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New 1331 Runway 
Runway orientation 

• 31 (312 magnetic) NW

• 13 (132 magnetic) SE 

Northeast corner of 

Mudjimba under the

flightpath to Runway 31.



Flightpaths to 
the 1331 
Runway (Red) 
and the old 
1230 Runway 
(Yellow)



What are Mudjimba residents concerned 
about?

1. Low flying helicopters 

2. Low flying light aircraft 

3. Late night flights disturbing sleep



What do these nuisance 
flights over Mudjimba look 
like?

1. Low flying helicopters 



What do these nuisance flights over Mudjimba look 
like?

2. Low flying light aircraft 

Circuits – note the short 
cut over Mudjimba



What do these nuisance flights 
over Mudjimba look like?

Take-off from Runway 13 

drifts west of Kawanna St

2. Low flying light aircraft 



Are these concerns real?  

MRA analyzed ASA’s WebTrak flight histories at SCA for 2 weeks in July and August 
We identified the proportion of flights that flew over Mudjimba, west of Kawanna St.

When the wind blew from the south, and aircraft predominantly used runway 13;
1. 32% of departures from 13 (and arrivals on 31) flew over Mudjimba
2. 68% of these flights over Mudjimba were below 1000ft
3. 24% of these flights over Mudjimba were helicopters
4. 17% of all Helicopter flights flew over Mudjimba 

When the wind blew from the north, and aircraft predominantly used runway 31;
1. 69% of arrivals on 31 (and departures from 13) flew over Mudjimba
2. 81% of these flights over Mudjimba were below 1000ft
3. 25% of these flights over Mudjimba were helicopters
4. 36% of all Helicopter flights flew over Mudjimba 



Can these nuisance flights over Mudjimba be eliminated?
1. Low flying helicopters 
(generally emergency services helicopters returning to base at SCA)

Helicopters don’t need to align with a runway, but they do prefer to 

terminate the flight descending into the wind.

There are flightpaths along the alignment of the 1836 runway (the 

abandoned north-south runway), over Twin Waters Golf Course and the 

Conservation Area to the south, or north to Marcoola.

Some helicopters do currently use these routes. All helicopters should be 

encouraged to use these flightpaths to avoid overflying Mudjimba.





Can these nuisance flights over Mudjimba be eliminated?
2.  Low flying, light aircraft 

(generally single engine, fixed wing flights doing circuits, not always locals)

On departure from 13, the smaller fixed wing aircraft are turning right onto 

a circuit (or towards their destination) as soon as they are in stable flight. 

These aircraft should be required to maintain the runway’s SE heading 
until crossing the coastline (they could then turn right over the 

conservation area to the south of Mudjimba). 

On approach to 31, the same rule can apply, aircraft should be required to 
be established on “final” approach to 31, before crossing the coastline.



Circuits can be 
flown without 
passing over 
Mudjimba



Can these nuisance flights over Mudjimba be eliminated?
3. Late night flights

(currently COVID flights returning sporting teams to quarantine at Twin 

Waters Resort and Noosa )

The SCAPL advise that there is no curfew at this SCA and it will operate 

24/7. (It will be very difficult to get a curfew imposed at SCA)

However, these late-night flights are disturbing the sleep of Mudjimba 

residents. The Noise Abatement Procedure (NAP) should be used to 
reduce the exposure of Mudjimba residents to this nuisance.





Broome (WA) Airport Noise Abatement Procedures 

Broome Airport is a good example of how restrictions can be placed on 
aircraft when the Airport and authorities (ASA/ATC) work with the 
community. 

!Broome has a comprehensive Fly Neighbourly Policy fully supported by the 
Airport and its operators.

!Broome has very stringent Noise Abatement Procedures (imposed by ASA). 

! The population of Broome is somewhere around 14,000 people





Mudjimba, compared to Broome

• The population of the North Shore (Mudjimba, Pacific 
Paradise and Twin Waters) is about 12,000.

• We have no current Fly Neighbourly Policy in place.

• The Noise Abatement Procedures (NAP) written for the new 
runway at SCA provide little protection to the Mudjimba 
community. 

• We will express our concerns to ASA (PIR) and seek to revise 
the NAP, as a united community.    





The current SCA NAP does little for Mudjimba



A revised NAP for 
the SCA,  dated 5 
November is not 

enough
“At major airports 
Airservices consults 
with community 
forums on the terms 
of reference for NAP 
reviews”



Who is responsible?
The residents of Mudjimba have been very patient. We have waited for the 
runway to open and operate, and assess its impact on our community. 

That impact is clearly unacceptable and unfair on this community.

Australian Airports fall under the direction of the Federal Government. 
The Federal Government, through its regulator, CASA, and Airservices 
Australia, must take responsibility, not only for the risk to public safety, but 
also for the disruption to people’s lives created by this ineffective NAP.

Airservices Australia, at the request of the Aircraft Noise Ombudsman, are 
now conducting a Post Implementation Review (PIR) of its flightpath 
design for the SCA (which includes the NAP).

The NAP must be revised, and enforced, by Airservices Australia, to 
protect our community from unsafe and disturbing flying practice.  



Mudjimba must complain to ASA about the noise.
1. You will need to record; the Time and the Date of the flight. 
2. Log onto    www.airservicesaustralia.com;      go to “Aircraft Noise” then “WebTrak” and 

launch WebTrak for the “Sunshine Coast”.
3. Go to “History”, bottom left hand corner of the page.
4. Set the Date and Time a few minutes before the event happened. Monitor the map (you 

can speed up elapsed time by clicking on the “1x” box at the bottom). 
5. Your offending aircraft should appear. Left click on the plane symbol and it will reveal a 

blue box with Flight ID, Aircraft Type, Origin and Altitude (if its is going to fast for you, 
pause it and reset the elapsed time speed).

6. Now you can make your complaint. In the box attached to the plane, left click on the left 
blue cloud to “Report Aircraft”. The page to formulate your complaint will be generated 
for you to complete and submit. 

7. ASA will email a copy of your complaint to you. 

“WebTrak” provides a map of the SCA area which lags real time by about 30mins 
(so its best to access it at least an hour, or so, after the noise event). 

“WebTrak” holds data in the public domain for 4 months, so there is no need to rush. 









Fly Neighbourly and Airmanship

This is something we, as a community, 
need to discuss with the airport (SCAPL), 
Air Traffic Control (ATC) and the General 

Aviation operators.  



Summary
1. Establish a dialogue with local GA operators (e.g Lifeflight, Emergency Services, Flying School).

2. SCAPL and Council to expand the Community Aviation Forum to include the local GA operators.

3. Submit to the PIR to establish a new NAP to include;

I. Reverse the Preferred Runway to the northern end of the airport, not over Mudjimba
II. Direct departures from 13 to remain on the runway heading until passing the coastline
III. Directs arrivals to 31 to establish “final” on the runway alignment prior to passing the coast
IV. All departures on 13 to use the full runway length to maximise altitude over Mudjimba.
V. Permit departures on 13 to turn left to 090 on achieving stable flight above 1500 ft altitude

The Mudjimba community must express their concerns . 
Continue to submit complaints regarding unacceptable aircraft noise impacts to 
Airservices Australia; cc. Ted O’Brien, Fiona Simpson, Jason O’Pray and SCAPL.


