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NSW 
GOVERNMENT NSW Coastal Panel 

Our reference: DOC12/34287 Ms Bobbie Corbett 
Contact: Jane Gibbs, (02) 4904 2587 

International Coastal Management 

PO Box 306 

GOLD COAST OLD 4217 


Dear Ms Corbett 

Further to my previous correspondence dated 7 August 2012 (our ref: DOC12/32597), I am writing to 
provide you with a copy of the submissions received during the exhibition period for the development 
application (DA) recently submitted by you on behalf of the Owner's Corporation for Strata Plan 
61034 (Meridian Resort) for the construction of a sand-filled geotextile container seawall to protect 
five adjacent properties at Old Bar. 

The Panel met on 13 August 2012 and discussed the submissions received as part of its preliminary 
consideration of the development application. The Panel has requested that a response to issues 
raised in the submissions be provided prior to its full consideration of the application. As such, the 
Panel has asked that the previously scheduled meeting on 5 September 2012 be deferred until such 
time that you are able to provide a response to issues raised in the submissions. 

Enclosed is a copy of the 14 submissions received. Please note that no submission has been 
received to date from Greater Taree City Council. 

The Panel has asked that at a minimum the following issues, most of which were identified in the 
submissions, be addressed and a response provided. We note that some of these issues are 
consistent with those raised by Mr James Carley in his technical review of the proposal. The issues 
are: 

• 	 Land ownership and consent for the development application from the owners of 38 and 40 
Lewis St; 

• 	 Quantification of 'end effects' to the north and south of the proposed structure when a design 
erosion volume of 220m3/m is adopted; 

• 	 How 'end effects' are proposed to be addressed and managed by the proponents in the short 
and long term (i.e. if erosion impacts on adjoining properties are increased); 

• 	 If 'end effects' are experienced, how public safety is proposed to be managed by the 

proponents (e.g. from any increased risk to the walls' structural integrity as a result of 

flanking); 


• 	 Achieving restoration of the beach during and after the life of the works and how this would 
occur; 

• 	 Justification for the proposed design in terms of its adequacy for the expected design life and 
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consideration of alternative· designs that may improve structural integrity such as a double 
layeF wall with three layers at the toe to a depth of--1 m AHD; 

• 	 Justification for the proposed rock toe placement (if required), including consideration of 
beach amenity, maintenance of public access and public safety impacts; 

• 	 Justification and consideration of alternatives for the .seawall alignment, including of the 
consideration of a more landward alignment to address beach access issues; 

• 	 The potential for impacts on dune vegetation from increased erosion resulting from the 
seawall and how this is to be managed, especially the State Environmental Planning Policy 
No 26- Littoral Rainforest area to the north of the site; 

• 	 Additional information on staging and construction management. Issues to be addressed 
include: triggers for the construction of stages (and whether stages are dependent on funding 
arrangements or commitments of specific landholders); a contingency plan if end effects are 
evident prior to the completion of specific stages of the proposed structure, worker safety 
management (e.g. access to the beach in heavy vehicles), a risk assessment of the integrity 
and effectiveness of the wall should only the first stage/s be constructed for an extended 
period of time, confirmation of Crown Land access arrangements, and information about the 
temporary sand stockpiles (e.g. location, maintenance of public beach access, protection from 
wave/ tide erosion); 

• 	 Ongoing management and maintenance of the structure for its design life, understood to be 
25 years. Ideally, this would include the preparation of a Seawall Management Plan as 
recommended within the Draft Guidelines for Assessing the Impact of Seawalls prepared by 
the former Department of Environment, Climate Change & Water. Issues to be addressed 
include arrangements for ongoing Crown Land access; maintenance cost arrangements/ 
commitments for the life of the seawall (including cost distribution arrangements between 
landholders) and whether this should include the payment of a bond, and further details of 
maintenance actions (e.g. commitments for the timely maintenance of damaged bags, 
inspections after storm events etc.). Please refer to and consider Clause 129A(1) of State 
Environmental Planning Policy (Infrastructure) 2007 and Section 55M of the Coastal 
Protection Act 1979 which provide important heads of consideration that must be addressed 
with regard to this proposal; 

• 	 Long term plans for the decommissioning of the wall and remediation of the site (should this 
be deemed necessary); 

• 	 Any impacts of the excavation on groundwater; 

• 	 Any stormwater management impacts; and 

• 	 Confirmation of the source of sand including how issues such as variable grain size and 
composition would be managed. 

Please advise of a reasonable timeframe to prepare a response to the above issues identified from 
submissions within 21 days of the receipt of this letter. The Coastal Panel will await your response to 
these issues before undertaking further consideration of the development application. 

Please do not hesitate to call Ms Jane Gibbs on (02) 4904 2587 or by email at 
jane.gibbs@environment.nsw.gov.au if you wish to discuss any matter concerning the development 
application. 

Yours~7iiD 


DEREK RUTHERFORD 
Deputy Chair 
NSW Coastal Panel 


