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COWENTS:

My wife and | have lived in Hurst for over 30 years. Qur two sons
went to school here. This proposed devel opnent although reduced from
200 hones to 99 hones should be rejected for all the reasons laid
out in Appeal Ref: APP/ X0360/W 22/3309202. In rejecting that appea
the Inspector stated that "...flooding or drainage...were matters
rai sed by nany interested persons in witten representations and

al so by many of those who spoke at the Inquiry". (Para 114). He

al so noted in Para 116 that "landowners have a responsibility to
mai ntain their ditches". | would add the following in ny objection
to the current Application 242067: -

1. The Flood Ri sk Assessnent (FRA) states that "Surface Water

flood risk is dealt with by designing a drai nage network to ensure
any onsite developnent is protected". It then describes how ONSI TE
surface water flowis attenuated and then di scharged at a maxi num
flowrate of 17.7 litres/sec.

2. FRA Draw ng Nunmber 409.010068. 00001- SLR- HDG 500- 01 shows the
outfall fromonsite water drainage via a 450mmdia. pipe in Section
A-A. The dinensions of the existing ditch give a cross-sectional
area 3.24n2, which at 17 litres/sec gives a surface velocity of 1
metre every 3 minutes. The maxi num surface velocity (South to North
along simlar X-Section) is nore like 1 netre every 10 mi nutes, and
at times of prolonged rain it is STATIC. In other words, the

el aborate SuDS will cope with ONSITE surface water but pays no heed
to the downstreamditch on which it is totally dependent.

3. The FRA appears to take no account of the high-water |eve
arriving fromupstream (i.e. South) which already threatens to
flood the property at 11 Barber C ose after prol onged rain.

4. The FRA Section 7.0 etc. Draft Mintenance Strategy gives details
of conponents requiring mai ntenance but fails to nention the nost
essential link - the existing dowstreamditch. As in the previous
Application and Appeal the existing ditch appears to | ook after
itself. This ditch (known as Hatchgate Ditch) on the western plot
boundary has not been cleared once in the last twenty years. It is
badly overgrown, and water overtops the brimregularly in winter. 5.
Whil st the plot is designated as Low Ri sk the FRA shows the
proposed discharge to the ditch roughly where the risk increases to
Me dium Risk. (FRA Page8, Fig 4). Earlier this year fl oodwater
covered an area roughly corresponding to the Medium Ri sk area shown
in Figd. Alarge area of our garden at 2 Nursery Close and the

adj acent plot to the north were flooded to a depth of 250-300mm
Fortunately, the water did not reach the house, but rising sea

| evel s make that ever nore likely. (Photographs avail able)

6. The FRA Section 5.10 Approvals accepts that "In order to build a
new connection into the existing onsite watercourse an Odinary

Wat er cour se Consent/ Environnental Permit is required...". Any
Consent/Permt issued with knowl edge of the above data will be
accepting that flooding of adjacent |land is inevitable.

| trust that these points will be carefully considered, and the
Application rejected.
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