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1 INTRODUCTION

Coastal Partners (CP), in collaboration with AECOM, have developed a Coastal Management
Strategy on behalf of Havant Borough Council. The Strategy covers the entirety of the Hayling
Island coastline (Figure 1-1). The project is being part funded by Flood and Coastal Risk
Management Grant in Aid (GiA) administered by the Environment Agency (EA) and Havant
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Figure 1-1 Strategy frontage

Hayling Island has a population of more than 17,000 and is located on the south Hampshire
coast within the Borough of Havant. The island has a 38km coastline, characterised by both
a highly dynamic wave dominated open coast area and more sheltered tidally dominated
areas within the harbours. The island is low lying with a mix of land use including rural,
agricultural and densely populated urban areas. Access and egress on and off the island is
via a sole road bridge connection to the mainland (A3023).

The Strategy area contains a mix of residential and commercial properties. There are large
areas of open space and sites of significant environmental importance around much of the
frontage. In addition, there are historical landmarks and high-grade agricultural land. This
diverse and interesting coastal environment provides extensive access and recreation
opportunities and is widely used for leisure by a significant number of visitors each year.
Hayling Island’s beaches are popular with swimmers, surfers, sailors and walkers alike, with
the seafront stretching over 5 kilometers, plus the shorelines of Langstone and Chichester
harbours. Beachlands is a European Blue Flag beach and is the main tourist attraction. With



uninterrupted views across the sea, it is possible to see the Isle of Wight, and to watch the
ferries as they pass enroute to continental Europe.

1.1 Purpose of this Document

This report seeks to summarise the three month Public Consultation process which ran from
the 3rd October 2022 to the 30th December 2022 and sets out the results of the feedback
received. The feedback received during this time period has been assessed and where
applicable and relevant used to update or amend the final Strategy. All of the feedback
received is presented in this report. Whilst many of the comments received were not directly
related to the Strategy proposals they have been extremely useful to Coastal Partners and
HBC and have highlighted many other community issues, concerns, opportunities and
successes.

1.2 Wider Engagement

This consultation exercise formed part of a wider engagement process that has been ongoing
throughout the duration of the project. Details of this wider engagement can be found in the
Stakeholder Engagement Report, which can be downloaded from
www.coastalpartners.org.uk. Having a clear methodology helps to ensure that the relevant
stakeholders are engaged at the right time. Each stakeholder is likely to have a unique view
on the use, development and protection of any coastal frontage. As such they can be a
source of indispensable information which can be used to define issues and objectives, steer
option development and achieve consensus on a preferred option. Ultimately the overall
objective of the engagement process has been to generate stakeholder interest, involvement,
ownership and acceptance of the preferred strategic management options and the detail that
lay behind them.

The project objectives are:

= To produce a sustainable cohesive strategy for managing flood and coastal erosion
risk for Hayling Island for the next 100 years.

= To identify the consequences of implementing the preferred policies from the North
Solent Shoreline Management Plan (NSSMP) and if necessary challenge the existing
policies, and exploring adaptation as a very real option

= To contribute to the delivery of the Strategic Objectives set out in the National Flood
and Coastal Erosion Risk Management (FCERM) strategy

* To build on the work of the NSSMP and the Hayling Island Funding and
Implementation Strategy (2019), incorporate new information and integrate with
current schemes and studies

= To define the current and future coastal flooding and erosion risks to people and the
developed, historic and natural environments.

= To identify the preferred technically, economically and environmentally sound and
sustainable strategic options for managing those risks over the appraisal period and
define an implementation plan

= To identify opportunities for broader outcomes linked to partner initiatives such as
regeneration, tourism, recreation and amenity

= To identify opportunities for potential financial contributions to supplement future
FCERM schemes



= To involve stakeholders throughout the development of the Strategy, undertake
appropriate stakeholder engagement and public consultation to achieve stakeholder
buy-in to the preferred options

= To engage with the local community, including young people, and educate them on
the future impacts of flooding and coastal change on the island (A nation of climate
champions)

= To investigate the viability of Managed Realignment and Regulated Tidal Exchange
in the north of the island

= To identify opportunities for environmental enhancement, allowing where possible the
natural process and evolution of the shoreline.

Engagement throughout the project has informed the Draft Strategy options bearing in mind
what is technically feasible, publicly acceptable, most financially viable and environmentally
acceptable.

It should be noted that the consultation on the Strategic Environmental Assessment (SEA),
Habitat Regulations Assessment (HRA), Water Framework Directive Assessment (WFD)
environmental reports was carried out separately to the Draft Strategy consultation. This
consultation ran from 3 July 2023 to the 7™ September 2023. A separate report for the
environment reports consultation will be produced.



2 CONSULTATION SUMMARY
2.1 Public Exhibitions

Two public exhibitions were held during October 2022 at the beginning of the consultation
period. The venues were selected to provide the opportunity for as many people as possible
to attend an event that was local to them. The venues used were Northney Recreation Hall
and the United Reformed Church. A total of 217 people attended the public events. Attendees
were asked to mark on a map of Hayling Island where they had travelled from, Figure 2-1.
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Figure 2-1 Exhibition visitors' location of origin

The exhibition content was designed to communicate the development of the Strategy
through a series of poster boards; these can also be found in Appendix A of this document.
These began with information on who Coastal Partners are and the key partners involved,
the policy and strategic approach to flood and coastal erosion risk management, Hayling
Island today, challenges and development of the Strategy.

A number of pull up banners detailed the draft leading options for each section of coast (split
into Option Development Units (ODU’s) accompanied by a map of the area.

The final section of the exhibition gave information on the short-term action plan, funding and
coastal adaptation, and ended with a poster advertising how to obtain further information and
provide feedback on the draft Strategy.

As well as the posters, AECOM were on hand to talk about the flood and erosion modelling
with visitors and maps were available to show the flood and erosion zones. Officers also ran
an interactive GIS system to allow people to view their home in relation to the flood risk zones;
this tool proved extremely valuable in engaging the public and sparking conversation and
debate.



Members of the project team from both Coastal Partners and AECOM were present at both
events and were available to assist visitors and answer questions on any aspect of the
Strategy. There were also paper copies of the survey available should anyone have
difficulties accessing the online version.

Figure 2-2 Photos from the events

Many visitors spent at least 30 minutes reading the information and engaging with the team
with various questions and remarks. The majority of those who attended the consultation did
so because they saw an advertisement in the local newspaper, received notification from
Coastal Partners about the events, saw it on social media or heard about them via word of
mouth.
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2.2 Coastal Partners website and social media

The Strategy webpage (https://coastalpartners.org.uk/project/hayling-island-coastal-
management-strateqy-16/) included details of the Strategy consultation and exhibition
events, with links to the Draft Strategy Summary Document, Appendices, the exhibition
boards and an online version of the questionnaire.

During consultation statistics were captured to determine the use of the website and the
effective of the promotional work carried out to publicise the Strategy and consultation period.

High Level website statistics
Between the 3™ October and 315t December 2022:

= 4289 individual sessions or visits to the entire Coastal Partners website when
compared to 3462 sessions for the preceding 3 month period.

= 441 page views for the Hayling Island Coastal Management Strategy page, 55% of
these were new users to the website.

* From the total 4,289 sessions, 167 were via social media.

= From Facebook, 142 users came to our site with 12 linked directly to the HICMS
page, leading to 150 pages views. From Twitter, 23 users came to the site with 13
linked directly to HICMS page — beating the Coastal Partners Homepage by 9 users.

= 53 users came to the Coastal Partners website via the Hayling Island Snap Online
Survey

Social media was used along with a press release (Figure 2-6) to raise awareness of the
Strategy and to advertise the consultation events and questionnaire. These posts were
shared to local group pages and resident groups. Havant Borough Council also shared the
consultation events on their social media pages.

Media Release
Date of Release: XX XX 2022
A Strategy for Hayling’s coast

A Strategy for the future of Cosstal Management on Hayling Island has recently
been developed by Havant Borough Council

The Strategy focuses on the gre
the face of its

« Monday 17th October, 14.00 - 17.00 - Northney Recrestion Hall, St Pater's
Road, PO11 0SB

« Wednesday 19th October, 16.00 — 19.30 - South Hayiing United Reformed 2
Church, Hollow Lsne. PO11 QEY A view of Hayling Island from sbove

unications -

The Strstegy recommends & delivery action plan with its implementstion subject to
private landowners will

al Plan
Separate from the Hayling Isiand Cosstal Mansgement Sirategy. Havant Borough
Councilis slso engaging with the public s part of the new Local Pian. Find out more
on the Locsl Plen here hitps://www havent gov.ukllocst-plan

Beach Msintenance at Esstoke

Figure 2-6 Public consultation media release
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2.3 E-newsletters

E-newsletters were sent out by HBC and Coastal partners in September, October and
November 2023 to those on their distribution lists, to publicise the consultation, public events

and questionnaire.

UPDATE

September 2022 - Public Exhibition Dates Released

Engagement with communite

has Deen key 10 shap

We are holding two in-person exhiditon events on Hayling Island

* Monday 17" October, 2:00pm = S:00pm at the Northney Recreation Hall,
PO11 0SB

o Wednesday 19" October, 4:00pm - 7:30pm 2t te United Reformed
Church, Hollow Lane, PO11 SEY

There is no need o book
vill De 3 fantastc opponunity for residents and visitors to understand why

g 3 coaswl manageme: egy for Hayling Isiand, view the Draft
3")‘0;, 230 Onine), 13K 10 the Project 1eam N PArSON N0 Share your vews

N NG SW3y UP-10-Cate ON the Proact pledse vist the

Figure 2-7 E-newsletters (September 2022)

A
@

Coastal Partners

UPDATE

Consultation on the Draft Strategy -
Now Open

As part of Havant Borough Council, we have developed a Draft Strategy to manage
coastal flood and erosion risk on Hayling Island for the next 100 years. The Draft
Strategy is now available to view HERE

Throughout October, November and December, we are seeking feedback on
this strategy. Please submit your views HERE

We are also holding two drop-in events on Hayling Island

« Monday 17 October, 2:00pm - 5:00pm at the Northney Recreation Hall,
PO11 0SB

« Wednesday 19" October, 4:00pm - 7:30pm at the United Reformed
Church, Hollow Lane, PO11 9EY

The events will be an opportunity for you to understand the need for a coastal
management strategy and talk to the project team

All information and supporting documents on the Draft Strategy can be found HERE
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Coastal Partners

UPDATE

There are now just 4 weeks left of the consultation on the Draft Hayling Island
Coastal Management Strategy. concluding at the end of the month. The Draft
Strategy sets out a vision to manage coastal flood and erosion risk to the Island for
the next 100 years and Coastal Farners are seeking your views on the Draft
Strategy.

‘ ’ Coastal Partners

Events to highlight a strategy for Hayling’s coast

A Strategy for the future of Coastal Manasgement on Hayling Island has recently
been developed by Havant Borough Council

The strategy focuses on the growing coastal |
fiood and erosion risk to the Island in the
face of climate change. Its proposals set out
8 vision to manage these risks for

the next 100 years. The team responsible for s
the proposed Strategy is now seeking views
from the public via an online consultation at

In October, 217 people visited us at our exhibition events on the isiand. Thank you to
those of you who attended, asked questions and provided feedback

www.coastalpartners org ulk/suthority/havant/.

You can stil view the draft strategy, exhibition materials and provide your feedback

Two public events are also tsking place to highlight the strategy. These will provide via the project webpage until 30" December 2022. The exhibition posters are also
an opportunity to give views on the plans and talk to the team from ‘Coastal Partners’ currently on display in the Havant Borough Council Plaza foyer which you are
who have developed the strategy. Input from businesses and residents is sought to welcome to come and view in person, no booking is required

help shape the Strategy. The events are confirmed for:

For more information and to fill out the survey please visit the project webpage

« Monday 17th October, 14,00 — 17.00 - Northney Recreation Hsll, St Peter's
Road, PO11 0SB

« Wednesday 18th October, 16.00 — 18.30 - South Hayling United Reformed
Church, Hollow Lane, PO11 9EY

Councillor Clare Satchwell, Csbinet Lead for Planning, Hayling Sesfront Strategy and
Coastal Management commented on the strategy, "We are lucky to have incredible
beaches on Hayling Island. and a thriving community. This strategy is important to
help us mansge coastal risks and ensure Hayling Island is resilient to climate change
into the future. We would like to hesr your views so please get involved online or at
one of the events.’

The strstegy recommends a delivery action plan with its implementation subject to
securing funding. For the majority of the Hayling coastiine. private landowners will
ultimately be responsible for the successful implementstion of the recommendations

Cosstal Partners are a team of Coastal Mansgement specialists that oversee Havant
Borough Council's sea defences. The strategy can be viewed st
www.coastalpsrtners uk/suthority/havant/. The three-month consultation period
runs until 30 December 2022.

The Local Plan Manage Subscriptions | Unsubscribe All | Help

Separate from the Hayling Island Coastal Management Strategy, Havant Borough Stay Connected with Coastal Partners
Council is siso engaging with the public as part of the new Locsl Plan. Find out more
on the Local Plan here www.havant gov.uk/locsl-plsn

Figure 2-8 E-newsletters (October and November 2022)
2.4 Unmanned Exhibitions and Posters

An unmanned display of the exhibitions posters was present in the Havant Borough Council
Plaza foyer for the duration of the consultation period. Other posters advertising the
consultation period, draft strategy and links to the website and survey were also displayed
around Hayling Island, see Appendix B for an example of these. These were displayed prior
to the exhibition events and remained for the whole consultation period to raise awareness
of the Strategy.
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The posters were displayed in the following locations around Hayling Island:

= HBC notice boards - Station Road, Mengham, Stoke (junction of Copse Lane),
Creek Road cap park, Bound Lane car park.

= Eastoke shops - VJ's, Wine Bar, Chicken Shop, Cafe, Terracotta Shop, Tattooists
and Chip Shop.

= VJ's shop at Beachlands

= Beachlands office

= Sainsbury's Mengham

= Co'op Church Road

= Hayling Community Centre

= Northney Tea Rooms

= Tourist office

» Hayling Island Golf Club

Hayling Island 9 Coastal

Hayling Island Coastal 508
AP Coastal Management Strategy S

Partne
Coastal Management Strategy artners

. g S avant
Preparing for a resilient future B EVELS Preparing for a resilient future BORGUCH COUNCIL

PUBLIC CONSULTATION et e
Oct to Dec 2022 Island.

B PUBLIC CONSULTATION

flood and erosion risk to Hayling Island.
e , Oct to Dec 2022

‘ Without a clear strategy, the Island’s environment and way of life are threatened.

Scan the QR code P economy, environment and way of life are

to view and submit ol threatened.

feedback on the . 3

Draft Strategy. The Coastal Management Strategy for
Hayling Island helps to manage and prepare
for this risk.

Coan the OR code to view and submit
‘The Coastal Management Strategy for Hayling feedback on the Draft Strategy.
Island helps to manage and prepare for this risk.

Join us at the following locations to see and discuss the Draft Strategy

Join us at these locations to see and discuss the Draft Strategy. 17th October - 14.00 to 17.00 19th October - 16.00 to 19.30

17th October - 14.00 to 17.00 19th October - 16.00 to 19.30
Northney Recreation Hall South Hayling United Reformed Church
St Peter’s Road, PO11 ORT Hollow Lane, PO11 9EY

Northney Recreation Hall South Hayling United Reformed Church
St Peter’s Road, PO11 ORT Hollow Lane, PO11 9EY

coastalpartners.org.uk f ' in

coastalpartners.org.uk f y in

Figure 2-9 Public engagement static posters

2.5 Press

The exhibition events and consultation were well covered by press releases and the
conventional press. Articles were published in the local newspaper, the Hayling Herald, and
online publications also published articles detailing the events and website information. Links
to news and web articles are as follows.
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HBC
https://lwww.havant.gov.uk/news/events-highlight-strategy-hayling%E2%80%99s-coast

Hampshire Live

https://www.hampshirelive.news/news/hampshire-news/millions-pounds-needed-protect-

hayling-7752003
Dredging Today

https://www.dredgingtoday.com/2022/10/06/consultation-open-for-the-hayling-island-
coastal-management-strateqy/

https://www.dredgingtoday.com/2022/12/02/still-time-to-comment-on-the-hayling-island-
coastal-management-strateqy/

Linked In

https://www.linkedin.com/posts/craig-stainton-9bbal334 hayling-island-coastal-
management-strateqy-activity-6990985945122545664-m3cV

Hayling Island Residents Association (HIRA)

https://www.haylingresidentsassociation.co.uk/single-post/hayling-s-coastal-strategy-
please-share
https://www.haylingresidentsassociation.co.uk/single-post/hayling-coastal-draft-strateqy

Cycle Hayling
https://cyclehayling.org/hayling-island-coastal-management-strateqy/
North East Hayling Residents Association (NEHRA)

http://www.nehra.org.uk/seadefences/

Hayling Herald

Hayling Herald News
Have your say on how local authority

should protect our precious coastline
ekl e

line. The three-month consultation period runs
It focuses on the growing coastal flood and from October 3rd until December 30th. View
erosion risk to the Island in the face of climate the strategy at coastalpartners.org.uk/authority/

responsible for the successful implementation of
the recommendations.

change and the proposals ~ which have been put
together by Havant Borough Council - set outa
vision to manage the risks for the next 100 years.

havant
M Separate from the Hayling Island Coastal
Management Strategy, Havant Borough Council

Input from businesses and residents is being
sought to help shape the strategy at two public
events.

The first is Monday October 17th from 2pm
until 5pm at Northney Recreation Hall, St Peter’s
Road.

The second is Wednesday, October 19th from
4pm until 7.30pm at South Hayling United Re-
formed Church, Hollow Lane.

Councillor Clare Satchwell, Cabinet Lead for
Planning, Hayling Seafront Strategy and Coastal
Management, said: ‘We are lucky to have incred-
ible beaches on Hayling Island, and a thriving
community. This strategy is important to help us
manage coastal risks and ensure Hayling Island is
resilient to climate change into the future.

is also engaging with the public as part of the
new Local Plan. Visit havant.gov.uk/local-plan
B Dredging of the Chichester Harbour Approach
Channel will begin on October 10th and last up to
15 days. The shingle will be pumped onto the beach
" at Eastoke.

Once the material has been placed on the beach,
bulldozers will reprofile the shingle to provide
a good standard of protection before the winter
period. Work will take place seven days a week, 24
hours per day, during high tides only.

It is fully funded by the Environment Agency
through Flood Defence Grant in Aid.

While the pump ashore takes place, sections of
the beach and promenade will be closed to the
public for safety. Visit coastalpartners.org.uk.

Groynes at Eastoke - part of the sea defences

‘We would like to hear your views so please get
involved online or at one of the events!

The strategy recommends a delivery action
plan with its implementation subject to secur-
ing funding.For the majority of the Hayling
coastline, private landowners will ultimately be
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https://www.havant.gov.uk/news/events-highlight-strategy-hayling%E2%80%99s-coast
https://www.hampshirelive.news/news/hampshire-news/millions-pounds-needed-protect-hayling-7752003
https://www.hampshirelive.news/news/hampshire-news/millions-pounds-needed-protect-hayling-7752003
https://www.dredgingtoday.com/2022/10/06/consultation-open-for-the-hayling-island-coastal-management-strategy/
https://www.dredgingtoday.com/2022/10/06/consultation-open-for-the-hayling-island-coastal-management-strategy/
https://www.dredgingtoday.com/2022/12/02/still-time-to-comment-on-the-hayling-island-coastal-management-strategy/
https://www.dredgingtoday.com/2022/12/02/still-time-to-comment-on-the-hayling-island-coastal-management-strategy/
https://www.linkedin.com/posts/craig-stainton-9bba1334_hayling-island-coastal-management-strategy-activity-6990985945122545664-m3cV
https://www.linkedin.com/posts/craig-stainton-9bba1334_hayling-island-coastal-management-strategy-activity-6990985945122545664-m3cV
https://www.haylingresidentsassociation.co.uk/single-post/hayling-s-coastal-strategy-please-share
https://www.haylingresidentsassociation.co.uk/single-post/hayling-s-coastal-strategy-please-share
https://www.haylingresidentsassociation.co.uk/single-post/hayling-coastal-draft-strategy
https://cyclehayling.org/hayling-island-coastal-management-strategy/
http://www.nehra.org.uk/seadefences/

Figure 2-10 Hayling herald news article, October 2022

Hayling Trader

H am Sh ire County Counclllor's Column

Lance Quantrill

@ COUﬂt)’ COUﬂCIl Email: lance.quantrill@hants.gov.uk * Tel: 07547 536388
Climate change is one of the biggest Hampshire County Council, along with other partners, have

2 funded Coastal Partners to draft a strategy to manage coastal
challenges Hayling Island faces over the 4 i s i A il

next century. It poses a significant threat s 3sm of shorline into 16 sections and applies 0o of
to the economy, environment, health and four approaches:

way of life for every Islander. * Accepting erosion

¢ Controlling natural processes
Rising sea levels are predicted to increase significantly the * Working with the tides
level of coastal flood and erosion risk such that, by 2120, an + Adopting to change

extrome tidal event (1 in 200-year Probability) may affect over
2,850 properties from coastal flooding with 1,510 properties
at risk from coastal erosion by the same time. Coming on and Here Is how you can help. Take a look at the Draft Strategy
off the Istand via Langstone bridge Is at risk today of such an www.coastalpartners.org.uk/project/hayling-island-
ovent. coastal-management-strategy-16/

=75 Then, by 30th December 2022, use the online survey 10 give
your views on both the section which affects you most and
overall for the whole Island.

If you do not use a computer just give me a call, on the
number above, and | will arrange a printed summary for you.
Those representing localised residents’ associations or
owning land covering several properties should also contact
me to ensure that they are invoived in the Stakeholder
consultations,

Lance Quantrill - County Councilor for Hayling Isiand

Figure 2-11 Hayling Trader article, November / December 2022 issue

Solent Forum

Flood and Coastal Erosion Risk Management

= The draft Hayling ksland Coastal Management Strategy sets cut a vision for managing the island's coastline, The sirategy has eaplered the mest suitable optiens for the island™s entire 38km coastline,
Wiew the draft strategy and prowide feedback at: https:/bit g/ ICEBE Un.

Figure 2-12 Solent Forum newsletter extract, October 2022

2.6 Councillor Engagement

Councillors were kept informed throughout the project and provided with a presentation and
update prior to consultation to make them aware of the consultation and exhibitions and
asking them to engage with their electorate. Councillors also received written updates via
email.
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3 QUESTIONNAIRE RESULTS

A total of 87 questionnaire responses were received during the consultation using the online
form. One hard copy was also received.

80% of respondents were either residents or landowners on Hayling island. 14% were visitors
or tourists and 9% were organisations or businesses.

The majority of respondents indicated that they had heard about the consultation events via
Coastal Partners / Havant Borough Council E-newsletters, social media or through the
Hayling Island Strategy webpages.

The three ODUs of most interest to responders were ODUs 8 (45%), 9 (38%) and 10 (33%),
along the open coast of the island.

Of those who responded, there was a majority (50% or over) support for the draft strategy
optionsin ODUs 1, 3,5, 6, 7,8, 9, 11, 13, 15 and 16.

For those who responded, there was a combined majority (50% or over) who did not support
and did not know if they supported the draft strategy options for ODUs 2, 4, 10, 12, and 14.
Objections to the Strategy proposals in these five locations primarily related to:

e Landowners’ responsibility to maintain and provide their own flood and erosion
protection,

e Allowing erosion at West Beach to continue,

e Allowing the coast to evolve naturally with the perception that this will cause
detrimental damage,

e Options not going far enough to reduce coastal squeeze, and
e Erosion risk to the Hayling Billy Line.

50% of respondents said that they would be willing to contribute to a scheme in the future,
while 36% didn’t know and 14% would not be willing. Of those willing to contribute, 43% could
devote time to a future scheme, 26% would be willing to share local knowledge and
experience and 16% would consider making a financial contribution or help to fundraise.
Other forms of contribution included supporting a rise in council tax or rates, offer of venues
and maintenance of private defences.

The detailed questionnaire results are presented on the following pages. The specific
comments and feedback received are presented in Section 4, alongside a project team
response to the comments.
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Question 1: What is your interest in the Strategy? (Select all that apply)

WHAT IS YOUR INTEREST IN THE STRATEGY?

Organisation /
business, 9%

Visitor / tourist,

14% !

Resident /
landowner, 80%

Figure 3-1 Question 1 statistics
Organisations or businesses, included:

= Cards4occasions

= Chichester Harbour Conservancy

» Hayling Island Residents Association (HIRA)

= The British Horse Society

= The Royal Society for the Protection of Birds (RSPB)

= Havant Climate Alliance

= Havant Friends of the Earth

= Cycle Hayling and Portsmouth Cyclists Touring Club (CTC)

Question 2: How did you hear about the Strategy? (Select all that apply)

HOW DID YOU HEAR ABOUT THE STRATEGY?

Word of mouth,  Other, 9%
|

12% HBC /CP

newsletter, 44%

Local newspaper,
18%

Website, 24%
\Social media,
31%

Figure 3-2 Question 2 statistics



Other methods included:

. Hayling Island Residents Association (HIRA)
. Merdian Shopping Centre

. Signs

. Solent Forum newsletter

. Neighbour

Question 3: Which area of the Strategy coastline is of most interest to you?

Option Development Units (ODU)

ODU1 Langstone Bridge to Northney Farm

ODU2 Northney Marina

ODUS3 Northney Farm to Chichester Road

ODUA4 Chichester Road to Mill Rythe Junior School
ODUS5 Mill Rythe Junior School to Salterns Lane
ODUG6 Salterns Lanes to Wilsons Boat Yard

ODU7 Wilsons Boat Yard to Fishery Creek

ODUS8 Eastoke

ODU9 Eastoke Corner to Inn on the Beach
ODU10 Inn on the Beach to North Shore Road
ODU11 North Shore Road

ODU12 North Shore Road to Newtown

ODU13 Newtown

ODU14 Newtown to Stoke

ODU15 Stoke to Langstone Bridge Car Park
ODU16 Langstone Bridge Car Park to Langstone Bridge

Figure 3-3 Option Development Unit locations

WHICH AREA OF THE STRATEGY COASTLINE
IS OF MOST INTEREST TO YOU?

IJIIIII‘IIIIIIII

10 11 12 13 14 15 16

40
35
30
25
2
1
1

Number of rsponses
(92 B s TR ¥ o B e

=]

OoDuU

Figure 3-4 Question 3 statistics
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Question 4. Do you support the draft strategy options for ODUx: Langstone bridge to
Northney Farm?

ODU 1a: Langstone Bridge to DO YOU SUPPORT THE DRAFT

Northney Marina
mwym.,dmm : STRATEGY OPTIONS FOR ODU1?
anc e ~3003 Into e futurs a2 80 Bvel o Dor't knoi

16%

Yes
58%

ODU 1b: Northney Marina to
Spinnaker Grange (east)

ODU 1c: Spinnaker Grange (east)
to Northney Farm

intent: Stop landill &r0ding INto the

ige me 0 >
Leading Option

Figure 3-5 Draft Strategy for ODU 1 and Question 4 statistics

Question 5. Do you support the draft strategy options for ODU2: Northney Marina?

DO YOU SUPPORT THE DRAFT
STRATEGY OPTIONS FOR ODU2?

Don't know

33% Yes

45%

22%

Figure 3-6 Draft Strategy for ODU 2 and Question 5 statistics
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Question 6. Do you support the draft strategy options for ODU3: Northney Farm to Chichester
Road?

e e O DO YOU SUPPORT THE DRAFT
Chichester Road

Intent:

STRATEGY OPTIONS FOR ODU3?

Figure 3-7 Draft Strategy for ODU 3 and Question 6 statistics

Question 7. Do you support the draft strategy options for ODU4: Chichester Road to Mill
Rythe Junior School?

ODU 4: Chichester Road to DO YOU SUPPORT THE DRAET
A STRATEGY OPTIONS FOR ODU4?

Yes
11%

Mill Rythe Junior School

Don't know
33%

Leading Option: ACOpting 0 the

56%

Figure 3-8 Draft Strategy for ODU 4 and Question 7 statistics
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Question 8. Do you support the draft strategy options for ODUs5a: Mill Rythe Junior School to

Salterns Lane?

ODU 5a: Mill Rythe Junior
School to Tournerbury Farm

Intent: Maintain and improve flood
protection to properties and businesses
Leading Option: Reduce the impacts of
the tide

How: Construct new defences, maintain
and raise over time

ODU 5b: Tournerbury Farm to
Tournerbury Woods Estate

with sea level rise

ODU 5c: Tournerbury Woods
Estate to Salterns Lane

Intent: | rsS 10 maintain their ow

DO YOU SUPPORT THE DRAFT
STRATEGY OPTIONS FOR ODUS5?

Don't know
23%

Yes
54%

No
23%

Figure 3-9 Draft Strategy for ODU 5 and Question 8 statistics

Question 9. Do you support the draft strategy options for ODU6: Salterns Lane to Wilsons

Boat Yard?

ODU 6: Salterns Lane to
Wilsons Boat Yard

Intent: Maintain flood protection
10 the residents, community and
businesses at Selsmore

Leading Option: Reducing the

impacts of the tide

How: Private maintenance of
defences in the short and medium
term, then construct and maintain
new defences in the longer term

DO YOU SUPPORT THE DRAFT
STRATEGY OPTIONS FOR ODU6?

Don't know
8%

No
25%

Yes
67%
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Figure 3-10 Draft Strategy for ODU 6 and Question 9 statistics

Question 10. Do you support the draft strategy options for ODU7: Wilsons Boat Yard to
Fishery Creek?

ODU 7: Wilsons Boat yard to , DO YOU SUPPORT THE DRAFT
F'shery Tl y STRATEGY OPTIONS FOR ODU7?

Intent

No
11%

Yes
89%

Figure 3-11 Draft Strategy for ODU 7 and Question 10 statistics

Question 11. Do you support the draft strategy options for ODU8: Eastoke?

g:u 8";‘?':';.”;"6'; Creek to DO YOU SUPPORT THE DRAFT
ficly Bost Ieature Basorve STRATEGY OPTIONS FOR ODUS?

Intent: Maintain 3 neakny Dasch slongeide ‘,J" k
flood and erosion protection 1o residents, - Don't know

maintain and rase over time 10 keep pace
with sea level rise

ODU 8 South: Sandy Point Nature
Reserve to Eastoke Corner

Intent: 1.1aintsin 3 Neakny Deacn
alongsice 000 and erosion protection 10

new roo\ ;(0 TES ﬁJCCX‘.Sf! v
defencas, mantain and raise over time

Figure 3-12 Draft Strategy for ODU 8 and Question 11 statistics
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Question 12. Do you support the draft strategy options for ODUg: Fishery Creek to Sandy
Point Nature Reserve?

ODU 9: Eastoke Corner to DO YOU SUPPORT THE DRAFT
Inn on the Beach STRATEGY OPTIONS FOR ODU9?

Intent: Maintain 3 healty Deach akongeice
flood and erosion protection 1o residents, Soeowy " Don't know
community 3nG Dusinecses along e 13%

seafront.

Leading Option: Working with the tide

How: Continue beach management, new ey No
rock groynes and new defences 1o maintain 18%
the Inn on the Beach as a contral structure,

maintain and raise over time.

Figure 3-13 Draft Strategy for ODU 9 and Question 12 statistics

Question 13. Do you support the draft strategy options for ODUz0: Inn on the Beach to North
Shore Road?

O S TOoUHE M on the - DO YOU SUPPORT THE DRAFT

Sosoli fo the Fomy boat in STRATEGY OPTIONS FOR ODU10?
N Don't know
8% Yes

23%

ODU 10 North: The Ferry Boat
Inn to North Shore Road

Spa

Figure 3-14 Draft Strategy for ODU 10 and Question 13 statistics
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Question 14. Do you support the draft strategy options for ODU11: North Shore Road?

ODU 11: North Shore Road DO YOU SUPPORT THE DRAFT
STRATEGY OPTIONS FOR ODU11?

No

Yes
73%

Figure 3-15 Draft Strategy for ODU 11 and Question 14 statistics

Question 15. Do you support the draft strategy options for ODU12: North Shore Road to
Newtown?

ODU 12: North Shore T DO YOU SUPPORT THE DRAFT
Road to Newtown STRATEGY OPTIONS FOR ODU12?

Intent: 113ke 0
Yes
22%

No
78%

Figure 3-16 Draft Strategy for ODU 12 and Question 15 statistics
Question 16. Do you support the draft strategy options for ODU13: Newtown?

L NSO Pt DO YOU SUPPORT THE DRAFT
4 STRATEGY OPTIONS FOR ODU13?

oSN
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Figure 3-17 Draft Strategy for ODU 13 and Question 16 statistics

Question 17. Do you support the draft strategy options for ODU14: Newtown to Stoke?

s Newinam Lo SIoke - DO YOU SUPPORT THE DRAFT
Laadng Opton: Acoepaing e & STRATEGY OPTIONS FOR ODU14?

How : Don't know Yes
realign g By . 5% 11%

Figure 3-18 Draft Strategy for ODU 14 and Question 17 statistics

Question 18. Do you support the draft strategy options for ODU15: Stoke to Langstone Bridge
Car Park?

ODU 16: Stoke to Langstone DO YOU SUPPORT THE DRAFT
Bridge Car l_’ark STRATEGY OPTIONS FOR ODU15?
Don't know

7%
of the e

How: Conz

~N -y -
- yaar St

Figure 3-19 Draft Strategy for ODU 15 and Question 18 statistics

Question 19. Do you support the draft strategy options for ODU16: Langstone Bridge Car Park
to Langstone Bridge?
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ODU 16: Langstone Bridge DO YOU SUPPORT THE DRAFT
STRATEGY OPTIONS FOR ODU16?

Don't know
6%

82%

Figure 3-20 Draft Strategy for ODU 16 and Question19 statistics

Question 20. Coastal funding is limited nationally and in order to progress projects we need to
secure contributions.

Contributions can be in the form of time, meeting venues, data and information or a financial
contribution, etc.

If a coastal scheme is proposed for your area, would you be willing to contribute towards that
project to help ensure its delivery in the future?

WOULD YOU BE WILLING TO
CONTRIBUTE TOWARDS PROJECTS?

Don't know
36%

Yes
50%

No
14%

Figure 3-21 Question 20 statistics

Question 20a. If yes, in what form would you be willing to contribute?
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IN WHAT FORM WOULD YOU BE
WILLING TO CONTRIBUTE?

Council tax / rates

10%
£/
fundraising Time / hands
16% on
43%

Maintain ——
defences
2%
Venue
3%
data / information
26%

Figure 3-22 Question 20a statistics
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4 PUBLIC FEEDBACK

During the public consultation period, all feedback received was logged and evaluated, where
necessary, individual responses were provided.

The Project team has considered each comment received, produced a written response and
identified and logged if any revisions are required to the Strategy. These comments and the
Project team responses are detailed in the tables below separated by ODU.

Most comments were received via the public consultation questionnaire, however, there are
some additional comments which have been included which were received directly by email,
or via Havant Borough Council’s Local Plan consultation which ran at a similar time.

Some comments received via the Local Plan survey were respondents highlighting their
concerns regarding coastal erosion and flood risk on Hayling Island. These primarily related
to new and future development on Hayling Island and coastal flood and erosion risk now and
in the future. There were also questions raised about the sustainability of development and
regeneration plans in light of the future effects of climate change. This was also echoed in
some of the responses received via the Strategy consultation.
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ODbuU 1

Comment no.

Comment received

Northney Road provides an alternate route on and off Island
when A3023 is blocked but is not considered in strategy?
Surface water run-off not considered in strategy but causes
flooding to area behind F1b when large spring tide coincides
with heavy rain. North Common Plan suggests additional
surface water storage may be provided? F1b contains landfill
(land east of main drainage ditch on North Common) so should
be managed same as 1c?

Comment no.

Comment received

Consultee Individual

Project Team Response

The Strategy recognised that Northney Road is an important
access route for Hayling Island, including Northney village,
Northney Marina and Langstone Quays Hotel. The flood risk
management of the road will be considered as part of the
Short Term Action Plan.

Thank you for the new information, the Hayling Island
Funding and Implementation Strategy carried out a landfill
assessment to identify areas of potential coastal landfill, but
the area mentioned was not identified during that
assessment. Ground investigations will be required as part
of any scheme along this frontage, to confirm ground
conditions, along with any presence of landfill. In the coastal
zone the presence of landfill is a risk because erosion of the
shoreline, or flooding, can release landfill into the
environment through exposure and leaching. If not dealt with
adequately, this material can pose a threat to the
environment. Consequently, options to mitigate these risks
will need to be investigated further during any future scheme
appraisals for this frontage.

Specific analysis of the tide-locking impact on surface water
flooding has not been undertaken as part of the Coastal
Management Strategy. The Strategy has however taken into
consideration the current Local Flood Risk Management
Strategy and Surface Water Management Plans. Hampshire
County Council as the Lead Local Flood Authority are
responsible for the management of local sources of flooding
which includes surface water.

Consultee Individual

Project Team Response

Relates to
Revision Required

No change to Strategy

Relates to

Revision Required

Questionnaire Q4

Questionnaire Q4
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To a point. New sea defenses are required, but to the
responsibility with place land/ property owners would put a big
hole in the plan, and a dereliction of duty. I'm sure that property
owners would contribute to the costs.

Comment no.

Comment received

The whole coastline of Hayling is of interest/concern to me. My
main comments are: A) Many areas of coastline are privately
owned and it's the owners' responsibility to protect coastline.
What contingency plans/funding is in place if they do not carry
out necessary work as it impacts adjoining areas. B) Your plan
uses 2018 projections for sea level rises of 1m, but this is out
of date - latest projections show polar icecaps melting faster
than predicted and sea level rises of 2m by 2100.

The Strategy recommends economically sound leading
strategic approaches to managing flood and erosion risk.
Although some future schemes may be able to attract some
national public (Grant in Aid) funding, contributions will be
required to make up the shortfall to enable schemes to
progress. By knowing the potential future costs of works,
mechanisms to investigate and secure funding can be
developed.

Partnership funding will be essential to get a project off the
ground and so contributions from local communities,

businesses and / or private individuals as well as others, will
be required.

Consultee Individual

Project Team Response

(A) The draft leading strategy options provide the
recommended pathways for managing flooding and coastal
erosion on Hayling Island over the next 100 years. However,
the implementation of these options is dependent on funding
availability. Without the necessary funding, it may not be
possible to construct / maintain the defences / measures
recommended by the options.

We need to be realistic in that we will not be able to defend
the island everywhere now or into the future. Aside from the
challenges with funding schemes, as the climate changes
and sea levels rise it is going to become increasing difficult
technically to defend everywhere.

Landowners are ultimately responsible for maintaining or
improving their own defences. However, where private
maintenance or replacement of defences by landowners
does not happen, HBC may step in and use its permissive
powers, but only if there is a wide public benefit, a clear
economic case and funding to develop coastal defence
works, an appropriate engineering solution that is achievable
and where environment legislation is not contravened.

No change to Strategy

Revision Required

No change to Strategy

REEICERGN Questionnaire Q4
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Where there is little or no national economic case to do
something under current funding rules, and where the
landowner decides not to invest in their defences, then we
will need to look to adaptation as a realistic response to
coastal risks on the island now and into the future.

Adaptation focusses on adjusting to, and managing, the
impacts of flooding and coastal erosion, as opposed to the
other strategic options which aim to mitigate the impacts
through physical flood protection measures, through:

> Avoid: by identifying 'no build areas' and risk informed land
use planning to prevent new development in areas a risk now
and into the future.

> Accommodate: by changing land uses, making property
more resilient to flooding, and raising community awareness
through support groups and flood warning.

> Retreat: by withdrawing, relocating or abandoning assets
at risk, or by allowing habitats to move landward as sea
levels rise.

(B) The Environment Agency East Solent flood model (2018)
was the most up to date model available at the time of
Strategy development. This model was used to support the
economic appraisal and option development. To consider
sea level rise, the Strategy has incorporated the latest sea
level rise projections (UK Climate Projections 2018) into the
flood modelling to produce ‘Do Nothing’ flood scenarios for
2041, 2071 and 2121. Following these guidelines, under the
‘medium emissions’ sea level rise scenario, mean sea levels
across the Strategy frontage are expected to increase by
approximately 1m over the coming century. As and when
schemes are progressed following completion of the
strategy, new flood modelling will be required to update the
understanding or risk and inform defence designs. Any
modelling undertaken in the future will be required to use the
latest hydrodynamic model available and incorporate the
current national sea level guidance available at that time.

REEICENGN Questionnaire Q4
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Comment received

Would be good to understand where the set back defences
might be - i.e., would they protect the houses of Northney
Road? Fully support capital works along la and this should
clearly be the priority for North Hayling, although it would be
important to understand how much/where coastal squeeze
might occur as a result of this.

Comment no

Comment received

The critical item needing protection is the bridge approach
roads. As Simple embankment or raising of the road level
would protect the road. You can refer to previous
recommendations in the EA's Hayling Island North Strategy
Sept 2005

Comment no.

Comment received

Nothing really has changed. We have been talking about this
for the last 20 years and nothing has happened. There is no
money available to maintain what's there. No thought has
been given to surface water draining from Northney, the need
for a collection area for the surface water which has to be held
while the tide is in. If defences aren't maintained there will be
no collection area and roads will flood.

Project Team Response

The intent for this frontage is to ‘maintain flood protection to
properties while making space for nature by creating a more
sustainable defence alignment into the future’. The flood risk
management of the road and properties, including the
location of any defences will need to be considered in more
detail as part of a specific project, subject to funding.

More information on coastal squeeze is available in the
Habitat Regulation Assessment.

Consultee Individual

Project Team Response

This concurs with our intent for ODU 1 to ‘Maintain the
viability of the Northney Rd A3023 into the future as sea level
rise, by constructing new defences.

Raising the road was considered in the original list of options
for this area, however, it was discounted due to the high cost
associated with it. We have included a study in the Strategy’s
Short Term Action Plan to look at flood risk management
options along Northney Road in more detail. Subject to
securing funding, the study will relook at all options including
road raising, relocation and embankments during appraisal.

Consultee Individual

Project Team Response

Specific analysis of the tide-locking impact on surface water
flooding has not been undertaken as part of the Coastal
Management Strategy. The Strategy has however taken into
consideration the current Local Flood Risk Management
Strategy and Surface Water Management Plans. Hampshire
County Council as the Lead Local Flood Authority are
responsible for the management of local sources of flooding
which includes surface water.

Revision Required

No change to Strategy

Relates to
Revision Required

No change to Strategy

Relates to
Revision Required

No change to Strategy

Questionnaire Q4

Questionnaire Q4
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Comment no.
Comment received

The building/reinforcing of sea defences needs to start asap

Comment no.
Comment received

The Conservancy does not support the installation of new
defences along Northney Road (ODU 1la).

The new defences would likely have a detrimental impact on
the saltmarsh directly to the north as sea level rises, and the
habitat would be prevented from moving inland. It is advised
that the junction to Northney Road is moved 350m south,
directly south of the Tyre Shop.

Northney Marina would therefore only accessible from the
south. Ref: SSSI Condition Review (2021)

Consultee Individual

Project Team Response

Noted. The Short Term Action Plan sets out a prioritised list
of projects coming out of the Strategy. A study to look at flood
risk management options along this frontage is included in
the Action Plan to commence in the next few years, subject
to securing funding.

Consultee Organisation

Project Team Response

The Strategic intent for the unit for each subsection is:

a) implement a frontline defence to protect the road section
b) set back defences along the central section to allow for
habitat creation and natural evolution of the shoreline

c) frontline protection to the former coastal landfill.

Not only does this provide flood risk protection to the
properties by closing the flood risk cell, but it also protects
the critical road infrastructure and former landfill site whilst
making space for nature where viable to do so.

Northney road is identified as a critical piece of infrastructure
in HBC'’s draft local plan providing an alternative emergency
access route onto the island. It is also crucial to access
Northney village and maintain the viability of Northney
Marina and the Langstone Quays Resort as well as potential
future development proposals in the area.

Realignment of Northney Road was considered in the
options for this frontage as an adaptation option. The option
was taken through to the short list. However, due to the high
cost, was not taken forward as the preferred option.

Further studies will be required to determine the best route
alignments and defence types/heights which provide the
least damaging impact on the natural environment.

FEIEICERGN Questionnaire Q4

Revision Required

No change to Strategy

SEIEICENOM Questionnaire Q4

Revision Required
Amend wording for the Harbour

following consultation with EA,
NE and HE.
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Comment no.
Comment received

We support the principle of defending the road, but any works
there must support the Active Travel strategies of the
government and both councils. A frontline floodwall would
appear to block construction of a footpath and cycle path along
Northney Rd, a key Active Travel route on and off the island.
We would support an option to raise Northney Rd on the
landward side, making it wider to provide a shared cycle path
and footway, and reducing traffic disruption during

construction

Comment no.
Comment received

Area A: Agrees. Highway needs to be maintained along
existing route. Capital funding will be required

Comment no.
Comment received

Area B: ascertain more details of HBC possible drainage
scheme?

The flood risk management of the road as well as the viability
of defences will be considered as part of the Short Term
Action Plan. It should be noted that any project coming out
of the Strategy will need to consider the likelihood of
obtaining any licences/consents.

Consultee Activity Group

Project Team Response

The Strategy recognises that Northney Road is an important
access route for Hayling Island, including Northney village,
Northney Marina and Langstone Quays Hotel. The flood risk
management of the road, including pedestrian and cycle
access will be considered as part of the Short Term Action
Plan.

Consultee Statutory Body

Project Team Response

This concurs with our intent for ODU 1 to ‘Maintain the
viability of Northney Road and the A3023 into the future as
sea levels rise, by constructing new defences, maintaining
and raising over time to keep pace with sea level rise.

As there is a low economic case under current funding rules,
partnership funding alongside capital funding will likely be
required to progress a scheme.

Consultee Statutory Body
Project Team Response

Colleagues in HBC’s Civil Engineering and Landscaping
team are developing a management plan which will consider

SEIEICENOM Questionnaire Q4
Revision Required

No change to Strategy

REEICERGN Questionnaire Q4

Revision Required

No change to Strategy

REEICENGN Questionnaire Q4

Revision Required

No change to Strategy
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Comment no.
Comment received

Given the presence of an alternative access route to Northney
Marina, the REDACTED would support an option to allow
natural processes to take place e.qg. roll back of the coastline,
and eventual loss of part of Northney Road. This is not only
the most sustainable, and low-cost option, but it will also
protect and enhance the natural environment. Further

assessment of this ‘Cost Effective Option’ should be explored.

Comment no.

Comment received

REDACTED are currently the maintainer and operator for 1C
but as there are no properties at risk we cannot justify
spending any government money on maintenance. We would
support an option to roll back the coastline. We should explore
the option to excavate and remove the landfill material if this is
economically viable.

Comment no.
Comment received

la — HTL, defend the road. Behind the road there are
opportunities to create either intertidal or grazing marsh
habitats, which would have some added value for FCERM in
either compensatory habitat, BNG habitat or carbon offsetting.
Could the option be defending the road, but place a series of
culverts under it to allow saline ingress, additional costs for the
culverts could be via natural capital, legal (environmental) or
BNG offsetting payments?

1b — setback, no comment

land drainage. We are happy to put them in contact with
County Farms.

Consultee Statutory Body

Project Team Response

The Short Term Action Plan sets out a prioritised list of
projects coming out of the Strategy. A study to look at flood
risk management options along frontage 1A is included in the
Action Plan to commence in the next few years, subject to
securing funding. This study will need to look at all options in
more detail, including relocating the road.

Consultee Statutory Body

Project Team Response

Noted thank you. We would welcome further discussion with
yourselves about this section.

Consultee Statutory Body

Project Team Response

As individual schemes obtain funding and are progressed,
Coastal Partners will ensure wider opportunities, such as
recreation, wellbeing, access and environment, are
considered and included alongside flood and erosion risk
management schemes in the future.

The Strategy recognises that the road is regularly inundated
by the tide throughout the year and impassable for hours at
atime. As a result the Strategy identifies the need for several
projects and schemes over the next 10 years if funding and

Relates to
Revision Required

No change to Strategy

Relates to
Revision Required

No change to Strategy

Relates to
Revision Required

No change to Strategy

Questionnaire Q4

Questionnaire Q4

Questionnaire Q4
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1c — HTL due to landfill, this landfill site is relatively small
(football pitch), inert and contains largely ‘earthspoils’. Could
this be beneficially reused away from the coast, to create high
level bird roosts in a realignment scheme or to raise land that
could create coastal grazing marsh, if shown to be inert?
Perhaps the strategy should recommend HTL until an
assessment on the levels of contamination have been
investigated and if appropriate put forward for

remediation/beneficial reuse within a realignment scheme and
then this section could be put forward as a managed
realignment? Additional costs for the remediation could be via
natural capital,
payments?

legal (environmental) or BNG offsetting

Comment no.
Comment received

Under Road Flooding, see ltem 4 above in Appendix A:
Coastal Processes Report, flood events over the last few years
have greatly exceeded statistics. Northney Road now floods
so regularly that there is a permanent ‘Flood’ sign which is just
enabled with a flap.

ODUl1a (Northney Rd foreshore) is totally different from 1b and
1c, and needs its own summary.

la appears to propose a frontline floodwall, but not until Epoch
2 (after 2042)? How can ‘the residual life of the existing
defences be between 10 and 20 years’ when the road has
been flooding regularly for years?

A frontline floodwall would appear to block a footpath and cycle
path along Northney Rd, contrary to the Active Travel
strategies of the government and both councils.

We would support an option to raise Northney Rd on the
landward side, making it wider to provide a shared cycle path
and footway, and reducing traffic disruption during
construction.

approvals can be secured. These projects will look into
specific areas in more detail, including flood risk
management at Northney Road and the options and wider
benefits available.

Consultee Resident Group

Project Team Response

The Strategy recognises that the road is regularly inundated
by the tide throughout the year and impassable for hours at
atime. As a result the Strategy identifies the need for several
projects and schemes over the next 10 years if funding and
approvals can be secured. These projects will look into
specific areas in more detail, including flood risk
management at Northney Road and the options available as
well as wider objectives including the environment, leisure
and amenities.

Revision Required

No change to Strategy

FEEICERGN Questionnaire Q4
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ODU 2

Comment no.

Comment received

The marina and hotel depend on road access along Northney
Road so are affected by how Fla & F1b are managed?

When the sea overtops Fla it flows south down (and floods
the surface of) Northney Road, filling the ditch south of
Langstone Quay. So Fla F1b and F2 are connected and the
strategy needs to include this scenario.

Comment no.

Comment received

Land owners should not be liable for this. The council need to
take responsibility and do this

OLhUIEEN Individual

Project Team Response

The Hayling Island Coastal Management Strategy also
needed to split the Island coastline into more manageable
units because the present-day land use, future land use (e.g.
redevelopment), land ownership, coastal defence asset
types and flood and erosion risk varies significantly along the
Hayling Island frontage. The creation of ODU’s provides the
flexibility to develop coastal management options on an
area-by-area basis to ensure that those identified are
appropriate at the local scale, taking into account local
needs, but still comply with national guidelines. This
approach was also followed for other Strategies along the
South Coast, e.g. River Hamble to Portchester Strategy.

However, the Strategy appreciates that the ODUs are closely
linked and do also need to be considered alongside one
another.

Consultee RINYIVEN

Project Team Response

The Department for Environment, Food and Rural Affairs
(Defra) has the overall policy responsibility for flood and
coastal erosion risk management in England. It relies upon
Local Authorities (LAS) to then assist and manage their own
coastlines and frontages.

Coastal Protection Authorities and the Environment Agency
have permissive powers to carry out works to protect against
coastal flooding and erosion. However, this is not a legal
obligation. This means Havant Borough Council has the
‘power’ to carry out coastal protection works but is not duty
bound to do so and will not be liable for the failure to exercise
these powers.

Relates to
Revision Required

No change to Strategy

Relates to
Revision Required

No change to Strategy

Questionnaire Q5

Questionnaire Q5
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Comment no.
Comment received

To a point. New sea defenses are required, but to the
responsibility with place land/ property owners would put a big
hole in te plan, and a dereliction of duty. I'm sure that property
owners would contribute to the costs.

Comment no.

Comment received

As above - what contingency plans if landowners do not carry
out work? Projected sea level rises needs updating and
therefore any required works updating.

In general, Local Authorities and the Environment Agency
will only act where there is a wide public benefit, when there
is a clear economic case to developing coastal defence
works, funding is sourced, when there is an appropriate
engineering solution that is achievable and where
environment legislation is not contravened.

Private land owners have ultimate responsibility for

protecting their own property from flooding and erosion and
they must act within statutory planning regulations and other
applicable legislation.

Consultee RINYIVEN

Project Team Response

The Strategy recommends economically sound leading
strategic approaches to managing flood and erosion risk.
Although some future schemes may be able to attract some
national public (Grant in Aid) funding, contributions will be
required to make up the shortfall to enable schemes to
progress. By knowing the potential future costs of works,
mechanisms to investigate and secure funding can be
developed.

Partnership funding will be essential to get a project off the
ground and so contributions from local communities,

businesses and / or private individuals as well as others, will
be required.

O UIEEN Individual

Project Team Response

The draft leading strategy options provide the recommended
pathways for managing flooding and coastal erosion on
Hayling Island over the next 100 years. However, the
implementation of these options is dependent on funding
availability. Without the necessary funding, it may not be

FEIEIEERGGM Questionnaire Q5

Revision Required

No change to Strategy

FEIEIEERGM Questionnaire Q5
Revision Required

No change to Strategy
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possible to construct / maintain the defences / measures
recommended by the options.

We need to be realistic in that we will not be able to defend
the island everywhere now or into the future. Aside from the
challenges with funding schemes, as the climate changes
and sea levels rise it is going to become increasing difficult
technically to defend everywhere.

Landowners are ultimately responsible for maintaining or
improving their own defences. However, where private
maintenance or replacement of defences by landowners
does not happen, HBC may step in and use its permissive
powers, but only if there is a wide public benefit, a clear
economic case and funding to develop coastal defence
works, an appropriate engineering solution that is achievable
and where environment legislation is not contravened.

Where there is little or no national economic case to do
something under current funding rules, and where the
landowner decides not to invest in their defences, then we
will need to look to adaptation as a realistic response to
coastal risks on the island now and into the future.

Adaptation focusses on adjusting to, and managing, the
impacts of flooding and coastal erosion, as opposed to the
other strategic options which aim to mitigate the impacts
through physical flood protection measures, through:

> Avoid: by identifying 'no build areas' and risk informed land
use planning to prevent new development in areas a risk now
and into the future.

> Accommodate: by changing land uses, making property
more resilient to flooding, and raising community awareness
through support groups and flood warning.

> Retreat: by withdrawing, relocating or abandoning assets
at risk, or by allowing habitats to move landward as sea
levels rise.

The Environment Agency East Solent flood model (2018)
was the most up to date model available at the time of
Strategy development. This model was used to support the
economic appraisal and option development. To consider
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Comment no.
Comment received

Until it is known what the landowner would propose to do to
maintain their own flood and erosion protection to assets and
businesses, the Conservancy cannot comment. Coastal
Partners are hereby invited to consult with the Conservancy
over the type of defences proposed. The Conservancy will
respond in accordance with the AONB Management Plan and
Planning Principles, and our revised and forthcoming
Shoreline Defence Guidance (Sustainable Shorelines), due in
2023

Comment no.
Comment received

No comment, note the recent planning inspectors ruling on
private landowners being able to maintain private defences
where they could cause coastal squeeze. Is Northney on the
RHCP balance sheet, as SMP said HTL with further studies
for realignment?

sea level rise, the Strategy has incorporated the latest sea
level rise projections (UK Climate Projections 2018) into the
flood modelling to produce ‘Do Nothing’ flood scenarios for
2041, 2071 and 2121. Following these guidelines, under the
‘medium emissions’ sea level rise scenario, mean sea levels
across the Strategy frontage are expected to increase by
approximately 1m over the coming century. As and when
schemes are progressed following completion of the
strategy, new flood modelling will be required to update the
understanding or risk and inform defence designs. Any
modelling undertaken in the future will be required to use the
latest hydrodynamic model available and incorporate the
current national sea level guidance available at that time.

OO EN[[CIEN Organisation FEIEIEERGGM Questionnaire Q5

Project Team Response Revision Required

Noted, thank you No change to Strategy

OIS Statutory Body FEIEICENG Questionnaire Q5

Project Team Response Revision Required

Noted. The draft policy at ODUL has been applied with the | No change to Strategy
aim of protecting the road as a key access route. At ODU2,
people and property are at risk, but to protect them, options
to utilise property level protection / other adaptive measures
would need to first be explored (hence the proposed
‘adaptation’ policy) — moving away from frontline defences
that cause coastal squeeze (if possible).
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Comment no.
Comment received

As stated in the Strategy this area is subject to landowners’
decisions. However we trust that there will be appropriate
oversight to ensure any actions taken are environmentally
sound.

Northney is within ODU3. Because the SMP adopted a policy
of HTL at Northney (SMP policy unit 5AHI02), the HCRP
balance sheet will have assumed coastal squeeze over the
three epochs. If the defences fail naturally, or a managed
realignment scheme is implemented, then the HCRP
balance sheet should be adjusted accordingly, for any
intertidal habitat gained — in line with the agreed HCRP
principles. As Northney is a potential managed realignment
site, it has been included in the HCRP’s forecast sheet for
habitat creation opportunities (the whole site). We are
currently investigating this potential opportunity, and will be
meeting with the landowner as we do so

(O SIlICIEN Resident Group

Project Team Response

Relates to
Revision Required

No change to Strategy

Questionnaire Q5

ODU 3
|

Comment no.

Comment received

Your whole response is predicated on the fact that you have
no money and any solution is thus minimal. And look where
that has got us in the past! You will be leaving yourself open
to litigation over future flood damage to Hayling properties if
you continue to ignore the urgency of the situation - especially
if continued property development is allowed

(O V[EIEN Individual

Project Team Response

The Department for Environment, Food and Rural Affairs
(Defra) has the overall policy responsibility for flood and
coastal erosion risk management in England. It relies upon
Local Authorities (LAS) to then assist and manage their own
coastlines and frontages.

Coastal Protection Authorities and the Environment Agency
have permissive powers to carry out works to protect against
coastal flooding and erosion. However, this is not a legal
obligation. This means Havant Borough Council has the
'‘power’ to carry out coastal protection works but is not duty

Relates to

Revision Required

No change to Strategy

Questionnaire Q6
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Comment no.

Comment received

The reinstatement of existing defences needs to commence
immediately to prevent further land loss.

Comment no.

Comment received

bound to do so and will not be liable for the failure to exercise
these powers.

In general, Local Authorities and the Environment Agency will
only act where there is a wide public benefit, when there is a
clear economic case to developing coastal defence works,
funding is sourced, when there is an appropriate engineering
solution that is achievable and where environment legislation
is not contravened.

Private landowners have ultimate responsibility for protecting
their own property from flooding and erosion and they must
act within statutory planning regulations and

(006 SV|EEN Individual

Project Team Response

The Strategy intent for this frontage is to maximise
agricultural opportunities while making space for nature to
maintain the viability of agricultural land while exploring a
more sustainable defence alignment into the future.

It recommends doing this by constructing new set-back
defences over time, and where appropriate, maintain and
raise to keep pace with Sea Level Rise. The location of the
defences has not yet been determined but will be inland.

The Strategy has identified the need for several projects and
schemes over the next 10 years if funding and approvals can
be secured. These projects will look at the area in more detail
and one of these projects is Northney Habitat Restoration in
ODU 3.

OOLISIIEIEN Organisation

Project Team Response

Relates to
Revision Required

No change to Strategy

Relates to

Revision Required

Questionnaire Q6

Questionnaire Q6
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REDACTED assumes that any new defences will be located
near the properties and farm buildings, rather than where they
are at present.

Comment no.
Comment received

We are supportive of maximising opportunities for nature
especially for Brent Geese and waders. Exploring managed
realignment as there is a really good opportunity. However, as
captured in the HRA it will be important to consider the loss of
inland habitats for Brent Geese and waders and that the
impacts on the Solent Wader and Brent Geese network of
sites is considered holistically across Hayling Island and
wider.

Comment no.

Comment received

Comment no. E205

Comment received

The Strategy intent for this frontage is to maximise
agricultural opportunities while making space for nature to
maintain the viability of agricultural land while exploring a
more sustainable defence alignment into the future.

It recommends doing this by constructing new set-back
defences over time, and where appropriate, maintain and
raise to keep pace with Sea Level Rise. The location of the
defences has not yet been determined but yes will be further
inland.

The Strategy has identified the need for several projects and
schemes over the next 10 years if funding and approvals can
be secured. These projects will look at the area in more detalil,
and one of these projects is Northney Habitat Restoration in
ODU 3.

(OLNSIIEEN Organisation

Project Team Response

Thank you for the support.

OOLNEIIEEN Statutory Body

Project Team Response

REDACTED Grazing Land at St Peters Rd - noted Noted thank you. No change to Strategy

OOLNSIIEEN Statutory Body

Project Team Response

No change to Strategy

Relates to
Revision Required

No change to Strategy

Relates to

Revision Required

Relates to

Revision Required

Questionnaire Q6

Questionnaire Q6

Questionnaire Q6
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Has the opportunity to excavate and remove landfill material
been explored here? Acceptance of the tide and natural
evolution of the coast would be a favourable option.

Comment no.

Comment received

Good potential for grazing marsh or intertidal, both land use
changes could still be farmed, less intensively, whilst
providing ecosystems services and habitat compensation.

Comment no.
Comment received

We are very concerned about the following: a) Northney Farm
is highly popular by visitors and residents alike, its food
products, services and rural traditions provide both
measurable financial, material and well-being benefits that
contribute not only to Hayling Island’s life but also to Havant’s
and the region’s prosperity. Therefore failure to create suitable
flood defences for this farmland is short-sighted in the
extreme. b) On that theme, there is definite frustration and
bewilderment amongst residents that any and particularly
good agricultural, land on Hayling is sacrificed not only for
building but, in this instance, to compensate for ‘coastal
squeeze’ that results from excessive housing developments
across our region.

We are aware of political policies that devise justification for
the loss of essential greenfields in Havant but permitting
farmland to be flooded to permit house-building where
infrastructure is still missing, must be challenged. ¢) How can
farmland coastal flooding be good for Chichester Harbour’s
nutrient levels, given the historic presence of nitrates in
farmland?

(OO IS Resident Group

The opportunity to excavate and remove landfill material has
been explored but at the moment it isn’t viable due to the high
cost of landfill tax. However, this option will be revisited and
looked at in more detail at the next stage as part of project
appraisal.

OGNS Statutory Body
Project Team Response

Noted, thank you

Project Team Response

We recognise the importance of the agricultural land on
Hayling Island. The Strategy intent for this frontage is to
maximise agricultural opportunities while making space for
nature to maintain the viability of agricultural land while
exploring a more sustainable defence alignment into the
future. Before any scheme is implemented, detailed
assessments will need to be undertaken, however, wetlands
including saltmarsh are excellent carbon and nutrient sinks.

Continuing to defend on the same alignment is not
sustainable in the future with sea level rise, costs and for the
health of the Harbour (Coastal squeeze). Due to the
precedent now set within Chichester Harbour, permissions
and consents to rebuild defences on the same alignment to
protect agricultural land are now unlikely due to the declining
status of Chichester Harbour SSSI, as there is an alternative
to realign defences further set back.

We need to look to adaptation now as a realistic option.

No change to Strategy

Relates to
Revision Required

No change to Strategy

Relates to
Revision Required

No change to Strategy

Questionnaire Q6

Questionnaire Q6
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OoDU 4

Comment no. Consultee RIgle\[VEY FEIEICERGOM Questionnaire Q7

Comment received Project Team Response Revision Required

Land owners should not be liable for this. The council need to | The Department for Environment, Food and Rural Affairs | No change to Strategy
take responsibility and do this (Defra) has the overall policy responsibility for flood and
coastal erosion risk management in England. It relies upon
Local Authorities (LAs) to then assist and manage their own
coastlines and frontages.

Coastal Protection Authorities and the Environment Agency
have permissive powers to carry out works to protect against
coastal flooding and erosion. However, this is not a legal
obligation. This means Havant Borough Council has the
'‘power' to carry out coastal protection works but is not duty
bound to do so and will not be liable for the failure to exercise
these powers.

In general, Local Authorities and the Environment Agency will
only act where there is a wide public benefit, when there is a
clear economic case to developing coastal defence works,
funding is sourced, when there is an appropriate engineering
solution that is achievable and where environment legislation
is not contravened.

Private land owners have ultimate responsibility for protecting
their own property from flooding and erosion and they must
act within statutory planning regulations and other applicable
legislation.

Comment no. Consultee RIglNVlIEY REEICENGM Questionnaire Q7

Comment received Project Team Response Revision Required

The Strategy recommends economically sound leading
strategic approaches to managing flood and erosion risk.
Although some future schemes may be able to attract some
national public (Grant in Aid) funding, contributions will be
required to make up the shortfall to enable schemes to

To a point. New sea defenses are required, but to the No change to Strategy
responsibility with place land/ property owners would put a big
hole in te plan, and a dereliction of duty. I'm sure that property

owners would contribute to the costs
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Comment no.

Comment received

As above - what contingency plans if landowners do not carry

out work? Projected sea level rises needs updating and
therefore any required works updating

progress. By knowing the potential future costs of works,
mechanisms to investigate and secure funding can be
developed.

Partnership funding will be essential to get a project off the
ground and so contributions from local communities,

businesses and / or private individuals as well as others, will
be required.

Consultee RICIVIs[VEY

Project Team Response

The draft leading strategy options provide the recommended
pathways for managing flooding and coastal erosion on
Hayling Island over the next 100 years. However, the
implementation of these options is dependent on funding
availability. Without the necessary funding, it may not be
possible to construct / maintain the defences / measures
recommended by the options.

We need to be realistic in that we will not be able to defend
the island everywhere now or into the future. Aside from the
challenges with funding schemes, as the climate changes and
sea levels rise it is going to become increasing difficult
technically to defend everywhere.

Landowners are ultimately responsible for maintaining or
improving their own defences. However, where private
maintenance or replacement of defences by landowners does
not happen, HBC may step in and use its permissive powers,
but only if there is a wide public benefit, a clear economic case
and funding to develop coastal defence works, an appropriate
engineering solution that is achievable and where
environment legislation is not contravened.

Where there is little or no national economic case to do
something under current funding rules, and where the
landowner decides not to invest in their defences, then we will
need to look to adaptation as a realistic response to coastal
risks on the island now and into the future.

Revision Required

SEIEICENM Questionnaire Q7

No change to Strategy
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Adaptation focusses on adjusting to, and managing, the
impacts of flooding and coastal erosion, as opposed to the
other strategic options which aim to mitigate the impacts
through physical flood protection measures, through:

> Avoid: by identifying 'no build areas' and risk informed land
use planning to prevent new development in areas a risk now
and into the future.

> Accommodate: by changing land uses, making property
more resilient to flooding, and raising community awareness
through support groups and flood warning.

> Retreat: by withdrawing, relocating or abandoning assets at
risk, or by allowing habitats to move landward as sea levels
rise.

The Environment Agency East Solent flood model (2018) was
the most up to date model available at the time of Strategy
development. This model was used to support the economic
appraisal and option development. To consider sea level rise,
the Strategy has incorporated the latest sea level rise
projections (UK Climate Projections 2018) into the flood
modelling to produce ‘Do Nothing’ flood scenarios for 2041,
2071 and 2121. Following these guidelines, under the
‘medium emissions’ sea level rise scenario, mean sea levels
across the Strategy frontage are expected to increase by
approximately 1m over the coming century. As and when
schemes are progressed following completion of the strategy,
new flood modelling will be required to update the
understanding or risk and inform defence designs. Any
modelling undertaken in the future will be required to use the
latest hydrodynamic model available and incorporate the
current national sea level guidance available at that time.

Comment no. (O SVICEN Individual FEIEICENGOM Questionnaire Q7

Comment received Project Team Response Revision Required

We need to be realistic in that we will not be able to defend
the island everywhere now or into the future. Aside from the
challenges with funding schemes, as the climate changes and

The implication is that land/house owners bear the costs
associated with maintenance of sea defences. How do you
insure that everyone plays their part in maintaining those

No change to Strategy
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defences and building new defences that clearly will be | sea levels rise it is going to become increasing difficult
needed in the not too distant future technically to defend everywhere.

Landowners are ultimately responsible for maintaining or
improving their own defences. However, where private
maintenance or replacement of defences by landowners does
not happen, HBC may step in and use its permissive powers,
but only if there is a wide public benefit, a clear economic case
and funding to develop coastal defence works, an appropriate
engineering solution that is achievable and where
environment legislation is not contravened.

Where there is little or no national economic case to do
something under current funding rules, and where the
landowner decides not to invest in their defences, then we will
need to look to adaptation as a realistic response to coastal
risks on the island now and into the future.

Adaptation focusses on adjusting to, and managing, the
impacts of flooding and coastal erosion, by avoiding,
accommodating or retreating, as opposed to intervention
options which aim to mitigate the impacts through physical
flood protection measures.

Comment no. Consultee RIgle\e[VEY FEIEICENGOM Questionnaire Q7

Comment received Project Team Response Revision Required

If individual land owners do nothing it will impact properties | We need to be realistic in that we will not be able to defend | No change to Strategy
inland the island everywhere now or into the future. Aside from the
challenges with funding schemes, as the climate changes and
sea levels rise it is going to become increasing difficult
technically to defend everywhere.

Landowners are ultimately responsible for maintaining or
improving their own defences. However, where private
maintenance or replacement of defences by landowners does
not happen, HBC may step in and use its permissive powers,
but only if there is a wide public benefit, a clear economic case
and funding to develop coastal defence works, an appropriate
engineering solution that is achievable and where
environment legislation is not contravened.

|
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Where there is little or no national economic case to do
something under current funding rules, and where the
landowner decides not to invest in their defences, then we will
need to look to adaptation as a realistic response to coastal
risks on the island now and into the future.

Adaptation focusses on adjusting to, and managing, the
impacts of flooding and coastal erosion, as opposed to the
other strategic options which aim to mitigate the impacts
through physical flood protection measures, through:

> Avoid: by identifying 'no build areas' and risk informed land
use planning to prevent new development in areas a risk now
and into the future.

> Accommodate: by changing land uses, making property
more resilient to flooding, and raising community awareness
through support groups and flood warning.

> Retreat:; by withdrawing, relocating or abandoning assets at
risk, or by allowing habitats to move landward as sea levels
rise.

Comment no. (O EIIEIEA Organisation FEIEICERGOM Questionnaire Q7

Comment received Project Team Response Revision Required

Until it is known what the landowner would propose to do to | Noted, thank you. No change to Strategy
maintain their own flood and erosion protection to assets and
businesses, the Conservancy cannot comment. Coastal
Partners are hereby invited to consult with the Conservancy
over the type of defences proposed. The Conservancy will
respond in accordance with the AONB Management Plan and
Planning Principles, and our revised and forthcoming
Shoreline Defence Guidance (Sustainable Shorelines), due in
2023.

NComment no. (OO SIIEIEN Statutory Body REIEIEENON Questionnaire Q7

Comment received Project Team Response Revision Required
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Gutner Point - REDACTED Agrees — Gutner already contains
a succession of habitats

Comment no. E105

Comment received

Mill Rythe School - further info required to understand flood
risk where School at intersection of 2 x ODUs with different
policies

Comment no. E207

Comment received

No comment, note the recent planning inspectors ruling on
private landowners being able to maintain private defences
where they could cause coastal squeeze, note that Verner
common is designated, any option to do nothing would require
compensation, the RHCP would need to factor in, as this is a
change from the SMP option? Assume private landowers
would pick this issue up with NE?

Comment no. E208

Comment received

According to our maps this unit is all privately maintained —
Strategy suggests this is maintained by EA/private. This
needs clarification with REDACTED team.

Comment no. E304

Comment received

Noted, thank you

(OOSIIEEN Statutory Body

Project Team Response
We are happy to arrange a meeting to discuss this in more

detail, however, the tidal flood risk to the school originates
from ODU 5.

(OGIEIIEIEN Statutory Body

Project Team Response

As the SMP policy is Hold The Line (NPFA), the HCRP

balance sheet will have assumed coastal squeeze and no
loss of terrestrial habitats. If the line is not held, then the
HCRP balance sheet should be adjusted accordingly, for any
intertidal habitat gained and any coastal grazing marsh lost —
in line with the agreed HCRP principles. It's unlikely that the
private landowners would know to notify NE in such a
scenario, and this is something for the HCRP co-ordinators to
consider further.

(OHIEIIEIEN Statutory Body
Project Team Response

We will follow this up directly and update the Strategy as
required.

O SIIEEA Resident Group

Project Team Response

No change to Strategy

Revision Required

No change to Strategy

Revision Required

No change to Strategy

Revision Required

No change to Strategy

Relates to

Revision Required

FEIEICERGOM Questionnaire Q7

SEIEICENOM Questionnaire Q7

REEICENGM Questionnaire Q7

Questionnaire Q7
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We feel that this section would be clearer with an appropriate
contour map of the harbour, showing e.qg. tidal surges over the
Epochs. We are curious as to how far the sea level and tidal
surges are expected to be, given that there is a major
community school on the edge of this section. If it is not within
this area then how will flooding waters be kept at bay?

There is also real concern about this section of Hayling which
is only approximately 1 km. across with not only 2 Harbours
encroaching on either side but also Hayling’s only road
connecting north & south of the island. Even if Highways
England choose to move the road inland, this is an extremely
vulnerable section. Yet there is no mention of this vulnerability
in the Report is there? It is also noteworthy that there are
many productive local businesses off Mill Rythe Lane. If
Coastal Partners, and specifically the EA, expect private
companies/businesses to deal with flood threats at their own
costs, would it not be sensible to provide them with detailed
information at this early stage that

a) makes clear the probable erosion and flood threats over the
3 Epochs using eg contour maps with tidal surges

b) provides the best methods of creating bunds or defences
that are readily accessible and not too expensive, so that they
use environmentally acceptable materials?

Given the Council's problems with monitoring and
enforcement, this information is surely an essential element
of good forward planning and support.

We can provide further maps to show flood risk over time to
this area. Map 2 on page 44 shows the modelled flood risk in
100 years time with an allowance for climate change,
assuming no defences were in place.

Coastal Partners are happy to assist landowners with any
questions they have about private defences, funding that
might be available or advise about obtaining the necessary
licences and consents.

Figure 2.3 in the Coastal Processes report shows flood and
erosion risk for the north of Hayling Island. The flood extents
shown in this figure (present day and in 100 years’ time) are
based on the JBA East Solent Flood Model outputs which
include wave overtopping and it has been updated with the
latest sea level rise guidance — UK Climate Projections 2018
(UKCP18). This is the most up to date flood modelling
information we have available.

This particular section of Hayling is narrow as pointed out,
however neither the flood zones or indicative erosion zones
from the east or west connect in this location.

Figure 2.3 in the Coastal Processes report shows the most
up-to-date flood modelling available for present day and in
100 years’ time, as well as the indicative erosion zones for
three epochs (0-20 years, 20-50 years and 50-100 years).

No change to Strategy

ODU 5

Comment no.

Comment received

ODU5a, yes, ODU 5b, yes. ODU 5c, not private owners

Consultee

Individual

Project Team Response

The Department for Environment, Food and Rural Affairs | No change to Strategy
(Defra) has the overall policy responsibility for flood and
coastal erosion risk management in England. It relies upon

REEICENGM Questionnaire Q8

Revision Required
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Local Authorities (LAS) to then assist and manage their own
coastlines and frontages.

Coastal Protection Authorities and the Environment Agency
have permissive powers to carry out works to protect against
coastal flooding and erosion. However, this is not a legal
obligation. This means Havant Borough Council has the
'power’ to carry out coastal protection works but is not duty
bound to do so and will not be liable for the failure to exercise
these powers.

In general, Local Authorities and the Environment Agency will
only act where there is a wide public benefit, when there is a
clear economic case to developing coastal defence works,
funding is sourced, when there is an appropriate engineering
solution that is achievable and where environment legislation
is not contravened.

Private land owners have ultimate responsibility for protecting
their own property from flooding and erosion and they must act
within statutory planning regulations and other applicable
legislation.

Consultee Individual

Comment no. FEIEIEENGON Questionnaire Q8

Comment received

Revision Required

Project Team Response

If left to private landowner, surely the island is affected if the
landowner can't afford to do anything. The whole island's
coastline should be financed

The Department for Environment, Food and Rural Affairs
(Defra) has the overall policy responsibility for flood and
coastal erosion risk management in England. It relies upon
Local Authorities (LAS) to then assist and manage their own
coastlines and frontages.

Coastal Protection Authorities and the Environment Agency
have permissive powers to carry out works to protect against
coastal flooding and erosion. However, this is not a legal
obligation. This means Havant Borough Council has the
'‘power' to carry out coastal protection works but is not duty
bound to do so and will not be liable for the failure to exercise
these powers.

In general, Local Authorities and the Environment Agency will
only act where there is a wide public benefit, when there is a

No change to Strategy
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Comment no.

Comment received

As above - what contingency plans if landowners do not carry
out work? Projected sea level rises needs updating and
therefore any required works updating.

clear economic case to developing coastal defence works,
funding is sourced, when there is an appropriate engineering
solution that is achievable and where environment legislation
is not contravened.

Private land owners have ultimate responsibility for protecting
their own property from flooding and erosion and they must act
within statutory planning regulations and other applicable
legislation.

Consultee Individual

Project Team Response

The draft leading strategy options provide the recommended
pathways for managing flooding and coastal erosion on
Hayling Island over the next 100 years. However, the
implementation of these options is dependent on funding
availability. Without the necessary funding, it may not be
possible to construct / maintain the defences / measures
recommended by the options.

We need to be realistic in that we will not be able to defend the
island everywhere now or into the future. Aside from the
challenges with funding schemes, as the climate changes and
sea levels rise it is going to become increasing difficult
technically to defend everywhere.

Landowners are ultimately responsible for maintaining or
improving their own defences. However, where private
maintenance or replacement of defences by landowners does
not happen, HBC may step in and use its permissive powers,
but only if there is a wide public benefit, a clear economic case
and funding to develop coastal defence works, an appropriate
engineering solution that is achievable and where environment
legislation is not contravened.

Where there is little or no national economic case to do
something under current funding rules, and where the
landowner decides not to invest in their defences, then we will
need to look to adaptation as a realistic response to coastal
risks on the island now and into the future.

No change to Strategy

SEIEIEENOM Questionnaire Q8

Revision Required
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Adaptation focusses on adjusting to, and managing, the
impacts of flooding and coastal erosion, as opposed to the
other strategic options which aim to mitigate the impacts
through physical flood protection measures, through:

> Avoid: by identifying 'no build areas' and risk informed land
use planning to prevent new development in areas a risk now
and into the future.

> Accommodate: by changing land uses, making property
more resilient to flooding, and raising community awareness
through support groups and flood warning.

> Retreat: by withdrawing, relocating or abandoning assets at
risk, or by allowing habitats to move landward as sea levels
rise.

The Environment Agency East Solent flood model (2018) was
the most up to date model available at the time of Strategy
development. This model was used to support the economic
appraisal and option development. To consider sea level rise,
the Strategy has incorporated the latest sea level rise
projections (UK Climate Projections 2018) into the flood
modelling to produce ‘Do Nothing’ flood scenarios for 2041,
2071 and 2121. Following these guidelines, under the ‘medium
emissions’ sea level rise scenario, mean sea levels across the
Strategy frontage are expected to increase by approximately
1m over the coming century. As and when schemes are
progressed following completion of the strategy, new flood
modelling will be required to update the understanding or risk
and inform defence designs. Any modelling undertaken in the
future will be required to use the latest hydrodynamic model
available and incorporate the current national sea level
guidance available at that time.

Comment no. Consultee Individual FEIEICERGON Questionnaire Q8

Comment received Project Team Response Revision Required

Thank you for your support
Comment no. Individual FEIEIEENON Questionnaire Q8
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No change to Strategy




Comment received Project Team Response Revision Required

| cannot understand piece-meal improvements, flood | Before undertaking a scheme work will be carried out to | No change to Strategy
protection in some areas will surely lead to other areas | assess the likely impact of such a scheme on the local and
flooding wider area in terms of flooding.

Protection of some areas won't in itself directly increase flood
risk to others. However, within a single flood cell, flood
defences do need to be joined up to be effective for all at risk.

We need to be realistic in that we will not be able to defend the
island everywhere now or into the future. Aside from the
challenges with funding schemes, as the climate changes and
sea levels rise it is going to become increasing difficult
technically to defend everywhere.

Landowners are ultimately responsible for maintaining or
improving their own defences. However, where private
maintenance or replacement of defences by landowners does
not happen, HBC may step in and use its permissive powers,
but only if there is a wide public benefit, a clear economic case
and funding to develop coastal defence works, an appropriate
engineering solution that is achievable and where environment
legislation is not contravened.

Where there is little or no national economic case to do
something under current funding rules, and where the
landowner decides not to invest in their defences, then we will
need to look to adaptation as a realistic response to coastal
risks on the island now and into the future.

Comment no. Consultee Organisation REIEICENGN Questionnaire Q8

Comment received Project Team Response Revision Required

REDACTED supports ODU5a. On ODUS5b, on 15/11/22 | Noted, thank you No change to Strategy
Chichester Harbour Trust became the landowner of the land
at Tournerbury Farm. The Conservancy hereby declares a
personal interest because the Conservancy will take-on the
lease for the land once the current Farm Business Tenancy
expires on 2037 or sooner. With regards ODUS5c, the
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Conservancy would not want to see hard defences installed
around Tournerbury Woods.

Comment no. Consultee Organisation FEIEICERGON Questionnaire Q8

Comment received Project Team Response Revision Required

The REDACTED has recently acquired the freehold of an | Noted, thank you No change to Strategy
area of coastal marsh at unit ODU 5B. Together with our
partner organisations, we support the policy to adapt to the
tide and make space for nature, however we have raised
concerns about the timescales outlined in the strategy. It
would be preferable to have the ability to maintain the
existing defences in the short term, whilst the potential for a
comprehensive scheme for habitat creation and managed
realignment is explored

Comment no. Q032 Consultee Individual SEEICENGN Questionnaire Q8

Comment received Project Team Response Revision Required

Has the potential for regular flooding( as sea levels rise ) on
to Salterns Lane / horse field public footpath to local schools,
from Pond Head House creek, been fully factored in to the
medium &long term strategy? Would this be public or private
capital works?

Tidal flood risk to the whole Island has been considered as part
of the Strategy. For frontage 5c¢ the intent is for landowners to
maintain their own flood and erosion protection to assets and
businesses or adapt to become more resilient to flooding in the
future.

No change to Strategy

Comment no. Consultee Statutory Body REIEIEERGOE Questionnaire Q8

Comment received Project Team Response Revision Required

Area A Mill Rythe School - further info required to understand
flood risk where School at intersection of 2 x ODUs with
different policies

We are happy to arrange a meeting to discuss this in more
detail, however, the tidal flood risk to the school originates from
ODU 5.

No change to Strategy

Comment no. Consultee Statutory Body REIEIEEROE Questionnaire Q8

Comment received Project Team Response Revision Required
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5B and C, Are there areas in this unit where we can accept
the tide and allow the coast to naturally evolve?

Comment no.
Comment received

5A HTL — does the location of holiday village provide enough
benefits to fund the wider objectives option of HTL here? 5B
— SPA/Ramsar — a realignment would require grazing marsh
compensatory habitat to be added to the RHCP losses, as
the SMP is HTL here. A realignment provides good
opportunity for habitat creation, but could be quite
costly/difficult given the constraints. 5C- private landowners
either HTL or adapt. Note the recent planning inspectors
ruling on private landowners being able to maintain private
defences where they could cause coastal squeeze.

Comment no.
Comment received

The flap valve is in poor condition and too dangerous to
repair so either needs to be completely re-built or moved.

REDACTED Operate and Maintain 5a and the counter wall
which returns inland. The counter wall is a failing asset and
we couldn’t secure funding to repair it. Upon further
investigation it doesn’t appear to serve a function if the rest
of the coastline here is maintained. This should be

decommissioned if it is not serving a flood risk management
function.

Comment no.

Comment received

Yes, in Area 5b, to set back defences / retreat to higher land.

There may also be opportunities to let the coast naturally

evolve in 5c.

Consultee Statutory Body

Project Team Response

There are 310 properties at risk from flooding over the 100
years and 15 properties at risk from erosion within ODU5. The
option appraisal has considered the damage/benefits for the
entire ODU.

5B - Noted. Yes, the HCRP would keep track of these
scenarios, with the balance sheet updated accordingly. We are
actively investigating habitat creation opportunities at 5B to
confirm whether or not there is a potentially viable scheme.

5C - Yes, agree with comment.

Consultee Statutory Body

Project Team Response

Noted, thank you

Consultee Resident Group

Project Team Response

No change to Strategy

Relates to
Revision Required

No change to Strategy

Relates to
Revision Required

No change to Strategy

Relates to

Revision Required

Questionnaire Q8

Questionnaire Q8

Questionnaire Q8
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Given the planned management for this section, can we
assume the School will be protected?

The intent for ODU 5a is to maintain and improve flood
protection to properties and businesses, subject to securing
funding. This includes the school.

No change to Strategy

ODU 6

Comment no.
Comment received

Land owners should not be liable for this. The council need
to take responsibility and do this

Individual

Consultee [RILHILEEL

Project Team Response

The Department for Environment, Food and Rural Affairs
(Defra) has the overall policy responsibility for flood and
coastal erosion risk management in England. It relies upon
Local Authorities (LAs) to then assist and manage their own
coastlines and frontages.

Coastal Protection Authorities and the Environment Agency
have permissive powers to carry out works to protect against
coastal flooding and erosion. However, this is not a legal
obligation. This means Havant Borough Council has the
'‘power' to carry out coastal protection works but is not duty
bound to do so and will not be liable for the failure to exercise
these powers.

In general, Local Authorities and the Environment Agency will
only act where there is a wide public benefit, when there is a
clear economic case to developing coastal defence works,
funding is sourced, when there is an appropriate engineering
solution that is achievable and where environment legislation
is not contravened.

Private land owners have ultimate responsibility for protecting
their own property from flooding and erosion and they must act
within statutory planning regulations and other applicable
legislation.

REEICERGN Questionnaire Q9

Revision Required

No change to Strategy

SEIEICENOM Questionnaire Q9
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Comment received

Maintenance should continue, but new defenses should
begin before it is too late. Long term usually means never!

Comment no.

Q035
Comment received

Mostly residential so it's not just defending land

Comment no.

Q036
Comment received

Private maintenance!! So HBC wash their hands of
responsibility and residents have to fund defences?

Project Team Response

Flood and erosion risk here is low until the future. There is an
economic case to do capital works in the long term.

(SO Individual
Project Team Response

The frontage comprises residential properties and privately-
owned adhoc coastal defences.

Consultee RIglIVil[VEI!

Project Team Response

The Department for Environment, Food and Rural Affairs
(Defra) has the overall policy responsibility for flood and
coastal erosion risk management in England. It relies upon
Local Authorities (LAs) to then assist and manage their own
coastlines and frontages.

Coastal Protection Authorities and the Environment Agency
have permissive powers to carry out works to protect against
coastal flooding and erosion. However, this is not a legal
obligation. This means Havant Borough Council has the
'‘power’ to carry out coastal protection works but is not duty
bound to do so and will not be liable for the failure to exercise
these powers.

In general, Local Authorities and the Environment Agency will
only act where there is a wide public benefit, when there is a
clear economic case to developing coastal defence works,
funding is sourced, when there is an appropriate engineering
solution that is achievable and where environment legislation
is not contravened.

Private land owners have ultimate responsibility for protecting
their own property from flooding and erosion and they must act
within statutory planning regulations and other applicable
legislation.

Revision Required

No change to Strategy

FEIEICERGN Questionnaire Q9

Revision Required

No change to Strategy

SEIEICENOM Questionnaire Q9

Revision Required

No change to Strategy
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Comment no.

Comment received

Please see above comments for ODU5 as applicable to
ODUSG ,too.Hantsc.c spent money on providing all weather
path frm Salterns Lane to local schools,so it is money wasted
if this public path is not protected by public capital sea
defence works

Comment no.
Comment received
Low risk short term, private landowners defences, long term

HTL capital. Why is 5C different option than ODU 6, as in
private ownership re: defences?

(SO Individual
Project Team Response

Flood and erosion risk here is low until the future. There is an
economic case to do capital works in the long term.

(OGSIICIEN Statutory Body

Project Team Response

ODU 5c stretches from Tournerbury Woods Estate to Salterns
Lane and includes Tournerbury Woods Estate, and ad hoc
residential and commercial properties. Flood and erosion risk
is low in this section. The strategy intent here is for landowners
to maintain their own flood and erosion protection to assets
and businesses or adapt to become more resilient to flooding
in the future.

ODU 6 comprises of residential properties and privately-
owned adhoc coastal defences. Flood and erosion risk here is
low until the future. For the short and medium terms the
Strategy intent is for private maintenance of defences to
provide continued flood protection to the residents,

community and businesses at Selsmore. However, due to the
number of properties at risk in the future, there is an economic
case to do something in the long term.

FEIEICERGN Questionnaire Q9

Revision Required

No change to Strategy

SEIEICENOM Questionnaire Q9
Revision Required

No change to Strategy

oDbuU 7
Comment no.

Comment received

Consultee

Statutory Body

Project Team Response

FEIEICENGOM Questionnaire Q10

Revision Required
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According to our maps REDACTED are the maintainer from
the landing stage nr Salterns Close to the Boating Lake.

There is an elephant trunk outfall (asset ID 505144) which
leaks and causes issues for the sailing club

Asset 185390, from the slipway at Mengham Sailing club is
below required condition with a residual life of 5rs. Access to
maintain is very difficult with plant. Future options need to
consider the whole life of the asset including maintenance
and demolition. A setback option should be considered to
reduce coastal squeeze as a rock toe it likely to be required.

The section in front of the boating lake is below required
condition. This whole unit needs to be considered together
to ensure no double counting of properties. An Option to
realign defences to the rear of the boating lake should be
considered here.

Comment no.
Comment received
Mix of HBC/private owned defences, maintain short term,

long term capital investment. Why is 5C different option than
ODU 7, as partly in private ownership?

Thank you for providing information on the area. A set back
defence was considered but was discounted as the leading
option had a higher Cost Benefit Ratio.

We agree that the whole flood risk frontage needs to be
considered as one.

The Selsmore to Mengham FCERM scheme study is included
in the short term action plan, to start within the next few years
to start looking at options. Although the intent here is to
‘maintain flood protection to the residents, community and
businesses, the study will need to also look at opportunities to
set back defences if appropriate

Consultee Statutory Body

Project Team Response

ODU 5c stretches from Tournerbury Woods Estate to Salterns
Lane and includes Tournerbury Woods Estate, and ad hoc
residential and commercial properties. Flood and erosion risk
is low in this section.

ODU 7 comprises of a large extent of residential properties and
a variety of commercial land uses, including Wilson’s Boat
Yard, Mengham Rythe Sailing Club and holiday/touring parks.
There is an economic case to do something here, but will
require contributions from elsewhere.

No change to Strategy

FEIEICENOM Questionnaire Q10

Revision Required

No change to Strategy

ODU 8
Comment no.

Comment received

Consultee Individual

Project Team Response

FEIEIEENOM Questionnaire Q11

Revision Required
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| consider nature conservation and wildlife to be the most
important issue

Comment no.

Comment received

Thank you for your comment. We agree that nature
conservation and wildlife are important issues which are
considered holistically with all other issues on the Island within
the Strategy.

Consultee Individual

Project Team Response

No change to Strategy

Relates to

Revision Required

Questionnaire Q11

Follow what they have done in other country’s and beach
resorts in the uk, flood defences of rocks out at sea, with
rocks built up every 500 yards to produce grounds going out
see, 4 times the length of the ones now (something similar to
what is at sandbanks) enabling people to walk on them in
calmer times. Rebuild the beach in height and width with
sand in between these newly formed bays. Sand moves less
than shingle

Comment no. Q040

Comment received

You stipulate long term improvement. Does this include new
concrete sea walls

Comment no. Q041

Comment received

Adding very large boulders going out to sea.

As part of our ongoing management of Eastoke, we update our
Beach Management Plan every 5 years. When this process is
undertaken, we consider many different methods of coastal
management to determine which would be the most efficient
and cost effective for the coastline.

Currently the most cost-effective method for coastal protection
is beach management, however this may change in the future
with sea level rise / increased storminess and effectiveness of
the current method of working.

Rock structures will be considered as an alternative method
for coastal protection in the future, alongside other potential
options to help protect Eastoke.

Consultee Individual

Project Team Response

The intent for ODU 8 is to maintain a healthy beach alongside
flood and erosion protection to residents, community and
businesses at Eastoke. Yes, this is likely to include a
combination of defences, including flood walls, crest raising,
set back floodwalls, rock groynes and beach management.

Consultee Individual
Project Team Response

The intent for ODU 8 is to maintain a healthy beach alongside
flood and erosion protection to residents, community and

No change to Strategy

Relates to
Revision Required

No change to Strategy

Relates to
Revision Required

No change to Strategy

Questionnaire Q11

Questionnaire Q11
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Comment no.

Comment received

businesses at Eastoke. Yes, this is likely to include a
combination of defences, including flood walls, crest raising,
set back floodwalls, rock groynes and beach management.

Consultee Individual

Project Team Response

Relates to

Revision Required

Questionnaire Q11

Spending millions on pebble throwing has been a waste of
money. Old grounes should have been replaced as with the
revetements west of The Inn on the Beach. Erosion there has
accelerated in recent years since the old ones were
removed.

Comment no.

Comment received

The beach is currently maintained in line with our approved
Beach Management Plan (BMP) (2017-2022(24)), which can
be found on our website here:
https://coastalpartners.org.uk/project/south-hayling-beach-
management-plan/. This BMP was approved by the
Environment Agency, who fund all the works through Central
Government. The BMP is refreshed on a 5-yearly cycle, and
at each stage different options for coastal management are
assessed. Currently, beach management is the preferred
option for the Eastoke frontage.

The groynes and timber revetment at West Beach were not
replaced, in line with the Coastal Policy of 'natural evolution' in
the area. These structures were past the end of their design
life, and the decision was taken that they would be removed
and not replaced when the posed a significant H&S risk. The
beach is now left to evolve to its' natural position, with regular
monitoring by Havant Borough Council.

Consultee Individual

Project Team Response

No change to Strategy

Relates to

Revision Required

Questionnaire Q11

Concerned about the time scale for this strategy, Given our
garden floods now every year several times with a potential
construction time frame being 2031 | feel this may be too late
for ODU 8n

The Strategy has recommended a suite of projects, dependant
on risk, over the next 10 years, in its implementation plan.

A project is recommended for the North of Eastoke to
commence in the next couple of years.

The project process, however, from inception through to
construction can take a number of years. First, we have to
secure funding for, and then progress a study to look at options
on the ground in detail. The next stage is to secure more
funding to develop detailed designs, then funding to actually

No change to Strategy
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Comment no.

Comment received

construct the scheme. This process is not straightforward as
additional funding to Government Grant in Aid will need to be
sourced in order for a scheme to progress to construction,
anywhere on the island, which can extend the timeline further.

Consultee Individual

Project Team Response

Relates to

Revision Required

Questionnaire Q11

Although | do not believe the beach is being well maintained
currently

Comment no.

Comment received

The beach is currently maintained in line with our approved
Beach Management Plan (BMP) (2017-2022(24)), which can
be found on our website here:
https://coastalpartners.org.uk/project/south-hayling-beach-

management-plan/. This BMP was approved by the

Environment Agency, who fund all the works through Central
Government. The BMP is refreshed on a 5-yearly cycle, and
at each stage different options for coastal management are
assessed. Currently, beach management is the preferred
option for the Eastoke frontage.

Consultee Individual

Project Team Response

No change to Strategy

Relates to

Revision Required

Questionnaire Q11

100 or 10 years is too long and we all trust the first work to
extend the rock defences all the way to include Eaststoke
corner is made in next few years. Also a critical view or
judgement should be taken if the current rainbowing is cost
effective as increasingly we see the dredger isn't firing
significant pebbles on the beach but silt , that is lost back to
sea with the first storm.

The pump-ashore of material at the Eastoke frontage is
undertaken generally twice within a 5-year BMP programme.
We extract the material from the Chichester Harbour Approach
Channel as a maintenance dredge, working in partnership with
Chichester Harbour Conservancy.

We have noted that the shingle build up within the channel is
generally the same size as that found on the beach, and
therefore the pump-ashore of this material is considered a
beneficial reuse of material which would otherwise be lost from
the system.

We would expect up to 20% losses of deposited material as
silt, however when we identify a higher proportion of ‘fine'
material being delivered, we speak with the Captain and ask
them to change their extraction area within the Harbour
Entrance.

No change to Strategy
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Comment no.
Comment received

Defence of this southeast portion of the Island is not
sustainable. The ground conditions comprise gravel of old
beach deposits which are easily erodable. The shoreline is
exposed to the south and southeasterly gales. Rising sea
levels and the effects of man are widening the entrance to
Chichester Harbour which is causing higher tides and higher
risk of flooding and coastal erosion. Long term beach
replenishment is not sustainable . The Draft Strategy does
not mention any future development.

Comment no.

Comment received

The construction of rock groynes would diminish beach
access, look unsightly and fail to address the real issues
affecting Eastoke. A rock revetment would be a far better use
of limited resources. The continued shingle recycling would

We acknowledge that the finer material is generally removed
from the system by the storm waves, however the shingle
which is delivered is of good quality, cost-effective for the
works and remains within the beach system once placed.

Consultee Individual

Project Team Response

These comments have been noted, and any impacts of rising
sea levels will be considered through the Chichester Strategy.

The beach is currently maintained in line with our approved
Beach Management Plan (BMP) (2017-2022(24)), which can
be found on our website here:
https://coastalpartners.org.uk/project/south-hayling-beach-
management-plan/. This BMP was approved by the
Environment Agency, who fund all the works through Central
Government. The BMP is refreshed on a 5-yearly cycle, and
at each stage different options for coastal management are
assessed. Currently, beach management is the preferred
option for the Eastoke frontage.

The current Strategy can only take into consideration existing
development during appraisal.

Planning applications for any future development at the coast
will need to consider Strategy recommendations as well as
meeting tests with respect to building in flood and erosion risk
areas.

Even though the Strategy may recommend a defence scheme
in an area, there is no guarantee that a scheme will progress.

Consultee Individual

Project Team Response

We aim to undertake beach management works twice per
year; once in September/October to ensure the beach is at
design profile prior to the winter, and once just prior to Easter
to build the beach back to design if needed, following the

FEIEICENGOM Questionnaire Q11

Revision Required

No change to Strategy

Relates to

Questionnaire Q11
Revision Required

No change to Strategy

67



exponentially increase in cost as sea levels rise due to the
extra material needed and the increased frequency at which
it needs to be carried out. The cost is £50,000 each time and
recently it's happened 3 times a year! A fact not considered
in this strategy!

Comment no.

Comment received

winter and before the summer tourist period on Hayling. Over
the past few years we have had to undertake urgent works
during the winter following significant storm events, to reinstate
the beach where it has rolled back on to the promenade.

The impact of increasing storms / increased activity on the
beach has been noted and identified, and this will be taken in
to account going forwards when considering future

management methods for the Eastoke frontage

Consultee Individual

Project Team Response

Relates to

Revision Required

Questionnaire Q11

The defence condition assessment didn't included the buried
sea wall or the splash wall along the rear of the promenade
at Eastoke. Knowing the condition of these structures is
extremely important in determining the future chances of
flooding and erosion. This oversight means future projections
in all scenarios are flawed and the recommendations should
be reconsidered.

Comment no.

Comment received

In the baseline (Do Nothing) scenario, it was assumed that all
existing defences around the Island would be in place during
epoch 1. However, in epoch 2 it was assumed all defences
would have failed (if no maintenance were to occur). More
information on this is available in the economic appraisal
report (Appendix A). The condition of the structures will be
considered further as part of the prioritisation for scheme
development and implementation

Consultee Individual

Project Team Response

No change to Strategy

Relates to

Revision Required

Questionnaire Q11

Currently too slow. Apathy over the past

Comment no.

Comment received

The project process, from inception through to construction
can take a number of years. First, we have to secure funding
for, and then progress a study to look at options on the ground
in detail. The next stage is to secure more funding to develop
detailed designs, then funding to actually construct the
scheme. This process is not straightforward as additional
funding to Government Grant in Aid will need to be sourced in
order for a scheme to progress to construction, anywhere on
the island, which can extend the timeline further.

Consultee Individual

Project Team Response

No change to Strategy

Relates to

Revision Required

Questionnaire Q11
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When the single was first put in place in 1985 when Mr Ridley
director of technical services they knew what they were doing
it contained armouring and lasted 20 years now we seem to
have the dredge from Chichester harbour all fine sand and
pebbles... which only last 1 year at most not cost effective....
Plus not replacing the sea defences at west beach is a rather
stupid .... Floods the car park on a regular basis...

Comment no.

Comment received

The pump-ashore of material at the Eastoke frontage is
undertaken generally twice within a 5-year BMP programme.
We extract the material from the Chichester Harbour Approach
Channel as a maintenance dredge, working in partnership with
Chichester Harbour Conservancy.

We have noted that the shingle build up within the channel is
generally the same size as that found on the beach, and
therefore the pump-ashore of this material is considered a
beneficial reuse of material which would otherwise be lost from
the system.

We would expect up to 20% losses of deposited material as
silt, however when we identify a higher proportion of ‘fine'
material being delivered, we speak with the Captain and ask
them to change their extraction area within the Harbour
Entrance.

We acknowledge that the finer material is generally removed
from the system by the storm waves, however the shingle
which is delivered is of good quality, cost-effective for the
works and remains within the beach system once placed.

Consultee Individual

Project Team Response

No change to Strategy

Revision Required

FEIEICERGON Questionnaire Q11

The existing beach replenishment scheme does not take into
account the basic requirements of tourists and the health of
local residence by this frequent industrial process

The beach is currently maintained in line with our approved
Beach Management Plan (BMP) (2017-2022(24)), which can
be found on our website here:
https://coastalpartners.org.uk/project/south-hayling-beach-
management-plan/. Within the BMP we consider the impact of
the works on the local community and tourism. One of the key
objectives of the current BMP is 'To maintain the amenity
benefit of the beach over the whole frontage for both the local
population and the holidaymakers who visit the area.’

While there is a short-term impact on the local residents and
beach users while the works are undertaken, these works
allow for the beach to be in good condition and useable for the
majority of the year, particularly during peak spring and
summer periods

No change to Strategy
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Comment no. Q052

Comment received

Further detail is required to understand impacts of the
proposals. We are supportive of maintaining a healthy beach
and it will be essential to ensure high tide roosts and tern
roosts are maintained

Comment no. E401

Comment received

Gunner Point. We will continue to support protection for
properties at Eastoke, subject to there being sufficient
suitable shingle for recycling and without compromising
natural defences for the clubs land

Comment no. E107

Comment received

(South) Sandy Point Nature Reserve - Noted — Site more
susceptible to overtopping or breach of ODU 8 North

Comment no. E215

Comment received

HTL — combination of flooding from sea-level rise and
erosion issues? Is there a case here for more innovative
offshore reef systems to reduce beach erosion and provide
offshore habitats and local economic benefits from
fish/ffarming kelp/oysters reefs? Using natural capital and
levelling up funding? This could reduce the impacts of
building onshore to the public amenity assets?

REDACTED has a MOU with HBC for shingle extraction from

Consultee Organisation
Project Team Response

Thank you for your support.

Consultee Business

Project Team Response

FEIEIEENM Questionnaire Q11
Revision Required

No change to Strategy

FEIEICENGOM Questionnaire Q11

Revision Required

The ongoing MOU is an extremely important element to beach
management along the Hayling frontage now and into the
future. Thank you for your continued support.

Consultee Statutory Body
Project Team Response

Agreed

Consultee Statutory Body

Project Team Response

We are going to update the short-term action plan to include
an Eastoke wide FCERM scheme. The Eastoke FCERM
Scheme will deliver a programme of phased defence schemes
to reduce flood and erosion risk to 2848 residential properties
at flood risk and 562 properties at erosion risk over the next
100 years on the Eastoke Peninsular.

Subject to funding, this project will investigate the options in
more detail. Offshore breakwaters were included in the longlist

No change to Strategy

FEIEICENOM Questionnaire Q11
Revision Required

No change to Strategy

FEEICENGN Questionnaire Q11

Revision Required

Update short term action plan.
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Comment no.
Comment received

REDACTED maintain the Northern Frontage from 79a
Eastoke Avenue to 32 Wittering Rd. It has recently been
observed that sections of the steel sheet pile wall are in poor
condition.

Any scheme here needs to ensure no double counting of
properties when the southern section of the scheme is
considered. It is unlikely that GiA would fully fund this
scheme.

Comment no.
Comment received

Notwithstanding the practical proposals for this area, there is
real concern about the possibility that funding might not be
available, leaving the ubiquitous “adaptation” scenario.
Whilst we are all aware that funding any coastal defences is
by no means certain in the UK without considerable
resources, residents and visitors with property interest on
Hayling, are increasingly anxious about future insurance
renewals and property values. Therefore there are many
Eastoke residents who are worried about the time-line
presented in the Strategy’s Summary Booklet pp 73-74,
fearing that the 2026 start of Eastoke’s Erosion Management
may even then leave them vulnerable to erosion and flooding
from increasing storm surges. Residents also query what is
meant by Eastoke Drainage 2024: what exactly does this
mean?

but didn’t progress to the shortlist due to impacts on the
environment and relative high cost.

Consultee Statutory Body

Project Team Response

Noted thank you. Any project will need to consider benefits
on an individual level to ensure no double counting.

Consultee Resident Group

Project Team Response

The project process, from inception through to construction
can take a number of years. First, we have to secure funding
for, and then progress a study to look at options on the ground
in detail. The next stage is to secure more funding to develop
detailed designs, then funding to actually construct the
scheme. This process is not straightforward as additional
funding to Government Grant in Aid will need to be sourced in
order for a scheme to progress to construction, anywhere on
the island, which can extend the timeline further.

The short term action plan in the summary strategy document
is likely to be refined, so the 2026 start is not set in stone.

The Eastoke Drainage project is essentially a project to
appraise options to improve drainage of overtopped seawater
from the Eastoke promenade back into the sea during storm
events. This could include for example new porous control
structures, such as a rock revetment / rock groynes at key
erosion hotspots along the frontage, to improve drainage and
reduce beach losses.

Relates to
Revision Required

No change to Strategy

Relates to

Revision Required

Potential update to the short term

action plan

Questionnaire Q11

Questionnaire Q11
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ODU 9

Comment no.

Comment received

Consultee Individual

Project Team Response

Relates to

Revision Required

Questionnaire Q12

This section of beach is wide and, so far, robust. With
minimal additions to coastal protection here a good outcome
is achieveable

Comment no.

Comment received

The Inn on the Beach acts as a terminal groyne, which in turn
results in holding the beach to the east in place. The intent
along this frontage is to maintain a healthy beach alongside
flood and erosion protection to residents, community and
businesses along the seafront. Although minimal intervention
is required here at present, the intent is to continue beach
management while maintaining the Inn on the Beach as a
control structure, but to also look at new defences in the future
if risk increases.

Consultee Individual

Project Team Response

No change to Strategy

Relates to

Revision Required

Questionnaire Q12

| am strongly in favour of using large rock groynes and rocky
islands 150-200m off shore to reduce erosion. Even better
would be to produce a lagoon surrounded by rocks, that
allowed the water in and out. This would reduce coastal
erosion, and provide a much safer, calmer area for bathers,
paddle boarders, anglers, and it would attract tourists that
provide much needed contributions to the local economy.
Locally the tides are strong, so why not put tidal generators
in the offshore groynes.

The implementation of an offshore breakwater on the south
coast (Eastoke to West Beach) was explored as part of the
appraisal process. There are a range of potential design
configurations for this measure, but it would most likely involve
the construction of a structure extending from the shore into
the sea or a structure immediately offshore of the beach. The
structure would be designed to protect the frontage from the
force of the waves, in turn reducing coastal erosion and flood
risk.

This measure would likely be high cost (relative to other
competing options) and would reduce the benefit: cost ratio
significantly, likely making the approach unfeasible from a
funding perspective. It is unlikely to be supported by key
stakeholders due to the important environmental designations
in the intertidal and offshore areas. The impacts of an offshore
breakwater on these environmental designations would be
more significant than the impact of o