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Living shorelines
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Potential benefits of living shorelines
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Living shorelines in Australia
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Australian guidelines — Chapter 5
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Living Shorelines Australia
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Living Shorelines Australia

A (N) There are no barriers
(M) Will not work quickly enough 1

(L) Lack of governmental support

(K) Does not suit the prioritites 1

(J) Lack of community support 1

(1) It is not my decision which types of methods are used
(H) Unable to secure funding 1

(G) It is inappropriate for my area 1

(F) Lack of technical guidelines 1

(E) Planning or regulation barriers 1

(D) Lack of good examples being used 1

(C) Uncertainty in the level of risk reduction 1

(B) Lack of clarity regarding the options available -

(A) Lack of necessary expertise 1

Barrier
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Top 5 barriers:

Uncertainty in the level of risk reduction
Lack of necessary expertise

Planning or regulation barriers

Lack of good examples being used

Lack of clarity in the options available



Living Shorelines Australia
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Living Shorelines Australia

100+

Percentage of responses

59% were considered successful
13% were somewhat or not successful
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Living Shorelines Australia - recommendations

Compile commonly used techniques and currently available information, supplemented with additional research where

needed, to develop technical guidelines for different methods if they do not exist currently.
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Living Shorelines Australia - recommendations

Identify emerging technologies for research programs to provide the ecological, engineering and socio-economic
information necessary to support broader use. For example hybrid approachesrepresent an opportunityfor living

shorelinesin more diverse environmental settings but are less well studied/characterised.
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Living Shorelines Australia - recommendations

Increase the number of living shorelines using ecosystems that are currently not well represented as demonstration

projects. Decisions could be aided by a living shorelines options analysis for coastlines.
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Living Shorelines Australia - recommendations

Work with diverse stakeholders, including researchers, practitioners, community and Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander

Organisationsto co-design livingshoreline projects for built, natural, recreational and cultural assets.
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Living Shorelines Australia
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unconsolidated

Approach | Technique | Example Length (m) Cost (m)
Soft .::rt:l-:;al nourishment, replenishment or 690 356
Beach S dP g - db ;
Hybrid and pumping, sand bypassing 1000 5935
Soft F{estrlctmg access, revegetation, reshaping, 300 16.5
sand fencing
Dune Dune with rock core
Hybrid 550 4000
Soft Planting seeds or seedlings 2750 60
Mangrove . - .
Hybrid Rock fillet/sill, wooden logs or pilings 407.5 158
Soft ?::;n::;lligoarl‘ccess, hydrological restoration, 1000 10
Saltmarsh g
Hybrid - -
Soft Planting seeds or fragments 5000 Unknown
Seagrass X - - -
Hybrid Metal pins, sediment stabilising matting Unknown Unknown
Soft ) - -
Shellfish -
Hybrid Rock or shell consolidated or 10375 1396.5




