North Solent Shoreline Management Plan  
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	Policy Unit 4D27A Hillfield Road to West Street, Selsey 

	Summary description of Policy Unit

This short length of coastline is a section of the Selsey frontage defined in the approved Pagham to East Head Coastal Defence Strategy, which recommended that the Selsey community be treated as a single community in a single unit. However, as the western boundary of the adjacent Beachy Head to Selsey Bill SMP is at Hillfield Road, this additional unit is required for completeness Significant residential properties, commercial assets and community facilities along with associated service and transport infrastructure are located within the hinterland of this frontage, which is located on high ground that is surrounded by an extensive tidal floodplain. 


	Final policy options


	SMP1 Ref 
CPU3 Hold the Line

	Epoch 1
From Present Day 

(up to 2025)
	Epoch 2
Medium Term
(2025 to 2055)
	Epoch 3
Long Term

(2055 to 2105)

	Hold the Line
	Hold the Line

	Hold the Line

	Summary of rationale behind final policy options

The policy recommendation from the approved Pagham to East Head Coastal Defence Strategy is to Hold the Line through sustaining the existing standard of defences with key policy drivers to provide improved flood protection to residential and commercial developments, community assets and infrastructure, and heritage features and sites. 
Access to/from the town of Selsey could be compromised if coastal and flood defences on adjacent frontages failed or were not maintained. Funding from local, public and other sources will need to be explored to implement necessary Schemes of works. While funding is sought, maintenance of existing defences should continue until their deterioration makes this no longer possible.


	Policy changes through Public Consultation
None, as this unit was not included in the draft SMP for consultation, but referenced in the approved Pagham to East Head CDS


	Funding
As determined through the approved Pagham to East Head Coastal Defence Strategy, due to low national priority status it is unlikely that central government funding could be secured for identified works


	Further Studies (identified in Action Plan)

None


	Policy Unit 5A01 Selsey West Beach to Bracklesham

	Summary description of Policy Unit

Within the extensive tidal floodplain, dominated by grade 1, 2 and 3 agricultural hinterland are small communities or individual residential properties. Surrounding farmland provides important roost sites for waders and waterfowl and supports nearby and adjacent SPA/Ramsar sites. There are also a number of Listed Buildings, Monuments and other archaeological features in the floodplain, along with a protected wreck offshore, and maritime features in the inter-tidal or near shore zone. Bracklesham Bay is designated as a geological SSSI and RSBP nature reserve. Offshore is the Bracklesham Balls Marine Site of Nature Conservation Importance (offshore of Selsey Bill is the Mixon Hole Marine Site of Nature Conservation Importance). Commercial properties and facilities located nearer towards Selsey including a substantial caravan park with associated recreational facilities. This Policy Unit has been defined and assessed in the approved Pagham to East Head Coastal Defence Strategy.

	Final policy options


	SMP1 Ref 

CPU3 Hold the Line

	Epoch 1
From Present Day 

(up to 2025)
	Epoch 2
Medium Term

(2025 to 2055)
	Epoch 3
Long Term

(2055 to 2105)

	Managed Realignment
(Localised HTL at Medmerry Cliffs)
	Hold the Line

	Hold the Line


	Summary of rationale behind final policy options

For the detail regarding the policy and management approaches for this frontage please refer to the approved Pagham to East Head Coastal Defence Strategy. 
With rising sea levels, holding the line with the shingle bank is economically and technically unsustainable with increasing risk of breaches and flooding. The key policy drivers for the managed realignment of defences along the Medmerry frontage are in order to improve the standard of flood protection to residential and commercial properties located within the agriculturally rich tidal floodplain, which will require new setback flood defences to be constructed landwards of the present shingle ridge and will allow the creation of valuable inter-tidal habitats as compensation for habitat losses caused by maintenance of flood defences elsewhere in the Solent region. The barrier beach will need to be maintained until the new defences are functional and the realignment can be implemented. The new defences will be maintained on the setback defence line over the next 100 years. 
The Strategy also states the potential future construction of privately funded coastal defences in front of Selsey’s caravan park and a localised publicly-funded works to maintain and upgrade the defence line for the Medmerry Cliffs frontage. Future plans for the RSPB reserve at Bracklesham are inextricably linked to the wider plans for realignment at Medmerry. Medmerry is one of the Regional Habitat Creation Programme sites which will be delivering compensation habitats for losses identified in the North Solent SMP area and the RSPB are in the process of drawing up an agreement with the EA for management of the site. 
Due to the complexity within the North Solent SMP area with regards to terrestrial, freshwater and inter-tidal habitats which are either designated or support SAC, SPA and Ramsar sites, sites that have suitable topography for compensatory habitat creation are generally already designated SPA and Ramsar. This results in a challenge when adapting to climate change and rolling back habitats as there will be an adverse effect on seaward habitats if defences are held or an adverse effect on landward habitats if defences are re-aligned. The Medmerry area that has been identified for habitat creation is however, not covered by nature conservation designations or functions as feeding or roosting sites to support the nearby designated areas within Pagham, Chichester or Langstone harbours. 

The detail regarding habitat losses and gains associated with policy options at this site and for the SMP as a whole are detailed in the Appropriate Assessment


	Policy changes through Public Consultation
During consultation the requirement for localised maintenance of the defence line for the Medmerry Cliffs frontage was reiterated and the policy option has been amended to clarify this requirement. 



	Funding
It is likely that central government funding could be secured for identified managed realignment works and at Medmerry Cliffs, as determined through the approved Pagham to East Head Coastal Defence Strategy.


	Further Studies (identified in Action Plan)

None


	Policy Unit 5A02 Bracklesham to East Wittering

	Summary description of Policy Unit
The significant numbers of residential properties, community and commercial facilities in East Wittering and Bracklesham are situated on relatively high ground. Archaeological features have been discovered in the cliffs and inter-tidal zone. Grade 2 and 3 agricultural hinterland is present. Bracklesham Bay is designated as a geological SSSI. Offshore is the Bracklesham Balls Marine Site of Nature Conservation Importance. Beaches, access and a public launching site are important recreation facilities. This Policy Unit has been defined and assessed in the approved Pagham to East Head Coastal Defence Strategy, which determined a HTL policy for each epoch.



	Final policy options


	SMP1 Ref 
CPU2 Hold the Line

	Epoch 1
From Present Day 

(up to 2025)
	Epoch 2
Medium Term

(2025 to 2055)
	Epoch 3
Long Term

(2055 to 2105)

	Hold the Line


	Hold the Line
	Hold the Line

	Summary of rationale behind final policy options

Given the significant number of residential properties, community and commercial facilities, and associated service and local transport infrastructure in East Wittering and Bracklesham and the importance of the frontage in terms of amenity and recreation, the intent here is to maintain and improve the current defence line. Defences will have to be raised over time to account for the risk from rising sea levels. However, as a result, the foreshore may experience significant steepening and lowering and the amenity beach and local economy may be adversely affected unless beach replenishment operations are undertaken. This policy has been assessed as the preferred option through the approved Pagham to East Head Coastal Defence Strategy.


	Policy changes through Public Consultation
None 



	Funding
It is unlikely that central government funding would be secured for identified works, as determined through the approved Pagham to East Head Coastal Defence Strategy. Alternative sources of public funding may be available to Local Authority.


	Further Studies (identified in Action Plan)

None


	Policy Unit 5A03 East Wittering to Cakeham

	Summary description of Policy Unit

West Wittering and Cakeham comprise residential properties, commercial facilities and areas important for recreation. Farm land provides important roost sites for waders and waterfowl and supports nearby and adjacent SPA/Ramsar sites. Archaeological features have been discovered in the cliffs and inter-tidal zone. Grade 2 and 3 agricultural hinterland is present. Bracklesham Bay is designated as a geological SSSI.  This Policy Unit has been defined and assessed in the approved Pagham to East Head Coastal Defence Strategy, which determined a HTL policy for the three epochs, with a localised minor realignment of defences in second epoch to enhance sediment transport and coastal processes 



	Final policy options


	SMP1 Ref
CPU5 Hold the Line

	Epoch 1
From Present Day 

(up to 2025)
	Epoch 2
Medium Term

(2025 to 2055)
	Epoch 3
Long Term

(2055 to 2105)

	Hold the Line
	Hold the Line 
(Potential minor managed realignment at Cakeham)


	Hold the Line 
(Potential minor managed realignment at Cakeham)



	Summary of rationale behind final policy options



	The intention for the Cakeham frontage is to maintain the current line of defence to provide protection to residential and commercial properties and facilities and to retain amenity value associated with the frontage. Within the agriculturally rich hinterland, there are important farm land areas that provide a function as roosting areas for environmentally important numbers and species of waders and waterfowl and therefore support the adjacent SPA and Ramsar sites. Coastal monitoring will be key to successful management of this frontage. In the medium to long term a slight realignment of defences at Cakeham may provide improved sediment transport and slow the rate of beach loss, acting to stabilise beach widths and levels, which may also benefit frontages downdrift. No properties would be affected by this minor realignment. This policy has been assessed as the preferred option through the approved Pagham to East Head Coastal Defence Strategy.


	Policy changes through Public Consultation
The policies proposed for consultation were HTL / MR / HTL to highlight the slight realignment of defences but have been amended to more clearly reflect the defence management intention of maintaining the defence line. 



	Funding
It is unlikely that central government funding would be secured for identified works, as determined through the approved Pagham to East Head Coastal Defence Strategy. Alternative sources of public funding may also be available to Local Authority.


	Further Studies (identified in Action Plan)

None


	Policy Unit 5A04 Cakeham to Ella Nore Lane

	Summary description of Policy Unit

The section of the frontage between Ella Nore Lane and East Head is within the Chichester Harbour AONB. Residential settlements, commercial facilities and heritage assets of West Wittering and Cakeham, along with areas important for recreation, are within the tidal floodplain. Grade 3 agricultural hinterland is present. The majority of the frontage is included within inter-tidal and transitional freshwater habitats of International, European and national nature conservation importance and provides important roost sites for waders and waterfowl and supports nearby and adjacent SPA/Ramsar sites. Analysis of shoreline erosion (see Appendix C5) indicates the rate and scale of coastal processes are less within the harbours than on the open coast. This Policy Unit has been defined and assessed in the approved Pagham to East Head Coastal Defence Strategy, which determined an Adaptive Management policy for the frontage.

	Final policy options


	SMP1 Ref n/a 

	Epoch 1
From Present Day 

(up to 2025)
	Epoch 2
Medium Term

(2025 to 2055)
	Epoch 3
Long Term

(2055 to 2105)

	Adaptive Management


	Adaptive Management
	Adaptive Management

	Summary of rationale behind final policy options
The policy of Adaptive Management is not an SMP policy, but has been taken from the approved Pagham to East Head Coastal Defence Strategy for the East Head frontage. It is locally a politically acceptable policy term after almost a decade of discussions and consultation and is only applied to this site.
Adaptive Management promotes flexible decision making through the implementation of a Management Plan. An Adaptive Management approach is designed to address the uncertainties and work with the coastal processes to provide a proactive management approach. A suite of potential management options and possible actions will be applied as required. A key element of this approach will be the monitoring regime to understand how it is responding combined with beach management activities to manage the specific risks. As understanding of the system improves and as the coastline achieves an alignment more in line with natural processes it is likely that decreasing levels of intervention will be required.

Adaptive management practices will become increasingly important for the future of this unit, not only to conserve its environmental, amenity and socio-economic values but also to manage the effects of coastal process on the wider harbour which is designated as environmentally important for a number of national and international features and is also an Area of Outstanding Natural Beauty. The East Head peninsula, along with the area within Chichester Harbour itself, is included within a suite of European nature conservation designations, therefore, the adaptive management approaches will need to be implemented sensitively and take account of detailed environmental assessments and studies. Ongoing coastal monitoring, defence maintenance and recycling activities will be required to maintain the integrity of the system at East Head spit and to maintain safe navigation within harbour. To manage the flood risk to West Wittering Village new flood defences will also need to be constructed. This policy and management options have been assessed as the preferred option through the approved Pagham to East Head Coastal Defence Strategy. 
Due to the environmental designations within Chichester Harbour, continued maintenance of defence structures will result however, in the continued loss of European and national nature conservation designated habitats such as inter-tidal foreshore habitats, through coastal squeeze. These losses will need to be mitigated within the same designated area or compensated for elsewhere and delivered through the Regional Habitat Creation Programme. Opportunities for habitat mitigation and compensation have been detailed within the Appropriate Assessment of the final policies. 


	Policy changes through Public Consultation
Private landowners have stated their intentions to maintain the current defences at West Wittering and thus removing the potential opportunity for localised intertidal habitat creation in the long-term. 
An Information Note for landowners, planners and developers on privately owned coastal defences and coastal planning issues has been produced.



	Funding
It is unlikely that central government funding would be secured for adaptive management but likely for flood bunds at West Wittering, as determined through the approved Pagham to East Head Coastal Defence Strategy. As is currently the case, no public funding would be available for continued maintenance of defences by private owners.


	Further Studies (identified in Action Plan)

Emsworth to East Head Flood and Coastal Erosion Risk Management Strategy
Solent-wide network of high tide roost site study


	Policy Unit 5A05 Ella Nore Lane to Fishbourne

	Summary description of Policy Unit

This frontage is within Chichester Harbour AONB and largely agricultural land, grades 1, 2 and 3. Although the tidal floodplain is relatively limited due to topography there are historic residential centres such as Itchenor and Fishbourne, individual residential properties, commercial properties (e.g. Birdham, West Itchenor) potentially at flood risk. There are several major marinas, boatyards and sailing clubs within this sector of Chichester Harbour. The unit also contains Listed Buildings, Monuments and terrestrial, inter-tidal and maritime archaeological features (e.g. Fishbourne, Apuldram), along with Conservation Areas. The strategically important sewage treatment plant infrastructure, transport network and public open spaces are also potentially at tidal flood risk. Analysis of shoreline erosion (see Appendix C5) indicates the rate and scale of coastal processes are less within the harbours than on the open coast. There are inter-tidal and transitional freshwater habitats of International, European and national nature conservation importance and important roost sites for waders and waterfowl that support nearby and adjacent SPA/Ramsar sites. The majority of the shoreline is privately owned and defences privately maintained; there are publically maintained defences at Itchenor, Apuldram and Fishbourne.



	Final policy options


	SMP1 Ref n/a 

	Epoch 1
From Present Day 

(up to 2025)
	Epoch 2
Medium Term

(2025 to 2055)
	Epoch 3
Long Term

(2055 to 2105)

	Hold the Line
No public funding available for private defences
	Hold the Line 

 No public funding available for private defences
	Hold the Line  

 No public funding available for private defences (Localised managed realignment at Horse Pond. Location of secondary defences to be determined)

	Summary of rationale behind final policy options

The final policy options to continue to maintain the privately owned and maintained defence line reflect landowner’s intentions for future management of their defences, thus removing the potential opportunity for localised intertidal habitat creation at Ella Nore.  
A key consideration that has assisted in the determination of the final policies to continue to maintain the current defence line is that the majority of the flood defences are privately owned and maintained. These defences afford a level of flood protection to historic residential and heritage rich centres, amenity open space, commercial, industrial, recreational and wider community assets that are located within the agricultural hinterland from the significant coastal flood and erosion risk area within this area of Chichester Harbour. Maintenance of flood defences will also benefit the network of sites within the agricultural hinterland that provide a supporting function as roosting or feeding areas to waders and waterfowl to these designated sites. The localised MR option at Horse Pond has support from the landowner and will provide mitigation inter-tidal habitat opportunities.
Due to the environmental designations within Chichester Harbour, maintenance of defence structures will result in the continued loss of European and national nature conservation designated habitats such as inter-tidal foreshore habitats, through coastal squeeze. These losses will need to be mitigated within the same designated area or compensated for elsewhere. Opportunities for inter-tidal habitat mitigation and compensation have been detailed within the Appropriate Assessment of the final policies.  The localised MR at Horse Pond will also require compensation coastal grazing marsh to be created in advance of realignment of defences, which will need to be delivered through the Regional Habitat Creation Programme. 


	Policy changes through Public Consultation
The policies proposed for consultation were HTL / HTL (localised MR at Ella Nore) / HTL (localised MR at Horse Pond). Following discussions and consultation with landowners the localised MR at Ella Nore in epoch 2 was amended to reflect landowner’s objection to the MR policy and their intentions for future defence management for continued maintenance of defences thus removing the potential opportunity for localised intertidal habitat creation. Funding sources have been clarified
An Information Note for landowners, planners and developers on privately owned coastal defences and coastal planning issues has been produced.



	Funding

It is uncertain whether central government funding could be secured for identified works for the frontages at West Itchenor, Birdham or Fishbourne. Central government funding may be secured for works associated with localised managed realignment and habitat creation. As is currently the case, no public funding would be available for continued maintenance of defences by private owners.


	Further Studies (identified in Action Plan)

Emsworth to East Head Flood and Coastal Erosion Risk Management Strategy
Solent-wide network of high tide roost site study


	Policy Unit 5A06 Fishbourne

	Summary description of Policy Unit

This privately owned frontage is within Chichester Harbour AONB. The extent of the potential tidal floodplain would significantly affect an extensive area of agricultural grade 1 land, along with small numbers of Listed Buildings and terrestrial, archaeological features, and local transport links. Analysis of shoreline erosion (see Appendix C5) indicates the rate and scale of coastal processes are less within the harbours than on the open coast. There are inter-tidal and transitional freshwater habitats of International, European and national nature conservation importance and important roost sites for waders and waterfowl that support nearby and adjacent SPA/Ramsar sites. The shoreline is privately owned and defences privately maintained.



	Final policy options


	SMP1 Ref n/a 

	Epoch 1
From Present Day 

(up to 2025)
	Epoch 2
Medium Term

(2025 to 2055)
	Epoch 3
Long Term

(2055 to 2105)

	Hold the Line
No public funding available for private defences
	Hold the Line 

No public funding available for private defences


	Hold the Line
No public funding available for private defences



	Summary of rationale behind final policy options



	The final policy options to continue to maintain the privately owned and maintained defence line reflect landowner’s intentions for future management of their defences, thus removing the potential opportunity for intertidal habitat creation at Fishbourne.  
Continued maintenance of flood defences will provide protection to an extensive area of agricultural grade 1 land, along with small numbers of listed buildings and terrestrial archaeological features and local transport links that are located within the extensive potential coastal tidal floodplain to the south east of Fishbourne. This privately owned frontage is within Chichester Harbour Area of Outstanding Natural Beauty. The European and national nature conservation designations applicable to Chichester Harbour and the network of sites within the agricultural hinterland provide a supporting function as roosting or feeding areas to waders and waterfowl to these designated sites. 
Due to the environmental designations within Chichester Harbour, continued maintenance of defences will result in the continued loss of European and national nature conservation designated habitats such as inter-tidal foreshore habitats, through coastal squeeze. These losses will need to be mitigated within the same designated area or compensated for elsewhere and delivered through the Regional Habitat Creation Programme. Opportunities for habitat mitigation and compensation have been detailed within the Appropriate Assessment of the final policies. 


	Policy changes through Public Consultation
The policies proposed for consultation were HTL / HTL* / MR. The * in epoch 2 indicated that further detailed studies were required to understand the role that the Farlington Marshes has in the Solent-wide network of wildfowl and wading bird roost sites and to determine the feasibility of managed realignment opportunities in the medium to long-term. 

Following discussions and consultation with landowners the HTL* in epoch 2 and MR policy in epoch 3 were amended to reflect landowner’s objection to MR policy option and their intentions for future defence management at Fishbourne, thus removing the potential opportunity for intertidal habitat creation. Funding sources have been clarified.

An Information Note for landowners, planners and developers on privately owned coastal defences and coastal planning issues has been produced.



	Funding
Central government funding may be secured for identified works and those associated with managed realignment and habitat creation. As is currently the case, no public funding would be available for continued maintenance of defences by private owners.


	Further Studies (identified in Action Plan)

Emsworth to East Head Flood and Coastal Erosion Risk Management Strategy
Solent-wide network of high tide roost site study


	Policy Unit 5A07 Fishbourne to west of Cobnor Point 

	Summary description of Policy Unit

This frontage is within Chichester Harbour AONB and largely agricultural, grades 1, 2 and 3. The tidal floodplain is relatively limited due to sloping topography, although the historic residential areas of Bosham Hoe, Bosham and Chidham and individual residential properties are potentially at flood risk. There are several boatyards and sailing clubs within this sector of Chichester Harbour. The unit also contains Listed Buildings, Monuments and terrestrial, inter-tidal and maritime archaeological features, along with Conservation Areas. The local transport network and public open spaces are also potentially at flood risk. Analysis of shoreline erosion (see Appendix C5) indicates the rate and scale of coastal processes are less within the harbours than on the open coast. There are inter-tidal habitats of International, European and national nature conservation importance and important roost sites for waders and waterfowl that support nearby and adjacent SPA/Ramsar sites. The majority of the shoreline is privately owned and defences privately maintained.

	Final policy options


	SMP1 Ref n/a 

	Epoch 1
From Present Day 

(up to 2025)
	Epoch 2
Medium Term

(2025 to 2055)
	Epoch 3
Long Term

(2055 to 2105)

	Hold the Line
No public funding available for

private defences (Localised managed realignment at East Chidham. Location of secondary defences to be determined)
	Hold the Line
No public funding available for

private defences
	Hold the Line
No public funding available for

private defences

	Summary of rationale behind final policy options

The final policy options to continue to maintain the privately owned and maintained defence line reflect landowner’s intentions for future management of their defences, thus removing the potential opportunity for localised intertidal habitat creation at Bosham. The localised MR option at East Chidham has support from the landowner and will provide mitigation inter-tidal habitat opportunities; if appropriate, the location of secondary or setback defences will be determined through further detailed assessments.
Maintenance of the defences would provide protection of the historical residential communities of Bosham and Chidham, agricultural assets and landholdings, plus several boatyards and sailing clubs. This privately owned frontage is within Chichester Harbour Area of Outstanding Natural Beauty. 
The European and national nature conservation designations applicable to Chichester Harbour and the network of sites within the agricultural hinterland provide a supporting function as roosting or feeding areas to waders and waterfowl to these designated sites. 

Due to the environmental designations within Chichester Harbour maintenance of defence structures will result however, in the continued loss of European and national nature conservation designated habitats such as inter-tidal foreshore habitats, through coastal squeeze. These losses will need to be mitigated within the same designated area or compensated for elsewhere and delivered through the Regional Habitat Creation Programme. Opportunities for habitat mitigation and compensation have been detailed within the Appropriate Assessment of the final policies. 


	Policy changes through Public Consultation
The policies proposed for consultation were HTL (localised MR at East Chidham and Bosham) / HTL / HTL. Following discussions and consultation with landowners the localised MR policy in epoch 3 at Bosham was amended to reflect landowner’s objection to the MR policy option and their intentions for future defence management, thus removing the potential opportunity for localised intertidal habitat creation. Funding sources have been clarified.

An Information Note for landowners, planners and developers on privately owned coastal defences and coastal planning issues has been produced.


	Funding
Central government funding may be secured for works associated with localised managed realignment and habitat creation. As is currently the case, no public funding would be available for continued maintenance of defences by private owners.


	Further Studies (identified in Action Plan)

Emsworth to East Head Flood and Coastal Erosion Risk Management Strategy
Solent-wide network of high tide roost site study


	Policy Unit 5A08 west of Cobnor Point to Chidham Point

	Summary description of Policy Unit

This frontage is within Chichester Harbour AONB. The extent of the potential tidal floodplain would affect agricultural grade 2 land, along with small numbers of heritage features. Analysis of shoreline erosion (see Appendix C5) indicates the rate and scale of coastal processes are less within the harbours than on the open coast. There are inter-tidal habitats of International, European and national nature conservation importance that support nearby and adjacent SPA/Ramsar sites. The shoreline is privately owned and defences privately maintained.



	Final policy options


	SMP1 Ref n/a 

	Epoch 1
From Present Day 

(up to 2025)
	Epoch 2
Medium Term

(2025 to 2055)
	Epoch 3
Long Term

(2055 to 2105)

	Managed Realignment
No public funding available for

private defences
	Hold The Line
No public funding available for

private defences
	Hold The Line 
No public funding available for

private defences 

	Summary of rationale behind final policy options

The key policy drivers for the realignment of the privately owned and maintained existing privately owned and maintained defences along the West Chidham frontage are the lack of infrastructure or properties within the significant area at risk from tidal flooding, which provides an opportunity to improve flood storage capacity and potential to provide inter-tidal habitat creation opportunities.  This privately owned frontage is within Chichester Harbour Area of Outstanding Natural Beauty. 

An additional important factor for this habitat creation site is that the area that potentially will be converted to inter-tidal saltmarsh and mudflat is not a designated coastal grazing marsh habitat or functions as a roost site; therefore no further habitat compensation measures would be required. Realignment of defences would allow the shoreline adapt to sea level rise and enable inter-tidal habitats to migrate landwards.
This site is different to others within the SMP area in that new privately owned defences have already been constructed landward of the existing defence line and the site is currently in a pre-realignment state. 
Opportunities for habitat mitigation and compensation have been detailed within the Appropriate Assessment of the final policies. 


	Policy changes through Public Consultation
None. Funding sources for the privately owned managed realignment of defences have been clarified.

An Information Note for landowners, planners and developers on privately owned coastal defences and coastal planning issues has been produced.



	Funding
As is currently the case, no public funding would be available for continued maintenance of defences by private owners.


	Further Studies (identified in Action Plan)

Emsworth to East Head Flood and Coastal Erosion Risk Management Strategy
Solent-wide network of high tide roost site study


	Policy Unit 5A09 Chidham Point to Nutbourne

	Summary description of Policy Unit

This frontage is within Chichester Harbour AONB. The extent of the potential tidal floodplain would affect agricultural grade 2 land but is relatively restricted due to topography. Analysis of shoreline erosion (see Appendix C5) indicates the rate and scale of coastal processes are less within the harbours than on the open coast. There are inter-tidal habitats of International, European and national nature conservation importance that support nearby and adjacent SPA/Ramsar sites. The shoreline is privately owned and defences privately maintained.



	Final policy options


	SMP1 Ref n/a 

	Epoch 1
From Present Day 

(up to 2025)
	Epoch 2
Medium Term

(2025 to 2055)
	Epoch 3
Long Term

(2055 to 2105)

	Hold the Line
 No public funding available for

private defences
	Hold the Line
No public funding available for

private defences
	Hold the Line
No public funding available for

private defences


	Summary of rationale behind final policy options

The final policy option to continue to maintain the short length of the privately owned and maintained defences reflects the landowner’s intentions for future management of their defences. The privately owned and maintained defences provide protection to agricultural land, conservation features, transport links and infrastructure that are located within the hinterland. There are a lack of habitat creation opportunities at this site due to the rising topography, which limits the extent of the potential tidal floodplain, low rates of erosion within this sheltered area of the harbour, and the area may be a component of the Solent-wide network of high tide roost sites for waders and waterfowl that supports the SPA/Ramsar sites, This privately owned frontage is within Chichester Harbour Area of Outstanding Natural Beauty.
Due to the environmental designations within Chichester Harbour continued maintenance of defence structures will result in the continued loss of European and national nature conservation designated habitats such as inter-tidal foreshore habitats, through coastal squeeze. These losses will need to be mitigated within the same designated area or compensated for elsewhere and delivered through the Regional Habitat Creation Programme. Opportunities for habitat mitigation and compensation have been detailed within the Appropriate Assessment of the final policies. 


	Policy changes through Public Consultation
None. Funding sources have been clarified.
An Information Note for landowners, planners and developers on privately owned coastal defences and coastal planning issues has been produced.



	Funding
As is currently the case, no public funding would be available for continued maintenance of defences by private owners.


	Further Studies (identified in Action Plan)

Emsworth to East Head Flood and Coastal Erosion Risk Management Strategy
Solent-wide network of high tide roost site study


	Policy Unit 5A10 Nutbourne

	Summary description of Policy Unit

This frontage is within Chichester Harbour AONB. The tidal floodplain is relatively limited but covers residential properties, Historic and Listed Buildings, Monuments and heritage features within the villages of Nutbourne and Prinsted, along with local transport links. Analysis of shoreline erosion (see Appendix C5) indicates the rate and scale of coastal processes are less within the harbours than on the open coast. There are inter-tidal and transitional freshwater habitats of International, European and national nature conservation importance that support nearby and adjacent SPA/Ramsar sites. The existing defences protecting Nutbourne and eastern Prinsted are currently maintained by private owners and the Environment Agency.



	Final policy options


	SMP1 Ref n/a 

	Epoch 1
From Present Day 

(up to 2025)
	Epoch 2
Medium Term

(2025 to 2055)
	Epoch 3
Long Term

(2055 to 2105)

	Hold the Line
No public funding available for private defences

	Hold the Line
No public funding available for private defences

	Hold the Line
No public funding available for private defences

	Summary of rationale behind final policy options

The final policy option to continue to maintain the privately owned and maintained defences reflects the landowner’s intentions for future management of their defences. The localised MR option at East Chidham has support from the landowner and will provide mitigation inter-tidal habitat opportunities at Nutbourne.
The defences provide protection to residential properties and coastal communities, heritage sites and features, transport infrastructure, which are located within the agricultural hinterland. The area may be a component of the Solent-wide network of high tide roost sites for waders and waterfowl that supports the SPA/Ramsar sites, This privately owned frontage is within Chichester Harbour Area of Outstanding Natural Beauty.
Due to the environmental designations within Chichester Harbour maintenance of defence structures will result however, in the continued loss of European and national nature conservation designated habitats such as inter-tidal foreshore habitats, through coastal squeeze. These losses will need to be mitigated within the same designated area or compensated for elsewhere and delivered through the Regional Habitat Creation Programme. Opportunities for habitat mitigation and compensation have been detailed within the Appropriate Assessment of the final policies. 


	Policy changes through Public Consultation
The policies proposed for consultation were MR / HTL / HTL. Following discussions and consultation with landowners the MR policy in epoch 1 at Nutbourne was amended to reflect landowner’s objection to the MR policy option and their intentions for future defence management, thus removing the potential opportunity for intertidal habitat creation. Funding sources have been clarified.
An Information Note for landowners, planners and developers on privately owned coastal defences and coastal planning issues has been produced.



	Funding
As is currently the case, no public funding would be available for continued maintenance of defences by private owners.


	Further Studies (identified in Action Plan)

Emsworth to East Head Flood and Coastal Erosion Risk Management Strategy
Solent-wide network of high tide roost site study


	Policy Unit 5A11 Nutbourne to Prinsted

	Summary description of Policy Unit

This frontage is within Chichester Harbour AONB. The extent of the potential tidal floodplain, which covers the majority of Thorney Island would affect residential properties in Prinsted and agricultural grade 1 and 2 land but is relatively restricted due to topography. The unit also contains terrestrial, inter-tidal and maritime archaeological features, along with a Conservation Area. The local transport network and public open spaces are also potentially at flood risk. Analysis of shoreline erosion (see Appendix C5) indicates the rate and scale of coastal processes are less within the harbours than on the open coast. There are inter-tidal and transitional freshwater habitats of International, European and national nature conservation importance and important roost sites for waders and waterfowl that support nearby and adjacent SPA/Ramsar sites. The existing defences protecting Nutbourne and eastern Prinsted are currently maintained by the Environment Agency. There is an existing regulated tidal exchange site at Thornham Point.


	Final policy options


	SMP1 Ref n/a 

	Epoch 1
From Present Day 

(up to 2025)
	Epoch 2
Medium Term

(2025 to 2055)
	Epoch 3
Long Term

(2055 to 2105)

	Hold the Line
	Hold the Line
	Hold the Line



	Summary of rationale behind final policy options

The key policy driver to maintain the current defence line along this frontage is to provide continued protection to the low-lying hinterland from the mainland extending south and covering significant proportion of the Thorney Island peninsula and to continue to provide access and transport links to the MOD facilities and residential properties on Thorney Island. This privately owned frontage is within Chichester Harbour Area of Outstanding Natural Beauty. The low-lying land across the neck of the peninsula, known as the Great Deeps, is designated as SPA and Ramsar coastal grazing marsh and reedbed habitats, would also continue to be protected, The long-term flood and erosion risk management approach for the defences on Thorney Island will be directly linked to the MOD’s operations and management of their facilities and their flood defence funding budgets to undertake necessary maintenance and improvement works
Due to the environmental designations within Chichester Harbour maintenance of defence structures will result however, in the continued erosion and loss of European and national nature conservation designated habitats such as inter-tidal foreshore habitats, through coastal squeeze. These losses will need to be mitigated within the same designated area or compensated for elsewhere and delivered through the Regional Habitat Creation Programme. Opportunities for habitat mitigation and compensation have been detailed within the Appropriate Assessment of the final policies. 


	Policy changes through Public Consultation
None



	Funding
It is likely that central government funding could be secured for identified works, dependent on whether the MOD continue to own and occupy facilities on Thorney Island. 


	Further Studies (identified in Action Plan)

Emsworth to East Head Flood and Coastal Erosion Risk Management Strategy
Solent-wide network of high tide roost site study


	Policy Unit 5A12 Prinsted to Stanbury Point

	Summary description of Policy Unit

This frontage is within Chichester Harbour AONB. The extensive tidal floodplain covers transitional freshwater habitats and agricultural grade 4 land, and a small number of individual residential properties and heritage features. There is a single access transport link serving the MOD facilities on Thorney Island and outfall from the Wastewater Treatment Works at Thornham. Analysis of shoreline erosion (see Appendix C5) indicates the rate and scale of coastal processes are less within the harbours than on the open coast. There are inter-tidal and transitional freshwater habitats of International, European and national nature conservation importance and important roost sites for waders and waterfowl that support nearby and adjacent SPA/Ramsar sites in addition to Eames Farm Local Nature Reserve. The existing defences are currently maintained by the MOD.



	Final policy options


	SMP1 Ref n/a 

	Epoch 1
From Present Day 

(up to 2025)
	Epoch 2
Medium Term

(2025 to 2055)
	Epoch 3
Long Term

(2055 to 2105)

	Hold the Line
	Hold the Line
	Hold the Line



	Summary of rationale behind final policy options

The final policy options to continue to maintain the defence line reflect the MOD’s intentions for future management of their defences around Thorney Island (Policy Units 5A12 to 15). The flood defences will continue to provide protection to an extensive area of MOD land and assets, agricultural land and residential properties within the Chichester Harbour Area of Outstanding Natural Beauty. Access and transport links to the MOD facilities and residential properties on Thorney Island will be maintained and allow MOD to protect the operational capabilities of their facilities for as long as they occupy the site. The grazing marsh and agricultural hinterland area is a key refuge site within the Solent-wide network of high tide roost sites.
If ownership of Thorney Island changed in the future, there may be opportunities to realign defences for inter-tidal habitat creation and environmental enhancement. Therefore, the long-term flood and erosion risk management approach for the defences on Thorney Island will be directly linked to the MOD’s operations and management of their facilities and their flood defence funding budgets to undertake necessary maintenance and improvement works

Due to the environmental designations within Chichester Harbour maintenance of defence structures will result however, in the continued erosion and loss of European and national nature conservation designated habitats such as inter-tidal foreshore habitats, through coastal squeeze. These losses will need to be mitigated within the same designated area or compensated for elsewhere and delivered through the Regional Habitat Creation Programme. Opportunities for habitat mitigation and compensation have been detailed within the Appropriate Assessment of the final policies. 


	Policy changes through Public Consultation
None


	Funding
It is likely that central government flood and coast defence grant in aid funding could be secured for identified maintenance and improvement works, dependent on whether the MOD continue to own and occupy facilities on Thorney Island. 



	Further Studies (identified in Action Plan)

Emsworth to East Head Flood and Coastal Erosion Risk Management Strategy
Solent-wide network of high tide roost site study


	Policy Unit 5A13 Stanbury Point to Marker Point

	Summary description of Policy Unit

This frontage is within Chichester Harbour AONB. The extensive tidal floodplain covers MOD facilities and assets and 5 residential properties, transitional freshwater habitats, and terrestrial, inter-tidal and maritime heritage features and a local landfill site. The south-eastern corner of Thorney Island is at a higher topographic elevation. The single access transport link serving the MOD facilities on Thorney Island would also be affected by tidal flooding. Analysis of shoreline erosion (see Appendix C5) indicates the rate and scale of coastal processes are less within the harbours than on the open coast. There are inter-tidal habitats of International, European and national nature conservation importance and important roost sites for waders and waterfowl that support nearby and adjacent SPA/Ramsar sites. There is also a Local Nature Reserve and RSPB Reserve at Pilsey Island just south of Longmere Point at the southern tip of Thorney Island. The existing defences are currently maintained by the MOD.



	Final policy options


	SMP1 Ref n/a 

	Epoch 1
From Present Day 

(up to 2025)
	Epoch 2
Medium Term

(2025 to 2055)
	Epoch 3
Long Term

(2055 to 2105)

	Hold the Line
	Hold the Line
	Hold the Line



	Summary of rationale behind final policy options

The final policy options to continue to maintain the defence line reflect the MOD’s intentions for future management of their defences around Thorney Island (Policy Units 5A12 to 15). The flood defences will continue to provide protection to an extensive area of MOD land and assets, agricultural land and residential properties within the Chichester Harbour Area of Outstanding Natural Beauty. Access and transport links to the MOD facilities and residential properties on Thorney Island will be maintained and allow MOD to protect the operational capabilities of their facilities for as long as they occupy the site.

If ownership of Thorney Island changed in the future, there may be opportunities to realign defences for inter-tidal habitat creation and environmental enhancement. Therefore, the long-term flood and erosion risk management approach for the defences on Thorney Island will be directly linked to the MOD’s operations and management of their facilities and their flood defence funding budgets to undertake necessary maintenance and improvement works

Due to the environmental designations within Chichester Harbour maintenance of defence structures will result however, in the continued erosion and loss of European and national nature conservation designated habitats such as inter-tidal foreshore habitats, through coastal squeeze. These losses will need to be mitigated within the same designated area or compensated for elsewhere and delivered through the Regional Habitat Creation Programme. Opportunities for habitat mitigation and compensation have been detailed within the Appropriate Assessment of the final policies. 


	Policy changes through Public Consultation
None


	Funding
As long as the MOD continue to own and occupy this site, funding the identified maintenance and improvement works would need to be secured through the MOD rather than central government flood and coast defence grant in aid.


	Further Studies (identified in Action Plan)

Emsworth to East Head Flood and Coastal Erosion Risk Management Strategy
Solent-wide network of high tide roost site study


	Policy Unit 5A14 Marker Point to Wickor Point

	Summary description of Policy Unit

This frontage is within Chichester Harbour AONB. The extensive tidal floodplain covers MOD facilities and assets and residential properties, transitional freshwater habitats, and terrestrial, inter-tidal and maritime heritage features. Analysis of shoreline erosion (see Appendix C5) indicates the rate and scale of coastal processes are less within the harbours than on the open coast. There are inter-tidal habitats of International, European and national nature conservation importance and important roost sites for waders and waterfowl that support nearby and adjacent SPA/Ramsar sites. The existing defences are currently maintained by the MOD.



	Final policy options


	SMP1 Ref n/a 

	Epoch 1
From Present Day 

(up to 2025)
	Epoch 2
Medium Term

(2025 to 2055)
	Epoch 3
Long Term

(2055 to 2105)

	Hold the Line
	Hold the Line
	Hold the Line



	Summary of rationale behind final policy options

The final policy options to continue to maintain the defence line reflect the MOD’s intentions for future management of their defences around Thorney Island (Policy Units 5A12 to 15). The flood defences will continue to provide protection to an extensive area of MOD land and assets, agricultural land and residential properties within the Chichester Harbour Area of Outstanding Natural Beauty, Access and transport links to the MOD facilities and residential properties on Thorney Island will be maintained and allow MOD to protect the operational capabilities of their facilities for as long as they occupy the site.

If ownership of Thorney Island changed in the future, there may be opportunities to realign defences for inter-tidal habitat creation and environmental enhancement. Therefore, the long-term flood and erosion risk management approach for the defences on Thorney Island will be directly linked to the MOD’s operations and management of their facilities and their flood defence funding budgets to undertake necessary maintenance and improvement works

Due to the environmental designations within Chichester Harbour maintenance of defence structures will result however, in the continued erosion and loss of European and national nature conservation designated habitats such as inter-tidal foreshore habitats, through coastal squeeze. These losses will need to be mitigated within the same designated area or compensated for elsewhere and delivered through the Regional Habitat Creation Programme. Opportunities for habitat mitigation and compensation have been detailed within the Appropriate Assessment of the final policies. 


	Policy changes through Public Consultation
None


	Funding
As long as the MOD continue to own and occupy this site, funding the identified maintenance and improvement works would need to be secured through the MOD rather than central government flood and coast defence grant in aid.


	Further Studies (identified in Action Plan)

Emsworth to East Head Flood and Coastal Erosion Risk Management Strategy
Solent-wide network of high tide roost site study


	Policy Unit 5A15 Wickor Point to Emsworth Yacht Haven

	Summary description of Policy Unit

This frontage is within Chichester Harbour AONB. The extensive tidal floodplain covers Ministry of Defence (MOD) facilities and assets and residential properties, transitional freshwater habitats, and terrestrial, inter-tidal and maritime heritage features. The single access transport link serving the MOD facilities on Thorney Island would also be affected by tidal flooding. Analysis of shoreline erosion (see Appendix C5) indicates the rate and scale of coastal processes are less within the harbours than on the open coast. There are inter-tidal habitats of International, European and national nature conservation importance and important roost sites for waders and waterfowl that support nearby and adjacent SPA/Ramsar sites. There is also a Local Nature Reserve. The existing defences are currently maintained by the Environment Agency.



	Final policy options


	SMP1 Ref n/a 

	Epoch 1
From Present Day 

(up to 2025)
	Epoch 2
Medium Term

(2025 to 2055)
	Epoch 3
Long Term

(2055 to 2105)

	Hold the Line
	Hold the Line
	Hold the Line



	Summary of rationale behind final policy options

 The final policy options to continue to maintain the defence line reflect the MOD’s intentions for future management of their defences around Thorney Island (Policy Units 5A12 to 15). The flood defences will continue to provide protection to an extensive area of MOD land and assets, agricultural land and residential properties within the Chichester Harbour Area of Outstanding Natural Beauty. Access and transport links to the MOD facilities and residential properties on Thorney Island will be maintained and allow MOD to protect the operational capabilities of their facilities for as long as they occupy the site. Offshore, the saltmarsh and sandflat islands will continue to provide a reducing level of natural flood protection and function as high tide roost sites
If ownership of Thorney Island changed in the future, there may be opportunities to realign defences for inter-tidal habitat creation and environmental enhancement. Therefore, the long-term flood and erosion risk management approach for the defences on Thorney Island will be directly linked to the MOD’s operations and management of their facilities and their flood defence funding budgets to undertake necessary maintenance and improvement works

Due to the environmental designations within Chichester Harbour maintenance of defence structures will result however, in the continued erosion and loss of European and national nature conservation designated habitats such as inter-tidal foreshore habitats, through coastal squeeze. These losses will need to be mitigated within the same designated area or compensated for elsewhere and delivered through the Regional Habitat Creation Programme. Opportunities for habitat mitigation and compensation have been detailed within the Appropriate Assessment of the final policies. 


	Policy changes through Public Consultation
None


	Funding
As long as the MOD continue to own and occupy this site, funding the identified maintenance and improvement works would need to be secured through the MOD rather than central government flood and coast defence grant in aid.


	Further Studies (identified in Action Plan)

Emsworth to East Head Flood and Coastal Erosion Risk Management Strategy
Solent-wide network of high tide roost site study


	Policy Unit 5A16 Emsworth Yacht Haven to Maisemore Gardens

	Summary description of Policy Unit

This frontage is within Chichester Harbour AONB, and comprises the residential town of Emsworth, with associated community facilities and commercial properties. Heritage and recreational facilities include open spaces, Slipper Mill Pond, Emsworth Mill Pond and Mill House, and listed and historic buildings, along with Emsworth Conservation Area. A large proportion of existing defences and landholdings are privately owned and maintained. Analysis of shoreline erosion (see Appendix C5) indicates the rate and scale of coastal processes are less within the harbours than on the open coast. There are inter-tidal habitats of International, European and national nature conservation importance that support nearby and adjacent SPA/Ramsar sites; along with the Slipper Pond lagoon. This Policy Unit has been defined and assessed in the emerging draft Portchester to Emsworth Coastal Defence Strategy.



	Final policy options


	SMP1 Ref n/a 

	Epoch 1
From Present Day 

(up to 2025)
	Epoch 2
Medium Term

(2025 to 2055)
	Epoch 3
Long Term

(2055 to 2105)

	Hold the Line
	Hold the Line
	Hold the Line



	Summary of rationale behind final policy options

The final policy options are consistent with the emerging Portchester Castle to Emsworth Coastal Defence Strategy. The key policy drivers for maintaining the line of defence will provide flood protection to the residential centre of Emsworth and its associated community facilities and infrastructure, commercial properties and heritage and historically important sites and features, such as Slipper Mill and Emsworth Mill. Maintenance of defences may provide limited protection to the Slipper Pond lagoon fauna, although rising ground and sea water levels may influence the long-term survival of such ecological important sites. This frontage is within the Chichester Harbour Area of Outstanding Natural Beauty. 
Due to the environmental designations within Chichester Harbour maintenance of defence structures would continue to cause erosion and loss of European and national nature conservation designated habitats such as inter-tidal foreshore habitats, through coastal squeeze. These losses will need to be mitigated within the same designated area or compensated for elsewhere and delivered through the Regional Habitat Creation Programme. Opportunities for habitat mitigation and compensation have been detailed within the Appropriate Assessment of the final policies. 


	Policy changes through Public Consultation
None


	Funding
It is uncertain whether central government funding would be secured for the identified maintenance and improvement works, as determined through the emerging Portchester to Emsworth Coastal Defence Strategy. Alternative sources of public funding may be available to Local Authority. As is currently the case, no public funding would be available for continued maintenance of defences by private owners.


	Further Studies (identified in Action Plan)

Conclusion and approval of Portchester to Emsworth Coastal Defence Strategy

Solent-wide network of high tide roost site study


	Policy Unit 5A17 Maisemore Gardens to Wade Lane

	Summary description of Policy Unit

This frontage is within Chichester Harbour AONB. There is a cemetery and agricultural grade 1 and 2 land and assets and Warblington Conservation Area within the relatively limited extent of the tidal floodplain. Existing defences and landholdings are owned and maintained by private individuals and the Local Authority. Analysis of shoreline erosion (see Appendix C5) indicates the rate and scale of coastal processes are less within the harbours than on the open coast. There are habitats of national nature conservation importance at Warblington; and along with Conigar Point may provide important high tide roost sites for waders and waterfowl, and support the adjacent and nearby SPA/Ramsar sites. This frontage has been assessed in the emerging Portchester to Emsworth Coastal Defence Strategy, which has initially proposed a HTL policy for the first 10-20 years whilst further detailed assessment is undertaken to determine feasibility of a MR opportunities in the medium to long term.

	Final policy options


	SMP1 Ref n/a 

	Epoch 1
From Present Day 

(up to 2025)
	Epoch 2
Medium Term

(2025 to 2055)
	Epoch 3
Long Term

(2055 to 2105)

	Hold the Line
	Hold the Line*
	Hold the Line*

	
	(*Further detailed studies are required which consider

whether MR may occur at Conigar & Warblington)

	Summary of rationale behind final policy options

The final policy options are consistent with the emerging Portchester Castle to Emsworth Coastal Defence Strategy and reflect a precautionary management approach by the landowner (Havant Borough Council) to maintain defences until further detailed studies have been concluded that determine the future management of the site.
Maintaining the line of defence in the short-term will provide flood protection to agricultural land, amenity open space and a cemetery that are located within the tidal floodplain. Localised realignment of defences has been considered at the low-lying areas at Conigar and the nationally designated area at Warblington, but these sites may function as components of the Solent-wide network of high tide roost sites. The shoreline, and land within the flood risk area is owned by the Local Authority but is leased to and maintained by a private tenant farmer. This frontage is within the Chichester Harbour Area of Outstanding Natural Beauty.
The * in epochs 2 and 3 indicate that the future defence management approach for the medium and long-term will be determined through more detailed studies that will consider feasibility and implications of localised managed realignment to create inter-tidal habitat at Conigar Point and at Warblington, which  would allow the shoreline to adapt to sea level rise and enable inter-tidal habitats to migrate landwards.

Maintenance of defences is unlikely to prevent further loss or damage to woodland adjacent or close to the shoreline, such as Nore Barn Wood due to rising ground and sea water levels.
Due to the environmental designations within Chichester Harbour maintenance of defence structures will continue the loss of European and national nature conservation designated habitats such as inter-tidal foreshore habitats, through coastal squeeze. These losses will need to be mitigated within the same designated area or compensated for elsewhere and delivered through the Regional Habitat Creation Programme. Opportunities for habitat mitigation and compensation have been detailed within the Appropriate Assessment of the final policies. 


	Policy changes through Public Consultation
The policies proposed for consultation were HTL (localised MR at Conigar) / HTL / HTL (localised MR at Warblington). Following discussions and consultation with landowners (Havant Borough Council) the localised MR policy in epochs 1 and 3 were amended to reflect landowner’s comments and to apply a precautionary management approach until further detailed studies have been concluded. The future management and potential localised realignment of defences and land use at Warblington and Conigar, as for all potential MR sites in the Solent region, will be determined subject to further detailed assessments as they are components of a Solent-wide network of high tide roost sites that support the designated SPA/Ramsar areas.


	Funding
It is unlikely that central government funding would be secured for identified works, as determined through the emerging Portchester to Emsworth Coastal Defence Strategy. Alternative sources of public funding may be available to Local Authority. Central government funding may be available for works associated with localised managed realignment and habitat creation. 


	Further Studies (identified in Action Plan)

Conclusion and approval of Portchester to Emsworth Coastal Defence Strategy

Solent-wide network of high tide roost site study


	Policy Unit 5A18 Wade Lane to Southmoor Lane

	Summary description of Policy Unit

This frontage, with a relatively extensive tidal floodplain, contains the residential area of Langstone with community facilities, commercial properties, agricultural grade 1 land and cross harbour infrastructure which includes gas and electric supplies to Hayling Island. The frontage includes three the Heritage Conservation Areas of Mill Lane, Langstone and Wade Court. The area to the east of the Langstone bridge is within the Chichester Harbour AONB. Existing defences and landholdings are owned and maintained by the EA and private individuals. Analysis of shoreline erosion (see Appendix C5) indicates the rate and scale of coastal processes are less within the harbours than on the open coast. There are inter-tidal habitats of International, European and national nature conservation importance; coastal grazing marsh and freshwater habitats at Southmoor (part of a Wildlife Trust Reserve) provide high tide roost sites for waders and waterfowl and support the adjacent and nearby SPA/Ramsar sites. There is an RSPB reserve south of this frontage within Langstone Harbour. This frontage has been assessed in the emerging Portchester to Emsworth Coastal Defence Strategy.

	Final policy options


	SMP1 Ref n/a 

	Epoch 1
From Present Day 

(up to 2025)
	Epoch 2
Medium Term

(2025 to 2055)
	Epoch 3
Long Term

(2055 to 2105)

	Hold the Line
	Hold the Line*

	Hold the Line*

	
	(*Further detailed studies are required which consider whether MR may occur at Southmoor)

	Summary of rationale behind final policy options

The final policy options are consistent with the emerging Portchester Castle to Emsworth Coastal Defence Strategy and reflect a precautionary management approach by the landowner (Havant Borough Council) to maintain defences until further detailed studies have been concluded that determine the future management of the site.
Maintaining the line of defence in the short-term will provide flood protection to the regionally important A27 and railway lines, the residential area of Langstone with its community facilities and commercial properties, agricultural grade 1 land and cross-harbour infrastructure. The coastal grazing and brackish marsh habitats and high tide roost site landward of the defences at Southmoor would be protected if defences maintained. The frontage between Langstone bridge and Wade Lane is within the Chichester Harbour Area of Outstanding Natural Beauty. Offshore within Langstone Harbour, the saltmarsh islands and sandflats that function as roost sites will become increasingly vulnerable to rising sea levels.
The * in epochs 2 and 3 indicate that the future defence management approach for the low-lying area at Southmoor in the medium and long-term will be determined through more detailed economic, environmental and technical studies that will consider feasibility and implications of localised managed realignment to create inter-tidal habitat, which would allow the shoreline to adapt to sea level rise and enable inter-tidal habitats to migrate landwards but would result in a loss of designated coastal grazing marsh or freshwater habitats and their function as a component of the Solent-wide network of high tide roost sites, which would need to be recreated elsewhere in advance of realignment works.  

Due to the environmental designations within Chichester and Langstone Harbours maintenance of defence structures will continue the loss of European and national nature conservation designated habitats such as inter-tidal foreshore habitats, through coastal squeeze. These losses will need to be mitigated within the same designated area or compensated for elsewhere and delivered through the Regional Habitat Creation Programme. If localised realignment was concluded it is likely that secondary defences would be required and the losses of designated coastal grazing marsh would need to be recreated in a more sustainable site elsewhere. Opportunities for habitat mitigation and compensation have been detailed within the Appropriate Assessment of the final policies. 
 

	Policy changes through Public Consultation
The policies proposed for consultation were HTL / HTL / HTL with a caveat to the policy for a potential opportunity for localised MR for inter-tidal habitat creation. Following discussions and consultations the potential opportunity for localised MR at Southmoor has been revised to apply a precautionary management approach until further detailed studies have been concluded. The future management and potential localised realignment of defences and land use at Southmoor, as for all potential MR sites in the Solent region, will be determined subject to further detailed assessments as they are components of a Solent-wide network of high tide roost sites that support the designated SPA/Ramsar areas.


	Funding
It is uncertain whether central government funding would be secured for identified works, as determined through the emerging Portchester to Emsworth Coastal Defence Strategy. Alternative sources of public funding may be available to Local Authority. As is currently the case, no public funding would be available for continued maintenance of defences by private owners.


	Further Studies (identified in Action Plan)

Conclusion and approval of Portchester to Emsworth Coastal Defence Strategy

Solent-wide network of high tide roost site study


	Policy Unit 5A19 Southmoor Lane to Farlington Marshes

	Summary description of Policy Unit

This frontage is backed along much of its length by the regionally important A27 and rail networks. Within the relatively extensive tidal floodplain, there is mixed development with residential and commercial properties, community facilities, commercial, agricultural grade 1 land. There is also a strategically important sewage treatment plant at Budd’s Farm, and a former landfill site. Existing defences are owned and maintained by the Local Authority and the Highways Authority. Analysis of shoreline erosion (see Appendix C5) indicates the rate and scale of coastal processes are less within the harbours than on the open coast. The inter-tidal habitats are of International, European and national nature conservation importance; fields provide feeding sites for Brent Geese, and support the adjacent and nearby SPA/Ramsar sites. There is an RSPB reserve south of this frontage within Langstone harbour. This frontage has been assessed in the emerging Portchester to Emsworth Coastal Defence Strategy.

	Final policy options


	SMP1 Ref n/a 

	Epoch 1
From Present Day 

(up to 2025)
	Epoch 2
Medium Term

(2025 to 2055)
	Epoch 3
Long Term

(2055 to 2105)

	Hold the Line
	Hold the Line


	Hold the Line

	Summary of rationale behind final policy options

The final policy options are consistent with the emerging Portchester Castle to Emsworth Coastal Defence Strategy. Continued maintenance of the current defence line will provide flood risk management to regionally important A27 and railway lines, the strategically important sewage treatment plant at Budd's Farm, the residential and commercial centre of Langstone with its community facilities, heritage features and cross-harbour infrastructure. However maintenance and improvements to defence line is unlikely to provide long term protection to the former landfill site due to rising ground and sea water levels. Offshore within Langstone Harbour, the saltmarsh islands and sandflats that function as roost sites will become increasingly vulnerable to rising sea levels.
Due to the environmental designations within Langstone Harbour holding the defence line will continue to contribute towards the loss of European and national nature conservation designated habitats such as inter-tidal foreshore habitats, through coastal squeeze. These losses will need to be mitigated within the same designated area or compensated for elsewhere and delivered through the Regional Habitat Creation Programme. Opportunities for habitat mitigation and compensation have been detailed within the Appropriate Assessment of the final policies. 

	Policy changes through Public Consultation
None


	Funding
It is uncertain whether central government funding would be secured for identified works, as determined through the emerging Portchester to Emsworth Coastal Defence Strategy. Alternative sources of public funding may be available to Local Authority. As is currently the case, no public funding would be available for continued maintenance of defences by private owners.


	Further Studies (identified in Action Plan)

Conclusion and approval of Portchester to Emsworth Coastal Defence Strategy

Solent-wide network of high tide roost site study


	Policy Unit 5A20 Farlington Marshes

	Summary description of Policy Unit

The extensive tidal floodplain extends landward of A27 and railway networks. North of the A27 there are substantial numbers of residential, commercial and industrial properties and facilities. South of the A27 within the Wildlife Trust reserve, there are no residential properties. Existing defences are owned by the Local Authority but currently maintained by the Environment Agency. The A27 is regionally important critical infrastructure and the embankments and defences are maintained by the Highways Authority. Analysis of shoreline erosion (see Appendix C5) indicates the rate and scale of coastal processes are less within the harbours than on the open coast. Inter-tidal and transitional freshwater habitats of International, European and national nature conservation importance provide very important high tide roost and refuge sites for waders and waterfowl particularly under extreme weather and storm conditions; these habitats support the adjacent and nearby SPA/Ramsar sites. The area south of the A27 is an important Wildlife Trust and Local Nature Reserve. The footpath on top of the seawall protecting the reserve is an important recreational amenity. There is also an RSPB reserve east and south of this frontage within Langstone harbour. Archaeological features have been identified within the site and in the inter- and sub-tidal zones. This frontage has been assessed in the emerging Portchester to Emsworth Coastal Defence Strategy, which has initially proposed a HTL policy for the first 10 years whilst further detailed assessment is undertaken to determine feasibility of a MR opportunities in the medium to long term.

	Final policy options


	SMP1 Ref n/a 

	Epoch 1
From Present Day 

(up to 2025)
	Epoch 2
Medium Term

(2025 to 2055)
	Epoch 3
Long Term

(2055 to 2105)

	Hold the Line
	Hold the Line *
	Hold the Line *

	In addition to a study looking across the context of the wider strategic network of sites, a study is required to confirm the future management of the site. This is likely to be a range of options from Hold the Line to Managed Realignment. This is likely to result in doing something different, to recognise coastal change. The study will address the economic, environmental and social implications and flood management issues of the site. To be reflected in the implementation plan of strategy and Action plan of the SMP. SMP, Strategy and Sustainability study are to have clear engagement plans. The SMP and Strategy will be advising the Regional Habitat Creation Programme of the likelihood of the need to provide compensatory habitat for the features and amenities of Farlington Marshes, and given the uncertain timescales this needs to be taken account of now. 
* indicates the potential for managed realignment of defences, subject to the outcomes of the further studies as detailed above.

	Summary of rationale behind final policy options

The final policy options are consistent with the emerging Portchester Castle to Emsworth Coastal Defence Strategy and reflect a precautionary management approach by the landowner (Portsmouth City Council) to maintain defences until further detailed studies have been concluded that determine the future management of the site.
The medium and long-term management of this site is extremely complicated often with apparently differing and conflicting environmental, economic, technical and amenity objectives.

Maintenance and improvements to the flood defences along the alignment of the A27, by the planned addition of flood gates and other minor works, will provide additional flood protection to the significant residential conurbation, railway network, commercial and industrial properties and facilities north of the A27 within the extensive tidal floodplain, and the strategically important A27 critical infrastructure itself. It is also the intention to maintain the existing defences that protect the Farlington Marsh nature reserve in the short term. 
The reserve area is an Internationally, European and nationally designated site for its nature conservation habitats and internationally important numbers of wildfowl and wading birds and is a key refuge site within the Solent-wide network of high tide roost sites. It is also an important amenity and open space for the local communities. The site is owned by Portsmouth City Council and the defences are currently maintained by the Environment Agency. The reserve is managed by Hampshire and Isle of Wight Wildlife Trust.
The * in epochs 2 and 3 indicate that further detailed assessments are required to understand the key role that Farlington Marshes has in the Solent-wide network of wildfowl and wading bird roost and feeding sites and to determine the feasibility of managed realignment opportunities in the medium to long term. A change in defence management in the medium or longer-term may be required. 
Maintenance of the flood defences, even at a lower standard of protection would provide a degree of protection to the coastal grazing marsh, freshwater and lagoon habitats within the Wildlife Trust reserve area. However, due to the environmental designations within Langstone Harbour maintenance of defence structures will continue the loss of European and national nature conservation designated habitats such as inter-tidal foreshore habitats, through coastal squeeze on the seaward side. Conversely, if defences were realigned, inter-tidal habitats could be created but would require compensation habitats and the high tide roost function to be created in advance of any managed realignment works, which may take at least 20 years. Therefore the existing defences would need to be maintained until any necessary compensation habitats were established and functioning. Offshore, within Langstone Harbour, the saltmarsh islands and sandflats that function as roost sites will become increasingly vulnerable to rising sea levels.

Losses of European and national nature conservation designated habitats such as inter-tidal foreshore habitats, through coastal squeeze, or coastal grazing marsh and freshwater reedbeds, through realignment or construction of setback defences will need to be mitigated within the same designated area or compensated for elsewhere and delivered through the Regional Habitat Creation Programme. Opportunities for habitat mitigation and compensation have been detailed within the Appropriate Assessment of the final policies. 

The conclusions of the identified studies will, in conjunction with the final management recommendations of the Portchester to Emsworth CDS, inform the decision making process and consultations on the future management of the site in the medium and long-term.


	Policy changes through Public Consultation
The policies proposed for consultation were HTL / HTL* / MR. The * in epoch 2 indicated that further detailed studies were required to understand the role that the Farlington Marshes has in the Solent-wide network of wildfowl and wading bird roost sites and to determine the feasibility of managed realignment opportunities in the medium to long-term. 

Following extensive discussions and consultation with the landowners (Portsmouth City Council), Environment Agency, Natural England, Hampshire Wildlife Trust and the Portchester to Emsworth CDS team, the HTL* in epoch 2 and MR policy in epoch 3 were amended to reflect landowner’s comments and to apply a precautionary management approach until further detailed studies have been concluded to determine future defence management requirements for the site, as stated in the jointly agreed caveat to the policy options. 



	Funding
It is unlikely that central government funding would be secured for ongoing maintenance works of the defences around the reserve, as determined through the emerging Portchester to Emsworth Coastal Defence Strategy, although alternative sources of funding through the Highways Agency would be available for ongoing maintenance of M27/A27 defence network. Central government funding may be secured for works associated with managed realignment and habitat creation. Alternative sources of public funding may be available to Local Authority.


	Further Studies (identified in Action Plan)

Conclusion and approval of Portchester to Emsworth Coastal Defence Strategy

Solent-wide network of high tide roost site study


	Policy Unit 5A21 Farlington Marshes to Cador Drive

	Summary description of Policy Unit
This frontage is wholly developed, with an extensive tidal floodplain. The City of Portsmouth extends from Portsea Island onto the mainland, and includes critically important transport and communication networks of M275, M27, road and rail transport links. The area is dominated by residential properties (Paulsgrove, Portchester, Highbury, Cosham and Drayton), community facilities, commercial assets, including a Port Solent marina and waterside development, and Portchester Castle which is of national heritage importance. There is also a mixture of MOD owned and maintained facilities and land holdings. The former landfill site is being redeveloped. The majority of the existing defences are owned and maintained by the Local Authority with some lengths maintained by the MOD, the Highways Authority, English Heritage, private individuals and the Environment Agency. Analysis of shoreline erosion (see Appendix C5) indicates the rate and scale of coastal processes are less within the harbours than on the open coast. Inter-tidal habitats of International, European and national nature conservation importance support the adjacent and nearby SPA/Ramsar sites. Inland areas, e.g. waste disposal sites provide high tide roost sites for waders and waterfowl. Archaeological and heritage features include Scheduled Ancient Monuments, listed buildings and Conservation Areas; features have also been identified in the inter- and sub-tidal zones. The frontage between Cador Drive and Portchester Castle has not been assessed in the emerging Portchester to Emsworth Coastal Defence Strategy.

	Final policy options


	SMP1 Ref n/a 

	Epoch 1
From Present Day 

(up to 2025)
	Epoch 2
Medium Term

(2025 to 2055)
	Epoch 3
Long Term

(2055 to 2105)

	Hold the Line
	Hold the Line


	Hold the Line

	Summary of rationale behind final policy options

The final policy options are consistent with the emerging Portchester Castle to Emsworth Coastal Defence Strategy, which extends eastwards to Portchester. Maintenance of the current defence line will provide flood protection to strategically important transport and communication networks of the M275, M27, rail transport links and cross-harbour infrastructure. Also located within the extensive tidal floodplain are the residential conurbations of Paulsgrove, Portchester, Highbury, Cosham and Drayton, and commercial assets, including Port Solent marina and waterside development. The defences at the western end of this frontage (in the area of Cador Drive) currently provide a level of protection to a residential area developed on a former contaminated landfill site; however, these defences are deteriorating and reaching the end of their design life. 
Portchester Castle, which is of national heritage importance, and amenity and recreation open spaces would also be protected by the continued maintenance of flood defences. Offshore within Portsmouth Harbour, the saltmarsh islands that function as roost sites will become increasingly vulnerable to rising sea levels. 

Due to the environmental designations within Langstone and Portsmouth Harbours, holding the defence line will continue to contribute towards the loss of European and national nature conservation designated habitats such as inter-tidal foreshore habitats, through coastal squeeze. These losses will need to be mitigated within the same designated area or compensated for elsewhere and delivered through the Regional Habitat Creation Programme. Opportunities for habitat mitigation and compensation have been detailed within the Appropriate Assessment of the final policies. 


	Policy changes through Public Consultation
None



	Funding
It is likely that central government funding could be secured for majority of identified works, as determined through the emerging Portchester to Emsworth Coastal Defence Strategy.


	Further Studies (identified in Action Plan)

Conclusion and approval of Portchester to Emsworth Coastal Defence Strategy

Portsmouth Harbour entrance to Portchester Flood and Coastal Erosion Risk Management Strategy
Solent-wide network of high tide roost site study

Contaminated Land investigations (for frontage between Portchester and Cams Hall)


	Policy Unit 5A22 Cador Drive to A27 

	Summary description of Policy Unit

This largely undeveloped area is an important recreational area, and includes a golf course. Part of the shoreline and hinterland area is located on a former landfill site; the issue of contaminated land is being investigated. The existing defences are owned and maintained by the Local Authority. Analysis of shoreline erosion (see Appendix C5) indicates the rate and scale of coastal processes are less within the harbours than on the open coast. Inter-tidal habitats of International, European and national nature conservation importance support the adjacent and nearby SPA/Ramsar, and inland areas e.g. Cams Hall provide high tide roost sites for waders and waterfowl. Archaeological and heritage features have also been identified, along with Conservation Areas.



	Final policy options


	SMP1 Ref n/a 

	Epoch 1
From Present Day 

(up to 2025)
	Epoch 2
Medium Term

(2025 to 2055)
	Epoch 3
Long Term

(2055 to 2105)

	Hold the Line
	Hold the Line *

(further detailed studies required for management of site)
	Hold the Line *

(further detailed studies required for management of site)

	Summary of rationale behind final policy options

The flood defences for the frontage currently provide protection to an important amenity open space and recreational area for nearby populations and is largely undeveloped. Due to the level of uncertainty, the * in epochs 2 and 3 indicate that the future land use and flood defence requirements and alignment for this unit will be directly influenced and determined through further contaminated land investigations and studies on the former landfill site. The policy intent here therefore, is to maintain the existing flood defences, until such contaminated land investigations and studies are concluded. These will inform the proposed Portsmouth Harbour entrance to Portchester Coastal Defence Strategy.
Due to the environmental designations within Portsmouth Harbour, continued maintenance of defence structures will result however, in the continued loss of European and national nature conservation designated habitats such as inter-tidal foreshore habitats, through coastal squeeze. These losses will need to be mitigated within the same designated area or compensated for elsewhere and delivered through the Regional Habitat Creation Programme. Opportunities for habitat mitigation and compensation have been detailed within the Appropriate Assessment of the final policies. 


	Policy changes through Public Consultation
None



	Funding
It is unlikely that central government flood and coastal defence grant in aid funding could be secured, although alternative central government or other public funding sources may be available to Local Authority for contaminated land investigations and subsequent necessary works. 


	Further Studies (identified in Action Plan)

Portsmouth Harbour entrance to Portchester Flood and Coastal Erosion Risk Management Strategy
Contaminated Land investigations (for frontage between Portchester and Cams Hall)


	Policy Unit 5A23 A27 to Fleetlands

	Summary description of Policy Unit

The developed area within the relatively limited tidal floodplain includes a wide range of assets and facilities, including residential properties in Fareham, transport network critical to Gosport, and commercial assets such as marinas. Part of the shoreline and hinterland area is located on a former landfill site. The existing defences are owned and maintained by the Local Authority and private individuals. Analysis of shoreline erosion (see Appendix C5) indicates the rate and scale of coastal processes are less within the harbours than on the open coast. Inter-tidal habitats of International, European and national nature conservation importance. Heritage features include listed and historic buildings, Parks and Gardens, Monuments, along with Conservation Areas.



	Final policy options


	SMP1 Ref n/a 

	Epoch 1
From Present Day 

(up to 2025)
	Epoch 2
Medium Term

(2025 to 2055)
	Epoch 3
Long Term

(2055 to 2105)

	Hold the Line
	Hold the Line


	Hold the Line

	Summary of rationale behind final policy options

Continuing to hold the existing defence line will provide flood protection to the developed conurbation within the tidal floodplain includes a wide range of assets and facilities including the residential centres of Fareham, transport networks critical to Gosport and commercial assets such as marinas. The frontage also includes a wide range of MOD assets and facilities. In light of this the recommendation here is to maintain the current defence line for the next 100 years. 
Due to the environmental designations within Portsmouth Harbour, continued maintenance of defence will result however, in the continued loss of European and national nature conservation designated habitats such as inter-tidal foreshore habitats, through coastal squeeze. These losses will need to be mitigated within the same designated area or compensated for elsewhere and delivered through the Regional Habitat Creation Programme. Opportunities for habitat mitigation and compensation have been detailed within the Appropriate Assessment of the final policies. 


	Policy changes through Public Consultation
None, however, the extent of the flood risk within the River Wallington has been clarified. 

	Funding
It is uncertain whether central government funding would be secured for identified works. As is currently the case, no public funding would be available for continued maintenance of defences by private owners.


	Further Studies (identified in Action Plan)

Portsmouth Harbour entrance to Portchester Flood and Coastal Erosion Risk Management Strategy



	Policy Unit 5A24 Fleetlands to Quay Lane

	Summary description of Policy Unit

The developed area within the relatively limited tidal floodplain includes a wide range of MOD assets and facilities. Part of the shoreline and hinterland area is located on a former landfill site. The existing defences are owned and maintained by the MOD. However the site is currently being re-allocated and maintenance of defences may transfer to the Local Authority; until this is completed MOD will continue to maintain defences. Analysis of shoreline erosion (see Appendix C5) indicates the rate and scale of coastal processes are less within the harbours than on the open coast. Inter-tidal habitats of International, European and national nature conservation importance support the adjacent and nearby SPA/Ramsar sites. Nearshore structures (e.g. pontoon, barges) provide high tide roost sites for waders and waterfowl.

	Final policy options


	SMP1 Ref n/a 

	Epoch 1
From Present Day 

(up to 2025)
	Epoch 2
Medium Term

(2025 to 2055)
	Epoch 3
Long Term

(2055 to 2105)

	Hold the Line
	Hold the Line


	Hold the Line

	Summary of rationale behind final policy options

The final policy options to continue to maintain the defence line reflect the MOD’s intentions for future management of their defences. The flood defences will continue to provide protection to an extensive area of MOD land, a wide range of assets and facilities, transport network and infrastructure, which are located within the tidal floodplain. 

If ownership or development of the site changed in the future, there may be opportunities to realign defences for inter-tidal habitat creation and environmental enhancement. Therefore, the long-term flood and erosion risk management approach for the defences will be directly linked to the MOD’s operations and management of their facilities and their flood defence funding budgets to undertake necessary maintenance and improvement works

Due to the environmental designations within Portsmouth Harbour, maintenance of defence structures will result however, in the continued loss of European and national nature conservation designated habitats such as inter-tidal foreshore habitats, through coastal squeeze. These losses will need to be mitigated within the same designated area or compensated for elsewhere and delivered through the Regional Habitat Creation Programme. Opportunities for habitat mitigation and compensation have been detailed within the Appropriate Assessment of the final policies. 

	Policy changes through Public Consultation
None



	Funding
As long as the MOD continue to own and occupy this site, funding the identified maintenance and improvement works would need to be secured through the MOD rather than central government flood and coast defence grant in aid.


	Further Studies (identified in Action Plan)

Portsmouth Harbour entrance to Portchester Flood and Coastal Erosion Risk Management Strategy



	Policy Unit 5A25 Quay Lane to Portsmouth Harbour entrance

	Summary description of Policy Unit

The developed area within the tidal floodplain includes a wide range of assets and facilities, including residential properties in Gosport, transport network, and commercial assets such as marinas, along with significant MOD assets. Part of the shoreline and hinterland area is located on a former landfill site. The existing defences are owned and maintained by the MOD, Local Authority and private individuals. Analysis of shoreline erosion (see Appendix C5) indicates the rate and scale of coastal processes are less within the harbours than on the open coast. Inter-tidal habitats of International, European and national nature conservation importance provide high tide roost sites and support the adjacent and nearby SPA/Ramsar sites. Heritage features include Scheduled Ancient Monuments, listed and historic buildings, Parks and Gardens, Monuments and maritime features, along with Conservation Areas.



	Final policy options


	SMP1 Ref n/a 

	Epoch 1
From Present Day 

(up to 2025)
	Epoch 2
Medium Term

(2025 to 2055)
	Epoch 3
Long Term

(2055 to 2105)

	Hold the Line
	Hold the Line


	Hold the Line

	Summary of rationale behind final policy options

The key drivers to continuing to hold the existing defence line will be to provide flood protection to the developed conurbation within the tidal floodplain that includes the residential centre of Gosport, transport networks critical to Gosport, a wide range of MOD assets and facilities, and commercial assets such as marinas. 
Due to the environmental designations within Portsmouth Harbour, continued maintenance of defence structures will result however, in the continued loss of European and national nature conservation designated habitats such as inter-tidal foreshore habitats, through coastal squeeze. These losses will need to be mitigated within the same designated area or compensated for elsewhere and delivered through the Regional Habitat Creation Programme. Opportunities for habitat mitigation and compensation have been detailed within the Appropriate Assessment of the final policies. 


	Policy changes through Public Consultation
None


	Funding
It is likely that central government funding could be secured for identified works, although funding through the MOD would also need to be secured for MOD defences.


	Further Studies (identified in Action Plan)

Portsmouth Harbour entrance to Portchester Flood and Coastal Erosion Risk Management Strategy



	Policy Unit 5B01 Portsmouth Harbour entrance to Gilkicker Point

	Summary description of Policy Unit

This developed frontage area comprises significant MOD assets, residential properties in Gosport, community facilities and transport network critical to Gosport. The existing defences are owned and maintained by the MOD and Local Authority. Sediment transport is from west to east along this frontage. An area on Gilkicker Point is of International, European and national nature conservation importance provide high tide roost sites and support the adjacent and nearby SPA/Ramsar sites. Heritage features include Royal Haslar Hospital, Scheduled Ancient Monuments, listed and historic buildings, Parks and Gardens, Monuments and maritime features, along with Conservation Areas.



	Final policy options


	SMP1 Ref 
CPU10 Hold the Line

	Epoch 1
From Present Day 

(up to 2025)
	Epoch 2
Medium Term

(2025 to 2055)
	Epoch 3
Long Term

(2055 to 2105)

	Hold the Line
	Hold the Line


	Hold the Line

	Summary of rationale behind final policy options

The key drivers to continuing to hold the existing defence line will be to provide flood protection to the significant heritage features, MOD assets and infrastructure, residential property and amenity open space. The tidal floodplain is largely constrained by the topography for the majority of this unit but is more extensive at Gilkicker Point and extends north westwards to Lee-on-the-Solent (adjacent unit) Beach Management and replenishment on this frontage and adjacent frontages to the west will maintain amenity beach levels and to continue to provide suitable conditions for saline lagoons and vegetated shingle communities at Gilkicker Point. Coastal monitoring will be key to the successful management of this frontage. 
 

	Policy changes through Public Consultation
None



	Funding
Although there is currently a doubt about whether government funding can be secured for identified works, the Borough Council and others are aware of the historical importance of many of the assets, their potential value in providing services to ex-service personnel and the value of residential property and open space. Funding would also need to be secured through the MOD for MOD defences.

	Further Studies (identified in Action Plan)

Portsmouth Harbour entrance to Portchester Flood and Coastal Erosion Risk Management Strategy
Portsmouth Harbour entrance to River Hamble Flood and Coastal Erosion Risk Management Strategy



	Policy Unit 5B02 Gilkicker Point to Meon Road, Titchfield Haven

	Summary description of Policy Unit

The tidal floodplain is relatively extensive towards the Gilkicker end of this frontage and an extreme flood would significantly impact the transport network supplying Gosport. In contrast the tidal floodplain is restricted by the local topography towards the western end of this frontage apart from in the Meon Valley where there are numerous beach chalets and huts within the flood risk zone associated with Titchfield Haven. The residential areas of Hill Head, Stubbington and Titchfield along with open space, recreational and amenity facilities are mainly landward of flood risk areas on higher ground. Part of the shoreline and hinterland area is located on a former landfill site. The existing defences are owned and maintained by the MOD, Local Authority, Highways Authority and private individuals. Inter-tidal and transitional freshwater habitats of International, European and national nature conservation importance, including the National Nature and Wildlife Trust Reserve at Titchfield Haven, provide high tide roost sites and support the adjacent and nearby SPA/Ramsar sites. There is a geologically important cliff site. Heritage features include listed and historic buildings, Monuments and maritime features along with Conservation Areas.



	Final policy options


	SMP1 Ref 

CPU11 No Active Intervention & CPU12 Hold the Line

	Epoch 1
From Present Day 

(up to 2025)
	Epoch 2
Medium Term

(2025 to 2055)
	Epoch 3
Long Term

(2055 to 2105)

	Hold the Line
	Hold the Line


	Hold the Line

	Summary of rationale behind final policy options

The key drivers to continuing to hold the existing defence line, through integration of maintenance and improvements to defence structures and beach management and replenishment, is to provide flood protection to residential areas, commercial property, MOD assets, infrastructure (such as Stokes Bay Road), and amenity open space. Continued maintenance of flood defences at Titchfield Harbour may also benefit the numerous beach chalets along the shoreline of the Meon Valley. In terms of beach management and recycling operations, the frontage is considered as a single management area and will benefit Hill Head, Lee-on-the-Solent and adjacent frontages, with possible beach recycling from Gilkicker Point as sediment transport is from west to east along this frontage.. Coastal monitoring will be key to the successful management of this frontage. 
In the Meon Valley at the national nature and Wildlife Trust reserve at Titchfield Haven, are Inter-tidal and transitional freshwater habitats of International, European and national nature conservation importance, which also provide high tide roost sites and support the adjacent and nearby SPA/Ramsar sites. However, there is the potential for further environmental enhancement at Titchfield Haven through regulated tidal exchange (e.g. modifications to tidal sluice gate). 

Maintenance of flood defences at Titchfield Harbour entrance will need to be continued until the long-term management of Titchfield Haven nature reserve and Meon Valley floodplain has been determined through further studies. Losses of European and national nature conservation designated habitats will need to be mitigated within the same designated area or compensated for elsewhere and delivered through the Regional Habitat Creation Programme. Opportunities for habitat mitigation and compensation have been detailed within the Appropriate Assessment of the final policies. 


	Policy changes through Public Consultation
The Policy Unit boundary at Titchfield Haven has been moved further to the west to clarify the flood risk management for the Meon Valley.



	Funding
Although there is currently uncertainty about whether government flood and coastal defence grant in aid funding can be secured for identified works, the Borough Council and others are aware of the importance of the assets and the value of residential property and open space.


	Further Studies (identified in Action Plan)

Portsmouth Harbour entrance to River Hamble Flood and Coastal Erosion Risk Management Strategy
Solent-wide network of high tide roost site study


	Policy Unit 5B03 Meon Road, Titchfield Haven to Hook Park

	Summary description of Policy Unit

This largely undeveloped frontage contains a County Council managed rural estate and agricultural grade 2, 3 and 4 land atop the soft cliffs. In the area of Solent Breezes is a significant sized chalet park and National Grid operational assets. Between Solent Breezes and Hook Park, recent investigations have determined potential contaminated land exposed due to erosion and roll back of the barrier beach. The frontage is largely undefended, although there is a relatively short length of privately owned and maintained defences at Solent Breezes. There is a sediment transport divide within this frontage, with sediment feeding from west to east in the southern end, and east to west in the northern section. Inter-tidal and vegetated shingle habitats of International, European and national nature conservation importance and the Hook Park area provide high tide roost sites and support the adjacent and nearby SPA/Ramsar sites. Local Nature Reserve and a geologically important cliff site are also present. Heritage features include listed and historic buildings, Monuments and maritime features.


	Final policy options


	SMP1 Ref 

CPU13 No Active Intervention & CPU14 Hold the Line

	Epoch 1
From Present Day 

(up to 2025)
	Epoch 2
Medium Term

(2025 to 2055)
	Epoch 3
Long Term

(2055 to 2105)

	No Active Intervention

with localised Hold the Line for cross-Solent 

infra-structure
	No Active Intervention

with localised Hold the Line for cross-Solent infra-structure
	No Active Intervention

with localised Hold the Line for cross-Solent infra-structure

	Summary of rationale behind final policy options
The key policy driver for the majority of this largely undefended, agricultural and undeveloped frontage is to continue to allow the soft cliffs to erode and evolve naturally. This would provide a long-term natural source and supply of mixed sand and gravel to the beach levels along this and adjacent frontages. There is a localised Hold The Line policy option for maintaining or implementing defences in order to protect cross-Solent National Grid operational assets. The short length of private defences at Solent Breezes may continue to be maintained through permissive development rights of private landowners. Contaminated land investigations may be required following roll back and erosion of the beach between Solent Breezes and Hook Spit. Coastal monitoring will be key to the successful management of this frontage.
Hook Spit is likely to naturally migrate landwards due to more severe wave climate conditions, which may result in the creation of new inter-tidal habitats but losses of European and national nature conservation designated habitats, will need to be mitigated within the same designated area or compensated for elsewhere and delivered through the Regional Habitat Creation Programme. Opportunities for habitat mitigation and compensation have been detailed within the Appropriate Assessment of the final policies. 


	Policy changes through Public Consultation
None


	Funding
For the majority of the frontage no works are identified; however, for the localised defence works for the cross-Solent infrastructure, it is likely that central government funding could be secured. As is currently the case, no public funding would be available for continued maintenance of defences by private owners, such as at Solent Breezes.



	Further Studies (identified in Action Plan)

Portsmouth Harbour entrance to River Hamble Flood and Coastal Erosion Risk Management Strategy
Contaminated Land investigations (for frontage between Hook Spit and Solent Breezes)


	Policy Unit 5C01 Hook Park to Warsash North

	Summary description of Policy Unit

This developed frontage contains residential properties, the Merchant Navy College, and commercial assets in Warsash. The majority of the frontage is privately owned, with short lengths of defences maintained by the Environment Agency. Inter-tidal and vegetated shingle habitats of International, European and national nature conservation importance plus the Hook Park area provide high tide roost sites and support the adjacent and nearby SPA/Ramsar sites. In addition there is a Local Nature Reserve and Heritage features include listed buildings, Monuments and Warsash Conservation Area. This frontage has been assessed in the draft River Itchen, Weston Shore, Netley and Hamble Coastal Defence Strategy, which has recommended a NAI policy for the first epoch, a MR for the second and to maintain the realigned defences in the third epoch.

	Final policy options


	SMP1 Ref
HAM8 Hold the Line

	Epoch 1
From Present Day 

(up to 2025)
	Epoch 2
Medium Term

(2025 to 2055)
	Epoch 3
Long Term

(2055 to 2105)

	No Active Intervention


	Managed Realignment
	Hold The Line

	Summary of rationale behind final policy options
The final policy options are taken from and consistent with the draft River Itchen, Weston Shore, Netley and Hamble Coastal Defence Strategy.

	There is no requirement or intention to intervene on the undefended sections of frontage, but in the short term existing privately owned defences may be maintained and property level flood defences may be appropriate. The CDS recommendations indicate the coastal flood risk to residential properties, the Warsash Naval Academy, and various commercial assets in Warsash, will remain minimal in the short-term. Rights of private owners to maintain their defences remain.

	In the medium to long term, as rising sea levels increase the flood risk within Hook Lake, there is likely to be a requirement for additional defences at Warsash to be constructed landward of the existing line of defences. This will provide flood storage capacity benefits and improve the standard of protection to residential properties, infrastructure, commercial assets and transport links in and around Warsash. Localised realignment and addition of defences on the northern bank of Hook Lake will provide mitigation inter-tidal habitat opportunities. 



	Due to the environmental designations within the River Hamble and Hook Lake, losses of European and national nature conservation designated coastal grazing marsh habitats will need to be compensated for elsewhere and delivered through the Regional Habitat Creation Programme. Opportunities for habitat mitigation and compensation have been detailed within the Appropriate Assessment of the final policies. 


	Policy changes through Public Consultation
None. Public consultation on the draft River Itchen, Weston Shore, Netley and Hamble Coastal Defence Strategy will confirm the final policy and management approach, which may require revisions to the final SMP policies

An Information Note for landowners, planners and developers on privately owned coastal defences and coastal planning issues has been produced.



	Funding

It is likely that central government funding could be secured for identified works and those associated with managed realignment. As is currently the case, no public funding would be available for continued maintenance of defences by private owners.



	Further Studies (identified in Action Plan)

Conclusion and approval of River Itchen, Weston Shore, Netley and Hamble Coastal Defence Strategy. 
Portsmouth Harbour entrance to River Hamble Flood and Coastal Erosion Risk Management Strategy
Solent-wide network of high tide roost site study


	Policy Unit 5C02 Warsash North to Swanwick Shore Road

	Summary description of Policy Unit

The tidal floodplain is relatively restricted due to rising topography, although the regionally important recreational footpath along Bunny Meadows would be inundated under rising sea levels. The frontage contains residential properties, marinas, moorings and other commercial assets, with a hinterland of grade 4 agricultural land. The majority of the frontage is undefended and privately owned and where there are defences they are privately maintained. Inter-tidal habitats of International, European and national nature conservation importance, provide high tide roost sites and support the adjacent and nearby SPA/Ramsar sites. There is a Local Nature Reserve and Heritage features include monuments and maritime features. This frontage has been assessed in the draft River Itchen, Weston Shore, Netley and Hamble Coastal Defence Strategy, which has recommended a NAI policy for each epoch for the frontage.



	Final policy options


	SMP1 Ref

HAM7 & 5 No Active Intervention

HAM6 Hold the Line

	Epoch 1
From Present Day 

(up to 2025)
	Epoch 2
Medium Term

(2025 to 2055)
	Epoch 3
Long Term

(2055 to 2105)

	No Active Intervention


	No Active Intervention
	No Active Intervention

	Summary of rationale behind final policy options

The final policy options are taken from and consistent with the draft River Itchen, Weston Shore, Netley and Hamble Coastal Defence Strategy.
Due to the relatively constrained extent of the tidal floodplain, low erosion rates and location of the residential and commercial properties, there is no requirement or intention to intervene on the undefended agricultural frontages which are permitted to adapt naturally to changing coastal conditions. 
Adaptation options are being considered for the regionally important recreational footpath along Bunny Meadows and the loss of open space. (The amenity footpath is not considered as a defensive structure). 

Existing privately owned defences may be maintained through permissive development rights of private landowners. Property level flood defences may be appropriate where flood risk will increase in the longer-term. 


	Policy changes through Public Consultation
None. Public consultation on the draft River Itchen, Weston Shore, Netley and Hamble Coastal Defence Strategy will confirm the final policy and management approach, which may require revisions to the final SMP policies

An Information Note for landowners, planners and developers on privately owned coastal defences and coastal planning issues has been produced.



	Funding
No flood defence works are identified. Alternative sources of public funding may be available to Local Authority or County Council for adaptive management of footpath and open space.  As is currently the case, no public funding would be available for continued maintenance of defences by private owners.



	Further Studies (identified in Action Plan)

Conclusion and approval of River Itchen, Weston Shore, Netley and Hamble Coastal Defence Strategy. 
Solent-wide network of high tide roost site study


	Policy Unit 5C03 Swanwick Shore Road to Bursledon Bridge

	Summary description of Policy Unit

The developed frontage contains a mixture of commercial, marina and boat yard development and residential properties. Planning permission has been granted for waterside redevelopment within this frontage. The infrastructure associated with the road and rail transport network are within the tidal floodplain area although the links themselves are at higher elevations. The frontage contains residential properties, marinas, moorings and other commercial assets. The majority of the frontage is privately defended and maintained. Inter-tidal habitats of European nature conservation importance. Heritage features include listed buildings, Swanwick Shore Conservation Area and maritime features. This frontage has been assessed in the draft River Itchen, Weston Shore, Netley & Hamble Coastal Defence Strategy, which has recommended a HTL policy for each epoch.



	Final policy options


	SMP1 Ref
HAM4 Hold the Line

	Epoch 1
From Present Day 

(up to 2025)
	Epoch 2
Medium Term

(2025 to 2055)
	Epoch 3
Long Term

(2055 to 2105)

	Hold the Line
	Hold the Line
	No Active Intervention



	Summary of rationale behind final policy options

The final policy options are taken from and consistent with the draft River Itchen, Weston Shore, Netley and Hamble Coastal Defence Strategy.

	The key policy drivers in the short to medium-term is to maintain the current line of defence to provide flood protection to the marina-based development, commercial assets, infrastructure, transport links and residential property developments on the eastern bank of the River Hamble. Existing privately owned defences may be maintained through permissive development rights of private landowners. Property level flood defences may be appropriate where flood risk will increase in the longer-term. 
 
	The intention in the long-term is that the developed frontage will not require additional further flood defence works as flood resilience measures will be incorporated within design. The undefended frontages will continue to evolve naturally.


	Due to the environmental designations within the River Hamble, losses of European and national nature conservation designated habitats will need to be compensated for elsewhere and delivered through the Regional Habitat Creation Programme. Opportunities for habitat mitigation and compensation have been detailed within the Appropriate Assessment of the final policies. 


	Policy changes through Public Consultation
None. Public consultation on the draft River Itchen, Weston Shore, Netley and Hamble Coastal Defence Strategy will confirm the final policy and management approach, which may require revisions to the final SMP policies

An Information Note for landowners, planners and developers on privately owned coastal defences and coastal planning issues has been produced.



	Funding
It is likely that central government funding could be secured for identified works. As is currently the case, no public funding would be available for continued maintenance of defences by private owners.



	Further Studies (identified in Action Plan)

Conclusion and approval of River Itchen, Weston Shore, Netley and Hamble Coastal Defence Strategy. 



	Policy Unit 5C04 Bursledon Bridge to Botley & Curbridge to Satchell Marshes

	Summary description of Policy Unit

A largely undeveloped frontage comprising agricultural grade 4 land on east bank of the River Hamble, and grades 1 and 3 on west bank. The tidal floodplain is relatively restricted due to the topography as the wooded river banks rise quite steeply or are stepped in elevation. West bank includes Hampshire County Council owned and managed Manor Farm Country Park, and south of Bursledon Bridge are boat yards and marina related assets. The majority of the frontage is undefended and privately owned, where there are defences they are privately maintained. Inter-tidal habitats of International, European and national nature conservation importance, provide high tide roost sites and support the adjacent and nearby SPA/Ramsar sites. Heritage features include Protected Wreck site (Grace Dieu), Scheduled Ancient Monuments, listed buildings and maritime features, along with Conservation Areas. The draft River Itchen, Weston Shore, Netley and Hamble Coastal Defence Strategy has recommended an NAI policy for the frontage, but with localised HTL on the east bank south of Bursledon Bridge to Lands End Lane.



	Final policy options


	SMP1 Ref 
HAM2 Managed Realignment HAM3 No Active Intervention

	Epoch 1
From Present Day 

(up to 2025)
	Epoch 2
Medium Term

(2025 to 2055)
	Epoch 3
Long Term

(2055 to 2105)

	No Active Intervention
	No Active Intervention
	No Active Intervention

	Summary of rationale behind final policy options

The final policy options are taken from and consistent with the draft River Itchen, Weston Shore, Netley and Hamble Coastal Defence Strategy, although the frontage upstream of Bursledon bridge was not included. 
The extent of the tidal flood risk area is relatively constrained by the natural topography particularly within the upper reaches of the River Hamble, however, as sea levels rise and the tidal influence stretches further upstream there may be the potential for flooding of the low lying agricultural hinterland. There is no requirement or intention to intervene on the undefended and largely undeveloped frontages which are permitted to adapt naturally to changing coastal conditions. Shore-side developments south of the bridge, such as marinas, may continue to maintain their defences through permissive development rights of private landowners. Property level flood defences may also be appropriate where flood risk will increase in the longer-term. 
Due to the environmental designations within the River Hamble, losses of European and national nature conservation designated habitats, such as inter-tidal habitats, will need to be compensated for elsewhere and delivered through the Regional Habitat Creation Programme. Opportunities for habitat mitigation and compensation have been detailed within the Appropriate Assessment of the final policies.


	Policy changes through Public Consultation
None. Public consultation on the draft River Itchen, Weston Shore, Netley and Hamble Coastal Defence Strategy will confirm the final policy and management approach, which may require revisions to the final SMP policies

An Information Note for landowners, planners and developers on privately owned coastal defences and coastal planning issues has been produced.


	Funding
No defence works are identified. As is currently the case, no public funding would be available for continued maintenance of defences by private owners.



	Further Studies (identified in Action Plan)

Conclusion and approval of River Itchen, Weston Shore, Netley and Hamble Coastal Defence Strategy. 
Solent-wide network of high tide roost site study


	Policy Unit 5C05 Satchell Marshes to Hamble Common Point

	Summary description of Policy Unit

The developed frontage of Hamble village contains a mixture of residential properties, industrial and commercial, marina and boat yard development and assets. There are public open spaces located along the Hamble-le-Rice frontage. The majority of the frontage is privately defended and maintained, although there are lengths of defences maintained by the Local Authority. There are some locations within the Hamble village that frequently experience tidal flooding under storm and high tide conditions, although the natural topography does restrict the extent of flood area. Inter-tidal habitats of International, European and national nature conservation importance provide high tide roost sites and support the adjacent and nearby SPA/Ramsar sites. There is a Local Nature Reserve and Heritage features include Scheduled Ancient Monument (Remains of St Andrew’s castle), listed buildings and maritime features along with Conservation Areas. This frontage has been assessed in the draft River Itchen, Weston Shore, Netley and Hamble Coastal Defence Strategy, which has recommended a HTL policy for each epoch for the frontage.



	Final policy options


	SMP1 Ref 
HAM1 Hold the Line

	Epoch 1
From Present Day 

(up to 2025)
	Epoch 2
Medium Term

(2025 to 2055)
	Epoch 3
Long Term

(2055 to 2105)

	No Active Intervention *

with localised Hold the 

Line at the Quay and 

Rope Walk 
	No Active Intervention *

with localised Hold the Line at the Quay and 

Rope Walk
	No Active Intervention *

with localised Hold the Line at the Quay and Rope Walk

	(*further detailed studies required for long-term management of site)

	Summary of rationale behind final policy options

The final policy options are taken from and consistent with the draft River Itchen, Weston Shore, Netley and Hamble Coastal Defence Strategy.
The policy intention for undefended and undeveloped frontage north of the residential waterside area is to permit the shoreline to adapt naturally to changing coastal conditions, as the natural topography restricts the extent of the tidal floodplain and erosion rates are currently low. The intention of the localised HTL policies is to protect the residential, industrial and commercial developments within Hamble-le-Rice along the Quay and Rope Walk. Adaptation options will also need to be considered for the recreationally important public amenity open spaces located along the Hamble-le-Rice frontage. 
Existing privately owned defences may be maintained through permissive development rights of private landowners. Property level flood defences may be appropriate where flood risk will increase in the longer-term. 
The * that applies to all epochs indicates that further assessments on the long-term shoreline evolution of Hamble Point will necessitate a review of management options in the medium to long term. Studies will need to address the economic, environmental and social implications of flood management issues for the River Hamble.



	Policy changes through Public Consultation
None. Public consultation on the draft River Itchen, Weston Shore, Netley and Hamble Coastal Defence Strategy will confirm the final policy and management approach, which may require revisions to the final SMP policies

An Information Note for landowners, planners and developers on privately owned coastal defences and coastal planning issues has been produced.


	Funding
For the localised defence works at the Quay and Rope Walk, it is uncertain that central government funding could be secured. Alternative sources of public funding may be available to Local Authority for adaptive management. As is currently the case, no public funding would be available for continued maintenance of defences by private owners.



	Further Studies (identified in Action Plan)

Conclusion and approval of River Itchen, Weston Shore, Netley and Hamble Coastal Defence Strategy. 
Shoreline evolution of Hamble Point and Hamble River mouth


	Policy Unit 5C06 Hamble Common Point to Hamble Oil Terminal

	Summary description of Policy Unit

The largely commercially developed frontage contains a mixture of industrial, marina and boat yard development and assets. There are also submarine cross-Southampton Water infrastructure and assets. The majority of the frontage is maintained by the Local Authority. The natural topography does restrict the extent of the tidal floodplain area. It is a relatively stable frontage with narrow shingle beach. Hamble Common is an important local recreational area. Inter-tidal habitats of International, European and national nature conservation importance, provide high tide roost sites and support the adjacent and nearby SPA/Ramsar sites. Heritage features include Scheduled Ancient Monument (Remains of St Andrew’s castle) and maritime features. This frontage has been assessed in the draft River Itchen, Weston Shore, Netley and Hamble Coastal Defence Strategy.



	Final policy options


	SMP1 Ref

NET6 Hold the Line

	Epoch 1
From Present Day 

(up to 2025)
	Epoch 2
Medium Term

(2025 to 2055)
	Epoch 3
Long Term

(2055 to 2105)

	No Active Intervention
	No Active Intervention


	No Active Intervention

	Summary of rationale behind final policy options

The final policy options are taken from and consistent with the draft River Itchen, Weston Shore, Netley and Hamble Coastal Defence Strategy.
The policy intention indicates that no further works are required to the existing substantial flood defences on this frontage. The shoreline is relatively stable with low shoreline erosion and sediment transport rates and the lack of intervention will allow the coast to adapt naturally to changing coastal conditions. The commercial developments that include marina and boat yard facilities, which are located on the elevated hinterland, are not within the relatively constrained tidal floodplain. 
The outcomes of the further study on the long-term shoreline evolution of Hamble Point will necessitate a review of management options in the medium to long-term on this frontage due to potential changes in sediment transport and nearshore wave climate conditions. 


	Policy changes through Public Consultation
None. Public consultation on the draft River Itchen, Weston Shore, Netley and Hamble Coastal Defence Strategy will confirm the final policy and management approach, which may require revisions to the final SMP policies

An Information Note for landowners, planners and developers on privately owned coastal defences and coastal planning issues has been produced.


	Funding
No defence works are identified. As is currently the case, no public funding would be available for continued maintenance of defences by private owners.



	Further Studies (identified in Action Plan)

Conclusion and approval of River Itchen, Weston Shore, Netley and Hamble Coastal Defence Strategy. 



	Policy Unit 5C07 Hamble Oil Terminal to Ensign Industrial Park

	Summary description of Policy Unit

This industrially developed frontage contains an Oil Terminal, industrial plant and other associated assets and infrastructure. There are also submarine cross-Southampton Water infrastructure and assets. The frontage is privately defended and maintained. The natural topography restricts the extent of the tidal floodplain area. It is a relatively stable frontage with narrow shingle beach; alongshore sediment transport is from west to east. Wide inter-tidal habitats of International, European and national nature conservation importance, and inland areas provide high tide roost sites and support the adjacent and nearby SPA/Ramsar sites. This frontage has been assessed in the draft River Itchen, Weston Shore, Netley and Hamble Coastal Defence Strategy, which has recommended a HTL policy for the first two epochs, reverting to NAI in the long-term.



	Final policy options


	SMP1 Ref

NET5 Hold the line

	Epoch 1
From Present Day 

(up to 2025)
	Epoch 2
Medium Term

(2025 to 2055)
	Epoch 3
Long Term

(2055 to 2105)

	Hold the Line
	Hold the Line
	No Active Intervention



	Summary of rationale behind final policy options

The final policy options are taken from and consistent with the draft River Itchen, Weston Shore, Netley and Hamble Coastal Defence Strategy.

	The key policy drivers for maintaining the current line of defence in the short to medium-term is to provide protection to this strategically important industrially developed frontage, which contains an oil terminal, an industrial plant and other associated assets and infrastructure. 
Due to the environmental designations within Southampton Water holding the defence line will continue to contribute towards the loss of European and national nature conservation designated habitats such as inter-tidal foreshore habitats, through coastal squeeze. These losses will need to be mitigated within the same designated area or compensated for elsewhere and delivered through the Regional Habitat Creation Programme. Opportunities for habitat mitigation and compensation have been detailed within the Appropriate Assessment of the final policies. 
	The long-term policy intention indicates that further works to the existing flood defences on this frontage are not required as the industrial developments, which are located on the elevated hinterland, are not within the relatively constrained tidal floodplain. Allowing the natural erosion of the coastline to improve sediment transport rates and maintain beach levels may provide more sustainable flood and erosion risk benefits to this and adjacent frontages to the north west.

	If ownership of the Oil Terminal site changed in the future, the flood defence policies would need to be reviewed to reflect future land use, potential contaminated land investigations to manage pollution risks, flood and erosion risk management implications and funding sources for necessary flood defence maintenance and improvement work requirements.



	Policy changes through Public Consultation
None. Public consultation on the draft River Itchen, Weston Shore, Netley and Hamble Coastal Defence Strategy will confirm the final policy and management approach, which may require revisions to the final SMP policies

An Information Note for landowners, planners and developers on privately owned coastal defences and coastal planning issues has been produced.


	Funding
As is currently the case, no public funding would be available for continued maintenance of defences by private owners.



	Further Studies (identified in Action Plan)

Conclusion and approval of River Itchen, Weston Shore, Netley and Hamble Coastal Defence Strategy. 



	Policy Unit 5C08 Ensign Industrial Park to Cliff House

	Summary description of Policy Unit

This developed frontage comprises residential properties and industrial developments situated on raised topography, which restrict the extent of the tidal floodplain area. It is a relatively stable frontage with narrow shingle beach; alongshore sediment transport is from west to east and is fed by relatively low rates of erosion from the adjacent low cliffs. Inter-tidal habitats of International, European and national nature conservation importance, and inland areas provide high tide roost sites and support the adjacent and nearby SPA/Ramsar sites. This frontage has been assessed in the draft River Itchen, Weston Shore, Netley and Hamble Coastal Defence Strategy, which has recommended a NAI policy for each epoch.



	Final policy options


	SMP1 Ref

NET4 Managed Realignment

	Epoch 1
From Present Day 

(up to 2025)
	Epoch 2
Medium Term

(2025 to 2055)
	Epoch 3
Long Term

(2055 to 2105)

	No Active Intervention
	No Active Intervention


	No Active Intervention

	Summary of rationale behind final policy options
The final policy options are taken from and consistent with the draft River Itchen, Weston Shore, Netley and Hamble Coastal Defence Strategy.
The policy intention for this largely undefended frontage is to permit the shoreline to adapt naturally to changing coastal conditions. The residential properties and industrial developments are located on the elevated hinterland, which restricts the extent of the tidal floodplain both now and over the next 100 years. The shoreline is relatively stable with low shoreline erosion and sediment transport rates and the continued lack of intervention will contribute towards maintaining healthy beach levels along this and adjacent frontages.

	Policy changes through Public Consultation
None. Public consultation on the draft River Itchen, Weston Shore, Netley and Hamble Coastal Defence Strategy will confirm the final policy and management approach, which may require revisions to the final SMP policies

An Information Note for landowners, planners and developers on privately owned coastal defences and coastal planning issues has been produced.

	Funding
No defence works are identified. As is currently the case, no public funding would be available for continued maintenance of defences by private owners.

	Further Studies (identified in Action Plan)

Conclusion and approval of River Itchen, Weston Shore, Netley and Hamble Coastal Defence Strategy. 


	Policy Unit 5C09 Cliff House to Netley Castle

	Summary description of Policy Unit

This frontage is dominated by the heritage-rich Royal Victoria Country Park, managed by Hampshire County Council. This registered Parks and Garden site has primary access road, footpaths, and amenity open spaces close or adjacent to the eroding narrow beach although the tidal floodplain is restricted due to topography. It is a regionally important recreational and amenity site, and contains low numbers of residential properties and commercial assets. There are several historic and listed buildings, such as the Lodge for the Royal Victoria Hospital, and maritime features. There is also a mains sewer pipeline running through the Country Park, behind the seawall and within the beach. The defences are maintained by Hampshire County Council. There is a sediment transport divide within this frontage although the majority of the alongshore sediment transport appears to be from east to west, being fed by relatively low rates of erosion from the adjacent low cliffs. Inter-tidal habitats of International, European and national nature conservation importance, and inland areas provide high tide roost sites and support the adjacent and nearby SPA/Ramsar sites. This frontage has been assessed in the draft River Itchen, Weston Shore, Netley and Hamble Coastal Defence Strategy, which has recommended a HTL policy for the first two epochs, reverting to NAI in the long-term.



	Final policy options


	SMP1 Ref

NET3 Managed Realignment
NET2 Hold the Line

	Epoch 1
From Present Day 

(up to 2025)
	Epoch 2
Medium Term

(2025 to 2055)
	Epoch 3
Long Term

(2055 to 2105)

	Hold the Line
	Hold the Line*

(further detailed studies required for management of site)
	No Active Intervention

(Hold the Line for Netley Village)



	Summary of rationale behind final policy options

The final policy options are taken from and consistent with the draft River Itchen, Weston Shore, Netley and Hamble Coastal Defence Strategy.

	The policy intention in the short to medium term is to maintain the current standard of defence to continue to provide protection to the residential centre of Netley village and local transport links and infrastructure and the high amenity and heritage value of the Royal Victoria Country Park, managed by Hampshire County Council, which is an important heritage, recreational and amenity site for a wide catchment of visitors. 
The * in epoch 2 indicates that the medium and long-term defence management approach for the Country Park and the long-term management and alignment of strategic service pipelines within the amenity beach will be determined through further detailed site-specific studies. 
Adaptation options for the Country Park facilities will also need to be considered, and alternative funding sources may be required to undertake necessary works.


	In the long-term it may be uneconomical to continue to defend the entire coastline between Netley and the eastern boundary of the Country Park. Maintenance of the defence structures east of Netley without beach replenishment would result in the loss of the amenity beach and foreshore. The current policy intention is to not maintain the line of defence for the Country Park frontage and to consider allowing the coastline to evolve naturally. Any erosion resulting from the removal of existing defences would allow sediment feed into the system which would help to maintain healthy amenity beach levels and provide a natural form of defence to the residential properties here. To enable the sustainable management of Royal Victoria Country Park and the adjacent frontages some of the infrastructure behind the existing defences may need to be relocated. The policy intention is for the flood defences at Netley to continue to be maintained. Coastal monitoring will be key to the successful management of this frontage.

	Due to the environmental designations within Southampton Water holding the defence line will continue to contribute towards the loss of European and national nature conservation designated habitats such as inter-tidal foreshore habitats, through coastal squeeze. These losses will need to be mitigated within the same designated area or compensated for elsewhere and delivered through the Regional Habitat Creation Programme. Opportunities for habitat mitigation and compensation have been detailed within the Appropriate Assessment of the final policies.


	Policy changes through Public Consultation
None. Public consultation on the draft River Itchen, Weston Shore, Netley and Hamble Coastal Defence Strategy will confirm the final policy and management approach, which may require revisions to the final SMP policies



	Funding
It is uncertain whether central government funding would be secured for identified defence works. Alternative sources of public funding may be available to Local Authority or to the County Council for adaptive management of the Country Park’s recreational amenities. As is currently the case, no public funding would be available for continued maintenance of defences by private owners.



	Further Studies (identified in Action Plan)

Conclusion and approval of River Itchen, Weston Shore, Netley and Hamble Coastal Defence Strategy. 


	Policy Unit 5C10 Netley Castle to Weston Point

	Summary description of Policy Unit

The shoreline between Weston Point and Netley Abbey is undefended and managed by the Local Authority. The tidal floodplain is restricted due to topography, with residential and commercial properties located on the higher ground, but the flood risk area broadens towards Weston. The foreshore and open space are important recreational amenities; part of the open space is overlying a former landfill site. The sediment transport is from east to west, being fed by relatively low rates of erosion from the adjacent low cliffs. Netley Abbey and Netley Castle are key heritage monuments along with Conservation Area. Inter-tidal habitats of International, European and national nature conservation importance, and inland areas provide high tide roost sites and support the adjacent and nearby SPA/Ramsar sites. This frontage has been assessed in the draft River Itchen, Weston Shore, Netley and Hamble Coastal Defence Strategy, which has recommended a HTL policy for each epoch.



	Final policy options


	SMP1 Ref

NET1 Hold the Line

	Epoch 1
From Present Day 

(up to 2025)
	Epoch 2
Medium Term

(2025 to 2055)
	Epoch 3
Long Term

(2055 to 2105)

	Hold the Line
	Hold the Line


	Hold the Line

	Summary of rationale behind final policy options

The final policy options are taken from and consistent with the draft River Itchen, Weston Shore, Netley and Hamble Coastal Defence Strategy.
The shoreline between Netley Abbey and Weston Point has no defence structures and historically has not needed beach management intervention from the local authority. The increasing coastal flood and erosion risks over the medium to long-term may however, necessitate beach management and replenishment activities to maintain the recreational beach and to prevent the erosion of the open space and underlying former landfill site. Such works would provide protection to the residential and commercial properties located within the tidal floodplain that extends over the open space to the southern fringe of the Woolston conurbation. Coastal monitoring will be key to the successful management of this beach.
Due to the environmental designations within Southampton Water holding the defence line would contribute towards the loss of European and national nature conservation designated habitats such as inter-tidal foreshore habitats, through coastal squeeze. These losses will need to be mitigated within the same designated area or compensated for elsewhere and delivered through the Regional Habitat Creation Programme. Opportunities for habitat mitigation and compensation have been detailed within the Appropriate Assessment of the final policies.


	Policy changes through Public Consultation
None. Public consultation on the draft River Itchen, Weston Shore, Netley and Hamble Coastal Defence Strategy will confirm the final policy and management approach, which may require revisions to the final SMP policies



	Funding
It is uncertain whether central government funding would be secured for beach management for the frontage. Alternative sources of public funding may be available to Local Authority or to the County Council for adaptive management of the former landfill site.


	Further Studies (identified in Action Plan)

Conclusion and approval of River Itchen, Weston Shore, Netley and Hamble Coastal Defence Strategy. 



	Policy Unit 5C11 Weston Point to Woodmill Lane

	Summary description of Policy Unit

The areas of Southampton City on the east bank of the River Itchen has considerable development within the relatively restricted tidal floodplain, and comprises significant numbers of residential, industrial and commercial properties, including marinas, boat yards and wharfs, transport network and infrastructure, which are vital to the economy of the area and the region. The majority of the existing defences are privately owned and maintained. There are Scheduled Ancient Monuments, listed buildings, maritime features, registered Parks and Gardens and Conservation Area. Inter-tidal habitats of International, European and national nature conservation importance, and near shore structures provide high tide roost sites and support the adjacent and nearby SPA/Ramsar sites. The area is also designated a Local Nature Reserve. This frontage has been assessed in the draft River Itchen, Weston Shore, Netley and Hamble Coastal Defence Strategy, which has recommended a HTL policy for the first and second epochs and an NAI policy for epoch 3.

	Final policy options


	SMP1 Ref

ITCH 4 & 3 Hold the Line

	Epoch 1
From Present Day 

(up to 2025)
	Epoch 2
Medium Term

(2025 to 2055)
	Epoch 3
Long Term

(2055 to 2105)

	Hold the Line
	Hold the Line


	No Active Intervention*

(further detailed studies required for management of site)

	Summary of rationale behind final policy options

The final policy options are taken from and consistent with the draft River Itchen, Weston Shore, Netley and Hamble Coastal Defence Strategy.

	The policy intention in the short and medium-term is to maintain the current line of defence to provide flood protection to the conurbations on the east bank of the River Itchen, with significant numbers of residential, commercial and industrial developments that are located within the relatively restricted tidal floodplain. Improvements and maintenance of the revetments and seawalls would be required to reduce the variation in the standard of protection provided by the largely privately owned defences. It is the policy intention that currently undefended sections will remain undefended.

	In the long-term it may be uneconomical to continue to defend the entire frontage due to the increasing risk of coastal flooding, Property level defences or localised lengths of defences to protect properties or heritage sites may be more appropriate. The * in epoch 3 indicates that further assessments that address the economic, environmental and social implications of flood management issues for the frontage are required to determine adaptation and management options in the long term. 

	Due to the environmental designations within Southampton Water and the River Itchen, holding the defence line will continue to contribute towards the loss of European and national nature conservation designated habitats such as inter-tidal foreshore habitats, through coastal squeeze. These losses will need to be mitigated within the same designated area or compensated for elsewhere and delivered through the Regional Habitat Creation Programme. Opportunities for habitat mitigation and compensation have been detailed within the Appropriate Assessment of the final policies. 


	Policy changes through Public Consultation
None. Public consultation on the draft River Itchen, Weston Shore, Netley and Hamble Coastal Defence Strategy will confirm the final policy and management approach, which may require revisions to the final SMP policies



	Funding
It is likely that central government funding could be secured for majority of identified works. As is currently the case, however, no public funding would be available for continued maintenance of defences by private owners.



	Further Studies (identified in Action Plan)

Conclusion and approval of River Itchen, Weston Shore, Netley and Hamble Coastal Defence Strategy. 
Woodmill to Redbridge Flood and Coastal Erosion Risk Management Strategy


	Policy Unit 5C12 Woodmill Lane to Redbridge

	Summary description of Policy Unit

The City of Southampton extending from Woodmill at the head of the tidal River Itchen, to Redbridge has considerable development and comprises significant numbers of residential and commercial properties, including marinas, boat yards and wharfs, and associated infrastructure including sewage works. The Port of Southampton is owned by Associated British Ports (ABP) and is the UK’s second largest container port and cruise passenger port (with over 1 million passengers in 2009) and has been identified as a key international gateway and critical component of the nation’s transport system. ABP Southampton is the statutory harbour authority and owns significant parts of the water frontage within Southampton Water, including the current operational quay frontages for the port. The tidal floodplain is relatively extensive due to the topography affecting the port assets, waterside development, transport network, sewage works, and other associated infrastructure. Within the River Itchen the majority of the existing defences are privately owned and maintained, with sections maintained by the Local Authority. Between Ocean Village and Redbridge is the commercial and industrial Port of Southampton, and the quay walls and defences are maintained by the Port Authority. There are listed and historic buildings and monuments, maritime features, registered Parks and Gardens and Conservation Areas. Within the River Itchen there are limited inter-tidal habitats of International, European and national nature conservation importance, which support the adjacent and nearby SPA/Ramsar sites.



	Final policy options


	SMP1 Ref

ITCH2, 1 & TEST6 Hold the Line

	Epoch 1
From Present Day 

(up to 2025)
	Epoch 2
Medium Term

(2025 to 2055)
	Epoch 3
Long Term

(2055 to 2105)

	Hold the Line
	Hold the Line


	Hold the Line

	Summary of rationale behind final policy options

The key policy drivers to maintain and improve flood defences are to continue to provide considerable economic and societal benefits to the heavily developed and populated conurbations of Southampton City within the extensive area of coastal flood risk. ABP, the City Council and EA are working jointly with regard flood risk and climate change; however ABP do not consider the quay walls, which they maintain, as coastal defences. These walls may provide a different standard of flood protection to protect Port interests compared to those proposed for residential areas. The commercial and industrial dominated frontage extending northwest from the River Itchen, is principally owned, and the defence structures maintained, by the port authority. The west bank of the River Itchen is wholly developed with substantial numbers of residential and commercial properties, heritage sites, transport networks and other associated city centre infrastructure. 
National policy and the Regional Spatial Strategy recognise the Port of Southampton as a major international deep sea gateway port with significant global and economic importance. The reclaimed land known as Dibden Bay is the only area of land which is physically capable of accommodating significant expansion of the port. However, the land at Dibden Bay is a Site of Special Scientific Interest (SSSI) and adjoins the New Forest National Park. The foreshore is of international importance, being designated as a Special Protection Area (SPA) and Ramsar site, as well as an SSSI. In 2004 the Secretary of State rejected previous proposals for port development at Dibden Bay principally because of its environmental impacts. Whilst there may be a strong economic case for the physical expansion of the Port of Southampton, any future expansion would, amongst other considerations, need to satisfy the requirements of the Habitats Regulations and adequate compensation would also be required.
Opportunities for habitat mitigation and compensation have been detailed within the Appropriate Assessment of the final policies. 


	Policy changes through Public Consultation
None. 


	Funding
It is likely that central government funding could be secured for majority of identified works. As is currently the case, however, no public funding would be available for continued maintenance of defences by private owners or for the privately-owned port and industrial frontage.


	Further Studies (identified in Action Plan)

Woodmill to Redbridge Flood and Coastal Erosion Risk Management Strategy


	Policy Unit 5C13 Lower Test Valley

	Summary description of Policy Unit

The Lower Test Valley is the upstream limit of the tidal River Test that feeds into Southampton Water. It is a privately owned but undefended frontage, with a few heritage assets and properties within the naturally confined tidal floodplain. The upper estuary area represents the transition zone between tidal and fluvial, with inter-tidal and transitional freshwater of International, European and national nature conservation importance. These habitats support the adjacent and nearby SPA/Ramsar sites; this area is also a Wildlife Trust Reserve. The tidal floodplain will extend and migrate inland over time, in response to predicted sea level rise and may provide opportunities for managed and natural intertidal and freshwater habitats to establish.


	Final policy options


	SMP1 Ref n/a

	Epoch 1
From Present Day 

(up to 2025)
	Epoch 2
Medium Term

(2025 to 2055)
	Epoch 3
Long Term

(2055 to 2105)

	No Active Intervention


	No Active Intervention
	No Active Intervention

	Summary of rationale behind final policy options

The key policy driver for no active intervention at this site is that the undefended and naturally confined tidal floodplain presents a suitable opportunity to allow the estuary to evolve and migrate upstream naturally over the next 100 years in response to rising sea levels. This permits inter-tidal, coastal grazing marsh and other freshwater habitats to establish and function naturally. 
It is the intention that undefended shoreline frontages continue to be undefended. Property level flood defences may be appropriate where flood risk will increase in the longer-term. 
Losses of European and national nature conservation designated habitats will need to be mitigated within the same designated area or compensated for elsewhere and delivered through the Regional Habitat Creation Programme. Opportunities for habitat mitigation and compensation have been detailed within the Appropriate Assessment of the final policies. 


	Policy changes through Public Consultation
None. 


	Funding
No defence works are identified. 

	Further Studies (identified in Action Plan)

Woodmill to Redbridge Flood and Coastal Erosion Risk Management Strategy
Redbridge to Calshot Flood and Coastal Erosion Risk Management Strategy
Solent-wide network of high tide roost site study


	Policy Unit 5C14 Redbridge to Calshot Spit

	Summary description of Policy Unit

The majority of this frontage is an industrial frontage, with pockets of residential development at Fawley, Hythe, Marchwood, Eling, and Totton. It contains Power Stations at Fawley and Marchwood; an Oil Refinery plant; a Military Port and associated infrastructure; a former landfill/reclaimed land site; residential marina development, quay and promenade; heritage facilities (e.g. Eling Tide Mill) and assets. ABP Southampton are the statutory harbour authority and owns significant parts of the water frontage within Southampton Water, including the Dibden reclaim frontage; this site has been subject to recent (refused) port development proposals. There are locally important transport links across Southampton Water. The majority of the existing flood defences are privately owned and maintained, although there are short lengths maintained by the Local Authority and MOD. The frontage from Fawley to Calshot Spit is included within the New Forest National Park Authority, excluding Fawley Power Station. The tidal floodplain is relatively restricted due to the topography, but extends further inland at Hythe and Marchwood, affecting transport networks, properties, and access. The majority of the frontage length has inter-tidal habitats of International, European and national nature conservation importance; the frontage between Marchwood and Hythe (Dibden Bay area) also has neutral grassland with freshwater habitats at West Cliff marsh. These habitats provide important high tide roost sites and support the adjacent and nearby SPA/Ramsar sites. There is a Wildlife Trust Reserve south east of Hythe and a Local Nature Reserve in the lee of Calshot Spit. At Bury, Eling, Fawley and in the lee of Calshot Spit are relatively short lengths of eroding saltmarsh. Neutral grassland habitat at Dibden Bay, on reclaimed land, is privately owned by the Port Authority and included in recent port development proposals. Heritage assets include listed buildings, Conservation Areas and maritime features.

	Final policy options


	SMP1 Ref

TEST5,3,2,1& FAW5, 4,3 Hold the Line

TEST4 No Active Intervention

FAW6 Managed Realignment

	Epoch 1
From Present Day 

(up to 2025)
	Epoch 2
Medium Term

(2025 to 2055)
	Epoch 3
Long Term

(2055 to 2105)

	Hold the Line


	Hold the Line
	Hold the Line

	Summary of rationale behind final policy options
Maintaining the current line of defence along the west bank of Southampton Water will afford protection to the regionally and nationally significant industrial and commercial developments, assets and infrastructure and the residential centres including Fawley, Hythe, Marchwood, Eling, and Totton. Heritage features are also located within the coastal flood risk area. Protection of such areas will provide significant benefits to the local and regional economy. The Dibden reclaimed site has been identified as a potential site for future port development in the Port Master Plan. It is the intention that undefended shoreline frontages continue to be undefended. Property level flood defences may be appropriate where flood risk will increase in the longer-term. 

Due to the environmental designations within Southampton Water, maintaining the defence line will continue to contribute towards the loss of European and national nature conservation designated habitats such as inter-tidal foreshore habitats, through coastal squeeze. These losses will need to be mitigated within the same designated area or compensated for elsewhere and delivered through the Regional Habitat Creation Programme. Opportunities for habitat mitigation and compensation have been detailed within the Appropriate Assessment of the final policies. 


	Policy changes through Public Consultation
None. 


	Funding
It is likely that central government funding could be secured for the majority of identified works on Local authority maintained defences. As is currently the case, no public funding would be available for continued maintenance of defences by private owners or for the privately-owned port and industrial frontages.


	Further Studies (identified in Action Plan)

Conclusion of the Western Solent Coastal Defence Strategy

Redbridge to Calshot Flood and Coastal Erosion Risk Management Strategy
Solent-wide network of high tide roost site study


	Policy Unit 5C15 Calshot Spit

	Summary description of Policy Unit

The foreshore and surrounding hinterland, including the reclaimed land site in the lee of the spit are within the New Forest National Park. On Calshot Spit there are no residential properties, but there are internationally important recreational and amenity facilities. The existing flood defences are maintained by the Local Authority and County Council. The tidal floodplain covers the entire spit due to its low elevation. Inter-tidal habitats and vegetated shingle of International, European and national nature conservation importance provide a high tide roost site and support the adjacent and nearby SPA/Ramsar sites. Nationally important heritage assets include Calshot Castle, historic aircraft hangars, listed buildings, monuments, and maritime features.



	Final policy options


	SMP1 Ref

FAW2,1 & LYM14 Hold the Line

	Epoch 1
From Present Day 

(up to 2025)
	Epoch 2
Medium Term

(2025 to 2055)
	Epoch 3
Long Term

(2055 to 2105)

	Hold the Line


	Hold the Line
	No Active Intervention

	Summary of rationale behind final policy options


	In the short to medium-term the policy intention is to maintain the current defence line. Although there are no residential properties on the geomorphologically stable but low-lying spit, but there are internationally important recreational and amenity facilities, such as Calshot Activities Centre, Life Boat Station, and Port navigation operational assets and heritage assets that are dependent on the single access road to these faculties. These would continue to benefit from continued maintenance of defences, although the spit is currently vulnerable to coastal flooding and it is anticipated that the risk of breaching and loss of safe access to these facilities will increase in the medium to long-term. This privately owned frontage is within the New Forest National Park.


	Given the potential for sea level rise over the next 100 years Calshot Spit will become increasingly vulnerable to flooding and breaching. Maintenance of defences will gradually cease in the medium to long-term as providing effective flood defence to the assets on the spit will become technically unfeasible and economically unsustainable in the longer term. Coastal monitoring and adaptation options will determine the long-term management for the facilities and assets on the spit.

	Due to the environmental designations within Southampton Water and the Western Solent, continued maintenance of defences will result in the continued loss of European and national nature conservation designated habitats such as inter-tidal foreshore habitats, through coastal squeeze. These losses will need to be mitigated within the same designated area or compensated for elsewhere and delivered through the Regional Habitat Creation Programme. Opportunities for habitat mitigation and compensation have been detailed within the Appropriate Assessment of the final policies. 


	Policy changes through Public Consultation
None.



	Funding
It is uncertain whether central government funding would be secured for identified defence works. Alternative sources of public funding may be available to Local Authority or to the County Council for adaptive management of the amenity facilities on the Spit. As is currently the case, no public funding would be available for continued maintenance of defences by private owners.


	Further Studies (identified in Action Plan)

Conclusion of the Western Solent Coastal Defence Strategy

Redbridge to Calshot Flood and Coastal Erosion Risk Management Strategy
Solent-wide network of high tide roost site study


	Policy Unit 5C16 Calshot Spit to Inchmery

	Summary description of Policy Unit

There are relatively small numbers of individual residential properties and heritage sites of national importance within the largely naturally confined tidal floodplain. The tidal floodplain is restricted within Stanswood Bay and at Inchmery due to the low soft cliffs and topography, but extends inland at Stansore Point, through the Country Park, at Stanswood Valley and at the Darkwater Valley. Leeward of the shoreline and behind existing defences in low lying areas, the frontage is characterised by inter-tidal habitats, saline lagoons and coastal grazing marshes of International, European and national nature conservation importance that support the adjacent and nearby SPA/Ramsar sites; those at Inchmery and within the Darkwater Valley provide a high tide roost site. There are also a couple of National Nature Reserves in Stanswood Bay. The privately owned foreshore and surrounding hinterland, which includes agricultural grade 2, 3 and 5 land in the low-lying valleys, is within the New Forest National Park. The majority of the frontage is cliffed and contains soft cliffs of national geological importance. Despite relatively low rates of cliff and beach erosion the majority of the frontage has privately owned and maintained defences. The regionally important Country Park and its defences are managed and maintained by County Council (which leases the land from private estate); this park provides key site for coastal access within the West Solent. There are cross-Solent submarine infrastructure supplying the Isle of Wight situated immediately landward of the Country Park’s car park. Heritage assets include Luttrell’s Tower, registered Parks and Gardens, listed buildings, monuments, and maritime features.

	Final policy options


	SMP1 Ref

LYM13, 12, 11, 10, 9 Hold the Line

	Epoch 1
From Present Day 

(up to 2025)
	Epoch 2
Medium Term

(2025 to 2055)
	Epoch 3
Long Term

(2055 to 2105)

	No Active Intervention


	No Active Intervention
	No Active Intervention

	Summary of rationale behind final policy options
Although the majority of the privately owned and largely undeveloped shoreline between Calshot and Inchmery has historically been defended by the majority of the landowners, the policy intention is to allow the undefended and unmanaged shoreline to continue to naturally evolve, which will also continue to provide landscape and amenity benefits within the National Park Area. Coastal change on this frontage will continue to allow the County Council-managed Lepe Country Park to provide an important amenity and recreation area with access to the coast, which is limited within the Western Solent. Increased rates of shoreline erosion on the eastern cliffed shore of the Beaulieu River and within Stanswood Bay will provide a source of mixed sand and shingle to the foreshore.  An increase in sediment transport rates may result in wider and higher beach levels and reduce the breach potential to barrier beaches and resulting vulnerability of inundation low-lying land, such as Stansore Point and Stanswood Valley. This privately owned frontage is within the New Forest National Park.

The existing regulated tidal exchange at Darkwater Stream will continue to allow the managed transition from freshwater to more saline conditions for environmental enhancement within the site.
Existing privately owned defences may be maintained through permissive development rights of private landowners; the rights of private owners to maintain their defences remain regardless of the SMP policy. Property level flood defences may be appropriate where flood risk will increase in the longer-term. 

Rates of erosion and sediment transport within this sector of the West Solent are likely to increase under rising sea levels, particularly in response to potential evolution of Beaulieu River mouth. This may provide increased beach material to stabilise the foreshore and protect the environmentally important areas vulnerable to coastal flooding at Stansore Point and Stanswood Valley. Coastal monitoring will be key to the successful management of this frontage.
Adaptation studies are being considered to determine the medium to long-term options for Lepe Country Park and its facilities. It is likely that a change in defence management in the longer-term may be required. 
In terms of mitigation for habitat losses, there are potential sites in the vicinity of Stansore Point and Stanswood Valley that are topographically suitable for creation of inter-tidal habitats, although these sites would require further detailed economic and environmental studies to determine feasibility and could only proceed subject to landowner’s consent following further consultations. The landowner for these sites has stated their intention to continue to maintain their defences. 
Opportunities for habitat mitigation and compensation have been detailed within the Appropriate Assessment of the final policies.


	Policy changes through Public Consultation
None. Private landowners were concerned that an SMP policy of No Active Intervention would preclude them from continuing or obtaining planning permission to maintain their defences, which is not the intention of the policy. An Information Note for landowners, planners and developers on privately owned coastal defences and coastal planning issues has been produced.


	Funding
No defence works identified. Alternative sources of public funding may be available to Local Authority or County Council for adaptive management of the Country Park’s recreational amenities, and the Highways Agency for maintenance of Lepe Road.  As is currently the case, no public funding would be available for continued maintenance of defences by private owners.


	Further Studies (identified in Action Plan)

Conclusion of the Western Solent Coastal Defence Strategy

Solent-wide network of high tide roost site study


	Policy Unit 5C17 Inchmery to Salternshill

	Summary description of Policy Unit

The privately owned foreshore and surrounding hinterland, including agricultural grade 4 and 5 land, are within the New Forest National Park. There are individual residential properties and heritage sites of national importance within a largely confined tidal floodplain. The frontage is privately owned and any existing defences are privately maintained. The risk of tidal flooding is restricted due to the naturally rising banks of the estuary. The Beaulieu River up to the Mill Pond contains inter-tidal, saline lagoons and transitional freshwater habitats of International, European and national nature conservation importance; these and inland areas provide high tide roost sites and support the adjacent and nearby SPA/Ramsar sites. The unit is also part of a National Nature Reserve. Heritage assets include registered Parks and Gardens, conservation Areas, listed buildings, monuments, and maritime features.



	Final policy options


	SMP1 Ref

LYM8 Hold the Line

	Epoch 1
From Present Day 

(up to 2025)
	Epoch 2
Medium Term

(2025 to 2055)
	Epoch 3
Long Term

(2055 to 2105)

	No Active Intervention


	No Active Intervention
	No Active Intervention

	Summary of rationale behind final policy options

The majority of the privately owned Beaulieu River shoreline is undefended although there are some individual property level defences. The policy intention is to allow the undefended and unmanaged shoreline, to continue to be undefended and naturally evolve, which will continue to provide landscape benefits within the New Forest National Park area. The natural topography of the river valley largely confines the extent of the tidal floodplain, but it may be necessary for further property-level defences to be implemented at the small numbers of individual properties and heritage sites as the flood risk increases over the longer-term. Whilst relatively low, the rates of erosion and sediment transport within the Beaulieu River and West Solent are likely to increase under rising sea levels. Increased rates of shoreline erosion on the eastern cliffed shore of the Beaulieu River mouth will provide a source of mixed sand and shingle to the foreshore, improving toe protection to the soft sediment cliffs at Inchmery.
Opportunities for habitat mitigation and compensation have been detailed within the Appropriate Assessment of the final policies.


	Policy changes through Public Consultation
None. Private landowners were concerned that an SMP policy of No Active Intervention would preclude them from continuing or obtaining planning permission to maintain their defences, which is not the intention of the policy. An Information Note for landowners, planners and developers on privately owned coastal defences and coastal planning issues has been produced.



	Funding
No defence works identified. As is currently the case, no public funding would be available for continued maintenance of defences by private owners.


	Further Studies (identified in Action Plan)

Conclusion of the Western Solent Coastal Defence Strategy

Solent-wide network of high tide roost site study


	Policy Unit 5C18 Salternshill to Park Shore

	Summary description of Policy Unit

The privately owned foreshore and surrounding hinterland, including agricultural grade 4 land and individual residential properties are within New Forest National Park. The tidal floodplain is extensive at the south-western area of the river mouth, and covers the entire frontage length. The existing defences are privately maintained. The Beaulieu River mouth contains inter-tidal, saline lagoons, vegetated shingle and transitional freshwater habitats of International, European and national nature conservation importance; these and inland areas provide high tide roost sites and support the adjacent and nearby SPA/Ramsar sites. Gull Island is an important naturally evolving spit, although previous engineering works blocked Bulls Run and joined the island with the shoreline to the west. It is also part of a National Nature Reserve. Heritage assets include listed buildings, monuments, and maritime features.



	Final policy options


	SMP1 Ref

LYM7 No Active Intervention

	Epoch 1
From Present Day 

(up to 2025)
	Epoch 2
Medium Term

(2025 to 2055)
	Epoch 3
Long Term

(2055 to 2105)

	Hold the Line
No public funding available for private defences

	Hold the Line 
No public funding available for private defences

	Hold the Line 
No public funding available for private defences


	Summary of rationale behind final policy options
The final policy options to continue to maintain the privately owned and maintained defence line reflect landowner’s intentions for future management of their defences, thus removing the potential opportunity for intertidal habitat creation at Beaulieu.  
Maintenance of the current defence line will provide protection to an extensive area of agricultural land and associated outbuildings, individual and small groupings of residential properties and environmentally important and designated habitats, such as coastal grazing marsh, that are located within the extensive tidal floodplain. The grazing marshes and agricultural hinterland also provide an important habitat function as they are important components of the Solent-wide network of high tide roost and feeding sites for wildfowl and wading birds, which support the European and national nature conservation designations applicable to West Solent and Beaulieu River mouth area. This function would continue to be provided if defences maintained.

It is the policy intention that the undefended and unmanaged shoreline within this frontage, such as Gull Island, remains undefended. This privately owned frontage is within the New Forest National Park.
Due to the types and extent of nature conservation designations for the Western Solent and Beaulieu River mouth, if defences were not maintained, realigned landwards or setback defences constructed these options would all result in tidal inundation of the hinterland resulting in the loss of designated freshwater and coastal grazing marsh habitats and their function as a high tide roost site, which would need to be recreated in a more sustainable site elsewhere. 

Despite the continued maintenance of flood defences by the landowner, managed realignment opportunities in the medium to long term are likely to be required, as the increasing risk of flooding from both the Solent and the Beaulieu River may require additional defences to protect properties further to the west at Park Shore. 
Existing privately owned defences may be maintained through permissive development rights of private landowners; the rights of private owners to maintain their defences remain regardless of the SMP policy. Property level flood defences may be appropriate where flood risk will increase in the longer-term. 

Due to the environmental designations within Western Solent maintenance of defence structures will result however, in the continued loss of European and national nature conservation designated habitats such as inter-tidal foreshore habitats, through coastal squeeze. These losses will need to be mitigated within the same designated area or compensated for elsewhere and delivered through the Regional Habitat Creation Programme. Opportunities for habitat mitigation and compensation have been detailed within the Appropriate Assessment of the final policies. 


	Policy changes through Public Consultation
The policies proposed for consultation were HTL / HTL* / MR. The * in epoch 2 indicated that further detailed studies were required to understand the role that the Farlington Marshes has in the Solent-wide network of wildfowl and wading bird roost sites and to determine the feasibility of managed realignment opportunities in the medium to long-term. Following discussions and consultation with landowners the HTL* in epoch 2 and MR policy in epoch 3 were amended to reflect landowner’s intentions for future defence management at Beaulieu River mouth. 

An Information Note for landowners, planners and developers on privately owned coastal defences and coastal planning issues has been produced.



	Funding
Central government funding may be secured for identified works associated with managed realignment. As is currently the case, no public funding would be available for continued maintenance of defences by private owners.


	Further Studies (identified in Action Plan)

Conclusion of the Western Solent Coastal Defence Strategy

Solent-wide network of high tide roost site study


	Policy Unit 5C19 Park Shore to Sowley

	Summary description of Policy Unit

The privately owned foreshore and surrounding hinterland, including agricultural grade 2 land and individual residential properties are within New Forest National Park. The area within the tidal floodplain includes the residential properties is potentially at risk from coastal flooding from the Solent and from the Beaulieu River. The existing defences are privately maintained. The inter-tidal foreshore is of International, European and national nature conservation importance. It is also part of a National Nature Reserve. 



	Final policy options


	SMP1 Ref

LYM6 Hold the Line

	Epoch 1
From Present Day 

(up to 2025)
	Epoch 2
Medium Term

(2025 to 2055)
	Epoch 3
Long Term

(2055 to 2105)

	Hold the Line
	Hold the Line
	Hold the Line *

(further detailed studies required for management of site)

	Summary of rationale behind final policy options

The final policy options to continue to maintain the privately owned and maintained defence line reflect landowner’s intentions for future management of their defences.

Maintaining the current privately owned and maintained line of defence would provide coastal flood protection to residential properties, designated coastal grazing marsh and agricultural hinterland and maintain the high tide roost function these areas currently provide.

The * in epoch 3 indicates that, despite the continued maintenance of flood defences by the landowner, managed realignment opportunities in the medium to long term are likely to be required, as the increasing risk of flooding from both the Solent and the Beaulieu River and the possible implications of the management practices undertaken in neighbouring frontages, may require additional defences to protect properties further to the west at Park Shore. 
Existing privately owned defences may be maintained through permissive development rights of private landowners; the rights of private owners to maintain their defences remain regardless of the SMP policy. 

Due to the environmental designations within Western Solent maintenance of defence structures will result however, in the continued loss of European and national nature conservation designated habitats such as inter-tidal foreshore habitats, through coastal squeeze. These losses will need to be mitigated within the same designated area or compensated for elsewhere and delivered through the Regional Habitat Creation Programme. Opportunities for habitat mitigation and compensation have been detailed within the Appropriate Assessment of the final policies. 


	Policy changes through Public Consultation
None. An Information Note for landowners, planners and developers on privately owned coastal defences and coastal planning issues has been produced.



	Funding
It is unlikely that central government funding would be secured for identified works, but may be secured for those associated with managed realignment of future defences in this or adjacent frontage to manage increased flood risk. As is currently the case, no public funding would be available for continued maintenance of defences by private owners.


	Further Studies (identified in Action Plan)

Conclusion of the Western Solent Coastal Defence Strategy, including managed realignment requirements and future flood risk implications for the Park Shore and Beaulieu River mouth area.
Solent-wide network of high tide roost site study


	Policy Unit 5C20 Sowley to Elmer’s Court 

	Summary description of Policy Unit

This majority of this frontage is undeveloped and undefended except for a few individual residential privately owned properties. The foreshore and surrounding hinterland, including agricultural grade 2 and 3 land, are within New Forest National Park. The tidal floodplain is restricted due to rising land and topography, although extends inland in the area of the Sowley inlet, south of Sowley Pond, and affects a few properties located immediately behind privately owned and maintained defences. There are inter-tidal habitats of International, European and national nature conservation importance. The intertidal saltmarshes and mudflats are within a Local Nature Reserve and Wildlife Trust Reserve. These and inland areas provide high tide roost sites and support the adjacent and nearby SPA/Ramsar sites, Heritage assets include registered Parks and Gardens, Conservation Area, listed buildings, and maritime features.



	Final policy options


	SMP1 Ref

LYM5 Managed Realignment

	Epoch 1
From Present Day 

(up to 2025)
	Epoch 2
Medium Term

(2025 to 2055)
	Epoch 3
Long Term

(2055 to 2105)

	No Active Intervention


	No Active Intervention
	No Active Intervention

	Summary of rationale behind final policy options

The policy intention is to allow the largely undefended and unmanaged shoreline, to continue to be undefended and naturally evolve, which will continue to provide landscape benefits within the New Forest National Park area. 
The natural topography of the river valley largely confines the extent of the tidal floodplain, but it may be necessary for further property-level defences to be implemented at the small numbers of individual properties and heritage sites as the flood risk increases over the longer-term. 
Whilst relatively low, the rates of erosion and sediment transport within the West Solent are likely to increase under rising sea levels, particularly as the saltmarshes within Lymington River estuary continue to erode and provide a decreasing level of natural protection to the shoreline. The tidal flood risk to properties along this privately owned shoreline is constrained due to the naturally rising hinterland, both now and over the next 100 years.
Increased rates of shoreline erosion of the privately owned shoreline will provide a source of mixed sand and shingle to the foreshore and increase rates and volumes of sediment transport to the low-lying barrier beaches to the east, which will improve protection to the environmentally important areas vulnerable to coastal flooding in adjacent frontages, such as Sowley Spit. Maintenance of existing defences is unlikely to prevent further loss or damage to woodland adjacent or close to the shoreline due to rising ground and sea water levels.
Opportunities for habitat mitigation and compensation have been detailed within the Appropriate Assessment of the final policies.


	Policy changes through Public Consultation
None. Private landowners were concerned that an SMP policy of No Active Intervention would preclude them from continuing or obtaining planning permission to maintain their defences, which is not the intention of the policy. An Information Note for landowners, planners and developers on privately owned coastal defences and coastal planning issues has been produced.



	Funding
No defence works identified. As is currently the case, no public funding would be available for continued maintenance of defences by private owners.


	Further Studies (identified in Action Plan)

Conclusion of the Western Solent Coastal Defence Strategy

Solent-wide network of high tide roost site study


	Policy Unit 5C21 Elmer’s Court to Lymington Yacht Haven

	Summary description of Policy Unit

This developed frontage comprises the Lymington River and contains significant numbers of residential properties, industrial and commercial assets, marinas, boat yards, moorings and a life boat station. The majority of this frontage has marine-based activities that are defended with seawalls, quay wall and concrete/rock revetments, with the majority of these defences privately owned and maintained, although the Environment Agency also maintain some flood defence assets. Network Rail maintains a length of defence that protects the branch line serving the ferry terminal. The foreshore and surrounding hinterland (but excluding Lymington Town) is within the New Forest National Park. The tidal floodplain is relatively restricted on the east bank due to topography, but the west bank is much more extensive and covers the residential and commercial centre and transport network. There is a cross-Solent ferry service operating from the east bank of the river. There is also a former landfill site east of Bath Road; this reclaimed land is now an amenity open space. The saltmarshes and mudflats in the estuary are within a Local Nature Reserve and Wildlife Trust Reserve. Inter-tidal and transitional freshwater habitats in the estuary and upstream of Bridge Road are of International, European and national nature conservation importance. These and inland areas provide high tide roost sites and support the adjacent and nearby SPA/Ramsar sites. Heritage assets include Conservation Areas, historic and listed buildings, and maritime features. Local issues within the Lymington estuary include proposed schemes for harbour protection, saltmarsh erosion and inter-tidal habitat management. 

	Final policy options


	SMP1 Ref

LYM Hold the Line

	Epoch 1
From Present Day 

(up to 2025)
	Epoch 2
Medium Term

(2025 to 2055)
	Epoch 3
Long Term

(2055 to 2105)

	Hold the Line
with localised Managed Realignment at Lymington Reedbeds


	Hold the Line
	Hold the Line 



	Summary of rationale behind final policy options
The key policy driver for continued maintenance of the line of defence in the Lymington River is to provide flood protection to significant numbers of residential properties, industrial and commercial assets, transport links and infrastructure within Lymington’s developed frontage. Marinas, cross-Solent Ferry Terminal and other waterside developments will also benefit from continued maintenance. The extent of the tidal floodplain is relatively restricted on the east bank of the river due to the topography; however, on the west bank it is much more extensive. 

The intention of the regulated tidal exchange option for the Lymington reedbed site, through modifications to the tidal sluice gate operations is to allow the freshwater, reedbed and inter-tidal habitats to migrate upstream in the longer term and to improve standards of protection to properties upstream. 
Management of flood defences on the banks of the Lymington River will need to be continued and implemented but should consider implications of other harbour protection measures that are proposed in short to long-term.

Due to the environmental designations within Western Solent and the Lymington River maintenance of defence structures will result however, in the continued erosion and loss of European and national nature conservation designated habitats such as inter-tidal foreshore habitats, through coastal squeeze. These losses will need to be mitigated within the same designated area or compensated for elsewhere and delivered through the Regional Habitat Creation Programme. Opportunities for habitat mitigation and compensation have been detailed within the Appropriate Assessment of the final policies.


	Policy changes through Public Consultation
Localised regulated tidal exchange for the Lymington River reedbed site changed from epoch 3 to epoch 1 to reflect proposed management approach. 
An Information Note for landowners, planners and developers on privately owned coastal defences and coastal planning issues has been produced.



	Funding
Central government funding may be secured for identified works and those associated with managed realignment/environmental enhancement. As is currently the case, no public funding would be available for continued maintenance of defences by private owners.


	Further Studies (identified in Action Plan)

Conclusion of the Western Solent Coastal Defence Strategy

Solent-wide network of high tide roost site study


	Policy Unit 5C22 Lymington Yacht Haven to Saltgrass Lane

	Summary description of Policy Unit

This frontage extends from the marina at the southern end of the residential and commercial centre of Lymington Town, westwards to the tidal inlet at Sturt Pond, a tidal pond landward of Hurst Spit and Milford-on-Sea. Within the extensive tidal floodplain, which extends up the Avon Water valley, and the Dane Stream into Milford-on-Sea, the hinterland is largely undeveloped, but does contain individual residential properties, commercial and industrial assets, agricultural grade 2 land, former landfill sites and a gravel extraction site. The existing seawall defence was constructed 1990-92 following the breaching of Hurst Spit, which caused widespread failure along the previous embankment, and caused significant flooding to Keyhaven, Lymington, and throughout the West Solent. The Environment Agency maintains the seawall defence on behalf of the various private landowners and authorities. The foreshore and surrounding hinterland, that includes Keyhaven village but excludes Lymington Town, is within the New Forest National Park. Keyhaven has a small commercial fishing fleet, boat yards and sailing clubs. The existing seawall also provides important coastal access to and along the coast, which is limited within the West Solent. The inter-tidal saltmarshes and mudflats fronting the defences are within a Wildlife Trust Reserve, whereas the transitional freshwater habitats, saline lagoons, and reed beds landward of the defences are within a Local Nature Reserve. Both the inter-tidal and transitional freshwater habitats are of International, European and national nature conservation importance. These and inland areas provide very important high tide roost sites and support the adjacent and nearby SPA/Ramsar sites. Heritage assets include Scheduled Ancient Monuments, Conservation Area, historic and listed buildings, and maritime features.



	Final policy options


	SMP1 Ref

LYM3 Hold the Line

	Epoch 1
From Present Day 

(up to 2025)
	Epoch 2
Medium Term

(2025 to 2055)
	Epoch 3
Long Term

(2055 to 2105)

	Hold the Line


	Hold the Line
	Hold the Line

	Summary of rationale behind final policy options

The key policy drivers to maintain the current EA maintained line of defence are to provide protection to an extensive area that covers undeveloped and agricultural land, as well as residential properties, commercial and industrial assets and a former landfill site. The area landward of the seawall is an Internationally, European and nationally designated site for its coastal grazing marsh, brackish lagoons and freshwater habitats and internationally important numbers of wildfowl and wading birds and provides a key refuge site within the Solent-wide network of high tide roost sites. 
The nature reserve and seawall provide important coastal access to and along the Solent, which is limited within the Western Solent. It is also an important amenity and open space for the local communities. 
Further detailed studies are required to determine the potential opportunities for localised habitat creation or environmental enhancement at Saltgrass Lane and Avon Water, which need to consider a range of options, such as regulated tidal exchange, changes in land use and management and setback defences. 
However maintenance and improvements to defences is unlikely to provide long term protection to the former landfill site and the saline and brackish lagoons immediately landward of the seawall, due to rising ground and sea water levels. A detailed assessment that addresses the socio-economic and environmental implications will be required, to determine the management option for the former landfill site in the medium to long term. 
Due to the environmental designations within Western Solent maintenance of defence structures, realignment or construction of setback defences will result however, in the continued loss of European and national nature conservation designated habitats such as inter-tidal foreshore habitats, through coastal squeeze. These losses will need to be mitigated within the same designated area or compensated for elsewhere and delivered through the Regional Habitat Creation Programme. Opportunities for habitat mitigation and compensation have been detailed within the Appropriate Assessment of the final policies.


	Policy changes through Public Consultation
None. 



	Funding
Central government funding may be secured for identified works and those associated with potential future managed realignment/environmental enhancement. 



	Further Studies (identified in Action Plan)

Conclusion of the Western Solent Coastal Defence Strategy

Solent-wide network of high tide roost site study

Contaminated Land investigations (for Pennington frontage)


	Policy Unit 5F01 Hurst Spit

	Summary description of Policy Unit

The shingle barrier spit is maintained by the Local Authority on behalf of private owners, English Heritage and the County Council. There are no residential properties on the spit but this feature does provide significant flood defence and coastal protection to the extensive low-lying hinterland throughout the West Solent that comprises of residential properties, industrial, heritage and commercial assets, amenity land and facilities and agricultural land, from widespread tidal flooding. The spit and inter-tidal habitats in the lee of the spit are within the New Forest National Park and a Wildlife Trust Reserve. Keyhaven village has a small commercial fishing fleet, boat yards and sailing clubs. The spit provides important coastal access, which is limited within the West Solent. There are inter-tidal and vegetated shingle habitats of International, European and national nature conservation importance. These and areas within the nearby hinterland provide very important high tide roost sites and support the adjacent and nearby SPA/Ramsar sites. Heritage assets include Hurst Castle, Hurst Spit Lighthouse, a Scheduled Ancient Monument, historic and listed buildings, and maritime features. The spit is a popular and important recreational and amenity attraction and is part of the Solent Way.



	Final policy options


	SMP1 Ref

CBY7 Hold the Line
LYM1, 2 No Active Intervention

	Epoch 1
From Present Day 

(up to 2025)
	Epoch 2
Medium Term

(2025 to 2055)
	Epoch 3
Long Term

(2055 to 2105)

	Hold the Line


	Hold the Line
	Hold the Line

	Summary of rationale behind final policy options

The key policy driver for the continued maintenance of Hurst Spit is the strategic importance of the feature and the substantial benefits it affords throughout the Western Solent. The ongoing management of Hurst Spit, through beach recycling and replenishment operations, as detailed through the existing Beach Management Plan, and maintenance of rock structures as appropriate, is necessary to reduce the risk of breaching and subsequent tidal flooding to substantial numbers of residential properties, commercial, industrial assets and facilities, in Keyhaven, Lymington, transport and associated infrastructure, along with the agricultural hinterland, within the Western Solent frontage. The heritage features on the spit will also benefit from continued management of the spit.

The internationally important inter-tidal habitats in the lee of the spit, and immediately landward of existing defences throughout the western Solent, would continue to benefit from the shelter afforded by the spit but would still be vulnerable to rising sea levels. The spit, along with Hurst Castle, is a popular heritage and recreation site and marks the western end of the coastline within the New Forest National Park. Coastal monitoring will be key to the successful management of this frontage. 
The coastal processes acting within Christchurch Bay and on Hurst Spit and in the Western Solent have been considered when assessing the policy and management implications for the continuation of management of the spit. These factors in conjunction with the policy drivers and benefits and the policy recommendations for frontages within Christchurch Bay as determined through the Poole and Christchurch Bay SMP have been appraised when defining the policy unit boundaries for Hurst Spit. The spit forms the boundary with the neighbouring Poole and Christchurch Bays Shoreline Management Plan which details how the coastline to the west of here will be managed.
Due to the environmental designations within Western Solent maintenance of defence structures will result however, in the continued loss of European and national nature conservation designated habitats such as inter-tidal foreshore habitats, through coastal squeeze. These losses will need to be mitigated within the same designated area or compensated for elsewhere and delivered through the Regional Habitat Creation Programme. Opportunities for habitat mitigation and compensation have been detailed within the Appropriate Assessment of the final policies.



	Policy changes through Public Consultation
None. 



	Funding
Central government funding is likely to be secured for ongoing maintenance works to the shingle spit, in line with the current Beach Management Plan. North Point would be allowed to develop naturally, while continuing to provide a source of shingle for recycling, along with continued maintenance of the rock structures.


	Further Studies (identified in Action Plan)

Conclusion of the Western Solent Coastal Defence Strategy

Solent-wide network of high tide roost site study




	Policy Unit 5API01 Langstone Harbour entrance to Portsmouth Harbour entrance (harbour)

	Summary description of Policy Unit

This unit covers the Portsea Island frontage shared by Portsmouth and Langstone harbours, and excludes the open coast lengths. Within the extensive tidal floodplain are the heavily developed and populated conurbations of Portsmouth City that comprise residential and MOD properties and facilities, as well as a number of former landfill sites, sewage works and associated critical infrastructure. There are also the commercial operations of the Cross Channel Ferry Port and other industries. The majority of the existing defences are maintained by the Local Authority; a significant proportion of the remainder are owned and maintained by the MOD, with short lengths that are privately owned. There are critically important transport network and infrastructure connections between Portsea Island and the mainland. Analysis of shoreline erosion (see Appendix C5) indicates the rate and scale of coastal processes are less within the harbours than on the open coast. Significant proportions of the inter-tidal habitats within Portsmouth and Langstone Harbours are of International, European and national nature conservation importance, and support the nearby and adjacent SPA/Ramsar sites. Heritage assets include Scheduled Ancient Monument, Conservation Areas, registered Parks and Gardens, historic and listed buildings, and maritime features. This frontage has been assessed in the approved Portsea Island Coastal Defence Strategy, which has recommended a HTL policy for the frontage.



	Final policy options


	SMP1 Ref n/a


	Epoch 1
From Present Day 

(up to 2025)
	Epoch 2
Medium Term

(2025 to 2055)
	Epoch 3
Long Term

(2055 to 2105)

	Hold the Line


	Hold the Line
	Hold the Line

	Summary of rationale behind final policy options
The final policy options are consistent with the approved Portsea Island Coastal Defence Strategy. 

The long-term policy recommendation for both the harbour frontages of Portsea Island is to maintain, sustain and improve the current standard of the defences. Such works would provide considerable economic and societal benefits to the heavily developed and populated conurbations of Portsmouth City that comprise substantial numbers of residential properties, MOD facilities, cross-harbour transport networks and associated infrastructure, open spaces and heritage sites and features. The commercial operations of the Cross Channel Ferry Port, heritage assets and amenity open spaces, would also benefit from ongoing flood protection. The majority of the existing defences are maintained by the local authority or MOD with short lengths in private ownership. On the eastern side of Portsea Island the recreation and amenity open spaces also provide an important habitat function as a component of the Solent-wide network of wildfowl and wader high tide roost sites, which will be protected behind managed defences.
Due to the environmental designations within Langstone and Portsmouth Harbours, holding the defence line will continue to contribute towards the loss of European and national nature conservation designated habitats such as inter-tidal foreshore habitats, through coastal squeeze. These losses will need to be mitigated within the same designated area or compensated for elsewhere and delivered through the Regional Habitat Creation Programme. Opportunities for habitat mitigation and compensation have been detailed within the Appropriate Assessment of the final policies. 


	Policy changes through Public Consultation
None



	Funding
It is likely that central government funding could be secured for majority of identified works, as determined through the approved Portsea Island Coastal Defence Strategy. As long as the MOD continue to own and occupy sites on Portsea Island, funding the identified maintenance and improvement works may also need to be secured through the MOD.


	Further Studies (identified in Action Plan)

Conclusion and approval of Portchester to Emsworth Coastal Defence Strategy

Portsmouth Harbour entrance to Portchester Flood and Coastal Erosion Risk Management Strategy



	Policy Unit 5API02 Langstone Harbour entrance to Portsmouth Harbour entrance (open coast)

	Summary description of Policy Unit

The extensive tidal floodplain covers the open coast frontage of Portsea Island frontage, and the heavily developed and populated residential areas of Southsea and Eastney. Also within the flood plain are MOD properties and facilities, as well as commercial assets, such as hovercraft terminal, tourism and leisure facilities, amenity facilities and open spaces, lifeboat station, sewage works and associated infrastructure. The majority of the existing defences are maintained by the Local Authority, whilst the others are owned and maintained by the MOD. There is a critically important railway network within this unit.  The eastern end of the frontage includes vegetated shingle and inter-tidal habitats that are of International, European nature conservation importance, and support the nearby and adjacent SPA/Ramsar sites. There are Heritage assets within the tidal floodplain but on the higher ground include Scheduled Ancient Monuments, Conservation Areas, registered Parks and Gardens, historic and listed buildings, and maritime features. This frontage has been assessed in the approved Portsea Island Coastal Defence Strategy, which has recommended a HTL policy for the frontage.



	Final policy options


	SMP1 Ref

CPU8, 9 Hold the Line

	Epoch 1
From Present Day 

(up to 2025)
	Epoch 2
Medium Term

(2025 to 2055)
	Epoch 3
Long Term

(2055 to 2105)

	Hold the Line


	Hold the Line
	Hold the Line

	Summary of rationale behind final policy options

The final policy options are consistent with the approved Portsea Island Coastal Defence Strategy. 

The long-term policy recommendation for the open coast frontage of Portsea Island is to maintain, sustain and improve the current standard of the defences here over the next 100 years. Such works would provide considerable economic and societal benefits to the heavily developed and populated conurbations of Portsmouth City that comprise substantial numbers of residential properties, MOD facilities, transport networks and associated infrastructure. Heritage assets and amenity open spaces, such as Southsea common, Eastney common and Langstone recreation ground would also benefit from ongoing flood protection. Maintenance of defence structures is likely to result in the narrowing and lowering of the important amenity beaches on the open coast therefore careful beach management is promoted. The majority of the existing defences are maintained by the local authority or MOD with short lengths in private ownership.

	Policy changes through Public Consultation
None



	Funding
It is likely that central government funding could be secured for majority of identified works, as determined through the approved Portsea Island Coastal Defence Strategy. As long as the MOD continue to own and occupy sites on Portsea Island, funding the identified maintenance and improvement works may also need to be secured through the MOD.


	Further Studies (identified in Action Plan)

Conclusion and approval of Portchester to Emsworth Coastal Defence Strategy

Portsmouth Harbour entrance to Portchester Flood and Coastal Erosion Risk Management Strategy



	Policy Unit 5AHI01 Langstone Bridge to Northney Farm

	Summary description of Policy Unit

This frontage is within Chichester Harbour AONB. The existing defences are currently maintained by the County Council, the Local Authority, Highways Authority and private individuals. Inter-tidal and transitional freshwater habitats of International, European and national nature conservation importance provide high tide roost sites for waders and waterfowl and support nearby and adjacent SPA/Ramsar sites. There are relatively low numbers of residential properties and commercial assets and facilities, including a marina, that are within the extensive tidal floodplain, along with the transport network link to the mainland and to the rest of the island. There are Heritage assets within the tidal floodplain but on the higher ground include historic and listed buildings, monuments and maritime features. Analysis of shoreline erosion (see Appendix C5) indicates the rate and scale of coastal processes are less within the harbours than on the open coast.



	Final policy options


	SMP1 Ref n/a


	Epoch 1
From Present Day 

(up to 2025)
	Epoch 2
Medium Term

(2025 to 2055)
	Epoch 3
Long Term

(2055 to 2105)

	Hold the Line


	Hold the Line
	Hold the Line

	Summary of rationale behind final policy options

The intention of the policy is to continue to maintain the current line of defence for this frontage on Hayling Island, which is within the Chichester Harbour Area of Outstanding Natural Beauty. This management approach will provide economic and societal benefits to the wider North Hayling community, residential properties and commercial facilities, including a marina, and the cross-harbour infrastructure and transport links which are located within an extensive area of tidal flood risk. Access and transport links to/from the facilities and residential properties on Hayling Island will continue to be maintained. Subsequent flood and coastal erosion risk management strategy studies and works will need to consider surface water run off land drainage and flood water storage issues. 
Due to the environmental designations within Langstone and Chichester Harbours continued maintenance of defence structures will result in the continued loss of European and national nature conservation designated habitats such as inter-tidal foreshore habitats, through coastal squeeze. These losses will need to be mitigated within the same designated area or compensated for elsewhere and delivered through the Regional Habitat Creation Programme. Opportunities for habitat mitigation and compensation have been detailed within the Appropriate Assessment of the final policies. 

	Policy changes through Public Consultation
The Policy Unit boundary at the Langstone highway bridge abutment has been slightly amended (from the eastern side to the western side) so the access, highway and transport issues can be managed collectively when considering flood risk management options. 



	Funding
It is uncertain whether central government funding would be secured for identified works. As is currently the case, no public funding would be available for continued maintenance of defences by private owners.


	Further Studies (identified in Action Plan)

Hayling Island Flood and Coastal Erosion Risk Management Strategy 


	Policy Unit 5AHI02 Northney Farm

	Summary description of Policy Unit

This agricultural frontage is within Chichester Harbour AONB, and comprises grade 1 and 2 land. The existing defences are currently owned and maintained by private individuals. Inter-tidal and transitional freshwater habitats of International, European and national nature conservation importance provide important high tide roost sites for waders and waterfowl and support nearby and adjacent SPA/Ramsar sites. There are relatively low numbers of residential properties and commercial assets and facilities that are within the extensive tidal floodplain. Heritage assets include St Peter’s Conservation Area, historic and listed buildings, monuments and maritime features. This policy unit encompasses an important access/egress to Northney during the flooding that occurs frequently. Analysis of shoreline erosion (see Appendix C5) indicates the rate and scale of coastal processes are less within the harbours than on the open coast. There are significant local community concerns relating to pluvial, surface water run off flood storage issues.


	Final policy options


	SMP1 Ref n/a


	Epoch 1
From Present Day 

(up to 2025)
	Epoch 2
Medium Term

(2025 to 2055)
	Epoch 3
Long Term

(2055 to 2105)

	Hold The Line
No public funding available for private defences

	Hold The Line

No public funding available for private defences

	Hold The Line*

No public funding available for private defences
 (*Further detailed studies are required which consider whether MR may occur)

	Summary of rationale behind final policy options
The final policy options to continue to maintain the privately owned and maintained defence line reflect landowner’s intentions for continued maintenance of defences as a  precautionary management approach until further detailed studies have been concluded that determine the future management of the site.
Maintenance of the current privately owned and maintained defence line will provide protection to an extensive area of agricultural land and associated outbuildings and environmentally important and designated habitats, such as coastal grazing marsh, that are located within the extensive tidal floodplain. The grazing marshes and agricultural hinterland also provide an important habitat function as they are important components of the Solent-wide network of high tide roost and feeding sites for wildfowl and wading birds, which support the European and national nature conservation designations applicable to Langstone and Chichester Harbours. This function would continue to be provided if defences maintained. Flood defence management approaches will need to be integrated with solutions for surface water run off and flood storage issues. The management approach in the short and medium-term also reflects the uncertainties associated with the environmental, land drainage and recreational impacts and concerns from coastal community and supports the precautionary approach that has been determined. 

In the longer-term, construction of new defences landward of the current privately owned and maintained defences would improve the standard of protection and provide flood storage capacity benefits to the wider community within this area of Hayling Island but would result in a change in private land use and a loss of agricultural land. The area at risk from tidal flood inundation has been identified as a potential intertidal habitat creation site. Due to the topography of the agricultural land there is the potential for coastal habitat to naturally migrate inland in response to rising sea levels and depending upon the extent of land available, designated coastal grazing marsh may not need to be recreated in advance of a change in defence management. 
Due to the environmental designations within Chichester Harbour, continued maintenance of defence structures, and potentially realignment of defences in the longer-term will result however, in the continued loss of European and national nature conservation designated habitats such as inter-tidal foreshore habitats, through coastal squeeze. These losses will need to be mitigated within the same designated area or compensated for elsewhere and delivered through the Regional Habitat Creation Programme. Opportunities for habitat mitigation and compensation have been detailed within the Appropriate Assessment of the final policies. 


	Policy changes through Public Consultation
The policies proposed for consultation were MR / HTL / HTL. Following discussions and consultation with landowners the policy options were amended to reflect landowner’s comments regarding future defence management at Northney Farm and to apply a precautionary management approach until further detailed studies have been concluded, replacement habitat has been created and/or until such a time as understanding of these complex issues lead the landowner to take an alternative approach. 

An Information Note for landowners, planners and developers on privately owned coastal defences and coastal planning issues has been produced.

	Funding
Central government funding may be secured for works associated with managed realignment. As is currently the case, no public funding would be available for continued maintenance of defences by private owners.

	Further Studies (identified in Action Plan)
Hayling Island Flood and Coastal Erosion Risk Management Strategy
Solent-wide network of high tide roost site study


	Policy Unit 5AHI03 Northney Farm to Mengham

	Summary description of Policy Unit

This frontage is within Chichester Harbour AONB, and comprises various grade lands. The existing defences are currently owned and maintained by private individuals. Inter-tidal and transitional freshwater habitats of International, European and national nature conservation importance provide important high tide roost sites for waders (at Tournerbury, Gutner Point and Verner Common) and waterfowl and support nearby and adjacent SPA/Ramsar sites. There are relatively low numbers of residential properties and commercial assets and facilities that are within the extensive tidal floodplain. Although there is a school, golf course and critical road access at flood risk. Heritage assets include Scheduled Ancient Monuments, historic and listed buildings, monuments and maritime features. 



	Final policy options


	SMP1 Ref n/a


	Epoch 1
From Present Day 

(up to 2025)
	Epoch 2
Medium Term

(2025 to 2055)
	Epoch 3
Long Term

(2055 to 2105)

	Hold the Line
No public funding available for private defences
	Hold the Line 

No public funding available for private defences 
	Hold the Line 

No public funding available for private defences 

	Summary of rationale behind final policy options

The final policy options to continue to maintain the privately owned and maintained defence line reflect landowner’s intentions for future management of their defences, thus removing the potential opportunity for intertidal habitat creation at Tournerbury, Verner Common and Pound Marsh.  
The low-lying land on the eastern side of Hayling Island results in an extensive tidal flood plain coupled with surface water run off and flood water storage issues. Maintenance of the current defence line will provide protection to residential properties, commercial assets, recreational facilities, local transport links and associated infrastructure, which are located within the flood risk area. Flood defence management approaches will need to be integrated with solutions for surface water run off and flood storage issues.
Continued maintenance of defences will also afford protection to agricultural hinterland and designated coastal grazing marsh habitats, which also provide an important habitat function as they are important components of the Solent-wide network of high tide roost and feeding sites for wildfowl and wading birds, which support the European and national nature conservation designations applicable to Langstone and Chichester Harbours. This function would continue to be provided if defences maintained. 

Due to the environmental designations within Chichester Harbour, continued maintenance of defence structures will result however, in the continued loss of European and national nature conservation designated habitats such as inter-tidal foreshore habitats, through coastal squeeze. These losses will need to be mitigated within the same designated area or compensated for elsewhere and delivered through the Regional Habitat Creation Programme. Opportunities for habitat mitigation and compensation have been detailed within the Appropriate Assessment of the final policies. 


	Policy changes through Public Consultation
The policies proposed for consultation were HTL / HTL* / MR. The * in epoch 2 indicated that further detailed studies were required to understand the role that the Farlington Marshes has in the Solent-wide network of wildfowl and wading bird roost sites and to determine the feasibility of managed realignment opportunities in the medium to long-term. 

Following discussions and consultation with landowners the HTL* in epoch 2 and MR policy in epoch 3 were amended to reflect landowner’s objection to MR policy option and their intentions for future defence management between Northney Farm and Mengham. 

An Information Note for landowners, planners and developers on privately owned coastal defences and coastal planning issues has been produced.



	Funding
Central government funding may be secured for identified works and those associated with managed realignment. As is currently the case, no public funding would be available for continued maintenance of defences by private owners.


	Further Studies (identified in Action Plan)

Hayling Island Flood and Coastal Erosion Risk Management Strategy



	Policy Unit 5AHI04 Mengham to Chichester Harbour entrance

	Summary description of Policy Unit

This frontage is within Chichester Harbour AONB. Significant numbers of residential properties at Eastoke, Selsmore and Mengham and commercial assets and facilities, including marinas and boat yards, are within the extensive tidal floodplain. The majority of the existing defences are maintained by the Environment Agency, with relatively short sections owned and maintained by private individuals and the private sailing club. Inter-tidal and transitional freshwater habitats of International, European and national nature conservation importance provides important high tide roost sites for waders and waterfowl (at Selsmore) and support nearby and adjacent SPA/Ramsar sites. Heritage assets include monuments and maritime features. The Selsmore to Mengham Strategy (unapproved) may provide useful detail for the management of the frontage and for subsequent studies.


	Final policy options


	SMP1 Ref n/a


	Epoch 1
From Present Day 

(up to 2025)
	Epoch 2
Medium Term

(2025 to 2055)
	Epoch 3
Long Term

(2055 to 2105)

	Hold the Line


	Hold the Line
	Hold the Line

	Summary of rationale behind final policy options

Maintaining the defence line through upgrades and maintenance would provide economic and societal benefits to significant numbers of residential properties, commercial assets and local transport networks, as well as amenity open space and facilities, which are located within the extensive tidal floodplain covering the southeast region of Hayling Island. Although the Selsmore Mengham Strategy was not concluded or approved it may provide useful detail in subsequent studies
Due to the environmental designations within Chichester Harbour, continued maintenance of defence structures will result however, in the continued loss of European and national nature conservation designated habitats such as inter-tidal foreshore habitats, through coastal squeeze. These losses will need to be mitigated within the same designated area or compensated for elsewhere and delivered through the Regional Habitat Creation Programme. Opportunities for habitat mitigation and compensation have been detailed within the Appropriate Assessment of the final policies. 


	Policy changes through Public Consultation
None. The Policy Unit boundary at Selsmore will be reviewed, and amended if necessary, in proposed Hayling Island Flood and Coastal Erosion Risk Management Strategy.

	Funding
It is likely that central government funding could be secured for majority of identified works. As is currently the case, no public funding would be available for continued maintenance of defences by private owners.


	Further Studies (identified in Action Plan)

Hayling Island Flood and Coastal Erosion Risk Management Strategy



	Policy Unit 5AHI05 Chichester Harbour entrance to Langstone Harbour entrance (open coast)

	Summary description of Policy Unit

An extensive tidal floodplain covers the western and eastern ends of this frontage of Hayling Island’s open coast. Significant numbers of residential properties at Eastoke, and commercial assets and facilities and transport networks are within the extensive tidal floodplain. The eastern end of the unit is within Chichester Harbour AONB. In contrast the western end is not as intensively developed with relatively small numbers of residential properties or commercial assets and facilities but does include a fairground, a links golf course and amenity open space. The existing defences on central section of the frontage are maintained by the Local Authority. The defences to the east are maintained by the Local Authority with short sections maintained by a private sailing club. The majority of the existing defences on the western side of the frontage are owned and maintained by private individuals. Inter-tidal, vegetated shingle, sand dune and transitional freshwater habitats of International, European and national nature conservation importance provide important high tide roost sites for waders and waterfowl (e.g. on existing defences) and support nearby and adjacent SPA/Ramsar sites. Sandy Point is a Local Nature Reserve. Heritage assets within the tidal flood plain include Conservation Areas, Scheduled Ancient Monuments and maritime features. The approved Eastoke Strategy provides useful detail for the management of the frontage and for subsequent studies


	Final policy options


	SMP1 Ref

CPU7 No Active Intervention 
CPU6 Hold the Line

	Epoch 1
From Present Day 

(up to 2025)
	Epoch 2
Medium Term

(2025 to 2055)
	Epoch 3
Long Term

(2055 to 2105)

	Hold the Line


	Hold the Line
	Hold the Line

	Summary of rationale behind final policy options

The intention is to manage the open coast of Hayling Island as a single frontage through maintenance and improvements to the defence structures and integrated beach management activities, with beach recycling from areas of accretion (e.g. currently at the western end) and replenishment to areas of beach volume depletion (e.g. Eastoke). The approved Eastoke Strategy and the existing Beach Management Plan for Hayling Island frontage details the beach recycling and replenishment requirements that will provide a level of flood protection to coastal communities, commercial assets and local transport networks, amenity open space and facilities, including a golf course. Continued beach management operations will also provide an important amenity beach that contributes to the local and regional economy. 

The tidal floodplain is extensive on the southern region of Hayling island, apart from the central section of the open coast frontage where the relatively higher ground constrains the flood risk area. In order to manage the flood risk from tidal and surface water run off and to address flood storage issues and concerns, the open coast defences need to be considered with respect to the management of defences at Selsmore, Mengham, and the area of the Kench.

The coastal processes, sediment transport volumes and rates are highly dynamic on the open coast of Hayling Island, reflecting the shoreline’s exposure to more extreme wave climates than in other areas within the Solent, and complexities associated with mobile sediments in the channels, bars and deltas at both Langstone and Chichester Harbour entrances. The natural shoreline around Gunner Point should be allowed to evolve with minimal interference. Coastal monitoring will be key to the successful management of this frontage. 


	Policy changes through Public Consultation
None. 


	Funding
It is likely that central government funding could be secured for majority of identified works. As is currently the case, no public funding would be available for continued maintenance of defences by private owners.


	Further Studies (identified in Action Plan)

Hayling Island Flood and Coastal Erosion Risk Management Strategy



	Policy Unit 5AHI06 Langstone Harbour entrance to North Shore Road, New Town

	Summary description of Policy Unit

The harbour margin from Langstone harbour entrance around the Kench and along the shore north of the Sinah Warren Holiday development is subject to flooding and erosion. An extensive tidal floodplain covers the western frontage of Hayling Island’s open coast. It is not intensively developed with relatively small numbers of residential properties or commercial assets and facilities within the tidal floodplain. The existing defences are owned and maintained by private individuals to protect private

gardens and a holiday development, while other lengths have a natural transition to the foreshore, but these may prove to be inadequate in the future under conditions of higher sea level and greater wave energy. Inter-tidal, vegetated shingle and sand dune habitats of International, European and national nature conservation importance supports nearby and adjacent SPA/Ramsar sites. Heritage assets within the tidal flood plain include Conservation Areas, Scheduled Ancient Monument, monuments and maritime features.


	Final policy options


	SMP1 Ref n/a


	Epoch 1
From Present Day 

(up to 2025)
	Epoch 2
Medium Term

(2025 to 2055)
	Epoch 3
Long Term

(2055 to 2105)

	Hold the Line


	Hold the Line
	Hold the Line

	Summary of rationale behind final policy options

Continuing the maintenance of the defence line through upgrades and maintenance to the short lengths of defences will provide economic and societal benefits to residential properties, transport networks, as well as amenity open space and facilities, including a golf course. In order to manage the flood risk from tidal and surface water run off and to address flood storage issues and concerns, the management of defences in the area of the Kench need to be considered with the open coast defences. It may however, be appropriate for the planning authority to consider ways of altering the future land use around the Kench. 
The natural shoreline around Gunner Point should be allowed to evolve with minimal interference. Coastal monitoring will be key to the successful management of this frontage. 
Due to the environmental designations within Langstone Harbour, continued maintenance of defence structures will result however, in the continued loss of European and national nature conservation designated habitats such as inter-tidal foreshore habitats, through coastal squeeze. These losses will need to be mitigated within the same designated area or compensated for elsewhere and delivered through the Regional Habitat Creation Programme. Opportunities for habitat mitigation and compensation have been detailed within the Appropriate Assessment of the final policies. 


	Policy changes through Public Consultation
None. An Information Note for landowners, planners and developers on privately owned coastal defences and coastal planning issues has been produced.



	Funding
It is likely that central government funding could be secured for majority of identified works. As is currently the case, no public funding would be available for continued maintenance of defences by private owners.


	Further Studies (identified in Action Plan)

Hayling Island Flood and Coastal Erosion Risk Management Strategy



	Policy Unit 5AHI07 North Shore Road, New Town to West Lane (Stoke)

	Summary description of Policy Unit

This largely undeveloped frontage comprises agricultural grade 2 land and the regionally important amenity and recreational Hayling Billy footpath. The tidal floodplain is restricted by the topography, as the shoreline is marked by a low cliff for much of its length. The existing defences are owned and maintained by the County Council and private individuals, although there are some sections maintained by the Environment Agency. Inter-tidal habitats of International, European and national nature conservation importance support nearby and adjacent SPA/Ramsar sites. Minimal heritage assets within the tidal flood plain but include monuments, historic buildings and maritime features.



	Final policy options


	SMP1 Ref n/a


	Epoch 1
From Present Day 

(up to 2025)
	Epoch 2
Medium Term

(2025 to 2055)
	Epoch 3
Long Term

(2055 to 2105)

	No Active Intervention

with localised Hold the Line for Newtown
	No Active Intervention

with localised Hold the Line for Newtown


	No Active Intervention

with localised Hold the Line for Newtown

	Summary of rationale behind final policy options

The management intention for the largely undeveloped and undefended western central frontage of Hayling Island is to allow the shoreline to naturally develop as the erosion rates are relatively low, and for currently undefended sections to remain undefended. Although the tidal floodplain is relatively constrained, due to surface water run off flood storage issues there is a requirement for a localised policy of Hold The Line to provide flood protection to Newtown community. The low rates of erosion along this shoreline would result in minimal loss of agricultural land. 
Adaptation options are being considered by Hampshire County Council for future management of Hayling Billy amenity footpath which may need to be rerouted or adapted in response to changes in shoreline position and sea level rises. The footpath is not considered as a defensive structure unless improvements to the seaward face will allow this to function as a secondary defence and create opportunities for natural processes to continue. In terms of mitigation for habitat losses, there are potential sites in the vicinity of Newtown that are topographically suitable for creation of inter-tidal habitats, although these sites would require further detailed economic and environmental studies to determine feasibility and could only proceed subject to landowners consent following further consultations. 

Due to the environmental designations within Chichester Harbour, continued maintenance of defence structures will result however, in the continued loss of European and national nature conservation designated habitats such as inter-tidal foreshore habitats, through coastal squeeze. These losses will need to be mitigated within the same designated area or compensated for elsewhere and delivered through the Regional Habitat Creation Programme. Opportunities for habitat mitigation and compensation have been detailed within the Appropriate Assessment of the final policies. 


	Policy changes through Public Consultation
None. Funding sources clarified. An Information Note for landowners, planners and developers on privately owned coastal defences and coastal planning issues has been produced.



	Funding
For the majority of the frontage no works are identified. For the localised defence works at Newtown, it is uncertain that central government funding could be secured. Alternative sources of public funding may be available to Local Authority or County Council for future adaptive management of footpath and open spaces. As is currently the case, no public funding would be available for continued maintenance of defences by private owners.


	Further Studies (identified in Action Plan)

Hayling Island Flood and Coastal Erosion Risk Management Strategy



	Policy Unit 5AHI08 West Lane (Stoke) to Langstone Bridge

	Summary description of Policy Unit

This largely undeveloped frontage comprises agricultural grade 1 and 2 land. The tidal floodplain is relatively extensive and covers residential and commercial properties and assets, amenity open spaces. There is also a former landfill site, and strategically important cross harbour infrastructure, along with the main transport network link to the rest of the island. The existing defences are maintained by the County Council and the Environment Agency however, the sea wall along this frontage is currently in poor condition and although maintenance is carried out, would be subject to a breach in severe storm conditions. Inter-tidal habitats of International, European and national nature conservation importance support nearby and adjacent SPA/Ramsar sites. Offshore of the oyster beds of the northwest side of Hayling Island, is a Local Nature Reserve extending out into Langstone Harbour, which also contains important high tide roost sites. There are minimal heritage assets within the tidal flood plain, but include monuments and maritime features. 


	Final policy options


	SMP1 Ref n/a


	Epoch 1
From Present Day 

(up to 2025)
	Epoch 2
Medium Term

(2025 to 2055)
	Epoch 3
Long Term

(2055 to 2105)

	Hold the Line*
	Hold the Line*
	Hold the Line*

	(*Further detailed studies are required which may consider regulated tidal exchanges at Stoke and West Northney)

	Summary of rationale behind final policy options

Continued maintenance of the highway embankments would continue the operation of the A27 and, by the planned addition of flood gates and other minor works, provide some additional flood protection to substantial numbers of residential properties, the railway network, commercial and industrial properties and facilities north of the A27. Access and transport links to/from the facilities and residential properties on Hayling Island will continue to be maintained. 
The potential for localised managed realignment opportunities at West Northney and Stoke that could provide increased flood storage capacity benefits, improved standards of protection and intertidal habitat creation will be determined through further detailed studies. 
Due to the environmental designations within Langstone Harbour, continued maintenance of defence structures will result however, in the continued loss of European and national nature conservation designated habitats such as inter-tidal foreshore habitats, through coastal squeeze. These losses will need to be mitigated within the same designated area or compensated for elsewhere and delivered through the Regional Habitat Creation Programme. Opportunities for habitat mitigation and compensation have been detailed within the Appropriate Assessment of the final policies. 


	Policy changes through Public Consultation
The policies proposed for consultation were HTL (potential localised MR at Stoke and West Northney) / HTL / HTL. Following discussions and consultation with landowners the localised MR policies in epoch 1 were amended to reflect landowner’s comments and to apply a precautionary management approach until further detailed studies, including feasibility for regulated tidal exchange, have been concluded to determine future defence management requirements for the sites. 

An Information Note for landowners, planners and developers on privately owned coastal defences and coastal planning issues has been produced.



	Funding
Central government funding may be secured for identified works and those associated with regulated tidal exchange. As is currently the case, no public funding would be available for continued maintenance of defences by private owners.


	Further Studies (identified in Action Plan)

Hayling Island Flood and Coastal Erosion Risk Management Strategy




