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SOUTH WEST RIVER YARTY

1. BACKGROUND

11 Physical Background

The River Yarty rises at Staple Hill in the highland area of Black Down Hills, 6.75 km south of
Taunton in Devon. The river is 21 km in length from source to the confluence with the River
Axe, 0.75 km south of Kilmington. The catchment area of the River Yarty is 21 km2 and

predominantly rural in character.

1.2 Study Reach

The reach of river selected for study (Figure 1) runs for 5 km from Long Bridge (GR. 256
055) to Beckford Bridge (GR. 266 014). This site was selected for inclusion within the River
Maintenance Evaluation study as it is characteristic of main rivers in the region on which
maintenance is performed. The area of land deriving benefit from the river maintenance work

in terms of its effect on flooding and land drainage is estimated to be 85 ha (Figure 1).

1.3 River Characteristics

The River Yarty is typical of many main rivers in Devon. The river banks are heavily lined
with trees, especially alder and willow, along much of the study reach and deciduous
broadleaved woodland is common in the lower area of the study reach. The river meanders
over a narrow floodplain, constrained by steep valley sides. The meander belt is 450 m wide,

containing both large sweeping and tight meanders.

The channel width ranges from 3 to 12 m. Freeboard varies dramatically from 0.25 m with
slumped grass banks to 3 m high solid earth cliffs. Bank heights and angles are variable in
dimension and change every few metres. Earth cliffs are a common bank feature, especially on

the outer bend of meanders.
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The River Yarty is a fast flowing river with an average gradient of 1in 74. Riffles and pools
are interspersed with rapids, runs and areas of slack water. Cobbles and pebbles are the

dominant bed substrates with areas of gravel and the occasional boulder.
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Figure 1 Location of the
River Yarty site, benefit
area and land use blocks



1.4 Land Drainage
The majority of the benefit area is naturally drained. Figure 2 shows the areas of the benefit
area which are drained by pipes. Further information is provided in Section 2.4. Twenty four

ditches discharge water into the River Yarty within the study reach.

An old weir upstream of the ford at Waterhouse Farm (GR. 261 031) serves to split the
channel in two, reducing flow in the mam channel which is crossed by a ford. The secondary
channel is crossed over a very low concrete slab bridge approximately 18 inches above the

river bed. Intimes ofhigher flow, this bridge is frequently submerged.

1.5 Geology, Soils and Land Capability
The geology ofthe area is characterised by the soft red sandstones of Permo-Triassic age. The
Permo-Triassic period was an extended episode of continental erosion and deposition under an

arid climate.

The Fladbury Soil Association is characteristic of the River Yarty floodplain. The Fladbury
series is the dominant soil with the subsidiary Wyre series found on the slightly higher
floodplain areas. Both series are deep clayey alluvial soils. The Fladbury soil is a pelo-alluvial
'gley soil which is characteristically mottled throughout the subsoil. The Wyre series is
described as a pelogleyic brown calcareous alluvial soil which lacks mottling above 40 cm in
depth.

Soil profiles taken within the reach are shown in Figure 3. The wetter sandy clay soil is
characterised by mottling and has a gleyed subsoil. Both the Fladbury and Wyre soils are
permeable, albeit slowly. The soil is waterlogged within 70 to 40 cm of the surface for more
than 180 days in a year. The primary source of waterlogging is groundwater, the levels of
which fluctuate seasonally. The Soil Survey of England and Wales (SSEW) classify soils with
this wetness regime as Wetness Class IV (Findlay et al, 1984). Locally, prolonged
waterlogging results in a Wetness Class of V' during the winter in which soil is waterlogged
within 40 cm for 180 to 335 days in the year. According to records from the nearest

meteorological station to the site (Twist), the average annual rainfall is approximately 972 mm.
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The land is classed as Grade 4 under the Agricultural Land Classification System of MAFF,
with the dominant land use being permanent grassland or long leys. The risk of poaching

(surface damage by livestock) is high and the incidence of flooding restricts grazing seasons.
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1.6  Capital Works

Capital works were performed on the River Yarty in 1968 following the East Devon floods
which were the result of summer storms. These works involved a pioneer timber and bank
management scheme when tree clearance and bank maintenance took place. Between 1980
and 1987 a block stone hank revetment scheme was carried out. Bed check weirs were

created although these works are just downstream ofthe study reach.

1.7 River Maintenance

The aim of river maintenance work is to provide a clear watercourse in times of high water and
to prevent the flooding and damage ofthe transport network and numerous low bridges which
cross the river. Maintenance is carried out as a preventative measure to minimise the

probability of fallen timber accumulating against bridges or as debris dams.

The first tree and bush river maintenance work since the capital scheme was performed during
the winters of 1992 and 1993. The return period for future maintenance work is to be five or
ten years. Chain-saws and tractors fitted with a winch are the predominant methods used in
the tree maintenance. Unstable limbs and low, overhanging branches are removed if they pose
a restriction to flow. Willows are pollarded in order to generate regrowth.

Fallen trees and other debris are removed from the channel as required. Since 1968, five gang

days per year have been spent clearing debris from the channel.

The level of maintenance on the River Yarty is set following an inspection of the river by the
NRA. Availability of equipment and labour also determine the timing of maintenance. In
practice, tree and bush maintenance on this section is performed on a ‘stop gap’ basis. When

work gangs have no other maintenance to perform, they are transferred to the River Yarty.

Standards of service (SoS) for the level of maintenance performed are set following an
engineers’ survey. Watercourse condition and availability of skills and machinery determine

the method oftree and bush maintenance performed.

Prior to maintenance, conservation, fisheries and pollution bodies within the NRA and external
groups are invited to attend a meeting to discuss the work programme in detail If necessary,

the work programme may be modified following this meeting. Landowners, tenants and
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fisheries owners are informed via a telephone call and visit. 1f public utilities may be affected,
relevant bodies are notified via a telephone call which is followed by a letter and map detailing

the areas ofwork.

1.7.1 Farmers views on maintenance

During interviews with farmers, opinions expressed on the maintenance regime were divided.
Five farmers expressed their satisfaction with the maintenance regime, stating that it was both
beneficial and necessary in order to protect the bridges from flooding and to prevent
blockages. However, others stated that it was both a waste of time and pointless as it had no
impact on channel capacity. One expressed the opinion that maintenance was carried out at
the wrong time and another thought that maintenance worsened the situation as the channel
was deepened which resulted in faster flow and increased erosion.

1.7.2 Alternative maintenance strategies

Various alternative maintenance strategies were suggested by farmers during discussions. The
dominant suggestion was that some action should be taken to reduce erosion. It was thought
that this could be done through planting trees on the river banks and through the use of stone
block revetments. Straightening of the bends was suggested as a method of reducing erosion
as it would allow a direct route for How thus reducing the risk ofbank erosion. If maintenance
were performed in the summer (June onwards) rather than during winter, this is thought by
farmers to reduce the incidence of soil compaction as during summer, the load bearing strength
of the land is higher than in winter. Stone revetment work has since been carried out in the
vicinity of Crandons Farm Bridge (GR 259 038).

1.8 Oimate

The impact of river maintenance on watertable depth and river levels depends on the particular
weather conditions, especially rainfall, which vary from season to season and year to year. The
seasonal and yearly totals for the period of study (Twist met. station, GR. 290 037) are
presented in Table 1.1. The probability of wet, average and dry seasons and years occurring
has been determined through analysis of monthly rainfall figures which span a 13 year period.
The classification system of the Food and Agricultural Organisation (FAO) was used to

determine the wet, average and dry rainfall bands. Wet and dry seasons and years are classed
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as those which receive greater than 125 % and less than 75 % of the average rainfall values
respectively. Further information on this classification system is presented in the R&D Note
456 Section 3.5.4.

Table 1.1 Rainfall totals

Period  Season Actual Average * % Average
Rainfall (mm) Rainfall (mm) Rainfall
1992 Spring 168.4 202.0 83.4
Summer 220.8 180.1 122.6
Autumn 331.8 282.4 1175
1993 Spring 218.8 202.0 108.3
Summer 173.2 180.1 96.2
Autumn 398.6 282.4 141.1
1994 Spring 259.0 202.0 128.2
Summer 119.9 180.1 66.6
Autumn 392.1 282.4 138.8
1995 Spring 187.0 202.0 92.6
Total 1992 913.3 970.05 94.1
1993 1134.3 970.05 116.9
1994 1199.6 970.05 123.7

* Based on 13 Year record from 1980 to 1993, Twist met. station

The summer and autumn of 1992, autumn of 1993 and spring and autumn of 1994 were wetter
than average when compared to the long term average rainfall. This fact is confirmed by

formers who reported some flooding and wet condition underfoot.

The probability of a wet, average and dry season and year occurring is shown in Table 1.2.
Rainfall probabilities are based on a 13 year record of monthly rainfall data from the Twist
meteorological station (station reference 352 634, GR 290 037).

Table 1.2 Probability of climatic condition

Season Dry* Average *  Wet*

Spring 0.07 0.715 0.215
Summer 0.21 0.43 0.36
Autumn 0.21 0.57 0.22
Year 0.64 0.22 0.14

* Based on records since 1980
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The process by which financial benefits of maintenance are calculated according to the
probability of each type of season and year occurring is explained in the R&D Note 456,
Section 3.5.4.

R&D 317/21/ST 1



2. FARM SURVEY

2.1  Introduction

Through site survey, structured interviews and informal discussions with farmers the area
deriving benefit from river maintenance in terms of its impact on flooding and land drainage is
estimated to be 85 ha. This area is classed as the benefit area (BA). The benefit area has been
divided into different blocks (Figure 1) according to land management and land use, drainage

conditions and flooding.

2.2 Farm Type. Size and Tenure

Five of the 13 farms within the benefit area are classed as dairy farms according to the
European Union (EU) classification system Three are lowland and livestock farms and one a
mixed enterprise. The remaining four are classed as other enterprises. These include small

holdings (2 and 5 ha) one ofwhich is grazed by a horse.

Farm sizes range from 2 ha to 202 ha. The average farm size is 65 ha. The Standard Man Day
(SMD) or Man-Work-Unit requirement ranges from five to 804, the average is 290. This
SMD requirement may be used to assess the labour requirement of the agricultural enterprise.

Generally, the higher the SMD value, the greater the amount of labour required.

Ten of the farms are under sole proprietorship. The remaining three are run in partnerships.
All the farmers have one holding, although one former has two forms. These two forms are run
as one unit under the same holding number. The majority of land within the benefit area is
owner occupied. Only two formers have rented land within this area. This comprises 1 ha
which is held under a 364 day tenancy agreement and 6 ha held under a summer grazing

agreement.

2.3  Livestock Enterprises

The general farming pattern of the Yarty valley is one of mainly beef and sheep enterprises
with small areas which are cut for hay and silage.

Six forms have beefherds of various sizes and ages. All the cattle are under two years of age,

with four herds following an 18 month grass / cereal system. One is under a system of
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fattening with beasts sold on when they reach 400 - 700 kg in weight. The remaining herd

consists of store cattle which are fattened offgrass and silage and sold on.

Four farms have sheep enterprises. The lambing rate for these Horn Cross ewes under the fat
lamb system is above average at 1.6 lambs/ewe tupped. One farm has 300 store lambs under
the grass fattening system. These are bought in April and sold in the following February and

March after being fattened.

The size of dairy herds on five farms range from one to 80 Freisan cows. Three farms have
dairy followers aged between six months and two years. Milk yields range from 5350

litres/cow/year (average yield) to 6000 litres/cow/year (high yield).

One form has a large pig enterprise under which 300 hogs are kept under a fattening system

2.4  Arable Enterprises

Two forms have some arable enterprises, although only 0.5 ha lies within the benefit area.
Winter cereals, commonly winter barley, turnips and sugar beet are grown under an arable /

root crop rotation.

2.5 Land Use In The Benefit Area

Table 2.1 and Figure 4 provide a breakdown of land use within the benefit area. The majority
of land is under extensive grassland (76 %). The remaining area is predominantly under

intensive grassland with 0.5 ha under cereal and root production.

Table 2.1 Land use in the benefit area

Land Use Area (ha) % of Benefit % Land With
Area Field Drains
Extensive grass 64.9 76.3 43.9
Intensive grass 19.6 23.1 43.9
Cereal / root 0.5 0.6 0.0

Extensive grassland is classified as that which receives little or no nitrogen input and is subject
to little or no grass conservation. If grass conservation takes place, hay rather than silage is

usually cut. Beefand sheep commonly graze extensive grassland over a short grazing season.
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In comparison, grassland under an intensive system is usually grazed over long grazing seasons

by dairy cattle. Multiple cuts of silage are taken and inputs of nitrogen are relatively high (> 50

kgN/ha).

Approximately 44 % of land under intensive and extensive grassland systems is artificially
drained by pipes. The remaining areas are naturally drained by gravity. Land under the arable

/ root crop rotation is not drained by pipes (Table 2.1).
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Legend:
R Intensive grass
N

Extensive grass

S Cereal / root crop

Scale 1:21 250

Figure 4 Land use in the
benefit area

R&D 317/21/ST 15



2.6 Turnout and Yarding Dates

Dates for the turnout and yarding of livestock vary within the benefit area as Tables 2.2 and
2.3 indicate. The majority of grassland within the benefit area is grazed from April to October.
Drier areas have longer grazing seasons although no livestock are overwintered out to grass
within the benefit area - livestock are moved from the valley floor to graze higher areas. Eight
percent ofthe benefit area is not grazed by livestock. A small area is grazed by horses and the

remainder is left as meadow.

Table 2.2 Turnout dates

Turnout Date % Grassland % of Benefit
Area Area
Mid / late March 12.9 12.8
Early / mid April 10.7 10.6
Mid / late April 59.4 59.0
After first silage cut 8.5 8.4
Not grazed 8.5 8.4

Table 2.3 Yarding dates

Yarding Date % Grassland % of Benefit
Area Area
Mid / late October 45.9 45.6
Early / mid November 15.0 14.9
Mid / late November 20.6 19.9
Mid / late December 10.0 9.9
Not grazed 85 8.4

2.7 Grass Conservation

The majority of grassland is grazed only and is not cut for silage. One cut of silage is taken off
12 % (10.1 ha) ofthe grassland. Silage is cut in early to mid June. No hay is cut within the

benefit area.

2.8 Nitrogen Application
Levels of nitrogen applied to grassland within the benefit area range from zero to 74 kg/ha.

Table 2.4 shows actual levels applied. Fifty eight percent of the grassland area receives no
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application of nitrogen. Over the remaining area, the compound NPK fertiliser in the

proportions 20:10:10 and 29:5:5 are commonly applied.

Table 2.4 Nitrogen application rates
Rate (kg N/ha)  Grassland Area % Grassland

(ha) Area

0 49.0 58.0
1-15 5.7 6.8
16 -30 28.5 33.7
50 - 74 13 15

2.9 Flooding

Six farmers within the benefit area reported flooding on their land. In all cases, high river
water levels due to excessive rainfall were thought to be the main factor responsible for the
flood conditions. On average, 21 % of the benefit area floods (Figure 5) on an annual basis
during the autumn and winter months. However, 6 % of the benefit may be subject to flashy
summer floods ifrrainfall is high and the channel blocked by debris.

The duration offlood events is short. All farmers report the flood duration to be of one or two
days, litter and debris on pasture are cited as the main consequences of flooding by many of
the farmers. Such debris has to be cleared by hand. Erosion ofthe river banks is also reported

to be a consequence of some significance.
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2.10 Waterlogging
Throughout the spring and summer the wetness condition ofthe land within the benefit area is
reported to be relatively dry. During the summer, as Table 2.5 shows, the majority of land is

rarely wet with only 12 % being occasionally wet.

In the spring and autumn, a greater proportion of the land is wet. In the autumn, 29 % of the
benefit area is reported as being often wet and four percent of the land is permanently wet.
These wetter conditions have been attributed to the low lying nature of the land and the

weather conditions.

Table 2.5 Farmer assessment of wetness condition

Season Wetness Condition Area (ha) % Benefit Area
Spring Rarely wet 30.8 36.2
Occasionally wet 54.2 63.8
Often wet 0.0 0.0
Permanently wet 0.0 0.0
Summer  Rarely wet 74.5 87.6
Occasionally wet 10.5 12.4
Often wet 0.0 0.0
Permanently wet 0.0 0.0
Autumn Rarely wet 11.6 13.6
Occasionally wet 44.7 52.6
Often wet 25.0 29.4,,
Permanently wet 3*7 4.4

2.11 Statistical Analysis

It is apparent that land use, forming practice, drainage and flooding are interrelated. Statistical
methods were used to determine whether these relationships occurred more frequently than
might be expected by pure chance. Full details of this analysis in which the 12 sites were
grouped according to NRA Region, are presented in the Interim Report R&D 317/13/ST,
presented to the NRA in December 1994.

The following observations can be made from the statistical analysis offields in the benefit area

ofthe River Yarty maintenance programme:

» Land management within the benefit area and land use are a function of the forming system

followed. The dominant farming system influences land use within the benefit area.
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Typically it is an area of pasture, devoted to dairy, sheep and beefand therefore even ifthe
land is liable to flood and prone to wet conditions, land use reflects the dominant forming

system; in this case dairy and lowland and livestock.

* A relationship exists between flooding and land use. The cereal / root crop production
areas are not prone to flooding. Extensive grassland areas are prone to flooding. Flood
duration is longer on extensive grassland (2 days) than on intensive grassland (1 day).
(Statistically, there is a 40 % chance of correctly predicting the incidence of flooding on the

basis of land use).

» A relationship exists between turnout dates for livestock and field wetness conditions in the
spring. Land which is rarely wet in spring is grazed from late March or early April. The
wetter land (occasionally wet) is grazed from mid to late April. (Statistically, there is an 85
% chance of correctly predicting livestock turnout dates on the basis of field wetness

conditions in the spring).
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3  HYDRAULIC AND HYDROLOGICAL INFORMATION

3.1 Introduction
Information on channel hydraulics and hydrological data has been used to determine the impact

of maintenance on channel capacity and flood return periods.

3.2 Cross-section Surveys

Cross-sectional surveys of the River Yarty channel were taken at five points along the study
reach at an average interval of 1.2 km (Figure 2). Channel capacity and freeboard were
determined from these cross-sections. The channel cross-section remained unchanged
following the tree and bush clearance programme and so a post-maintenance cross-sectional

survey was not necessary.

Prior to maintenance, channel roughness was expressed in the form of Manning's n coefficient,
in accordance with the methodology developed by Cowan (1956). This coefficient is
composed of six elements which include the degree of irregularity of the channel bed, level of
vegetation growth and relative effect of obstructions such as tree roots and fallen branches.
Further details of this methodology are contained within the R&D Note 456 Appendix IV.
The same procedure was followed post-maintenance in order to determine friction values for

the 'with' and 'without' maintenance situation.

Stage/discharge curves for the With* and \vithout' maintenance situation were constructed for
each cross-section using the different values of Manning's 'ri.  Channel cross-section
information, stage/discharge curves and channel information are presented in Figure 6. The
hankfiill channel capacities and associated return periods for the 'with' and Without'

maintenance scenario are presented in Table 3.1.

The bankfull capacity figures obtained from the cross-sections indicate an average increase in
capacity attributable to maintenance of 16 % and an average increase in the interval between
flood events of35 %.
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Table 3.1 BankfuU capacity and return periods

Without Maintenance With Maintenance

Cross-Section Bankfull Return Bankfull Return
No. Capacity Period Capacity Period
(m-*7s) (years) (m”Vs) (years)

1 16.7 30 20.8 8.0

2 5.6 0.3 71 04

3 10.3 0.9 115 11

4 10.1 0.8 115 10

5 145 2.0 17.2 38

(Source: modelled estimates)

3.3 Flood Return Period

Throughout the period of study (1992 to 1995) river water level information was collected on
a regular basis through the reading of three gauge boards which were installed in the reach at
Longbridge, Case Bridge and Beckford Bridge. Information regarding frequency, duration and
magnitude offlood flows were collected from interviews with local farmers and NRA staff A
flood return period curve has been compiled from this information, using the methodology
contained within the Flood Studies Report (NERC, 1975). The frequency of floods of
different magnitudes can be estimated from the flood return period curve (Figure 7).

The flood return period for each block which floods and associated flooded areas are shown in
Table 3.2. The ‘without’ maintenance return period is estimated by the farmer, the ‘with’
maintenance value is a modelled estimate using the cross-section information and Manning’s n

coefficient. It is assumed that the flooded area remains unchanged following maintenance.

Table 3.2 Flood return periods and flooded areas
Block No.  Flooded Flood Return Period (Years) Block No. Flooded Flood Return Period (Years)
Area (ha) Avrea (ha)

(Size, ha) Without With (Size, ha) Without With
Maintenance Maintenance Maintenance Maintenance

101 (1.1) 0.88 0.3 3.0 801 (15.2) 1.90 0.3 35

201 (2.0) 1.60 10 3.0 901 (8.6) 2.00 0.3 3.0

202(1.3) 0.33 10 3.0 1001 (1.90 0.23 0.5 20

203 (1.3) 1.00 05 3.0 1201 (0.5) 0.10 0.5 2.0

301 (0.5) 0.50 10 30 1301 (17.8) 3.56 05 10

501 (2.6) 2.08 05 10

601 (3.3) 0.33 05 10
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4. LAND DRAINAGE

4.1 Field Drainage Status

Through an extensive literature review and fanner survey, the drainage status of agricultural
land has been classified into three standards according to watertable depth. Three watertable
bands have been identified:- > 0.5 m from the surface, between 0.3 to 0.5 m ofthe surface and
< 0.3 m from the surface. According to the time the watertable lies within these bands, the
drainage status is classed as good (G, no limitations to agriculture), bad (B, some restrictions
on agriculture) or very bad (VB, severe limitations to agricultural productivity). Further
details are presented inthe R&D Note 456, Section 3.5.2.

The drainage status of the different land blocks within the benefit area of the River Yarty has
been determined on a seasonal basis using a non-steady state watertable model which relates
infield watertable levels (and hence drainage conditions) to observed water levels in the river
and ditch system (see R&D Note 456, Section 3.5.2 for further details). The model has been
run with river water levels for the ‘with’ and ‘without* maintenance situation using the same
climatic data to enable the isolation of the impact of maintenance on drainage status. An
example of the input and output of the model is shown in Appendix I. An example of the
classification of the weeks of each season which are under conditions of good, bad and very

bad drainage status are shown in Appendix .

In some cases, there may be a change in the number of weeks that the watertable lies within the
good, bad or very bad drainage bands following maintenance. However, these changes may
not be of sufficient magnitude to change the drainage status classification. Where a change in

drainage status has occurred due to maintenance, the changes appear inbold print in Table 4.1.

The results of the model and the assessment of drainage status made by formers are shown in
Table 4.1. The results from the watertable model are consistent with the former assessment of
drainage condition under dry and average rainfall conditions. In a wet season, the majority of
farmers perceive the field drainage condition to be drier than predicted by the watertable
model In a wet season, there is 50 % agreement between former and modelled assessment of
drainage conditions. During wet seasons, formers attribute much of the drainage problem to

surface runoff, antecedent rainfall, flooding from the river and the clay soil type. One former
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reported that submerged outfalls for field drainage pipes contributed to the waterlogged

conditions.

These assessments of watertable position in various seasons confirm that with maintenance,
drainage status in the benefit area is generally bad in wet climatic conditions and good in
average and dry seasons. If maintenance were not performed, the drainage status would
generally remain unchanged. Without maintenance, under average weather conditions, farmers
estimate that drainage conditions would deteriorate from good to bad over 5 % and from bad

to very bad over 29 % ofthe benefit area.

Table 4.1 Drainage status for wet, average and dry seasons, without/with
maintenance
Wet Season * Averagg Season Dry Season *  Farmer Assessment
With Maintenance ~ Without
Block Without With Without With Without With  Wet Average Dry
No

101 Y G G G G G G B G G G
201 Y B B G G G G G G G G
202 Y G G G G G G G G G G
203 Y G G G G G G G G G G
301 N B B G G G G B G G G
302 Y G G G G G G G G G G
401 Y VB VB B B G G B G G B
402 N B B G G G G B G G G
403 N B B G G G G G G G G
501 N B B G G G G VB G G G
601 N G G G G G G G G G G
701 N VB VB B B B G B B G VB
702 N VB VB B B G G B B G B
801 Y VB VB G G G G B G G B
901 Y B B G G G G B G G G
902 N VB B B B G G B B G VB
1001 N VB B G G G G B G G B
1101 N VB VB G G G G G G G G
1200 N VB B G G G G B G G G
1301 N B B G G G G G G G G

NB : *Modelled results
Y or N refers to the presence or absence of field drainage
Bold type indicates a change in drainage status as aresult of maintenance
Italics indicate a difference in drainage status predicted by the model and fanner
assessment
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Current levels of maintenance activity prevent the deterioration of drainage status on 4 blocks
of land. The percentage change of area by drainage status as a result of maintenance is

estimated to be:

 in awet season, maintenance prevents a deterioration in drainage status from B to VB on
9.9 ha (12% ofBA)

* in adry season, maintenance prevents a deterioration from Gto B on 2.2 ha (3 % of BA).

4.2 Debris Dams

The impact of maintenance on land drainage within the floodplain is negligible. This is
expected as the trimming of trees and bushes which overhang the river will have minimal
impact on channel friction and capacity unless debris dams form Maintenance is carried out as
a preventative measure to minimise the probability of fallen timber accumulating against
bridges and thus causing localised flooding, increased water levels upstream of the debris dam,
waterlogging, structural damage and risk to the general public using the road network.

4.2.1 Nature of debris dams

Debris dams are accumulations of organic matter within the river channel. Such dams form
when a piece of woody material such as a tree limb falls into the channel and lodges against
boulders or protrusions from the bed or bank(s). Smaller pieces of debris are caught against
the original piece of debris. These provide the framework in which leaves and other debris

accumulate.

4.2.2 Impact of debris dams

Unless removed, the accumulation of debris will form a dam and a barrier to flow causing the
water upstream of the dam to ‘back-up’. Ultimately, debris dams exert a resistance to flow
and alter the roughness of the channel. Under low flows, when the water is shallow,
irregularities in the dam are exposed and their effects more pronounced. The frictional drag
exerted on the water is it crosses the dam reduces the flow slows water over the blockage.
Water levels are thus raised upstream ofthe debris dam due to this *back-up’ effect. This may

result in a localised increase in flooding and waterlogging as the watertable locally rises.
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Under higher flows, the frictional drag of the debris dam is drowned out and the dam exerts

less influence over river flow,

In addition to their impact on watertables, debris dams which partially or completely block the
channel may exert control over local channel morphology. In meandering streams such as the
River Yarty, the formation of debris dams may result in local erosion and scour of the bed and
banks around the dam This may serve to widen the channel thus diverting flow around the
blockage. Mid-channel bars may develop immediately downstream of the blockage due to
reduced flow levels and flow velocity in the lee ofthe dam. Stream ecology may be influenced

by the dam through the creation oftemporary habitats for such wildlife as otters.

4.3  Simulation of Debris Dams in the Channel

The impact of debris dams on land drainage has been determined through simulation modelling
using FLUCOMP; a computational river model package produced by HR Wallingford. This
model was used to predict the impact of debris dams on water level and discharge values along
the study reach.

Debris dams were simulated via the imposition of fixed weirs along the channel section. Weirs
are the closet approximation to debris dams available in the package. The height and breadth
ofthe weir crest was altered to simulate varying degrees of channel restriction. The two sizes
of dam simulated were 50 % and 75 % blockages of the cross-sectional area. The 50 %
blockage of the cross-sectional area is deemed to be the lower limit for justifiable’ debris

removal (Bowles, 1992).

4.3.1 Physical effect of in-channel blockages

The location of the simulated debris dams are shown in Figure 5. The debris dams were
located so as to be out of spatial influence of each other. The simulations showed that debris
dams on the River Yarty affected river levels for a distance of approximately 300 m upstream
ofthe dam irrespective ofthe season. The 50 % blockage is estimated to result in the change
in drainage status over 28 ha (33 % of BA) whilst the 75 % blockages result in a change over
43 ha (51 % ofthe BA). The impact of debris dams on drainage status is shown in Tables 4.2
and 4.3.
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Table 4.2 Impact of 50 % debris dam blockage on drainage status

Dam Season Current  Drainage  Area Land Use
Location Drainage  Status affected

Status with debris (ha)

dam

1 Spring G B 2.8  Extensive grass
1 Summer G B 0.9 it u
1 Autumn G B 0.94 It u
2 Spring VB VB 0 It d
2 Summer VB VB 0 it it
2 Autumn VB VB 0 Tk
3 Spring G B 45 it U
3 Summer G B 2.7 G U
3 Autumn G B 3.6 It «
4 Spring G B 5.4 t @
4 Summer G B 2.7 U
4 Autumn G B 4.41 4 u
Table 4.3 Impact of 75 % debris dam blockage on drainage status
Dam Season Current  Drainage  Area Land Use
Location Drainage  Status affected

Status with debris (ha)

dam

1 Snrrno G B 5.85  Extensive grass
1 Summer G B 2.16 o
1 Autumn G B 4.5 "
2 Spring VB VB 0 o
2 Summer VB VB 0 v
2 Autumn VB VB 0 o
3 Spring G B 5.4
3 Summer G B 2.79 o
3 Autumn G B 5.13 o
4 Spring G B 6.3 o
4 Summer G B 5.4
4 Autumn G B 5.85
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5 SCHEME APPRAISAL

51 Benefits of Tree and Bush Maintenance

The benefits of river maintenance on the Yarty comprises two elements. Firstly, the control of
tree and bush growth has a direct influence, albeit small, on the hydraulic performance of the
channel Secondly, tree and bush work reduces the probability of debris falling into the
channel and creating a debris dam. When dams do arise, it is customary to remove them to
limit the potential damage to the channel, adjacent land and structures downstream The

following benefit assessment examines these two elements.

5.2 Maintenance Benefits

For each block of land, agricultural production scenarios were created which reflect different
levels of field management under conditions of good, bad and very bad drainage (see R&D
Note 456 Section 3.5.4). These scenarios are based on discussions with farmers in the benefit
area over the period 1992-1994.

Changes in field drainage status as a result of maintenance under dry, average and wet climatic
conditions have been identified. Changes in flood risk due to maintenance have also been
determined.  Estimates have been derived of the monetary value of changes in field
management and productivity associated with changes in the standards of drainage service.

Two perspectives have been used to value agricultural performance. The first perspective is
that of financial analysis which uses the prices paid and received by farmers to estimate the
added-value associated with drainage. Financial analysis shows the benefits of maintenance to

farmers in the benefit area.

The second perspective is that of economic analysis which modifies the financial analysis to
make allowance for the direct and indirect subsidies paid to formers by Government. In
accordance with the MAFF Project Appraisal Guidance Notes on Flood Defence (PAGN,
1993), these modifications involve reductions in the financial value of output (including
subsidies) by 10 % in the case of cereals, oil seeds and grain legumes, 35 % for beefand 25 %

for sheep. Commodities subject to quota such as potatoes, sugar beet and milk are treated as
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winter wheat. The set aside areas are also treated as wheat. The reasons for these adjustments
are discussed in the R&D Note 456 Section 2.7.2.

Table 5.1 shows the financial net returns (1995/96 prices) for each block of land within the
benefit area under conditions of good, bad and very bad drainage. Changes in net returns
relating to a change in drainage status are also shown. Table 5.2 presents similar data using
economic prices. Table 5.3 shows the flood costs for each block of land assuming ‘with’ and
‘without” maintenance and specified field drainage conditions. It is assumed that there is no
difference between financial and economic values in the case of flood damage to standing

crops.

Table 5.4 combines data on changes in drainage status, flood risk and financial performance to
determine the financial benefits and change in financial net returns due to maintenance for wet,
average and dry weather conditions for each block of land in the benefit area. These benefits
are the avoidance of losses which would occur in the absence of maintenance. Benefits
weighted by field size for wet, average and dry seasons are multiplied by the relative
probability ofthe occurrence ofthe season to give an average expected annual benefit. These

are summed for the benefit area as a whole.

Table 5.4 estimates a total expected annual benefit of £ 382 in 1995 financial prices, equivalent
to about £ 4.5/ha per year. These are very modest benefits which reflect the small direct
impact of tree and bush work on drainage conditions in the flood plain. Table 5.5 shows the
benefits attributable to maintenance using economic prices based on the current MAFF Project
Appraisal Guidance Notes. Total average expected annual benefits are about £ 334 in
economic prices for the benefit area, equivalent to £ 3.9/ha. On this basis, the benefit to the
national economy is 87 % ofthe benefits which accrue to formers. This difference reflects the
adjustments required by MAFF to remove government subsidy from the assessment of benefits.
These estimates require cautious interpretation as explained in the R&D Note 456 Section
2.7.2.

R&D 317/21/ST 35



Table 5.1  Financial net returns

Net Return (£/ha) Change in Net Return (£/ha)
Block Area (ha) G B \B G-B G-VB B-VB
101 1.10 389 K74 201 49 98 49
201 2.00 511 410 39 101 172 71
202 1.30 511 410 39 101 172 71
203 1.30 515 413 346 102 169 67
301 0.50 375 334 22 41 4 43
302 2.80 375 334 22 41 84 43
401 240 207 170 135 37 72 35
402 5.70 177 152 108 25 69 44
403 3.50 406 353 08 4 98 45
501 2.60 401 305 265 96 136 40
601 3.30 165 134 12 3 53 2
701 2.20 446 34 22 112 155 43
702 0.90 462 39 282 63 181 118
801 15.20 208 159 15 49 a3 44
901 8.60 503 415 349 88 154 66
902 7.50 503 415 349 88 154 66
1001 190 182 149 118 3 64 3l
1101 3.90 253 208 163 46 85 39
1201 0.50 607 316 101 291 506 216
1301 17.80 151 125 oY) 26 52 26

Table 5.2  Economic net returns

Net Return (£/ha) Change in Net Return (£/ha)
Block Area (ha) G B VB G-B G-VB B-VB
101 1.10 107 84 68 23 39 16
201 2.00 126 89 63 37 58 20
202 1.30 126 89 68 37 58 21
203 1.30 130 92 74 38 56 18
301 0.50 93 77 62 16 30 15
302 2.80 93 77 62 16 30 15
401 2.40 97 70 46 27 51 24
402 5.70 45 32 17 13 28 15
403 3.50 378 305 1% 73 184 m
501 2.60 79 54 42 25 37 12
601 3.30 58 37 25 22 3 n
701 2.20 110 77 62 3 48 15
702 0.90 64 47 25 17 39 22
801 15.20 75 45 18 29 57 27
901 8.60 503 415 349 88 154 66
902 7.50 503 415 349 88 154 66
1001 1.90 76 52 2 23 44 20
1101 3.90 120 Y] 71 26 49 22
1201 0.50 378 305 194 73 184 m
1301 17.80 62 43 26 19 36 17
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Table 5.3 Flood costs

GOOD DRAINAGE BAD DRAINAGE VERY BAD DRAINAGE CHANGE IN FLOOD COSTS
Without With Without with Without With Without With GOOD BAD VERY GOOD BADTO GOODTO
maintenance maintenance maintenance maintenance maintenance mamteotnce maintenance  maintenance BAD TOBAD VERY BAD VERY BAD
Block FRP FRP flood flood flood flood flood flood Without Without  Without Without Without Without
Number cost cost cost cotf cost cost -with -with -with -with -with -with
101 0.30 3.00 1543 154 14.22 142 1291 129 13.89 12.80 11.62 12.68 11.49 11.37
201 1.00 3.00 6.08 2.03 5.17 1.72 4.47 149 4.05 3.45 2.98 3.14 2.75 2.44
202 1.00 3.00 1.90 0.63 1.62 0.54 1.40 0.47 127 1.08 0.93 0.99 0.86 0.77
203 0.50 3.00 1171 195 9.95 1.66 8.60 143 9.76 8.29 717 8.00 6.94 6.65
301 1.00 3.00 5.79 193 5.34 178 4.83 161 3.86 3.56 3.22 341 3.05 2.90
501 0.50 1.00 10.60 5.30 8.53 4.27 7.75 3.88 5.30 4.27 3.88 3.23 3.49 2.45
601 0.50 1.00 1.04 0.52 0.95 0.48 0.85 0.43 0.52 0.48 0.43 0.43 0.38 0.33
801 0.30 3.50 2.70 0.23 2.70 0.23 1,99 0.17 2.47 247 1.82 247 1.76 1.76
901 0.30 3.00 6.25 0.63 5.55 0.56 493 0.49 5.63 5.00 444 493 4.38 431
1001 0.50 2.00 125 0.31 114 0.29 1.02 0.26 0.94 0.86 0.77 0.83 0.74 0.71
1201 0.50 2.00 41.88 10.47 33.16 8.9 23.40 5.85 3141 24.87 17.55 22.69 1511 12.93

1301 0.50 1.00 176 0.88 1.62 0.81 1.46 0.73 0.88 0.81 0.73 0.74 0.65 0.58
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Table 5.4 Changes In net returns due to maintenance and dimate, 1995/96 financial prices

Wet Season Average Season
Block Area (ha) Benefit due Benefits of Change in net Benefit due Benefits of Change in net
to drainage flood return due to  to drainage flood return due to
|1 £/hafyr> alleviation maintenance (£/halyr) alleviation maintenance
(E7ha) (C/ha)
101 1.10 0 14 14 0 14 14
201 2.00 0 3 3 0 4 4
202 1.30 0 1 1 0 1 1
203 1.30 0 10 10 0 10 10
301 0.50 0 4 4 0 4 4
302 2.80 0 0 0 0 0 0
401 2.40 0 0 0 0 0 0
402 5.7 0 0 0 0 0 0
403 3.50 0 0 0 0 0 0
501 2.0 0 4.27 4 0 5.3 5
001 3.3 0 0.52 1 0 0.52 1
701 2.2 0 0 0 0 0 0
702 0.9 0 0 0 0 0 0
801 15.2 0 1.82 2 0 2.47 2
901 8.0 0 5 5 0 5.63 6
902 7.5 65.91 0 66 0 0 0
1001 1.9 30.91 0.74 32 0 0.94 1
1101 3.9 0 0 0 0 0 0
1201 0.5 215.65 15.11 231 0 31.41 31
1301 17.8 0 0.81 1 0 0.88 1
Total 85
Probability of Wet season 0.265
Average season 0.572
Dry season 0.163

Benefit due
to drainage
(£/halyr)
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Table 5.5 Change* In net returns due to maintenance and climate, 1995/96 economic prices

Wet Season Average Season
Block Area (ha) Benefit due Benefits of Change in net Benefit due  Benefits of
to drainage flood return due to  to drainage flood
IE/ha/yr) alleviation maintenance (E/hatyr) alleviation
(E/he> (E/ha)
101 1.10 0 14 14 0 14
201 2.00 0 3 3 0 4
202 1.30 0 1 1 0 1
203 1.30 0 10 10 0 10
301 0.50 0 4 4 0 4
302 2.80 0 0 0 0 0
401 2.40 0 0 0 0 0
402 5.7 0 0 0 0 0
403 3.50 0 0 0 0 0
501 2.6 0 4.27 4 0 5.3
601 3.3 0 0.52 1 0 0.52
701 2.2 0 0 0 0 0
702 0.9 0 0 0 0 0
801 15.2 0 1.82 2 0 2.47
901 8.6 0 5 5 0 5.63
902 7.5 65.91 0 66 0 0
1001 1.9 20.46 0.74 21 0 0.94
1101 3.9 0 0 0 0 0
1201 0.5 111.1 15.11 126 0 31.41
1301 17.8 0 0.81 1 0 0.88
Total 85
Probability of Wet season 0.265
Average season 0.572
Dry season 0.163
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As an alternative estimate to that based on watertable modelling, Table 5.6 estimates the
benefits due to maintenance which were perceived by farmers (earlier reported in Table 4.1)
where they identified a change in drainage conditions between the ‘with' and Wwithout'
maintenance Situations in an average, representative season. These estimates include the flood
damage costs identified in Table 5.3 which were based on a combination of former and

modelled data.

Farmer assessment gave an average annual financial benefit of £ 1631 (E 19/ha) and an
economic benefit of £ 1252 (£ 15/ha).

Table 5.6 Fanner ssessment of maintenance benefits

Average Season Average Season

Financial Prioes iccnomic Prices
Block Area (ha) Benefit due Bmefits of Change in net Benefit due Benefits of Change in net
to drainage flood return due to to drainage flood return due to
<£/halyr) alleviation maintenance (E/halyr) alleviation maintenance

(E/ha) (E/ha)
101 1.10 0 14 15 0 14 15
201 2.00 0 3 7 0 4 8
202 1.30 0 1 2 0 | 2
203 1.30 0 10 13 0 10 13
301 0.50 0 4 2 0 4 2
302 2.80 0 0 0 0 0 0
401 2.40 37 0 89 27 0 65
402 5.7 0 0 0 0 0 0
403 3.50 0 0 0 0 0 0
501 2.6 0 4.27 n 0 5.3 14
601 33 0 0.52 2 0 0.52 2
701 2.2 43 0 95 15 0 3
702 0.9 0 0 0 0 0 0
801 15.2 49 1.82 772 29 2.47 478
901 8.6 0 5 43 0 5.63 48
902 7.5 66 0 495 66 0 495
1001 1.9 33 0.74 64 23 0.94 45
1101 3.9 0 0 0 0 0 0
1201 0.5 0 15.11 8 0 3141 16
1301 17.8 0 0.81 14 0 0.88 16
Total 85 Total financial benefit (£) 1631 Total economic benefit (£) 1252
Benefit (£/ha) 19 Benefit (EAa) 15

5.3 Debris Dams

Tree and bush work is partly justified as a means of avoiding the accumulation of debris in the
channel with consequences for retained water levels and increased flood risk. The work is
accompanied by debris removal as and when required. The influence of debris dams on land
drainage was determined by simulation as previously described. The analysis showed that
debris dams have greatest influence on land drainage conditions during spring. For this reason
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spring has been used to assess the likely impacts of debris dams which form and are not

removed.

Table 5.7 shows the reductions in financial and economic returns due to a reduction in field
drainage conditions associated with debris dams. It is assumed that dams are formed at equi-
distant points along the reach, such that all the channel is affected in some way, but the dams
are independent in their effect. The annual financial cost of a single dam at location 3 for
instance is £ 401 in the case ofa 50 % blockage and £ 481 for a 75 % blockage. 1fthe whole
channel was affected in some way by debris the annual financial costs would range between
about £ 2576 and £ 3331 depending on the degree of blockage. Economic prices gives annual
costs of £ 821 and £ 1060. The dams are also likely to result in an increase in flood incidence
on land already subject to flooding, rather than significant increases in the aerial extent of
flooding. Very high flows tend to move over, around, or sweep away debris material.
Preliminary assessment suggests that flood costs will double from those identified in Table 5.3
above, equivalent to an additional £ 170/year. On this very rough assessment, a channel
blocked with (75 %) debris dams would result in financial losses of about £ 3300 + £ 170 per
year, about £ 41/ha, and economic losses ofabout £ 1060 + £ 170 per year (E14/ha).

These estimates indicate the order of benefits which could be attributable to a combined tree
and bush and debris removal programme. The estimate excludes the benefits of avoiding
damage to structures such as bridges and to the channel itself due to debris accumulating in or
travelling down the channel.

5.3.1 Financial and economic impact of debris dams
Through simulation, the influence of debris dams on land drainage has been determined. Table
5.8 shows the change in financial net returns associated with the change in drainage status

resulting from 50 % and 75 % blockage of the channel cross-sectional area.
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Table 5.7 Net return with 50 % and 75 % blockage

Dam Area Affected (ha) Drainage  Current Net Drainage Net Return With ~ Total Change (E/yr) Total Change (£/yr)
Site 50% 75 % Status Return (£/ha) Status Dam (£/ha) 50 % Blockage 75 % Blockage
Blockage With Dam
F E F E F E F E
1 2.80 5.85 G 578 124 B 457 86 339 106 708 222
2 0 0 No Change
3 450 5.40 G 613 125 B 524 90 401 159 481 189
4 5.40 6.30 G 815 453 475 350 1836 556 2142 649
Total 2576 821 3331 1060

NB: F = financial prices, E = economic prices

Areas of influence based on spring conditions

Dams are assumed to be beyond the influence of each other, but collectively influencing levels

throughout the reach
5.4 Maintenance Costs

Maintenance activities on the River Yarty involve the clearance and removal of overhanging
trees and bushes, together with those which are at risk of Ming into the channel. This work is
carried out on a rolling programme with a return period ofabout 8 years. According to NRA
records the cost for the 2 km reach was £ 1590 in 1995 prices. This is equivalent to an annual
cost of £ 297 per year when spread over 8 years at 6 % rate of interest. In addition, the
removal of debris dam material is carried out when deemed appropriate. Records of actual
expenditure on debris removal are not available for the study reach, although average regional
costs (based on the Severn Trent Region) are about £ 1500/km/year, equivalent to £ 3000

lyear for the 2 km reach.

5.5

The estimated annual benefits attributable to maintenance can be compared with estimated

Scheme Appraisal

equivalent annual costs spread over the relevant maintenance interval to determine the
justification for expenditure. Table 5.8 shows that the tree and bush work carried out on an 8
Table 5.8
also shows that it is worth spending up to £ 3600 along the reach per year on all tree and bush

year cycle is viable in both financial and economic terms. Benefits exceed costs.
related activities, including the removal of debris from the channel. This assumes that
blockages would become a permanent feature of the channel if no works were carried out.

The possible damage to structures is excluded from the assessment.
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Table 5.8 Maintenance scheme appraisal; River Yarty
Average Annual Average Annual  Average Annual ~ Benefit: Cost Ratio
Benefit (£) Benefits (£) Costs (£)

Modelled Estimates

Tree and Bush Work Only

Financial Prices 384 297 1.29
Economic Prices 334 297 112
Tree and Bush and Debris Removal (75% blockages)

Financial Prices 3330 3000 1.10
Economic Prices 1000 3000 0.33
Farmer Estimates (Tree and Bush Work Only)

Financial Prices 1631 297 5.49
Economic Prices 1252 297 4.22

The fanner based estimate shows that, based on benefits in an average weather year, the
maintenance scheme is viable. The scheme generates an annual benefit: cost ratio of 5.49 and

4.22 in financial and economic terms respectively.

This analysis requires cautious interpretation. There is little evidence to confidently explain the
link between tree and bush work and the probability of debris dams forming in the channel.
Furthermore the behaviour and impact of dams change according to flows. A major
justification for dam removal is to avoid the risk of flood borne debris causing damage or
serious blockage at sensitive points elsewhere in the drainage system. The maintenance
scheme is marginal in financial and economic terms. This implies that it is not justified. The
maintenance is actually performed on an ‘ad hoc’ basis, providing work if there is spare

capacity amongst the labour gangs.

This conclusion must be interpreted cautiously as discussed in the R&D Note 456 Section
2.7.2.
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6 ENVIRONMENT

6.1 Introduction

The environmental quality of the River Yarty is outlined in this chapter. Reference is made to

river corridor surveys, public consultation and farmer assessment.

6.2 River Corridor Survey

Prior to the river maintenance works in 1992, a river corridor survey was completed
(Appendix n) for the selected reach following the survey methodology developed by the
Nature Conservancy Council (NCC, now English Nature, EN). Sketch maps and record cards
have been produced for each 500 m section. The survey concentrated on the river corridor
and adjacent land. Details concerning such features as channel dimensions, bed substrate,

presence of structures, field drainage and bank vegetation were collected.

As river maintenance did not alter the channel characteristics, a complete post-maintenance
corridor survey was not necessary. The post-maintenance survey took the form of a
vegetational survey which concentrated on the banks and the areas on which tree and bush
maintenance has been carried out (Appendix Il). To date, two kilometres of the study reach

have been subject to tree and bush maintenance.

6.3 Public Consultation

In the spring of each year a 'Conservation liaison Meeting' is held by the NRA to discuss the
work programme for river maintenance in the following year. Representatives from various
organisations such as the Countryside Commission (CC) and English Nature (EN) are invited
to attend. Objections to the proposed work can be raised and if necessary modifications to the

work programme made.

6.4 Farmer Assessment

Farmers interviewed within the benefit area were asked to identify any environmental features
along the reach which they thought were likely to be disturbed or destroyed by the

maintenance work.
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All the farmers were aware of wildlife within the river corridor and mentioned kingfishers,
herons as being particularly noticeable. The river is good for fishing - trout (brown and sea)
and salmon frequent the river and spawn in shallow areas. The majority of those interviewed
thought that the maintenance had a beneficial impact on the environment and encouraged tree

regeneration.

6.5 Channel and Bank Quality

The environmental quality ofthe River Yarty has been determined by following the procedure
outlined in the ‘Guidelines for the Justification of River Maintenance’ (R&D Note 511)
produced within the framework ofthe NRA R&D Note 456 (River Maintenance Evaluation).

The quality ofthe river channel is classed as medium. There is a well developed pool and riffle
sequence within the study reach and numerous minor habitats are created by tree roots and
overhanging branches. The overall channel structure has developed and altered naturally over

time and has been modified in only a few isolated areas by man.

The banks are of simple structure, consisting of predominantly three vegetation types including
trees and bushes. Bank width is typically in the region of5 - 10m. The bank quality is classed
as high. At times of low flow there is a well developed transitional zone between the river and
channel edge and sediments are exposed. The structure of the bank vegetation is varied
consisting of trees, bushes, scrub areas and grassland; some of which is grazed sheep and or
cattle. Tree roots stabilise some banks and provide bank and underwater habitats. Earth cliffs

provide ideal habitats for sand martins and kingfishers.
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7 CONCLUSIONS

7.1 Scheme Appraisal

The existing maintenance scheme of tree and bush clearance every 8 to 10 years is viable in
financial and economic terms. The average annual economic benefit of maintenance in terms
of its prevention in a deterioration in drainage status and increase in flooding is £ 334.

Average annual maintenance costs are £ 297. The benefit: cost ratio is therefore 1.12.

Debris removal is justifiable in financial terms but not in economic prices. The benefit : cost

ratios are 1.10 and 0.33 respectively.

7.2 Maintenance Best Practice
The ‘best practice’ vegetation maintenance methods for the River Yarty were determined using
the procedures outlined in the Guidelines (R&D Note 511), produced as a result of the

Environmental Impact Assessment Study.

Channel

Best practice maintenance operations for emergent weed are identified as :

» Biennial cutting;
e Cutting on a 3to 5 year rotation; and,

e Desilting / raking at an interval of2 to 7 years.

Best practice maintenance operations for floating and submerged weed are identified as :

e Annual cutting in the autumn;
e Biennial cutting; and,

« Cutting on a 3 to 5 year rotation.

All these maintenance operations should be selective, concentrating on those areas which are
particularly choked by vegetation or areas in which the weed is liable to cause an obstruction,

hazard or restriction to flow.

Since the beginning of this study, tree and bush maintenance and construction of bank

revetments are the only maintenance operations to have been performed on the River Yarty
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within the study reach. To date, the tree and bush work has been confined to the first two
kilometres of the study reach. Little aquatic vegetation grows within the channel due to the
mobile nature of the gravel substrate restricting root development and due to shading of the
channel Selective desilting of gravel shoals every seven years may be sufficient to enable the
channel to provide the required standard of service. The maintenance regimes recommended
as best practice in environmental terms for vegetation management are thus not applicable to

this channel whilst the incidence of weed growth remains low.

Bank
Best practice maintenance operations for bank vegetation are identified as :

 Single bank mowing / flailing in spring / summer leaving aim wide toe strip;

 Single bank mowing / flailing in autumn / winter leaving a toe strip >0.25 m wide;

* Mowing / flailing every 3-5 years leaving a toe strip over 1 m wide or selective cutting (<
20 %); and,

» Light grazing.

Since the start of the study, the only bank maintenance performed has been some revetment
work to protect an eroding bank near a bridge. The majority ofthe banks are grazed lightly by

sheep and or beefand are not mown.

This is in accordance with the bank maintenance regime recommended as best practice in

environmental terms.

7.3 Recommendations

It is recommended that further research examines in detail: -

» the impact of debris dams on flooding within the benefit area.

7.4  Epilogue

This report has assessed the impacts of the current maintenance regime on the study reach. It
has been used along with other study sites to formulate guidelines on the appraisal of
maintenance works and best environmental practice. These draft guidelines are summarised in

Chapter 5 ofthe R&D Note 456 and presented in full under separate covers.
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APPENDIX |

Example of input and output data for the watertable model

River Yarty

Block Number 1001

Cross-section 5
Input Data Output Data

River height (m AOD) Watertable height (m AOD)
Week
1993

1 43.40 44.43
2 43.40 44.63
3 43.40 44.60
4 43.40 44.53
5 43.40 44.44
6 43.40 44.35
7 43.40 44.25
8 43.40 44.22
9 43.39 4414
10 43.39 44.05
n 43.40 43.98
12 43.40 43.94
13 43.86 44.15
14 43.86 44.46
15 43.41 44.47
16 43.41 44.38
17 43.38 44.27
18 43.38 44.07
19 43.36 44.01
20 43.36 44.07
21 43.76 44.14
22 43.76 44.23
23 43.42 44.12
24 43.42 44.26
25 43.40 44.05
26 43.40 43.85
27 43.40 43.69
28 43.40 43.88

29 43.51 43.82



Example of drainage status classification, River Yarty

With maintenance

Block 1001 No. ofweeks
Watertable 1993 Spring 1993
depth (m)
>0.5 44.13 38 44.13
0.3><0.5m 44.33 6 44.33
<0.3m 44.63 8 44,63

Drainage status classification, according to time watertable
is within the G, B, VB drainage bands

Without maintenance

No. ofweeks
Watertable 1993 Spring 1993
depth (m)
>0.5 44.13 21 44.13
0.3><0.5m 44.33 9 44.33
<0.3m 44.63 22 44.63

Drainage status classification, according to time watertable
is within the G, B, VB drainage bands

No. of
weeks

Good

No. of
weeks

Bad



Summer 1993

44.13
44.33
44.63

Summer 1993

44.13
44.33
44.63

No. of
weeks

o

Good

No. of
weeks

N

Good

Autumn 1993

44.13
44.33
44.63

Autumn 1993

44.13
44.33
44.63

No. of
weeks

Bad

No. of
weeks

Very Bad
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Cau-aldei 1 Standing mcanal ) "fe
Paikland dtich
Recently Idled wood dyke
|x>nd, pool, eul ulf \C
GRASSLAND & MAHSU (o lake /e
Actdic uuiinpiovcd grav..el p.!t M
scim-improvud fumjtvult ¥
Noultal unimproved n|_.|||||,_:_Y,
semi-unjilovud 100 o0 2 !timmii)
Calcareous unimproved stream <4“T‘ wnle
sotmimpiovud ét:ﬂtlii
Impiovcd/i csuc'ded
Maisli/maisl>ygrassland >1u
TALL 11EIUL & rillIN  °/0 . nogcic
1 cliff
lhacken saic
Upland spp im;>vugul. -
Olltci - Iiill luderul limestone pavement
lion luderal GiVIJ
oltiol
HEATHLAND 04 2. aili(iciat/w.r;it,"
Dwailsciub-diy J. MISCELLANEOUS
. W_CI mnoble
l.tclionrtiryophylo ninemly
Monta'lne. eplmmoiaVshoit hetb
llcalli/ginssland-dry hedge |
wel hedge =
letici?on Kink is
MIRE, TLUSU AND SPUING fo leii
eiice scl back
Mites-bog ‘e wall
Ten - reed Iniilcliil |
scdyo LMi.iv.iic;
swcci-yiass tititi fin lit
mixed silage clamp
Bog (lushes scwa<Jfaworks
° (Mido 1
SWAMP/INUNDATION /0 Mck | [lll'e
Swamp - singlo sp. dnra flood delji is
Tall mixed assemblage load
tailway disused
used

@ilnot

Wb m

hank n:ATimi:s /.

1= Hudl V.

UA " sotid mistidin ImT (
will taith clill ¥ ff0

ULE jock cliff

CrWU ailificiiil

ru llixrtl Umk .nlj
ru IKnhl Uuik set luck
Ievge
kiujhl <lin
| slim
t >2iu
Widlli < In
1-<7..1In»
T.ii- <lim
>>m
olirk
ui <tnr
tit) -1ytr
>
"(-(+'1*iitm |
sand
bam Miiin|li:
vV vegetated shmgle
cailli
<V naliii.il cutitile:;
© naluial Umldi.-is
DANK VEGETATION
Cxmiliri

C>iW Ault, Sycamine
[* WIIIIW  TULUIIE [N
w Wi lliiwolil, iHit |>olt.nd
B iil.mdaid willuws
A Aldei
86? Oilioi ltees
Young trees
40%'/ Thick ljciub/shiub:; *.
/f SiMisuSuiubftluubs V.
Y.
oy - Dcira; njion W
Oy rp.u:;<ItipiMi V.
wV Ui:::t'otli:<l oi nmwii '/,
NG 1-K)Nosed lie*: lotil:.
ISLANDS

liucky, vi.gcl.ilud

Ap-.ocky | Um:
sliimiloand iock

* sliiiii[lc. lock 1 vcy

t catill - maluniHi

catlli - wilh trees
*»* developed

Lfl

«-5 3d

fco
70 \o
. 10

SO

ico 130

10

1UVLK MAUITATS
biid(je: i0OQiii

1IN weiis/'>00tii

ps-; locks/SOOQin

. <NT  ifilei/GO0I*
Depth < iiiiin H
T <5 U
r os <10
>|.0m
widlli <1
l-<y
5 <10
10<20
>20
Substrates
nit bed nick
t Ix»uklois
c ctilililes
p lieblilcs
giavcl
s 'Dilll(l
i siltymud
G clay
licat

Habitats and flow

e> KA
slack

a _J.’I.JII_I!

"+t |.|p|ds

n m
we.ifeifitll
piulnidiiuj

Maigiiis

slmiyle 1 b.iio
alniHjlc, veyulatud

unitJ
SiS  sand
fLORA %

i:(iti;nieiil veil » Im wk*-

emeitlciil 1 Zm wulu

emuigoni >2iu wide
_jGtil V<t eimm

biyopliyii‘U

euieKloiil'i S 3
suhiiK'igcd 5t?
floating _ -
alijiit!

too

I00

SO

20



fasWe 1 *5* — M- ICm.

fpEE

A&sK4C



o

WN R o

[N

= m

L6.R6

WOODLAND A SCUUD <p

Uioadleavcd snmiiial. (5
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SOUTHWEST SIRARTHUR’SPILL

1. BACKGROUND

1.1 Introduction

Sir Arthur’s Pill rises at Saunton, north west of Braunton village in North Devon. From source
to mouth it is 6 km in length, draining a catchment of 11 square kilometres. The area is
bounded to the north by the highland area of Saunton Down. The Taw-Torridge Estuary and
the River Caen form the southern and eastern boundaries. The western boundary is formed by
the sand dunes of Braunton Burrows which stretch for 5.75 km from the estuary to Saunton.

The catchment area of Sir Arthur’s Pill is small; approximately 15 km 2

Sir Arthur's Pill flows through two distinctly different areas: an area of high grade arable land

and an extensive area of permanent pasture (Braunton Marsh).

1.2 Study Reach

The section of river selected for study (Figure 1) runs for 5 km between Saunton (GR_ 465
374) and the Great Sluice (GR. 474 341). Sir Arthur's Pill is a main river characteristic of
those in the area on which weed clearance is regularly performed. The land area which derives
a benefit from river maintenance in terms of reduced flooding and improved land drainage is
242 ha.

1.3 Braunton Marsh

Sir Arthur's Pill flows through two distinct areas in terms of land use. From the head of main
river to 2.25 km downstream, it flows over an area of mainly arable land skirting the edge of
the Great Field - a relic of the open-field strip farming cultivation, before flowing over

Braunton Marsh.

Braunton Marsh is an extensive area of reclaimed salt marsh which was cut off from the sea by
the creation of a large bank between 1811 and 1815 following an 1811 Act of Parliament

which permitted the enclosure. The scheme was designed by James Green, a British Engineer
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and the Great Sea Bank was constructed by local labour and workers from Cornwall, Ireland
and Holland. Some arable crops were traditionally grown on the marsh but now the area is

used entirely for grazing.
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1.4 River Characteristics

Sir Arthur's Pill is a straight drain, only meandering slightly over a wide floodplain when it
reaches Braunton Marsh. The channel is trapezoidal in shape with its depth varying between 1
m at the head of main river to 2.5 m to the landward side of the Great Sluice. Channel width
varies between 0.75 m at the head of main river to 2.5 m at the sluice. Freeboard averages
0.75 m north ofthe marsh but over the marsh itselfthis is reduced to 0.2 m and at particular
points in the autumn and winter there is no freeboard and the water floods out ofthe drain and
onto the marsh. The bed substrate is dominated by silt and sand - characteristic of the old salt

marsh over which it flows.

1.5 Land Drainage

When the marsh was reclaimed, the routes of the main tidal creeks over the marsh were
replaced by a series of artificial delphs (ditches). These drain the marsh and remove water
flowing down from the highland area between Saunton and Lobb. Water is discharged out to

sea through the Great Sluice in the sea embankment.

A comprehensive system of ditches traverse the marsh, marking field boundaries and creating
barriers to stock. These are maintained (weed cut) by the Internal Drainage Board (IDB)
every three years. Water levels in the ditches are controlled via a series of sluices which keep
levels high in summer and lower in winter. One such sluice is located at Velator Bridge (GR.
485 358). From this structure, in times of low flow in Sir Arthur's Pill, water from the River
Caen is diverted into it via the Boundary Drain. The Boundary Drain in turn feeds minor
ditches within the marsh area, keeping their water levels high. The sluices are controlled and
operated by the IDB.

Figure 2 indicates the areas of land in the benefit area which have field drainage pipes installed.
Ofthe land surveyed, 36 % is underdrained with pipes. The remainder is naturally draining.
Areas of horticulture are associated with the most intensively drained land.  Further

information is provided in Section 2.5.
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1.6 Geology, Soils and Land Capability

Sir Arthur’s Pill flows over sand and silt deposits of marine and estuarine origin. The shaley
silt stone with sandstone and limestone's to the north and shale and silt stones of Lower
Carboniferous age in the south, form the boundaries to this alluvium which was laid down in

recent and Pleistocene times.

The soil type is characterised by the Isleham Association containing both the Isleham and
Crowdy series. The soils have developed over a permeable sandy drift which is typically
waterlogged over long periods due to a high watertable. Humic sandy gleys are the typical soil

type.

Soil profiles taken at three points within the benefit area are shown in Figure 3. Soil colour is
a uniform dark brown. Sandy silt loams characterise the soil profile beneath the root zone.

Some mottling and gleying is evident on the poorly drained soils.

The Crowdy series is perennially waterlogged and the risk of poaching (surface damage by
livestock) is high. The soil profile is typically waterlogged within 0.4 m of the surface for over
50 % ofthe year and waterlogged within 0.7 m of the surface for over 90 % of the year. The
Soil Survey of England and Wales (SSEW) classify such soils as having a Wetness Class of VI.
Due to a high watertable the Wetness Class of the Isleham series is V. The soil is commonly
waterlogged for 95 % of the year within 0.4 m of the surface (Findlay et al, 1984). According
to precipitation records from the nearest meteorological station to Sir Arthur's Pill (Chivenor
Met. Office), the average annual rainfall is high, averaging approximately 868 mm. This

contributes to the high watertables in the area.

The Agricultural Land Classification ofthe Ministry of Agriculture Fisheries and Food (MAFF)
characterises the area adjacent to Sir Arthur's Pill and Braunton Marsh as Grade 3 (Figure 1).
The Great Field is classed as Grade 2 agricultural land. A small area on the northern boundary
ofthe marsh area is classed as Grade 4.
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1.7 Capital Works

In 1979 the channel was dredged to a design standard and re-graded. Local re-sectioning took
place at the same time and the tidal flaps were replaced. Two water level control structures
were refurbished in 1992/93. These consist of weirs which are used to control levels in Sir

Arthur's Pill at various times in the year.

1.8 River Maintenance

Desilting and weed clearance along the entire length of Sir Arthur's Pill takes place
approximately every 18 months for the benefit of land drainage. All the channel vegetation
(100 %) is removed using a 360 degree excavator. The river banks are left untouched and are
not flail mown. Debris from the channel is spread on the surrounding land. Repairs to

structures such as the weirs and Great Sluice are carried out as required.

The main reason for carrying out regular weed clearance is that it is scheduled into a regular
programme of maintenance due to site inspections highlighting the need for vegetation control
The availability of equipment/labour and customer demand also influence the scheduling of
maintenance works. Custom and practice is the main reason for determining the standard of
service maintained by weed clearance. Proven suitability and the cost of maintenance are the
main factors in determining the maintenance method selected. Prior to maintenance,
landowners/tenants are visited by a representative from the NRA* Pollution bodies are

informed ofimminent work via the telephone.

1.8.1  Farmers views on maintenance

During interviews with farmers in the benefit area, the majority of the formers expressed
satisfaction with both the timing and frequency of maintenance on Sir Arthur’s Pill. However,
one farmer expressed concern that a layer of clay was removed from the channel bed along
with the weed. This deepened the channel which rendered the banks more unstable and prone

to slippage and undercutting.

1.8.2  Alternative maintenance strategies
The only alternative method of maintenance suggested by the farmers was to flail mow the
banks either annually or twice per year. This would aid access to the channel for grazing

livestock.

R&D 317/21/ST 8



1.9 Climate

The impact of river maintenance on watertable depth and river levels depends on the particular
weather conditions, especially rainfall, which vary from season to season and year to year. The
seasonal and yearly rainfall totals for the period of study in the area of Sir Arthur’s Pill are

shown in Table 1.1.

Table 1.1 Rainfall totals

Period Actual Average % of Average
Rainfall (mm) Rainfall (mm) *  Rainfall

1992  Spring 146 170 86
Summer 244 199 123
Autumn 307 308 100

1993  Spring 130 170 76
Summer 343 199 173
Autumn 272 308 88

1994  Spring 214 170 126
Summer 166 199 84
Autumn 412 308 134

1995 Spring 186 170 110
Total 1992 863 889 97
1993 1042 889 117

1994 1172 889 132

(Source : Chivenor Met. Station GR 494 347)

This confirms the farmers comments that the summers of 1992 and 1993 and autumn of 1994
were wetter than normal. The summer of 1993 is classed as very wet. The rainfall data were
collected from the meteorological stations at Chivenor (station number 395 162, GR. 494 347)
and Lower Slade W.T.W (station number 395 607, GR- 5095 4588).

Monthly rainfall records covering a period of 14 years were used to determine the probability
of wet, average and dry seasons and years occurring (Table 1.2) in the immediate area round
Sir Arthur’s PIIlL  The classification of seasons and years is based on that of the Food and
Agricultural Organisation (FAO). Dry and wet seasons and years are classed as those with <
75 % ofthe mean and > 125 % of the mean respectively. Further details are contained in the
R&D Note 456, Section 3.5.4.
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Table 1.2 Probability of climatic conditions

Season Dry * Average * Wet *
Spring 0.22 0.62 0.16
Summer 0.46 0.39 0.15
Autumn 0.21 0.65 0.14
Year 0.54 0.38 0.08

* (Based on records since 1980)

The Main Report (R&D Note 456, Section 3.5.4) describes the process by which financial
benefits of maintenance are calculated according to the probability of each type of season

occurring.

1.10 Aquatic Vegetation

Aguatic vegetation within the channel was identified prior to maintenance (Section 1.10.1 to

1.10.4). This vegetation has both hydraulic and environmental implications for the channeL

1.10.1 Floating plants
Lemna (Duckweed) and Azolla (Water fern) are common although the latter is predominately
found in the Boundary Drain and not in Sir Arthur's Pill. Both are small and free-floating with

rootlets on the underside of each leafpad and often form dense mats.

Lemna and Azolla spread through vegetative reproduction by budding from pouches on the
side of the leaves. Rapid growth often results in a dense cover over the water surface.
Regrowth following removal through maintenance is thus rapid, especially as it is impossible
for complete removal of the plant through mechanical methods alone. Chemical control may
need to be considered if the growth reaches excessive rates. However, as Lemna and Azolla
are purely floating plants, they poses little resistance to flow and do not restrict channel
capacity. However, water quality may be affected as a dense mat may restrict the penetration
of light into the water thus restricting activity of fish and invertebrates. As plant growth will
also be restricted beneath the mat, its presence may actually reduce flow resistance through
inhibiting plant growth.
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1.10.2 Emergent plants

The emergent weeds include the narrow leafed Phragmites australis (Common reed), Typha
(Reedmace or bull rush) and Phalaris (Reed Canary-Grass). Emergent plants pose a greater
resistance to flow than floating species. If vegetation stands are dense, their stems and leaves
provide a barrier to flow, causing the hydraulic resistance of the channel to increase and water
levels to rise. Ifthe stems are flexible, they will bend in the direction of flow and during high

flows will exert minimal resistance to flow as their effect is drowned out.

1.10.3 Submerged plants

The submerged weed Elodea (Canadian pondweed) is abundant within Sir Arthur's Pill and the
Boundary Drain. Juncus (Rush) is a submerged plant with fine hair-like leaves which can
reach 300 cm in length. It is a streamlined plant and moves in the direction of flow. The
greater the flow, the lower the resistance this plant poses to movement of water. At high

flows, the hydraulic impact ofJuncus is drowned out.

1.10.4 Algae
Filamentous algae is also found within Sir Arthur’s Pill. It spreads rapidly through cell division
(simple fission) and is difficult to completely remove. It grows up from the hydrosoil and often

invades areas in which other aquatic plants have been removed.
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2. FARM SURVEY

2.1 Introduction

Site survey, informal discussions and structured interviews with formers indicate a benefit area
of 242 ha (Figure 1). Detailed discussions have been held with nine formers within this area.
The benefit area is described as that which will derive a benefit from river maintenance in terms
of improved drainage and reduced incidence of flooding. The benefit area is divided into
different blocks (Figure 2) according to land use type (LUT) land management and drainage

condition.

2.2 Farm Type, Size and Tenure

Seven farms within the benefit area are classed as lowland and livestock enterprises according
to the European Union (EU) system of classification. One is a general horticultural enterprise
and the remaining holding is classified as a specialist cereal form. Farm sizes range from 4 ha
to 324 ha, averaging 86 ha. The number of Standard Man Days (SMD) required for each form
ranges from five to 1630. The latter is for the largest form; a lowland and livestock enterprise.
The SMD (Man - Work Units) is a standard, approximate method for assessing the labour
requirements for regular staff. It is assumed that 300 SMD are provided annually per man.

The largest farm within the benefit area is a managed farm Two others are run as a
partnership and the remainder are under sole proprietorship. The majority of land within the
benefit area is owner occupied. One farmer has rented land within this area, comprising one 4

ha field held under a full tenancy agreement.

2.3 Livestock Enterprises

The system of livestock farming on Braunton Marsh follows a similar pattern over the whole
marsh. Friesian beefkept under the 24 month system are most commonly found on the marsh.
Beasts are bought at 125 kg and sold between 550-700 kg live weight. Five forms have beef
herds of various sizes. Four ofthese have spring calving suckler herds, the herd size ranging
from 32 to 140 beasts.
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Five ofthe farms within the benefit area have flocks of sheep under the fat lamb system Flock
sizes range from 150 to 2400 ewes and are of mule and mixed breeds. The lambing rate ranges

from 1to 1.8 lambs/ewe tupped (average 1.5).

A small number of dairy followers are also grazed on the marsh as are some race horses. The

stocking rate over the whole marsh is in the region of 10 beasts/ha.

2.4 Arable Enterprises

Four farms within the benefit area have some arable enterprises. Two grow winter cereals,
potatoes (both early and main crop) and field vegetables under varying rotations. The general
horticultural farm follows a fixed rotation of early potatoes and field vegetable crops which

includes brassicas and leeks.

A fixed cropping rotation is practised by the specialist cereal enterprise under which field
vegetables are followed by winter or spring barley, winter or spring wheat and early potatoes.
Ten hectares are double cropped with field vegetables.

2.5 Land Use In The Benefit Area

As Figure 4 illustrates, the majority of land surveyed within the benefit area (67 %) is under
extensive grassland. Arable enterprises in the form of cereal/root crops account for 16 % of
the benefit area. Holiday homes cover 4.5 ha of the benefit area (2 %). Table 2.1 provides
detailed information regarding the percentage of land within the benefit area under the different

land uses.

Table 2.1 Land use in the benefit area

Land Use Area (ha) % Benefit % Land
Area Drained
Extensive grass 162.0 67 10
Intensive grass 18.0 7 26
Cereal/roots 38.0 16 1
Horticulture 19.0 8 58
Other 4.5 2 0
Total 242.0 100 36
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Extensive grassland is classified as that which receives low levels of nitrogen (typically <50
kg/ha) and on which little or no grass conservation takes place. 1fconserved, one cut ofhay is
usually taken. The grass is grazed by beef and sheep, not dairy cattle. Grassland under the
intensive system is high quality grazing land. It is usually well drained and receives moderate
to high inputs of nitrogen. Multiple cuts of silage and/or hay are typically made.

Table 2.1 also shows the percentage of each land use which is drained by pipes. Intotal, 36 %
ofthe benefit area is underdrainaed.
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Figure 4 Land use in the benefit area
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2.6 Turnout and Yarding Pates

Dates for the turnout and yarding of stock within the benefit area vary as Tables 2.2 and 2.3
illustrate. Stock is turned out to graze over the majority of the benefit area (42 %) in April
Over 5 % ofthe benefit area, livestock is turned out to graze after the grass has been cut for

hay or silage. Twenty eight percent ofthe benefit area is grazed all year.

Table 2.2 Turnout dates

Turnout Date Grassland % Benefit
Area (ha) Area
Early/mid April 12 5
Mid/late April 89 37
After hay cut 6 2.5
After silage cut 5 2
Grazed all year 68 28

Table 2.3 Yarding dates in Autumn

Yarding Date Grassland % Benefit
Area (ha) Area
Mid / late October 61 25
Mid / late November 46 19
Mid/late December 5 2
Grazed all year 68 28

The majority ofthe stock which are yarded, are taken offthe land in October. The land which

is grazed all year is typically grazed by beef during the period April to October and by sheep
over the winter months.

2.7 Grass Conservation

Table 2.4 shows the area of grassland which is cut for hay and silage. The majority of the
grassland is grazed only (87 %). Silage is cut over 10 % ofthe grassland area and hay is cut

over 3 %. The dates for the hay and silage cuts are early June and mid May respectively.

R&D 317/21/ST 16



Table 2.4 Grass conservation
Conservation Grassland % Grassland

System Area (ha) Area
Grazed only 156 87
1cut silage 18 10
1cut hay 6 3

2.8 Nitrogen Application
Nitrogen is applied to all the grassland surveyed within the benefit area; mostly in the form of
compound fertilisers, especially 20 N: 10 P: 10 K. Application rates range from 20 to 50 kg/ha.

Further details are presented in Table 2.5.

The higher rates of nitrogen application correspond to the areas which are grazed by dairy

cattle and followers (intensive grassland).

Rate (kg/ha) Grassland % Grassland
Area (ha) Area

0 0 0

1-20 85 47

21-35 63 35

36-50 32 18
2.9 Flooding

Land within the benefit area does not flood on a regular basis. No flooding has been
experienced on the land during the time of this study. Water levels in Sir Arthur's Pill, the
Boundary Drain and minor ditches are controlled by boards in the weirs which are lowered as
required to minimise the incidence of flooding. The land adjacent to the river is expected to
flood at times during the winter months when water levels are high. Farmers accept this threat

as to be expected when working marsh land adjacent to a river.
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2.10 Waterlogging

Throughout the benefit area the wetness condition follows a similar pattern throughout the
year. Table 2.6 shows the area experiencing different levels of waterlogging during the spring,

summer and autumn.

During the spring, 60 % and 38 % of land surveyed is rarely and occasionally wet. Only 2 %
of the land is often wet and none permanently wet. Throughout the summer the marsh area
dries and only 11 % experiences occasional wet conditions. During the winter, 47 % of the

benefit area is permanently wet.

Table 2.6 Wetness condition of agricultural land

Season Condition Area (ha) % Benefit
Area
Spring Rarely wet 145 60
Occasionally wet 93 38
Often wet 4 2
Permanently wet 0 0
Summer  Rarely wet 215 89
Occasionally wet 27 1
Often wet 0 0
Permanently wet 0 0
Autumn  Rarely wet 29 12
Occasionally wet 53 22
Often wet 46 19
Permanently wet 114 47

The main factors responsible for these wet conditions are the limited freeboard in Sir Arthur’s
Pill and the low lying nature of the land. The area is marshland and so by nature it is

characteristically wet throughout the winter months.
2.11 Statistical Analysis

It is apparent that land use, farming practice and drainage are interrelated. Statistical methods
were used to determine whether these relationships occurred more frequently than might be

expected by pure chance. Full details of this analysis in which the 12 sites were grouped
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according to NRA Region, are presented in the Interim Report R&D 317/13/ST, presented to
the NRA in December 1994.

The following observations can be made from the statistical analysis offields in the benefit area

ofthe Sir Arthur’s Pill maintenance programme:

» The dominant farming system influences land use within the benefit area. In this case, the
dominant farm type is lowland and livestock which is characterised by beef and sheep
enterprises. This farm type determines the land use, which is unlikely to change from grass

to arable even if drainage were to improve as a result of maintenance.

» A sstrong relationship exists between land use and installation of field drainage. Areas with
field drainage are predominantly given over to horticulture whilst land under an extensive
grass system is not drained by pipes. (Statistically, there is an 83 % chance of correctly

predicting the incidence of field drainage on the basis of land use).

» Grazing seasons are a function of spring and autumn field wetness conditions and not soil
type. This wetness condition is in itselfa function ofthe presence offield drainage. Those
fields which are drained by pipes are subject to longer grazing seasons than those which are
naturally draining. Livestock are overwintered on the land which is classed as rarely wet.
(Statistically, there is a 66 % and 91 % chance of correctly predicting turnout and yarding
dates for livestock on the basis of field wetness conditions in the spring and autumn
respectively).
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3 HYDRAULIC AND HYDROLOGICAL DATA

3.1 Introduction

Information on channel hydraulics and hydrological data has been used to determine the impact

of maintenance on channel capacity and flood return periods.

3.2 Cross-section Surveys

Cross-sectional surveys of the channel were completed at five points within the selected
section (Figure 2). Channel capacity has been determined from these cross-sections. Because
the channel dimensions were not altered during the weed clearance process, a post-

maintenance cross-sectional survey of the channel was not necessary.

Before maintenance was carried out, channel roughness was expressed in the form of the
Manning’s n coefficient, using the methodology developed by Cowan (1956). This coefficient
consists of six parameters which include the predominant bed material, degree of meandering
and the level of vegetation growth. Further details of the methodology used are presented in
the R&D Note 456, Appendix IV. The same procedure was followed after maintenance in

order to determine values of channel friction in a 'with' (post)and ‘without' (pre) maintenance
situation.

Stage/discharge curves have been created for the ‘with’ and ‘without' maintenance situation
using these different values of Manning's n. The channel cross-section information including

Manning's n values and stage/discharge curves are presented in Figure 5 and Table 3.1.

Table 3.1 Bankfull capacity
With Maintenance Without
Maintenance

Cross- Bankfull Capacity Bankfull Capacity
Section (cumecs) (cumecs)

1 8.6 4.4

2 16 0.8

3 2.0 1.0

4 7.5 4.5

5 2.1 1.0

(Source: modelled estimates)
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The bankfull capacity figures obtained from the cross-sections indicate an average increase in

capacity attributable to maintenance of 52 % (from 2.3 to 4.4 m3s).
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Figure 5 Sir Arthur’s Pill channel information
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3.3 Flood Return Period

Throughout the period of the study (1993 - 1995), river water level information was collected
on a fortnightly basis by reading off channel water levels from three gauge boards which were
installed within the reach. General information regarding flood flows, frequency and duration
were collected from formers and NRA staff This information was used to compile a flood
return period curve for Sir Arthur’s Pill using the methodology detailed within the Flood
Studies Report (NERC, 1975).

Land within the benefit area is reported not to flood as levels in the channel and Boundary
Drain are controlled by a series of sluice boards which are raised or lowered as required to
regulate water levels in the channeL If the sluice boards were not operated and land were
allowed to flood, the frequency of flooding could be ascertained from the flood return period

curve in Figure 6.
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4. LAND DRAINAGE

4.1 Field Drainage Status

Through an extensive literature and farmer survey, drainage status of the land has been
classified into three standards according to watertable depth. Three watertable bands have
been identified as > 0.5 m from the surface, between 0.3 to 0.5 m of the surface and < 0.3 m
from the surface. According to the time the watertable lies within these bands, the drainage
standard is classed as good (G, no restrictions on land use), bad (B, some restrictions on
agriculture) or very bad (VB, severe limitations to agriculture). Further details are presented
inthe R&D Note 456, Section 3.5.2.

The drainage status of fields within the benefit area has been determined on a seasonal basis
using a non-steady state watertable model which relates infield watertable levels (and hence
drainage conditions) to observed water levels in the river and ditch system (see R&D Note
456, Section 3.5.2 for further details). The model has been run using river water levels for the
'with’ and ‘'without” maintenance scenario using the same climatic data in order to isolate the
impact of maintenance on drainage status. An example of the input and output data of the
model is shown in Appendix 1

The results of the watertable model and the assessment of drainage status made by farmers are
shown in Table 4.1. In some cases, there may be a change in the number of weeks that the
watertable lies within the good, bad and very bad drainage bands following maintenance.
However, these changes may not be of sufficient magnitude to change the drainage status
classification. Where a sufficient change in drainage status has occurred due to maintenance,

resulting in a change in drainage status, the changes appear in bold print in Table 4.1.

Generally, the output from the watertable model is consistent with the farmers’ assessment of
drainage status under wet, dry and average climatic conditions for the ‘with’ maintenance
situation. The differences appear to be in the distinction between the bad and very bad
drainage condition. The farmers tend to class all the land broadly as bad and are unable to
determine ifthe land is under very bad drainage conditions. Under average conditions, there is

88 % agreement between fanner and modelled assessment of drainage conditions with
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maintenance. In wet and dry seasons, there is 79 % and 83 % agreement between former and

modelled assessment of drainage condition for the with maintenance situation respectively.

The assessments confirm that the drainage status in the benefit area ‘with’ maintenance is
generally good under wet, average and dry climatic conditions. If no maintenance were
performed, drainage conditions would deteriorate towards bad in wet and average seasons. In

a dry season land would remain under a good classification.

Examples ofthe classification ofthe weeks of each seasonwhich are under conditions of good,

bad and very bad drainage status are shown in Appendix n.

Table 41 Drainage status for wet, average and dry seasons, without/with maintenance
Wet Season * Averaggc Season Dry Season * Farmer Assessment
With Maintenance ~ Without
Block Without With Without With Without With  Wet Average Dry
No

101 N G G G G G G G G G B
102 Y B B B B G G B G G B
103 N B B B G G G G G G G
201 N G G G G G G G G G B
202 N B B B G G G B G G B
203 'Y VB B VB B G G B B G B
301 N G G G G G G B B B B
302 N VB VB B B G G B B B B
303 N VB G B G G G G G G B
304 Y G G G G G G G G G B
306 Y G G G G G G G G G B
306 N B G B G G G G G G B
307 Y B G B G G G G G G B
401 Y B G B G G G G G G G
402 N G G G G G G G G G G
51 Y G G G G G G G G G B
502 N G G G G G G G G G B
53 N G G G G G G G G G B
504 N G G G G G G G G G B
55 N VB VB VB B B B B B G B
601 N B G B G G G B G G B
701 N B G G G G G G G G B
801 N B B B B G G B G G B
901 N VB B VB B B B B B G VB

NB : * Modelled results, Y or N refersto t le presence or absence of field drainage,
bold type highlights changes in drainage status due to maintenance, italics show differences
between modelled and former assessment of drainage with maintenance.
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River maintenance results in the prevention of a deterioration in drainage status on 8 blocks of
land in a wet season and on 10 blocks in an average season. The percentage change in

drainage status by area as a result of maintenance activities is estimated below:
. In a wet season maintenance prevents deterioration from :

B to VB over 29 ha (12 % of BA)

G to B over 28 ha (11 % ofBA)

G to VB over 7 ha (3 % of BA).
. In an average season maintenance prevents deterioration from :

B to VB over 52 ha (21 % of BA)

G to B over 50 ha (21 % of BA).

The maintenance on Sir Arthur’s Pill is preventing a deterioration of drainage standards on 42
% of the area in an average season and 26 % in wet seasons. Farmers assess that in the

absence of maintenance, drainage status would deteriorate on 77 % ofthe area in an average
season.
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5 SCHEME APPRAISAL

5.1 Maintenance Benefits
For each block of land, agricultural production scenarios were created which reflect different
levels of field management under conditions of good, bad and very bad drainage (see R&D
Note 456 Section 3.5.4). These scenarios are based on discussions with farmers in the benefit
area over the period 1992-1994.

Changes in field drainage status as a result of maintenance under dry, average and wet climatic
conditions have been identified. Changes in flood risk due to maintenance have also been
determined.  Estimates have been derived of the monetary value of changes in field
management and productivity associated with changes inthe standards of drainage service.

Two perspectives have been used to value agricultural performance. The first perspective is
that of financial analysis which uses the prices paid and received by farmers to estimate the
added-vahie associated with drainage. Financial analysis shows the benefits of maintenance to

farmers in the benefit area.

The second perspective is that of economic analysis which modifies the financial analysis to
make allowance for the direct and indirect subsidies paid to formers by Government. In
accordance with the MAFF Project Appraisal Guidance Notes on Flood Defence (PAGN,
1993), these modifications involve reductions in the financial value of output (including
subsidies) by 10 % in the case of cereals, oil seeds and grain legumes, 35 % for beefand 25 %
for sheep. Commodities subject to quota such as potatoes, sugar beet and milk are treated as
winter wheat. The set aside areas are also treated as wheat. The reasons for these adjustments
are discussed in the R&D Note 456 Section 2.7.2.

Using the results of watertable modelling, Table 5.1 shows the financial net returns (1995/96
prices) for each block of land within the benefit area under conditions of good, bad and very
bad drainage. Changes in net returns relating to a change in drainage status are also shown.

Table 5.2 presents similar data using economic prices.
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Table 5.1 Financial net returns

Block Net Return (£/ha)

Good Bsd Very

Bsd

101 135 93 69
102 206 146 95
103 190 137 9
201 518 311 230
202 207 156 152
203 185 151 123
301 146 116 73
302 206 167 126
303 554 303 233
304 554 303 233
305 137 108 64
306 536 338 255
307 108 84 63
401 1247 543 151
402 1247 543 151
501 1037 514 174
502 1037 514 174
503 1038 515 175
504 1046 524 175
505 418 332 234
601 Holiday homes
701 351 292 244
801 354 289 218
901 431 285 262
Table 5.2  Economic net returns
Block Net Return (£/ha)

Good Bsd Very

Bad

101 1 -17 -20
102 28 5 -12
103 29 7 -12
201 365 301 165
202 66 44 35
203 61 46 33
301 -8 -14 -19
302 66 48 33
303 372 301 168
304 372 301 168
305 -9 -15 -24
306 382 320 189
307 -14 -20 -25
401 1126 603 177
402 1126 603 177
501 743 897 177
502 743 897 177
503 933 898 177
504 933 898 177
505 375 309 177
601 Holiday homes
701 149 121 97
801 130 96 63
901 135 109 82

R&D317/21/ST

Change in net Return (£/ha)

Good to
Bsd

43
60
53
207
51
34
29
39
252
252
28
197
24
705
705
523
523
524
522
86

59
65
146

Bad to

Very Bad

24
52
43
82
4
28
43
41
70
70
45
84
20
392
392
339
339
339
348
98

71
23

Good to
Very Bsd

66
112
95
288
55
62
73
80
321
321
73
281
44
1096
1096
863
863
863
871
184

110
213
-262

Change in net Return (£/ha)

Good to
Bad

18
23
22
63
22
16

7

18
70
70

7

62

6
523
523
-154
-154
35
35
67

29
33
27

Bad to

Very Bad

33

3
17
19

137

1
134

131

426
426
721
721
721
721
132

24
33
26

Good to
Very Bad

2
40
4
200
30
28
12
33
204
204
15
193
10
949
949
566
566
756
756
198

52
66
53



Table 5.3 combines data on changes in drainage status and financial performance to determine
the financial benefits and change in financial net returns due to maintenance for wet, average
and dry weather conditions for each block of land in the benefit area. These benefits are the
avoidance of losses which would occur in the absence of maintenance. Benefits, weighted by
field size for wet, average and dry seasons are multiplied by the relative probability of the
occurrence of the season to give an average expected annual benefit. These are summed for

the benefit area as a whole.

Table 5.3 estimates a total expected annual benefit of about £ 7700 in 1995 financial prices,
equivalent to about £ 32/ha per year. The benefits relate to watertable control. Table 5.4
shows the benefits attributable to maintenance using economic prices based on the current
MAFF Project Appraisal Guidance Notes. Total average expected annual benefits are
approximately £ 5000 in economic prices for the benefit area, equivalent to £ 21/ha. On this
basis, the benefit to the national economy is 65 % of the benefits which accrue to farmers.
This difference reflects the adjustments required by MAFF to remove government subsidy from

the assessment of benefits.

As an alternative estimate to that based on watertable modelling, Table 5.5 estimates the
benefits due to maintenance which were perceived by farmers (earlier reported in Table 4.1)
where they identified a change in drainage conditions between the Wwith’ and Svithout'
maintenance situations in an average, representative season. Farmer assessment gave an
average annual financial benefit of £ 23571 (£ 97/ha) and an economic benefit of £ 2483 (£
10/ha).

According to the criteria used, these financial and economic benefit estimates show the limits
which farmers and the nation respectively could justifiably spend on maintenance. These

estimates require cautious interpretation as explained in the R&D Note 456 Section 2.7.2.
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Table 5.3

Block

101
102
103
201
202
203
301
302
303
304
305
306
307
401
402
501
502
503
504
505
601

701
801
901

Total

Probability of

Wet season
Average season
Dry season

Wet Season

Area (ha) Benefit due Benefits of
to drainage flood
{E/hasyr) alleviation
(E/ha)
14.60 0 0
5.80 0 0
11.60 0 0
4.70 0 0
6.80 0 (0]
9.00 27 0
13.70 0 0
16.2 0 0
6.80 321 0
4.2 0 0
4.7 0 0
11.2 197 0
6.3 24 0
2.8 705 0
31 0 0
8 0 0
7.2 0 0
4.2 0 0
4.2 0 0
22.9 0 0
4.4 Holiday Homes
3.6 59 0
46.00 0 0
20.4 23 0
242.40

Change in net
return due to
maintenance

O O O oo

705

O O O oo o

59

23

0.265
0.572
0.163

Average Season

Benefit due
to drainage
(C/hatyr)

705

O O oo o

98

"0

23

Changes In net returns due to maintenance and climate, 1995/96 financial prices

Benefits of
flood
alleviation
(E/ha)

OO0 OO0OO0O0 00000000000 OO OoOOo

o o

Change in net
return due to
maintenance

705

O O OO0 o

98

o

23

Benefit due
to drainage
<€/ha/yr)

OO0 OO0 0O 0000000000000 OoOOoOOoOOo

o O

Dry Season
Benefits of
flood
alleviation
<£/ha)

OO0 OO0 00O 0000000000 oo oo

o

Change in net
return due to
maintenance

OO0 OO0 0O 0000000000 OoOoOoo

o

Benefit (E/ha)

Total
Change
(E/yr)

393

7666
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Table 5.4

Block Area (ha)
101 14.60
102 5.80
103 11.60
201 4.70
202 6.80
203 9.00
301 13.70
302 16.2
303 6.80
304 4.2
305 4.7
306 11.2
307 6.3
401 2.8
402 3.1
501 8
502 7.2
503 4.2
504 4.2
505 22.9
601 4.4
701 3.6
801 46.00
901 20.4
Total 242.40

Probability of

Wet Season

Benefit due
to drainage
(E/ha/yr)

O O O O o

523

o Oo o o

(0]
Holiday Homes
29
0
26

Wet season
Average season
Dry season

Benefits of
flood
alleviation
(E/ha)

O O 00000000000 O0OO0OO0OOoOOoOOoo

o O

Change in net
return due to
maintenance

O ©O o oo

523

O O OO0 o0 o

29

26

0.265
0.572
0.163

to drainage
(E/ha/yr)

Average Season
Benefits of
flood
alleviation
(E/ha)

O O OO0 0O 0O 000000 OO0 OO OoOOoOOoo

o o

Change in net
return due to
maintenance

523

© O oo o

132

o

26

Benefit due
to drainage
(C/hasyr)

O 0O OO0 OO0 0000 O0OO0O0OO0OOoOOoOOoOOoOo

o o

Dry Season
Benefits of
flood
alleviation
<£/ha)

OO OO0 0 O0O0O0O0OO0OO0OO0O OO0 oo oo

o o

Change in net
return due to
maintenance

OO0 O 00000000000 OO0 OoOOoOOoo

o O

Benefit (E/ha)

Total
Change
(E/yr)

146

O O Oo o

1729

28

444

5009

21



Table5.5 Farmer asessment of maintenance benefits

Blodc

101
102
103
201
202
203
301
302
303
304
305
306
307
401
402
501
502
503
504
505
601
701
801
901

Total

Area (ba)

14.60
5.80
11.60
4.70
6.80
9.00
13.70
16.2
6.80
4.2
4.7
11.2
6.3
2.8
31

7.2
4.2
4.2
22.9
44
3.6
46.00
20.4

242

Benefit due
to drainage
(E/halyr)

43
60
0
207
51
0

0

0
252
252
28
197
24
0

0
523
523
524
522
0

Holiday Hones

59
65
23

Average Seastn
Financial Prices
Benrfits of
flood

alleviation
(EAa)

[eNeNeolNeNeNoNe oo NoNeNeo o oo o oo e Ne )

o

Total finaictal benefit (£)

5.2 Maintenance Costs

Benefit (EAa)

Change in net
return due to
maintenance

628
348

973
347

1714
1058
132
2206
151

4184
3766
2201
2192

212
2990
469

23571
97

Bendh due
to drainage
(E/halyr)

18
23

63
22

70
70

62

-154
-154
35
35

0

29
33
26

Average Seasai

Ececcenic Priocs
Benefits c f
flood
alleviation
(E/ha)

[eNeoNeoleNeNeNelNolNolNolNolNelNeolNolNolNolNolNoNoNol

o O o

Total economicbenefit (£)

Benefit (EAia)

Changp in net
return dueto
maintenance

263
133

296
150

476
294
33
694
38

-1232
-1109
147
147

104
1518
530

2483
10

Maintenance activities on the Sir Arthur’s Pill involve desilting and weed clearance carried out

on an 18 month cycle. According to NRA sources, the 1992/93 cycle cost £ 7700, equivalent

to an annual average cost of £ 5430 in 1995 prices, about £ 23/ha of benefit.

5.3 Scheme Appraisal

The estimated benefits attributable to maintenance can be compared with estimated costs to

determine the justification for expenditure. Maintenance costs have been amortised to derive

annual costs in order for the appraisal to involve a simple comparison of annual benefits and

costs.

Table 5.6 shows that according to the modelled results, the existing maintenance scheme is

viable in financial terms and almost breaks even in economic terms:
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Table 5.6 Maintenance scheme appraisal: Sir Arthur's Pill

Average Annual Average Annual  Average Annual  Benefit: Cost Ratio
Benefit (£) Benefits (£) Costs (£)

Modelled Estimates

Financial Prices 7700 5430 1.42
Economic Prices 5000 5430 0.92
Farmer Estimates

Financial Prices 23571 5430 4.34
Economic Prices 2483 5430 0.46

Farmer assessment gave an average annual financial benefit of £ 23571 (£ 97/ha) and an
economic benefit of £ 2483 (£ 10/ha) under average seasons. The scheme generates an annual

benefit: cost ratio 0f4.34 and 0.46 in financial and economic terms respectively.

These conclusions must be interpreted cautiously as discussed in the R&D Note 456 Section
2.7.2.
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6 ENVIRONMENT

6.1 Introduction
The environmental quality of the Sir Arthur’s Pill is outlined in this chapter. Reference is made

to river corridor surveys, public consultation and farmer assessment.

6.2 Sites of Specific Scientific Interest

Three sites within the benefit area were bought by English Nature in April 1991. These sites
are designated as the Braunton Swampool Site of Specific Scientific Interest (SSSI) part
owned by the Devon Wildlife Trust, and the Greenaways and Freshmarsh SSSI sites (Figure
7). The Braunton Swampool site is one of only three remaining herb rich grazing meadows in
Devon. The SSSI is flat and low lying with a high watertable. The soil is derived from marine

alluvium with peaty horizons.

All three sites support a rich and diverse flora including local rarities such as the Marsh
Arrowgrass (Triglochin palustris) and Tasteless Water-Pepper (Polygonum mite). The flora is
thought to be typical of a traditional grazing marsh of which less than 24 000 ha remain in
Great Britain.

In the past, management of the land resulted in the development of two different vegetation
communities; MG11 and MG10 under the National Vegetation Classification (NVC). Land
management deteriorated and fen vegetation developed (NVC M27/28). The aim of English
Nature and the Devon Wildlife Trust is to resume traditional management of the land to
encourage the development of the traditional vegetation community. At present, the land is
not grazed but simulated hay cutting is practised in the summer.

6.3 River Corridor Survey

Prior to the river maintenance works in 1992, a river corridor survey was completed
(Appendix 1I) for the selected reach following the survey methodology developed by the
Nature Conservancy Council (NCC, now English Nature, EN). Sketch maps and record cards

have been produced for each 500 m section. The survey concentrated on the river corridor

R&D 317/21/ST 39



and adjacent land. Details concerning such features as channel dimensions, bed substrate,

presence of structures, field drainage and bank and in channel vegetation were recorded.

As river maintenance did not alter the channel characteristics, especially as the banks were not
flail mown, a complete post-maintenance corridor survey was not necessary. The post-
maintenance survey took the form of a vegetational survey which concentrated on the location

and percentage cover of channel vegetation (Appendix II).

6.4 Public Consultation

In the spring of each year a 'Conservation liaison Meeting' is held by the NRA to discuss the
work programme for river maintenance in the following year. Representatives from various
organisations such as EN, Countryside Commission (CC), English Heritage (EH), the Internal
Drainage Board (IDB) and Royal Society for the Protection of Birds (RSPB) are invited to
attend. Objections to the proposed work can be raised and if necessary modifications to the

work programme made.

6.5 Farmer Assessment

Farmers interviewed within the benefit area were asked to identify any environmental features
along the reach which they thought were likely to be disturbed or destroyed by the
maintenance work. Only one thought that river maintenance would have a detrimental impact
on the environment. The young trees growing on the river banks were thought to be destroyed

or damaged by machinery.

6.6 Channel and Bank Quality

The environmental quality of the Sir Arthur’s Pill has been determined by following the
procedure outlined in the ‘Guidelines for the Justification of River Maintenance’ (R&D Note
511) produced within the framework of the NRA R&D Note 456 (River Maintenance
Evaluation).

The quality of both the channel and bank is classed as low. There is no transitional zone
between the channel edge and the river at times of low flow, the sediment is uniform, no riffles

and pools are present and the channel is of a uniform habitat.
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The banks are of uniform structure, consisting of predominantly one vegetation type and no
trees or scrub. Bank width is typically less than 2 m. The banks over the marsh area consist of
uniform grass cover which is grazed by sheep and cattle. The bank structure is not varied and
there are no dense stands of single species or flowering herbs. Channel banks of the upper
section of the Sir Arthur’s Pill which flows through the arable area are also uniform in

structure and cleared ofvegetation during the maintenance programme.
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Scale 1: 6250
Figure 7  Sites of Specific Scientific Interest
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7 CONCLUSIONS

7.1 Scheme Appraisal

The existing maintenance scheme of weed clearance and desilting is viable in financial terms.
The average annual benefit of maintenance in terms of its prevention in a deterioration in
drainage status is £ 7700. Average annual maintenance costs are approximately £ 5430. The
benefit : cost ratio is therefore 1.42. In economic prices, the benefit : cost ratio is 0.92; the

scheme almost breaks even.

7.2 Guidelines for River Maintenance
The “Guidelines for the Justification of River Maintenance’ (R&D Note 511), produced as a
result of this River Maintenance Evaluation Study were used to provide an alternative method

for justification of river maintenance on Sir Arthur’s PilL

According to this method, the economic benefit: cost ratio is 2.1. This value is more than that
derived from the detailed analysis; the results of which are summarised in Section 7.1. The
differences in result may be due to the fact that average channel dimensions were taken for the
whole study reach. If the study reach is divided up into sub-reaches, the benefit : cost ratio

produced using the Guidelines is more comparable to that produced under detailed analysis.

7.3 Impact of Maintenance on Channel Vegetation

The types of vegetation found within Sir Arthur’s Pill are discussed in Section 1.10. The
impact of the submerged and emergent vegetation on channel capacity is also discussed.
Different vegetation types respond to maintenance in different ways.

The floating vegetation Lemna and Azolla reproduce vegetatively and unless every fragment of
this vegetation is removed from the channel, vegetative reproduction will occur and the weed
will rapidly regrow. Chemical control is the most effective method of control in this case.
However, Lemna and Azolla do not affect channel capacity as they are free-floating plants and

offer no resistance to flow. They can however, reduce water quality.

The Canadian pondweed (Elodea) reproduces through a system of rhizomes (underground

stems). The current method of maintenance - regular cutting, actually stimulates regrowth of
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this vegetation. Desilting of the channel every few years is necessary in order to remove the

rhizomes in the channel sediments.

The current maintenance regime is appropriate in controlling much of the channel vegetation.
The vegetation is cut and removed from the channel and the channel is desilted every 18
months. Desilting reduces the rhizome and seed bank in the channel sediments. Regular
cutting of the reeds and Canary grass stimulates regrowth. Through cutting every 18 months,

vegetation regrowth is likely to occur at a slower rate than if cutting was on an annual basis.

7.4 Maintenance Best Practice
The ‘best practice’ vegetation maintenance methods for Sir Arthur’s Pill were determined

using procedures outlined in the Guidelines for the Justification of River Maintenance’ (R&D
Note 511), produced as a result ofthe Environmental Impact Assessment Study.

Channel

Best practice maintenance operations for emergent weed are identified as :

e Annual autumn cutting;
» Biennial cutting; and,

e Cutting on a 3 to 5 year rotation.

Best practice maintenance operations for floating and submerged weed are identified as :

 Biennial cutting;
e Cutting on a 3 to 5 year rotation; and,

» Desilting / raking on a 2 to 7 year rotation.

All these maintenance operations should be selective, concentrating on those areas which are
particularly choked by vegetation or areas in which the weed is liable to cause an obstruction,

hazard or restriction to flow.

Since the beginning of this study, weed maintenance has been performed at an interval of
approximately 18 months during the autumn or winter. All the channel vegetation is removed.
Generally, in terms of timing, the maintenance regimes recommended as best practice in

environmental terms for vegetation management are currently being applied to this reach of the
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Sir Arthur’s Pill. However, if some vegetation were left un-cut along the channel margins this

would improve the environmental quality ofthe channel

Bank
Best practice maintenance operations for bank vegetation are identified as:

* Light grazing.

The majority of the banks in the grassland areas are grazed by sheep, cattle or horses and are
not flail mown. In arable areas, the banks are not flail mown. Grazing regimes are relatively
intensive and if the bank is un-fenced, the bank vegetation remains short and uniform in

structure.

If the bank maintenance regime recommended as best practice in environmental terms were
implemented, the grazing intensity of the banks should be reduced. This may entail the fencing

of banks adjacent to the watercourse.

7.5 Recommendations

It is recommended that further research examines

» the impact of a reduced maintenance frequency (cutting every 2 years) on land drainage

within the benefit area; and,

 the impact of reduced channel maintenance on channel environmental quality.

7.6 Epilogue

This report has assessed the impacts ofthe current maintenance regime on the study reach. It
has been used along with other study sites to formulate guidelines on the appraisal of
maintenance works and best environmental practice. These draft guidelines are summarised in
Chapter 5 ofthe R&D Note 456 and presented in full under separate covers.
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APPENDIX |

Example of input and output data for the watertable model

Sir Arthur's Pill
Block Number 901
Cross-section 5
Input Data Output Data
River height (m AOD) Watertable height (m AOD)
Week
1993
1 1.44 1.49
2 144 1.69
3 1.37 1.66
4 1.44 161
5 144 151
6 1.37 1.44
7 1.37 1.39
8 1.37 1.38
9 143 1.37
10 143 1.35
1 1.40 1.32
12 1.40 1.37
13 1.40 1.34
14 1.40 1.46
15 1.40 1.40
16 1.40 1.35
17 1.37 1.22
18 1.37 1.18
19 1.28 124
20 1.28 1.37
21 1.40 1.30
22 1.40 1.69
23 1.40 1.69
24 1.40 1.40
25 1.60 128
26 1.60 135
27 1.60 1.69
28 1.60 1.62
29 151 1.67



Example of drainage status classification, Sir Arthur's Pill

With maintenance

Block 901

Watertable

depth (m)
1.22
1.42
1.72

>0.5
0.3><0.5m
<0.3m

No. ofweeks
1993 Spring 1993
19 1.22
1 142
22 172

Drainage status classification, according to time watertable
is within the G, B, VB drainage bands

W ithout maintenance

Watertable

depth (m)
1.22
1.42
1.72

>0.5
0.3><0.5m
<0.3m

No. ofweeks
1993 Spring 1993
2 122
18 1.42
32 172

Drainage status classification, according to time watertable
iswithin the G, B, VB drainage bands



No. of
weeks

[

Good

No. of
weeks

10

Bad

No. of
Summer 1993 weeks

122 4
1.42 4
172 5
Bad

No. of

Summer 1993 weeks

1.22 0
142 5
1.72 8

Very Bad

No. of
Autumn 1993 weeks

122 1
142 3
1.72 9
Very Bad

No. of

Autumn 1993 weeks

1.22 0
1.42 1
1.72 12

Very Bad



APPENDIX O

2 KAV

Swr IV UM'S c\kh

fre

floio

0 —0 g Kaa



o >

W= 0

[

L<?
WOODLAND & SCItUD °f O

Uioadlcaved seminal.
plamillion
Comleioiissemi-nal.
planlalion
Mixed sc'mi‘imIm<j|
pt;iiilnllull
Scnjb - douse
scailcicd
Can -nldci
willow
Paikliuid
Recenlly Idled wood

GRASSLAND & MARSH %
Acidic imiinpiovcd
semiijnpiovod
Nuulial unimpiovcd
semimipiovcd
Culcaieotis imiinpiuvcd
scmiimpiovcd
impioved/icsuiided
Maish/maisliy giassland

tallunui&rcim %o

lilackcn

U|>tand spp iicli vogel.

Odict - lall ludciul
hod luduial

HEATHLAND ‘(0

Dwaitscnib-dry
wel

Lichcii/biyoptiyic

Moulano

llealh/ginssland - dry
wel

MIRE, TLUSQ AND SPAING fo

Miles - bog ‘e
Ten - iced

scdyc

sweelgiass

mixed
Dog (lushes

/
SWAMP/INUNDATION °/

Swamp - single sp dnin.
Tall mixed assemblage

ICO \CO

mvLH A~ flu/VJTO AJ

KmN», O o '~ jerv

ut. bjrIrz

Sutveyor N Q1}

C. OPEN WATER

1. Standing mcanal 1 U
Loocanal= o fiidhk
dtich
dyke
[XInd, jxx)I. culoll
lake e
gravel pit Y*
10s0Ivoll X
moima 7.
2. Humiiiuj
slacain < liti wide
Hicd
S IOnt
>10

i. nocK
1L cltll

schmj
limeslonu pavement
LMMI
(@.{[[N]]
2. aihhcuil/wasle

J.  MISCELLANEOUS

aiable

amenity gins.‘land

(?ph>CttiL’(SI/51)UIl TIC (b

hedge |

hedge =

Ifiico on hank

lirnco sel Itack

wall

I>iiil(lini

LMIIV.IIS

lish (aim

silage clamp

sirwiK/e wuiks

g.nilon

slick pil»

Rood debtis

toad

tailway disused
used

olliot

us

LAN ICriimiJHLS

sti.-ii y.
AMA - solid culll clilf ImT 1
still eailliclill Ir $0 \
UL jock dill
arid aitilioial
rn Hikml Dvink ,iil|
ru (Ukul bank sol liuck
levee
lleighl <lin
4% 1<2m
1 > 2ui
widlli < Ini
|-<<! Lriii
2 I><liin
>lim
siun;  mnr
jd <wr
/ (W <ixr
>uir'
i
Sl
Uiicsliiiujlc
“-sVi" vcgelaled shingle
cilli
07 nalmal colil ties
® nalinal Ujuldcis
DANK VEGETATION
Oxuliri
13.1V, Alill. liycamoit;
1* Willnw  lecem jxill.ml
w Willttwnld, iwjl |iollald
S ot.ntdaid willuws
A Aldei
Olliei liees
0 Young docs

«  Thick ScniLj/sIniilj:; */.
// S(wise SciulV:;luubs */,
KiM*il/ly.*il(ie
IXjn:~; oj>cii V-
oy r>]Misilii|H.%ii V.
Itilseu«li;<I » mown 7.

\Y ; .
Y\f./;p lIxjx>SO<l llir>:
ISLANDS

ilucky, vegei<ilud

lucky. 1 Uiic!

sltiiHjlcaiul lock

shingle, lock t veg

eailli - maiming

cailh - witlittucs
k dcvclo|x>d

100 CO
100 10C
ICX5 io 0

I0&\op

SO0 60

HIVLII UAIIITATS

bi idye:~i00m
/™"V  wens/*"OOm
locks/SOOui
<~Q inlel/500in
DeplU <.2Sm i/ 4
™ 2.1lm<5
r 0JJo.u
> 1.0m
Widlli <1 »
5<m
10<20
>20
Subsiralos
f)lt Ix."d lock
b IxsiiJdcts
c oilihles
p pebbles
4 '~ngiavel
S Dand
\ Slil/iuud
< clay
V— |>eal

llabilats and How

|K>ol

slack
n iidle
7P lapids

1

nnrr. wai»!t(ill
piuluidiug locks
Maigiiis
sliiuglu i bale
slungle. vegelalcd

[| Kill
Sis sand
TLORA %

i."tuenjeitl v«t| v. Ini wiilc
cuiuigenl 1 Zmwuli,*
cmeigent >2m wide

lolat vi:i|(jI aiea

biydpltyn>s

emciticut:; I1C
submeiged

floaliiKj __

altjao y.

> IR,

\oo

\oo

\oo



I JCm



o WNpRp 0 »oh

OoAw®

P

WOODLAND & scuuu 0/o

litoad-leaved seminal.
plantation
Coiuloions seminal.
plantation
Mixed sominaluiiil
plonl.itiun
Scrub -denso
scattcicd
Coif -flidet
willow
Falkland
Rcceolly Idled wood

GRASSLAND & MARSH (o
Acidic uiiimpioved
scmi-iinpiovud
Nuulial tinimpiovecd
scmiimpiovod
Calcaicons Hiiimpioved
si.*miimpiovL*d
linpiovecd/i csuOdud
Maish/moisliy giasisland

TALL1I0U1 & m m °/0

llincken

Upland spp ih;li veget.

Olllot «1.'lll rudcial
lion ludutal

UEATUUIND °(0

Dwailsciub-diy
Wet

Liclicn/biyopliyte

Montano

licalli/gtassland-diy
wel

MIRE, FLUSH AND SPRING 'fo

Mites-bog

Ten - iec<l
sedge
swcet-giass
mixed

Dog flushes

SWAMP/INUNDATION °/

Swamp - single sp. dom.
Tall mixed assemblage

LG ,RS
«VvlikBraurdtn Ma/sV\
t.N. O '"£ — 1 frv\
bJU'JQ 2.
Surveyor JAU 3>
G. OPEN WATER
1 Standing =canal t °I*Qj
dilcli «£fc,Wt.W
dyko
ixjiid, jxxjl, cut-off Vi
lake *e
gravel pit 7,
IVSUIVOII X
manna
too 100 2 Nnnnimj
sliuam <Imwide
1lim
5 Him
>|U
i. nockK
1 Clif
SCH.'t

HKMUINIU puVCIIIClit

Ollli.'l
2. atliltcial/wasic

J MISCELLANLOUS

=liable

nuiuiiily gi;isliiMi]

epliomuial/slioit huib

liirdiKi 1

hedge* =

leiiccon Imjil:

Piiicc sel I»ack

wall

building

caitivjii:;

Ituti fiiim

SIHIEL cl.1ip

strwii((fi wuiks

giiidcii

slick pill!

(lixxl debi is

load

lailway disused
used

ailcl

e e L«
HANK ITATIHILS /.
**1— flirll V.
APA solidudliitellll Im T )
will cailhchll 7 J
ull jock clill
cruu aitilicial
m i\ X[ |
m Hood bank sel luck
levee
Height <Int
I <illll cO
t >2\u
widtli <Im
7 I-<2 liin 80
_ 2 be<liui
>liiii
Sluj «m  e::«r
jo <ur go
J *  N) <xr 20
>yir
1*-1- mini
557 sand
Ixnu:;litiKjli:
v i:’* vugctiilud sIniHjttj
Ciltni iO0 100
© liatmal iKliildci'j
DANK VtGCTATION
CMniiti;!
Cliiv, Aiili. llycMinoji* i
p Willuw  itiCL'IIt {Mill.itd
w Willow old. nut [*ull.nd
S Sl.indaid willuws !
A Aldui
&O Qilioi Hues
Yuund liowii
41/‘fa Thick ociiili/sliiijb:; V. 100
S
N4
Y

wV

Sjwisu Sciiib/slituba 7.
Kizi*d/ii*. tigu

IX,n:;t; oiNjii V-
5|Misco|><:n V.
<5+t oi inuwti '/,
tixpor>cd 1ui: luol::

ISLANDS

Rucky, vc(j<;l.dcd
mcley. \ Uiio
sIinnijusiml lock
sliiuglc. lock >vug
e.iilli - maltiinnj
Ciiilti —with Hues
developed

*6

IKVLit IAUIT ATS
budgv.wiiOOm
wonsJioOm
locks/SOOm
inlevVoOOm
Deplli < <i5in m
T 2Me<5
r 0S-<1.0
>10m

widlli <1
I<5
5< 10
10 <20
=20

17

<0-

Substrates

1 bed nick

h Ix)iilduis
cobbles
pebbles

\ _ giavel
iuid

i silt/iuud
5) clay
'V

nwQoT O

Habitats and Flow
X0l
slick

n (I

«frp

@inn- wiiitiiiii

ptolntding lucks

Maigiiis
simiglu i Imio
., K\* lilnnglo. voguiatod
J-'M* HM
SSS  sand

FLORA %

mill:igjciit vr<i v. Ini wuli:
uincigciit | Zmwidu
cmuicjoitl >2mwide
Idlitl V((ICI itICil
biyophytcs

cniL'igctil:;

submuiged

flu.ilnif; __

algae 7.

I>xpR

' ICO

\oa

too






& w

P9

W R 0O

(NG IF )

Bm

WOODLAND & SCUUD 0/0

Uioad’lcnved scmi-nal.
plantation
Comfuiotis semi-nal,
plantation
Mixed seminatmal
pbttiaiiun
Scrub -dense
scatteicd
Cau -nldm
willow
Falkland
Rccenlly lulled wood

cmissumbD&Miuisa %

Acidic nnimpioved
scmiimpiovud
Nuuiial unintpioved
scmi-impiovcd
Calcaieons miimpiuvcti
scmi-impiovod
Impioved/icsuOded
Maish/maishy grassland

ico fro

TALL IEWUL & rtUN %/Q

lliacken
liplandspp. nirli vocjul.
Other «l.itl tuilciai

non ludmal

HEATHLAND °(0

Dwadsciub-diy
wcCl
Lichcnfbi yopliylo
Montano )
Myrsslami-dly
wel
MIRE, TLUSn AND SPIUNG fo

Muos-bog *o
Ten - iced

scdy
Sweelgiass
mixed

Dog (lushes

SWAMP/INUNDATION °/
Swamp - single sp. dnin.
Tall mixed assemblage

nivlii & oujk/*A M .cer.sV
Imd \ —)»" tAA

u.u
Inya V)ACX>.

C. OPEN WATER

us

I.  Standing - canal t U
Coeanal = ek
dildi
dyke
ixiiul, jxwl. cul-ull
laka *A
(jtavelpil Y.

icmiivoii X

iiiiiuiii y
2 llmmitHj
sliu.im < liti wide
I Dm
S IOhi
>10

i rock

1 dill

rn u
lpruperet
utinn

2. aililicial/WtiMi;

j.  MISCELLANEOUS

.noble
ninuuily <ji.ii*;l;md
opfiemetal/shoii huib
hiidiji! 1
hedge =
loiico uii viiik
Icncc set I*ack
wall
building
cinav.iur;

hum
silage cl.nup
sewage woiks
gaideit
slick pili;
(loud debtis
toad
tailwuy disused

used

utliui

uank FTUATIIIas].
~u- Hilll v

IAA" siid IMITh dItf ImT #

M3  Adleaithclifi 7 0
uii lock clill
emu ailifurial
ni Hi**1 1(ml: . 10)
ru llixiij bank  back
lovL'C
lieu/ill <lin
t I <illl
>2m
Widili <Ini
I <2 lim
—> 2bdim
>5m
mft an <wr
/ tiu <s*r
>ytr

@ '"{35?

Vi

uI itill's
<©V rﬂugi(ll@lilllllu

DANK VEGETATION
Qtiila
Cl.ik. Ajli. Sye.imiiiir
Willuw  lecctil [M=>ILuil
Willuw old, nol |K)lI=ild
Slanduid willows

L
tila Tios
Yuiiny licuy
Thlck ocnlb/sllMlb

N (Elg'wa%l m’q”i

$OQ°)>V§§‘

WV UO\N'Cdml 0 mown /.

iix| KiSUiJ lu:i: im>l:i

ISLANDS

*

F\*

%\ﬁi jled

shingle, lock » vuy
cm Hi - moUnmii
c.inh -williltucs
dcvolojxjd

16 =6

100 100

ioo ICD

SO 60

I0C I0C

HIVEIl UAULTATS
budcjvyNiOOm
/fyyt  wiins"WOm
locks/SOOm
inlul/SOONi
D»;plh  <,25m
%
I 0OuUO0.0
> L.Oiti
Widlli <1
I-<G
5<lo
10 <20
>20
Subsiratus
Itu bed mck
b Ixjuldeis
c cobllies
p |tcbbles
< ‘v~cjfavcl
s Dmid
| sill/mud
© clay
*v"  peal

llabilals and Flow

sil.ick
LI
i- t lapids
mu
Tt wauul.ill
piuluidlliij lockj
Maigins

ulnijylu i b.uc

L,K<4  ahiiMjle. veyciaicd

mud
5SS sand
FLORA %

irll»CHT V(<]| A 1110 wtdt.”

cmcKjetit 1'*iuwklo
cincic](jiil >2ni wide
Uilil vi?ijul aicii

biyt»|thylus
ciucnjoiti:;
suhntoiyud
flualllKy
algae /.

30

IO

ICO

\oo

too

20

loo






o WNRp O oM

o 0w

= m

WOODLAND & SCUUD *[0

Dtoad-Icavcd seminal.
ptanlalion
Comlerous seminal.
plantation
pluniahuii
Scrub-douse
scoltcied
Carr -alder
willuw
Parkland
Recently lulled wood

GRASSLAND & MAJISQ %

Acidic ummpiovGcl
semiimpiovod
Nuulral unimproved
semi-improved
Calcareous unimproved
sumi-iinpiovuti
Improved/reseeded
Mgqish/marsliy grassland

TALL UUUI&TERN °/0

Uracken

Upland spp ndi veyul

Other -(all rudcial
non ludeial

HEATHLAND °(0
Dwailscmb-diy
et

Lichecn/Uyophylo

Montane

Healli/grasslaiuJ-dty
wecl

MIRE, FLUSH AND SPIUNG Jo

Mues - beg

Ten - iccd
scricjc
sweel-yiass
mixed

Dog (lushes

SWAMP; INUNDATION °/o

Swamp - sinylo sp. dmn.
Tall mixed assemblage

LGM

100 UO

mvLit GfCUXAh>\ /MthSU ;

KmN>»

Ju<m— N

Iyar) m3>.

G. OPEN WATtn

1

Standing =canal t %..of C»
Uk

diicli
dyke

jiond, [xx)l. uil-oll Vi

canal -

lake %,

? ravel

aly,

naTa

llumiiuy

slieiiin < Ini wide

ROCK

clitf
srici*

Wuno pavoiuonl

titIn:i

I lini
5 Him
>10

aililicial/wasle

MISCELLANEOUS

aiable*

amouily cjins.*;limd

@<V jtrtVIK

eplmineral/shod hoib

liodgo
hedge

linres Fedk
i

t

m

e.rav.tu;;

(linden
slick pi

le

flikKi debris

toad

railway disused

alier

used

pank ithnJHLS/.

jlhh V.

solid oaith ctill Im T (
M3  sodciuiiicliil 'y
U-uU ruck did

emu ailihcial
m Moot ! I (.ml ,nl]
ru diKtil bank sol luck
levee
Height <Im
1
t >2m
Width <Im
1<2 IIm
2lidiim
Si >5m
) Py
(-
ri) <i*r
>w
. ni.
3ijf M
bacoslinnili;
vV: vecjelaled uhmgli:
Cilllit
*2? tiiiliiiiil cobblcs
© iiiilutiil 1xjiimcis
DANK VEGETATION
Qmiler
Cj.ik', Ash, Ltycaniiin:
P Willow tucctil |x)ILiiil
W Wilundd rd tiad
S Sarvhdwillons
A alda
/1£7? Olhct tigca
liocs

Thick ix:i nli/sin iib:; V.

It SFasoSHwius™

Hottiju v
my* XM« |*lly.
<\> fipuISO UIM'IL. V.
A iikiwii
i;*|Kisc(l lu:t; liMtl::
ISLANDS

Hucky, vcgeliilcd

U g indjok
o T
dvelcped

16 KG

\OC 10D
)
a-s sco

\oo\op

100 \<X)

Zs

IHIVEH

IIA*

Widlli

Ky
Subsiral

nit
b

ITADITATS
biidgo:/J00m

Weiis/UOOin

locksSOOiu
inlol/000Om
<20m
2be<b
0S<1.0
>10m

<
1<y

5 <10
0<20
>20

es

bod lock
Ixjuldois

c<itjblus

c
P
y *v~ yravcl
s

pebbles

"iXuid

1

sill/mud
diiy
peal

Habitats and How

jkjo!

stiick

itlllo

lapids

mu

waieif.iU
prulruduHj locks

Margins

K\
SSS

ILOILTI

I
K
A

simicjlo = Une
shniijlo, voyoliiiod
nnnJ

sand

%

(I M| il Vil

uiiitiKjeut | Zptwuyl
o L?Z?nw&
mai
biydjtliylcs
umcujotil:;

™

dly.io 7.7

Ifa'KHI

ICO

ICO

ICO

loo

—~
o






w >

WN R O

= O

MO0 P w

= m

LG
WOODLAND & scliuo <0

Uioad-leaved semi-iial.
plantation
Comlutons semi-nal.
plantation
Mixed seminatmal
plantation
Scrub -dense
scatlcied
Catr-nldci
willow
Pal ktaud
Recenlly Idled wood

GRASSLAND & MARSH §Q

Acidic imimpioved
semi-impiovud
Nuulial unimproved
seini-impiovctl
Calcateoiis mmnpioved
seim-impiovetl
Impioved/iesuOded
Maisli/marshy giassland ,

TAIL 118W1 & FERN  °/0
[iiacVcit
Upland spp ti*:h vegel
Oilier =tall tudeial

non luduial

0(0
Dwailscmb-diy

wel
Lichen/btyophylo
Montane

Hcalh/grasslaiid-diy
wel

HEATHLAND

M IRE, TLUSU AND SPIUNC fo

Mites* bog

Pen -iced
sedge
sweeigiass
mixed

Dog flushes

./
SWAMP/INUNDATION °/

Swamp -single sp. doin.
Tati mixed assemblage

Meets*Vv-

1/\" *

ftiv4;,] B k u u \Jo \
KmNo. X - ZL~*s
Surveyor J £ N
G. OPEN WATEI
1 Standing -canal | °U
canal —
.inch
dyke
jPond, jkw I. cui-oir X
lake /.
gravel pd Y.
icservou X
' 1M
2 Miiitniiig
slieam <tin wide
il
5 1Giii
>10
i. nocit
1 diTf
MICUIUIIL! [KVUIN>M
cave
2 artihual/wauic

MISCELLANEOUS

=noble

nmcnily yiasslaml

opliemuiaVshoit liuib

hedge 1

hedge =

lence on Rink

leiice sol I»ack

LAl

building

cmavaus

lisli (aim

silage clamp

Sewage wuiks

gaiden

slick piti.'

Hood debus

toad

lailway disused
used

olliei

»N

ul

w V k*nK \

m BANK I'EATUUES /.

“1-  diF| V.
solid eatichlf |[mT )
Soil cillelizi V $0 \
Uid  lockdill
trXIU  .nhficial

") Hmn1dmil ,id|
1U Hhml bank ia;l back
levee
Height <Ini
4s 1<2m
1 =>2ui

widlli <In>
A lcZiim
' 21i<ljil
>Gin
cur
ft i <wr
/ iiu <utr
>utr
mild
sand
biiiu shingli:
v V; **vegetated shingle
eailli
iiiilutdl cubbies
© natutal Uiiildi.-u
UANK VEGETATION

|Bv, Ciiigil
tlii/ o lj-\°t_c,|| &c.iinon;
* WIIItW  luccriil
W Willow old. nul |Klllaid
S Sl.mdaid willows
lookp A Aldei
Olhui liees

1

1

Of  VYoiiikj Itees
Thick Sautt/sImilw 7.
/T S|wise Scmb/:;Inubs */.
~AN272  Uijiswk.-di/u V.
IX;ii:MfOj»eitv*
SjtlINiL IH I .

WV Kesirudml oi iiuiw ii
Ixj>osu<d lul«: luttl:;
ISLANDS
lluck'y, vegel.iiud
lucky. 1 liiiiu

slmigle and lock
shingle, lock | vey

cailli -wilh liees
*»* develoj)ed

N
<-«l

ICO 100

loo 100

100 too

IUVEU UADITATS
bndge:joOtn
weiis/lio0in
locks/SOOm
V ?  inlel/SO0In
Deplli <.2Gm *y
't 2-<5 '
r ou<i.o
>1.0m
widlli <1 *
I<li
5<in
10-<20
>20

1V
Ccne

SubsUatcs

UK bod lock
IkjiilJcis
cobbles
pcbliles

*x~giavel
Dind
sill/mud
cliy

'V |>eal

S-vwaeaocoo

130 SO0 yapitats and Flow

70
>8

ixjol

sl.n;k

nllk'

lapids

inn

w,ilhi {jIL
pjutcudllig jocka

*pi*

HE|"

Margins

sintigle 1 b>ne
.yS lihitujle. vegeiaied
mini
558  sand
FLORA %

tOu:njLiil vf<j ™ Im wuli.*
oiiieigent 12U\ wide
eineigenl >2m wide
lotalvegcl aiea
l)tyophyli'ti
umcniciil;:
siibbmeiged 1Q
floating __ S
algae

>R~

\c&

00

10 0

ICO






[N SN V] o WN R O

B m

WOODLAND & SCRUB <=0

Uioad-Iciwed seminal,
plantation
Comleroiissenii-ital.
plantation
Mixed scmHwtuiijl
planlatiun
Scrub-dense
scattcicd
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Cow -alder
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