


 
 
The author suggests that in the interim it may be prudent to apply a precautionary principle to development on the coast; 
and for the State Government to indicate spatially an area where individual coastal hazard vulnerability assessments are 
required at the applicant’s expense for new development to be considered (as used by VCAT [1206 2009]).  
 

Additionally, Councils could choose to increase descriptions of non-complying development in their Development Plans. As 
non-compliant development applications do not have appeal rights (Planning SA 2002: 52), listing additional undesirable 
development as non-compliant in the strategic planning instrument will make it easier for Development Assessment 
Panels to refuse development without the fear of litigation in the current time frame. Such an action may increase the level 
of outcomes that are in accord with policy intentions regarding development in proximity to the coast, and reduce 
individual applications being exempt. 
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