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I attended the public forum in Ballina along with only half a dozen of the potential thousands of coastal 
residents in the NSW Northern Rivers that will be impacted by these proposed draft reforms.  

I have owned and resided in a beach front property at Belongil Beach Byron Bay for about three decades.  

This area is in a so called “ Hot Spot ” of coastal erosion. It is clear the erosion has a direct link to past 
known legacy issues of Byron Council’s ongoing coastal works in Byron Bay.  

This current batch of reforms simply does not deal with these past legacy issues; true to past form this NSW 
Government has simply once again swept these legacy issues under the carpet.  

Generally I strongly object to the proposed reforms for a raft of reasons all clearly identified in the Byron 
Preservation Association’s and the National Coastal Alliance’s submissions.  

Where did this reform package come from?  

Surprisingly it seems to me that these draft reforms can only have been hatched and finessed in 
consultation with the past expressed views of Professor Thom and the NSW Greens. They don’t convey the 
reasonable and sound positions on coastal management previously expressed in parliament by Minister 
Stokes in 2012 and 2013.  

Expectations Dashed:  

We coastal residents expected positive coastal reforms from this Minister, not the current proposed draft 
reforms which will shackle and threaten coastal residents and significantly devalue their properties. We 
expected reforms that would enable and mirror the successful long standing coastal management solutions 
of Southern Queensland.  

Consultation:  

Given this Governments wide ranging, radical and restrictive proposed reforms, there simply has not been 
sufficient consultation with property owners:  

Nobody expected this reform package, from this Minister or this Liberal Government!  

A rushed last minute zoning map-less and complete coastal manual less consultation before and after 
Christmas is evidently not sufficient.  

The widely impacted punters simply don’t know the severity of the impact these proposed draft reform will 
have.  

The Government has been working on this large package for at least one year. One of the first activities 
should have been consultation with property owners - not the last thing done in a rush over Christmas and 
the summer holiday period. 



There is no need to rush this legislation through now.  

Legacy Issues:  

In relation to the Byron Bay “Hot Spot” the current head of the Coastal Council Professor Thom would have 
know that in a paper (ROY 2001) for the Coastal Council he copied to Byron Shire Mayor in 2002 
considered the recent erosion events and the coastal recession (1970’s - 2000) in Byron as a relatively new 
process, probably mostly attributable to recent man-made structures impacting Byron’s coastal processes.  

The last time a legacy issues was properly considered and was properly dealt with was in the late 1990s 
when the Tweed Heads training wall’s impact on Gold Coast beaches was resolved via a sand bypass 
system.  

No similar action within NSW has been undertaken in areas such as Kingscliff, Brunswick Heads, Byron Bay 
and Ballina where past PWD and local council coastal works have severely impacted the natural coastal 
processes.  

These reforms simply do not deal with these issues and the associated legal rights of redress by impacted 
property owners and are thus doomed to failure.  

The coastal reforms favoured planned retreat option is simply not a practical or legally sound way to deal 
with man-made legacy issues, as Byron Council has found.  

Reforms are Complex:  

The reforms are not simple - again contrary to what was promised. They are overly prescriptive and 
bureaucratic. One example is that one property can be in more than one zone and face complying with 
more than 20 objectives.  

As Byron Shire’s failure to make a viable Coastal Zone Management Plan over two decades attests; 
decisions about the coastline should not be left with Councils. The State Government must have the final 
say in approving or not approving coastal management plans. This is consistent with other areas of planning 
law where the planning documents are subject to approval by the Minister . We need a plan for the State. 
Not different plans up and down the coast according to the ideas and political views of each council. The 
State Government should be in charge particularly in dealing with their own legacy issues- not just a 
procedural certifier.  

There should be detailed consultation with the coastal engineering profession. The reforms should introduce 
the flexibility to bring in solutions in the overall interest of NSW and its people. Any reforms should aim at 
building resilience and giving flexibility to bring in solutions viewed not on a lot by lot basis but having regard 
to all the circumstances of a particular compartment , community or area. The proposed legislation does not 
look at solutions in this way.  

The State Government must be involved in determining the future of our coastline and its communities. This 
includes commercial property and infrastructure as well as townships and residential property .  

Alternative Actions:  

The Government should concentrate on dealing with erosion problems at the known coastal erosion hot 
spots. That can be done now under the existing legislation. Although permanent solutions were promised , 
there has been a total lack of action on this front in 5 years since the Coalition won the  



election in 2011. No permanent solution has been achieved at any known erosion hot spot. This is obviously 
a total failure by the Government to honour a commitment and a failure to solve real, existing problems. This 
is what the Government should be focussed on.  

The Government should be developing a whole of State plan . The first part of the plan should be to solve 
the existing problems. The second part should be about building resilience. This is the leadership needed 
for NSW. Giving all decisions to the local councils and arming them with new powers to deny property 
owners the right to protect and the power to order demolition of individual houses itself creates a threat to 
the coastal communities far larger than anything they currently face.  

Minister Hunt has recognised that a national approach is needed - not local demolition work.  

These reforms should be delayed at least until past legacy issues are properly considered. It should go back 
and consider how it can provide leadership for the State and at a national level . It should consult much 
more widely with communities and professionals in this area. These reforms are the opposite of what NSW 
needs in the future.  

Please forward a note of receipt of this submission.  

Regards  
John Vaughan  
Belongil Beach  

  
Byron Bay NSW  

 

 




