owned them, We paid
for them every Hme we put i & tax return.)

Ardd the mason we sat there and et
them do it was betause we were geting
a-damned good deal av the time, | was
navicig 33 .3 day 1o park my aircralt ot g
manr CHy secondary alrport. And §oould
tand and take off and use all the aigpace
for so fittle money compared to what
gveryone else v the world expecied 1
pay, #was laughabie.

thad & piot frend hers from Burope
who dug out a hundred dollar note when
our fight was over 10 help pay for the
fying charges, When t smugly toid bim it
vay all but free, he didn’t believe me,

Europe declares sunport for G4

in-an historic acknowiedgment of
general aviation's contributions, the
European Parliament fras adopted &
sweeping resolution that sets forth
principles to preserve, foster, and
promote GA across the continent,
For more information visit: hitp:/
waw.europarl.europa.eulsides/
getDoc.doftype=TA&anguage=£H
&reference=Po-TA-2009-0038

So b wasn't about 10 tell anyone ot
fsud, in case sameone i authority found
aut and staried charging me & propes
amount. s & sad fact, but fing in most
of the world is just for rich people, ust ke
getl, sabng and weons, o fy in Europe,
you are telling your Tnends and colleagues

“hdinvistars
Australia’s ever hiad. He was also there for

;,fou have serious dough behind you.

Mot in Ausweslia, where activities which:

need large amounts of land such as Ting
ard golf, have bepn vaditionally chesp
because we have 5o much land, So we
st there smug in the Delie¥ thar the
govermment and CGimmunity needed the
arport so much we would continug 1o fly
pretty cheapty. But we came uratuck with
the prevaous government,

Former CASA Charman, Dick Srin, was
speciic whers the fault 3y "The problem
wird caused under ol Anderson’s enandy
a5 inister for Transport,” says Dicks

“lohn vory  mge bioke, but
undoubredly he was one of the wors
responsitde - for avialion

noa

the longest penod.” e

The mantra of the previooss goreernment
that the 'market s the god caught aviation
it 145 seductive trap. The government wag
I power & Jong Time and had seen many
tmes how prvatisstion was wondedul for
% own Bottom fine.

Mo more neadaches being the owner of
& service people hked w0 complain about
iwe're all lpoking at vou, Telstra). o mors
submidsing the costs of provding those
serales. Awaton, 1 belisved, was long
perdue 107 suth 3 makeover,

But, ke the economy generslly and th
share market v parhcular, the lagser faip
atttde the government assumed would
fix all problems m avation, was flawed.
Ayiation Dusmess s, by s natwre, 2
monopoly. There can only be one m 1own
and its customers <an't shop arcund for
a better deal. And owners of manapolies

Just love deregulation and privatisation.

Current President of AOPA Ausiraliz,
Phillp' Reiss, says ihe government qot
i ovary wrong, “The government sither
chose 10 IQnore o overlooked: the point
that aviation s first and foremost, an
infrastruciure service o the cormmnunity™
says Phiflin,

“Consider 3 road through a small town,
pAamntenance on the road is paid for by
the councd. The road doesn't pay for
ftself, -but the coundl recogrises 1t neets
the mad becsuse i prowdes an obwous
service 10 the cormmesnity

S the government knew i could kil 2
vehole fiock of endangered Dirds with tha
one sone grad rushed throsgh legsiation
to tarm off our awporss

Doy you ks who Bhes airporis? Well,
ohvicusly pion, plane spotters and duty
frew shoppers, of course,

FATVRART RS K e e

Where hay

e our airports gone?

Interested inwhere planes are
inthe world ot any time?

Visit werplanespotting.netl

You'll nead a big bright coloured

' parka and 3 camera with aone
metre fong lens., :

S

But whio else ikes mirporns, which are
gant blocks of near empty land cose
w0 mapr centres of populstion, used
apparently anfrequertly by peopls wath
Bitle or no politicsl clown?

Question: ¥ you were ging away 3

biood bank, who would be bring up to
" get’it? Here's a-hint, they have prominent .
- canine teeth and sleep alotin the daytime .

Who lkes sirports when the areas in
wihich they are lotated are rying out for
feal astate development?

Sharks.

Plots and sharks And which do you
think s smarter and more on the ball when
governmaents are gring away things for free?

Plots? Mo, for the most part instasd
of getling together to bid for these free

- @rponts, we sat there smug in the belief
the government wouldn't give away our &)

arportswopeoplewhadon ke seroplanes,
peopie who wouldn't appregiate the walue
of an MpoTt G & Community. '

But i many cases they did, They just:
handed them o the sharks who knew the
reet value of the land we landsd on and
believed there was money i thee thar hils,

But, there was 3 probdem,

i oappears the government was st
ininkang about the milions # could harvest
frorm the biggest airports, 1% obvious whan
you read the Arpocis Act 1996, that thay
weere thinking about SYD-RIELB-BRIS amd
not thirdeng about the-hundreds of smaller
places that make up the rest'of avistion in
thiy country tanyone who rgadd ey artitle
of A5 cards with fingd wn wcho horal

To read the anthe Alrports Agt
1955 visit: _
hitpritvieracomlaw.gov.auComLav
legislation/ActCompilation nsHOEA
147558EE841 SETCA2BGFTT00502D8
25Tkl Alrportst G696, pof

Or easier <iiff, type “Australian
Alrports Act” into Google,

AR st
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recgired 10 show & profiE, never expecied o
presscie first class Taclilies and securiy

Al we've wanfed & plots 5 3 ong
engugh swip of dirtand mavbe a rusiy old

srhangar o to sitinthe open doorwayon,

3 hot day and Complain about the heat

and the state of the'strip of dirty,

Ag it turns ouy, the money men.guickiy

17 discoverad that anly the biggest of owr

airpores wouold be worth the dough, o
thers was serious bidding forthe dozen
of 0 plazes whers the sharks could ses 3

| goodiprofit was to be made:

Forithe hundreds of offer sirports
wwept along indhegovemments ore size

understood both how to Tun- an airport

' ~iproperty or who Lol mrn 0 i
Cliio @ profitable busitess overaidhtor

even iy five yosrs, Obcourse, i beos the
question of whatl wiould have happened
# the local councll had said, “We don’t
war it, ke Governmant, Take 1 awae”?

»memmmmmmmmmzﬁﬁew&fﬁe;\

© fu your jocal councll aviation
L proaressive or regressive?
3 Emall editori@laopa com.au

- And we'll tell the world

e e R e I S L i

The Federsl Covermmani sweetenegd
the desd and gives coundls soeme money
1o ok #fter our arports, but many
aiports ¥1omany Country centres st it
there, a drain on thesr focal communithes,
a burden on councilfiors strugaling w find
cash for other, and i thelr eyes, mon
important things the community rgeds.

mi'a couple of centres, smart coundils

soy A ooportunity and begen planning

o Thevas ma§0my&§mr é%fmﬁ"?‘m never .
heen - resl businesses: Thioy've nsver Been

:cash sircsp;'m{: scouneit
‘tooth and Taitto dos

fits. alf policy, it way Hike -a faffle where:
Cyou didn't evenkngw you'd bought 2
" tigket) The Jocal tounclh was- catled and
told, "Hey congratulations, gm ve §g;§t'
SN AT Birpor
few, i any, of the el caum:és’_”ﬁ-
Fiad - people working  for them who© 7

._ mm' NG 'mewmw

o expand thelr sirport sevvicas; knowing
mat it bangs i jobs and tourists and
money. But ity others, whlle perhaps
not directly cortrolled By feal estate
agems, are certaindy heavly sfluenced
bty thern, They saw the nd a5 eminently

- exploitable.

“After the nandover, at least two new
airport cwners wied: o build shapping
centres on thelr sirportiand, (W abow

they were given into & housing estete’
The regilations specifically mention

maz obd peoste’s homes can't be bt
o grport environs, bt that's wehiat one

Alsanpthey . arport, which singe
the handover has become ‘e major
secondary GA landing sirip near the major
city, the main runway & often dosed for
car racing so A popular TV show can film
there, Students and other siport osers
at this location are required Tor days &1 &
Hme e the grass secondaty strip,

Vet snother counall st flosed their

sirpuet completely and foased the dand
Csoaieisute park operaton Atdmittedly, in
s case, pitots of small planes stifgetto
agse. the s ffﬁ butithe point stcmd

i i’%i’ﬁ&'& 3'3{?%' owners?

s&%iﬁ“&@%ﬁﬁ%‘&

;%"a find oot where ﬁéimﬂgj{)!y 'i:;égaa
visit werwmonopoly-historycom

pe i st s e e b e e e e b

Wi sirports  were handled. to the
aew owners, the new owners 1 ol
toimmediately make some monay. And
nothing in the "Airpors Act prohibits
them from doing that, They are, aler
all, companies In the legal sense and &
compary's o 15 10 meke the maximum
arapunt of profit Yor s sharsholders
as it iy wgally sllowed 1o do. (Parked at
Sydnay sirport recenitly? 315 an hour or
352 a dav has got 1o be the highest fee

&t any mirport in the worlkd.}

R e
For parking prices at Sydvey
airport visit vewwsydneyaitport
com.au/SACUDomestic: P&ﬁtiﬁg
hffmiéfsmzmayrates PR

@ ?iﬂﬁ&liﬂ%dé‘»“ﬁﬁﬁs&

Cieie

e AN SR A KBRS TROVFE S R SN

@ flythrough. bottte shop o7 lakeawsy
od outiet 7y Another tHed 10 have the's,
entire aport relocated 90krns further

ot of e ety dntd torn the current st

(s sl fighting

H&“#‘!
s faith can the avistion | mz r; ﬁavé

" ens iof imiffions of passengsr
privatised and make “good imoney, for
‘organisations m the: Macguane gank‘

: BEcsyse the: ﬁh&rqm are spread-over s

“sweandary aports because the ncome’

_---zsbsamt@ywmfzg, :says Phiflip.,

Anecdotally,  svensthing  went o up
virtually overnight by 509%. ACPA was
told of prices having gone up by 100%.
Evar saperienced and large companies
coult! not tolerste such & rse in their
costs by 50 or 100% and stay bealthy

One former tenant of & Victorian
airfield told me that when his new -
ownars moved in they hanged the rent
up every year 1o the point thatfewof the -
airporitenants, Gther thar those chasing

Frthe cawr:»ﬁm students (where thaonly -
~real woney-isi, could-afford it

FIROS

“Thay a0t ke feudaiionds, " the Tormer
fenant says. .
“fnd we wern thelr serk, We were
usted ¥ wie chdrrt Hlon 1t v could dear ot
which iswhat we were forced to to.” -
. Dick Smith agreas the model is flawed.
‘*Méé;ar' ‘ ?air;:'c}rts:'- sachas - Sydney, with
: s, can e

many millions of passengers,” says Dick. .-
MHowever,. this - cammot be: done 8t

bose I ot as great,
U they Wy o ralse the dwome fo a3
reasonatye kvel Tor the rvestor, in the end

the general avisthon industry will go broke. -

“Privatising: & peneral aviation gimor
fke Barkstown, For example ke
privatising 3. <ty park . and geuing
tacatatie Hark 10 charge Uisiten 8 -
ampunt ol-money to-give & return based
orr the vatue of the fand v the oy it
weonstd be impossible and preposterous.”

We ran't expert any sympathy from
Casieither The new boss of the agency,
fobn McCommick told me in 5 recent
idarviews,  “Aviation s an expensive
business. Hf you ¢an’t afford 10 be in 1
voy shcukdn't be in it

ALRA, Susteatin President Phillin Radss
knows.. exactly where  the problem
fies, "Alladng. monopoly. owees &

i Arnenica they Trave anti st Taws
oy protect grport tenamts. “Here wer



don't take antitrust laws seriously.

“The bigoest probless 5 that at
HIHOMS, CUStOMErs can’t go ampwhare
slse. There i no sllernative, 50 o
owners can charge what they ke, Wty
undive any other busintess.”

Wen the orices shot up, afiport
companies, which had swasted quietly,
ardd happly sotchargog customers big
foes, werd gither forced fo.pass alomg the
rses, o close upshep,

The customers, we pifots, voted with
our Teet. Ten thousand of us have joined
the Ré-Aus. Why? Increased goverament
reouiation of G& and soenng costs ane
the bl oSt COMmmon reEsons,

Peanle with 0o much wvested n an
anrfield are forced to stay on - sgreammg
sbout ther 07 bul no onets islenng.
Others gave the game upy eéntirely, Whh
s okay for us, Dul it % becoming the
death of general aviation'inthis country.

With fevear and tewer planes w senvis,
LAMES are becoming harder angd harder
tos el Thers's just not that much money
irs ot after they pay thelr new sIport rents.
Angd alreraft machardes are reslly stuck
How doss a LAME ook for 2 better deal
a1 a Cheaper ledation down the reed?

kst senior people i theindustry belisve
the only answer 5-for the govermement
ey back the secondary alrpons.

Bust can you see thist happening?

Ho o can.

So with Tewesr ard fewer Incal studends

corming through, i wosi't bs tong before -

passengyers on Qanias anel Virglh are
fiyng behind unly foreign pilets.

GA Bying wiltbecome a playthinig only

of the fich a3 it s elsewhere in the world,
wiich wall be sad. o

And because we wor't e usiiyg our
airports much, the new owners Wil be
oyt pstifiect i saying o the gowernment,

“Meoone s usingitihase days andwearen’,

maldng any money from £, 50 gkay that
v se st 3 %ny Hitle bit of the dipont ©
bt & block ofaparimens i '
And your know  already how the
government waill answer that.
Bend over and kiss yvour abrfield
gondbye. =

R R R R

Any chance Tn getling your

flying groop together and -
making & bid to sublease your
airfield from the council?

e

s

- ff they'don’t want it and don't see
its potential, that's their bad fuck.

- SOS Airports Inc

. {Save bur S;c«fwm'i:ﬁry Arrgursy
Prostiesf Medreinn PO Doy 4

57 Saptenver T009

#Ax your will Do awars the Ao Act 1998 was- astablishes 1o praeot the lure
of nenatal BVition 8L BRPoNS whett wers Wirmately oriesised by the Federst
Giveraient. We befigve the inlention of this Act is disar. - Bimiardy. {15 obvious
W grysnd thet imuch of the coastregtion il has socurred on privatived stpons,
ang i paticulad BerEsiown APON, dous a0h S By CHIMEICENG 1 general.

mdatige.  This ewélatied development is beang uodertaken on publichy tweed

Tl o, COmercnwaaith cwmed which was onginally acoulrer for the parpose of
sarsral aviglion. W bedigve the existénce of tulidings Bk schools, shopping
centres. bus dopits ared potentially Feight depots ey e challenged. shtmkd 8
constiutional argument be raised gbout The validily of such. uses.: We also
bedleve i oan by susleined hat e porsulof suol wies, which are uirglaled o
panend adabon, ave detmmentnly Inpacted ’

§ on gonel gvisfion and the swnl orsdivided bushossts Dl hove
ety s Bl wopported peemal aviation i s ountny, and

{Hy oo e Sandigrds of sofsly wod bowl preclion which shouwld be
PErE A i Such S arvironraed,

W iy your Sltemdion o anciosirs 1 Bt outlings this Brgurment,

The Fodern! Government dow Sppears 1o Do retugrising (hal alpogt leosing
crermaTRes mapy tol Dewn solog comsistenlly with The intealon of B Adrpods At
i mow appears fwgoestment intends B ensore T8t not Gy the fetior of the
fow e folowed, b alen the spint of witsl was infendad by tha lev. W s
Hpisae a vopy oF B redort Teter om B Misfer Tor Infrsstuctune, Tasspod.

“Ragional Develapment and Lonal Sovessment 1o Bankstokn Alpert L
which presgnis-ona mspect of the Govenwnt's policy on this mattsr

B twn the lesse

: I that me ynrsts
detimants! o the future of gengrat

sfficient conduct of & v Turthnr Believe # i wnthe

OB o be solets o any s L i
oy By [y Seeking o desl wi

Cplnitng of sovioe lagal fioure
ey, e

&

et seprpon & constitetiona chaflinge aguinst

# me power of e refovant Mingtss 1o
Yorunls such as “Flrer Pl

This mimt be futound by ot by e inte

,‘W’ %{% peoiud hlgtary this dnuie

Thile s flwo of G mpetunce fo the TRt

BT YEES by Commertal oietaluns s hok averios.
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Darrir Ware
Prissiden
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Remember any of these aiifleids? These are the airfields

we've lost since 2000, Some were just strips on properties
which have changed hands. Others were proper airfields.
Either way we can't fand on them any more.
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is your airport at risl?
Send detall§ o
] eﬁiicr@a{}pa'com au

-.The winner wd! be drawn by AOPA Geﬂem

i __'.,a_nqger Allan Bligh
B _tm_NavemberSU 2009, e T P

- Also :f you haye any p}mtes or'

- miemaries of any of the fields listed
above, let me know at the same
ematl address,

SR R R e e
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dhe first anyome kRew  thers
was & problem was when the
papers were prired for the
Kempsey Stire Coundl mesung
ors October 13 There, on page
i, was the heading "Reperting o0 the
IVEStgatons Into the long term viabihy
of the Kempsey Alrport under & number
of development scenanos,

U was 3 seven page report by the
coundil’s new General Manager.

The report outlined ways i which the
counct could somenove tirn a profit from
the airport, 1t starts innocently enough,

“Council has for 5 number of years besn
looking atl the potential for attracting
business 10 the aiport 83 ¢ mecharmm for
rnimising the cost of retaining the awet
tothe communty and as & poteriialdriver
of economic development,

“Wide there has been work dore on
SBYOUTS BN CESTUREEDS DN ReSStIe Lsers, thers
has not been a comprehensae assessment of
the (osts and the benetits of the proposat,”

For the local awcralt community what
followed was & g shock,

A s page report winch explained inno
uncartain erms why no one o their dghy
ming would ever, ever want 10 Come 10

Kempsey Auaport {or any reason, neither
for fun, nor prode,
B explaned why. there: was absolutely

rio thance, ever, the asirport coultd ever be
anything mare than a useless drain on the
otherwise valuabde resources of the council
b oouthred 3 proposed four stage
upgrade of the airport, which it clakmed
waukd cost almost $4.5 million. it dossn't
sxplain who asked for the upgrade,

"Can you jutge the velue of a park.
o how much per square metre
the coundl earns from it, or golf
course of a tennis court or a
bowling green. Few of these things
are worth more-par square metre
to a coundit than a blodke of high
rise apariments or a new !uxu{g

- sub-dhdsion, §
But when you see t&at:p%msa
in a coand report about your
airport, jump up and bark becsuse
sompwngre & real estate agent has
his eyes on your landing strip”

The $4.5 milion dollar cost of the
upgrade glates a1 the casusl reader ke s
cancerous umg.,

Then there i3 the big ah hat mament,

ard you should pay attertt.s’cm i your °

council starts 1o Talk e thi
The telf tale sign m any discussion shout

“an arpert, that the cound has come under

5« more bad pews

e influence of those shark ke devourers
of open land, the real estate agents,

The report talks about the value of the
arportin terms of 2 valuation per square
fretre. That's real estale agent speak.

Its a way for them 1o demonstrate how
vahishle a blotk of land COULD be, # only
it waasn’t betng wasted by those millionaire
playboy ight aeroplane pilots.

It can be a persuasive argument ot a
council emplioves trying to balance the
books and seaing the airfield as & burdsn,
Hiw much more income the coeuncl could
garn from ratepayers o the land wag
redeveloped into g higher value property.

Buit can you sudge the value of 3 park on

o much per square metre the coundt

gaths from it, or golf course of 3 tennig
court or a bowling green. Few of thess
things are worth mofe per sguare metre
o coundl than a block of tugh rise
apEtIments or & new kuury sub-division,

But when you ses that phrase i
coundil repsert about your sirgor, jump up
and bark because somewhere 3 real estate
agent has bis eyes on your landing strip:

Al the end of the Kempsey report when
sli possible alternatives for the council
to make any money from the sirstrip are
Hargwn up and shot down, there i the
sertence which made svery pifot in the
bocat shire sit up and take notice

X i I A%
WWWIEODRCOMLAY anosr Ry 2oy | 49
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“Recommendation - that councll
undertake a staged withdrawal from
providing an airport and develop =

Cibusiness case for development of the
“lanl that will allow for Ruture economic
deveiopment activitigs.”

Excuse me?’ Thin awport

The councils 1o destroy. it was built

il federal money on behal of the
community, like the road or the rail ines,

As outlined in the previous edition
of Australian Plot, the protlem started
when the Federal Government decided
it wanted to gel oul of the alrport
Bisiness and st rang up councils and
declared “Congratulations, you've won

A csangirport!”
LU Pew councils have the expertise, the

'--__-knowedge or the mnterest in running
L Eegucessstul sairfield. Uniess you: hiave:
g riohopoly oh’ & major: city “airport,

#e almiost impossibie 1o ake semus

money from ong.

Councils, which have been stra;zped
. for tagh eversince they began o fatters
" upandth. permanent managérial staff,

have “heither the manpowér or the
- willpowierdo Find @ way to make the local
. -asfstﬂp more costeffective, |

“hose coungis which ‘have done 30,
such s Tamworth and Temora:io name

S{} IANFEARY EFRRUIARY 201N BANW.ADNDA OO AN

s ot

but two, have found they can generate
good money for the town, but you need
o invest in both people and ideas.

Some councils have introduced parking

fees. Others have introduced landing

charges. Some cdever councils have

actually offered cheap rent to atwact

avigtion related business o their hangars
knowing that other telated businesses
wiill folionw,

Kempsey Shire Council explored none
of these,

AU the bottom of sach of these
arguments s the dause In every
agreement  between  the  Federal

Government airport managers that the: |

tacility is to be maintained as an airport,

If ordy the Federal Government would
enforce it own dause. | might stop

all the nibbling at the edges by airport

managers around the country. And what-

happens 3 local courcil just says “Wa
don't want i1, we can't pay for i, we
won't pay for 7. What then?

ONE SIDED CASE

There are seversl other zhtngs not gong
inthe Kempsey case.

tused figurds. pliicked: from Bankstown
Airports’ Corporation  wabsite. Setting
aside the suitability of Bankstown Airport
Corporation as & role model for these
sorfs: of dssues  {you -headng .me Nir
Clamback-or- M Hennessy?) 1o hase-an
important decision orewhial appesrs (o

be such scanty researth mv:tes 5¢rruvs:
griticism. ) I
The figures quoted in the Kemf:ﬁey' -

report were either. overly pessimistic

{reafistic?] in the potentsai for income
or wrong in the case of how much '

©year councll was being forced to, pay

(althiough I'm 1old thi Jocal Mayor has

now admitted a5 much and- premmﬂd to S
- cham@ his tune), i

it falled 10 explore the Sbvisus pam' -
being explored by ‘nthec:cotincils - that
of developing excesst airport. fand for
industrial  or other complimentary
developrment.as 3 way of subsidising the

so-called-loss:making areas . _
" Abdimest critically, it fallad o fook pasi?'--“--

the profil and foss of the newt few yea_rs-'-' "

110 @ timé when the town has grown and'
 developed andwill undoubtedly need.a.’
‘goad @rportin atiract business and johs o

1o e region.

Five cents- profit for wodays coundlwil
rot be rernemnbered in & favorabledight in
50 years from now when the councll of
that tirme is faced with trying to find space
for an airport it wilt so Ghvémzs?y nesd.

The report which res:v:}'na"ended the A FL}EUC MEETENG

council dump the airstap and turn ito
©into a subdivision was never compiied in.
consulthtion with either:the usérs of the:
airport or with- any 'pé’rsan" who might ,
*have an’expertise iry’ mammg aryairfisld
CEndre.grotuctive,

. On Saturda*y December S 3 gmvp 'f-

1wo hundred peapte: flew or drovefnife

ETA[SEY 10 BXpless strong d;aappm’ai azj' .

théicounclsimaoves, -

Thecouncil apparently tne::i m stﬁp th&! . i

_ maeting .going: shead fon the grounds’

thet the insurance coverage wasnt
enough - sad atiempt really,
Inattendance was ADPAS President

- Phillip'Reiss and immiediate Past Pfesrz:fem

Col Rodgers, S
Phillip was scathing in hig criticism.
"t gartonly'conclude the coundl hasa




hidden agenda,” he said. *1 undersiand
tromy speaking 1o Kermpsey Adrport tenants
that the councit has refused fo sllow
developrent of more hangars because
of the toitinvalved in building additional
taiwiays.

“The potential  for  an airpark
development should be explorad  with

| somesrealistc cost analysis {not-inflated
, cou_ncrf figuresy. The notential 1o make the

. alrport profitable is not being explored. ™
C "My view s :
wpend $45 milion B the foreseedbie
Tutute, unless BPT services are envisaged,

“For the preserit.use the: runway. dnd: |
Taking=a .

taxieday i perfectly adequate.

proactive approach by encouraging flying
traffing -and engineering {aciities arad an

-airpark sasiable option, :

- "The loss.of

“rretsining this afrport ~ Tlood: relief, fire

o ‘services, medivag, RFDS etg, -these are
tangible: benefits which s;mp}y canm:at be :

guantified in dni!ar terms. .

“Australia lsd vast coumry and & uzabi :
aviation indistey is vital to-enable business
arsd-community devielopment. An alrport

can-provitie jobs and technology training
forthe youth of Kermpsey,

"t find it hard to believa s town
weith h%gh unempiyviment, that ‘s councit
cares SG htzie for: me futw’e af the youag

“pesple

Guest speai\ef at) t?ae meeting and a img hit

with:the crowd wias former CASA-Chairman

and-aviation acenturer- Dick Smith, He:was -
moTE SFgUne &bout the attempt by Kempsey

Srirer Councd 1o kit s airtield.
Fxaidd Dick,

of the airfisld.

"1 think they were going to ty and
get away with using Port Macguarie
aercdrome. But the level of flack they
received should mean they should not be
“abde (0 go through with it | think they
were astonished by the reaction”

“Its a disappointing attitude from the
coingil,

“huvas impressed by strong AOPA presence
at the mesting, with both Phifip . and Cot
there and with the size of the crowd.”

For Dick the nextbattde vl be the threat to
Warnervale, the last airstrip for light areraft

between Sydney and Newcastie, (Australian
Fiot will festure this in our confinuing series =

on Our Disappearing Adrporis),

that ‘there I no need s

: Kempsey Asrpor* W;F i
Trob the local community of a valuable
“. transport infrastructure. faclity.. The foss
1o the cofmiunity is immeastrable, the
emergency services. benefits alone justify

: =‘t .
- Local Kempsey councitior, Alan SﬂOWSiﬂ,-.:' :
thinks senior council figures might hévef._:'
expacied a few people 1o turn up, but not
sthe crowd of more than a hundred who

: . packed the Coundl Charnbers | '
“t think the .council was ey At or‘s ”; o

danager, David Rawling,

ANOTHER PURL?C MEETENG

Three days aﬂer the protest Hhy in, the_; '; :

toundil called & public mee{mg W drsctsss
he future of the airfield. '

"It wess 2 terrible meeting, "says Alan.

' "The Mayor John Bowell, just lost control,
- "Torseeif they £ould get rid of the eost, -

There were people with children present
and his language was not appropriate, He
lost the plot™

The big revelation was from the person -
who wrote’ the report which started the
General "

whole: debate, the™ touncils:
He weas asked directly.... “Did vou have
outside develppers show interest in re-
developing the airport?”
“Yes”
about his answer for 3 few seconds.
“i've had two approaches, one locally,
one from aninternational company. ”
"But,”  he: imsitted, “no . further

- negotiations have o far been entered into.”

The fight for Kempsey Airport is not

Cover yet, s

& for finding accommodation and .

. he admitted after thinking

1:1}&1_5% a special note of thanks to -
Voula and Steve Crossingham -

ssustenance for four fiyers left ©

stranded i in Kempsey by storms after

‘the fly in. That sort of hospitality -

-~ and friendship is what show
aviators are a special breed.
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L n in the circliit area.
20 Preferred Rinway -
ol e RWY35' :
CRWY 17 : ‘
: b.' RWY 08 and RWY 26 ot AVBL unless operatlnnaﬂy fequrred
3. . . Cirbuits - Fixed Wing. :
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.. RWY 08 and RWY 26, all circuits o SOUTH of aeradrome:

" Clrouit height 1, 100FT AMSL for afl aarcraft other than "fast a:rcraﬁ" ( greater tban:
120KTS downwindy; - :

Circuit height 1,600 .ﬂ\MSi~ fof fast aireraft;

' ?35 ?Circuﬁ Area :' D
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opefationally required S
4. Circuits “Helicopters i :
a. Circuits permitied-fo WEST of: airport at 1,000FT ANMSL but: must z'ernasn EAST of

--BoesRoad,
B. - Clrcuits 16:EAST of aercdrcme at 1 AGOFT:.
¢ . Vary, amva! and departire: tracks
CHARTS ELATEDTO T}-EE AL RODROME
WAC 3469 3
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Airspace and Environment Regulatory Unit
w..The Alr Navigation (Aircraft Noise) Regulations — Information paper

INFORMATION PAPER

THE AIR NAVIGATION (AIRCRAFT NOISE) REGULATIONS

Which aircraft are affected?

Regardless of its size, the purpose for which it is used, who owns and operates if, or
where it is registered, every civil aircraft operating in Australia is required to comply
with the Air Navigation {Aircraft Noise) Regulations under the Commonwealth's Air
Navigation Act.

i it has not been continuously on the Australian Civil Aircraft Register

since prior to 6 December 1990, an aircraft may not operate in Australia uniess:
e it has a noise certificate; or
« it has been issued with a permit to operate without a noise certificate; or
e it has been assessed as being in an exempt category.

The penaity for eperation in breach of the Regulaiions is a maximum fine of $2,000 per
operation.

Before an aircraft, whether Australian-registered or foreign-registered, is operated in
Australia, it is essential that the aircraft be noise assessed to avoid the possibility of
non-compliance with the Noise Regulations. In addition, an aircraft which has been
modified in such a manner that its noise level(s) may be adversely affected also requires
assassment (or re-assessment).

What is a noise certificate?

A noise certificate is a document issued by an aviation authority (in Australia, the
relevant authority is Airservices Australia) which attests that an aircraft of a type
described on the certificate meets the noise level standards specified for its class.

The noise level standards required under the Australian Regulations are those set down
by the Infernational Civil Aviation Organization ({CAQ) in its Annex 16 Violume |
(Environmental Protection - Aircraft Noise).

Compliance with the noise standards is shown by noise certification testing of the
aircraft. However, it is not necessary for every aircraft to be noise tested in Australia;
aircraft which have been tested and noise certificated in their country of origin are
assessed as meeting the requirements of the Australian Regulations, provided that the
standard o which the aircraft has been certificated is similar to the Australian
requirement and the certification authenticated.

For instance, noise certification in the US fo the standards of FAR 36 is accepted as
compliance with the Australian requirements.

::ODMA\DME-MSE\aeru_CB1-3229 -1-



@f Airspace and Environment Regulatory Unit
«The Air Navigation (Aircraft Noise) Regulations — Information paper

A noise certificate based on the results of noise testing carried out in Australia is in the
nature of a noise type certificate, and applicable to all identically-configured aircraft. In
addition, a noise certificate can be issued to individual aircraft where compliance with the
noise standards is established as described above.

Permission to operate without a noise certificate

There are three grounds on which permission to operate an aircraft without a noise
certificate may be granted. These are:
= the extent to which the aircraft exceeds the noise standard is not significant (this
ground is not available for jet aircraft); or
» the historical significance of the aircraft justifies the permission; or
= the aircraft is to be used solely for a purpose that is in the public interest.

A permit to operate without a noise certificate may include conditions on operation of
the aircraft.

What sorts of aircraft are exempt?

Some aircraft are exempted from the requirements of the Noise Regulations. These are
state aircraft, hot air balloons, and propeller-driven aircraft that are specifically designed
for, and used exclusively for:

e aerobatics, or
» fire fighting, or
e agriculture.

Note that if, for instance, an agricultural aircraft were to be used as a glider tug (or any
other non-agricultural purpose), it is not then exempt from the Noise Regulations.

Are there special requirements for jets?

The Reguiations prohibit the operation of non-Chapter 3 (or Stage 3} jet aircraft in
Australia. The prohibition from operation in Australia applies equally to foreign registered
non-Chapter 3 jet aircraft as to Australian-registered aircraft. There is no lower limit of
MTOW for applicability of these Regulations,

Where do | get more information?

Further information on the Noise Regulations is available from the Airspace and
Environment Regulatory Unit of Airservices Australia (Contact AERU).

The Branch provides a full service ranging from preliminary advice on the applicability of
the Australian regulations to various aircraft types, the issue of noise ceriificates or
permits to operate without a noise certificate, through to the noise testing of aircraft
when required.

Copies of the Air Navigation (Aircraft Noise) Regulations are available online at:
ntie ffacaletext law . qov.au/htmifpasterea/0/5 340 him/

:ODMA\DME-MSE\aeru_CB1-3229 -2-



APPENDIX 5

Brief Histery of PAC / Morningten Peninsula Airport

1862

1964

1965

1868

1970

1972

1972

1976

1977

1981

1991
1993
2002
2004

2005

Council passed a resolution to excise 0.8 Ha. from Doug Thompson’s lots along Mornington-
Tyabb to allow him to create an east-west runway.

Land purchased for north-south runway,

Inspected by Dept. Civil Aviation and approved for category 4 aircraft and all other aircraft
having performance charts allowing the use of a 597.5m runway.

Public meeting 15-3-64 to ascertain support for an airfieid. Only one objector.

Flying training began under Capt. Jack Ellis, who also operated & Piaggio twin-engined
aircraft (one of the noisiest civil aircraft ever).

Plans to extend N-S and relocate and lengthen E-W runways drew 138 objections.
Peninsula Aero Club formed.

First subdivision in Austratia to be sold for “air park” development- & x 10 acre iots along
Mornington-Tyabb Road.

AirPark Services P/L operated 5 aircraft including a twin-engined Cessna 337 for hire, charter,
photographic and fire-spotting.

September — Westernport Airfield sold to Bill Vowell, including 8 acres on which the aero club
now stands

Immediately began to buiid hotel/motel on the corner of Stuart Road (now Peninsula Motor
tnn). .

Vowell Air Services (Heiicopters) Pty. Lid. set up

“Angel of Mercy” set up and paid for by Bill Vowell, The first dedicated aerial ambulance
helicopter in the world. Later funding was by donations, including proceeds from Peninsula
Aero Club’s air shows.

Vowell Air Services applied to have the 2041 kg weight restriction lifted. Aircraft batween
2,041 - 5,087 kg permitted to carry out 10 take offs and landings.

Biggair began freight service o and from King Island and Devonport
Aero club set up its own flying school.
Rapid growth of membership to 200.

14/6/72 Club purchased the 5 acres on which the clubhouse and hangars stand. This is
separate from the runways and aprons purchased in 1977/78 and jointly owned by PAC and
Westernport Airfietd P/L.

PAC unsuccessfully attempts to convince Council o restrict inappropriate development on
runway approaches and surrounding areas,

7" March, Club resolved to purchase the airfield {it already owned the 5 acre Iot the
clubhouse sits on}, becoming the first club in Australia to own its own airfield.

Funding shortage was made up by a new company Westernport Airfield Pty. Ltd,

21 August Doug Thompson wrote to Minister for Planning, the Hon. Lou Lieberman, pointing
out that the airfield at Tyabb was of regional significance and requesting urgent action. Result
was that in 1883 the north-south runway and other land was rezoned “Industriai (Special Use
— Airport)” (Planning Amendment No.8)

Land purchased for runway extension to 1,000 metres and Planning Permit no. 7308 issued.
New Clubhouse built,

Section 173 with Council for sealing of main N-S runway.

Investigation begins into a planning scheme amendment to protect the airport.

Council agrees to 5,173 on nearby developments.

Land to south of runway purchased by 2 PAC members. Fearing major expansion, objectors
raily.



SENATE RURAL AND REGIONAL AFFAIRS AND TRANSPORT REFERENCES
COMMITTEE

Inquiry into the effectiveness of Airservices Australia's management of aircraft noise
Public Hearing Friday, 21 May 2010

Questions Taken on Notice — Moorabbin Airport Residents' Association Ine

Hansard, RRA&T 54

Ms Emmanuel— ... The complaints line of Airservices is totally ineffective. You will ring
up and, if you are lucky, you will get to speak to somebody; if vou are not and it is out of
office hours, you will get a recorded message. That line is really just used for the gathering of
statistics and you get no satisfaction at all. In fact—I can submit this email to you—one lady
rang the complaints line and made a complaint about planes making noise and flying at all
times of the night, ‘driving her insane’—they are her words. The Airservices person on the
end of the line referred her to us. I found that to be extremely amazing. She said, ‘I live in
Springvale and the planes at night are driving me insane; [ have lodged a few complaints with
Alrservices over the past week or so and they have suggested that I contact you.” Now, we
have no power to deal with this matter. We are not a properly constituted government body
and we do not advise government. All the things that we are not, ASA is. I cannot believe
that happened. This lady had never heard of us, so she did not know who we were. The only
way she found out about us was that the ASA person on the complaint line told her. With
things like that, we have found them to be profoundly uncooperative.

As the Tyabb people said—I am sure you have heard it before—the frustration levels for any
community are really high and people just do not know what to do. I have a mailing list of
about 60 people to whom I send information, and they are at boiling point; they do not know
where to go. As for going to Airservices, that does not seem to be of much use if all that
happens is that you get advised to contact us.

CHAIR—Could I just interrupt you and ask if you would not mind tabling that email for the
committee?

Ms Emmanuel—Yes, I certainly could.



7% June 2010

Jeanette Radcliffe, Committee Secretary

Senate Rural and Regional Affairs and Transport
Reference Committee

PO Box 6100, Parliament House,

Canberra ACT 2600

Dear Jeanette,

Inquiry into the effectiveness of Airservices Australia’s management of aircraft
noise.

Thank you for your letter of 31% May 2010 containing the draft Hansard transcript of the
RRAT Reference Committee public hearing in Melbourne of 21% May 2010. [ thank you
for the opportunity to respond to comments made by other parties during this hearing,

I must firstly address comments made during the public hearing that Moorabbin Airport
Corporation (MAC) was unwilling or afraid to appear before the Senators. I must ask that
you advise the Senators on this committee that | was first contacted by Lauren
McDougall of your secretariat on Wednesday 12" May 2010 with an invitation to appear
before the committee. I did advise her that this was very short notice, only 7 business
days, and that I had a prior personal commitment on that day and indeed the day
beforehand. MAC is a small company and I am the only person within MAC able to
respond to issues concerning aircraft noise. It simply was not possible for me to attend on
that day. Any inference to the contrary is both untrue and unworthy of the submitter.

It was my understanding that this Committee was inquiring into the effectiveness of
Alirservices Australia’s handling of aircraft noise. It is disturbing to read testimony from a
number of submitters, including Council that refers to issues that have nothing at all to do
with this subject. The issue of non-aviation development on federal leased airport sites is
clearly one of difference between Council and ourselves, but this adds nothing at all to
your understanding of the effectiveness of Airservices Australia in dealing with aircraft
noise.

I would refer the Senators to the written submission of MAC, made on 7" January 2010.
As I address the comments they received during the public hearing. From a review of the
transcript I will address in depth some major themes that emerged from the presentations
of those present on the day. The first relates to whether MAC has any control or influence
over aircraft in flight and the second relates to the desire to remove flight training from
Moorabbin Airport and the relevance of MAC in this process.

Moorabbin Airport Corporation Pry, Limited - ACN No08! 564 110 ABN Me: 94 887 564 310
 Alrport Management Centre, Bundora Parade, Moorabbin Airport MentoneVic 3194, T +61 3 8587 8000 E +6[ 3 5587 {782
E. admin@moorabbinairport.com.au



¢ The influence of MAC over aircraft in flight,
[ will repeat the comment I made in my submission to the RRAT:

Moorabbin Airport Corporation (MAC) is an airport-lessee company and has an obligation 10
use the airport site as an airport under the Airports Act 1996. MAC’s role is to manage the
airport infrastructure and our environment strategy, approved by the Minister, is confined to
sources of environmental impact associated with airport operations within the boundaries of the
airport site,

MAC has no jurisdiction over aircraft in flight but cooperates with the relevant authorities in the
development and promulgation of practices to reduce the environmental impact of aircraft in
Sfight, around the airport.

In common with every federal leased airport MAC does in fact have specific
responsibilities within both the Airporis Acr 1996 and the Airport lease. The primary
obligation lies in section 31 (2) of the Airports Act 1996:

Airports other than joint-user airports

(2) In the case of an airport other than a joint-user airport, the
company has, by force of this subsection, an obligation to use the
airport site concerned as an airport.

The Airport lease contains a number of clauses that put detail into this requirement:

3. Access and Use of Airport site,
3.1. Lessee must give access

The Lessee
a) Must at all times:
(i) Subject to sub clause 19.5 provide for the use of the airport site as an airport
(i) Subject to sub-clause 19.5, provide for access to the airport by interstate air transport
(iit) Provide for access to the airport by intrastate air transport
{edit: Sub clause 19.5 relates to force majeur)

13. Development during term of Lease

13.1 Development of airport site

Throughout the term the Lessee must develop the airport site at its own cost and expense having regard to:
(a) The actual and anticipated future growth in, and pattern of, traffic demand for the airport site

(b) The quality standards reasonably expected of such an airport in Australia; and
{c } Good business practice.

Our powers to refuse access are limited to refusing access where payment for services has
not been made:



3,2 Refusal to give access in certain circumstances.

‘The lessee shall not be in default of its obligations under sub-clause 3.1 (a) (ii} and (iif) if it:
(a} Complies with a demand management scheme under the Airports Act or
b) Refuses to give access to the airport site to all or any of the aircraft of an aircraft owner or operator
¢) Where the owner or operator has failed to pay to the Lessee within 21 days any amount due to the
Lessee by the atrcraft owner or operator for the use of the Airport site,

If an awrcraft is suitably licensed to use Moorabbin Airport and has the technical ability to
land and take off from this airport then MAC as the Airport Lessee Company must
accommodate it. Again, this apphies to all federal leased airports in Australia except those
that have a demand management scheme (for instance Sydney) or those subject to
specific legislation regarding curfews such as Sydney, Essendon, Adelaide and
Coolangatta.

¢ Removal of Flight training from Moorabbin Airport.

The comments made that the MAC should develop a strategy to encourage flight activity
to be located at another airport cannot be supported. Firstly the Airports Act 1996
specifically instructs the Airport Lessee Company (ALC) to use the airport as an airport.
(Sect 31 (2)) and the Airport Lease requires that the ALC give access to aircraft, as
detailed in my comments above.

Secondly a move to encourage flight training in regional or rural locations needs to be
considered carefully. In the long term the introduction of new flight training requires
dedicated infrastructure at regional airports, and the ability of the school to attract and
retain high quality flying instructors as well as ensure a good quality of life for the
students. There is also a question of such a move resulting in simply the transposition of
aircraft noise concerns from one location to another. It is interesting to note that all the
proponents of removing flying training from Moorabbin Airport suggest it be moved
variously “away” or “to the country”. Logically this would include Tyabb airport which
is in a country location. However you should note the serious concerns raised by
members of the Tyabb group in this regard.

However to seek to MOVE current flight training from Moorabbin requires more
attention. Those who seek such an outcome fail to consider that the aviation element is
only one part of a flying course and that the reason aircraft fly from an airport is that the
physical infrastructure of a flying school is at the airport- the classrooms, buildings, ramp
and maintenance facilities. All current schools have long term leases on Moorabbin
Airport which may not be voluntarily broken. In addition for the most part they
physically own their own buildings that cannot be moved. Their economic well-being is
intricately linked with Moorabbin Airport. The only credible way in which flying training
could be forced to move from this atrport would be considerable Commonwealth
subsidies for the establishment of a new facility in an unpopulated area. Such a facility
would require extensive planning buffers inserted around it to prevent the encroachment
of residential housing into flight training areas.



The role of the Airport Consultative Committee,

Since 1998, when the airport lease was purchased by MAC, an airport consultative
committee has met every quarter. The current membership comprises:

€ @ 9 2 8 O © @

®

An independent Chair: Currently David Hall, formerly Director of Community Affairs
Victoria.

Airport management

CASA

Ailrservices Australia. (Tower Manager and recently the Airports liason Officer)
Kingston Council executive and Councillors

Janice Munt MP

Simon Crean MP

Mark Dreyfug MP

Airpert tenants: Three flying schools

Moorabbin Airport Residents Association (MARA)

Dingley Village Community Association (DVCA)

Heatherton and Dingley Village Committee.

The Terms of Reference, an important part of any consultative framework, are as follows:

1.

The Consultative Committes is to act as a forum so that key participants in the operation of Moorabbin
Alrport and representatives of communities surrounding Moorabbin Aitport can understand each others
activities and concerns.

Membership of the Committee will be:
4. Key participants: Moorabbin Airport Corporation, the Civil Aviation Safety Authority,
Airservices Australia, tenants of Moorabbin Airport.
b, The Community: Federal and State MP's, The City of Kingston {Executive and Council)
Victorian State Department of Infrastructure, Organised Community groups,

The Committes will discuss issues/concerns of the community at large and airport tenants regarding the
operation of the airport,

Individeal members of the commitiee note issues that affect them and can be actioned within their area of
authority.

Moorabbin Airpoﬂ Corporation will provide information from time to time regarding plans for the
development of the airport.

Issues regarding aircraft noise management and flight paths will be discussed and suggestions made to the
responsible anthorities, CASA and Alirservices Australia, regarding noise abatement procedures and safety
messures where these are applicable,

Community bodies and gevemnment agencies will provide information to the committes on developments
that may affect future operations of Moorabbin Airport,

General Information.

e  The Commitice will be chaired by an Independent Chair and secretariat services will be provided by
Moorabbin Airport Corporation. .
+  Meetings are not open to the public,

®  The committee will meet quarterly,



The contention is made in a number of submissions that this Consultative Committee is
“a waste of time” or that it has not achieved anything. In fact it has achieved a
considerable amount during its tenure, although clearly the detractors would argue
otherwise, It has for the main served as a forum so that the activities of general aviation
can be explained to the community, and that the operators and regulators of general
aviation can understand the concerns within the community, Regrettably however,
consultation does not always mean agreement, For example there have been a number of
meetings over the past years when principals from the flying schools have explained at
length to the committee exactly how aircraft perform circuit training at Moorabbin
Airport and the reasons why intents such as “move the circuit 200 metres” or “don’t fly
over houses” are practically unrealistic. However a number of specific measures that can
be accommodated within the training environment have been introduced, such as a
delayed turn requirement for departures from runways 17R and 31L.

¢ The question of aircraft movements.

Submitters, including Mr Biviano, referred to MAC having increased the number of
movements from 450,000 to 500,000. There was also a comment from Ms Emmanuel
that there are 400,000 movements per vear, and another comment that MAC will not say
where aircraft movements come from.

It is important to ensure that some facts are in place. MAC sources all information
regarding aircraft movements from publicly available data on the Airservices Australia
website, It is interesting to track the data for the past few years:

1989 385000
1980 386000
1991 357000
1992 338000
1883 328000
1994 338000
1985 347000
1996 350600
1997 363100
1998 285600
1999 258100
2000 256644
2001 253810
2002 253103
2003 235700
2004 229010
2005 264734
20086 233526
2007 310322
2008 351718
2008 310348



I include data from 1989 for a reason. In 1989, at the height of the pilots strike,
Moorabbin airport actually recorded more movements than at any date since then. As you
will see from the data movements were in steady decline for some years but have picked
up since 2007, They are, however, still some way from the record of 1989,

In preparing its Master Plan MAC is required to prepare an Australian Noise Exposure
Forecast (ANEF) for Moorabbin Airport. This is NOT a request for capacity. It is a
forward forecast of likely aircraft movements taken out for the life, or beyond, of the
Master Plan. This figure is based upon Airservices data (which is the only data available)
but increased because a number of aircraft movements, around 5%, are known to take
place outside of tower operating hours.

The current ANEF prepared for the 2004 Master Plan is a standard ANEF and provides a
movement forecast of 452,000 per annum- but this is a figure to be reached in 2024, The
ANEF prepared for the 2009 Draft Master Plan provides for 500,000 movements. This is
technically what is called a “Long Range” ANEF and the figure of 500,000 will be
reached between 2034 and 2039, It does not mean that 500,000 movements will occur
next year.

A number of submissions have raised the point that whilst they support Moorabbin
Airport as an airport its role should not include flight training. Notwithstanding the
obvious loss of jobs and destruction of the airport as an economic entity this stance begs
the question as to exactly what activities would be acceptable to these groups. The
committee might do well to examine the website of MARA which has a most interesting
title:  hitp://www.planecrashzone.com. The front page states the view of MARA, after
the engaging title “The Moorabbin Airport lottery- who will be killed next?” of not what
the airport SHOULD have, but what it should NOT have:

1. A discontinuation of all training flights and all forms of repeated low altitude circuit flying.

2. An immediate cap on afrcraft movements and then a 30% reduction to levels which
existed before the airport was privatised.

3. Considerably improved fransparency of information and publication of data on all
incidents which have the potential to compromise aircraft, airport or community safety.

4. A moratorium on use of the airport by jets, corporate aircraft, regiona! airlines and other
multi-seat commercial operations.

5. No night or early morning flights and no arrivals or departures when the Moorabbin
control tower is not in operation.

8. Tighter enforcement of civil aviation regulations and mandatory use of tracking
transponders by all aircraft using the Moorabbin airspace as a form of basic pitot
accountability and so that the public has some way of identifying and referring to aircraft,

7. A compulsory and comprehensive fly friendly policy prepared in consuliation with the
local community with particutar attention to repetitive or low altitude fiying, heiicopter
activity and the use of outdated or noisy aircraft.



No jets, corporate aircraft, training aircraft of any type, no charter or scheduled
operations, no early morning or late night flights, and further on in their website they call
for even more draconian solutions. If their views were to be adopted I would have a very
quiet, very empty field. But perhaps this is what they want.

e Corrections and Clarifications to testimony submitted to the Committee

A number of points made to the committee by submitters require clarification or
correction, To address the facts:

o Draft Minutes page 55: Comment from Dr Madill regarding circuit heights at
500 ft. The circuit altitude at Moorabbin airports is 1,000ft. To achieve this the
procedure is: Take off and climb to 500 ft (upwind leg); turn and continue to
climb towards 1,000 ft (crosswind leg); level flight at 1,000 ft (downwind leg)
turn and descend towards 500 ft { base leg); establish landing attitude (Final leg);
and land. The time and location taken to reach 1,000 ft is dependant to an extent
on the performance of the aircraft.

On a similar note, although not spoken by Dr Madill, is the continuing reference
to aircraft flying “low” on circuit training, The essence of circuit training is flying
a fixed procedure to allow for a properly executed landing. In most cases the
student is under the control of an instructor and whilst a student may inadvertently
fly below the circuit altitude he is being taught at all times to fly to as close the
altitude as possible. Pilots do not purposely fly “low” on circuits as this provides
them with no benefit and reduces their safety margin.

o Draft Minutes page 57: Comment from Dr Madill on the ownership of MAC.
The majority shareholding in Moorabbin Airport Corporation Pty Ltd, the Airport
Lessee Company for Moorabbin Airport, is held by Goodman Holdings Pty Ltd, a
private company. The Chatrman is Patrick Goodman. Land not required for
aviation purposes to the North East of the site is leased to Goodman Group, a
publicly listed company. The Chief Executive Officer of Goodman Group is Mr
Greg Goodman. :

o Draft minutes page 58. Comment from Mr Biviano regarding the airport lease.
The airport lease is a publicly available document, as are all Commonwealth
Leases. To the best of my knowledge Mr Biviano has never asked for a copy of
this lease.

o Draft minutes page 58: Comment from Ms Emmanuel regarding developments
encroaching on safety “buffer zones”. Any development on Moorabbin Airport
may not infrude into the Obstacle Limitation Surface(OLS) for Moorabbin Airport
without the written consent of the secretary of DITRDLG. The OLS is a gazetted
instrument controlling safe arrival and departure surfaces. For all developments
on Moorabbin Airport MAC consults closely with CASA and Airservices
regarding possible intrusion.



o Draft minutes Page 81 onwards: Comments by Kingston Council regarding the
Golf Course. The former Golf course land to the East and South East of the
airport was leased originally to the City of Moorabbin in 1965 for a period of 20
years with no option to renew. In 1989 the Commonwealth provided an extension
to the lease until 1998 with the addition of a clause requiring handback of the site
if it was required for airport purposes. Prior to the sale of the Airport lease in 1998
one final extension of 10 years was provided to 2008 with no further extension.

o Draft Minutes Page 83: Comment from Senator Back regarding sequestration of
the Golf course at the time of the lease. The Golf course land was included in the
sale of the lease with no caveat as to its continued use as a golf course and MAC
purchased the airport lease clearly understanding that no caveat existed. The
Master Plans for 1999 and 2004 both contain detailed information regarding
planned future use of this site. The City of Kingston has had, since at least 1998, a
clear understanding that use of the site for Golf would cease in 2008 and has had
this amount of time to prepare plans to provide alternate sites for its ratepayers.

I trust the Senators will review the information contained above in conjunction with my
original submission. I would repeat again that I was regrettably unable to appear before
the Senators for personal reasons not to do with my role MAC and I apologise if there
was any imputation form this that MAC was unwilling to appear. We really are quite a
small operating company and there are many roles I must multi-task in my position and 1
do not unfortunately have a deputy or alternate to present an informed view of how we
operate and the general aviation environment of Moorabbin Airport. If the Senators have
any further questions I will be happy to provide further information.

Yours sincerely

L\_/‘/"

hilip McConnell
Airport General Manager
Moorabbin Airport
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Mr Biviano—Yes. | just want to add to what you have said. The corporation says that, once
an aeroplane takes off, it is not its responsibility anymore; it is the responsibility then of
Airservices and CASA. So we can bash the corporation as much as we want to, but that is
their stance. They say that, once it takes off, it is not their responsibility anymore.

Senator STERLE—Do you have that in writing in any of the minutes?
Mr Biviano-——Yes,

Senator STERLE—It might be helpful to table that because we will have Airservices
Australia here this afternoon. One would think Airservices Australia, in their discussions with
us—and [ am sure they are responsible corporate citizens and members of the community—
will say that they also want to work with the residents. So we will ask that question this
afternoon. But, if you could provide any minutes to us showing that you have continually
asked and either just been ignored or received answers that are in the negative, that would
certainly help.



OINGLEY VILLAG
Simee 1855

K

Dingley Village Community
Association Inc.

{cfo 2 Mungari St, Dingley Village, 3172, Ph 9551 5442, dmadill@tpg.com.au)

June Bth 2010

Christine Charity,

Senate Standing Committee on Rural & Regional Affairs & Transport,
P.O. Box 6100,

CANBERRA ACT 2601,

Dear Christine,

Dingley Village Community Association (DVCA) response to  the Senate inquiry
into the effectiveness of Airservices Aust. (Management of aircraft noise.) Questions {aken on
notice  Hansard RR&T 64

The Moorabbin Airport Corporation has stated it has no responsibility for noise generated by
aircraft, once they have taken off,

Reference (1) Moorabbin Airport preliminary draft Master Plan 2009,
P 50 7.3.1 Noise abatement programmes.

...." Moorabbin Airport Corporation does not control aircraft in flight and this Master Plan
cannot address directly operational issues or procedures pertaining to aircraft noise ?

Reference (2) Moorabbin Airport Corporation preliminary draft Environment Strategy 2009

P 32 5.3. Noise emissions.
5.3.1 Background

“The Reguiations do not cover noise generated by aircraft in flight, landing, taking off or taxiing at
the Airport; therefore the Strategy focuses on ground based activities including aircraft engine
testing, ground running of aircraft and construction works....."

We trust this addresses Senator Sterle's question. Please contact us should you require any
further details.

Mr. Giuseppe Biviano, President DVCA. Dr. David Madill, Secretary DVCA
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Councillor Staikos-—1I think we mentioned earlier that obviously there is a noise nuisance
associated with landings and take-offs, but my colleague Councillor West explained that the
surrounding areas are either market gardens, industrial areas or golf courses. Our concern and
our community’s main concern is the noise nuisance of low-flying noisy training aircraft in a
pattern over their suburbs, not so much emanating from the airport itself but emanating from
the pianes.

Senator O’BRIEN--If you want to say anything further about that on notice, I would be
happy to receive it.

Councillor Staikos—We would be happy as well.
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Senator BACK—I would like to firstly go away from the major city airports. We had a
submission presented to us from people down at Tyabb in the Mornington Peninsula, They
were speaking to us about a privately owned airport with 30,000 aircraft movements per
annum. | do not know whether we have time today or whether we should pursue it at a later
time. | am keen to know how many privately owned airports are in built up areas and have a
reasonable volume of traffic. We asked them what their view might have been just in the
hinteriand of Melbourne and they started out with four. By the time they counted them up
after a few second they came up with 10. I would like you to take this on notice for us. Can
you give us an idea of the number of privately owned airports, particularly those with
substantial numbers of aircraft movements or associated with built up areas. I am not talking
about the North Mukinbudin.

Mr Russell—I am not sure we can answer adequately against all of your criteria, but [ can
ask my colleagues if they have any further information. We may need to take it on notice.

Senator BACK—I am happy for you to take it on notice.
Mr Russell—I am happy to try to provide you with what we can.

ANSWER:

Airservices Australia publishes a list of known aerodromes (see Attachment A) in the
Aeronautical Information Package’s En Route Supplement Australia, which can be found at:
hitp//www airservicesaustralia.com/publications/aip.asp7pe=40& vdate=3-Jun-201 0&ver=|

Hansard, RRA&T 93

Senator BACK—Particularly taking it to noise. The gentleman himself is a pilot so he is by
no means opposed to air movement, but the frustration is that they are not able to get the
operators of the airport, which I would imagine is a club, to come to the table to engage with
the community on any basis at all about control. He took us to the very point you were
making. He was referring, particularly, to the operation of aircraft that get noise exemption.
He was referring to war birds, I think that was the very frustration at that particular airfield. [
will call it an airfield rather than an airport. It seems fo be attracting increasing numbers of
aircraft who fall outside noise restrictions, be they historic aircraft or military style aircraft
and so on.

They have appeared before us in good faith. They are a community of people. They are
taxpayers. They are terribly frustrated. They feel they have been acting reasonably and as in
fact their local council would agree with. Where do they go to? To whom do they go? Local



and state does not seem to work. Is it with you or is it with another agency of the federal
government?

Mr Russell—On the basis that I am trying to be helpful here, I am mindful of the fact that
there have been mixed responses to different responsibilities that agencies have. Let us take
that on board as a question on notice and we will try to get back to you in time for next
week’s meeting. :

Senator BACK—I would appreciate that. They make a number of recommendations in point

6 and rather than labour going through them now I would appreciate, if it is possible, for the
officers to pick up their conclusions and their recommendations and get your responses to
them. ' '

ANSWER:

The Tyabb & District Ratepayers, Business & Environment Group made policy
recommendations that are outside Airservices’ purview. Such policy matters sit with the
Department of Infrastructure, Transport, Regional Development and Local Government,
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Aeronautical Information Package (AIP)
En Route Supplement Australia (ERSA)
Effective 3-Jun-2010

En Route Supplement Australia

¢ CHG-REPORT

& AVFAX - AVFAX MADE SIMPLE

& INTRO - ERSA INTRODUCTION

& PRD AREAS

e ABERODBOME AND ALA CODES

e IFRWAYPOINTS

s+ VFR WAYPOINTS

¢ GEN-FPR - FLIGHT PLAN REQUIREMENTS

e GEN - CON - CONVERSIONS

e GEN - 5P - SPECIAL PROCEDURES

o GEN-PF.FIS: PREFLIGHT

* GEN-PF - A - APPENDIX A PREFLIGHT

e GEN-PF - B - APPENDIX B PREFLIGHT

e GEN-PE.C-APPENDIX C PREFLIGHT

e GEN-FIS-INFLIGHT

e FISMIL FUEL - GEN - MiL FUEL

e MET - MET FORECAST CODE/DECODE

e NAV/COMM - NAVIGATION AND. COMMUNICATION

e EMERG - EMERGENCY PROCEDURES
AERODROMES
ADELAIDE ACC [FAC]
ADELAIDE ‘ [FAC) IR0S)
ADELAIDE/Parafield [FAC] IRDS]
ADELS GROVE [FAC)
AEROPELICAN [FAC)
ALBANY IFAC] IRDS]
ALBURY IFAC) [RDS]
ALDINGA IFAC)
ALICE SPHINGS [FAC) [RDS]
ALPHA [FAC] [RDS]
AMATA [FAC]
AMBERLEY [FAC] RS
ANDAMOOKA [FAC)
ANNA CREEK [FAC]
ARAMAC IFAC)
ARARAT [FAC] [RDS)
ABRDROSSAN [FAC]
ARGYLE [FAC] [RDS]
ARKARCOLA . [FAC!
ARMIDALE [FAC] [RDS]
ARRABLRY [FAC]
ATHERTON [FAC)
AUGHLSTUS DOWNS [FAC]
AURUKUN [FAC) IRDS]
AVALON [FAC [RDS]
AYERS ROCK/CONNELLAN [FAC] [RDS)
AYR [FAC]

http://www.airservicesaustralia.com/publications/aip.asp?pg=40&vdate=3-fun-2010&v... 3/06/2010
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BACCHUS MARSH IFAC)

BADU ISLAND IFAC

BAIBNSDALE IFAC [RDS)
BALCANOONA FAC]

BALGO HILL. [FAQ] [RDS]
BALLARAT [FAC] IRDS)
BALLERA [FAC] [RDS]
BALLIDU ' [FAC]
'BALLINA/BYRON GATEWAY - _ - [FAC) [RDS]
BALRANALD [FAC) [ADS]
BAMYILI . - FAC)

BARADINE : [FAC]

BARALABA [FAC]

BARCALDINE ' ' [FAC] [RDS]
BARIMUNYA [FAC] [RDS]
BARROW ISLAND , ' [FAC] [RDS]
BARWON HEADS [FAC] |
BATHURST [FAC] [ROS}
BATHURST ISLAND [FACI [RDS)
BEAUFORT [FAC)

BEDOURIE [FAC [RDS]
BELLBURN TFAG

BELLEVUE IFAC IRDS]
BENALLA (FAC] IRDS]
BENDIGO ' (FAC] RDS]
BETOOTA FAC)

BEVERLEY [FAC]

BEVERLEY SPRINGS [FAC)

BIBOGHRA [FAC]

BINDA [FAC]

BINDOOK [FAC]

BIRCHIP [FAC] [RDS]
BIRDSVILLE [FAC] [ADS]
BLACKALL [FAC] [RDS]
BLACKWATER IFAC] [RDS}
BOIGU 1SLAND IFAC]

BOLLON _ (FAC]

BOMBALA [FAC]

BOOLERQO CENTRE [FAC)

BOOLGEEDA [FAC] [ROS]
BOOMI [FAC)

BOONAH [FAC

BOORT [FAC)
BORDERTOWN [FAC]
BORROLOOLA [FACT

BOULIA [FAC) [RDS]
BOURKE [FAC] [RDS]
BOWEN [FAC] [RDS]
BRAMPTON ISLAND [FAC] TRDS]
BREWARRINA (FAC) (ROS]

http://www.airservicesaustralia.com/publications/aip.asp?pg=40&vdate=3-Jun-2010&v... 3/06/2010
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BRIDGEWATER : IFAC]

BRISBANE ACC/FIC [FAC]

BRISBANE [FAC! R3]
SRISBANE/Archerfield [FAC] [RDS]
BROCKMAN {FAC] [RDS]
BROKEN HiLL : [FAC] [ADS]
BROMELTON ' _ [FAC
BRONZEWING . . [FAC)
BROOME/INTL : : [FAC) [RDS]
BUNSURY : [FAG] [RDS]
BUNDABERG [FACY [RDS}
BURKETOWN (FAC) [RDS}
BUSSELTON (FAC] IRDS]
CABOOLTURE [FAC)

CADNEY HOMESTEAD [FAC]

CAIGUNA [FAC
CAIRNS/Caims INTL. IFAC [RDS]
CALGA (FAC]

CALOUNDRA (FAC)

CALVIN GROVE [FAC)

CAMDEN [FAC [RDS]
CAMDEN HAVEN IFAC]
CAMOOWEAL. _ IFAC]

CANBERRA [FAC] (RDS]
CAPE LEVEQUE [FAC]

CAPELLA [FAC)

CARNARVON [FAC] [RDS]
CASING [FAC] '
CEDUNA (FAC] [ROS!
CENTURY MINE [FAC) [RDS]
CESSNOCK _ [FAC)
CHARLEVILLE ' : [FAC] [RDS]
CHARTERS TOWERS : [FAC] [BDS)
CHILLAGOE [FAC)

CHINCHILLA [FAC] (RDS]
CHRAISTMAS ISLAND : [FAC] ADS)
CLACKLINE [FAC]

CLERMONT IFAC] [RDS]
CLEVE [FAC] ‘RDS]
CLEVEDEN [FAC]

CLIFTON [FAC

CLONCURRY [FAC] [RDS]
CLUNY [FAC]

COBAR IFAC] {RDS)
COBDEN (FAC

COCONUT ISLAND [FAC] [RDS)
COCOS (Kesling} ISLAND [FAC [RDS]
COEN [FAC] (ROS)
COFFS HARBOUR [FAC] [RDS]
COHUNA [FAC]

http://www.airservicesaustralia.com/publications/aip.asp?pg=40&vdate=3-Jun-2010&v... 3/06/2010
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COLAC [FAC]
COLDSTREAM ' [FAC)
COLLARENEBRI IFAC]
COLLINSVILLE [FAC]
CONDOBOLIN [FAC] [RDS]
COOBER PEDY [FAC) [RDS]
COOINDA [FAC]
COOKTOWN [FAC] [RDS)
COOLAH [FAC] IROS]
COOLOOLA COVE AIRPARK ' IFAC]

- COOMA - SNOWY MOUNTAINS [FAC] [RDS]
COONABARABRAN . IFAC] [RIS]
COQNAMBLE [FAC) " [RUS)
COONDEWANNA [FAC] [RDS]
COOTAMUNDRA FAC] [RDS]
COROWA [FAC) [RDS]
CORRYONG [FAC] [RDS]
COWELL [FAC] [RDS]
COWES FAC)

COWRA [FAC] [RDS]
CRANBOURN [FAC]

CROKER ISLAND [FAC] [PDS]
CROOKWELL FAC]

CROYDON [FAC]

CUE [FAC]

CUMMINS TOWN IFAC]

CUNDERDIN {FAC]
CUNNAMULLA [FAC] [RDS]
CURTIN [FAC] [ADS)
DALBY [FAC]

DARLOT [FAC] IRDS)
DARNLEY 1SLAND : [FAC] IRDS] !
DARWIN ACC [FAC] '
DARWIN [FAC] {RDS)
DAVENPORT DOWNS ' [FAC]

DELAMERE RANGE FACILITY [FAC]
DELISSAVILLE IFAC]

DELTA DOWNS [FAC)

DENLIGUIN IFAC] [RDS]
DENMARK IFAC)

DERBY [FAC] [RDS]
DEVONPORT [FAC] [RDS]
DIRRANBANDI [FAC) [RDS]
DOCHRA [FAC]

DOCKER RIVER [FAC]

DONALD IFAC] [RDS]
DONNINGTON AIRPARK [FAG]

DOOMADGEE [FAC] IRDS)
DORUNDA [FAC]

DRYSDALE RIVER [FAC]

http://www.airservicesaustralia.com/publications/aip.asp?pg=40&vdate=3-Jun-2010&v... 3/06/2010
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DUBBO [FAC] [RDS]
DUNBAR [FAC]

DUNK ISLAND {FAC] [RD8)
DUNWICH [FAC}

DURHAM DOWNS [FAC]

DURRIE [FAC]

DYSART [FAC] (RDS]
EAST SALE . [FAC) [RDS]
ECHUCA _ : - [FAC) [RDS]
EDINBURGH [FAC) [RDS]
EIDSVOLD [FAC]

E{LDON WEIR [FAC]

ELCHO ISLAND [FAC] [ADS]
ELLISTON ' , [FAC] '
EMERALD [FAC] [RDS]
EMKAYTEE {FAC]

ENQGGERA HLS [FAC

ERNABELLA {FAC]

EROMANGA IFAC]

ESCOTT [FAC]

ESPERANCE [FAC! [RDS]
EULO [FAC]

EVANS HEAD , [FAC]

EXMOUTH [FAC]

FEDERATION : [FAC]

FITZROY CROSSING [FAC] [ROS]
FLINDERS ISLAND [FAC] [RDS]
FORBES ) [FAC] [RDS]
FORREST [FAC] [RDS]
FORRESTANIA : [FAC] [RDS]
FORTESCUE DAVE FORREST _ : {FAC] [RDE]
FREGON . [FAC]

GARDEN iSLAND IFAC]

GARDEN POINT [FAC] [RDS]
GATTON AIRPARK [FAC]

GAWLER [FAC]

GAYNDAH ' {FAC]

GEELONG [FACI

GEORGE TOWN {TAS) [FAC]
GEORGETOWN (QLD) [FAC]

GERALDTON [FAC] {RDS}
GIBB RIVER FAC]

GIBRALTAR [FAC]

GILES [FAC]

GILGANDRA IFAC)

GINGIN FAC [RD3)
GLADSTONE [FAC] [RDS)
GLEN INNES [FAC] [RDS]
GLENBROOK HLS [FAC]
GLENORMISTON [FAC]

http://www airservicesaustralia, com/publications/aip.asp?pg=40&vdate=3-Jun-2010&v... 3/06/2010
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GOLD COAST ’ [FAC) [RDS]
GOLDEN GROVE [FAC) [RDS]
GOODODGA IFAC) (BDS]
GOOLWA - {FAC]
GOONDIWINDI [FAC] [RDS]
GOULBURN [FAC] [RDS)
GoveE [FAC] [RDS]
. GRAFTON IFAC) (RDS]
GRANNY SMITH (FAC] [RDS]
GREAT KEPPEL [SLAND [FAC]
GREAT LAKES AIRFIELD : FAC]
GREGORY DOWNS I[FAC]
GRIFFITH [FAC] [RDS] .
GROOTE EYLANDT ' [FAC] [RDS]
GUNDAROO IFAC)
GUNNEDAH [FAC] [RD3]
GYMPIE [FAC]
HAASTS BLUFF [FAC]
HALLS CREEK {FAC] [RDS]
HAMILTON IFAC) [RDS]
HAMILTON ISLAND [FAQ] [RDS)
HAWKER [FAC] _
HAY [FAC] IRDST
HERBERTVALE CATTLEYARD [FAC)
HERMANNSBUR®G [FAC]
HERVEY BAY [FAC] [RDS]
HILLSTON [FAC]
HOBART [FAC] [RDS]
HOBART/Cambridge [FAC] [RDS]
HOLBROOK [FAC]
HOLSWORTHY [FAG]
HONEYMOON [FAC]
HOOKER CREEK [FAC] [RDS!
HOPETOUN IFAC] [ADS)
HORN ISLAND IFAC] [ROS}
HORSHAM [FAC] [RDS]
HUGHENDEN {FAC] [RDS)
HUNGERFORD [FAC]
IFFLEY [FAC]
ILFRACOMBE [FAC]
" INDULKANA [FAC]
INGHAM [FACY
INJUNE [FAC]
INKERMAN [FAC]
INNAMINCKA [FAC]
INNAMINCKA TOWNSHIP [FAC]
INNISFAIL [FAC] [RDS)
INVERELL , [FAC] [RDS]
ISISFORD [FAC]
(VANHOE [FAC]

http://www airservicesaustralia.com/publications/aip.asp?pg=40&vdate=3-Jun-2010&v... 3/06/2010
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JABIRU

[FAC)

JACINTH AMBROSIA [FAC]

JACOBS WELL [FACI

JAMESTOWN (FAC]

JERILDERIE [FAC]

JERVIS BAY [FAC]

JERVOIS [FAC]

JINDABYNE [FAC]

JULIA CREEK ‘ [FAC] HDY)
JUNDAH IFAC)

JUNDEE _ : : TEAG) [RDS]
- JURIEN BAY ' FAC)

KADINA [FAC]

KALBARRI [FAC) IRDSY
KALGOORLIE-BOULDER [FAC] IRDS)
KALKGURUNG [FAC] IRDS]
KALUMBURU [FAC] [RDS]
KAMBALDA - [FAC] - [RDS]
KAMILERO {FAC]

KARRATHA [FAC] [RDS]
KARUMBA [FAC] [RDS]
KATANNING [FAC)

KATOOMBA [FAC]

KEMPSEY [FAC} [RDS]
KERANG [FAC] IROS)
KIDMAN SPRINGS [FAQ)

KIDSTON [FAC

KILCOY ' [FAC

KILLARNEY [FAC]

KIMBA A [FAC} [RDS}
KIN KiN RETREAT (FAC]

KING ISLAND [FAC (RDS]
KINGAROY IFAC] [RDS]
KINGS CREEK STN IFAC]

KINGSCOTE [FAC) IRDS]
KINGSTON [FAC]

KOORALBYN [FAC]
KOWANYAMA [FAC [ADS)]
KUBIN [FAC [RDS]
KUNUNURRA [FAC] [RDS}
KYNETON [FAC]

LAKE ALBERT [FAC}

LAKE CARGELLIGO [FAC] IRDS]
LAKE EVELLA ' [FAC] RDS]
{AKE JOHNSTON IFAC IRDS]
LAKE KEEPIT IFAC]

LAKES ENTRANCE IFAC)

LAKESIDE AIRPARK (FAC)

LARAVALE [FAC]

LASSIE CREEK STATICON [FAC]

http://www.airservicesaustralia.com/publications/aip.asp?pg=40&vdate=3-Jun-2010&v... 3/06/2010
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LATROBE VALLEY
LAUNCESTON
LAVERTON (WA}
LAWLERS

LAWN HILL
LEARMONTH

LEGUNE STN

LEIGH CREEK
LEINSTER
LEONGATHA
LEONORA
LETHBRIDGE AIRPARK
LIGHTNING RIDGE
LILYDALE

LISMORE

LIZARD 1SLAND
LOCKHART RIVER
LOCKSLEY FIELD
LONGREACH

LORD HOWE [SLAND
LORRAINE

LOUTH

LOXTON

MABUIAG ISLAND
MACKAY

MAITLAND {(NSW)
MAITLAND (SA)
MALENY
MALLACOOTA
MANGALORE
MANINGRIDA
MANJIMUP
MANSFIELD

MARBLE BAR .
MAREEBA

MARGAHRET RIVER
MARGARET RIVER STN
MARLA

MARREE
MARYBOROUGH(QLD)
MARYBOROUGH(VIC)
MCARTHUR RIVER MINE
MEEKATHARRA
MELBOURNE ACC/FIC
MELBOURNE
MELBOURNE/Essendon
MELBOURNE/Moorabbin
MELTON

MEREENIE
MERIMBULA

[FAC]
[FAC)
[FAC]
[FAC)
[FAC]
[FAC]
[FAC]
[FAC]
[FACE

[FAC)

[FAC)
[FAC)
[FAC]
[FAC]
[FAC]
[FAC]
[FAC]
[FAC]
IFAC]
[FAC)
[FAC]
{FAC]
{FAC}
[EAC]
[FAC]
[FAC]
[FAC]
[FAC)
[FAC]
[FAC]
[FAC]
[FAC]
{FAC]
IFAC)
fFAC)

Page8of 14

[RDS]
[RDS]
[RDS]
[RDS)

{508]
[RDS]
[RDS]

[RDS]
[RDS]
[RDS}
[R0s]

[ADS]

[RDS]
{ADS3)
RDS]

[RDS]

[ADS)
[RDS]
[RDY]

(RDY]

http://www.airservicesaustralia.com/publications/aip.asp?pg=40& vdate=3-Tun-2010&v... 3/06/2010
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MERREDIN [FAC]

MIDDLEMOUNT [FAC] [RDS]

MILDURA [FAC] [RDS]

MILES , [EAC)

MILINGIMB! IFAC] [RDS]

MILLICENT (FAC)
MILLMERRAN [FAC]
MINNIPA [FAC]
MINTABIE {FAC] i
MITCHELL IFAC) §
MITTA MITTA _ [FAC]
MITTAGONG [FAC] ?
MONKIRA (FAC]
MONTO (FAC]
MOOMBA [FAC] [RDS)
MOORABERREE [FAC)
MORANBAH [FAC] [RDS)
MORAWA ‘ (FAC)
MOREE [FAC] [RDS) 1'
MORNEY [FAC]

MORNINGTON ISLAND [FAC] {RDS)

MORUYA [FAC] RDS)

MOUNT BEAUTY | [FAC]

MOUNT BUNDEY [FAC]

MOUNT COOLON [FAC]

MOUNT GAMBIER (FAC] [RDS]

MOUNT GORDON [FAC]

MOUNT HOLLAND [FAC]

MOUNT HOPE [FAC]

MOUNT HOTHAM [FAC] [RDS]

MOUNT HOUSE : . [FAC]

MOUNT HOWITT IFAC]

MOUNT ISA (FAC} [RDS}

MOUNT KEITH [FAC] [RDS]

MOUNT LIVINGSTONE [FAC]

MOUNT MAGNET , (FAC] [ROS]

MOUNT MCQUOID [FAC)

MOUNT SANDON [FAC]

MOUNT SANFORD STATION [FAC]

MOURA ' [FAC)

MUDGEE [FAC] IRDS]

MULLEWA [FAC]

MUNDUBSERA [FAC]

MUNGIND! [FAC]

MURRAY BRIDGE [FAC] .

MURRAY FIELD [FACH (A0S}

MURAAY/MER ISLAND [FAC]

MURRIN MURRIN IFAC] (RDS}

MURWILLUMBAH IFAC)

MUTTABURRA [FAC]
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NAGAMBIE [FAC]
NAPPA MERRIE [FAC]
NARACOORTE ' [FAC] - iRDS]
NAREMBEEN [FAC)
NARRABR! [FAC] RDS}
NARRANDERA [FAC] IRDS]
NARROGIN [FAC]
NARROMINE [FAC) [(RDS]
NELLY BAY . [FAC]
NEWCASTLE REGIONAL HELIPORT [FAC]
NEWMAN [FAC] [RDS]
NGUKURR ‘ [FAC] [ROS
NHILL [FAC] [RD3]
NIFTY [FAC) IRDS]
NOOSA [FAC]
NORFOLK ISLAND [FAC] [RDS]
NORMANTON [FAC} [RDS}
NORSEMAN [FAG]
NORTHAM [FACT
NORTHERN PENINSULA [FAC] IRDS]
NOWRA [FAC] [RDS]
NULLAGINE [FAC]
NULLARBOR MOTEL [FAC)
NUMBULWAR [FAC] [RDS]
NYNGAN [FAC] . [RDY)
OAKEY [FAC] [RDS)
OAKY CREEK [FAC]
QENPELLI [FAG] IRDS)
OLYMPIC DAM [FAC] [RDS]
ONSLOW [FAC] [RDS]
QODNADATTA ‘ [FAC]
ORANGE _ [FAC] [ADS]
ORBOST [FAC) [RDS]
CRROROO [FAC)
OSBORNE MINE [FAC] IRDY]
PALM ISLAND IFAC] [RDS]
PAPUNYA [FAC]
PARABURDOCO {FAC] (RDS)
PARKES IFAC [RDS]
PEARCE IFAC] [BDS]
PENFIELD IFAC]
PERTH ACC/FIC [FAC]
PERTH IFAC] HD8)
PERTH/Jandakot [FAC] [RDS]
PHILLIP ISLAND [FAC]
PINGELLY [FAC]
PINNAROO [FAC]
PLUTONIC [FAC] [RDS]
POINT COOK [FAC] [RDS]
POINT LOOKOUT [FAC)
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POLG FLAT [FAC]

POONCARIE [FAC] (RDS]

POREPUNKAH [FAC)

PORMPURAAW [FAC] (RDS]

PORT AUGUSTA [FAC] (RDS]

PORT CAMPBELL (FAGH

PORT HEDLAND [FAC [RDS]

PORT KEATS (FAC] P08

PORT LINCOLN IFAC) (RDS]

PORT MACQUARIE {FAC) (ADS]

PORT PIRIE (FAC] [RDS]

PORTLAND [FAC) {RDS]

PROMINENT HILL (FAC) (RDS}
PROSERPINE/WHITSUNDAY COAST [FAC) RDS] 1
PUCKAPUNYAL [FAC)
PUNGALINA [FACT
QUEENSTOWN [FAC]
QUILPIE [FAC] {RDS] ’
QUIRINDI [FAC}

QUORN [EAC)

RAMINGINING [FAC] {RDS]

RAVENSTHORPE [FAC) RDS)

REDCLIFFE , [FAC) IRDS]

RENMARK - [FAC] [RDS]

RICHMOND(NSW) [FAC] [RDS]

RICHMOND(GLD) [FAC [RDS]

RIDDELL [FAC]
ROBE [FAC] :
ROBERTSON BARRACKS _ FAC] ’
ROBINHOOD FAC]

ROBINVALE . IFAC] [RDS]

ROCKHAMPTON IFAC] [RDS)

ROLLESTON [FAC)

ROMA [FAC] IRDS]

ROMSEY {FAC]

ROSEBERTH [FAC]

ROSEHILL HELIPORT [FAC)

ROTTNEST ISLAND (FAC] [BDS)

ROYAL NORTH SHORE HOSPITAL [FAC

ROYAL PRINCE ALFRED HOSPITAL [FAC]

AUGBY [FAG

RUTLAND PLAINS [FAC]

SAIBA! ISLAND (FAC] [ADS]

SAINT ARNAUD [FAC) (RDS)

SAINT GEORGE [FAC] (RDS) i
SAINT HELENS [FAC] (RDS]
SCHERGER [FAC] IRDS)

SCONE [FAC] [RDS]

SCOTIA SANCTUARY [FAC]

SEA LAKE [FAC] [RDS]
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SERPENTINE . [FAC]

SHARK BAY [FAC] [RDS]

SHAY GAP [FAC] [RDS]

SHEPPARTON [FAC) [RDS]

SHUTE HARBOUR/WHITSUNDAY [FAC] ‘

SINGLETON [FAC]

SMITHTON IFAC] [R0S]

SNAKE BAY [FAC] [RDS]
- SBOUTH GALWAY [FAC

SOUTH GOULBURN ISLAND : [FAC] [RDS)

SOUTH GRAFTON [(FAC]

SOUTHERN CROSS [FAC)

SOUTHPORT [FAG] [RDS)

SPRING CREEK _ [FAC]

SPRINGSURE [FAC]

STANTHORPE [FAC]

STAWELL : [FAC] [RDS]

STONEFIELD [FAC)

STONEHENGE [FAC]

STRAHMAN [FAC] [RDE]

STRATHBOGIE IFAC]

STREAKY BAY IFAC] [RDS]

SUNRISE DAM [FAC] [RDS]

SUNSHINE COAST {FAC] [RDS]

SWAN BAY FAC]

SWAN HILL [FAC] [RDS]

SYDNEY/(Kingsford Smitn) [FAC] IRDS]

SYDNEY/Bankstown [FAC] IRDS]

TAILEM BEND [FAC]

TAMBO [FAC)

TAMWORTH [FAC] iRDS]

TANAMI [FAC)

TARA [FAC]

TAREE [FAC] (RE8)

TAROOM : {FAC] (RDS]

TELFER [FAC] [RDS]

TEMORA [FAC] [RDS]

TENNANT CREEK [FACH {RDS)

THANGOOL IFAC] [RDS]

THARGOMINDAH [FAC] [RDS]

THE GRANITES {FAC) BOS]

THE LAKES [FAC]

THE MONUMENT [FAC] [RDS]

THEODORE {FAC]

THYLUNGRA [FAC]

TIBOOBURRA [FAC) (DS

TILPA IFAC]

TIMBER CREEK IFAC)

TINDAL [FAC] [RDg]

TOCUMWAL [FAC] [RDS]
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TOORADIN [FAC)
TOORAK RESEARCH STATION ' [FAC]
TOOBAWEENAH IFAC)
TOOWOOMBA [FAC) [RDS]
TORQUAY [EAC]
TOTTENHAM [FAC] [RDS]
TOWNSVILLE Townsville INTL [FAC) [RDS]
TREPELL [FAC} [RDS]
TROUGHTON ISLAND [FAC]

" TRURO FLAT AIRPARK _ [FAC]
TRUSCOTT- MUNGALALU [FAC] [RDS)
TUMBY BAY [FAC) [RDS] -
TUMUT [FAC] IRDS]
TYABB {FAC]
UNDARA [FAC]
LURANDANGI [FAG)
VANROCK STATION [FAC]
VICTORIA RIVER DOWNS [FAC]
WAGGA WAGGA [FAC) IRDS]
WAHRING FIELD [FAC]
WAIKERIE [FAC] [RDS]
WALGETT [FAC] (ROS]
WANAARING " [FAC)
WANGARATTA [FAC) IRDS)
WARBURTON [FAC]
WARIALDA IFAC)
WARKWORTH [EAG]
WARNERVALE [FAC]
WARRABER ISLAND [FAC] [(RDS)
WARRABRI [FAC]
WARRACKNABEAL [FAC] [RDE]
WARREN [FAC] [RDS]
WARRNAMBOOL {FAC) [RDS]
WARWICK [FAC)
WATERLOO (NT) [FAC]
WATTS BRIDGE [FAC]
WAVE HILL [FAC]
WEDDERBURN [FAC]
WEE JASPER [FAC]
WEIPA [FAC] [RDS)
WELLINGTON [FAC]
WENTWORTH [FAC] [RDS]
WEST ANGELAS [FAC] [ADS]
WEST MAITLAND [FaC)
WEST SALE [FAC] [RDS]
WEST WYALONG (FALC] [RDS]
WESTMEAD HOSPITAL [FAC)
WESTMEAD NETS BASE ' [FAC}
WHITE CLIFFS tFAC
WHYALLA [FAC] [RDS:
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WILCANNIA
WILLIAM CREEK
WILLIAMSDALE
WILLIAMSON
WILLIAMTOWN
WILUNA
WINDARLING
WINDORAH
WINTON
WOLLONGONG
WOLLONGONG CITY HELIPORT
WONDAI
WONDOOLA
WONTHAGGI
WOODIE WOODIE
WOOMERA
WROTHAM PARK
WUDINNA
WYANDRA
WYCHEPROOF
WYNDHAM
WYNYARD

YAM {SLAND
YARRA BANK (HLS)
YARRAM
YARRAWONGA
YARROWEE
YASS

YORKE ISLAND
YOUNG
YUENDUMU
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RDg]
[RDS}

[RDS]

[RDS]
[RDS]
[RIS]
fRDS]

(RD§]

[RDS]

[RDS]
[RDS}
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