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7 November 2009

Hon Judi Moyian MP
Member for Pearce
PO Box 1605
Midland WA 6936

Dear Ms Movian,

ACCESS TO DOCUNENTS UNDER THE FREEDOM OF INFORMATION
ALCT

] yefer to your letier dated 26 Octeber 2009, being a reguest {01 access o documents
pursuant to-the Freedorir of Information dct 1982 (Cil){the Act). Youare seeking
access to a copy of aCivil Aviation Safety Report— Regulation Part 1720 rel afionto
gir traffic roenagement for Perth, which resulted in changes o the air flight-pathsin
Perth,

CASA has lncated g 10 page audit report, parts of'which are relevantto your reguest.
The identified report includes some audit findings which are not related o changes to
air flight paths in Perth, and are'therefore outside the scope of your request. {have.
decided o release the report to you with the outsidle the scope material deleted. The
report 19 enclosed with. this letier.

Application for internal review of decision

Section 34 of the Act gives vou fhe right to apply for an inferpal review of nmxy
decision granting access to documenis in accordance with your request. An
application for internal review of my decision must be mede in writing within 30 days
of receipt of this letter and must be accompanied by an application fee of $40.00.

No particular form is reguired, but it is desirdble to set out in the application the
grounds on which you consider that the decision should be reviewed. An application
for review should be addressed to fhe Presdom of Information Coordinator at the
address helow:

Freedom of Information Coordinator
Legal Services Division

Civil Aviation Safety Authority
GPG Pox 2005

Canborra ACT 2601

BEAWE SFIES FOR ALL . GPO Box 2005 CANBEERA ACT Z60L



Complaints to the Commenwealth Ombedsman

Section 57 of the Act provides that any person may complain to the Ombudsman
concerming action taken by an ggency in the exercise of powers or the performance of
fanctions under the Act. A complaint to the Ombudsman may be made orally or in
writing, and should be directed to'the following address:

Commonwealih Ombudsman
PO Box 442
CANBERRA ACT 2601

The Ombudsman uwsuglily prefers applicants to seek infernal review before
complaining about a decigion.

Please do not hesitate to contact the Freedom of Information Coourdinator on (02)

6717 1131 or facsimile (02) 6217 1110 if you have any guestions in relation to your
- request.

Yiours sincerely

Executive Manager
Airspace and Aerodrome Regulation
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A&me;’mms Australi %a Pegh TCU

ABOUT AN AUDIT HEPORT

Authority Tor the conduct 'of ithe audit
" Theaudit identifisd in i report was carriad out by CASA In pursuance of Its funciions under

saction 9of the Civil Aviation Act 1888,

Confidentiality
This-audit reportis.a confidential amumem hetwgenthe CASA and ihe z:};:rea‘amrfsemﬁcate holdst,

CASA wil not discloss this report or any partof i o any third person: excapl, in g}ursuance of iis
functions, with the exprass permission of the operaior/ceriificate holder, oras required by law.

Audit Methodology
The gudit isa sam;afmr% gxgrcise and does not purportio bea tolal sysf@ms review. The sampling

provides.a snag}shs;. of the system and any deficiencles detected could point to & systemic
problem; requiring a toial systems review by the operator. Deliciencies-and problems identified in
the auds?: findings must be addressed by the operator/ceriiiicais holder asoutiined below

Audit Findings
Auditfindings may ba in the form-of RCAs{Requests for Corrective Action) (both Standard and

Safety Al er‘s} or Observations.

RCA (REQUEST FOR CORRECTIVE ACTION).

RCAs delall deficlencies that involve non-compliance with legisiation and must be addressed. The
deficiency is described inthe 'detalls of deficiency’ and the regulatory basis for the assessment is

simted in the 'criteria’ section. For standard BCAs, the ioliowing actions must betaken to atdress

‘é-%.zre--deﬁaéemyfdeﬁciemie&:

1. H@’fﬁed;aﬁ action(s) 1o remedy the immediate stiuation so that ﬁg}eraa:mﬂs are brought
within safe parametars;

2. Investigative action to investigate the deficiency/problem and determinethe root cause;

2.. ‘Corrective action(s) to address the roatcause of the problem

The certificate holder must record both the remedial and corrective action taken on the reciplents
response’ page of the RCA and return it to the address shown, by ihe due date. Wherethe
corraciive action lsnot able to becompleted by the due dals, the sarificate holder must indicate
the dats by which the comective action will be completed.

(As-an example: the REMEDIAL ACTION to address an ideniified deficiency of "cabin crew not
currenily frained In emergency procedures” would be to conducttraining Tor &l affected stafi. The
CORRECTIVE ACTION would be todocument and implement & sysiem for fralning, recording,
reporting and waming of pending expiry-dates for all initial and recurrent tralning).

Form BS2 VY (Rev Apri 2003 Final Audit Report Perth TCWLdos Pags2 of 10



Ajrservices ﬁusﬁ:s‘aﬁ?a' Perth TCU

SAFETY ALERTS

A SAFETY ALERT ig a parficular type of REQUEST FOR CORRECTIVE ACTION that must be
addressed IMMEDIATELY. Asthe holder of the certificate, licence, CASA approval or authority,
the cerlificate holder must take action 10 ensure that the deficiency is rectified carrying out HCA
stepe 2} and 3} above:

a) betore the contintied operation of the alreraft concernsd; of

b} before continuing any activity carried out under the certificate or kcence or approval or auihority
held by vou that is the subject of the deficiency;

AuUpiT OBSERVATIONS

An AUDIT OBSERVATION is raised by an audifor to draw atiention to latent conditions or minor
deficiencies in a system that cannot be atiributed to a current legisiative requirement. The intention
is to raise awarensss with a view to avoiding problems in the futurs.

Regponse o OBSERVATIONS is not required. However, auditess would be well advised 1o gke
appropriate action as part of thelr confinuous improvement processes. Actions taken may be
sovarad infulure survelilance.

Bormn 502 V1 (Bev Apdl 2003} Final Audit Repont Perth 70U doe Page 3 of 10



it Heport

Airservices Australiz; Perth TCU

INDEX OF FINDINGS

| Audit Element: | Adit Findings: .
DELETION
ROA 030102 - _

: e TRy Kirspace fimitations preciude pilot navigation or radar vectoring ontofinal

?‘ﬂ}‘gﬂ Wz‘%ﬁ WIOS Chapter 10 agproach for runway 03 ILS in‘accordance with any recogniser! standards.
DELETION

3 » ;B:QA 0301-04 ) _
E.‘G-&Sﬁi-*‘i!?z' MOS Chagier 19 E;:Zigafe issued confusing 1§5§ammmn nrsiation io arrivals for runway 03 &l §

Fora 582 VT (Rev April 20030 Final Augit Beport Perth TClLdoe Fage 4 of 10
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Alrservices Aus%raésa Pearth TCU

AuDiT FLEME m* SUMMARIES

Audit Elemeni:
Audivasub-element:

Analysis:

DNELETION

DELETION

Bir TrafficBervices {MOSCH
10%

Standards for the provistonof

_C‘bsmwaﬁm

included In sampling were workplace obssrvations of deli ivery of service from
the four TCU ATS work positions including various treffic:scenarios, staffing
procedives and handover akeover procasses.

Sampling indicated compliance with the MOS with-thee following exception:

ROAGROI-0Z CASR 172.065 MOB Chepler it
Airspace limitations preciude pliot navigation or radarvecioring onto final
approach for runway 03 1L3 in accordance with any recognised slandards.

Thie following Observation made it CASA Audit 01-32, final report dated 20
September 2001 page 7 re girspace Tor Runway 08s also perinent.

Therecently introduced revised procedures for arriving fiernations]
regarding’ visgal agmmavbas 18 zmpaa:txgg oroperations at PH particalarly due
te: the control zone size and Tack of afrspace torthe éotth of the aiport for Ry
1% anproaches in descend to comply-with the Bir fnal. .
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udit Report

ﬁiﬁty Airsarvices Australia: Perth TCGU
DELETION DELETION
Enroute/T ermiﬂai. Clearances lincluded in sampiing were compatisons of MOS, MATS and AlP versus focal

nrocedires in Use.
Sampling indicated compliance with the applicable CABRs with the foliowing

exceplon:
RCA 030104 CASR 172 MOS Chapter 11

Piiots arejssued confusing information in refation to-arrivale for runwey 03 &t
Pcﬁh

Bilnis are - advised o “expect ;mimment procedure” for all STARs that
terminate with both Visual and ingirument propz«;&éwzmg gt Perh. The anly
published nstryment am;;;rcsach avallable from the 8TAR degrance s the %f‘f
02 YORIDME approach,

Cin transierto Perth TCW the-piltt is then instructed fo expect radar vectors for
the OF IS, orwhen in VMO, avisual approach.

s S

Form 582 V1 (Revépri 2003) Final Audit Report Perth ToUdes Page 7 of 10
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Alrservicas Australia: Perth TCU
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John Daw

Cr. Daw,

T
i

he referance nurmber for this enguiry is 2211894,

The following list of alroralt numbers hasthe three suburbs tha! yourhave asked aboul. The numbers were extracted from
the Noise anc Fhght Path Monitoring Systermn and include jet, propsiler and helicopter aircraft that oparated thelr radar
transponder equipment and flaw over the suburbs listed between ground level and 10,000 fest aliude. They couid have
operated atany airport of helipad In the Perth area. The numbers are legs than those for the prévious month and sxpect
that it is due to different runway usage In responss 1o the weather conditions.

3 “ ﬁxg
Stopeville - - DETS

Frust this information is of assistance and remain-available to provide further detsil on specific issues that vou observe
should you require. Please contact the Noise Enquiry Unit on 1800 802 584 should youwish tomake futher enguiries.

" Regards,

Phil

%‘éoise*-ﬁm;&ziry Unlt Operationat Speciglist
Safery & Environmsnt

Airservicas Australia

CAUTION: This email is confidential. If youare notthe intended recipient, you mustact disclose or use the information
contained in it I you have received this e-mall in error, please tell us immadiately by return e-mail and delete the
document

Alrservices Australia doss not represent, warrent or guarantes that the integrity of this communication is free of errors,
virngs or inferferance,

Mo virgs found in thisincoming message.
Checked by AVG - www 2va.com
Version: 8.0.814 / Virus Database: 271.1.1/2837 - Release Date: 04/27/40°02:27:00



John Daw

Cr. Daw,
The referance number for this enquiny is 216743,

Thex foliowing list of aircraft numbers has all the suburbs that you have ssked about. The numbers'ware extracted from
the Noise and Fhght Path Monitofing System and include jet, propeller and helicopter siroraft that operated their radar
transponder equipment and flewover the suburbs listed between ground level and 10,000 feetaltfude. They could have
ocperated.at any airport or helipad in the Perth area. The figures‘for Bickley, Chidiow and Glen Forest are grester than
those compiled by my Team Leader and that 1 provided fo youinthe last few days. The origingl figures were the fotals of
aircraft that were defined in thestracking system as being either arrivals or cepartures. These figures would not have
ncludec some of the affic thal was defined as being “fiy overs”.

You'll note that some of the suburbs have fewer aircraft in May 2008 than in May 2008. Thisiz nota transposition of the
nurnbers, but reflects the flightpath changses that have benefitted some suburbs.

Mav 2008 May 2008

Armadale Bhg- 1168
Blokley &7 1472
Chidlow : : Sty
Gidgeganmup (38 1982
GienForrast HEs HRGE
Kalamunda 488 241
Kalmsoolt 553 506
Mundaring B 878
Parkarville 3027 3178
Paulls Vallay B3Y phelee
Rockingham 552 989
Stoneviiie 2514 3048

F frust this information is of assistance and remain available to provide further detall on specific issuss that you observe
should you require. Please contact the Noise Enguiry Unit-on 1800 802 584 should you wish to make further enoiries.

Regards,

Phif

holse Enguiry Unit Specialist
Safety & Environment
Airsarvices Ausiraiia

CAUTION: This e-mailis confidgential. If you are ot the intended recipient, your must not declose or use the information
contained in it If you have recsived this e-mall in-error, please tell us immediately by retumn e-mall and delsie the
document.

Airsgrvices Ausiralia does nol represent, warrant or guarantee that the integnity of this communication 8 free of erors,
virus or frterference:




JohinDaw

B, Daw,
The reference number for vour further requaest for aircraft movement numbers is 219356,

My Team Leader had previously extracted the figures for Chidlow and Glen Forrest for ofhier research for the Perth area.
He had also reviewsd the suburb of Bickley and the figures are balow. The numbers were-extracted from the Noise and
Flight Path Nonitering System and inctude jet and propeller airoraft that operated their radar fransponder aguipment and
few over the sublrb lsted bebvaen ground level and 10 000 fes! altituds:

Pwon'the able to extract the data for Stoneville, Parkerville and Paulls Valley (I couldrt incate Pauls Gully) uniilnext
week dus to existing work commitments.

Hrust this information is-of assistance and remain avaliable to provide further datall on specific lssues that you chserve
should you require. Please contactthe Noise Enguiry Unit on 1800 BO2 584 should vou wish to make further snguires,

Regards,

Pl

Noise BEnouiny Unit Spediaiist
Safety & Dnvironment
Alrsorvices Australia

CAUTHON: This e-mailis t:art?raenieaé if you are not the intended reciplent, you must not disclose or use the information
corfgingd in i [fyou have recsived this e-mall in error, please toll us immediataly by return semal and delets the
docament,

Mrservices Australiz does notrepresent, warant or guarani@e zha; the integrity of this communication s free of errers,
virus orinterférence,

Dear Phil,

Reterance Number 218232, Thanks very much for your sfficient response. Could you also give me the same details for
Stoneville, Parkerville, Pauls Gully and Bicldey for the same vears/months,

Yorgs sinoeraly,

Jobn Daw : —




Mr. Daw,
The reference number for your request for airoraft movement numbers is 219252,
The numbers were exiracted from the Noise and Flight Path Monitoring System and incluce jet and propeller sircraft that

operated thelr radar ransponder eguipment and Bew overthe suburbs listed between ground level ang 10,000 fest
alfitude:

Ltrustthis information is of assistance and remain available to provide further detall o specific issues that you observe
should you reguire. Please contect the Noise Enguiry Unit on 1800 B02 584 shodld you wish to make further enguirias.,

Hegards,

#hil

Moise Engulry Unll Bpecialist
Bately & Environment
Alrservices Australie

CAUTION: This e-mall is confidential. If you are not the intended reciplent, vou witst ot dieciose or use the information

conained in it If you have recgived this esmall in error, please tell us immedistely by retum e-mail and delete the
dotument.

Alrservices Australia does not represent, warrant or guarantes that the integrity of this con.munication is fres ¢f errors,
viris of interfersnce.

Mo virus found inthis incoming messags.
Checked by AVG ~www.avg.com :
Wersion: B.0.814 [ Virus Database: 271.1.1/2837 - Release Date: 04727710 02:27-00
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Alr Services Australia — WARRP Overview DVD presentation
Questions on Notice for Senate Hearing.

The following questions refer to the ASA DV fitled “West Australian Route Review
Project — An Overview™ a. presentation of which was given by ASA gt the Shirve of
Mundaring Public Information meeting on 3 Feb 2010.

L. The ASA “WARRP Overview” DVD presentation refers to changes in regional air
routes. How doos ASA define regional?

[

There is adeparture route over Pearce airbase and north along Brand Highway, which
contrary to the Impression of alr routes given by the DVD. Further, there are others to
the West and South of Perth over other military airspace. Isthe military air space a5
restricted as the video implies?

3. The videorelfers to the more equitable distribution of noise impact, How does ASA
define equitable? What procedures does it follow to-enswre an equitable distibution?

4. The DVI)states thata new route ever the Hills-wds necessary to separate:fast jets
from tarboprop aifrcratt, Does ASA acknowledge that 3 new routes follow the same
track inthis areq. namely JULIM Jet arrivals STAR, CONNI Non-Jet Arrivals STAR
and WOORA STARY How then does ASA account for the fuct that jets and
wrboprops regulariy share these routes, sometimes one afler another when the stated
aim was to separate ther? Separation on this track between the differentromtes is
sometimes vertical, could this not have been done on' the previous routes?

5. The DVD presentation states amajority of fights have been moved over legs
popuiated: areas. Inresponse to this, can you inform ws of the number of overflights
per suburbdnthe Hills region?

- What areas are-receiving the majority of these Hights?
- Wheredoes the Greater Metropolitan region end?

6. The DVE statesthat new more precise flight paths have reduced the overall number
of peopie subject 1o direct overflights, but these flightsare more freguent. Dossn®t this
mean alreraftnoise s now more concentrated over certain areas?

7. A mumber of the maps used 1n the DV preseatation show previeus routes thal were
deleted and routes that were unchanged but omit the-new flight paths. Is thers a reason
taese routes were excluded from the presentation?

8. When discussing mrivals from the North inthe North-Bastern hills areas, the DVD
states that there have been NO significant changes wilh new routes here ingreen weil
to the East and North-East. Why does ASA consider that these changes-are not
significant?

9. In the map showing Nop-Jet Departures to the South Further to the East the DVD

states that further to the East, the new flight paths in green follow closely previsus,
tracks in thisarea, The Non-Jet route to the North-East over Chidlow was meved

PageTof 2



approx 7.5kms(4nm} o the East along Gt BasternHawy. By what measure does ASA
considerthatthisroute follows closeh the previous track?

10 Adr Services hasnew procedures that allow aireraft 10 perfomm Continuous Déscent
Approaches onreduced thrust. People in the Hills say aireraft are not doing this,
however, Can youexplain why they wouldn’t be following this procedure” s this
procedure enforceable?

Page 2 of 2



THINGS THAT NEED TO BE DONE

The Fairskies Group who represent a number of residents of the Perth Hili
are of the opinion that the following changes are needed to alleviate an unfair
smvironmental burden on rasidenis beth inVWastern Australia as a result of the
West-Australian Roule Review Project (WARRP) andnaticnally gt other
abrports or inthe Tuture,

1. REVIEW OF WARRP

We belisve that & full safety and environmenial review shouid be conducted
urgently regarding the post-WARRP impacton Perth residenis and such a
review should include a full and proper public consultation process. The terms
of this review should necessarily inslude minimising the unfair environmental
burden placed on some Perth Residentis.

Z. MIINISTERIAL OVERSICGHT

Greater Ministerial over-sight of Airspace and air route changes particularly
with: Alrport Terminal Conirol Areas is reguired during any future airspace or
air route change procass.

3CLEGISLATED ENVIROKNMENTAL PRINCIPLES

Robustproceduras compliant with the reguirements of the EPBC Act and
similar to Airservices "Environmental Procedures for the Minimising the
impact of Alrcraft Noise™ should be enshrined in the eppropriate Legisiation.
Notwithstanding the primacy of safety, such procedures should give full and
due consideration to the impact on the environment and public amenity.

4. AIRCRAFT NCISE COMPLAINT PROCESS

The processing of public Alrcraft Noise complaints by the Alrservices Noise
Enguiry Unit ang Alrport Community Consuitation Ferums should include
mechanisms to enable posilive action for cuicome changes on behalf of the
compiainanis. '

5. NOISE IMPACTS FAR FROW THE AIRPORT BOUNDARY

Recognition is neededwithin the appropriate government agencies that
alreraft noise can be-a significant problem atlocations beyoend the limits of
airport ANEF/ANE] corrddors, particuiany where elevatedterrain tothe Eastof
Perth Alrport makes the establishment of airpert amrival and departure routes
problemeatic. Operations of alroraft outside of normal route-siructures and
descentprofiles may also causs unexpecied noise in places not usually
subjactic-aircrafl overflights. ‘ ' :

6. AGA PUBLIC CONSULTATION MODEL

As has already been admitied by ASA, the consultation process was
nadequate. The chief consultative body's (FANMCC) reguests for further
information was ignored and changes were putin place without the
knowiedge and/orassentof that body and, consequently the general
community. Thers must be full and proper consuliations with the community
before such measures are put in place with the undersiending that often
consuliation can result in & win-win situation. Allowance should bae made for

Page T of 2



the appointment of appropriate independent technical atvisors during
community forum brisfings.

7. SHORTCUT AIR TRAFFIC CLEARANCES

A meachanism is nesded within the-controlling legislation foensure that
sufficient oversight is applied to the issuing of track direct to way-point
clearances by Air Traffic Controt Services within the Alrport Terminal Area.
We believe such.increased oversight is needed 1o ensure that these “short
cuts” are approved only incasas of genuine safety and operational need and
that at all times prior to the ssuing of clearance that full ang prepar
consideration is given tothe impact of noise and ioss of amenity-on the
residents below the overflight area,

B. CDA AND "NOT BELOW™ ALTITUDES

To.encourage the use of:Continuous Descent Approaches within the Perth
Alrport Control Area and-thus further reduce poise impact.and fuel
consumption, consideration shouid be given to the application of "Not Below”
altitudes o all arrivaliroutes over the Perth Hills and-otherapplicable areas ar
routes. Often aireraftare gbserved to be overflying aress at 2 much haight
less than expected if they adhered to an ideal 3 degree descent profile.

9. RELOCATION.OFPERTH AIRPORT :

Further consideration'shouid be given io the relative benefits of relocating the
Perth Airport. Calculations of the costs and benefits should naturally include
the potential valueiby'the subseguent sale of the existing airport iand,

10. FACILITY SHARING AT PEARCE AIR BASE -
Considsration shiould be given to using Pearce Airbase to hostFiy-inFly-Out
traffic and thus-ease the congestion on peak hour aircra® rovtes withinthe'
Perthy Alrport Terminal Area. A number of Alr bases around the country
already carry aut:such traffic sharing.

0. PERTH AIRPORT NOISE CURFEW _
Amight-time curfew for Perth Airport asiniplace at other national airperts
should be reasonably considered. § consideration should not only focus
ofrthe:economic impact but should congider equally the effects on
Environiment-and Public Amenity. :

. .-Fi@;%_RSKéES MEMBER ON AIPORT. -@.@mesw FORUM.

As anrorganisation representing the: ew-of asection of the community we
would wish to have 2 voics on Perth £ irport Community Consuitative
Commities. s
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Senale Estimate Questions - Alrservices Australia

e o N e

L. Going forward, what spectic mode! of community consultation does Mrservices Austraila
propose o underigke?
{a} Inwhat crcumstances will consultation ocour?
bl Who will be consulted?
§ o} Willthis information be ¢f & technicabor practieal netare?
{6} Will there be direct community consultation?
{e} i therells community consuliation
- rwhet mannerwill this be condunted;
- what will be the model of advertising this -.m.;’*zsaz‘%%i?azéo-n;
- how will you determine which localities shouldibe includet inthe
consuiiation and
- wilil the community consultation include a process for community Teedback
torepoerted back to Alrservices Australiz for planning?

e""vn

2. What are the differentorotess/models of consultation used arcund Hustralie?
Buring the meeting hosted by the Shire of Mundaring, 1t wassald that Alrsenices Australls frequently
attends publi mestings
(&) Are publicmestings a standard processdor community consuliation atany
ghrports:in Australia?
(b} Arg-there other formsof direct community conscltation used at any a%?@m’ts in
Australia?
{c} Arethere differences in constifutionand ferms of references betwean PANMCC
zad gther similar bodies soross Australiah
i) DpesAlrservices Australis foresee any reason wWhiya.consistent community-
consultation cannotbe mandatory across Australia for different levels of
sirporty For example, s possible that sllmajorairporis, or 2ll alrpors with a
specified traffic capaciy have the samecommunily consuitation process?
{e} ifthisis'not possible piease sxplain wihy different community consultation
provessas would be appropriate in different circumstances.

3. Notwithstanding the complexity of the Perth airspace, inthe nitis! phase'of the WARRP,
were there any other routes considerad?
fah If at any tme during WARRE, alternative Hight pathd were considered:
- canyou provide o disgrammatic example-of these paths;
- what were the specHic reasons that each of the potential paths were
mot pursued further; and



was the renge of potential flight paths made knewn to any airline prior
to & final determination of fiight paths beingmade?
(b) Whatis the reason {by referente to.diagrams if necessary] that the flight paths
could not be located more extensively over nationaband state parksin the
Pariing Range locallty:

4. What consultation takes place between Alrservices Australia and anyalrline during route
reviews?

{e} Ktisentirely reasonabiethere be some level of consultation between airlines,

eirporis-and Alrservices Australia. In'the process.of 4 route review, what is the
relative degree of imiportance given te feedback recsied from airlines,

campared io all other considerations?

{&} What isthe level of disclosursiduring e:orzsuitéﬁ&'ﬁs@if??aﬁy airiines,; what
information is shared-andwhat information do they have access to.

tc} “Whatwas the naturesthe consullation between Alvsdivices Australia and any
airlines during the WARRE,

5. What action is taken by Alrservices Australia uponreceiving-a specific complaine through the
Noise Enguiry Unit detailing the hisight, time, direction; noise and aitline or other
information that can identify an aircraf flying cutsite the Alrservices Australia puitielines?

{8} Afethere any repercussions forsirlines whose airera®t iy in mmmv&mzm ot
the WaRRPguidalings?

6. Was the WARRP instigeted in response to the CASA auditréport from 2002 or200387
Within carrespondence from Afrservices Austializ and on jis wWebsle numerous references are yade
o 2 LASA suditfrony 2003, howaverwhen the Hon Judi Msy“ anWiP-made s Freadom of teformation
Reguest for the refevomf CasA audtt that prompied WARRP @ copy of the CASA audit reporb number
03-07 cotipleted on 27 Jure 2005 was provided,

{a) iftherelevant CASA Audit Reportwasnumber 03-01, please provide s referance
polit to the relevant safety concerns that led to the WARRP being underiaken,
as these congerns are not apparent from the information provided under the
FOLrequest,

(b} if the relevant CASA Audit Report-was nol number 03-01, why was this report
provided inresponse to the FOI reguest?

F. Dipes Ai*gefvéce'é'Awtra’E%a have any-control ever the freguency of fights?
{twas stated:atthe public meeting hosted by the SHire of Mundaring that the fre;zueney pfflightsis
deditted by a:réma&; and not by Alrservices Australiz. However, new latersl | separation minima was
introduced asa part of WARRP thatallowed GPScentified sircraft to be separated laterally by 7471
nautical-miles, e, 15 nautical miles. Prior to WARRPthisitwas 28 Havtical miles,

When aircraft sre fying in the Perth Control ares, they are generaily limited 1o 2 maxspeed of 250
knots. At his speed, & 15 nautical mile separation squatesto 3.5 minutes,

N
u



{2} Doesthelateral separation minima dictete to the airlines whitthe maximum
frequency of flights is, as residence in the Da riing Range locality have frequently
reparted that planes often fiy overhead In intervals of 3.5 minutes?

8. Under the:new flight paths for Perth Afrportis there any circumstances in which et and non-
Jet alrcraft may share the fiight track albeit with some vertical separafion?
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STANDARD INSTRUMENT DEPAR

TURESR IBITH

U0 WOV 2008
ATIS ADD SHY TR pEe Besrings areMagnets
3.7 123.8 HMEES 1217 1208 87 | Elsvations in FEET AMSL
I
NOT TG SCALE SPEE
é% WA IAS:
PEARCE & S RWY 02: 210KT IAS UNTIL. MIDLA
AIRPORT a@i - = Z58KT IAS BLW 10,000FT ;
«i‘af l SAUTION: DO NOT i _
) | OVERFLY WIDUA.
siLirary & ' Pearce Alrport fraffic
TRAFFIC St ! uperates 3ANMnorth ¢
AREA of MIDLA. pr
&/ ‘ @%ﬂéﬁm
B DME PH £31455
E+1637.7

P——m“——_‘—i . :
AT 1500FT | j"}f
~
- =.=:—-'__

e 5

BT or BRRY
FLI20

;- /M

MELRA
539 58.8
E18 237

AT ar ABY
SOO0FT

GPS permiited indlew of DME

GRAD £:0% TO 2800FT THENCE 8:5% |

Referenca-waypsintiPH vOR

I O1ONM MBA 270

- AMIANA ONE DEPARTURE (JET)

R a3
e Track 016% o MIDLA,
o Tuey RIGHT, frack 087 o ALWYH,
o Turn LEFT, frack D79% o AMANA,
thence as clearsd

& Tracki0B1® to ALWYN,

thenoe as cleared

@ Turn REGHT, track G78° to AMANA,

Ty 24
- e Tradk 1857 o NAVEY

- WY 24

& Track 24717

& AUTB00F THurn LEFT,
¢ Track DOT to NAVEY

- From NAVEY
& Track 1077 o BAMIL

Cross BARIL A"E"-e;'-;’@v BOGOFT
o Turn-LEFT, track 048% 10 HELNA,
Crogs HELNA AT erf@v F ‘ZZE
s Track U48° to AMANA, thence as cleared
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STANDARD INSTRUMENT DEPARTURES (SID)
RAVON ONE (NON-JET! (REAY)
PERTH, WA (YPPH:

ATIS AGD SHMC TWR. DEP Béaﬂégs-are MMagnetic
3.7 1238 1418.85 23,7 120.8 ey [ Elevations in FEETAMEL
NOT TO 8CALE GPS permitied in gl of DVE SREED
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.l © TO-40005T 150KT |AS
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H
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531387 L
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'§} RN
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}i &
wiTaRY s TOoDY FP
TRARFIC &3 S3147.5
AREA 2 ETB1LG
&t
sBWEFE
ST ALWIYN
SS?;&% ,55., )
£11 5wt
- ale TAT or ABY
10005T BUT ncy . B000FT
HNOT BEFORE DER of I
R
[ PH i &} %%ﬁ\ [2152.8
S 8 £118 159 25 MM iy,

[VOR/DME 113.7

1BO0ET BUT ,E’gf @i@‘
MOT:BEFORE DER w2 o
g &5
ko
il
DCTL - SOKAL (S PH
{11 poTe S34 599@ d
3} E116 062

GRAD 4.0% TO.ZB00FT THENCE 3.3%

10-NE MSAZTOR

RAVON ONE DEPARTURE (NONSIET)

Ry 43
e Track G1E*
o AUTORCET bul not before DER.(1.1 DME)
e Turn RIGHT track:DOT 10 ALWYN
e Tupn LEFT frack 083% 16 TOODY
e Turn RIGHT, track 087° 19 RAVON,
thaenes @35 glsarsd

Ry 08
e Track 0017 to ALAYN
e Turry LEFT, frack 043% 0 TOODY
e Turn RIGHT, rack 057" to RAVON,
thence as cleared

Ry 24
& Track 198° _
e AT 1000F T butnot before DER (8.8 DME)
o Tuirn LEFT, tradk DCT 1o SOKAL

RWY 24
e Track 241°
e AT 1000FT Bt not before DER (Abseam FH VOR)
e Turn LEFT, frack DCT 10 BOKAL

From SOKAL
o Turn LEFT, track 051° to-CHIDL
Cross CHIDL AT or ABV 8000FT
& Turn LEFT, frack G40° 1o RAVON,
thance as cleargd
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Matters for discussion at Senate Inguiry into Alrsevices Australia’s
Management of Alrcrafl Noise Perth 28/4/2010

Senators, thank you for the opportunity to address this inguiry
on the substantial metter of aircrafl noise noise impact on the

community around Jandakot which is welcomed as long overdus
this 1s 3 start.

We live in & War Zone and on ogeasiongl weekends some residents
Simply have had to get in & carand go somewhere fora couple of hours
until the orescendo siops

Irr support of my submission: D weuld like to offer to the commitiee

the followng Papers:

Copy of Submission 1othe Hon Wielissa Parke dated 1% Oct 2008
generated as & result of 2 'meeting with the Bon Anthony Albanese
Druring the community Parliamentary meeting in Camning vale during
Janmary 2008 and the subseguent meeting with the Hon Gary Gray o
support the point that light aircraft noise requires equal representation
with environmental issues In Assessment of the BPMI,

Runwsay Z4R/05L from 5700 kg to 22000 kg, scandal, Boeing 737 landed
at Jandakot Seturday 24" April at 7.00 am — CEPA Monica Medonaid
Mike Lennon advised resurfacing of runway not upgrade

Copy of AMBIGI report for office of Air Space Regulation 30-06-2009
This needs fo be read in ifs-entirety to gain an understanding of the
Background (o General Aviation changes from GAAP to class D
contains nothing about-aircraflt noiseimpacts on community stakeholders
CASA GAAP changes document take note of fact &

Copy of last Jandaket Airport Consultative Committee meeting

Mimutes dated 8" March that does not reflect any community
consultation on the impending infroduction of class IJ girspace

at Jandskot and the unknown consequences

Copy of 8 211 ex Singapore airforce trainers for sale at Jandakot

Frank Leonardi - Aerpdrome Engineer CASA

Aircrall noise impact study Dick Langford WA EPA



The Hon Melissa Parke MP

Federz! Member for Fremantle
62 Wray Ave Fremantie

Submission on Noise Impact on the Population
of the Cities of Cockburn Melville and Canning
from Aidrcraft Flight Paths and Circuit Training
Associated with the Type, Age and Volume of
Air Traffic Movements Using Jandakot Atrport

Copies of this document pﬁ'@ﬂ&eé in this format to:

City of Melville

City of Cockburn

City of Canning

Hon Donna Faragher MLC

Homn Nigel Hallett MLC

Hon Lynn MacLaren MLC

Hon Rassell Aubrey Way@%’% telville
Hon Joe Dielle Donne JP Mayor-Canning
Hon Logan Howlett J May@?n@ﬁ@um
Hon Nick Goiran MLC

Created on October 1, 2008



The Hor Melisss Parke WP B1/ 16/ 2008
Federal Member for Fremantie

62 Wray ave

Fremantle

City of Cockburn Ciyy of Melvitle City of Canning

2 Coleville cres 10-Almondbury rd 1317 Albany Hwy
Spearwood 6965 Booragoon 6154 Cannington 6107

Submission on Noise Impacton the Population of the Cities of Cockburn, Melville
and Canning from Atreraft Flight Paths and Circuit 'ﬁ‘mzmng Associated with 'the
Type, Age and Volume of Air Traffic Meovements using Jandakot Airport.

Please recognise that this document is written based on experience and community
involvement using extracts from readily available informeation interms fo-adaress
thevital noiss impact refiuction regiired by the residents of the Cities-of Cockburs,
MMelville snd Capning and is supported by the ettached Resources CD

History

Significant aircraft noise'became an‘issue under the Federal Alrports w.,@rgmmémm
manegement practices at Jandaket Airport through offshore marketing of airspace-and
ground facilities, and over time, in the transition from Federal Afrpors Corpito
Jundaket Alrport Holdingsin 1998 fhe noise dmpact issue Has pot been vesolved o3
fevel that the community expectsto this day.

As a result of the acquisition of'the Jease-by Jandakot Ajrport Holdings and the.
requirement to generate 2 master plen combined with politival pressure from the
community impacted by noise, this ereated the inltiative by the WA Dept of Planning and
infrastructure to undertake the Flight Paths and Procedures Review (FPPR), and the
recommendations contained therein arrived at through ongoing cehsuliative process with
41l stake holders, resulted in the final document of recommendations released in
December 1999 { Copy Attachad ).

The Jandakot Airport Consultative Commitice {BAQ{TI} was created by the FAC inthe
carly 1990°s due to community reaction:to aircrafi noise and inclusive:of all stakeholders
involved in sircraft noise impact and carried forwardby JAH to be the main mechanism
t0 manage and implement the FPPR and the Veluntary Fly Neighbourly Approach
contained therein. '

This review the FPPR beld so much promise of reform into the management of aircrafl
movements and noise through the JACC and was afzilure by enlarge asrecommendation
after recommendation was abandoned resulting in the final damming report-on the review
outcomes contained in Ross Jonesireport of March’ 2004 (copy attached).



FJACC and FPPR outcomes on nolse impact

Significant aircraft noise impact withinrthe 3nm mdivsof Jandakot Alrport-continuesio
drive the population of Cockburn, Melville, and Canning to distraction during the 8
momth long ideal Tlving season zs the.prevailing winds change the duty runway/s

A proporticnof Aviators using Jandaket digplay by their actions and flving practices &
high degree-cfindifferencs and arrogance to the impact of nolse on surrcunding
communities; openly displaying their disregard to the voluntary fly neighborly approach.

The {1y neighborly approach per the FPPR has to be considered nothing more than a
cgnﬁdﬂqce rick, an illusion designed to:support the wording inthe Master Plan, the
actions of aviators areé not addressed or getioned by any responsible authority leagt of all
through the JACC ing manner that has-outcomes forthose concerned on the ground, the
JACC has become an iHlusion on cutcomes, a game of smoke and mirrors and the
communities continue to be nolse impacted.

The JACC was founded solely on the basis.of creating dialogue with the community
towards reducing aireraft noise impact, #imust be conclizded that the management of
noise-through the consuliative process as mentioned in asignificant number of major
éowﬁen%, master plans and web sifes as being the method best emploved and most
ffective in achieving positive outcomes for the community from v neighborly and the
EPPR, 15 atotgl failure, compounded by the complete disregard o the flv neighborly
approachof noise mitigation by the aviators who use Jandakot,

The gathering and presenting of statistical noise data through the noise complaint line as
some sordof beneh mark is a pointless-exercise, the population want positive outcomes
not platitudes, they do not wantdocuments and papers onnoise education that appears to
prevailias anargument to hide bghind without actually dealing with the problem, alrport
operators cannot present themselves as ground managers-anty and purport to havé no
coptrol over flight operations

it is implausible to-sarn invome from air #affic movements and not tzke responsibility for
the noise impact problem. Airport eperators must beceme more proactive in conjonction
with ASA and CASA where applicable in noise management, considering the-voloms of
air-rovements at Jandakoet, & eomplete review of aircraft flight paths and noise impact
with the required g}@smv& cweomes for residents in Cookburn Melville and Canning is
urgently required prior 1o the next MP / MDPapproval.

ANEF and molse impact

The ANEF system was developed as & Town Planning ool for property development
in proximity to-airports, the implementation was too late for application around Jandakot
and has serious short comings that ave clearly evident and recognised by all concerned, it



has become a refuge of demial and is too narrow in focus, further, the application of
memerialson titles is pointless, and an act of desperation and must be regarded with
sxtreme cynicism where ciearly action should be taken 1o minimise noise, another
misguided attemnt 1o restrict noise complaints and adopt the do nothing approsch that has
pravailed for too long

This is clearwhen reading the various submissions in Towserds an Avistorn Pelicy
Statement-issues Paper, Dept of Infrastructure, Transport, Regional Development
amd focal'Govt, (see CDy i is remarkable that in the submissions from fandakot Alrport
Holdings and the Roval Acro Club of WA, one of the largest users of Jandakot,
contained absolutely norecognition or recommendation towards noise impact
meanagement from either, iwould appear that they have abantoned entirely any
recognition of Jandakot Adreraft noise impact on the community.

The submission papers of Moorabin (VIC) Residents and Bankstown{NSWCouncil
(see UDYto the Aviation Policy Statement:clearly articulates the fears that surround the
noise and-expansion activities of tweé other General Aviation Alirporis in major capital
pities, it is clearthal there are major concerns that reguire resolution and the current WP/
MD¥P processiand must not be allowed to cofitinue without major revision to noise impact
from Jandakot-on the swrreunding communities.

The maiority of the area of the cities s Cogkburn, Melville and Canning are in the W0 and
15 ANEF contours as presented vet these greas are heavily impacted on a-daily basis, see’
1996 ANE] contours in the 1997 Mitchell MicCotier report for FAC, through-the constant
never ending repetition of light siveraft overhead of altiiudes up to I500FT hour upon
hour upon hour, which is 2 total and utter distraction to the resicents in‘these suburbs,
aiveraft noise is tonal in natore and insidious, Ses Attacbed:

Impect Descriptors Versus Exposure Indices in Bnvironmental Assessment A, J
Hede of Nations} Acovstics Labority

Comments by NAE on Jandebot Alrport Noise-and Sccinl Survey Report prodaced
by ERM Mitchell Meotter for FAC NAL report-172 doted March 1998

in close proximityto the Jandaket runways 12/30:and 661L/24R departure lanes their are
houses thatare clearly over exposed in the »30ANEY as identified inder noise 8.3 page
113 also see noise J0.2.1 of the FAC Draft Environmental Impact Statement —
Proposed Additionz]l Developments 2t Jundaket Alrport-Dames-and Moore 1993
(EIS} simply betause avistorsdonot follow the runway heading on departure and are
some 30 to 40 deg off track, therefore, in:practice:substantially altering the ANEF
comtour perticularly at the end of 24R taidng a short cut 1o Murdoch apen space, this
track needs-urgent revision which contributes significantly fo the >30 ANEF noise impact
on houses inthat arca through engine climb power settings, and the type-of shroraft-that
use andakot, '



As outlined in the Dames end Moore EIS, properties'in areas adjacent to the airport were
reteased for development from 1980 enwards well before the Dept of Aviation produced
the Jandakot Alrport Master Plan in 1986 with the ANET contour foot primt being
imtroduced far too late as property development was already approved by the Town
Planning Authority (WA Planning Commission) of the day see section 11 Sipelair
Knight Merz Preliminary Dreft master Plan Jandsket Alrportfor JAH

The Dirafi MDP Roadwork’s and 4™ Runway July 2007 under jandakot Redevelopment
2007 {see CD) page 63 figure 24 ANEF 2005 clearly displays the current impact problem
in Cockburn and Canning that noeds urgent attention. Alsoreview Appendix D
evaluating airereft noise — expert and compact, page 5 under 4 TNIE.

Adr Traffic Management and noise Impadt

One of the principie reasons why aircraft deviate relates to the spacing of the dual 06/24
runways, the spacing of these paralielmimwavs s gtz minimum separation of 210 metres
and gir traffic control do notwantanyrunway-center line Incussions so i is expedientto
ignore the impact on residences underthe bannerof safety by sanctioning aircraftbeing.
3010 40 deg of{ track to create g larger separation splay.

The volume of traffic using Jandakot dictates thatair traffic management currently needs
aquantum ieap forward forthe betterment of all concerned which may contribute 16 an
increase in charges, and may contribute to a reduction:in traffic volume by improvement
in departure management when the current dual runways 06/24-are in'use, and:if the
proposed dual 12730 runways are introduce which may not be all gbout training.

The pronosed dual 12/30 ranway system could be used to operate code 2B mpto 3C and
mayv not just be for circuit training Le. 2B on one and-up to 3C enthe other oordbin
and Bankstows are pushing forregional RPT and in time so will Jandskot; therefore the
real reason and'need for dual 12/30 runways must be seriousty Guestioned

Change is required, air traffic controllers at Jandakot appear to be under rosourced and
the circumstances that cause aviators to deviate when using dual 06/24 will prevail again
with the dual 12/30 runways at & mininem spacing of 210 metres, this will result in some
properties in close proximity receiving a doubledose of noisethat is not dispiayed in
propesals, currently Jandaket is the busiest GAAP pirport in Australia and needs the
resources to support air traffic management to meet the noise lmpact expectations and
needs of the residents impacted in the cities of Cockburn, Melville-and Canning

Rumway f24H Loading (PON} and length

The Dept of Aviastion in the 1986 Master Plan states under 2.6.37 The airportis currently
limited 1o alrcraft operating with an all up mass (AUM) of 5700 kg or less-except on the
issue of a pavement concession expressed g3 2 pavement number{PUN} the pavement
rating is lsted as S700/5507 this is assumed to mean both runways 06/24 and 12/30.



The only mention of runway Eﬁﬁ{i‘iﬁg@ in the Dames Meore EIS generated forthe FAC
relates to the MTOW of proposed dual runway 12/30 2t 5700%kg MTOW

The Binelair Knight W erz W@@ Preliminary draft masier-plan for JAH statesunder
section 3 exigling fa z% ities states runway 361L/24K hasa pavement c%?w fleation

{(PCNY value of 11 suitable fo*" cade 3C atreraft and 12730 with avaloe upto Z0 a MITOW
of 22000kg, how and when did $6L/24R and 12/30 go from MTOW w’ ‘37% keito
22000kg, this massive intrease could have only been implemented under FAC
management, Eppal ’rem'&y without ap EIS as the PON significantly changes the
operaticnal capability of Jandakot and the future impact of noise by heavier aireraft from
code 2B up to code 3C this can be the only conclusion to dravw hers:

Runway 06L/24R originally had alength of 1127 metres and was extended 1o 1392
metres in 1997 again under management control of the FAC without an EIS, cwrrently
thereisa pr@ﬁasa‘ to lengthen the runways by up to 200 metres. this is viewed as

creeping expansion in orderto eventually change the code classification from 2B up to
3C in the future to operate RPT and freight sircraft from Jandaket

The apparent runway upgrading without an EIS is 2 serious matterthatrequires
mvestigation and was not contzined in Dames and Moore 1993 EIS {or-the FAC,
should this be found to be substantially correct, then i appears that the
Commonwealth through the FAC may have engaged in deceptive conduct outside
the Alrports Trassition Actang reguires-verification,

WA Plannieg Commission

The W A plarming commission produced a report Adreraft Noise Insulation far
Residential Development in the vicipity of Pert Alrport- Final Report February
20604-this a detailed report on noise amelioration.

The Statemenit of planning Policy No 5.3 Jandakot Alrport Vieinity Marck 2006 by the
Western Australian Planning Commission does not vontain the detail of the previous
Perth Airport 2004 report. Jandakot airport vicinity is-more seriously affected by Alrgraft
noise than Perth on a continuous basis vet this report disregards the 'noise impact entirely
and was merely produced at the behest by the W.A DPI o cover the fact that no policy
was in place to protect the states preferred position on Jandaket Afrport.

Alrerall Age typeand noise Impuct

Most of the aireraft using Jandakot do not have any exhaust after Gegtment to himi

engine noise and areof an aged design from the 607s and 70"s and most if not all emgme
exhaust pipes point down {poor antiquated desipn) creating 2 wide niolse impagt fooiprint
that doss not take into- account the current noise expectations of the comamunity and this
would apply Australia wide at all GAAP Airports, the industry would-argue that all
aireraft type comply with ICAQ neise standards, the commaunity currently expects higher
standards than whenthese were first set and the criteria of the day.



Thereis g profiferation of Pre and Post WW2 and exomilitary aircraft that are extremely
noisy and designed to suit military purposes and have a-severe noise impact from engine
and propeliers that reguires attention and the Alrport operators need to take an active role
in Hmiting the use of this type of Alrera®t Including ex military jets at Jandakot through
its Terms and conditions of use.

Singapore Flying coliege persist in using Beech Baron aircraft for twin engine circuit
training, these airerafl must be one of the noisiest aireraft produced and at one point
recognizing this Singapore Flying college were considering quictertwin engine aireraft
then apparently changed their mind, this s an example of an ofishore organizationthat
displays littie regard for the noise impact of their activities, not that money should be a
problem Singapore Flying College is an arm of Singapore Airiines which isthe
Simgapere Govt youwould think they should be prepared to reduce the noise bmpact of
theirsircraft, example consistently, 2 Beech Baron'has been In the air for-circyit training
at 21.30hrs and goes flat-out until the 22.30 curfew, this is Fly Neighborly at work.

Vigual Pilots Gulde

A veview of the various Visnal Pllots Guides produced by CASA particularly the one for
Jandakot-emphasises the safety aspect-as beirig paramount, rightly so, the guestionmust
be asked why the emphasis on safety isnot carried forward in the VPG s produced for
Moorabin and Bankstown fo the same extent. isthis'because ASA at jandakot are under
resourced, aircraft within the 3pm of Tandaket are still in ABA control zone orissafely a
means to justify any action thet can create a nolse impact.

Cireni¢ Tigining and oise Impaet.

The size of the circuit is dictated by the number o aircraft in thet circuly, herein les the
problem, too many aireraft in order fg reach raining capacity are in the circuit-forcing the
aircraft further out info the suburbsaad increasing the noise impact, clearly civeuit

training must be moved out of Jandakot as identified in the 2007 Dralt MDP

Currently a curfew existsiat 22.30 howrs Tornight circuit Training with a Hmit o aireraft
in circult #n an attemptto contain thesize-of the circuit at night to lessen the noise.impact

it should beconsidered that a-trainee pllot carrying out selo night cireuittraining from
Runway 24R must:be-at a significant competency level, however, the reality 1sthat the
aviators conductawide departures some 30 1o 40 deg 10 the right of runway heading, 1o the
point-of reaching the Glen Tris estate then proceed 1o turn left at their designated altitude
and cross over the center line of the rusway they fust departed, o other words they are 2l
ever the sky, fly neighborly stwork

This is interesting as runway 241 is unlit and unused at night there are no aircraft
impacting from the left, i would appear that the fiving schools, ASA and CASA pay little
regard to educating the trainess on correct circuit procedurs, as they should be



maintaining runway heading and execute their Ieft hand circuli turn without the wide
cireuit, or are they soentrenched into thelr day time routine they repeat the same actions
atnight.

Ching Southern aircrafl in the past have conducted simulated engine failures over the
roofs of houses from altitedes as low as 4008 combined with the resultant noise impac
from reapplied power, ancther blatant display of the fly neéighborly approach debacle.

i reguires constant input from residents from the cities through to JAH operations,
sometimes on & weakly basis to contzinthe actions of these aviztors from noise Impacting
residents this displavs that there iswery little being done by the training and flving
schoals to address the noise impact problem as per the FPPR, in short, ASA donot care
nor do the training schools and fiying clubs like RACWA about noise bmpact and the fly
netghborly approach.

Self-Regulation dees not work anywhers, for apything, and is coustantly spen to
abuss, and this ncludes General Aviation at Jandakot

Continned Ezpansion and Investment on Return Impacting Beyond Border

it must be recognized that Jandakot has undergone and is undergoing significant change
sincethe FAL was created to divest the Commonwaesith of airporis,where-are the Bmits
o this headlong rush that is abusing communities through noise impact and aircrafl
operations with-immunity from Commonwealth Land, not being subject to-any noise
control, andtaking refuge behind the ANEF system and the related verbiage. The FAC
started this abuse to get the best offer on lease and it 1s being perpetuated through the
desireto continually expand circuit-training operations tothe detriment of hundreds of
thousands of people beyond border in the name of revenue and return on ivesiment.

Moise impact must have & greater weighting in the MDP process than is currently
presented or recognized while due care and attention is given to environment dssues

and while valid decisions are being made on wild life and vegetation impacts, very low
weighting is given to noiss impact and the question must be asked, why? considering the
overall insidious nature of noise and its inpact on health and well being 1t surely st be
time to start recognising noise as the most important issae in the planning process and
shifting circyit iraining to the often referred Yo circult training airport within the 38nm
radius from Jendakot, therefors, the need for the-dual 12/30 runvway system must be
seriously guestioned along with any increase inair movements

1¢ has been long recognived that Perth needs a second GAAP airport this is evidentin
many documents and vet there is no current proposal or planning activity to-achieve this,
the state has beap moribund in this regard and has abregated s responsibility under the
FPPR, the proposal to create a dedicated circuit training runway system within 30nm
radius of Jandakot must be urgently addressed and goted upon



Constraints and Expectitions from Noise Impact on the Community mast be
seriously addressed o reducethe noie impact in the cities of Cockburn Melville
and Canning aad s listed i the Summary of recommendations.

Summzry of Recommendations

The consultative approack is'a failure, and will not work, it is time for decisive
measures (o be faken-that hove pesitive outcomes on nolsedmpact

i is clear that Jandakot Alrport will continue to expandin scope zad eapacity end
noise impact uniess seme constrainis are putin place, a.continuously managed noise
moritoring and Flight Path Programme is ene approach-combized with capagity
constrainis being implémented

Am appropriate engoing Flight Path Neise Monitoring programme be immediately
implemented to ensure that zirerafl operations are:managed in order that noise
levels af any residential premisesin occupation by an sccupier who has not, in
writing indicated-that higher noise levels are acceptable, do net excead:

an gverage of 60 dB (A} Ldn {this aversge noise constraint will limit the numberof
aireraft movements); (extraction from Murrayfield approved proposal 2:20CT 1993
recommendation 2} whick should be read in #t’s entirely and contained in:the
supportive O and applied ¢f Jendakeot

Oecupied Premises that cannot ackieve the noise levels by any measureibe bought
eut and marginal remaining premises be nolse atienusted and the ongoing necessity
¢ reduece the nolse impact in the suburbs of South Lakes Leeming andCanning
Vale through flight path amendments to be introduced.

RFDS isdow nolse Impact and not an issve.

Cirenit Training restrictions o be implemented until circuit training runway system
is fast fracked, then cironit training 2t Jandakot be stopped completely.

Twi Engine ciresit training o ceaseand be relocated outside metro area.

Mightcireuwit training eurfew chaznged from 2238 hrsto frrs:

Cariew on cireuit training that is-curvently in place 8t 1808 brs on Sunday night to
also.inclede 1800hrs on Saturday nights and 1800 hrs on publicholideys.

Theabove recommendations will beviewed zs belog radicatand controversial,
nevertheless, they are decisive and necessary for the communities impacted by noise.

This Document is supported by a C containing supportive reference material that
contain folders and pdf files that rmust be read in conjunction of the content contained
hereinto appreciate the scale of the noise impectproblem



The folders contain a varicty of pdf files related to the subject matier and
theirare a numberof stand zlone pdf files relating to-single subject matier.
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ORE Unereor AP Revew

GENERAL SVIATION AEROUROKE PROCEDURES
3.4 Conzeptof Operalions
Defining GAAP

GCAAP i an operational procedure in Class D airspace, designed o cater for high
density air reffic opsrations In Visual Msteorclogical Conditions (VT

During the conduct of this review, the Ambidi team was unable to find & clear
defintion of GAAR. Studies of the Asronsutical information Publication (AP}, the
Wenual of Alr Trafc Services (MATS) and the Manual of Operating Slandards
{MIOS) Part 172 — Alr Traffic Services revealed the foliowing:
v YWHER the BALP Contrgl Zone {CTR), Alr Trafic Contral (ATC) shall:
ta}y Apply rurmvey separation standards;
{5} issue instructions and/or traffic information to regulate rafic,
{t) Provide relevant trafiic informetion ingide the CTR and

{8} Where praciicable, mainizin surveillance of aircraft activity
Withinthe CTR andonthe aerodrome,

The review fearn consiger the following stefements encapsuiate the meaning of

GAAP.

» General Awistion - The coperation of civilt afrcraft for purpesss other than
commercial passenger and military transport. GA includes personal, corporate
and instructional Byving,

» General Aviation Aerodrome - An sercdrome that caters for GA aircrefl
operations.

s SAAP Control Pone - A volume of defined zirspace, having both lateral and
wyertical imils, whers GAAP are applicabls.

¢ (Senaral Avistion Aercdrome Procedures - Alrsnace and ATW procsdures that
slzce prime responsibility for aircraft separation on the pliet in cormrmand (FI0)

when onergting in s GAAP CTH under YHC,

Though GAAP is & designation unigue o Australiz, the procedures-used, with omly
soms. minor prosedural varistions, ars similar to those being sppled &t
serodromes that cater forsimilar rafic/inthe United States of Americe (USA) and
Caneds. The GAAP designstion wes the result of the 1677 North Americen
Raview (1877 Review) discussed igfer inthis seclion.

Varsion Fing
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such that with reasonable-gssurancs & visual spprosch and ignding ©an
by oompisfed.

Separation shalf be provided helween en alroralf cleared o execute & visuel
approach and other arrving and deperiing gircrafl,

For successive visua! approaches, radar or non-radsr separation shali be
maintained until the pilot of & succeeding aircraft reports having the preceding
slreraft in sight. The sircra¥f shall then be instructed o follow and maintain own
separation from the preceding aircrafi” ¥

£4 Austraiian Stendards angd Progedures

infermation relating to operstions In GAAFP CTH:s & contained in varicus
tocurments including the following:

@ CASR Part 172 MOS — Air Traffic Services:

& AP ENE{(En Routel;

« ERBA and

= JAATE.

In-general terms, SAAP aerodromes cater for high density GA cperations by day
and night in VMO, The AlF reguires IFR flights o concuct thelr operstions in
gecordance with VFR orocsdures whenever VMO exisis. Each GASP CTR heas
utgue operating procedures, which are specified In ERSA. By day. paralisl
unway  oparations occur with simulignsous confra-roieting clrcults, ulilising
separate ADC fraquencies. Cperstions are reguisted indepsndently in-each ooyt
with an ATC clearance required to enter the opposite circult or GAAF girspace.

in VMO the pilof in command {8 responsible for separstion Fom other aircraf

TC control runway operations by providing lending and fake-off clearances, and

facilitztes & high movement raie by providing raffic information and/or sequence

instructions ATC may glscresiicithe numbar of ViR arosfi nthe CTR.

i GAAP airspace, the VMC criteria are visibility 5,000'm and clear of cloud. This is
different tothe ICAD reguiremenis lated In section 8:20
AP ENR lists the specific responsibilities of the piict and A73 with regard to GAAR
onerations gnd the provision of sgparation. Plcis must

i “Sight and maintain separation frorm other airorafl whilst opergling inithe GALP
CTr; :

= Comply with ATC instruclions white ensuring thet séparation is maintainsd from
other aircraft

v fmmediafely advise ATCF vneble fo comply with a conirof ingfrucfion;

i
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Dater 87 Mach 2010
Location: JaH Soardroom
Time: 17 00hrs (Som;

JANDEKOT AIRPORT HOLDINGS Py Lid
18 Eagle Drive, Jandakot Alrport WA 6184
COMRBMUNITY CONSULTATIVE COMMITTEE
MEETING MINUTES

'

1.0 Atendance/fpoiogies

9.4 Aftendance

Ciy Of Canning ~ Bev Oisen
Gity OF Canning - Gavin Ponton
City Of-Canning - Michelle Wheaton
Ciy Of Cockburn - Raymond Dong
City Of Gosnells - Hoss 'Wells

City OF Mehville - John Burton

City OF Melvilie - Peter Reidy
Depanment Of Transport - Mark Sparrow
Jendakot Alrport Holdings — Darryi Evens
Jandakot Arport Holdings ~ John Fraser

1.2 Apclogies

| . Alrservices Augtraliza - Barry De Jong
Alrservices Australiz - Lancs Daie.

- Alrservices Australiz ~ Peter Schraven
Canning Vale Progress Assocciation -
F Gresn
CASA - Rick Seager
CASA - Terry Farguharson
GCity Of Canning ~ Bruce Mason
City OF Cockburn --Daniel Arndt
City OF Melville - Clive Robarison
City OF Melvilie - Darrell Montsire
City OF Melvilie - John Bennett
City Of Melville - Shayne Silcox
City Of Welville - Todd Cahoon

- Department Of Planning - Neill Fox

DITRDLG - Piet Tassell

Kardinya Rale Pavers Association - Martin Press
DPI ~ Andrew Montgomery

DP! - Carole Thecbald

DPI - Michase! Kennady

Federal Member for Fremantle - Melissa Parke

Jandakot ArporkChamber of Commerce - WMichael
Braybrook
Jandakot Resident Rats Payers - Graham Ellis
1 eeming Community Group - Rod Paflerson
‘Northizke Resident - Joe Branco
RACWA - John.Douglas
RFD3~ T -Shackieton
‘Winthrop Murdoch Community - Husain Barala

14 Distribution
To albasbove
2.8 Previous Minutes ACTION
The prayious mindles were accepied as corect. Mote
3.0 Comespondencein
: Mons pate
4.5 Corespondence Out
 None Mote

Fef 100308 Minutes - Commurndly Consuliative Doc
Wergion ¥ SBaved o March 11, 2010

Page 102
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ANDAKOT

8.0 Jandakot Alrport

8.1 Johr Fraser advised'that the Master Plan has been drafted and sent to the Note
Minister for comment. The Minister has raised & number of questions that
JAH have since responded to and JAH now awsils the ministers decision,

9.2 John Fraser gave 2 brief overview on'the process of getting approval for the

Master Plan & the Ervironment Sirategy rom Ministar, ] Mole
5.3 John Fraser gave & brief on the process of getting aporovalio start '
construction on the 4th runwey. John advised that complation of the 4ih Riesa
rumway would be twe to two end e half vears sway.
54 Darryl Evans advised the towar would notge o Class D towsr until Juns due | Mote

to CASA documentation delays.,

_ 8.0 Alrservices :&ﬁf@mﬁa

_ No Discussion, o Note

78 Beneral

7.1 Darryl Evans gave an overview of the Noise Complaints received by JAH: : Note
since 1stJanuary 2070, 3 onfy, 1 Wambro and 2 Canningvale. '

7.2 Darryl Evans explained how aircraft do cireuit training — take off to 500R then | Note
to 1000f before lsaving the circuit area or conduct a further circult and the
reverse when landing. This means that aircraft are regularty under 10007
wher: over residential areas for tzke offe and iandings. Some complainant
are receiving information from the Federa! Depariment that stat aircra® to ba
at 1000 over residential arees — this does not apply io aircrat landing or
teking off.

7.3 Darmyi Evans confirmed the numbertocall fo have noise complaints
ragistered is 1300 302 240. ' _

7.4 GavinFonton queried f there had been any additional traffic dus io the Note -
rurrway ovariay works: Darry! Evans advised there hed beenonly 2 medicsl
smergency flights which were both in the early hours of the:moming.

bote

7.5 Darryl Evane mentioned the recent passing of Mark Jones:and advised thai Note
thelast project he had been working on fo raise the staps on the north and
south beund routes ziong the coast has been tzken off the agemnla duslo
the turiway 08 clearance st Perth.Alrport.

. B.D %é@me:&'ﬁe@ﬁéﬁg-

| Next scheduled mesting at 1780 on Monday 147 June 2010 2t JAH Note

H

Ref: 100308 Minutes - Cormmuminy Consultative:loc Page 2 of 2
Wersion § Saved on Merch 11, 2010
Saved AC-(hadministretioniCommitiessiGommunity Consulistive' 300308 Besling\ 100308 Minules - Sommunity Consuliziive dog
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Fliots are primarily responsibie for
separation in 2 GAAP control zons

in visuz! meteorologics! conditions
(VEAC)

it s neorrert fo assume that alr traffic condrgt {A10)
separates af fights within 2 GAAP conirol zone. in VMG,
thepiiat in command of the alrcre®, opersting under visugl
Bight rules (VFR) or Instrument Bloht rules (PR} s primartly
responsible for establishing and maintaining safe separation
from &l other airoraft, To assist in safe separation, ATC

will provide pilots with traffic information and ingtructions
ioastablish an ordery fow of rafic, it 2 sequence, e
nominated runway, ATC may infervene to prevent 2o unsals
siyation fram devaloping by providing an alering servics,
Pliots must keep an effective lnckout and use information
from ATC o meintair approprizle spacing.

gisas
G

S

s %

an effective Tookout and malntaining situationa!
awarensss s oitical in 5 GALP control zone, VWi up o five
otheralroraft in e oioull, and parallel rurway operalions.
your st understand thatyou are responsible for seperabing
your alreraft from others. Manage your siroraft's performante
i spsuss gnpropriste Spacing is maintzined,

GHAP gontrod zones sre primarily fiving iraining
anvironments. These procedures permil raimum Rexdbillly
$0 traifing obiactives can be met whils maintsining safely.
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Clearance is reguirsd o land on s
FUTwaEY.

Piots must obtain 2 landing Searance. Irespactive ¢f

whether the Tunway appears 1o be dear, .4 landing
dearance it no! received the pilot mustronduct e go-artund,
In & GAAP conwel zone, ATC only provide runway ssparation.
Filots mustobiain {ake oftand landing clearances so that
ATC can apply necessary runway and wake lurhulence
saparation standards,

ETC apply runway seperation siandards betwaen alroralt
using the same.and crossing runwsys. I a landing clesrance
is not received, and g landing is camad out, & wafely defence
iayeris removed. This exposes alt concsred to elevaied risk
g the ikelibood of something going wrong increases. i you
zre ssiablished on short fing! and haven' recelved & landing
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You must obiain 2 clesrencefoenter
the CAAP control zone.

You require clesrance o enier the GAAP conirot Zona.
This clearancs is impliad by the {ssue of ATC decull entry
instructions, following the inbound radio call, A take-off
ciearance imphes deparurs clearance.

Do not enter e GAAP contod zone withouia dharants.
Clezrances via ool sntey instructinns peomirA T (o establish
an orderly flow of Yaffic and-landing sequence. Thednstruchions
snahie vou to sight traffic and esteblish necassary spacing,
Inbound radio cails should be made at the corent GARP
approach point shown on the visual terminal chart and
specified in ERSA, | the inbound radio call canrot be made

&t the appropriate position, o ¥ clearancs s unavailable, you
‘should have an slifernative plan.

T st o &t arvinbound reporting point. Poentisly tisle
wangerous. | vou nead it holg, or reposition the sioraft o the
‘GAAP approach poind, do so i & manaer that provices laweral
-ang verfical separation from other siroraf ikely Io be in the same
areq. Ensure offwr gimspace conshraints are vonsidened o avoid
penelrating controfied o restricied sispacs.

Keen a vigHant lookout.

Do not overizke & sliowear siroraf in

the giroutl ares.

Wenis eiset not overiahe 2 slower sircrall in a GAAP clroutt
area, ATC issue instrustions 1o airoraft 10 esiablish an ordsrly
fiowi of fraffic to & nominated runway. Unless othanwiss
ingtrzctes by ATC, this is generally the onder in which airoraft
{urn base and should be maintained to thedanding threshold,

ko AR H

Fyou-gre heving dificuity meintaining spacing end'fiest
ovariake you shouid advise ATC immediately Youshould
manags your gircrafls pedformance in the crouitkeepiagn
ming the relative performance of other alrorgll, ATC manags
fraffic Sow and priotiies on the estetlished reffic sequence:

Take-off closrances ars issusd on the basis of the time
available between the pending take-of ang the nearest alroraf
on fingl aporoach. instructions to sight and kesp spading from
other airoralt ane besed on the esteblished order of the airoratl,
This affows you o ook and recognise giroraltin tha landing
sequence. e order changes because an aelroraft has been
everiakenin the droult there is potentie! for vou to sight and
follow the wrong aircreft. This might bring aireraft inlo dose
nroximity and presant a coflision sk, A sequence thange wit
requirs ATC 10 amend instructions such a8 traffic informaion
ard the canceliation of landing or tzke off clegrances. This may
Inoresse frequency congestion,




Transiting within proximity of 2 GAAP
aerodrome reguires contact with ATC.

Fiiots of alrcraf tracking within Snm of 2 GAAP ronirgl zone
boundary for gt a distance as spacified in the ERSA) bt

not entering the control zone must obiain the Automatic
“terminal Information Sendce (ATIS), then broadaas! their
position, sftiude and irentons. Pliots must complywithigny
insiruchions 'ssusd by thedower and maintain g listening
waich on e lowsr raguency while in the srog. PHote el
maiwtain o vighant lookout

Hhost operations #t GAAP gerodromes e iraning fighis invalving
selatively inevperlenced plivte. This may resultin oircuds that are
wider than meght be ecoeptable. There may also ba high numbers
& amving Bnd departing dfrorall, I youmekie the required
broadeasts, ATCand other pllots wilf be dleried o ihedact thatyoi
are i provisely, creating polential corfict with thelr giroralt,

You need o obtain the ATIS suthat you know the duly runway
and associated cirouit directions. This will permil vou fo avoid
congestad areas witie iransiting. This procedure will also-aliow
ATC to caltvou if they nead 1o issus instructions.
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Bo not turn early after take offl

i ts ars ool permitied to turn early after lake off, without

:" ATC dearance, for & number of reascns. The Ol Aviation
Reguiations retuire aiteraflt to resch 500 feet above ground
fovel (AGL) afer taking off before 2w is mads. Hikis i

changsd by 2 focal procedire, the loca! provedurs should be
| complied with or as amended by ATC,

ATC decisions about the vaffic fow, vaffic information to other
piints and refated spacing are made on the assumplion hat
afrcraft turn &t the required altitude alier taxe off Notonlyis
there 2 reguistory requirement, bul eary fums may aiso oreale
& noiss nuisance by taking airoraft over nolse-sensitive ereas.
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S211 Jet Trainers for sale

L.A.P. are pleased to offer as owners , up to 20ea Siat
Marchetti 8211 Jet Trainers.

These aircraft were recently retired (2008) from 2 major air
force and are currently in short term storage at Perth
Awstralia. All are currently fiyabie

The 8211.1s Tully aerobatic , powered by asingle P&W
JTI5D-4C engine , with a KTAS of in excess of 400 kts
would make exciting warbirds , military chase planes or
further use with 2 foreign military

Individual aircraft are priced starting at § 175,800

EAP helds a very extensive spares inventory for these
girceraft at its Sydney Headguarters’.

Each sireraft is soid with all records - & Full set of manuals ,
ladders , bungs and ground locks



é7

The S211 is 2 relatively simple aireraft to fiy , modern , with
good looks and has the added benefif of being easily
supportable .

The Engine , a JTIS-4C is essentigliv the same zs fitted 1o

the Cessna Citation and is therefore inherently supportable,

Parts and maintenance being commercially available. Fuel

burn is arcund 125 US gal an hr and it is reasonably guite .
ez 1€ should not invoke the ire of the airpert authorities ! e

Wheels and Brakes are made by Cleveland , and are
procurable through Avial . Main tires are the same at the
Bandeirante and again procurable locally

These SZ211 have two different fatigue lives depending upon
the embediment of & life extension modification. Some of
these have been complies , some have not. More info can be
provided spen reguest,

The engine TBO is 2300 hrs with a mid life H.S.I. Repairs,
H.8.L and overhauils can be carried eut at many faciiities.
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ENGINE

x Pratt & Whitney Canada JT1SD-4C
. turbofans, 11.12KN
WEEGHTS - . o ey P A PO .- - o . o

Take-off weight  2500kg ~ 55121ib

Loaded weignt  16i5kg 3560 Ib.
DIMENSIONS

L Wingspan 0 843m Z7f8in
tength . 9®3tm _ _....ndda
Height 1Z2ftsin

 Wing aree 13563saft
PERFORMANCE

Max, speed 665

413 mph

ceiing | 40000%

ARMAMENT

Tandem saat jef trainer and light strike aircraft. Powered by &
Pratt & Whitney of Canadz JT150-4C Turbofan that puls out
2,.500lb of static thrust. Eguipped with two Mariin Baker MK10
zero-zero eiection seats. No armament is normally fitted. Alrorafl
can be eguipped with four hardpoints with the inner hardpoinis
capable of taking up to 330kg of ordnance each. The outer
hardpoints can fake up to 1658kg of ordnance. Can alsc be armed
with a 50 cal center ling maching gun in 2 pod below the cockpit.
The aircraft is maroeuvrabie {0 2 maximum of +6/-3C in a dlean
configuration

We are offering these aircraft “ae is” or flving on.
experimental category. Delivery point for Australian
Customers is Jandakot , W.A, For international customers
we will containerise the aircraft and ship woridwide .
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irservices communication and consultation

k3

as ] tment

Alrservices Australia iscommitied 10 open and thmely communication with the cammunily in accordance
with thisprotoost,

Context

As Australia’s air navigation service provider Alrservices has responsibility for contradling more than 11%
of theworld's airspace. Fach yearwe provide alrnavigation servicesand aviation rescue and frefighting

- services womore than fowr million fllohes thar carry over 63 milllon passengers. We provide safe, efficient
and environmentally résponsible sendees to the Augtralian community.

Alrsirvicesprovides information 1o stakeholders and the comunity and uses consultation to clarify
propasals; obtain feedbac, Or provige access 1o our expertise 1o a particular ek,

Whise nolse levels of individual ireraftmovements can be measured, the debate on accepmble airoraft
noise levelswithina commuunity.can be subjective, s often emoptive, and besed on individual experiences,
expectations and srcraft noke wlerance levels,

For thi \‘%Ji”‘ ft
prevchethe p,}rzm, imentat fo

the overn Hare-of the general commun syl consiary all views snd sxpectations end
wihere possibie endeavolrto incorpors

Chanoesoramendments tothe servicss we orovide:
stakehaldes aid community consuliation. This conss
of thelpublicor o otherstakeholdérs whio may e dire
news infrastrictue projects,

oy
Orovist




Purpose
The effective management of sircrall noise is'a partnership betweer:

, aircraft aperators who generste thenaise

. alrport operators where location broadly determines which communities could be Impatied by
aircraft noise

. Aleservices which, with prime regard o thessafety-of sircraft operations, designs and implemenis the
Right comidors to be used by sirgraft arriving and.departing an alrport

s Governmentwhich on benial! of the community must balance the impact of airport Qpr—ramz 50N
thecommumity with the need to provide the éfidcalinfrastructure recuired to faciitateseaal and
BCONCIMIC trowth atl 3 regional and national leve

. communitizs around afrports wiich may bel iMipacted by aircraft nolse or emissions

< state and ocal planning authorities who detertrine land use araund existing g aerndromes:

While Adrservices prirnary duty s to ensure the safety of sircraft andhe people travelling inrthem, in
managing Austraia’s altspace we endeavow 1o find.a Dalance betwesn cost efficency, Ticise and other
erpdronmenial irnpacts, especially sircraft emissions,

Our legisiative accountabliity o consuitis expressed fsection g (2) of the Al Servires Aét 1995, This states
the organisation is legally obliged 1o, exercise W5 bowers and perform its functions ina manner that
ensuras-that, ax faras is praciicable, the emzémﬁmﬁr-;ﬁ. Is protecied from,, "thesfferts lamd associated
effegisy of theoperation and use of aircrafs

wection 10 further states thet"Alrservices must, where appiopriats, consult with Government, comimercial
inctustrial, consurmer end other relevant bodies and organisations (r}c uding CAD and bodies represanting
the aviation industry)?

The Governments Aviation White Paper announced new initiatives ro strengthen consultation by
Improving vansperency and the fow of information o ecommunity. This inciudes an Alreraft Noise
Cimbudsmian and forrmalised Community Aviation Consultation Groups (CACSIIG be establishediat major
federal alrpors,

Aryy air trafBic management change proposal 1§ dssessed by the Alrservicas Srvironment and Chimate
Change Uit Thisis done using Alrservices Envirenimendal Principles and Procedures for Mirimising Afrcraft
Noise (available on our website). The assessment tests the proposal against twelve prnciples, Through this
orocess-any change isCiassifed a5 sanificant o 'net significant Any change considered™significant’is then
edto the Minkster for the Enwironment P ion, Herltage and the Arts as setoutin the Frudronment
Froteciion and Siodiversity Conservation Acri 999 section 1602){c). This requires Commaonwealth agenc
to considerthe advice from the Minister before suthorising the adaption or implementation of a plan for
aviation airspace management.

The outcore and advice frorn this referrsl process prescribes how we communicate and consulf ona
proposed change {refer to Communication gnd Consuliation Protocol flovwehart page 5)

This Cornmunication and Consultation Protacol sets out bow, when and what consuliation &5 undertaken
by Alrservices. The protocol ses the framework to ensure that open, reasonable and timely consultation
weith stakeholders and the community i achisved.

The protocol provides guidance 1o stakeholders and the community and ensures consistency i

its application. It also enhances Alrservices consultation processes-and will be subject 1 nerodic review,




Communication and consultation protocol

Alrservices hias imotemented & Commundcation and Consultation Protonol Keyfeatures include
undertaking sensitivity overays at the inftial concept design phase, Sensitivity cveriays includle:

. intelligent igreen) design - lonking for greenspacs, water highways and other lass nolse
SERSHVE 31885

- gir wrathe control operational issues -

. historical nolse complaintsand complainant endlysis

. assessmant of potential nolse impacts arid emigsion reduction cpportunities

: operational requirerrents of aiflings, airports; Befenite and other impactad stakeholde

This i5 then followed by a three stage assessment process before undertaking the requirad-environment
ASSessITEnt, H“‘e ‘th e Stages are,

: ideniify and clarify the typeand level & pw‘”@mﬁa | stakeholder impagts to proposedt thanges and
whiere appropriate-any mitigstion niedsires 3 : '

» infarmed decision making - vsing information obtained from analysis w'identify afesmatives 1o
preferred flight nath dutcomes

. develop tatiored consirftation processes aligned with stakeholder and community sensitivitias,

Through this protocol we will also identify the sypes amd lsvel of siskehaider and community consultation
recuired.

Adrsarvices seeks o provide all interested pisd tes with the oppor ity 1o learn dnd arderstand how
operational ssues may impact them. Thetewill be snopportunity forstakeholders and the community 1o
provide feedback to Alrservices,

The Communication and Consultation Protocot isa commitment by us tor

. inform stakeholders and the community

. listen 1o stakeholders andl thie Community

. acknowledge any feadbadk

- consider all feedback

. commuricate information on decisions mada,

This process s represented graphically on thefollowing pages,




Communication end Consultation Protocol
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LCommunication and Consultation Protoco! fowchart
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Methods of consultation

This brotorol sets out 2 numberof consultationymethods that can beundermalen Whers appropriate,
Alrservices wilt implement aconsultation program which wilk

. iriform stakehoidersand the community sy o the process

. detail whare and how information rigy be obtained

# ansure approniste information 18 socessible and easily understood

. cetail how feedback may be provided

. irvite feedback from stokehoiders and the cormmunity

» provide sdditionat feedback i regiired

. inforrn stake Moiders and the cormmuniey. about the consultation process

. ronsider any stakehiolder antd comenunity ferdlack before maiking 2 nal decision
. COMTIITICaTe ary Oulcome of dedision to stakehoiders and the community.

Congitation will be tallored using sorne or ail of the following methods depending on the natire
the changes.

Method 1: Industry briefings end/or correspondence

Where appropriate, Airservices will conduct industry biiefings.and make directcontact withkey industry
stakehoiders, Stakehotders include but are-not irmited 16

" Airdires

. airpors

. Comonwealth, state and/or termitory government agencies, councils and tocal federal and state
members of Parlizment

Method 2: Convymunity Avistion Consultation Groups

#s puthined i the Govemmeants Avigtion White Paper; malor federal airpors arereguired 1o establish

a Community Aviation Consuitation Group (CACE). These commitiees will have represerugtives from

the airpor, aithnes, localgovernment, Alrservicesand community andfor resitlent groups Whilst many
airports sreacy have their own consultative committess, the CACGs will provide g standartised forumlor
consultaticn to ooour, Arservires will be represented ateach of the CACGs. Where appropriate, we wil
provide brishings and written information to the committess on lssuesof interestin g formithalbis easy
urderstand,

tiathod 3 information on Alrservices website

Alrservicas will ke available.on aurwehsite Information In a form that s easy to understana. The
caleand detail of the information will be tallored to address the nature of the changes or projedtio be
undersaken. Information on how te provide feedbaciovis the websiie will also be'included.

&



Method 4: Press ativertising

YWhere appren ﬁt’:‘ achiartising i the Public Motices sectionofocdl andregional newspapers ey e
undertaken. The aCvertisernentswill advise stakehaolders and the eofrmunity.on the specifc chai IEsof
profectte be und@r‘é&;;{@n The advertisernant wil! also state wherg: they can obtain more informaticrn. and
how 1o provide feedback. If required we will invite stakeholders and tha community fo-attend a public
informiation sessior,

Method 5: Direct mail 1o residents
Whete aperepriste Arservices snd other key stekeholders, v individual sirport.or airiine, may

wirite (o residents directly affected by proposed changes. ] spend on the nature and seops of the
preposed changes of project. Residents will be invited 1o provide feedback,

Wethod &: Information kit
Anirifarmation Rit may be provided to the media and/or community and could include:

8 # project fact sheet inchuding how to provide feedbackvia Alrservices website
> amedia release

- acopy af this protero]

. a (D or DVD of rélevant informationi-for example a map or images.

fethod 7 Public information secsion

A public information session is 8 meeting whichaflows Alrsarvices 1o report loend/orehigage Inopan
discussion with community members. Where approprate, AserVIces may conduet & bl nformiztion
sesston at a tocal cormmmunity venue, These would be designed toaliow small arowns of peols tm mest
with Alrservices staff for face1o-face discussion shout the micjedt,

For public information sesdons:

. a pubiic notice wilkbe published i adaily newspaper ceciating in the arga involved containing the
place and time & public information session wil be held, where additionalformation Ts availabis,
and &n Invitation o attend the informationsession.

. an information kit will be rdigaséd fsee Method 6 above),

. informationwill be mads avdildble via our website at least seven (7) business davs before the
information session,

Method 8: Consultation report

Aereport will be written aftereach consultetion process is completed. e will detall the feedback, if any, that
vas receivec:The report will contain:

a.  the name and contact detalls of the person/s supplving feedback funiess anersymity has been
reguested]

b the date that feedbaciowas received

o the subject matter of thefesdback

d. Airservices response o any of the feedback (if feedback is given)

£

if appropriate, an assessment of the matters that were raised In the feedback




Consultation exceptions

Korwithstanding the requiremaents of this protocol, the level of consultation for 2 change o flight paths o
specific project endertaken Dy Alrservices mav be modified for matters rélating to safety, national defence or

security iBsues,

Templates

The fallbwing exampleternplateshave Deen developed w0 oo used whe

sublicconsultation

-t fact sheet

. ck form (via Alrsensices wahsite)
. soiback acknowledosment etter
ci# madtios o suhm 3
. o netics for pubic stion o newspapears
- Hetter for direct radih o residents,

-
n

rhe following items for
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Sample fact sheet and public notics
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West Australian Route Review Project

Afrservic

P Austraiia and the Shire of Mundaring
L ndte the Mundaring community to.an iformation
i sessionabout changes toalr teaffic rEEeTRent
é araurnd Perthwhich toloplace in November 2008,

Bapresertatives from Airservices will haavailzble
o anawer Guestions,

1 5.30pm - Wednesday3 Februney
i Shire of Mundering:
FOO0 G §

fdare information on the Bigh route chenges i
shoavailable ot wwwairservicesaustrlia.com
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