


equally logical to say that this would result in more pipes being flagged as “FLOOD” and may, of
course, result in physical flooding on site.
Also given the previous rejection of this same testing, please can you explain, given there has not
been any change in BRE365 relating to the testing methodology, how this testing has now been
accepted twice by your drainage engineer, given its flagrant breach of the conditions under which
it should be conducted and is stated as complying with. Please also refer to the independent
review I sought which states the methodology does not comply with BRE 365. This is therefore not
simply my opinion, but one of a professional in this field of expertise.

As we no longer live on the development, the outcome of this has no actual bearing on us, or our
situation. People may then ask why we are doing this. Our concern is the future impact that the
decisions the Council makes now could have on the residents we counted amongst our friends. We
feel that they have a right to be aware of your responses to these issues so that they have all the
facts available to them in order to make informed decisions. If subsequent testing indicates the
unsuitability of an infiltration solution, they should be aware that the only other apparent solution
to dispose of the water would be off site pumping. There is another possible outcome to this
predicament, though I shall refrain from detailing it as it could be seen as sensationalist and
extremely worrying for the residents, but one which has to be a logical possibility. I’m quire sure
everyone understands what that would entail.

This situation has been, and continues to be, extremely distressing for all the residents of this
development who merely wish for the homes to be safe and authorised. The predicament has been
caused entirely by the failure to discharge pre-commencement conditions. Had those been
complied with, the true nature of the geology could have been ascertained accurately, and an
appropriate drainage design put forward from the start, instead of trying to retrofit a solution into
an already occupied development.

In conclusion, I have a simple request: please will you provide the answers to the issues above, and
upload those to the portal along with this correspondence for the benefit of all the residents of
Mayflower Meadow?

--

Kind regards

Dr Tym Huckin BSc(Hons) FIAP MBCS


