




Reasons For Our Objection 

After reviewing the planning application, it would appear that the applicant is not being transparent 
with the description of their intended use.  

Reasons for reaching this conclusion are as follows: 

• They intend to construct on-site is a twenty aircraft hangar to accommodate the applicant's 
aircraft and those of his friends at no charge - this is particularly generous I would have 
thought. If the applicant is charging them, then the use changes from private to commercial. 

• Why would the applicant construct a 20 aircraft hangar if you are only ever going to 
accommodate ten aeroplanes? There is clearly some aspects on the matter they are not 
revealing. 

• The applicant has documented that the airstrip will only have twenty flights in and out daily 
– this is a considerable number of flights in and out of a “hobby” airstrip. 

• The airstrip will be restricted to aircraft with two seats –does the applicant and their friends 
only have two seater aircraft? I would have thought aeroplanes are like cars everyone has 
different tastes. 

• Aircraft with two seats are typically used for training 
• The hours of operation make more sense as a training school than a hobby airstrip – if it was 

a private facility, why would you even suggest hours of use. 

 

Environmental Concerns: 

 

• My property and those property to the north and south of the airstrip connect in part with 
Westernport bay. This area is a RAMSAR site. The site consists of shallow intertidal mudflats, 
seagrass and fringing saltmarsh and mangrove habitats which support a large number of 
migratory shorebirds and other waterbirds, fish and marine invertebrates. Due to its marine 
nature, the site provides habitat year round and is an area of refuge for waterbirds during 
summer and drought. The site is listed is part of the Western Port Biosphere Reserve. 

• There also a number endangered birds that migrate between Tasmania and the proposed 
site that would be in danger with aircraft taking off and landing as well as endangering those 
in the aircraft with bird strikes 

• Under the EPBC Act there are requirements for approval of activities which have, or are 
likely to have a significant impact on the ecological character of a declared Ramsar wetland. I 
have not seen any evidence that this approval has been sought or obtained. 

Farm Management Concerns: 

• Our capacity to operative a Regenerative Farm business will be compromised with the 
introduction of regular aircraft overhead and the noise and from aircraft and pollution will 
impact our cows particularly during calving time. 

Conclusion: 

With the close cooperation of Parks Victoria and Bass Land Care we have made considerable inroads 
into protecting this area, as it has outstanding natural beauty. With sympathetic farming 
practices,the area is slowly returning to a balanced environment. We strongly object to the granting 

http://www.biosphere.org.au/


of a permit for an airstrip at 79 Netherwood Lane Bass as it will significantly impact the environment 
and our capacity to quietly enjoy our property. We also question if the real story is being told to us. 

 

 

The Ramsar site consists of conservation reserves managed by Parks Victoria, other public 
reserves and waters within Western Port which are managed by DELWP. 

The Port Phillip and Westernport Catchment Management Authority is responsible for 
catchment and waterway management in the region. 
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