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Response form 
	Your details
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Name: The Wild Trout Trust

	When we come to analyse the results of this consultation, it would help us to know if you are responding as an individual or on behalf of an organisation or group. 

Please select from the following options: 


  Individual
  Academia

  Business / commerce
  Consultant / contractor
(  Environmental management / NGO
  Farming / land management
  Government, local
  Government, national
  Leisure / tourism
  Manufacturing
  Transport / navigation
  Utilities
  Other (please specify) __________________________


	If you would like to receive an email acknowledging your response and notification of when a summary of the responses has been published, please provide us with you email address below.
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Email:     director@wildtrout.org



	(  Please tick this box if you are requesting non-disclosure of your response. Please provide an explanation to support your request. 


	Please tell us how you found out about the charging for permits for flood risk activities

consultation:



	
	✓  From the Environment Agency

	
	(  From another organisation

	
	(  Through an organisation you’re a member of

	
	(  Advert

	
	(  Press article

	
	(  Social media e.g. Facebook, Twitter

	
	(  Through a meeting you attended

(  Other (please specify)________________________________________________




How we will use your information

The Environment Agency will look to make all responses publicly available during and after the consultation, unless you have specifically requested that we keep your response confidential. 
We will not publish names of individuals who respond. 

We will also publish a summary of responses on our website in which we will publish the name of the organisation for those responses made on behalf of organisations. 

In accordance with the Freedom of Information Act 2000, we may be required to publish your response to this consultation, but will not include any personal information. If you have requested your response to be kept confidential, we may still be required to provide a summary of it.
Returning your response


Your response to this consultation needs to be returned by 14 February 2016.
We would like you to use this form if you are not submitting your response online. You can return it by email to eacharges_consultations@environment-agency.gov.uk or by post to:

Jeremy Risdon, Environment Agency, Horizon House, Deanery Road, Bristol BS1 5AH

If you have any questions regarding this consultation, please email emma.hammonds@environment-agency.gov.uk 
We welcome your views on our charging proposals for the financial year 2016 to 2017
	Q1 - Do you support our proposal to introduce new application charges for flood risk activities under the Environmental Permitting Regulations?
Please tick the relevant box


	(  Yes
	

	(  No 
	

	(  Don’t know


But please see responses below
Q2 - Do you support our proposal to charge everyone the same flat charge for an application, based on the cost of the service we provide to determine permits for standard rule activities?

	Please tick the relevant box

	(  Yes
	

	(  No 
	

	(  Don’t know


Q3 - If you do not support our application charge proposals, can you please tell us why?

Absolutely not!

We fully acknowledge that the Environment Agency (EA) is under considerable funding pressures and needs to investigate alternative income, including cost recovery, to continue its vital regulatory role.

A great deal of environmentally beneficial work currently requires Flood Defence Consent and will continue to do so under proposed future plans (e.g. if it does not fit with any of the exclusions or exemptions), especially if undertaken in designated sites where charging is proposed as standard. 
It is inappropriate to impede organisations such as trusts, charities, community groups or indeed individuals, working to initiate environmental improvements. Much such work is regularly undertaken in support of the EA’s own responsibilities to 'protect and improve the environment and make it a better place for people and wildlife’ and very often in partnership with the Agency itself. Section 4 of EA’s Corporate Plan 2014-16 highlights the successes made “by working with others” and highlights this as a priority area. Charging ‘others’ for much of the beneficial work that they do constitutes neither a fair working partnership, nor cost effective use of funding, especially when that funding may originate from EA itself. We estimate that, if all the consenting of our current, practical environmental improvement work becomes chargeable as proposed, the cost to our charity will be approximately £10000 per annum. In context, this figure equates to three times more than the annual insurance premium to carry out the work.
We very much support and are an active contributor to the ‘Team England’ approach initiated by the EA’s Deputy Director of Fisheries & Biodiversity and approved by the Board. This approach seeks to maximise “the work of partner delivery organisations to maintain, improve and develop freshwater fisheries and angling in England” and the funds available for such work. To charge these Team members to effect environmentally beneficial work seems iniquitous.
The regulatory function of EA is vital if it (and by extension Government) is to achieve its environmental obligations. We recognise therefore the need to fund this activity but it is counter-productive to impose cost on willing and effective partners whilst at the same time measuring success through the corporate plan by reducing “the administrative costs of regulation to businesses by £25 million”. 
We believe that there should be a mechanism for waiving the fee for environmental improvements carried out by EA partners and in association with the Agency.  
Q4 – Please tell us if there if is there anything you would like us to take into account when developing application charging proposals in future.

NGOs, charities, community groups and conservation-minded individuals currently initiate a wide range of habitat improvements to watercourses, many of those activities supporting the EA’s own duties under a range of legislation including the Environment Act 1995 to “maintain, improve and develop salmon, trout, freshwater fish and eel fisheries”, within the overall aim of contributing towards sustainable development. They also assist the EA in meeting its obligations for environmental and ecological improvements under the Water Framework Directive and particularly the Habitats Directive on Natura 2000 sites, where charging is proposed as standard. 
Q5 - Do you support our proposal to introduce a new compliance charge for flood risk activities under the Environmental Permitting Regulations?
	Please tick the relevant box

	(  Yes
	

	(  No 
	

	(  Don’t know



But please responses below
Q6 - Do you support our proposal to charge everyone the same flat charge for compliance, reflecting the cost of the level of regulatory service that we carry out for the lowest risk permits?

	Please tick the relevant box

	(  Yes
	

	(  No 
	

	(  Don’t know



Q7 – If you do not support our compliance charging proposals, can you please tell us why.
Certain activities will be for commercial gain or will be undertaken by those with commercial interests relating to the activity. In these cases, cost recovery is appropriate. However, a wide range of activities will be undertaken by non-profit organisations to improve the environment and associated wildlife habitats and in these cases charging for consent to do this work and for compliance checking is wholly inappropriate for an arm’s length Government environmental organisation. See also response to Q3.
Q8 - Please tell us if there is anything you would like us to take into account when developing compliance charging proposals in future. 

A significant amount of environmental improvement work is currently being undertaken by the third sector and private individuals. Furthermore, EA has a responsibility to support and facilitate exactly this kind of engagement and delivery, rather than impeding it with additional charges. See also response to Q4.
Q9 - Please tell us if you have any further comments on our charging proposals for the financial year 2016 to 2017.
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