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Henri Brocklebank, of the Sussex Wildlife Trust: 

We submitted detailed response to this application clearly setting out the reasons why we object to 

the current proposal. It will result in the direct and permanent loss of chalk reef habitat within a site 

highly designated for its biodiversity value. The application sits within an SSSI (Site of Special 

Scientific Interest) and Marine Conservation Zone (MCZ). The chalk reef feature will be impacted 

directly and even with mitigation measures, it’s anticipated that there will be a net loss of between 

84 and 204 metres squared of intertidal chalk. 

The application originally referred to habitat loss as temporary, however, it’s pointed out in the 

committee’s report that the proposed defences would have a predicted lifespan of 85 years. 

The committee report is clear: there is currently no certainty in terms of the precise nature of the 

impacts of the development upon the interest features of the SSSI and MCZ or any definitive 

mitigation strategy. We must be clear with committee that irreplaceable habitat cannot be 

compensated for. It will be lost forever at a time when the authority should be showing leadership in 

the government’s commitment to recovering and restoring natural beauty within the national 

landscape. The Glover review was clear that national parks must be urgent about recovery, not just 

conserving what we have. 

This application is directly contrary to this goal – destroying nature, not recovering it. It’s 

unacceptable to rely on a planning condition, especially when this is in direct conflict with your own 

biodiversity policy and requirements to prioritise avoiding impacts. 

Our objection to this proposal is in line with the local and national policies in place to protect our 

natural environment and the special qualities of the National Park, particularly 175 with the NPPF 

(National Planning Policy Framework). 

Your own local plans strategic priorities have been formulated to recognize the importance of 

refusing development that will impact on these highly designated sites. Policy SD-9 (Biodiversity and 

Geodiversity) and SD-18 (the Open Coast) are clear about the adverse impacts on designated SSSIs 

and MCZs. 

The site falls within the Beachy Head and Selsey Bill shoreline management plan, which includes a 

clear medium- to longer-term policy for Cuckmere Haven: no active intervention and to allow 

dynamic processes to resume. 

From the information provided, it’s clear that the proposal, as it stands, will result in permanent 

impacts on both the SSSI and MCZ, contrary to the South Down’s local plan, contrary to the National 

Planning Policy Framework, and contrary to the Shoreline Management Plan. 

Although the committee must consider a wide range of planning issues for this application, we ask 

that you reject this application and do not allow the concrete to permanently destroy irreplaceable 

habitat. Any future proposal must protect and restore the Park’s natural assets, ensuring a 

sustainable future that works with natural processes. 

 

 



Angela Marlow of Natural England: 

Natural England is the statutory nature conservation body and our purpose is to conserve and 

enhance and manage the natural environment for the benefit of the present and future generations, 

and thereby contributing sustainable development. 

Natural England object to the proposal based on the damage to the interest features for the Seaford 

to Beachy Head SSSI and the damage to the interest features for the Beachy Head West MCZ. 

It results in direct and permanent loss of irreplaceable chalk platform which supports unique literal 

chalk communities. The proposal fails to conserve and enhance the SSSI and prevents the MCZ from 

achieving its conservation objectives.  

Marine chalk is a scarce commodity and its conservation is critical. With only 0.6% of the whole of 

the British coastline formed of chalk, it’s a limited area and holds the majority of the European 

resource and is of global significance. These literal and sub-literal chalk communities are found 

particularly within Kent and Sussex and have notable specific augural communities.  

Chalk is a sedimentary rock, deposited approximately 80 million years ago, making it an irreplaceable 

habitat, and studies have shown that artificial substrates do not support these same specialised 

augural communities.  

The proposed condition to compensate this loss will not address the damage and cannot replicate 

this important habitat and the communities that it supports. Where development is likely to cause 

harm to a SSSI or MCZ, avoidance is the first consideration, and it is acknowledged within the 

application that moving the properties back is the long-term solution. 

There is sufficient time to relocate and this would avoid the damage to the SSSI and the MCZ. The 

defences in front of the Cable Hut have all but been lost and the area is already being restored by 

coastal processes. 

With a metre of sea level rise predicted by 2100, sustainability and adaptation are key 

considerations to addressing climate change effects, which also have impacts on the natural 

environment.  

Failing to adapt and decommission in a timely manner places unacceptable burdens on future 

generations, passing on the cost and depleted natural environments, including reduced eco-system 

services. 

The proposal competes with the Shoreline Management Plan, the SNP takes a long-term view on 

how to manage the coastlines sustainably into the future and decisions now should reflect this aim 

in order to be achieved.  

Working with coastal processes delivers on the landscape character of the National Park and the 

biodiversity it supports and is an overriding priority here. It is critical as elsewhere on the coast, sea 

defences will have a detrimental impact with the loss of intertidal habitats and beaches. 

The focus now should be on climate change adaptation, avoiding damage to designated sites. 

Natural England advise this cannot be compensated for by the proposed condition. 

 

 


