From: Roger Spencer <Roger.Spencer@arun.gov.uk>
Sent: 16 September 2021 16:59

To: Tom Day I o - Her, N

Subject: RE: Church Norton Spit - test of alternatives

Dear Tom,

| think we are pretty much past the point of considering options or alternatives. The change (and rate of change) in
the spit/channel alignment is such that undertaking this cut seems to be the only timely, deliverable and therefore
viable option.

Please see comments below against your 6 quoted options

Regards,

encer
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E: ronerspencesr@arun.gov.uk

Sent: 16 September 2021 12:39

To: Dominic Henly || GG - oscr Spencer <Roger.Spenser@arun.gov.uk>

Subject: Church Norton Spit - test of alternatives

1IN This email originated from outside of the organisation. You should take extra care when clicking
links or opening attachments - if you are unsure the content is safe contact the IT Helpdesk before clicking
or opening.

Dear Dom, Roger,

ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL P/93/21/PL



| am at the stage of the test of

alternatives. The 2016 information that has been re-submitted includes the following options:

| am drafting the HRA for the Church Norton Spit applications.

N
H
H

F A

hly email newsletter:

1 news, sign up to our mont

SRR

ordinator
k/newsgl

chester.zov.u

1

hester.gov.uk
For all the latest coronavirus and counci

’l

Chichester District Council

o
(@)
©
-

c C

L QO

£ E

c C

o O
= =

> >

c C
Ll w

>
©
(@]
£
o
-

[72]
[}
—
3
3
O
3
—
=
7]
[72]
[}
C
>
O
—
(@]
[}
—
o
h
[72]
[92]
[72]
O
—
O
()]
k=
e
©
—
[@)]
Q
35
—
()]
£
©
o
2]
C

-
Q
£
®©
o
=

fwww.ch

e CEHE

i
7
‘

5. Maihtaining the new bre»ach fdrther anng»t»he spit [i.e. the natural breach] and closing the existing
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4. Progressively extendi>hg exisﬁné; revetment / protection / shingle recycling on a reactive basis.

2. Excavating a breach in the spit and trying to fix it in place with a training wall.
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relevant? Are there other reasonable options which should be considered at this stage so that the HRA is

robust? Even if they do not achieve the same outcomes or are potentially more damaging to the SPA

| have put the same questions back to the applicant, but given that they have not submitted a shadow HRA
and are relying on several 2016 reports, it seems reasonable to ask for your thoughts at this stage as well.

Clearly option 5 is no longer relevant, option 6 is always in the running, but are options 1-4 still
then they should still be tested as those issues will be drawn out as part of the test.

Many thanks

hitp;
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