
Coast Park – Grange to Semaphore Park 
Project Reference Group Feedback Report 
September 2014 

Executive Summary 

Coast Park is a State Government initiative which, when finished, will extend along the 
metropolitan coastline from North Haven to Sellicks Beach. To date the City of Charles Sturt has 
completed (or is currently constructing) approximately 7 kilometres of the 11.7 km of Coast Park 
within the City.   

The final section of Coast Park is the 4.8km section running from Grange to Semaphore Park.  The 
project has a high level of complexity, featuring:  land ownership issues, complex site 
circumstances, divided community views, mismatched community expectations and low levels of 
trust in Council and State Government to design and implement the project in an equitable 
manner.   

In order to gain a solid understanding of the range of community views on the site and the project 
comprehensive community engagement was delivered in 2013. Building on these consultation 
findings a collaborative engagement approach was determined to be the best way forward to ‘co-
create’ a solution to the complex final stage of the Coast Park project. 

Coast Park Project Reference Group (CPPRG) was established to act as a forum to provide 
community and stakeholder input into the design of the Coast Park Project, Grange to Semaphore 
Park. 

The CPPRG scope, as defined in the Terms of Reference, includes: 
• Partner with Council staff and project design consultant in a collaborative design and

construction process for the Coast Park project from Grange to Semaphore Park; 
• Collaboratively work with project design consultant to develop a range of Coast Park options

and seek consensus on an agreed short list of options; 
• Refine short list options for broader community consultation, at the Speak Out #2 event, to

determine community preferences; and 
• Provide a liaison role and support two way communications between fellow group members,

community leaders and other local community networks. 

The group met monthly and worked together on a collaborative design process from December 
2013 to August 2014. The key stages included the following: 

• Introduction
• Agreed terms and principles
• Site appreciation
• Design precedents and foundations
• Option alignment development and refinement

The group worked closely together to seek consensus on preferred options in the final months. 
Although complete consensus was not obtained a clear majority preference was successfully 
achieved for each section.
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Preferred Group Option Overview 

Grange/Tennyson South Section 

Very clear preference was expressed by the majority of members for combined Option 1 
Beachfront & Option 2, Seaview Road Options.  There was support for Option 1 Beachfront  to be 
made of a natural or compacted surface no more than 2 metres wide and to weave around 
sensitive vegetation and Option 2 Seaview Road conversion shared by cars, cyclists and 
pedestrians with speed controls 

Tennyson North Section 

Very clear preference was expressed by the majority of members for combined Option 1 
Beachfront & Option 2, Seaview Road Options. There was  support for Option 1 Beachfront  to be 
made of a natural or compacted surface no more than 2 metres wide and to weave around 
sensitive vegetation. 

Tennyson Heights / Dunes Section 

Very clear preference was expressed by the majority of members for Option 1 Military Road West. 

Semaphore Park South Section 

Clear preference was expressed by the majority of members for combined Option 1 Beachfront 
& Option 2, Military Road West Options. There was  support for Option 1 Beachfront  to be made 
of a natural or compacted surface no more than 2 metres wide and to weave around sensitive 
vegetation. Suggestions were made for the access link to the beachfront path to be provided 
through Sandpiper/Cormorant reserve. 

Semaphore Park North Section 

Clear preference was expressed by the majority of members for combined Option 1 Beachfront 
& Option 2, Military Road West Options. There was support for Option 1 Beachfront  to be made 
of a natural or compacted surface no more than 2 metres wide,  weave around sensitive 
vegetation, feature landscape treatment and be set far as possible from the houses. 
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1. Introduction

Coast Park is a State Government initiative which, when finished, will extend along the 
metropolitan coastline from North Haven to Sellicks Beach. To date the City of Charles Sturt has 
completed (or is currently constructing) approximately 7 kilometres of the 11.7 km of Coast Park 
within the City.   

The final section of Coast Park is the 4.8km section running from Grange to Semaphore Park.  The 
project has a high level of complexity, featuring:  land ownership issues, complex site 
circumstances, divided community views, mismatched project expectations and low levels of trust 
in Council and State Government to design and implement the project in an equitable manner.   

In order to gain a solid understanding of the range of community views on the site and the project 
comprehensive community engagement was delivered in 2013. Building on these consultation 
findings a collaborative engagement approach was determined the best way forward to ‘co-
create’ a solution to the complex Coast Park project. 

The benefits of partnering with community members and collaborating to design options for the 
project include: 
• Build local community trust and develop relationships with key stakeholder groups,
• Tap into the extensive pool of local knowledge,
• Shared community ‘ownership’ of design options developed and project outcomes, and
• Further develop Council capabilities in this innovate form of community engagement.

A project Reference Group was formed in December 2013. The design journey undertaken 
collaboratively by the Reference Group, project designers, Council Members and staff from 
December 2013 through to August 2014 is articulated in the following feedback report.  
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2. Background Information

Coast Park is a State Government initiative which, when finished, will extend along the 
metropolitan coastline from North Haven to Sellicks Beach.  

A significant component of Coast Park is the development of a continuous shared use recreational 
path along the metropolitan foreshore which will cater for the use and enjoyment of people 
walking, jogging, cycling, skating, wheeling prams and wheelchairs. In addition to the path, the 
adjoining infrastructure and environment including landscaping, park furniture, traffic issues 
(where relevant) and artwork are incorporated as part of the project. 

To date the City of Charles Sturt has completed (or is currently constructing) approximately 
7 kilometres of the 11.7 km of Coast Park within the City. This includes sections from: 
• Bower Road to Recreation Parade, Semaphore Park
• Recreation Parade to Third Avenue, Semaphore Park
• Terminus Street to Grange Road, Grange
• Grange Road to Marlborough Street, Grange/Henley Beach
• Marlborough Street to Henley Beach Road, Henley Beach
• Henley Beach Road to Ozone Street, Henley Beach South
• River Torrens outlet to the Council boundary at West Beach.

Grange Road car park will commence construction soon and is due to be completed late 2014. 

The final section of Coast Park is the 4.8km section running from Grange to Semaphore Park. Pre-
Consultation and Speak Out engagement were delivered on the project during 2013. An overview 
of the consultation findings are provided in Section 7 of this report.  
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3. Purpose of the Reference Group

The Coast Park Project Reference Group (CPPRG) was established to act as a forum to provide 
community and stakeholder input into the design of the Coast Park Project, Grange to Semaphore 
Park. 

Group scope, as defined in the Terms of Reference, includes: 

• Partner with Council staff and project design consultant in a collaborative design and
construction process for the Coast Park project from Grange to Semaphore Park;

• Collaboratively work with project design consultant to develop a range of Coast Park options
and seek consensus on an agreed short list of options;

• Refine short list options for broader community consultation, at the Speak Out #2 event, to
determine community preferences; and

• Provide a liaison role and support two way communications between fellow group members,
community leaders and other local community networks.

4. Project Reference Group Recruitment Process

The following key stakeholder groups, involved in previous stages of consultation, were invited to 
nominate group members to hold two seats at each of the workshops:   

• Coastal Ecology Protection Group (CEPG),
• Western Adelaide Coastal Residents Association (WACRA),
• Sandpiper Dune Group ,
• Tennyson Dunes Group,
• Wild Endangered Dunes Group (WEDGE),
• SA Herpetology Group ,
• Port Adelaide Bicycle User Group,
• Charles Sturt Bicycle User Group, and
• Charles Sturt Community Coastal Reference Group (CCRG).

All local residents and individuals who registered to join the Project Reference Group at the Speak 
Out on June 4 2013 were also invited to be in the Project Reference Group. These community 
members may or may not be members of any of the groups referenced above.  A total of 10 
additional people registered their interest at the Speak Out. 

The Mayor, Semaphore Park and Grange Ward Councillors and representatives of DPTI, Coast 
Protection Board and Office for Cycling and Walking were invited to participate in the Project 
Reference Group.  

The Coast Park Project Reference Group list of members is as follows: 

Name:  Representation: 
Brenton Evans  Community member 
Cherie Roberts  Community member 
Dave Case  Port Adelaide Bicycle User Group 
David Schofield  WACRA Western Adelaide Coastal Resident Association 
Don Howie  CEPG Inc Coastal Ecology Protection Group 
Don McNeill  Community member 
Geoffrey Reed  WEDGE Wild Endangered Dune Group 
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Heather Sawyer  Sandpiper Dune Group 
Jim Douglas  WACRA Western Adelaide Coastal Resident Association 
Judy Packer  CEPG Inc Coastal Ecology Protection Group 
Kristine Palumbo  Community member 
Marianne Harns Plane  Community member 
Natalie Paxton  WEDGE Wild Endangered Dune Group 
Neil Boucher  Community member 
Nick Crouch  Tennyson Dune Group 
Oksana Holubowycz  CEPG Inc Coastal Ecology Protection Group 
Paul Anderson  CS BUG Charles Sturt Bicycle User Group 
Peter Matejcic  SA Herpetology Group 
Phil Gray  CCRG Community Coastal Reference Group 
Rob Crawford  Sandpiper Dune Group 
Robert Dawes  Community member 
Sandra Dekker  Sandpiper Dune Group 
Sue Watson  Community Rep 
Thelma Pye  Community member 
Theo Ellenbroek  WACRA Western Adelaide Coastal Resident Association 
Tim Walsh  Port Adelaide Bicycle User Group 
Tony Bazely  Port Adelaide Bicycle User Group 
Val Wales  Tennyson Dune Group 

Doug Nicholls  CCRG Community Coastal Reference Group (retired from group 
21/01/2014) 

Neville Fielder  CCRG Community Coastal Reference Group (retired from group 
20/02/2014) 
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5. Process Overview

Following is a high level descriptive overview of the collaborative process undertaken by the Coast 
Park Project Reference Group. Detailed information about the groups Terms of Reference, Agreed 
Project Principles and detailed meeting notes are included as appendices to this report. 

A deliberate ‘light touch’ was taken with only minimal planning undertaken on activities prior to 
the first meeting of the CPPRG. An important component of the collaboration was to involve 
group members in the shaping of the process and maintain flexibility in determining activities 
undertaken.  

The group met monthly at the Council Civic Centre. The group also interacted in between 
meetings on the online group page which supported an online library of project information, new 
stories, group member messages and comments. 

The key process stages undertaken with the Coast Park Project Reference Group from December 
2013 to August 2014 included the following key stages: 

• Introduction
• Agreed terms and Principles
• Site appreciation
• Design precedents and foundations
• Option alignment development and refinement

An overview of each stage is provided below. 
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5.1 Introduction 

The first meetings were focused on building a ‘foundation of appreciation’ between group 
members. Activities were undertaken to foster empathy and assist members to view each other as 
fellow citizens and not view each other with a specific ‘group’ or ‘position’.  

Development of relationships was a critical step in the early stages of group formation.  

5.2 Agreed terms and Principles 

The group worked together to co-define the purpose and terms on which the group is based. A 
group chair, Don Howie, was elected and worked closely with staff in planning and delivering 
meetings and liaising with group members. 

Project Principles, developed in previous stages of consultation, were refined and agreed by 
members. 

Agreed principle themes included: 
• Safety – Pedestrians: The risk of injury to pedestrians using coastal reserves and paths is

minimised. 
• Safety – Cyclists: The risk of injury to cyclists using bike paths is minimised.
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• Access: Access is provided to the coast to allow all people to enjoy the views and obtain
access to the beach.

• Privacy: The privacy of adjacent homeowners is maintained or improved.
• Security: The security of adjacent properties is maintained or improved.
• Tennyson Dunes and Extensions: The biodiversity and heritage value of the Tennyson

Dunes is protected and enhanced.
• Value for Money: The whole of life cost is minimised and balanced against other

priorities.
• Education & Appreciation: The project enhances education and appreciation of the

unique local environment and indigenous cultural heritage.
• Community Cohesion: The use of the coastal area as a meeting place for the local

community is respected and encouraged, as is the involvement and work of volunteers.
• Cycle Network: The bike path is part of a well integrated cycle network that promotes

cycle touring as a special experience.
• Recreation & Amenity: The amenity and recreational use of the coastal area is enhanced

with attractive features and encourages and promotes healthy lifestyles.

5.3 Site appreciation 

An important site appreciation activity was the group field trip. This provided opportunity for 
individuals to get to know the site and also the newly appointed design team. The itinerary was 
structured to gather information on site considerations, constraints and opportunities and support 
members to share their local knowledge as ‘experts in their patch’. 

Coast Park Project Reference Group Feedback Report September 2014 10 | P a g e



Additional site appreciation was conducted within this phase in map based activities with 
members providing more detailed site information. 

5.4 Design precedents and foundations 

The design team considered early feedback provided by members and in response to the groups 
ideas developed the ‘design precedents’ information package which explored different types of 
access, activity nodes, public/private interface, way-finding and interpretation, planting and 
revegetation and a preliminary set of design criteria for the project.   

Negotiables and non negotiables were explored with clear communications from the Minister 
received declaring that Tennyson Dunes be off the table as a Coast Park pathway alignment 
option.   

The project site was broken into agreed sections which enabled the group members to consider 
the project design in ‘bite sized chunks’ and iteratively from a south to north direction. 
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Sections include: 
• Grange/Tennyson South
• Tennyson North
• Tennyson Heights / Dunes
• Semaphore Park South
• Semaphore Park North

5.5 Option alignment development and refinement 

An important symbolic achievement saw group members being first to put ‘pen to paper’ on the 
project, drafting early alignment ideas onto site maps.  These were explored by the design team 
and refined into a clearly defined series of options per section. Possible activity node locations 
were identified which could support special design treatment.   

Over a period of four months the group members deliberated option alignments proposed for 
each section. Discussion was carried out within self-facilitated table groups with group members 
negotiating and seeking consensus on a preferred option for each section. Table groups presented 
their preferences for fellow group member’s consideration at the end of each session and a clear 
majority group preference for each section was achieved.  In the Tennyson Dunes section 
complete consensus was achieved amongst all table groups. 

Once all 5 sections had been considered and discussed the group deliberated on the preferences 
provided on all of the sections to date, negotiated in table groups and came to agreement on 
preferred options for each section. Some table groups held divided views however analysis of 
groups feedback revealed a clear majority preference for each section. 

5.6 Planning Study 

Options and preferences were captured in the Planning Study prepared by the designer which 
summarised the collaborative design journey undertaken. This report was considered by the 
group, alongside the proposed Speak Out community consultation approach, with final feedback 
and comments submitted prior to finalisation.  
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Following Council endorsement of the Planning Study and short list of design options broad scale 
community consultation will be delivered to seek feedback on community preferences for the 
Coast Park project. 

5.7 Consultation Approach 

At its meeting on 27 August 2014 the CPPRG discussed how the alignment options will be 
presented for broader community consultation. The group agreed that that consultation should 
commence from 29 September to 7 November 2014 (6 weeks) and include: 

• A mail out to approximately 3500 residents, which will include project options information
package and preference feedback survey

• Hold an online consultation project on Your Say Charles Sturt
• Hold Speak Out #2 community event at Council in CC1 and internal street on Sunday

afternoon 26 October 2014 and Tuesday evening 28 October 2014, featuring: short
presentation and Q & A session, open forum, Coast Park Project Reference Group
storyboard, options information display, option preference polling station and display of
previous consultation results

• Coast Park Project Reference Group meetings during the Speak Out #2 to be held 22nd of
October 2014, at this meeting, members of the public can seek feedback from the CPPRG
on, amongst other things, the process and the Recommended Path Plan.

6. Agreed Option Preferences

Detailed information about group deliberations, concerns, issues and feedback on the five 
sections are contained in the meeting notes which are provided in Appendix A to this report. More 
detailed option preferences information is provided in Appendix D. 

6.1 Summarised preferences on the Grange/Tennyson South Section 

General consensus was not achieved by all Reference Group members on the Grange/Tennyson 
section but a very clear preference was expressed by the majority of members for combined 
Option 1 Beachfront & Option 2, Seaview Road Options.  

There was  support for Option 1 Beachfront  to be made of a natural or compacted surface no 
more than 2 metres wide and to weave around sensitive vegetation and Option 2 Seaview Road 
conversion shared by cars, cyclists and pedestrians with speed controls 
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• General consensus was achieved on 2 tables for combined Option 1 Beachfront & Option 2,
Seaview Road Options.

• Two tables were tables were divided but the majority of the members at these tables
expressed a preference for combined Option 1 Beachfront & Option 2, Seaview Road Options.

• Option 1 Beachfront only was lightly supported
• Option 2 Seaview Road only was supported by a single group member
• There was  support for Option 1 Beachfront  to be made of a natural or compacted surface no

more than 2 metres wide and to weave around sensitive vegetation.
• There was strong support for Option 2 Seaview Road conversion shared by cars, cyclists and

pedestrians with speed controls

6.2 Summarised preferences on the Tennyson North Section 

General consensus was not achieved by all Reference Group members on the Tennyson North 
section but a very clear preference was expressed by the majority of members for combined 
Option 1 Beachfront & Option 2, Seaview Road Options.  

There was  support for Option 1 Beachfront  to be made of a natural or compacted surface no 
more than 2 metres wide and to weave around sensitive vegetation. 

• General consensus was achieved on 2 tables for combined Option 1 Beachfront & Option 2,
Seaview Road Options.

• Two tables were tables were divided but the majority of the members at these tables
expressed a strong preference for combined Option 1 Beachfront & Option 2, Seaview Road
Options.

• Option 1 Beachfront only was supported by a single group member
• Option 2 Seaview Road only was supported by a single group member
• There was  support for Option 1 Beachfront  to be made of a natural or compacted surface no

more than 2 metres wide and to weave around sensitive vegetation.

6.3 Summarised preferences on Tennyson Heights / Dunes 

General consensus was not achieved by all Reference Group members on the Tennyson Dunes 
section but a very clear preference was expressed by the majority of members for Option 1 
Military Road West. 

• General consensus was achieved on 2 tables for Option 1 Military Road West.
• Two tables were divided but the majority of the members at these tables expressed a strong

preference for Option 1 Military Road West.
• A suggested option of running path along the back side of Tennyson Dunes was lightly

supported.
• One member preferred other options to be explored.

6.4 Summarised preferences on the Semaphore Park South Section 

General consensus was not achieved by all Reference Group members on the Semaphore Park 
South section but a clear preference was expressed by the majority of members for 
combined Option 1 Beachfront & Option 2, Military Road West Options.  
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There was  support for Option 1 Beachfront  to be made of a natural or compacted surface no 
more than 2 metres wide and to weave around sensitive vegetation. Suggestions were made for 
the access link to the beachfront path to be provided through Sandpiper/Cormorant reserve. 

• General consensus was achieved on 1 table for combined Option 1 Beachfront & Option 2,
Military Road West.

• Three tables were tables were divided but the majority of the members preferred combined
Option 1 Beachfront & Option 2, Military Road West.

• There was light support for Option 2, Military Road West with an upgrade of the existing Coast
Park beachfront landscape to make it more trafficable.

• There was light support for Option 1, Beachfront only.
• Two members preferred Option 2, Military Road West only.
• There was  support for Option 1 Beachfront  to be made of a natural or compacted surface no

more than 2 metres wide and to weave around sensitive vegetation, feature landscape
treatment and be set far as possible from the houses.

• Suggestions were made for the access link to the beachfront path to be provided through
Sandpiper/Cormorant reserve.

6.5 Summarised preferences on the Semaphore Park North 

General consensus was not achieved by all Reference Group members on the Semaphore Park 
North section but a clear preference was expressed by the majority of members for combined 
Option 1 Beachfront & Option 2, Military Road West Options.  

There was support for Option 1 Beachfront  to be made of a natural or compacted surface no 
more than 2 metres wide,  weave around sensitive vegetation, feature landscape treatment and 
be set far as possible from the houses. 

• General consensus was achieved on 1 table for combined Option 1 Beachfront and Option 2
Military Rd West with the beachfront path being an informal, narrow meandering natural
surface featuring landscape treatment.

• Three tables were tables were divided but the majority of the members preferred combined
Option 1 Beachfront & Option 2, Military Road West.

• There was light support for Option 2, Military Road West with an upgrade of the existing Coast
Park beachfront landscape to make it more trafficable.

• One member supported Option 1, Beachfront only.
• One member supported Option 2, Military Road West only.
• There was support for Option 1 Beachfront  to be made of a natural or compacted surface no

more than 2 metres wide and to weave around sensitive vegetation, feature landscape
treatment and be set far as possible from the houses.
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7. Previous Consultation Results

7.1 Pre-Engagement Results - 2013 

A series of pre-consultation meetings were held with key stakeholders and individuals interested 
and associated with the Grange to Semaphore Park section of Coast Park from mid-February to 
early April 2013. The purpose of the meetings was to: 
• Develop early understanding of community sentiment and a range of concerns and

aspirations for the Coast Park project 
• Gather information from groups as to how they would like to be engaged in the project

A total of 81 people participated in the pre-consultation.  People provided feedback via meetings 
with the Community Engagement Coordinator, phone conversations and email. 

Overview of Themes Raised in Pre-Consultation: 
• Frustration about lack of clarity with the future of this section
• Just say no – hand it back to State Govt.
• Just get on with it – stop wasting time
• Tennyson Dunes is a site of significant biological heritage and should be protected
• Significant flora and fauna within Tennyson Dunes
• Coast Park is an opportunity to show off and enhance Tennyson Dunes
• Current Tennyson Dunes footpath and lookout require maintenance and improvements
• Social problems in Tennyson Dunes
• Shared use path safety concerns
• Road bike lane safety concerns
• Alternate route proposed in QED report commissioned by CEPG (west side Military road)
• Alternate route suggested on the eastern lake-side of Military Road
• Budget concerns
• Concerns about losing DPTI funding
• Grassed reserve corridors
• Safety concerns
• Irrigation of coastal reserves and corridors
• Path design
• Construction techniques and management of contractors
• Political concerns

7.2 Speak Out Consultation Results - 2013 

Given the diverse range of views expressed through the pre-consultation an involved engagement 
approach was developed which would provide opportunity for community members to hear each 
other’s views; consolidate the key issues; identify principles to be used in developing options for 
the coast park in this area and identify next steps in the engagement process. 

Objective of the Coast Park ‘Speak Out’ was as follows: 
• Provide community members and groups with the opportunity to share ideas and

deliberate on the future of Coast Park Grange to Semaphore Park. 
• Gather community feedback to assist in the development of a set of principles and

consultation approaches for the Coast Park project. 
• Gather Feedback on the proposed consultation approach for the Coast Park project
• Provide opportunities for community members to nominate themselves for the Coast Park

Project Reference Group
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Consultation included an open consultation event was held on 4 June 2013 at Council featuring 
deliberative ‘open forum’ presentations from stakeholders in CC1 and feedback stations in the 
internal street including: 
• Pre-Consultation results display  
• Proposed consultation approach display and feedback activity 
• Proposed reference group structure and feedback activity 
• Project Reference Group Nomination forms 
• Story board of the project history 
• Interactive map activity 
• Open display panels for community group members to share information 
 
Online consultation on Your Say Charles Sturt was open from 27 May to 14 June.  
 
Two stakeholder workshops were held on 30 May and 16 July with the objective of developing a 
draft set of principles for the project.   
 
Consultation results 
 
A total of 329 community members participated in the Speak Out consultation. A diverse range of 
concerns were expressed by community members in the consultation. Some key themes raised 
included: 
• Protect and conserve the unique Tennyson Dunes. Upgrade the existing paths  
• Concerns over possible cyclist/children/dog collisions on shared use path 
• Path in grassed corridors could cause security problems for residents and impact local 

communities  
• Military Road Coast Path – submissions were received that were supportive and against this 

proposal 
• Disabled access to Tennyson Dunes – submissions were received that were supportive and 

against this proposal  
• Maintenance issues associated with coastal pathway - sand on path dangerous for cyclists 
• No coast path - leave the coast as it is 
• Concern about local residents opposing the project 
• Purchased property because of ‘exclusive beachfront’. Don’t want to lose it 
• Concern that property values might go down because of Coast Park 
• Listen to community views on the project 
• A Reference Group should be established 
• Consider ‘place-making’ approach to aspects of the project 
• Council should ensure completion of the Coast Park project 
• Council maintain control of the project and long-term local management of the Coast Park 
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Appendix A - Reference Group Meeting Notes 

Coast Park Project Reference Group Feedback Report September 2014 18 | P a g e



Coast Park Project Reference Group Meeting 
12 December, Civic Centre 6.00-8.30pm 
Meeting Notes 

Attendees 
Facilitator: Janet Gould 
Staff: Mark Withers, Jane Cornish, Allison Bretones, Valli Morphett, Kelly Mader 
Council Members: Mayor Kirsten Alexander, Cr Stuart Ghent, 

 Cr Raelene Hanley, Cr Robert Randall 
Apologies: Cr Juliann Andriani, Cr Tom Scheffler 

Purpose of the session 

• Introduce the project team and independent facilitator
• Provide background information
• Allow group members to get to know each other by sharing their story
• Discuss the next steps for the project

Early questions/comments 

• What have local residents though of Grange Rd to Marlborough section?
• Coast Park principles are old principles
• There is limited space around Ulah Place
• How do we bring in specialist expertise when we need it? E.g. Ron Sandicock and Rob

Tucker
• Alternate routes – are we considering the ‘no coast park’ route and the alternative route

around the sensitive dune environment?
• What are the financial parameters? Non negotiables around financial reporting
• Tennyson Dunes as conservation park is supporting by Mark Parnell.
• State Government liaison – could they be invited to come to these meetings?
• Will the group shape the terms of reference?
• Why is it important to have this 70km bike path? People walk there already – why do we

need a bike path too?
• Have other groups been involved?  Bike SA, walking groups, disability groups, riders been,

conservation groups, SA herpetology Group, Birds SA referenced.

General notes 

• WACRA meets on Wednesday
• Could we invite Chris Daniels to the site tour (or a following meeting)?

Agreed ground rules for meetings 

• Start on time and finish on time
• Respect each others diverse views
• One person to speak at a time
• Communications to be channelled through group liaison Valli Morphett

Agreed actions 
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Conduct a member survey prior to January meeting. Questions to be included in group survey: 

• 3 alternatives of dates for the Project Referenced Group meetings
• Are you interested in going on a bus tour/ field trip of the site with other project reference

group members?
• If so when? Evening, Saturday or Sunday
• Do you have any recommendations for ‘experts’ who we could invite to attend meetings

during the year?
• An online group page will be set up on Your Say Charles Sturt. Would you prefer the pages

access settings to be:
o ‘Open’ - general public able to view page information and project library but not

able to comment in discussions.
o ‘Closed’- only members of the reference group able to view content and project

library and comment in discussions.
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Coast Park Project Reference Group – Meeting Notes 
22 January 2014, Civic Centre 6.00-8.30pm 
 
Attendees 
Facilitator:  Janet Gould 
Staff: Jan Cornish, Craig Daniel, Valli Morphett 
Council Members:  Mayor Kirsten Alexander, Cr Tom Scheffler, Cr Juliann Andriani,  
  Cr Raelene Hanley, Cr Robert Randall 
Reference Group:   19 members attended 
 
 
1. Purpose of the Session 

• Introduce new group members 
• Table recent letter from the Minister  
• Refine the group Terms of Reference 
• Finalise the draft Project Principles 
• Map exercise - discuss field trip, site issues, opportunities and constraints  

 

 
2. Activities Conducted in Meeting 
 

Introduce new members 
• New group members who did not make previous meeting  

• New project manager: Craig Daniel – Manager Urban Projects  

 
Letter from Minister on Tennyson Dunes 

• Group discussion 

 
Draft Terms of Reference  

• Terms of Reference drafted by the group 

• To be ratified at next meeting 

 
Project Principles 

• Draft Project Principles developed with community members over 2 workshop sessions in 
2013 

• Final comments made for Reference Group 

• To be ratified at next meeting 

 
Map Exercise  

• Group noted suggested field trip stops  

• Commented on site issues, opportunities and constraints that should be considered at 
stops 

 
3. Meeting Notes 
 

• What is the North and South Boundary of the Tennyson Dunes as per the Conservation 
application?  
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• Some members would like to see the dune extensions North and South protected.

• Subsections could be considered for the project

• Alternative options for walking and cycling may still be explored

• As per Crown Land Act Tennyson Dunes will be overseen by a Board

• Letter from Minister is not legislation. Election is near. Implications of other party gaining
control must be considered.

• During field trip the group could visit other section - Coast Park success stories.

4. Agreed Actions

• Previous meeting notes agreed

• Council to seek clarification if car park spaces will be included in Tennyson Dunes
conservation area, management plan and listing.

• Ministers letter will be taken to Council. Project Reference Group will be informed of
when this is.

• Send updated meeting dates to PRG members.

• Send chair nomination process to PRG members.

• Send Tennyson Dunes conservation area boundary map to PRG members.

• Terms of Reference to be ratified at next meeting.

• Email members as to determine who is happy for their contact emails to be shared with
the group.

Attachments: 
• Project Principles - with Reference group comments
• Draft Project Principles (edited as per Reference Group comments) - for ratification at next

meeting
• Draft Terms of Reference (edited within the meeting on 22 January)-  for ratification at

next meeting

Coast Park Project Reference Group Feedback Report September 2014 22 | P a g e



Coast Park Project Reference Group – Meeting Notes 
26 March 2014, Civic Centre 6.00-8.30pm 

Council Attendees 

Facilitator: Janet Gould 
Staff: Jan Cornish, Craig Daniel, Valli Morphett, Kelly Mader 
Council Members: Cr Tom Scheffler, Cr Raelene Hanley, Cr Robert Randall 
Guests: Tim Conybear, Aspect Studios 
Ben Birdseye 

Meeting Notes 

1. Purpose of the Session
• Introduce new group members
• Ratify the group Terms of Reference and Project Principles
• Introduce the designer
• Design team to present findings of design precedent study
• Elect new Chair for the Coast Park Project Reference Group
• Conduct a map activity to gather early ideas for path alignment

2. Activities Conducted in Meeting

Introduce new members 
• New group members: Gemma Kernich, Office for Walking and Cycling

Review of actions, notes and documents 
• Agreed actions from last meeting reviewed
• Notes from previous meeting agreed
• Terms of Reference agreed and ratified by group
• Draft Project Principles – small addition required. To be ratified at next meeting

Designer - Introduction & Precedents 
• Design precedents presentation made by Tim Conybear. Presentation included as

appendices to 
• these notes.
• Discussion was noted by Ben Birdseye from design team and included in the following

section.

Chair Election 
• Chair election process.

Map Exercise – Early path alignments 
• Map activity and facilitated discussion.

3. Notes made during design precedents presentation
Following are notes made by design team during ASPECT Studios presentation. 

ASPECT BRIEF 
• MAGRYN & AG: Please provide details on other projects they have undertaken in fragile

environments. 
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TENNYSON / GRANGE SECTION 
• Terminus to Hallam Tce: Much wider dune: Separate precinct 
• Hallam Tce to Bournemouth St: Dune much thinner: Separate precinct 
• A lot of sand replenishment in this section 

- Vegetation very different in this section 
- Inlet at Audrey Street: Could do something with it. 

 
TENNYSON DUNES / TENNYSON HEIGHTS 

• Change boundaries to extend to and beyond Military Road? 
• Possibly look at path to follow Lake: TC responded not part of Coast Park, but could have 

as West Lakes character precinct 
 
SEMAPHORE PARK 

• Increase in surveillance and security needed if foreshore strip was more accessible 
• Area south of 3rd Avenue is narrow: Separate precinct 
• Residents think people hostile as there is a perception residents are keeping foreshore 
• reserve for themselves: Make it clear in documentation that it is a PUBLIC space. 
• 3rd Avenue to Mirani (Wedge): Should be broken into 2 sections displaying wider and 
• narrower sections 
• Opportunities in this section for biodiversity: Biodiversity corridor: Need to include 

principles from proceeding slide linking sections. 
• Coastal processes and need for sand replenishment. 

 
ACCESS TYPES 

• DPTI have established a dedicated cycle trail (veloway) next to freeway 
• Would be good to hear how Bowden/ Croydon is fairing on ‘Sharrow’ concept: Bike SA 
• getting data. 
• Suggestion as to whether trail can be made of bricks – Amsterdam 
• Having alternatives within each section (shared streets): Giving equal priority to 
• pedestrians and cyclists 
• All paths shown are bitumen: explained cost effective; for all users ie skaters / prams / 
• scooters 
• Q from CPPRG: What is world’s best practice on shared use paths? 

- Trail designed to minimise clashes and controlling speed. - Calming 
- Gemma explained where separation required / experience related; Passive space 

on coast 
• Does ASPECT brief account for different trail types? Surfaces 
• Yes, All options available, all alternatives for trail types to be considered 
• Can ASPECT provide per linear metre rate for boardwalk? 

 
ACCESSIBILITY 

• “Access for all”: if we provide access for all will miss out on other experiences such as a 
• sandy surface 
• Not sure “Access for all” is reflective of what has been developed in line with all the other 
• Principles: Work needs to be reflective of what PRG has developed in all principles ie able 
• to be adaptive if required. 
• Remember the park not part of the path. Need to think about the whole ‘Coast Park’ – 

incl. 
• vegetation, biodiversity, amenity spaces etc… 

 
MAPS 

• Wedge alignment: Hallm Tce to 3rd Avenue 

Coast Park Project Reference Group Feedback Report  September 2014 24 | P a g e  
  
 



• Residents have done a lot of work on the dunes
• Narrow section
• Need source for rest of dunes
• LPG have no objection to people walking across front of dunes
• Put bikes on Seaview Road
• Slow path on front
• Medium speed on Seaview Road
• High speed on Military Road
• Use road for cycling where possible
• 3 path approach
• There is not “1 path to fit al”: Could have parallel paths
• Continuity is good
• Path needs to be better defined as some people feel uncomfortable in certain sections
• Connectivity to local destinations, more attractive to all users
• Promote healthy lifestyles and permeability
• Lack of biodiversity real threat in urban areas
• Dunes should be a place where people learn and we should be looking at biodiversity and

park not just path
• Possible route through dunes or Military Road side
• Would like connectivity and people enjoying coastal walk from Semaphore to South

OPTIONS 

• PRG need to be told early if an option is unviable - then it should be taken out early.

4. Agreed Actions
• Terms of Reference Ratified
• Members share contact details personally (in response to not all group members being

comfortable doing this) and not be provided with contacts list.
• Provide details on other projects that Margyn have undertaken in fragile environments.
• Don Howie voted as Chair
• Don McNeil to be proxy Chair
• Chair election to be held every 6 months
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Coast Park Project Reference Group –Meeting Notes 
23 April 2014, Civic Centre 6.00-8.30pm 
 
Council Attendees 
Facilitator:  Janet Gould 
Staff: Jan Cornish, Donna Mijatovic 
Council Members: Mayor Kirsten Alexander, Cr Tom Scheffler, Cr Raelene Hanley, Cr Robert Randall, Cr 

Juliann Adriani 
Guests: Tim Conybear, Aspect Studios, Ben Birdseye 
Apologise: Craig Daniel, Valli Morphett, Kelly Mader  
 
 
Meeting Notes 
 
 1. Purpose of the Session 

• Ratify the group Project Principles 
• Design team to show how Project Principles merge into the Design Criteria and become 

the Design Principles 
• Design team to present preliminary site analysis with base information 
• Ensure presentation reflects PRG Mapping Exercise in March meeting 

 
2. Activities Conducted in Meeting 
 
Review of actions, notes and documents 
 

• Agreed actions from last meeting reviewed 
• Notes from previous meeting agreed (with the exception of the Chair term of 6 months ) 
• Draft Project Principles Ratified 

 
Chair Term 
 
Some members felt that the chair term was not agreed at the last meeting. Some members felt 
that the chair should be for the life of the CPPRG. It was also raised that the term of the group was 
unclear. It was agreed that both of these points are added to the next meeting agenda for further 
discussion. 
 
Designer – Design Principles and Precincts Presentation 
 
Design principles and precincts presentation made by Tim Conybear. Presentation included: 

• Project Principles and Design criteria, including: 
o connectivity 
o accessibility 
o compatibility 
o sight lines 
o path width 
o path location 
o privacy 
o education 
o vegetation 
o amenity.  

• 6 Precincts explained, with 5 potential path options presented 
• Analysis 
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Notes made by design team during presentation are included below. 

SEMAPHORE PATH NORTH REVEGETATION 
 Semaphore Park north section only has 20m wide dunal zone and dunes are very 

sensitive. 
 Clearing vegetation was discussed and the outcome from the group and presenter was 

that the intention was that the existing dune would not be cleared of any vegetation as it 
provides valuable wind and erosion protection as well as providing biodiversity benefits.  

 The corridor could also be used for revegetation. 
 Explained that the dunes in this section go up to height of 2m at the edge of lawn area. 

Sections to be amended to reflect this. 
 Noted that in parts, the dune vegetation extends 4 – 6 metres beyond lawn 
 Clarified again that not looking at clearing any vegetation and maintaining existing. 
 Question on would there be height restrictions on revegetation? Explained that height will 

vary but could provide further wind / element protection at the same existing level. 
Emphasis that as a coastal strip, all vegetation will generally stay as low heathland.  

 Query made that there is clearly variation between precincts and along path locations, 
how are the sensitive areas going to be determined? Explained that the Ecologist on the 
team will provide information to pick up variation: McGryn & Associates will also provide 
information on sensitive coastal areas. 

 Copies of presentation were requested. Council will provide. 
 Council have a document on what is valuable in dunes. Clarified by Council to provide to 

the project team. 

ACCESSS 
 PRG members view was that Minister has said no Coast Park path through the dunes area. 

This needs to be clarified by Council. 
 Walking trail through dunes could be more informal, 1.5m wide, possibly shared as low 

impact trail. 
 Raised that if gradients were all made easy, there would be damages to dunes. It was 

explained that there are ways to construct that will minimise damages such as benches for 
resting 

 Design needs to allow for different users 
 Raised that if clear sight lines required, is there a need to clear vegetation? Explained that 

design can resolve these issues without the need for clearance. 

TENNYSON TO GRANGE 
 Parallel paths to allow people to go fast should be considered. 2 main options – Military 

Road or absolute beachfront full options as the Seaview Road option is hard in terms of 
traffic engineering. More investigation is required on Seaview Road option. 

 Needs to be access for all. Need to consider 7 & 8 year olds. 
 Military Road is considered dangerous and there is a need to look at all options along 

Military Road ie pros & cons need to be developed such as if you go along western side of 
Military Road, vegetation will need to be compromised.  

 Links to Grange Railway Station need to be considered and also links to public transport. 
 PRG member explained path not shown on any dunes. Possibility to go further west on 

small rise of dunes. 
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SECOND HALF OF PRESENATION 
 Revisiting path options was presented  
 Path alignments were presented  
 Feedback from the PRG was as follows:  

- Need to show link into Tennyson Dunes carpark (not shown on plan) 
- Consider loop path in dunes (walking only) 
- Need to show path option on eastern side of Military Road 
- Need to consider crossing points  

o Crossing at Wirandi Court would help school 
o Aquatic Court crossing 

- Are there any surveys on cyclist users? 
- Need to look at path loops and where people get off 
- Minister has provided a map for Tennyson Dunes: why options shown through Dunes? 

o Need to define Conservation area.  
o Council to provide map. 
o ASPECT / Council will clarify. 
o May need to remove yellow line through Dunes. 
o Clarifications sought on ‘type of path’ 

- Carpark separated from Tennyson dunes 
- Hillview Avenue has the possibility for link. Traffic Engineer to clarify. 

 
OTHER COMMENTS 
 Consultants should you look at eastern side of Military Road (West Lakes side) 
 Connectivity was an important part of the project: Need to consider looking at 

connections to other paths in boarder network.  
 Does the presentation indicate that all the path network has to be 3m concrete road? 

It was discussed that different path types may be appropriate for different sections. 
Some paths could be 2m with users separated on different path types. 

 Agreed on project principles – Pro’s & Cons 
 6 precincts 
 Ecology important 
 Vegetation Management reports to be provided 
 Traffic Engineering required to scrutinise options for feasibility 
 Design needs to take into account existing reports and management plans (e.g. 

Councils Vegetation Management Plan) 
 Transport planning with connectivity, environmental sensitivity and economic 

feasibility important to review in next steps 
 Gemma Kernich from DPTI, said to apply the 8 and 80 year old safety test to options 

 

 
3. Next Steps 
 
• May – Interrogate options. Further refinement of park and pathway elements per segment 

based upon consultants site visits, feasibility assessment and feedback from State 
Stakeholders 
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June – Narrow down options. Workshop/s to critique the options against Design Principles  
July/ August - Feedback from CPPRG / State Agencies on preferred options and alignment/s. 
Future consultation on the options will occur with the broader community, including 
information online, a survey and a ‘Speak Out’ event.  

 Sept /October: Council in caretaker mode. Options to be delivered prior to September. 

Jan also advised of an upcoming meeting with staff from DEWNR on 5 May. Calcification is 
required as to the exact area that the Minister stated would be protected in his letter dated 27 
February 2014. 

4. Agreed Actions

• Project Principles Ratified - circulated with the notes.
 The life / term of this group be clarified at the next meeting. 
 Chair term to be discussed at the next meeting. 
 A copy of Tim’s presentation to be circulated with the minutes. 
 An overview of the outcomes of Jan’s meeting with staff from DEWNR regarding the 

Tennyson Dunes to be presented at the next meeting. 
 Copy of the letter from the Minister dated 27 February 2014 to be circulated with the 

notes. 
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Coast Park Project Reference Group – Meeting Notes 
28 May 2014, Civic Centre 6.00-8.30pm 

Attendees 

Chairperson: Don Howie 
Facilitator:  Valli Morphett, 
Staff: Craig Daniel, Paola Silvano, Kelly Mader 
Council Members: Mayor Kirsten Alexander, Cr Tom Scheffler, Cr Raelene Hanley, Cr Robert Randall, Cr 

Juliann Adriani 
Guests: Tim Conybear, Ben Birdseye, Andrew Sinel, Sam Adams 

Meeting Notes 

1. Purpose of the Session
• Provide an update on recent meetings with DPTI and DEWNR staff
• Present early option alignments for the Grange/Tennyson South
• Provide opportunity for members to discuss Grange/Tennyson South options

2. Activities Conducted in Meeting

DEWNR (Department of Environment, Water and Natural Resources) Meeting update 

Jan Cornish, Kelly Mader, Val Wales,  Nick Crouch, Cr Randall, Cr Scheffler, Cr Hanley, Emma 
Stevens (NRM), Linda Marie McDowel (EPA) and Tim Conybeare met with Damian Moroney from 
DEWNR. 

Questions asked on: 
 Whether the Minister comments related to the shared use path applies to the entire parcel or 

part of Tennyson Dunes / if so which parts 
 Whether the carpark area to be excised from the conservation park and given to the Council 

for continued use as a carpark 
 Whether the existing north south path through the dunes may  be retained / upgraded for 

pedestrian use and or has the potential for use as a low speed cycling path or disability access 
path 

 Whether a shared use path that follows the eastern most property boundary of the Tennyson 
Dunes (along existing maintenance clearances) would be acceptable 

DEWNR staff response: 
• The meeting provided no clear answers
• DEWNR staff are currently in the process of developing a paper for consideration of the

Minister which defines the area of land to form the conservation park.
• DEWNR staff will be in a better position to address the above questions once the boundaries

have been decided.

DPTI (Department of Planning, Energy and Infrastructure ) Meeting update 

Recent meeting held between Craig and DPTI staff seeking clarification around DPTI funding of 
different options.  
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DPTI staff response: 
 DPTI staff indicated their preference is to fund a coastal park/path 
 Military Road, West Lakes and to a lesser degree  Seaview Road options are unlikely to receive 

funding 
 DPTI staff recommended that Council write to Minister Rau seeking written clarification of the 

options DPTI is willing to fund 
 Current funding climate is extremely tight 

Coast Park project is funded by DPTI and Council 50/50. Any options not funded by DPTI will 
require 100% funding by Council or potentially not progress. 

The group agreed that it would be better for Council to write to Minister Rau seeking written 
clarification around funding after all of the sections have been critiqued. 

Grange/Tennyson South Presentation and Discussion 

Tim Conybear from Aspect  presented early design options and technical considerations for the 
Grand/Tennyson South section. 

Following the presentation the group preferred to participate in discussions held over the options. 
Discussion points captured by table scribes are listed below.  

Option 1 - Beachfront 
• Pedestrian low speed path  (not fully 3m designed path and use natural surface)
• Cyclists on Seaview or Military on hard surfaces
• Don’t use a concrete path along beachfront – very sensitive to local environment.  Human

approach (does not need to be 3m wide)
• Revegetation should happen anyway
• Terminus to Fort – maybe wider if required (hard surface OK here)
• No bikes but retain grassed areas for passive recreation
• Privacy and security a concern
• High risk with pedestrian and cyclist shared park
• Option one is a good option - different less formal surfaces
• Respect environment – not through Dunes
• Need time to go away and match up
• Multiple paths for multiple conditions and uses
• Narrow and natural path preferred - over wide and manufactured

Option 2 – Seaview Road 
• Want to see combination of 1 & 2 (agreed by two tables).
• Use as a local access road and respectful shared space.
• People will go on road anyway so make it safe for bikes and people
• Not good by itself. OK as parallel option
• In summer – this road is loaded with traffic parking near the beach.  Would need massive

traffic calming
• There are no views of the sea
• Loss of car parks – hard sell to residents
• Consider soft option surface
• Well engineered for safety
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• Low impact walking on beach
• Bike path on Seaview – separate consider children tender age
• Better option cost it’s a compromise
• Environmental concerns of the dunes – future dune changes & erosion
• Unethical to put path in dunes
• Sharrows – 2 way all the way – bollards to stop through traffic
• Respectful to all users (not a shared use path)
• Consult with resident regarding car parking loss
• Reduced speed.
• Look at staggering parking (removing some on street parking)
• Separate bikes & pedestrians
• Different colour paving to delineate areas (e.g. parking on road surfaces)
• Take a place making approach to Seaview Rd – community space – how can we encourage

people to use it?

Option 3 – Military Rd West 
• Would need to be off road
• West Beach path currently off the dunes, precedent has been set there option 3 consistent
• Changes to road justified to preserve dunes
• Do not consider in Grange Tennyson Section
• Only as an ancillary – not a good option
• Houses and driveways a problem
• Concern over cost, aesthetics and no great advantages
• Having separated path important for families
• Prefer nearer option rather than further option (e.g. 2 over 3 or 4)

Option 4 – Military Road East & West Lake edge 
• Need exploring to get cost down
• Wider options
• Meandering options
• Preferred over Option 3 as a way of travelling safely along Military (off road) but should

boarder the road on the eastern side and not the lake.
• Need to address how people safely get to the Coast Park and coast.  Need to find a way to do

within budget.
• Good idea but different project
• Needs to be Options 4A and 4B (agreed by two tables)

o 4A Lakeside  (good ancillary to Option 3)
o 4B East Side of Military Road (no room on west side of Military Road).  Leads into West

Lakes (i.e. shopping, access as part of cycling network, railway station access) but path
behind houses

o Mix of Options 4A & 4B possible scenic route
• Crossings important
• Not a good option to go in front of houses at West Lakes
• Must explore either side of Military Road

Other comments: 
• Need continuous link between Semaphore Park and Henley
• Upgrade Fort Street Reserve
• Need to work on here are the crossing points and the destinations/parks/lakes/playgrounds,

etc
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• All options – activity nodes and place making approach very important
• Connections to other paths and train – connections to other parts of the city e.g. busses at

West Lakes
• Options could be put forward for more than one path.  Keep options only but Council/DPTI

funding 2 paths
• Refine sections (to include sections 4a and 4b etc) and bring back to meeting
• Receive sections in advance to meeting – PDFs of information
• Provide as much detail in advance so members can prepare for meetings.
• For future sections members could evaluate  at home in between Reference Group meetings

3. Next Steps

June - The following was agreed by the group: 
• Start next meeting with recap on refined Grange/Tennyson South section
• Short presentation on Tennyson North section
• Group/table discussion on Tennyson North section

July - Present options and hold group/table discussion on Tennyson Dunes section. 

4. Agreed Actions

• Notes of previous meeting agreed
• Military Road crash data to be reviewed
• Velocity Conference presentations to be shared to the group via email when available

Next Meeting 25 June 2014, Civic Centre 6.00-8.30pm. 
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Coast Park Project Reference Group – Meeting Notes 
25 June 2014, Civic Centre 6.00-8.30pm 
 
Attendees 
 
Chairperson: Don Howie 
Facilitator:  Valli Morphett, 
Staff: Craig Daniel, Jan Cornish, Donna Mijatovic 
Council Members: Mayor Kirsten Alexander, Cr Tom Scheffler, Cr Raelene Hanley 
Guests: Tim Conybeare, Ben Birdseye, Paul Froggatt 
 
 
Meeting Notes 
 
1. Purpose of the Session 
• Provide opportunity for members to discuss revised Grange/Tennyson South sections 
• Present early option alignments for the Tennyson North section 
• Provide opportunity for members to discuss the Tennyson North section 
• Present and discuss proposed integration of expert advice 
 
2. Activities Conducted in Meeting 
 
2a. Short Group Discussion – Who is the user? 
 
 Craig touched on ‘separate paths for separate uses’  
 Are we talking about pedestrians, families with young children, recreational/weekend riders, 

cycle tourists, cycle commuters, road riders or the’ lycra set’? 
 Group members invited to consider ‘who is the user’ within table discussions later in the 

session. 
 

 Feedback so far on Grange/Tennyson South Section. Users and preferences referenced in last 
month’s session: 
o Options 1 (Beachfront) – General preference for low speed path, suitable for pedestrians 

and children/families on bikes. Cyclists redirected to Seaview Rd  
o Options 2 (Seaview Road) – Two different preferences: 1. shared space suitable for bikes 

and pedestrians together 2. Cyclists on road and pedestrians, children, families on 
separate shared use path  

o Options 3 (Military Rd) – General preference  for cyclists on road and pedestrians, 
children, families on separate shared use path 

o Options 4 (Military Rd & West Lakes) – Similar preference for Option 3 with provision of 
safe crossings across Military Rd 

 
2b. Presentation and workshop on revised Grange/Tennyson South Options 
 
 Tim Conybeare  presented Grange/Tennyson South options that had been revised as per 

group comments  
 Group discussion was held at tables. 
 
Preferences Overview 
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• General consensus was achieved within the table groups for preferred combined Option 1
& 2, Coastal & Seaview Road Options. Additional preference for Option 1 was for the path
to be constructed of a natural or compacted surface (not a hard surface of concrete,
bitumen or boardwalk or similar) to be no more than 2  metres wide and to weave around
sensitive vegetation. There was strong support for Option 2 road conversion shared by
cars, cyclists and pedestrians with speed controls if budget allows.

• Option 3, Military Road Option, was considered a good future recreational opportunity
but generally undesirable as an option for Coast Park.

• Option 4, Military and Lakes edge Option, was considered a good future recreational
opportunity but generally rejected as an option for Coast Park.

• Table notes provided below

Table Notes 

Table 1 

Option 1 
• Conflict with some residents front gates. This needs to be proactively managed
• Vegetation to dictate route

Option 2 
• Make into ‘community zone’ without removing parking
• 15km/hr, different edges and surfaces, no gutters
• Counter flow on Audrey Street – maintain connections
• Information node at Bournemouth Street
• Why Moredun Street, not Hillview? (Less steep)

Option 3 
• Military Road crossing (s)
• Traffic exposure
• Unpleasant
• Undesirable as ‘Coast Path’
• Good to have as alternative to on road lanes
• Good to connect to Grange Lakes

Option 4 
• Too close to house
• Too narrow
• Too busy with other users

Sticky Notes on Map 
• 1.1: DPTI – too close with boundaries – path to wind around significant vegetation –

Seaview Road made to work. 

Table 2 

 Options 1 & 2 (preferred) 
• Weave beachfront path around good vegetation within 25 metre boundary
• Potentially need to revamp vegetation and other aspects to connect low value areas
• Concern over expertise on coastal vegetation – needs experts on dune vegetation to

review
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• Serious concerns re edge effect on plants
• Agreed low impact path and alternative route
• Analysis of separate bike (2 way) facility
• Does this option (2 way) separate cycle way
• Offer a lower cost
• Sand bank retaining walks are ugly – need to avoid

Option 3 & 4 
• Support as part of a general future cycle network – but not really as Coast Park

Sticky Notes on Map 
• 1.1: No wire baskets full of rocks
• 1.2: Agreed by all – two paths 1 and 2 – ISM compacted along coast for bikes and

pedestrians – slow. Shared path along Seaview Road or eastern verge of Military Road
• 1.3: No concrete wall to build up dunes – no wandering into dunes
• 1.4: Seaview Road option 2a and we really like 2b as ‘shared path’
• 1.5: Concerns about safety of sight line for motorists
• 1.6: Use options 2.0 – 2..5 ,m width, protecting vegetation
• 1.7: 3 & 4 have merit due to cycling in region
• 1.8: Delete this option (green line – opt 4)

Preference for Options 1 & 2. 

Table 3 

Option 1 
• 1.5m natural path where it is – not to meander
• Terminus to Fort existing path ok for slow speed as is – works fine
• Interpret Cable Station Reserve and Jarrah Cottage history

Option 2a 
• Should ask people who live there about the loss of car parking
• Improves value of streetscape, slows traffic, greener, better for people, less noise, very

attractive, safer.

Option 2b 
• Not as good as 2a, but some similar benefits

Option 2c 
• Not too happy about closure

Option 3 
• Makes it a better cycle path than existing (only ped.)
• Widen as future cycle network
• Wont disturb residents on the lake (better than option 4)
• Quite straight, but not as attractive
• Would need re-design to slow cyclists
• A crossing is important for all options across Military Road

Option 4 
• Gone – dead as a dodo
• Too many issues, particularly for cyclists
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Sticky Notes on Map 

• 1.1: Alternate route drawn on map – Is it possible? 
• 1.2: Connection with existing path? 
• 1.3: Toilets at Grange Reserve (location marked on map) 
• 1.4: Improve Reserve with seats and shade 
• 1.5: Cable Station Reserve interpretation required – Historic Jarrah Cottage 

 
Preferred Option is 1 and 2 for section up to Fort Street. Need to look carefully at Option 1 north 
of Fort Street re impact on dune environment. Option 2 is preferred. 
 
Table 4 
 
Option 1 

• Calcrete like in dune paths, like existing path, for bare feet users 
• Path surface and alignment – Terminus > Fort – Straight 

o Fort worthwards – design of existing vegetation 
o Prefer less than dead straight 
o Already walking, riding etc there, near Fort 
o Grassed areas e.g. Fort > Audrey – Remove 
o Needs to be clear path vs. public 
o Different surface 
o Soft path – same meanderings, changing widths, passing bays 

 
• Area with good vegetation – note in design 
• Add seats, interpretation 
• Encourage slow 
• Workable as above 

 
Option 2 

• Bike only? 
• Cycle lane – commuter etc 
• Council cycle networks 
• Shared use? 
• Concerns me re any loss of parking or tree shelter for people living along Seaview Road. 

 
Preferences for Option 1 & 2b(?). Only loose a couple of plants. 
 
Sticky Notes on Map 

• 1.1: Alignment for Option 1 too difficult to connect on from large aerial photo – needs to 
be accurately determined on site with local elderly in mind 

• 1.2: Option 1 – Calcrete type surface -  path lineage to be determined by maximising 
avoidance of valued plants and ecology values 

• 1.3: Option 1 – Will only be built sensitively if: contractors experienced in sensitive 
environment are used, an experience ecologist aligns the path, with local coast care 
volunteer input, Council employ an ecologist to oversee construction at all times 
contractors are onsite. 

 
 
2b. Presentation and workshop on Tennyson North Options 
 
 Tim Conybeare  presented Tennyson North Options  
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 Group discussion was held at tables. 

Preferences Overview 

The results of table discussions for the Tennyson North section were very similar to the previous 
section, Grange /Tennyson South. 

• General preferences of the table groups were for combined Option 1 & 2, Coastal &
Seaview Road Options. A satisfactory Seaview Road option was emphasised because of
narrow dune areas in this Subsection.

• Option 3, Military Road Option, was considered a good future recreational opportunity
but generally undesirable as an option for Coast Park.

• Option 4, Military and Lakes edge Option, was considered a good future recreational
opportunity but generally rejected as an option for Coast Park.

• Table notes provided below

Table 1 

Option 1 & 2 together 
• Seaview Road as community zone
• Path dictated by vegetation
• Some precious plants in this section
• Sewer pipe in the area

Option 3 
• Good general facility but not a Coast Path
• Alternative to on-road lanes

Option 4 
• Not very practical or pleasant

Sticky Notes on Map 
• 2.1: Any path lane would be very destructive, use Seaview Road only for this bit.

Table 2 

Option 1 
• Preference for no boardwalk
• Concern re close to house – impact to residents
• Need Seaview Road as an option
• Need expertise on areas of vegetation

Option 2a 
• Can do with a much narrower road at a minimal cost
• As a separate bike path / bikeway and pedestrians on retained footpath
• Like option 2a but with narrower street profile to reduce cost

Options 2b & 2c 
• Both considered acceptable
• Shows links to and from beachfront at Hallam and Moredun

Options 3 & 4 
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• Part of future networks, but not Coast Park.
• Will parking be an issue?
• Parking surveys?

Sticky Notes on Map 
• 2.1:Need to look at dustbins and recycle van collections
• 2.2: Third Ave to Recreation = 1 way Road Coast Park – loss of parking one side – no

problem
• 2.3: Edge effect a problem with natural path
• 2.4: Cost of removal of stobie poles
• 2.5: 1 & 2 must be together
• 2.6: Use full available width of foreshore to weave a 1.5m path
• 2.7: Some sections along this stretch may be too narrow for a successful 1.5m path and

edge – safety issues – erosion – high tide

Table 3 

Option 1 
• Too narrow and not really necessary (would use 2 in preference)
• Not useful for cyclists die to linkages
• Major activity node at end of Moredun St – not a good location – why are toilets here?

Better at Hallam Tce.
• Not keen in boardwalk due to noise and design issues
• Zigzags too much at northern end
• Due too narrow

Option 2 
• Would be attractive to cyclists (already riding along in opposition to one-way direction)
• Like option 2a or 2b, provided that 2b is Japanese picture style (not UK style barriers)

Option 3 
• Upgrade Military Road footpaths for cyclists (expand cycle network)
• Should be park of overall cycling plan – connect to other cycle paths
• Good to have another alternative (shared use path good here – design to reduce speed)

Option 4 
• No good – stay as pedestrian path

Preferred option 2, but need to look at home 3 can be done in future as park of cycle network.  
Some still would like 1 as well (as 1.5 m low impact path) 

Sticky Notes on Map 
• 2.1: Alternate node – better access (location drawn on map)

Table 4 

Options 1 & 2 
• Problematic at Bournemouth as it stops dead
• This will lead to people selection alternative paths, with potential environment damage
• Need better information about what is proposed between Moredun and Bournemouth.

Boardwalk 

Coast Park Project Reference Group Feedback Report September 2014 39 | P a g e



• Concerns about potential engineering damage
• Experience ecologist to align path
• Experienced ecologist contractor to carry out work
• Necessity for continuous oversight (full time over seeing)
• Concern about width and height of boardwalk
• Passing bays
• Fencing necessary to preclude undesired access
• Mixed views about fencing

Options 3 & 4 
• Potential linkages to wider Council road and open space networks
• Concerns with narrow areas

3. Agreed Actions

• Notes of previous meeting agreed – with the following amendment:
o DEWNR Meeting, add all attendees. Include Cr Randall, Cr Scheffler, Cr Hanley, Emma

Stevens (NRM), Linda Marie McDowel (EPA) and Tim Conybeare.
o Move comment made under option 3 to option 1 ‘Narrow and natural path preferred –

over wide and manufactured’.

Other Items: 

• Chair term to continue until the SpeakOut consultation event.
• Meeting finish time to remain as 8.30pm, then on the night it can be extended to 9.00pm

if the chair determines it is needed on the night.
• Project material can be shared amongst the group, but are not to be reproduced and used

commercially.
• Peer review of options once finalized, should the group recommend it – Will be a decision

of Council.

4. Next Steps

• Staff will explore:
o Covering final 3 sections in the July meeting.
o Timing and feasibility of delivering the SpeakOut consultation event in August

2014. 
• Next Meeting 23 July 2014, Civic Centre 6.00-8.30pm.

Coast Park Project Reference Group Feedback Report September 2014 40 | P a g e



Coast Park Project Reference Group – Meeting Notes 
23 July 2014, Civic Centre 6.00-8.30pm 

Attendees 

Chairperson: Don Howie 
Facilitator:  Valli Morphett, 
Staff: Craig Daniel, Jan Cornish, Paola Silvano, Kelly Mader 
Council Members: Mayor Kirsten Alexander, Cr Tom Scheffler, Cr Juliann Adriani 
Guests: Tim Conybeare, Aspect Studios 

Ben Birdseye, Aspect Studios 
Paul Froggatt, GTA Consultants 

Meeting Notes 

1. Purpose of the Session
• Ratify previous session notes
• Tennyson Dunes Group to present their Coastal Connections Gateway concept
• Present early option alignments for the Tennyson Dunes section
• Provide opportunity for members to discuss the Semaphore Park South section

2. Activities Conducted in Meeting

2a.  Ratification of previous meeting notes 
• Notes from meeting held on 25 June 2014 ratified.

2b. Tennyson Dunes Group Presentation 
• Nick Crouch presented to the group a proposal for the Tennyson Dunes car park (attachments

outlining the proposal were distributed to the group). 
• The vision is to create a ‘gateway’ to the coast which will connect people to the area.
• Tennyson Dune groups sees the Tennyson Dunes as the natural heart of the Coast Park and

the shared use trail as a great way to bring new visitors to the area to learn about coastal
environments.

The Coastal Connections Gateway Overview 

The vision is to create a ‘gateway’ to the coast, based on a blue swimmer crab, which will connect 
people with their environment. 

Key elements: 
• car park redesign – incorporating a coastal theme (Blue Swimmer Crab)
• interpretive centre – themes on natural, Aboriginal and European history and the work of

Council, schools and volunteers
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• public art – in collaboration with the Kaurna community, schools and local artists
• reconciliation garden – coastal bushfoods and Kaurna interpretation, designed and planted by

school children and the broader community
• native garden and seed bank – seed source for revegetation and garden to inspire

householders to plant local species
• water sensitive urban design – rain garden to inspire householders, linked to EPA initiative
• shared-use trail – adjacent the Western side of Military Rd, bringing visitors to the interpretive

gardens and centre, including bike racks
• Main focus at this stage is the Southern area, ultimately it would be good to redo the northern

car park also but no design at this stage. Perhaps another animal?

Regarding the existing network of pathways in the dunes 
• This has not been looked in detail.  On first thought would suspect some would be closed.
• The Conservation Management Committee/Group will ultimately look at this scope and make

the final decision, however best ecologically and interpretation of the area would be
considered.

2c. Alignment Options – Tennyson Dunes Section 

 Tim Conybeare presented Tennyson Dunes Section. 
 Group discussion was held at tables. 

Preferences Overview - Tennyson Dunes Section 

• Consensus was achieved within all of the table groups for Option 1, Military Road West.
• Option 2, Military Road East, was viewed less favourably than Option 1 by all of the table

groups.
• Option 3 (Military Road Option), and Option 4 (Military and Lakes edge) were considered a

good future recreational opportunity but generally undesirable as an option for Coast Park.
• Table discussion notes provided below

Table Notes 

Table 1 

Group Members:  Sandy, David, Oksana, Nick and Bob 

Table Preference: General consensus from this group is Option 1- Military Road West 

Option 1:  Military Road West 
• Preferred
• Closer to the cost
• Brings cyclists/pedestrians into Tennyson Dunes
• Support Gateway concept
• allows access to beach
• No need to cross over Military Road

Option 2:  Military Road East 
• Not as “coastal”
• Still a good addition to the cycle network
• Less road crossing but more properties on these roads (higher traffic volume) and busier

car park (Rowing Club)
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Option 3:  West Lakes 
• A good option but not all be all and end all
• Very costly and difficult from engineering view point
• A good addition

Other Comments: 
• Path on Eastern side of dunes will cause a lot of damage to dune vegetation
• Not viable
• Need to consider how people will get to Coast Park from Eastern suburbs and to Tennyson

Dunes car park i.e. crossing at West Lakes Boulevard +Trimmer Parade/Grange Lakes Trial
+ at Tennyson Dunes car park and Boat club

Table 2 

Group Members: Christopher Naylor, Heather,  Brenton, Rob and Cr Julianne Adriani. 

Table Preference: Option 1. 

 Option 1:  Military Road West 
• Upgrade of path North to Third Avenue
• Pedestrian access to Bournemouth Street desired,  one way and link to Military Road
• Offers option for accessible border path
• Good links to join and depart path

Option 2:  Military Road East 
• Less vegetation

Option 3:  West Lakes 
• Bike path is not viable
• Council and residents can input to Dune area

Other Comments: 
• Should be able to walk bikes along all paths
• Need to plan for maintenance of paths and plants
• Need good signage grid
• Calm the roads and driveways – perhaps raised bikeway?
• Bikeways go behind car parks for safety and improve scenery
• Best crossing near school, Terminus St and before Trimmer Parade, Audrey St
• Interpretation in many areas and car park
• Prefer option of simple slow access for bikes or some accessions

Table 3 

Group Members: Val, Bob, Don, Natalie, Geoff and Tony. 

Table Preference: Option 1 

Option 1:  Military Road West 
• Natural path to link to end of Bournemouth St
• Generally the preferred option

Option 2:  Military Road East 
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• Needs to be good connectivity across Military Road
• Not a favoured option

Option 3:  West Lakes 
• Waterfront less favoured option

Other Comments: 
• Presence of large fox/rabbit holes
• Council easement and strip adjacent to properties
• Grades of hills (e.g. Bournemouth St) need to be considered
• Strongly endorse the car park/gateway proposal and to include Northern car park
• Viewing platform accessed from car park

Table 4 

Group Members: Tim, Paul, Richard, Marg and Tom. 

Prefer Option 1: Military Road West with slower speed path  
Second Option 2: Military Road East with fast lane, bike path and 3m wide 

Option 1:  Military Road West 
• Connect to Military Road at Hillview car park
• Upgrade of path North to Third Avenue

Option 2:  Military Road East 
• Designated cycles Only

Option 3:  West Lakes 
• Bike path is not viable

Other Comments: 
• Elanora Street to be investigated as connection to Third Avenue – safer than Military Road
• Natural path South of Tennyson Dunes 1.5 or 2m? and lawn area at Semaphore Park
• Investigate crossovers at West Lakes Boulevard, Military Road and Tennyson Dunes car parks.
• Pedestrian refuge at Rowing Club. Is this a crossover point for Coast Park trail?

2b. Presentation and workshop on Semaphore Park South Section 

 Tim Conybeare  presented Semaphore Park South Options 
 Group discussion was held at tables. 

Preferences Overview - Semaphore Park South Section 

• Views were divided between Options 1 and 2
• Two of the tables reached consensus for Option 2, Military Rd West
• One of the tables reached consensus for Option 1, Beachfront
• One table was divided, with preferences split between Option 1 and 2.
• Most tables agreed that should Option 1 go ahead it should be a natural surface and take a

more informal, meandering form.
• Option 3 and 4 were not favoured.
• Table discussion notes provided below
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Table 1 

Group Members:  Sandy, David, Oksana, Nick and Bob 

Preferences: Table divided on Options 1 Beachfront and Option 2 Military Road West 

Option 1:  Beachfront 
• Surface treatment is critical – differing views on what surface would be best and needs to be

sensitive to residents and environment 
• Possible surface options

- natural surface 
- formal structure done well, not a ‘highway’ design 
- lawn surface – need to find a way that makes it looks like a path that you can ride on and 
encourages slower speed 

• Concern on loss of green recreation area
• Speed of some bikes

Option 2:  Military Road West 
• Table divided

Option 3:  Military Road East 
• Not favoured

Other comments: 
• Mirani Court car park node – design car park in shape of another coastal animal species

(Tennyson Dunes (TD) car park – Blue Swimmer Crab; TD North car park – Dolphin; Mirani 
Court Car park – Painted Dragon) 

Table 2 

Group Members: Christopher Naylor, Heather, Brenton, Rob and Cr Julianne Adriani 

Preferences: Option 2, Military Road West 

Option 1:  Beachfront 
• Least preferred
• Any proposed path should be 1.5-2m natural surface
• Needs to be a meandering path not straight
• Location West of fence line
• Advantage is that it maintains existing recreation area
• Option of single purpose bike track as proposed at Fort to Moredun Streets

Option 2:  Military Road West 
• Preferred Option
• Connecting to Mirani Court
• Continuation from Shore Court
• 3m shared path along verge
• Adjacent to existing bike lane on Military
• Beach access through Sandpiper Reserve and Mirani Court

Option 3:  Military Road East 
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• Eastern verge has advantage more available space to build pathway
• Less vegetation, more suitable for 3m path

Other Comments: 
• Map Correction – Cormorant Court – no informal trail to goat track. Is lawn area

Noted comments on Semaphore Park North Section 
• Query with width distance property to Dunes 14m??
• Option 2 including Elanora St is preferred with diversion from Military at Iluka as proposed for

Fort St – Moredun along Seaview Road with low speed and natural trail set back from homes
• Option 3 is not viable. Very narrow beyond park.
• Option 1 space not available.

Table 3 

Group Members – Val, Bob, Don, Natalie, Geoff and Tony 

Preference: Options 2, Military Road West 

Option 1:  Beachfront 
• Do no seal
• If a straight path, remember no two objects can share the same space – human v’s speeding

bike!
• Informal trail has been infringed by adjoining properties – enforcement and management re

exotic plants

Option 2:  Military Road West 
• Seen as suitable Option
• Remediation of existing trail with good existing amenity and community value.  Continue this

North of connection suggested.  No sealed path.

Other comments: 
• Do nothing option except remedial

Table 4 

Group Members: Tim, Paul, Richard, Marg and Tom. 

Preference:  Option 1, Beachfront 

Option 1: Beachfront 
• Emphasise East to West links to the Dunes from Shore Court, Dune, Sandpiper Place, etc.
• Get of Military Road ASAP
• Use path as ‘mowing strip’ to prevent weeds, nutrient and water runoff
• ‘Soft’ surface paths preferred but will require more maintenance.  Budget for it.
• Hard paths for disabled access East to West especial around activity nodes
• Examine coloured bitumen?
• Replant reserve with indigenous species – no grass. Would ‘no lawn’ be acceptable? No cats?
• Mixed planting with grassy patches and a meandering path
• Prefer Coast route
• Short section of path in Northern dune area linking to Shore Court
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3. Agreed Actions
• Notes of previous meeting agreed

Other Items: 
• Special meeting to be held on Thursday 14 August 2014
• Valli to re-send link to Your Say site

4. Next Steps
• Present Semaphore Park North Section
• Provide an overview of groups feedback/preference on options to date
• Collaboratively refine group preferences
• Next Meeting Thursday 14 August 2014, Civic Centre 6.00-8.30pm.
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Coast Park Project Reference Group – Meeting Notes 
14 August 2014, Civic Centre 6.00-8.30pm 

Attendees 

Chairperson: Don Howie 
Facilitator:  Valli Morphett 
Staff: Craig Daniel, Jan Cornish, Paola Silvano, Kelly Mader 
Council Members: Mayor Kirsten Alexander, Cr Tom Scheffler, Cr Juliann Adriani, Cr Bob Randall 
Apology: Cr Raelene Hanley 
Guests: Tim Conybeare, Aspect Studios 

Paul Froggatt, GTA Consultants 
# Group Members: 19 

Meeting Notes 

1. Purpose of the Session
• Ratify previous session notes
• WEDGE to present their short Coast Park film
• Provide opportunity for members to discuss the Semaphore Park North section
• Provide group with the opportunity to review and their feedback on sections to date
• Negotiate compromise to reach consensus on a preferred option alignment for the length of

Coast Park from Grange to Semaphore Park

2. Activities Conducted in Meeting

2a. Ratification of previous meeting notes 

• Change to Page 1 – Cr Juliann Adriani was in attendance but not noted.
• Change to Page 3 under Table 2 – Option 1 - dot point 2 should read ‘pedestrian access to

Bournemouth Street desired, one way and link to Military Road’.
• Typo on Page 4 under Table 4 – Option 1: Military Road West - dot point 1.
• Notes from previous meeting agreed once changes are made.

2b. Recap of Tennyson Dunes and Semaphore Park South Preferences from last meeting 

Preferences Overview - Tennyson Dunes Section 
Very clear preference was expressed by the majority of members for Option 1 Military 
Road West. 

Preferences Overview - Semaphore Park South Section 
Clear preference was expressed by the majority of members for combined Option 1 
Beachfront & Option 2, Military Road West Options. There was  support for Option 1 
Beachfront  to be made of a natural or compacted surface no more than 2 metres wide 
and to weave around sensitive vegetation. Suggestions were made for the access link 
to the beachfront path to be provided through Sandpiper/Cormorant reserve. 

2c. WEDGE Presentation 
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• Geoffrey Reed presented to the group a short fly-over film of Coast Park on behalf of the
WEDGE group and suggested Option 1A – utilise the existing Coast Park, remediation of some
wild grasses, top dressing and resumption of irrigation. This would render this section to
make it more trafficable.

2d. Alignment Options –Semaphore Park North Section 

• Tim Conybeare presented Semaphore Park North section
• Group workshop - table groups to discuss options

Table 1 – Paul, Richard, Val, Tom, Don Howie & Marg 
• Divided views
• 4 people prefer combined Option 1, Beachfront & Option 2 Military Rd West
• 1 person prefer Option 1, Beachfront, supported by Option 2 but not as an equal option

Table 2 – Geoffrey, Chris, Paul, Tony, Neil & Bob 
• Divided views
• 3 people prefer combined Option 1, Beachfront & Option 2 Military Rd West, with Option 2

being a trafficable informal path
• 3 people prefer Option 2 Military Rd West with an upgrade of the existing beachfront Coast

Park to make it more trafficable

Table 3 – Heather, Brenton, Peter, Tim, Don, Nick & Natalie 
• Agreed table preference for a combined Option 1 Beachfront and Option 2 Military Rd West

with the beachfront path being an informal, narrow meandering natural surface featuring 
landscape treatment. 

• Option 2 shared use path should divert on to Elanora Street which has been made one way
(slip road) from south the north. 

• Keep path out of dunes, if path has to meander into some of it then local native plants should
be protected. 

Table 4 – Oksana, Sandy, Ray & David 
• Divided views
• 2 members preferred combined Option 1 Beachfront and Option 2 Military Rd West with the

beachfront featuring natural landscape treatment
• 1 member preferred Option 1 Beachfront, featuring a hard surface path.
• 1 person preferred Option 2 Military Rd West

Summarised preferences on the Semaphore Park North 

General consensus was not achieved by all Reference Group members on the Semaphore 
Park North section but a clear preference was expressed by the majority of members for 
combined Option 1 Beachfront & Option 2, Military Road West Options. 

There was support for Option 1 Beachfront to be made of a natural or compacted surface 
no more than 2 metres wide, weave around sensitive vegetation, feature landscape 
treatment and be set far as possible from the houses. 
• General consensus was achieved on 1 table for combined Option 1 Beachfront and Option 2

Military Rd West with the beachfront path being an informal, narrow meandering natural 
surface featuring landscape treatment. 
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• Three tables were tables were divided but the majority of the members preferred combined 
Option 1 Beachfront & Option 2, Military Road West. 

• There was light support for Option 2, Military Road West with an upgrade of the existing 
beachfront Coast Park landscape to make it more trafficable (referred to by Geoffrey Reed as 
Option 1A in the WEDGE presentation) 

• One member supported Option 1, Beachfront only. 
• One member supported Option 2, Military Road West only. 
• There was support for Option 1 Beachfront to be made of a natural or compacted surface no 

more than 2 metres wide and to weave around sensitive vegetation, feature landscape 
treatment and be set far as possible from the houses. 

 
3.  Agreed Actions 
 
• Notes of previous meeting agreed after changes have been made. 
• Email Group Members results of the Option preferences made by the group on the whole 

length of the site. 
• Timelines/Stages for Consultation period to be discussed by Members at next meeting. 
• Report to Council on 8 September 2014 to seek endorsement of consultation options and 

proposed Speak Out consultation approach. 
• Meetings to be held over Caretaker Period, therefore as per Legislation all election nominees 

will be invited to consultation activities and Reference Group Meetings during this period. 
 

4.  Next Steps 
 
• Next Meeting Wednesday 27 August 2014, Civic Centre 6.00-8.30pm 

o Tim Conybeare to present final report for discussion at next meeting. 
o Group will discuss Speak Out consultation approach 

• Coast Park Report to Council on 8 September 
• Chair requested to present at Council meeting on 8 September 2014. 
• Proposed Speak Out consultation period 22 September – 7 November (to be confirmed) 
• Caretaker period runs from 16 September – 8 November. As per legislation during this period 

all election nominees will be invited to consultation activities and reference group meetings. 
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Coast Park Project Reference Group – Meeting Notes 
27 August 2014, Civic Centre 6.00-8.30pm 
 
Attendees 
 
Chairperson: Craig Daniel (proxy for Don Howie) 
Facilitator:  Craig Daniel  
Staff: Jan Cornish, Paola Silvano, Donna Mijatovic 
Council Members: Cr Tom Scheffler, Cr Juliann Adriani, Cr Raelene Hanley, Cr Bob Randall 
Apology: Mayor Kirsten Alexander, Don Howie, Valli Morphett, Brenton Evans 
Guests: Tim Conybeare, Aspect Studios 
 Sam Adams, GTA Consultants 
# Group Members: 20 
 
 
Meeting Notes 
 
3. Purpose of the Session 
• Ratify notes from previous meeting 
• Present the final design report to the groups 
• Discuss upcoming Council report in which Council Members will endorse a short list of Coast 

Park options for consultation purposes 
• Provide opportunity for members to discuss the proposed consultation approach for the 

Coast Park Speak Out 
 
4. Activities Conducted in Meeting 
 
2a. Ratification of previous meeting notes 
• Change to Page 1 – Add Cr Raelene Hanley as an apology. 
 
2b. Presentation by Tim Conybeare on Coast Park Planning Study – Grange to 

Semaphore Park section 
 
• Tim Conybeare presented a full concept plan report which collates all information received 

from the CPPRG over the past 6 months to submit to Council.  The report emphasises on the 
preferred path/plan and consolidated Options 1 & 2 has been combined into one clear 
option. 

• Group discussion was held (Agreed changes are reflected in the updated Planning Study 
document). 

 
2c. Upcoming Council Report – 8 September 2014 
 
• Next Council meeting on 8 September 2014, report currently being finalised.  Don Howie will 

be in attendance on behalf of the group – and all group members are welcome to also attend. 
• Council will consider Planning Study Report prepared by Aspect Studios (Tim Conybeare), 

CPPRG Recommended Path and additional options for consultation purposes and will the 
make final decision on what goes out for public comment. 
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2d. Proposed Speak Out Consultation Approach 
 

• Donna Mijatovic presented the proposed Speak Out Consultation Approach that will be 
included in the Council report on 8 September 2014. The objective of the consultation is 
to gather feedback from the broad community on a preferred option for the Coast Park 
Grange to Semaphore Park section. 

• Consultation period from 29 September to 7 November (6 weeks). 
• Mail out to approximately 3500 properties (i.e. the area bound by the Coast and Jetty 

Street, Charles Sturt Avenue, Fort Street, West Lake edge, Bartley Terrace, Hawkesbury 
Way, Sansom Road and Recreation Parade). 

• Online consultation on Your Say Charles Sturt  
• Survey/Feedback  
• Speak Out Event  

   An open consultation event suggested on 28 October at Council featuring: 
o deliberative presentations from stakeholders and community members. 
o ‘Speak Out’ consultation feedback stations in the internal street. 
o Interactive information displays of the preferred options and CPPRG 

recommendations. 
• Additional meetings where community members are invited to attend and discuss their 

views with the CPPRG Group. 
 

 
3.  Agreed Actions 
 
• Notes of previous meeting agreed after apology from Cr Hanley added. 
• Speak Out Consultation Approach agreed with: 

o Two speak out sessions to be held 
o One evening session on Tuesday 28 October 2014 (time TBC)  
o One weekend session (date and time TBC) 

• Additional separate meeting to be held on 22 October 2014 for community to engage with 
CPPRG members to discuss preferred options. 

• CPPRG option to be titled “Recommended Path” on Coast Park Planning Study undertaken by 
Aspect Studios. 

• State Government stakeholders to be consulted as part of the consultation approach. 
• Prior to Council making a final decision, the outcome of the broader community consultation 

to come back to the CPPRG to discuss results and provide further recommendation to 
Council. 

• A smaller group to be formed (from members of the CPPRG) to assist with implementation 
phase. 

 

4.  Next Steps 
 
• Coast Park Report to Council on 8 September 2014. 
• CPPRG Chair to present at Council meeting on 8 September 2014. 
• Speak Out consultation period from 29 September to 7 November (6 weeks). 
• Two Speak Out Sessions to be held. 
• Next meeting, Wednesday 22 October 2014, Civic Centre from 6.00-8.30pm for community to 

engage with CPPRG members. 
• Prior to Council making a final decision, the outcome of the broader community consultation 

to come back to the group to discuss results and provide further recommendation to Council. 
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Appendix B – Agreed Terms of Reference 
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Coast Park Project Reference Group  
Terms of Reference 
Edited in 22 Jan 2014, agreed by group on 26 March 2014 
 
1. Group Purpose 

 
Coast Park Project Reference Group (CPPRG) has been established to act as a forum to 
provide community and stakeholder input into the design of the Coast Park Project, 
Grange to Semaphore Park. 
 
These Terms of Reference set out the scope, conduct and terms of engagement that 
members of the CPPRG and any attendee at a CPPRG meeting must follow. These Terms 
of References will be incorporated into the agreement to be entered into with The City of 
Charles Sturt (CCS) and each CPPRJ member. 
 
2. Scope 
 
The CPPRG will provide input into the design of the Coast Park project, Grange to 
Semaphore Park, including location, design and construction of open space, landscape, 
urban design, environmental management, cycle and pedestrian access. 

 
The CPPRG will: 

• Partner with Council staff and project design consultant in a collaborative 
design and construction process for the Coast Park project from Grange to 
Semaphore Park;  

• Collaboratively work with project design consultant to develop a range of 
Coast Park options and seek consensus on an agreed short list of options;  

• Refine short list options for broader community consultation, at the Speak Out 
#2 event, to determine community preferences; and 

• Provide a liaison role and support two way communications between fellow 
group members, community leaders and other local community networks. 

 

3. Delegation and Decision Making 
 

The CPPRG: 
• Is an advisory body established by CCS to provide advice and community input 

into the Coast Park, Grange to Semaphore Park project. 
• Has no power or authority, whether by delegation, agency or otherwise to 

exercise any function, right, duty or power of CCS or any other statutory body, 
whether under statute or other law, as a landowner or in any other capacity. 

• Is not a decision making body and it is not required that a consensus always be 
reached amongst members on issues discussed, however where consensus is 
achieved it be considered as part of Councils decision making process.  
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4. Composition of the CPPRG 

Community members who completed a registration sheet at the Speak Out consultation 
in 2013 and community members who participated in 2013 workshops were invited to 
join the group.  

Project Reference Group is comprised of the 29 local community members who represent 
the following groups:  

• Coastal Ecology Protection Group Inc;  
• Western Adelaide Coastal Residents Association;  
• Sandpiper Dune Group;  
• Tennyson Dunes Group;  
• Wild Endangered Dunes Group;  
• SA Herpetology Group;  
• Port Adelaide Bicycle User Group;  
• Charles Sturt Bicycle User Group;  
• Charles Sturt Community Coastal Reference Group  
• Local residents; and  
• Independent community members.  

The Mayor, Semaphore Park and Grange Ward Councillors and representatives of DPTI, 
Coast Protection Board,  and Office for Cycling and Walking to be invited to participate in 
the Project Reference Group.  

Consultants and staff of CCS and state agencies will not be members of the group but will 
provide support, advice and give presentations to the CPPRG as required. 

 
5. Meeting Procedures 

 
• The CPPRG will meet on a monthly basis up to the Speak Out #2, and as agreed 

beyond. 
• Meetings will be open to members of the CPPRG, project representatives from 

CCS and where appropriate invited guests. 
• CCS will provide administrative support for the CPPRG and will be responsible for 

maintaining records and communication. 
• Agendas and support material will be forwarded to members one week prior to 

the following meeting. The CPPRG will endorse these records at the following 
meeting to ensure accuracy. Notes will be distributed to the CPPRG within two 
weeks of a meeting. 

• A quorum of fifteen (15) CPPRG members shall be required to conduct a meeting 
of the CPPRG. 

• A independent Facilitator is employed to facilitate all meetings up to the Speak 
Out #2. 

 
6. Conduct and Disclosure 
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CPPRG members must: 
• Respect members diverse views. 
• Act lawfully, with honour and integrity. Demonstrate respect and consideration of 

other member’s opinions. 
• Notify the CPPRG Chair of any potential conflict of interest that may arise in 

relation to a project or scope of works during participation in the CPPRG. 
• Contribute in a constructive way to finding solutions to issues and concerns. 

 
If approached by the media CPPRG members can not represent the CPPRG or Council. 
Individuals opinions and views must be clearly articulated as their own and not that of the 
CPPRG. All media enquiries shall be directed to the Community Engagement Manager 
who will forward them on to Council’s Team Leader Marketing & Communications 
 
7. Conditions of CPPRG Membership 

 
• The terms of appointment for the CPPRG is during the design and construction of 

the Coast Park, Grange to Semaphore Park, by Council. 
• No member of the CPPRG will be paid any remuneration or be eligible for 

reimbursement for any expenditure. 
• If a member is unable to attend a meeting they may send a proxy in their stead. 

The Community Engagement Manager is to be notified in advance. 
• Members cease to be members if they resign in writing to the Chair or 

Community Engagement Manager. 
 

8. Role of Chair and Facilitator 
 

The role of the Chair is to: 
• Be first point of contact for CCS in communication with the CPPRG 
• Support the Facilitator in conducting the CPPRG meetings 
• Demonstrate a commitment to community development 
• Be able to communicate with and gain respect of a diverse range of members, 

stakeholders and attendees including professionals. 
• Maintain an independent and impartial role, respecting diverse groups 
• Ensure that the agenda is adhered to and that all members have an equal 

opportunity to participate. 
• Liaise with the Community Engagement Manager and Independent 

Professional Facilitator over agenda items. 
• Review notes prior to distribution. 
 
 

The role of the Independent Professional Facilitator is to: 
• Facilitate meetings collaboratively with the Community Engagement 

Manager. 
• Work with the Chair and CCS to manage the agenda. 
• Work with the CPPRG to achieve the planned outcomes of the meetings and 

purpose as outlined in the agenda. 

Coast Park Project Reference Group Feedback Report  September 2014 56 | P a g e  
  
 



 
   

 

Appendix C – Agreed Project Principles  
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Coast Park Project Principles - Grange to Semaphore Park  
 
Project principles were developed through detailed consultation with community members over 2 
workshops during the Coast Park Speak Out in June 2013. Final comments were made by the 
Project Reference Group on 22 January 2014, with comments integrated into the final draft which 
was ratified at the CPPRG meeting on 23 April 2014. 
 
The following principles will be used as part of the collaborative design process for Coast Park, 
Grange to Semaphore Park. They provide a foundation for the development of Coast Park options 
and also provide a framework for option assessment. In addition to these principles project 
designs will be required to meet relevant safety guidelines and Australian standards. It is 
recognised that different design solutions may be appropriate in the different geographical 
sections along this 4.8km section of Coast Park.  
 
Each principle theme is supported by a statement and a set of descriptive attributes describing 
wholesale commitment, balanced consideration and neglect of the principle.  
 

Safety – Pedestrians  
The risk of injury to pedestrians using coastal reserves and paths is minimised. 

Wholesale commitment to this principle Balanced consideration of this principle Neglect of this principle 

Well constructed and maintained 
pedestrian path meeting standards 
for disability access, providing 
unimpeded north south access 
along the coast with minimal risk 
of collision with other users.  

Pedestrian path constructed 
consistent with the relevant 
guidelines, providing north south 
access along the coast, diverting 
around sensitive areas, with 
appropriate treatment at road 
crossings and handrails where 
required.  

Pedestrian path constructed with 
little consideration of conflict with 
cyclists and/or driveway/road 
crossings. (Shared use path with 
cyclists and traffic crossings). 

 

Safety - Cyclists 
The risk of injury to cyclists using bike paths is minimised. 

Wholesale commitment to this principle Balanced consideration of this principle Neglect of this principle 

Well constructed and maintained 
bike path with good (shorter) 
sightlines for cyclists, smooth 
curves and speed calming slopes, 
providing unimpeded north south 
access along the coast.  

Bike path constructed  consistent 
with the relevant guidelines, 
providing north south access along 
the coast, diverting around sensitive 
areas, minimising road crossings.  

Bike path constructed with little 
consideration of pedestrian/other 
conflicts due to driveway/road 
crossings. (Shared us path with 
pedestrians and traffic crossings). 

 

Access 
Access is provided to the coast to allow all people to enjoy the views and obtain access to the 
beach. 

Wholesale commitment to this principle Balanced consideration of this principle Neglect of this principle 

All coastal reserve areas are 
inviting and accessible to the 
public, including a degree of high 
quality access for disabled. 

Public access is provided for all users 
at nodal points,   diverting around 
sensitive areas. 

Some coastal reserve areas are not 
accessible by the public unless they 
are able bodied pedestrians. Cyclist 
and disabled access is difficult. 
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Privacy 
The privacy of adjacent homeowners is maintained or improved. 

Wholesale commitment to this principle Balanced consideration of this principle Neglect of this principle 

Residents do not feel like their 
privacy is compromised and can 
enjoy their homes. 

The path design is sensitive to 
residents' privacy and geography, 
with separation to houses and 
sensitive lighting design. 

The path is constructed in close 
proximity to existing houses, with 
screens in front of houses. 

 

Security 
The security of adjacent properties is maintained or improved. 

Wholesale commitment to this principle Balanced consideration of this principle Neglect of this principle 

Security is improved through 
better passive surveillance; path is 
located away from properties with 
bollard lighting. 

 The Coast park is designed and 
constructed in such a way to address 
community concerns around 
security. 

Security issues are not considered in 
the design and problems increase 
due to path too close to properties, 
with no lighting. 

 

Tennyson Dunes and Extensions 
The biodiversity and heritage value of the Tennyson Dunes is protected and enhanced.   

Wholesale commitment to this principle Balanced consideration of this principle Neglect of this principle 

Tennyson Dunes are protected, 
conserved and enhanced. 
Corridors for plants and animals 
north and south of the Tennyson 
dunes (Dune Extensions) are 
maintained to protect dune 
biodiversity and a management 
plan developed. 

Tennyson Dunes stay as they are 
with no change to dune biodiversity. 

The coastal path has significant 
impact and causes degradation of 
the Tennyson Dunes.  

 

Value for Money 
The whole of life cost is minimised and balanced against other priorities. 

Wholesale commitment to this principle Balanced consideration of this principle Neglect of this principle 

The path is easy to maintain and 
has a low whole of life cost. It is 
balanced against broader 
community needs. 

The path meets budget and ongoing 
maintenance is considered in the 
design. 

The path has high construction costs 
and requires significant ongoing 
maintenance. 
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Education & Appreciation 
The project enhances education and appreciation of the unique local environment and 
indigenous cultural heritage. 

Wholesale commitment to this principle Balanced consideration of this principle Neglect of this principle 

Educational and interpretation 
opportunities are maximised 
within the path leading to 
increased visitation and greater 
environmental and cultural 
appreciation. 

Some educational and interpretation 
opportunities are included in key 
areas of Coast Park leading to 
environmental and cultural 
appreciation. 

No educational and interpretation 
opportunities are included; the 
Dunes are not a destination. 

 

Community Cohesion 
The use of the coastal area as a meeting place for the local community is respected and 
encouraged, as is the involvement and work of volunteers. 

Wholesale commitment to this principle Balanced consideration of this principle Neglect of this principle 

The Coast Park is constructed with 
no impact on local 
neighbourhoods and community 
spaces. Create a series of nodal 
destinations, upgrade what is 
there now. 

The Coast Park is constructed with 
small impact to local 
neighbourhoods and community 
spaces. 

Local neighbourhoods and 
community spaces are not 
considered in the design of Coast 
Park. 

 

Cycle Network 
The bike path is part of a well integrated cycle network that promotes cycle touring as a special 
experience. 

Wholesale commitment to this principle Balanced consideration of this principle Neglect of this principle 

Coast Park provides a continuous 
uninterrupted cycle path from 
West Beach to Semaphore Park 
with links to destinations including 
West Lakes.  It attracts local 
recreational users and cycling 
tourists. It provides clear signage 
and connects with surrounding 
cycle network. 

Coast Park provides a cycle path 
from West Beach to Semaphore Park 
with links to other destinations.  It 
attracts local recreational users and 
some cycling tourists. It provides 
clear signage and connects with 
some of the surrounding cycle 
network.  

Coast Park provides an interrupted 
cycle path from West Beach to 
Semaphore Park.  It attracts local 
recreational users. It provides little 
signage and fails to connect with the 
surrounding cycle network. 
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Recreation & Amenity 
The amenity and recreational use of the coastal area is enhanced with attractive features and 
encourages and promotes healthy lifestlyles. 

Wholesale commitment to this principle Balanced consideration of this principle Neglect of this principle 

Coast Park achieves high quality 
amenity outcomes. It attracts 
recreational users, connects with 
surrounding open space and 
recreational networks and 
encourages healthy lifestyles. It 
achieves a place that people want 
to visit. 

Coast Park achieves reasonable 
quality amenity outcomes. It attracts 
some recreational users, connects 
with some surrounding open space 
networks and supports healthy 
lifestyles. 

Coast Park achieves low quality 
amenity outcomes. It fails to attract 
recreational users and does little to 
encourage healthy lifestyles. 
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Appendix D – Preferences Overview 
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Coast Park Project Reference Group      
Preferences Overview on Options  
14 August 2014 
 
Table 1: Val, Paul, Marg, Richard.   
Table 2: Geoffrey, Chris, Tony, Neil, Paul and Bob.  
Table 3: Don Mc, Natalie, Tim, Peter, Nick, Heather and Brenton.   
Table 4: Sandy, Ray, David and Oksana. 
 

Original summarised preferences 
on the Grange/Tennyson Section 
 
• General consensus was 

achieved within the table 
groups for combined Option 1 
Beachfront & Option 2, 
Seaview Road Options.  

• There was strong support for 
Option 1 to be constructed of a 
natural or compacted surface 
no more than 2 metres wide 
and to weave around sensitive 
vegetation.  

• There was strong support for 
Option 2 road conversion 
shared by cars, cyclists and 
pedestrians with speed 
controls 

• Option 3 & 4, Military and 
Lakes edge Options, were 
considered a good future 
recreational opportunity but 
generally undesirable as an 
option for Coast Park. 

 
Provided 25 June, ratified by group 
23 July 2014. 

Negotiated and reviewed table  
preferences notes 
 
Table 1 
• Divided views 
• 3 people strongly agree with Option 1 

Beachfront, natural surface, no more 
than 2 meters wide, weaving around 
sensitive vegetation 

• 2 people agree for a combination of 
Option 1 Beachfront  & Option 2, 
Seaview Road options, with Option 2 
being a road conversion shared by 
cars 

• Beachfront site of path should be 
chosen from a wide zone that protects 
privacy and biodiversity and should 
apply as a principle for the whole 
length. 

 
Table 2 
• General consensus was achieved at 

the table for combined Option 1 
Beachfront & Option 2, Seaview Road 
Options.  

• There was strong support for Option 1 
to be constructed of a natural or 
compacted surface no more than 2 
metres wide and to weave around 
sensitive vegetation.  

• There was strong support for Option 2 
road conversion shared by cars, 
cyclists and pedestrians with speed 
controls 

 
Table 3 
• General consensus was achieved at 

the table for combined Option 1 
Beachfront & Option 2, Seaview Road 
Options.  

• Option 1 Beachfront should be 
constructed of a natural or compacted 
surface, no more than 2 metres wide, 
weave around sensitive vegetation, be 
low impact and feature no lighting.  

• Seaview Road re-design should be 

Summarised preferences on 
the Grange/Tennyson Section 
 
General consensus was not 
achieved by all Reference 
Group members on the 
Grange/Tennyson section but a 
very clear preference was 
expressed by the majority of 
members for combined Option 
1 Beachfront & Option 2, 
Seaview Road Options.  
 
There was  support for Option 1 
Beachfront  to be made of a 
natural or compacted surface 
no more than 2 metres wide 
and to weave around sensitive 
vegetation and Option 2 
Seaview Road conversion 
shared by cars, cyclists and 
pedestrians with speed controls 
 
• General consensus was 

achieved on 2 tables for 
combined Option 1 
Beachfront & Option 2, 
Seaview Road Options. 

• Two tables were tables 
were divided but the 
majority of the members at 
these tables expressed a 
preference for combined 
Option 1 Beachfront & 
Option 2, Seaview Road 
Options. 

• Option 1 Beachfront only 
was lightly supported 

• Option 2 Seaview Road only 
was supported by a single 
group member 

• There was  support for 
Option 1 Beachfront  to be 
made of a natural or 
compacted surface no more 
than 2 metres wide and to 
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continued through from Moredun and 
Hillview 

 
Table 4 
• Divided views 
• 3 people prefer combined Option 1 

Beachfront  & Option 2, Seaview Road 
Options with path to be a natural 
surface and as far from houses as 
practical (for safety and privacy 
reasons) 

• 1 person prefer from Fort to Hillview, 
Option 2 Seaview Road Option only 

• Safety concerns re Trimmer Parade 
access link. 

 

weave around sensitive 
vegetation. 

• There was strong support 
for Option 2 Seaview Road 
conversion shared by cars, 
cyclists and pedestrians 
with speed controls 

 
 

Original summarised preferences 
on the Tennyson North Section 
 
• General preferences of the 

table groups were for 
combined Option 1 & 2, Coastal 
& Seaview Road Options.  

• Seaview Road option was 
emphasised by some groups 
because of narrow dune areas 
in this section. 

• Option 3 & 4, Military and 
Lakes edge Options, were 
considered a good future 
recreational opportunity but 
generally undesirable as an 
option for Coast Park. 

 
Provided 25 June, ratified by group 
23 July 2014. 

Agreed negotiated preferences  
 
Table 1 
• Divided views 
• 3 people prefer combined Option 1 

Beachfront & Option 2, Seaview Road 
options. 

• 1 person prefers Option 1 Beachfront 
• 1 persons Option 1 Beachfront, with 

Option 2, Seaview Road ancillary 
• Activity nodes should maximise 

disability facilities, interpretation 
possibilities 

• Note – link between Seaview and 
Beachfront at Hallam. 

 
Table 2 
• General consensus was achieved at 

the table for combined Option 1 & 2, 
Coastal & Seaview Road Options.  

• Seaview Road option was emphasised 
because of narrow dune areas in this 
section. 
 

Table 3 
• General preferences on the table 

groups for combined Option 1 
Beachfront & Option 2, Seaview Road 
options, with the beachfront path 
being an informal, narrow meandering 
natural surface. 

 
Table 4 
• Divided views 
• 3 people prefer combined Option 1 

Beachfront  & Option 2, Seaview Road 
Options with path to be a natural 
surface and as far from houses as 
practical (for safety and privacy 
reasons) 

• 1 person prefer from Fort to Hillview, 
Option 2 Seaview Road Option only 

Summarised preferences on 
the Tennyson North Section 
 
General consensus was not 
achieved by all Reference 
Group members on the 
Tennyson North section but a 
very clear preference was 
expressed by the majority of 
members for combined Option 
1 Beachfront & Option 2, 
Seaview Road Options.  
 
There was  support for Option 
1 Beachfront  to be made of a 
natural or compacted surface 
no more than 2 metres wide 
and to weave around sensitive 
vegetation. 
 
• General consensus was 

achieved on 2 tables for 
combined Option 1 
Beachfront & Option 2, 
Seaview Road Options. 

• Two tables were tables 
were divided but the 
majority of the members at 
these tables expressed a 
strong preference for 
combined Option 1 
Beachfront & Option 2, 
Seaview Road Options. 

• Option 1 Beachfront only 
was supported by a single 
group member 

• Option 2 Seaview Road only 
was supported by a single 
group member 

• There was  support for 
Option 1 Beachfront  to be 
made of a natural or 
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• Safety concerns re Trimmer Parade 
access link. 

 

compacted surface no more 
than 2 metres wide and to 
weave around sensitive 
vegetation. 

 
Original summarised preferences 
on the Tennyson Dunes Section 
 
• Consensus was achieved within 

all of the table groups for 
Option 1, Military Road West.   

• Lakes edge option, was 
considered a good future 
recreational opportunity but 
generally undesirable as an 
option for Coast Park. 

 
Provided 23 July, ratified by group 
on 14 August 2014. 

 

Agreed negotiated preferences  
 
Table 1 
• Consensus was achieved on the table 

for Option 1, Military Road West.   
• Formal request for Tennyson Dunes 

Management Committee to seek 
advice from members of the CPPRG. 

 
Table 2 
• Divided views 
• 3 people prefer Option 1, Military 

Road West.   
• 3 people prefer a path to be provided 

along the perimeter (back edge)  of 
the Tennyson Dunes 

 
Table 3 
• Consensus was achieved on the table 

for Option 1, Military Road West.   
 
Table 4 
• Divided views 
• 3 people prefer Option 1, Military 

Road West.   
• 1 person prefer other options to be 

considered and explored 
 
 

Summarised preferences on 
Tennyson Dunes 
 
General consensus was not 
achieved by all Reference 
Group members on the 
Tennyson Dunes section but a 
very clear preference was 
expressed by the majority of 
members for Option 1 Military 
Road West. 
 
• General consensus was 

achieved on 2 tables for 
Option 1 Military Road 
West. 

• Two tables were divided 
but the majority of the 
members at these tables 
expressed a strong 
preference for Option 1 
Military Road West. 

• A suggested option of 
running path along the back 
side of Tennyson Dunes was 
lightly supported. 

• One member preferred 
other options to be 
explored. 

 
Original summarised preferences 
on the Semaphore Park South 
Section 
 
• Views were divided between 

Options 1 and 2  
• Two of the tables reached 

consensus for Option 2, 
Military Rd West 

• One of the tables reached 
consensus for Option 1, 
Beachfront 

• One table was divided, with 
preferences split between 
Option 1 and 2. 

• Most tables agreed that should 
Option 1 go ahead it should be 
a natural surface and take a 
more informal, meandering 
form. 

 
Provided 23 July, ratified by group 
on 14 August 2014. 

Agreed negotiated preferences  
 
Table 1 
• Divided views 
• 3 people prefer for Option 1, 

Beachfront 
• 2 people prefer combined Option 1, 

Beachfront & Option 2 Military Rd 
West 

 
Table 2 
• Divided views 
• 3 people prefer combined Option 1A, 

Beachfront & Option 2 Military Rd 
West, with Option 2 being a trafficable 
informal path 

• 3 people prefer Option 2 Military Rd 
West with an upgrade of the existing 
beachfront landscape Coast Park to 
make it more trafficable (referred to 
by some group members as Option 
1a) 

 

Summarised preferences on 
the Semaphore Park South 
Section 
 
General consensus was not 
achieved by all Reference 
Group members on the 
Semaphore Park South section 
but a clear preference was 
expressed by the majority of 
members for combined Option 
1 Beachfront & Option 2, 
Military Road West Options.  
 
There was  support for Option 
1 Beachfront  to be made of a 
natural or compacted surface 
no more than 2 metres wide 
and to weave around sensitive 
vegetation. Suggestions were 
made for the access link to the 
beachfront path to be provided 
through Sandpiper/Cormorant 
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Table 3 
• Table preference for a dual option – 

combined Option 1, Beachfront & 
Option 2 Military Rd West 

• Access to beach front to a low impact 
track between Sandpiper/Cormorant 
rather than shore court 

• Path along Sandpiper must be set 
away from houses and take the form 
of low impact 1.5-2m track 
meandering along existing fence line 

• Coastal hedge an option for fencing eg 
Alyxia buxifolia or other native species 

• Note: Dependant on Ministers 
decision as dunes are Crown Land and 
potential conservation park 

 
Table 4 
• Divided views.  
• 2 members preferred Option 2 

Military Rd West 
• 1 member preferred Option 1 

Beachfront, featuring a hard surface 
path. 

• 1 person preferred Option 2 Military 
Rd West to Sandpiper Reserve 
walkway and then Combined 1 and 2 
to Mirani  

• Prefer the Sandpiper link compared to 
Shore court. 

 

reserve. 
 
• General consensus was 

achieved on 1 table for 
combined Option 1 
Beachfront & Option 2, 
Military Road West. 

• Three tables were tables 
were divided but the 
majority of the members 
preferred combined Option 
1 Beachfront & Option 2, 
Military Road West.  

• There was light support for 
Option 2, Military Road 
West with an upgrade of 
the existing beachfront 
landscape to make it more 
trafficable. 

• There was light support for 
Option 1, Beachfront only. 

• Two members preferred 
Option 2, Military Road 
West only. 

• There was  support for 
Option 1 Beachfront  to be 
made of a natural or 
compacted surface no more 
than 2 metres wide and to 
weave around sensitive 
vegetation, feature 
landscape treatment and be 
set far as possible from the 
houses. 

• Suggestions were made for 
the access link to the 
beachfront path to be 
provided through 
Sandpiper/Cormorant 
reserve. 

 
Original summarised preferences 
on the Semaphore Park North 

 
• 3 tables reached consensus on 

combined Option 1 Beachfront 
and Option 2 Military Rd West 
with the beachfront path being 
an informal meandering 
natural surface featuring 
landscape treatment. 

• 1 table had divided views. 3 
members preferred combined 
Option 1 Beachfront and 
Option 2 Military Rd West with 
the beachfront featuring 
landscape treatment only (no 
path).  1 member preferred 

Agreed negotiated preferences  
 
Table 1 
• Divided views 
• 4 people prefer combined Option 1, 

Beachfront & Option 2 Military Rd 
West 

• 1 person prefer Option 1, Beachfront, 
supported by Option 2 but not as an 
equal option 

 
Table 2 
• Divided views 
• 3 people prefer combined Option 1A, 

Beachfront & Option 2 Military Rd 
West, with Option 2 being a trafficable 
informal path 

Summarised preferences on 
the Semaphore Park North 
 
General consensus was not 
achieved by all Reference 
Group members on the 
Semaphore Park North section 
but a clear preference was 
expressed by the majority of 
members for combined Option 
1 Beachfront & Option 2, 
Military Road West Options.  
 
There was support for Option 1 
Beachfront  to be made of a 
natural or compacted surface 
no more than 2 metres wide,  
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Option 1 Beachfront, featuring 
a hard surface path.  

 

Provided by group on 14 August 
2014. 

 
 
 
 
 

• 3 people prefer Option 2 Military Rd 
West with an upgrade of the existing 
beachfront landscape Coast Park to 
make it more trafficable (referred to 
by some group members as Option 
1a) 

 
Table 3 
• Agreed table preference for a 

combined Option 1 Beachfront and 
Option 2 Military Rd West with the 
beachfront path being an informal, 
narrow meandering natural surface 
featuring landscape treatment. 

• Option 2 shared use path should 
divert on to Elanora Street which has 
been made one way (slip road) from 
south the north.  

• Keep path out of dunes, if path has to 
meander into some of it then local 
native plants should be protected. 

 
Table 4 
• Divided views.  
• 2 members preferred combined 

Option 1 Beachfront and Option 2 
Military Rd West with the beachfront 
featuring natural landscape treatment 

• 1 member preferred Option 1 
Beachfront, featuring a hard surface 
path. 

• 1 person preferred Option 2 Military 
Rd West 

 
Provided by group on 14 August 2014. 
 

weave around sensitive 
vegetation, feature landscape 
treatment and be set far as 
possible from the houses. 
 
• General consensus was 

achieved on 1 table for 
combined Option 1 
Beachfront and Option 2 
Military Rd West with the 
beachfront path being an 
informal, narrow 
meandering natural surface 
featuring landscape 
treatment. 

• Three tables were tables 
were divided but the 
majority of the members 
preferred combined Option 
1 Beachfront & Option 2, 
Military Road West.  

• There was light support for 
Option 2, Military Road 
West with an upgrade of 
the existing beachfront 
landscape to make it more 
trafficable. 

• One member supported 
Option 1, Beachfront only. 

• One member supported 
Option 2, Military Road 
West only. 

• There was support for 
Option 1 Beachfront  to be 
made of a natural or 
compacted surface no more 
than 2 metres wide and to 
weave around sensitive 
vegetation, feature 
landscape treatment and be 
set far as possible from the 
houses. 
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