
 

John R Corkill OAM 

 

 

29 February 2016 

Coastal Reforms Team 

Office of Environment and Heritage 

PO Box A290, Sydney South, NSW 1232 

Dear Team, 

I wish to make the following personal submission on the Coastal reforms Stage Two.  

I consent to this submission being publicly displayed on a relevant website of submissions. 

 

I welcome the Stage Two reforms and the draft Coastal Management Bill 2016 in particular.       

I congratulate the NSW Government for demonstrably recognising that it and especially the Minister, has 

a central role in superintending the coastal management planning process.in New South Wales.  

 

Further I welcome the long overdue acknowledgement that  coastal planning is occurring in the context 

of global climate change, with identifiable consequent impacts on the NSW coast, its ecosystems, coastal 

settlements and ‘coastal lifestyles’, from rising sea levels and increased storminess in particular. 

. 

However, I have several concerns with the Stage Two Coastal reforms: 

I am concerned that the New South Wales Government does not see the ongoing management of precious 

coastal assets as a multi-party partnership, wherein collaboration and co-operation between all the 

stakeholders achieve the best results. I am concerned that the Baird Government prefers to see the coastal 

management as a ‘top down’ process, wherein the State government has attempted, and continues to 

attempt, to shift the bulk of the State’s role and responsibilities as owner of coastal lands, onto local 

government, without a cogent recognition of the potential for conflict of interest that this creates, and 

effectively ignores the vital role of other non-government stakeholders.  

Moreover, I am concerned that while the State Government is attempting to shirk its proper role as owner 

of Crown lands, including lands below MHWM, it is abolishing or ‘integrating’ key state government 

agencies, and or reducing personnel, experience and funding, thus shrinking its capacity to assist local 

councils.  

A further key concern is that - irrespective of the extensive published literature discussing strategies for 

effective integrated coastal zone management - the approach adopted by the NSW Government appears 

to be driven by impractical, theoretical and ideological considerations, seeking to deliver petty, 

reductionist, managerialist outcomes within a small-government framework, even though this is highly 

likely to be counter-productive and grossly inappropriate for a task of this complexity.  

A major concern is that there has been no review released by the NSW Government, of the Coastal 

Protection Act 1979 which provides any substantive basis for the repeal of the previous Act. The only 

comment, rather than an argument, has been a reference to its age. (This notwithstanding that the 

provisions requiring CZMPs were first inserted into the Act in 2002.) It appears that any limited ‘review’ 

has been undertaken entirely within government, with little or no input from other non-government 

stakeholders in coastal management.  

Though the Coastal Expert Panel sought ideas on Stage Two reforms in April 2014 there has been no 

open process of review of the Act. Everyone involved in the in-house review has been sworn to secrecy 

under ‘Cabinet in confidence’ rules, preventing any dialogue or discussion with those ‘outside the tent’. 

Strangely, the normal process of policy review and legislative reform has not been followed. Neither 

before nor after the Minister’s pre-election announcement in November 2014, there has been a Green 

Paper canvassing options, or a White Paper setting out Government’s proposed direction … Instead we 

have moved straight to a draft Bill. Without an open review or any explicit statement of what are thought 
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to be the “problems” in the ‘old’ system of CZMPs” it is hard to know whether the Bill and proposed 

CMPs will be useful or effective in solving these ‘problems’.  

As a consequence of this leap-frog approach to coastal ‘reforms’ it appears there is no consensus of 

opinion or widely held analysis on the perceived ‘problems’ with the CZMP framework, no ground swell 

support for the direction of the proposed reforms, or agreement among stakeholders on their desirability. 

Clearly, had an open review been properly managed, this may well have been achievable. 

Finally, the timing of these coastal reforms and the period of public consultation has been poorly thought 

out. The release of the package of documents on the last day of 2015 Coastal Conference within an hour 

of conference winding up was a classic error of judgement in my view. The assembled coastal 

management community had to wait and wait and when the package was released it came way too late. 

Exhibiting a multi-part reform package (hundreds of pages in the Bill and Manual alone) over the 

Christmas holiday period is far from best practice. So is failing to explain why the Stage Two ‘Reforms’ 

are “so urgent” they require scores of hours of volunteer work to continue from December to February. 

Those interested in the reforms such as myself, have had to devote a substantial part of the school 

holidays to the review of the package and preparation of comments. So thanks for that …  

I note too that no funding support has been provided to assist stakeholders to participate in the review of 

the draft Bill, and associated elements, so many submissions from public interest groups or organisations 

will have been produced with great effort, on our volunteer time, at no cost to government. This mining 

of public interest and goodwill is also far from best practice as I see it. 

As regards the public exposure draft of the Coastal Management Bill 2015  I offer the following 

comments: 

1/ An expanded area and broader criteria are needed to protect all coastal native vegetation of 

conservation value and lands of cultural heritage significance in a ‘coastal conservation area’.  The 

criteria for this ‘coastal conservation area’ should be broadened to include: coastal wetlands and 

rainforests (including outside existing SEPP areas), Endangered Ecological Communities, old-growth 

forest, heathland, key Threatened species habitat (including koala habitat), ecosystems more than 70% 

cleared; Mitchell Landscapes, the beds and catchments of 15 undisturbed coastal lakes identified by HRC 

as warranting full protection, Aboriginal and non-Aboriginal culturally significant lands, and all other 

high conservation value coastal lands. These criteria are consistent with the Final Recommendations 

adopted by the NSW following the Northern Councils Environmental Zone Review. Appropriate 

development controls are needed to give secure protection to all the conservation value lands included in 

this area. The language employed, and the developments controls proposed in the EIE for the CM SEPP 

are too weak and provide ineffective low-bar thresholds unlikely to ‘control’ development or ensure 

effective environmental protection. 

2/ Existing requirements for coastal zone management plans (CZMPs) need to be properly 

integrated into the proposed new arrangements requiring ‘coastal management programs’ (CMPs). 

It appears that the new CMPs will now ‘compete’ with the CZMPs as the vehicle for long term decision 

making! and their contents seem excessively duplicative. As presently proposed the CZMPs are “saved” 

and provisions ‘continue’ in parallel with CMPs, but the CP Act 1979 will be repealed. This is an entirely 

unsatisfactory recipe for non-compliance and general confusion.       

I do not consider it appropriate for a CMP – a document which should be a ‘program for implementation’ 

of CZMPs (ie a ‘coastal management program’) - to now become the be all and end all of coastal 

planning and management. While the Minister emphasised that he wanted to build on the work of the 

CZMPs done to date or nearing completion, there is no rationale which explains how they are to be ‘built 

upon’, why CZMPs are now thought to be ‘old hat’ and or why a CMP is the answer. This major gap in 

the argument, and the potentially very narrow focus a CMP might have, means that CMPs can ‘cherry 

pick’ areas and potentially, unless this is clarified, countermand, subvert, override and or ignore the 

CZMP. The Bill should make clear the role of the CMP is to implement an adopted CZMP, and must not 



John R Corkill  Submission on Coastal Reforms - Stage Two 
_____________________________________________________________________________________ 

3 
 

rethink, countermand, subvert, contradict or ignore the CZMP. A new section on the purpose of a CZMP 

is proposed.  

14  The purpose of a Coastal Zone Management Plan prepared and adopted under the provisions of 

this Act, shall be to define the overall long-term plan and priorities for the management of the 

coastal zone in that local council area, in accordance with the Objects of this Act. 

A major rewrite of the section on the Purpose of a CMP is also proposed. 

Delete “set” insert instead “implement”  

Delete “strategy” insert instead “plan, defined by the adopted Coastal Zone Management Plan,” 

Renumber as section 27. 

 

27  The purpose of a Coastal Management Plan is to implement the long term plan defined by the 

adopted Coastal Zone Management Plan, for the coordinated management of land within the 

coastal zone, with a focus on achieving the objects of this Act. 

I have a serious problem with the language hierarchy of plan, program and strategy in the Bill. Contrary 

to its ordinary meaning, instead of being a program to implement a CZMP the Bill proposes that the 

‘coastal management program’ function as a ‘plan’ and pronounce ‘the strategy’ for coordinated 

management! In my view the CZMP should be the overall vehicle for deciding, through public and 

stakeholder consultations, what the best plan for coastal management should consist of over the long 

term, and it should set the priorities as to areas, actions and funding. After that has been agreed in a 

formal ‘plan’, the CMP should ‘program’ the CZMP’s implementation. … The idea that the CMP should 

come up with just one ‘strategy’ just seems completely simplistic and evidence of more ideological 

‘flattening’…. Multiple strategies will be required to implement any CZMP worth a pinch of salt. 

I strongly recommend the re-integration of the provision governing CZMPs in the Coastal Protection Act 

1979 into a 2016 draft of the Bill. See Proposed new sections of the Bill re CZMPs attached. 

I also strongly recommend reorganising the core content of the Bill to place the State Government 

elements at the centre of the Bill. Part 3 should be re-organised to refer to the Manual, to the proposed 

Coastal Management SEPP, and to make clear the link between the Bill for a Coastal Management Act, 

and the Coastal Management SEPP. 

3/ While the new council proposed in Part 4 is welcomed, I believe the Bill needs a serious reworking to 

properly encapsulate an appropriate membership, role and adequate functions for the new council. The 

proposed new body should be renamed as the NSW Coastal Management Council [or Coastal 

Management Advisory Council], its membership structure reoriented towards stakeholder 

representation, its role well defined and adequate functions properly stated. The term ‘coastal 

council’ has a prescribed meaning under the Regulation to refer to a local council in the coastal zone… so 

some change is needed.  

The major concern with the proposed structure is to attempt to create an “expert” body, rather than create 

a peak stakeholder coordination body. This expert approach is far from ideal since the literature on 

‘wicked problems’ – one of which is climate change – strongly rejects these as ‘technical’ matters best 

solved by experts, and emphasises the need for wicked problems to be seen as socially complex, 

requiring collaborative, iterative, innovative and at times experimental approaches which are presently 

‘outside the box’ of the current technical experts.  

This matter is addressed in some depth in the publication by the Australian Public Service Commission 

Tackling Wicked Problems – A Public Policy Approach. (Australian Government, 2007). A key point in 

this paper (attached) is that problems like climate change are ‘wicked problems’ not because they are 

technically complicated, but because they are socially complex. A reliance on ‘technical expertise’ is 

inherently inadequate in dealing with such wicked problems because the ‘expert’ will see the problem in 
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one way, as a technical ‘challenge’, while other stakeholders may perceive it in entirely different terms.  

The paper notes 

“A key conclusion of much of the literature about wicked problems is that effectively engaging the 

full range of stakeholders in the search for solutions is crucial. Engagement is most important when 

the active participation of and cooperation of citizens is required as part of the solution. “To be 

successful in addressing whole of government issues, especially where the challenges are complex 

and longstanding, requires the substantial involvement of the people and communities affected” 

(Management Advisory Committee, Connecting Government p 95.) 

Three levels of government-citizen relations are then defined: information, consultation and active 

participation or citizen engagement. It is the third of these - ‘participation or engagement’ - which the 

paper reports “the bulk of the literature argues is necessary for the effective resolution of wicked 

problems where achieving sustained behavioural change is part of the solution.” 

So there is a basis for my view that the Government has the wrong model for the new coastal council, and 

should eschew ‘an expert’ panel in favour of a committee of qualified, connected stakeholders. Hence it 

is very important that the Bill emphasise the need for stakeholder representation not ‘technical’ expertise 

to drive the selection of members of the new Council. Because of this, the size of the council must be 

increased from the inadequate minimum number of 3 and maximum of 7. A membership of 11 is more 

likely to properly accommodate ‘the full range of stakeholders’. 

I recommend that members of the new Council have three qualities: a professional qualification relevant 

to CZM (not limited to a few categories), experience in coastal management activity (of some kind) and a 

clear link or association via formal membership with a stakeholder group, in the coastal management 

community. And of course there needs to be gender balance, equal geographic representation and include 

all major stakeholders.  

In the current Bill the role of the Council is not defined and it should be and the current proposed 

functions are way too limited, effectively making it the Minister’s pet. 

I suggest the following amendments: 

Delete current s 25 (1) insert instead: 

(1) The role of the NSW Management Council shall be to 

 

a) improve the coordination of the coastal management policies and activities of all stakeholders 

involved in managing the state’s coastal zone, relating to the coastal zone and to facilitate the 

proper integration of their management activities;  
 

b) provide active leadership to the state’s coastal management community in implementing CZMPs, 

CMPs and any State environmental planning policy on coastal management; 
 

c) support and encourage public participation and stakeholder engagement in coastal management 

and planning, and increase public and stakeholder awareness, and understanding of coastal 

processes and management actions; 
 

d) oversee, monitor and report annually to Parliament on progress in, and effectiveness of local 

councils’ and other  public authorities’ implementation of CZMPs and CMPs, and any measures 

thought appropriate to improve this rate of progress or level of effectiveness; 
 

e) develop, in association with coastal management stakeholders, advice to the Minister on the 

appropriate refinement of the coastal management policy framework; governance structure and 

funding arrangements for future management of the state’s coastal zone; 
 

f) to provide advice to the Minister on the appropriate administration of the Act, and or the 

appropriate exercise of Minister’s powers under the Act. 
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To clarify, improve and extend the Functions of the Coastal Management Council 

Insert after current draft section 25 (1) (b) a new clause: 

(c) to provide advice to a public authority or another stakeholder in the management of the state’s 

coastal zone, on the application and or intended effect of this Act and or associated coastal 

management planning instruments, where such advice is requested in writing by a public 

authority or stakeholder; 

 

Insert after that, three additional functions 

(d) to co-ordinate the policies and activities of government, public authorities and non-government 

stakeholders, relating to the management of the coastal region and facilitate the proper integration 

of their management activities; 

(e) to provide to public authorities references to and or information, suggestions or options for, 

current best practice in addressing coastal management ‘issues’; 

(f) to encourage and support public participation in coastal management and planning and to promote 

greater public awareness, education and understanding of coastal processes and coastal 

management actions; 

 

4/ A further concern I have with the Coastal Reforms Stage Two is that it does not honour a key pre-

election commitment. In a reply to the Sydney Coastal Councils Group, in February 2015, Premier Baird 

promised that: “during the development of the Coastal Management Act an interagency group will be 

commissioned to resolve ambiguities around the effect of erosion on coastal boundaries”.  

Notwithstanding my repeated advice to Government that a focus solely on ‘erosion’ is misplaced - when 

advance of the waterline known as ‘diluvion’ in the doctrine of accretion, or sea-level rise in modern 

parlance, will have a far more profound effect, and potentially exacerbating shoreline recession - this 

limited ‘promise’ has not been delivered. The draft Bill contains no provisions which afford any 

resolution of ambiguity regarding the effect of either erosion or rising sea levels. 

It is disappointing that this matter was not addressed in the Bill’s development because there has been 

debate on applicable ‘rights and duties’ in scholarly publications and because the need to remove 

uncertainty - as a necessary pre-condition for effective management of coastal hazards - was the subject 

of representations to the Coastal Expert Panel in their preliminary consultations on Stage Two. 

The Bill should clarify the effect in law of the landward movement of the ambulatory boundary 

formed by MHWM when it crosses real property boundaries originally defined by survey. The redrafted 

Bill should state the current common law rules to put all ambiguity and uncertainty beyond doubt. Under 

these rules the ambulatory boundary prevails and lands < MHWM become ‘lost to the sea’ and their 

ownership reverts to the Crown; and no compensation is payable for land lost to the sea.  

I propose that the Bill be amended to insert relevant provisions after current section 28. 

28A Codification of common law rules on effect of ambulatory boundary of MHWM’  

 

To remove all ambiguity the common law rules pertaining to boundaries of real property registered under 

the Real Property Act 1900 (NSW), and the effect in law on such real property boundaries of the landward 

movement of the boundary formed by the line of mean high water mark (MHWM), are declared as follows: 

 

(1) When the ambulatory boundary formed by the line of the mean high water mark (MHWM) crosses 

a land title boundary originally defined by survey, by gradual movement in accordance with 

established legal principles, that section of the original boundary below MHWM is lost to the sea, 

and the boundary of that part of the land title becomes the ambulatory boundary of MHWM. 

 



John R Corkill  Submission on Coastal Reforms - Stage Two 
_____________________________________________________________________________________ 

6 
 

(2) Where a segment of a registered land title, forming part of a private property, falls below the line of 

mean high water, under sub-section (1) above, that part which lies below MHWM ceases to be land 

which is ‘real property’ and is deemed lost to the sea. 

 

(3) When a segment of land formerly above the MHWM is lost to the sea under sub-section (2) above, 

its ownership reverts to the Crown as the State of New South Wales. 

 

(4) No compensation is payable by the State of New South Wales for the loss of any land to sea. 

 

5/ The retention of ‘emergency’ or ‘temporary coastal protection works’ constructed by private 

landholders without approval or environmental impact assessment should be discontinued. I am 

dismayed that the Bill proposes to allow these works to continue despite this being contrary to the 

required ‘strategic approach’, and the principles of ESD. How an unapproved work constructed without 

any environmental impact assessment could possibly be argued to be consistent with the principles of 

ecologically sustainable development is not explained, (typically) but on the face of more ‘temporary’ 

works appear entirely inconsistent with these principles. More ad hoc seawalls are a disaster for public 

access, public safety and have serious environmental impacts including the capacity to destroy beaches, 

so the Bill needs to make it clear that these ad hoc ‘temporary’ works need proper assessment and 

approval under the EP & A Act or they should be promptly removed by the landholder who built them, or 

by council who then bills the landholder responsible. 

6/ The scope, content and rigour of the proposed Coastal Management SEPP are still uncertain. 

Further public consultation is needed on any draft CM SEPP. Details of these matter are still fairly 

sketchy since only a general explanation of intended effect has been released. It makes sense that the Bill 

include an explicit reference to the need for and objects of a CM SEPP, but the current draft does not. 

It is critical to the success of the coastal conservation area proposed above that the correct criteria are 

used in developing maps for the SEPP, and that the process of mapping be rigorous, open and 

transparent. It is essential that the mapping process not be overridden politically.  

Moreover it is vital that these maps not be immediately and constantly amended by a hostile council at a 

developer’s insistence. A series of amendments to improve the quality of the maps, require wide 

consultation on draft maps, and secure an unamended minimum life of three years are recommended. 

Section 10 (1) 

Delete ‘For the avoidance of doubt, a local environmental plan’,  

Insert instead ‘A local environment plan, once made by the relevant Minister and gazetted’ 

 

Section 10 (1) 

after ‘may’ insert “‘after the expiry of the three-year period provided by s 10 (6)” 

 

Section 10 (1) 

To improve the quality and confidence in relevant maps 

To minimise the need for multiple amendments to maps 

Insert before current draft s 10 (1) the following 

(1) The Department shall liaise and consult with local councils regarding lands in that local council 

area which satisfy the relevant areas’ criteria as defined by this Part, before preparing draft maps 

identifying coastal management areas; 

(2) The Department shall be authorised to direct councils to provide information held by the Council 

relevant to the preparation of maps identifying coastal management areas, 

(3) Once draft maps identifying coastal management areas, have been prepared by the Department, 

copies of the maps covering each local council area shall be provided, in hard copy and digitally, 

to the relevant local council; 

(4) Local councils shall provide comments on or suggest amendments to the draft maps identifying 

coastal management areas, within 60 days of receiving the draft maps; 
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(5) Revised draft maps identifying coastal management areas, which take into account comments 

from local councils under (4) above, shall be publicly displayed and subject to public review 

and comment, when public consultation on a draft coastal management State environmental 

planning policy is undertaken; 

(6) Maps identifying ‘coastal management areas’ under a coastal management State environmental 

planning policy, prepared in accordance with requirements for council and public consultation 

above, and made under the Environmental Planning and Assessment Act 1979 may not be 

amended for a period of three years after their gazettal. 

Section 10 (1) 

renumber current draft section 10 (1) as 10 (7) 

 

To clarify how maps might be amended 

Section 10 (2) 

Delete current draft sub-section (2), Insert instead as (8) 

 

(8) A draft environmental planning instrument prepared under the Environmental Planning and 

Assessment Act 1979, which contains a provision with the intended or ancillary effect of changing 

the identification of a site, or wider area, as a ‘coastal management area’, and or of amending the 

relevant map of a State environmental planning policy identifying the location of a coastal 

management area defined under this Act, shall not be approved for public exhibition without the 

recommendation of the Minister administering this Act. 

Section 10 

After prosed new as section 10 (8), insert as new subsection (9) 

 

(9) When seeking the Minister’s recommendation under (8) above a local council shall be required to 

provide to the minister statements explaining:  

(a) why the existing map(s) identifying coastal management areas need amendment,  

(b) why the proposed amendment to such a map is now considered appropriate, and in accordance 

with the Objects of this Act; 

(c) how consideration has been given to the likely implications flowing from such an amendment. 

 

Further the SEPP must include effective ‘development controls’. The proposed development controls 

are considered weak, low-bar thresholds which do not operate as effective ‘controls’. 

Missing from the Bill  

No provisions were included which took the issue of the ambulatory boundary to its natural policy 

conclusion. No requirements are set out for a local councils to provide Notice to the Land Titles Office 

when, or if, their CZMP process identifies parcels of real property whose boundaries have been, or are 

likely to be, crossed by the ambulatory boundary of MHWM.  

Nor are provisions offered to direct the Registrar General of Land Titles, once notified by council, to 

annotate folios of the relevant land titles accordingly, to require fresh survey at time of each next dealing, 

and where appropriate amend the land title description, and any affected boundary of the property, to 

correct any error created ‘ex post facto’ by the landward movement of MHWM, or to mandate the 

extinguishment of the land title to any property when it is wholly lost to the sea, below MHWM. 

The failure to include such provisions amending the Real Property Act 1900 demonstrates the extent of 

the Government’s failure to pursue coastal reforms in a genuinely whole of government approach, and its 

chronic and ongoing failure to attend to one of the most pressing issues in coastal management in New 

South Wales, which has been identified as requiring resolution for several years now. 
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Finally, I am disappointed that the Bill did not include any provisions to assist councils manage the State 

Government approved management option of ‘planned retreat’. Though I have presented a paper to the 

2013 Coastal Conference and to the Coastal Expert Panel on the need, emphasis need, for a scheme to 

assist councils and landholders caught in coastal squeeze, it appears no policy work has been done on this 

proposal in the intervening years. So this much needed ‘reform’ languishes… 

Such a scheme, which would enable the exchange of parcels of land threatened with loss to the sea, for 

new portions of land in locations safe from coastal hazards, has been in operation in the United Kingdom 

for many years. The introduction of such a scheme could become a game-changer in managing lands at 

risk of coastal hazards, but regrettably no progress has been made on this proposal. 

Comments on the draft Coastal Management Manual 

It is difficult to comment cogently on the substance of the Manual because much of it reiterates the 

substance of the draft Bill. This approach of drafting the implementation Manual before the legislation 

has even been introduced into the Parliament – let alone finally enacted - is most unusual in my view. It is 

entirely possible that if substantial amendments are made to the Bill, and they are sorely needed, then the 

substance of the Manual will need to be amended to reflect these changes. This front-end pre-preparation 

of the Manual is likely to prove to be an unproductive way of pursuing real ‘reform’. 

Moreover, my comments on the lack of an open review of the CP Act 1979 are also relevant to the 

Manual. No review document has been produced which explains why the ‘old’ manual needs to be 

replaced, what the problems were with the previous edition, what new problems have emerged and how 

the new version addresses these perceived weaknesses or shortcomings. Thus the Manual fails to explain 

how CMPs relate to CZMPs, why CMPs are required, why or how the two processes – of preparing 

CZMPs and CMPs -will continue in parallel over the next five years.  

It will be possible to comment further on the Manual when the legislation has been enacted, providing an 

actual, rather than putative, framework for scoping its contents and drafting obligatory procedures. 

Comments on the Explanation of Intended Effect of a proposed Coastal Management SEPP 

The proposal for a Coastal Management State Environmental Planning Policy SEPP) is supported in 

principle. However, the lack of any draft instrument prevents a more detailed appraisal of whether the 

proposed SEPP will achieve what is needed to support ecologically sustainable coastal management. 

I would be prepared to provide a review and further comments on a draft SEPP. To this end I request that 

any draft SEPP be placed on public exhibition with a call for public submissions. 

 

Thank you for taking this submission into account. 

I look forward to seeing a Review Report on the submissions received and participating in some open 

dialogue about the future direction of coastal management, and improving both the scope and detail of 

legislative provisions aimed at ensuring the ecologically sustainable management of the NSW coast. 

Yours sincerely 

John R Corkill OAM 
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Appendix 
Re-incorporation of revised provisions re Coastal Zone Management Plans 

___________________________________________________________________________ 
29 February 2016 

 

One major recommendation to the Minister on the Coastal reforms Stage Two and on the 
draft Coastal Management Bill 2015, is to maintain the legislative effect of provisions which 
relate to Coastal Zone Management Plans.  
 
The next version of the Bill 2016 should, in my view, re-incorporate the twelve sections of the 
Coastal Protection Act 1979 (ss 55A – 55L) which provide for the preparation, consultation, 
making, certification, gazettal, commencement, amendment and repeal, availability and 
enforcement of coastal zone management plans.  
 
Paragraph A13.5 recommends the use of a new heading  

Part 3 Division 4 Coastal Zone Management Plans 
 
And a new first section 14 Purpose of coastal zone management plans. 
 
14  The purpose of a Coastal Zone Management Plan prepared and adopted under the 

provisions of this Act, shall be to define the overall long-term plan and priorities for the 
management of the coastal zone in that local council area, in accordance with the 
Objects of this Act. 

 
I further recommend the insertion of the twelve former provisions governing preparation of 
Coastal Zone Management Plans, sections 55A – 55L of CPA Act 1979. 
These sections are translated into proposed sections 15 – 26 of the new version of the 
Coastal Management Bill 2016 in the following table. 
 

Table of provisions’ translation 
 

CPA Act 1979 -- >  CM Bill 2016 
   55A.    Minister to have regard to objects of 

Act 
   s 15    Minister to have regard to objects of Act 

   55B    Requirement for coastal zone 
management plans 

   s 16    Requirement for coastal zone 
management plans 

   55C    Matters to be dealt with in coastal zone 
management plans 

   s 17    Matters to be dealt with in coastal zone 
management plans 

   55D    Guidelines for preparation of draft 
coastal zone management plans 

   s 18    Guidelines for preparation of draft 
coastal zone management plans 

   55E    Public consultation    s 19    Public consultation 

   55F    Submissions    s 20    Submissions 

   55G   Certification by Minister    s 21    Certification by Minister 

   55H   Gazettal and commencement of coastal 
zone management plans 

   s 22    Gazettal and commencement of coastal 
zone management plans 

   55I     Amendment and repeal of coastal zone 
management plans 

   s 23    Amendment and repeal of coastal zone 
management plans 

   55J    Availability of coastal zone management 
plans 

   s 24    Availability of coastal zone 
management plans 

   55K    Breach of coastal zone management 
plan: offence 

   s 25    Breach of coastal zone management 
plan: offence 

   55L    Breach of coastal zone management 
plan: restraint 

   s 26    Breach of coastal zone management 
plan: restraint 

 
The text recommended for these new sections, ss 15 – 26, based on the former provisions 
but updated and amended where appropriate, are shown on the following pages. 

  

http://www.austlii.edu.au/au/legis/nsw/consol_act/cpa1979210/s55a.html
http://www.austlii.edu.au/au/legis/nsw/consol_act/cpa1979210/s55b.html
http://www.austlii.edu.au/au/legis/nsw/consol_act/cpa1979210/s4.html#coastal_zone_management_plan
http://www.austlii.edu.au/au/legis/nsw/consol_act/cpa1979210/s4.html#coastal_zone_management_plan
http://www.austlii.edu.au/au/legis/nsw/consol_act/cpa1979210/s4.html#coastal_zone_management_plan
http://www.austlii.edu.au/au/legis/nsw/consol_act/cpa1979210/s4.html#coastal_zone_management_plan
http://www.austlii.edu.au/au/legis/nsw/consol_act/cpa1979210/s55c.html
http://www.austlii.edu.au/au/legis/nsw/consol_act/cpa1979210/s4.html#coastal_zone_management_plan
http://www.austlii.edu.au/au/legis/nsw/consol_act/cpa1979210/s4.html#coastal_zone_management_plan
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Section 15   

Amended s 55A 
Minister to act consistently with objects of Act 
 

15 In exercising his or her functions under this Part, the Minister shall do so consistently 
with the objects of this Act. 

 
Section 16    

Unamended s 55B 
 
16   Requirement for coastal zone management plans 
 

(1) A council whose area, or part of whose area, is included within the coastal zone may, 
and must, if directed to do so by the Minister, make a coastal zone management plan in 
accordance with this Part. 

 
(2) Two or more councils whose areas adjoin may decide to join in the making of a coastal 

zone management plan in accordance with this Part.  
 
(3) If, under subsection (2), two or more councils decide to join in the making of a coastal 

zone management plan, a reference in this Part: 
 

(a) to a council includes a reference to those councils, and 
 

(b) to an area includes a reference to the areas of those councils. 
 
(4) A coastal zone management plan may be made in relation to the whole, or any part, of 

the area included within the coastal zone. 
 
(5) A council must, if directed to do so by the Minister, review the council’s existing coastal 

zone management plan and make a new plan in accordance with this Part to replace the 
existing plan. 

 
(6) A council required under this section to review its existing coastal zone management 

plan and make a new plan to replace that existing plan must do so: 
 

(a) within 12 months after being directed to do so by the Minister, or 
 

(b) within such longer period as may be agreed to by the Minister. 
 
(7) If a council fails to comply with this section, the Minister may: 

(a) review the council’s existing plan and make a new plan to replace that existing plan, 
and 

(b) recover from the council the costs of doing those things, and 
 

(c) publish the new plan in the Gazette. 
 

Such a new plan is taken to have been made by the council in accordance with this Part. 
 
(8) For the avoidance of doubt, the Minister may give a direction under subsection (1) or (5) 

in relation to part of an area included within the coastal zone. 
 
(9) In this section,  

"coastal zone" includes land that adjoins the tidal waters of the Hawkesbury River, 
Sydney Harbour and Botany Bay, and their tributaries. 
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Section 17    

Amended s 55C 
 
17   Matters to be dealt with in coastal zone management plans 
 

(1) A coastal zone management plan must make provision for: 

(a) protecting and preserving beach environments and beach amenity, and 

(b) ensuring continuing and undiminished public access to beaches, headlands and 

waterways, particularly where public access is threatened or affected by accretion, 
and 

(c) where the plan relates to a part of the coastline, the management of risks arising 

from coastal hazards, and 

(d) where the plan relates to an estuary, the management of estuary health and any 

risks to the estuary arising from coastal hazards, and 

(e) the impacts from climate change on risks arising from coastal hazards and on 
estuary health, as appropriate, and 

(f) the construction of coastal engineering works for the protection of real property 
affected or likely to be affected by coastal hazards, where this is consistent with 
paragraphs (a) – (e) above, and 

(g) where the plan proposes the construction of coastal protection works  that are to be 
funded by the council or a private landowner or both, the proposed arrangements for 
the adequate maintenance of the works and for managing associated impacts of 
such works (such as changed or increased beach erosion elsewhere or a restriction 
of public access to beaches or headlands). 

(2) A coastal zone management plan must note, and refer to, but need not include any 
relevant matters dealt with in any plan made under the State Emergency and Rescue 
Management Act 1989 in relation to the response to emergencies, 

 
(3) A coastal zone management plan must include as a schedule, a table which records  

 

(a) actions or activities proposed by any public authority to be carried out by it on or 
relating to any land or other assets owned or managed by a public authority, which 
that public authority has agreed would assist council to implement its CMP. 

 

(b) actions or activities which other non-government stakeholder(s) in local coastal 
management have agreed to take, whether or not to be carried out on or relating to 
any land or other assets owned or managed by a public authority to which that public 
authority has agreed, which would assist council to implement its CMP. 

 
(4) A coastal zone management plan must not include any action or activity by or relating to 

any land or other assets owned or managed by a public authority, unless the public 
authority has agreed to the inclusion of those proposed actions or activities in the plan. 

 
(5) Despite subsection (1), the Minister may give a direction under section 55B that 

a council make a coastal zone management plan that makes provision for only one or 
more of the matters referred to in that subsection as specified in the direction. 
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Section 18 

Unamended s 55D 
 
18   Guidelines for preparation of draft coastal zone management plans 

 
(1) A council is to prepare a draft coastal zone management plan in accordance with the 

Minister’s guidelines. 
 
(2) Without limiting the power of the Minister to determine the guidelines, the Minister may 

adopt as guidelines a manual referred to in section 733 (5) (b) of the Local Government 
Act 1993 . 

 
(3) The Minister is to ensure that notification of any guidelines is published in the Gazette. 
 
(4) A copy of the Minister’s guidelines must be available for public inspection on the Internet 

website of the Office. 
 

 

 
Section 19 

Unamended s 55E 
 
19   Public consultation 

 
After preparing a draft coastal zone management plan, the council is: 
 

(a) to give public notice in a newspaper circulating in the locality of the place at which, 
the dates on which (comprising a period of not less than 21 days), and the times 
during which, the draft coastal zone management plan may be inspected by the 
public, and 

 
(b) to publicly exhibit the draft plan at the place, on the dates and during the times set 

out in the notice. 
 
 
 
Section 20  

Unamended s 55F 
 
20   Submissions 

 
(1) During the period of public exhibition of a draft coastal zone management plan, any 

person may make a submission in writing to the council with respect to its provisions. 

(2) The council must consider all submissions so made. 

(3) The council may amend the draft coastal zone management plan as a result of the 
submissions. 
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Section 21  

Amended s 55G 
 
21   Certification by Minister 

 
(1) After considering any submissions, the council is to submit the draft coastal zone 

management plan to the Minister for certification under this section. 
 
(2) Before submitting the draft coastal zone management plan to the Minister under 

subsection (1), the council must consult with other public authorities in the manner 
specified in the Minister’s guidelines. 

 
(3) Before certifying the draft coastal zone management plan submitted to the Minister under 

subsection (1), the Minister may refer the plan to the NSW Coastal Management 
Council for advice. 

 
(4) The Minister may: 

 
(a) certify, or refuse to certify, that a draft coastal zone management plan submitted to the 

Minister has been prepared in accordance with the requirements of this Act, or 
 
(b) if the Minister has referred the plan to the NSW Coastal Management Council for 

advice under subsection (3) and the NSW Coastal Management Council has 
recommended changes to the plan-return the plan to the local council and direct 
that  council to amend and resubmit the plan with the recommended changes. 

 
(5) A local  council required to amend and resubmit a plan with recommended changes must 

do so: 
 
(a) within 90 days after being directed to do so by the Minister, or 
 
(b) within such longer period as may be agreed to by the Minister. 

 
(6) If a council fails to amend and resubmit a plan as required by this section, the Minister 

may: 
 

(a) make the plan with the recommended changes instead of the council, and 
 
(b) recover the cost of making the plan from the council, and 
 
(c) certify that the draft coastal zone management plan has been prepared in accordance 

with the requirements of this Act and publish it in the Gazette. 
 
Such a plan is taken to have been made by the council in accordance with this Part. 
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Section 22  

Unamended s 55H 
 
22  Gazettal and commencement of coastal zone management plans 

 
(1) If the Minister certifies that a draft coastal zone management plan has been prepared in 

accordance with the requirements of this Act, the council is to make the plan and publish 
it in the Gazette. 

 
(2) A coastal zone management plan takes effect on the date on which it is published in the 

Gazette or, if a later date is specified in the plan for its commencement, on the later date 
so specified. 

 

 

 
Section 23  

Unamended s 55I 
 
23   Amendment and repeal of coastal zone management plans 

 
(1) A coastal zone management plan may be amended (in whole or in part) or repealed by 

a coastal zone management plan. 
 
(2) A coastal zone management plan can be repealed only by a coastal zone management 

plan that replaces it. 
 

 

 
Section 24  

Unamended s 55J 
 
24   Availability of coastal zone management plans 

 
(1) A copy of a coastal zone management plan must be available for inspection by the public 

without charge at the office of the council during ordinary office hours. 
 
(2) A copy of a coastal zone management plan must be available for public inspection on the 

Internet website of the council within 7 days of its publication in the Gazette. 
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Section 25  

Amended s 55K 
 
25   Breach of coastal zone management plan: offence 

 
(1) A person must not carry out work for the purpose, or that has the effect, of preventing or 

remediating beach erosion, or for protecting property affected or likely to be affected 
by beach erosion, unless the work is: 

 
(a) in accordance with the relevant coastal zone management plan, or 
 
(b) development for which consent has been granted or exempt development under 

the Environmental Planning and Assessment Act 1979 or an approved State 
significant infrastructure within the meaning of Part 5.1 of that Act, 

 
(2) However, if a person commits the offence under subsection (1) by placing material on 

a beach, or a sand dune adjacent to a beach, and the material is comprised of 

(a) sand, or fabric bags filled with sand, the maximum penalty for the offence is 2,000 
penalty units (in the case of a corporation) or 1,000 penalty units (in any other case). 

(b) rocks, concrete, construction waste , debris or other material prescribed by 
the regulations the maximum penalty for the offence is 2,250 penalty units (in the case 
of a corporation) or 1,125 penalty units (in any other case). 
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Section 26 

Amended s 55L 
 
26   Breach of coastal zone management plan: restraint 
 
(1) The Minister, a council  or any person who resides in the relevant local council area may 

bring proceedings in the Land and Environment Court for an order to remedy or restrain a 
breach of a coastal zone management plan. 

 
(2) If the Land and Environment Court is satisfied that a breach of a coastal zone 

management plan has been committed or that a breach of a coastal zone management 
plan will, unless restrained by an order of the Court, be committed, it may make such 
order as it thinks fit to remedy or restrain the breach. 

 
(3) The functions of the Land and Environment Court under this section are in addition to 

and not in derogation of any other functions of the Court. 
 
(4) In this section,  
 
"a breach of a coastal zone management plan" means: 
 

(a) a contravention of or failure to comply with a coastal zone management plan, and 
 
(b) a threatened or apprehended contravention of or a threatened or apprehended 

failure to comply with a coastal zone management plan. 
 
(c) the construction of ‘new’ unapproved ‘temporary coastal protection works’ after the 

commencement of this Act, and or the failure to remove  temporary coastal protection 
works once the two year period of temporary use has expired. 

 
(5) This section does not apply to a breach of a coastal zone management plan that is an act 

or omission that is: 
(a) development for which consent has been granted, 

exempt  development  or  development  that does not need consent  under 
the Environmental Planning and Assessment Act 1979  or an approved State 
significant infrastructure within the meaning of Part 5.1 of that Act, 

 
(6) Despite subsection (1), a council may not bring proceedings under this section to remedy 

or restrain a breach of a coastal zone management plan by the State or a NSW 
Government agency. 
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Commissioner’s Foreword

The Australian Public Service (APS) is increasingly being tasked with solving very complex 
policy problems. Some of these policy issues are so complex they have been called ‘wicked’ 
problems. The term ‘wicked’ in this context is used, not in the sense of evil, but rather  
as an issue highly resistant to resolution. 

Successfully solving or at least managing these wicked policy problems requires a 
reassessment of some of the traditional ways of working and solving problems in the APS. 
They challenge our governance structures, our skills base and our organisational capacity.

It is important, as a first step, that wicked problems be recognised as such. Successfully 
tackling wicked problems requires a broad recognition and understanding, including from 
governments and Ministers, that there are no quick fixes and simple solutions. 

Tackling wicked problems is an evolving art. They require thinking that is capable of 
grasping the big picture, including the interrelationships among the full range of causal 
factors underlying them. They often require broader, more collaborative and innovative 
approaches. This may result in the occasional failure or need for policy change or adjustment. 

Wicked problems highlight the fundamental importance of the APS building on the 
progress that has been made with working across organisational boundaries both within and 
outside the APS. The APS needs to continue to focus on effectively engaging stakeholders 
and citizens in understanding the relevant issues and in involving them in identifying 
possible solutions.

The purpose of this publication is more to stimulate debate around what is needed for  
the successful tackling of wicked problems than to provide all the answers. Such a debate  
is a necessary precursor to reassessing our current systems, frameworks and ways of working  
to ensure they are capable of responding to the complex issues facing the APS.

I hope that this publication will encourage public service managers to reflect on these issues, 
and to look for ways to improve the capacity of the APS to deal effectively with the complex 
policy problems confronting us.

Lynelle Briggs 
Australian Public Service Commissioner
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1. Introduction

Many of the most pressing policy challenges for the APS involve dealing with very complex 
problems. These problems share a range of characteristics—they go beyond the capacity of 
any one organisation to understand and respond to, and there is often disagreement about 
the causes of the problems and the best way to tackle them. These complex policy problems 
are sometimes called ‘wicked’ problems.

Usually, part of the solution to wicked problems involves changing the behaviour of groups 
of citizens or all citizens. Other key ingredients in solving or at least managing complex 
policy problems include successfully working across both internal and external organisational 
boundaries and engaging citizens and stakeholders in policy making and implementation. 
Wicked problems require innovative, comprehensive solutions that can be modified in the 
light of experience and on-the-ground feedback. All of the above can pose challenges to 
traditional approaches to policy making and programme implementation.

There are numerous examples of wicked policy problems, including:

•	 Climate change is a pressing and highly complex policy issue involving multiple causal 
factors and high levels of disagreement about the nature of the problem and the best way 
to tackle it. The motivation and behaviour of individuals is a key part of the solution as is 
the involvement of all levels of government and a wide range of non-government 
organisations (NGOs). 

•	 Obesity is a complex and serious health problem with multiple factors contributing to its 
rapid growth over recent decades. How to successfully address obesity is subject to debate 
but depends significantly on the motivation and behaviour of individuals and, to a lesser 
degree, on the quality of secondary health care. Successful interventions will require 
coordinated efforts at the federal, state and local government levels and the involvement 
of a range of NGOs. 
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•	 Indigenous disadvantage is an ongoing, seemingly intractable issue but it is clear that the 
motivation and behaviour of individuals and communities lies at the heart of successful 
approaches. The need for coordination and an overarching strategy among the services 
and programmes supported by the various levels of government and NGOs is also a key 
ingredient.

•	 Land degradation is a serious national problem. Given that around 60% of Australia’s  
land is managed by private landholders, it is clear that assisting and motivating primary 
producers to adopt sustainable production systems is central to preventing further 
degradation, achieving rehabilitation and assisting in sustainable resource use. All levels  
of government are involved in land use as is a range of NGOs.

This discussion paper explores the characteristics of wicked problems and the challenges they 
pose for the traditional approaches and skills sets of policy makers. Although developing 
effective ways to tackle wicked problems is an evolving art, this paper identifies some of the 
main ingredients that seem to be required. 
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2. Characteristics of Wicked Problems

The term ‘wicked’ in this context is used, not in the sense of evil, but as a crossword puzzle 
addict or mathematician would use it—an issue highly resistant to resolution. The 
terminology was originally proposed by H. W. J. Rittel and M. M. Webber, both urban 
planners at the University of California, Berkeley, USA in 1973.1 In a landmark article, the 
authors observed that there is a whole realm of social planning problems that cannot be 
successfully treated with traditional linear, analytical approaches. They called these issues 
wicked problems and contrasted them with ‘tame’ problems. Tame problems are not 
necessarily simple—they can be very technically complex—but the problem can be tightly 
defined and a solution fairly readily identified or worked through. The original focus of the 
wicked problem literature was on systems design at a more ‘micro’ level, but the concept has 
gradually been applied to broader social and economic policy problems.

Wicked problems are difficult to clearly define. The nature and extent of the problem depends  
on who has been asked, that is, different stakeholders have different versions of what the 
problem is. Often, each version of the policy problem has an element of truth—no one 
version is complete or verifiably right or wrong. The debate concerning the causes, the extent 
and the solutions to climate change is a good example.

Wicked problems have many interdependencies and are often multi-causal. There are also often 
internally conflicting goals or objectives within the broader wicked problem. In dealing  
with the use and effects of illicit drugs, for example, there is tension between the goal of 
minimising harm to existing drug users via measures such as the provision of safe injecting 
rooms and clean needles, and the goal of sending a clear message that illicit drug use is  
illegal. It is the interdependencies, multiple causes and internally conflicting goals of wicked 
problems that make them hard to clearly define. The disagreement among stakeholders often 
reflects the different emphasis they place on the various causal factors. Successfully 
addressing wicked policy problems usually involves a range of coordinated and interrelated 

1 H. W.  J. Rittel and M. M. Webber, ‘Dilemmas in a General Theory of Planning’, Policy Sciences, Vol. 4, No. 2,  June 1973,  
pp. 155–69.
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responses, given their multi-causal nature; it also often involves trade-offs between 
conflicting goals. 

Attempts to address wicked problems often lead to unforeseen consequences. Because wicked policy 
problems are multi-causal with many interconnections to other issues, it is often the case 
that measures introduced to address the problem lead to unforeseen consequences elsewhere.  
Some of these consequences may well be deleterious. It has been asserted, for example, that 
the success of policies designed to reduce atmospheric pollution in the USA and Western 
Europe may be partly responsible for an apparent increase in global warming due to the 
impact of a reduction in sulphur particles in the atmosphere on the formation of clouds that 
trap heat in the atmosphere.2

Wicked problems are often not stable. Frequently, a wicked problem and the constraints or 
evidence involved in understanding the problem (e.g. legislation, scientific evidence, 
resources, political alliances), are evolving at the same time that policy makers are trying  
to address the policy problem. Policy makers have to focus on a moving target.

Wicked problems usually have no clear solution. Since there is no definitive, stable problem  
there is often no definitive solution to wicked problems. Problem-solving often ends when 
deadlines are met, or as dictated by other resource constraints rather than when the ‘correct’ 
solution is identified. Solutions to wicked problems are not verifiably right or wrong but 
rather better or worse or good enough. In some cases, such as the challenge of illicit drug 
use, the problem may never be completely solved. To pursue approaches based on ‘solving’ or 
‘fixing’ may cause policy makers to act on unwarranted and unsafe assumptions and create 
unrealistic expectations. In such cases, it may be more useful to consider how such problems 
can be managed best.

Wicked problems are socially complex. It is a key conclusion of the literature around wicked 
problems that the social complexity of wicked problems, rather than their technical 
complexity, overwhelms most current problem-solving and project management approaches. 
Solutions to wicked problems usually involve coordinated action by a range of stakeholders, 
including organisations (government agencies at the federal, state and local levels), non-
profit organisations, private businesses and individuals.

Wicked problems hardly ever sit conveniently within the responsibility of any one organisation. 
Even if the solution to achieving safer communities is opaque, it is clear that it involves 
many organisations beyond the police. It is also clear, for example, that environmental issues 
cannot be dealt with at any one level of government. They require action at every level—
from the international to the local—as well as action by the private and community sectors 
and individuals.

Wicked problems involve changing behaviour. The solutions to many wicked problems involve 
changing the behaviour and/or gaining the commitment of individual citizens. The range  
of traditional levers used to influence citizen behaviour—legislation, fines, taxes, other 
sanctions—is often part of the solution but these may not be sufficient. More innovative, 
personalised approaches are likely to be necessary to motivate individuals to actively 
cooperate in achieving sustained behavioural change.

2 Discussed in L. Briggs and R. Fisher, ‘Fashions and Fads in Public Sector Reform’ (Paper prepared for the CAPAM Conference, 
Sydney, October 2006), p. 18.
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Some wicked problems are characterised by chronic policy failure. Some longstanding wicked problems 
seem intractable. Indigenous disadvantage is a clear example—‘Its persistence has not been for 
want of policy action. Yet it has to be admitted that decades of policy action have failed.’3

Climate Change—A Wicked Problem
One issue that illustrates many of the characteristics of wicked problems is the 
current debate about the causes of and solutions to climate change. The debate has 
been simplified into three competing ‘stories’ which emphasise different aspects of 
the climate change issue.4 Each ‘story’ tends to define itself in contradistinction to 
the other two policy stories and proposes different policy solutions.

•	 Profligacy.	This is the story that sees prevailing structural inequalities, particularly 
between countries, as having led to increasingly unsustainable patterns of consumption 
and production. In this story, urgent fundamental reform of political institutions 
and unsustainable lifestyles is required. Decision-making needs to be decentralised 
down to the grass roots level and citizens need to dramatically simplify their 
lifestyles to conserve the earth’s resources. The onus is on advanced capitalist states 
to take action.

•	 Lack	of	global	planning.	This story sees the underlying problem as the lack  
of global governance and planning that would rein in global markets and factor 
into prices the costs to the environment. It makes no sense for any household,  
firm or country to unilaterally reduce its emissions, as each individual contribution 
is too small to make a difference. Remedying climate change would require all 
governments and parliaments to formally agree on the extent to which future 
emissions should be cut, and how and when. States would then impose these 
formal intergovernmental agreements on the multitude of undiscerning consumers 
and producers within their borders.

•	 Much	ado	about	nothing. This story sees much of the debate as scaremongering  
by naïve idealists who erroneously believe the world can be made a better place 
(profligacy story), or by international bureaucrats looking to expand their budgets 
and influence (lack of global planning). Some with this view are sceptical about  
the diagnosis of climate change itself, while others are convinced that, even if 
correct, the consequences will be neither catastrophic nor uniformly negative. 
Technological progress, adaptation and dynamic markets are the solution to the 
negative effects of climate change.

The three stories tell plausible but conflicting tales of climate change. None of the 
stories are completely wrong, yet at the same time none are completely right—each 
story focuses on some partial aspect of the debate. The stories’ proponents are unlikely to 
agree on the fundamental causes of and solutions to the global climate change issue. 
And since these stories contain normative beliefs (either in egalitarian structures, in 
hierarchical bureaucracies, or in markets) they tend to be immune to enlightenment by 
scientific facts. This leaves the policy maker with a dynamic, plural and argumentative 
system of policy definition—typical of many wicked policy problems.

3 K. Henry, ‘Managing Prosperity’ (Address to the Economic and Social Outlook Conference, Melbourne, 2 November 2006),  p. 5.
4 The three different stories of climate change are identified in M. Thompson and M. Verweij 2004, ‘The Case for Clumsiness’  

(Singapore Management University, Humanities and Social Sciences Working Paper Series, No. 5), pp. 12–23.
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In reality, many policy problems lie somewhere on a continuum between tame and wicked. 
They may display some but not all of the characteristics of wicked problems. Some policy 
problems move along the continuum over time. Tobacco control is a good example.  
In Australia, there is broad agreement among all levels of government and NGOs on the 
scope of the problem of tobacco use and the shape of the comprehensive strategy that needs 
to be implemented to successfully control it. The National Tobacco Strategy includes 
regulation to control promotion, place of sale and place of use, taxation, warnings on 
packaging, as well as cessation services, pharmacotherapies and information campaigns. 
There is broad acceptance among a large majority of the general population that tobacco 
smoking is harmful, and that even though tobacco is a legal product for those aged over  
18 years, it is legitimate for governments to aim to influence and regulate the behaviour  
of citizens in regard to tobacco use. 

However, this broad agreement among governments, NGOs and the majority of citizens  
on the nature of and solutions to tobacco control has developed and strengthened over  
time. When tobacco control was first conceived of in Australia 30 years ago, smoking was 
entrenched in the social fabric of Australian society. The evidence base concerning health 
effects was just developing, the tobacco industry was in denial about the safety and addictive 
nature of its product, and many scientists and some governments were ambivalent about  
the issue. Tobacco use in some form or another is centuries old and the concept that it could 
be implicated in the development of disease was received with scepticism by many in the 
Australian community. Strengthening of the medical evidence on the harmful effects of 
tobacco, increased public awareness of the harmful effects of smoking (in part due to the 
educational and mass media activities undertaken by governments and NGOs), the 
denormalisation of smoking, and the sharing of tobacco control measures between nations 
have been the major factors in the current high levels of agreement around this complex issue. 

Even today, there are aspects of tobacco control that remain wicked, including tackling  
the persistent high smoking rates for particular groups such as Indigenous people, pregnant 
teenagers and people with a mental illness. Debate remains around the most effective 
balance among the policy objectives of prevention, cessation and protection. There are those 
within the tobacco control community, for example, who advocate the use of reduced harm 
nicotine products and others who advocate phasing out or banning the retail of combustible 
tobacco products. There is also disagreement on whether the focus of government spending 
should remain on cessation or whether an increased focus on prevention and/or harm 
reduction should occur.

We can only speculate about the reasons behind the rise and recognition of wicked policy 
problems at this point in time. It is a complex subject in itself and the following ideas merely 
scratch the surface of the debate. The expansion of democracy, market economies, 
globalisation, travel and social exchanges may have highlighted value differences, weakened 
traditional authority and control mechanisms, and promoted dissensus rather than consensus 
in the problem-solving process. Perhaps the technological and information revolutions we 
have experienced enable more people to become active participants in problem-solving  
and, in so doing, increase the complexity of the process. Perhaps the same technological  
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and information revolutions also increase the expectations of citizens in many countries for 
higher standards of living and that governments should take responsibility for managing a 
greater range of complex problems. In any case, since Rittel and Webber first coined the 
term in the 1970s, there has been a steady increase in the literature and research around 
wicked problems.
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3. Possible Strategies for Tackling Wicked Problems 

 
 
There is no quick fix for wicked policy problems, no glib formula about ‘Seven Steps  
to Crush Social Complexity’ or ‘Tame Your Way to the Top’.5 Most of the literature 
advocates a collaborative approach to wicked problems, but some research acknowledges  
that other approaches are possible.

Professor Nancy Roberts suggests that the key consideration is how power is dispersed 
among the stakeholders. She identifies three possible strategies:6

•	 authoritative strategies. These give the problem to some group (or an individual), who take 
on the problem-solving process while others agree to abide by its decisions. Identification 
of this small set of stakeholders may rest on their knowledge and expertise, organisational 
position in the hierarchy, information or coercive power. An essential ingredient is that 
other stakeholders acquiesce in the transfer of power to the anointed few and agree or are 
forced to abide by their decisions. Examples include the High Court decision around 
native title and Reserve Bank decisions around interest rates. Such authoritative strategies 
can also be useful in emergency situations.

–  Key advantages include efficiency and timeliness.

–  Key disadvantages include the potential disregard for important issues and 
considerations, as authorities and experts tend to search for solutions within their 
narrow bandwidth of experience, and the lost opportunity for learning. If 
problem-solving is left to experts, especially in a democratic society, then citizens 
can become further distanced or alienated from the important issues of their time. 

5 J. Conklin 2006, Dialogue Mapping: Building Shared Understanding of Wicked Problems,  John Wiley & Sons, Chichester,  
West Sussex, p. 34.

6 N. Roberts 2000, ‘Coping With Wicked Problems’ (Naval Postgraduate School, Monterey, California, Department of Strategic 
Management Working Paper).
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 Their commitment to the proposed solution may be weak which may or may not 
matter depending on the issue (the issue of citizen engagement is discussed 
further in section 8 below).

•	 competitive strategies. Central to the pursuit of such strategies is the search for power, 
influence and market share—stakeholders following this strategy generally assume a 
win-lose outcome. The competitive federalism of the Australian system can result in 
this approach, for example, when the States compete for foreign and local investment.

–  Key advantages include the creation of new ideas and innovation and the 
provision of choice, for example, competition between Job Network providers.

–  Key disadvantages include conflict and stalemates that occur when stakeholders 
have enough power to block one another but not enough power to achieve  
their agenda. Competition can also consume resources that could be spent  
on problem-solving.

•	 collaborative strategies. These are supported by the bulk of the literature (including  
by Professor Roberts) as being the most effective in dealing with wicked problems  
that have many stakeholders amongst whom power is dispersed. It is particularly relevant 
where part of the solution to the problem involves sustained behavioural change by many 
stakeholders and/or citizens. At the core of collaboration is a win-win view of problem-
solving. Partnerships, joint ventures, whole of (or joined up) government, international 
treaties and information campaigns to influence lifestyle choices are all variations on  
this strategy. 

–  Key advantages include higher stakeholder commitment, more  
comprehensive and effective solutions, and fewer resources having  
to be used by any one stakeholder.

–  Key disadvantages include increased transaction costs (these costs can be 
significant) and the fact that the skills of collaboration are in limited supply.  
In worst cases collaboration can end poorly—dialogue can turn into conflict, 
hardened positions and stalemate.

The remainder of this section is essentially premised on the assumption that collaborative 
strategies are the best approach to tackling wicked problems which require behavioural 
change as part of their solution. Nevertheless, it should be acknowledged that in some 
circumstances the use of authoritative or competitive strategies may be useful to agencies 
tasked with tackling a wicked problem. Authoritative and competitive strategies could be 
combined with collaborative approaches, for example, an expert advisory group could 
identify the preferred package of measures after an initial collaborative strategy has been 
used to identify the full range of views, interconnections, causes and possible solutions.

One example of a successful competitive strategy used in combination with a generally 
collaborative approach can be found in the area of tobacco control. State governments have 
responsibility for regulating smokefree environments and a dynamic tendency has been 
observed where States and Territories competitively leapfrog each other’s regulation in the 
area of smokefree places and other regulations. Many stakeholders believe that this has 
achieved quicker incremental toughening of such regulations than would have occurred 
through a cooperative policy of adopting a more uniform nationwide approach.  
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4. Avoiding a Narrow Approach

Wicked policy problems are difficult to tackle effectively using the techniques traditionally 
used by the public sector. Traditional policy thinking suggests that the best way to work 
through a policy problem is to follow an orderly and linear process, working from problem 
to solution. The process would usually start by understanding and defining the problem.  
This involves gathering and analysing data and other evidence and consulting with 
stakeholders. Once the problem is specified, and the evidence and stakeholder views are 
analysed, options and a preferred option can be determined. Outcomes and outputs are 
identified, implementation plans are designed and performance targets specified. It is often 
thought that the more complex the problem is, the more important it is to follow this 
orderly flow.

The consensus in the literature, however, is that such a linear, traditional approach to policy 
formulation is an inadequate way to work with wicked policy problems. This is because part 
of the wickedness of an issue lies in the interactions between causal factors, conflicting policy 
objectives and disagreement over the appropriate solution. Linear thinking is inadequate to 
encompass such interactivity and uncertainty. The shortcomings of a linear approach are also 
due to the social complexity of wicked problems. The fact is that a true understanding of the 
problem generally requires the perspective of multiple organisations and stakeholders, and 
that any package of measures identified as a possible solution usually requires the 
involvement, commitment and coordination of multiple organisations and stakeholders  
to be delivered effectively. 

The handling of wicked problems requires holistic rather than linear thinking. This is 
thinking capable of grasping the big picture, including the interrelationships between  
the full range of causal factors and policy objectives. By their nature, the wicked issues are 
imperfectly understood, and so initial planning boundaries that are drawn too narrowly may 
lead to a neglect of what is important in handling the wicked issues. It is in this unforeseen 
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interconnection that policy problems grow and policy failures arise. ‘There is an ever-present 
danger in handling wicked issues that they are handled too narrowly.’7

There is a variety of ways that organisations try to tame wicked problems by handling them 
too narrowly. The most common way is locking down the problem definition. This often 
involves addressing a sub-problem that can be solved. If the problem is how to reduce 
violence in schools, for example, policy makers may focus on the more tractable, narrow 
problem of how to install metal detectors in school entrances. Or, if the problem is obesity  
in children, the more tractable but narrow problem could be removing unhealthy food from 
school canteens.

If policy and performance measures are limited to the sub-problem rather than the wicked 
problem, the problem can appear solved at least in the short-term. If the performance 
measure is that school canteens no longer offer unhealthy foods, for example, this may  
be achievable. An unintended consequence and a reassertion of the wicked problem may  
be that more children no longer buy their lunch at school canteens but instead miss lunch, 
save their lunch money, and buy junk food at the shops on the way home from school. This  
is also a good example of how a tame solution can exacerbate the problem—some children 
may now eat more unhealthy food than they did previously, and they miss their lunch!8 It is 
also another illustration of the unintended consequences that can result from interventions 
to address wicked problems. Unintended consequences tend to occur even more frequently  
if the problem has been artificially tamed, that is, it has been too narrowly addressed and the 
multiple causes and interconnections not fully explored prior to measures being introduced.

This does not mean that at some stage in the policy formulation process it will not be 
necessary to identify the components of the wicked problem and possible practical solutions 
as part of a comprehensive and coordinated set of measures to address the problem. 
Obviously, the type of food offered in school canteens is part of the solution to childhood 
obesity. But this fragmentation of the wicked problem would ideally occur after all the 
interconnections and social complexities have been identified, discussed and addressed  
as part of a coordinated strategy.

7 M. Clarke and J. Stewart 1997, ‘Handling the Wicked Issues—A Challenge for Government’ (University of Birmingham, School  
of Public Policy Discussion Paper), University of Birmingham, 1997, p. 4.

8 According to the ABC TV programme ‘Difference of Opinion’ (‘Beating the Bulge’, 8 April 2007), this has occurred in some 
NSW schools as a result of adopting healthy eating options in school canteens.
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5. The Need for Innovative and Flexible Approaches

A traditional bureaucracy, divided into vertical silos, in which most of the authority  
for resolving problems rests at the top of the organisation, is not well-adapted to support  
the kinds of process necessary for addressing the complexity and ambiguity of wicked 
problems. Bureaucracies tend to be risk averse, and are intolerant of messy processes.  
They excel at managing issues with clear boundaries rather than ambiguous, complex  
issues that may require experimental and innovative approaches. How can we stimulate  
and nurture the innovation and experimentation in the public sector that is needed to 
address wicked problems? 

It has been argued that the public sector needs to adopt more systematic approaches  
to social innovation as opposed to the current rather ad hoc approach:

 How many departments or agencies have a board level director responsible for 
innovation—for models that may be mainstream in 2020 or 2030? How many 
have significant budgets for innovation—or anything remotely comparable to the 
2–4% of GDP that is generally seen as the right level for nations to spend on 
R&D? How many can point to the flow of new models in their service that are 
being cultivated, developed, improved, tested?9

Innovation in public services does raise additional issues compared to innovation in private 
sector services, particularly around managing risk—‘… the only way to have good ideas [is] 
to have lots of ideas and discard the bad ones, but you cannot afford too much creativity with 
benefit payments or traffic lights, school curriculums or court procedures. Risks have to be 
carefully managed.’10 Nevertheless, while the primary responsibility of public sector 
managers is to deliver an excellent service and achieve continuous improvement, a secondary 

9 G. Mulgan, ‘360 Degree Improvement and the Imperative of Social Innovation’ (Address to the National School of Government, 
UK Public Services Reform Conference, London, June 2006), p. 3 <http://www.youngfoundation.org/node/297>

10 G. Mulgan, ‘360 Degree Improvement and the Imperative of Social Innovation’, p. 4.
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responsibility is to ensure that part of the organisation is focused on the models and services 
of the future, cultivating the innovators both inside and outside and helping them to evolve 
their ideas.

Some of the literature stresses the need for public service organisations to become more 
adaptive and flexible in dealing with wicked problems:

 In these complex circumstances, people and organisations have to become 
adaptive … public services should be understood as complex adaptive systems  
and not according to the mechanistic models that have traditionally dominated 
government thinking. Paul Plsek likens this difference to that between throwing  
a stone and throwing a live bird. The trajectory of the stone can be calculated 
precisely using the laws of physics. The trajectory of the bird is far less predictable. 
The question is whether policy-makers can embrace this shift in perspective, and 
redefine their role as supporters of adaptive processes of change. They need to stop 
pretending they are throwing stones, and acknowledge that the management  
of public services is far more akin to throwing birds.11

One way of increasing adaptability in the public sector is to blur the traditional distinction 
between policy development and programme implementation when dealing with complex 
programmes. Policy development and evolution needs to be informed with on-the-ground 
intelligence about operational issues and the views of service users or recipients, and be 
modified in the light of feedback about what works and what doesn’t. Programme 
evaluations play an important role in this regard. In a recent UK study of  ‘Better Policy 
Delivery and Design’ prepared by the Cabinet Office’s Performance and Innovation  
Unit, it is argued that system design should be iterative:

 Past experience shows that delivery is rarely a one-off task. It is best understood 
not as a linear process—leading from policy ideas through implementation to 
change on the ground—but rather as a more circular process involving continuous 
learning, adaptation and improvement, with policy changing in response to 
implementation as well as vice versa.12

Another way of increasing adaptability and flexibility is to focus on sharing the learnings  
and experiences from dealing with wicked problems within and among public sector 
organisations. Kay refers to the need to develop ‘an ability to read across experiences from 
one area of public service to another’.13 Objective, well-researched and well-presented 
reviews of government activity in the area of complex policy problems, and the dissemination 
of that information across networks of relevant people, will be an important resource for the 
future. Of equal importance is that organisational culture supports the importance of sharing 
learning, and adapting policy and programmes in light of new learning. The objective is  
to encourage a new style of managing for learning organisations—a style that encourages 
initiative but recognises the need for learning. Action to deal with problems is required,  
but there needs to be recognition that change may be required in actions taken:

11 T. Bentley and J. Wilsdon 2003, ‘Introduction: The Adaptive State’, in T. Bentley and J. Wilsdon (eds), The Adaptive State—
Strategies for Personalising the Public Realm, Demos, London, p. 26.

12 G. Mulgan and A. Lee 2001, Better Policy Delivery and Design: A Discussion Paper (UK Cabinet Office, Performance and 
Innovation Unit), p. 4 <http://www.cabinetoffice.gov.uk/strategy/downloads/files/betterpolicy2.pdf>

13 J. Kay,  ‘A New Public Sector’, Prospect, No. 64, June 2001, p. 12.
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 The style is not so much of a traveller who knows the route, but more of an 
explorer who has a sense of direction but no clear route. Search and exploration, 
watching out for possibilities and inter-relationships, however unlikely they may 
seem, are part of the approach. There are ideas as to the way ahead, but some may 
prove abortive. What is required is a readiness to see and accept this, rather than 
to proceed regardless on a path which is found to be leading nowhere or in the 
wrong direction.14

This style displays a willingness to think and work in new and innovative ways, and  
requires flexible and creative thinking (e.g. using trials, prototypes or multiple iterations).  
A concomitant condition to increasing adaptability is a broad acceptance and understanding, 
including from governments and Ministers, that there are no quick fixes and that levels  
of uncertainty around the solutions to wicked problems need to be tolerated. Successfully 
addressing such problems takes time and resources and adopting innovative approaches may 
result in the occasional failure or need for policy change or adjustment. Policy makers also 
need the capacity to be able to adapt to inevitable swings and changes in the environment, 
including the public sector environment.

14 M. Clarke and J. Stewart, ‘Handling the Wicked Issues—A Challenge for Government’, p. 15.
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6.The Importance of Working Across 
Organisational Boundaries

As mentioned above, it is their social complexity that is often the hardest part of tackling 
wicked problems and that overwhelms most current problem-solving and project 
management techniques. It is the need to work across APS agencies, the need to work  
with other jurisdictions and organisations, and the need to engage with many dispersed 
stakeholders that makes tackling wicked problems such a socially complex exercise.  
The challenges posed by the social complexity of wicked problems have been recognised  
by the Secretary of the Department of the Prime Minister and Cabinet:

 In terrain which is politically contested, in which the resources to address difficult 
human issues are necessarily finite, there are rarely clear questions, let alone easy 
answers. Progress is nearly always marked by consultation, discussion, negotiation 
and iteration.15

It is clear that existing public sector institutions and structures were, by and large, not 
designed with a primary goal of supporting collaborative inter-organisational work. It  
can be challenging enough to implement governance arrangements and foster cultures  
that facilitate collaboration across internal organisational boundaries within hierarchical, 
vertically structured organisations.

6.1 WHOLE OF GOVERNMENT WORKING
The Management Advisory Committee (MAC) report, Connecting Government (2004), 
recognised that tackling complex policy challenges is one of the key imperatives that makes 
being successful at whole of government work increasingly important. The report focuses on 
working across organisational boundaries at the Australian Government level, but it also, 
albeit more briefly, looks at making connections outside the APS with community 

15 P. Shergold, ‘ “Lackies, Careerists, Political Stooges”? Personal Reflections on the Current State of Public Service Leadership’  
(Sir Roland Wilson Lecture), Australian Journal of Public Administration, Vol. 63, No. 4, December 2004, p. 9.
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organisations, businesses and other jurisdictions. The report notes that, although whole  
of government working is costly and time consuming, it can be particularly suitable for 
complex and longstanding policy issues—the essential characteristics of wicked problems.

The Secretary of the Department of the Prime Minister and Cabinet has commented  
that whole of government is the public administration of the future:

 It offers links and connections to the global community of ideas, knowledge and 
understanding essential for the APS to face the governance challenges of the 21st 
century. It extols team-based approaches to solving the wicked problems that are 
endemic to public policy.16

It is worthwhile briefly reiterating the key messages from the MAC report on working 
across agency boundaries within the APS because they are so relevant to tackling wicked 
problems. The key messages include the importance of APS agencies developing:

•	 supportive structures and processes. There is a need for careful choice of the appropriate 
structures to support whole of government work. Structures and processes must be 
matched to the task—no ‘one-size-fits-all’. If there is deep contention between portfolios, 
or in the community, for example, and tight time frames are involved, a dedicated 
Taskforce under strong leadership and working directly to the Prime Minister, a senior 
Minister or a Cabinet committee may produce better outcomes than a more standard 
interdepartmental committee.

•	 a supportive culture and skills base. Portfolio secretaries and higher-ranking Senior 
Executive Service (SES) staff have a key role to play in influencing the behaviour and 
attitudes of the APS towards collaboration across organisational boundaries. They can 
model best practice collegiate behaviour and ensure there is practical support for those 
involved in whole of government activities. These practical supports include developing 
systems and procedures to support authorisation for appropriate local decision-making 
and learning opportunities for middle and senior managers in skills relevant to whole  
of government activities, such as communication and influencing skills and relationship 
management.

•	 facilitative information management and infrastructure. Working more successfully across 
organisations relies on better information-sharing and requires structured approaches  
to the collection and sharing of information and data. On a practical level this includes 
continuing the progress towards the adoption of common information policies, standards 
and protocols across APS agencies to improve interoperability, and identifying 
information management needs early in the planning process around wicked problems.

•	 appropriate budget and accountability frameworks. The Department of Finance and 
Administration should be consulted at an early stage in the development of major cross-

16 P. Shergold, ‘Preface’ to Management Advisory Committee 2004, Connecting Government: Whole of Government Responses  
to Australia’s Priority Challenges, Commonwealth of Australia, Canberra, p. vi.
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 portfolio initiatives to ensure that the flexibility that is possible in the existing financial 
framework is maximised and used to facilitate a cross-portfolio approach. In section 7 
below the impact of the accountability framework on inter-organisational collaboration is 
discussed in more detail.

These messages are illustrated by a range of case studies included as an appendix to the 
MAC report. These case studies are useful reading for those tasked with tackling wicked 
problems. While they illustrate that whole of government approaches are usually essential  
in effectively dealing with wicked problems, they also illustrate that such arrangements can 
be complicated, expensive and difficult to make work—especially for a sustained period  
of time.  

Since the release of the MAC report in April 2004, experience with the implementation  
of more effective whole of government approaches has been mixed. Whole of government 
approaches have been implemented to address a wide range of issues, from crisis management 
and improving service delivery, to dealing with significant policy challenges, many of which 
could be described as wicked, for example, addressing Indigenous well-being or welfare 
dependency.  The APS is learning how to work in this environment, and there have been 
positive results.

At the same time, the implementation of whole of government approaches in these areas  
has also confirmed how difficult more connected approaches can be to implement. Data 
collected for the State of the Service Report 2006–07 confirms a widespread perception among 
APS employees that barriers to effective whole of government working remain. These barriers 
are particularly at the systems level, in ensuring that underpinning financial and information 
and communications technology (ICT) frameworks support collaboration. More work also 
needs to be done in developing the appropriate agency culture and capability. Senior employees 
involved in structured whole of government activities continue to pass mixed judgements on 
how collaborative and well-supported these structures have been in practice.

The State of the Service Report 2005–06 concluded that whole of government working is not 
yet natural to public servants and will take many years to embed. Nevertheless, there needs 
to be a continual focus on improving the ability of the APS to work in a whole of government 
way if real progress is to be made in tackling Australia’s wicked problems. 
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6.2 WORKING WITH STATE GOVERNMENTS
Most wicked problems will overlap with the traditional jurisdictions of State governments. 
The MAC report concluded that for the most part, interactions with State governments will 
continue to be managed through formal processes and structures such as the Council of 
Australian Governments (COAG), various financial agreements and a large number of 
councils of Ministers. Other initiatives to facilitate collaboration within and across 
jurisdictions include the National Service Improvement Framework which provides a tiered 
approach for government agencies to follow in agreeing the arrangements necessary to 
enable collaborative service delivery (see http://www.agimo.gov.au/services). On a more 
informal basis, Australian Government employees need to ensure that they understand the 
State government policies and programmes most likely to interact with their own work to 
ensure an ongoing capacity to respond to emerging priorities that may cross jurisdictional 
boundaries. ‘One approach to this is to establish ongoing forums and information exchanges 
[with State government employees] that foster not only understanding by employees of the 
issues inside their areas of control and influence but also the appreciation of wider issues and 
activities that may impact on those areas.’17

6.3 DEVOLVED GOVERNMENT
The need to work across organisational boundaries also encompasses the issue of working 
with organisations outside government. This is sometimes called devolved government  
(also distributed or networked government). As in many other developed countries, devolved 
government (the utilisation by the public sector of the community sector and/or the private 
sector for the delivery of public goods and services) has increased significantly in scope, scale 
and complexity over recent decades. While there is a range of drivers behind this increase, 
one factor is that a devolved approach to service delivery can assist in dealing with complex 
problems.  

Addressing some wicked problems, such as the problems of various Indigenous communities 
or the causes of criminal activity in particular communities or natural resource management 
by landowners, needs to be tackled to some degree from a ‘bottom-up’ perspective (even if 
there is considerable ‘top-down’ coordinating control). Such bottom-up, community capability 
building needs to involve NGOs in distributing goods and services as both a matter of 
practicality (government can’t have that sort of presence and expertise everywhere it’s 
needed) and desirability (it can help if government is not seen to be the only entity tackling 
problems). NGOs, which have stronger community links than central government, can assist 
in achieving solutions that can be tailored to particular circumstances and/or communities 
and that can be owned by those involved, reflecting their beliefs and values. Governments do 
not usually have the reach or power to direct behaviours that might conflict with local beliefs, 
values and private interests, even if they are sure of the right policy answer to the problem. It 
is unlikely that government from the centre can specify how best to provide a complex service 
at the local level if there is to be scope to boost service satisfaction, improve outcomes and 
secure local legitimacy.

17 Management Advisory Committee 2004, Connecting Government: Whole of Government Responses to Australia’s Priority Challenges, 
Commonwealth of Australia, Canberra, p. 104.
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Improving the public sector’s capacity to work in a distributed way can help to enhance  
an understanding of causes and solutions to a particular wicked problem among the 
organisations delivering services, even if views on the relative importance of the various 
causes and/or solutions continue to differ. 

6.4  WORKING ACROSS ORGANISATIONAL BOUNDARIES: 
OTHER ISSUES

One necessary first step in building up inter-organisational working on any specific issue  
is the identification of the organisations which could be concerned with the issues—an 
exercise in inter-organisational mapping. Part of the holistic approach required to tackle 
wicked problems is to think inclusively. A concern with child obesity, for example, could 
concentrate on those whose contribution is most obvious, that is, federal and state 
government health and education agencies. But other government organisations dealing 
with areas such as social services, housing, town planning, transport, sport and recreation 
facilities will also have a role to play (as will a range of community and commercial 
organisations).

Other literature around working in a whole of government way stresses the key importance 
of creating a shared understanding of the wicked problem among the range of organisations 
that can contribute to a full understanding and comprehensive response to the issue. This 
needs to be commenced in the pre-project planning stage to avoid the danger of dealing 
with a wicked problem too narrowly. It requires first ensuring that the relevant organisations 
understand the government’s broad policy objectives in relation to the wicked problem in 
order to encourage big picture, inclusive thinking. It also requires a degree of organisational 
understanding so that how the issue is dealt with in each organisation’s structure and how  
it is talked about (the terminology used) are understood. The difficulties of working across 
organisational boundaries are compounded by the different values, incentives and 
accountabilities of organisations from the government, commercial and non-profit sectors.  
Once a shared understanding is achieved organisations can work together to explore, map, 
frame and re-frame the wicked problem and try to find appropriate measures to take.

New technologies when used strategically can be an important tool to assist in working across 
organisational boundaries. Govdex, for example, is an Australian Government initiative to 
facilitate business process collaboration across portfolios, administrative jurisdictions and 
agencies (see http://www.agimo.gov.au/services). It comprises a collaborative workspace, a 
registry and/or repository and tools and methods. Govdex is now being used by several 
hundred people at the federal, state and local government levels in Australia and to facilitate 
collaboration between elements of the Australian, UK and New Zealand Governments. 
Poorly handled, however, technology can exacerbate wicked problems, for example, when it 
results in a proliferation of uncoordinated government websites.
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Delivering Natural Resource Management Programmes
The delivery of Australia’s federal and State government natural resource management 
programmes is a good example of working across organisational boundaries to tackle 
a wicked problem. Natural resource management in Australia displays many of the 
characteristics of a wicked problem, including disagreement among stakeholders and 
experts on the nature, scope and solutions to natural resource management issues, the 
need for coordination among all levels of government, the lack of a one-size-fits-all 
approach—natural resource management issues vary dramatically between regions and 
localities—and the need to achieve behavioural change amongst a range of land users.

The inter-organisational structure delivering key natural resource management 
programmes has evolved into a regional delivery model. Under this approach,  
56 regional authorities, funded under bilateral agreements between the Australian 
Government and each State government, have been set up around Australia to 
determine and manage regional natural resource management priorities, investment 
strategies, and funding opportunities, under a range of natural resource management 
programmes. Although there have been teething problems as the new organisational 
structures have been bedded down, there is widespread support for the regional 
approach from members of all sections of the community, industry and government, 
as a mechanism for working across organisational boundaries to address natural 
resource management issues.18 The top-down strategic approach of the regional 
authorities still has scope to accommodate a community driven bottom-up approach 
to identifying local natural resource management problems at the local level where 
these local priorities are consistent with the strategic overview. This has proven  
to be the case in practice in the more well-established and highly performing  
regional authorities.

18 K. Keogh, D. Chant and B. Frazer 2006, Review of Arrangements for Regional Delivery of Natural Resource Management 
Programmes: Final Report (Prepared by the Ministerial Reference Group for Future Natural Resource Management  
Programme Delivery) <http://www.nrm.gov.au/publications/books/pubs/regional-delivery-review.pdf>
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7. Reviewing the Accountability Framework

There is some inevitable tension between the horizontal responsibilities in working across 
organisational boundaries and the vertical accountabilities embedded in the Westminster 
system of Cabinet Government, in which the existence of separate portfolio agencies reflects 
an underlying accountability of individual Ministers to Parliament. Some of the literature 
argues that the devolution of authority to agency heads and a clearer vertical accountability 
for agency outcomes may have exacerbated such tensions. The MAC report, Connecting 
Government argued, however, that the flexibility fostered by devolution can facilitate a more 
innovative approach to wicked problems. ‘The challenge is to find the infrastructure, processes 
and practices that might promote better connections and remove any obstacles to collaboration 
that devolution may have raised. These include relevant skills and culture, an information-
sharing infrastructure and governance arrangements that focus accountability on the whole 
of government outcomes the government is seeking.’19

It is relevant, however, to pose a range of questions about the compatibility of the existing 
accountability framework and the capacity of APS agencies to effectively tackle wicked 
problems. Is the requirement to tightly specify programme outputs and outcomes useful in 
an environment where even defining the problem and solution is difficult? Does the 
accountability framework within which APS agencies operate have enough flexibility for 
programmes that are aimed at outcomes that may not be evident for years (for example, 
experience and research from the COAG trial evaluations confirm that whole of government 
and partnership approaches aimed at changing the economic, health and social circumstances 
of disadvantaged communities, in particular Indigenous communities, require long-term 
commitments of 10 to 20 years in order to be realised)?20 Does the current 

19 Management Advisory Committee, Connecting Government, p. 6.
20 Morgan Disney & Associates 2006, Synopsis Review of the COAG Trial Evaluations: Report to the Office of Indigenous Policy 

Coordination (OIPC), p. 4.
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accountability framework pose a barrier to APS agencies becoming more innovative, flexible 
and adaptable in their policy formulation and programme implementation when tackling 
wicked problems?

There is no doubt that the use of outcomes and/or performance-based budgeting and 
reporting has been an important driver of public sector reform and improved efficiency. The 
requirements are designed to enable a continuum of specificity from shared outcomes to 
more tightly specified outputs. However, there appears to be a need for a more sophisticated 
understanding of how to apply this flexibility. 

There is increasing evidence that some types of pre-set performance measures, especially 
lower-level indicators, may undermine the responsiveness of the delivery of complex services 
and could even distort or constrict the services being delivered by making the indicator (or 
target) rather than the service the focus of provision.21 In the case of devolved services both 
service providers and service users can find themselves playing second fiddle to programme 
reporting regimes.22 Programme definitions can also restrict providers’ capacity to exploit 
significant intersections with other services (for example, the role and operations of family 
relationship centres, the courts and child support services).  

There is a range of coordinating mechanisms, within the current accountability framework, 
that have a focus, inter alia, on whole of government projects. These include the Cabinet 
Implementation Unit and the Department of Finance and Administration’s Gateway Review 
process. The new Strategic Review process, which was introduced in 2006–07, will also 
provide scope to review programmes and policies that affect more than one agency. Strategic 
Reviews are designed to provide information to assist the Government to set its priorities in 
the Budget process. Reviews will focus on areas where outlays are significant or growing 
strongly; where fiscal risk is high; where there might be overlap and integration issues across 
agencies; or where activity has not been subject to recent substantial review. Strategic 
Reviews will be coordinated by Finance, but will involve full consultation with affected 
agencies. Reviews may be undertaken by central agencies, eminent persons, or other 
government bodies. Reviews will be guided by Terms of Reference, with the aim of 
considering the appropriateness (whether the activity is consistent with the Government’s 
policy objectives), effectiveness (how well the activity delivers on its objectives) and efficiency 
(what is the economic and fiscal cost of delivering the activity) of Government 
programmes.23 Care will also need to be taken to ensure that strategic reviews consider 
appropriate time frames because, as discussed above, the most complex policy issues usually 
need longer time frames for results to become apparent.

21 See G. Kelly, G. Mulgan and S. Muers [200?], ‘Creating Public Value: An Analytical Framework for Public Service Reform’, UK 
Cabinet Office, Strategy Unit, p. 9 <http://www.cabinetoffice.gov.uk/strategy/downloads/files/public_value2.pdf> 

22 See, for example,  J. Teicher, Q. Alam and B. Van Gramberg, ‘Managing Trust and Relationships in PPPs: Some Australian 
Experiences’, International Review of Administrative Sciences, Vol. 72, No. 1, March 2006, p. 90, where a number of reviews 
by Australian Government agencies are cited; M. Horn et al 2004,  A New Approach to Assisting Young Homeless Job Seekers, 
Hanover Welfare Services, South Melbourne <http://www.hanover.org.au>; L. Kerr, E. Carson and J. Goddard, ‘Contractualism, 
Employment Services and Mature-Age Job Seekers: The Tyranny of Tangible Outcomes’, The Drawing Board: An Australian 
Review of Public Affairs, Vol. 3, No. 2, November 2002, p. 89.

23 The scope and type of review and approach to responding to reviews will be agreed by Senior Ministers on recommendations 
made by the Budget Co-ordination Committee (comprised of Deputy Secretaries of the Departments of the Prime Minister and 
Cabinet, the Treasury and Finance).
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Wicked problems also pose challenges for traditional approaches to accountability and 
governance within agencies. Ideally, governance structures would encourage collaboration 
and assist in generating an awareness of and a focus on the complex issues that cut across 
internal organisational structures. The Australian Public Service Commission’s publication, 
Building Better Governance,24 provides practical guidance on the building blocks for effective 
governance and includes some useful case studies. These case studies, in particular, highlight 
the potential benefits of a stronger focus on a principles-based approach rather than 
governance by specific rules. This approach is consistent with a more flexible approach to 
wicked problems as it can increase senior management’s ability to apply a broader, future-
oriented strategic approach, including a focus on whole of government issues.

It is beyond the scope of this paper to make a detailed assessment of the compatibility of  
the Australian Government accountability framework with agencies’ ability to tackle wicked 
problems. However, it does appear that there is a need to consider further how the current 
accountability framework can meet the goal of maintaining acceptable levels of accountability 
while minimising as much as possible any barriers to innovation and collaboration.
 

24 Australian Public Service Commission 2007, Building Better Governance <http://www.apsc.gov.au>
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8. Effectively Engaging Stakeholders and Citizens 

A key conclusion of much of the literature about wicked policy problems is that effectively 
engaging the full range of stakeholders in the search for solutions is crucial. Engagement is 
most important when the active participation and cooperation of citizens is required as part 
of the solution. ‘To be successful in addressing whole of government issues, especially where 
the challenges are complex and longstanding, requires the substantial involvement of the 
people and communities affected.’25 Because wicked problems are often imperfectly understood 
it is important that they are widely discussed by all relevant stakeholders in order to ensure a 
full understanding of their complexity. If a resolution of a wicked issue requires changes in 
the way people behave, these changes cannot readily be imposed on people. Behaviours are 
more conducive to change if issues are widely understood, discussed and owned by the people 
whose behaviour is being targeted for change.

With the social complexity that accompanies nearly all wicked problems, a lack of 
understanding of the problem can result in different stakeholders being certain that their 
version of the problem is correct. It can be extremely difficult to make any headway on  
an acceptable solution to the wicked problem if stakeholders cannot agree on what the 
problem is. Achieving a shared understanding of the dimensions of the problem and different 
perspectives among external stakeholders who can contribute to a full understanding and 
comprehensive response to the issue is crucial because:

 … the Holy Grail of effective collaboration—is in creating shared understanding 
about the problem, and shared commitment to the possible solutions. Shared 
understanding does not mean we necessarily agree on the problem … Shared 
understanding means that the stakeholders understand each other’s positions well 
enough to have intelligent dialogue about the different interpretations of the 

25 Management Advisory Committee, Connecting Government, p. 95.
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problem, and to exercise collective intelligence about how to solve it. Because  
of social complexity, solving a wicked problem is fundamentally a social process. 
Having a few brilliant people or the latest project management technology  
is no longer sufficient.26

The big question is how to achieve this shared understanding. A starting point is stakeholder 
and citizen engagement. The OECD identifies three levels of government-citizen relations 
in this context:27

•	 information. Government disseminates information on policy making or programme 
design. Information flows from the government to citizens in a one-way relationship.  
Examples are numerous and include a substantial proportion of the information on 
agencies’ websites.

•	 consultation. Government asks for and receives feedback from citizens on policy-making 
and programme design. In order to receive feedback, government defines whose views  
are sought and on what issues. Receiving citizens’ feedback also requires government to 
provide information to citizens beforehand. Consultation thus creates a limited two-way 
relationship between government and citizens. Examples are comments on draft legislation, 
submissions to parliamentary committee enquiries, and public opinion surveys.

•	 active	participation	or	citizen	engagement. This occurs where citizens actively engage in 
policy and decision-making processes. Citizens may propose policy options and engage  
in debate on the relative merits of various options, although the final responsibility for 
policy formulation and regulation rests with the government. Engaging citizens in policy 
making and programme design is an advanced two-way relationship between government 
and citizens based on the principle of partnership. Examples include open working 
groups, lay peoples’ panels and dialogue processes.

It is the last and highest level of government-citizen relations that the bulk of the literature 
argues is necessary for the effective resolution of wicked problems where achieving sustained 
behavioural change is part of the solution. The OECD acknowledges that in practice a clear 
distinction between consultation and citizen engagement may be difficult to draw. Both 
require full and timely access to relevant, user-friendly information on the issues under 
discussion and the processes to be used.  ‘As a general rule, however, the timetable, format 
and issues for consultation are defined by government while in active participation the  
same factors are themselves the subject of discussion and joint decision.’28 The OECD  
also endorses some basic principles (set out by Canada’s Institute on Governance in 1998)  
upon which active participation (or citizen engagement) is based. These include: ‘shared 
agenda-setting for all participants, a relaxed time-frame for deliberation, an emphasis on 
value-sharing rather than debate, and consultative practices based on inclusiveness, courtesy 
and respect’.29

26  J. Conklin, Dialogue Mapping, p. 29.
27 OECD 2001, Citizens	as	Partners:	Information,	Consultation	and	Public	Participation	in	Policy-Making, OECD, Paris, pp. 23, 24, 28.
28 OECD, Citizens	as	Partners, p. 41.
29 Institute on Governance 1998,  A Voice for All: Engaging Canadians for Change (Report (including Summary of Findings)  

of the Conference on Citizen Engagement, Ottawa, 27–28 October), p. 25 <http://www.iog.ca/publications/cereport.pdf>
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Stakeholder and citizen engagement can take many forms and it is beyond the scope of this 
paper to discuss these in detail. An example of using information and communications 
technology to facilitate citizen engagement are the principles for ICT-enabled citizen 
engagement developed in collaboration with the e-Democracy Community of Practice  
(see http://www.agimo.gov.au). However, it is worth noting that although there are strong 
arguments for engaging citizens as part of the process of tackling wicked problems, there are 
also some reservations. Engagement requires, for example, considerable resources and time 
frames. In many circumstances it will be worth the investment because of the payoffs—
better informed public policy, greater trust in government, more shared understanding and 
greater commitment by citizens to actively cooperate in tackling the wicked problem. 
However, in some circumstances such active citizen engagement may not be possible for  
a variety of reasons. In particular, constraints such as time, criticality, security and funding 
availability need to be balanced against the benefits of stakeholder engagement. The 
challenge for the APS is to identify those problems where more extensive engagement is 
likely to add value and where benefits outweigh the costs. Regardless of such analysis, 
however, it may be the case that Ministers’ perceptions of the political climate will prevent a 
comprehensive engagement process. It must be remembered that the engagement by the 
APS of citizens and other external stakeholders requires some level of ministerial authorisation.
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9.The Importance of Achieving Sustained 
Behavioural Change

Successfully addressing most wicked problems requires achieving sustained changes  
in behaviour. However, for many wicked policy problems influencing human behaviour  
is very complex. For these problems, the effectiveness of traditional approaches to 
influencing behaviour (e.g. legislation, sanctions, regulations, taxes and subsidies) may  
be limited, without some additional tools and understanding of how to engage citizens  
in cooperative behavioural change.   

Achieving sustained behavioural change is usually a key component of tackling wicked 
problems because it has become increasingly clear that government cannot simply ‘deliver’ 
key policy outcomes to a disengaged and passive public. In the areas of welfare, health, crime, 
employment, education and the environment it is clear that achieving significant progress 
requires the active involvement and cooperation of citizens. Agencies may have more impact 
on key policy outcomes by using their limited resources to engage, involve and change the 
behaviour of users and other parties, than by concentrating on traditional policy tools and 
service delivery.

It is not just in Australia that there has been a growing policy interest in engaging citizens  
to achieve sustained behavioural change to assist in tackling wicked problems. The UK 
Government, for example, has recently convened a Behaviour Change Forum which  
is led by the Cabinet Office, the Department for Environment, Food and Rural Affairs, the 
Department of Health, the Department for Transport, the Treasury, the Home Office, the 
Prime Minister’s Strategy Unit and the Sustainable Development Commission. Its purpose 
is to: 

•	 exchange experience of behavioural change policies and their implementation
•	 pool research and policy evaluation on behavioural change
•	 disseminate research findings and good practice across government
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•	 advise on and promote common policy tools and support for those engaged in behaviour-
focused policies. 

The Canadian Government has also been actively interested in the area of behavioural 
change and has produced a set of guidelines known as the ‘Tools of Change’ for altering 
public behaviour around wicked problems in the environmental and health areas. These 
guidelines can be found at <http://www.toolsofchange.com>.

In order to achieve behavioural change to assist in tackling a wicked problem a basic 
understanding is required of key determinants of behaviour. How people behave is 
determined by many factors and is deeply embedded in social situations, institutional 
contexts and cultural norms. Nearly all public policy rests on assumptions about human 
behaviour; however, these are rarely made explicit or tested against the available evidence. 
The Australian Public Service Commission has recently published a discussion paper, 
Changing Behaviour: A Public Policy Perspective,30 that outlines the key theories and empirical 
evidence about behavioural change and draws out the implications for improving policy 
making and programme implementation in the APS.

30 Australian Public Service Commission 2007, Changing Behaviour: A Public Policy Perspective <http://www.apsc.gov.au>
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10. Skills for APS Employees

Tackling wicked problems raises a range of skills and capability issues for the APS.  
The need to deal with the social complexity associated with wicked problems (working 
across organisational boundaries, engaging stakeholders and influencing citizens’ behaviour) 
requires additional skills over and above the more traditional analytical, conceptual, and 
project management skills required by public servants involved in policy making and planning 
policy implementation. In 2004, the Management Advisory Committee in its Connecting 
Government report focused on network management and stakeholder management and the 
capacity to ‘facilitate cooperation and partnerships, build commitment to a shared agenda, 
manage and share information, manage change, engage stakeholders, and resolve conflict.’31 
People with connecting skills will be increasingly valued—people who can build up 
relationships across the public, private and non-profit sectors and leverage these relationships 
to build networks of mutual benefit. There is also a need for policy makers to be aware of and 
apply behavioural change theory.

Critically, tackling wicked problems also calls for high levels of systems thinking. This big 
picture thinking helps policy makers to make the connections between the multiple causes 
and interdependencies of wicked problems that are necessary in order to avoid a narrow 
approach and the artificial taming of wicked problems. Agencies need to look for ways  
of developing or obtaining this range of skills, including through recruitment, contracted 
labour, outsourcing particular analysis, formal learning programmes and encouraging 
employees to undertake a relevant range of work to broaden their experience. A multi-
disciplinary team approach is one practical way to garner all the required skills and 
knowledge for tackling any particular wicked problem.

31 Management Advisory Committee, Connecting Government, p. 53.
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11. Conclusions 

Many of the most pressing policy challenges for the APS involve tackling wicked problems. 
Wicked problems are characterised by social complexity—they cross the boundaries of APS 
agencies, they cross jurisdictional boundaries, stakeholders (and experts) often disagree about 
the exact nature and causes of the problems and, not surprisingly, they disagree about the 
best way to tackle them. A key part of the solution to many wicked problems involves 
achieving sustained behavioural change. It has become increasingly clear that a disengaged 
and passive public can be a key barrier, and is a factor in the policy failures around some of 
Australia’s longstanding wicked problems. In the areas of welfare, health, crime, employment, 
education and the environment, significant progress requires the active involvement and 
cooperation of citizens. 

Tackling wicked problems is an evolving art but one which seems to at least require:

•	 holistic, not partial or linear thinking. This is thinking capable of grasping the big picture, 
including the interrelationships between the full range of causal factors underlying the 
wicked problem. Traditional linear approaches to policy formulation are an inadequate 
way to work with wicked policy problems as linear thinking is inadequate in encompassing 
their complexity, interconnections and uncertainty. There is an ever present danger in 
handling wicked issues that they are handled too narrowly. The shortcomings of 
traditional approaches to policy making are also due to the social complexity of wicked 
problems—the fact that a true understanding of the problem generally requires the 
perspective of multiple organisations and stakeholders and that any package of measures 
identified as a possible solution usually requires the involvement, commitment and 
coordination of multiple organisations and stakeholders to be delivered effectively. 

•	 innovative and flexible approaches. It has been argued that the public sector needs more 
systematic approaches to social innovation and needs to become more adaptive and 
flexible in dealing with wicked problems. Ways that have been suggested to achieve these 
ends include investing resources in innovation similar to private sector research and 



36

development (R&D), blurring the traditional distinction between policy development and 
programme implementation as one way of making it easier to modify policies in the light 
of experience about what works and what doesn’t, and focusing on creating learning 
organisations.

•	 the ability to work across agency boundaries. Wicked problems go beyond the capacity  
of any one organisation to understand and respond to, and tackling them is one of the key 
imperatives that makes being successful at working across agency boundaries increasingly 
important. This includes working in a devolved way with the community and commercial 
sectors.

•	 increasing understanding and stimulating a debate on the application of  the accountability 
framework. It is important that pre-set notions of the accountability framework do not 
constrain resolution of wicked problems. The accountability framework needs to be 
applied in a way that can meet the goal of maintaining acceptable levels of accountability 
while minimising as much as possible any barriers to innovation and collaboration. 
Internal governance arrangements also need to support this goal.

•	 effectively	engaging	stakeholders	and	citizens	in	understanding	the	problem	and	in	identifying	
possible solutions. Because wicked problems are often imperfectly understood it is 
important that they are widely discussed by all relevant stakeholders in order to ensure  
a full understanding of their complexity and interconnections. If a resolution of a wicked 
issue requires changes in the way people behave, these changes cannot readily be imposed 
on people. Behaviours are more conducive to change if issues are widely understood, 
discussed and owned by the people whose behaviour is being targeted for change.

•	 additional core skills. The need to work across organisational boundaries and engage  
with stakeholders highlights some of the core skills required by policy and programme 
managers tackling wicked problems—communication, big picture thinking and influencing 
skills and the ability to work cooperatively. Traditionally, more weight has been placed on 
high-level analytical, conceptual and writing skills and traditional project management 
skills. While these skills are still fundamental parts of the policy toolkit, they are not 
sufficient. A multi-disciplinary team approach is a practical way to garner all the required 
skills and knowledge for tackling wicked problems.

•	 a better understanding of behavioural change by policy makers. This needs to be core policy 
knowledge because behavioural change is at the heart of many wicked problems and 
influencing human behaviour can be very complex. The traditional policy tools such  
as legislation, punishments and regulations, taxes and subsidies will generally form  
a core part of the overall strategy to achieve widespread, sustainable behavioural  
change. However, their effectiveness can be limited without some additional tools and 
understanding of how better to engage citizens in cooperative behavioural change.

•	 a comprehensive focus and/or strategy. Successfully addressing wicked policy problems 
usually involves a range of coordinated and interrelated responses given their multi-causal 
nature and that they generally require sustained effort and/or resources to make headway.

•	 tolerating uncertainty and accepting the need for a long-term focus. Successfully tackling 
wicked problems requires a broad acceptance and understanding, including from 
governments and Ministers, that there are no quick fixes and that levels of uncertainty 
around the solutions to wicked problems need to be tolerated. Successfully addressing 
such problems takes time and resources and adopting innovative approaches may result  
in the occasional failure or need for policy change or adjustment.



37

12. Possible Next Steps

Some practical ways in which APS agencies can assist their employees to more effectively 
tackle wicked problems are set out below. 

At the whole of government level:

•	 continue	with	the	current	focus	and	activities	aimed	at	improving	whole	of	government	
working, working across other organisational boundaries and engaging with citizens and 
stakeholders, with a particular focus on moving beyond the rhetoric of support for whole 
of government to embedding whole of government approaches as a fundamental part  
of APS operations.

•	 incorporate	training	and	case	studies	on	tackling	wicked	problems	into	the	Australian	
Public Service Commission’s programmes that focus on the skills needed to deal with 
social complexity, in order to achieve high levels of systems thinking and a basic 
understanding of behavioural change.

•	 increase	the	understanding	of	and	stimulate	debate	about	options	available	under	the	
Australian Government accountability framework for agencies to tackle wicked problems 
and whether there are any barriers that need to be addressed.

At the agency level:

•	 focus	on	obtaining	the	full	range	of	skills	necessary	to	tackle	wicked	problems,	including	
by recruitment, contracted labour, outsourcing particular analysis, formal learning 
programmes and encouraging employees to undertake a relevant range of work  
designed to broaden their experience. This is a particular challenge in the current  
tight labour market.

•	 encourage	a	new	style	of	managing	for	learning	organisations—a	style	that	encourages	
initiative but recognises the need for learning. It is characterised by a willingness to think 
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and work in new and innovative ways and requires flexible and creative thinking  
(e.g. using trials, prototypes or multiple iterations). 

•	 continue	to	work	on	fostering	a	culture	that	encourages	collaboration	and	engagement,	
including developing a shared understanding of contentious issues among relevant 
stakeholders and organisations.

•	 develop	a	stronger	focus	on	a	more	flexible,	principles-based	approach	to	internal	
governance procedures rather than governance by specific rules. This approach is 
consistent with a more flexible approach to wicked problems as it can increase senior 
management’s ability to apply a broader, future-oriented strategic approach, including  
to whole of government issues.
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