From: Joseph Bennett [ NG

Sent: 22 December 2015 13:11
To: Planning
Subject: Planning Ref: P/97/15/PL

Joseph Bennett
46 Lagoon Road
Pagham

PO21 4TQ

22 Dec 2015

Arun Council Planning Application Ref : P/97/15/PL

Chichester District Council Planning Application Ref : SY/15/03053/FULEIA

Dear Simon Davis and parties concerned

I would like to add my wholehearted support for the application to manage a breach in the fast growing spit
which is causing unnecessary and avoidable damage to the beautiful SSSI beach at Pagham Harbour , and is
threatening many homes with destruction .
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Some of the main reasons for my support are laid out below :

If the existing residencies are let to be destroyed , and become part of the beach , then the ongoing

pollution and detritus from the destruction of hundreds of homes is hardly respecting the status of the beach
as a SSSI . Indeed it will create a huge environmental problem that will endure for generations , ( gas pipes /
sewage / hazardous building materials etc etc )

The harbour opening and consequent spit was managed very simply for many , many years , ( since Roman
times at least ) , so it is a long proven low technology solution to a fluid geodynamic situation . It allowed
the beach to gently evolve into the SSSI it is today . The lack of positive and procactive management over
recent years when the decision was taken to passive management has actually created a situation where
much of the mature beach and it’s classic salt beach flora has been destroyed , and replaced with a barren
spit . It seems a huge own goal . The present damage at least could be mitigated by taking control and
providing a more sustainable solution . Moving forward this would then have the added benefit of having
the confidence of the residents who indeed would consequently have the impetus to help preserve this
unique and special part of out coastline.

The ongoing cost of managing the beach and protecting, as presently , in a piecemeal fashion is very
expensive , and very destructive to the beach flora and fauna itself , so a reversion to a proven , simpler ,
less invasive , more “natural “ way of coastal management in this instance will give maximum protection
for ultimately the least financial cost to the special status of the harbour and beach whilst providing
protection to the residents . There is no downside that I can see.

By making this breach in a timely fashion , before any huge damage has been made to the homes , the beach
will have a chance to revert back to it’s beautiful former glorious state .

I hope that the RSPB , Natural England and the Enviroment Agency and associated will all work in a spirit
of positive cooperation . Lets make this Happen !

With Best Regards

Joseph Bennett
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46 Lagoon Road
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22 Dec 2015

Arun Council Planning Application Ref: P/97/15/PL
Chichester District Council Planning Application Ref: SY/15/03053 /FULEIA

Dear Simon Davis and parties concerned ,

I would like to add my wholehearted support for the application to manage a
breach in the fast growing spit which is causing unnecessary and avoidable
damage to the beautiful SSSI beach at Pagham Harbour, and is threatening many
homes with destruction .

Some of the main reasons for my support are laid out below :

If the existing residencies are let to be destroyed , and become part of the
beach, then the ongoing pollution and detritus from the destruction of
hundreds of homes is hardly respecting the status of the beach as a SSSI..
Indeed it will create a huge environmental problem that will endure for
generations, ( gas pipes / sewage / hazardous building materials etc etc )

The harbour opening and consequent spit was managed very simply for
many , many years , ( since Roman times at least ), so itis a long proven
low technology solution to a fluid geodynamic situation . It allowed the
beach to gently evolve into the SSSI it is today . The lack of positive and
procactive management over recent years when the decision was taken to
passive management has actually created a situation where much of the
mature beach and it's classic salt beach flora has been destroyed , and
replaced with a barren spit. It seems a huge own goal . The present
damage at least could be mitigated by taking control and providing a
more sustainable solution . Moving forward this would then have the
added benefit of having the confidence of the residents who indeed
would consequently have the impetus to help preserve this unique and
special part of out coastline.

The ongoing cost of managing the beach and protecting, as presently, in a
piecemeal fashion is very expensive, and very destructive to the beach
flora and fauna itself , so a reversion to a proven, simpler, less invasive ,
more “natural “ way of coastal management in this instance will give
maximum protection for ultimately the least financial cost to the special



status of the harbour and beach whilst providing protection to the
residents. There is no downside that I can see.

* By making this breach in a timely fashion, before any huge damage has
been made to the homes , the beach will have a chance to revert back to
it's beautiful former glorious state .

* T hope that the RSPB, Natural England and the Enviroment Agency and

associated will all work in a spirit of positive cooperation . Lets make this
Happen'!

With Best Regards

Joseph Bennett




