
From:                              Ian Thistlethwayte [skyhighlownotes@gmail.com] 
Sent:                               Saturday, 15 February 2020 5:04 PM 
To:                                   DPE PSVC Central Coast Mailbox 
Subject:                          Warnervale Airport (Restrictions) Act 1996 review 
  
Categories:                     Reply Sent 
  
Dear Director,  
  
It is highly unlikely that a majority of people on the Central Coast are in fact in favour of the Central Coast 
Airport being phased out of use altogether or even being held back from continuing its current levels of 
operations. 
  
A very vocal minority, and I believe it is a very self interested minority, has for a very long time been 
disseminating misinformation about the airport. This group would like the Central Coast community to 
believe that the Warnervale Airport Restrictions Act should be enforced or even strengthened in its potential 
to limit aviation activity at the airport.  
  
Within the last ten years I have witnessed the airport being used by fixed wing water bombing aircraft 
during fire emergencies. An airport is a vital piece of infrastructure for staging of aerial fire fighting with 
both fixed wing and rotary wing aircraft. I have also witnessed its being used for urgent medical transport 
purposes. Frankly, to neglect provision for these activities would seem like a dereliction of duty on the part 
of any council in a region where fires can pose serious threats to lives and property. To let an existing airport
go and be replaced by housing or other uses which might put even greater numbers of citizens at risk would 
seem like a reckless, if not culpable, abrogation of responsibility.  
  
In addition to the above, it has to be recognized that the airport has been a valuable pilot training base for 
hundreds of people, mainly younger people, in the same time period. Further, highly skilled personnel are 
involved with the maintenance and operations of aircraft at the airport. There's great potential for larger 
numbers of apprenticeships and concomitant training activities for young people, especially if the airport's 
future allows them the certainty of its being sustained in its present capacity.  
  
I sincerely hope that you will make decisions regarding the future of the Central Coast Airport in the light of 
all those submissions in favour of its being supported and sustained. Thanks for your attention,  
  
Yours faithfully,  
  
Ian Thistlethwayte,  
  
10 Byron St  
  
Wyong NSW 2259 
  
  



From:                              Ian Thistlethwayte [skyhighlownotes@gmail.com] 
Sent:                               Saturday, 15 February 2020 3:54 PM 
To:                                   DPE PSVC Central Coast Mailbox 
Subject:                          Warnervale Airport (Restrictions) Act 1996 Review 
  
Categories:                     Reply Sent 
  

The Director 

 

Central Coast and Hunter Region 

Department of Planning, Industry and Environment 

PO Box 1148 

GOSFORD NSW 2250 

 

Email: centralcoast@planning.nsw.gov.au 

 

 

Dear Director, 

 

Submission in relation to the Warnervale Airport (Restrictions) Act 1996 review. 

I understand and agree that my submission will be made public. 

 

The statement below represents my personal opinion pertaining to the act review: 

 

I am a user of the airport and a strong supporter of the aviation in  

 

 

Is the Warnervale Airport (Restrictions) Act 1996 (the Act) relevant or 
necessary? 

The Act is neither relevant nor necessary. 
  

 The Act was enacted to protect the community from large jet transport 

operations. The runway has never been sufficiently long enough for any jet 

transport aircraft operating in Australia.  

 The airport is surrounded by terrain which makes it very difficult to physically 

lengthen the runway (wetlands immediately South, a major road and rising 

terrain to the North).  

 Environmental zoning surrounding the Airport requires that State Government 



must consent to any lengthening of the runway.  

 There is no economic case for jet airline or freight operations at Warnervale, as 

Warnervale is within a 2 hour radius of Sydney, Newcastle and soon, Western 

Sydney Airport, all of which cater to these operations.  
 

If the Review concludes the Act is to remain. 
 

Clause 2 of the Act limits aircraft movements to 88 per day in the event the runway is 

lengthened. The department has made a determination that the former Wyong council 

lengthened the runway, triggering this clause. 
  

 The current flight training provider has operated for over 4 decades without 

being constrained by the movement cap and at the time the Act was put in place 

was regularly performed over 300 movements a day.  

 Training aircraft regularly perform up to 20 movements per hour. Multiple 

training aircraft may be operating at once; therefore the movement cap may be 

reached within 2 hours or less of commencing operations for the day.  

 Once the cap is reached, no other users of the airfield will be permitted to 

operate, save in an emergency.  

 As the movements will almost exclusively be absorbed by the flying school, the 

Aero Club members based on the field and itinerant operators wishing to fly into 

Warnervale, including patient transfer and Rural Fire Service refuelling and 

positioning flights, will regularly be excluded from operating.  
 

 

Clause 2 of the Act should be removed, or amended to apply only to aircraft above 

5,700 kgs – a figure used by the Civil Aviation Safety Authority to designate large 

aircraft. This still gives the community protection from large and jet transport 

operations, but allows the existing operators to continue their current, low impact 

operations. 

 

Warnervale Airport is the only aviation infrastructure servicing the 340,000 residents of 

the Central Coast. The Act is unique, no other airport of this type in Australia is 

constrained by such a limiting piece of legislation. The Act, and Clause 2 specifically, 

serve to heavily cripple the ability of the Airport to serve its purpose, and threaten to 

heavily restrict, or completely destroy, the ability of operators to continue a viable 

business on the site. 

 



  

I respectfully recommend that the Reviewers take appropriate action through repealing 

of the Act, or amending its structure, to create a legislative environment which is fair 

and workable for the Central Coast community and the operators who rely on this 

important asset. 

I thank you for taking the time to consider this submission. 

 

Yours Faithfully 

 

Ian Thistlethwayte 

skyhighlownotes@gmail.com 

Wyong 2259  
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