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2()23 Planned future capac:ty of
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gers a year. Since it will take many
years to construct the new airport,

Sydney face an even noisier future,
The new airport would create a com-

ern Sydney. No doubt protests would
be even more voluble than they are at
present. There is only one way to
divert aircraft from overflights of
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Bl;c J\rllountains. This is admitted by
the Department of Transport and

in May last year that “maximum use
would be made of airspace to the

from Badgerys, the planes would not
be far above them.

The Colong Foundation brought
this threat to the amenity of the Blue

the then Minister for Transport, The
Hon. Laurie Brereton, three years ago.

Parliamentary Secretary forTl_'ahsport,

We m.idc a subrmsmon m thc NSW
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ing the Heritage Act of 1974 rcqu:re-

consider all prudent and reasonable
alternatives before undertaking an

National Estate. The Committee’s
report on State Infrastructure

Requirements for Sydney West Alrport

(“ o!ong Bu!!erm 167, March 1098
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The Committee also recommended

established at three points in the
parks, 35, 45 and 55 kms from SWA,

negotiations with the
Commonwealth Government which
acoustic environment in National
Parks and would lead to the develop-
ment of specific guidelines in
Austraha for momtormg and minimis-
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would result in Air Services Australia
being instructed to develop flight cor-

National Parks in the Sydney rcgic'm‘
The ten preliminary flight paths
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tions. The flight paths fall short of
Parramatta, Blacktown, Fairfield,
Liverpool ~ Campbelitown  and
Camden (but not Penrith). They

before the other mountain towns,
though they will not be far above

thc range. All d1agrams mdxcate ng-nt
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ling was not undertaken for the
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many would be affected.
locating the airport at Badgerys
Creek. It does however provide a

Goulburn, which could be reached in
45 minutes by very fast train, as com-
pared with the ELS. estimate of 74

CMET Anditar’s Rennrt nn the draft

kept open 27 options for Badgerys). It
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On January 2‘7th Pam Allan,

announced that the State
Government had called” on the
drop Badgerys Creek as an airport
option. The immediate cause of this
pollution days on record in the past
decade. The Minister said that if the
Howard Government were to build a
24 hour operating Sydney airport in

shn Curdinasr TDacie anlliatina lawvele
such as Los Angeles and Mexico. Over
300 schools would be affected. The

noise pollution nightmares of
Kingsford Smith Airport was by siting
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train. The NPWS was quotcd as fol-
lows:

“The proposed Badgerys Creek air-
port would result in potentially

visual impacts on NPWS reserves
which provide for recreational, edu-

includes Blue - Mountains
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Recreation Area, Kanangra Boyd
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A:.sessmem Area and the proposed
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“Such impacts have the potential
to significantly detract from the recre-

a key purpose of which is to provide

...continued on page 4
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Dam, ensuring dam safety without
substantial environmental impacts.
The decision honours  the
Government’s  commitment  to
address dam safety and flood manage-
the storage capacity of the dam.

The spillway is five times cheaper
than the alternative solution of rais-
ing the dam wall and will preserve
the biodiversity of the wilderness

the new spillway on the eastern
side of the dam will not increase

ensuring dam safety avoids the
harmful effects to national parks
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those keen on more residential devel-
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spillway EIS were overwhelmingly in

The dam raising proposal was esti-
mated to cost $280 million (but
would have cost more than $500 mil-
lion as dam construction invariably
runs over budget). The money saved

on hospitals, schools and improved
flood management for the people of
Western Sydney.

The dam wall raising EIS back-
ground studies revealed that up to

become available in low-lying areas if
the dam wall was raised.The wall rais-

as confirmed by Cr Rex Stubbs,
Chairman of DAMIT. He anticipates an

additinaal 18N NN recidente An the

tection gain from the mitigation dam.

awareness arising from the belief that

P N IR | R R PR S ey Y

‘The 186/ [100d Nas DEEN Usea as a
bench mark for assessing options for
flood mitigation.There is, however, no

-

Reference to the 1867 flood is mis

ed on the Cordeaux, Cataract, Avon,
Nepean and Warragamba rivers limit
flooding.

Even if the dam wall was raised it
would not stop the floods on the

Nepean River catchment or the giant
tsunamis up to 100 metres tall that
would have covered the
Hawkesbury-Nepean  floodplain.
Professors Bryant and Young, in a

‘'waves have occurred at least six

times in the last eight thousand years.

most recent one was to strike
Sydney, it would cause massive dam-

and the Hawkesbury-
Nenean River

the proposal was not
put on public display. A
second proposal for rais-
ing the dam wall by 23

flood management. The
EIS for the spillway was \ﬂ
then released in K
November 1996. A
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work by the pro-dam

vy

warragampa Lam
Auxilliary Spillway

age (SMH, 19/2/96).
Protection from: tidal

the future.

Opting for the spill-
way means that the flow
down the Hawkesbury-

urban development will
remain contained by cur-
rent flood planning lev-
cls and the southern Blue
AVIVIULILANLLD
areas remain safe from
flood inundation. | ]
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raising lobby backed by
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bush, unlike the rest of us ordinary people.” | |into and through the parks and
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