
Objection to the proposed Rother River Valley Railway with specific reference to flooding. 
 
 
Preamble: 
 
This statement has been co written by myself and  Nigel Leigh  my neighbour who lives at 
the Abbey. 
 
The statement should be read in conjunction with our previous objections which obviously 
we are not repeating. 
 
The basis of this specific objection is in reply to correspondence that was emailed to me by 
the Chairman of the RVR sent on 29th April. 
 
The third paragraph of this letter reads as follows: 
 
“In your letter you also express concern about the effects of flooding on your property. The 

impacts of flooding in the Rother valley were studied and modelled jointly and in great detail 

by Capita (one of the leading Consultants in this specialised area) and the Environment 

Agency. Using careful design of the embankments, bridges, culverts and viaducts it has been 

possible to demonstrate that the reinstatement of RVR would have no significant effect on the 

flooding of Robertsbridge and the surrounding areas.” 

 

Taking this statement in detail: 

 

1. My / our concerns. 

 

I have provided photographic evidence of flooding in 2009 where the flood came within less 

than 150 yards of my property and considerably less than that for The Abbey.  However the 

threat is greater for my property as it lower and on the reverse slope of the  small rise where 

in extremis flood waters would flow. 

 

So yes we do have ‘concerns’.  ‘Concerns’, a carefully chosen word and one that implies less 

than significant worry.  We do not have concerns, we have very real worries  / fears about the 

proposed project.     

 

There is a very real threat to our properties which certainly is and rightly so a very real 

concern to us, but we doubt of any concern to those proposing this project where it is not 

their properties which risk flooding with all consequential costs, not least economic. 

 

2. ‘….it has been possible to demonstrate that the reinstatement of RVR would 

have no significant effect on the flooding of Robertsbridge and the surrounding 

areas’ 

 

This is an outrageously arrogant and totally unsupportable statement by the RVR. 

 

a) The modelling for this proposal was done in 2013. In the last 8 years there has been a 

dramatic increase in the effects and acceptance of the inevitable increase in 

consequences of climate change, none of which, by definition, has been included in 



the modelling.  Indeed this last winter my groom who has lived on the property for 30 

years said that whilst I was away told me that the flood waters had gone further up the 

lane, ie towards our houses, than he had ever known. 

b) Modelling per se is often a necessary indicative process to aid decision making but is  

only educated guess work, and usually  wrong. 

c) As to the efficacy of modelling we would draw attention to the fact that Chris Hopson 

the Chief Executive of NHS Providers , has said apropos of the Covid crisis, that NHS 

Trusts have become “sceptical of the value of predictive statistical models , given 

their performance of the past 15 months.”    

d) If there is one phenomenon which is more unpredictable than any other it is weather. 

e) As Richard Dawkins, Fellow of New College Oxford and author of several seminal 

works has written in his Centenary Gifford Lecture in Glasgow in 1992: 

 

“ In a perfect world a mathematician, given the present wind speeds , temperatures, 

and rates of change of these and similar measured quantities…might hope to calculate 

an infallible forecast of next weeks weather- indeed next century’s weather. In 

practice the very idea of anyone performing such a vast calculation is a joke, and even 

moderately accurately forecasting is possible for only a few days ahead. The problem 

is even worse if, as is increasingly believed , weather patterns are ‘chaotically’ 

deterministic..” 

 

In the same lecture he wrote: 

 

“The first thing to say is that we are talking about statistical forecasting , prediction 

that is not guaranteed to be right.  Weather forecasting is, of course statistical.” 

 

What Richard Dawkins writes we would suggest everyone, bar the RVR, would agree 

with, given their personal experience of the daily, weekly or monthly BBC weather 

forecasts, despite their vast investment (£100 million) in upgrading their computer 

models. 

 

 

Conclusions: 

 

The  proposed disruption of current flood water flows, however managed,  must by definition  

greatly increase risk of flooding of our properties with all the consequential personal and 

economic consequences. 

 

The balance in our valley for the flood waters is a very delicate, marginal and real risk, a . 

risk which is increasing as climate change bites. 

 

For these reasons the RVR categorical assurance cannot be taken seriously,  especially as it is 

based on outdated data and relates to future weather where it is known that extreme events 

are going to happen more often and be more extreme.   

 

The fact is that no one can give categorical assurances about future weather patterns and 

hiding behind ‘modelling expertise’ is totally disingenuous to what is a very marginal 

situation even without the current flows of flood water being inevitably disrupted by the 

proposed embankment for the railway line. 

 



The flood plain includes land protected as ancient monument, and in particular, almost 

uniquely preserved Abbatical fishponds and water systems that even now are regularly 

flooded. If inundations become more severe, these could be permanently damaged or even 

lost.   

 

To the response that there was a railway line before and the properties were not flooded the 

answers are simple, firstly there was no bypass which definitely changed the flows and 

resulted in the flood protections after the floods of 2000, actually increasing the level of the 

flooding down Redlands Lane increasing our vulnerability. Secondly, climate change is 

changing everything and exacerbating all related risks which the RVR is dismissing with 

disdain, but then they do not live here. 

 

 

We request that the inspector visits for himself our properties with the photographic evidence  

of the levels of flooding already experienced to fully comprehend just how marginal the 

habitat is, and, that common sense rather than spurious outdated weather modelling 

overwhelming points to the fact that any railway embankment must have a serious impact on 

our properties and the surrounding land. 

 

 

Nigel Leigh - The Abbey 

Charles Wyndham – Summertree Stud  

 

10.6.21 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 


