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Arnold, M., (1989). ‘Best news’ on barrage. South Wales Echo [online] 4th July. Date updated: 23/08.2017. p2. [04/03/2021] Available from: https://www.peoplescollection.wales/items/603193 - 
This reference refers to an article within a newspaper. This article mainly highlights the opposition made by members of Cardiff City Council against the building of the Cardiff Bay Barrage. This article was targeted at the South Wales community due to the paper it was published in being circulated in that area. The usefulness of this source is that it shows that those who opposed the action were seemingly trying to convert those it would directly affect; this is highlighted in the very negative outlook on this project which means those who read the article would have only received a very negative image of the project from the start. There are certain limitations with using this source: the individuals named in this article are members of the Cardiff City Council, and there is no mention of the views of the general public which makes this a very one-sided argument. However, it does show that even though the council authorised this scheme in order to bring in tourism and reinvigorate the area, there were those within the organisation who did not see the benefits to the area, although within this article they decided not to clearly articulate these points. 

BBC., (1999). UK: Wales Barrage gates open for Cardiff’s new look. BBC. [online] 04/11. (2003) pg.1 [09/03/2021] Available from: http://news.bbc.co.uk/1/hi/wales/503972.stm  
This source is a news article about the Cardiff Bay Barrage during construction. It must be taken into consideration that this article was released via the BBC, this is a UK wide news provider so when they present information it is made to reach a wide audience. This article highlights the negative environmental crises which the barrage will create for the local wildlife. However, the article does emphasise the potential future plans for the area, and the justification for the Barrage, despite the concerns. This source has useful elements, for example, we can see what the Cardiff County Council’s plans were to refresh the Bay into a zone which would attract tourists. Nonetheless, the limitations of this particular source are that having this information coming from such a high level and widespread platform such as the BBC, some of the details of the situation have been ignored or intentionally removed to cater to a wider audience. It also seems that within this article the report only covers one aspect of concern made by authorities, which does not give the viewer a clear image of what the issues were, however, as previously mentioned, this may be due to lack of interest/time, or a deliberate way to detract from the issue. 

BBC., (2000). Assembly Snub for Barrage. BBC [online]. 01.03 (2003) pg.1 [09/03/2021]. Available from: http://news.bbc.co.uk/1/hi/wales/661557.stm 
This source is again a BBC news article covering the completion of the Cardiff Bay Barrage. The article states that when the Barrage was completed the National Assembly decided that there would not be a formal ceremony to mark its opening, which was going to include a member of the royal family coming to personally open it. Again, the article stresses that there was protesting about the Barrage and the potential damage it may cause in the area, however, this aspect does not seem to be an important point of contention as it makes very little effort to highlight this. This article is useful because it raises questions about the final thoughts within the National Assembly regarding the project due to the fact that this project had cost them millions of pounds. It makes the reader wonder why something that was meant to bring so much to the city was not given much recognition once completed? To conclude, this article has its limitations as a source; once again, it is from the BBC and they are only able to report on the information provided to them, also the format must cater to a wide audience, many of whom may not have much interest in what is happening in Cardiff. Additionally it does not give the reader any information about how the local people felt about the completion of the Barrage, whether it has done what it had set out to do, or whether it was just an eye-sore that nobody needed nor wanted.
 
Cardiff Harbour Authority., 2019. Cardiff Harbour Authority [08/03/2021] Available from: https://cardiffharbour.com
This source is a website designed by the Cardiff County Council to display what the Cardiff Bay area has to offer for the general public. It caters to a wide range of people such as those in education, tourists and future investors. The format of the website is simple to navigate around so it could be accessed by people of all ages, and it is reliant on images possibly to make things easier to digest. This is useful because it gives an indication on what the Cardiff County Council are doing with the area as well as what they would want to do in the future. Nonetheless, there are some things that cause limitations with this source, due to the fact it does not give any information about how people actually think about the area and whether they benefit from it. Furthermore there is no mention of Tiger Bay, which has been something that is a big part of Cardiff Bay’s history but is a feature the Council may not want to display to the public. The source only shows the positives of the area (which confirms that the website is directed at tourists) therefore could this be seen as a negative impression of the area due to the information not reflecting what is actually found there?

Great Britain. House of Lords., (1989). Cardiff Bay Barrage Bill.[Hansard], 14th November 1989, vol 160, cc242-88. (Online) London: The Stationery Office. 
This source is a transcript from a meeting from the House of Lord’s discussion about the potential benefits and the negative possibilities that could happen due to the building of the Barrage. This reference is useful because it gives the reader an insight into the government processes to create such an enormous project. The bill gives the impression that Cardiff Bay before the renovation was an unused, and “derelict” area. It highlights that Cardiff as a city was in need of development due to changing circumstances in the industries sustaining it, i.e. its decline. In its limitations as a source, we have to take into consideration that the individuals involved within this debate are politicians and could potentially gain something should the project go ahead, such as prestige or money, thus it is a biased source.  

ITV Wales Archive @ NLW., (2015) Butetown, 1960s [online] Youtube. [08/03/2021]. Available from: https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=9tfu8bNdFUI
This source is a video clip from ITV as they interviewed residents of Tiger Bay before the demolition of this part of Cardiff. The people who lived there seemed to have a general consensus that the residents like living in the area, and had a tight community which they felt comfortable in and wish to stay a part of. This source is useful due to it connecting to the general public in the area and creating an image of what life was like in a location which many believed to be dangerous. Nonetheless, there are limitations to this source; it only interviews a select few individuals which does not give an overarching view of the entire area nor those who lived outside it, also we are given no context of why these individuals are being interviewed, so it is unclear what these answers are in response to.

ITV Wales Archive @ NLW., (2015). The Demolition of Old Cardiff Housing 1962 [online] Youtube [08/03/2021]. Available from: https://youtube.com/results?search_query=The+Demolition+of+old+Cardiff+Housing%2C+1962
This is a source in the form of an interview with the local people living in the Tiger Bay area. This interview seems to be endeavouring to inquire how the individuals felt about their homes being on the list for demolition. It is clear from their responses that they were very unhappy about the situation, and many would be left in huge amounts of debt on outstanding mortgage payments. The impression from this broadcast is that the Cardiff County Council were very cold and distant when it came to informing the residents that they would be losing their homes, and that many were not told where they would be relocated to when the time came to move. The usefulness of this source is that it gives an insight into the problems and stresses which individuals were being put into, and we get a sense that these people did not feel like they were being heard. However, the limitations of this is that, as in the previous source, the broadcasters only interviewed a handful of people; this makes getting a view of how the entirety of Tiger Bay felt about leaving their homes unknown. Furthermore there is no concept of a timescale so we cannot tell how long there was between the interviews and the demolition (which we also see within this video) actually taking place, also we do not know what happens to those individuals within the interview and whether they received any compensation for this action.
Jordan, G., 1988. Images of Tiger Bay: Did Howard Spring tell the truth? Journal of Welsh Labour History [online] 5(1) pp. 53-59. [04/03/2021]. Available from: https://journals.library.wales/view/1326508/1327977/54#?xywh=- 1941%2C-138%2C6613%2C4047
This source centres around a passage written by Howard Spring in 1956 about Tiger Bay. His passage contains many stereotypes and prejudices of the time, by the way he describes people of different ethnic groups and skin colours. He highlights that Tiger Bay was full of different people living in a single community, which he describes in negative terms as full of violence, mix-raced children and unhealthy living conditions. In terms of usefulness this source has its merits; it gives the reader clear positives and negatives about the passage given by Spring and also some of the shortcomings within his own research. This gives the researcher today a sense that this idea of Tiger Bay being a negative and unsavoury place to live was being questioned, even though this might have been a little too late due to the district having already been destroyed by this point. On the other hand, the limitations are that the reader is given a lot of information about how the writer’s ideas of Tiger Bay have changed, but this does not give much room for individuals to interpret Spring’s passage independently; also, as already stated, Tiger Bay no longer existed by this point in time so there is no way of verifying the information by Spring or the article’s author.
The National Assembly of Wales. 2000. The Cardiff Bay Barrage. 01-01. [online] Welsh Parliament  [Date viewed: 04/03/21] Available from: https://senedd.wales/search/?PageSize=4&Page=1&Culture=en-GB&ViewModelType=All&IsSubSearch=True&SiteHomePageId=0&SearchTerm=cardiff%20bay&DateFrom=&DateTo=&Tags=Housing&Members=&IncludeNews=true&IncludeBlogPosts=true&IncludeEvents=true&IncludePages=true&IncludePetitions=true&IncludeJobs=true&IncludeResearchArticles=true&IncludeResearchPublications=true&IncludeLaidDocuments=true&IncludeCommitteeDocuments=true&IncludePublishedDocuments=true&IncludeTabledBusiness=true&IncludeSpeeches=true&IncludeTranscripts=true
This source is an audit written by the National Assembly of Wales after the completion of the Cardiff Bay Barrage. It covers the background of why the Council made the decision to build the Barrage, the overall cost of the Barrage and the potential developments which may be implemented in the future, as well as who is responsible for the maintenance of the Barrage and the lake created because of it. In terms of usefulness there are a variety of situations for which this record could be helpful. Due to the nature of this document, it is widely available online for anyone who would wish to study this topic, as a result of this document being written after the completion of the Barrage which means that we are able to get a full picture of the entire process of building the Barrage and the consequences of it. Also this item, being an audit, would be an unbiased authority which just presents the facts, which makes it easy to interpret the information independently. Nonetheless, there are limitations: due to the nature of the document the reader will never get a personal opinion of those living in the area, there are no mentions of whether the Assembly have taken any of the grievances of those affected on board to improve the Barrage, during and after the build, and we can also not see whether or not the process of creating a pleasant environment for tourism in order to boost the economy has actually be successful. It must be taken into account that the Barrage had only just been completed so this information may not have been available, and it is not clear at the time of writing whether the building of the Barrage achieved any of its goals.
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