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Submission on Sunshine Coast Airport Masterplan 
Introduction 
OSCAR welcomes the opportunity to respond to the Sunshine Coast Airport Master Plan (SCAMP).  OSCAR 
appreciates the need for a Master Plan to guide possible future activities on the site and place all activities 
in context. 

We also acknowledge the work undertaken by the airport to be the first “carbon neutral” airport in 
Australia and encourage the continuation of this initiative. We note however that the EIS states that by 
2040 the aircraft green-house gas emissions will be seven times the 2010-2011 levels. We question 
whether this has been taken into account in the “carbon neutral” aspiration. 

We also support other sustainability initiatives in place and/or proposed for the airport.  These include: 
energy use and potential of renewable energy through a solar energy solar array; water collection and use 
in appropriate areas within the airport; and the current and proposed future provision for Public Transport 
to and from the airport. Potential future projects (p12), including use of electric vehicles, LED airport 
lighting and total water cycle management are welcomed. 

We would urge the retention of the existing Translink Route 622 (Noosa Junction to Maroochydore) which 
currently services the airport on an hourly basis. The patronage of this service is relatively low due to a very 
indirect route (which makes it a time-consuming transport option albeit a very economical one), the low 
frequency of the service and the fact travel from south of Maroochydore requires use of additional services 
(which makes travelling to Brisbane airport even more attractive to people living near to, or in, Caloundra 
or in the high population growth centres south of Caloundra. While it may be outside the scope of the 
Masterplan, airport management should be working with the Council and the State Government to ensure 
a direct, high frequency public transport option is provided between Caloundra South and Noosa. Route 
777 on the Gold Coast provides a good example of what would be needed on the Sunshine Coast if the 
mode shift to public transport to and from the airport is to be achieved in the interim before a mass transit 
solution to the airport (light rail or alternate technology) arrives. 

OSCAR acknowledges the role SCAPL has identified for the airport contribution to the regional economy of 
the Sunshine Coast (p24) but wants to ensure that in developing this vision that SCAPL applies the 
quadruple sustainability indicators of environment, economic, social and cultural in its decision-making and 
actions. 

OSCAR encourages the airport management to ensure into the future that only potable water requirements 
are met from Unity Water supplies and that all other water requirements are met from onsite water 
storage or use of recycled water. 

OSCAR is responding in its own right as a peak body for Sunshine Coast and Noosa LG area member 
Resident groups.  

OSCAR also endorses in full the combined submission re the SCAMP made by member groups Marcoola 
Community Group and Seaside Shores Community Association Inc. OSCAR also supports the submission 
made the Sunshine Coast Environment Council, the peak environment group on the Sunshine Coast. We 
would like to acknowledge their input into our submission. 

Overall critique of the SCAMP 
OSCAR suggests that the SCAMP document is an aspirational or conceptual document, not a plan on which 
development decisions can or should be made.  There is no supporting evidence or research underpinning 
the possibilities raised in the SCAMP, documented with the plan. Consequently we are unable to determine 
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the positive and/or negative impacts of elements of the plan on either the environment, the community or 
the economics of the Plan.  

Fundamental constraints, such as the surrounding environment including national parks, flood prone land 
and traffic patterns have not been adequately considered, nor how general aviation and freight will co-exist 
harmoniously with large-bodied commercial passenger flights. 

The Master Plan includes justification for the closing of the existing runway. It is interesting that this was 
not identified earlier as part of the EIS process. 

There is also concern in relation to the consultation or lack thereof with existing tenants of the airport, 
particularly in relation to general aviation, who feel they and their concerns are being neglected. 

We would also suggest to the editors of the Plan that they ensure in any future documents that ALL 
mapping conventions are used, including scale. Not one map within the plan has a scale included. This 
renders the plan almost useless in determining distances and associated impacts and relations with other 
mapped sources, for example distances and exact locations of the various precincts, air services 
identification of extent of flight paths impact and the impact on residential areas of the northern precinct. 

It also appears that aspects of the masterplan are inconsistent with the EIS and conditions of consent 
undertaken for the airport extension and at times would appear to ignore such. Any additional proposed 
development of the site has not been considered during the EIS process for environmental, as well as social 
impacts. The northern and western precincts, while noting adjacent environmental areas, and existing 
developments, are major changes from the EIS. Other precincts will also have impacts. 

The draft Master Plan refers to Environmental Plans and continuing to implement the EIS conditions. These 
statements are important, but are difficult to challenge or support until details are released.  

A key focus for supporting documentation, which is currently not available, should be to identify the 
difference to the EIS extent of development, and to attempt to highlight any environmental (and other) 
consequences, rather than just stating compliance. The EIS can be varied, but only if the effects of change 
are proven to be minimal. 

The SCAMP proposes extensive increase in “hard stand” coverage across the airport site increasing the area 
of impervious surfaces, and consequent increase in run-off with no discussion of the impact of this on 
flooding and flood mitigation drains servicing Marcoola residents’ properties. 

Precinct specific issues 
The Northern precinct refer Ch. 6 Land Use Plan (p94) 

The Draft Master Plan addresses the need for freight facilities to be developed at the Airport to offer 
an alternative means of distributing high-value, low volume exports both domestically and 
internationally. The Draft Master Plan has identified a suitable on-Airport location for this to 
integrate with airfield infrastructure and operations (p26). 

The development of the Airport North Precinct is intended to build economic supply chains that 
complement other on-Airport commercial activities where possible. The Airport North Precinct will 
deliver economic benefits through the development of freight, logistics and light industrial capacity, 
as well as other commercial and public domain development (p28). 

OSCAR opposes the development proposal contained in the Airport Master Plan 2040 for the Northern 
Precinct on the basis that it is an inappropriate development of an Industrial Estate of 28 hectares so close 
to residential and tourism areas. Our concerns relate to Flooding, Traffic, Zoning and Environmental 
Approvals as per the recently completed EIS. 

The lack of documentation and business case supporting the proposal does not engender confidence in the 
process. We are also very concerned re the listing of possible activities on this site as listed on Fig6.4 
Airport North precinct land/use activities table (p94) and the text immediately prior to the table: 

Landuses/activities within this precinct may include but are not limited to the following: (p94). 

The terminology used potentially opens the possibility of seeking planning scheme amendments from 
Community Facilities to light industrial and residential or both. OSCAR is opposed to making amendments 
to the Planning Scheme unless urgent need is demonstrated. At this point no need has been demonstrated 
for this precinct. 
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OSCAR would support local businesses using the airport for freight. However, without a well-researched, 
published Business Case, there is no evidence to indicate whether the freight for which the Northern 
precinct and other precincts plans to accommodate will in fact eventuate.  Published research indicates 
that Newcastle airport is a similar size as the Sunshine Coast airport, with 1.25 million passengers per year, 
and also a similar distance to Sydney as Sunshine Coast airport is to Brisbane.  It would be imagined that 
with the fertile areas around Newcastle airport, wine production, cheese, etc. the actual freight tonnage 
that Newcastle airport carries would be considerable. However published information reports only 100 
tonnes annually leaves the Newcastle airport.  Newcastle airport supply a raft of figures while the Sunshine 
Coast airport does not supply any.  

The relevant facts are that at present any freight at the Sunshine Coast airport is carried in the belly of RPT 
aircraft.  The freight component on these aircraft excluding traveller baggage is limited to 2 kilos per 
passenger.  Where there is dedicated airfreight operations such as Sydney or Melbourne this rises to 8 or 9 
kilos per passenger but, there is no suggestion in the airport plan that dedicated freight aircraft will use the 
facility.  Newcastle's reality is that with the volume of traffic through Sydney airport all the local Newcastle 
freight operations use Sydney airport with its vast international network.  

Nowhere in the master plan is this issue discussed nor any suggestion of how much freight could be carried 
in the future which begs the question why have a dedicated substantial freight terminal in the northern 
precinct and if a freight precinct were necessary it would need to be as near to the airside operations as 
possible where the small freight operation is at present - the western side of the terminal. 

It is also our understanding that SCA have continued to state that there will be NO dedicated freight flights 
out of the airport. If so, why is there a need for the Northern precinct. 

Page 9 of the Master Plan states: 

Following the approval of the Draft Master Plan by Sunshine Coast Council, SCAPL may seek 
amendments to the planning scheme to improve certainty for stakeholders and users of the Airport; 
to support Sunshine Coast Council’s enforcement of safeguarding procedures; and facilitate 
effective implementation of the Master Plan. 

OSCAR would support an amendment to support SCRC enforcement of safeguarding procedures, but would 
not support any amendment that related to the Northern precinct unless all information as requested by 
OSCAR at the conclusion of this submission is publicly provided. 

Our opposition to this Proposal is supported as follows and references a number of reports related to the 
airport. 

Flooding: Referring to the Sunshine Coast Airport Area Structure Plan Study Report for the Maroochy 
Shire Council June 1998 4.4 Flooding p28: 

Where Numerical modelling by Max Winders and Associates indicated that the 1992 flood event was 
roughly equivalent to a 100 year Average Recurrence (ARI) event.  

And: “Nearly all land within the Primary Study Area to the north, west and south of the Airport is at a 
height of less than 2.5 metres and is therefore flood prone.” 

The Winders report made recommendations for the Primary Study area: 

 “For Industrial development no development should occur on land below the level of the 100 year ARI flood 
event.” 

With reference to the Environmental Impact Statement Sunshine Coast Airport Expansion Project B5 
Flooding B5 -132 Figure 5 Existing drainage at Sunshine Coast Airport and receiving waters. 

The proposed Northern Precinct is sited on or near to the 2 major drains taking flood water away from the 
local Communities.  

In relation to the wide drain running parallel to the present runway, the community of Marcoola and Town 
of Seaside and OSCAR member groups need to know what will happen to that major floodway if the 
Northern precinct is delivered. This drain is some 4 metres deep and 8/10 metres wide. What will be the 
impact of having it filled or covered with infrastructure? The impact on local communities should these 
drains be reduced in efficacy recognising that flood waters spread north would be catastrophic for Town of 
Seaside, Marcoola and surrounding environments. 
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No details are provided as to how floodwater is proposed to be drained from this location in the event of a 
flood event. 

With reference to the updated EIS – Bund Wall Requirements to protect Marcoola from Flood Events. 

The EIS flood review conducted after the moving of the runway resulted in a higher impact on our 
communities than the original EIS. 

As a result of higher flood levels predicted a bund wall is currently under construction along the northern 
drain to the west of David Low Way to protect Marcoola from flood events. 

This has been stated as being effective as protection only until 2050. 

We would expect a further EIS to be conducted related to this development over the 28 hectares directly 
over the flood plain to the south of the bund wall as this would be expected to significantly increase the 
flood level threat to local communities. 

Transport and traffic 
Page 106 of the Master Plan document states: 

In the future, realignment of David Low Way between the intersection at Turtle beach and north of 
Petrie Ave would open up the airport Northern precinct to enable improved economic outcomes for 
the area. 

A new intersection will be required on David Low Way to provide access into the precinct. This will 
provide a heavy connection into the precinct and would be located close to the point where the 
airport’s boundary meets David Low Way. The proposed design configures dual lanes on DLW to the 
north and south of the new intersection (p106). 

This means that heavy transport access along David Low Way. This would necessitate heavy transport 
travelling either through the tourist precinct of Marcoola including through a very tight roundabouts or 
travelling the length of David Low Way from Coolum Beach, via either Beach Road through a tight T-section 
or South Coolum Road through residential areas. Both of these options have significant adverse impacts. In 
fact such a proposal is mind-boggling! It would be totally inappropriate, an amenity issue (noise and 
pollution) and a safety issue for heavy haulage vehicles to be traversing a tourist and residential area such 
as Marcoola.  

No traffic data has been supplied apart from the growth of traffic into the airport precinct traffic which is 
estimated to be 9000 per day by 2040 (p104).  No forecasts on heavy vehicle traffic impacts have been 
supplied re David Low Way accessing the Northern precinct or the ability of the road network to 
accommodate heavy traffic. The issue of authorised use, approvals, costings and responsibility for funding 
have not been considered in the Master Plan. 

Airport West Precinct (as per SCEC submission) 
The Airport West Precinct proposes multiple uses including commercial "once the flooding issue is 
addressed". This entire precinct is subject to 1% AEP flood mapping, and is less than 5 m AHD. It is not at all 
clear how SCAPL intend to "address the flooding issue"? More filling of the floodplain is not appropriate 
under this policy, particularly west and north parts of the precinct. Furthermore, it is a concern that 
"development" of this precinct, including the provision of roads and buildings, will impact on and fragment 
the remnant vegetation around the western end of the runway, thus limiting fauna movement between the 
sections of Mt Coolum National Park. 

It is noted that a new access from the Motorway is proposed to service this area and also enable a road 
south of the general aviation area (Aerospace Precinct) into the terminal/parking precinct. As illustrated, 
the egress from and access to the Motorway would require revocation of national park land, which should 
be unacceptable as it further reduces the southern section's size and viability. The proposed road also 
bisects the “wildlife corridor”. 

There appears to be a rail corridor through the southern section of Mt Coolum National Park into the 
terminal area, further impacting on this vulnerable section and its biodiversity. An on-ground route 
(possibly not feasible due to the swampy nature of the terrain) would require revocation of part of the 
park, which should be unacceptable, as it further fragments the “island” of vegetation. 
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OSCAR recommendations re the SCAMP 
1 Given the lack of evidence to support the proposals made in the draft plan that SCAPL seek an 

extension of time for submitting the AMP to SCRC to allow the underlying evidence to be supplied.  
2 If however the October timeline (page 9) to deliver to council is unable to be extended, then both the 

northern and western precincts should be deleted until the required reports are completed as per 
point 3 and detailed discussion with the local communities and environmental experts. 

3 That a detailed review be undertaken of the northern and western precincts in relation to the proposal 
for varying degrees of commercial development at both sites. This includes development of a detailed 
business case for the activities suggested in this precinct. These proposals also introduce major 
changes to the EIS assumptions for use, during their construction phase and subsequent developed 
phase. There are major changes that are outside of the approved EIS that should not be allowed unless 
a comprehensive reassessment of impacts is done, and released for public comment. 

4 That SCAPL consider relocating the freight related activities from the northern precinct to the Gateway 
precinct and removing the short term accommodation from the Master Plan. There are currently 2 
motels, Ramada hotel and apartments on David Low Way Marcoola, with another hotel proposed as 
part of The Shores project. There are many apartments for longer stays also along David Low Way, 
Marcoola. There is also the proposed Holiday Inn hotel in the Maroochydore CBD project. Surely it 
would be better to encourage visitors to stay for longer times in the district at the 6 existing beach 
front premises. Analysis of the Gateway Precinct identifies that there are some other designated 
activities in this precinct that could be reduced, reconfigured and/or relocated. For example, relocate 
rental bay storage and wash down areas, staff and tenant parking, reduce at grade parking and 
perhaps construct a 2-3 storey multi-deck car park. There is a light industrial area to the immediate 
west of the airport which could also service (as it does already) the airport. 

5 That detailed reports be completed and available for public response in relation to the following 
issues: 

a. The impact of the massive increase in impervious surfaces planned, on runoff, the water table 
on and around the site and potential flooding for the Marcoola community. 

b. That the community be informed of the height and amount of any fill to be used to construct 
the proposed precincts and built infrastructure. 

c. How the amount of fill required for the whole airport expansion, incl. runway, precinct 
development and built infrastructure does/does not impede residents having “priority right to 
fill”. 

6 That business cases be developed re the viability environmentally and economically for the other 
precincts.  It is important for SCAPL to remember that although it is a private company, the airport is a 
community asset, with the runway extension being funded by loans for which the SCRC and hence 
ratepayers and residents will be paying. 

7 That SCAPL demonstrate genuine engagement with current general aviation tenants relating to their 
future participation in the operations of the airport. 

8 That there should be a full flood modelling exercise undertaken including the proposed components of 
the masterplan; the new runway 13/31, the cumulative impact of the airport developments and The 
Shores residential and commercial development on David Low Way; and the impact of the additional 
water flows through the Twin Waters West site development. State government mapping shown as 
part of the Coastal Hazard Adaptation Strategy (CHAS) clearly shows the extent of the floodplain from 
Mt Coolum to the Maroochy River, east to the Coast and west beyond the Motorway. 

9 That the flood modelling and fill requirements be verified by an independent, experience and 
respected company.  

10 That SCAPL indicate which entity, SCRC and/or Palisade will be responsible for the funding of the 
Master Plan components. 

11 The Master Plan states “Sunshine Coast Airport encourages any concerns regarding noise at the airport 
to be raised with Air Services Australia’s Noise Complaint Information Service directly”. When asked 
about this by members of OSCAR, Air Services have responded as follows: 
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Please direct your queries on Airport curfews and the future airport growth to the Sunshine Coast 
Airport. Sunshine Coast Airport currently have their Master Plan 2040 out for community 
consultation” 

This indicates to us that neither organisation is accepting responsibility for decisions relating to a night 
curfew and we would like some certainty about the SCA’s position on a night curfew. We believe 
consideration must be given to a reasonable curfew for the airport. We understand the economic 
factors relating to the operation of the airport but believe community amenity and interests must also 
be taken into account. 

Conclusion 
OSCAR recognises the potential that the expanded airport might offer the Sunshine Coast Regional Council 
(SCRC), Economic Development Strategy, the community, the State and Palisades, the managing company. 
OSCAR acknowledges as outlined in the Airport Master Plan (p6) that the Current SEQ Regional Plan 2017 
Shaping SEQ: 

Identifies Sunshine Coast Airport as “enabling infrastructure” within the Northern Gateway Regional 
Economic Cluster.  

The Master plan continues (p6): 

This underscores the pivotal role of the airport in supporting economic development on the Sunshine 
Coast now and into the future. With this in mind the Draft Master Plan, SCAPL is positioning the 
Airport to continue empowering the region to develop to its fullest potential. 

However, OSCAR believes in the “precautionary “principle being applied, which means that solid and 
supported evidence should be identified, researched, developed and made publicly available. OSCAR also 
firmly believes that the sustainability pillars (environment, economic, social and cultural) are part of any 
development at the airport. We acknowledge the sustainability measures outlined in the Master Plan and 
compliment SCAPL on these. We would also encourage SCAPL to go further in this area. We also 
acknowledge the relationship developed with the Traditional Owners, the Kabi Kabi First Nation People.  

However, we are concerned that other environmental, and social issues have not been adequately 
addressed and/or are not well informed and OSCAR hopes that SCAPL will accept in good faith the 
recommendations made in this submission. 


