Notes from Muncaster Shoreline Management Plan meeting

11th February 2010

AP = Andy Parsons from Halcrow consultatnts

DB = David Bechelli from Copeland District Council

MF = Mike Fell, Environment Agency

JM = Jo Marriner, Enviornment Agency

JD = John Dell, Cumbria County Council 

AP gave presentation

COMMENT Managing risks to main roads mentioned but doesn’t mention railway

AP – The railway is protecting much of this coast but we have to use a “what if” scenario so, we have to consider what would happen if the railway line was taken out of service and therefore no longer maintained. 

DB – The railway line has some status as Network Rail maintain and build their own defences however, this money does not come through the same “pot” as Local Authorities have for coastal defence. 

COMMENT Residents have to travel under the railway to access their property. 

DB – The railways is maintained. 

COMMENT The properties of Braystones, Netherton an Coulderton are considered to be a defence for the railway by some residents.

DB – Think network rail are loking at this. 

COMMENT Public sectors are allowed to defend themselves but private owners are not allowed to defend their property. 

AP – SMP doesn’t prevent people from defending their property, but sets overarching policy recommending what the best course of action in that area are. In some areas, maintenance of private defences may be allowed however consents from the relevant bodies would be needed to do this and this cannot be unreasonably with held. However, this will ensure that the effects that construction of new defences will have on neighbouring areas will be considered

COMMENT The Ministry of Defence are able to do what they like. 

COMMENT Up to 1905  farmers used to divert the River Annas to manage erosion. 

AP - The SMP Action Plan suggests that beach management is looked in to in this area. 

COMMENT Three miles inland there is a body of water which can’t be dredged or cleared [due to need for permissions] and is causing problems. This didn’t happen in the past and people just got on and took the necessary action to deal with flooding or erosion. 

AP – Historically, people didn’t look at the impacts that taking action to manage flooding or erosion caused elsewhere and this did cause problems in other areas. [Building new defences to protect one area may pass on the problem to other sites] . 

COMMENT There used to be a want for more land and now people don’t give a damn. 

MF – There is limited funding available Nationally for coastal defence and this has to be prioritised and used where it will have greatest effect (the main priority now set by central government being defending homes).

QUESTION Re Stubb Place area – Where will the money come from for building a road further inland? 

MF – The SMP may say moving the road inland is the best option but it doesn’t suggest where the funding for this will come from. This will be looked into in further investigations. 

QUESTION How much is the budget? 

AP – we do not know.

QUESTION How will the Coastal Group know if they will have enough money to implement the SMP? 

AP – There have been studies looking at protecting the whole coast and there is not enough money to do so. 

COMMENT Re Silecroft Beach – The car park is at risk and the local people are told they can’t do anything about it. 

DB – The SMP policy states that private defences can be maintained where they exist subject to consent and provided that this is not having adverse impacts elsewhere.

QUESTION The proposed power station at Kirkstanton has suggested 13 metre walls as coastal defences. Has this been taken into account?

DB – The SMP cannot consider or include information about proposed developments – only those that have been granted planning permission. If the power station is approved, thorough assessment of the impacts of such defences will be considered and included in the next revision of the SMP. AP explained, that the developer will have to undertake a detailed Environmental Impact Assessment and there may also be a public enquiry. These will need to consider impacts on coastal processes and the surrounding environment.

QUESTIONS Re Braystones, Netherton and Coulderton – around 80 properties at risk. Please explain what the proposed adaptation strategy, beach management and relocation to a sustainable site are. 

AP – Sea level rise will mean that the beach properties will be hit hard. An adaptation strategy could look at helping residents with things like storm warnings, evacuation plans etc. Relocation is mentioned because; with sea level rise over the next 50 to 100 years the properties are not likely to be sustainable or safe due to storm damage.

Beach management refers to the action that residents are already taking to manage shingle to protect their homes. 

MF – Relocation studies may look at potential areas for the residents to move to. Funding for the studies may be able to be drawn down however it is unlikely that funding will be found for actual relocation. 

QUESTION Re Marshside – two storms could see the road being lost. What is the contingency plan? 

JD – There isn’t one. Cumbria County Council (CCC) has a duty to maintain the surface of the road. If the road is washed away that responsibility is washed away with it. CCC have looked at schemes to defend the road but these would cost around £500,000 and there isn’t funding available for this. CCC are not the coastal defence authority so they can’t defend the coast, just the road. In 2002 the Copeland Committee agreed the recommendations of the Bullen report for the road to be built further inland which did not look at protecting properties but funding sources could not be identified and there are issues over land purchase. 

QUESTIONS The SMP has set out a No Active Intervention policy. What criteria have been used to decide this? What can be done to change this policy to Hold the line so that funding for schemes could potentially be found?

COMMENT The first SMP said what we are saying today. All Local Authorities have a duty of care and a duty to involve but this process has not been effective in terms of consulting with residents. We need to think outside the box and discuss how we can do it rather than why we can’t for example, the partnership project in Bootle. The SMP will not be signed off by Councillors if some of the policy wordings don’t change. 

AP – All wording is up for consultation and we encourage people to take part and let us know their suggestions for changes through the website or in writing. 

DB – communities need to come together if there is no way of drawing down national funding. 

COMMENT Residents need expert help to identify the best solutions. 

COMMENT All shingle travels North. The River Annas goes a mile along coast before it turns inland and if it were brought straight out it would allow more shingle to travel north [that would benefit Marshside and Stubb Place].

MF – The Environment Agency looked at this area many years ago, however because of the Northward drift of the shingle, any channel would quickly be refilled so this is not a sustainable option in the long term. 

COMMENT The website address is “my coastline” however it’s not our coastline at all. The agencies involved have not spoken to local people. 

QUESTION How was the meeting advertised?

DB – Copeland matters highlighted the consultation and all Parish Councils were written to. 

But Parish Councils only meet monthly 

DB - this has been a hastily arranged meeting to gather feedback during the consultation period. The consultation was also advertised in local press and the documents placed in local libraries.

JM – the SMP covers a large area – we have tried to get as much coverage and publicity about the SMP as possible with the limited resource we have. 

COMMENT People only have two days to feed into the consultation – this is not enough time.

JM – responses received shortly after the deadline will still be considered. 

QUESTION The storm in 2002 meant that the beach ramp was lost (Braystones). The Council did not want to know and eventually Network rail repaired it because they needed access to the beach. Will the SMP make the Council do it? 

AP – The SMP action plan could include a proposal to develop an emergency plan that would clarify who is responsible for that and other actions such as storm warnings and evacuations. 

You can give us your comments on the Shoreline Management Plan by logging on to www.mycoastline.org, emailing smp2@mycoasline.org or writing to North West England and North Wales Coastal Group, c/oFiona Crayston, Blackpool Council, Westgate House, Squires Gate Lane, Blackpool, FY4 2TS

