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Summary and recommendations 
The City of Geraldton-Greenough Town Planning Scheme (TPS) No. 1A Amendment 4 
proposes to rezone Lots 1945, 5843, 1268, 1358, 1, 1925, 2453, 4201, 6852, 708, 3, 4200, 
4201, Victoria Location 11939, and the portion of Lot 2466 contained within TPS 1A from 
numerous local scheme reserves (‘Dune Preservation’, ‘Parks and Recreation’ and ‘Public 
Use’) and zones (‘Residential’, ‘Residential Development’, ‘Resort Development’, 
‘Commercial’ and ‘General Farming’) to ‘Development’ zone. 
The location of the amendment is shown in Figure 1. 
This report provides the Environmental Protection Authority’s (EPA’s) advice to the Minister 
for Environment on the environmental factors relevant to Amendment 4.  The EPA also 
provides advice on other environmental matters related to Amendment 4 in Section 4 Other 
Advice. 
Section 48D of the Environmental Protection Act 1986 requires the EPA to report to the 
Minister for Environment on the key environmental factors for the proposed scheme 
amendment and on the conditions and procedures to which the proposed scheme amendment 
should be subject, if implemented.  In addition, the EPA may make recommendations as it 
sees fit. 
The EPA is also required to have regard for the principles set out in section 4A of the 
Environmental Protection Act 1986. 

Key environmental factors and principles 
A number of environmental factors were considered by the EPA in the assessment.  It is the 
EPA’s opinion that the following are the key environmental factors for the proposed scheme 
amendment, which require detailed evaluation in the report: 
(a) Coastal Processes; 
(b) Foreshore Reserve; and 
(c) Native Vegetation. 
The EPA has also provided advice in relation to Aboriginal Heritage and other factors in 
Section 4. 
The following principles were considered by the EPA in relation to the proposed scheme 
amendment: 
(a) The precautionary principle; 
(b) The principles of conservation of biological diversity and ecological integrity; and 
(c) The principle of intergenerational equity. 

Conclusion 
The area of the amendment is bound by the Greenough River to the south and abuts the coast. 
It contains cleared farmland, remnant native vegetation and the Southgate Dune, a large 
mobile dune. 
The Southgate Dune is currently acting as a sediment source to the beaches north of the 
development, outside of the amendment area.  This is a significant issue as stabilisation of the 
Southgate Dunes, as part of the proposed development, will stop or significantly reduce this 
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sand feed and may result in erosion of the beaches to the north.  The EPA is concerned that 
there is a considerable variation in the estimates of the contribution of sand to littoral drift 
from the Southgate Dune.  The Environmental Review (ER) document estimates the 
contribution at 10 000 cubic metres per year (m3/yr) while earlier estimates provide by the 
Department for Planning and Infrastructure (DPI) indicate 34 000 m3/yr.  The EPA has 
concluded that there is considerable uncertainty about the knowledge of the contribution of 
sand from the Southgate dune and it has not been demonstrated with sufficient confidence 
that erosion of the beaches to the north of the development area will not occur. 
The DPI has advised the EPA that the coastal setback assessment completed for the ER was 
on balance generally considered reasonable to allow for protection of the coast under current 
policy.  However, the assessment was not undertaken in accordance with State Coastal 
Planning Policy (SPP) 2.6 (Western Australian Planning Commission, 2003).  The EPA is 
aware that when undertaking the coastal setback assessment, the sea level rise predictions 
were undertaken using the current sea level rise figures from SPP 2.6 which recommends a 
possible sea level rise in the coming 100 years of 0.38 metres (m), which the EPA 
understands is under review.  The EPA expects that coastal setbacks and coastal processes 
should have regard for alternate predictions of sea level rise in consultation with the DPI.  
The EPA has concluded that there is not sufficient confidence in the calculation of coastal 
setbacks for the Foreshore Reserve which would allow for protection of the coast from 
possible sea level rise over the coming years. 
The potential impacts on poorly represented vegetation associations within the subject area 
have not been adequately addressed in the ER.  The removal of vegetation from the subject 
area through development has the potential to fragment this remnant vegetation further.  The 
ER was deficient in identifying regionally significant vegetation and it has not been 
demonstrated which areas of vegetation are to be retained nor have mechanisms been 
established to show how these areas will be protected into the future. 
In summary, although it is argued that development would address the stabilisation of the 
dune system, it has not been demonstrated that this would not have significant consequential 
impacts outside of the amendment area, in particular on the beaches to the north.  Until such 
time as further information on the contribution of the Southgate Dune to coastal processes is 
available and there is confidence in the predictions regarding the stability of the coast and sea 
level rise predictions the EPA has recommended against the development of the dune system.  
The EPA would also expect that any subsequent amendment would address reservation of 
regionally significant vegetation. 
The EPA has also provided advice in relation to Aboriginal Heritage, and the need for an 
interim strategy to stabilise the dune system to protect the Brand Highway, the residences 
likely to be impacted by windblown sand, and native vegetation that is being smothered by 
the northward movement of the dune.  The EPA would also encourage coastal studies being 
undertaken at a regional scale to provide an understanding of the contribution of the dune 
system to coastal processes and coastal dynamics in this region. 
The EPA would be prepared to support an amendment being initiated for existing cleared 
areas subject to it meeting environmental and planning requirements. 
The EPA has concluded that Amendment 4 to the City of Geraldton-Greenough TPS No. 1A 
as proposed is environmentally unacceptable as it has not been demonstrated that it can be 
managed to meet the EPA’s objectives in relation to Coastal Processes, Foreshore Reserve 
and Native Vegetation.  

Recommendations  
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The EPA submits the following recommendations to the Minister for the Environment: 
1. That the Minister considers the report on the key environmental factors and principles 

as set out in Section 3. 
2. That the Minister notes that the EPA has concluded that the proposed scheme 

amendment cannot meet the EPA’s environmental objectives for Coastal Processes, 
Foreshore Reserve and Native Vegetation. 

3. That the Minister notes that the EPA has not included in this report “conditions and 
procedures to which the proposed scheme amendment should be subject, if 
implemented” because the EPA holds the view that the proposed scheme amendment 
should not be implemented. 

4. That the Minister not issue a statement that the proposed scheme amendment may be 
implemented. 

5. That the Minister notes the EPA’s Other Advice presented in Section 4 in relation to 
Aboriginal Heritage and the need for an interim strategy to stabilise the dune system to 
protect the Brand Highway, the residences likely to be impacted by windblown sand 
and native vegetation that is being smothered by the northward movement of the dune.  
The EPA has included advice that it would encourage coastal studies being undertaken 
at a regional scale to provide an understanding of the contribution of the dune system to 
coastal processes and coastal dynamics in this region.  The EPA has also included 
additional advice that it would support an amendment being initiated for cleared areas 
subject to it meeting environmental and planning requirements. 
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1. Introduction 
The City of Geraldton-Greenough proposes to rezone Lots 1945, 5843, 1268, 1358, 1, 1925, 
2453, 4201, 6852, 708, 3, 4200, 4201, Victoria Location 11939, and the portion of Lot 2466 
contained within Town Planning Scheme (TPS) No. 1A from numerous local scheme reserves 
(‘Dune Preservation’, ‘Parks and Recreation’ and ‘Public Use’) and zones (‘Residential’, 
‘Residential Development’, ‘Resort Development’, ‘Commercial’ and ‘General Farming’) to 
‘Development’ zone (Shire of Greenough, 2005). 
Amendment 4 to the City of Geraldton TPS No. 1A was referred to the Environmental 
Protection Authority (EPA) by the then Shire of Greenough on 29 March 2005.  On 13 April 
2005 the EPA set level of assessment as ‘Scheme Assessed – Environmental Review’.  The 
Environmental Review Instructions were issued by the EPA on 27 May 2005.  No appeals 
were received, and these Instructions were then finalised on 21 June 2005.  Following the 
finalisation of the Instructions, the landowners’ environmental consultant prepared an 
Environmental Review (ER) document, which was advertised concurrently with the 
Amendment from 5 January 2009 to 16 February 2009.   
The area of the amendment is bound by the Greenough River to the South and abuts the coast. 
It contains cleared farmland, remnant native vegetation and the Southgate Dune a large 
mobile dune (Figure 1).  The area also contains registered Aboriginal heritage sites. 
In compiling this report, the EPA has considered the key environmental factors and principles 
associated with the proposed scheme amendment, issues raised in public submissions, 
specialist advice from the Department of Environment and Conservation (DEC) and other 
government agencies, the Responsible Authority’s response to submissions and the EPA’s 
own expertise. 
Further details of the proposed scheme amendment are presented in Section 2 of this report 
while Section 3 discusses key environmental factors and principles for the proposed scheme 
amendment.  Section 4 provides the EPA’s Other Advice, Section 5 presents the EPA’s 
Conclusions and Section 6, the EPA’s Recommendations. 
A list of people and organisations that made submissions is included in Appendix 1.  
References are listed in Appendix 2, and the identification of key environmental factors and 
principles are provided in Appendix 3.   
Appendix 4 contains a summary of the public submissions and Appendix 5, the response to 
submissions on behalf of the Responsible Authority.  The summary of public submissions and 
the Responsible Authority’s responses is included as a matter of information only and does 
not form part of the EPA’s report and recommendations.  The EPA has considered issues 
raised in public submissions when identifying and assessing key environmental factors and 
principles. 

2. The proposed scheme amendment 
Lots 1945, 5843, 1268, 1358 1, 1925, 2453, 4201, 6852, 708, 3, 4200, 4201, Victoria 
Location 11939, and the portion of Lot 2466 contained within TPS 1A, the subject of 
Amendment 4 to the City of Geraldton Greenough’s TPS No. 1A, are located approximately 6 
kilometres (km) south of Geraldton.  They are bounded by Brand Highway to the east, the 
Greenough River to the south and the Indian Ocean to the west in the locality of Cape Burney 
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(Figure 1).  The amendment area, shown in Figure 1 has an area of approximately 779 
hectares (ha). 
The north of the site is affected by a large parabolic dune referred to as Southgate Dune 
which has been moving progressively north-east towards Geraldton (Figure 2).  Southgate 
Dune has an area of approximately 200 ha, the majority of which is located on Victoria 
Location 11939.   
The south of the site has been largely cleared for grazing and agricultural purposes.  Areas of 
native vegetation in good condition are found on the lots. 
The proposed zoning for Amendment 4 is ‘Development’ zone.  In accordance with the City 
of Geraldton-Greenough TPS 1A, this zoning would permit the subject land to be subdivided 
into land uses for a residential estate (residential, commercial, community and reserves).  This 
zoning requires the subsequent preparation of a Subdivision Guide Plan (SGP) showing lot 
layout, reserves and roads.  A draft Subdivision Guide Plan has been prepared which indicates 
the extent of development proposed through the amendment.  The EPA’s consideration of the 
amendment has had regard for the draft SGP noting that it requires subsequent approval and is 
subject to modification. 
The draft SGP (Figure 3) proposes to subdivide the lots to allow for approximately 6600 
dwellings, six schools, a district centre, tourist nodes, and the retention of vegetation in public 
open space and foreshore reserves (Chappell Lambert Everett, 2008). 
The main characteristics of the proposed scheme amendment are summarised in Table 1 
below.  A detailed description of the proposed scheme amendment is provided in Section 3 of 
the ER (ATA Environmental, 2008). 

Table 1 - Key characteristics of proposed scheme amendment 
Element Description 

Rezone various lots to 
‘Development’ zone 

Draft SGP proposes 6600 dwellings, six schools, a district centre, 
tourist nodes, and the retention of vegetation in public open space and 
foreshore reserves. 

Stabilisation of Southgate Dune Re-grading of the subject land to final development levels, spreading of 
loamy soils across the site and seeding with cereal rye.  Long term 
stabilisation will be through urbanisation of the subject land. 

Preserve native vegetation Preparation for a Vegetation Management Plan at the Structure Planning 
Stage to include rehabilitation of degraded areas and the provision of 
Public Open Space.  

Minimise coastal impacts Draft SGP proposes a Foreshore Reserve.  Provision for a Foreshore 
Management Plan at the Structure Planning Stage to include coastal 
rehabilitation in degraded areas. 

 
The potential impacts of the proposed scheme amendment initially predicted by the City of 
Geraldton-Greenough and their proposed management are summarised in Table 1 of the ER 
document (ATA Environmental, 2008).
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Figure 1: Location of Amendment 4 to the City of Geraldton-Greenough TPS 1A.
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Figure 2: Southgate Dune within the Amendment area.
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Figure 3: Proposed Draft Subdivision Guide Plan.
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3. Environmental factors and principles 

3.1 Key environmental factors 
Section 48D of the Environmental Protection Act 1986 (EP Act) requires the EPA to report to 
the Minister for Environment on the key environmental factors for the proposed scheme 
amendment and the conditions and procedures to which the proposed scheme amendment 
should be subject, if implemented.  In addition, the EPA may make recommendations as it 
sees fit. 
It is the EPA’s opinion that the following are the key environmental factors for the proposed 
scheme amendment, which require detailed evaluation in this report: 
(a) Coastal Processes; 
(b) Foreshore Reserve; and  
(c) Native Vegetation. 
The above key environmental factors were identified from the EPA’s consideration and 
review of all environmental factors (preliminary factors) generated from the ER document 
and the submissions received, in conjunction with the proposed scheme amendment 
characteristics and alternative approvals processes which ensure that the factors will be 
appropriately managed.  On this basis, the EPA considers that the preliminary factors and 
other issues raised in the submissions do not require further evaluation by the EPA.  The 
identification process is summarised in Appendix 3. 
The land subject to this proposed scheme amendment is within the area affected by the 
Amendment 4 to the City of Geraldton-Greenough TPS 1A. 
The key environmental factors are discussed in Sections 3.2 to 3.4 of this report and are 
summarised in Appendix 3 Table 2. 

3.2 Coastal Processes 

Description 
The Southgate Dune System within the Amendment area is identified as an area of bare 
mobile sand which forms part of the Quindalup Dune System (ATA Environmental, 2008).  
Spanning across Victoria Location 11939, Lot 2453 and Lot 1925, the dune is approximately 
3 km long and 1.2 km wide at its widest point, covering approximately 200 ha (Figure 2).  
The Southgate Dune is known to be source of sand entering the marine environment and 
contributes, through littoral drift, to the beaches north of the amendment area.  The ER 
describes that the Southgate Dune is contributing around 10 000 cubic metres per year (m3/yr) 
of sand to the littoral drift each year.  It is also estimated that the beaches north of the 
amendment area are accreting at around 40 000 m3/yr.  The ER describes that available data 
makes it difficult to predict whether the beaches to the north of the amendment would remain 
stable or erode if the supply of sand was removed as a result of stabilising the dune by 
developing it for residential and commercial land uses.   
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Submissions 
The submissions raised the environmental values and functions of the dune system as a 
replenishing source of sand for the beaches north of the dune system.   

Assessment 
The area considered for assessment of this factor is Lots 1945, 5843, 1268, 1358, 1, 1925, 
2453, 4201, 6852, 708, 3, 4200, 4201, Victoria Location 11939, and the portion of Lot 2466 
contained within TPS 1A, Brand Highway, Cape Burney. 
The EPA’s environmental objective for this factor is to maintain ecological functions of the 
dune system.  
The DPI advised the EPA that, as outlined in the Batavia Coast Strategy (Landvision, 2001), 
the Southgate Dune System is located in the larger Tarcoola Embayment sediment cell.  A 
clear understanding of the sediment dynamics and budget within this cell, and the role of the 
Southgate Dune as a sediment source and sink is essential to understanding the coastal 
impacts of the proposed development.  The ER document outlines that the beaches north of 
the Southgate Dune have been accreting at 40,000m3/yr.  The DPI advised that it is 
understood that the original estimates of the contribution of sand from the Southgate Dune to 
the Tarcoola Embayment were undertaken by the then Department of Planning and Urban 
Development in 1990, identifying 34,000 m3/yr.  The ER used a similar photogrammic 
assessment to review this estimate and determined the contribution to be between 4,000-
23,000 m3/yr, with a ‘most likely’ estimate of 10,000 m3/yr.  This 10,000 m3/yr estimate has 
been used in the subsequent work for the ER.  It is the view of the DPI that the impact of the 
development on the Tarcoola Embayment sediment cell has not been adequately addressed. 
The EPA notes that the Southgate Dune are currently acting as a sediment source to the 
beaches north of the development, outside of the amendment area.  This is a significant issue 
as stabilisation of the Southgate Dune, as part of the proposed development, will stop or 
significantly reduce this sand feed and this may result in erosion of the beaches to the north.  
The EPA is concerned that there is such a substantial difference in the estimates of the 
contribution of sand to littoral drift from the Southgate Dune.   
The EPA has concluded that there is considerable uncertainty about the knowledge of the 
contribution of sand from the Southgate Dune and it has not been demonstrated with 
sufficient confidence that erosion of the beaches to the north of the development area will not 
occur. 

Summary 
Having particular regard to: 
(a) the development proposed in the Environmental Review would result in stabilisation 

of the Southgate Dune; 
(b) the Southgate Dune is a source of sand to the Tarcoola Embayment;  
(c) there is considerable variation in the estimates of the contribution of sand from the 

Southgate Dune to littoral drift; and 
(d) potential offsite impacts to the northern beaches outside of the amendment area, 
it is the EPA’s opinion that it has not been demonstrated that the amendment can meet the 
EPA’s objective for Coastal Processes. 
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3.3 Foreshore Reserve 

Description 
The ER describes a physical coastal processes setback line between the coast and 
development to allow for coastal processes naturally occurring along the coast over time.  The 
ER included, as a technical appendix, a report describing the basis for recommending the 
coastal setback (M P Rogers and Associates 2006).  This coastal setback is depicted as the 
Foreshore Reserve in the draft SGP which ranges from 176m to 74m in width and spans 
approximately 4.7 km of coast (Figure 3).   

Submissions 
Submissions raised issues regarding the adequacy of the coastal foreshore reserve.  

Assessment 
The area considered for assessment of this factor is Lots 1945, 5843, 1268, 1385, 1, 1925, 
2453, 4201, 6852, 708, 3, 4200, 4201, Victoria Location 11939, and the portion of Lot 2466 
contained within TPS 1A, Brand Highway, Cape Burney. 
The EPA’s environmental objective for this factor is to maintain landscape and landform 
integrity, ecological functions and environmental values. 
The DPI has advised the EPA that the coastal setback assessment completed for the ER was 
on balance generally considered reasonable to allow for protection of the coast under current 
policy.  However, the assessment was not undertaken in accordance with State Coastal 
Planning Policy (SPP) 2.6 (Western Australian Planning Commission, 2003).  The EPA is 
aware that when undertaking the coastal setback assessment, the sea level rise predictions 
were undertaken using the current sea level rise figures from SPP 2.6 which recommends a 
possible sea level rise in the coming 100 years of 0.38m, which the EPA understands is under 
review.  The EPA expects that coastal setbacks and coastal processes should have regard for 
alternate predictions of sea level rise in consultation with DPI. 
The DPI has also advised that it would expect the Foreshore Reserve to follow a practical line 
rather than an alignment that so closely follows the calculated line of setback as depicted in 
the SGP.  In effect this would result in a smoothing of the line to achieve a practical and 
manageable foreshore reserve boundary.  The EPA notes that the adequacy of the foreshore 
reserve is ultimately determined by the DPI as part of subsequent implementation of the 
Amendment.  The DPI would require, as part of this process, that it be demonstrated how the 
coastal setback complies with the SPP 2.6 and policy relating to sea level rise that prevails at 
the time of determining the coastal setback and subsequent foreshore reserve.   
The EPA has concluded that there is not sufficient confidence in the calculation of coastal 
setbacks for the Foreshore Reserve which would allow for protection of the coast from 
possible sea level rise over the coming years. 

Summary 
Having particular regard to the: 
(a) physical Coastal Processes Setback Line provided in the Environmental Review; 
(b) Foreshore Reserve proposed in the draft Subdivision Guide Plan; and 
(c) supplementary information provided by the DPI, 
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it is the EPA’s opinion that it has not been demonstrated that the amendment can meet the 
EPA’s objective for Foreshore Reserve.   

3.4 Native Vegetation 

Description 
The amendment area contains remnant vegetation. 
Two vegetation associations are described in the ER as present within the amendment area, 
mapped by Beard (1976) as Association 129, 431.  Association 129, described as ‘Bare areas; 
drift sand’ is associated with the mobile dune system.  Association 431, described as 
‘Shrublands; Acacia rostellifera open scrub’ is associated with the remnant vegetation present 
on the site. 
According to the ER, the subject area contains vegetation ranging in condition from 
‘Degraded’ to ‘Very Good’.   

Submissions 
Submissions focused on issues regarding Geraldton losing increased amounts of coastal 
vegetation, and the threat that the development places on the remaining coastal vegetation.  
Submissions also focused on the point that there are already cleared areas within the 
Amendment area and Geraldton which could be utilised for development. 
The DPI in consultation with DEC is currently undertaking the Geraldton Region Flora and 
Vegetation Survey (GRFVS).  Preliminary information derived from the survey has identified 
a Mallee dominated community (Eucalyptus obtusiflora subsp. dongarraensis) within the 
Amendment area which would be impacted by development.  
The DEC advised that preliminary information from the GRFVS has found remnant 
vegetation in the northern most area of the site which is mapped as ‘Excellent’ condition.  
The DEC also advised that there is an additional vegetation Association 371 present within 
the amendment area as mapped by Beard, which is described as ‘Low forest; Acacia 
rostellifera’.  This association was not identified in the ER.  The DEC uses the 
Comprehensive Adequate and Representative (CAR) analysis as a means of managing lands 
of conservation interest.  The CAR Report for 2007 calculates the pre-European extent of 
Association 129 as 63.57% remaining in WA, and Association 431 has 73.76%.  Association 
371 has 10.1% of the pre-European extent remaining. 

Assessment 
The area considered for assessment of this factor is Lots 1945, 5843, 1268, 1358, 1, 1925, 
2453, 4201, 6852, 708, 3, 4200, 4201, Victoria Location 11939, and the portion of Lot 2466 
contained within TPS 1A, Brand Highway, Cape Burney. 
The EPA’s environmental objective for this factor is to maintain the abundance, diversity, 
geographic distribution and productivity of flora at species and ecosystem levels through the 
avoidance or management of adverse impacts and improvement in knowledge. 
The ER states that representative vegetation types to be retained will be identified at the 
Structure Plan stage including the vegetation unit Melaleuca hueglii / Acacia rostellifera.  
The draft SGP provides for Public Open Space (POS) but it is unknown which areas of POS 
will be allocated for the conservation of vegetation or for recreational purposes.  The ER also 
estimates that there is approximately 250 ha worth of remnant vegetation in the subject area, 
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however it also states that 250 ha of remnant vegetation will be impacted as a result of 
development. 
The ER failed to identify the Eucalyptus obtusiflora subsp. dongarraensis (Mallee) 
community which was identified as part of the GRFVS.  The DEC has advised the EPA that 
the Mallee community has not been found to occur anywhere else in the Geraldton region.  
The location of this community and the extent of vegetation Association 371 is shown in 
Figure 4.  In addition, the ER did not list all of the Beard vegetation Associations within the 
amendment area despite the fact that Association 371 is poorly represented with only 10.1% 
pre-European extent remaining in Western Australia.  The DEC has advised that none of this 
association is protected in the conservation estate.  The GRFVS also rated the condition of 
remnant vegetation in the northern most area of the site as ‘Excellent’, while it was rated as 
‘Very Good’ in the ER. 
The EPA has concluded that the potential impacts on poorly represented vegetation 
associations within the subject area have not been adequately addressed.  The removal of 
vegetation from the subject area through development has the potential to fragment this 
remnant vegetation further.  The Amendment has not demonstrated which areas of vegetation 
are to be retained nor has it established mechanisms to demonstrate how these areas will be 
protected into the future.  The EPA is of the view that the areas of regionally significant 
vegetation should be established as part of developing the Amendment including 
recommending appropriate reservations.  While the EPA could make recommendations 
regarding areas to be retained, the developable area relating to this Amendment is already in 
question as a result of uncertainties regarding coastal processes.  It is not considered 
appropriate to make recommendations at this time regarding areas of vegetation to retained 
until the fundamental question about the extent to which the dune can be developed is 
resolved.  The EPA would expect any subsequent amendment to have regard for the 
information about regionally significant vegetation identified through the GRFVS.       

Summary 
Having particular regard to the: 
(a) potential impacts on poorly represented and poorly conserved vegetation associations 

and communities within the subject area have not been adequately addressed; 
(b) Amendment has not demonstrated which areas of vegetation are to be retained nor has 

it established mechanisms as to show how these areas will be protected into the future, 
it is the EPA’s opinion that the proposed scheme amendment, if implemented, has not 
demonstrated the EPA’s environmental objective for Native Vegetation can be met.  

3.4 Environmental principles 
In preparing this report and recommendations, the EPA has had regard for the object and 
principles contained in s4A of the EP Act.  Appendix 3 contains a summary of the EPA’s 
consideration of the principles.
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Figure 4: Extent of Mallee Community and Vegetation Association 371.
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4. Other Advice 
In addition to the above recommendations, the EPA provides the following advice on 
environmental matters related to the City of Geraldton-Greenough TPS No. 1A Amendment 
4. 

4.1 Development of cleared areas 
Within the Amendment there are large areas of cleared agricultural land.  The EPA supports 
development on cleared areas.  The EPA would support an amendment being initiated for 
cleared areas subject to it meeting environmental and planning requirements.    

4.2 Aboriginal Heritage 
The submission from the Department of Indigenous Affairs (DIA) provided results of a search 
of the Register of Aboriginal Sites, which showed that there are 19 registered sites within the 
general area of Cape Burney. 
The DIA stated that it is possible that there are sites which have not yet been entered on the 
Register of Aboriginal sites.  The Aboriginal Heritage Act 1972 protects all the Aboriginal 
sites in Western Australia whether they are known to the DIA or not.  The EPA is aware that 
an archaeological survey was undertaken.  However, the DIA advised that prior to any 
development or ground works, a suitably qualified consultant should be engaged to conduct 
ethnographic and archaeological surveys of the area so that no site is damaged or altered. 
Such surveys should ensure that all Aboriginal interest groups are consulted so that all sites 
on the subject area are avoided or identified.  These surveys should involve archival research, 
consultations and on the ground inspections.  A survey should also ensure that the provisions 
of the Aboriginal Heritage Act 1972 are met.  In view that the EPA has concluded that the 
Amendment cannot be managed to be environmentally acceptable and should not be 
implemented, the EPA would expect this work to be done to the satisfaction of the DIA prior 
to any subsequent amendment being initiated.   

4.3 Stabilisation of the dune system 
The EPA acknowledges that the northern extension of the dune system is currently mobile 
and continues to present a future threat to the Brand Highway.  It is also resulting in dust and 
wind blown sand impacts on residents.  It has not been demonstrated that the current 
amendment can be managed to be environmentally acceptable.  Notwithstanding this 
conclusion, active management of the Southgate Dune is still required and a strategy needs to 
be developed to protect the Brand Highway, the residences likely to be impacted by 
windblown sand and native vegetation that is being smothered by the northward movement of 
the dune.  

4.4 Need for a regional coastal study 
The EPA is not aware of any studies which have been undertaken with regards to the regional 
context of the Southgate Dune, and would support coastal studies being undertaken at a 
regional scale to provide an understanding of the contribution of the dune system to coastal 
processes and coastal dynamics in this region. 



13 

5. Conclusions 
The area of the amendment is bound by the Greenough River to the South and abuts the coast. 
It contains cleared farmland, remnant native vegetation and the Southgate Dune, a large 
mobile dune. 
The Southgate Dune is currently acting as a sediment source to the beaches north of the 
development, outside of the amendment area.  This is a significant issue as stabilisation of the 
Southgate Dunes, as part of the proposed development, will stop or significantly reduce this 
sand feed and may result in erosion of the beaches to the north.  The EPA is concerned that 
there is a considerable variation in the estimates of the contribution of sand to littoral drift 
from the Southgate Dune.  The ER estimates the contribution at 10 000 cubic metres per year 
(m3/yr) while earlier estimates provide by the DPI indicate 34 000 m3/yr.  The EPA has 
concluded that there is considerable uncertainty about the knowledge of the contribution of 
sand from the Southgate dune and it has not been demonstrated with sufficient confidence 
that erosion of the beaches to the north of the development area will not occur. 
The DPI has advised the EPA that the coastal setback assessment completed for the ER was 
on balance generally considered reasonable to allow for protection of the coast under current 
policy.  However, the assessment was not undertaken in accordance with State Coastal 
Planning Policy (SPP) 2.6 (Western Australian Planning Commission, 2003).  The EPA is 
aware that when undertaking the coastal setback assessment, the sea level rise predictions 
were undertaken using the current sea level rise figures from SPP 2.6 which recommends a 
possible sea level rise in the coming 100 years of 0.38 metres (m), which the EPA 
understands is under review.  The EPA expects that coastal setbacks and coastal processes 
should have regard for alternate predictions of sea level rise in consultation with DPI.  The 
EPA has concluded that there is not sufficient confidence in the calculation of coastal 
setbacks for the Foreshore Reserve which would allow for protection of the coast from 
possible sea level rise over the coming years. 
The potential impacts on poorly represented vegetation associations within the subject area 
have not been adequately addressed in the ER.  The removal of vegetation from the subject 
area through development has the potential to fragment this remnant vegetation further.  The 
ER was deficient in identifying regionally significant vegetation and it has not been 
demonstrated which areas of vegetation are to be retained nor have mechanisms been 
established to show how these areas will be protected into the future. 
In summary, although it is argued that development would address the stabilisation of the 
dune system, it has not been demonstrated that this would not have significant consequential 
impacts outside of the amendment area, in particular on the beaches to the north.  Until such 
time as further information on the contribution of the Southgate Dune to coastal processes is 
available and there is confidence in the predictions regarding the stability of the coast and sea 
level rise predictions the EPA has recommended against the development of the dune system.  
The EPA would also expect that any subsequent amendment would address reservation of 
regionally significant vegetation. 
The EPA has also provided advice in relation to Aboriginal Heritage, and the need for an 
interim strategy to stabilise the dune system to protect the Brand Highway, the residences 
likely to be impacted by windblown sand, and native vegetation that is being smothered by 
the northward movement of the dune.  The EPA would also encourage coastal studies being 
undertaken at a regional scale to provide an understanding of the contribution of the dune 
system to coastal processes and coastal dynamics in this region. 
The EPA would be prepared to support an amendment being initiated for existing cleared 
areas subject to it meeting environmental and planning requirements. 
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The EPA has concluded that Amendment 4 to the City of Geraldton-Greenough TPS No. 1A 
as proposed is environmentally unacceptable as it has not been demonstrated that it can be 
managed to meet the EPA’s objectives in relation to Coastal Processes, Foreshore Reserve 
and Native Vegetation.  

6. Recommendations 
Section 48D of the EP Act requires the EPA to report to the Minister for the Environment on 
the key environmental factors for the proposed scheme amendment and on the conditions and 
procedures to which the proposed scheme amendment should be subject, if implemented.  The 
EPA is also required to have regard for the principles set out in section 4A of the EP Act.  In 
addition, the EPA may make recommendations as it sees fit. 
The EPA submits the following recommendations to the Minister for the Environment: 
1. That the Minister considers the report on the key environmental factors and principles 

as set out in Section 3. 
2. That the Minister notes that the EPA has concluded that the proposed scheme 

amendment cannot meet the EPA’s environmental objectives for Coastal Processes, 
Foreshore Reserve and Native Vegetation. 

3. That the Minister notes that the EPA has not included in this report “conditions and 
procedures to which the proposed scheme amendment should be subject, if 
implemented” because the EPA holds the view that the proposed scheme amendment 
should not be implemented. 

4. That the Minister not issue a statement that the proposed scheme amendment may be 
implemented. 

5. That the Minister notes the EPA’s Other Advice presented in Section 4 in relation to 
Aboriginal Heritage and the need for an interim strategy to stabilise the dune system to 
protect the Brand Highway, the residences likely to be impacted by windblown sand 
and native vegetation that is being smothered by the northward movement of the dune.  
The EPA has included advice that it would encourage coastal studies being undertaken 
at a regional scale to provide an understanding of the contribution of the dune system to 
coastal processes and coastal dynamics in this region.  The EPA has also included 
additional advice that it would support an amendment being initiated for cleared areas 
subject to it meeting environmental and planning requirements. 
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Table 2: Identification of Key Environmental Factors and Principles 

 
FACTOR AMENDMENT 

COMPONENT WITH 
POSSIBLE IMPACT 

 
GOVERNMENT AGENCY AND 

PUBLIC COMMENTS 

 
IDENTIFICATION OF KEY 

ENVIRONMENTAL FACTORS 

 
BIOPHYSICAL 
 
Coastal 
Processes 

See Section 3.2 See Section 3.2 Considered to be a key 
environmental factor 

Foreshore 
Reserve 

See Section 3.3 See Section 3.3 Considered to be a key 
environmental factor 

Native 
Vegetation 

See Section 3.4 See Section 3.4 Considered to be a key 
environmental factor 

Fauna Subject area potentially 
supports 130 bird, 21 
reptile and 6 mammal 
species – Some feral.   
No species listed under 
the Wildlife Conservation 
Act 1950 and the 
Commonwealth 
Environmental Protection 
and Biodiversity 
Conservation Act 1999.  

DEC (Terrestrial Ecosystems) 
• No significant fauna issue has 

been identified that would require 
specific management. 

DEC (Midwest Region) 
• Subject area potentially supports 

Bothriembryon whitleyi (snail), 
Psacodonotus seriatus - (cricket) 
and Morelia spilota imbricata 
(Carpet Python). 

Public Groups 
• Subject area contains habitat for 

local fauna. 

Taking into account the 
• management plans and 

strategies; and 
• advice from the DEC, 
it is the EPA’s opinion that the 
amendment can meet the EPA’s 
objective provided that the EPA’s 
recommendation for the retention of 
the significant native vegetation 
(Figure 4) is accepted. 

 
 

FACTOR AMENDMENT 
COMPONENT WITH 
POSSIBLE IMPACT 

 
GOVERNMENT AGENCY AND 

PUBLIC COMMENTS 

 
IDENTIFICATION OF KEY 

ENVIRONMENTAL FACTORS 

 
POLLUTION 
 
Greenough 
River 

The development of Cape 
Burney has the potential 
to impact the Greenough 
River through the 
application of nutrients 
and chemicals, erosion 
and sediment export, 
stormwater management, 
weed and pest 
management and 
increased human activity. 

DoW 
• ER provides no information with 

regards to a biophysical 
assessment of the Greenough 
River to determine an appropriate 
foreshore buffer. 

Public Groups 
• The river is part of the natural 

landscape and shouldn’t be 
impacted upon. 

• The Southgate Dune sand 
originates from the River mouth. 

• The flooding of the River has not 
been considered. 

• The River mouth forms part of the 
local Indigenous history. 

Taking into account the 
• amendment not resulting in any 

reduction in size of the existing 
River foreshore reserve; and 

• management plans and 
strategies, 

the EPA does not consider that this 
factor requires assessment. 

Water Quality Possible nutrient export 
and drainage  impacts of 
the marine environment. 

DoW 
• Development should comply with 

State Planning Policy 2.9 Water 
Resources and Policy 2.0 
Environment and Natural 
Resources and Better Urban 
Water Management. 

Having particular regard to 
• the draft SGP;  
• management plans and 

strategies, 
it is the EPA’s opinion that the 
amendment can be managed to meet 
the EPA’s objective provided an 



 

 
FACTOR AMENDMENT 

COMPONENT WITH 
POSSIBLE IMPACT 

 
GOVERNMENT AGENCY AND 

PUBLIC COMMENTS 

 
IDENTIFICATION OF KEY 

ENVIRONMENTAL FACTORS 

• Preparation of a District Water 
Management Strategy is required. 

Public Groups 
• The coastline of this area is 

pristine and used by many for 
recreational purposes.  

• Public access to the beach should 
not be limited. 

adequate foreshore reserve is 
developed in consultation with DPI. 

Dust Development and 
earthworks could expose 
existing and future 
residents to mobile sand. 

Public Groups 
• No dust control measures are 

proposed. 
• This development will create a 

larger problem with mobile sand 
than any existing development  

Having particular regard to 
• Existing practices and 

procedures that can be 
implemented to manage 
construction dust, 

the EPA does not consider that this 
factor requires assessment. 

 
 

FACTOR AMENDMENT 
COMPONENT WITH 
POSSIBLE IMPACT 

 
GOVERNMENT AGENCY AND 

PUBLIC COMMENTS 

 
IDENTIFICATION OF KEY 

ENVIRONMENTAL FACTORS 

 
SOCIAL SURROUNDINGS 
Aboriginal 
Heritage 

See Section 4.1 See Section 4.1 In view of the advice of the DIA, 
the EPA does not consider that this 
factor requires assessment, however 
it has provided advice in Section 
4.1. 

Visual 
Amenity 

Development of the 
amendment area will 
result in visual impacts 
through vegetation loss, 
landform modification, 
creation of 
buildings/structures and 
illumination. 

Public Groups 
• Southgate Dunes local landmark 

and iconic part of Geraldton 
landscape. It should not be 
modified and is highly used for 
recreational purposes. 

Having particular regard to 
• No existing policy which 

identifies the dunes as a 
significant landmark; and 

• Recreational uses of the dune 
being potentially destructive, 

the EPA does not consider that this 
factor requires assessment.  The 
values of Southgate Dune are 
further discussed in Section 3.2. 

 

PRINCIPLES 

Principle Yes/No Consideration 

1. The precautionary principle 
Where there are threats of serious or irreversible damage, lack of full scientific certainty should not be used as a 
reason for postponing measures to prevent environmental degradation. 
In the application of the precautionary principle, decisions should be guided by — 
(a) careful evaluation to avoid, where practicable, serious or irreversible damage to the environment; and 
(b) an assessment of the risk-weighted consequences of various options. 

 

 

Yes 
In considering this principle, the EPA notes: 
• The Southgate Dune is a major source of sand to the 

Tarcoola Embayment sediment cell; 
• The potential errors in the volumetric estimates of 

Southgate Dunes contribution to the Tarcoola 
Embayment have not been taken into consideration 



 

when assessing the coastal impacts, principally 
erosion of the beaches to the north of the subject 
area, 

the EPA considers that development on a highly mobile 
dune which has an essential role in the coastal processes 
of the Geraldton region cannot meet the requirements of 
the precautionary principle. 

2. The principle of intergenerational equity 
The present generation should ensure that the health, diversity and productivity of the environment is maintained or 
enhanced for the benefit of future generations. 

 

 

Yes 
In considering this principle, the EPA notes that: 
• The Southgate Dune System is recognised as 

traditional Aboriginal land. 
• There are registered Aboriginal sites within and 

around the amendment area. 
• The Southgate dunes are an iconic landmark feature 

of Geraldton and used for recreational purposes, 
the EPA considers that development within an area 
which has significant Indigenous and local values cannot 
meet the requirements of the principle of 
intergenerational equity. 

3. The principle of the conservation of biological diversity and ecological integrity 
Conservation of biological diversity and ecological integrity should be a fundamental consideration. 

 

 

Yes 
In considering this principle, the EPA notes: 
• potential impacts on poorly represented and poorly 

conserved vegetation associations and communities 
within the subject area have not been adequately 
addressed; 

• Amendment has not demonstrated which areas of 
vegetation are to be retained nor has it established 
mechanisms as to show how these areas will be 
protected into the future, 

it is the EPA’s opinion that the proposed scheme 
amendment, if implemented, has not demonstrated the 
EPA’s environmental objective for native vegetation can 
be met. 

4. Principles relating to improved valuation, pricing and incentive mechanisms 
(1) Environmental factors should be included in the valuation of assets and services. 
(2) The polluter pays principle — those who generate pollution and waste should bear the cost of containment, 

avoidance or abatement. 
(3) The users of goods and services should pay prices based on the full life cycle costs of providing goods and 

services, including the use of natural resources and assets and the ultimate disposal of any wastes. 
(4) Environmental goals, having been established, should be pursued in the most cost effective way, by 

establishing incentive structures, including market mechanisms, which enable those best placed to maximise 
benefits and/or minimise costs to develop their own solutions and responses to environmental problems. 

 

 

No  

5. The principle of waste minimisation 
All reasonable and practicable measures should be taken to minimise the generation of waste and its discharge into 
the environment. 

 

 

No  
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City of Geraldton-Greenough Town Planning Scheme No.1A Scheme Amendment No.4 and Environmental Review - Schedule of Submissions 
Submission No 
& Date Rec’d 

Submitter & 
Affected Property Nature of Submission Comment Recommendation 

 

 1 

1 
(6/2109) 

D Edwards 
19 Oceanside Drive 
WANDINA WA 
6530 

Indifferent 
No objections provided there are strict dust control measures and that they are enforced 

The submittant has 
raised an issue with 
environmental impacts. 

That all submissions be 
forwarded to the EPA for 
assessment of raised 
environmental issues. 

2 
(7/1/09) 

Westnet Energy 
(postal address: 
PO Box 8491 
PERTH BC 
WA 6849) 

Support 
The developer must contact Dial Before You Dig to reference gas network changes immediately 
prior to the proposal going ahead 
If the gas network is affected by the proposal and Westnet Energy works are required then the 
following conditions must be met: 
All works carried out on Alinta Gas networks to accommodate the proposed development will be 
at the proponent’s expense; & 
Westnet Energy requires 1 month’s notice prior to the commencement of the work on-site 

The comments of 
Westnet Energy are 
more applicable to the 
subdivision and 
development stages. 
Westnet Energy will be 
a referral agency of the 
WAPC should the area 
be subject to any future 
subdivision application 
and will have the 
opportunity to request 
conditions of approval 
at any such stage. 

The comments of Westnet 
Energy be provided to the 
applicant. 

3 
(8/1/09) 

Water Corporation 
(postal address: 
PO Box 43 
GERALDTON 
WA 6531) 

Support 
A supply of reticulated water and connection to the reticulated sewerage scheme is available for 
this proposal. 
Any costs incurred in upgrading or relocating existing water and wastewater services will be the 
responsibility of the developer 

The comments of the 
Water Corporation are 
more applicable to the 
subdivision and 
development stages. 
The Water Corporation 
will be a referral agency 
of the WAPC should 
the area be subject to 
any future subdivision 
application and will 
have the opportunity to 
request conditions of 
approval at any such 
stage. 

The comments of the 
Water Corporation be 
provided to the applicant. 

4 
(8/1/09) 

A Rennie 
12 Rother Road 
CAPE BURNEY  
WA 6530 

Objection 
A natural part of the landscape, should not be moved, let development head further south or 
inland 

The submittant has 
raised an issue with 
environmental impacts. 

That all submissions be 
forwarded to the EPA for 
assessment of raised 
environmental issues. 

5 
(8/1/09) 

S Clancy &  
D Marshall 
12 River Drive 
CAPE BURNEY 
WA 6530 

Objection 
Council gave approval for development south of Greenough River Resort which is an eyesore and 
menace for sand blowing, this problem needs to be resolved before clearing more vegetation that 
was originally protected  

The submittant has 
raised an issue with 
environmental impacts. 

That all submissions be 
forwarded to the EPA for 
assessment of raised 
environmental issues. 

6 
(8/1/09) 

Telstra 
(postal address: 
Locked Bag 2525 

Support 
  

No additional comment Note submission 
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Submitter & 
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 2 

PERTH WA 6001) 
7 

(13/1/09) 
Department of 
Indigenous Affairs 
(postal address: 
PO Box 7770 
Cloisters Square 
PERTH WA 6000) 

Objection 
The Department of Indigenous Affairs advises that there are 19 registered Aboriginal heritage 
sites within the general surrounding area (the map provided by the Department indicates that 
there are 8 sites within the rezoning area itself) 
It is possible there are sites that have not yet been entered on the Register of Aboriginal Sites. 
The Aboriginal Heritage Act protects all Aboriginal sites in WA whether they are known to the 
Department or not 
Prior to any proposed development, so that no site is damaged or altered it is recommended that 
suitably qualified consultants be engaged to conduct ethnographic or archaeological surveys of 
the area 
It is the Department’s preference that development plans are modified to avoid damaging or 
altering any site, if this is not possible and in order to not commit an offence under the Act the 
landowner should seek by a section 18 notice the written consent of the Minister for Indigenous 
Affair’s to use the land 

The landowner would 
be required to comply 
with the Aboriginal 
Heritage Act should the 
area be subject to any 
future subdivision or 
development. 

The comments of the 
Department of Indigenous 
Affairs be provided to the 
applicant. 
That Council not make a 
decision on the proposed 
rezoning until such time as 
a state government 
decision has been reached 
regarding native title 
claimants relevant to this 
area. 

8 
(14/1/09) 

N Jennings 
17 Meadowcroft St 
RUDDS GULLY 
WA 6530 
(postal address: 
PO Box 2793 
GERALDTON 
WA 6531) 

Objection 
As more land is used up for housing there are few places left where you can go motorbike riding 
or 4-wheel driving with out disturbing local residents, to lose this land will increase people using 
land closer to residents and strain local services to stop them using it 

The cultural value of the 
Southgates Dunes as a 
recreational area is a 
recurrent theme 
amongst the 
submissions. 

Note submission 

9 
(15/1/09) 

D Tuddenham 
26 Glendinning Rd 
TARCOOLA 
BEACH WA 6530 

Objection 
The sand dunes are as much part of Geraldton as the lighthouse and leaning trees 
Do you want to be remembered as those who allowed it to happen 
How do you propose the earthworks, remembering the debacle with Sunset, Drummonds, they will 
seem minor compared to the dust and sand from this development 
What are your plans when the blocks fail to sell like previous developments in Geraldton, who will 
manage the sand then 
The more mistakes made and the less planning and controls in place the more complaints you will 
get and this will make it harder for Geraldton to progress 

The submittant has 
raised an issue with 
environmental impacts. 
The cultural value of the 
Southgates Dunes as a 
visual icon and 
providing a sense of 
place is a recurrent 
theme amongst the 
submissions. 

That all submissions be 
forwarded to the EPA for 
assessment of raised 
environmental issues. 

10 
(19/1/09) 

S Wilson 
12 Thames Drive 
CAPE BURNEY 
WA 6530 

Objection 
No more development needed, Cape Burney has already been damaged 

The submittant has 
raised an issue with 
environmental impacts. 

That all submissions be 
forwarded to the EPA for 
assessment of raised 
environmental issues. 

11 
(21/1/09) 

B Alden 
36 Rother Road 
CAPE BURNEY 
WA 6530 

Objection 
The bottom line is somebody is going to get rich 
There is enough land available to be developed without the destruction of one of the few pristine 
areas left, once it is gone it not going to come back 
The developer thinks he is doing us all a favour as the town is threatened by invading dunes, yes 
the dunes have advanced, nothing a dozer in an afternoon cant fix 
The 10% POS will be treated by the developer like the Greenough Walk Trail, destroy it, mulch it, 

The submittant has 
raised an issue with 
environmental impacts. 
 
The City is unable to 
require more than 10% 
POS from a developer 

That all submissions be 
forwarded to the EPA for 
assessment of raised 
environmental issues. 
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 3 

walk away leaving an eyesore, call it a fire break, need 15% reserved as POS as 5% of the POS 
will be destroyed during the development works, why not make it 20% it will cost you nothing 
Get rid of the bush and Geraldton becomes as boring as Perth suburbia 
It is time Council stood up against these people who have no aim other than to line their own 
pockets 
Drive out to Cape Burney and look at the fiasco done by the company proposing this 
development, acres of land destroyed and then they walk away leaving residents with an eyesore 
and dust problems, the developer will ride rough shod over Council like they did here and at 
Drummond Cove, be men of vision and not lackeys to developers 

by state requirements. 

12 
(21/1/09) 

C & A Panuccio 
41 Seaview Blvd 
WANDINA 
WA 6530 

Support 
Definitely supported, when can they start 

No additional comment Note submission 

13 
(22/1/09) 

A Sheldon 
21 Oceanside Drive 
WANDINA 
WA 6530 
(postal address: 
PO Box 155 
WICKHAM 
WA 6720) 

Objection 
Will cause environmental damage, only need to look at Drummond Cove to see the proof of how 
poorly that has been developed, the sand problem will be unmanageable  

The submittant has 
raised an issue with 
environmental impacts. 

That all submissions be 
forwarded to the EPA for 
assessment of raised 
environmental issues. 

14 
(22/1/09) 

M Goodchild 
33 Rother Road 
CAPE BURNEY 
WA 6530 

Indifferent 
Find the environmental damage to this area devastating 

The submittant has 
raised an issue with 
environmental impacts. 

That all submissions be 
forwarded to the EPA for 
assessment of raised 
environmental issues. 

15 
(30/1/09) 

Western Power 
(postal address: 
Locked Bag 2511 
PERTH WA 6001) 

Support 
Perth One Call Service must be contacted and location details of Western Power’s underground 
cable obtained prior to any excavation commencing. 
Worksafe requirements must be observed when excavation work is undertaken in the vicinity of 
Western Power’s assets. 
The cost of any changes to the existing power system if required will be the responsibility of the 
individual developer. 

The comments of 
Western Power are 
more applicable to the 
subdivision and 
development stages. 
Western Power will be a 
referral agency of the 
WAPC should the area 
be subject to any future 
subdivision application 
and will have the 
opportunity to request 
conditions of approval 
at any such stage. 

The comments of Western 
Power be provided to the 
applicant. 

16 
(2/2/09) 

C Dymond 
1/65 Chapman Rd 
GERALDTON 
WA 6530 

Objection 
Southgates needs to be preserved as it is the feeder for our northern beaches, look what 
happened to Sunset Beach and Midalia Beach when the Port Authority interfered with the 
coastline  

The submittant has 
raised an issue with 
environmental impacts. 

That all submissions be 
forwarded to the EPA for 
assessment of raised 
environmental issues. 

17 
(5/2/09) 

S McCrae & C 
Scarff 

Objection 
There is already so much cleared land in Cape Burney without creating more 

The submittant has 
raised an issue with 

That all submissions be 
forwarded to the EPA for 
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18 Mersey Drive 
CAPE BURNEY 
WA 6530 

The City should also monitor these projects more closely than they have to date 
Huge habitat areas for fauna have been lost 
Consider very carefully the function of the dunes along Cape Burney beach in terms of fauna, 
flora and protection of land behind the dunes 
As a frequent user of the beach I would not want decrease in access to the beach  

environmental impacts. assessment of raised 
environmental issues. 

18 
(10/2/09) 

R McKay 
7 Rother Road 
CAPE BURNEY 
WA 6530 

Objection 
There is enough land available which is not selling 

Note submission Note submission 

19 
(10/2/09) 

J Burton 
3 Pinner Place 
TARCOOLA 
BEACH WA 6530 

Objection 
Development of the dunes would be detrimental to the coastline 
They are a part of Geraldton and should be left alone  

The submittant has 
raised an issue with 
environmental impacts. 

That all submissions be 
forwarded to the EPA for 
assessment of raised 
environmental issues. 

20 
(10/2/09) 

M & R Woolley 
7 Gaskin Drive 
CAPE BURNEY 
WA 6530 

Objection 
Cape Burney residents already surrounded by large tracts of cleared land with insufficient 
occupation or ground cover to prevent sand blowing 
Suggest time limit of no longer than 3 years for a dwelling to be built on each lot 

The submittant has 
raised an issue with 
environmental impacts. 

That all submissions be 
forwarded to the EPA for 
assessment of raised 
environmental issues. 

21 
(10/2/09) 

C Eckersley 
6 Bushby Close 
MT TARCOOLA 
WA 6530 

Objection 
It is a Geraldton icon that makes it feel like ‘home’, when travelling I look forward to coming home 
to it, when home I enjoy seeing it and taking my children and friends to them for recreational 
purposes, it would be a tragedy if they were no longer here  

The cultural value of the 
Southgates Dunes as a 
visual icon and 
providing a sense of 
place is a recurrent 
theme amongst the 
submissions. 

Note submission 

22 
(10/2/09) 

R & H Burton 
93 Glendinning Rd 
TARCOOLA 
BEACH WA 6530 

Objection 
Interference to coastal areas such as Southgates will interfere with the natural movement of sand 
along the coast and cause long term problems 

The submittant has 
raised an issue with 
environmental impacts. 

That all submissions be 
forwarded to the EPA for 
assessment of raised 
environmental issues. 

23 
(11/2/09) 

T Brady 
15 Barrett Drive 
MT TARCOOLA 
WA 6530 
(postal address: 
PO Box 746 
GERALDTON 
WA 6531) 

Objection 
Unnecessary development of the iconic and unique Southgate Dunes 
Detrimental consequence to northern beaches as Southgates is an integral source of 
replenishment, the loss of this sand and effects are unknown 

The submittant has 
raised an issue with 
environmental impacts. 
The cultural value of the 
Southgates Dunes as a 
visual icon and 
providing a sense of 
place is a recurrent 
theme amongst the 
submissions. 

That all submissions be 
forwarded to the EPA for 
assessment of raised 
environmental issues. 

24 
(11/2/09) 

A Preedy 
9 Zamia Street 
RANGEWAY 
WA 6530 

Objection 
MP Rodgers was engaged to conduct an environmental study for the deepening and 
enhancement of the Geraldton Port, the report concluded that 10,000 cubic metres of sand per 
annum would be prevented from being transported northwards by the deepening and an 
additional 5,000 cubic metres by the eastern breakwater. To compensate for this loss the port and 
City Council signed a memorandum of understanding that the port would transport sand in 
perpetuity 

The submittant has 
raised an issue with 
environmental impacts. 

That all submissions be 
forwarded to the EPA for 
assessment of raised 
environmental issues. 



City of Geraldton-Greenough Town Planning Scheme No.1A Scheme Amendment No.4 and Environmental Review - Schedule of Submissions 
Submission No 
& Date Rec’d 

Submitter & 
Affected Property Nature of Submission Comment Recommendation 

 

 5 

The proposed development of Southgates will prevent significant amounts of sand being 
deposited by the current to reach Explosives and Pages Beaches, in turn Council will no longer 
have access to any free sand supplies from those beaches to meet the commitments of its 
memorandum of understanding 
The normal ecological cycle of our coastline has been severely disrupted by the port development 
so constant unnatural human intervention is required to maintain it as is clear to users of the path 
along Chapman Road and Sunset Beach 
Don’t allow greedy developers to plunder our environmental heritage to create vast tracts of 
unprotected housing estates where sand blows constantly and disrupts quality of life for years to 
come 
The current global financial crisis and consequent employment uncertainty will draw to a halt new 
residents and ensure large numbers of new blocks of land will remain unsold, leaving another half 
hearted, shoddily cleared wind swept area eventually placed on the market en-globo.  
The future of Geraldton and those of our children and future generations deserves great duty of 
care and weighing up of long term outcomes 

25 
(12/2/09) 

M Todd 
6 Eakins Crescent 
WANDINA 
WA 6530 

Objection 
These dunes are a fantastic natural feature that acts as a gateway to our city, something a 
housing development would not be 
The dunes are used regularly by locals and attract tourists to them for recreational activities 
Developing the dunes will have a severe affect on the beach and will cause everlasting beach 
erosion by not replenishing beach sand 
Who will be responsible for the ongoing maintenance of the beach including sand replenishment 
and the eventual need for rock groins to stabilise the beach, and at what cost? 
What happens if the development stalls part way through as is the case with Cape Burney, who 
will clean up the eyesore that remains? 
Note the proposed development includes 5 primary schools and a high school, when we bought a 
block in Wandina 12 years ago we were assured by the developer that a primary and high school 
were ‘on the way’ who will be building schools and when? 

The submittant has 
raised an issue with 
environmental impacts. 
The cultural value of the 
Southgates Dunes as a 
visual icon and 
providing a sense of 
place is a recurrent 
theme amongst the 
submissions. 

That all submissions be 
forwarded to the EPA for 
assessment of raised 
environmental issues. 

26 
(12/2/09) 

R & J Cockerill 
151 Durlacher 
Street 
GERALDTON 
WA 6530 

Objection 
The dunes should be retained for their aesthetic value, they are an icon of Geraldton 
We witnessed the destruction of the old west-end beach which was the most popular beach in 
Geraldton and have been dismayed that Council allowed the demolition of old stone buildings in 
town to be replaced by the rubbish we have now 

The submittant has 
raised an issue with 
environmental impacts. 
The cultural value of the 
Southgates Dunes as a 
visual icon and 
providing a sense of 
place is a recurrent 
theme amongst the 
submissions. 

That all submissions be 
forwarded to the EPA for 
assessment of raised 
environmental issues. 

27 
(12/2/09) 

R Ronan 
215 Eighth Street 
WONTHELLA 
WA 6530 

Objection 
I am an Aboriginal land claimant and have respect for Aboriginal culture, I have registered sites in 
the area 
Area is traditional Aboriginal land 
Government agencies bulldoze and totally disrespect traditional owners 

The issue of native title 
claimants affecting 
portions of the subject 
area is yet to be 
resolved. 

That Council not consider 
an application to rezone 
the subject area until the 
issue of the native title 
applications relevant to this 
area have been resolved. 
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28 
(12/2/09) 

H Boelhouwer & L 
Oomkens 
3 Eakins Crescent 
WANDINA 
WA 6530 

Objection 
Will destroy the unique natural environmental asset formed by the existing dune system, one of 
the last in town and quite rare in Australia 
Plenty of land available far more suited to houses, affording dune and ocean views while 
preserving the current dunes as a nature or recreation reserve for future generations    

The submittant has 
raised an issue with 
environmental impacts. 

That all submissions be 
forwarded to the EPA for 
assessment of raised 
environmental issues. 

29 
(13/2/09) 

G & L Barrett 
278 Chapman Rd 
BERESFORD 
WA 6530 

Objection 
Insufficient information and understanding of the ecological and topological impact such 
development would have on the coast is available 
In our 35 years residence in Geraldton we have witnessed developments on our local coastline 
that have produced unexpected and seriously detrimental effects, consequences that require 
considerable ongoing expense to compensate 
There is adequate land available near or on the coast for housing now and this area is ideal for 
recreational pursuits and reserve status rather than premature development 

The submittant has 
raised an issue with 
environmental impacts. 

That all submissions be 
forwarded to the EPA for 
assessment of raised 
environmental issues. 

30 
(13/2/09) 

Geraldton Apex 
Club 
PO Box 48 
GERALDTON 
WA 6531 

Objection 
Excessive scale of development, decision does not represent the long term vision for many in the 
community  
Amenity value of the Southgate dune system, unique landmark of our City, essential social, 
environmental and tourism signature that defines our City 
Tourism and recreational opportunities the area contributes to the community, provide open space 
for a variety of recreational activities by diverse user groups  
Potential environmental impacts and coastline, integral contribution to coastal dynamics of our 
shoreline 
Need for Cape Burney to expand and develop to fulfil its residential potential is acknowledged and 
supported however the scale of development is beyond what is necessary or appropriate 
No evidence that this level of development is required, there is abundant and far more appropriate 
land to the north, east, south and even inner Geraldton that could be developed to meet the future 
housing needs of the City 
Southgates dunes are iconic to Geraldton’s emerging tourist product, in respect to marketing, 
branding and list of things to do (stand in open space with pure air and wind so close to the built 
environment, to stand on a rolling dune watching a vivid sunset over a western ocean, evening 
bbq’s, beach fishing, sandboarding, 4WD) 
Seek surety that the dune system’s role in the coastal dynamics of Geraldton’s beaches is 
critically analysed prior to any rezoning being adopted, along the WA coastline the nearshore 
ocean swell and beach swash generates a longshore drift in marine sands in a northerly direction, 
storm events replenish beach and primary sands back into this longshore drift system, in 
Geraldton the Southgate dune system is major deposit of these marine sands and the dynamic 
nature of this system results in sands from this system feeding into the marine system and 
contribute to the deposition of sands from Tarcoola Beach to Point Moore and ultimately northern 
sand movement around the Point to the beaches of Champion Bay. The impact that development 
on this dune system will have on these long term coastal processes including self-sustaining sand 
replenishment on Geraldton’s public beaches should receive critical consideration in the 
Environmental Impact Assessment of this Scheme Amendment. 
The zoning of this significant and important section of Geraldton’s coastline requires careful 
consideration to ensure that the decision reflect the community’s shared vision, a Community 
Reference Group should be established to work through the issues and provide a balanced 

The submittant has 
raised an issue with 
environmental impacts. 
The cultural value of the 
Southgates Dunes as a 
visual icon and 
providing a sense of 
place is a recurrent 
theme amongst the 
submissions. 

That all submissions be 
forwarded to the EPA for 
assessment of raised 
environmental issues. 
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community perspective on the appropriate zoning, Apex is willing to nominate one of its members 
on the recommended Group. 

31 
(13/2/09) 

L Greeve 
51 Urch Street 
GERALDTON 
WA 6530 

Objection 
Southgates are an iconic Geraldton landmark 
The beaches through this section to Point Moore are pristine and provide adequate space for 
families to enjoy 
To destroy the dunes in favour of development would be detrimental to our beach lifestyle and 
short-sighted 
Consideration should be given to “densing up” rather than elongating it further (its already a 20 
minute drive north to south)  

The submittant has 
raised an issue with 
environmental impacts. 
The cultural value of the 
Southgates Dunes as a 
visual icon and 
providing a sense of 
place is a recurrent 
theme amongst the 
submissions. 

That all submissions be 
forwarded to the EPA for 
assessment of raised 
environmental issues. 

32 
(13/2/09) 

R Shepherd 
14 Mallee Court 
MT TARCOOLA 
WA 6530 

Objection 
Magnitude of proposed area is excessive and inappropriate 
Iconic nature of the Southgates dunes 
Diverse and important recreational opportunities the dunes provide to the community 
This dunal system is critical to our coastline dynamics 

The submittant has 
raised an issue with 
environmental impacts. 
The cultural value of the 
Southgates Dunes as a 
visual icon and 
providing a sense of 
place is a recurrent 
theme amongst the 
submissions. 

That all submissions be 
forwarded to the EPA for 
assessment of raised 
environmental issues. 

33 
(13/2/09) 

H Exten 
20 Holland Street 
GERALDTON 
WA 6530 

Objection 
Magnitude of the area proposed for residential development 
Diverse and important recreational opportunities 
Environmental impact 
 
 

The submittant has 
raised an issue with 
environmental impacts. 

That all submissions be 
forwarded to the EPA for 
assessment of raised 
environmental issues. 

34 
(13/2/09) 

E Adam 
8 Mersey Drive 
CAPE BURNEY 
WA 6530 
(postal address: 
PO Box 1752 
GERALDTON  
WA 6531) 

Objection 
Should be rejected on causing loss of critical habitat for fauna and massive destruction of flora in 
an area unique in its combination of aesthetic and ecological values and proximity to already 
urbanised areas 
Rezoning from Public Use and Parks ands Recreation to Development not in public interest 
The City’s performance in managing present development operations in Cape Burney reveals it as 
incompetent and it will be unable to adequately manage and control extensive works envisioned, 
this lack of competency puts environmental and public interest at too great a risk. 

The submittant has 
raised an issue with 
environmental impacts. 

That all submissions be 
forwarded to the EPA for 
assessment of raised 
environmental issues. 

35 
(13/2/09) 

Cape Burney 
Progress 
Association 
PO Box 888 
GERALDTON  
WA 6531 

Objection 
Rejected on grounds of causing loss of critical habitat and massive destruction to flora in an area 
unique in its combination of aesthetic and ecological values and proximity to already urbanised 
areas of the City 
Proposed changes of zoning from public and recreation use are not in the public interest 
The performance of the developer (Bayform Holdings) on works already undertaken in the area 
has been observed by the Cape Burney Progress Association as failing to meet written 
agreements with abutting landholders and has seen large denuded areas of existing vegetation 

The submittant has 
raised an issue with 
environmental impacts. 

That all submissions be 
forwarded to the EPA for 
assessment of raised 
environmental issues. 
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with no homes built upon this land, resulting in wind and water erosion of the cleared land and 
causing actual physical damage to nearby homes and property. The developer has apparently 
allowed water to be drawn by its contractors without permit for purposes of watering denuded 
land. 
The level of competence required by the developer to successfully carry out the works envisioned 
in the proposal is on present evidence highly unlikely to be met, with extremely negative 
consequences for abutting landowners and for the City’s social, built and natural environment. 
The developer may not have the funds to honour his commitments to Council. 
Appears very difficult for Council to monitor and control developers once approval is given, it is 
clear to everyone that the fragile environment around the city needs careful management to 
prevent sand blow to existing property owners. 

36 
(16/2/09) 

L Bell 
9 Malcolm Street 
BLUFF POINT 
WA 6530 

Objection 
Southgates acts as a reservoir for sediment to replenish the beaches to the north, their removal 
could result in erosion of these beaches, climate change likely to exacerbate this risk, exact 
impact not fully known until the dunes are removed, with so much at stake a precautionary 
approach should be taken and the dunes left in place 
Abundance of nearby cleared land far more suitable for development 
Revegetation more suitable method for stabilising dunes than clearing them completely 
People to the north of Southgates built their houses with the knowledge that the dunes were 
unstable, accepted the fact that their homes would be subject to sand drift 
Would result in a loss of an iconic and unique feature of the Geraldton landscape, first thing you 
see when driving into town from the south and the last thing you see on the way out 
Generations have spent time in the sand dunes, future generations should be given the same 
opportunity 
The local Aboriginal population frequently buried in the dunes around Geraldton, highly likely that 
development would disturb these significant heritage sites  
Each of these considerations in isolation provide strong grounds for rejecting the proposal, when 
considered together it becomes clear that the development is totally unsuitable and should not be 
supported 

The submittant has 
raised an issue with 
environmental impacts. 
The cultural value of the 
Southgates Dunes as a 
visual icon and 
providing a sense of 
place is a recurrent 
theme amongst the 
submissions. 

That all submissions be 
forwarded to the EPA for 
assessment of raised 
environmental issues. 

37 
(16/2/09) 

R Speed 
11 Kononen Place 
BERESFORD 
WA 6530 

Objection 
The Environmental Review document uses flawed assumptions to attempt to justify the proposal. 
Demand for residential lots – submitted population projections are based on projects that do not 
exist and there are no proposals whatsoever to build any steel production plants anywhere near 
Geraldton. There is no shortage of residential land in the City, there are surplus blocks available 
and that situation is likely to persist for many years, perhaps decades. The Geraldton Region Plan 
identifies the capacity to create more than 10,000 residential lots and accommodate a population 
of more than 100,000 people without developing the Southgate Dunes. 
Proposed land exchange - This proposal remains unsubstantiated, there is no survey data or any 
other evidence that the 400ha is good quality vegetation. Further, the land exchange proposal 
misses a number of points. Firstly the Southgate Dunes play a crucial role in coastal processes. 
Secondly the Southgate Dunes are used by many people pursuing a diverse range of recreational 
activities and the ER fails to identify alternatives to replace this valued community resource. 
Thirdly, biodiversity conservation is not the issue, preservation of a significant visual icon that 
plays a crucial role in coastal processes and supports such widespread recreational activity far 
outweighs the value of swapping it for 400ha of dunal vegetation of undetermined quality. 

The submittant has 
raised an issue with 
environmental impacts. 
The cultural value of the 
Southgates Dunes as a 
visual icon and 
recreational area and 
providing a sense of 
place is a recurrent 
theme amongst the 
submissions. 

That all submissions be 
forwarded to the EPA for 
assessment of raised 
environmental issues. 
That Council not consider 
an application to rezone 
the subject area until the 
following are completed: 
NACC Risk Assessment 
Project to ensure hazards 
and impacts on the 
proposed development and 
arising from the proposed 
development are 
investigated; & 
NACC Social Study so that 
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Stabilisation - The historical aerial photography shows claims that stabilisation of Southgates to 
protect existing property and infrastructure are false. The 2006 aerial photography with the area of 
bare dune recorded in 1972 overlain reveals there has been significant stabilisation of the 
Southgate Dunes since 1972. There is only minor expansion of the area of bare sand in the 
northern part of the Southgate Dunes where mining has taken place. 
Community perception and values - arrogant and hopelessly inadequate treatment of the local 
community. Clearly the numerous people who use the Southgate Dunes for diverse recreational 
activities place a very high value on the dunes. The Southgate Dunes are an outstanding visual 
icon and symbolic feature of Geraldton and it is reasonable to expect the majority of the 
community to place a high value on that. Likewise, it is reasonable to expect that some who live in 
close proximity might at times find windborne sand a nuisance but they must have expected that 
when deciding to live adjacent to a mobile dune. 
Wilderness values - The proposal to regrade and significantly reduce the dune height and then 
cover the area in urbanisation including foreshore development and boat launching facilities will 
annihilate all wilderness values. 
Coastal processes - Aerial photography clearly depicts the crucial role the Southgate Dunes play 
in coastal processes and transport of sediment northward to supply Tarcoola Beach. Sand is 
reworked by wave action at the mouth of the Greenough River to the beach immediately north of 
the river mouth then it is blown into the Southgate Dune field by the prevailing southerly winds. 
The sand is transported northward through the dune field by eolation. Where the northwest edge 
of the blowout meets the beach, sand is fed back into the coast to become littoral drift. The 
enormous, expensive and perpetual trouble caused by construction of the Geraldton Port and 
Batavia Coast Marina provides inescapable first hand experience of the consequences of 
interfering with natural coastal processes. 
The proposal to regrade and significantly reduce the height of the Southgate Dunes before 
covering them in urban development will completely halt the coastal processes. The likely 
consequences if the proposal is implemented is that the source of sand from Southgate Dunes 
that feeds into littoral drift supplying Tarcoola Beach will be cut off. Tarcoola Beach will erode and 
the shore line will move eastward threatening roads and property. Quite conceivable that Tarcoola 
Beach residents will mount a class action seeking compensation from the decision making 
authorities that approved a development that could be clearly foreseen to cause depletion of 
Tarcoola Beach and eastward migration of the shoreline to undermine and eventually cause their 
properties to subside into the ocean.  
Visual icon - The Southgate Dunes are a prominent, important and significant landscape that 
greets travellers to Geraldton coming from the south and leaves a final impression to travellers 
departing south. They form a significant part of the landscape that defines Geraldton. They are 
always clearly visible to the many users of Tarcoola Beach, Mahomet’s Beach, Separation Point 
and the Point Moore Peninsula. They provide a sense of proximity to unspoilt and untamed 
landscape. As Geraldton grows into an ever larger regional city they help define a sense of 
country town that much of this regional community values. The Southgate Dunes are as important 
as a visual icon as the Point Moore lighthouse is in defining the visual character of Geraldton. 

community values for the 
subject area are further 
understood. 

38 
(16/2/09) 

P Clayton 
1/64 Glendinning 
Road 
TARCOOLA 

Objection 
Southgates must be preserved so they continue to function in the crucial role they play in the 
coastal processes that affect Geraldton’s beaches. 
Aboriginal skeletal remains have been discovered at Southgate Dunes as well as other Aboriginal 

The submittant has 
raised an issue with 
environmental impacts. 
The cultural value of the 

That all submissions be 
forwarded to the EPA for 
assessment of raised 
environmental issues. 
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BEACH 
WA 6530 

cultural materials. 
Southgates are iconic to Geraldton, they are a prominent and important natural feature that greets 
travellers, form a significant part of the natural landscape and provide a sense of proximity to 
unspoilt and untamed landscapes of the Mid West.  

Southgates Dunes as a 
visual icon and 
providing a sense of 
place is a recurrent 
theme amongst the 
submissions. 

39 
(16/2/09) 

R Browne 
18 Waverley Street 
MT TARCOOLA 
WA 6530 

Objection 
Don’t understand why we insist in destroying pristine natural features to allow more houses to be 
built 
Southgates is an icon of Geraldton and it is utilised by locals and tourists alike and should be 
preserved for current and future generations to enjoy 
Development should only occur on land that has already had its natural vegetation removed and 
is not an important part of an environmental system 
Rezoning which results in the loss of locally significant natural habitat or the degradation of dune 
systems such as Southgates should not occur 
Current planning policies of the City should be reviewed in light of climate change, native 
vegetation should be preserved and increased coastal setbacks need to be implemented along 
with improved environmental building designs built within the City  
A review of the Environmental Review is needed as some of the information is not up to date with 
current scientific evidence, particularly with regard to climate change and coastal setbacks which 
are inadequate 
A detailed structure plan should be provided before the development is given approval 
Dune stabilisation can be addressed by limiting the access of vehicles to the dunes and 
revegetating with local dune vegetation species 
Rezoning should be delayed to ensure the land exchange between Bayform and the state 
government actually occurs 
Significant potential that this development may adversely affect the movement and distribution of 
sand along the City’s southern beaches, lead to expensive intervention by the City to stabilise the 
beaches 
Near shore currents have not been considered in the Environmental Review, these are critical in 
sand flows and should be investigated in detail 
Mitigation of erosion caused by coastline disruption has already cost ratepayers excessive 
amounts of money, projects that disrupt natural sand flow and increase natural sand flow and 
costal erosion will create a future cost to ratepayers and this should be considered and the 
developers of such projects should be liable for such future costs 
An excess of developed land within the City with recent developments at Drummond Cove and 
Cape Burney still not selling, other shires in the Mid West have recently revised down their 
predicted growth figures.  

The submittant has 
raised an issue with 
environmental impacts. 
The cultural value of the 
Southgates Dunes as a 
visual icon and 
providing a sense of 
place is a recurrent 
theme amongst the 
submissions. 

That all submissions be 
forwarded to the EPA for 
assessment of raised 
environmental issues. 

40 
(16/2/09) 

Petition signed by 
23 identified 
persons: 
H Reynolds &  
L Shirley 
13 March Place 
MT TARCOOLA 

Objection 
Development will have a detrimental effect on the replenishment of sand to the beaches north and 
south of Southgates 
Dunes provide a recreational amenity for motorcycles, sandboarding and for those who enjoy 
walking along an unspoilt beach 
Proposed development will ruin the views and consequently have a detrimental effect on the 
values of properties which currently overlook them  

The submittant has 
raised an issue with 
environmental impacts. 
The cultural value of the 
Southgates Dunes as a 
visual icon and 
recreational area and 

That all submissions be 
forwarded to the EPA for 
assessment of raised 
environmental issues. 
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WA 6530 
B & C Holland 
PO Box 2279 
GERALDTON 
WA 6531 
M Heffernan 
16 Brierley Court 
WOORREE 
WA 6530 
S Bennett 
98 Rifle Range Rd 
RANGEWAY 
WA 6530 
M Forbes 
348 Durlacher St 
MT TARCOOLA 
WA 6530 
D Stone 
1 Macaleer Drive 
MAHOMETS 
WA 6530 
B Bean 
24 Portacello Circle 
WANDINA 
WA 6530 
T Carrier 
11 Forrester Road 
MORESBY  
WA 6530 
A Filgate 
3 Mahogany Cove 
STRATHALBYN 
WA 6530 
J Cartwright 
52 Gregory Street 
GERALDTON 
WA 6530 
J Hunter 
7/198 Chapman Rd 
BERESFORD 
WA 6530 
T Dines 
4 Swan Drive 
SUNSET BEACH 
WA 6530 

providing a sense of 
place is a recurrent 
theme amongst the 
submissions. 
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G Burkett 
276 Hall Road 
WAGGRAKINE 
WA 6530 
J Chester 
PO Box 4040 
GERALDTON 
WA 6531 
R Burton 
16 Cassia Street 
RANGEWAY 
WA 6530 
K & S Robertson 
15 Smugglers Pass 
DRUMMOND 
COVE 
WA 6530 
V Bell & A Merritt 
317 Banksia Street 
RANGEWAY 
WA 6530 
A Greenwood 
38 Assen Street 
KARLOO WA 6530 
D Flanagan 
52b Assen Street 
KARLOO WA 6530 

41 
(16/2/09) 

R Hawkins 
9 Pargi Close 
WAGGRAKINE 
WA 6530 
(postal address: 
PO Box 331 
BLUFF POINT 
WA 6531) 

Objection 
Lack of consideration of the environmental and social impacts, erosion is a serious problem, to 
arrest this problem rate payers and tax payers money has to be spent continuously 
Development of Southgates could compromise natural movement of sand to the northern beaches 
Little or no planning of recreational facilities for off-road vehicles, motorbikes, sandboarding etc. 
This area could be set aside for these activities and controlled correctly 
Huge pressure being shifted to the northern area of Drummonds, these activities could also be 
stopped in the northern area when Oakajee is built 
The City stop being greedy and selfish and plan to set aside areas for social activities and put the 
environment before greed, Southgates would be a perfect starting point  

The submittant has 
raised an issue with 
environmental impacts. 

That all submissions be 
forwarded to the EPA for 
assessment of raised 
environmental issues. 

42 
(16/2/09) 

C Clarke 
18 Brighton Close 
TARCOOLA 
BEACH 
WA 6530 

Objection 
These sand dunes are a needed natural supply system for sand to maintain the structures of the 
beaches to the north, it is vital to maintain our beaches as they are one of our greatest resources 
for recreation (swimming, walking, windsurfing, kiteboarding, fishing etc.) and for the visual beauty 
of our City of Geraldton-Greenough 
These sand dunes fulfil a great recreational need for residents and tourists by providing a 4WD, 
off road bikes and quad bikes, sandboarding and recreational walking 
Important landscape in our city giving a visual impact that is enjoyed by many and is one of the 

The submittant has 
raised an issue with 
environmental impacts. 
The cultural value of the 
Southgates Dunes as a 
visual icon and 
recreational area and 
providing a sense of 

That all submissions be 
forwarded to the EPA for 
assessment of raised 
environmental issues. 
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features we define ourselves by and showcase to the world 
These dunes have the ability to provide a tourist drawcard as they are close to the CBD, and their 
beauty, resource for recreation are waiting to be tapped by tour operators 
Host to many bird species around the edge   

place is a recurrent 
theme amongst the 
submissions. 

43 
(16/2/09) 

Dept. Agriculture & 
Food 
(postal address: 
PO Box 110 
GERALDTON 
WA 6531) 

Objection 
Not identified as high quality agricultural land as it is severely restricted because of the high wind 
erosion hazard, very low water holding capacity of the soils and the salinity of he groundwater 
The proponents suggest their experience with local conditions has given them the solution of how 
the dunes may be stabilised. Observations of their prior stabilisation show that this technique is 
inadequate. The layer of loam had either blown or washed away and the hydromulch cover had 
also deteriorated and appeared very patchy where still present, the remaining remnants of cereal 
rye across the area are of inadequate density to provide protection from wind erosion. 
Suggested that a particle size analysis be done to ensure that the loam contains enough clay 
material (10-20%), further consideration given to thickness of the loam. 
Once hydromulch is established the area must have a complete cessation of vehicle movement 
over the site otherwise it will unravel and deteriorate. It is difficult to see how the application of 
fertiliser will be done after seeding without driving over the crust and destroying its integrity. It 
appears from the report that the hydromulch is to be in place only long enough to aid 
establishment of the cereal rye (6-8 weeks), this does not provide enough protection from erosive 
winds in this location. 
Cereal rye is a cover for a short period of time, it is not suitable in the harsh conditions 
experienced at the site and it cannot be expected to last for 12 months, additionally the proposed 
seeding rate of 50kg/ha is inadequate for the conditions 
 Proposed fertiliser rates of 120kg/ha are very excessive for the site conditions, these rates are 
suitable for areas of land which have had a long term pasture established but are too high for 
virgin sites. The risk of nutrient leaching at this site is extreme due to rapid drainage and quality of 
the sand material meaning that contact time between soil and fertiliser will be insufficient for 
sorption to occur. May contribute to a deterioration of the groundwater quality and potentially 
eutrophication of adjacent waterways. 
If dune remodification proceeds the proponent will need to fulfil the requirements of a clearing 
permit prior to earthworks proceeding, also if dune material is removed from the site it should be 
assessed for suitability as a lime sand resource for the agricultural industry. 
Philosophy and interpretation of the land agreement between former proponents and the state is 
questioned against the relevance of more contemporary understanding and appreciation of the 
role of coastal processes held as standard for coastline management today.  

The submittant has 
raised an issue with 
environmental impacts. 

That all submissions be 
forwarded to the EPA for 
assessment of raised 
environmental issues. 

44 
(16/2/09) 

J Hancock 
23 Pope Street 
BERESFORD 
WA 6530 

Objection 
Tarcoola Beach, Back Beach, Separation Point, Grey Beach and Point Moore Beach will all be 
affected by removing this deposit of sand 

The submittant has 
raised an issue with 
environmental impacts. 

That all submissions be 
forwarded to the EPA for 
assessment of raised 
environmental issues. 

45 
(16/2/09) 

K Orr 
9 Teviot Close  
CAPE BURNEY 
WA 6530 

Objection 
Southgates should never have been given to developers 
With warnings we are getting about global warming it should be kept under preservation 
For the benefit of all Geraldton it should be available for recreational use  

The submittant has 
raised an issue with 
environmental impacts. 
The cultural value of the 
Southgates Dunes as a 
recreational area is a 

That all submissions be 
forwarded to the EPA for 
assessment of raised 
environmental issues. 
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recurrent theme 
amongst the 
submissions. 

46 
(16/2/09) 

Dept of 
Environment & 
Conservation 
(postal address: 
PO Box 72 
GERALDTON 
WA 6531) 

DEC Midwest Region advises it has responded directly to EPA in this instance No additional comment Note submission 

47 
(16/2/09) 

K May 
83 Glendinning Rd 
TARCOOLA 
BEACH 
WA 6530 

Objection 
Developing Southgates would damage a pristine and delicate ecosystem, keep it as it is, save the 
beaches from Southgates to Point Moore 

The submittant has 
raised an issue with 
environmental impacts. 

That all submissions be 
forwarded to the EPA for 
assessment of raised 
environmental issues. 

48 
(16/2/09) 

W Brockman 
7 Zuytdorp Court 
MAHOMETS 
WA 6530 

Objection 
Area of cultural, iconic and environmental significance 
Not enough work has gone into identifying the importance of the Southgates dune system on 
supplying sand to Tarcoola and Mahomet’s Beaches  
A rash decision by Council that is being forced by land developers now could lead to 
environmental problems and regret later 

The submittant has 
raised an issue with 
environmental impacts. 
The cultural value of the 
Southgates Dunes as a 
visual icon and 
providing a sense of 
place is a recurrent 
theme amongst the 
submissions. 

That all submissions be 
forwarded to the EPA for 
assessment of raised 
environmental issues. 

49 
(16/2/09) 

M Reid & H 
Moxham 
10 Captains 
Crescent 
POINT MOORE 
WA 6530 

Objection 
Currently the City is conducting a Coastal Vulnerability Analysis and Risk Assessment Program, 
how can a decision be made on such a large coastal development that will have significant 
ongoing long term consequences for the entire coastal precinct and community without waiting for 
this report to be finished 
Public consultation is flawed, how are the general public supposed to digest and understand the 
650 odd pages of the report and consultants reports, no public forums or information sessions for 
people to fully understand or relate to the scope and enormity of the proposal. 
No shortage of residential land in the City, there are surplus blocks available 
Can hardly afford anymore failed, environmentally devastating housing developments in the City 
after the failed developments at Greenough and Drummonds that still have bare sand constantly 
being blown into adjoining properties. 
The proposed land exchange area is used by fishermen 4WD and recreational vehicles for many 
years without supervision or regulation and is severely degraded with blow outs and large 
amounts of boxthorn and little vegetation. 
Southgates is used by many people pursuing a diverse range of recreational activities, where will 
all these currents users be accommodated if the dunes are removed 
Difficult to believe there is a necessity to stabilise Southgates to protect existing property when 
aerial photos show an increase in vegetation since 1972 
Southgates are constantly replenished with sand from Greenough River that is worked onto the 

The submittant has 
raised an issue with 
environmental impacts. 
The newspaper, 
website, on-site signage 
and correspondence 
requirements of the 
Environmental 
Protection Act and 
Planning and 
Development Act have 
been complied with and 
exceeded in relation to 
public notification. City 
staff have also attended 
2 meetings of the Cape 
Burney Progress 
Association to discuss 
the proposal and have 
met with numerous 

That all submissions be 
forwarded to the EPA for 
assessment of raised 
environmental issues. 
That all submissions be 
forwarded to the EPA for 
assessment of raised 
environmental issues. 
That Council not consider 
an application to rezone 
the subject area until the 
following are completed: 
NACC Risk Assessment 
Project to ensure hazards 
and impacts on the 
proposed development and 
arising from the proposed 
development are 
investigated; & 
NACC Social Study so that 
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beach north of the rivermouth and then blown to form the dunes and maintain the sandy sections 
along Tarcoola Beach and Mahomet’s Beach which then migrates onto the Point Moore 
Peninsula, will we have to block the rivermouth one day to prevent the dunes coming back and 
covering the proposed housing development 
What will happen to Tarcoola Beach, Mahomet’s and the Point Moore Peninsula if the supply of 
sand is removed, will these beaches become erosion nightmares similar to the area north of the 
new Marina 
What will happen to all of Geraldton’s beaches if the sand supply is removed 
We live on a coastline that is dynamic and complex, the area needs to be left undisturbed to 
function in a natural state 
The enormous, expensive and perpetual trouble caused by the construction of the Geraldton Port 
and Batavia Coast Marina provide inescapable first hand experience of the consequence of 
interfering with natural coastal processes 
Southgates is a visual and iconic location having helped Geraldton identify itself as a location and 
as a community 

enquirers for one-on-
one sessions to explain 
the application. EPA 
staff have also been 
available for telephone 
queries. 
The cultural value of the 
Southgates Dunes as a 
visual icon and 
recreational area and 
providing a sense of 
place is a recurrent 
theme amongst the 
submissions. 

community values for the 
subject area are further 
understood. 

50 
(16/2/09) 

A Robb 
26 Bosuns 
Crescent 
POINT MOORE 
WA 6530 

Objection 
Public consultation is inadequate, City has done little but make 650 pages of consultancy reports 
available to the community on which to base a submission 
City has yet to identify to the community whether this consultation is the only opportunity for the 
community to comment on the developer’s proposed structure plan 
Concerned the destruction of Southgates will negatively impact on recreational use of Geraldton’s 
beaches 
Concerned about potential legal action taken against the City by its own ratepayers whose 
property may be at risk from coastal erosion in the future, this natural system currently provides 
sediment supply and storm protection functions 
Allowing a decision prior to the Coastal Vulnerability Analysis and Risk Assessment Program 
being completed and is likely to shed light on Southgates role within the City’s coastal system is 
exposing the City to future legal action through failure of due diligence in the strategic planning 
process 
Ignores possibility of future financial costs due to negligence, applicant’s reports fails to provide 
inshore sediment data to support their sedimentary budgets 
United Nations Millennium Ecosystem Framework comments that misinformed policy actions and 
ill advise strategic social choices such as the liquidation of natural assets to finance current 
consumption may appear to increase well-being, however does not take into account the 
corresponding decline in the capacity of the natural system to sustain the flow of economic, 
ecological, social and cultural benefits of the future, many services provided by ecosystems tend 
to be under-priced or not priced at all, leading to inefficient and unsustainable use of resources 
Beauty of Geraldton’s beaches is that they are derived from natural processes and unlike many 
places (e.g. Europe) do not need multiple rock groynes, breakwaters or sand pipelines to protect 
beaches from coastal erosion because up till now urban development has rarely interfered with 
natural coastal processes and sediment movements 
The combined impact of the Port and Marina the beaches from the marina north to St Georges is 
a small scale example of the costs and potential impact on the environment and City finances if 
the destruction of the Southgates Dunes is allowed to proceed 
This decision places at risk the very fabric and sense of place which residents and visitors come 

The submittant has 
raised an issue with 
environmental impacts. 
The newspaper, 
website, on-site signage 
and correspondence 
requirements of the 
Environmental 
Protection Act and 
Planning and 
Development Act have 
been complied with and 
exceeded in relation to 
public notification. City 
staff have also attended 
2 meetings of the Cape 
Burney Progress 
Association to discuss 
the proposal and have 
met with numerous 
enquirers for one-on-
one sessions to explain 
the application. EPA 
staff have also been 
available for telephone 
queries. 
The cultural value of the 
Southgates Dunes as a 
visual icon and 
recreational area and 

That all submissions be 
forwarded to the EPA for 
assessment of raised 
environmental issues. 
That all submissions be 
forwarded to the EPA for 
assessment of raised 
environmental issues. 
That Council not consider 
an application to rezone 
the subject area until the 
following are completed: 
NACC Risk Assessment 
Project to ensure hazards 
and impacts on the 
proposed development and 
arising from the proposed 
development are 
investigated; & 
NACC Social Study so that 
community values for the 
subject area are further 
understood. 
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to enjoy and consequently places at risk any future economic potential derived from these assets. 
There is no provision of sound scientific data to support claims Southgates is moving north-east 
and is a threat to infrastructure. This is the same consultant who proposed the construction of the 
Medallions Beach rock groyne which has not been a wise decision by Council, and was involved 
in the debacle surrounding the Marina ocean entrance 
The population projections are questionable, the Geraldton Region Plan identifies that the City 
has capacity to create more than 10,000 residential lots without developing Southgates Dunes 

providing a sense of 
place is a recurrent 
theme amongst the 
submissions. 

51 
(16/2/09) 

N Sharp 
PO Box 4006 
RANGEWAY 
WA 6531 

Objection 
Against development of Southgates for anything let alone housing 
Dunes should be on the heritage list so that they can continue to be the efficient environmental 
protectors that they are 
Environmental disaster if the dunes are developed, cost of the development would be felt not only 
environmental but with ongoing costs of managing the coastline once the dunes are gone 

The submittant has 
raised an issue with 
environmental impacts. 

That all submissions be 
forwarded to the EPA for 
assessment of raised 
environmental issues. 

52 
(16/2/09) 

P Moore 
27 Eakins Crescent 
WANDINA 
WA 6530 

Objection 
Watch them change colour, texture, shape and size almost daily 
People settle in Geraldton for the golden beaches, the life style and the lack of urban sprawl 
We have something worth hanging onto 
Money and housing will not make this piece of paradise a better place to live 
It will show future generations how we have ruined paradise yet again 
We have loads of land suitable for redevelopment without removing Southgates 
When a tsunami come along it will wipe away the coastline and wash the development into the 
ocean because a greedy developer took away a natural sand barrier 

The submittant has 
raised an issue with 
environmental impacts. 
The cultural value of the 
Southgates Dunes as a 
visual icon and 
providing a sense of 
place is a recurrent 
theme amongst the 
submissions. 

That all submissions be 
forwarded to the EPA for 
assessment of raised 
environmental issues. 

53 
(16/2/09) 

Northern 
Agricultural 
Catchments 
Council 
PMB 103 
Separation Point 
GERALDTON 
WA 6531 

Objection 
Could exacerbate and accelerate erosion processes of the City’s beaches 
Integrated coastal management to overcome sprawl, promote compact land efficient growth 
patterns and preserve natural coastal areas 
City could be a leader of this new planning by promoting redevelopment and investment in 
existing and still undeveloped neighbourhoods and limiting the removal of coastal dunes along the 
coast 
Protection of Southgates will preserve the coastal character of Geraldton and minimise risks 
associated with sediment losses and coastal erosion 
Proposal doesn’t recognise Southgates as a spectacular natural feature with value to the 
community 
NACC has commenced a social study to better understand community perceptions regarding 
current and past developments along the coast, coastal features and climate change, strongly 
recommend the City wait for the result of this project to make sure community values are 
considered in the planning process for Southgates 
Document of 600 pages is too long and too detailed, information should be clear and easy to 
understand 
The stage the land exchange process is at is not clear from the documents 
Not clear if the proposed development plan is concept only 
Decision to replace sand with housing could lead to future costs to the community 
Report seems to be focusing only the biophysical requirement, what about human/social 
requirements e.g. asking the community already living near the dunes how they value the view, 

The submittant has 
raised an issue with 
environmental impacts. 

That all submissions be 
forwarded to the EPA for 
assessment of raised 
environmental issues. 
That all submissions be 
forwarded to the EPA for 
assessment of raised 
environmental issues. 
That Council not consider 
an application to rezone 
the subject area until the 
following are completed: 
NACC Risk Assessment 
Project to ensure hazards 
and impacts on the 
proposed development and 
arising from the proposed 
development are 
investigated; & 
NACC Social Study so that 
community values for the 
subject area are further 
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how the dune system is relative to their lifestyle 
World examples of parabolic dunes being protected and valued as recreational and tourist sites 
Developments that remove or significantly alter the physical characteristics of the dune areas 
should be carefully planned as the future repercussions on the down-drift coastal ecosystems 
could be irreversible and the costs associated with new coastal defences would impact greatly on 
ratepayers 
Not only do we lose an important natural landscape feature, we also lose the functions it provides 
e.g. sediment sources, recreational, visual amenity and wind barrier  
The Environmental Review provides no data on nearshore currents which shows the limitation of 
previous coastal studies that don’t seem to quantify in detail the contribution of Southgates to the 
down-drift system 
Being a 20 year development project it would be wise wait for the new State Costal Planning 
Policy (expected to be release June 2009) 
In some areas the setbacks are less than 100m this is cause for concern as the shoreline is 
retreating 
The Coastal Vulnerability Analysis and Risk Assessment Study will determine the sand budget of 
coastal sediment cells between the Greenough River and Buller River, providing an understanding 
of sediment loss and gain from the shire and inform on changes due to rising sea levels, it would 
be wise to postpone any decision until the outcomes of the study are delivered (expected 
December 2009) NACC is relying on this data to be able to best advise on coastal management 
issues 
The sea level rise component of the setback is based on the Bruun Rule model which is no longer 
applicable on perched beaches such as the Southgates coast, the data used was collected in 
Fremantle and then adjusted to the Southgate’s conditions, this methodology is not acceptable 
and an underestimate of erosion could lead to severe damage to new infrastructures 
Documents do not mention rate of sand movement per year nor the evolution of the shoreline in 
the northern sectors 
Creating a vegetated foreshore will reduce the quantity of sand available to the down-drift system, 
will stabilise the mobile dunes but probably cause further erosion down-drift 
Width of the foreshore reserve will have to consider biophysical, environmental and cultural 
values, NACC suggests extending the width to 200m along Southgates, will then provide a sense 
of place, protect houses from storm surge enhance and visual amenity 
Wider foreshore will, protect natural, cultural and recreational attributes, scenic quality, Aboriginal 
cultural places and values, provide an interface of the foreshore and new suburban development 
NACC recommends postponing decision on rezoning of Southgates until the following are 
completed: 
● Risk Assessment Project is completed to ensure hazards and impacts on the proposed 

development and arising from the proposed development are investigated; 
● the new State Coastal Planning Policy provides new guideline accounting for setback 

and sea level rise; 
● Social Study is completed so community values for the area are understood. 

understood. 

54 
(16/2/09) 

K Campbell 
PO Box 2468 
GERALDTON 
WA 6531 

Objection 
Development of the area will clearly affect the natural qualities that make our city  
Does not make sense to destroy a naturally occurring landmark that offers the opportunity for so 
much activity and recreation for so many 

The submittant has 
raised an issue with 
environmental impacts. 
The cultural value of the 

That all submissions be 
forwarded to the EPA for 
assessment of raised 
environmental issues. 
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The dunes are positioned as the natural elements determine they should be 
Irrevocable damage to our local coastal system will be the end result of need to financially 
capitalise on our natural landscapes 
Ignorance and lack of education of environmental issues by our local Council can no longer be 
tolerated  

Southgates Dunes as a 
visual icon and 
recreational area and 
providing a sense of 
place is a recurrent 
theme amongst the 
submissions. 

55 
(16/2/09) 

D Bell 
8 Eakins Crescent 
WANDINA 
WA 6530 

Objection 
The wind moves tonnes of sand along this dune area, the sea makes tonnes of sand every year 
from the area and deposits along the coastline, also deposits tonnes of seaweed and seagrass 
along this area of beach, covers the tonnes of seagrass with sand and so the cycle goes 
All the reports in the world wont convince me this would not be an environmental disaster waiting 
to happen  
Do the people of the City want to see our beaches and our city damaged beyond repair all for a 
quick buck 
Money can not buy a great environment like we have in Geraldton of fix it if stuffed up 
Cannot believe how the developer got hold of the public open space and recreational land, some 
things should not be for sale 
Must stay as Dune Preservation zone, Parks and Recreation zone, would only take away area 
used by the public for 4WD, off road motor bike, sandboarding and other recreational activities, 
tourist aspect also 
The agricultural lime mine on the northern end struck a nice balance between restricting the slow 
sand crawl north and keeping it to the same area, overall outcome was good for agriculture and 
kept the sand dunes in control 
The area should be passed back to the public and left as they are 
Some things are worth fighting for and this is one of them 

The submittant has 
raised an issue with 
environmental impacts. 

That all submissions be 
forwarded to the EPA for 
assessment of raised 
environmental issues. 

56 
(16/2/09) 

Dept of Water 
PO Box 73 
GERALDTON 
WA 6531 

Objection 
The following matters need to be addressed before the Dept could consider whether it is 
environmentally sustainable: 
(Subdivision Guide Plan): 
Reference to State Planning Policy 2.9 Water Resources and Policy 2.0 Environment and Natural 
Resources and Better Urban Water Management 
Address environmental implications of boat launching facilities (specify either river or coast 
launching facility) 
Preparation of a District Water Management Strategy 
Source of irrigation water must be secured before this proposal can progress 
Any proposed lake must be demonstrated in compliance with Dept’s ‘Position Statement on 
Constructed Lakes’ 
If and when drinking water will be available 
(Environmental Review): 
Reference to State Planning Policy 2.9 Water Resources and Policy 2.0 Environment and Natural 
Resources and Better Urban Water Management 
Dept has not conducted or received any information on a biophysical assessment of the 
Greenough River to determine an appropriate foreshore buffer 
Preparation of a District Water Management Strategy 

The submittant has 
raised an issue with 
environmental impacts. 

That all submissions be 
forwarded to the EPA for 
assessment of raised 
environmental issues. 
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Future investigative work by the proponent on flooding in Rudds Gully should be completed in 
conjunction with Dept 
Concerned about potential stormwater infrastructure in wetland buffers, stormwater management 
should occur outside buffers unless the buffer is completely degraded and proposed stormwater 
control are compatible with the wetland 
Earthworks in the foreshore reserve will require a clearing permit and bed and banks permit from 
the Dept 
Dept policy is that construction within the 100 year flood level is not acceptable 
Possibility of stormwater disposal in foreshore reserves is not necessarily acceptable to Dept, 
more justification justifying the proposal needs to be provided 

57 
(16/2/09) 

Heritage Council of 
WA 
PO Box 6201 
EAST PERTH 
WA 6892 

Support 
Scheme Amendment does not affect any places listed on the State Register of Heritage Places or 
the City of Geraldton-Greenough Municipal Inventory of Heritage Places   

No additional comment Note submission 

58 
(16/2/09) 

F Della-Sale 
170 Durlacher St 
GERALDTON 
WA 6530 

Objection 
Wish to see Southgates preserved in natural state 
Concerned about altering the dunes and the related impact it will have on the coastline north, 
particularly as main feeder to beaches from Southgates to Point Moore 
Already enough coastal development occurring along the City’s coastline, with some proving to be 
unsuccessful 

The submittant has 
raised an issue with 
environmental impacts. 

That all submissions be 
forwarded to the EPA for 
assessment of raised 
environmental issues. 

59 
(16/2/09) 

P Goodale 
39 Ackland Road 
MT TARCOOLA 
WA 6530 

Objection 
Any development will lead to the degradation of the dunes and surrounding areas for the benefit 
of a few, leave the coastal dunes in their natural state and for all to enjoy as they are 

The submittant has 
raised an issue with 
environmental impacts. 

That all submissions be 
forwarded to the EPA for 
assessment of raised 
environmental issues. 

60 
(16/2/09) 

J Urquhart 
319 Willcock Drive 
TARCOOLA 
BEACH 
WA 6530 

Objection 
Southgates are natural phenomenon, great care should be exercised before interfering with 
nature’s evolutionary process 
Substantial and conclusive investigation on the environmental impact Southgates plays on our 
geographies has not been conducted, much has been theorised about the critical role it plays in 
sand replenishment of our beaches, wind protection and as a valuable habitat for flora and fauna 
Urge all parties to analyse the erosion to our northern beaches since the port enhancement and 
marina development before any decision is made 
Where will the sand come from to replenish Point Moore and consequently Champion Bay with 
the loss of Southgates, who will pay? 
Residents of Sunset Beach no longer enjoy sloping beaches running to the water line, the ocean 
bed is strewn with rocks and pebbles washed up from the breakwaters 
Southgates are a historic Geraldton feature, Aboriginal burial sites have been discovered in the 
area and the land could be subject to native title negotiations 
Southgates are a popular and accessible recreational area and help enhance the outdoor culture 
of the community 
Tourism is a growing industry, Southgates is a unique attraction due to its untouched beauty, 
impressive dimensions, closeness to the city’s facilities, adjacent pristine waters and abundant 
marine life 
The City should not have a business plan of putting additional rate revenue from prestigious 

The submittant has 
raised an issue with 
environmental impacts. 
The cultural value of the 
Southgates Dunes as a 
visual icon and 
providing a sense of 
place is a recurrent 
theme amongst the 
submissions. 

That all submissions be 
forwarded to the EPA for 
assessment of raised 
environmental issues. 
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properties before the long term sustainability of the region 
There are enough coastal areas that can be developed without targeting a fragile environment 

61 
(16/2/09) 

D Ronan 
19 Sherlock Way 
RANGEWAY 
WA 6530 

Objection 
Needs to be more understanding and communication between Council, developers, Land and Sea 
Council and the traditional owners of the land 
Can’t develop areas that have a significant site or the remains of ancestral peoples that lived, 
survived and thrived in the Southgates sand dunes 
Fresh water in the middle of sand dunes is not a common occurrence and these types of natural 
water sources should be treasured and preserved for the future of our children  
These dunes provide sand for our beautiful beaches from Southgates all around to Pages Beach 
These beaches are used by all people in the community, take that away and where can you go to 
get away from the stress of everyday living 
These beaches provide a place to go to reflect on problems, you can find peace there 
Lets keep the small areas that still have evidence of the first Australians, with out this will be more 
problems 

The submittant has 
raised issues relevant to 
the native title 
applications that the 
Southgates area is 
subject to. 

That Council not consider 
an application to rezone 
the subject area until the 
issue of the native title 
applications relevant to this 
area have been resolved. 

62 
(16/2/09) 

J Ronan 
3/28 Utakarra Road 
RANGEWAY 
WA 6530 

Objection 
No talk of Amangu descent 
Traditional elders concerns are ignored 
Burial grounds are sacred grounds 

The submittant has 
raised issues relevant to 
the native title 
applications that the 
Southgates area is 
subject to. 

That Council not consider 
an application to rezone 
the subject area until the 
issue of the native title 
applications relevant to this 
area have been resolved. 

63 
(16/2/09) 

W Ronan 
215 Eighth Street 
WONTHELLA 
WA 6530 

Objection 
No consultation with traditional owners, let alone respect 

The submittant has 
raised issues relevant to 
the native title 
applications that the 
Southgates area is 
subject to. 

That Council not consider 
an application to rezone 
the subject area until the 
issue of the native title 
applications relevant to this 
area have been resolved. 

64 
(16/2/09) 

D Ronan 
10 Craig Court 
SPALDING 
WA 6530 

Objection 
This area is very significant to our family and other Amangu claimants  
We grew up going to these area’s fishing, sandboarding, 4 wheel driving 
We have asked questions for years and never have been respectfully consulted in any way 
Southgates has significance to our Aboriginal people and the wider community which is so easily 
dismissed by developers, landowners and Council, this is very disrespectful to traditional owners 
Our Sunset area also destroyed for the sake of progress, man-made scenery instead of natural 
sand dunes to protect our land, all because you want a pretty view of the ocean 
When I come home form Perth our sand dunes are a beautiful site to see, telling me I’m home 
This is our country you see as dollar signs, do you have to take everything from us 
We have remains of our ancestors found in these sand dunes, a registered site, this means these 
areas should not be touched 
For too long we have been treated as insignificant, but we are traditional owners and need to be 
respected, our ancestors need to be respected 

The submittant has 
raised issues relevant to 
the native title 
applications that the 
Southgates area is 
subject to. 

That Council not consider 
an application to rezone 
the subject area until the 
issue of the native title 
applications relevant to this 
area have been resolved. 
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65 
(16/2/09) 

D Ronan 
1/111 Gertrude St 
GERALDTON 
WA 6530 

Objection 
Registered sites in this area 
Importance of cultural and traditional reasons 

The submittant has 
raised issues relevant to 
the native title 
applications that the 
Southgates area is 
subject to. 

That Council not consider 
an application to rezone 
the subject area until the 
issue of the native title 
applications relevant to this 
area have been resolved. 
 
 

66 
(16/2/09) 

E Dann 
1/111 Gertrude St 
GERALDTON 
WA 6530 

Objection 
My children have Amangu ancestry, growing up years they spent around Greenough Rivermouth 
and Southgates Dunes, its their history 
Landmark entrance to the City of Geraldton-Greenough, should be left 
There is much enjoyment of this spectacular place, especially for community recreation and even 
the view in a directions 
Instead of housing how about a tower like Canberra, this would be surely be a tourist attraction 
People may stop over in our city just for our views 
The spring is naturally there, its already a significant site that is registered  
 
 

The submittant has 
raised issues relevant to 
the native title 
applications that the 
Southgates area is 
subject to. 
The cultural value of the 
Southgates Dunes as a 
visual icon and 
recreational area and 
providing a sense of 
place is a recurrent 
theme amongst the 
submissions. 

That Council not consider 
an application to rezone 
the subject area until the 
issue of the native title 
applications relevant to this 
area have been resolved. 

67 
(16/2/09) 

C Ronan 
19 Petchell Street 
RANGEWAY 
WA 6530 

Objection 
Registered sites in area 
No respect for traditional owners 

The submittant has 
raised issues relevant to 
the native title 
applications that the 
Southgates area is 
subject to. 

That Council not consider 
an application to rezone 
the subject area until the 
issue of the native title 
applications relevant to this 
area have been resolved. 

68 
(16/2/09) 

G Ronan 
97 Blencowe Road 
UTAKARRA 
WA 6530 

Objection 
No consultation with traditional owners 

The submittant has 
raised issues relevant to 
the native title 
applications that the 
Southgates area is 
subject to. 

That Council not consider 
an application to rezone 
the subject area until the 
issue of the native title 
applications relevant to this 
area have been resolved. 

69 
(16/2/09) 

M Ronan 
97 Blencowe Road 
UTAKARRA 
WA 6530 

Objection 
Environmentally it will affect the ecosystem 
We should be preserving what’s natural and an icon in Geraldton and should be for all people, not 
just the few 

The submittant has 
raised an issue with 
environmental impacts. 
The cultural value of the 
Southgates Dunes as a 
visual icon and 
providing a sense of 
place is a recurrent 
theme amongst the 
submissions. 

That all submissions be 
forwarded to the EPA for 
assessment of raised 
environmental issues. 
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70 
(16/2/09) 

R Ronan 
33 Diosma Street 
RANGEWAY 
WA 6530 

Objection 
I’m an Amangu man and object to any development of the property 
Freshwater sources, human remains have been found in the dunes 
It’s a wonderful recreation area for all 
Peaceful area to visit 

The submittant has 
raised issues relevant to 
the native title 
applications that the 
Southgates area is 
subject to. 
The cultural value of the 
Southgates Dunes as a 
recreational area is a 
recurrent theme 
amongst the 
submissions. 

That Council not consider 
an application to rezone 
the subject area until the 
issue of the native title 
applications relevant to this 
area have been resolved. 

71 
(16/2/09) 

H Jacobs 
33 Diosma Street 
RANGEWAY 
WA 6530 

Objection 
It is significant to the local Aboriginal community, let alone to the whole community 

The submittant has 
raised issues relevant to 
the native title 
applications that the 
Southgates area is 
subject to. 

That Council not consider 
an application to rezone 
the subject area until the 
issue of the native title 
applications relevant to this 
area have been resolved. 

72 
(16/2/09) 

S Ronan 
97 Kenny Crescent 
RANGEWAY 
WA 6530 

Objection 
There was no consultation with traditional owners  
Burial sites disrupted and desecrated 
Contractors will not let traditional owners know about their ancestors 
Stop the progress of destruction as these dunes were put there for a reason, not to be destroyed 
for money 

The submittant has 
raised issues relevant to 
the native title 
applications that the 
Southgates area is 
subject to. 

That Council not consider 
an application to rezone 
the subject area until the 
issue of the native title 
applications relevant to this 
area have been resolved. 

73 
(16/2/09) 

M Jacobs 
19 Sherlock Way 
RANGEWAY 
WA 6530 

Objection 
We need to start protecting our unique natural resources for future generations of both the 
indigenous and non-indigenous Australian of the Mid West  

The submittant has 
raised an issue with 
environmental impacts. 
The submittant has 
raised issues relevant to 
the native title 
applications that the 
Southgates area is 
subject to. 

That all submissions be 
forwarded to the EPA for 
assessment of raised 
environmental issues. 
That Council not consider 
an application to rezone 
the subject area until the 
issue of the native title 
applications relevant to this 
area have been resolved. 

74 
(16/2/09) 

K Councillor 
(postal address: 
PO Box 31 
NABAWA 
WA 6532) 

Objection 
The sand dunes have become an icon of Geraldton, destroying these will be taking away wildlife 
homes, family gathering, bbq’s, fishing  

The submittant has 
raised an issue with 
environmental impacts. 
The cultural value of the 
Southgates Dunes as a 
visual icon and 
providing a sense of 
place is a recurrent 
theme amongst the 
submissions. 

That all submissions be 
forwarded to the EPA for 
assessment of raised 
environmental issues. 

75 M Cross Objection The submittant has That all submissions be 
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(16/2/09) 12 Quarry Street 
GERALDTON 
WA 6530 

The sand dunes are an integral part of the environment, leave them alone raised an issue with 
environmental impacts. 

forwarded to the EPA for 
assessment of raised 
environmental issues. 

76 
(16/2/09) 

C Piota 
PO Box 4023 
RANGEWAY 
WA 6531 

Objection 
The sand dunes should  be protected and not destroyed 

The submittant has 
raised an issue with 
environmental impacts. 

That all submissions be 
forwarded to the EPA for 
assessment of raised 
environmental issues. 

77 
(16/2/09) 

R Headland 
15 Cassia Street 
RANGEWAY 
WA 6530 

Objection 
Beautiful pristine coastline, need to preserve 
Geraldton landmark 
Family recreation area  

The submittant has 
raised an issue with 
environmental impacts. 
The cultural value of the 
Southgates Dunes as a 
visual icon and 
providing a sense of 
place is a recurrent 
theme amongst the 
submissions. 

That all submissions be 
forwarded to the EPA for 
assessment of raised 
environmental issues. 

78 
(16/2/09) 

L Radcliffe 
14 Woodman St 
UTAKARRA 
WA 6530 

Objection 
Area of historical significance to people of Geraldton, development should not detract from the 
beauty and natural coastline of Geraldton 

The cultural value of the 
Southgates Dunes as a 
visual icon and 
providing a sense of 
place is a recurrent 
theme amongst the 
submissions. 

That all submissions be 
forwarded to the EPA for 
assessment of raised 
environmental issues. 

79 
(16/2/09) 

Z Laudehr 
1 Ritchie Way 
RANGEWAY 
WA 6530 

Objection 
I take youth groups sandboarding there every fortnight 
About 25 youths per week sand board there 
It will cause heartache for these youths and taking the dunes away will leave no place for them to 
be active in this type of sports  

The cultural value of the 
Southgates Dunes as a 
visual icon and 
recreational area and 
providing a sense of 
place is a recurrent 
theme amongst the 
submissions. 

Note submission 

80 
(16/2/09) 

G Briggs 
PO Box 2624 
GERALDTON 
WA 6531 

Objection 
The sand dunes play a vital role in protecting the environment 
They are there for a reason especially with the oceans now rising due to climate change  

The submittant has 
raised an issue with 
environmental impacts. 

That all submissions be 
forwarded to the EPA for 
assessment of raised 
environmental issues. 

81 
(16/2/09) 

D Hipper-Inman 
4/134 Gregory St 
GERALDTON 
WA 6530 

Objection 
Arriving home on the bus, seeing the sand dunes is always a delight, feels like I’m home  
If they assist our coast and beaches they should be left alone 
There is enough blocks opened for housing in Geraldton 

The cultural value of the 
Southgates Dunes as a 
visual icon and 
providing a sense of 
place is a recurrent 
theme amongst the 
submissions. 

That all submissions be 
forwarded to the EPA for 
assessment of raised 
environmental issues. 

82 
(16/2/09) 

P Doncon 
4 Cook Rise 

Objection 
Southgates are an iconic part of Geraldton, demolishing these dunes would take away from this 

The submittant has 
raised an issue with 

That all submissions be 
forwarded to the EPA for 
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WANDINA 
WA 6530 

area, greatly diminish the uniqueness of our town 
The people strongly identify with these dunes and losing them would be as significant as knocking 
down the lighthouse 
Icons are important for the public imagination, just think of the power of icons such as Sydney 
Harbour Bridge, Pinnacles, Cable Beach 
Not convinced that anybody knows the environmental impact of removing the dunes, will it 
damage the northern beaches, will it threaten Back Beach and the important surf lifesaving culture 
that exists there, how will it impact on Separation Point and Point Moore 
The dunes threatening Geraldton is a convenient argument that has yet to be backed up by fact 
Onus should be on the developer to prove beyond doubt that the loss of the dunes will not 
significantly damage the coastal environment 
Once people have built homes on these dunes there will be no way to undo the development, so 
we need to be absolutely sure we understand what we are doing 
Councillors need to make responsible decision in the interest of all people of Geraldton-
Greenough and not just the interest of a few 

environmental impacts. 
The cultural value of the 
Southgates Dunes as a 
visual icon and 
providing a sense of 
place is a recurrent 
theme amongst the 
submissions. 

assessment of raised 
environmental issues. 

83 
(16/2/09) 

M Leigh & F 
Cloaker 
6 Pinner Place 
TARCOOLA 
BEACH 
WA 6530 

Objection 
Southgates Dunes are a natural wonder in our local landscape, as iconic as the Point Moore 
Lighthouse 
The dunes are part of the natural coastal processes that are inherently linked to other daily and 
seasonal wind and wave cycles 
Claims that the dunes pose a threat to the City disgust me, Southgates Dunes are not the problem 
we are in the way we undertake development 
Dunes provide a recreational for significant potion of the local and tourist population e.g. 
motorbike riding, sandboarding, walking, running, dog walking, picnicking, 4WDing 
Beauty of the area is it changes on a daily basis, tracks made the day before are gone the next as 
the wind replaces those with perfectly carved slopes 
There are not many other places on our coastline that offer this free of charge, free to access, and 
free to enjoy, it is special as it is untouched and undeveloped and should remain this way 
Demolition of the dunes is environmental vandalism 
They support locally significant vegetation communities 
The development of already cleared land is acceptable, however we don’t support the destruction 
of coastal dunal vegetation 
The Dunes should be retained for recreational use and as a landmark feature 
The City should be promoting this natural feature and encouraging tourism, what other features do 
we have in Geraldton that we can be proud of and promote like this 
The development is not sustainable and should be opposed  

The submittant has 
raised an issue with 
environmental impacts. 
The cultural value of the 
Southgates Dunes as a 
visual icon and 
recreational area and 
providing a sense of 
place is a recurrent 
theme amongst the 
submissions. 

That all submissions be 
forwarded to the EPA for 
assessment of raised 
environmental issues. 

84 
(16/2/09) 

C Peek 
4 Drenthe Place 
MAHOMETS 
WA 6530 

Objection 
Southgates should be preserved as a recreation area and a replenishing source of sand for the 
beaches north of the dune system 
An opportunity to preserve a special place that is a defining part of Geraldton for future 
generations rather than turn it into another sprawl of bricks and bitumen like another suburb in 
Perth 
The Crown Land of Victoria Location 11939 needs to remain vested in the Crown and be 
managed as a Local Authority Reserve 
Once it is gone it is gone forever and Geraldton becomes more and more like a Perth suburb and 

The submittant has 
raised an issue with 
environmental impacts. 
The cultural value of the 
Southgates Dunes as a 
visual icon and 
recreational area and 
providing a sense of 
place is a recurrent 

That all submissions be 
forwarded to the EPA for 
assessment of raised 
environmental issues. 
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the earth becomes a slightly more boring place, tamed, homogenised and sanitised by man 
The notion the dunes threaten Geraldton is ridiculous, aerial photographs don’t support this claim 
If you want sand removed there are lots of farmers who need lime sand spread on continually 
acidifying soils 
As to drifting sand we live by the beach in a windy city a little sand is hardly unexpected 
No shortage of residential land in the City, there are surplus blocks available and that situation is 
likely to persist for many years, flooding the market will devalue property prices even more 
Wonderful recreational area, see people fishing, bus load of tourists and kids from places like 
Morawa enjoy sandboarding and playing in the dunes, off-road bikes, families on quad bikes, 
families camping on holiday weekends, people exercise their horses and dogs, hiking, ospreys 
often seen surveying the ocean from a favourite dune 
The area south of Greenough (the proposed land exchange area) is not as nice, difficult to find a 
place to swim, more difficult to access especially of the river is flooded, more unsatisfactory 
recreation area 
Why would you bother coming to Geraldton for a holiday if it is like visiting another suburb of Perth 
Southgates helps maintain and replenish beaches north of Southgates and are part of a complex 
coastal process, during summer sand blows from the southerly winds into the ocean and is 
washed from the dunes into the sea to such an extent that it often completely covers the rocky 
reefs with sand that are then exposed again during winter, sand drifts up the coast, cant imagine 
what would happen if this process is stopped, would become rocky and eroded like the beaches 
at Sunset 
Driving into Geraldton from the south is a pleasure as it gives a sense of the natural environment, 
to be greeted by endless urban sprawl is a horrifying thought, would completely destroy the 
wonderful unique feel  
Appalling that there hasn’t been more community consultation and a comprehensive report on 
what the people of Geraldton want and how the dunes are used 

theme amongst the 
submissions. 

85 
(16/2/09) 

A Stuart-Street 
1/80 McAleer Drive 
MAHOMETS 
WA 6530 
(postal address: 
PO Box 2974 
GERALDTON 
WA 6531) 

Objection 
Southgates is an iconic Geraldton landform 
The State Agreement is in clear conflict with the objectives outlined in the WAPC’s State Coastal 
Planning Policy, specifically Clause 5 seeks to protect, conserve and enhance coastal values 
particularly in areas of landscape, nature conservation and cultural significance, and protect 
significant views and vistas 
The current zoning of Southgates Dunes achieves that protection, and is at risk with the proposed 
rezoning 
Southgates as the name suggests is the southern gateway to Geraldton and its welcome 
appearance implies a journey home is at and end 
Southgates forms a prominent focal point that punctuates the graceful arc of the coastline as 
viewed from popular tourist lookout points 
The sense of place created by the dunes depends on their exposed, dynamic windswept faces 
which are untouched by development 
Southgates Dunes have a high scenic quality, and should receive the special or sensitive visual 
landscape management objective which is designed to protect significant landscapes (i.e. 
Southgates should be considered as an area that can be viewed from key tourism features and 
the city and management activities within the view fields from these locations are not to be visually 
evident to the discerning observer) 

The submittant has 
raised an issue with 
environmental impacts. 
The cultural value of the 
Southgates Dunes as a 
visual icon and 
providing a sense of 
place is a recurrent 
theme amongst the 
submissions. 

That all submissions be 
forwarded to the EPA for 
assessment of raised 
environmental issues. 
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The use of reference groups and information gained from local communities, interest groups and 
agencies contributes to the overall understanding of community landscape values and identifying 
area of high landscape importance, this has not been undertaken for Southgates Dunes 
The Environmental Review report is flawed with regard to Southgates and the outcome is that the 
most significant landscape is unlikely to be protected 
Planning excellence is derived from the preservation and enhancement of unique landscape 
features, this is not evident in the treatment of Southgates Dunes 
This plan proposes to obliterate one of Geraldton’s iconic landscapes replacing it with tedious 
coastal suburbia 
This proposal is not driven by an argument of supply to feed demand, rather it is speculative 
development to feed profit 
No consequence has been paid to the importance of Southgates to the community of Geraldton 
Planning agencies at all levels should reject the proposal, and lobby the State Government to 
amend the State Agreement to ensure the State and not the proponent provides interpretation of 
the Agreement, particularly with relation to the term “stabilisation” 
Where there is a concentration of significant landscape value as exhibited by Southgates Dunes it 
should be excluded from change such as this and protected for its intrinsic and iconic value 

86 
(16/2/09) 

G Kelly 
3/206 Durlacher St 
GERALDTON 
WA 6530 

Objection 
Should leave it alone 

No additional comment Note submission 

87 
(16/2/09) 

C Biggs 
23 Tallarook Way 
WAGGRAKINE 
WA 6530 

Objection 
 

No additional comment Note submission 

88 
(16/2/09) 

R Corbett 
17 Hakea Street 
MAHOMETS 
WA 6530 

Objection 
The Dunes are a fantastic place to ride motorbikes and drive 4WD’s, where else are we meant to 
go 

The value of the 
Southgates Dunes as a 
recreational area is a 
recurrent theme 
amongst the 
submissions. 

Note submission 

89 
(16/2/09) 

J Henderson 
c/- Geraldton 
Secondary College 
Carson Terrace 
GERALDTON  
WA 6530 

Objection 
Object to destroying our beautiful beaches and reducing sand dunes play areas 

The value of the 
Southgates Dunes as a 
recreational area is a 
recurrent theme 
amongst the 
submissions. 

Note submission 

90 
(16/2/09) 

L Taylor 
23 Forden Street 
MT TARCOOLA 
WA 6530 

Objection 
Traditional owner of land-Amangu Group, this is a significant site of our area, representing our 
homeland 

The submittant has 
raised issues relevant to 
the native title 
applications that the 
Southgates area is 
subject to. 

That Council not consider 
an application to rezone 
the subject area until the 
issue of the native title 
applications relevant to this 
area have been resolved. 

91 
(16/2/09) 

C Dunn 
6 Cypress Street 

Objection 
Family recreation place 

The value of the 
Southgates Dunes as a 

Note submission 
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RANGEWAY 
WA 6530 

recreational area is a 
recurrent theme 
amongst the 
submissions. 

92 
(16/2/09) 

C Belcher 
2/1 Cooper Circuit 
MT TARCOOLA 
WA 6530 

Objection 
These dunes provide a key role in the health of our coastline, to make decision before the studies 
have been completed can result in a community losing faith in any process around a decision as 
far-reaching and irreversible as this 
One of Geraldton’s key natural and tourist assets, could be pivotal in a different economic use of 
the area that does not involve their removal and development 
The visual expanse that leads the eye down from the dunes down the coast as one drives into 
Geraldton is of great value to residents but could be used to entice people to stay and see what 
Geraldton has to offer 
A homogenised Perth suburban sprawl is what people are leaving behind, Southgates reminds us 
of the majesty, beauty and diversity of our coastline when we don’t try to remove it or change it 
Southgates along with the Greenough and Chapman River and the Moresby Ranges are the 
naturally beautiful surrounds to Geraldton that all of us a community should work hard to preserve 
and retain  

The submittant has 
raised an issue with 
environmental impacts. 
The cultural value of the 
Southgates Dunes as a 
visual icon and 
providing a sense of 
place is a recurrent 
theme amongst the 
submissions. 

That all submissions be 
forwarded to the EPA for 
assessment of raised 
environmental issues. 

93 
(16/2/09) 

B Carroll 
34 Crowther Street 
GERALDTON 
WA 6530 

Objection 
Disgusting for Councillors to sell out local residents and ratepayer’s heritage and allow the 
destruction of the iconic Southgates Dunes 
This would lead to the loss of Southgates Beach, Tarcoola Beach, Back Beach, Whimps Beach, 
Separation Point Beach, Greys Beach, Point Moore Beach etc. 
Council should be using its resources to strongly oppose rezoning to the State Government and 
its various departments and not help facilitate the destruction left by coastal developers 
Council should not even consider the rezoning until there has been an extensive independent 
study of the ocean currents and sand movement northwards along the coast replenishing beaches 
and regulating the healthy coastal reef systems including the movements of seaweed etc 
Significance and strength of northwards flowing current was highlighted by the dredging of the 
Geraldton Harbour where the resulting plume of water stretched all the way north to Horrocks 
Beach, yet the water was clear at Point Moore and Pages Beach 
Can the Council turn a blind eye to the disastrous erosion north of Geraldton Port and wherever 
the coast has been interfered with, it is ridiculous that hundreds of thousands of dollars are spent 
annually to artificially maintain fake beaches in Geraldton, the cost to maintain the beaches that 
would be affected by stabilising Southgates would be in the millions of dollars and would only be 
taking into account cosmetic considerations, the real cost to the environment would be beyond 
calculation 
Council should not be swayed by claims that Southgates are a threat to Geraldton and need to be 
stabilised, this is the flawed ideology of developers from 50 years ago, Southgates moves and 
does exactly what they should do, and should do forever, in turn they maintain and nourish the 
beaches north of Geraldton and beyond 
Urge all Councillors to think of the crippling ongoing financial burden the proposed development 
would leave generations of ratepayers let alone the destruction of our heritage and the fantastic 
Geraldton beach lifestyle 

The submittant has 
raised an issue with 
environmental impacts. 
The cultural value of the 
Southgates Dunes as a 
visual icon and 
providing a sense of 
place is a recurrent 
theme amongst the 
submissions. 

That all submissions be 
forwarded to the EPA for 
assessment of raised 
environmental issues. 

94 P Connolly Objection The submittant has That all submissions be 
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(16/2/09) 63 Gregory Street 
GERALDTON 
WA 6530 

Total dismay at the destruction of one of the best natural icons, remove it would an act of gross 
vandalism 
Southgates fills a niche as a natural monument in a suburban blight that could soon extend 
uninterrupted from Geraldton CBD to the Greenough Rivermouth 
POS areas are not always parks with children’s play equipment 
Southgates assists in the sand replenishment of the city’s beaches 
How many thousands of dollars are spent each year by the City in the trucking of sand to 
replenish the degraded beaches north of the CBD along Chapman Road 
Will the City’s ratepayer’s now be forced to subsidise another coastal folly 
Certain an independent report would show how important the dunes are in the replenishment of 
the City’s main suburban beach-Back Beach, will this important surfing and swimming spot be 
relegated to having to rely on expensive manual sand replenishment 
Consider this very carefully as it could have serious and expensive consequences in the long term 

raised an issue with 
environmental impacts. 
The cultural value of the 
Southgates Dunes as a 
visual icon and 
providing a sense of 
place is a recurrent 
theme amongst the 
submissions. 

forwarded to the EPA for 
assessment of raised 
environmental issues. 

95 
(16/2/09) 

S Connolly 
61 Gregory Street 
GERALDTON 
WA 6530 

Objection 
These dunes are a constant reminder to us all about the natural landscape that once removed 
would be a disaster 
These dunes not only protect our beaches from erosion but also provide a habitat for wildlife 
There is plenty of land available for housing development other than this iconic site 

The submittant has 
raised an issue with 
environmental impacts. 

That all submissions be 
forwarded to the EPA for 
assessment of raised 
environmental issues. 

96 
(16/2/09) 

F Pache 
21 Assen Street 
RANGEWAY 
WA 6530 

Objection 
Why destroy our landscape 

No additional comment Note submission 

97 
(16/2/09) 

S Keemink 
6 Kane Street 
MT TARCOOLA 
WA 6530 

Objection 
 Love the natural beauty of the area, it’s a shame your even thinking of this venture 

The cultural value of the 
Southgates Dunes as a 
visual icon and 
providing a sense of 
place is a recurrent 
theme amongst the 
submissions. 

That all submissions be 
forwarded to the EPA for 
assessment of raised 
environmental issues. 

98 
(16/2/09) 

C Makene-Smith 
24 Albert Street 
GERALDTON 
WA 6530 

Objection 
Why destroy a beautiful natural landmark in Geraldton, no need to 

The cultural value of the 
Southgates Dunes as a 
visual icon and 
providing a sense of 
place is a recurrent 
theme amongst the 
submissions. 

That all submissions be 
forwarded to the EPA for 
assessment of raised 
environmental issues. 

99 
(16/2/09) 

J Brooker 
34 Catherine Street 
BLUFF POINT 
WA 6530 

Objection 
The proposal to stabilise Southgates Dunes by urbanising them is based on inadequate 
knowledge of local and coastal processes 
Sand fed from the Greenough Rivermouth to Southgates Dunes and northwards replenishes both 
the beaches and the near shore water which in turn protect the coastline 
Southgates is fed from the ocean (lime sands) and Greenough River sediment (silica sands), it 
blows northwards and spreads into a sand sheet formation that replenishes the beaches to the 
north partially via littoral drift 
In most cases blowouts occur due to fire or creation of a beach access and once repaired they will 

The submittant has 
raised an issue with 
environmental impacts. 

That all submissions be 
forwarded to the EPA for 
assessment of raised 
environmental issues. 
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not re-occur, Southgates however is likely to reform at regular intervals, whenever the Greenough 
River floods and breaks through its banks to the ocean, destroying coastal vegetation on the north 
side of the mouth a blow out forms and the parabolic dune is recreated 
The applicant found not evidence of the existence of Southgates prior to 1952, anecdotal 
evidence of early settlers suggests that sand blew from the south right across the Point Moore 
peninsula in earlier times and early Geraldton settlers in Point Moore, Beachlands and the City 
area built stone walls for shelter to protect themselves from sand blowing from the southwest, 
sand was said to blow down Durlacher Street and into Champion Bay 
This evidence suggest that the sand feed is a natural and necessary occurrence for the protection 
of the coastline 
Coastal developments (e.g. Geraldton Harbour, Marina, groynes) have interfered with the natural 
sand flow creating the need for ongoing sand bypassing and beach replenishment 
If the sand feed through Southgates is arrested by urban development there are two possible 
scenarios: 
1  Beaches to the north will be eroded 
2  Sand will continue to feed over the Southgate urban developments especially after Greenough 
River flood events and will be an urban hazard 
Geraldton is becoming a continuous ribbon coastal development with no natural broad areas of 
coastal dunes and coastal vegetation for public enjoyment 
Some local people express that there should not have been any development west of the Brand 
Highway between Cape Burney and Geraldton city, in an ideal world we might have chosen to 
keep our coastal strip intact for ecological reasons, bird flights, coastal protection, in this case its 
too late, however we could at least keep what remains from Greenough Rivermouth to 
Glendinning Road  

100 
(16/2/09) 

A Volkerts 
203 Shenton Street 
BEACHLANDS 
WA 6530 

Objection 
Southgates is an irreplaceable resource and iconic natural landform of beauty, healthy social 
advantage, diverse fauna and the underpinning component of our local beaches survival 
Why is Council not working to save our Southgates  

The submittant has 
raised an issue with 
environmental impacts. 

That all submissions be 
forwarded to the EPA for 
assessment of raised 
environmental issues. 

101 
(16/2/09) 

J Thompson 
97 Francis Street 
BEACHLANDS 
WA 6530 

Objection 
Important part of our natural coast 
Southgates Dunes has existed in present place for thousands of years gently nourishing 
Australia’s beaches 
If the proposed housing development removes these dunes there are a number of unknown 
scenarios that may arise including loss of natural nourishment of beaches that may never be able 
to be stopped, this could become a very costly burden to ratepayers 

The submittant has 
raised an issue with 
environmental impacts. 

That all submissions be 
forwarded to the EPA for 
assessment of raised 
environmental issues. 
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102 
(16/2/09) 

A Johnston 
21 Eastcott Way 
TARCOOLA 
BEACH 
WA 6530 
(postal address: 
PO Box 2966 
GERALDTON 
WA 6531) 

Objection 
Natural environments such as Southgates need to be preserved to ensure the wider ecosystem of 
beaches are maintained 
Natural environment should be as valued as much as developed suburban sprawl 
Southgates are a symbol of Geraldton 
Plenty of land available for housing at Drummond, Seacrest, Sunset 
Natural areas of recreation are already limited in Geraldton, to rezone Southgates will mean there 
is even less available, used for sandboarding, walking, off road vehicles 
All environmental impact reports have not yet been completed please do not make any decision 
without receiving all relevant information and giving these findings very careful consideration 

The submittant has 
raised an issue with 
environmental impacts. 
The cultural value of the 
Southgates Dunes as a 
visual icon and 
recreational area and 
providing a sense of 
place is a recurrent 
theme amongst the 
submissions. 

That all submissions be 
forwarded to the EPA for 
assessment of raised 
environmental issues. 
That all submissions be 
forwarded to the EPA for 
assessment of raised 
environmental issues. 
That Council not consider 
an application to rezone 
the subject area until the 
following are completed: 
NACC Risk Assessment 
Project to ensure hazards 
and impacts on the 
proposed development and 
arising from the proposed 
development are 
investigated; & 
NACC Social Study so that 
community values for the 
subject area are further 
understood. 

103 
(16/2/09) 

S Hickey 
21 Eastcott Way 
TARCOOLA 
BEACH 
WA 6530 
(postal address: 
PO Box 2966 
GERALDTON 
WA 6531) 

Objection 
All consideration of the proposal should wait until more independent information is available to the 
public 
Any development that undermines the natural system should not go ahead 
Council has an overwhelming responsibility to protect the natural heritage and nourishing aspects 
of the Southgates mobile dune system 
Somehow a previous State Government has ventured into approval of the rezoning of this area for 
development, there is no need to follow this course 
Council needs to protect the coastline both immediate and long the beaches to the north 
Not uncommon for areas denuded by massive meterage a day, its replenishment is from 
Southgates 
Recreational and tourism aspect are added advantages, essential aspect is nourishing system 
Geraldton and modern civilisation love icons, they identify with them, Southgates is a magnificent 
icon 
Don’t lose this to residential development, please keep hundreds of metres away, Tarcoola Beach 
precinct is far too close 
Council should be getting back to Government and reclaiming private land where it interferes with 
the integrity of the dune/beach system 
Need to repeal the Government approval of the zoning for residential development and keep the 
Crown Land and add to it 
Oversupply of land will make us poor cousins compared with our neighbours, already oversupply 
in Drummonds, Glenfield, Sunset and Cape Burney preventing land values from holding up 

The submittant has 
raised an issue with 
environmental impacts. 
The cultural value of the 
Southgates Dunes as a 
visual icon and 
recreational area and 
providing a sense of 
place is a recurrent 
theme amongst the 
submissions. 

That all submissions be 
forwarded to the EPA for 
assessment of raised 
environmental issues. 
That all submissions be 
forwarded to the EPA for 
assessment of raised 
environmental issues. 
That Council not consider 
an application to rezone 
the subject area until the 
following are completed: 
NACC Risk Assessment 
Project to ensure hazards 
and impacts on the 
proposed development and 
arising from the proposed 
development are 
investigated; & 
NACC Social Study so that 
community values for the 
subject area are further 
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Council should make good what it presently has to deal with e.g. public transport, bikeways, 
footpaths, improved recreational needs rather than all in Wonthella 
If Council can spend millions of dollars debt on new library and upkeep the swimming pool than it 
can spend real money on protecting and maintaining assets such as Bach Beach, Tarcoola Beach 
and Dune systems 
Need sound Councillor decision not development only decisions 

understood. 

104 
(16/2/09) 

K Elliott 
13 Quarry Street 
GERALDTON 
WA 6530 

Objection 
As a recreational user of these dunes and the beaches north of them object to the conversion of 
Southgates to residential zoning 

The submittant has 
raised an issue with 
environmental impacts. 

That all submissions be 
forwarded to the EPA for 
assessment of raised 
environmental issues. 

105 
(16/2/09) 

Main Roads WA 
PO Box 165 
GERALDTON 
WA 6531 

Objection 
Traffic impact assessment is inadequate as it only deals with the section of the Structure Plan 
south of Greenough River Road 
No supporting documentation for the future traffic volumes depicted in Figure 17 of the Structure 
Plan 
Traffic assessment is to be provided for each stage of the Structure Plan and the impact on Brand 
Highway which will remain primary freight route in the short to medium term 
Traffic assessment must take into account the Structure Plan area and also Narngulu Industrial 
area, adjacent subdivisions in the Greenough area and the proposed North-South Highway, flood 
exposure in the Rudds Gully area 
Structure Plan represents and opportunity to change the alignment of the Brand Highway 
Various points raised in relation to intersection locations proposed on the Structure Plan 
No services shall be located within the Brand Highway road reserve, the Structure Plan must 
provide a service corridor for all major services 
Long term planning should accommodate sufficient land for a 4 lane dual carriageway for the 
Brand Highway, and at no cost to Main Roads WA 
Not support the proposed Town/Local Centre straddling the Highway due to disruption in flow of 
traffic along the Highway 
Developer should be responsible for all costs associated with intersection upgrades to the Brand 
Highway 
Width and design of landscape buffer along Brand Highway will be dependent on the highway 
surface chosen 
Developer is to bear all costs associated with traffic noise amelioration measures 
Special acoustic design is recommended for the first row of house along the highway 
Notification on Titles will be required for lots abutting Brand Highway which may be impacted by 
noise 
Structure Plan needs to ensure the development does not exacerbate current flooding situation 
across the Brand Highway and appropriate measures to contain stormwater drainage within the 
confines of the Structure Plan 
Various points raised to subdivisional earthworks within and adjacent to Brand Highway 

Some aspects of the 
traffic impact 
information requested of 
the developer by Main 
Roads WA are 
considered reasonable. 
However, the requests 
relating to the need for 
greater context should 
be seen as the 
responsibility of Main 
Roads WA and not an 
individual developer. 
The City of Geraldton-
Greenough has 
repeatedly indicated its 
willingness to provide 
financial assistance to 
Main Roads WA to 
undertake such studies 
in the greater Geraldton 
area. 

The comments of Main 
Roads WA be provided to 
the applicant. 

106 
(16/2/09) 

A Tuddenham 
26 Glendinning Rd 
TARCOOLA 
BEACH WA 6530 

Objection 
We can not risk any chance that our stunning beaches will be ruined, this coastline is used by so 
many people for so many different activities 

The submittant has 
raised an issue with 
environmental impacts. 

That all submissions be 
forwarded to the EPA for 
assessment of raised 
environmental issues. 
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107 
(17/2/09) 

N & L Blackmore 
8 Dakin Cove 
WANDINA  
WA 6530 

Objection 
Destroying Southgates would be detrimental to the beaches in the area and the outlook of 
Geraldton 
Should some development be considered the dunes can be retained at least from the beach with 
a decent size buffer zone 
From Point Moore looking South across to Southgates Dunes they are a magnificent site 
Should be an enquiry into why a Minister has swapped this land for development  

The submittant has 
raised an issue with 
environmental impacts. 
The cultural value of the 
Southgates Dunes as a 
visual icon and 
providing a sense of 
place is a recurrent 
theme amongst the 
submissions. 

That all submissions be 
forwarded to the EPA for 
assessment of raised 
environmental issues. 

108 
(17/2/09) 

Dept of Mines & 
Petroleum 
100 Plain Street 
EAST PERTH 
WA 6004 

Objection 
 Concerned that the proposal has the potential to sterilise the limesand resource within Lot 2453, 
this significant resource was previously mined under an extractive industry licence. This limesand 
was a unique and valuable local raw material for adding an agricultural neutralising capacity to the 
farmland in the Geraldton-Greenough region. 
The limesand dunes move north by up to 10m per annum and represent a geohazard for the 
community. The previous extraction of the limesand from the northern portion of these dunes was 
an effective technique for mitigating this northern migration. 
It has been estimated that the extraction of up to 15,000 tonnes per annum of limesand was 
necessary to halt the northern movement of the dune at the Southgate Limesand open pit 
operation.  
The Southgates dunes originate from the beach dune deposits at Cape Burney 3.6km to the south 
and it is considered unlikely that development within the northern section of the dune system will 
effectively halt this northern movement.  

The submittant has 
raised an issue with 
environmental impacts. 

That all submissions be 
forwarded to the EPA for 
assessment of raised 
environmental issues. 

109 
(17/2/09) 

B McKernan 
10 Brighton Close 
TARCOOLA 
BEACH 
WA 6530 

Objection 
Southgates are a prominent and distinct landscape feature unique to Geraldton 
Very few cities have such an iconic landform so close to the urban fringe 
Given that the dunes will be removed in their entirety there is no way the visual aesthetic 
significance Project Management Objectives can be met 
Lack of community consultation has resulted in Visual Amenity objectives not being achieved 
Dune system provides an interesting and varied subject for photography 
Also used for walking and enjoy the beautiful vista the dunes provide 
Do not condone the current use by quad bikes and 4WD’s and see the need to regulate these 
activities to provide a place of enjoyment for all 
Provides an attractive and different backdrop to the city that makes Geraldton distinct from other 
coastal communities 
As iconic a feature as the Point Moore Lighthouse 
There are very few natural and undeveloped sites located on the outskirts of Geraldton that 
provide for recreation in natural landscapes 
The close proximity of high quality natural landscapes and vegetation so close to an urban area is 
an asset that should be considered rather than construed as a threat to the expanding urban 
sprawl 
The investigations into coastal processes undertaken to date indicates a high level of uncertainty 
on the affects to northern beaches from developing the dune system 
The applicant’s study indicates that Southgates contributes approximately 10,000m³ of sand to 

The submittant has 
raised an issue with 
environmental impacts. 
The cultural value of the 
Southgates Dunes as a 
visual icon and 
recreational area and 
providing a sense of 
place is a recurrent 
theme amongst the 
submissions. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

That all submissions be 
forwarded to the EPA for 
assessment of raised 
environmental issues. 
That all submissions be 
forwarded to the EPA for 
assessment of raised 
environmental issues. 
That Council not consider 
an application to rezone 
the subject area until the 
following are completed: 
NACC Risk Assessment 
Project to ensure hazards 
and impacts on the 
proposed development and 
arising from the proposed 
development are 
investigated; & 
NACC Social Study so that 
community values for the 
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these beaches which constitutes 25% of the total sand deposited on these beaches, this appears 
to be a significant amount that if removed from the system has the potential to lead to extensive 
erosion issues along beaches that are highly valued by the community for recreation 
The Review provides no commitment from the developer to manage potential erosion problems 
via beach nourishment measures that have been employed elsewhere in Australia where 
inappropriate development has altered coastal processes and contributed to the degradation of 
local beaches 
The predictions based on the studies undertaken are very unclear on impacts to coastal 
processes 
The City should wait until all coastal risk studies are completed before considering a proposal that 
may affect significant beaches in the local area 
Loss of 240ha of native vegetation-Geraldton-Greenough is already extensively cleared with 
significant tracts of land already highly degraded and susceptible to erosion, Planning and EPA 
policies indicate that additional clearing in the coastal zone should be carefully considered and 
avoided where other options are available     
There is already a glut of residential block available in Geraldton that are not selling rapidly, it is 
not logical that more land requires development before these areas are fully settled 

 
 
 
 

subject area are further 
understood. 

110 
(17/2/09) 

R Chapple 
10 Brighton Close 
TARCOOLA 
BEACH 
WA 6530 

Objection 
Will remove the one of the city’s most significant and iconic features-the Visual Management 
System has missed several viewing locations, the proponent’s assessment of visual impacts is 
‘moderate’ when they plan to totally remove the character types close to areas of high visual 
sensitivity, it is inappropriate that the proponent states they conform ‘highly’ with maintaining and 
enhancing an area of wilderness value when they plan to remove 240ha of bushland and a large 
parabolic dune system that are significant wilderness features 
Will reduce the amount of sand entering the coastal marine system, the effect of this on our local 
beaches is uncertain-thousands of tonnes from Southgates contribute to littorial drift but the 
proponent has shown a lack of understanding of how this system works and how our beaches will 
be affected by their proposed development of Southgates, no specific study was conducted to 
show the effects of the dunes removal on sand replenishment of our town’s beaches 
All around our coastline developers have been assuring us that their coastal development wont 
affect our beaches, examples in Noosa and in Geraldton provided 
Council have begun to undertake a project that will assess the coastal processes affecting sand 
replenishment on our beaches, Irresponsible to let a project like this one at Southgates go ahead  
without first understanding the effect it will have on our beaches 
Does not take into account the community’s values and perceptions – proponent has not 
assessed the community’s values and perceptions of the Southgates Dunes area, they have failed 
to undertake the required scope of work 
Represents poor planning that exacerbates urban sprawl, adds reliance on vehicle transport and 
removes valuable green space from the city – population projections are unrealistic, Geraldton 
only grew by 2,500 people between 2001 and 2006, we are not seeing anywhere near the 
population growth some people predict, there is no justification for further housing in this city, land 
prices are plummeting, land releases are struggling to sell, there are already many undeveloped 
blocks, smart planning would be to hold off on land releases so that houses in-fill closer to town 
increasing housing density and removing pressure on roads, public transport, expanding 
infrastructure  

The submittant has 
raised an issue with 
environmental impacts. 
The cultural value of the 
Southgates Dunes as a 
visual icon and 
recreational area and 
providing a sense of 
place is a recurrent 
theme amongst the 
submissions. 

That all submissions be 
forwarded to the EPA for 
assessment of raised 
environmental issues. 
That all submissions be 
forwarded to the EPA for 
assessment of raised 
environmental issues. 
That Council not consider 
an application to rezone 
the subject area until the 
following are completed: 
NACC Risk Assessment 
Project to ensure hazards 
and impacts on the 
proposed development and 
arising from the proposed 
development are 
investigated; & 
NACC Social Study so that 
community values for the 
subject area are further 
understood. 
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Contains unsubstantiated justification statements such as the threats the dunes pose to the city 
and the supposed need for more housing in Geraldton – statement Southgates threatens town is 
totally unfounded, considering that a developer can physically level an area the size of Southgates 
the ability to manage a relatively small area of dunes at the northern face which is supposedly a 
threat  
Direct contradiction with the Council’s objectives – City’s significant Project and Initiatives 
document has many objectives that are clearly incongruous with this proposal, the 2020 Vision 
states that a major contributing factor to the unique charm of the City is the chain of near pristine 
beaches, planning for the future begins by ensuring threats such as this development don’t go 
ahead, one of the Sustainability Outcomes from the City’s Significant Projects and Initiatives 
document is to engage with the broader community in taking ownership and responsibility for their 
environment, this has not occurred with this proposal, this proposal is in contradiction with the 
City’s environmental vision to support appropriate development which has no net loss of 
environmental assets  
Represents an unacceptable loss of native vegetation – the clearing of 240ha of native bush 
proposed, remiss of the government to allow further land clearing to occur in a highly cleared 
environment like Geraldton, prioritisation should be made to develop land that has already been 
cleared rather than to develop native bushland 

111 
(17/2/09) 

P Robb 
26 Bosuns 
Crescent 
POINT MOORE 
WA 6530 

Objection 
Environmental Review is flawed in many areas 
It bases information on outdated 2001 sea level rise and coastal setback reports, resulting in 
setbacks that are inconsistent with setbacks for other coastal developments along our coastline 
The visual amenity of Southgates and the subsequent loss of such has not been taken into 
consideration, this is an important aspect as the removal of the entire dune system will drastically 
alter the visual amenity to the City, the entire community identifies Southgates as an integral part 
of the our sense of place 
Interfering with Southgates will affect the beaches to the north, the coastal nourishment process 
along the coast relies on Southgates and will destroy beaches and infrastructure 
Remediation costs to future generations is impossible to estimate 
There is no justification for this, Geraldton has large existing areas to allow for future urban 
development 
The proposed land exchange has not been finalised and should not be allowed to proceed as the 
community has not been adequately consulted 

The submittant has 
raised an issue with 
environmental impacts. 
The cultural value of the 
Southgates Dunes as a 
visual icon and 
recreational area and 
providing a sense of 
place is a recurrent 
theme amongst the 
submissions. 

That all submissions be 
forwarded to the EPA for 
assessment of raised 
environmental issues. 

112 
(17/2/09) 

S Bell 
8 Eakins Crescent 
WANDINA 
WA 6530 

Objection 
Concerned about the effects of building on these dunes, we don’t know how the area’s removal 
will affect other areas of coastline 
The Vertebrate Fauna, Flora Vegetation Report notes that fauna which will be impacted by the 
clearing is unlikely to be different to those found in similar habitats located south of Greenough 
River and elsewhere in the region, but those areas are considerably further from town and there 
are already very few areas of natural bush left in and around Geraldton 
This is the first substantial area of bush on the coast south of the city centre, it is important that 
natural bush connect otherwise animals in particular birds don’t move from one area to another 
This natural bush attracted me to the area 
Report neglects to mention that if vegetation is cleared from this area then most other land that 
provides habitat to the Rainbow Bee-eater is privately owned and is likely to be built upon in future 

The submittant has 
raised an issue with 
environmental impacts. 
The cultural value of the 
Southgates Dunes as a 
recreational area is a 
recurrent theme 
amongst the 
submissions. 

That all submissions be 
forwarded to the EPA for 
assessment of raised 
environmental issues. 
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so this land needs to be retained 
Fauna report states that the area east of this has high fauna habitat and recommends natural 
bushland be retained, up to now Council has not made any developer do this so not confident that 
they would make new developers do this either 
The area south to be exchanged for this public open space is not readily accessible to vehicles 
because it has the river between it and the road so anyone who likes to visit it may not be able to 
do so except by crossing the Greenough Rivermouth when it is dry 
The developer states that the sand is a threat to Geraldton, this is scaremongering 
Use this area with my family and take great pleasure in the animals we see including Rainbow 
bee-eaters, assorted wrens, willie wagtails, heath dragons, velvet geckos 
Ask Council to think of future generations before they rezone this and consider whether they will 
thank Council for their action 

113 
(17/2/09) 

Save Southgate 
Dunes Action 
Group 
submitted by 20 
identified persons: 
(only those persons 
whose address can 
be verified and 
have not made a 
separate 
submission are 
listed below) 
L Bourke 
52 Dorothy Street 
GERALDTON 
WA 6530 
L Vernon 
25 Pier Street 
EAST 
FREMANTLE 
WA 6158 
R Jermyn 
PO Box 1034 
GERALDTON 
WA 6531 
D Sears 
67 Winnetta Ridge 
WANDINA 
WA 6530 
K Dziechciarow 
17 Brittania Parade 
WANDINA 
WA 6530 

Objection 
Urge the Council to preserve one of Geraldton’s iconic landscape features and consider the effect 
this proposal could have on the city’s beaches 
The proponents did not consult the public on whether they valued Southgates Dunes and wanted 
them protected 
Southgates is an amazing landscape and integral part of Geraldton’s coastal charm, it can be 
seen from many part of Geraldton, as much an icon as the Point Moore lighthouse and Moresby 
Ranges 
Dunes are a part of natural system and need to be left alone, they pose a purpose in that they 
protect us from winds and prevent erosion 
There are plenty of housing developments around yet to be sold off 
Already too much vegetation cleared to make room for houses 
Southgates are a major source of sand to beaches further north, they need to be preserved or the 
beaches will erode away 
This development is premature 
A unique feature will be lost from Geraldton which will be poorer for it 
Just another example of developers putting their profits first, without truly understanding what they 
are doing, the factors that effect coastal erosion are not as simple as they would like to have us 
believe 
We need Southgates Dunes for Geraldton’s identity, sense of place, recreation, natural beauty 
and coastal replenishment process 

The submittant has 
raised an issue with 
environmental impacts. 
The cultural value of the 
Southgates Dunes as a 
visual icon and 
recreational area and 
providing a sense of 
place is a recurrent 
theme amongst the 
submissions. 

That all submissions be 
forwarded to the EPA for 
assessment of raised 
environmental issues. 
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T Hunter 
97 Gunners Lane 
WEST END 
WA 6530 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 

 

Appendix 5 

Responsible Authority’s Response to Submissions 

 
 


