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Rank Heading Total issues
1 Ideal Attributes - Policy Characteristics/Features 42
2 Ideal Attributes - Management Practices 33
3 Ideal Attributes - Boundaries 32
4 Ideal Attributes - Consultation 20
5 Ideal Attributes - Management Responsibility 19
6 Ideal Attributes - Expertise 18
7 Ideal Attributes - Equity 15
8 Ideal Attributes - Funding 14
9 Ideal Attributes - Statutory Regulation 11
=10 Ideal Attributes - Water Management 6
=10 Ideal Attributes - Public Interest and Benefit 6
12 Ideal Attributes - Land use Conflict 2
13 Ideal Attributes - Ownership Conflict I

Table 3 - Combined Regional and Metropolitan Ranked Order of Ideal Attributes

Management Practices

‘Management Practices’ and ‘Boundaries’ once again arose as important issues. Participants
in regional workshops particularly wanted flexibility in the management practices. This is
consistent with the results of the previous section. Regional stakeholders also reiterated that
they want flexibility in management responsibility.

Participants in metropolitan workshops wanted the purpose of foreshores to be clearly defined
so that they can be better managed. This too is consistent with the emerging theme that, in
metropolitan areas, foreshores are the subject of more competing interests creating difficulties
for those involved in their management.

Boundaries

Participants raised a range of issues concerning the methods of identifying the boundaries of
foreshores. Use of biophysical criteria was suggested as a method of determining foreshore
boundaries; these include vegetation, contours, social use, soil types, steepness and habitat
linkages. This idea was summarised by one of the participants:

Minimum width and biophysical and social criteria equals sustainable foreshores.

This ideal was shared equally between the participants at both the regional and the
metropolitan workshops.

The incorporation of biophysical criteria into the determination of foreshores could also
provide a solution to the seemingly contradictory ‘good’ issues of ‘certainty’ and ‘flexibility’.
‘Flexibility’ was a more common issue at the workshops in the metropolitan area, perhaps due
to the development pressures mentioned previously.
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Cooperation with other key State agencies and stakeholders in the formulation of the policy
and agreement to adopt the final principles would contribute greatly to its successful

implementation.
Features of the Statewide Foreshore Policy may include:

» a single body responsible for the coordination of matters concerning foreshores or a written
agreement between relevant agencies identifying who is responsible for what, where and

when;
» a process that pursues acceptance of the policy outcomes;
« the adoption of open and accountable consultation.
The foreshore policy should adopt a principle of equity wherever possible.

A range of funding options and an accountability system for the spending of public funds need
to be identified.

‘Statutory robustness’ and legislation are needed to back up the policy and encourage
widespread adoption, ensure consistent application and bind the Crown.

The policy should be written in ‘plain English’ and be adaptive to change.

The implications for the foreshore policy could be that there needs to be established a range
of environmental indicators, that can be measured by both those implementing the policy and

the managers of the foreshores.

Thank you

The development of a new whole of government foreshore policy has required considerable
commitment from the agencies involved. Whilst this commitment is necessary for success, it
is the commitment and enthusiasm of the stakeholders, representatives of peak bodies and the
public which will determine the nature of the policy.

The Technical Advisory Group that is steering the policy development process would like to
formally thank all the participants in the round of workshops described in this paper. Input
from those who will be affected by the policy is essential to its success. Thank you.

Where to now?

As described at the beginning of this paper, the outcomes of the workshops will be used to
develop the discussion paper for the foreshore policy. The production of the discussion paper
is the next step in the process and will be mailed to all workshop participants and will also be
available on request. The discussion paper will outline policy options to address issues raised
by workshop participants. Comments on the discussion paper are as vital to the process as
participation in the workshops. The Technical Advisory Group will welcome all comments on
the discussion paper.












