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Do you have any specific comments about the 7 sites being assessed for 
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Do you have any comments on our initial assessment that it may be 
appropriate to take sites 4, 5, 6 and 7 forward to a short list for further 
assessment? 
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Are there any issues which we have not considered which might �o l ll 1f: 
influence the choice of barrier location? 
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Are there any potential locations for the barrier that you believe are 
preferable to those presented? 
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If so, why are they preferable? 
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Any future thoughts/comments? - please email 
bridgwater.barrier@sedgemoor.gov.uk 
Thank you for attending. 
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Do you have any specific comments about the 7 sites being assessed for 
a tidal surge barrier? 
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Do you have any comments on our initial assessment that it may be 
appropriate to take sites 4, 5, 6 and 7 forward to a short list for further 
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Are there any potential locations for the barrier that you believe are 
preferable to those presented? 
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Any future thoughts/comments? - please email 
bridgwater.barrier@sedgemoor.gov.uk 
Thank you for attending. 
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Do you have any specific comments about the 7 sites being assessed for 
a tidal surge barrier? 

Do you have any comments on our initial assessment that it may be 
appropriate to take sites 4, 5, 6 and 7 forward to a short list for further 
assessment? 
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Are there any issues which we have not considered which might 
influence the choice of barrier location? 
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Are there any potential locations for the barrier that you believe are 
preferable to those presented? 

If so, why are they preferable? 

Any future thoughts/comments? - please email 
bridgwater.barrier@sedgemoor.gov.uk 
Thank you for attending. 



From: Bridgwater Barrier
To: Tidal Barrier, Bridgwater
Subject: [OFFICIAL] - FW: Parrett Barrier Form Submitted
Date: 31 March 2016 16:11:27

From: web@sedgemoor.gov.uk [mailto:web@sedgemoor.gov.uk] 
Sent: 06 January 2015 10:54
To: Parrett Barrier
Subject: Parrett Barrier Form Submitted

Comments on the Parrett Barrier
PAGE1

Label

Your
 Comments

Whilst a surge barrier will undoubtedly protect Bridgwater from tidal
 flooding, it brings none of the other benefits that would flow from a tidal
 exclusion sluice. These are, briefly, as follows: Dredging There would be far
 less need for regular dredging of the Parrett and Tone, as the sluice will
 prevent re-silting from the sea, which is by far the main cause of silt build-up.
 There may be some siltation downstream of the sluice but this will have little
 or no impact on the likelihood of flooding and, because of the absence of
 development along the banks, be far easier and cheaper to deal with; £370
 million in economic benefit The economic benefits from the regeneration
 which a penned river would facilitate along the Bridgwater waterfront were
 valued at a total of £370 million in a study carried out for the Parrett Sluice
 Partnership by WS Atkins in 2007. The Cardiff Bay Barrage, which led to the
 creation of 17,000 new jobs and the development of over 1,000 hectares of
 previously derelict industrial land, provides a compelling working example.
 In the public consultation on the Bridgwater Vision, a penned river was at the
 very top of local people’s priorities for regenerating the town; Reduced flood
 risk to the Parrett moors on every tide A tidal exclusion sluice would reduce
 the flood risk to the moors south of the Polden Ridge by creating additional
 storage in the Parrett on every high tide, as opposed to just a handful of big
 tides each year, as illustrated by the following slide, prepared by the EA as
 recently as 2007: The experience of the 2104 floods was revealing in this
 context. North of the Polden Ridge, where all of the rivers have tidal sluices
 at their mouths, there was vastly less flooding, for roughly equivalent
 amounts of rainfall in the catchments, as compared with the Parrett
 catchment, where the river is subject to the full tidal influence - as it would
 continue to be on all but a handful of days each year if a surge barrier was
 built. The greater control of water levels provided by a tidal exclusion sluice
 would also facilitate water management for conservation purposes. Reduced
 pollution Construction of a tidal exclusion sluice will require Wessex Water
 to clean up its outfall from the Bridgwater sewage works, which is a disgrace.
 A surge barrier will give them every excuse to continue in their polluting
 ways. In summary A tidal exclusion sluice offers the opportunity not only to
 eliminate the tidal flood risk to Bridgwater, but to transform the beauty and
 amenity of the town, generating hundreds of millions of pounds in economic
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 benefit, as well as reducing the day to day flood risk further inland. None of
 these additional benefits would be provided by a surge barrier. It is being
 recommended mainly because it will run into less opposition from the
 environmental lobby. By taking the easy option - the path of least resistance -
 we will be effectively foregoing at least £370 million of benefit, for the sake
 of an estimated difference of £3 million in cost. The environmental objections
 do need to be addressed. A penned river would look different - and, to the
 uncommitted eye, vastly more attractive - but that does not automatically
 imply environmental damage or any net loss in biodiversity. The rivers north
 of the Poldens, all of which have tidal exclusion sluices at their mouths, and
 the moors through which they run, are every bit as rich in wildlife as is the
 Parrett. This is a once in a lifetime opportunity to both protect and vastly
 enhance Bridgwater and the surrounding area. We must at least attempt to
 grasp it.
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Do you have any specific comments about the 7 sites being assessed for 

a tidal surge barrier? 

Do you have any comments on our initial assessment that it may be 

appropriate to take sites 4, 5, 6 and 7 for-ward to a short list for further 

assessment? 
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Are there any issues which we have not considered which might 

influence the choice of barrier location? 
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Are there any potential locations for the barrier that you believe are 

preferable to those presented? 

If so, why are they preferable?. 

Any future thoughts/comments? - please email 

bridgwater.barrier@sedgemoor.gov.uk 

Thank you for attending. 
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Your nam.e ................. : ........... .

Your organisation :

Do you have any specific comments about the 7 sites being assessed for 
a tidal surge barrier? 
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Do you have any comments on our initial assessment that it may be 
appropriate to take sites 4, 5, 6 and 7 forward to a short list for further 
assessment? 

Are there any issues which. we have not considered which might 
influence the choice of barrier location? 

Are there any potential locations for the barrier that you bel.ieve are 
preferable to those presented? 

If so, why are they preferable? 

Any future thoughts/comments? - please email 
bridgwater.barrier@sedgemoor.gov.uk 
Thank you for attending. 
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Do you have any specific comments about the 7 sites being assessed for 
a tidal surge barrier? 
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Do you have any comments on our initial assessment that it may be· 
appropriate to take sites 4, 5, 6 and 7 forward to a short list for further 
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Are there any issues which we have not considered which might 
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Are there any potential locations for the barrier that you believe are 
preferable to those presented? 
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If so, why are they preferable? 

Any future thoughts/comments? - please email 
bridgwater.barrier@sedgemoor.gov.uk 
Thank you for attending. 
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Do· you have any comments on our initial assessment that it may be 
appropriate to take sites 4, 5, 6 and 7 forward to a short list for further 
assessment? 

Are there any issues which we have not considered which might 
influence the choice of barrier location? 
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If so, why are they preferable? 
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Do you have any comments on our initial assessment that it may be 
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Are there any potential locations for the barrier that you believe are 
preferable to those presented? 
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If so, why are they preferable? 

Any future thoughts/comments? - please email 
bridgwater.barrier@sedgemoor.gov.uk 
Thank you for attending. 







From: Bridgwater Barrier
To: Tidal Barrier, Bridgwater
Subject: FW: [OFFICIAL] - Bridgwater Tidal Barrier Comments
Date: 31 March 2016 16:12:04

From: 

 Sent: 15 March 2016 16:27
To: Bridgwater Barrier
Subject: [OFFICIAL] - Bridgwater Tidal Barrier Comments

Hi

I attended the Bridgwater Tidal barrier public consultation on 10th March 2016 and wish to
 express my concerns with the type of barrier that seems to be the front-runner. My
 understanding from the article in the Bridgwater Mercury published on 8th March 2016  
showed 2 possible types of barrage design – one somewhat like the Thames Barrier and  the 
other where the moveable gate drops rather than being raised from the river bed.

I have lived in the village of Moorland for 35 years. I fully understand how the Levels are  
drained and, more importantly to this email, how the river Parrett works. It is one of the  
very few rivers in the world where the high tidal ranges in the Bristol Channel result in the  
net flow of silt being upstream. I have walked along the banks of this river through the  past 
35 years and watched as the silt built up along the banks as the result of the decision  to 
stop dredging. Thankfully this dredging has now recommenced, although I would argue  
that it should be continued to the river estuary and a barrier placed across the river to stop  
the movement of silt upstream from the Bristol Channel (as is true of the river Brue) thus  
removing the need for annual re-dredging.

My overwhelming concern with the currently proposed barriers is that the silt will most  
likely stop them working. It’s true that such barriers have been successfully deployed  
elsewhere (Thames Estuary and Ipswich for example) but the amount of silt being  
transported by the rivers in these cases is far less that that transported upstream in the river  
Parrett. I also fail to see why such an expensive design has been chosen when I believe the  
main purpose of the barrier (from Bridgwater’s point of view) is the isolate the town from  
the potential flooding that could otherwise result from very high tides.

But why not choose the type of barrier that’s in place across the mouth of the river Brue? It  
closes when the tide in the Channel is higher than in the river and opens when the  converse 
is true – effectively protecting the river from any problems with high tides. This  type of 
design is also far cheaper to construct (because of it’s simple mechanical design)  and 
(most importantly) stops the silt from entering the river system – and hence no need  for re-
dredging! This saving would surely pay for the barrage in a small number of years.  It is 
also a design whose operation is easily made impervious to the presence of such large  
amounts of silt.

At the above consultation, it was stated that a ‘desk exercise’ had been conducted resulting  
in the 7 possible locations being chosen. I am not qualified to comment on the relative  
merits of one location over another but must stress in the strongest terms the need to fully  
understand the peculiarities of the river Parrett (some mentioned above) before  committing 
to a specific (location or) design – assuming the river Parrett is ‘just like any  other river’ 
would potentially be a very great (and costly) mistake!
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consultation, Thursday, 10 March, 2016 

Your name .................... .............................. . 

Your organ1sat1on ......................................................................... . 

Do you have any specific comments about the 7 sites being assessed for 
a tidal surge barrier? 
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Do you have any comments on our initial assessment that it may be 
appropriate to take sites 4, 5, 6 and 7 forward to a short list for further 
assessment? 
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Are there any issues which we have not considered which might I 

influence the choice of barrier location? 

Are there any potential locations for the barrier that you believe are 
preferable to those presented? 

If so, why are they preferable? 

Any future thoughts/comments? - please email 
bridgwater.barrier@sedgemoor.gov.uk 

Thank you for attending. 
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Do you have any comments on our initial assessment that it may be 
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assessment? 
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Are there any potential locations for the barrier that you believe are 
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A;y?uture thoughts/comments? - please email � UA.e :f ;f._Ju�. 
bridgwater.barrier@sedgemoor.gov.uk 
Thank you for attending. 
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Do you have any comments on our initial assessment that it_may be 
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Are there any issues which we have not considered which might 
influence the choice of barrier location? 

Are there any potential locations for the barrier that you believe are 
preferable to those presented? ;,-0c-

If so, why are they preferable? 

Any future thoughts/comments? - please email 
bridgwater.barrier@sedgemoor.gov.uk 
Thank you for attending. 
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a tidal surge barrier? 
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Do you have any comments on our initial assessment that it may be 
appropriate to take sites 4, 5, 6 and 7 forward to a short list for further 
assessment? 

Are there any issues which we have not considered which might 
influence the choice of barrier location? 
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Are there any potential locations for the barrier that you believe are 
preferable to those presented? 4e::, s ,, ct. Ji

If so, why a re they preferable? 
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Thank you for attending. 



Dare, Vanessa 

From: Hohl, Andy 
Sent: 11 March 2016 15:02 
To: Russell Corney (Russell.Corney@ch2m.com) 
Cc: 
Subject: 

Buttivant, John; Dare, Vanessa; Rahilly, Vicky; Nick Tait 
FW: TSB Presentation at the Art's Centre 

Russell 

Feedback to record and consider 

Andy 

From: 

Sent: 11 March 2016 09:47 
To: Hohl, Andy; nick.tait@sedgemoor.gov.uk; Buttivant, John 
Cc: 

Subject: TSB Presentation at the Art's Centre 

Andy/Nick/John 

Just a quick note to say how much we enjoyed the Art's Centre presentation yesterday, the conversation 
and the opportunity to put names to faces. 

With regard to what was on show I would like to reiterate the observations I made yesterday regarding 
items that should be visible at future public meetings. 

1. The effective life of the bank raising strategy. A best guess as to how long this solution is viable?

2. Explain the logic of creating an increasing volume of water that drives the consequence of a breach in
the river bank. The SDC FRA scenario shows the TSB can be bypassed and the consequence identified is
just getting bigger as the banks are raised.

3. The responsibility to maintain these banks. What is the expected long term cost of managing 20-
24km of river bank and will it fall on SDC?

4. All the ct.her bits and pieces impacted by raising the banks. Dun ball and the probable need to build a
fairly large retaining wall in some very ugly land just south of Dun ball where the existing toe of river bank
is almost touching the A38 dual carriageway. There is probably £SM of work in there alone as the
retaining wall will need to know the answer to Item 1 for it to be designed. (With HPC delayed these
operations are probably going ·to happening at the same time). My experience is that all these small items
can accumulate into a very large sum of money.

Regards 
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Feedback form for Bridgwater Tidal Barrier stakeholder and public 

consultation, Thursday, 10 March, 2016 

Your name ...  ............................................... . 

Y . . -----· our organ1sat1on ......................................................................... . 

Do you have any specific comments about the 7 sites being assessed for 
a tidal surge barrier? 

Do you have any comments on our initi"al assessment that it may be 
appropriate to take sites 4, 5, 6 and 7 forward to a short list for further 
assessment? 

Are there any issues which we have not considered which might 
influence the choice of barrier location? 

Are·there any potential locations for the barrier that yo·u believe are 
preferable to those presented? 

.,,.-,,--. 
-·

If so, why are they preferable? 

Any future thoughts/comments? - please email 
bridgwater.barrier@sedgemoor.gov.uk 

Thank you for attending. 



From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Robertson, Jessica
Re: Bridgwater Tidal Barrier - Consultation 10 March 2016 
11 March 2016 16:48:13

Thank you.
Would it be possible to give the OS grid reference for each of the 7 potential sites?
 I'd like to take a walk along part of the Parrett Trail and have a look.
Martyn

From: Robertson, Jessica
Sent: Friday, March 11, 2016 4:36 PM
To: Robertson, Jessica
Cc: Hohl, Andy
Subject: Bridgwater Tidal Barrier - Consultation 10 March 2016

Thank you for attending our presentation of information on the Bridgwater Tidal Barrier on 10
 March 2016 which included our initial assessment of site location options for the barrier.
I attach the information sheet and feedback form provided at the event and request that you
 return any outstanding feedback forms ideally by Friday 18 March or by Thursday 24 March at
 the latest.
If you were not able to attend the event then the information is available on Sedgemoor District
 Council’s website on sedgemoor.gov.uk/bridgwaterbarrier

Kind regards

Jessica Robertson
On behalf of
Andy Hohl BEng(Hons) IStructE CEng
Project Manager, ncpms, Part of National Operations
Manley House \ Kestrel Way \ Exeter \ EX2 7LQ
Internal : 52155, External : 02030 252155, Mobile : 07766 990849

P Please do not print this e-mail and attachments unless absolutely necessary

Information in this message may be confidential and may be legally 
privileged. If you have received this message by mistake, please notify 
the sender immediately, delete it and do not copy it to anyone else.

We have checked this email and its attachments for viruses. But you should
 still check any attachment before opening it.
We may have to make this message and any reply to it public if asked to 
under the Freedom of Information Act, Data Protection Act or for 
litigation.  Email messages and attachments sent to or from any 
Environment Agency address may also be accessed by someone other than the 
sender or recipient, for business purposes.
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From:
To:

 
 Robertson, Jessica

Subject: RE: Bridgwater Tidal Barrier - Consultation 10 March 2016
Date: 11 March 2016 19:29:53

Thanks - it was good: informative and interesting.  Fingers crossed!

Regards

From: Robertson, Jessica [mailto:Jessica.Robertson@environment-agency.gov.uk] 
Sent: Friday, March 11, 2016 4:36 PM
To: Robertson, Jessica
Cc: Hohl, Andy
Subject: Bridgwater Tidal Barrier - Consultation 10 March 2016

Thank you for attending our presentation of information on the Bridgwater Tidal Barrier on 10
 March 2016 which included our initial assessment of site location options for the barrier.
I attach the information sheet and feedback form provided at the event and request that you
 return any outstanding feedback forms ideally by Friday 18 March or by Thursday 24 March at
 the latest.
If you were not able to attend the event then the information is available on Sedgemoor District
 Council’s website on sedgemoor.gov.uk/bridgwaterbarrier

Kind regards

Jessica Robertson
On behalf of
Andy Hohl BEng(Hons) IStructE CEng
Project Manager, ncpms, Part of National Operations
Manley House \ Kestrel Way \ Exeter \ EX2 7LQ
Internal : 52155, External : 02030 252155, Mobile : 07766 990849
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'-��, Environment 
Agency 

Feedback form for Bridgwater Tidal Barrier stakeholder and public 

consultation, Thursday, 10 March, 2016 

Your name .. .................................................................... .

Do you have any specific comments about the 7 sites being assessed for 
a tidal surge barrier? 

\00 

Do you have any commen_ts on our initial assessment that it may be 
appropriate to take sites 4, 5, 6 and 7 forward to a short list for further 
assessment? 

'NG 

Are there �ny issues which we have not considered which might 
influence the choice of barrier location? 
/(.."°'..-;,. \.\/'('\� S'-C� C N '\)C;,� N S:;<"{2--E:.Jlyv\ C. O�W\U.f\..J\. �'---�
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Are there any potential locations for the barrier that you believe are 
preferable to those presented? 

If so, wby are they preferaale'J 

U <; (= � u L l- � (2. � � E: v,....> --C Pt.....-C, G 1/v

Any future thoughts/comments? - please email 
bridgwater.barrier@sedgemoor.gov.uk 
Thank you for attending. 
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Feedback form for Br.idgwater Tidal Barrier stakeholder and public 

consultation, Thursday, 10 March, 2016 

Your name ... .................................................................................. . 
Your organisation ..... 0..0.?�':0 .. 1:i.W.:-.. lli.JA . .C.M .r..: l 

Do you have any specific comments about the 7 sites being assessed for
a tidal surge barrier? , . 

J · · <ifh
<"{. 
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.........__

� f7 Ohr\ \-?1, f\ ltvt V\_, q h, \�\-� 
Do you have any comments on our initial assessment that it may be 
appropriate to take sites 4, 5, 6 and 7 foJward to a short list for further
assessment? \ 

L-t. , ·1, r; u r <;,tr( °"'" a r r(un_ \

Are there any issues which we have not considered which might 
influence the choice of barrier location? . 

\ ( \l (IL Kc <;v ,-I? _j vJ l'-r Cl," \-"ft t .<J Cj () j h ':'.:I Va s_s r 1ci 1)11.e.. 

fo) c\ t'\ O/\ �, f\ J Lo r l< 0(1 \-, cJ A 

Are there any potential focations for the barrier that you believe are
preferable to those presented? 

l; r s 1'r( tV\ � J v (\ h Cf L/ 

If so, why are t1ey preferable? i/ 
).._ -c" IA. \J.-E'.. 0 01J A 0, \ ff' CV! t '\)V 11 G C/ l 

Any future thoughts/comments? - please email 
bridgwater.barrier@sedgemoor.gov.uk

Thank you for attending. 



I& Environment 
-.�.Agency 

Feedback form for Bridgwater Tidal Barrier stakeholder and public 
consultation, Thursday, 10 March, 2016 

Your name ... .......................................................................................... . 

Your organisation �.')?.�0,..f�"\.02Y."!'i{�.���s-t��······· 
. 

. 

Do you have any specific comments about the 7 sites being assessed for 
a tidal surge barrier? 

<;·,b:� 11is�� iw-'!:>�bo.l\ ��'""' � �\! � �v��,NW �j� <N" .� 

. �-

Do you have any comments on our initial assessment that it may be 
appropriate to take sites 4, 5, 6 and 7 forward to a short list for further 
assessment? 

Are there any issues which we have not considered which might 
influence the choice of barrier location? 

y4/l 1 � O�V\� ��-{;..l'ct� at rt)O.c\. CAU'l)SS �Mf\M' {� � � �t<l._.flit'AA.... \ �(\.
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Are there any potential locations for the barrier that you believe are 
preferable to those presented? 

If so, why are they preferable? 

Any future thoughts/comments? - please email 
bridgwater.barrier@sedgemoor.gov.uk 
Thank you for attending. 
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�.�Agency 

Feedback form for Bridgwater Tidal Barrier stakeholder and public 

consultation, Thursday, 10 March, 2016 

Your name .."................................................................................... . 
. 

. . ewYA � "-4A;c 0\ rt"Jl__ 4\,-s D (_ I At I�.Your organ1sat1on ......................................................................... . 

Do you have any specific comments about the 7 sites being assessed for 
a tidal surge barrier? 

N
"'" ·:=t - c_,,\A � Q l + \._ e"f'\ s \ ' """"° � ,..s . 

Do you have any comments on our initial assessment that it may be 
appropriate to take sites 4, 5, 6 and 7 forward to a short list for further 
assessment? 

,:-...._j<' .. 

Are there any issues which we have not considered which might 
influence the choice of barrier location? 

Are there any potential locations for th� barrier that you believe are 
preferable to those presented? 

If so, why are they preferable? 

Any future thoughts/comments? - please email 
bridgwater.barrier@sedgemoor.gov.uk 

Thank you for attending. 
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Feedback form for Bridgwater Tidal Barrier stakeholder and public 

consultation, Thursday, 10 March, 2016 

Your name ....... .................................................r ....................... .

Your organisation .�.�.� .. : ..... � ..... ��� ..... f���.�.l·

Do you have any specific comments about the 7 sites being assessed for 
a tidal surge barrier? 
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Do you have any comments on our initial assessment that it may be 
appropriate to take sites 4, 5, 6 and 7 forward to a short list for further 
assessment? S

i
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Are there any issues which we have not considered which might 
influence the choice of barrier location? 

Are there any potential locations for the barrier that you believe are 
preferable to those presented? 

If so, why are they preferable? 

Any future thoughts/comments? - please email 
bridgwater.barrier@sedgemoor.gov.uk

Thank you for attending. 



Robertson, Jessica 

From: 
Sent:' 
To: 

Dare, Vanessa 
24 March 2016 10:17 
Robertson, Jessica 

Subject: RE: Bridgwater Tidal Barrier - Consultation 10 March 2016 

-----Original Message-----
From:                                    @somersetwildlife.org
Sent: 23 March 2016 22:07

To: Robertson, Jessica 
Cc: Hohl, Andy 
Subject: RE: Bridgwater Tidal Barrier -Consultation 10 March 2016

Dear Sir/Madam, 

Do you have any comments on our initial assessment that it may be appropriate to take 
sites 4, 5, 6, and 7 forward to a short list for further assessment? 

While generally happy with the scope of the proposed impacts that will be assessed, 
especially the potential impacts of each location on the Severn Estuary Natura 2000 site, it 
isn't possible to be more definite without further information on the Seven potential locations. 

Are there any issues which we have not considered which might influence the choice of 
barrier location? 

We think that impacts, direct or otherwise, on upstream Natura 2000 Somerset levels and 
moors sites should be given consideration. The impact of the barrier on small to medium 
sized flood events, which are critical to maintaining favourable condition of the site 
have to be considered 

We were informed the appraisal was focused on addressing tidal flood risk to Bridgwater. 
Although other benefits were considered, it is critical that an operational protocol for the 
barrier focuses on reducing flood risk and not other objectives such as to reduce 
marine sediment incursion upstream of Bridgwater or local desires to maintain river levels that 
enhance river frontage. If barrier closure starts to happen to help reduce sediment incursion, 
rather than to protect Bridgwater, this is likely to increase closure 
frequency, with subsequent cumulative impacts on the Natura 2000 sites. 

We would like to be assured that any location does not prejudice future aspirations to 
realign downstream flood defences over the next epoch, as set out in the Severn Estuary 
Shoreline Management Plan or see any location/design promoted which might 
directly/indirectly adversely impact the integrity of the EA managed realignment site at Steart 
or on the Bristol Port potential compensatory habitat scheme site also at Steart. 

Are there any potential locations for the barrier that you believe are preferable to those 
presented? 

1 



Any further thoughts/comments? 

As well as providing flood protection for Bridgwater the scheme could provide major 
multiple benefits in the form of major environmental outcomes, health and wellbeing 
outcomes through provision of valuable greenspace for the people of Bridgwater linked to 
green infrastructure delivery etc. The scheme should not only minimise negative impacts on 
Somerset's outstanding coastal and freshwater wetland environments but also enhance them 
in innovative ways. 

Yours faithfully 

Somerset Wildlife Trust 

From: Robertson, Jessica [Jessica.Robertson@environment-agency.gov.uk] 
Sent: 11 March 2016 16:37 
To: Robertson� Jessica 
Cc: Hohl, Andy 
Subject: Bridgwater Tidal Barrier - Consultation 10 March 2016 

Thank you for attending our presentation of information on the Bridgwater Tidal Barrier on 
10 March 2016 which included our initial assessment of site location options for the 
barrier. 
I attach the information sheet and feedback form provided at' the event and request that 
you return any outstanding feedback forms ideally by Friday 18 March or by Thursday 24 
March at the latest. 
If you were not able to attend the event then the information is available on Sedgemoor 
District Council's website on 
sedgemoor.gov.uk/bridgwaterbarrier<http://www.sedgemoor.gov.uk/bridgwaterbarrier> 

Kind regards 

Jessica Robertson 
On behalf of 
Andy Hohl BEng(Hons) IStructE CEng 
Project Manager, ncpms, Part of National Operations Manley House\ Kestrel Way\ Exeter\ 
EX2 7LQ Internal : 52155, External : 02030 252155, Mobile : 07766 990849 P Please do not 
print this e-mail and attachments unless absolutely necessary 

Information in this message may be confidential and may be legally privileged. If you have 
received this message by mistake, please notify the sender immediately, delete it and do 
not copy it to anyone else. 

We have checked this email and its attachments for viruses. But you should still check any 
attachment before opening it. 
We may have to make this message and any reply to it public if asked to under the Freedom 
of Information Act, Data Protection Act or for litigation. Email messages and attachments 
sent to or from any Environment Agency address may also be accessed by someone other than 
the sender or recipient, for business purposes. 

Click here<https://maill.environment
agency.gov.uk:9449/pem/pages/digestProcess/digestProcess.jsf?content=5181f377be9176fce22ab 
78e15be808bf8e03119ee2487f1566ac3da80eb7746c9ec2763a7ec049dc669394614e2bd954e7a281f83d5663 
6bfblbda52cfe4e08a75e24e14c9a7a9116114d4a35162ab6b6a2b5fdf0649ec6f0a5658333ff2c389234543f7 
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Feedback form for Bridgwater Tidal Barrier stakeholder and public 

consultation, Thursday, 10 March, 2016 

Your name ..... ............ ....................................... .

Your organisation .. /�.��.� ..... �<?..':::-:! /f-'/[,, ,J
l.A:l"J--r Ca u .A..Jf�·�� 0 

Do you have any specific comments about the 7 sites being assessed for
a tidal surge barrier?

Do you have any comments on our initial assessment that it may be
appropriate to take sites 4, 5, 6 and 7 forward to a short list for further
assessment? .. AA

:;,fl, f -Gz:,y( / S:1-10� /rlS<=, � vv..,"f,g:_

�-(2_ '*/'-'/ft ·�c���M &V7 VJ_s v/.k� 
·� /2.. 1-o c/>rz__ ·?o --Pu '--4-?f o .J

Are there any issues which we have not considered which might
influence the choice of barrier location?

(Vb 

Are there any potential locations for the barrier that you believe are
preferable to those presented?

If so, why are they preferable?
. �-

Any future thoughts/comments? - please email
bridgwater.barrier@sedgemoor.gov.uk 

Thank you for attend_ing.
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Feedback form for Bridgwater Tidal Barrier stakeholder and public 

consultation, Thursday, 10 March, 2016 

Your name ................................................ .

Your organisation .. :fu1.� ... ."!f .... �l-�r:f!. ... _Dco{:;:{'
. -� c.M/tt-
Do you have any specifTc comments about the 7 sites being assessed for 
a tidal surge barrier? 

Do you have any comments on our initial assessment that it may be 
appropriate to take sites 4, 5, 6 and 7 forw(lrd to a short list for further 
assessment? Srr-a_ :::r- civ � / �'-�� \� �'b'O � w o...�

Are there any issues which we have not considered which might 
influence the choice of barrier location? 

Are there any potential locations for the barrier that you believe are 
preferable to those presented? 

If so, why are they preferable? 

Any future thoughts/comments? - please email 
bridgwater.barrier@sedgemoor.gov.uk 

Thank you for attending. 
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Feedback form for Bridgwater Tidal Barrier stakeholder and public 

consultation, Thursday, 10 March, 2016 

Your name ...............  ............................ .................................... .

Your organisation ......... ��fG..�.05?..� .... Os. .................................

Do you have any specific comments abqut the 7 sites being assessed for 
a· tidal surge b

. 
arrier? . 
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1.,. 

1k- ¥0'Y'fTWJ' �rt-/d')') � � al),;- dtf��; cuyf7 /

d/9tA c£k 5. f P- &i pv1,/t, dlfrJ_ , how- --� � {)-v-eor,/1 tJ\.b(},y()�LJ /) la-��ci� lt k) fftrr/- - ��- � 
ClCe,-(r{e,_ J pvV) �0-· � J � � ,v � l 

Do you have any comments on our initial assessment that it may be 
appropriate to take sites 4, 5, 6 and 7 forward to a short list for further 
assessme7t? lv,ve i>J7 � 4v A,,;/4-,,,;y ;h, cP'cM/0-_J

�p�· .. 

Are there any issues which we have not considered which might 
influence the choice of barrier location? 

Are there any potential locations for the barrier that you believe are 
preferable to those presented? 

If so, why are they preferable? 

Any future thoughts/comments? - please email 
bri dg.wate r. ba rri e r@sedgemoo r .gov. u k 
Thank you for attending. 
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�.-Agency 

· Feedback form for Bridgwater Tidal Barrier stakeholder and public

consultation, Thursday, 10 March, 2016

Your name ...... ......................................... ............................................ . 

Your organisation ........ �.'.�\�.�j.�'.'!.:.� ..... �\� ........... . 

Do you have any specific comments about the 7 sites being assessed for 
a tidal surge barrier? 

No 1 ,,.:i,\\,.... � ��'-Q"".S of w�*jy>-e.. � ; � c..,\w\. ��"Y,
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Do you have any comments on our init_ial assessment that it may be 
appropriate to take sites 4, 5, 6 and 7 forward to a short list for further 
assessment? 
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Are there any issues which we have not co�sidered which might 
influence the choice of barrier location? 
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Are there any potential locations for the barrier that you believe are 
preferable to those presented? 
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If so, why are they preferable? u 

Any future thoughts/comments? - please email 
bridgwater.barrier@sedgemoor.gov.uk 

Thank you for attending. 



From: Bridgwater Barrier
To: Tidal Barrier, Bridgwater
Subject: FW: [OFFICIAL] - Bridgwater Tidal Barrier stakeholder consultation 10/3/16
Date: 31 March 2016 16:11:58

From:                              @rspb.org.uk
Sent: 14 March 2016 13:03
To: Bridgwater Barrier
Subject: [OFFICIAL] - Bridgwater Tidal Barrier stakeholder consultation 10/3/16

Dear Sir/Madam,

Do you have any comments on our initial assessment that it may be appropriate to take sites 4, 5, 6, and 7 
 forward to a short list for further assessment?

It is impossible to say at this stage. The workshop on Thursday was by necessity, quite brief, and went over the 
 major constraints/issues fairly quickly, so we have only a superficial understanding of the merits or otherwise 
 of the seven locations. We were fairly happy with the scope of the proposed impacts that will be assessed, 
 especially the potential impacts of each location on the Severn Estuary Natura 2000 site.

Are there any issues which we have not considered which might influence the choice of barrier location?

There was no mention of potential direct/indirect impacts on the Somerset Levels & Moors Natura 2000 site, 
 especially on small to medium sized flood events, which are critical to maintaining favourable condition of the 
 site. Similarly, we feel that impacts on the SSSI network within the Levels should be assessed. 

We would like to see a clear assessment of how locations downstream of the Dunball Sluice may differ from 
 those upstream of the Sluice, in relation to the above. Our initial thoughts are that a TSB downstream of the 
 Sluice may encourage greater pre-emptive lowering of the King's Sedgemoor Drain prior to significant flood 
 events, and this may have knock-on impacts on small-medium sized flood events within the Levels Natura 
 2000/SSSI network. 

The biggest environmental impacts of a TSB following its construction are likely to arise from how frequently 
 the barrier is used to prevent tidal surges. We can anticipate with sea level rise and more frequent severe 
 weather events, that this will increase significantly over the following decades. It is critical therefore that a 
 location is chosen which a. minimises the frequency at which the barrier may be used and b.  minimises 
 hydromorphological impacts on both Natura 2000 sites. Is there likely to be a difference in a. between barriers 
 at different locations? We hope that you will be able to tell us.

It is critical that an operational protocol for a barrier to protect Bridgwater does not get conflated with an 
 objective to reduce marine sediment incursion upstream of Bridgwater. If barrier closure starts to happen to 
 help reduce sediment incursion, rather than to protect Bridgwater, this is likely to increase closure frequency, 
 with subsequent cumulative impacts on the Natura 2000 sites.

We would like to be assured that any location does not prejudice future aspirations to realign downstream flood 
 defences over the next epoch, as set out in the Severn Estuary Shoreline Management Plan. Any location and 
 barrier design should be robust enough to allow downstream MR, where this is appropriate, and has been 
 agreed through full and rigorous impact assessment. This includes eg. Pawlett Hams.

Similarly, we would not wish to see any location/design promoted which might directly/indirectly adversely 
 impact the integrity of the EA managed realignment site at Steart or on the Bristol Port potential compensatory 
 habitat scheme site also at Steart.

Are there any potential locations for the barrier that you believe are preferable to those presented?

See our comments above re locations either side of the Dunball Sluice.

mailto:Bridgwater.Barrier@sedgemoor.gov.uk
mailto:/O=EXCHANGE/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=Bridgewater Tidal Barriereae


Id so, why are they preferable?

Any further thoughts/comments?

The TSB will lie at a strategically critical location between two of the UK's major Natura 2000 wetlands. This 
 scheme provides a significant opportunity for delivering major environmental outcomes alongside the primary 
 objective of protecting Bridgwater. Such benefits could be designed to provide valuable greenspace for the 
 people of Bridgwater, as part of the local plan delivery process, which seeks to enhance Bridgwater as an 
 attractive living space for its residents. We would wish to see a final scheme which not only minimises 
 negative impacts on this outstanding wetland environment, but also significantly enhances it, as befits a major 
 scheme of this kind in the 21st century.

Yours faithfully,

Somerset & Severn Wetlands 

RSPB South West Regional Office, 4th Floor (North Block), Broadwalk House, Southernhay West, Exeter EX1  
1TS

This email and any attachments may contain material that is confidential, subject to copyright and intended for the  
addressee only. If you are not the named recipient you must not use, disclose, reproduce, copy or distribute the  
contents of this communication. If you have received this in error, please contact the sender and then delete this email  
from your system. The Royal Society for the Protection of Birds (RSPB) is a registered charity in England and Wales  
no. 207076 and in Scotland no. SC037654. 
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... �Agency 

Feedback form for Bridgwater Tidal Barrier stakeholder and public 

consultation, Thursday, 10 March, 2016 

Your name ......  ............................ : ............................... : ................. .

Your organisation .J. �t/rNP. .. :\I. tF..R�&.Y.$. .. /.1:-5.SD.C.I AT/ q.J..J.-. 

Do you have any specific comments about the 7 sites being assessed for 
. 

. 

a tidal surge barrier? 

Do you ·have any comments on our initial assessment that it may be 

appropriate to take sites 4, 5, 6 and 7 forward to a short list for further 

assessment? 

AGRfE�. 

Are there any issues which we have not considered which might 

is�u;c� thFO� icit tO�kj\lJ'.vts1oc /}ff €/tR,�lER(CQU/JJ
AkSa Acco t1fl�0-1rre SY.-PASS c-HANNE'l DURIA16 co NSTRvc7foN)

Are there any potential locations for the barrier that you believe are 

preferable to those presented? 

If so, why are they preferable? 

Any future thoughts/comments? - please email 

bridgwater.barrier@sedgemoor.gov.uk 

Thank you for attending. 



/&\ Environment

�.�Agency 

Feedback form for Bridgwater Tidal Barrier stakeholder and public 

con�ultation, Thursday, 10 March, 2016 

Your name ..................................................................................... . 

Your organisation ..... f.ci.�n�$.Qtl;3.�i,qgwp.\�r .. Q.Q9.�� ............................. . 

Do you have any specific comments about the 7 sites being assessed for 

a tidal surge barrier? 

Do you have any comments on our initial assessment that it may be 

appropriate to take sites 4, 5, 6 and 7 forward to a short list for further 

assessment? 

Are there any issues which we have not considered which might 

influence the choice of barrier location? 

I am aware that this issue is not your primary objective in building the much needed flood defence 
but the local area must be given the opportunity to make the most of such a large capital outlay to 

improve infrastructure by the provison of a new bypass/ road bridge. 

Are there any potential locations for the barrier that you believe are 

preferable to those presented? 

If so, why are they preferable? 

I would be very interested to see the comments made by other attendees. 
Will these be made available online? 

Any future thoughts/comments? - please email 

bridgwater.barrier@se·dgemoor.gov.uk 

Thank you for attending. 



From: Bridgwater Barrier
To: Tidal Barrier, Bridgwater
Subject: FW: [OFFICIAL] - Bridgwater Tidal barrier
Date: 31 March 2016 16:12:12

From:               @wessexwater.co.uk] 
Sent: 16 March 2016 14:16
To: Bridgwater Barrier
Cc:  
Subject: [OFFICIAL] - Bridgwater Tidal barrier

I attended the Stakeholder meeting last week and, just in case you were not already aware, I
 would like to make a couple of points regarding the positioning of the proposed tidal surge
 barrier;

· The outfall from Chilton Trinity STW lies between Sites 5 & 6. It could cause us issues if it
was drowned out by high river levels.

· Three sewage rising mains cross under the river in the areas of Sites 5, 6 & 7.
Presumably any barrier will be founded on piles and so it is essential these are avoided

Hope this helps.

Regards

Developer Services
Wessex Water
Riverside
Chilton Trinity
TA6 3JS

______________________________________________________________________

This email is confidential. If you are not the intended recipient, you must not copy,  
distribute, disclose or use the information contained in it. If you have received this  
communication in error, please tell us immediately by return email and then delete the 
email and any copies of it from your computer system. Thank you.

Wessex Water Services Limited, Registered in England No 2366648. Registered Office – 
Wessex Water Operations Centre, Claverton Down Road, Claverton Down, Bath, BA2  
7WW

______________________________________________________________________
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From: @somersetdbs.co.uk] 
Sent: 14 March 2016 13:12
To: Hohl, Andy; Nick Stevens
Cc: 

Subject: RE: Bridgwater Tidal Barrier - Revised Statement and Appraisal Scope

Dear Andy

Thank  you  for  this,  and  for  the  invitation  to  the  consultation  event  last  Thursday  morning.  I 
found  the  update  on  Thursday  very  informative  and  we  will  be  sending  correspondence  in 
response to this consultation.

Regarding the revised statement and appraisal scope, I believe the text is as expected, however I 
must advise that as you know a surge barrier is not the Boards preferred option and we would  
encourage the Agency and partner organisations to actively consider the option of an exclusion  
barrier, as exists on the other principal rivers in Somerset. Whilst I understand you are  
concerned this option will be the most complicated to understand the environmental impacts  
and manage the Navigation expectations of some and therefore presents the greatest risk to  
delivery timetables, we believe it will be the most effective form of defence and will also be  
most effective in excluding the marine sediment from the upstream River reaches where it is  
now accepted that maintaining channel capacity is essential to convey fluvial flood flows.

I will cover this further in our consultation response and would be happy to discuss this with you 
further.

Kind Regards

Somerset Drainage Boards Consortium
(Parrett and Axe Brue Drainage Boards)
Bradbury House, 33-34 Market Street, Highbridge, Somerset TA9 3BW
Tel:  01278 789906
Fax: 01278 792914
Email:  isturdy@somersetdbs.co.uk
Web:   www.somersetdrainageboards.gov.uk

mailto:/O=CH2MHILL/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=CORNEY, RUSSELL AAB10017962841
mailto:Valentina.ScarpaBandelloni@ch2m.com
mailto:ISturdy@somersetdbs.co.uk


Historic England, 29 Queen Square, Bristol BS1 4ND 
Telephone 0117 975 1308  HistoricEngland.org.uk 

Please note that Historic England operates an access to information policy. 
Correspondence or information which you send us may therefore become publicly available. 

Ms Jessica Robertson 
Environment Agency 
Manley House 
Kestrel Way 
Exeter 
Devon 
EX2 7LQ 

Our ref:  
Your ref: 

Telephone 
Fax 

PA 00421994 

0117 975 0689 

23 March 2016 

Dear Ms Robertson 

re: Bridgwater Tidal Barrier 

Thank you for inviting Historic England to the Bridgwater Tidal Barrier stakeholder meeting 
on 10th March and to comment on the long-list of options. 

We are only able to make general observations as the location of Options 1-7 is the only 
information available to us at this stage.  We understand that there will be a consultation on 
short-listed options in July 2016 which will include assessment of impact on the Historic 
Environment. We appreciate that specific design and construction information will not be 
available at the short-list stage, but recommend that the assessment considers the impacts of 
a range of potential designs and construction impacts on Listed Buildings, Scheduled 
Monuments and Conservation Areas as well as construction impacts on archaeological sites 
(including alluvial sequences). It would also be helpful to include details of boreholes 
associated with any of the short-listed locations.  

We have looked briefly at the range of Historic Environment Assets within 5km of  Options 1-7 
and note that particularly for Options 2-7 there are a large number of Listed Buildings  within 
this radius including many Grade I and II* buildings  and a number of Scheduled Monuments. 
Any assessment will require a settings assessment for the highly graded assets.  We advise 
that you use our advice note on this (The Setting of Heritage Assets: Historic Environment 
Good Practice Advice in Planning: 3, July 2015.  
http://historicengland.org.uk/images-books/publications/gpa3-setting-of-heritage-
assets/  ).  A Zone of Theoretical Visibility survey for each location should help identify those 
assets that have the potential to be impacted on by this proposal.  



Historic England, 29 Queen Square, Bristol BS1 4ND 
Telephone 0117 975 1308  HistoricEngland.org.uk 

Please note that Historic England operates an access to information policy. 
Correspondence or information which you send us may therefore become publicly available. 

There are a large number of non-designated assets within the area, including locations of 
shipwrecks within the river Parrett channel.  For all the locations, the potential for finding 
archaeological remains of significance, preserved in wet or waterlogged soils is high.  This is 
due to the low-lying floodplain sediments and presence of possible former river channels.  It 
will be important to include adequate time and resources for developing and implementing 
suitable archaeological mitigation as early as possible, given the relatively short timetable for 
construction.  

I hope this is useful; we look forward to the consultation on the short-listed options. 

Yours sincerely  

Vanessa Straker 
Science Advisor (South West), Historic England 
E-mail: Vanessa.Straker@historicengland.org.uk

cc. Melanie Barge; Simon Robertshaw, Historic England. Steven Membery, Somerset Historic
Environment Service.


	1.0 INTRODUCTION
	1.1 Background to the project
	1.2 Long list of options consultation

	2.0 Consultation Responses
	2.1 Analysis of responses
	2.2 Summary of the main comments and concerns
	2.3 Further work undertaken

	3.0 RESPONSE TO COMMENTS AND CONCERNS
	3.1 Responses to the main comments and concerns raised by consultees
	3.2 Options assessment
	3.3 Short list option selection

	4.0 WHAT HAPPENS NEXT?
	Appendix 1 – Consultation Feedback
	Appendix 2 – Long List Assessment Matrix

	21 - Public comments (no names) - 10.03.2016.pdf
	21 - Public comments - 10.03.2016
	A Hine - feedback form
	A Lane - feedback form
	A Robillard - feedback form
	Anthony Gibson - comments
	Catherine Robilliard - feedback form
	Graham Walker - feedback form
	Iris & John Heal - feedback form
	J Earnshald - feedback form
	Keith Barnward - feedback form
	Marilyn Markhall - comments
	Mike Perring - comments
	Nick Frost - feedback form
	Nick Gibson - feedback form
	Philip Ellicott - feedback form
	Sandra Haggett - feedback form
	Steve Trowbridge - comments
	Val Bannister - feedback form

	Martyn & Sue Smith - comments
	Nick Frost - comments
	Steve Trowbridge - all comments
	Steve Trowbridge - comments 1
	Steve Trowbridge - comments 2
	Steve Trowbridge - comments attachment 1
	Steve Trowbridge - comments attachment 2


	22 - Stakeholders comments - 10.03.2016.pdf
	22 - Stakeholders comments - 10.03.2016
	Barry Leathwood (Otterhampton Parish Council) - feedback form
	Brian Smedley (Bridgwater TC) - feedback form
	J B Vassalli (Durleigh Parish Council Quantock Cluster) - feedback form
	J Burnell (RYA) - feedback form
	Julian Gibson (Inland Waterways Association) - feedback form
	Michele Bowe (Somerset Wildlife Trust) - comments
	Mike Scade (Inland Waterways Association) - feedback form
	Patricia Robinson (Friends of Bridgwater Docks and Canal) - feedback form
	Peter Dawning (Sedgemoor Discrict Council) - feedback form
	Rhian Childs (Military Boats) - feedback form
	Richard Archer (rspb) - comments
	Roy Sutton (Inland Waterways Association) - feedback form
	Sara Evans (Friends of Bridgwater Docks and Canal) - feedback form
	Simon Lipscombe (Wessex Water) - comments

	Alexandre Ray (Inland Waterways Association) - comments
	Alexandre Ray (Inland Waterways Association) - comments 2
	Alexandre Ray (Inland Waterways Association) - comments

	Ian Sturdy (Somerset Drainage Boards Consortium) - comments
	Vanessa Straker (Historic England) - comments




