Committee Secretary
Senate Standing Committees on Rural 
and Regional Affairs and Transport
PO Box 6100
Parliament House
Canberra ACT 2600


Dear Committee Secretary,

Re: Submission to Impact and mitigation of aircraft noise inquiry

My name is INSERT NAME and I live in INSERT SUBURB, which is approximately INSERT KILOMETRES from Brisbane Airport. 

Describe your circumstances, such as your age, if you work or study, if you live with your family or others, if they are also impacted by flight noise. What kind of accommodation do you live in, a house, an apartment, town house, etc. If you are impacted at work, describe your work environment (but not the noise impacts yet – do that in the next section).

Aircraft noise pollution from Brisbane Airport has had a devastating impact on me. 

· What impacts do you experience to your sleep, concentration, mental health, physical health, new and compounding existing stress, relationships, enjoyment of home
· Do these impacts affect loved ones, such as your children at their home and/or school? 
· Are you impacted in your workplace or small business? Do you know of small businesses that are impacted?
· How have your behaviours changed as a result of the noise? E.g. do you not visit your local park anymore because it’s impacted by noise; do you not visit a business you used to; is your time taken up seeking improvements to noise; have you had to move?
· Have you incurred any expenses as a result of aircraft noise?

But we know that aircraft noise is just the symptom of a deeper, more structural problem in the aviation industry – a lack of regulation and oversight. It is this lack of regulation and oversight that has allowed Airservices Australia and Brisbane Airport Corporation to lie to me and my community about the impacts of their business on my life through their community engagement.

Brisbane Airport Corporation and Airservices Australia treated Brisbane Airport and its new airspace like a discrete piece of infrastructure (such as a factory or shopping centre) when they did their engagement – deliberately ignoring the true extent of the linear flight paths that make the airport more like a new train station with train lines running all over Brisbane. 

They used misleading data to lull the community into a false sense of security and, now that the community has pushed back, leverage multi-million-dollar budgets to evade real action on noise with complex, overly confusing and onerous engagement processes designed to wear me down and bamboozle me with technical information and aviation lingo. 

· Describe your experience of community engagement 
· Misleading and substandard engagement 
· Airservices Australia and Brisbane Airport Corporation ran limited community engagement, what was your experience (if any) with it prior to the runway opening? After the runway opening?
· More information is available here.


I am a supporter of Brisbane Flight Path Community Alliance (BFPCA) and fully support and endorse their submission to this Inquiry. BFPCA has uncovered and highlighted ten key areas of concern for Brisbane communities on top of those I have mentioned above. 

1. Stonewalling complaints: Airservices’ systematic obstruction of legitimate complaints, with staff trained to deliberately downplay or ignore issues raised by community members.
2. Mental health impact: More than 25,000 complaints since 2020 about Brisbane Airport have prompted Airservices to offer free mental health and suicide counselling to affected communities, highlighting the true toll of aircraft noise on communities and Queensland’s health system .
3. Tax reduction redundancies leading to unsafe skies: The COVID-era Air Traffic Controller Retirement Incentive Scheme is under scrutiny, delivering enormous tax benefits to Airservices but leaving air-traffic control so shortstaffed flights are regularly canceled and airport operations limited to the most noise generating modes for communities.
4. Technical incompetence: Airservices delivered such a poor airspace design for Brisbane that it needed to be externally reviewed by aviation consultancy TRAX International after community pressure highlighted failings.
5. Ministerial conditions go unmet: Airservices Australia neglected ministerial EPBC conditions imposed on them, outsourcing their due diligence obligations to Brisbane Airport Corporation who stood to benefit most in an unethical conflict of interest.
6. Bait-and-switch tactics: Changes in noise reduction procedures, such as the removal of SODPROPS (over water operations), were implemented without community consultation, undermining the initial promises made during the 2007 MDP/EIS approval process in potential breach of the EPBC Act.
7. Misleading noise data: Airservices Australia endorses flawed noise forecast data and averages, artificially lowering noise figures and misleading communities about the actual impacts of flight paths at every airport in Australia.
8. Faux noise improvement trials: Recent noise improvement trials run by Airservices in Brisbane were set up to fail from the outset, raising questions about the sincerity of their efforts to address community concerns.
9. Capture by the aviation industry: Leaked documents reveal Airservices Australia’s alignment with aviation industry interests, jeopardising their commitment to impartial regulation and accountability to the communities they serve.
10. Breach of the Air Services Act 1995: BFPCA alleges that Airservices Australia prioritises commercial gains over community wellbeing, violating their mandate under the Air Services Act 1995.

I know these tactics are replicated at other locations across Australia, where Airservices and various airport owners and operators collude to get the best outcomes for big business and do the bare minimum to protect communities from the real-life consequences of their profit-making. In fact, these unscrupulous tactics are often more successful in rural and regional communities that have smaller populations and therefore fewer resources to fight against these corporate aviation interests. 

Australia needs better regulation of the aviation sector, particularly as it relates to the impacts on communities from airports and flight paths. However, there are also immediate steps that can be taken with existing powers and legislation.

The following should be implemented:

· Reform Airservices Australia and install new leadership that takes the issue seriously and that has the required expertise 
· Ban Airservices Australia from outsourcing compliance assessments of flight path impacts to airports and airport corporations, requiring this work to be done by independent third parties
· [bookmark: _Toc163145826]Abolish and replace ANEF noise contour maps and forecasts, replacing them with N65 and N60 contours as per the recommendations in the Australian Government’s own guidelines of the National Airports Safeguarding Framework 2016
· A Ministerial Direction to redesign Brisbane’s airspace to rectify its current concentration of noise
· Abolish sham community engagement fora, Brisbane Airport Community Aviation Consultation Group (BACACG) and Brisbane Airport and the Brisbane Airport Community Airspace Advisory Board (AAB), and establish an independent, permanent and fully funded Brisbane Airport Community Forum
· Immediately install a total movement cap (airport capacity declaration) and night-time curfew in Brisbane, like our southern neighbours in Gold Coast and Sydney enjoy
· Develop a Long-Term Operating Plan for Brisbane
· Reinstate SODPROPS 24/7 in Brisbane
· Collect Aircraft Noise Levies as provided for under the Aircraft Noise Levy Act 1995 to compensate those negatively impacted by aircraft noise in Brisbane.

Thank you for the opportunity to make my submission to the impact and mitigation of aircraft noise inquiry. Please feel free to contact me should you wish to discuss my submission further.

Sincerely,

INSERT NAME
SUBURB
EMAIL
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