
















  

 
 

      
Guilford Flood Alleviation Team  
Environment Agency  
  
  
  
   
 
Dear Team Members 
 
Consultation on the Guildford Flood Alleviation Scheme 
 
On behalf of  I am providing feedback on your current proposals for the 
Guildford Flood Alleviation Scheme.  Many thanks for consulting on your latest thoughts on a 
vital issue for Guildford. 
 
(Terminology - SGF is Shaping Guildford’s Future, which produced a flood report as part of 
it’s latest outputs; EA is Environment Agency.) 
 

a) Urgency. 
 
Guildford has suffered with inadequate flood for years with consequent risks to: 

• Life  
• Current Property and Livelihood  
• Potential development in the riverside area of the town, this also has an economic 

impact. 
 
It is vital that an agreed flood alleviation program is agreed and funded as soon as is 
practical. 
 

b) Upstream Storage  
 

 notes that after consideration the EA considered upstream storage facilities for 
the Guildford Flood Alleviation Scheme. The EA have now ‘identified significant challenges 
in providing the required scale of upstream storage that would be needed to reduce flood 
risk in Guildford during large flood events. There were environmental and practical 
challenges, as well as economic considerations, which meant we were unable to take this 
option forward’. (Source ) 
 
We also note that the EA are concerned about the life of the current Thames barrier which 
will need revision sooner than previously planned.  Julie Foley, the Environment Agency's 
FCRM Strategy & National Adaptation Director, said: "Sea levels are rising at an accelerated 
rate across the Thames Estuary, and it is therefore essential that we act now to respond to 
the changing climate. Our updated plan recognises that defence raising needs to start earlier 
than originally thought - by some 15 years. Alongside, the plan also requires greater 
investment in habitats and natural flood management to support nature recovery.”  (Source 
BBC News Item May 2023) 

 



  

 
 

Although this relates to flooding from the sea it does impact on the ability of the Thames to 
drain flood water into the sea with potentially longer periods when the Thames is in effect 
dammed by the barrier.   

The EA already have a management challenge storing/letting water down the Thames and 
its tributaries in a controlled manner to avoid overtopping flood walls. 

At the event an EA representative mentioned that the aim of the Flood Scheme in Guildford 
Town was to enable water to flow through the town at a faster rate and drain upstream of 
Guildford more effectively. 

The proposed upstream storage was about 1.5 miles upstream, the river Wey is 87 miles 
long with a catchment area of 394 sq. miles. 

Two Questions: 

• Are there other upstream storage options further upstream that are being 
considered? 

• Is the EA planning to provide Storage Facilities below Guildford to avoids issues 
further down the Wey or Thames at times of flood? 

c) Flood Scheme for the centre of Guildford. 

The plans proposed look to be a minor modification on the plans produced for SGF. 

Plan as displayed (Jacobs Maps also displayed at the recent public consultation) 

 



  

 
 

Map as shown in SGF Study. 

 

We have the following concerns over the proposed route of the flood walls. 

I. The Town Bridge is a low bridge and in practice can get perilously close to being 
flooded, and also if blocked by branches etc can form a major blocker to the flow of a 
flooding river.  Any flood prevention scheme should consider if the bridge needs to be 
raised (The bridge is a simple girder bridge with applied arches so feasible to 
reconfigure). 

II. Although some areas on the west side of the river have a lower flood risk it will still be 
worth evaluating the area for weaknesses e.g. drain covers placed at a lower level. 

III. The Thames Water Facility next to the Yvonne Arnaud Theatre is in a flood area, is it 
planned to flood proof this as a separate exercise, it is vital infrastructure. (it may be 
already protected?)  

IV. Similarly, no proposals are made for the Yvonne Arnaud Theatre and Mill Theatre are 
these to be considered? 

d) Walls and Bunds. 
The SGF study proposed various options on how walls and or bunds might be 
accommodated in the existing or planned built environment.  Development is continuing 
apace in Guildford.  It is understood that the EA has already discussed flood protection for 
the Riverside site.  The developers appear to be proposing a substantial flood wall within the 
under croft area of the proposed buildings on the advice of the agency. 

In contrast, an application has come forward for an application for the Guildford Bus Garage 
has been submitted (23/P/02138) which makes no allowance for building a flood wall thus 
‘breaking’ the proposed line of the flood prevention and limiting containment capacity. 



  

 
 

It is important to provide clarity on desired heights as it will enable key sites in the Town 
Centre to be unlocked for development. 

Should there be a simple statement of intent to guide Guildford Borough Council and 
Developers? 

e) Pluvial Flooding 
Implementing flood walls in the Town Centre risks trapping Pluvial flooding unless there is 
capacity to either store Pluvial Flows or pump the flow away.  This a complex issue as 
Guildford like most to the UK has Drainage (Foul Water) mixed with Pluvial Flows.  The 
increase in density of building in the town centre, plus loss of green areas, has exacerbated 
these issues over the decades.  A robust strategy will be needed to address Pluvial and 
Fluvial flooding. 

f) Downstream of Guildford. 
The River Wey flows past significant sites as it goes downstream.  Although the Slyfield 
(Weyside Urban Village) site is not directly in a Flood Zone the desire to have a faster flow 
through the town centre should be evaluated to ensure Slyfield remains a safe site, and that 
the flood meadows opposite the site have adequate capacity and inflow capability to cope 
with flood events. 

The bridge on Ladymead which crosses the river at a low level, this may need evaluation to 
ensure it doesn’t back up flood water. 

We look forward to seeing more as your work advances. We have be awaiting proposals for 
several years we ask for a conclusion to be proposed soon. 

I have copied this letter to GBC Officers  
 for information. 

 
 
Yours Faithfully  
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