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10 INTRODUCTION

The Bedford Ouse (Lower Reaches) Draft Local Environment A%ency Plan (LEAP2 Was
Iauncged In February 1999. This marked the beginning of a three-month Consultation
period.

We are committed to public consultation and encourage comment from all interested
arties and the general public. We believe it is important that all responses to the Draft
EAP are recognised and acted upon, as this will influence the LEAP process and help

develop partnerships.

We have therefore produced this Statement of Consultation, which lists the responses
received during the consultation period and aims to;

o Give consultees feedback on how their comments have been considered and, if
appropriate, incorporated into the LEAP; and o

« Avoid giving a detailed Agency response to each individual point raised by consultees
- conceéntrating instead onspecific issues.

Tale 2 in Section 4 below describes the feedback received, including errors and
omissions.

20 FORMAL CONSULTATION,

To publicise and encourage formal responses to the Draft LEAP, the following were
undertaken:

Distribution - Th%Draft LE Pwas,dlstrgbu(]ed 0 over 180 organisations and individuals
_ With a request for written feeahack. L
Promotion - Documents and poster displays were sent to libraries and . Local
Authorities. Press releases were issued and radio interviews were given.

30 AREAENVIRONMENT GROUP (AEG)

The Great Quse AEG consists of a group of people from different walks of life, who have
broad experience and interest in environmental matters and who represent our customers.
AEG members include, forexamPIe, river users, Local Authority representatives, farmers
and industrialists. One of the roles of the AEG Is o advise and comment on_the LEAP
process and discuss priorities, Proposals and key issues within the Plan.  Initially, a 9
member_Sub-Group, was appointed to work on the. Bedford Ouse LEAP with the AgencX
Project Team, providing input and cletailed feedback at every stage of its production.

list of current members Can be found at Appendix C.

40 RESPONSES

Durlng the consultation period we received one verbal and 26 written responses to the
Draft LEAP (see Appendix A), which are outlined in the tables below. All responses were
acknowledged. One letter made no comment. All other responses were considered whilst
de\_/e_loglng the LEAP In a way that we believe reflects a reasonanle balance between the
opinions expressed and our desire to ensure that the plan Is feasible and robust.
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Overall the Draft LEAP was well received and favourable. comments were made on its
presentation and clarity. The key messages coming through in the responses included:

« Concern about the availability of water resources for the environment, abstractors,
recreational use, and increasesin development;

* The need to give stronger emphasis to a wider range ofrecreational activities; and

* The importance of partnership working to maximise the benefits that can be achieved.
The number of responses made on each issue is shown in Table 1. Comments about other
aspects, such as [ayout and content of the Draft LEAP, were also received. All are
summarised in Table 2, together with our replies.

Table 1 Number of Responses Made on Each Issue

IRYE ISSUE TITLE NIMACR OF

1 Future. demand for Wat)er abstracti rfon cannot.be met from local 13
roungwater resources or yusmg &J ace waters inthe summer
9 nSStrtglcr% that rivers and” wetlands are not adversely affected by g
ncen. that operation. of the Rivers Hiz .and. Qughton Support
3 goheme is not f eeting Its objectives to allev OFtte |0W?P P 4
4 fISIt IeO r(t)t]; é@ealitteesr Bedford Ouse and assoclate trlbutarles to achieve 9
5 athc habitat ees be restored or improved to benefit fish stocks 5
and ot erﬁsomeﬁ w I|e
6 Rlverand oodplain habitats are eghaded 9
7 %%on s 1 Ire refurbishing to maintain river levels in ling 10
wit recoprrhe{t ations
8 gche\tle I|essa ack of punlic access to the River Great Ouse for recreational 1
9 The |m8act of Cardin %ton Canoe Slalom Channel on the ecology of 9
surrounding watercour
10 abrlsltconc eern over brick making and waste disposal sites in the 3
1 Re scale? VEISUSG otexemﬁtwa te[n agement sites Is unknown 5
12 Theres.alack of information on t gn reading of wastes 5
13 U%tOphIC&tIOﬂ of Gratham Water and the Rivers Great Ouse, Ivel, and 10
14 Anumber of river stretches fail to meet thetr river ecosystem targets 5
15 Contamlnatlon oJ otab(!evvater up ty Ynltrae 0
16 qhentlftcatlonan eme |at|or] ontam ﬁte and h
1/ There|straffic congestlon at oc urmgt esummerperlod 9
18 e[e 15 a prob emwh ¥an alism otAg lock structures [
19 Public concern ovrt naings of the Euro azcon Study 4
20 Impl emenftatlono t egge Report recommendations 6
il Re lew 0f urrent standards o Iood protection 4
22 Non malnrlver ooding 3
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Table2:  Summary of Consultation Responses

The responses from Consultees are given in. chronological order, and all but the ‘General
Comments” are grouped under the subject headings that appeared in the Draft LEAP. The actual
comments may "have been edited and paraphrased for the sake of brevity; meanings may
therefore have thanged slightly.

General
ONSULTEE
iLETTER DATE) COMMENTS | ) RESPONSE |
|conbury & The Board would have liked a more P_osmve Noted and taken forward in the LEAP.
Elllre)%ton IDB statemfrﬁ 0 _the_A%enc 'S (etermination o
(08.03.99) control tlood risk in the area. The Plan acksz}
commitment to_ensure appropriate levels o

maintenance of flood control systems,

Quse Valley River — The Club hopes m‘ the strong. words of the Noted.

Club LEAP are_not .no gw. Navigation 1S an

(08.04.99) |mpo_rttant feature and must be Qiven correct
priority.

Matters that must be addressed include bundlng Noted.
In_ floodplains and  the monitoring  an
maintenance of water levels to allow safe
navigation.

Marston Vale ﬁlthough the Draft. LEAP is not a statutopl Whilst we tg&neqll su[?[p_ort the statemenh
ommunity Forest Fannmg document, it 15 important that steps are the Issue ofdeve oéme_,lmpacts rests wit
15.04.99) aken 10 [essen development impacts in the Local Planning” Althorities™ (LPAs).  We

Kempston/Biddenham/Bromham area, and this suggort LPAs™ in their decision ‘making
ISsue should be Included. Process.

The Community Forest team wish to be included Noted.
as consultees tor any Agency Plans in the Forest

area.
CPRE - Mid Beds The document s well des}gned. The Draft Noted.
E23.04.99 LEAP 1s ashining example ofclartty, _ , _
Ded d rouP of The map at the front of the “document is In accordance with the %gen%’s national

rama%e oards mlsleadln?; the Rivers Hiz, Hit and Flit are not guidelines for LEAPs, hase maps show
(10.05.99) ?Tr]]gwpacﬁg re%tl / 14The Boards advise use of the Main Rivers only.

English Nature - Beds, _Eng?llsh Ngat%_re would like addifional maps to be  These maps can found. in the Environmﬁnt

ambs & Northants — Included to aid understanding of the Issues. Qverview (£50) which is avarlable from this

12.05.99) Office,

It would be helpful if watercourses referred to in In accordance with the Agency’s national

the text were named on the maps. %mdellnes for LEAPS, base'maps show (and

ame) Main Rivers only, although some

additional watercourses are includéd on the

Issues maﬂ. More detailed mags are

, contained In the Environment Overview,
OBA Thg Draft LEAP stresses issues. of water _suA)pIy Noted. Mains water can. be supplied from
(13.05.99) and conservation, but makes little mention” of qutside the LEAP area using Anglian Water

how and from where extra water can be Services’ (AWS) Ruthamford scheme

provided. Nawgat;on must be taken fully into gNhICh links supplies between Rutlang,

account when deCisions are made. rafham and " Pitsford  reservoirs).
Nawgat,lon 15 taken Into account when
abstraction licences are considered.
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CONSU

LTEE

LETTER DATE)

wavesey IDB
(14.05.99)

uth

S0
Di t

Bedfordshire
IStrl ct Councll
(14.05.99)

The East Anglian

Waterways

ssocrat

%Jn Ltd

- Bedfordshire
05.99)

COMMENTS RESPONSE

The Board is concerned that any development The A?encY hag advised AWS to
proPosaIs that outfall to, the Swavesey Drain rnvestrgaea possible options for disposal
system _could preJDdrce Its. abrlrty t0 evacuate of distharges "and.to liaise closely "with
water from te rstrrct via High Causeway IDBs atanearystage
pump.  Discharge from the™ Camboume
development via Uttons Drove STW 15 of
?artrcular concern.
t is unclear whether the LEAP is concerned with As far as water quality is concerned, all
‘Main River’ only, If it included other watercourses lare coHsrdered for
watercourses, consideration_could be given fo Improvement works within the LEAP.
greas sych as Barfon . Springs, whichi would
enefit from qualitative improvement works,
My recent report entitled ‘Observations on and Noted.
Recommendations for the Operations of the
Great Qusel gives a backPround to many of the
Problems and'ideas to overcome them. It wenA {0
he Deputy Prime Minister and was commended
| %/reBrtjtrlrseh Waterways. Copies are still available,
The ‘Water Recreatron Straterh;y Zone 1" report, We do consider the content of this report
prepared Prte ormer Easter Council Tor Sport reqularly and fully support the Zone 1
& Recrea lon and adopted by Sport Englan d Strategy.
contarns a number of recommendations_and
E eodse of relevance to this LEAP. (Copy

anoerng IS ong of the less exgensrve Noted.
aters orts, attractrng paddlers of all %gs from

all walks of Iife and”is popular with those with
disabilities. The canoe causes no erosion, norse

or pollution, and Ieavesnotraceo its passing.

is BCU’s policy to inform_members aout
conservrng respécting and enjoying the natural
environment,

The LEAP provides an_ opportunity to progress Noted The Agency has recently produced
towarﬁ grvrng canoeists” a reaaonabe and a_booklet ag e%mg access 0 water for
equitable ~shate of the limited wateway canoern efal nrn%
resources. BCU urges the inclusion of policies Canoerng Liaison Group.and has act dasa
that actively encotrage a%reements enaoling facilitator petween angling clubs, riparian
canoeing to ‘take place and t ebrrn?mg to%ethe owners and canoeists irf Central Area.
f parties to potentra agreements, “with the

gencﬁl actrn? as facl |tator ifrequired.

ssociation we comes arLd supports the Noted.

Agency’s qenera aims such as  seeming
|mprovemens in water quality and enhancinj
biodiversity,
The Council congratylates the Agency on the Noted.
desrgn and presentation of the docurhent and
advises that Jt Is amon% the best of the many
publications that the Brafich scrutinises.
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ONSULTEE

fLETTER DATE)

vel Vall g
Countrg& e Project

Cambrid eshir_e
ounéy ouncl
%01.0 99)

)
9.-

=
Q_

—
()
[

Bedfordshire
| Councn

Lo
~

COMMENTS RESPONSE

The foll wmg issues could be included and

addressed In the Plan:

« Conservation of heritage features on the River The Agency IS not the Navigation Authority

Ivel Navigation; on this' disused nawgatlon However we

aveadutY 0 con3|d I the |mpact ofal Il our
operatjon regu atorg/ advising
activities upon archaeolagy and heritage.

» Co-ordination of water_level management by We are at present considering a RrOJeCt 10
rvate owners of sluices on the” Ivel and identl constramts and O'QPO“U Ities fOf
Pnbutanes habitat’ en ancement In this area.

project would include a review of optlons
such as this for water level management.

. Bedfordshire and Luton BAP will include
EPaenC'fE'fAtSr%%gJ.%é%HS”%EA?S"'V”S'W Action specific targets In the Hapitat Action Plans

and Species. Action Plans for priority

» Monitoring ofthe BAP process and targets; %ﬁ&%n %"fotﬂ'et%}i‘g :)nf”tlgel\%rocess 15 a key

+ Effective liaison with Beds & River lvel |DB Agenc taffroutlnel liaise with IDBs, and
over management of non-Main River sections e er Z%Oft |sma EYOﬁnsuhre t;a # IDE¥dan]c
of the River Ivel and integration in the Plan. g Oy stak eep each other Informed o

The quality and content of LEAPS is continually oted
im rovm? The Issues and Proposals tables are
In a user-riendly format,
However, some pro posals do not identify
posifive actions and Stéggest monltorln% or
at]udles only. LEAPs coulabe more pro-active In
IS respect,
The A enca/ IS aware of the scale of proposed We intended to give a brief but Palanced
housing and in ustrla development in Mid'Beds view, indicating” the level of future
District, but the Draft LEAP makes [itfle development proposed forthe area and how
reference to Bedfordshire and focuses mainly on it i belng manaé; Future  housing
Cambridgeshire. requirements were identified and what ma
e considered the most  significant

evelogment ;t)ro osals in the Plan" area, e
the Elstow Stor ge Depot redevelopment
and development to the west of Stevena e
AddltF;onaI details will be included In
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Vision for the LEAP Area
CONSULTEE
outh Bedfordshire ‘Realrsmg recreational opportunrtres is part of The Agency has clear duties when

District Councll

Cambrrdgeshrre

?ounty

ouncil

Vision, but 1s rﬁoorly re Iected |n the Issues managrng thé river for boaters and an%ers
etc Stronger emphasls should be given. to but we have no statutory powers relati qNo
maximising the recreatronal potentral of river access or other recreational activities.
corridors. ™ This could be .combined with an constantly seek appropriate recreation
Bssessment of te,r existing and  enhanced Brorects assocraéed With naland Waters, 10
lodiversity potentia ecome involved with an promote Te
magorrt of these prodects tend . o e

nifiated and leq by local authorrltre

andowners. have minima

holdings  in the LEAP area, but we do

monitor these, and seek to Improve access,
{ usage and ancillary facilities.

The A en?y has undertaken river corridor
surveys of ‘Main Rivers within the LEAP
area,” These surveys have identified
locations of, for example, otters, water
voges native, cra rash and habitats.  This
information is used by the A gency when
Rllannrng maintenance and capital schemes.

The Io sron needs to be broader; it Noted

current focuses argely on ater-related issues.

ghedre sttrould bBeAPmore corr{mtrtment tto The Agency |s fuIIy oommrtted to the BAP

lodiversity and implementation in r00ess Cambridgeshir

short term It 15 hoped th)at the Agenc wrﬁ % (? ordshrre and has cont?%uteg funda Ing

supb ? 8r8m8te creation of a ounty to th Teeo ordinator A)osts for both countres

Biological Records Centre. ul supportt creation of a County
Brologrcal Records ~ Centre  for
Campridgeshire.  Conservation staff are
involved™ n. funding mitiatives, and the
Agency has hosted anumber ofmegtings.

Walking is incjuded in the short-term vision but Noted and taken forward in the LEAP.
not Inany of the Options for Enjoyment of

Waterway or ogg tunrtres for Rartnershrp

working. owner the A cy cou

create more ats and ead b examPe

Council ﬁmes ﬁ ortun trg for

partnershrp working with t eA ency and Invites

gghesr%gport of the Parish Paths” Partnership

Chapter 1 Introduction
CONSULTEE

|

LETTER DATE)
WA Cambrrdge

COMMENTS RESPONSE

Chapter Loutlines the A ency 's VVision and Role Noted.
and the massive tasks it Taces; public awareness

of the Issues is essential, and Cambrrdge IWA Is
willing to help.
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ONSULTEE
LETTER DATE)
Huntingdon Canoe
Club & Cambs
Ca oemg Assoclation
(03.06.99)

COMMENTS RESPONSE

10 ‘Our aims The Agency should be Noted.
attempting to Improve river “navigation In the
broadest “Sense; Unpowered_craft can navigate
‘Unlocked” waters as well. The clubs appreciate
Agency support for access on backwaters and
Iniprovements to canoe portages (see comments
on'Issue 8).

Chapter 2 The Bedford Ouse Area

LETTER DATE)
edford Group of
Drama%e Boards
10.05.99
nglian Water
Services Ltd
(25.05.

5.90)

EONSULTEE

lvel Valle .
Countrgmge Project
28.0599)
ambridgeshire
ounéy ouncil
EOl.O 99)

COMMENTS RESPONSE

The Boards advise that a written reference to Noted. Written reference to the IDBs will
DBs, and a map of their areas, should be be included In the LEAP but a map of their
Included. _ areas has not heen included.

Water Utility Companies (page 102: The water Noted and taken forward in the LEAP.
supply companies serve all of'the afea. A small

number of properties are not connected to the

mains and therefore  use private supplies.

Anglian Water Services provide sewerage

services for the whole area, _ ,

Page 8 gara 3. |vef1 Its regreatlorﬁl Noted and taken forward in the LEAP.
mg%lflcanc , leference_should be ma the

e 10
recently Iauncheg Kingfisher Way. o . ,
Ther% 5 nﬂ_ mention of ﬂravel extraction IH The  Over/Willingham . Needingworth
Cambridgeshire, — especially ~ Needingworth restoration progosals ar% mentlone% ungler
Quarry’s gosmble restoration to reedbeds and Issue 6 and Chapter 4, Theme 9: Enhancing
UblIC access and recreation opﬁortumtles, nor of Bio |ver5|tK. _
otential major new development at Alconbury. — As far as the development at Alconbury is
conf_erned,a the present time the gla(npmn%
application has "been refused and th
aﬁgllcant, has not lodged an appeal against
the decision.

Ke?j Details . should include the numbei of The Key Details will indicate that there are
CoUnty Wildlife Sttes and length of footpath. aﬁ)é)rommatelkl 300 County Wildlrfe Sites In
the LEAP area, but we do not have the
exact number or the specific lengths of
footpaths.

Reference could. be made to the Ouse Valley Noted and where possible taken forward.
ay Walk, Hinchingbrooke  Country Park|

Larjdscape 2000 Project, Anglian Water/Cambs

Wildlite' Trust Willows Project, and published

state of environment reports.

On Ea e 10 it states that character and natural Noted The relevant map. was omitted, in
area_fae_ shown on Map 3; that map shows site error, but will be included'in the LEAP.
specific Issues.
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Chapter 3 Issues and Proposed Options

CONSULTEE
(LETTER DATE) ~ COMMENTS
W B Carter Nine themes are hrghlrghted Surely flood
(20.05.99) prevention should be adde
3.1 Summary of Issues
CONSULTEE
(LETTER DATE) COMMENTS
nglian Water MaRS Insert ‘not’ before ‘adversely affected’
Services Ltd In the text for Issue 2.
{25 05.99)
Ve Vallg Page 13: The Plan should. include, as an
tryside Project cn Hdrx asumma%ofthe en%rreB dford Ousg
B Bl e
Pnteg rated which have been reso?ved and w?reich
Cambrrdé;eshrr? M 1p : I,ssue 2 should read '..not adversely
ounci fTected..

ounby

Grven the wrére ranglrrn?nrm%hcatrons of cIrmate

change, it is

|sap that t eAgencgenoes

not, nclude this,'as a major |ssue and

options for actron

(See also comments on

T eme 1, Chapter 4.)
3.2 Management of Water Resources
CONSULTEE
(LETTER DATE) ~ COMMENTS
WB Carter Anglran \Vater has won contracts to su J)ply \vater
(20.05.99) outSide  its georTrra phical area and  believes
competition “wi unlimited . business

V\Pportunrtres N

brrn(rr

bt they will wish to take

ter at f ows be?owt at sef in the Great Ouse S

Water Bill.

he warned now that no

They should
more water will %/e available to them.

November 1999

RESPONSE

The themes identified are set natronall’x
ood defence issues are related to the

theme of Integrated River  Basin

Management.

RESPONSE

Noted. This typographical error will be
corrected rntheY_pE d

In the Draft LEAP. each issye brough
rward from the CMP has been highlighted
in the introductory text.

Noted. This typographical error will be
corrected mtheyf %\ P

The AqD ncy recognrses that climate change
I5a global concern Athouglhwea dress it
at a strateqic level eg ational Water
Resources trateg Flood De{ence
Planning, tNere aré no projects specific to
this LE/iP area.

RESPONSE
The A en and public water su
compan?es ?/arse regr?larlly about the vrPaPtey
esources situation.

In March 1999, the water companies
Hbmrtted their " water ~resources  plans
S owrng now they Intend to provrde Fublrc
supplies to the year 2005 'AWS plan t0
meet future needs through a combination of
managrng demands with meterrng and
leakage Control and some developménts to
make greater use of existing licences.
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ISSUE | EUTURE DEMAN% FOR WATER ABSTRACTION CANNOT BE MET FROM LOCAL

ROUNDWATER RESOURCES OR BY USING SURFACE WATERS IN THE SUMMER
NSy COMMENTS RESPONSE
PRE - Mid Beds”  Proposal 2 must be implemented and a water grid Noted, although this is an expensive option
(23.04.99) established, in the long term. ﬁn% pas _Several  disadvantages, as
ignlighted in the Draft LEAP.
Proposal 3 should be pursued. Noted.
Proposal 4 should be prioritised. This _forms Rart of the ?roundwater
Investigation ang modellln? st ategg/., Re-
dreg::rélsnsg the policy Is the Tast stagé in the
Bedford Group of ~ Proposal L1 - Store water: ‘Partners’ should Rloted and taken forward in the LEAP.
[iroa&a%% Boards Include 1DBs.
nglish !\Pature-Beds Proposal L. _EnPIish Nature (EN% is keen to see Noted. This is promoted where appropriate
Cambs & Northants habitat creation fn connection'with water storage. although in'some cases it is not a practical
(12.05.99) option.
Proposal 2; It is im[[r)]ortant to note that water Noted.
transfer  schemes may have conservation
implications.
Proposal 3: EN supports this. Noted.
Proposal 4: EN welcomes the development of a Noted.
Eo icy for use of Wobum Sand? aquifer that
ecures the needs of dependent wetlands.
Proposal 5;  The Habitats Directive requires the Noted.
UKpto avold deterlorat}on of natura? ha%liltats and
éhe%?en aotgdspemes for which areas have been
GGOBA Nogvater-s'hould be abstracted to the detriment of Water levels and flows resuired by all
(13.05.99) river levels during the boating season. Wﬁter users of the water en |ronm?_n are
taken into account in the licence
_ . _ determination process.
IWA - Cambridge  This is a long-standing concern. Noted.
(15.05.99)

ProFosa_I 1is to be commended, but the effect of Proposals for abitractlon during winter are
abstraction on downstream siltation needs to be subject to full fechnical “assessment,
considered. ~ Reservoirs must be designed to mcludm? consideration of the impacts on
minimise evaporation. the sﬂta,mn/ge_omor,phology of the river,
Reservoir désign is considered as well,
although the Agency has_no statutor
nowersS under the Water Resources Act
1991 (WRA91) with respect to this.

Proposal 2, to import water, has the IWA’s Noted.
greatest approval, subject to the environmental
impacts mentioned.
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CONSULTEE

LETTER DATE) ~ COMMENTS |

n%ljan Water General agreement; however, Anglian Water

Services Ltd forecasts no incregse in demand by exmtmg

(25.05.99) customers, due its policies for" deman
management.
The supply from Grafham to Three Valleys
Water &P |zexpecte to Increase. Y
Summer water ava|Iab|I|t¥ in the Bedford Ouse'
IS deﬁendent on. augmentation_of flows by the
return of treated eftluents. ~ Protection of the
Anglian Water abstraction for Grafham would
only. be implemented n_drought conditions.
Grdftham Water Is primarily a winter Storage
reservoir, aIthou?h ummer ” flows contribute™a
significant part ot its yield.
There are no plans to increase winter storage for

_ ublic water supplies. _ _

The East Anglian he AssoFlanon is concerned about mcreasm%

Waterways demands for absfraction and supports any Step

(Azs7 %%I%té())n Ltd to reduce demand on water supplies.

Imlportmg water from areas %f surplus sounds
attractive’ byt can lead to_problems, as is now
being feen In the Agency EIIy 8)use area with
tslmf\é?kume that must be”supplied to Essex and

CPRE-Bedfordshire Proposal 1. Even though artificial habitat

(27.05.99) creation may have some cofiservation benefit, the
net envirgnmental effect of major new reservoir
construction is negative. This option should not
be pursued.

Proposal 2. Water transfers should bﬁ
g%résélgered, subject to therr environmenta

Proposal 3: This option is definitely supported,
although the Agency has limited powers.

ProTposaI 4. This can be pursued provided at-risk
surface water flows are increased or protected.
Abstraction should not be increased without this
balancing advantage.

Pr_?posal 5. The Branch trusts that the Agency
will recommend limits to built. developments
where water resources are insufficient.

10

RESPONSE

Noted. We intended to indicate that if
licences were already fully utilised
development could he Constrained unless
other measures were taken. [nformation
about demand management will also be
Included in the LEAP.

Noted.

Noted. (In this LEAP area, a winter storagfe
reservoir is a reservoir that is filled only
between 1 November and 31 March).

Noted.

Noted - in most Har,ts of the LEAP area,
demands for additional summer water
cannot be considered.

Transfers are an important aspect of
strategic management t0 make best use of
water re_sour? 5. Thg E_IX Ouse-Es?ex
transfer |s effective and strictly controlled
to provide water in Essex, while Protectlng
the environment and other water users |
the Ely Ouse. .

This “refers mainly to smaller-scale
reservolrs; however, “a numper of magor

b
reservoirs m- East Anglia (ES% Grafham
Water and Rutland Watér) are SSSIs.

Noted.

Noted. The Agency tries to advise and
Influence through the’planning process.

The review of the groundwater resources
and the licensin RO|_IC will take the needs
of the environment Info account  Surface
water flows would not be compromised In
order to allow additional abstraction.

The Agency does liaise with local planners
to adviSe on the water resource situation. In
this LEAP area, It 1S considered that there is
sufficient water available under emstmg
licences to  support the  propose

development.
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LETTER DATE)

vel Vall

?ONSULTEE
Countrgsrge Project

Cambridgeshire
Coun 6y ouncil

RSPB
(01.06.99)

L afarge Redland

G

COMMENTS

Water  abstraction ~ demands  for  new
developments In the Ivel vaIIe and north
Hertfordshire are of concern, Bs rea\m springs
and associated sections of the Ivel already run
r¥ In summer. ~ In supporting Proposa
re erence should be made 1o protection of the
Chilterns aquifer.
The Council supports actions to help reduce
demand and | rmprove resource management._but
i concerned that statements |n the |EAP
contradict the. water —companies’. and the
A ency’s submissions that even the hrgher levels
ousing growth up o 2016 could bé supplied.,
The gos jon, regarding future development

requrr s Clarification.
,neral Plannin chorrt (MPAJ the
Councr IS conceme out e cumulfative

rmpact of extractin mrner IS to_create wrntler
Wateystorage reservoirs, T e MPA would i
clarrfication of Agency procedures,

The RSPB supports Proposal 110 provrde more
storage areas with the pofential to create
additional nature conservatron habitat.

Presumably this can have a double benefit (p
Water stor 8e and flood storage In 1998 a stu 3/
was carried out for a schéme in Wakefiel

diverting floodwaters to gravel prts upstream of

the city.” There are many restored grave| pits in
the Ott}lse Va?le that cozld %e useéJ n tht% we%
and provid ewa er storage or symmer use
gravel workings could"be desrgned with these
Uses n mind, thus avoiding the Costs of separate
reservoir. development. ©  If commercial
organisations are to co-peratg in providing, such
faCilities, . costs must be offset” by sufficient
commeroral gain.

The company would be willing to discuss
potentral with the Agency, water companies and
ocal authorties. . As the only body with an
overview of requirements, the” Agency should
take the lead.

November 1999

RESPONSE
Noted.

Noted. It is consrdered that the proposed
eveIonent can esu mana rn
eman swrt meterrn ea age co tro
and some develo mensto make reater use
of existing licences. The text indicates that
it 15 urlikely that new licences for
additional watér can be eranted.

Noted, The Agency IS char%td wrtp
assssing the rmpa s T abstraction Tor hot
filling and a stractrntIr from a reservoir. We
have “some powers To control de- waterrng
durrng construction and. we advis
Bplrcants to contact the County Council
out planning permissions,
Noted. Proposals for creation of habitat
assoclated with winter storage reservoirs
are supported by the Agency where they are

f Rloted Abstraction to divert flood waters
would still require an abstraction licence.

Noted.
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LETTER DATE

WA, Head Office
(21.06.99)

fONSULTEE

12

COMMENTS RESPONSE

IWA broadly welcomes the Agency’s belief that There are_few places in this LEAP area
%hfeggsepé)cl“gnbe tight controls on increased levels where additional water would be licensed.

Pleased to see proposals for water storage during Noted.
high flows.

However an ade%uate flow to the tidal river With resgect to flows to the Tidal River, all

must. be maintained at Eaxith to minimise proposals for abstraction of water in"the

siltation and maintain hed levels and flows for winter are sub}ect to a full technical

land drainage, navigation and water resource assessment Including the Impacts on

purposes. ?lltgrtlon and the geommphology of the
\

It is hoped that the APencywHIact against water The Agency does encourage _efficient
wastage, eg by irrigating Crops in the”heat of the |rr|?at|o during drought conditions we
day. restrict both spray irrigation. volumes and
the hours when it may e carried out.

Thought may be given to time-limited Practically all new licences and variations
abstraction licénces. to emstmq licences In this area are issued
on a time-limited basis.

ACTION
C

OMMENTS RESPONSE

The Grou{g) a0 rees that river and wetland Noted. It is likely that all 3 proposals will
enwronme $ néed more protecnon be pursued.

Pro osa oudbe priorjtised.

Proposal Zshou qbe developed

Proposal 3 should be encouraged,

EN Welcomes the actions |dent|f|ed and support? Noted.

the need to competwro uction of Water Leve

Management Plans (WLMPs).

Implementation is also important, and EN has Noted. Implementation of WLMPs will be
formulated an additional Proposal to cover this.  added to the LEAP.

ProPosaI 3. EN continyes to support Anglian Noted.

Water’s mvestlgatlve project.

‘In river needs’ need to be studied and agreed. Noted.

WLMP groductlon IS desirable but the TWA Is

interested In any plans that may affect

navigational waters. (See Theme 4)

The "aim of the Anglian Water Study into the Noted.

strate Ic water management of the River Ouse
eneg IS 10 #]rowde basellne Informatiop for

etter resource anagement urln(I] exceptional

drought ~condifion’s  withou dverse

environmental effects. It also . inclydes the

mporﬁance of effluent dlscharges in maintaining

river flows and wetlands.

WRc are_contractors for the study, not a Noted and taken forward in the LEAP.
‘articipating organisation’,
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CONSULTEE
S:LETTER DATE)

PRE - Bedfordshire
(27.05.99)

Ivel Vallgy
Countrg&de Project

ambndcqeshlre

?oun 6y ouncil

lvel Valley
ountrgs de Project
g

November 1999

COMMENTS RESPONSE

Th|s s vnal |mportant and ‘do nothln Noted. ~All 3 positive proposals will be
ro%osa ust not he chosen Proé)osas l pursuied.

nd 3 should be_ pursted. (Proposal 2 1S outside

the Branch area.)

The Proeject supports the production of an_ In Noted.

River N etds study for the Ivel and its tributaries,

asa priori

The g:oungtl supports and welcomes Proposals 1, Noted.

The Aenc should consider including. a The de-watering activities associated with
pro osa %lm pacts of w ter ab?traettor] mineral workings are exempt from the
ass ciated with major new deve opment/minera Itcensmg systent under. Section 29 of tn
extraction are fully assessed. W owever under Section 30 of t
WRA9L Agency can  serve a
Conservation Nottce on the developer to
ensure protection. of local protected rights

and the water environment.

The ‘do nothing’ Ftlon is opposed as it would The ‘Do Nothing’ gtlon does not refer to
not meet EU Habitats Directive re%unements the Habitats Directive work.
The RSPB supports Proposals 1, 3. which Noted.

would rovige, reater understandtn of water

|rer$enés roved resource management
an wetlan hablt t protection.
RN THAT THE OPERATION OF THE RIVERS H1Z AND QUGHTON SUPPORT
EISNOT FULLY MEETING ITS OBJECTIVES TO ALLEVIATE LOW FLOWS
COMMENTS RESPONSE
The Group is concerned about conttnumg low Noted The scheme _has been monitored for
flows Inthe Rivers Hiz and O ears and a final repart, includin

rec mmendations, was received In dra

operatlon of the Su ortSchemesh um be
form in November 1999,

rewewe as a mattePrJO of urgency.
EN welcomes Proposal 1an]d supports the need
to review the operation ofthe suBBort scheme.

The Branch is concerned about continued low

flows In the Rivers Hiz.and %gehton and the Ivel

above Hen ow Operation oft

Scheme and of abstraction in the catc ment

should be reviewed urgently.

The Prodect supoorts roPosaI Land welcomes

the opportunit owork npartnership with the
Agency and ee Val e s Water to mcrease the

suppo schemesenvno mental benefits.

Noted

13
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3.3 Biodiversity: Maintain and Further Nature Conservation

CONSULTEE

(LETTER DATE)  COMMENTS | RESPONSE

W B Carter The fish population_has declined over the years. The most recent survey of the Bedford
(20.05.99) In the early days this may have heen due in pan Quse showed the highest fisheries hiomass

to discharges of raw sewage. Now, however, since records began” in 1983, There has

river flows haye been redléced, and detergent and ?een little change in we P_o ula,tlo?], with

otner chemicals introduce luctuations dué to the fishes’ shoaling
behaviour. A special investigation into the
Impact of Improved = sewdge discharge
quality indicated that fish food availability
remains good and no downward trend in
fish stocks was distinguishable in  this
catchment.

ISSUE 4 '?SRD OUSE AND ASSOCIATED TRIBUTARIES TO

E

n |LS Nature - Beds  An additional Proposal could be_included, to All species cau%ht during a roufine surve

Camos & Northants — survey f?r scarce sRec‘hles, such as SBmed Loach, are recorded. T eAgency, as_a‘Comget?t

) or to_collect data on these species during routine  Authority’, collates Information nationa Ig/
MOnitoring exercises, on captures of Habitat Directive Species,

_ . which'include Spined Loach.
PRE —Bedfordshire  The Branch supports research and appropriate Noted.
21.05.99) management of fish stocks.

ONSULTEE

E_ETT R DATE) COMMENTS RESPONSE
h Na

2

(12.05.99

ISSUE 5 ATQUATIC HABITAT NEEDS TQ BE RESTORED OR IMPROVED TO BENEFIT FISH
STOCKS AND OTHER ASSOCIATED WILDLIFE

(PXERI5ATE)  COMMENTS RESPONSE

PRE - Mid Beds Progosal. 1, to create improved habitats for fish, Noted.

23.04.99) ISsupported.

Proposal 2, .to mvestlgate the reasons for poor Noted.
_ fish stocks, is supg_orte . o

English Nature - Beds EN supports habitat improvement within the Noted.

ambs & Northants — river system, but questions whether this

12.05.99) necessarily incurs extra costs.

Qne or more protected species may occur on The Agency’s Conservation Officer for the
river stretches where works are” proposed. area strveys all stretches of river before
Before any engineering warks are carried out, the maintenance englneerlng works are carried
area should be surveyed for water voles, otters out, EN, along Wwith otfier organisations, is
and cragﬁsh._ EN” should be consulted if roufinely ~coisulted when ™ the, annual
rotected species are present. maintenance dredging programme is issued.

CPRE - Bedfordshire  Work to improve habitat, including for non-fish Noted

21.0599) wildlife, is supported. o o
ambridgeshire Off-river refuges, should pe created for the Although not mentioned in the text, this is

County Council benefit of all ‘wildlife, mcludlnﬂ fish, to help always™a consideration iIn line with our
(01.06.99) Improve nature conservation vallie and achieve integrated river — basin  management

BAP habitat and species targets. philosophy.

14
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CONSULTEE
&LETTER DATE) COMMENTS | RESPONSE
SPB The RSPB su Ports Proposals 1 and 2, which Noted.
(02.06.99) address aciu tic hapitat requirements _ for

Improved fish § awnlntq, nursery and winter

areas, and provide habitat for other freshwater

fauna and wildlife.

ISSUE6  RIVER AND FLOODPLAIN HABITATS ARE DEGRADED

CONSULTEE
LETTER DATE) COMMENTS RESPONSE
PRE - g/lld Beds The_Agienc needs ﬁo pursue all three Proposals, Noted.

23.04.9& Bartlcu arly Proposal 1 o _

edford rouPof roposals "1 2 and 3; Include IDBs in the list of Noted and taken forward in the LEAP.
Drama%e Boards Partners.

El0.0_S. 9

nglish Nature - Beds

TW? ,Proposalf are vv,eJcome. Under,Progos 2, Noted.
Cambs & Northants E)u licity could provide an opportunity {0 refute
99) he idea’that conservation may compromise flogd
gg;eer]llc&a I|n many cases die two are mutually
OBA Would navigation be impeded by the proPosed The reedbed will be on the landward side of
13.05.99) reed beds & Over 3nd Willingham?™ If. _as the flood bank; no impact on navigation is
suggest?d, these are a }Te]lcent to the river, GOBA foreseen.
. cannot foresee a problem. _
PRE - Bedfordshire  The Branch supports Proposal 2. (Proposal 1is Noted.
05.99 outside Its area.)

Conservation must be at the forefront of all river After the protection of people and property
and ~ watercourse ~ maintenance  operations from. flodding, canservation is a primary
(Proposal 3). consideration™ inall  watercourse

el Vall The Proect fully support Proposal 2 and would Tha e Operaions, ect
v , he Project fully supports Proposal 2. and would The Agency Is. considering a project to
Countrgmge Project  Iike th_elRlver I%;el,l@gw?atlonpto be included as |der_1t|f)§J cor)llstramts and o;t)g ort nlt%es for
(28.05.99) well: 1t 1s a significant’ tributary of the-Ivel, habitat'enhancement witnin the LEAP Area,

suffers from a degraded envirgnment, is no This Project would take account of Flood
longer used/manage as a navigation, and would Defence constraints and requirements.
allow a rangfe J gaPﬂat enhancements.  As

regards the “flood defence* disadvantage, an

asSessment of flood defence provision " and

requirements_for the Ivel catchment would tfe.
W$Icome. _This_1s an issue not specifically
referred to in the Plan,

They would_ like to work with the _Ar%en% to Noted.
ideritify ~sites, work-up and  jmplement
enhancement. schemes, and could help explore
external funding opportunities.

15
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@OENTST%H&ETE) COMMENTS RESPONSE
ambridgeshire The Councrl Su (Ports Proposals 1, 2 and 3 and Noted,
oun 6y ouncil we|comes the potenial creation of arge reed-
beds at N eedrn Wort Quarry; these would meet
e national and nearly all of the

thalf 0
foca?sbrodrversrty targets for this habitat.

Amey Roadstone Com ang/ Central is now Noted and taken forward in the LEAP.
known as Hanson Aggregate

The Council looks forward to contrnued close The Cambridgeshire BAP progess is the

working with teARenc to restore degraded most appropriate forum for this liaison.

habit ats as _this P achieve its™ own

Envrronment 2000 objectives.
RSPB Pro osal The RSPB folly supportg the Noted.
(01.06.99) creation of a large-scale * reed

Needrngworth and Qver. Cost im flrcatrons for

teAg ncy are limited, with capital costs being

largely orne by. the Proposers, Hanson

Ag regates reviously Ame%/ Roadstone

pany). ater requrreme ts are futy
assessed” In the draft Environmental Statemen
the Agency has a copy of this.

Proposal 2: The RSPB supports the proposal for  Noted.
floodplain restoration sites to pe identified in
consultation with other organisations.

%posal 3. The RSPB SUP orts environment  Noted.
ancement in river maintenance and capita
peratrons

| afarge Redland Proposal 1 This Proposal illustrates what has Noted.
Aqgrégates Ltd and can be achieved.  Lafarge Redlang’s
(0 .06.993 Gogdmanchester Site is an excellent'example of a

regronally S| nrtrcant biodiversity site” where
tland and IoodE nhabrtats f exceptional
quality have been established

A vision to extend these ideas to other sites is In die future Local Biodiversity Actign
needed. The company would welcome more Plans (LBAPS) should help to” identify
specific quidance on the, logation for further primary habitats for restoration or creation.
habigat creatjon schemes in die area or a more
detailed inajcation of the extent of different

habitats needed.
ISSUE 7 HOUGHTON STRUCTURES RE%UIRE REFURBISHING TO MAINTAIN RIVER
LEVELS IN LINE WITHWLMP RECOMMENDATIONS
CONSULTEE
LETTER DATE) COMMENTS RESPONSE
2% 05 Ig\/lrd Beds The Group supports Proposal 1. Noted.
finglrs ature - Beds EN supports the implementation of areed Noted.
(Clazrrbt% 98§)Northants WLMP'to sustain the special interest of SS
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LETTER DATE)

OBA
13.05.99)
WA, €

a
(15.05.99)

iONSULTEE

mbridge

W B Carter
20.05.99)

—

The East Anglian

\Waterways
Assocyg%n Ltd
(21.05.9

Cambrid eshlre
Coun 6y ouncil

WA I-é ead Office

November 1999

COMMENTS RESPONSE

GOBA would not wish to see navigation or river Noted.
|evels impeded.
Houghton Meadows:  Refurbishment of the Noted.
weirS, and the area in general, s approved.

The disadvantages relating to Proposal 1are not These = were

fully understood Returhishment of the weirs wi
Ioss In retention level,

Why would refurbishing the weirs cause a loss of This is an error; refurbishment will not

retention level? Perhaps this is a misprint. cause a loss in retention level.

There are weirs and sluice gates throuqhout the There is no intention to change existing

”(\)/te{) g)éshtg% eOIThe present statutory levels should levels.

The. Associgtion is, concerned that work is This is ofhlgh Brlon

needed 10 refurbish four weirs as. the failure of four weirs will be subistantially comp

an .0t them could be disastrous, for navigation, during the 1999/2000 financial year.

fis mg and general amenity. Work shotld be

Brlorl sed to safeguard the structures,

roposals that would be to the detrlment of Refurblihment of the welrs will ensur(? that

Houghton Meagows SSSI are stron%yo?posed river levels %n maintaine

the Site contams locally. rare and " nationally accordance ~ with  the  Wager  Level
rémcg Pant C%mrﬂumtles Such actuf]s Management Plan recommendations.

\évrggslan %n lict with the BAP for mesotrophic

TheA%encymustflndasolutlon that %revents or This |stheso|ut|0n roposed. Conseryation
reduceS  adverse environmental effects vet is a primary consideration in all our
enables refurbishment of weirs to maintain r|ver Watercourse alntenance operations.

levels.
Proposal 1 The RSPB ﬂﬁ)orts_ the Noted.
refurbishment of weirs which would maintain

Important river corridor habitats.

mcorrectli){ tstated.
not cause a

The works at {1ete|(5

Proposal 2 The RSPB obéects to the ‘do N%ted The Rrgdposal 0 refurbl the weirs
nothing; option which could [éad to collapse of Is being taken forward inthe LEAP as their
}\r}leeadvgelrs SSSC ould this impact on Houghton coll apse could impact on the SSS

W

In V|ew of the “do nothing’ consequenges, IWA The works are scheduled for the 1999/2000

urgest eA?encg fo place’ some p |0r|t}/ on the financial year.  Some emergency Works
works in Proposal 1, to ensure that they are have alreadly been carried out.

carried out well in advance of any danger of

structural failure.

The disadvantages of Proposal 1 are wrongly Agreed There are no disadvantages other
stated. han resource needs and costs.
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34 Enjoyment of the Waterways

ONSULTEE

ELETT_ER SATE)  COMMENTS | - RESPONSE |
ambridgeshire This section is weak, There is great potential for The Agency _has clear duties when
Counéy ouncil the Agenfy to. help ncréase ‘the area’s managing the river for boaters and anglers,
(01.06.99) recreational potential. byt we have no statutory powers relating to

other recreational activities. - Neverthelgss,
we constantly Seek appropriate recreation
BrOJects,,aSSf])cwHed,W|th Inland water%, )

ecome involved with and promote. These
prerct_s_tend to be initiated and led by local
authorities or landowners.

Issugs, 8 and 9 focus on providing canoe-related Noted and taken forward in the LEAP.
facilities and fall to e1ddress opgortgnmes for
Increasing walking, cycling or horse riding.

Options should include planning for. increased Aqenc Sifes %re often remote and our land
demand for all recreatjonal “activifies, and holdings in the LEAP area are minimal.
encouragement of alternative modes of transport We would welcome ideas as to how this
to the car for accessing river-based facilities.”  transport Issue could be resolved; we have

an Interest but no powers In- transport

planning.

There is no mention of og)p?rtunltles that existin - Noted and taken forward in the LEAP. The

connection with proposals at  Needingwoith Needingwoith - restoration ﬁroposals are

Quarry. mentioried_under Issue 6 anhd Chapter 4,
Theme 9: Enhancing Biodiversity.

ISSUE 8 THERE IS A LACK OF PUBLIC ACCESS TO THE RIVER GREAT OUSE FOR
RECREATIONAL ACTIVITIES

(LPERDATE)  COMMENTS RESPONSE

PRE - Mid Beds Proposal 1and Proposal 2 are supported. Noted.

23.0@.99

nglish Nature - Beds  EN recommends amendment of the text to The A)genc agr%es with this statement but
?ambs&Northants Include ‘The Agencé/thII ensure that recreational this text will not be carried forward into the

12.05.99) Initiatives In “which it is_involved do not LEAPand cannot be amended.
adversely affect features of wildlife importance’. , _ ,
OBA GOBA wov,ld like to sHess the |mBort%nce of All sl(lfways in the lower Quse are council-
13.05.99) providing slipways. Pernaps this could be done owned.
_ In partnership with local Councils. . _
IWA - Cambridge  The provision of suﬂable_sl;pwag facilities and Noted, (This would come under,the local
(15.05.99) general access for the public 1S to be encouraged. ~council’s remit.)
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CONSULTEE
(LETTER DATE)
W B Carter
(20.05.99)

British Canoe Union
(27.05.99)

wgteEraSt As‘nglian
Assoc\l/g%n Ltd
(27.05.99)

CPRE - Bedfordshire
(27.05.99)

COMMENTS RESPONSE

Public sllpways are not a good idea. They allow Sllgwa}{s are i n-Rosted to remind users of
speedboats tg be launched for water-skiers, give \sAa/ed imits and the need to be re_glstered.
easy access for boat theft, and can be useq for We are in the process of replacing.these
%lnr,?gpstered craft. I vmtori ysed Jaunchjn SIE_HS; the replacements will include No Jet
acilities at hoatyards, they could be informed of SKies or Water Skiing.  The A_gency has
speed limits and”boat manners. been instrumental i launchi P Boat

S.

Watch1to reduce theft of/from hoa

Small slipways, with width limitations, could be Noted.
established for dinghies and canoes.

A simple day licence could be issued. | There isno facility for this at present.
It is jmportant to, rowdﬁ |aunching sites, Thes% We are aware 0f this need and are in
fan e Inexpensive; on,g ab porPuIéxr sites will consultation with the BCU Access Officer
anding stage construction be needed to limit and local landowners.

wear and tear to banks.
Adequate parking facilities are required for We have limited land holdings in this area
cars |n|b£es ang tralfers. 1 and therefore can only m?luence other

landowners.

Porta%e roufes  with 3uitabli Iandin? and The Agency has provided canoe porta%;es at
launchin Pomts are needed at locks, welrs and certain Io%ksdurln% 1998 including Stlves,
uncanoedble river stretches. Godmanchester and Cardington.

BCU Welc?mes %he, ongoing work on this topic  Noted.
and can ofter technical ‘assistance with d,emgn of
facilities. It is gagtlcularlg/ keen to be inv Ivgd

when work Is t0 be carried out on weirs. The

sfe exit route Frowded in case of capsizing, also

offers the best chance of survival should any
member of the public fall into the water above or

below the welr. o

The provision, of canoe, Porta%e facilities is Noted.
\f/veli:,(t)med, as is the provision of more slipway
acilities.

The Association would also like to see more Noted and taken forward, as far as

fogtpaths opened up, and hopes that the A%ency practicable, in the LEAP. We have no

will'act as co-ordinator with'the landowners and Statutor Rowe_rs,_relatm% t0 access .or

local autnorities concerned. recreational activities otner than nﬁwgatlon
and angling, but we constantly ~ seek
apPropn fe ro$ects fo become |nvoIveg
with and promote.  We do monitor an

~ Improve usage of our own land holdings.
CPRE supPorts better access to the river, Noted.
g?gﬁmally or canoes and other non-motored

However, it is disappointing that pedestrian Noted and taken forward in the LEAP.
access 1s not mentioned. In capjunction with the

County Council and others, the ,AgencY could

use advocacy to increase nversn{(e paths and
close gaps In'the public path network.
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ONSULTEE

fLETTER DATE) COMMENTS RESPONSE

vel Valley The River Ivel and its tributaries are used by The Agency is nof the Navré;atron Authority
Countrgsrde Project fanoersts esPecraII begrnners A roPosaI to for this stretch of river and at present it is
(28.05.99) jaise with British Canog Union about providing unclear who, if anyone, 1. At present our

portage facilities on these watercourses would be higher priority is fo provide access around
Wwelcome. locks that do not have portages.

Promoted riverside paths and open access areas Noted and taken forward in the LEAP.
are not_shown as an issye in_the Plan. The

Project is seekrn% to extend the Ouse VaII Wa

and” would  welcome the consideration

Increased informal recreation provision on the

Great Ouse as a Plan proposal.

Huntingdon Canoe T ecu saP reciate A?Tencgr support for access Noted.
Glub & Cambs backwaters and g vements to canoe
an3 88r8 )Assocratron portages at various locks on the Great Ouse.

Portage is difficult at Eaton Socon lock, Noted, but Eaton Socon already has a
Partrcu larly upstream and in close proxrmrt to downstream portage on the left bank. ~ We
arge owere crat Canoe portages coul eroutrneI%/ consultwrth organisations suehas
posrtr d safely upstream and downstream of the British Canoe Union, fo identify an
doew\rlrvsetlrre argnn) the rrght bank (as viewed looking prioritise focations for such facilities.

Excessrve reed growth at Grea Staughton on the We are not the Navrdqatron Authority for
River Ym IS” also ham err% river acgess. this watercourse, and™ currept rass an
Could th be cleared at the beginning of the weed cutting practices are drrven b%
season? defence needs. We must also take_into
account the nee to maintain covel for
[\Pawnrng fish ana fry
W , ad Office IWA is pleased to see-the Agency’s commitment tken forward, as far as
(21, 6 9) to recreatignal facility enhancemients, welcomes ractrcable int eLEAP However, whilst
Prﬁposals Land 2, and encourages theA ency 1o we activel see ap[%rog (ate ro(r)ects 0
enhance access oPPortunrtres or wa kers angre S become involved with an Err mote, our
and other users of the river corridor as well staéuto owers are limited to navrgatron
may reriurre C0- Ber tion with Iandowneri emagorrt of such progects

local authorities, but the Agency 1S 10eally placed are inifi ated and led by local authoritiés or
t0 act as lead partner. landowners.
ISSUE 9 THE IMPACT OF CARDINGTON CANOE SLALOM CHANNEL ON THE ECOLOGY OF
SURROUNDING WATERCOURSES
CONSULTEE
UETTER DATE) COMMENTS RESPONSE
OBA GOBA sug orts the use of an alarm system Noted,  The high flow alarm is for
(13.05.99) S Posal but wishes to be consulted about cangeists, and the” low level alarm is an
Iver level settings when the Slalom 1S inuse. environmental 8recautron Elf the water
level droi)s below a pre-set threshold, the
alarm will sound and the gate |5 closed.)

Navigation should not be affected.
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LETTER DATE)

WA -
(15.05

fONSULTEE

Cambridge

%)

i

British Canoe Union
(27.05.99)

The East Anglian
Waterways

Assocratrsn Ltd
S:PRE -
(27.05.99)

e

edfordshire

ountry Park

%)

COMMENTS

Some IWA members,have su%gested that
although tlows maIv differ In variots sections,
i does not cause navigation problems.

Flow has been observed to pass through the
slalom for a Iong time when no canoelst is'on the
water. This and Proposal 4 could be discussed
with Slalom users.

The Canoe Slalom ha? In. most perc rPtrons been N
a great success. Whilst its operatio have
an‘effect on water IeveLs in adtacent streams this
IS not substantiated In the report

Sport Enqland I pleased that possible solutions
concentrate _on ana?ement ISSUes, and .urge
further consideration of proposals outlined

Sport England would be concerned about any
threat to the future operation ofthe Slalom,
BCU is anxious éhat us]e of this |mP0rtant facility
IS not curtailed without sufficient screntrfrc
evidence to Justity It ABproprrate action should
be agreed I partriershi etweeni e Agency and
Cardington Ar ificial ~ Slalom™ Course
Commrttee
The Association full% suPports the A?encys
Pro\ﬁosals to contrgl. the ﬁlom as the acg
and poor condition of the New Cut has heen
of concern for some time,
The Branch is concerneét about lowered water
levels n the New Cut and adjacent watercourses,
and surRrrsed that, this was. not foreseen. An b
alarm on its own js insufficient: procedures are
needed to restrict water diversion when
necessarv to ensure levels do not drop below an
acceptable threshold

Both Canoe S’alom usage. and die River Fesé val
cause serious level drop in the New Cut and the
stream fed by Cardington Spillway.

Proposals 1 2 and 4 should be combined, but
none 1 really acceptable. Water needs to be
directed over the' crescent weir from the
embankment srnrllover erther bg/ lowering the
welr sill or usi gassemo rds/sluice gates

when there s a cange event to prevent loss of

water through the Gu d?eons Il link to the
Great Ouse. " Water should flow continually over
Cardington Spiflway. Low levels prevent this
and cause problems with rush encroachment
blocking the stream which requires dredging.

Pro osa? 2- The RSPB supports the alarm to Not

warn of low water levels an thus avoid

drying
out watercourses near the Canoe Slalom.

November 1999.

RESPONSE
Noted.

All canoeists are issued with detailed
Instructions to avord this ~ situation.
AIthou% prol oanre use may have some
effect, it s mitigated by the alarm system.

Noted.

Noted.
Noted.

Noted.

The aIarm ensures that 0 erators ?e
acirveyma e aware when r| er eve a
elow " the ﬁre -set threshold.  Since Ifs
Installation, no srgnrfrcant drawdowns, akin
to the solated events previously seen, have
occurred. We will co tmug 00 momtrir the
situation with the  Cardington  Slalom
Committee.
The alarm now prevents problems with the
Canoe S Ialom rrver level 1
mtentrona h drclrjpned m consultation with
Priory Country Park for the River Festival;
thrts t|s a Bedfordshrre County Council
Initiative.

The alarm now Warns when the water levels
are low. Th eA%en my provides %ur elines to
the Canoe S Committee for the
operatign_ of the course and It IS their
responsibility to enforce them,

We believe that existing arrangements are
satrsri)alctory and further measures are not
easible

ed.
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ONSULTEE
ﬁETTER SATE)  COMMENTS RESPONSE
WA, Head Office IWA welcomes Proposals 1tq 4. All users need Noted.
(21.06.99) o be ‘involved “and educated In their
implementation from the outset.
3.5 Disposal and Management of Waste Material
ISSUE 10  PUBLIC CONCERN OVER BRICK MAKING AND WASTE DISPOSAL SITES IN THE
MARSTON VALE
CONSULTEE
ELETTER_DATE) CO_MMENT_S | | | RESPONSE
PRE - MidBeds  This issue is particularly important given the Noted.
(23.04.99) adverse_impact on %uahty of life in thé Marston
Vale. Proposal 11s strongly supported and the

. Agency is urged to prioritise this Issue,
edfordshire  1t'1s surprising, that this Issue has not been given The LEAP addresses matters that are not
a_higher profile and that more options for subject to direct re%ula,tory QWErs or duties

mitigation "have not been identified,” Landfill ofthe Agency. The brick making prOf
emissions can be extremely uncomfortable for regulated  Under Inte%rated Pollution
nearby residents. ~ Odorous emissions from Control, Considerable effort has been and
brickwork stacks spread over a_wide area, |s continuing to be made to identify and
ex cerll)ate problems f?r those with, breathmg Implement | Pr_ovements to the brickworks

difficulties, ‘and are offensive. It is fime 0 to further m
commence an action programme on_landfill and environment as part of the [PC st_atutorry
works emissions, not to defer itpending yet more process, The waste management Sites are
SUrveys. f,ontrolled _thr,ou&;h _Wwaste manapem,ent
icences. This isste aims to find correlatjon
between, for example, the effect of weather
wmd.dlrect*on and . temperature) and the
peration of the sites that combing to
prroduce public concern and  complaints.
hrough a greater understanding of these
factors, additional  specific mlthatln
contro] measures can be introduced into th
_ _ _ oFeratmg conditions ofthe site.

Mid Bedfordshire The Proposal should address the problems inthe Please sée the above response to CPRE.

—_
[ ]
-~
_L)'I
«©
Lw

District Council Marston Vale, rather than just ‘survey the
(02.06.99) factors’, It glves little comfort to residents of
Crantield, Brogborough, etc.

Arlese{; landfill site isakeX issue locally, buthas Historically, Arlesey landfill has not been
been overlooked inthe LEAP. subject to°the samé level of complaint as

€95 1S

nimise the releases to the

those in the Marston Vale.  This has

Increased more  recently as the local

opulation has become™ aware of the

resence of the site, even though
%)perat,lon,s have not changed over thé years,

he findings of the Marston Vale survey
will have rélevance to the site at Arlesey.
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ISSUE 11 THE SCALE OF MISUSE OF EXEMPT WASTE MANAGEMENT SITES IS UNKNOWN

CONSULTEE
PRE Srd Beds'  The Group strongly supports Proposal L Noted.
sh ature Beds EN supports the proposed action. Noted.
a?nh Northants P Pop
PRE edfordshrre Proposal 1is supported. Noted.
Eambndcqeshrre The Councrl supports Proposal L Exempt sites Unlike licensed waste management sites
Coun 6y ouncil should be regufarly monitored and enforcement that are inspected regularly exempt Sites
action taken when requrred are supposed to pres nt low risk and the

enc has no u or undm to ms ect
th mre%ularl surv er provid
ow ortupit t measuret extent to wh |ch
the envrronment IS at risk from these sites
within the LEAP area. The Agency will
consider enforcement action Where the
circumstances justify such a course of

action,
pp t nities to promote waste minimisation Waste minimisation is promoted durin? our
should also be sought. routine Visits to Industry, as part of our

normal duties.

‘Do nothmg should not be considered an option.  Noted.
Mid Bedfordshire ~ Whilst a ~survey <of exempt activities s The Agency will consider enforcement

Di tnctCouncrI welcomed, it 15 disap p mtmg that the Aq%nc action where the circumstances justify such
(02.06.99) d%eg r[r]t%t Sprpposet positive action against those a course ofaction.
who misuse the sites.

ISSUE 12 THERE ISA LACK OF INFORMATION ON THE LAND SPREADING OF WASTES

EL%'\T'ST%%J[EETE) COMMENTS RESPONSE
PRE - Mid Beds  The Group is Hleased 0 support Proposal 1 1is The spreadm? of yntreated waste has not
(23.04.99) our unde standing that Ang lan Water 1S in the been "permitfed since December 1998,

habit of spreadmg untreate sewage slud%e on throug an agreement with MAFF, AWS
form land. Wew% épartr ularly ask that this be  Wate and the British ~ Retail
Investigated and the health hazar assessed Consortrum

English Nature - Beds EN welcomes the (proposal to investigate the Noted.
%Zlaz bsg%)Northants extent of land spreading of wastes.
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CONSULTEE
LETTER DATE)
nglian Water
ervices | td
25.05.99)

CPRE —Bedfordshire
(27.05.99)

e

COMMENTS RESPONSE

The first line should state that some waste is Noted but this text will not appear in the
surtable tor spreading on land. LEAP.

The last sentence requires cIarrfrcatron It reads Noted but this text will not ap ear in the
as though Anglian aterma ermp licated, ut LEAP.  The last 2 sentences refer to ‘the
details 0f biosolids applied to agrrcu ure are held use of other wastes’ as the spreading of
yAngIran Water on a fleld-by-field basls. The sudge ff covered In the first 3 senterices,
Agency has a statutor rrgt to inspect the We “will take the comments forward In
re rster 50 data | rs available to establish Tevels of future consultation documents and separate
comPIrance with re uatrons under . which out the paragraphs in an effort to clarify the
Anglian Water works, Ang lan Water does not situation.

have a duty to report locations of spreading sites
to the AFency
Proposal 1 is'supported. Noted.

Health hazards caused b%r lan

d spreading of The spreadrn? of yntreated waste has not
untreated sewa%e sludge arg of conc
d

neprn but such been ermitted since December 1998,

materjal can be of denefit to the soil. Hs throug an agreement with MAFF, AWS

rnhectron under the surface should be encouraged \Water and the British  Retail
where pollution by runoff and drainage wauld Consortrum

not be increased.

Nitrate Vulnerable Zones (NVZs) and sensitive Noted.
hahitats should he protected.

Problems, are Irkelg to intensify and to ‘do Noted. Action is required.
nothing?/is unacceptabl

The Ely Ouﬁe LEAP took this Issue further by The Agency will consider enforcement
addressing the fact that regulatron needs to e action wheré the circumstances justify such
Improved. combined  approach  could acourse of action.

rncortttorate a surve to establis teproblems

extent, monitoring, &nd enforcement

As Waste Plannrn% Authority  (WPA), the Issue 11 covers the use of Waste
ouncr rs concerned . about Iand rajsing berng Management Exemptions for the &)urpose of
é)e to avoid Licensing R Hlatrons and land rarsrnrn; The Agenf woul wecome
Lan Ta&( eaCrlosergrS%runtsn ta(tfosrlrJ arresrtr:rheetrnneesntg arrgangreomreattg set%fthesee er(r:rortnor?s
ul ultati r late xempti
s% {r? be rnrtratg wrtﬂ the WPA as glannrng P P
consent may be required.

3.6 Risks to Water Quality

ISSUE 13 EUTROPHICATION OF RIVERS GREAT QOUSE, IVEL, HIZ AND GRAFHAM WATER

24

COMMENTS RESPONSE

This is one of the most important Issues. The rmlolementatron is set by the AMP3
e

Pro osalfs 1 and 2 should be implemented as a timetable agreed by Government.
matter of urgency.
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ETTER DATE
ngﬂthature- eds
Cambs & Northants
12.05.99)

EONSULTEE

—

TWhetEast Anglian
aterways
Assoc%%n Ltd

PRE - EZedfordshire
(27.05.99)

lvel Valle g
Countrgﬁ e Project

Cambndéteshne

EOUHJ ounci

(02.06.99)

COMMENTS RESPONSE

English, Nature supports Proposals 1 and 2, but Noted and_taken forward In the LEAP
the acttons seem to focus on the phosphate (Issue 13 Comments column). Under the
Pro lem. Investl%atlons unaer Proposal 2 S ould ational Eutrophication Strategy, which is
ackle hoth phosphates and nitrates. being consulted on at the moment,
phosphate and nitrate pollution from diffuse

and point sources will'be covered.
A furhher dtsadv?ntaﬂe of Proposal 1 i ds that Under the National Eutroph|cat|0n Strategy,
eutropnication will stifl be present due to diffuse WhICh |s bein é;consu lte on at the mgment
mRuts from farmland, hate and nitrate pollution trom ditfuse

Anglian Water modelling shows that background and oint sources will'be covered.
sources may have a Ereater impact than al
wae treatment  works gb Although
O[S stripping will retuce veIs they dre
stl redlctedt re a|n above the eutro é)hlcatlon
threshold. ~ There should be acknowledgement
that STWs are not the. major source of nutnent
Into rivers In this region, the majority comlnﬁ
from farming and aﬂnculture and unlefs i
causes are tackled the problem can only ne

reduced, not solved.

There should be some mention of the Agency’s Noted and taken forward in the LEAP.
new policy. on eutrophication, which includes
diffuse nutrient inputs.

It would be flearer to ?IVG the town name %? well The decision was m de ﬂr the LEAP to use
as the Ioca name of the STW In the table, eg STW names to simplify the list,
Po(n%/ Hill which serves Arlesey, Langford an

The Association urtw the Agenﬁ/ to increase The implementation_is set by the AMP3
pressure on Anglian Water to ifista Phosphorus timetable agreed by Government,

stnpw %eqmpment at § F 11 treatment works
IgJec Iedl 85.500N as oss|

utrop ication S, |mportant and should be Under the National Eutrophlcatlon Strateqy,
tackled as h|t|;h VAPnon g growth and low which Is being consulted on at the momert,
oxygen flow ffows are unpleasantand put wildlife phos hate an nltra?%o |ution from diffuse
at fisk. d point sources will'be covered.

Proposals 1 and 2 are strongly supported. Noted.
Proposal 3 cannot be chosen.
The Project would welcome the use of natural Under the National Eutrophication Strategy,
s%//stems such 8 reedoed filters, af the relevant V\f]hICh IS bein consultedI on at tfhe momfe
feg/ Ws to remove nutrients. These phosph atean nitrate pollution from diffuse
would provide a sustainable management tool and point sources will'be covered.
and offer habitat benefits,
Consideration should be given to addressmq
agncultural runoff as an_ Tssue.  The Projec
woud support the romotlﬁn of buffer strips on
all riparian land to protect the water environment
against such runoff and spray drift and enhance
the riparian wildlife corridor,
The ouncil supports Proposals 1 and 2. The Noted.
Agency should also consider running a campaign
to"promote public awareness,
The RSPB supports Proposals 1and 2. Noted.
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LETTER DATE)
id Bedfordshire

District Councll
02.06.99)

K‘ONSULTEE

WA, Head Office
(21.06.993

ish Nature - Beds

COMMENTS RESPONSE

Further ways to. reduce eutrophication should Uner the National Eutrophication Strategy,
consider controlling the source of the problem which is being consulted on at the momert,
rather than treating the symptoms, eg controlled phosphate and nitrate pollution from diffuse
use of fertilisers and two Stroke engings. and point sources will'be covered.

As a body associated with theI Vw\omotion of Noted.

recreationdl use of water, _ Supports
measures that will improve water quality.

BER OF RIVER STRETCHES FAIL TO MEET THEIR RIVER ECOSYSTEM

TS
COMMENTS RESPONSE
Proposal 1is supported. Noted.

English Nature supports the proposed action.  Noted.

The first para raPh regardlng the AMP 3 Proc_ess This text will not go forward in the LEAP.

%g(e:%ioﬂ seem Televant; It"may fit better into The F)comments will be noted for future
. S.

The Council is pleased to see this Issue being The water quality results are all available

adqressed and wishes to be advised of areas thar on the public reglster and can be viewed at

fail to meet water quality targets and ouroffices in Peterborough.

Improvements that will be required, ,

The RSPB supports Proposal 1 to continue Noted.

monl_tormtg _to""identify “the_ processes and

priorities fo improve water quality.

ISSUE 15~ CONTAMINATION OF POTABLE WATER SUPPLY BY NITRATES

CONSULTEE
LETTER DATE

PRE - Mid Beds
(23.04.99)

26

COMMENTS RESPONSE

This Issue is of gnonty. Proposals 1,2, 3and4 The Agent(:jy has an mRut to Proposals 1-3,

should be pursued vigorously: Proposal 5. isnot but 4 and’ 5 are_Three Valleys Water

gg:(cee%tsal%es%sl |%,|Osna short-term, unsustainable and  Company s responsibility.
ution.

Th% three. NVZs quoted are all around Three Noted and taken forward in the LEAP.

Valleys Water’s chalk borehole sources, not

Anglian Water’s.

Anglian Water_abstracts water from borehole Birchmoor is in the Ur%)er Quse LEAP area
sources in the Greensand (Wobum Sands), One and is therefore not included in this report
site, . Birchmoor, was _designated a 'Nitrate It is located in the Rivers Leam, Cherwell
istgrzzsulpr\é%tps‘traet%s(NSA)' The report could clarify and Great Ouse NVZ,

There is also the |mgortant, issue of the_risk of Underthe National Eutrophication Strate%y,
arg]rlcultural nitrate contamination of Grafham which Is being consulted on at the momert,
and progress on buffer zone and/or NSA phosphate an nltrat? %ollutlon from diffuse
designations to protect surface water sources. ~ and point sources will'be covered.
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ONSULTEE
@ETTERDATE)_ COMMENTS RESPONSE
PRE - Bedfordshire  This is agnorltX. The implementation_is set by the AMP3
(27.05.99) Proposals 1to 4 are supported. - timetable agreed by Government.
Proposal 5 should not be pursued: it is an

o ex?enswe, short-term, unsustainable solution.
Cambridgeshire Although Cambrid eshlr_T has no NVZs in this Noted.
Coun(tsy ouncil LEAP “area, the Council welcomes actions to
01.06.99) reduce nitrate pollution risks. _ |
SPB The RSPB supports Proposals 1 to 4, to monitor Noted, but the advantages column will not
(01.06.99) and protect wateT supplies against pollution, and be taken forward inthe LEAP.
su%g?_sts that_ the advantages should include the
benétits to wildlife.

Proposal 5 fails to address the underlgintg cause This will be the Water Company’s decision.
(S)(§|ur%il(t)ﬁte pollution and is not a Sustainanle

To follow P[oPosaI 6 ({10 nothingg would be in Noted.
direct conflict with ‘the Atgen y's aims s

Guardians of the Environment’. _
Three Valleys Water ~ Three Valleys Water Co is the lead gartner for Noted and taken forward in the LEAP.
Compan Proposals 4 and 5, not Anglian Water Services.

(03.08.99)

ISSUE 16 IDENTIFICATION AND REMEDIATION OF CONTAMINATED LAND

(PR GATE)  COMMENTS RESPONSE
EPRE - Mid Beds”  Proposals 1, 2, 3,4 and 5 are supported. All are Noted.
x23.0,4.9% necessary to deal with thls_i)roblem. , _ L
n%l,lan ater Anghém Water’s Pulloxhill source is currentI% Noted. \We are carrFymg_out investigations
ervices Ltd cloSed due to congerns about the presence of an Into the jmpact o, FlLitwick landil] Site in
25.05.99) unidentrfied organjc compound. The site Is close - partnership with Mid Beds District Council,

to Flitwick; confirmatjon I needed that the

aquifer 1S not. contaminated by nearby waste

. (disposal activities. _ ,

CPRE - Bedfordshire Pro[[r)]osals 1to 5 are all necessary ifprogress is to Noted
27'0t?'%9) hi 95 ad?h' ' is ot iate option, given Noted
ambridgeshir 0 nothing’ is not an appropriate option, given Noted.
Count quuncﬁ the wider n‘%k of contamlﬂgntg migrating th?ough
(01.06.99) the aquifer,

gégg%sal 3 is supported: it appears an essential Noted.
Huntingdon Canoe IS there any evidence of ‘waste’ leaching into We are not aware of any significant
Club & Cambs .~ watercoursés from landfill sites? _ leaching info_ watercourses i thé [EAP
Canoelng Association  More Information could be made available to area, hut wall fully investigate any incidents
(03.06.99) river users and local residents alike. that are reported o us.
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3.7 Maintaining Rivers for Use
ISSUE17  THERE IS TRAFFIC CONGESTION AT LOCKS DURING THE SUMMER PERIOD
(PERATE)  COMMENTS RESPONSE
use Valley River ~ The poor standard of maintenance of locks The locks are serviced twice a year
U exacerbates congestion, causing delays and (mechanically and electrically) and”we
08.04.99) rustration espond to réported faults within the times
set by .the Customer Charter. ~We feel
congestion is due to the small size of the
locks and not poor maintenance.
GOBA It i3 very rmportant that St Neots and Offord Noted.
(13.05.99) Locks are en?t hened as soon as possible,
OBA wrsgeé 0 be consulteﬁt at all ta es of
annrn and development of these proj ecs
IWA - ambrrdge en thenrn and refurbrshment of locks is Noted.
(15.05.99) wel come A hopes that the work is done to a
satisfactory size and requirements;
Si)ort England Proposali 1 and 2 are in accordance with the Noted
(21.059 ‘Regional Water Recreafion Strateo Zone 1
report prepared by the former Eas rn Councrl
Spart & Recreation and adopted 5{ port
En%and This report also recommends that the
carries, out surveys 1o dftermrne
prrorrtres for navi ré)n improvements along this
Anglian Wet A Weter oes C\slintar ey Mot There a tyo protlens
ian Water lan . Water has voluntarily temporarily Note ere are two pro ems ere,
er%rces Ltd restqrrcted abstraction at Oft]oril al the penc )é Firstly, the bottom ofthe t) krs nown 0
25.05.99) req uest due to the assocrated problem of boats be too high: this will_be a resse wh en
groun Ing_on shoals in h Offord rach res?urces allow and it |senvrsa thatlt
ran ater 15 conc rne that the Il b wrthrn the timescale an.
sho dnot bea rav ted b orexam e usrn Secondly, the ‘shoal’ 1S foun atron wor
ddrtrona wate or oc % eg/ ve ase ‘congrete” rl)f an_ old staunch and will
t ency to remove the Shoals efore summer requrreda full feasibility study If it is to be
[emove

The East Anglian

ater
ocYat%n Ltd

ambs

28

: C
8 Association

E@%sttsse%t'aargé"thtef%'hs 80 Neot ot St "0

The Council js deh?hted that the Agency This issue |s concerned with boat traffic; we
acknowledges the problems of traffic congéstion have an Interest but no powers In the
|n opular areas.. In their consideration o easrng control of vehicle emissions anét trans ort
qstron for river users the Agency are urged pianning. However, we would welcome
ft ke. Into account rncreased impacts”of iceas as o how this transport issue could be
roa traffic in t ese areas. VIsitor management resolved.
bgectrves and strategies should include
méasures to encourage ~alternative modes of
transport to the private car,
|t should be remembered that increasing water It is our view that widening locks does not
traffic by widening locks can have a negatjve Increase water traffic, It éust ?Ilows more
effect ori the envrr%nment by Increasing wildlife boats to go through at 0 a lock was
disturbance and pollution being de€pened there mrqt e an rncrease
In Water traffic and thenthe impact on the
environment would have to be consrdered
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CONSULTEE

LETTER DATE)

WA Head Office
(211.06.99)

ISSUE 18
CONSULTEE

LETTER DATE)

use Valley River
Club
(08.04.99)

GOBA
13.05.99)

—_—

IWA - Cambridge
(15.05,99)

W B Carter
(20.05.99)

COMMENTS

November 1999

RESPONSE

|WA welcomes the proposals to lengthen St Noted.

Neots and Offord locks.

investment in other A%Je

sentI by the navigation Tunction Is neg

Investment.

_Thou?h the costs are 3|%n|f|cant .compared with
cy functions the elx,m,ount

U 1qible.
he levél of lock uSage and improved conditions
for boaters will show a ‘high return on

The Agency doef not see a retum op its
nvestrient” on  [ocks. ~ However, 1t 1s
recognlsed that the local community may
benefit through  increased  tourism and
leisure opportunities.

Please confirm that any changes to locks on the We are able to confirm this,
Great Quse should be fo the minimum standards
agreed by the Ogency’s National Navigation ang

ecreation ~ Manager  with  the
Navigation Users Forum.

COMMENTS

Vandalism is an issue closely allied with
Issue 17 and must be adpresse . to maintain
the pleasure and safety ofboating.

GOBA fully supports efforts to combat
vandalism ar*d tre?&assing.

It requests that  Willington and
Godmanchester Locks are automated and that
sec_turlty noxes are placed on all automation
units.

Savm?s could be made by leaving Bedford
L ock to be worked manually.

Any work done to minimise the effects of
varidalism is to be apP,roved_. _

Two enforcement ofticers in uniform should
be on duty at weekends between Begtord and
Earith, with mobile phones, to deal with
reports of vandalism efc.

The County Council should be urged to, pass
byelaws prohibiting jumping from bridges
that are not Agency property,

It Is especially important that officers wear
uniforms.

National

THERE IS APROBLEM WITH VANDALISM OF AGENCY LOCK STRUCTURES

RESPONSE

Boaters generally are not going to
vandalise” structures they rely on o
pursue their hobby, though congestion
I(ilant I(ejad to frustration.

oted.

Willington Lock has two sets of V
doors; " |t therefore does not require
automation and cannot have security
boxes. Godmanchester Lock canpot be
automated as a power supply 1s not
available.

Noted.
Noted.

For the last two summers, weekend
Patrols were operated as and when
esources allowed. For the first part of
the summer 1t was for navigation
enforcement. Durmq the  summer
holidays we had vehicle-based patrols
at known trouble spots to . combat
vandalism. We also liaised with_local
Pollce gnd establlsh?d Operation Foster
0 combat this vandalism.

Noted. (We have byelaws to stop
people jumping off our’structures.)

Our enforcement officers do wear
uniforms.
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CONSULTEE

g[LETTER DATE) COMMENTS RESPONSE
he East Anglian The ~ Association dePIores this mindless Noted.
Waterways vandalism and congratulates the Agency on

dc
Association Ltd the Installation ofo security E)oxes at Tsites,
(27.05.99)

It is hoped that Proposal 1 can be progressed The three security boxes at Bedford,
as a matter of urgency. Godxnanchester and Brownshill  locks
have been installed.
untingdon Canoe  Details of who to contact in cases of odceboardsgn the main) advertise the
I b & Cambs . . vandalism c? uld be advertised more Wlde|P/ free 0800 807060 number for this
anoeing Association  to deter would-be vandals. There are usually reason.
other people within “ear-shot” and mobile
E)hones are more common,
WA welcomes the implementation of Noted.
measures, such as Security boxes, 1o
discourage . vandalism of [ocks, and would
support their use wherever there is a problem,

In
03.06.99)

WA, Head Office

21.06.99)

3.8 Needs for Monitoring and Further Investigation

ISSUE 19 PUBLIC CONCERN OVER THE FINDINGS OF THE EUROHAZCON STUDY

(PR GATE)  COMMENTS RESPONSE
s:PRE M id Beds Proposals Land 2 are strongly. suPp orted, Thisis Noted.
(23.04.99) a high Enorlt Issue that particularly affects the

. Grotp’s qistrict.
PRE —Bedfordshire ‘Do nothm? IS not an option. Noted.
21.05.99 ro 0sals

and 2 should be gursued and given
9 rlorltg In view of th
se lous causal link to human health

Cambrldcqeshlrﬁ Th empovagce ofmor]ngnrag all closed IandPII OHHOH g of currentl I|Cfnsed I ndfllls

likelihood “of a

?oun ounc sites e acknowle It is essential for ert er they are ORera lona or, eps

01.06.99) earI detection of[p?(llutlon efc. Rem%?lal action closure stage IS the respon5| bility of the
entl |e§ undertaken  where problems are licence holder. The Agency asgﬁwethsl Sang
|

duties to re?ulate these sites
done_as part.of our routine wark. It 1s
therefore outside the remit of the LEAP.

H|s foric I?ndflll sites that are no longer the
su %ecto a Waste mana?ement Icence are
cortaminated  land, for which  new
legislation |fs Ilkely t(i com% Into force
during_the Iife of this Plan TeAe
committed to working with | Oﬁa authorj |e?
regiar Ing these sites.. Many have minima
pollution risk associated Wwith them, _but
some are known to have a deleterious eﬁect
on the water environment and. are die
subject of investigation and remedial action,
where funding for this work can be secured.
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CONSULTEE

(ETTER DATE) COMMENTS RESPONSE
id Bedfordshire Support for further research at Elstow and Noted.

District Council Flitwick 15 welcome. However,  the

(02.06.99) d|sadvantage should be deleted, Whether or

not a link 15 established, local residents must he
supplied with the relevant information and this
should be an open, transparent process.

39 Improving flood defences
(PFERDATE)  COMMENTS RESPONSE
‘WA- Cambridge It is hoped that thf needs of and dangers to Noted. Procedures are inplace for this.
95.05._99) , boaters and_boats will not be forgotten.
ambridgeshire The Council welcomes %he inclusion of this as a We continue to support the need for a
County Council major ISSUe. face of exgected strategic approach to tlood control and Iand
(01.06.99) deve opm nt ?ress res In the Ouse corrld r, the drainage.

Agenc ake a strategic lead, and’ co-

ordlnaewor with others to |dent| integrated
solutions to flood control and land drdinage.

November 1999

There is need foy clear gnmdance on who should Issues relatln% to the adoption of balancing

he resEonsmIe for bald cmrq (Ponds and other ?onds and ot
structures created to contro alna%e flows to

water?ourseg PerhaPs these matters

been flagged as separate ISSues.

ISSUE20  IMPLEMENTATION OF THE BYE REPORT RECOMMENDATIONS

CONSULTEE
LETTER DATE) COMMENTS RESPONSE
o 051 l\slld Beds'  Proposals 1,2,3 and 4 are supported. Noted.

er draina
requently not straig
hould have continue to advise on a site-specific hasis.

f}] € mfrastructure a

orward.  We wil

The. area covered should inclyde the |vel The A%/Incy IS undertaking an asset survey

Navigation and the Agency’s stretch of the River on all
Easter 1998, it was ‘within an ace” of doing s

the nex 3 years.

3|n Rivers, workmg
Flit. “Although this aréa did not flood severeloy at W|th an owners \6\/e expéct t Comﬂlsed
ovements

Pro ra me offlood wa'rmng rT|]rg1 Yovements
lon ov

S bem% developed for impl

In partnership
A Prlorl
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EONSULTEE

LETTER DATE)
edford Group of

Drama%e Boards
(10.05.99)

The East Anglian

Waterways

Assoclatl
(27.05.99

(7.

gambrid

i oun.ci
6y9 %qeshmi

oun
(010

32

CPRE -
1.0

gn Ltd

Bedfordshire
5.99)

)

COMMENTS RESPONSE

As Proposals centre on flood warning and do not As stated in the supPortlng fext for this
mention watercourse maintenance Works, PUb|IC |s?ue, the five P,ropo%a s are only a selection
expectations of warnjngs could be higher than of specific actions being progressed from
the Agency can_#rowde. This also puts higher the Bye Report. Mainténancé has always
priority on’warning than on maintenance. been an important part of the Agency’s

Flood Defence work and remains so.

The Bye Report. says ‘mamtenan?e has be%n The report actually states that there are ua
carried ou%to chiev ?nvlronm,enta gains at the few undefended Village locations where
expense ot hydraulic etficiency’. watercourses through and downstream of
developed areas have been maintained to
ﬁchleve environmental gains and these may
ave been at the expense of hydraulic
efficiency”. ~ The ‘extent to ™ which
maintendnce activities can incorporate any
environmental gams IS being considered on
an individual basis, to ensure the correct

alance.
Proposal 4 should proceed, despite the costs, as Investigation will take place in 2000,
quickly as possible.

Hser of the rﬁmgatlo als? need to be (?Iert%dto A sstgm S cu_rrentIR;I in place wgh
00ds. Loca ¥ aseql craft users could per aﬁs noatyards and marmas, an?/ locks already
be contacted through boatyards, marinas and haye 5|gns to warn ot high flows, and more
clubs, but for visiting craft some form of will bé provided. = Warnings are. also
bankside notice is needed. broadcast  on radio _ ang~ television.
Riverbank signs or warnlng flags would be
vulnerable to'theft and vandaliSm, with no
means to ensure that they remained where

|aced.
The Branch_supports Proposals land4&2 and 3 prhe_ Rivers Ivel and FUt (Main River
are outside its area?, but the area covered should section) will be included i both asset
Include the Rivers Ivel and Flit. survey and t|nvest|gat|on Into flood warning
arrangements.

It is important to use f,IgogpIiuns 8 naBJraI Development should not take place if it has
floodwater stores, provided_ life and built an unacce taiberlskoffloodln , leading to
property are not put at risk, The Agency’s role an?er to Iife, damage to property” or
In recommending refusal ot built development in was eft1 expenditure on remedial works.
floodplains 1s vital. We will continue to onose development

that wil| impact adversely op land d_ralna%e.

We seek to retain natural floodplains and
where practicable, restore their natural
functions.

Uncontrolled upstream development (eg at A review of the standards of protection for
Milton Keynesg without adequate local nw-off urban areas is being carried Qut at present.
storage puts downstream settlements at risk, The results of this survey will be Used to
however good the alarm systems are. We identify and prioritise future flood defence
sugPes_t a"priority profgframme of surveys and works, which are subject to justification and

[es Xt}

ana 3/3|? of run-off  rates and " local funding constraints.
storage floodglam mmig; tion both in this LEAP
area and upstream, and remedial measures to

co,ntfa||r|1 downstream  flows following heavy
rainfall.

Proposals tg provide an effe(itiv flo?d warning Noted.
syslem and to improve flood defences ar
welcome.
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ONSULTEE
fLETTERDATE) COMMENTS RESPONSE
WA Head Office  IWA'is concerned that the recommendations do The flood warping = system is being
(21.06.99) not ?o far enough in warnlng boaters of the risks rewewed on a regional ba3|s and we will be
of Ioodmg and _str n? tregms A voice Im ementlnvq gro#]osas mcreased
messaging System is whotly inadequate. There is au omatlc Dice messa mg an strong
a real need” for warnings to be placed. on the stream advice. Many lockS already hay
riverbanks S0 that boaters can receive fhe signs to wam thl(n]h flows, and mare will
Information and safey moor up before being be provided. Wariings are also broadcast
caught instrong flows. on radio and teIewsloB RlYerb nk si ”ﬁ or
warning flags would be vulnerable t0' theft
and vandalism, with no means to ensure
that they remained where placed.

ISSUE21  REVIEW OF CURRENT STANDARDS OF FLOOD PROTECTION

CONSULTEE
PRE - MidBeds  The Group supports Proposal L Noted.
s:PRE gedfordshlre Prn)oosal 1 |s su Forted provided the Noted.
27.05.99) ronmenta glca lons are |ven
Bnont (?ntamment of oo waer
(see also Issue 20

stream is Freferr
Cambrldcqeshlre he Council, welcomes all measures t? deveIQR Noted.
Count 6y ounci awareness of implications  of floodplal
development, and urges the Aqenc t0 Undertake
?tudles ?s soon as possible o identity where
|ood detence improvements are required.

The “do notiiing*option is opposed. [hlg option is not taken forward in the
Lafarge Redland The comPan%s comments on Issue 1 are also Noted,
O%greggt re evant IS Issue, as It has a significant
3 na}m er of land holdl (? s close to Lﬁban areas
The Elstow Brook dev opment to e south 0

Bedford is es%)ema ly relevant  The company
would. be will g to ‘co-operate in the proposed
feasibility studie

ISSUE22 ~ NON MAIN RIVER FLOODING

CONSULTEE
LETTERDATE) ~ COMMENTS RESPONSE
Z%F%)El 3 SI)\/Ild Beds  The Group supports Proposal L Noted.

edford Group of ~ Local Authorities must be encoura%ed to use The Agency supports this policy.
Drainage Boards thelr erm|3f|ve powerst rovide maintenance
(10.0599) and flood alleviation works to non-Main River

outside DB areas.
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ELOE,\PTUElRTDEETE) COMMENTS RESPONSE

PRE - Bedfordshire  Over-maintenance of watercourses and its effect After the protection of people and property

(27.05.99) on  habitat and landscape i1s of concern. from flooging, conservation is a primary
Maintenance should be limited to that needed to consideration™ i all  watercourse
redyce flood risk to life and built property; maintenance operations.

00
bankside habitat should not be damaged just 10
provide access to machinery.

Limited flooding of open farmland can bepefit Noted.
wildlie and limit downstream flooding at times

of high flows. Channel excavation”to speed
floodwater downstream . is not _the most
sustainable solution.

Chapter4 A Better Environment Through Partnership

ONSULTEE
@LETTER SATE)  COMMENTS RESPONSE -
arston Vale The C? munity Forest team would be pleased to Noted but, as the Marston Vale is locate in
Community Forest ~ be Included as ty)artners In any projects involving an DB area, the Aqency_ has few
(15.04.99) landscape and’ conservatiori ‘enhancements or opportunities to be involved” in projects
rovision of recreation facilities intheirarea.  there.

RSPB he RSPB supports the key issues identified in Noted.
(01.06.99) Chapter 4, especially Themé 4.
41 Strategic Environmental Issues
CONSULTEE

LETTER DATE) COMMENTS | RESPONSE

PRE - Mid Beds The Group appreciates the Agency’s forward Noted.

23.04.99) vision in" tackling these longer-term issues,

SUP orts all key “issues identitied, and looks

. Torward to future developments,

PRE - Bedfordshire  The Branch Hremates r\e %enc 's forward Noted.

21.059.99 vision In seeking to tackle these longer-term
ISsues, and trusts they will not be sacriticed in

favour of short-terms actions,  however
Important,

THEME 1  ADDRESSING CLIMATE CHANGE

CONSULTEE

LETTER DATE) COMMENTS RESPONSE
OBA GOBA_Wlshesh future flood defences f Re Noted.
(13.05.99) %%/rg%e“pbc}ret with navigation and in fine with the
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CONSULTEE
(LETTER DATE)

W B Carter
(20.05.99)

The Wildlife Trusts
(26.0 99)

Cambnd eshir,
ounty quuncﬁ

THEME 2

ONSULTEE
LETTER DATE2

he Wildlife Trusts
(26.05.99)

CPRE - Bedfordshire
(27.05.99)

Cambndcqeshrre
Count 6y ouncil

COMMENTS

It is vrtaI that the Agency has the last word
onc g ap lications “to on the

Adreements made after the 1947
tIoods have been overryled by Coungils, and the
same will happen again for the milder Easter
1998 floods.

The kez |ssHe should include envrronmental
Hrstﬁaectc na changes In the assessment ot flood

Combating climate change requires a partnership
approach.” There is a need t0 unaerstand the
Wider nature of the problem an |dent|
artnersh |gs could be deyelo ed ata loca IeveI
ESee also comments on Chapter 3.)

IMPROVING AIR QUALITY

COMMENTS

There is an opportunrty here to participate in or
encourage prog cts 00K ‘nr%; fo sequesttra e carbon,
such a at g se are
strateqrcall place ney help h d up’
rainfall inthe heads of catchment areas?

Whilst road transport |g the nme source of oor
local air quality, Industrial emissions which
spread over a wrde area should not be forgotten.
1{ ee Issue 10 for comments abouf emissions
rom bnckworks and landfill in the Marston

The Agency’s involvement in_the Review and
Assess ent of Air Quality in Cambridgeshire Is
acknowledged.

LrttIe Barford Power Statron s of mediym

significance for air quality in Huntingdonshire
and substances that may bé burnt.in future could
cause problems, A?ency action is vital to _help
improve air quality " and ensure  national
objectives are met.

November 1999

RESPONSE

The Agency has limited direct power to
control™ activities that impact on  the
functjons of floodplains, Whilst we a vrse
Local Planning A thorrtres LPAs) ﬁn w|
continue to oppose eveo ment” that will
impact adversely on land drainage, it is the
L PAs that have responsrbrlrt for protectrng
the flood defence rnteres 3 3 e Wwhos
property may be affected by development

Rﬂrogﬂrammes
ods for envrronmental assessment are
changing.and will allow for consideration
of cIrma ic change as the possible effects

are identified.
Noted.

RESPONSE

Noted Whilst such Tplantrng could reduce
surface water run-of }/1 F would
need to be assessed on'an mdividual basis.

Noted.

Noted.

Noted.
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MANAGING OUR WATER RESOURCES

THEME 3

CONSULTEE
LETTER DATE)
PRE - Mid Beds
23.04.99)

CPRE —Bedfordshire
(27.05.99)

THEME 4

CONSULTEE
‘LETTER DATE)

WA Cambrldge

36

COMMENTS

The Group strongly supparts the ke |ssueof
reducmgpwatergl}/se P This |ssu3/

critical |n enahblm the Agency to address
many of the other Key Issues,

ThIS section clearly states Agency policy on
managing water usat{;e as reférred 0 In
Issues I,°2 and 3, [t Js confusing that the
table on’ paﬁe 14 includes Issues 14, 15 and

16 under' Theme 3, yet they are not referred
to here.
It should be recogmsed that, .in |te of

mcreasmg numbers of prop erties, nglian
Water does not forecast an overaII rlse In
deman for pu I|c water supp Oy In the
Angl |%n Region,. due to its policies of
household metering, leakage control and
water conservatlon throua promotion of
efficient usage. However, there will be IocaI
rowth, AnV net Increase |n demand in the
edford Ouse catchment will be met b% Use
of the Rythamford system to import Water
from outside the area.

Reduced . water use must remam hlgh
priority; it s critical in enabling the Ageny
t0 address other Key Issues.

Groundwater abstraction results in_low or no
flow |'1 local watercourses.. F!)ows are
reqularly monitored in Main Rivers but not in
small wate;courses These . should be
surveyed. from fimg to time; = loca
organisations could be invited to participate.

ENHANCING BIODIVERSITY

COMMENTS

November 1999

RESPONSE
Noted.

Noted, The purpose of the table on
page 14 was to highlight that each issue
might relate to more than one theme. It
was not Intended to |mply that more
textwould be in chapter 4.

Noted.

Noted.

Proposals, for groundwater abstractions
are subij]ect to  careful technical
assessment o ensure flows are not
adversel affected. Recent low flows
Z easaresutofdrou ht Flows In
watercourses are %auged b
%ency staff, %euag en |cence
oas are emg Sﬁesse
ou we come good quality tlow data
g e by local organisations to
upplement/Support our own data.

RESPONSE

Para 2 says that WLMPs are developed in co- Qther environmental organisations include

operation”  with  other
organisations’.
orjanisation  assessed?  Should

oganisations also be informed and consulted?

‘environmental those usually involved |n the management
How is an enwrontmental of the Site. User?r
not _user

anisations are generall
kept informed of the WLMP pro%ess an)é

Implementation.
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ONSULTEE

iLETTER SATE)  COMMENTS RESPONSE

he Wildlife Trusts ~ Species and habttats need momtonng to measure  The Agency fuII}/ supports the Biological

(26.05.99) successo fthe BAP groce%s and the"in ?rmatlon Records Céntre for Bedfordshire and will
vailable. The Bed ordshtre rovide data and other resources where

need tfe reall
Biological Record Centre 1S being developed as Bossmle

an e ecttve Information stora?e and retrieval
faci |tg Agencys commitment to support
this dévelopment'wolld be welcome.

More mention should be made of significant Informatlon about theses emes IS available
species such as the spined loach, bullhead, within th eA%encX but the LEAP does not
crayflsh reed bunting, ktngftsher and. water offer the opportufity to address fuIIy every
shrew, which are go?]d |nd|ca ors of riparian and - priority species.

rver, health and heed survey and regular

monitorin
CPRE - Bedfordshire TheAengc 'S involvement is suRh)orted Other  WLMPs have beenv\)a ﬁpared by the 1DB for
(27.0 99) areas. could be involved in WLMPs, Including these areas, eg Flitwick Moor.
Sites in the Marston and Flit Vales.
RSPB The RSPB welcomes the Adencys &proaoh to Noted.
(01.06.99) ensuring that BAP targets are Inicorporated into
Its routine work.

THEME 5  MANAGING OUR FRESHWATER FISHERIES

ONSULTEE
ELETTER SATE)  COMMENTS RESPONSE
edford GrouPof The, statement ‘R iparianowners, although not Ihts statement_is referring fo the A%Venc%
ralna%e oard pr% ying any of the ?encyscosts is not correct. fisheries activities costs;” the text e
e?/ eitfier Pagf direct, through the General amended in the LEAP.
Dra naPe Charge, or indirectly V|a DB rates and
councit
THEME 6  DELIVERING INTEGRATED RIVER BASIN MANAGEMENT
ONSULTEE
@ETTER SAte)  COMMENTS RESPONSE
OBA NaV| ation: GOBA would welcomeafeasmtltt)i The Agencys navigation function is Bot
(13.05.99) stuX Into_ re-opening _the River Ivel; specid] financed 0 Testore previous navigation but
attg tion should be a|d to conserving natura we would support others prépared to
, man-made habitats. undertake feasibility studies.
IWA - Cambridge IWA believes that this may be die greatest virtue Noted.
(15.05.99) of the Agency.

Navn{atton The River IveI comments are noted, Noted. If an abstraction is required to fill
A waterway connecting the, River Great Ouse at the new waterway an_abstraction licence
Bedford 10 the Grand” Union Canal at Milton may be required. . Please contact the
Keynes is stil being pursued, as stated In the licénsing section in this case.

Fen Waterway Regeneration Strategy’.
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LETTER DATE)

§ONSULTEE

nglian Water
ervices L ta
825 05.99)

—

he
a
s

’B>§

CPR

38

Ife Trusts

eEastAngIran
ocrat%n Ltd

1.05.9

- Bedfordshire
(27. 5 99)

November 1999

COMMENTS RESPONSE

Water Qualrty First time sewerage apglrcatrons Noted and taken forward in the LEAP.
have been recerved for Tilbrook

Covrnl%on (13/7/99). Assessment IS underway

for Tilbrook. Covrngton s has been accepted and

appraisal is underway.

q_lran Water |s not aware'of any apglroatrons Noted and taken forward in the LEAP.
for'Hamerton, Old Weston, Upton and Bythome

although these are on the Aqe cy Bro lem” list,

Effective liaison with IDB over _jts The Agency and IDBs do liaise. However,
management of headwaters is fundamental. The we do™not have any statutorg controI over
Ivel and Hiz headwaters are overmanaged and |DBS’ management of headwaters. The Hiz
degraded well below their potential for headwater comes under the control ofNorth
marntarnrng brodrversrt The Flit needs to be Hertfordshire Borough Council and the Ivel
com letel mtejgrated 0 the LEAP. Control of headwater under Beds IDB. The Flit is an
heagdwaters and rates of entry of water into the DB watercourse.

Main River is part oft e key to flood control in

the Main River.

Practical steps such as_ training watercourse The Agency has provided conservation
cleanin oerators to limit damage to the awareness training to its own workforce.
environment and wildlife would be very useful.

The Trugts fullg o(pport the promotion of uffer The Agency recommends this approach
strips and would li ean offIcer 10 be avallable to where g ﬂ)rosonate when responding to
rarse awareness and assist with the targeting of Countrysiae Stewardship Applications.
agrr -environment payments to watercourses as
% rt of whole farm assessments
oreatron The Agen vr)/ cor’r\?ratulated on ifs Noted.
welcome Involvement with the National Trust n
the”deve opment work underway at Houghton

Mill.

Navrgatron Whilst some lock structures on the Noted, The Agency would support others
River Ivel have been demolished several others gprrorrt dependant) who wish to undertake
survrve navigation I(evels are still held at some n engimeering feasibility study.

Sites, and most bridges maintain nav atrona

headroom. ~ The Assocratr elcontes  the

Agenoys acknowledgement t at e restoration

may be feasible, and hopes that it would co-

P ra(se with an engrne rrng feasinjlity stud?/ 3

prelude to Its sugg@sted coSt benefit dnalysis an

environmental Impact assessment.

The Branch has some concerns about the CPRE would he consulted by any
restoration of navigation on the former River Ive| organisation wishing to restore navigation
Navigation. Subject to detailed envrronmental on'the River Ivel.

assesSment, 1t “would . consider Portrn
reoRenrng for non-motorised craft only, togethe

witn towpath restoration and access on foot

Navigation:’ The Rrver lvel has been used by The Agency is nof the Navigation Authority
canoersts an an%ers ang navigation could pe for the' River Ivel. - This would have to be
improved ddition, of portages and ‘safe’ referred to the riparian owners.

Water sIrdes In the medium term.
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November 1999

RESPONSE
Noted.

RESPONSE
Noted.

Noted and taken forward in the LEAP.

ONSULTEE

ﬁETTER DATE) ~ COMMENTS

WA, Head Office ~ Recreation: ~ IWA strong 3/ supports = the

(21.06.99) |mprovement of recreation. through partnerships.
Houghton Mill’s " restoration wr provrde an
Important source of education and jt will no
doubt, prove very popular with local residents
and visitors to thé area,
Navigation: 1WA is pleased. at the Agenc s Noted.
nositive aPproac t0 mvestrgatrng the restoration
of navr ation to the River [vel ﬁnd hopgst at i J
will - continue to support furtner studies an
analysis and play an active part in instigating
suchi studies.

THEME 7 CONSERVING THE LAND

ONSULTEE

ELETTER DATE) ~ COMMENTS o

edford Group of The Group welcomes and supports the inclusion

rarna%e Boards Marston ~ Vale — Communit
Forest/Bedfordshrre & River Ivel 1D
artners lﬁ Og

South Bedfordshire le 3 shouldhe uFodated tq refer to the South
?edfords Ire Local Plan Review - Deposit May

District Councll
14,05 99?
he Wildlife Trusts
(26.05.99)

CPRE - Bedfordshire
(27.05.99)

A renewal of the commitment o maintain an UF
to date Iert map of%unt erdh{e Sites would

wecome 50 otentially dama ng
operatrons are avoided in sensrtrve areas.
Broo ical Record Centrée could service the
provr on and upaating of data.

The Agency’s role in develooment planning is A
vrta get it Sometimes seems that the A%ency IS ¢
reluctant to object to unacceptable  built
development and refers to comment, whjch
carries. . less weight ~with local  planning
authorities.

Consrderatron of all water resource implications

must egrven high priority. It IS Insyrficient to
water”company’s claim that It can

su pIy a development provrded the cost Is met.

Bearing in mind the very Iarge resrdentral
develo ments at Biggleswate, y and the

am loop the new settlementp oposal for
EIstow Storage Depot cannot be said'to represent
the m%)rrty of development in the LEAP area

(page
gOPRE strongly supports the key issue on page

The A encr¥ does marntarn this in hardcom/
Drgntrs 10 of these sItes In é)artners
he Wildlife Trust is presently bein
Investigated.
We have also produced a Development
Constraints document that includes details
of these sites.
enc¥ concerns about built devel%pment
ten be overcome by ag priate
desr and contro led throu? nditions
attace toai)annrng ermission.. It so, we
Inf orm the P annrng uthority of potential
Bvr lems and encollrage early copsultation
ith developers to address these Issues, It
We cannot envrsa e works that will address
our concerns, an objection is registered.

Water resources are discussed with Jocal
planners and water companies. It 1S
anticipated that the proposed development
can be supplied under existing licences.

The LEAP refers to the ‘Elstow Brook area’
which includes several other develo ments
In addition to the new settlement at stow
We. accept that this might not outwer%
other development in the LEAP area, but it
isamajor allocation.

Noted.
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CONSULTEE
ELETT_ER DATE)
ambridgeshire
Coun(tSy ouncil

(01.06.99)

COMMENTS RESPONSE

Land Use Planning: The Council welcomes_the Noted.
Agency’s involvement in develo\;)_m_ent glanmn_%'
h providing constraint

ItS mr%ut,ls vital, eg throu ng constral
Information and waste stafistics.

The Government, through revision of PPG12, Noted.
proposes changing the Local Plan preparation

?rocess. Initial “consultation will Dbe through
ssues Papers and there will be a two-stép
Deposit Plan stage.

Table 3;

9 The Cambs Structure Plan Review is likely to Noted and taken forward in the LEAP.
ommence m_smeer 1999 t will” be
lérg)%enrt,alken jointly with Peterborough  City

cil,

il) The Cambs (quregates) Minerals Local Plan Noted and taken forward in the LEAP.
Review is likely" 1o commence following the

gove_rn_ment’s rfwew of MPG6 ‘Aggregates

Provision in England™*, , ,

|||21 South Cambs_Local Plan - a Deposit Plan Noted and taken forward in the LEAP.
was published in February 1999,

THEMES8  MANAGING WASTE

CONSULTEE
ELETTER DATE)
edford Group of
Drama%e Boards
10.05.99) .
ambridgeshire

Counéy ouncil
(01.06.99)

COMMENTS RESPONSE

IDBs have no ‘responsibility’ for clearing litter. Noted and taken forward in the LEAP.
Responsibility rests with the Tiparian owner.

Working towards systainable resource use and The Agency ¢ nﬂrmf its wish to work in
waste management should be a priority key issue Bar&ner hlP with lgcal gutharities and other
for the Agency, which should take a fead Tole in podies bu recogmses,th_at Its inflyence on
promoting  waste minimiRation initiative* [10USE old wasté minimisation 15 ||ke|y fo

PartnT_rsmP working to promote re-use and be small compared to Local Authorities’, It
recycling Is always welcomed, will concentrate Its efforts, In_partnership
with others, on manufacturing industry and

the service sector.

The text fails to mention the CountY Council The text highlighted significant opulation
Household Waste Recycling Centre af Buckden aregs that afe consiere

to be lacking local
which accepts trade waste (Tor a charge) as well facilities. The presence of a new %lte at
as household waste. Buckden, which also receives trade waste,
IS welcomed.
THEME 9  REGULATING MAIJOR INDUSTRIES
ONSULTEE
iLETTER DATE) COMMENTS | | RESPONSE
outh Bedfordshire  There Is one Part B Erescrlbed process in the Noted.
District Council Council’s area of the LEAP. Information about
14,05.99) this and landfill sites is available.
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ONSULTEE
LETTER DATE)

PRE - Mid Beds
(23.04.99)

Bedford Group of
ralna%e Board

%lsh ature Beds
a ort ants

GOBA
(13.05.99)

CPRE - Bedfordshire
(27.05.99)

Cambrldcqeshwe
oun oun(:|

43

CONSULTEE
LETTER DATE)
ambrld eshire
oun 6y ouncil

COMMENTS

The Group agrees with the Agency’s comments,
looks forward to future progress, and hopes
1pproprlate resources WI|| be secured

able’ 4 - Bedfordshire BAP:  The Bedford
Group of Drainage Boards should be included in
the l1st of Partners.
Table 4 wil| need updatmg to_reflect Rrogress
with Action Plan preparatiofl in Bedfordshire

an active roIe in the

TheAenc shogld pl?
ev?( opme tt an mentatlotn of tLBAPtS
working with a wide range of partners at coun
level. gAn action sh u?d be p|dent| led In th%
AP to acquire and review relevant Action
Plans, so as to mcorporate activities into the
LEAP at the annual reviews.
GOBA recognlses the impartance of this subject
and Js represented on the, Bedtordshire Wildlife
Workmg Group and the River Great Ouse Group.
Th e Branch a rees with the comments on LAZ1
ew ?APS looks forward to seelr\%;e progress in

uture and hopes to see tfie” necessary
[esources secured.
Local Agepda 21:  ‘Cambridgeshire. and

Peterborotigh’s State of the Environment Report
1998" has lieen published.

Education and Awareness

COMMENTS

The  Council _ welcomes ~the Ag encx
commitment to Education and Awareness. T |s
should be mte?ral to all areas of the Agency’s
wor oP?sas for action could be Incorpora (?d
under the relevant Issues, thﬁs raising the profile
of this important area ofwor

Chapter5 Next Steps
No comments received.

November 1999

RESPONSE
Noted.

This table has_now been ugdated from the
\J/\?elgtsk(leature Conservancy Council (JNCC)
This table has now been updated from the
INCC web site.

The Agency plays an active part in. the
LBAP rocess with conservation officers
workm$ n the Count Steerm? Groups
and_ass stlng In the gre aration of Habitats
Action PlanS and Species Action Plans.

Noted.

Noted.

Noted and taken forward in the LEAP.

RESPONSE
s Noted.
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CONSULTEE
LETTER DATE) COMM.ENTS . RESPONSE |
|conbuiy & Appendix A ‘Flood Defence) is incorrect: under Noted and taken forward in the LEAP.
Ellln%ton IDB Section 25 of the Land Drama%e Act 1991 the
(08.03.99) Ag_ency nas powers to serve notice to ensure
maintenance of flows,

Appendix C:. Alternative definition provided for Noted and taken forward in the LEAP.
‘Internal Dramage Board’

Bedford Group of Appendix A:_There shoud be reference to IDBs Noted and taken forward in the LEAP.
E)lroawg%%)Boards in the Flood Defence section.

SAJ) p(ilne(yx C: Alternative definition of IDBs Noted and taken forward in the LEAP.

W B Carter Apﬁendle_, page A4 Weirs have suffered from A routine of IHSEECIIOH is in place.
(20.05.99) lack. of maintenance in recent Xea_rs; a proper However, overall reSources are lower than
routine of Inspection and clearance 1S needed, as in the Great Quse River Authority days and
In Great Ouse River Authority days. necesaaryI maintenance must be “prioritised

accordingly.

5.0 CONCLUSION

This document has been distributed to all the Consultees who responded and all members of the
Area Environment Group.

The LEAP I currentQ/ being fipalised and will be distributed during December 1999. The Plan
will be monitored ang reviewed each fyear_ and the results will be pdblished in Annual Reviews.
The whole process will be reviewed after five years.

We are grateful to all those who have participated in the production of the Bedford Ouse (Lower
Reachesgi LEAP.
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APPENDIX A:  LIST OF RESPONDENTS

November 1999

The following |s a list of all those who responded to the Draft LEAP during the

consultation period:

Alcanbu &EIIm fon ID%
Hj ater S V%ICGS'[
rou o ralnage Boards

an
egﬁg ounty Council

Branch)
ﬁi |re Istrict)

I'Itl

as\
N
,\rﬁE;A
Hintin Fon Canoe Cl b/Cambrldgeshlre Canoeing Association.
Co nt SIde rOJec

V\ére db dCE\ En(k answ rth)

re

guse erdgurgr%@ Council

ountry ark Sheries Warden

i f hi Dt
;0“ %@S I[)erev%trjlsy ng |s£1 Sports Council (East)

ys s C|a|
gﬂ}? Bﬁgw rds wg %?ambr%ge hire & Northamptonshire)

ars n %Sorest now known as the Forest of Marston Vale

ortEn
Wat
%Ee\%li ?X Srrugtef[)r ggqé)f%rgshire, Cambridgeshire, Northamptonshire and Peterborough

Al
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APPENDIX B:  ABBREVIATIONS

AEG .. Area Environment Group
AMP Asset Mana?ement Plan
AWS .. Anglian Water Services Ltd
BAP .. Biodiversity Action Plan
BCU Brlélsh Canoe Union
Beds Bedfordshir
Cambs ..  Cambridgeshire
CMP Catch entManagementPlans
CPRE .. Council tor the Pfotection of Rural England
EN Engllsh Nature
EU E oPean Union
GOBA .. Grea QOuse Boating Association Limited
Herts ert fordshire
IDB nternal Drama e Board
WA nland Waterw. XsAssomatlon ,
INCC oint Nature Conservancy Council
LA2L ocal Agenda 21
LBAP .. | ocal Biodiversity Action Plan

LEAP(S) ... | ocal Epvironment Agency Plan(s)

| PA | ocal PIanmngAu ofi ?/

MAFF ... The Ministry of A rlcul ure Fisheries and Food
MPA MmeraIPanln uthority
M Mineral PO|IC mdance
Northants ... Northamptonshire

SA Nitrate Sensmve Area

Nltrate Vul nerab e Zone

p agmm\ﬂlPollc l]udellnes
PWS f ater fUJ) I¥
RSPB Ro al Soclety for the Protection of Birds
SSSI Sité of Special Scientific Interest
STW Sewag reatment Works
WLMP ... Water Level Manaqement Plan
WPA .. Waste Planning Authorit
WRAL .. Water Resources Act 1991

November 1999

Bl



Bedford Ouse (Lower Reaches) LEAP —Statement of Consultation

November 1999

APPENDIX C:  AEG SUB-GROUP AND PROJECT TEAM MEMBERSHIP

Representatives of the Great Quse Area Environment Group (AEG)

Tony AJoone
Charles Bootle
Colin Clare
Dennis Ford
David Jones
Derek King
Richard Payne

Project Team

Innes Jones
Jackje Sprinks
Pauline Jones
John Parkinson
Alan Rich

Martin Slater
Alison Whitehead
Liz Williams.
Steve Wiltshire

Environment Protection Manag,er EPrOJect Executive)
LEAPs Officer (Pro%e_ct Co-ordinator)
Tactical Planning Otficer _

Flood Defence Officer - Flood Warning

Team Leader - Plannlng Liaison

Team Leader - Conseryation

Resource PIannln% Officer

Environment Protection Officer

Team Leader - Environment Protection
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