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Across the work types identified in the prevention category positive effects may ultimately 
be realised through the following work types: 

• spatial planning, development control, and flood risk policy development 
• measure to remove or relocate receptors to lower areas of flood risk 
• flood risk assessment and natural flood management 
A large number of protection measures mention, or have the potential to deliver, wider 
benefits. These improvements may improve resilience to climate change with positive 
effects on the climatic factors topic. 
Many of the prevention and protection measures involve studies, appraisals and 
investigations ahead of delivery, so these positive effects are less certain at this stage of 
the assessment. 
Across the key locations within the RBD, effects on climatic factors have been mainly 
assessed as neutral (31), while 9 were assessed as positive and 4 as uncertain. The 
effects across key locations are identifies no new effects from those already considered 
above. 
Climatic factors are likely to alter our environment over time working with effects in the 
biodiversity, water and landscape topics. Within the plan period, we may start seeing 
changes across these topics, but our measures are likely to help prepare and adapt to 
effects of climate change. 
Material assets 
The draft plan recognises the damaging impacts flooding and coastal change can have on 
communities and businesses and the key infrastructure both depend on. It is anticipated 
the draft plan will have a predominantly positive effect on supporting sustainable 
communities and a prosperous economy.  
Measures associated with preparing for and recovering from flooding are considered likely 
to have a significant positive effect. Flood resilient measures enable people to return to 
their homes and businesses more quickly after a flooding event. The introduction of flood 
resilience measures can also contribute to improving the resilience of key infrastructure. 
Improved warning of, response to, and recovering from flooding are likely to have positive 
effects. Measures increasing awareness of the risk and impacts of flooding and coastal 
change, are envisaged to inspire people and businesses to act.  
Potential negative effects include the risk that the implementation of resilience standards 
could disadvantage certain communities. 
Following the detailed assessment of 44 measures, most (31) were assessed as likely 
leading to positive effects on material assets. The measures cover types of work ranging 
from preparedness, prevention, protection as well as recovery and review measures. Of 
these positive effects, 1 was likely to be significant at a Flood Risk Area level. The 
programme of works associated with the Thames Estuary 2100 plan are likely to maintain 
and improve the current flood risk management approaches. A number of communities 
and large amount of infrastructure in London is likely to be more resilient to flood risk.12 
measures were assessed as having a neutral effect on material assets, including 
preparedness, prevention and protection measures, and 1 protection measure was 
assessed as uncertain. 
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Across the work types identified in the prevention category positive effects may ultimately 
be realised through the following work types: 

• spatial planning, development control, and flood risk policy development 
• measure to remove or relocate receptors to lower areas of flood risk 
• flood risk assessment and natural flood management 
Across the work types identified in the prevention and protection categories, many 
measures are expected to provide flood resilience to infrastructure and communities. 
These measures will have positive effects on the material assets topic. 
Many of the prevention and protection measures involve studies, appraisals and 
investigations ahead of delivery, so these positive effects are less certain at this stage of 
the assessment. 
Through the key locations assessment, potential effects on material assets have been 
assessed as either neutral or positive and 1 as significantly positive. Significantly positive 
effects were identified for the London and Thames Estuary FRA, where a combination of 
the flood defence improvement described above with other protection measures could 
lead to a significant effect at FRA level. However, due to the scale and type of measures 
proposed, the measures are unlikely to have a significant effect at the RBD level. 
The need for material assets is driven by the needs of the population for infrastructure and 
food. As population is predicted to change, the pressure on existing infrastructure is likely 
to increase. Demand for land uses for material assets, a growing population and flood risk 
management measures is likely to exacerbate pressures on rural land uses and the most 
productive agricultural land. 
Cultural heritage 
Measures included in the draft plan have the potential to result in both positive and 
negative effects on cultural heritage. Measures relating to the planning and delivery of 
flood and coastal risk management have the greatest potential to effect cultural heritage 
both negatively and positively.  
The approach taken to manage and reduce flood risk will vary from place to place. Many 
historic places are associated with the water environment. Some approaches to risk 
management, such as new or improved permanent infrastructure can have negative 
effects on historic places. This can have implications for the character of surrounding 
landscapes. Measures can also alter the water regime of places, which can negatively 
affect the archaeological interest of associated landscapes. With mitigation potential 
negative effects can be significantly reduced at the local level. 
New infrastructure can reduce the risk of flooding or coastal change to historic places. This 
in turn can support the conservation of the historic environment by avoiding the harm 
caused by flooding and erosion. It can also help to sustain the active use and maintenance 
of historic buildings and so contribute to the character of the landscape. 
Measures increasing awareness of the risk and impacts of flooding are envisaged to 
inspire owners and occupiers of historic features to act to reduce the impacts of flooding 
and increase resilience. It will help them identify when measures need to be in place to 
manage flooding and sustain the historic environment. 
None of the measures reviewed as part of the detailed assessment were assessed as 
leading to significant effects in terms of cultural heritage. Many of the measures screened 
in for detailed assessment (14) were assessed as leading to a neutral effect, with 11 
measures leading to a positive and 12 measures being assessed as uncertain and the 
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remaining 7 measures were assessed as potentially leading to negative effects on cultural 
heritage. 
Protection measures were identified as ultimately leading to positive effects through 
improved protection of heritage assets against flood risk. Other measures assessed as 
potentially leading to positive effects on cultural heritage include prevention measures 
such as property level flood resilience schemes as well as recovery and review measures 
such as emergency response measures. 
Negative effects were mainly identified amongst protection measures such as surface 
water drainage and storage solutions that would require excavation with potential for direct 
impacts on buried archaeology. 
Effects of protection measures on heritage have mixed outcomes. While likely to reduce 
the impacts to existing known heritage assets, the measures involving construction 
activities may encounter buried archaeology. Considering the scale of construction related 
activities proposed, it is unlikely that the effects will be significant at a RBD scale, provided 
local mitigation measures are put in place. 
In the key locations assessment, effects on cultural heritage have been determined as 
either uncertain (4) or neutral (40). The potential for both positive and negative effects was 
mainly identified in areas where various protection measures could support opportunities 
to enhance the historic environment, subject to an appropriate programme of 
archaeological mitigation and heritage assessment at a lower tier environmental 
assessment level.  
Changes to the water table and changes in the visual setting may indirectly affect heritage 
features. This interrelationship with the water topic is expected to result in a localised 
negative effect on heritage from some construction projects. 
Direct links have been identified between the cultural heritage and the landscape topics, 
which are explored above. 
Landscape 
National measures in the draft strategy could result in positive and negative effects on the 
character of urban and rural landscapes. As with cultural heritage, measures linked to the 
planning and the delivery of flood and risk management activities and solutions have the 
greatest potential to effect landscape character.  
Flood risk management projects have the potential to both negatively and positively affect 
landscape character. They can help to reduce the impacts to existing landscapes from the 
effects of flooding and coastal change. New or improved infrastructure, however, can also 
result in the loss of landscape features that contribute to the character of a place and its 
use by people. With mitigation potential negative effects can be significantly reduced at the 
local level. 
Many measures offer opportunities to enhance the quality of landscapes, by improving or 
extending green infrastructure networks or enhancing the public realm. This in turn can 
serve to improve people’s connection with the water environment. Approaches that work 
with natural processes can also enhance landscape character for people and nature. This 
includes schemes that re-naturalise modified watercourses, create wetland habitats and 
managed realignment in coastal areas. 
None of the measures reviewed in the detailed assessment were determined to lead to 
significant effects in terms of landscape. Many of the measures (21) were assessed as 
leading to a neutral effect on the landscape, with 18 measures assessed as positive, a 
protection measure assessed as uncertain, and 4 measures assessed as potentially 
leading to negative effects. 
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It is recognised that some measures have the potential to improve greenspace in urban 
and rural areas, these works could also lead to landscape harm, for example tree loss, all 
dependent on particular locations. 
Across the prevention category positive effects may ultimately be realised through the 
following work types: 

• spatial planning, development control, and flood risk policy development 
• measure to remove or relocate receptors to lower areas of flood risk 
• flood risk assessment and natural flood management 
These effects are less certain for the landscape topic which is predominantly place based. 
In the protection category, flood water storage areas involve holding back water upstream 
of areas at risk of flooding. They often involve relatively large areas of land, which have 
potential for habitat creation and public access improvements. Effects on landscape can 
be mixed, with potential for improvements to the habitats and publicly accessible spaces 
and potential negative effects from introducing large linear features across the floodplain. 
Natural flood management measures are likely to provide improvements to local 
landscapes. Overall, this effect is uncertain at a local level, but unlikely to be significant at 
a RBD scale. 
Through the key locations assessment, effects on landscape have been identified as 
either uncertain, neutral or positive. The potential for positive effects was mainly identified 
in areas where various protection measures such as physical measures, Natural flood 
management (NFM), flood storage and regulation of watercourses could support 
opportunities to enhance the quality of landscapes. However, due to the scale and type of 
measures proposed, it is considered unlikely that they will result in adverse environmental 
within any of the key locations. 
Biodiversity and heritage have particularly strong links with landscape, as these topics 
help form the places that people identify with. Effects on these topics are likely to have a 
strong influence on the landscape topic as noted above. 
Interrelationship between the above factors 
Important interrelationships between topics are explored in each of the previous sections. 

The significant environmental effects of national level measures 
On balance the national measures in the plan are assessed as having significant positive 
effects on population and human health, with effects on biodiversity assessed as 
potentially negative and all other environmental issues assessed as neutral. 
The assessment recognises the potential for individual national measures to have positive 
or negative environmental effects as described in the sections above. The actual 
environmental effects will depend on the nature and extent of the actions that arise from 
the national measures and local environmental conditions.  
Given the widely acknowledged global climate and nature emergencies, environmental 
issues are increasingly important in a strategic context. It is therefore important that 
national measures are actively implemented in a way that gives due consideration to their 
environmental consequences. The Environment Agency’s well-established approach to 
assessing and managing environmental risk and opportunity at a programme and project 
level will play an important role in minimising negative effects and maximising positive 
effects from these actions as they are implemented. It is anticipated that lead local flood 
authorities (LLFAs) will have similar controls in place. 
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The balance of negative and positive effects associated with national measures is likely to 
skew more strongly towards positive over the duration of the plan as the Environment 
Agency and LLFAs make progress towards net zero carbon and environmental net gain 
targets and as nature first ways of working are embedded in standard practices. 

The significant environmental effects of collections of measures in key locations 
The key locations assessment has identified similar effects to those reported by topic 
above. These effects are not repeated here. 
From this assessment the significance of effects on population and human health has 
increased from positive in the detailed assessment to being a likely significant positive 
effect across the River Basin District. The range of measures across 44 separate flood risk 
and strategic areas with positive effects on this topic are likely to act together to create a 
far greater positive impact. 
Similarly, the considering the effects of the plan across a range of key locations has 
increased the likelihood of the plan resulting in positive effects on the following topics: 

• biodiversity 
• water 
• material assets 

The significant environmental effects of different types of measures 
Prevention 
The 195 prevention measures proposed in the draft FRMP aim improve understanding of 
flood risk (and methods to reduce this), avoid developing in areas of flood risk and 
reducing the consequences of flooding. There is some overlap with the protection 
measures. Measures that reduce the impact of flooding can also prevent flooding of the 
properties affected.  
Across the work types identified in the prevention category, this assessment has identified 
that most measures will have a positive effect on population and human health. Further 
positive effects may ultimately be realised through the following work types: 

• spatial planning, development control, and flood risk policy development 
• measure to remove or relocate receptors to lower areas of flood 
• flood risk assessment and natural flood management 
These effects are less certain, but could include the biodiversity, landscape, water, 
material assets and climatic topics. A neutral effect from these further work types is 
expected on the heritage topic, provided adequate mitigation and investigation is 
undertaken. 
Assessment of the environmental effects of these future measures should be undertaken 
as the projects progress through the planning, design and construction stages. 
Protection 
Proposed measures in the draft FRMP to reduce the likelihood of flooding are termed 
protection measures. They include 190 measures targeting specific areas of flood risk, 
which may overlap with some of the prevention measures above. Delivery in this cycle or a 
more targeted area can be the main difference between prevention and protection 
measures which sound similar. 
Across the work types identified in the protection category, this assessment has identified 
that the vast majority of measures will reduce the mental health impacts associated with 
living in an area at risk of flooding and consequences of flooding. A resulting positive effect 
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on population and human health is expected. Many are expected to provide flood 
resilience to infrastructure and communities. A corresponding positive impact is expected 
on the material assets topics. 
Landscape and heritage both have mixed outcomes for different reasons. However, 
considering the scale of construction related activities proposed, it is unlikely that the 
effects will be significant at a RBD scale, provided local mitigation measures are put in 
place. 
A large number of measures mention, or have the potential to deliver, wider benefits. 
These improvements are mainly to habitats and water quality, with positive effects 
expected to the biodiversity and water topics. Many of the measures involve studies, 
appraisals and investigations ahead of delivery, so these positive effects are less certain 
at this stage of the assessment. 
Assessment of the environmental effects of these future measures should be undertaken 
as the projects progress through the planning, design and construction stages. 
Preparedness 
Preparedness measures involve activities that predict, plan for and recover form flood 
events. 115 measures fall in this category. 
Few of the measures in the preparedness category involve creation of structures on the 
ground. They are mainly focussed on determining emergency response activities and 
promoting awareness of flooding. The only identified impact from these measures relates 
to a reduction in the mental health impacts associated with living in an area at risk of 
flooding, with a corresponding positive effect on the population and human health topic. 
Recovery and review 
The recovery and review category builds on the preparedness category, identifying actions 
taken during and after a flood event. This category contains few measures compared to 
those explored above, with 22 proposed in the plan. There are a wide range of activities 
proposed ranging from new and updated plans through to post flood recovery works. The 
number and range of measures makes identifying work types particularly difficult for this 
category. 
There is considerable uncertainty over the recovery measures after a flood and a 
corresponding uncertainty over the environmental impacts of these. 
All measures before and during a flood event are likely to reduce the mental health 
impacts associated with living in an area at risk of flooding and consequences of flooding, 
with a corresponding positive effect on population and human health. It is unlikely that any 
of the measures will have a significant effect on other SEA topics. 
Other 
Many of the 16 measures in the other category have similarities with the above categories. 
These are not considered to have any additional significant environmental effects to those 
already identified. 
Note 
The Strategic Environmental Assessment was completed alongside refinements to the 
final measures in the plan. Some changes were made to the number and types of 
measures in the final plan when the SEA was being undertaken. These have been 
considered against the findings of the report. None of these formed part of the detailed 
assessment and none are likely to alter the outcomes of the assessment overall. The final 
measures can be found in Flood Plan Explorer. 
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The significant environmental effects of the draft plan overall 
Overall, the detailed assessment undertaken for the SEA of the draft FRMP has found that 
the identified environmental effects are likely to be predominantly positive or neutral. Table 
1 summarises the main outcomes of the assessment, which are discussed further below. 
Table 1: Summary outcome of the SEA 

Topic SEA question Conclusion of assessment 
Biodiversity, including flora 
and fauna  

Does the plan protect and 
recover nature?  

Positive 

Population and human 
health  

Does the plan improve 
health, wellbeing and 
equality?  

Significant positive 

Soil  Does the plan improve and 
sustain resources?  

Neutral 

Water  Does the plan protect and 
improve the water 
environment?  

Positive 

Climatic factors  Does the plan help to 
mitigate and adapt to 
climate change?  

Neutral 

Material assets  Does the plan support 
communities and a 
prosperous economy?  

Positive 

Cultural heritage  Does the plan conserve 
and enhance the historic 
environment?  

Neutral 
 

Landscape  Does the plan conserve 
and enhance landscape 
and seascape character?  

Neutral 

Interrelationships  Does the plan have 
implications for the 
relationship between the 
environmental topics?  

Neutral 

The carbon emissions from construction activities were identified as a potentially 
significant negative effect on climatic factors through the detailed assessment of the 
national measures. We anticipate significant progress during the lifespan of the plan 
towards net zero carbon in line with UK and Environment Agency greenhouse gas 
reduction targets. If we can achieve this progress, the significance of effects on climatic 
factors will be reduced. However, the adaption to climate change through a wide range of 
the measures provides a strong positive impact on this topic. The overall outcome was a 
neutral effect on climatic factors. 
While the detailed assessment did not identify any other significant environmental effects, 
the considerations undertaken across the key locations and the different types of 
measures has identified a common theme, which may be significant. That topic is 
population and human health. The number, combination and geographic spread of the 
measures working together to reduce the consequences of flood risk and the mental 
health impacts associated with living in an area at risk of flooding have the potential to 
create a significant positive effect on the population and human health topic. This reflects 
the inherent nature of the FRMP and the measures associated with the prevention, 
protection and preparedness for and recovery from flooding events. 
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Measures which directly reduce flood risk often resulted in improvements to the resilience 
of communities and infrastructure to flooding. A positive effect on the material assets and 
climatic factors has been determined across much of the River Basin District. 
Many of the measures which will be delivered in this or future cycles of the FRMP make 
direct mention of wider benefits. This was often the case in measures relating to 
sustainable drainage systems, flood storage measures and natural flood management 
measures. The likelihood for improvements to water quality and biodiversity associated 
with these measures is high. 
Many topics did not return a likely effect either way in the assessment of key locations or 
of the different measure types. There are likely to be interactions between the flood risk 
management measures and these topics, but not of a significant enough nature to report 
more than a neutral or uncertain effect in an SEA of the whole River Basin District. These 
topics include soils, cultural heritage and, in most cases, landscape. 
Cultural heritage returned to most mixed result in the detailed assessment. There are likely 
to be many protected sites of varying quality at a reduce risk of flooding, which could be a 
positive effect of the plan. However, many of the measures involve excavations, which 
have the potential to encounter previously undiscovered heritage features. Mitigation in the 
form of archaeological investigations can record these features. But once removed from 
their setting, their value is reduced. Overall, with appropriate mitigation in place, this topic 
has a neutral outcome in the assessment. 
Landscape also has a range of outcomes in the detailed assessment and in the protection 
category of the types of measures assessment. There are opportunities for improvements 
to landscape character in flood storage, sustainable drainage and natural flood 
management measures. However, harder engineering and flood storage bunds often cut 
across the river valley with potential for negative effects. These are likely to be localised to 
the area of works being undertaken, so overall, the scale of intervention across the River 
Basin District is likely to result in a neutral effect. 
In summary the plan is likely to result in: 

• significant positive effects to population and human health 
• positive effects to biodiversity and water and, with lesser certainty, to material assets 
• neutral effects on soil, climatic factors, cultural heritage and landscape 

Mitigation actions and enhancement opportunities 
It is recommended that these mitigation actions be incorporated at the project level and 
applied to the project planning, design and construction stages: 

• in determining preferred approaches follow the mitigation hierarchy 
• consider the environment alongside other measures in project development 
• determine and mitigate for environmental effects 
With many measures currently at investigation or appraisal stage, the environmental 
effects are difficult to determine in the SEA. This also offers an opportunity to implement 
the more beneficial aspects of the mitigation hierarchy. Identification and adoption of 
options with potential to improve the existing environment should be promoted. Options 
that avoid environmental effects should be considered ahead of those requiring mitigation 
or compensation. Adopting this approach could result in a wider range of positive effects 
being delivered through the FRMP than has currently been determined through this 
assessment. 
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Specific topics where project level assessment of environmental effects would provide 
benefit and reduce uncertainties include: 

• biodiversity 
• water 
• cultural heritage 
• landscape 
Effects on the biodiversity, cultural heritage and landscape topics are often locational in 
nature. With many projects likely to result from studies, investigations and plans, the 
location of the resulting measures will become clearer through this or future cycles of the 
FRMP. 
With many activities around watercourses, some measures may need to consider the 
Water Environment Regulations (formerly referred to as the Water Framework Directive). 
Where there are alterations near watercourses, an assessment is likely to be required to 
inform the project design. 
For cultural heritage, unknown buried archaeology will remain a risk for many projects that 
need excavations. Desk-based assessments may identify areas of higher risk and 
programmes of archaeological monitoring while on site enables records of any finds to be 
made. This reduces the environmental consequence on cultural heritage, but does not 
eliminate it. Appropriate measures should be adopted depending on the level of risk 
identified through the desk-based assessments. 
Assessment of landscape character and visual amenity should inform both the options and 
the design of flood risk measures. 

Cumulative effects of the interactions between the draft plan and other relevant 
policies, plans and programmes 
An assessment of the key potential cumulative effects of the interactions between the draft 
FRMP for the Thames RBD and other relevant plans and programmes likely to occur in the 
plan period has been undertaken for the SEA. This assessment included consideration of 
potential interactions with other major proposals and strategies relevant at the RBD scale. 
Major infrastructure proposals and plans identified in the Thames river basin include: 

• water resource management plans 
• river basin management plans 
• Heathrow Airport Expansion 
• HS2 
• the Thames Estuary 2100 (TE2100) Plan 
• Oxford-Cambridge Arc 
The effects of these proposals in combination with the FRMP include: 

• water quantity, with a positive effect from water transfer 
• water quality, with uncertain effects from water transfer, positive effects from 

interactions with the river basin management plan and positive effects from common 
goals in the Oxford-Cambridge Arc 

• climatic factors, with negative effects from construction related carbon emissions 
across the proposals acting cumulatively 

• biodiversity, with negative local effects in combination with Heathrow Airport proposals, 
positive interactions with the river basin management plan and positive effects from 
common goals in the Oxford-Cambridge Arc 
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• population and human health, with local negative effects in combination with Heathrow 
Airport proposals and positive interactions with the river basin management plan and 
Thames Estuary 2100 Plan 

It is expected that environmental studies for projects in development will reduce the likely 
effects identified above, reducing the likelihood of combined effects. These same studies 
may also promote potential positive effects that work in combination with the FRMP. 

Proposed monitoring 
Indicators are required to monitor the significant environmental effects that the FRMP is 
having on the environmental topics. While it is feasible to monitor the significant effects of 
the second cycle FRMP, it will not be possible to determine whether any changes can be 
directly attributed to the second cycle FRMP. This is because there are too many other 
influences on environmental change for a direct relationship to be identified. Nevertheless, 
it is reasonable to monitor environmental changes to determine whether adaptations to the 
second cycle FRMP are required. This might be needed to further reduce potential 
conflicts or make a greater contribution to achievement of environmental objectives. 
The proposals make use of monitoring that is already undertaken or planned and reflects 
the effects identified as significant by the SEA process. No monitoring is proposed to 
address the following topics as no significant effects were identified for these as 
summarised in section 5: 

• soil 
• cultural heritage 
• landscape 
The environmental topics we are proposing to monitor are identified below. Although the 
SEA only concluded significant effects are likely on population and human health, given 
the uncertainty we have acknowledged in this report over the likely impacts of the plan on 
other environmental topics we are proposing to monitor a wider range of topics. 
Population and human health: Data on the changes in the number of households and 
businesses at risk of flooding is already collected and would provide a good indicator for 
the effects of the plan. 
Biodiversity: The length of rivers improved towards meeting Water Environment 
Regulations targets. Additional monitoring associated with biodiversity net gain may be 
expected through the forthcoming Environment Bill. This may provide additional metrics.  
Water: The length of rivers improved towards meeting Water Environment Regulations 
targets. Over the lifetime of the plan, we would expect to see the number of rivers where 
flood risk management is a contributing factor to its poor status reduce.  
Climatic factors: The second cycle FRMP include measures that aim to help adapt to and 
increase resilience to climate change. General reporting and monitoring on implementation 
of these measures and their effectiveness will form a good indicator of progress. 
Material assets: Data on the changes in the number of households and businesses at risk 
of flooding is already collected and would provide a good indicator for the effects of the 
plan. 
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Next steps 
As the plan evolves, we’ll consider any implications this might have for effects on the 
environment as part of our SEA requirements.  
A statement of environmental particulars will be published alongside the final plan. This 
document will provide:  

• a summary of how environmental considerations have been integrated into the final 
FRMP  

• a summary of how consultation responses to the draft FRMP and environmental report 
have been considered  

• a summary of how the final plan has changed since the draft FRMP  
• what the above means in terms of changes to the environmental effects that were 

reported in the environmental report  
• the reasons for choosing the final FRMP as adopted while considering reasonable 

alternatives  
• the measures to be adopted to monitor the environmental effects of the FRMP  

This consultation 
Who we’re consulting 
We’ve prepared this environmental report to consult with interested parties, in particular 
the statutory SEA consultation bodies, on the results of the SEA process. In England the 
SEA consultation bodies are: Natural England, Historic England and the Environment 
Agency. 

How we're communicating our results 
We’ve published this non-technical summary alongside an environmental report and the 
draft second cycle FRMP for consultation. The environmental report sets out the results of 
the SEA. It:  

• provides information on the current condition of the environmental topics that the draft 
second cycle FRMP could affect 

• outlines how the plans and programmes we’ve reviewed could affect the draft second 
cycle FRMP  

• provides a commentary on how we’ve integrated the SEA with the development of the 
draft second cycle FRMP and how it’s influenced it  

• sets out the strategic options that we’ve evaluated and the reasons for the selection of 
the proposed approach  

• sets out the environmental effects of the draft second cycle FRMP  
• suggests additional mitigation or management actions to improve the environmental 

outcomes further 
• provides a description of the monitoring proposed to identify any unforeseen adverse 

effects  
The environmental report will be available for comment with the draft second cycle FRMP.  
This non-technical summary provides an accessible summary of the information included 
within the environmental report. 
We will use any comments and information that we receive to update the draft second 
cycle FRMP and reconsider our assessment of the environmental effects. 

DRAFT



  
 

 26 of 27 
 

Once the plan is adopted, we will publish a post-adoption statement (an advertisement) 
stating where the public can view the adopted plan and its environmental report. We will 
also document an explanation of how the environment has been considered throughout 
the plan-making process in a statement of environmental particulars.  
This will include: 

• how environmental considerations have been integrated into the plan 
• how the environmental report and consultation responses have been considered  
• the reasons for choosing the plan as adopted in light of other reasonable alternatives 

considered by the SEA 
• the measures to be taken to monitor the significant environmental effects of 

implementing the plan  

How to respond 
Your views  
To help with this consultation, we welcome your views on the following questions: 
Question 1: Do you agree with the conclusions of the environmental assessment? (yes / 
no) 
If not, please explain why. 
Question 2: Are there any further significant environmental effects (positive or negative) of 
the draft FRMP which you think should be considered? (yes / no) 
If yes, please describe them. 
Question 3: Are there further mitigations for potential negative effects or opportunities to 
achieve positive effects that should be considered for the final FRMP? (yes / no) 
If yes, please give details. 
The consultation on this environmental report is open for 12 weeks, from 22 October 2021 
to 22 January 2022. You can view the consultation documents and questions online on the 
consultation pages. 
Please submit your response online. This will help us gather and summarise responses 
quickly, accurately and cost-effectively. 
However, if you prefer, you can submit your response by email or post using our response 
form. You can download the response form using the above link. Please submit by email 
to: enquiries@environment-agency.gov.uk 
Or by post to: 
Environment Agency 
Draft second cycle flood risk management plans consultation 
National Customer Contact Centre 
PO Box 544 
Rotherham 
S60 1BY 
You can also request a printed version of the document and response form using these 
contact details or by phone to 03708 506 506. 
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Would you like to find out more about us 
or your environment? 
Then call us on  
03708 506 506 (Monday to Friday, 8am to 6pm) 
email  
enquiries@environment-agency.gov.uk 
or visit our website  
www.gov.uk/environment-agency 
incident hotline  
0800 807060 (24 hours) 
floodline  
0345 988 1188 (24 hours) 
Find out about call charges (www.gov.uk/call-charges) 
Environment first:  
Are you viewing this on a screen? Please consider the environment and only print if 
needed. If you are reading a paper copy, please reuse and recycle. 
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