St John’s Castlerigg & Wythburn Parish Council

Minutes of the meeting of the St John’s Castlerigg & Wythburn Parish Council held in Thirlmere Recreation Hall on Tuesday 8th February 2022 at 19:00

Present: Sue Hope (in the Chair), William Chaplin Brice, Ian Hartland, Clare Archbold, Judy Sutcliffe, Becx Carter (Clerk) , 3 members of the public. 
Apologies: David Lamb (Work Commitments), David Felton (Work Commitments)
With 5 Councillors present the meeting was quorate to continue.
15/2022 Apologies for absence
Resolved by all present that the above apologies and reasons for absence be approved and accepted. 

The Clerk noted that Ian McCoy had sent late notice apologies due to illness.
16/2022 Requests for dispensations and declarations of interest
None 
17/2022 Minutes of the meeting held on the 27th January 2022
All members of the council had received a copy of the minutes.

Resolved by all present that the minutes be signed as a true and accurate record of the meeting by the Chair. 

Action: Clerk to upload the completed minutes to the website. 
18/2022 Exclusion of Press & Public (Public Bodies Admission to Meetings Act 1960)
None
19/2022 Stuart Shaw (Principle Ecologist UU) & Johnny Rook (Contractor)
Shoulthwaite Moss Q & A Session
Stuart confirmed that when the engineers were designing the route, it was clear that as the West Cumbria Pipeline project had to cross the moss there would need to be mitigation for this damage.  The Moss is a designated county wildlife site, and this led UU to understand there was possibility to improve it. UU have done hydrological monitoring and peat core surveys and looked historically at the Moss, and looked at how it could be improved to mitigate the impact the pipeline had.

The surveys identified that a number of a key ‘moss’ species were not present in the numbers they would expect. Since the late 1800’s there has been attempts to drain the Moss, and there are 22 drains across it that are successfully draining it, and they cause rapid fluctuation in the water levels which is not ideal. 

UU have been working with the LDNPA, NE and the Cumbria Peat Partnership to come up with proposals to restore the Moss by re-wetting it, via blocking up some of the 22 drains across the site and removing some of the trees which, now they are established are drawing moisture out of the Moss. It’s estimated that if left unmanaged within 30 years it would be difficult to recover the Moss. 

These proposals were enshrined into the planning consent for the UU West Cumbria Pipeline in 2016, this was subject to a planning condition that required the plan to be further detailed and fleshed out before implementation. UU along with their contractor are concentrating on removing the scrub and some of the juvenile trees from the centre of the UU working areas, the vast majority of the substantial trees around the edge will remain as a buffer Circa 15-20m wide in places and wider in others. The removal of these trees will prevent the sucking of water out of the Moss, and also to prevent them ‘reseeding’. There is a temporary ditch that was put in by the contractor during the construction period of the pipeline, this will be re-sited to the original location but as a swale rather than a drainage ditch to slow the water removal.

Peat dams will then be built around the UU ownership area, to focus the re-wetting on the UU owned area, and to try and mitigate the impacts on neighbouring farm land. UU will then be doing monitoring to ensure that the re-wetting is not negatively impacting on the neighbouring farm land, and to monitor scrub growth. 

Q: What is a swale? 
A:  At the moment there is a deep ditch, that removes water from the fell and forest track side and the Moss, this will be moved away from the heart of the moss (where it has been located during the works) and swale will be installed (a very shallow wide ditch, that will be connected to forestry drains, but it will be at a level where it won’t drain the moss).

Johnny Rook (Open Space) introduced himself as the lead contractor and gave a precise of his background. 

The local residents noted that they are currently being flooded out and this proposal may make it worse.

Q: Why are you wanting to change it? It hasn’t changed in 73 years?
A: Historically it would have been a natural peat bog, it is not now a bog, as it has been drained. 

Johnny confirmed there are two techniques that will be used to block the grib ditches that are currently on site, which will be peat damming and trench bund techniques. A trench bund essentially puts a dam under ground. So you hold the water on the surface of the bog, and manage any further outlet of water via discharge points.  The shallow swale and the trench bund will raise the water level back up to the surface. 

Q: This will just flood my moss
A: The way the area has been chosen won’t impact the land adjacent as the farm drainage will still drain into the Swale and on to the moss.

The main perimeter drains are being retained and will still flow, but about 4/5 m inside the site will be a trench bund which will ‘hold’ water on the site, to encourage ‘peat forming conditions’. This bund will be around the whole site apart from high points.

Q: If you take heavy machinery on site do you not automatically destroy the habitat?
A: Yes it will have a negative impact but the benefits of the rewetting out weights the damage. 

The main trees being removed are the scrub in the centre of the Moss, the larger trees around the Moss will be left to buffer it.

Open Space are proposing to ‘mulch’ the scrub/trees on the site, this gets rid of all the rough debris and encourages a bit of compaction, this will help reconnect the surface vegetation to the wet peat.  The surface problems that will be dealt with are removal of scrub, leaf mould, stumps/roots, this will clear the surface so that when the water table in the peat bog is raised the bog vegetation will have the best chance to grow e.g. sphagnum and cotton grasses. These techniques have been used across the country and have been proved to work on a scientific and practical basis.

It was confirmed that if you deal with the trees during the re-wetting process the trees still survive, through a process of oxidation around their roots which dries the peat, trees also create leaf mulch, and shade and they harvest the water as it falls. The proposals are to create the conditions to encourage sphagnum moss (wet and with lots of light), but also recognising that once the Moss is re wetted it is hard to get in and manage the trees. 

Johnny acknowledged that the initial visual impact is very obvious, but the project is aiming to encourage the restoration of the peat bog for flora and fauna. 

It was originally drained by Manchester Corporation/UU when they built the dam.

Q: Concern was raised that it is lovely as it is, and why can’t they let nature take its course. Are you not going to have to in and maintain it?
A: With these techniques once the area is rewetted there will be a 5-10 year period where scrub management will be required, but after that once the sphagnum growth starts it will self-manage. 
The only reason the trees are there is because the site was drained, it was a damaged by man, this project is trying to restore it to the ‘pre man managed’ condition.  There is a perimeter being left as a link and this will still be left wooded, the local community is going to get a wet woodland on peat and an emerging peat bog. It is a balancing act between the different ecological habitats. 

Q: Concerns were raised about taking the alder, birch, and willow that is there, when we have lost a massive amount of trees in this valley already, and local residents are concerned about losing more trees.
A: What is being removed is mainly the regrowth from the tree felling

Q: Is the project grant aided?
A: No, it is being funded by the project (pipeline funds). It is to compensate the habitat for the damage caused by the pipeline. 

Q: Will this project have any implications on flooding in Keswick?
A: No it is nothing to do flood prevention it has a habitat restoration focus. 

Q: Whose idea was this?
A: It was a condition of the planning application and has been a multi-agency response to come up with this proposal to mitigate for the damage caused to the Moss by the pipeline. 

Q: Are the eastern & western ditches remaining, those that drain that forest and the R	igg will be left?
A: Yes. 

Q: Will the project reduce flooding on local farming fields
A: The project will slightly reduce the amount of water leaving the moss and flowing down the drains. 

Q: Have you done any piling to establish the depth of the peat?
A: Yes, it is circa 2-3m deep, then the piling hits a gravel layer it is believed it was the bed of an old lake. 

Q: What are the bunds made of?
A: They are made of peat that is turned over and compacted into ‘putty peat’ which is about 98% water flow reducing. As the vast majority of water loss from Peat Bogs are sub surface, these bunds hold the water on the moss and just allow a gentle trickle of water over the top for ‘overflow’.  The Swale will ‘slow’ water movement down through the drainage system, it won’t reduce the volume but it will slow it down, but it won’t impact in high volume flood events. 

Q: How long do they last for?
A: In perpetuity the peat bog will gradually accrue, and support the peat dams

Q: How long before we see the sphagnums start coming back?
A: Some species appear quickly but it will take 10-15 years in total. The features being put in are essential to keep it wet. 

Q: How will it be done? Is it specialist equipment?
A: Yes, you work from low traction equipment and bog matts.

Q: In the future will the peat be deeper?
A: Yes over 100’s years. 80% of peat is partly decomposed sphagnum, it is not tree matter, the bottom of the moss dies and it doesn’t oxidise due to the water rich environment, and it creates layers, very very slowly.  Over 100’s years it will grow about a few inches.  About 80% of our bogs started from flooded woodlands, at the very bottom of the peat you will often find partly decomposed trees (pickled as the PH of the Peat Bog is 4), then the sphagnum takes over. 

Q: When are you intending to start?
A: It has to be done before the end of March (bird breeding season).

Q: Will you put a stock proof fence on the western side between Shoulthwaite Farm & Smaithwaite Farm to prevent deer/dog walkers straying on to the moss.
A: UU to speak to Vicky about this fencing suggestion. 

Action: Stuart to discuss this with Vicky at UU to establish if there is flexibility to install fencing on this stretch on the grounds of public safety. 

Q: UU questioned if there would be any merit in removing some of the trees around the discharge point (concrete and metal grill) on Shoulthwaite Farm?
A: The problem is at the river end, where it blocks with gravel/sediment which UU won’t clear , and the EA insist it requires a permit but the cost has increased to £980. Which is prohibitive. This gravel build up can occur in a matter of weeks. 

Action: Stuart to raise this query with the other UU team and look at monitoring it to identify any betterment that can be achieved and to ensure the project doesn’t cause any further problems. 

Action: Clerk to raise the query about who owns the pipes that drain through Shoulthwaite as the  rules are that UU pipe is owned by UU so why are these any different? 

Q: Will there be any access for the public after the project? There is only the footpath currently from Shoulthwaite to Smaithwaite?
A: No formal response was provided.

Action: Clerk to raise this with UU to ask if there is any consideration being given to public accessibility after the works and interpretation etc to explain the works. 

Q: Is there an estimate cost for this work?
A: Can’t share this information but it was noted that Johnny is very reasonable.

Q: On the perimeter between Shoutlhwaite Farm and the Moss, there is a fence and a ditch do you clear it?
A: Yes there is a drain, and no it keeps its self clear. There is no need for further action. 

Q: The upstream farm (Smaithwaite), UU confirmed that all the infrastructure in the Moss restoration will be put in on levels taken from datum. UU recognised there are two drainage points on to the land above the moss from the farm land, have you got field drains flowing into the new cut? Any works will be below the field drain level so the fields will still drain on to the moss and into the swale. 
A: The land owner confirms that these are historic ‘air drains’.

Q: Is there enough fall between the neighbouring landowners and the moss?
A: UU confirmed there is sufficient fall between Smaithwaite Farm and the edge of the restoration area. 

Q: Will there be contact details for the ecologists & Johnny if anything goes wrong?
A: There is Matt Baker (landowner contact), and the local office. 

It was confirmed that the fence needs to be between Smaithwaite Farm land and Shoulthwaite farm, on the lower side of the forestry track. There are currently two sows (ditches) that are not managed on either side of the hard track (left from Manchester corporation) and these sows are dangerous.  

All present thanked Stuart & Johnny for attending. 
20/2022 Date & Time of Next meeting.
Resolved by all present that the next meeting date be set as:
31st March 2022 19:00- Thirlmere Recreational Hall

Meeting ended 20:09

Signed……………………………………………. (Chair) Dated………………………………………………..

**Postmeeting Note** The contractor has confirmed that regarding a felling licence most of the trees are scrub and don’t qualify for a licence. Of the trees being cut down there will be no more than 5m3 of licensable timber as so there is no requirement for the licence.
It was also confirmed that the final works are within an approved planning application and these works were identified within the scope of re-instatement/restoration that have been signed off by the LDNPA, which also provides an exemption from the Licence Process as they are covered under a planning application. 
