
Submission from Lynn Lollback on Proposed Coastal Management Reforms 

 
1. The proposed new Coastal management reforms are ill conceived and disadvantage 

many residents who already live on the coast. This concept of reform has been 
carelessly thought through and has only one agenda and that is to further tighten 
controls over peoples’ properties.  
 

2. The Proposed Coastal Management Act is designed to remove, prohibit and constrain 
the rights and normally, lawful activity of landowners and coastal communities in 
regional areas.  

3. Sydney coastal communities have different less onerous requirements that will have 
negligible impact on coastal areas that are already fully developed and well resourced. 
The coastal zone will extend from 50 to 200 metres from the high water mark in Sydney 
coastal communities whereas, the Coastal Zone in regional coastal communities will 
extend from 500 metres up to 1500 metres landward of the high watermark. 

Comment: this is a discriminatory practice against rural coastal communities. 

4. The proposals are biased towards the environment and against the social, cultural and 
economic values of individuals and communities impacted by coastal hazards 

Comment: this is a discriminatory practice against rural coastal communities. 

5. Coffs Harbour Council has already proposed highly complex and high levelled 
technical and legalistic jargon which would enable Council to do its wish as is this 
proposal. Council’s calculations are already outrageous and wrong and It will be 
difficult to challenge them when they apply these new proposals according to the ideals 
of those undertaking the task.  

Comment: this is a discriminatory practice against rural coastal communities. 

6. The imposition of massive increases in fines from $250 000 to $5million will end any 
good working relationship that currently exists between affected coastal communities 
and their local council. All councils must comply with the determination of the Minister 
based on the advice of the Coastal Council 

Comment: this is a discriminatory practice against rural coastal communities. 

7. The proposal adds multi levels of administration through the Act.  12 objects and 22 
objectives will be impossible to challenge and is not a fair or reputable way to govern 
people. Where is the democracy in this policy? 

Comment: this is a discriminatory practice against rural coastal communities. 

8. The Coastal Management SEPP has 5 policy objectives, carries forward 12 goals of 
the Coastal Policy and includes 70 development controls across the four new 
management area which have the potential to end all future development activity in 
the Coastal Zone 

Comment: this is a discriminatory practice against rural coastal communities. 

9. The Coastal Zone becomes 4 new coastal management areas each with its own 
objects, objectives and development controls: Coastal Littoral forests and Wetlands; 
Coastal Environment – all open and enclosed marine waterways; Coastal Vulnerability 
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– all land threatened by coastal hazards; Coastal Useage – existing and future 
developed areas.  

Comment: This is added and unnecessary wasting of money through duplicate levels of 
administration and is empire building for the Planning Department. We will end up with a 
dictatorship.   

10. The proposed Coastal Management Framework does not address in any real way the 
issue of existing settlements in regional coastal areas. The overall focus is on the 
prohibition and constraint of new development in new greenfield sites. There is no 
specific section in the Act that addresses adaptation to climate change and any 
adaptation planning. Why is this focus so negative? 
 

11. The issue of between 60,000 and 80,000 existing homes along the NSW Coastline 
that are impacted by coastal management is ignored.  The proposed framework should 
mitigate the projected threat of current and future coastal hazards for existing families 
and communities, but this issue alone is not properly addressed by these proposals. 
 
 

12. This legislation is almost entirely punitive of existing regional coastal settlements and 
offers no relief from the unrelenting attack on the wellbeing and livelihood that has 
been carried out by Councils and NSW government agencies for up to 25 years. 
 

13. Where is the positivity that is needed for NSW regional coastal communities? We need 
a fresh and optimistic approach to coastal management that does build resilience and 
encourages economic prosperity and the maintenance of wellbeing for all coastal 
communities. These proposals do not and cannot achieve such an outcome while they 
are driven by outdated methodologies and ideologies that have no place in a modern 
country such as Australia. 

 

14. The impact on land owners is appalling! Management areas will overlap resulting in 
communities and individuals being required to comply with all objects, objectives and 
development controls with combinations of only one or two, three or four coastal area 
for all development including exempt development, renovations and extensions and 
new developments 

15. Why is new mapping being provided for the 4 new management areas when the 
management areas can be modified and extended through a Local Environmental Plan 
approved by the Minister. This creates inconsistencies.  

Comment: Already residents are opposing Councils mapping which is inaccurate and 
based on outdated data. If the NSW government goes to the trouble of providing agreed 
and accurate mapping, then that is fair. 

16. There are 100 metre extension zones for littoral forests, wetlands and coastal usage 
areas under the proposed SEPP but NONE of these apply to Sydney? Are we to 
assume that too many people (voters) would complain loudly if this were an across the 
board ruling? 

Comment: this is a discriminatory practice against rural communities. 
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17. There will be a minimum 500 metre landward extension of the coastal environment 
zone around coastal lakes and lagoons which also doesn’t apply to Sydney? 

Comment: this is a discriminatory practice against rural coastal communities. 

 

The New Code of Practice of the Coastal Management Authority. 

18. The employment, reporting, compliance, and rulings will all be directly to the Minister 
if these changes are adopted.  

Comment: This is a dictatorial practice and unwelcome in our country. This is autocratic 
and outdated mode of administration where the “Minister” alone decides the fate of coastal 
communities! Where is the Liberal ethic of negotiation, consultation and collaboration? 
There is none in this new proposal and this will severely discriminate against rural coastal 
communities. Where is the Community representative? 

19. The negative and retrograde approach to possible sea rise is to prefer the option 
of retreat, rather than fund planned works. 
  

Comment: If this were a policy for building in the mountains or near an urban forest area, 
would retreat be the first option? Would there be a 40year limit on building in the Blue 
Mountains? 

20. The new S149 Planning Certificate notations for both S149(2) and 149(5) Planning 
Certificates are punitive and create a negative approach to development near the 
coast. 

Summary 

As a resident of the Coffs Harbour Area, we have already been drawn into a protracted battle 
with Council over their draconian Coastal Hazard proposals. 

Councils and now the NSW Government are providing no emergency provisions, and ignoring 
any obligation to protect property 

Under the new regulations, property owners must rely on the local authority to plan for 
emergency protection and to construct temporary emergency works before the emergency 
situation becomes too hazardous How is it morally possible that the NSW Government could 
propose no emergency services during a hazardous coastal storm event? 

There has been NO consultation or engagement with coastal communities in any planning 
process of either Councils or Government. This submission process is flawed as there is no 
written acknowledgement of how this matter will progress after the submission close date. 

Comment: Peoples’ opinions matter. Their experience in their community and on their own 
land matters. The community can bring a valuable insight and perspective to local situations 
that is not known by beurocrats.   This consultation period needs to be extended. 

A Government that does not consult the people when making laws will always fail, as people 
realise that they are not being listened, heard or fairly treated.  

Lynn and Robert Lollback 
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