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Shifnal

Shifnal community flood risk management Benefit Mapping Workshop summary findings - July 2015

Background & Key Numbers

At present a property level protection [PLP)
scheme to reduce flood risk to 87 households has
‘allocations’ of £272k of FCRM Gin & £250k of
Local Lewvy 2016-19.

Shropshire Councll and EA are supportive of
community-led exploration by Shifnal Flood
Forum supported by NFF of alternative
community scheme options.

Participants understood that the “allocated”
funding could be used to finance a community
scheme but this is dependent on it delivering
reduced risks to the 87 households.

Benefit mapping technigques are useally applied in
contexts where the preferred solution is refatively
clear, the ssue being, securing enough local
funding to make it financially viable,

87 households, £532k potential FRM funding,

D participant defined area of flood risk and
direct potential benefit of FRM

Q residential development sites with
full/outline permissions

@ recently completed homes (not on
background map)

possible future development interest

Warth grtting it quantified,  laads the Araak as
Hauahton Bridge
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1. Very large: develogenents 2. SW run oll Tram fiedds A Reecrvaslinn Ground're proliling” 4. [neresxcdirnent pinch poinis are soen asa
In upstream Priorslea above, drainage and offers opportunity for water sgnificant effector. dealistic view that legal
‘permission” on basis of canonised Haughton Rd balancing ladlity and rmulti-use as action/enforcement by LA or EA would be

betterment of run-off. road channels into and re-invented Haughton Park. ditficult and unlikely |although their advice

Conerete bridge aver Wheatfield wauld he helpful, especially on issue of
Drive offers frame for controls and damage liability 1o others.
-possible hydro-electrs: generation,
~atirautiogd range of othef lunding Opportunity to explore community-led

apprasch — persasding pinch-paint
‘encroachars’ to accept ‘satting back’ 10

- vitlue impiet atvice |even the registration of

L | agreed ta set back i would make pinch pont

previows boundary/land registry position.
Local estate agents, valuers and conveyance
saicitars may be sble to hel with propesty

3 boundary complaint and possible serving of
nolice could negatively allect private
property market values, ¥ ‘ancroaches’

channe re-Instatement and upstream
measures much rnoee leasible.
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( f l 5. Very impressive investigations by Shropshire Council

_ systems, misconnections, failings and load impacts into

afficers and local residents of complex drainage

the brook In Sivermeare: area. This Is surelyvalld In its
awrt right, bul also Bely o be keyfessential 1o suceess
of future community flood allewiation measures or PLH,

6. The scale of current and future residential development 1,200 homes+) around the
tawn and develapment pressaares and mnge of imgacts on the tewn (2001 population
6,300) are sianificant. Comamunity Infrastructure Lavy Is in place and developing
Neghtiourhaod Plan shauld eratile the Town Councl 1o direct o sgnificant propartion of
astirnaled £4-4 5m ol Shilnal’s CIC w its kocal inlrastructure priorities, Perhaps could
inchxde match-funding mto a community flood allewiation scheme. The SUDS that
developers do to sites won't include betterment to address existing run-off overloading of
the brook [possibly will increase residual risk?). Imagme they would view CIL as the
fimarkial mechanisme to do betlerment. Still well worth seeking smicorporation of cost free
nun-off and boundary measures Into site dranage and landscaping given topography.

Conclusion - all these elements need n
community-led supported) consideration:
potential worth and likely feasibility, ]
Beyond that, perhaps the £50k Levy fundingin
16/17 could be sought (via a clear brief] for
‘expert’ investigation, design and testing of

of inter-related measures, This would
understand if they offer a technical
ly viable flood alleviation scheme,




Communities
need to be at
the heart of

partnership
working

- Engagement, partnership, leadership. Communities

should be able to play a leadership role

* As in your workplace, people in communities have

different skills

* Involvement means

* Galvanising communities
* Building partnerships
* Innovation

* It requires partners to work with communities as

equals. It must be participatory

* No knowledge hierarchies
* It is about relationships — Trust, Transparency,

Accountability, Honesty, Respect



Success factors

Supporting and representing flood risk communities
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Thank you

Paul Cobbing

paul.cobbing@floodforum.org.uk
07773355181

National Flood Action
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