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My wife and | have lived in Hurst for over 30 years. Qur two sons
went to school here. | believe this proposed devel opnent directly

contradicts both the National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF
2025) and Woki ngham Bor ough Council's conprehensi ve "Design Guide."
1. Flood Ri sk.

1.1 The Drainage Strategy Report (DSR) states that, with regard to
surface water, "Attenuation involves the storing of surface water
wi t hin pi pework or underground storage tanks prior to controlled
di scharge into the public system The DSR Executive Summary states
that "There are no public surface water sewers." This is a clear
cont radi cti on.

1.2 The current design shows pre-cast concrete soakaways on
DRGL111- 2530-Cl V-10 but says this "...could be changed to cellular
storage tanks." In either case these systens will fill after

prol onged rain and nust allow sone onward flow to sonewhere. SAl
conpri ses 3x2100 di aneter PPIC s. These are soakaways with no sign
of onward flow. Wien they eventually fill where will the flow go?
1.3 If cellular storage tanks are used it is inportant to note the
description of a typical systemby the nmanufacturers (for exanple
SDS Water Infrastructure Systens). In their pronotional literature
they say, "The stored water is gradually released in a controlled
manner into the surface water drainage systemor directly into
wat er cour ses, reducing the risk of upstream and downstream

fl oodi ng. "
1.4 The DSR shows in Section 5.5 that the outlet water flow wll be
attenuated by a vortex flow control. Increasing flow neans increased

differential pressure across the vortex and this reduces or

nodul ates flow. This is a sinple, reliable type of control, but it
shows again that it relies on a forward flow in order to operate.
The DSR states in Section 4.0 that, "Attenuation should be
positioned as close to the outfall as possible and would contro
the surface water discharge fromthe site." The DSR does not
identify a suitable watercourse, probably because there isn't one.
No di scharge or onward flowis shown in DRGs 1111-2530-ClV-10 & 11

1. 5 Wki ngham Bor ough Council| produced an S19 Fl ood | nvestigation
Report follow ng the severe floods in 2023, which showed that Hurst
has a flood event risk of 1 in 3 years on | and which includes the
proposed site. This throws into qu estion the DSR and the figures on
which it is based

1.6 In their Drainage Strategy Report, Peter Baxter Associates state
in Para 1.3.3 that "Due to the low perneability [of the soil] less
than three cycles of flooding was (sic) carried out at sonme of the
pits.” Not only were there less than three drai nage test cycles, but
5 out of the 8 infiltration rate cal culations were based on
extrapol at ed graph readi ngs.

1.7 The DSR says "The infiltration rates were cal cul ated as defi ned
in BRE365. "However, BRE365 clearly states that "Results of

i nconplete tests should not be extrapolated...If the water |eve

does not drop

bel ow 25% of the original water level this can be an indication of a



hi gh groundwater table or an issue with the infiltration rate of the
soils in the I ower section of the pit."

1.8 BRE365 al so states that, "ldeally the test should be undertaken
during the winter...Even better taken after a period of rain." By
conducting the infiltration tests in late May the conditions were
very favourable for obtaining conpliant results.

1.9 The recent devel opnent of four houses on Tape Lane near this
site relied on SuDS to suggest there was no flood risk. Wthin a
matter of nonths an application was nade to the connect the surface
wat er to nearby Hatchgate Ditch as the Fl ood Ri sk Assessnent was
clearly

i nadequat e. SuDS ensures that a site will not flood. It takes no
account of downstream drainage. Incidentally, there is no flowin
Hat chgate; it is conpletely bl ocked.

1.10 The NPPF states in Planning & FI ood Ri sk Para 182(C) that
applications nust, "have nai ntenance arrangenents in place to ensure
an acceptabl e standard of operation for the lifetinme of the

devel opnent." In section 7 the DSR identifies nunerous
responsibilities for up to 25 years. This is not "the lifetinme of

t he

devel opnent "

2 Achi eving well designed pl aces

2.1 The NPPF (Para 131) states, "The creation of high quality,
beauti ful and sustainable buildings and places is fundanmental to
what the planning and devel opnent process should achieve." As the
Hurst Parish Council (HPC) have so well described in their

obj ections this application appears to fly directly in the face of
t hi s fundanent al

requirenent.

2.2 The NPPF (Para 132) states that, "Design policies should be
devel oped with | ocal communities so they reflect |ocal aspirations,
and are grounded in an understandi ng and eval uation of each area's
defining characteristics." Again, as the HPC have highlighted, this
application appears to be dianetrically opposed to the NPPF.

This application is ill prepared and |acking in accurate detail. |
trust that these points will be carefully considered and the
application rejected.



