
LATE REPRESENTATIONS FOR COMMITTEE 

 
Committee Date: 30 January 2020 

App No:  SL/2018/0715 

Site Address:  Land to the east of Park House Drive, Heversham 

Proposal:  Residential development of 6 dwellings, including 2 affordable 

dwellings, with parking and amenity space. 

Further representations:  

1. Robert Batstone, 25 Dugg Hill 

1.1. Mr Batstone has supplied copies of two documents that he wishes Members 
to be aware of in advance of making their decision: (a) “a map showing the 
48 properties that have their vehicular access off either Dugg Hill or Park 
House Drive (our 'estate')”; and (b) “the 1991 Planning Inspectors judgement 
on a previous application.”  

1.2. Mr Batstone’s representation has been published online and the two 
documents to which he refers are appended to this update.  

Officer Comments 

1.3. The significance of the number of properties served off of Dugg Hill and Park 
House Drive is discussed under the “Access” heading of the Committee 
report. 

1.4. The relevance of the 1991 planning inspector’s decision is discussed in 
section 22 of the Committee report. The scheme proposed at that time was 
for a larger number of dwellings (40), over a larger area (1.5 hectares) and 
was judged in an entirely different policy context.  

2. Hilary Robertson, 5 Park House Drive 

2.1. Ms. Robertson has expressed a concern about surface water. In an email 
(with attached photos) dated 28 January 2020 she has stated: 

“I am forwarding with this email 3 photos that I took myself and one 
from a neighbour across the road, when we had our last incidence of 
flooding from the field in question.  The relevance is that the pond in 
the field grows in wet weather until during a storm it will overtop and 
run in a torrent, exacerbated by the ongoing deluge, down the spur 
from the field into Park House Drive where it collects in the dip in front 
of my neighbour's house at No 3.  As you can see, it then floods her 
garden, into the undercroft of her house, and the ground water 
continues to flow under our houses and out into the school grounds 
below. “  

2.2. Ms. Robertson’s email and photos have been published online. The photos 
will be displayed as part of the PowerPoint presentation to Committee and 
Ms. Robertson has indicated that she will also be referring to them when she 
addresses Members directly.  

 



Officer Comments 

2.3. The planning process cannot reasonably be expected to resolve established 
incidences of flooding. However, it is explicit in: (a) Core Strategy policy 
CS8.8 (Development and flood risk); (b) DMDPD policy DM6 (Flood Risk 
Management and Sustainable Drainage Systems); and (c) paragraph 155 of 
the National Planning Policy Framework that development must not increase 
flood risk elsewhere. Therefore, in this case, although residents may continue 
to experience the events depicted in Ms. Robertson’s photos once the 
development is completed, the surface water drainage scheme required by 
condition 15, and recommended by the lead local flood authority, will ensure 
that the situation will be made no worse.  

2.4. In response to Ms. Robertson’s concerns, Savills (acting on behalf of the 
applicants) have made the following additional comment: 

“Residents have expressed concerns about what they consider to be 
existing surface water drainage issues emanating from the site. There 
is a clear condition, as requested by the Local Lead Flood Authority, 
which requires a surface water drainage solution which does not 
exacerbate flooding in the local area. In terms of improving any existing 
issue, this is not something which is required of any planning 
application however clearly there would be an opportunity through the 
design of this surface water drainage solution to put in place measures 
that reduce the run off rate from the site. Therefore we can guarantee 
that if there is an existing issue there will be no worsening of the 
situation locally and we can say that this application represents the 
only realistic opportunity on the table of improving any situation that 
may exist – although this will be considered through a DOC [discharge 
of condition] application.” 
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