
 

 

Community Reference Group 

Summary notes 

Monday 27 July 2020, 6.30 to 9.00pm (extended by 30 minutes), Henley Surf Life Saving Club 

NOTE: Original meeting agenda adjourned  

We would like to acknowledge the traditional Lands for the Kaurna people and that we respect their 

spiritual relationship with their country. We also acknowledge the Kaurna people as the custodians of 

the greater Adelaide region and that their cultural and heritage beliefs are still as important to the 

living Kaurna people today 

Attendees  

 Semaphore Largs Dunes Group - Sandra Dann 

 Port Adelaide Residents Environment Protection Group - Tony Bazeley 

 Henley Sailing Club – Ian Thomson  

 Grange Surf Life Saving Club – Joe Pedicini 

 Save West Beach Sand- John Dundon  

 Tennyson Dunes Group - Nick Crouch 

 Henley Dunes Care Group - Bernadette Cranwell 

 Western Adelaide Coastal Residents Association – Bert Brown & Geoff Short 

 Conservation Council South Australia - Craig Wilkins 

 Surf Life Saving SA – Julie Quimby 

 City of Charles Sturt – Shane Broadbent  

 Wild Endangered Dunes Group (WEDGE) – Geoffrey Reed 

 Taperoo Dunes Group – Ross McColl   

 Friends of Gulf St Vincent – Mark Pierson  

 Save our Shores Semaphore to Largs –Warwick Norman  

 Henley Surf Life Savings Club – Rae Lawson 

 Cate Hart, Executive Director, Environment, Heritage and Sustainability, DEW  

 James Guy, Project Manager, DEW 

 Janet Pryor, Senior Communications Advisor, DEW 

 Linda Durham, Engagement Coordinator, DEW 

 Steve Dangerfield (facilitator) 

Apologies 

 Birdlife Australia – Aleisa Lamanna 

 Semaphore Surf Life Saving Club – Paul Breden 

Absent  

 Friends of North Haven Dunes Group - Jan Blake 

 City of Port Adelaide Enfield – Mark Buckerfield / Simon Trill / Maggie Hine  

 Coastal Ecology Protection Group – Monique Webber  

 West Beach Surf Life Saving Club – Peter Zuill 

 Adelaide Sailing Club – Peter Royle 
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1. Welcome and Introduction – Steve Dangerfield  

 

 Steve welcomed everyone to the meeting and introduced Cate Hart and the DEW project 

staff.  

 Steve announced that the summary notes will be made available for comment prior to 

being finalised and uploaded to the DEW website.  

 Steve reminded everyone of meeting protocols and to respect that people will have 

different views and opinions.  

 

2. Meeting & Reference group purpose – Steve Dangerfield   

 

Steve highlighted the meeting agenda items including the following:  

 

 To formally establish the Community Reference Group that will work with the Department 

for Environment and Water (DEW) to deliver the government’s adopted coastal 

management strategy (refer to diagram below).  

 To discuss the draft terms of reference (structure and approach) to enable feedback and 

confirmation at next meeting. 

 To confirm other engagement structures. 

 To present project governance. 

 To check in on remaining questions from the workshop sessions. 

 To give an update on the sand recycling project (timeframes) and external sand source 

investigations. 
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Reference group purpose  

 

Steve highlighted the purpose of the reference group is to:  

 

 Provide input to the selection of an appropriate alignment for the sand recycling pipeline, 

taking account of design requirements and environmental, social and economic constraints. 

 Help identify intake and outlet points along the sand recycling pipeline alignment taking 

into consideration technical requirements and the outcomes of the impact assessment 

report currently being scoped and commissioned. 

 Have input to the design and development and location of any above ground infrastructure 

through a co-design process (as above). 

 Discuss and provide comment on external sand sources identified and researched by DEW  

 Identify issues of community interest and discuss possible mitigation initiatives with respect 

to the external sand sourcing and how this sand is delivered to the Adelaide beach system. 

 Assist in the design and review of community engagement and consultation activities for 

the project. 

 

NOTE: This planned meeting agenda was adjourned, we apologise to those who were 

inconvenienced by this.   

 

3. Issue Discussion – Steve Dangerfield  

 

 Steve recapped on WACRA’s announcement from the last information session held on 

Thursday 25 July 2020 that they were intending to write to the Coast Protection Board 

requesting an overall the preparation of a management plan that includes:  

 

o An audit of Adelaide Living Beaches (ALB) strategy 

o An Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) 

o Full consultation with the community and stakeholders. 

 

 Steve announced that he is aware of other correspondence that has since been circulating 

including raising the question as to whether the pipeline is the best long-term solution and 

questions about the interim strategy of sand carting. 

 Steve thanked WACRA and the other community groups that have copied him into this 

correspondence for the commitment to open communication that this demonstrates. Steve 

noted that this is greatly appreciated by himself and DEW. 

 Steve acknowledged that there may be some group representatives in the room that share 

WACRA’s position (as per above summary). 

 Steve invited the group to open this up for further conversation (refer 4. Group discussion).  

 

4. Group discussion – Steve Dangerfield  

 

 WACRA opened the group discussion advising that they have written to the Presiding 

Member of the Coast Protection Board and are now awaiting a reply. WACRA explained the 

rationale behind their letter to the CPB based on the speaking notes contained in 

Attachment 1 (provided to DEW via email following the meeting).  

 

In response to WACRA’S position (as per attachment 1) the following was informed/ advised to the 

CRG. 
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 Steve reminded the CRG that the sub working group is meeting tomorrow (29 July 2020) to 

finalise a scoping summary for an independent consultant to assess the impacts from 

moving sand from the northern beaches in both the short (interim sand carting) and long 

term (sand recycling pipeline). Steve advised that DEW’s view is that all the previous work, 

studies and monitoring undertaken over many decades, together with the new independent 

impact assessment, are sufficient to justify continuing with the adopted strategy.  

 Steve reminded the CRG that the Securing the future of our coastline is an approved and 

funded State Government project. DEW and the project team are tasked with delivering the 

project, and are required to continue with project delivery unless an alternative decision is 

made by the State Government.   

 For clarification James Guy requested more information about the type of EIS requested by 

WACRA (as per legislative requirement in relation to Major Projects, or something else) and 

whether it would apply to the existing sand pumping system at West Beach and from 

Glenelg to Kingston Park, which is under a long term (20 year) operate and maintain 

contract until 2033. 

 Geoff Short advised that the EIS requested would be as per the requirements of Dr Susan 

Close MP’s bill for proposed amendments to the Coast Protection Act (1972) and that the 

existing sand pumping system should be included in the EIS. 

 Steve invited further comment from community group representatives and it was noted that 

for various reasons (previously documented or communicated at online meetings) that the 

following groups are generally in support of WACRA’s position:  

o WEDGE 

o Friends of Gulf of St Vincent 

o Tennyson Dunes Group  

o PAREPG  

o Note: Friends of Gulf of St Vincent have since provided documentation regarding 

their position to the Coast Protection Board. 

 Save West Beach Sand commented that the priority needs to be addressing the issues at 

West Beach. They confirmed their strong support for the project to proceed without the 

significant delays that a full review and EIS would entail on the basis that the adopted 

strategy is to work with longshore drift rather than slow it.  

 Surf Life Saving SA confirmed their strong support the project. They firmly believe there 

needs to be equity of sand along the entire metropolitan coastline for sand security and 

public safety reasons. They have seen good outcomes from the southern pipeline. From a 

safety perspective they are very much against any form of groynes or hard engineering 

structure. They expressed there is an urgent need for sand at West Beach.  

 

Steve advised all group representatives that they have a choice if they wish to continue with the 

CRG to help guide project delivery as planned, and that the department welcomes everyone.  

 

Many group representatives acknowledged the need for interim sand carting works to continue in 

order to replenish and manage the erosion issues at West Beach. One group did express concern 

however at the way in which previous sand carting had been undertaken, noting that any future 

works would need to be managed differently. 

 

James Guy informed the group that there is not external sand available in sufficient quantities to 

meet the interim replenishment requirements for West Beach. Current investigations indicate that 
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not enough suitable sand is available from quarries in the short term, and if the offshore source of 

sand at Port Stanvac proves viable, it will still take up to 18 months to complete the necessary 

testing and gain EPA and development approval. An update on external sand will be provided to 

the next meeting of the CRG.   

 

4. Other points raised include 

 

 There have been confusing messages around sand suitability north of Largs Bay jetty. 

 There is still some strong trust issues with northern community members about previous 

sand movement works.  

 There is still a feeling that the department does not appreciate the coastal community 

groups and volunteer work, some members expressed that they felt excluded from the 

recent flora survey process and would have liked to be included.  

 It was noted that there are still issues about carting sand and with the dune restoration 

works at Semaphore South. 

 There is some concern that the strategy is not addressing future challenges, including sea 

level rise and climate change.  

 

5. Wrap Up and Close 

 

 Steve concluded by summarising that there are two processes that will continue in parallel: 

o DEW will continue with project delivery of the Securing the future of our coastline 

project, including progressing design work for the pipeline in partnership with the 

CRG. The CRG will reconvene in two weeks to start this work and all present were 

invited to continue with the CRG. If groups decide to continue with CRG, they should 

note that the CRG will be working on delivery of the approved project, not 

consideration of alternative strategies. 

o The WACRA letter to the Presiding Member of the Coast Protection Board (together 

with the letters of support from other groups to the Board and the Minister) will be 

considered through that separate process until a formal response is provided.  

 

 James Guy closed with a few final comments. 

o James’s view as a coastal management professional is that all viable alternatives have 

been explored in detail over the many years of investigations into the management 

of Adelaide’s beaches, not just by DEW, but also by a range of independent 

professionals. His view is that the approved project represents the best way forward.   

o James asked the CRG to consider that undertaking another review will likely deliver 

the same management strategy (pipeline and external sand source) but with a delay 

of up to several years, posing further risk the health of Adelaide’s beach system.     

 

 

 

 

 

 


