
 

 
Aircraft Noise Community Update ς 26 March 2010 

 

Background:  
 

Many residents from Kareela and nearby suburbs (Sylvania, Jannali, Miranda, Gymea Bay 
and Grays Point) have contacted me in the last 12 months to register their opposition to the 
increase in aircraft noise over their homes during the last two years.  During this period 
there has been a definite increase in aircraft traffic and concentration of planes across the 
flight path.  
 
The increase in concentration has occurred at the same time as Sydney Airport was required 
to conduct a mandatory safety upgrade to the east-west runway known as the RESA project.  
This has forced the full and then partial closure of the east-west runway and severely limited 
the availability of noise sharing modes for off-peak periods.  The RESA project will be 
completed at the end of the month and although there may be some improvement for Shire 
residents, Airservices Australia will not confirm that flights over Kareela will return to 
normal.   
 
Air Traffic Control at Sydney Airport utilise a number of standard arrival routes (called 
STARs) to manage aircraft movements through the airspace around Sydney.  When aircraft 
are required to land from the south on the main north-south runway, the standard flight 
path sees flights from the north flying over Hornsby, Lane Cove, Drummoyne, Bexley and 
then over the Sutherland Shire generally at an altitude of about 6,000 feet.  These flights 
then fly over the Royal National Park before turning north over the Pacific Ocean and over 
Botany Bay where they line up for final approach towards the runway.   This arrival route is 
known as Boree Four.   
 

The increased concentration of aircraft movements over the Sutherland Shire is illustrated 
by the maps in this update that reveal there is now a narrow flight path from northern 
Sydney to the west of the airport that tracks over the Sutherland Shire.  These flights then 
head over the Royal National Park where they descend for final approach to the runway 
near Botany Bay.    
 
Airservices Australia have confirmed to me that aircraft arrivals using this flight path had 
increased from 2.8% of total arrivals to 7.8% of total arrivals in just a 12 month period.   
Although the runway upgrade was a contributing factor to the problem Shire residents were 
ŜȄǇŜǊƛŜƴŎƛƴƎΣ L ŎƻǳƭŘ ƴƻǘ ƎŜǘ ŀƴȅ ƎǳŀǊŀƴǘŜŜ ǘƘŀǘ ǘƘŜ ƴƻƛǎŜ ǿƻǳƭŘ ǊŜǘǳǊƴ ǘƻ ΨƴƻǊƳŀƭΩ ƭŜǾŜƭǎ 
when the runway operations were completed.      
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This flight path has been more frequently used outside the peak period, such as early mornings and 
during the evening because the other noise sharing options, such as the east-west runway, have not 
been available.  Many residents have been woken by Boeing 747 and Airbus A330 aircraft flying over 
their homes as early as 5.30 am.  These early morning international arrivals have a special curfew 
exemption that allows them to land at the airport provided they land over Botany Bay.       
 
 

Key Actions to date:  
 

 After many Kareela residents raised this issue with me I sought to understand the nature of the 
flight path that was affecting Shire residents and reasons for these aircraft movements.  Much of 
this information was provided to me by the Aviation Community Advocate, a position that was 
created by the previous government, but recently axed by the current government. 
 

 I referred a number of these noise complaints to Airservices Australia, who are responsible for air 
traffic control and the management of aircraft noise.  The response Airservices provided did not 
adequately address the concerns of Shire residents and did not explain the technical reasons for 
the increasingly concentrated flight path.    

 

 The aircraft noise issue affecting residents of the Sutherland Shire was reported by both the 
Sydney Morning Herald and in the St George and Sutherland Shire Leader on 17 September.  
Airservices Australia claimed that because the aircraft were flying at a high altitude it did not 
constitute the establishment of a new flight path. 

 


