Dear Sir/Madam,

Re: : oncerns Regarding the Environment Agency’s Proposed Portreath Flood Protection
En:h-f:l'l‘rﬂ

I am 1-'mt ing 8% & resident of Portreath 1o express my seriaus concems about the Enirenment
Agency’s proposed flood-protection scheme, Whils | fully support the nead for effective and
sustainable flacd-mitigation measures, | am deeply worried that the current proposal will not
detver maaningful protection and may introduce new risks to both residents and tha
environment.

The Environment Agency’s own survey shows that 5624 of residents are either unsure about or
do not «';r‘uslpﬂrrth & scheme. which highlights a significant disconnect between the proposal and
ﬂﬂmm.hi”ifﬁ confidence. In addition, the Agency's modelling indicates thal the scheme would
reducs flood rigk for anly tén properties ina 7:20 rain ovent, while potentially increasing
surface-water and blockage-related flood risk for mare than forty others. The shiftin languags
from describing the project az a flood-alleviation scheme to framing it 25 a resilience and
asset-protection measure raises further concems about its effectiveness.

Bl a-ls;u exlremely concerned about the proposed removal of the green comridor, The plan
irvolves clearing the existing corridor en tireely, with oniy partial repianting in salected areas, This
would have major conseguences far local wildlife, bodrversity, ecology, and the oyerall
character of Portreath. The loss of this corridor would fundamentally alter the landscape and
identity,of the village.

There are also significant risks relating 1o water quality, During high-flow events, and during
minintenance of the tunnel far an unspecified duration, water fram Redruth—potent] ally
containing sewage from the Sunnyside Tank G50, Tolskithay Lane CS, industrial contaminants,
and mine waste—would be diverted through the village and discharged onto the beach. This
posed clear risks to the stream, the beach, and bathing-water quality.

Residents have also raised concerns aboul salaty, particularly the lack of aceoss and
emergancy-exit points in tha proposed 1.5-metre-deep channel, which could be dangerous if
pets, children, or belongings were ta fall in. Maintenance is another major issue. The existing
channel i already pocrly maintained, and recent flooding has been linked to blockages and
inadequate upkeen, Understandably, there is concern that the Environmeant Agency cannot
FuaTAntes long=term funding for the regular maintenance the new schemea would reguire. The
consgtruction phase is also likely to couse significant disruption to local businesses and reduce
already limited parking avanlabitity.




Despite the scale and impact of the proposal, the information provided so far doas not clesry
demonstrate how the measures will meaningfully reduce flood risk. Key documents, modelling
data, and the rationale behind design decisions have not been made sufficiently accassibla to
the public, It also remains unclear whether alternative approaches have baen propey
explored, including nature-based solutions, improved maintenance of existing inf rastructure, or
more targeted intervantions in the highest-risk areas. Residents have repeatedly raised thaze
Issues, yol they have not been adequately addressed in public communications,

I respectiully request that you review the scheme in detal to ensurd it genuinely measts the
needs of Portreath residents, and that the Environment Agency prasents a full comparison of all
options, including their costs, benefits, and long-term effectveness. | alzo azk that vou hold the
Environment Agency sccountable for transparency by ensuring that all evidence, modelling, and
assessnents are published and accessible to the public. Furthermore, | urge you to facilitate
meaningiul public angagement before any decisions are finalised, allowing rasidents to ask
questions, challenge assumptions, and contnbute to the development of a safer, more effective
solution. Above all, | ask that you advocate for fiood-protection measures that are
environmantally responsible, community-sugported, and demonstrably effective in reducing
risk without introducing new hazards.

Thank you 1oF taking the time to consider my concemns, | look forward to your response.




