- ANALYSIS

We can go beyond the
maintenance debate,
writes Chris Tola.

DURING the current period where
the tightening of financial purse
strings is the norm, maintenance of
costly heritage items can be a hot
potato when it comes to deciding
who foots the bill.
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The aquatic landscape functions
are a little less publicised and
understood. As an established
underwater ecosystem the role of
artificial reef structures are well
documented in terms of their value
to both the recreational fishing and
diving communities and industry.

The popularity of the site for
divers near and far due to the unique
sea life that inhabits the structure
and nearby sea caves are known, but
perhaps not well documented.

The second major role that the
structure plays, which is possibly
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knows where Catho is, and upon
mention of the name can recall epic
sessions there.

Even international visitors have
either direct experience or have
heard of such. Some of these stories
usually include a comment about the
legendary “Old Tom”, the one-eyed
great white shark calloused from
using the jetty as a scratching post.

Surfing Catho is certainly an
experience of the senses, and the
jetty forms part of the fabric in
providing a unique identifying

profile for this beach and the village.

The question is how we minimise
the costs of recurrent maintenance
to the structure while maintaining
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marine/diving environment to
remain as is and deteriorate
naturally over time.

Currently the jetty is not accessible
to the public and is limited in
providing any benefit in terms of an
elevated platform when compared to
the maintenance costs. The remnant
piles could provide the physical
reminder of the heritage and physical
iconic reminders for interpretation
purposes of the past (good or bad).

The community benefit of
maintaining the structure as is
cannot be justified in terms of just
coalmining heritage value. I agree
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Itisthese current roles and the
iconic nature of the structure as a
constant reminder of why Catho is
Catho that call for an effective (and
financially viable) reuse.

Catherine Hill Bay, the Hunter and
our national coastline deserve better
than an ill-planned proposal. Let’s
work together to see a positive and
sustainable compromise achieved.

Chris Tola is president of the Hunter
Chapter of Surfrider Foundation
Australia.



