
Phil Jones 

From: Phil Jones [pmj@abertawe.co.uk]
Sent: 27 August 2015 22:42
To: Lisa Hopkinson NRW MLT <Lisa.Hopkinson@cyfoethnaturiolcymru.gov.uk>
Cc: 'Alex Herbert'; Ray Lockyer PASAS <ray.lockyer@pasas.org.uk>; Lennard Powell Afan Valley AC 

<lennard.powell@ntlworld.com>; Andrew Kelton FL <Andrew.Kelton@fishlegal.net>; Mark Lloyd AT 
<mark.lloyd@anglingtrust.net>; Guy Mawle AT <guy.mawle@gmail.com>

Subject: FW: Follow-up to meeting in Gloucester 15 July 2015
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Lisa 
  
Info... 
  
Phil 
 

From: Phil Jones [mailto:pmj@abertawe.co.uk]  
Sent: 27 August 2015 22:39 
To: 'Alex Herbert'; 'Graham Hillier' 
Cc: 'Howard.Bassford@dlapiper.com'; 'Gill Lock'; 'ray.lockyer@pasas.org.uk'; 'Andrew.Kelton@fishlegal.net'; 
'lennard.powell@ntlworld.com'; 'mark.lloyd@anglingtrust.net'; 'guy.mawle@gmail.com'; 
'des.williams@pasas.org.uk'; 'mark.hughes@pasas.org.uk' 
Subject: RE: Follow-up to meeting in Gloucester 15 July 2015 
 
  
Thanks.  
  
When I mentioned "revised IBM results", I wasn't referring to the sensitivity 
testing, about which MLT have indeed sent us some info. I was referring to the re-
running of the IBM model to take account of revised turbine / sluice configuration 
and possibly other revised parameters.  
  
The only information that we've seen about this is tucked away in Table 5A in the 
attached paper. When I queried this at the meeting, Gill was defensive and would 
only discuss combined IBM and STRIKER results. When I pressed the point and asked 
for more information about the revised turbine encounter rates, which appear to be 
MUCH greater than the worst case predictions in the ES, Howard curtailed the 
discussion and said, looking at Andy Turnpenny, that a paper would be produced. I 
couldn't see AT's reaction but I assumed that he had agreed to that. That's what I 
was asking about - full details of the re-running of the IBM model.  
  
The point is important to us because we have always argued: 
  
- that turbine strike is only one of the effects of entrainment; and  
- that the model deals only with fish in "river entry mode", ignoring fish milling 
about in the Bay for other reasons - delays caused by the barrage, low river, flows, 
etc. 
  
We'll reply separately about the Tawe Barrage and other in-river works, etc. 
  
Phil 
 

From: Alex Herbert [mailto:alex.herbert@tidallagoonpower.com]  
Sent: 27 August 2015 17:00 
To: pmj@abertawe.co.uk; Graham Hillier 
Cc: Howard.Bassford@dlapiper.com; Gill Lock; ray.lockyer@pasas.org.uk; Andrew.Kelton@fishlegal.net; 
lennard.powell@ntlworld.com; mark.lloyd@anglingtrust.net; guy.mawle@gmail.com; des.williams@pasas.org.uk; 
mark.hughes@pasas.org.uk 



Subject: RE: Follow-up to meeting in Gloucester 15 July 2015 
 
Dear Phil, 
  
I am picking up in Graham’s absence on holiday – apologies for inconsistency in contact during the holiday 
season, I hope you understand! In response to your points: 
  

‐          With regards terminology: TLSB has confidence in its modelling and no alternative, superior, model has 
been presented. As such our terminology is appropriate at present from our perspective, but we 
appreciate your difference of opinion.  

‐          With regards the Tawe Barrage and up‐river improvement works: in our recent letter (06/08/15) to Mark 
Lloyd, we asked if we could return to the previously agreed approach of refining our outline long‐list of 
ideas to an agreed short‐list for further refinement. Given your comments below and elsewhere, am I 
right in saying your short‐list is just one item long: the Tawe Barrage, and other items on the list can be 
disregarded as bringing “no benefit”? Sorry to be so blunt but such input would assist in moving things 
along. 

‐          With regards IBM sensitivity testing: a paper was submitted to NRW‐MLT last week – I assume they will 
have shared it with you by now (they said they would) but please shout if not. 

‐          With regards artificially‐reared smolts: we are not undertaking smolt tracking at present. If these surveys 
were proposed again in the near future then we would seek guidance from NRW‐A on the matter.  

  
Kind regards,  
  
Alex  
  
  
Alex Herbert | Tidal Lagoon Power | m: 07887 423 148 | sw: 01452 303892 ext: 2048 | e: 
alex.herbert@tidallagoonpower.com | www.tidallagoonswanseabay.com  
  
From: Phil Jones [mailto:pmj@abertawe.co.uk]  
Sent: 18 August 2015 15:52 
To: Graham Hillier <graham.hillier@tidallagoonpower.com> 
Cc: Howard.Bassford@dlapiper.com; Alex Herbert <alex.herbert@tidallagoonpower.com>; Gill Lock 
<gill.lock@tidallagoonpower.com>; ray.lockyer@pasas.org.uk; Andrew.Kelton@fishlegal.net; 
lennard.powell@ntlworld.com; mark.lloyd@anglingtrust.net; guy.mawle@gmail.com; des.williams@pasas.org.uk; 
mark.hughes@pasas.org.uk 
Subject: RE: Follow‐up to meeting in Gloucester 15 July 2015 
  
  
Graham 
  
Some brief comments from PASAS, further to Mark Lloyd's letter and David Slater's 
reply. 
  
Although you use euphemisms like "enhancement", "environmental improvements" and 
"beneficial improvements", we have only ever discussed works such as fish passage 
improvements, particularly in respect of the Tawe Barrage, in the context of 
"mitigation" or "offset". We thought you understood that. 
  
TLSB hasn't properly addressed the effects of the Tawe Barrage on fish making for 
the River Tawe and the implications for turbine encounters. We've made this point in 
several of our submissions. As far as we are concerned, the reason for easing fish 
passage past the barrage would be to reduce the numbers of fish milling about in 
Swansea Bay, where they would be exposed to repeat turbine encounters, and the 
measure should therefore be seen as essential mitigation or offset, not as voluntary 
enhancement.  
  
Fish passage schemes upstream might increase areas available for spawning but that 
brings no benefit, if the lagoon reduces the number of fish entering the 
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river. Current stocks manage with the spawning areas currently available to them and 
we don't regard in-river fish passage improvements as so beneficial that we should 
welcome the lagoon.  
  
We are unlikely to withdraw our opposition to the lagoon in return for non-essential 
TLSB-funded "enhancements" or "improvements". 
  
During the meeting we briefly discussed the revised IBM results, which had been 
tucked away with hardly any detail at the end of a paper entitled "Technical Note 
Turbine selection-minimising impacts on fish.pdf". Gill dismissed the increased 
turbine encounter rates on the basis that overall mortality was predicted to be 
lower than that shown in the ES (said to be "worst case"). We don't accept, of 
course, that turbine strike is the only significant effect of turbine operation, let 
alone of entrainment. Discussion was terminated with an assurance that a more 
detailed paper would be produced but nothing has yet been received. Is more detail 
available please? 
  
We also discussed the possibility of using artificially reared smolts for tracking 
purposes, rather than precious wild smolts, or at least to reduce the number of wild 
smolts used. Has that been progressed with NRW? 
  
Phil Jones 
===================================================== 
Pontardawe and Swansea Angling Society Ltd 
www.pasas.org.uk 
 
Phil Jones, Director / Treasurer 
44 Bwllfa Rd, Ynystawe, Swansea, SA6 5AL 
Tel: 01792 843951  Mob: 07957 154992 
 
Reg'd in Wales No 6736638 
Reg'd Office: 8 Bwllfa Rd, Ynystawe, Swansea, SA6 5AL 
=====================================================  
  

From: Graham Hillier [mailto:graham.hillier@tidallagoonpower.com]  
Sent: 16 July 2015 17:23 
To: pmj@abertawe.co.uk 
Cc: howard.bassford@dlapiper.com; Alex Herbert; Gill Lock 
Subject: RE: FL/PASAS/AT meeting actions from 10/03/15, Glos 

Dear Phil; 
  
Many thanks for coming to Gloucester to discuss and reflect on matters relating to Swansea Bay Tidal Lagoon.   
  
We understand the issues around monitoring, and these were discussed at some length.  We outlined our objective 
to be a ‘good neighbour’ and our desire to work constructively towards a number of agreed environmental 
outcomes, so it was disappointing that this was not universally reflected in today’s meeting. 
  
However, we also took from our meeting that PASAS believe it important that we explore opportunities for 
environmental improvements in the local river systems, such as the fish pass on the Tawe Barrage which was of 
particular interest to PASAS, although other works have also been identified.  I thought I should confirm to you 
directly following the meeting that we are willing to promote and  invest in such beneficial improvements.  These 
are over and above the mitigation commitments required by the DCO, and we would enter into a formal delivery 
agreement with you.  It would of course be difficult to pursue this without a mutual - and on-going - spirit of goodwill 
and co-operation on the development of the Swansea Bay lagoon.  It would be helpful therefore if you could 
confirm your preferred position, and we can then direct our resources accordingly. 
  
Thanks and regards, 
Graham 
  
Graham Hillier 
Managing Director of Development Services 
Tel: 01452 303892 │Ext: 2079 
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Mobile: 07969 199680 
Address: Pillar & Lucy House, Merchants Rd, Gloucester Docks, GL2 5RG 
Executive Assistant: Jessica Browne ‐ Tel: 01452 303892 │Ext: 2078 

 
www.tidallagoonpower.com  
 Company registration number - 08163554 

 
  
[...]  
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