
Slip Bridge and the Swansea Bay Strategy Action 
Plan

This is a review of the comments affecting the Slip Bridge contained in the final version of 
the Swansea Bay Strategy Action plan.  There is very little about either the Slip Bridge or 
heritage or history generally. The general interpretation of this is that the people in the 
workshops had very little interest in history/heritage and the the people who did have an 
interest had very little opportunity to express their views.

The page numbers and action numbers refer to the actual report which you can read in full 
elsewhere on www.swanseaslipbridge.org.uk.

1. Action B6 Slip Bridge (page 11)

Action B6 is the Action referring to the Slip Bridge. The only reason it is mentioned at all is 
due to the efforts of people to keep the issue alive in the face of Council indifference.

“...activity patterns have changed...and focus has moved away [from the Slip area]”

Issues

1. The activity pattern has changed because the toilet and access to the beach have been de-
stroyed. The pattern will be easily restored by reinstating the destroyed assets. The car 
park at this point is also larger than the one opposite the St Helen’s ground so it would be 
the natural point to place amenities rather than a new amenity area at the Patti Pavilion 
area with the corresponding additional expense. The suggestion that there is a need to ‘re-
focus activity at a point further down the promenade needs to be challenged because it in-
dicates a considerable amount of additional expenditure for the refocussing activities.  

2. The comment that the Slip area is a “narrow stretch of promenade” is an attempt by the 
author to denigrate the location unnecessarily. The point is further contradicted by Action 
B3 on the same page that suggests widening the promenade at this point.

3. The suggestion that such large and prominent abutments could possibly lend themselves 
to limited reuse as a kiosk facility is remarkable and could even be seen as insulting. The 
abutments are clearly designed for a bridge and the notion that the alcoves on the land-
ward side could be used for small trading stands seems clearly to have been offered up as 
compensation for destruction of the landmark structure of the Bridge The lack of any other  
sensible suggestions for reuse of the abutments clearly indicates that the best use for the 
structure is to reinstate it as a bridge. Indeed, the paucity of redevelopment suggestions for 
the abutments area in a document that is literally packed with suggestions for almost every  
other part of the foreshore indicates the closed and hostile minds that contributed to the 
construction of the report.
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2. Action B4: Waterfront Park (Page 11)

1. The reference here to preserving the existing maturity and character of the general St 
Helen’s area is quite revealing because a significant part of the maturity and character of 
the area rests in the buildings and structures that the community has constructed for itself 
over generations.The report’s contributors were clearly happy to provide protection for 
mature trees but not interested in significant structures.  Why is this? Anyone reading the 
report would query whether it is it a fair and objective approach. 

2. The suggestion that some ‘poor quality vegetation’ be removed to enable visitors to enjoy  
the spectacular views available is particularly ironic as for generations the best place to en-
joy those spectacular views was from the top of the Slip Bridge. 

3. Action BW2: Landmark Features and Views (page 5)

Although this  action is a commendable element of the Baywide initiatives, there is no rea-
son why the reinstated Slip Bridge should not be one of the landmarks particularly as the 
most expensive, ornate and distinctive parts of it are still there. The recent festival of light 
that transformed parts of Swansea (including  converting Mayhill School into a spaceship) 
convinced everyone that such lighting schemes are practical and achievable. The graceful 
shapes of the Slip Bridge abutments naturally lend themselves to effective applications of 
this kind of marketing. The Slip Bridge Support group has already given a number of pres-
entations to local people showing innovative bridge lighting schemes in Europe and the 
United States. 

The position of the Slip Bridge also lends itself admirably to being used as a gateway struc-
ture to the redeveloped St Helen’s area beyond.

4. Action BW5: Public Realm Strategy (page 6)

This reads like a very interesting idea particularly in the branding of materials and furni-
ture to create character zones around the Bay. As any geologist will happily confirm, the 
most distinctive building stone of Swansea and the  Tawe valley is the pennant sandstone 
that along with the coal measures provided the backbone of Wales’ industrial economy and 
identity. The hills of Swansea are pock marked with stone quarries from which came the 
stone for the houses factories and docks of the city. The Slip Bridge abutments are excel-
lent examples of some of the best kind of pennant sandstone structures in the local area. If 
a public art strategy is commissioned to ‘celebrate cultural and historic elements along the 
bay’ then one of the most perfect and prominent is the Slip Bridge which has character, 
history and culture in abundance.

5. Action BW15:Historic, cultural and nature links (page 8)

This action is remarkably short of detail considering the wealth of information in other ac-
tions. This may reflect the interests and agendas of the workshop contributors because it 
definitely gives an impression that local history, heritage and culture were of secondary 
importance to the authors.  Successive Swansea Councils have had a mixed track record in 
maintaining or developing  local heritage and devoting barely 33 words to history and cul-
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ture in a document purporting to be a recreation and tourism action plan speaks for itself.  
This could also be a deliberate action to disparage the notion that there is any history or 
heritage around the foreshore worth saving. There has always been an underlying local 
viewpoint that historic structures are only historic if they happen to be in a convenient lo-
cation, otherwise they are fair game for demolition. The lack of space given to the Slip in 
this report indicates that this viewpoint still exists.

6. Action BW16: Establishing a bay management group (page 8)

This action contains a considerable amount of detail (in stark contrast to BW15 above for 
example) and one of the points refers to ‘continued dialogue with local communities’. This 
is another ironic statement when the ignored £35,000 local Slip Bridge Consultation exer-
cise is remembered.

Nigel Robins

1 June 2007

ENDS
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