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The penguins local to Batemans Bay are found
only on islands, where there were no cats,
foxes, dogs or humans. About 15 percent of this
population live on Snapper Island. Councir's
0 Thret|CO3t! development resutting nfoss | s naper sland Penguin sustainability team and Landcare volunteers s naper sand Coundl, CRE Grants, NS
1A of plant and animal species (habitat e pper 8 undertake work on Snapper Island, clearing ~ |Alert PP ¢ Medium | High MCA Only Council NA uncll, ants, $9,000 Year 1 and ongoing $9,000 1 1 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 1 0 2 1 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 0 2 2 10 5 cvp
PR rea program ; ] . Batemans Bay Environmental Trust
disturbance o loss) environmental weeds and plastic pollution and
providing additional nesting opportunities for
the little penguins. This option recommends
angoing monitoring of the Penguin colony on
Snapper Island.
Coastal development resulting in loss ) Dune vegetation management to prioritise the Coundil,CRE Grants, NSW
018 | T2 ¢ blant and animal species (habitat |02 Dune vegetation management - | o ond of the beach to mitigate erosion | Ve Broulee Medium | High MCA Only Council DPE Environmental Trust, Coastcare $10,000 Year2to4and $10,000 2 2 0 0 1 0 0 2 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 2 2 1 0 0 2 0 15 0 1 2 18 9 cmp
' Environment Area |northern end of Broulee beach |- ° ’ intervention ongoing
or loss) risk to the road and private properties. Grants
Coastal development resulting in loss Council staff dentified significant weed growth Coundil,CRE Grants, NSW
o1 [ TN ¢ blant and animal species (habitat |02 Weed management in coastal |\ ooy of the coastal headlands within the |“S0"¢ Al Medium | High MCA Only Council DPE, LLS Environmental Trust, Coastcare $10,000 Year2todand $10,000 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 1 6 0 2 2 10 5 cmp
1 [ Environment Area  [areas intervention ongoing
disturbance o loss) LGA. Grants
Water quality issues have been identified by the
community (through the community working
roups) and by Mogo LALC. It was suspected
0 Threat| Water Polution from urban vestigate source of water |2t the ssues were a resultof landfil leachate DPE, DPI, Coundl CAE Grants NS Vear2to4and
c02.A stormwater and treated effluent  |Coastal Use Area & |/ runoff, stormwater or sewer overflow. Alert Surf Beach & Broulee Low Medium MCA Only Council Tranditional unell ronts: $15,000 S0 0 0 0 o 0 o 0 o 2 1 0 1 0 1 1 o 0 0 0 0 0 o a 1 2 2 9 5 cvp
2 quality issues at Surf Beach r Environmental Trust ongoing
discharge Investigation was carried out including water Owners
quality testing, which confirmed no bacterial
contamination at Broulee, but examination of
Surf Beach is ongoing.
[The CMP identified high risk
locations with regards to urban
drainage impacts on marine
water quality. Consider
0 Thret| Water pollution from urban constal installation of water quality ctive Coundl, CRE Grants, NS
2.0 stormwater and treated effluent . improvement devices (e.g.  [See option details and analysis in CMP ’ : Al Low | Medium MCA Only £sc oPE uncl . $50,000 Year2to4 $1,000 0 o 0 o 0 o 0 1 2 2 0 o 0 o 0 o 0 o 0 o 0 o 3 0 1 1 5 3 No
2 Environment Area intervention Environmental Trust
discharge (GPTs) at key locations to
improve receiving water quality.
Consideration should be given
to Actions 2.3c and 2.3d in the
Marine Park Management Plan.
Cookies Beach
Caseys Beach
Surf Beach
Pollution of water, beach sand and Beach watch monitoring | The Beachwatch Program, in partnership with Vealua Bay
CD Threat|other habitat areas with litter, solid |Coastal rogram for water qualityat |7 1S Undertaken every year from the start of Broulee North
cp3_B 3 ronte, marme oo e o e November to the end of March, with five Alert South Broulee Beach Low | Medium MCA Only £sc oPE Council $10000  |Yearlandongoing|  $10,000 0 o 0 o 0 o 0 1 2 2 0 1 0 1 0 o 0 o 0 o 0 o 4 1 2 2 9 5 P
e onfasti " samples collected each month from 11 popular Shelley Beach
microplastics Continued Program
beaches. [Tuross Main Beach
Brou Beach
Narooma shark net
Narooma Main Beach
The Marine Vegetation Strategy methodology
and its estuary specific application, focuses on
increasing the resilience of intertidal
Support DPI-Fisheries in macrophyte systems to sea-level rise and other
preparing a Marine Vegetation threats and risks in ways that maintain, and
o v 5 oy e oo st
cp3_c onto natural coastal processes to  [and Litteral s yetems b " Y |alert Al Medium | High MCA Only £sc DPI, DPE Council 0 Year2to4 0 0 o 0 o 0 o 0 2 0 o 2 1 0 2 0 o 0 o 0 o 0 o s 0 2 o 7 7 cvp
4 healthy mangrove and well-being. DPI Fisheries is expecting to
exacerbate hazard impacts Rainforests Area .
saltmarsh areas and commence a strategy for Eurobodalla in mid-
rehabilitation of degraded |2022. The community engagement undertaken
areas. as part of this CMP identified protection of
intertidal macrophyte ecosystems under climate
change and urban pressures as a key
c (Coastal Vulnerability [Property Development Plannin Planning for |Coastal Vulnerabily
CHA_A | Threats [All CH Threats y|Property P! 8 |See Section 5.4 of CMP o Y High High MCA Only Esc DPE Council 0 Year 1 and ongoing 50 o 0 o 0 o 0 o 1 0 0 2 1 0 1 0 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 23 0 0 0 23 23 cvp
I Area Controls change Area
Supported dune recovery following erosion
events. This may be achieved through restricting|
" access to eroded locations to minimise further |
ca | ';"“‘ Beach Erosion i‘:::“' Vulnerability f::::l:e‘ife”;:n':‘x? i sand scraping, Any [Active South Durras Low Low MCA Only EsC DPE, DPI Council, C&E Grants Dependant on magnitude of erosion event. Works only in response to an erosion event - for inclusion in CZEAP 0 0 1 1 2 2
8 g scraping and grooming methodologies should
consider the finding of Action 1.3c in the
Marine Park Management Plan .
chrp | T geach Erosion Coastal Vulnerability | Northcove Road erosion See option details and analysis in CMP Active Maloneys Beach None | Medium | MCAand CBA ESC DPE, DPI Counil, C&E Grants, Floodplain | ¢, 900 00 Year 5t 10 $19,000 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 2 2 2 1 1 0 0 16 2 0 2 20 5
Area protection and flood proofing intervention Management Grants.
The analysis undertaken of the full
implementation of the works as part of the CP|
dentified that the existing risk was not
) significant, and as a result the coast benefit
CH Threat, Coastal Northcove foad erosion analyss did not support the implementation of [Planning for Counci, CRE Grants, Floodplin
CH1_Ba Beach Erosion protection and flood proofing - |- " PP mP s Maloneys Beach None | Medium | MCAand CBA £sC DPE, DPI g : Floodpl $200,000 Year2to4 s0 Outcome of CH1_H Analysis cvp
1 Area ction i erosion and flood proofing within the CMP 10 |change Management Grants
Investigation and design only
year plan. However, a future need for these
works was identified, as a result the
investigation and design works are required as
an outcome of the CMP.
Dune management for coastal hazard :
circ [T geach Erasion (Coastal Vulnerabilty |Dune management for coastal \J o\ . nourish, build low dunes and Active Long Beach Medium MCA Only £sc DPE, DPI Council, CAE Grants $800,000 Year2to4 $20,000 0 1 0 o 0 o 0 1 0 o 0 o 0 1 0 2 2 2 1 o 2 o 16 0 o 1 17 6
1 Area hazard protection intervention
vegetate
CH Threat (Coastal Vulnerabity -0 706k Wall o protect public Active DPE, DPY, Council, C&E Grants, Crown
cHLD Beach Erosion Vfinfrastructure: Bay Road (Stage  [See option details and analysis in CMP ’ . Long Beach Medium MCA and CBA £sc Tranditional el : Crow $2,250,000 After Year 10 $a50 Works not required within 10 Year CMP Business Plan. For consideration in CZEAP (ic. triggered by erosion event), or in CMP review 0 0 o 1 1 HVALUE!
1 Area intervention P Reserves Improvement Fund
Lo rock wall to protect private : DPE, DPI,
cHiE | |seach Erosion (Coastal Vulnerabilty | o ties and council assets  |See option details and analysis in CMP Active Long Beach Medium MCA and CBA ESC Tranditional Councll, C&E Grants, Crown $1,750,000 After Year 10 $350 Works not required within 10 Year CMP Business Plan. For consideration in CZEAP (ie. triggered by erosion event), or in CMP review 0 0 0 1 1 0
1 Area intervention Reserves Improvement Fund
(stage 2) Owners
The analysis undertaken of the full
implementation of the works as part of the CP|
dentified that the existing risk was not
Low rock wall to protect public |significant, and as a result the coast benefit I
o oe | TR g rogion (Coastal Vulnerabilty infrastructure: Bay Road (Stage  [analyss did not support the implementation of (Active Long Beach edim MG and oA s oo | counci, ca aranss, crown 5200000 vearatod 0 See CHD and CHILE e
1 Area Land2)- Investigationand |erosion and flood proofing within the CMP 10 [intervention anatvon Reserves Improvement Fund
Design Only year plan. However, a future need for these
works was identified, as a result the
investigation and design works are required as
an outcome of the CMP.
Revetment running parallel to DPE, DPI, Council, CAE Grants, Crown
CH Threat ) (Coastal Vulnerability |the shoreline at Surfside Beach, ) ) Active Tranditional | Reserves Improvement Fund, - ) N )
CHL_H e lgeach Erosion o e o See option details and analysis in CMP e tion | |SUside Low High MCA Only £sc O TINSW | Conmetprerton S $5,000,000 After Year 10 $20,000 Erosion risk does not trigger the need for option within the 10 Year CMP Business Plan o 0 2 o 2 e No
nourishment (MIDO) Charge
Offshore low-crest breakwaters
cnit | T geach Erosion (Coastal Vulnerability|in front of Surfside Beach, See option details and analysis in CMP Active surfside Low High NA NA NA NA NA NA NA Ruled out as part of viability - see descripti 0 0 0 0 0 0 No
1 Area combined with beach intervention
nourishment
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Wharf Road Protection Stage 1: ’
chika | ';"“' Beach Erosion i‘:::“' Vulnerability| o ;o ity works at exposed corer|See option details and analysis in CMP :‘i:‘r’jenmn Wharf Road Medium | High MCA and CBA DPE ESC Election Commitment 2,100,000 Year 1 $21,000 14 1 0 2 17 a cvp
of Wharf Road
Wharf Road Protection Stage 2:
kb | TPt coagtal inundation Coastal Vulnerability| Inundation protection. Seawall ¢ 4o details and analysis in CMP Active Wharf Road Medium | High MCA and CBA DPE £sC Council, C&E Grants $5,900,000 Year2to4 $29,000 14 2 0 2 18 5 cvp
4 Area raising in front of Bigd, seawall intervention
along Wharf Road.
Opportunistic raising of Wharf Road as road
CH Threat Coastal Vulnerabilit upgrade works are undertaken or fundin Active
CHI Ke Coastal Inundation ¥ |Raise Wharf Road level Pe : rlaxe e ’ : Wharf Road Medium | High MCA Only £sc DPE Council, C&E Grants $50,000 Year5to 10 $0 8 1 0 2 1 6 cmp
4 Area becomes available to maintain access during intervention
linundation events.
Trigger based protection of
sewer line and remainder of
cHakd [T geach Erosion Coastal Vulnerabllty | Wharf Road from erosion: See option details and analysis in CMP. Active Wharf Road Medium | High MCA Only £SC DPE, OPI Council, C&E Grants $1,000,000 After Year 10 $20,000 Works not required within 10 Year CMP Business Plan. For consideration in CZEAP (i.e. triggered by erosion event), or in CMP review NA NA NA NA NA NA
- 1 Area triggered by erosion event (this intervention
component may form part of
CZEAS)
Undertake regular nourishment
at Surfside when dredging is
CH Threat| Coastal Vulnerability Active il
CHIL Beach Erosion ¥|undertaken in Batemans Bay / |See option details and analysis in CMP. " y Surfside / WharfRoad | Medium | High MCA and CBA TENSW (MIDO) £sc, Dpe, ppy | Counclh CAE Grants, Coastal $35,000 Year 1 and ongoing $3,500 21 1 0 2 2 12 cmp
1 Area intervention Lands Protection Scheme
Clyde River. Sand to be placed at
locations identified in this CMP.
Apply for the NSW government
to purchase private properties
crim | TP g e Erosion (Coastal Vulnerability at Wharf Road to assure current | . .1 details and analysis in CMP Avoid risk Wharf Road MCA and CBA DPE ESC Council, C&E Grants, Coastal 11,000,000 Year 1 $40,000 a4 2 0 2 a8 12 cvp
1 Area and future generations have Lands Protection Scheme
public access to the foreshore
and beaches.
Upgrade existing coastal
CH Threat |Beach Erosion and Coastal Coastal Vulnerability Active
cHLP ! V|protection works at Caseys  [See option details and analysis in CMP ’ : Batehaven High High MCA and CBA £sc DPE, DPI Council, CAE Grants $7,900,000 Year2to4 $79,000 23 1 o 2 2 7 cmp
184 [inundation Area I intervention
cra [ M gech Erosion Coastal Vulnerabilty |Sand nourishment post erosion ¢ o details and analysis in CMP Active Malua Bay Low High MCA Only Council, C&E Grants $278,000 NA NA Works not required within 10 Year CMP Business Plan. For consideration in CZEAP (i.e. triggered by erosion event), or in CMP review NA NA NA NA NA NA
- 1 Area event - Malua Bay intervention
[There are three to four properties that may be
affected by beach erosion and shoreline
cHLr [T gach Erosion Coastal Vulnerabilty Private land acquisition - Malua [recession at the eastern end of Kuppa Avenue. |, 1y i Malua Bay o High MCA Only ESC DPE Counil, CAE Grants, Coastal $4,000,000 After Year 10 $0 Erosion risk does not trigger the need for option within the 10 Year CMP Business Plan NA NA NA NA NA NA No
1 Area Bay This option considers the suitability of acquiring. Lands Protection Scheme
these properties and returning the land to
public reserve.
cirs | goach Erosion Coastal Vulnerability Sand nourishment post erosion | . .o datails and analysis in CMP Active [Tomakin Low High MCA Only Council, C&E Grants $115,000 NA NA Works not required within 10 Year CMP Business Plan. For consideration in CZEAP (i.e. triggered by erosion event), or in CMP review NA NA NA NA NA NA
1 |Area event - Tomakin intervention
[Trigger based stabilisation of
et [ T';m' Beach Erosion i‘:::"' Vulnerability| 4 spit to rocky outcrop at  [See option details and analysis in CMP ;‘(:‘semion Tomakin Low High MCA Only Council, C&E Grants NA NA NA Works not required within 10 Year CMP Business Plan. For consideration in CZEAP (i.e. triggered by erosion event), or in CMP review NA NA NA NA NA NA
ITomakin Cove
cHru | geach Erosion (Coastal Vulnerability| Offshore reef / wave dissipation | . o1 details and analysis in CMP Active Tomakin Low High MCA Only ESC DPE, DPI Council, C&E Grants $5,000,000 NA $5,000 8 0 0 0 8 2 No
1 |Area ITomakin Cove intervention
ey TN och Erosion (Coastal Vulnerability Private land acqu See option details and analysis in CMP. Avoid risk Broulee Low High MCA and CBA £sC DPE Council, C&E Grants, Coastal $4,000,000 Year5t0 10 $0 2 0 0 0 2 6 No
1 |Area end of Broulee Lands Protection Scheme
) Council currently dredges adjacent to Lavender
CH Threat, (Coastal Vulnerabilty| \ePUTPOSing of dredged sand o oy oo for navigation purposes. This — [Active Council, Rescuing our
CHI_X Beach Erosion Y|trom Tuross Estuary for beach  |>>). P lgation purposes. ITuross Heads Unknown | Unknown MCA Only ESC DPE g s $20,000 Year 5t0 10 $0 16 0 0 0 16 8 cvp
1 Area ) options recommends placement of the dredges [intervention Waterways
Nourishment, One tree Beach "
[material on One Tree Beach.
Identify and monitor sewage
_ |pump stations and reticulation . Long Beach
ey | ';"“' Beach Erosion i‘:::“' Vulnerability ;- actructure at risk - include in [See option details and analysis in CMP :‘i:"’jenmn Malua Bay See hazards|See hazards| 10 o), ESC NA Council $0 Year 1 and ongoing $0 33 0 0 0 33 33 cmp
future works plans (works to be Broulee
assessed as part of CMP review)
iz | gach Erosion Coastal Vulnerability Monitor stormwater assetsin |5 o5ion getails and analysis in CMP Alert Al See hazards See hazards |y o £sc NA Council 0 Year 1 and ongoing 0 19 0 o 1 20 20 P
1 |Area erosion areas
CH Threat Coastal Vulnerabilty|CUIVert Extension / Groyne, Active He“‘?ﬁf;mﬁf:m o
CH1_ZA Beach Erosion ¥|combined with beach See option details and analysis in CMP Surfside MCA and CBA £sc oPE e $3,600,000 Year2to4 $72,000 12 2 o 2 16 4 cmp
1 |Area intervention C&E Grant, Council for
nourishment .
ongoing
Respond to incoming customer requests
regarding the stabilty of cliffs and bluffs at Corrigans Headiand,
CH Threat (Coastal Vulnerabilty|Conduct periodic inspections of [0 /821 Headland, Sunshine Bay, Caseys Beach Sunshine Bay, Caseys
CH10_C Coastal Cliff Instability v P P Headland and Long Beach Headland to identify |Alert ", Casey: Medium |  High MCA Only ESC NA Council $0 Year 1 and ongoing $0 4 0 0 1 5 5 cmp
10 Area the slopes of the cliffs and bluffs Beach Headland and
evidence of instability, such as loose rock,
. ’ Long Beach Headland
[mantle creep, stormwater incision, tension
cracks or leaning or fallen trees.
Maintain or improve native vegetation cover on
steep slopes on coastal clffs and bluffs. This
Maintain or improve native
C Threat Coastal Valnerabilty hesetetion o oo e may also involve weed management and use of |, Priority to those affected Council, CRE Grants, NSW
CH10_E (Coastal i Instability V|V P |matting/geotextile to protect the surface from by geotechnical hazards, | Medium |  High MCA Only £sc DPEEES Environmental Trust, Coastcare | $15,000 | Year 1and ongoing | $15,000 13 2 2 2 19 6 cvp
10 Area slopes on coastal cliffs and intervention
e erosion as well as control weeds. Include and accessible. Grants
- maintenance of access track vegetation (access
priority)
“install general warning signs along the base of
the headlands at Corrigans, Caseys and Long
Installation of safety and Beaches to warn walkers of the potential
CH Threat| Coastal Vulnerability
cr10_6 |0 coastal Ciff nstabilty oy ¥ |warning signs relating to ciff  [hazards. Alert Al Medium | High MCA Only £sc DPEEES Council, C&E Grants $10000 |Year 1and ongoing 0 4 0 o 1 5 5 cvp
instability - Fences and warning signs be installed along
the top of steep slopes where a sk exists of
persons falling over the edge.
Install and maintain a surface dish drain at the
o | TRt octal Cif Instability Coastal Vulnerability | . o dish drain top of slopes to divert water away from slopes _|Active Al Medium |  High MCA Only EsC DPE EES Council, C&E Grants $20,000 Year 5t0 10 $1,000 8 0 1 2 1 6 cvp
Area that are being eroded or have the potential to
be so.
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Prepare frontal dune management plan for
dunes seaward of caravan parks and cam
s e Murramarang Nature
grounds, and foreshore reserves to optimise
) Resort, beach reserves
resilience of the dunes as protection for
CH Threat ICoastal Vulnerability [Prepare frontal dune temporary land uses and enhance ecological at Maloneys Beach, Long Council, CRE Grants, NSW
CH9_A Dune Slope Instability . N N Alert Beach, Surfside, Medium High MCA Only ESC NPWS, DPE Environmental Trust, Coastcare $80,000 Year2to4 $5,000 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 1 0 1 o 2 2 1 1 0 2 0 40 0 1 1 42 14 cmP
9 |Area management plans connectivity. Target locations to include “ -
Corrigans (include Clyde Grants
Murramarang Nature Resort, beach reserves at °
View Holiday Park) and
Maloneys Beach, Long Beach, Surfside, Molua 6o
Corrigans (include Clyde View Holiday Park) and v
Malua Bay Reserve.
Management of un-named
- [IcoLL/ Wetland to protect  [Management of un-named ICOLL / Wetland to
Coastal Vulnerability | ° " i Active
CH4_A  |cH Threat |Coastal Inundation against coastal inundation protect against coastal inundation (stabilise | 5 South Durras Unknown | Unknown MCA Only NA NA NA NA NA 0 o o 0 NA No
Area - ) intervention
(stabilise dune so breakout |dune so breakout doesn't occur)
doesn't occur)
Flood levee to protect against Election Commitment for
cHap | T Cagtal Inundation (Coastal Vulnerability|stormsurge inundation from | o o etails and analysis in CMP Active surfside MCA and CBA ESC DPE design and construct $4,200,000 Year 1 $42,000 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 1 1 2 2 0 0 0 28 0 0 2 30 8 cvp
4 Area creek / estuary (surf side creek intervention C&E Grant, Council for
and Cullendulla) ongoing maintnenance
" ] Wharf Road
a6 | T coastal inundation (Coastal Vulnerabilty|Flood gates on stormwater o o1 detsils and analysisin CMP Active Batemans Bay to Varied | Varied MCA Only £sc opE Council, C&E Grants $100,000 Year2to4 $5,000 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 2 0 0 0 14 0 0 1 15 5 cvp
4 |Area outlets. intervention
Batehaven
Reshaping and additional rock )
CH Threat, Coastal Vulnerabilty Reshaping and additional rock are required to  [Active
CHa_L Coastal Inundation V|are required to repair the aping and addtion: . ’ : Batemans Bay CBD Medium | High MCA Only Esc ore Council, C&E Grants $200,000 Year2to4 $0 0 0 0 1 1 o No
a Area y repair the existing training wall intervention
existing training wall
chax | ';"“‘ Coastal Inundation i‘:::“' Vulnerability ;Zf:f:": Ralsing and wave return | . oo tion details and analysis in CMP Active z::::’:n Bayto Medium | High MCA and CBA EsC DPE Council, C&E Grants $10,500,000 Year 5 to 10 $105,000 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 2 1 0 0 0 19 1 0 2 2 6 cmp
During regular road resurfacing / maintenance
CH Threat Constal Valnerability|6724alY raise the road level of [look to raise level of road incrementally in satemans Bay to
CHa_L 2| Coastal Inundation o V|Beach Road (its entire length), ~|consideration of coastal inundation levels to  [Avoid risk ot MCA Only £sc opE Council, C&E Grants $100,000 Year5t0 10 $0 0 o 0 o 0 0 0 o 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 2 o 0 0 14 0 0 0 1 7 No
through routine maintenance. |provide safe and permanent access during
storm events.
 |adaptation plan for low lying. ’ o
cram | ';"“‘ Coastal Inundation i‘:::“' Vulnerablity | eas to be impacted bytidal  [See option details and analysis in CMP :Laa';‘"':g for ::‘:'"a"s Bay: Corrigans MCA Only EsC DPE Council, C&E Grants $150,000 Year2to4 $0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 2 0 0 0 14 0 0 2 16 5 cmp
inundation under sea level rise ®
During regular road resurfacing / maintenance
" look to raise level of road incrementally in
CH Threat : Coastal Vulnerability| . . . o e o
CHA_R 2| Coastal Inundation o Raising of George Bass Drive  [consideration of coastal inundation levelsto  |Avoid risk Batehaven MCA Only £sc NA Council, CAE Grants $100,000 Year5t0 10 $20,000 0 o 0 0 0 o 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 1 o 0 0 1 0 0 o 1 4 No
provide safe and permanent access during
storm events.
In partnership with SES, prepare an Emergency |Biga Batemans Bay
cras | TR Cactal Inundation (Coastal Vulnerability| . o oncy Response Plan Response Plan to address flood risk to Bigd Emergency BeachResort MCA Only ses ESC, DPE Council and SES existing staff $0 Year 1 and ongoing 50 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 8 0 0 2 10 10 cvp
4 Area Batemans Bay Beach Resort from coastal storm  [Response Beachcomber Holiday resources
inundation Park
cHat | TN o astal Inundation Coastal Vulnerability|Offshore reef for wave See option details and analysis in CMP. Active Batehaven MCA Only Esc DPE, Marine Park NA NA NA NA Not viable NA NA NA NA NA NA No
4 |Area dissipation - Caseys Beach
There is a low lying section of the access road to
CH Threat, (Coastal Vulnerability | Access road raising - Beachcomber Holiday Park. Road levels should
CHaV Coastal Inundation d € ’ roliday Park | Avoid risk Potato Point Medium | High MCA Only Esc NA Council, C&E Grants $100,000 Year2to4 $0 0 0 0 o 0 o 0 o 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 o 0 2 0 0 0 0 8 1 0 2 1 6 cvp
4 Area Beachcomber Holiday Park  [be raised at this location to improve access and
evacuation access during a coastal storm event.
Implement a program to
monitor groundwater response ;
N o Implement a program to monitor groundwater
CH Threat, (Coastal Vulnerabilty| 10 362 1evel ise to determine | (o o o cea levelrise to determine scope of
CH5_A [Tidal Inundation Vlscope of the hazard and risk to | /> y PEOT Alert surfside low | Medium MCA Only ESC DPE Council, C&E Grants $250,000 Year2to4 $20,000 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 9 0 0 1 10 3 No
5 Area ° - the hazard and risk to Surfside and existing
Surfside and existing h :
governance and planning practices.
governance and planning.
practices.
Management of un-named
Coastal Wetlands '
CH8_A  |CH Threat |Entrance Management land Litteral COLL/ Wetland torestore Management of un-named ICOLL / Wetland to _ |Active South Durras Medium | High MCA Only ESC DPE, DPI NA NA NA NA Not viable NA NA NA NA NA NA No
‘ natural opening and closing |restore natural opening and closing regime intervention
Rainforests Area N
regime
Council to review it's existing Estuary Entrance
Management Plans in consultation with local
Aboriginal Knowledge Holders and look for South Durras, Surfside,
Coastal Wetlands opportunities to involve cultural practices and [, lloes Creek, Short Beach, S
CH8_B |CH Threat |Entrance Management and Litteral Review of ICOLL EMP knowledge in estuary management. temvention | Wimbie Beach, Kianga, | Medium | High MCA Only £sc o Marine Parie, Council, C&E Grants $150,000 Year2to4 $0 0 0 0 o 0 0 0 0 1 o 0 1 0 1 1 0 0 E 1 2 0 0 1 1 1 2 15 5 cvp
Rainforests Area [The review should consider the template for Little Lake (Naroomal,
ICOLL entrance management being developed Nangudga Lake
under the Marine Park Management Plan
(action 1.3f).
et CoastalWetonds couL envance Management (=L AR B R e ot —
CcHE_C Entrance Management and Litteral Policy - engagement and ‘gh ¢ Hh e genci ! . . Medium High MCA Only NPWS » £C. Marine NPWS, C&E Grants $20,000 Year1 1 0 o 2 13 7 cvp
8 ‘ - community before finalisation and adoption by |intervention  [Mummaga, Corunna Parks, DPI
Rainforests Area  [finalisation
NPW: Lake
Community engagement identified rabbits are Coundl, CRE Grants, NS
" B : ’ uncil, CBE Grants,
cHo A | Tt 54 ne Siope Instability Coastal Dune stability management  |causing instability of the dunes directly through |Active Rosedale Beach Unknown | Unknown MCA Only Esc NA Environmental Trust, Coastcare $5,000 Year2to4 6 0 1 2 9 5 No
9 Environment Area  (rabbit impacts) burrows and indirectly through associated loss _|intervention Pl
of vegetation.
Erosion management of dune caused by
stormwater runoff, access and possibly wave ol CBE Grants Now
" : - : uncil, CBE Grants,
cHo_B | "% bune Siope Instability (Coastal Vulnerability| e erosion on dunes impacts at the end of Knowlman Road. Existing |Active Rosedale Beach Unknown | Unknown MCA Only EsC NA Environmental Trust, Coastcare. $20,000 Year1 $0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 2 0 6 0 2 2 10 5 cmp
9 Area coir logs are in place and could be upgraded and |intervention Pl
enhanced with fencing to limit access and
|Eming.
. NPWS to undertake taregtted coastal risk
CHALLA | Threats |All (Coastal Vulnerability |NPWS Coastal Hazard assessments to better understand coastal risks |, National Parks Varied | Varied MCA Only NPWS £sc NPWS, C&E Grants $60,000 Year2to4 s0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 2 0 0 1 25 13 cvp
iy Area Assessment identified in the CMP Scoping Studyfirst pass
risk
€H  |Beach Erosion and Coastal (Coastal Vulnerabilty [Review of Surf Clubs coastal Planning for
CH14_8 |Threats 1 u See option details and analysis in CMP 8 Malua Bay Varied | Varied MCA Only EsC NA Council $0 Year2tod $0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 2 2 1 1 0 0 0 28 0 0 0 28 28 cvp
e |mundation Area hazard risk change
During site inspections and engagement with
the community, it was identified that the
doportun Doportunities for historical _|MStorical swimming site at Moruya Heads could
cHo_A [OPPOT n/a (Coastal Use Area [ PP provide for opportunities for recreational usage |Alert Moruya Heads NA NA MCA Only £sc opE Council $0 Year2to4 $0 0 Bl 1 o | 2 0 0 o 0 0 0 o 0 o 0 o 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 2 o 2 1 1 No
ity swimming site at Moruya Heads 5 !
or porribly just historical education. Council
staff to work with the local community to
investigate opportunities for this site.
| Consider a ESC coast event/festival to promote
tourism opportunities, specifically linked to
opportun Coastal values to promote  |coastal values ctive
croe | 2P A (Coastal Use Area  [tourism opportunities through a[Or orvention |1 NA Na MCA Only £sc NA NPWS, CBE Grants $100,000 Year2to4 $10,000 0 1 0 0 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 1 o 0 0 0 o 0 o 0 0 17 2 0 2 2 7 cvp
i community event Integrate with existing festivals such as
Narooma Oyster Festival, River of Art and Bay
Paddle Challenge
[The community reported conflicts between
pedestrian and 4WD users of and around the
Bingie Dreaming Track. This option proposed
that Council, NPWS and local Aboriginal
)  |knowledge Holders to identify key issues and
RA Threat [Conflict over resource access and use Manage user conflicts at Bingle |, 10" nogement approaches. This should |Active
RAL_A |Coastal Use Area Dreaming Track and Shark Bay / N " Congo Low Medium MCA Only ESC/ NPWS LALC Council $0 Year2to4 $0 2 0 0 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 25 1 1 1 28 28 cmP
1 (e beach users and dog walkers) oo consider the of the Draft
roulee lsland trac Tuross and Coila Lakes Estuaries CMP
(installation of bollards, formalisation of a
carpark to limit vehicle access, and retaining the
existing Bingie Dreaming Track as a walking,
track only).
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Medium| _High i T ium| High | High | High i ium| High | High | High | High |Extreme|Extreme|Extreme|Extreme| High | High | Low |Medium)
Threat Social
! ! . ! Current |FutureRisk|  Levelof i i - Recurrent Annual b ! |Environmental | Acceptability Adjusted for | Include in CMP /
A
D [Threat P statement OptionType  [Location ) 2100) Lead Agency Partners Funding Source Capital Cost Timing P 2 3 2 2 2 3 3 3 2 2 3 3 3 3 4 4 4 4 3 3 1 2| witigation | Benefit | ‘oI Al AP A | oralscore | AT Pt
Score Score
The dune vegetation at Rosedale Beach is being
impacted by unregulated pedestrian access and
RA Threat [Passive recreational use (swimming, |Coastal Dune vegetation management - |in some cases illegal clearing of vegetation. This [Active Council, CRE Grants, NSW Year2to4and
RA2_B g Rosedale Beach Low | Medium MCA Only £sc opE Environmental Trust, Coastcare $5,000 $5,000 0 o 0 o 1 o 0 o 0 o 0 o 0 o 0 2 1 1 0 o 2 o 20 0 2 2 2 12 P
surfing, bush walking, etc) Environment Area |Rosedale Beach option proposes an annual strategy to target intervention Pl ongoing
these actions, replace vegetation, where
possible, and install barriers and / or signage.
Habitat (physical) and wildiife
disturbance (e.g. from overuse, Target shorebird nesting sites for pest control.
Rag_g |RATHreat foreshore Coastal Shorebird management across and education program to protect [~ Al Medium | High MCA Only NPWS ESC,DPE,DPI NPWS 50 Year 1 and ongoing 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 12 0 2 2 16 16 cvp
2 N \rea " intervention
development, commercial and shorebirds.
recreational fishing methods, etc)
Habitat (physical) and wildiife Coastal Wetlands
abitat [physical) p Conduct follow up work on weeds of National
RA Threat (e from overuse, - |and Litteral of weeds of Significance in coastal reserves Active NPWS and Councilexiting staff
RA2_G overcrowding, foreshore rea & |National in coastal [€ - ! . All Medium High MCA Only NPWS ESC,DPE,DPI and Council existing staf S0 Year 1and ongoing S0 0 2 0 o 0 o 0 2 0 o 0 o 0 o 0 o 0 o 0 o 0 o 12 0 2 2 16 16 cvp
2 ° Undertake of ajoining resources
development, commercial and Coastal reserves
to reduce weed impacts on reserves.
recreational fishing methods, etc)  [Environment Area
Poorly located, poorly maintained Develop a ‘round the bay’ ., '
Ra3 A |RATRet or inappropriate accessand  |Coastal Use Area  |coastal walk and cycleway for | DcV€1oP 2 ound the bay’ coastal walkand - |Active Batemans Bay Foreshore | Medium | Medium MCA Only Esc DPE Counc, C&E Grants, Crown $50,000 Year2to 4 and $50,000 1 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 o 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 6 2 0 2 10 3 No
3 cycleway for Batemans Bay intervention Reserves Improvement Fund ongoing
supporting facilities Batemans Bay
Bridge crossing at Cullendulla
RA Threat | PO located, poorly maintained e to Ik the rea up with Active Council, C&E Grants, Crown
RA3_B and/or inappropriate access and Coastal Use Area " Would require NPWS approval to proceed Cullendulla Medium | Medium MCA Only ESC DPE / NPWS. g g $2,000,000 Year5t0 10 S0 1 o 2 o 0 o 0 0 0 o 0 0 0 o 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 o 6 2 o 2 10 3 No
3 " o Murramarrang walk and Coastal intervention Reserves Improvement Fund
supporting facilities
Headland walk
Improve facilities for tourism at Corrigans
Poorly located, poorly maintained Beach. Might include: improved & all-levels
RA Threat Improve facilities for tourism at Active Year 2to 4 and
RA3_F 5 Jand/or inappropriate access and  |coastal Use Area [T we B inclusive disabled access, facilties for kayaks [ 0® | corrigans Medium | Medium MCA Only TANSW (MIDO) £SC, DPE Council, CAE Grants $2,000,000 P $100,000 1| 4| 2 o o [ a4 | 2| a 0 0 0 o 0 o 0 o 0 o 0 o 0 o 6 2 o 1 3 1 No
supporting facilities g and SUPs, improved trailer parking, sewage soing
|pump out facility.
RA Threat |PO°"!Y located, poorly maintained Upgrade beach reserve Upgrade beach reserve infrastructure at Malua  [Active Year2to 4 and
RA3_G and/or inappropriate accessand  |Coastal Use Area [ P8 pgrade beach re st / § Malua Bay Medium | Medium MCA Only £sC DPE Council, C&E Grants $250,000 > s0 1 0 2 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 8 2 0 2 12 a No
3 nappropr infrastructure at Malua Bay  [Bay, including toilet block, picnic shelters intervention ongoing
supporting facilities
Poorly located, poorly maintained
RA Threat Provide basic public toilet [There are currently no public toilet facilties at ~[Active Year2to 4and
RA3_I and/or inappropriate access and  [Coastal Use Area e P ° vnop ’ : McKenzies Beach Medium | Medium MCA Only £sc oPE Council, CAE Grants $300,000 g 0 1 o 2 1 0 o 0 o 0 o 0 o 0 o 0 0 0 o 0 o 0 o 8 2 o 2 12 4 No
3 facilties at McKenzies Beach.  [the high usage McKenzies Beach. intervention ongoing
supporting facilties
RA Threat | PO located, poorly maintained Improve parking options at  llegal parking and crowding along the road edge Year2to4and
RA3_J and/or inappropriate accessand  |Coastal Use Area prove parking op legal parking g along 8 alert McKenzies Beach Medium | Medium MCA Only £sC DPE Council, C&E Grants $100,000 > 50 1 0 2 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 8 2 0 2 12 6 cvp
3 nappron McKenzies Beach s a safety issue ongoing
supporting facilities
<A Threat [Po0TIY located, poorly maintained Review and upgrade public [Review and uperade access paths and public |, Vear2to4and
RA3_K "™ Jand/or inappropriate access and  |coastal Use Area  [facilties at One Tree Beach tolets, showers etc. at One Tree Beach (Tuross) [ v Tuross Lake Medium | Medium MCA Only £sc oPE Council, CAE Grants $300,000 PN 0 1 o 2 1 0 o 0 o 0 o 0 o 0 o 0 0 0 o 0 o 0 o 8 2 o 2 12 4 No
supporting facilities (Tuross) o enhance safety and amenity. going
Improving access and provide protection of
midden sites along Mummaga Headland by
RA Threat | P01 located, poorly maintained mproving access and provide | oo occess on the southyeastern side of [Active Coundil,CRE Grants, NSW
RA3_L and/or inappropriate access and Coastal Use Area  |protection of midden sites along| s Dalmeny Medium | Medium MCA Only ESC DPE uneil rents: $100,000 Year1 S0 0 1 2 o 1 o 0 o 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 o 0 o 0 o 0 o 17 1 2 2 22 1 cvp
3 headland, and the sections of Heritage Grant Program
supporting facilties Mummaga Headland ° ) ‘
exposed midden and clif face that are being,
used as informal tracks
Investigate, prioritise and improve beach access
R Threat 00T located, poorly maintained in key beach locations (particularly ensuring [,
RA3_N 3 [and/or inappropriate access and Coastal Use Area  |Improve beach access disability inclusive access to beaches). Aligns  [[ €1 All Medium | Medium MCA Only EsC DPE Council, C&E Grants $500,000 Year5t0 10 $50,000 0 0 2 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 6 2 0 2 10 3 No
supporting facilties with Draft Marine Park Management Plan
(action 5.4¢)
Continue to promote existing coastal walks such
as coastal walks in Murramarang National Park,
Poorly located, poorly maintained Continue to promote existing ~|Broulee Island, Bingie Dreaming, Mystery Bay to
RA Threat|" 07" poorly P H & 8 Mvsiery Bay : ; Council and NPWS existing staff
RA3_O 3 [and/or inappropriate access and Coastal Use Area  |coastal walks such as coastal 1080 Beach, Mangrove walk at Cullendulla Alert All Medium | Medium MCA Only EsC DPE, NPWS esoucres S0 Year1 S0 0 0 2 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 6 2 0 2 10 10 cvP
supporting facilties walks (Creek, Durras discovery and Banksia Walk at
Burrewarra Point, Mill Bay Board walk at
Narooma.
Poorly located, poorly maintained Upgrade parking, fencing, lookouts and
Ra3_Q |RATIet o/or inappropriate accessand  |Coastal Use Area | PBrade facilities on coastal 1l ionin reserves on coastal headlands [V Al Medium | Medium MCA Only £sc DOPE Counil, CRE Grants, NSW $500,000 Year2to4and $50,000 0 1 2 ) 0 ) 0 ) 0 ) 0 ) 0 ) 0 ) 0 ) 0 ) 0 0 7 2 0 2 1 a No
3 nappron headlands intervention Heritage Grant Program ongoing
supporting facilities around Batemans Bay.
Active recreational use (recreational Monitor usage and impacts of hgh usage on
R Threat oot e emtoonts Monitor bike tracks between |bike tracks between Broulee Head and Moruya
RA6_A & . Coastal Use Area  |Broulee Head and Moruya | Heads. Engage with local Aboriginal Knowledge  [Alert Bengello Beach Medium | High MCA Only £sc DPE, NPWS Council 0 Year 1 and ongoing 0 0 o 1 o 0 2 0 o 0 o 0 o 0 o 1 ) 0 ) 0 ) 0 ) 12 0 1 2 15 15 cmp
camping etc) - recreational activities.
. e Heads Holders to understand sensitive locations and
needing associated infrastructure :
impacts on LALC managed land.
Insufficient community and visitor
High priority coastal protection signage strategy:
goe  [Mwareness of the values and threats |, High priority coastal protection | where illegal ICOLL openings are occurin Coundil,CRE Grants, NSW
EGC2_A to the coastal environment, and lack 'gh priority P! & pening: s Alert Al Medium | High MCA Only ESC DPE uncll, CAE Grants, $20,000 Year 1 and ongoing $0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 2 1 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 2 0 0 1 25 13 cmp
Threat 2 Environment Area |signage strategy where shorebird habiat is being disturbed, Environmental Trust
of engagement with managing this "
N erosion hotspots.
toc  [Isufficient or inappropriate :/"e:‘cz':z:t‘g"t::‘:hm 4 |Ensure ongoing funtion of CEMAC, and ongoing |, P DPL NWS, LS
EGC3_B governance and management of the |All & 8 e representation of all Agencies listed as J All Medium High MCA Only ESC + Pl > LS Council 50 Year 1 and ongoing 50 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 2 1 2 0 1 1 1 1 0 1 1 60 0 0 o 60 60 VP
Threat 3 ° and consistent management of € ‘ change Marine Parks
coastal environment or supporting CMP Actions
coastal land.
Use the CMP information to update plans of
Insufficient or inappropriate management for the reserved lands and
EGC Coastal Vulnerability[Update PoM for reserve lands Planning for
£GC3D governance and management of the VP A highlight assets (natural or built) within the o Al Medium | High MCA Only £sc NA Council $0 Year 1 and ongoing 0 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 2 0 1 1 1 1 o 1 1 57 0 o o 57 57 cvp
Threat 3 Area to address coastal risk change
coastal environment reserves that need changed management to
mitigate coastal risks.
Update plans of management for coastal
national parks, including review of current
o arrangements for access, interactions between
£6c3 € | E°C |governance and management of the |All Update PoM for NPWS to national parks and adjoining lands for recreation| Planning for National Parks Medium | High MCA Only NPWS ESC NPWS $0 Year 1 and ongoing $0 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 2 0 1 1 1 1 0 1 1 57 0 0 0 57 57 cmp
Threat 3 address coastal risk and tourism (include maintenance of access |change
coastal environment : .
infrastructure), weed species; address or
foreshadow when necessary any coastal hazard
risks.
Several state agency owned assets are degraded
o . Undertaken maintenance of eency €
EGC Insufficient or inappropriate State Agency owned coastal as an outcome of exposure to the coastal Active
EGC3_F [governance and management of the |TBC 8 Yv N lenvironment. Management will be undertaken |- . ITBC Medium High MCA Only Crown Lands / MIDO NA Crown Lands and MIDO $100,000 Year 1and ongoing $100,000 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 2 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 19 2 1 2 24 8 cmP
Threat 3 " assets to engineering and safety N intervention
coastal environment tandards by state agencies to ensure these assets meet
engaineering and safety standards.
Insufficient involvement of Identify opportunities for and undertake
tocan | EGC  [Traditional Owners n the Coastal Opportunities for cultural cultural burning. Work closing with local Active M _— Vica only e Nows, o, 15| Councl CAE Grants, nsw 650000 |vear Landongomg|  $50000 o o o o o o o o o o o o o ) ) o o o o o o o N ' ) ) © s e
Threat 4 |management of cultural heritage and |Environment Area  [burning Aboriginal Community to develop implement intervention Heritage Grant Program
use within the coastal environment appropriately.
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Medium| _High i T ium| High | High | High i ium| High | High | High | High |Extreme|Extreme|Extreme|Extreme| High | High | Low |Medium)
Threat Social
) ! ) Current [FutureRisk|  Level of " . . Recurrent Annual e - |Environmental | Acceptability Adjusted for | Include in CMP /
D [Threat Management Area |Management Option Supporting statement OptionType  |Location ) (2100) Lead Agency Partners Funding Source Capital Cost Timing conts 2 3 2 2 2 3 3 3 2 2 3 3 3 3 4 4 4 4 3 3 1 2 Ml;g:’:lon B;r:zt oot scors | soore | Totalcore | e P
Support development and implementation of
Aboriginal cultural resource use agreements,
Sea Country plans or other planning tools in
accordance with the aspirations of local
Aboriginal people to conserve cultural values,
facilitate cultural use and conserve significant
) Development and sites.
Insufficient involvement of - .
EGC  [Traditional Owners in the Coastal of Aboriginal |Aboriginal cultural sites and economic Traditional O Coundil,CRE Grants, NSW
EGC4_B cultural resource use lopportunity have been impacted by Avoid risk All High MCA Only Pl raditional Owners, uneil rents $100,000 Year 1and ongoing $10,000 1 1 0 o 0 1 1 1 1 o 0 1 0 1 2 o 0 0 0 0 0 0 30 1 2 2 35 12 cvp
Threat 4 [management of cultural heritage and [Environment Area ESC, DPE, LLS, NPWS | Heritage Grant Program
ger © Sea Country plans. closures. There are many planning
use within the coastal environment " .
or other planning tools tools available to conserve and enhance
[Aboriginal cultural values for Sea Country.
Preferred tools should be selected by local
Aboriginal people according to their needs and
aspirations. Mogo LALC have drafted a land and
sea management plan that should be
considered in this process.
eufficlent imvolvement of - Provide support to Aboriginalindiiduals or
EGC  [Traditional Owners in the Support Aboriginal cultural —|groups seeking to implement business Active Traditional Owners, | Council, C&E Grants, NSW
EGC4_C |Coastal Use Area tourism opportunities in the opportunities to increase local and tourist All High MCA Only ESC " ’ o $30,000 Year 1and ongoing $30,000 o o 1 o o o o o o o o o 2 o 2 o o o o o o o 16 2 o 2 20 7 P
Threat 4 [management of cultural heritage and cre " intervention DPE, NPWS Heritage Grant Program
s N coastal zone awareness of Aboriginal culture in the
use within the coastal environment
Embed traditional Aboriginal
of knowledge, wisdom and culture |Embed traditional Aboriginal knowledge,
EGC  [Traditional Owners in the in strategic planning and pursue |wisdom and culture in coastal management, |Active Traditional Owners, | Council, C&E Grants, NSW )
ESC4D | Threat 4 |management of cultural heritage and <22 YSE AT o0t it to promote including through engagement, training and  [intervention | el McA only £sc DPE, P, NPWS Heritage Grant Program $20,000 |Year1and ongoing | $20,000 0 : B ° 0 ° t ° 0 ° 0 B t 2 2 : 0 ° 0 : 0 ° » 2 ° 2 3 3 cvp
use within the coastal environment boriginal culture and of Aboriginal people.
knowledge
Work with Traditional Owners to protect special
- Aboriginal cultural values and sites from the
) Support local Aboriginal
Insufficient involvement of impacts of foreshore and riparian development,
EGC  [Traditional Owners in the (Coastal Vulnerability| COMTUnities manage cultural |, o iate change, four wheel drving Active Traditional O Coundil,CRE Grants, NSW
EGC4_E Y| heritage from coastal hazards . e, L4 All High MCA Only DOPE raditional Owners, uneil rents $20,000 Year 1and ongoing $70,000 0 2 0 o 1 1 1 1 1 0 0 1 2 1 2 1 1 0 0 0 0 o 47 0 o 2 a9 16 cvp
Threat 4 [management of cultural heritage and |Area e vt oo e otron|domestic dogs and pedestrians. intervention ESC, P, NPWS Heritage Grant Program
use within the coastal environment Education, infrastructure, rules and spatial
coastal threats
management can protect important sites from
specific threats where and when needed.
ESC and NPWS to work with Traditional Land
) (Owners to establish an Access to Country Plan
Insufficient involvement of ’
EGC  [Traditional Owners in the Improve access to Countryin ~|C"AEreement, which would identify key Active Traditional O Coundil,CRE Grants, NSW
EGCA_F Coastal Use Area P Y locations on Country where access need to be All High MCA Only ESC/NPWS raditional Owners, uneil rents: $20,000 Year 1and ongoing $5,000 0 o 0 0 0 0 0 o 0 0 0 0 1 0 2 0 0 o 0 0 0 0 1 2 0 2 15 8 cvp
Threat 4 [management of cultural heritage and the coastal zone ' ) intervention oPE Heritage Grant Program
ger ¢ retained, or established. Implementation of this
use within the coastal environment N N N
plan may require minor on ground works, which
have been allowed for in the option costing.
) Work with Traditional Owners to identify
Insufficient involvement of traditional Aboriginal names for key locations in
£ca g | EGC - [Traditional Owners in the Coastal Use Area  |/deNtify and use Aboriginal place|, . 1. rea and include local Aboriginal | 0" Al High MCA Only ESC Traditional Owners, | - Council, CAE Grants, NSW $0 Year2tod $0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 14 2 0 2 18 18 cvp
Threat 4 [management of cultural heritage and names 2 ! ) intervention NPWS, DPE, LLS Heritage Grant Program
s - language in coastal education material and
use within the coastal environment N
signage.
Insufficient involvement of )
EGC  [Traditional Owners in the Review, update and implement |Engagement with Mogo LALC identified that the |, Traditional Owners, | Council, C&E Grants, NSW
£GCA_H ) Coastal Use Area  |PoM for Aboriginal Placeat  [PoM is not being i asitis intended | Barlings Beach High MCA Only £SC ' e[ Gunel g $5,000 Year 1and ongoing $5,000 0 o 0 o 0 0 0 o 0 0 0 2 0 2 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 20 2 2 2 2 13 cvp
Threat 4 [management of cultural heritage and " PE, LS Heritage Grant Program
" Barlings Beach and the land is not being managed properly.
use within the coastal environment
N Collaborate with the Local Aboriginal
Insufficient involvement of . i
EGC  [Traditional Owners in the prepare an Aboriginal seasonal <M UNit to prepare an Aboriginal Seasonal |, . Traditional Owners, | Council, NSW Heritage Grant
EGCa_I . Coastal Use Area P el Calendar to showcase traditional land " . All High MCA Only ESC aditional Owners, | Council, fritage Grant $15,000 Year1 S0 0 o 0 o 0 o 0 o 0 o 0 o 1 1 2 0 0 o 0 0 0 o 14 2 1 2 19 10 cvp
Threat 4 [management of cultural heritage and Calendar - N intervention DPE, LLS. Program
" management, food & medicine practices and
use within the coastal environment A -
deeper understanding of the land & climate.
[Traditional owners are not satified with the
N Manage access issues and + satitied v
Insufficient involvement of : . current management of highly significant
EGC  [Traditional Owners in the crosion at targetedsites of | o itas This option would improve Active Tilba Beach, Nangudga, Traditional Owner
EGCA_) . Coastal Use Area significant value to Aboiriginal . ption wo P! | § o Nangudga, | pigh MCA Only NPWS aditional Owners, Council, C&E Grants $15,000 Year 1 and ongoing $0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 2 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 20 2 2 2 2% 13 cvp
Threat 4 [management of cultural heritage and L a0 of these sites in with Broulee DPE, ESC
" Community as identified by the | T -¢
use within the coastal environment ALC ITraditionbal Owners to protect Aborgibal
Heritage
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