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Is the Bruun rule still the best representation of
potential future shoreline response?

Key Questions:
e If the Bruun rule is not always applicable, what method should we be using?

e How well does the Bruun rule (or other method) work if the sediment supply is limited?
Upper Paint of Profile Adjustment . . . . .
e |f the approach is to hold the shoreline in place, how does the profile adjust?
Intial Profile . . . .
. e Do we have a good perception of the frequency/volume of nourishment required to hold the line?
Profile Adjusted to Submergence, z . . . . .
s e e Looking at the Netherlands approach, are we considering the basal coast line and the coastal foundation?
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