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Feedback & rationale continued •is not a fair and equitable distribution of noise impact,
•does not recognise the context-specific impact of noise on our community.
Existing impacts on Dunalley
Dunalley is a small, rural coastal community located a significant distance from Hobart Airport. Aircraft noise in this landscape is highly intrusive, persistent, and out of place.
Aircraft are clearly audible inside homes with windows closed, and there is no practical way for residents to avoid exposure. This level of impact is not occasional or incidental. It represents a sustained environmental burden.
Airservices’ principles recognise that the acceptability of aircraft noise depends heavily on the surrounding sound environment. In a quiet rural community, even relatively infrequent overflights can have a disproportionate impact.
This context has not been adequately reflected in Recommendation 4.
Mischaracterisation of “vacant land” and noise minimisation
Recommendation 4 relies in part on the assertion that the proposed flight path is located over “primarily vacant land between Connellys Marsh and Primrose Sands,” thereby reducing impact.
This approach conflicts with Airservices’ principle that noise management should consider actual impact, not merely population density.
So-called “vacant land” in this region includes:
•landscapes with high biodiversity, cultural and heritage value
•native forests, wetlands, coastline, and nationally protected conservation reserve areas

Feedback & rationale continued •working farms and rural properties
The absence of dense housing does not mean the absence of impact. Noise exposure in these areas still affects:
•residents living nearby
•wildlife and ecological systems
•tourism, recreation, and cultural uses
Treating lightly populated land as suitable for increased aircraft noise undermines both environmental protection and long-term land stewardship.
Noise as an environmental pollutant
Airservices’ noise management framework acknowledges that aircraft noise is an environmental issue, not merely an operational one.
Noise is recognised by the World Health Organisation as a major environmental pollutant, with demonstrated impacts on:
•physical and mental health
•stress and sleep disturbance
•wildlife behaviour, communication, and breeding
On our property in Dunalley alone, more than 5,000 hectares of native forests, wetlands, grasslands and coastline are actively managed, including over 2,000 hectares of nationally protected conservation reserves. These landscapes support rare and 
endangered species and habitats, many listed under the National Environment Protection and Biodiversity Conservation Act, including:
•Tasmania’s largest known wild population of disease-free Tasmanian devils
•endangered swift parrots
•breeding sea eagles and wedge-tailed eagles
•more than 120 bird species and numerous native mammals

Feedback & rationale continued The new flight path proposed by Recommendation 4 will fly directly over approximately 1,000 hectares of Nationally Protected Nature Conservation Reserves, impacting these areas of nationally recognised environmental significance.
Airservices’ principle of minimising environmental impact requires that noise effects on ecosystems be considered, even where human settlement is sparse. Recommendation 4 does not adequately address this, increasing the stress and impact on the 
natural environment.
“Noise sharing” and equity
Airservices’ Noise Management Principles emphasise fairness and equity in the distribution of aircraft noise.
Recently, a Noise Abatement Procedure was introduced in order to share the noise of aircraft arrivals into Hobart. However, Recommendation 4 will move the current arrivals path 3 km eastwards, resulting in the two arrivals paths being located very close 
together. Combined with the departure path, this concentrates all aircraft noise over a small area.
This goes against Airservices Australia’s Noise Management Principle of “avoiding unnecessary concentration of noise over particular communities”.
Applying “noise sharing” in a way that disproportionately affects small, rural, and socially disadvantaged communities, is inconsistent with Airservices’ Noise Management Principles and is fundamentally unfair.
Communities close to airports reasonably expect aircraft noise, and make informed decisions accordingly. Remote rural communities such as Dunalley and Connellys Marsh do not.

Airservices FOI 05/26/27Recommendation 4 Preferred Design Option Community Feedback 
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Feedback & rationale continued Using complaint numbers or population density as a proxy for impact, disadvantages communities that:
•are small
•lack organisational capacity
•experience socioeconomic disadvantage
•have limited resources to engage in prolonged consultation processes
This risks shifting noise toward communities, such as Dunalley, with the least ability to respond, rather than those best placed to absorb impact.
Equitable noise management should protect vulnerable communities such as Dunalley and Connelly’s Marsh, not expose them to increased burden because they generate fewer submissions.
Cultural and heritage considerations
Airservices’ principles acknowledge that aircraft noise affects amenity and quality of life, not only health metrics.
Dunalley and its surrounds hold:
•deep Aboriginal cultural significance
•early convict and colonial farming heritage
•long-standing maritime and fishing traditions
•an ongoing rural and agricultural identity
The natural soundscape of this area is a core part of its cultural and social value.
Aircraft noise degrades:
•social interaction and community cohesion
•tourism, accommodation and hospitality activities
•ceremonies and celebrations, wellness activities, and cultural events
•the experience of public spaces intended for rest and connection

Feedback & rationale continued Noise that might be tolerated in urban environments causes far greater harm in quiet rural settings. This aligns directly with Airservices’ recognition that noise impacts are context-specific. Our soundscape must be protected, and Recommendation 4 
threatens that.
Social disadvantage and cumulative impact
Dunalley experiences significant socioeconomic disadvantage compared to state and national averages, including:
•lower median incomes than the Tasmanian and National median
•higher rates of chronic illness and disability
•poor educational outcomes with some of Tasmania’s, and Australia’s, lowest year 12 completion rates
•among Tasmania’s and Australia’s highest youth unemployment rates
•limited access to healthcare, public transport, and education
The community is also still recovering from the catastrophic 2013 bushfire, which destroyed hundreds of homes, along with businesses, employment opportunities, the local school, and essential infrastructure. Recovery has been prolonged and 
exhausting.
Airservices’ commitment to fairness requires that cumulative impacts be considered. Increasing aircraft noise over a community already facing social and economic challenges is inconsistent with this principle, and is fundamentally unfair. 
Recommendation 4 shifts noise toward communities, such as Dunalley and Connellys Marsh, that are vulnerable, with the least ability to engage and respond to this process.
Long-term responsibility
Once flight path decisions are finalised, Airservices Australia moves on. Affected communities do not.

Airservices FOI 05/26/27Recommendation 4 Preferred Design Option Community Feedback 
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