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Summer 2017 Public and Stakeholder Engagement Period 
Summary of Feedback 

Purpose of this report 

During summer 2017 the ASEA project team published information outlining proposals for 

flood defence and habitat creation works in the Avonmouth and Severnside area.  The 

purpose of this exercise was to provide everyone with an opportunity to comment prior to 

the submission of planning applications. 

This report provides an overview of the engagement activities undertaken during this period 

and the feedback received.  It also explains how this feedback is being used to help shape 

the final proposals that will be used in the planning submission. 

Project context 

This project is focussing on managing flood risk along a 17km stretch of coastline from Aust 

to Avonmouth and aims to deliver a minimum of 80 hectares of wetland habitat to mitigate 

the impacts of development within the Enterprise Area.  The study area falls partly within 

South Gloucestershire Council and partly in Bristol City Council. 

Background information on the project can be viewed at:  

www.insouthglos.co.uk/enterprise/avonmouth/flood-ecology/ 

Engagement activities undertaken 

Between 20th June and 8th August 2017 the following specific engagement activities were 

undertaken: 

- Information outlining the proposals for both flood defence works and the creation of 

habitat areas was published on the project website.  This included: 

- A series of display posters (reproduced within Appendix A) which explained 

the required height of the flood defences and the proposed method of 

construction.  For the habitat areas details of the current area and works 

required were included.   

- Artist’s impressions showing how the flood defences could look.   

  

Avonmouth Severnside Enterprise Area (ASEA)  

Ecology Mitigation and Flood Defence Project 

South Gloucestershire Council, Bristol City Council and the Environment Agency are 

working together to improve flood defences and create new habitats for important wildlife 

species. This project will help to ensure that economic development can continue within 

the Local Enterprise Partnership’s designated Enterprise Area without harming the 

environment. In addition, this work will also have benefits for the local community. 
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- Cross-sections providing technical details, such as the heights of the current 

and proposed flood defences.  

- Short three-dimensional animation videos showing how the defences would 

relate to the existing landscape in key areas. 

- An interactive mapper, bringing together all of the above information.  

- Two public exhibitions were held, in Avonmouth (within Bristol City Council area) on 

4th July 2017 and in Severn Beach (within South Gloucestershire Council area) on 

18th July 2017.  

- Stakeholders, landowners and members of the public were directed to the website, 

and invited to attend the public exhibitions via emails, newsletters, direct mailouts, 

local media, social media and posters.  Copies of the project newsletter, exhibition 

materials and feedback forms were also placed for reference in Avonmouth Library. 

- The project team attended seven community, parish and forum meetings across both 

the Bristol City Council and South Gloucestershire Council areas to explain the 

project and to answer questions (these meetings followed a number of initial briefings 

and presentations held during 2016/17). 

- A meeting was held with residents at New Passage specifically to discuss proposals 

close to their properties. A follow up meeting was also held in September. 

- Feedback was invited via a bespoke feedback form (included in Appendix A) or by 

email. 

Scope of engagement 

The nature of the project and current stage of work meant that this phase of engagement 

was focussed on specific issues.  The project team was keen to clearly explain which 

elements of the proposals could, at this stage, genuinely be influenced by feedback.   

The feedback requested focussed on detailed issues, and the project team was particularly 

keen to understand how the proposed works would impact on individuals.  

Feedback was not requested in relation to: 

- The position/alignment of the flood defences as a ‘hold the line’ approach has been 

decided through previous work (see the FAQ section of the webpage for details).  

This position seems to be well understood by residents and stakeholders.  

- The required height of the flood defences as this has been established using detailed 

computer modelling, taking account of predictions of sea level rise.  A number of 

questions were nevertheless raised on this topic and the project team has sought to 

further explain the technical work underpinning these predictions. 

- The type of flood defence (wall, bank etc) as technical constraints have dictated the 

required form, and as a general rule flood banks have been proposed unless 

precluded by space/habitat constraints.  However, during the engagement period it 

became clear that some residents had concerns over the proposals at specific 

locations and, as a result, some elements of the proposals have been reviewed, to 

take account of feedback (see below).   
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Level of response received 

During the engagement period: 

- Around 25 people attended the Avonmouth event. 

- Around 60 people attended the Severn Beach event. 

- 42 emails and feedback forms were submitted.  

- The presentations given by team members at the various community meetings were 

well attended by Councillors, residents and stakeholders. 

- Meetings held to discuss the issues at New Passage were well attended by residents 

directly affected by the proposals. 

Feedback received 

Flood defence proposals 

During the engagement period a wide range of constructive discussions took place and have 

helped to evolve and improve the proposals.  Generally there was a good degree of 

acceptance that improved flood defences are required, and a number of respondents were 

grateful that the proposals would offer both property and land a greater degree of protection 

into the future.  However, there were some concerns and questions around some aspects 

of the proposals.   

The proposals to install a sheet pile flood wall in the New Passage area were the subject of 

the greatest number of comments.  Here, residents expressed serious concern that the 

proposal would be unacceptably visually intrusive, significantly impact on views out to the 

estuary, have a negative impact on wildlife/habitats and prevent access to the coastline.  A 

meeting was held with residents to address these issues and a revised proposal has been 

worked up, taking account of their feedback.  

Other concerns were raised in relation to the flood defence proposals in terms of: 

- Impact on the landscape and wildlife as a result of the loss of poplar trees and 

hedgerows. 

- The potentially stark appearance of raised concrete flood walls and the risk of 

damage and graffiti. 

- Impact on access to the coastline, for example for recreation and fishing. 

- Volume and routeing of construction traffic, particularly considering the volume of 

material that would need to be brought in to create the raised embankments. 

Table 1 provides an overview of the comments in relation to the proposed flood defence 

works. It seeks to provide a general feel for the type, nature and strength of comment 

received therefore, responses are grouped and presented in summary format.  Table 1 

explains how each comment has been considered by the project team and the extent to 

which design changes have been made to address the issues raised.   
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Habitat area proposals 

The proposals for the creation of wetland areas attracted fewer comments compared to the 

flood defence works.  There was clear support for the principle of improving habitats and 

supporting the species of the Severn Estuary.  Some respondents raised questions about 

the proposed location of the wetland areas and a number of residents were concerned about 

the volume of construction traffic, the movement of materials and the impact on current 

farming practices.   

Table 2 provides an overview of the comments received and sets out how these have been 

considered within the evolving design and planning.   

Overarching comments 

A number of the comments made related to the project as a whole.  These are summarised 

in Table 3.  

Design changes made in response to feedback 

In response to the feedback received a number of amendments have been made to the 

proposals to help ensure that they address local issues and concerns.  These include: 

- A redesign of flood defence proposals for the New Passage area, introducing glass 

panels above a low concrete wall to help reduce the visual impact and ensure that 

views out to the estuary are largely retained.  These proposals have been discussed 

with residents and have been well received. 

- Alterations to the proposed materials/colour for the concrete flood wall at Avonmouth. 

In addition, ongoing work is looking at: 

- Consideration of alternative flood defence options to help mitigate impact on the 

poplar trees adjacent to the landfill site at Northwick  We have prepared a short report 

outlining the issues and options we have considered.  This is available on our 

webpage.   

- How best to ensure the proposals are fully accessible to all. 

Next steps 

Over the coming weeks the designs for the flood defences and wetland areas will continue 

to evolve in response to the feedback received, ongoing stakeholder discussions and 

emerging technical work.   

We hope to be in a position to submit planning applications to Bristol City Council and South 

Gloucestershire Council at the start of 2018.  As part of the normal planning application 

process residents, communities and stakeholders will have another opportunity to review 

the amended proposals and comment should they wish.  Once planning consent is granted 

we hope that works can be delivered in phases, with the earliest preparation works starting 

on site in 2018/19.  For future updates on the project please visit:  

http://www.insouthglos.co.uk/enterprise/avonmouth/flood-ecology/.  Please send comments 

or queries to:  ASEA@environment-agency.gov.uk 

http://www.insouthglos.co.uk/enterprise/avonmouth/flood-ecology/
http://www.insouthglos.co.uk/enterprise/avonmouth/flood-ecology/
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Table 1 – Comments and responses: flood defence issues 

Location/Topic Comment Response 

Northwick Query whether managed realignment has been 
considered for the Northwick area. 

We did consider managed realignment for this section and are proposing around 1ha of 
additional coast habitat via realignment of the bank near Cake Pill. However, there are relatively 
few opportunities for realignment in the majority of the scheme due to existing infrastructure, 
commercial and residential development and legacy land use issues. The scheme is aligned with 
the ‘hold the line’ approach set out in the Severn Estuary Strategy.      

Concern regarding the impact of the flood 
defence proposals on the land fill at Northwick 

Our proposals will protect the landfill site at Northwick from flooding.   While the defences are 
lower than existing high ground, provision of raised flood embankments will protect the material 
contained within the landfill site.   

Strong concern from several residents about the 
proposed removal of poplar trees adjacent to the 
landfill site at Cake Pill. These are felt to be an 
important feature of the local landscape and a 
valuable habitat for wildlife. 

In response to concerns about the removal of the poplar trees we have undertaken further work 
to explore additional flood defence options and re-assess the constraints in this location.  We 
have prepared a short report outlining the issues and options and this is available on our 
webpage.  In summary, the options we have considered include: 

- Realigning the flood defences seaward of the trees. This would cause the flood defence 
embankment to encroach onto the intertidal marsh of the Severn Estuary, which has multiple 
national and international protective designations including being designated a Special 
Protection Area.  As such, planning permission would be unlikely to be achieved.  Site 
walkovers have been undertaken with Natural England to consider these issues, 

- Realign flood defences landward of the trees.  This would encroach into the landfill site.  It is 
highly likely that working in this area will disturb contaminants and therefore significant 
mitigation measures will need to be included in the design to avoid causing pollution. 

- Change flood defence type.  We have considered using a sheet piled or concrete flood wall 
as an alternative to an embankment.  A wall could have a potentially negative visual impact 
on the area and the foundations required could damage the existing poplar tree roots. 

- Current alignment, but with localised encroachment into the intertidal marsh.  We have 
considered a variation which would allow the embankment to encroach into a triangle of drier 
intertidal marsh at the northern end.  This area of land had previously been designated to 
provide an enhanced habitat for wading birds and is the only area of land within the scheme 
area that is available for this type of improvement.   

At this time, and based on current information, the original flood defence option presented to the 
public in Summer 2017 is preferred because it is acceptable under the Habitats Directive, 
minimises risk of erosion to the landfill site, minimises land take, avoids slow die off of the 
poplars, provides for new native planting and retains the use of visually softer earthwork 
embankments.  Any proposal would be subject to obtaining planning consent and we will 
continue to work with South Gloucestershire Council, as Local Planning Authority, to ensure our 
proposals are likely to be accepted. 

http://www.insouthglos.co.uk/enterprise/avonmouth/flood-ecology/
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Location/Topic Comment Response 

 Concern that the flood defence proposals 
require the loss of ancient hedgerow.   

The proposed flood defence embankment between New Passage and Aust will require the 
removal and replacement of existing hedgerow.   

We will consider translocation of some of the more valuable, species-rich lengths of hedge from 
the existing position – this involves coppicing the hedge then scooping it up into a trench on the 
new boundary line – which has the advantage of regenerating much more quickly. 

 Recognition that the Pilning wetland area has 
been really successful. Concern that the flood 
defence works will affect the existing Pilning 
wetlands area by bringing more people beyond 
the settlement boundary of New Passage and 
within closer proximity/increasing disturbance to 
wildlife.  Concern that proposals affect lines of 
sight, breeding and roosting sites. 

The success of the Pilning wetland area is recognised and this project seeks to complement that.   

We will continue to work with the landowner to ensure our proposals are compatible with the 
existing success of the wetland area. 

North of New 
Passage 

Concern that footpaths are to be set back on a 
lower level (rather than along the top of the 
embankment) and that this will impact on 
enjoyment of walks and views. 

The aim of the lower level is to help minimise the disturbance to birds on the estuary caused by 
moving people.  The lower level means people can still see over the crest to the estuary.  People 
walking will be encouraged to use the lower level through the use of information signs. 

New Passage 

 

Query about why the height increase required at 
New Passage is so high.  Whilst improved flood 
defences are generally welcome there is a 
concern that the proposals are very high.   

The height proposed at New Passage takes account of forecast increases in sea level due to 
climate change and also includes other factors relating to coastal environments including wave 
action, storm surges and foreshore surface conditions. Contingency is built into the scheme to 
ensure the defence can withstand a 1:200 year scale event for decades into the future. 

Concern that the height proposed at New 
Passage is based on uncertain predictions of 
sea level rise and that there is no economic 
need for 60 years of protection. 

Our sea level rise calculations are based on national guidance for the impacts of climate change. 
This guidance is based on the results of significant scientific research. Our aim to provide tidal 
flood protection for at least 60 years is in line with current guidance. 

Concern that there are existing drainage issues 
at New Passage which require attention to 
prevent water diverting off the existing ramp and 
pooling in adjacent gardens. 

The Environment Agency is aware of this issue and is investigating possibilities for addressing 
this either as part of the ASEA project, or separately through joint working with the South 
Gloucestershire Council highways and drainage team.  

Query about why the solution for New Passage 
is proposed to be a wall rather than an 
embankment.  General feeling that an 
embankment would be more appropriate or that 
this section should be seen as a transition 
section between the wall at Severn Beach and 
the embankment at Northwick.  

A flood wall is proposed at New Passage because there is limited space in this location.   

An earth bank of the height required would mean widening the base by up to 10 metres.  We 
cannot construct any works on the seaward side of the current footprint of the defences, as it 
would encroach on the Severn Estuary area, which has multiple national and international 
protective designations, Therefore in this area an embankment would encroach significantly into 
resident’s gardens.  This option was therefore discounted.   

A wall provides a slimmer foundation and potentially less disturbance during construction.    
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Location/Topic Comment Response 

 The published proposals showed a sheet pile flood wall.  However, following discussions with 
residents a revised proposal has been drawn up and this includes a dwarf wall with a reinforced 
concrete foundation, with glass panels above (see below).   

Preference for a rock armour/revetment option 
coupled with raising of the embankment 
between New Passage and Chestle Pill as 
identified by previous studies. 

 

A rock armour and revetment option was identified in previous studies as an option for the area 
between Aust and New Passage.  However, this work did not go down to the geographic scale of 
considering what was required specifically for the New Passage to Chestle Pill area.  

This project is now looking at the design in much more detail both geographically and using new 
hydraulic modelling than previous more broader scale studies.  Based on this a rock-armour and 
revetments solution would not be appropriate.   

Rock armour and revetments are typically used in locations where there is known to be 
significant wave action. As the New Passage and Chestle Pill area is relatively sheltered and 
protected by a long, shallow-sloped salt-marsh run-up, rock-armour and revetment have been 
ruled out due to reduced wave action applying to this section. 

In addition, the hard finish of rock armour and revetment may be considered to have an adverse 
impact by encroaching into the Severn Estuary designated area   

 

Significant concern was raised by multiple 
residents around the proposal for a sheet piled 
flood wall at New Passage.   

Detailed comments were submitted regarding 
the impact to individual properties. 

Concerns were also raised by Severnside CEF 
and Severn Beach Parish Council.   

The detailed concerns raised in relation to the 
initial proposal shown in the public engagement 
materials are set out individually below 

A residents meeting was held on 7th August 2017 to discuss the proposals for New Passage.  This 
was organised by local residents and was attended by the ASEA project team.  

The meeting was very positive.  It was a constructive discussion that helped the project team to 
understand local concerns and provided an opportunity to work with residents to identify practical 
solutions to overcome these concerns.   

At the meeting design options were openly explored.  A number of design iterations were 
suggested by the project team that could help to address local concerns and the pros and cons of 
these were debated.  The outcome was a general consensus that, given the practical constraints, 
a glass panel flood defence parapet above a dwarf wall would be a preferred solution.   

In response to these comments an alternative design proposal was drawn up.  This is includes a 
dwarf wall, with glass panelling above.  The ways in which this solution addresses specific 
concerns are explained below.  

The revised design was discussed with New Passage residents at a second meeting on 27th 
September 2017.  The response was very positive and residents felt that this was much preferable 
to the original proposal.  

Visual impact – a sheet pile solution was 
considered too imposing.  The design of the 
wall, as shown in the artists impressions, was 
felt to not be in keeping with the local landscape. 
A softer, greener solution would be preferred.   

These issues were discussed in detail at the residents meeting.   

In order to reduce the overall impact of the defence on the landscape a revised design 
incorporating glass panelling has been agreed with residents. The importance of keeping the 
framing of the glass to a minimum in order to further reduce visual impact, is noted. 
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Location/Topic Comment Response 

A number of suggestions for alternative designs 
and mitigation were submitted including a 
curved wall, various terraced structures, soil 
banks to conceal the wall, and use of planting or 
green paint to reduce visual impact.   

It was suggested that the sheet pile solution was 
not appropriate within the Green Belt (in terms 
of openness and visual amenity), AONB and 
SSSI. 

Further work is required to identify appropriate materials and render – this could be designed to 
blend in with adjacent properties.  Overall this revised design will have a lesser visual impact. 
Visual impact will be considered in detail within the Environmental Impact Assessment.   

The extent to which the proposals are acceptable within the Green Belt is being considered as 
part of the Planning Statement that supports the Planning Application.  

Impact on views out to the estuary and into the 
Pill – there was concern that the concrete wall 
would prevent people (particularly those in 
wheelchairs) enjoying the view from the Public 
Right of Way).  

This glass panel solution will ensure that users of the footpath can still enjoy views out to the 
estuary. 

Impact on access to the coast - in terms of 
provision of gates/gaps in the defence, and 
potential difficulty of access for people with 
mobility impairments.   

The importance of retaining access to the coastline is recognised.   

There will be a flood gate included at the top of the current access ramp to the foreshore at New 
Passage. This will only be closed during periods of high tide.  Similar solutions are proposed for 
other locations along the 17km stretch. 

Our designs will comply with all relevant design standards. 

Impact on habitat and wildlife - including 
meadow grass, bee orchids and bats. 

Where not directly in the footprint of a new hard flood defence structure, all grassland areas 
disturbed by construction activities will be reinstated to their original condition.  We would delay 
cutting grass in this area until September each year in order to protect the wildlife. 

In order to preserve the flower species in this area, we will retain the top soil and put it back 
post-construction where disturbed.  

Our Environmental Impact Assessment will consider the impact of our proposals on other 
habitats and species, including bats. 

Impact on access for ongoing maintenance – for 
example, to service the tidal outfalls at Chestle 
Pill and Cotterall Pill. 

 

We are still assessing what would be the most appropriate access route for ongoing 
maintenance once the new flood defence scheme is completed. For the section between New 
Passage to Aust, we are aiming to improve access from both ends; at New Passage and Cake 
Pill. We also need to have access to the new flood gates we are proposing and be mindful of 
land ownership and setup access agreements where necessary. 

Concern around volume and routeing of traffic 
during construction.  Suggestion that access 
should be via farmland. 

Concern particularly about impact to New 
Passage Road. 

We have been seeking advice from a construction company to identify appropriate access 
routes. This will include looking at options to gain access across farmland.  There are a number 
of route options being considered, including access from the A403, down from Cake Pill and a 
route off New Passage Road. The route will depend on the load limits of Chestle Pill. We are 
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sensitive to the impact access may have on residents and will be looking at how we can mitigate 
these impacts, for example by restricting access times and routes.   

To minimise the impact of construction traffic generally across the study area we will re-use 
materials where we can. We will use a supply chain well known for considerate construction, we 
are looking at potential to bring material in by train. 

In respect of the revised designs discussed at 
the New Passage residents meeting the 
following comments were subsequently 
received: 

- Preference for wall and glazed panel 
solution 

- Preference for lower footpath 
- Preference not to have handrails 
- Preference for narrower 3m access 

road, with passing places to reduce 
impact 

- Consolidated gravel finish to the path is 
preferred over tarmac 

- Preference for a rubble to stone façade 
to the wall would be better than solid 
concrete 

These comments have been considered in detail and are, where possible, reflected in the re-
worked designs for New Passage.  This design incorporates glass panels and we will reflect 
preferences for materials where possible. 

The re-worked design includes a 5m access width (as opposed to the 3m requested) as this is 
the width required by the Environment Agency for maintenance works and access.   

Severn Beach Concern that the Binn wall at Severn Beach is 
not proposed to be raised. Concerned that with 
no height increase Severn Beach will become 
the area most likely to flood in the future.   

Hydraulic modelling and design has been undertaken to latest national standards, accounting for 
60 years of predicted sea level rise to account for the life of the enterprise area. The modelling 
shows that the existing defences at Severn Beach are already at the required defence level but 
may require some strengthening/reinforcement. 

Request for the ramp at New Passage to remain 
due to life boat usage. 

This ramp will be retained with a flood gate installed across the opening and there will be no 
restricted lifeboat access. 

Generally positive comments about the 
proposals to raise the defence and improve the 
footpath to the south of Severn Beach (as 
shown in the artist impression). 

Positive feedback here is appreciated. 

Severn Beach 
rail line 

Concern that the proposals do not offer 
protection to the railway line.  Preference for the 
flood wall to be located to the seaward side of 
the railway line, so as to provide protection to 
infrastructure. 

We are working with Network Rail to combine the flood defence with the railway line, but if that 
can not be achieved, we will revert to our current solution of going landward of the rail line.  We 
will seek planning consent for our current solution to demonstrate that a full defence can be 
provided even if Network Rail do not wish to have the defence on Network Rail land.  This is 
important for secure funding for the whole scheme. 
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 Improvements to the footpath alongside the 
railway would be appreciated. 

Our proposals already include for improvements to this footpath. 

Avonmouth Concern over the proposed appearance of the 
concrete flood wall at Avonmouth and impact on 
views into Avonmouth from the port/cruise 
ships. 

The project team acknowledges that the images shared were very indicative.  Comments about 
the colour and materials of the wall at Avonmouth are noted.  Whilst there are very few publicly 
accessible viewpoints affected by the wall the project will seek to use appropriate materials to 
make the wall blend into its surroundings.   

Query about what the proposed sheet piles at 
Lamplighters Marsh would look like and whether 
views of the River Avon would be obstructed 

The sheet piles would be close to the railway line and not obscure the view from the paths.  The 
sheet piles would be unclad, but the retained vegetation would screen views to the sheet piles.  
There is potentially an opportunity to plant more vegetation to screen the sheet piles from the 
public footpath at Lamplighters Marsh. 

Concern that land at Lamplighters Marsh is not 
protected by the proposed works.  

At Lamplighters Marsh we have aligned the defences along the boundary next to the railway, so 
that we are protecting the railway, the dockyard, and other residential property in Avonmouth.  
This alignment also helps to minimise impact on the Lamplighters Marsh Nature Reserve.   
We will be ensuring that the ASEA scheme does not increase flood risk to Shirehampton by 
testing the proposed scheme within hydraulic modelling. 

Concern that parts of Shirehampton (Station 
Road and Wellington Mews) are not protected 
by the proposed works. 

Whilst an upgrade or alteration to defences in this location are not part of this project the 
Environment Agency and Bristol City Council will be investigating their performance as part of a 
separate project and will update the community as plans progress. 

Some concerns about groundwater flood risk at 
Avonmouth.   

Groundwater issues are largely outside the scope of this project.  The Bristol City Council Local 
Flood Risk Management Strategy has an action to undertake a citywide groundwater flood risk 
assessment and will include the above in such assessment 

Ecology Concern that the proposals will impact on the 
saltmarsh and that coastal squeeze will reduce 
the area of saltmarsh.  Notes that the wider 
impact on the saltmarsh should be considered. 

We are seeking to do no works on the protected areas. Works will be on the landward side in 
order to not impact the protected area.  We are working with Natural England in developing and 
implementing the scheme. Coastal squeeze is being addressed elsewhere in the Estuary by the 
Environment Agency. 

Concern over ability of ground dwelling wildlife 
to pass over large vertical structures. 

These issues, and potential mitigation measures, are being considered as part of the 
Environmental Impact Assessment. 

Public rights of 
way (PROW) 

Query around extent to which the proposed 
flood defence works are consistent with 
ambitions to for the proposed English Coast 
Path National Trail.   

The project team is aware of Natural England’s project to establish the England Coast Path on the 
Severn Estuary and has received detailed feedback from Natural England as part of this 
engagement process.  We will continue to work together on the interface between our projects.   

The proposals must meet the requirement of the 
Equalities Act 2010, the Marine and Coastal 
Access Act and the Fieldfare standards for all.  
Detailed comments received about the 

We are aware of these requirements.  The project will seek to provide suitable access for all.  We 
are working with Natural England to ensure the project is aligned with their vision for an England 
Coast Path. 

 



Avonmouth Severnside Enterprise Area (ASEA) 
Ecology Mitigation and Flood Defence Project  
  

 

 

Location/Topic Comment Response 

requirements for gates/structures, gradients and 
need to retain views for people in wheelchairs. 

Various comments about the extent to which 
improvements to the Public Rights of Way 
should cater for multi user groups – wheelchair 
access, cyclists and horse riders. 

These comments are noted.  At this stage the project is unlikely to change the status of the path, 
which is a public footpath, not a bridleway 

Suggestion that interpretation information 
should be included along the coastal PROW. 

The value of interpretation panels, in helping to provide information about local wildlife and 
heritage is acknowledged and appropriate information will be provided where possible. 

Access Concern around likely disturbance caused by 
site working.  In particular, concern that 
transportation of materials to create the raised 
embankments will be difficult – large volumes of 
materials, narrow roads etc. 

It is inevitable that such a large construction project will introduce additional traffic to the network. 
This matter will be covered in the Environmental Statement. For example, we are working with 
construction experts to identify likely temporary access routes from the A403 to avoid impacting 
local lanes and streets in the New Passage area and at Aust. 

Concern to ensure that future access for 
maintenance is not across private property. 

We are aware of individual concerns about previous access for maintenance over private land and 
have passed these to the appropriate maintenance teams.  Our proposals for future access will 
not rely on access over private land. 

Flood 
risk/drainage 

Query whether the flood defence works will 
increase flood risk outside of the Enterprise 
Area.  Some concern was expressed about 
flood risk for example to the areas north of the 
M48. 

The proposed scheme will be subject to its own Flood Risk Assessment (FRA) as part of the 
planning application process.  The FRA process will ensure that the scheme has no negative 
impact on flood levels elsewhere.  

Concern that proposals will adversely affect 
flood risk and lead to increased risk of flooding 
from the rhines, due to blocking of internal 
drainage.  

We are working closely with the Lower Severn Internal Drainage Board to ensure that our 
proposals are acceptable.  We are also modelling our proposals to ensure that they do not increase 
flood risk elsewhere. 

Keen to ensure drainage ditches along the sea 
walls are reinstated. 

Our proposals will incorporate appropriate drainage.   

General/other Query raised about if/how the ASEA flood 
models would be subject to third party review. 

Our modelling will be reviewed by experts within the IDB. 

Concern that flood walls would be subject to 
graffiti/damage 

Concerns are noted.  Where possible we will look to use anti-graffiti surfaces,  

 

Important to ensure that access to the coastline 
is retained for fishing.   

Our proposals will not restrict access for fishing.  The embankments will still allow access, albeit 
that there will be a need to cross a higher bank. Where flood walls are proposed, gates will be 
incorporated to ensure access is retained.  
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Location/Topic Comment Response 

Have long term maintenance/management 
costs been taken into account? 

Yes, long term maintenance/management costs are included within our cost estimates as sums 
that support our funding bid. 

Concern that increased protection from flooding 
will encourage additional residential 
development. 

The area will remain in the flood zone as defined on the flood map for planning.  For brand new 
development, the planning process requires a Sequential Test to first be passed whereby 
alternative sites outside of the floodplain must be considered. This involves the Local Planning 
Authority (LPA) needing to agree there is a genuine need for new residential development within 
the floodplain. and both Local Authorities have confirmed there is no strategic policy for residential 
development in Avonmouth and Severnside. In addition, the flood defence proposals will provide 
protection from 60 years’ worth of climate change based on the latest planning guidance, which is 
sufficient for commercial development but residential development would require a 100 year 
climate change scheme. 

Concern that the increased protection from 
flooding will encourage additional/inappropriate 
levels of commercial development. 

The objective of the scheme is to help realise the potential within the Enterprise Area – the extent 
of which is already defined and agreed through various policy.  The majority of landholdings to be 
developed are in private developer ownership and benefit from the extant 1957/58 consent. As 
such, sites will come forward for development as and when the developer either completes a 
commercial deal with an occupier or, takes forward a development on a speculative basis.  Those 
that are not covered by the extant consent, would need to apply for planning permission in the 
normal way.   
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Table 2 – Comments and responses: habitat creation issues 

Comment Design response 

Queries about why land adjacent to the existing Pilning Wetland 
Area is not being utilised for the habitat areas. Suggests that using 
this area would create habitat areas that are better connected 
(avoiding the A403 acting as a barrier for birds) and would also 
provide a source of materials for the creation of embankments 
(and reduce the need to bring in material). 

The project cannot force landowners to give up their land or make them re-use it as wetland.  Land 
is being acquired through negotiation and to incorporate this land into the scheme and any planning 
application without consent from the owners would carry an unacceptable risk.  

 

Concern that proposals will lead to a loss of farming land or will 
impact on current farming practices.  Request that scrapes have 
shallow slopes to allow for the movement of farm machinery and 
to reduce the chance of poaching by cattle. 

Our project aim is for the land, except that used for permanent ponds, to remain in active farming 
use as grazing land. Our designs include for shallow side slopes to the scrapes.   

Concern that proposals will affect flood risk due to the blocking of 
internal drainage. Suggests additional pumping stations and 
sumps should be provided to mitigate extra risk. 

Our proposals are designed to increase wetness in only the fields we have acquired for wet 
grassland habitat, without affecting the main drainage rhines. We are working closely with the 
Internal Drainage Board to ensure that our proposals are acceptable.  We are also modelling our 
proposals to ensure that they do not increase flood risk elsewhere. 

Keen that habitat areas are seen as assets.  For example they 
can help attract businesses and improve the environment for local 
employees.  Feeling that positive use of the habitat areas should 
be encouraged – e.g. health walks. 

We agree the scheme should create spaces and infrastructure that we can all be proud of Details 
of access will need to be agreed with the organisation that eventually take on responsibility for 
maintenance of the wetland areas.  At this stage, we envisage that public access is unlikely to be 
encouraged.  However, access along the Severn Way will remain public so users of the public 
right of way will benefit from improved local habitat.    

Comment that there needs to be some commitment to the 
management of the habitats 

Part of our project is to establish a management regime for the habitats and, in due course, we will 
be talking to organisations that may take on a management role. 

Concern that the proposals are not ambitious enough and that 
extra effort should be made to compensate for wildlife lost to 
industry. 

80 hectares is the minimum required amount of compensatory habitat, as specified by previous 
studies.  Where possible we are looking to provide additional habitat. 

Query about whether the wildlife areas will have buffers, to 
prevent future uses up to the boundary and causing a 
disturbance. 

The project does not have the ability to prevent future uses on adjacent land causing disturbance. 
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Comment Design response 

Suggests that proposals should allow for visual access to new 
wetland areas – to allow recording etc of species. 

The existing public rights of way are being retained and therefore it will still be possible to look out 
across the habitat areas.  

Concern that proposals represent an expedient answer not the 
best answer (e.g. focus on land owned by the Council rather than 
other sites) 

The proposals for habitat creation focus on land where we can be most certain that we can reach 
an agreement with landowners to acquire the land in a reasonable time scale.    

Comment that replacement of hedges should not just be at the 
discretion of landowners. 

Where possible we will ensure that hedgerows are replaced as part of this project and have identified 
areas for replacement scrub planting within the project proposals.  Beyond that replacement of 
hedges will be at the discretion of the landowners, but we intend to work closely with them to 
encourage appropriate replacement. 

Comment that proposed lakes should be dug deep with graduated 
sides to ensure they do not dry out and to provide plenty of 
margins for foraging. 

The proposed ponds will incorporate a deeper area with steep sides which will permanently hold 
water, as well as shallow margins. 

Could we use Northwick habitat land as a kind of sustainable 
urban drainage system (SUDS) for excess water in the main rhine 
to alleviate flooding in Aust. 

 

In principle wetland habitat areas could be used in this way.  In this instance our view is that this 
would not be practical as the habitat area is downstream of the perceived flooding problem at 
Aust. SUDS only really helps reduce flood risk to property downstream of the SUDS facility. 
However, if the community can provide any information on flooding problems in the Aust area we 
can review this in more detail. 
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Table 3 – Comments and responses: overarching issues 

Comment Response 

Concern that the proposals are already ‘fixed’ and that there is 
limited opportunity for influence or full consultation. 

As part of this information sharing exercise we have been keen to manage expectations.  The 
alignment of the defence, the height required and (to a large extent) the type of flood defence 
(bank or wall) have been dictated by previous studies and a number of important technical and 
practical constraints. Therefore we have sought to open about the extent to which these can be 
influenced.  The purpose of this engagement period was to listen to and understand everyone’s 
views.  Where significant concerns have been raised we have listened to feedback and revisited 
designs. For example, we have worked closely with the residents of New Passage to agree a 
solution which meets the requirements of the community.   

Request that the Environment Agency engages with local 
businesses when allocating works as this will have a positive 
impact on the local economy. 

As the project moves forward to procurement the Environment Agency will be keen to explore 
options to engage local businesses.  

Concern that meeting with New Passage residents was not 
advertised to all. 

The two residents meetings held have been planned and organised by the local community and 
attended by the Environment Agency.  If anyone who didn’t attend these sessions would like to be 
notified of future meetings we would be pleased to hear from you. 

Details about the proposals were sent by direct mailout to all residents of New Passage. 

Concern that the LEP funding for this project could be used on 
other public services, which arguably would provide a greater 
benefit to the community.  

 

The LEP funding, agreed via the city growth deal, is associated with new business rates only (i.e. 
new businesses brought online in the defined boundary for ASEA). These developments cannot go 
ahead unless our project delivers the necessary mitigations. There will be no new money to use on 
other things (raised via business rates) unless the development is first unlocked by our scheme.  

 

Query over how land raising of sites in the ASEA is managed Due to the provisions of the extant 57/58 area, the only way we can sustainably put a halt to the 
land raising is by providing better flood defences. 

Concern that the Councils are not appropriate to determine the 
planning applications because they are perceived to have a 
vested interested interest in the project.   

Across both BCC and SGC there are different roles.  Some officers are involved in progressing the 
project and promoting the scheme.  Others are involved in the consenting process.  The team has 
been mindful of the need to ensure that these two functions remain separate to enable the 
applications to be considered in the appropriate way.  All contact with the consenting function of 
the planning authority has been made through normal pre-application processes.   
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