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Is East Anglia Worth Saving From The Sea?

The argument, I believe, is going to centre around the cornerstone key issue of funding. Without which it will not be possible to manage or provide anything on the coast whether it be protection or adaptation.

With app 19000kms of coast and 16.9 million people living in the coastal zone in this country [ICZM in the UK: A Stocktake. Atkins 2004] coast management MUST have and hold a higher priority within Government.

Historically and currently successive Governments have massively underfunded the coast. In recent times funding has been reduced year on year. In the financial year 2005-06 the total allocation for flood and coast management (inc. fluvial) was £570 million however only £47 million of that was allocated to be shared between some 90 Maritime Authorities (MAs) and Internal Drainage Boards (IDBs) for coast protection.

In the Comprehensive Spending Review (CSR) of November 2007 allocation for, so called, flood and coast management was £2.15 billion over the three year period ending March 2011. On closer inspection it becomes clear that the allocation from within that pot for ALL Operating Authorities on the coast is only £340 million [Lord Smith, Chair EA, 11-3-10] from that just £110 million is further allocated to be shared between the 90 or so MAs and IDBs for coast protection.

Far from achieving either efficiency or value for the tax payer that ridiculously low level of funding is, in my view, positively dangerous and will significantly increase risk to both the built and natural environment as well as individuals not just on the East Anglian coast but Nationally. Furthermore it is significantly below the amount required as identified in the Foresight Study 2004.

It does however achieve one thing extremely well, that is preclude and obviate effective management of the coast as there is insufficient funding to either protect/defend or provide adaptation.

By way of comparison if we look at the Dutch approach to funding with a total coastline which equates to app. that of the county of Essex, in recent years they have invested more than 1.5 billion Euros per annum. Which is a significantly higher proportion of their GDP than UK funding is in relation to its GDP.  

It is an inescapable fact that we are an island nation. It is also an inescapable fact that adequate effective coast management is expensive irrespective of which policy path is adopted. Doing nothing carries a huge cost both now in socio economic terms and for future generations.

East Anglia, of course, has a predominantly soft sediment coast which will require perhaps a greater slice of available funding than other areas with a coast which is ‘harder’ and more resilient to erosion and flood.

Government simply must cast aside the ‘old way’ of doing things and take a more 21st century holistic view of coast management with a central pot of money which is large enough from which decisions can be made to either protect or sacrifice and if the latter manage the consequences of that decision (adaptation) which in socio economic terms are sizeable.  

We must stop managing the coast for fiscal reasons and employ sound long term techniques and rationale. This will require significantly increased investment from Central Government. There are signs that some Government Departments and Agencies are beginning to recognise the foregoing however they need to do a great deal more to press home the case and overcome that greatest of all stumbling blocks, the Treasury.

I would seriously question the use of risk management techniques on an eroding coast. Without protection measures on some frontages erosion is not a risk, it is a certainty. Which is precisely why insurers will not underwrite property on an eroding frontage. In actuarial terms flood is a risk therefore can be managed and assessed, erosion is not and can only be ‘managed’ by the provision of either hard or soft protection. Without maintaining protection losses due to erosion are inevitable and therefore can not be underwritten.

If our Government continues with the scandalously low level of investment in the coast and remains on its currently stated policy path it will achieve a number of things. It will both accelerate and exacerbate the effects of climate change, rising sea levels and of course in East Anglia glacial rebound, as well as creating significant deprivation and inequality for many coastal areas and communities. Which in my view will prove to be far more expensive in every way in the long term.

Many have identified other areas of concern among which are the questions of future food security (particularly relevant to East Anglia) and the effects of a rapidly rising population.

Is East Anglia worth saving from the sea?

Absolutely, unequivocally YES. I understand this region is a nett provider to the Nation’s GDP. Why then does East Anglia always seem to be pushed to the back of the queue for financial support from Central Government whether it be roads, transport or the coast ?

Come on Government, extractum digitum, the global warming, rising sea level, climate change clock is ticking.

Malcolm Kerby    CCAG    Happisburgh

www.happisburgh.org.uk
www.nvcc.org.uk  
Page 1 of 1

