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Dear Ishita and Ele
 
I hope you are both well.
 
It is correct that a surface water drainage strategy was developed previously. Natural England 
commented on the strategy with concerns that it was not a SUDs led scheme relying on underground 
storage tanks for example, which has additional threats to breaching of the sandstone layer and 
impacting hydrological pathways to the SSSI. We had been consulted late in the day on this matter and 
the overarching scheme was not substantively changed.; we advised that swale features were 
incorporated. I think the attached letter sets out these issues.
 
We advised at that time that all future developments coming forward should show they are Suds -led 
and maximise greenspace in order to mimic the existing hydrological regime as far as possible.  This is a 
critical point for these schemes. We would therefore welcome an updated scheme that utilised Suds in 
particular as this matter is so important for the SSSI. Many schemes are utilising Suds as a matter of 
course and the topography of the scheme would suit a suds led solution which is of course also more 
sustainable with climate change.
 
Of great concern are the proposals to develop in the north west plot. This has outcrops of sandstone 
and we had advised that development avoided this area. It is a matter of great concern that our clear 
advice is not being followed with the latest proposals. An extract from our advice is provided below:
 
Future applications-request to attach the following  to any discharge of conditions 
 
In order to protect Marline Valley woods SSSI from cumulative impacts of the peacemeal  development 
Queensway North we advise that  all future applications for Queensway north demonstrably show that 
they: 
 
 Have been designed around a SuDS-lead scheme which maximises greenspace and minimises 
underground storage. A clear SuDS approach will be requisite. Developments will need demonstrate that 
they have been designed around the need to retain greenspace and incorporate exemplar infrastructure 
such as green rooves and rain gardens for example.  Demonstrate how they contribute towards 
mimicking the existing hydrological regime: Such features will need to be a key feature of any new 
development at Queensway North. 
 
The above will be a particularly important aspect to consider for any development coming forward in the 
North West plot as the sandstone layers have been shown to outcrop in this area which is also closest to 



the SSSI. This leaves no contingency time should an accident happen. Natural England has advised 
variously that any development in this area would be of key concern to Natural England.  Again I refer 
you to our previous comments (March 2016, April 2016, and June 2016) on this issue 
 
Further advice: Clarification of Drawing 26499/2004/500/002 (Foul and surface water drainage site-
wide) We confirm that we very recently received a drawing (number 26499/2004/500/002). We assume 
that this was attached in error as the drawing is not appropriate for the Queensway North Site for 
reasons discussed variously in previous applications and highlighted below:  
 
The drawing does not include any of the swale features that we have approved within Drawing 
26499/2004/500/003. Furthermore the drawing shows future development plots at Queensway North to 
be serviced by a very large storage tanks which we advise is not compliant with the Sitewide 
Management Plan. We advise that this drawing is clearly not reflective of the progress that has been 
made through continued negotiation between Natural England, the applicants and ESCC regarding the 
need for the strategy to demonstrably incorporate greater Suds measures. We have welcomed the 
improvements made thus far in this area. We therefore assume that this drawing has been submitted in 
error and should be removed. For clarity our comments and recommendations for this application relate 
only to drawing 26499/2004/500/003 and not to 26499/2004/500/002 which is not appropriate for this 
site .
 
Therefore drawing 26499/2004/500/003 was reviewed by us and due to the late stage in the application 
was agreed with additional swale features. We would welcome a revised Suds led plan and reiterate 
that  maximising greenspace and suds features is key, in addition to avoiding development within the 
north-west plot.
 
I hope that this clarifies the matter
 
With best wishes
 
Rebecca Pearson
 
Senior Adviser
Sussex and Kent


