Appendix A - Strategic Flood Risk Assessment of Sites Promoted for Inclusion in the Draft Mineral Sites Plan

NB — The sites allocated in the Draft Mineral Sites Plan are identified in the table shaded light brown

Fluvial Flooding Risk — Flood Zones |, 2 and 3

Risk of Flooding from Surface

Water

(1in30; 1in 100 & I in 1000 year flood

Sequential Test

S Zones)
ite
Site . Nearest | Mineral : Proposed o
f Site Name T T size d pl ¢ Coincidence C.omcu-ience Coincidence Comments
A= Dl ype (ha) S Proximity | With 1in30 | With 1in 100 | yich | in &
FRZI | FRZI | FRZ2 | FRZ2 | FRZ3 | FRz3 | ofsiteto | Year flood Ye:,::(’d f:°°° e .
ha % |ha % ha % S Fone (Medium ood zone Recommendations
(metres) | (High Risk) Risk) (Low Risk)
RoFSW 0.1% | RoFSW 1% | RoFSW 3.3%
: Sand & Extraction of sand <10% <5% 210m distance | . . .
ASOI Binnegar Wareham Gravel 15.38 and some gravel 15.38 100 0 0 0 0 490 coincidence coincidence from ROFSW Site is already permitted.
Site has been reduced in size, and remains
entirely within Flood Zone I.
Some theoretical risk of flooding from surface
Great water. Flood Risk Assessment would be
AS06 | Plantation Wareham Sand & 3168 Extraction of sand 3168 100 0 0 0 0 Ikm <10% 20m distance 20m distance | required at planning application stage, with a
Wareham' Gravel ’ and some gravel ’ coincidence from RoFSW from RoFSW | site specific strategy for surface water
management that does not increase rates of
runoff or generate off site worsening
Suitable in flood risk terms for allocation in
Draft Mineral Sites Plan.
Site is entirely within Flood Zone |I.
Some theoretical risk of flooding from surface
water. Flood Risk Assessment would be
. o o o required at planning application stage, with a
<10% <5>7% <>7%
AS08 | Horton Heath Verwood Sand & 7.18 Extraction of sand 7.18 100 0 0 0 0 200 . I.O/ . .5/ . .5/ site specific strategy for surface water
Gravel and some gravel coincidence coincidence coincidence .
management that does not increase rates of
runoff or generate off site worsening
Suitable in flood risk terms for allocation in
Draft Mineral Sites Plan.
Site is within Flood Zone |, but close to Flood
Zones 2 & 3.
Some theoretical risk of flooding from surface
water. Flood Risk Assessment would be
required at planning application stage, with a
site specific strategy for surface water
Hurn Court . . management that does not increase rates of
<5% <5%
AS09 | Farm Christchurch Sand & 14.67 Extraction of sand 14.67 100 0 0 0 0 20 . .5/ ; .5/ 10m distance runoff or generate off site worsening
Extension Gravel and gravel coincidence coincidence from RoFSW

Sand and gravel extraction is water compatible,
so suitable in flood risk terms for allocation in
Draft Mineral Sites Plan.

Climate Change predictions may result in flood
outlines greater than existing Flood Zone 2.
Processing plant/storage/stockpiles should
preferably be located in Flood Zone |, and
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Risk of Flooding from Surface

Woater
Fluvial Flooding Risk — Flood Zones I, 2 and 3

zones)

Site
Site Site Name Nearest | Mineral | (;,o | Proposed

f T T devel t Coincidence | Coincidence | Cgjincidence Comments
* o YPE cvelopmen Proximity | Wwith 1in30 [ With 1in100 | yith | in
(ha) roximity vear flood &
FRZI | FRZI | FRZ2 | FRZ2 | FRZ3 | FRZ3 | ofsite to year flood Zone 1000 year .
ha % ha % ha % FZ2 &3 zone (Medium flood zone Recommendations

(metres) | (High Risk) Risk) (Low Risk)
RoFSW 0.1% RoFSW 1% RoFSW 3.3%

should be located as far from Flood Zones 2 &
3 as reasonably possible.

Site is primarily within Flood Zone I, and
partly within Flood Zone 2.

Some risk of flooding from surface water.
Flood Risk Assessment would be required at
planning application stage, with a site specific
strategy for surface water management that
does not increase rates of runoff or generate

off site worsening

Moreton Sand & Extraction of sand Partly within <40% <20% <10%
ASIO Plantation Dorchester Gravel 188.50 and some gravel 187.1 9 40 0.74 0.70 0 FRZ2 coincidence coincidence coincidence | Sand and gravel extraction is water compatible,

so suitable in flood risk terms for allocation in
Draft Mineral Sites Plan.

Climate Change predictions may result in flood
outlines greater than existing Flood Zone 2.
Processing plant/storage/stockpiles should
preferably be located in Flood Zone |, and
should be located as far from Flood Zones 2 &
3 as reasonably possible.

Site is partly within Flood Zone |, but mostly
within Flood Zones 2 & 3.

Some risk of flooding from surface water.
Flood Risk Assessment would be required at
planning application stage, with a site specific
strategy for surface water management that
does not increase rates of runoff or generate

Parley C Sand & E f sand Largely 59 10% SR off site worsening
arley Court . an xtraction of san e <5% <10% <25% o _
Phase 3 Christchurch Gravel 7148 and gravel 14.97 2| 2651 79 >2.62 “ bl coincidence coincidence coincidence | Sand and gravel extraction is water compatible,

&3 so suitable in flood risk terms for allocation in
Draft Mineral Sites Plan.

ASI |

Climate Change predictions may result in flood
outlines greater than existing Flood Zone 2.
Processing plant/storage/stockpiles should
preferably be located in Flood Zone |, and
should be located as far from Flood Zones 2 &
3 as reasonably possible.
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Site
ref

Site Name

Nearest
Town

Mineral
Type

Site
size

(ha)

Proposed
development

Fluvial Flooding Risk — Flood Zones I, 2 and 3

Risk of Flooding from Surface

Water

(1in30; 1 in 100 & | in 1000 year flood

zones)

FRZI
ha

FRZI
%

FRZ2
ha

FRZ2
%

FRZ3
ha

FRZ3
%

Proximity
of site to
FZ2 &3

(metres)

Coincidence
with | in 30
year flood
zone
(High Risk)

RoFSW 0.1%

Coincidence
with | in 100
year flood
zone
(Medium
Risk)

RoFSW 1%

Coincidence
with | in
1000 year

flood zone
(Low Risk)

RoFSW 3.3%

Sequential Test

Comments
&

Recommendations

ASI2

Philliol’s Farm,
Bere

Woareham

Sand &
Gravel

67.36

Extraction of sand
and gravel

67.36

100

<10%
coincidence

<5%
coincidence

<5%
coincidence

Site is within Flood Zone |, but adjacent to
Flood Zones 2 & 3.

Some theoretical risk of flooding from surface
water. Flood Risk Assessment would be
required at planning application stage, with a
site specific strategy for surface water
management that does not increase rates of
runoff or generate off site worsening

Sand and gravel extraction is water compatible,
so suitable in flood risk terms for allocation in
Draft Mineral Sites Plan.

Climate Change predictions may result in flood
outlines greater than existing Flood Zone 2.
No processing or material storage is proposed
on the site, but if any is to be processed/stored
on site, processing plant/storage/stockpiles
should preferably be located in Flood Zone I,
and should be located as far from Flood Zones
2 & 3 as reasonably possible.

ASI3

Roeshot

Christchurch

Sand &
Gravel

7421

Extraction of sand
and gravel

65.26

88

8.95

6.31

Partly within
FRZ2 & 3

<20%
coincidenc
e

<10%
coincidenc
e

<5%
coincidence

Site is primarily within Flood Zone |, and
partly within Flood Zones 2 & 3.

Some risk of flooding from surface water.
Flood Risk Assessment would be required at
planning application stage, with a site specific
strategy for surface water management that
does not increase rates of runoff or generate
off site worsening

Sand and gravel extraction is water compatible,
so suitable in flood risk terms for allocation in
Draft Mineral Sites Plan.

Climate Change predictions may result in flood
outlines greater than existing Flood Zone 2.
Processing plant/storage/stockpiles should
preferably be located in Flood Zone |, and
should be located as far from Flood Zones 2 &
3 as reasonably possible.

ASI|4

Sturminster
Marshall -
Georges Land

Wimborne

Sand &
Gravel

30.85

2.76

28.09

9l

28.09

9l

Mostly within
FRZ 2 & 3

<30%
coincidenc
e

<10%
coincidenc
e

<5%
coincidence

Site is partly within Flood Zone |, but mostly
within Flood Zones 2 & 3.

Some risk of flooding from surface water.
Flood Risk Assessment would be required at
planning application stage, with a site specific
strategy for surface water management that
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Risk of Flooding from Surface
Water
Fluvial Flooding Risk — Flood Zones I, 2 and 3
s zones)
ite
Site . Nearest | Mineral . Proposed —
f Site Name T T hes d pl ¢ Coincidence C.cnncu.ience Coincidence Comments
re own ype evelopmen Proximity | With 1in30 | with 1in 100 | yiep | jn
(ha) roximity fl year flood 000 &
FRZ| | FRZ| | FRZ2 | FRZ2 | FRZ3 | FRz3 | of site to yeazr;nzod zone ﬂloo gt R dati
ha % | ha % ha % FZ2&3 zone (Medium - ecommendations
(metres) (High Risk) Risk) (Low Risk)
RoFSW 0.1% RoFSW 1% RoFSW 3.3%
does not increase rates of runoff or generate
off site worsening
Sand and gravel extraction is water compatible,
so suitable in flood risk terms for allocation in
Draft Mineral Sites Plan.
Climate Change predictions may result in flood
outlines greater than existing Flood Zone 2.
Processing plant/storage/stockpiles should
preferably be located in Flood Zone |, and
should be located as far from Flood Zones 2 &
3 as reasonably possible.
Site is entirely within Flood Zones 2 & 3.
Some risk of flooding from surface water.
Flood Risk Assessment would be required at
planning application stage, with a site specific
; <30% <10% o strategy for surface water management that
ASI4 - Sturminster Wimborne Sand & | |5 97 0 0 1797 | 100 | 17.97 | 100 | Within FRZ2 coincidenc coincidenc <S% does not increase rates of runoff or generate
(b) | Marshall Gravel coincidence . .
e e off site worsening
Sand and gravel extraction is water compatible,
so extraction here is suitable in flood risk
terms.
Climate Change predictions may result in flood
outlines greater than existing Flood Zone 2.
Processing plant/storage/stockpiles should
preferably be located in Flood Zone |, and
not in Flood Zone 3, and preferably not in
Sturminster Sand & e S 710m distance Flood Zone 2
ASl14(a) Marshall Wimborne Gravel 29.55 0 0 29.55 100 | 29.55 100 | Within FRZ2 coincidenc coincidenc from RoESW | Since this site currently does not include
€ € any land outside of Flood Zones 2 & 3, it
is not currently considered suitable for
allocation in the Draft Mineral Sites
Plan.
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Fluvial Flooding Risk — Flood Zones I, 2 and 3

Risk of Flooding from Surface

Water

(1in30; 1 in 100 & | in 1000 year flood

Sequential Test

S zones)
ite
Site . Nearest | Mineral : Proposed Ao of
f Site Name T T size d pl ¢ Coincidence C.omcuflence Coincidence Comments
he O ype (ha) 2 Az D Proximity | With 1in30 | with 'f']" 100 | with I in &
FRZI | FRZI | FRZ2 | FRZ2 | FRZ3 | FRZ3 | of siteto | yearflood | yearflood 1000 year .
ha % |ha | % |ha | % | FZ2&3 zone (Mz:dr:ﬁm flood zone S RlErcations
(metres) | (High Risk) Risk) (Low Risk)
RoFSW 0.1% RoFSW 1% RoFSW 3.3%
Site is entirely within Flood Zone |.
Some theoretical risk of flooding from surface
water. Flood Risk Assessment would be
<10% <10% . required at planning application stage, with a
ASI5 | Tatchell’s Wareham Sand & 2.52 2.52 100 0 0 0 0 170 coincidenc coincidenc 100m distance site specific strategy for surface water
Gravel from RoFSW .
e e management that does not increase rates of
runoff or generate off site worsening
Suitable in flood risk terms for allocation in
Draft Mineral Sites Plan.
Site is primarily within Flood Zone |, and
partly within Flood Zones 2 & 3.
Some slight risk of flooding from surface
water. Flood Risk Assessment would be
required at planning application stage, with a
site specific strategy for surface water
management that does not increase rates of
Woodsford ol Partly within <10% <5% . runoff or generate off site worsening
ASI9 | Farm, Dorchester Gravel 106.16 103.8 98 2.36 2 1.56 I Flood Zones coincidenc coincidenc coincid:znce Sand and gravel extraction is water compatible,
Woodsford 2&3 e e so suitable in flood risk terms for allocation in
Draft Mineral Sites Plan.
Climate Change predictions may result in flood
outlines greater than existing Flood Zone 2.
Processing plant/storage/stockpiles should
preferably be located in Flood Zone |, and
should be located as far from Flood Zones 2 &
3 as reasonably possible.
Site is within Flood Zones |, 2 & 3.
Some theoretical risk of flooding from surface
water. Flood Risk Assessment would be
required at planning application stage, with a
Came Home Sand & Ay G = =l 20m distance :t:nzgz::r:f;i: ttr::: i);(i:rnitjtr:if:(:e\;v:;i;tes of
AS21 Dorchester 10.00 5.46 515 4.54 45 4.08 4] Flood Zones coincidenc coincidenc . .
Farm Gravel 28&3 o o from RoFSW | runoff or generate off site worsening

Sand and gravel extraction is water compatible,
so suitable in flood risk terms for allocation in
Draft Mineral Sites Plan.

Climate Change predictions may result in flood
outlines greater than existing Flood Zone 2.

Page 5 of 33



Fluvial Flooding Risk — Flood Zones I, 2 and 3

Risk of Flooding from Surface

Water

(1in30; 1 in 100 & | in 1000 year flood

Sequential Test

s zones)
ite
Site . Nearest | Mineral ; Proposed P
f Site Name T T size d pl ¢ Coincidence C.cuncuflence Coincidence Comments
he O ype (ha) 2 Az D Proximity | With 1in30 | with 'flln 100 | with I in &
FRZI | FRZ| | FRZ2 | FRZ2 | FRZ3 | FRz3 | of siteto | year flood Yei:,nZOd ﬂloog vy .
ha | % |ha | % |ha | % | FZ2&3 zone (Medium o€ zone Recommendations
(metres) (High Risk) Risk) (Low Risk)
RoFSW 0.1% | RoFSW 1% | RoFSW 3.3%
No processing or material storage is proposed
on the site, but if any is to be
processed/stored, processing
plant/storage/stockpiles should preferably be
located in Flood Zone |, and should be
located as far from Flood Zones 2 & 3 as
reasonably possible.
Site is entirely within Flood Zone |I.
Some theoretical risk of flooding from surface
water. Flood Risk Assessment would be
. . <10% 90m distance . required at planning application stage, with a
Aszz | Trigon Hill Wareham Sand & | »¢ 00 26.00 | 100 0 0 0 0 850 coincidenc from 90m distance | G hecific strategy for surface water
Extension Gravel from RoFSW .
e RoFSW management that does not increase rates of
runoff or generate off site worsening
Suitable in flood risk terms for allocation in
Draft Mineral Sites Plan.
Site is entirely within Flood Zone |I.
Some theoretical risk of flooding from surface
water. Flood Risk Assessment would be
Sand & <10% <10% <20% required at planning application stage, with a
AS23 | Gore Heath Wareham 144.95 144.95 100 0 0 0 0 40 coincidenc coincidenc P site specific strategy for surface water
Gravel coincidence .
e e management that does not increase rates of
runoff or generate off site worsening
Suitable in flood risk terms for allocation in
Draft Mineral Sites Plan.
Site is entirely within Flood Zone |.
Some theoretical risk of flooding from surface
water. Flood Risk Assessment would be
<10% <5% o required at planning application stage, with a
AS24 Purple Haze Verwood Sand & 43.26 43.26 100 0 0 0 0 320 coincidenc coincidenc . <.SA site specific strategy for surface water
South Gravel coincidence .
e e management that does not increase rates of

runoff or generate off site worsening

Suitable in flood risk terms for allocation in
Draft Mineral Sites Plan.
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Fluvial Flooding Risk — Flood Zones I, 2 and 3

Risk of Flooding from Surface

Water

(1in30; 1 in 100 & | in 1000 year flood

Sequential Test

S zones)
ite
Site . Nearest | Mineral : Proposed Ao of
f Site Name T T size d pl ¢ Coincidence C.omcuflence Coincidence Comments
he O ype (ha) 2 Az D Proximity | With 1in30 | with 'f']" 100 | with I in &
FRZI | FRZ| | FRZ2 | FRZ2 | FRZ3 | FRz3 | of siteto | year flood Yei:,nZOd ﬂloog vy .
ha % | ha % |ha | % | FZ2&3 zone (Medium ooc zone S RlErcations
(metres) (High Risk) Risk) (Low Risk)
RoFSW 0.1% RoFSW 1% RoFSW 3.3%
Site is entirely within Flood Zone |.
Some risk of flooding from surface water.
Flood Risk Assessment would be required at
. <20% <10% o planning application stage, with a site specific
AS25 Station Road, Dorchester Sand)& 61.08 61.08 100 0 0 0 0 650 coincidenc coincidenc .< I.OA’ strategy for surface water management that
Moreton Gravel coincidence .
e e does not increase rates of runoff or generate
off site worsening
Suitable in flood risk terms for allocation in
Draft Mineral Sites Plan.
Site is mostly within Flood Zone |, and partly
within Flood Zones 2 & 3.
Some risk of flooding from surface water.
Flood Risk Assessment would be required at
planning application stage, with a site specific
strategy for surface water management that
does not increase rates of runoff or generate
<25% <10% off site worsening
Hurst Farm, Sand & Partly within o - <10%
AS26 Moreton Dorchester Gravel 77.66 67.25 87 10.41 13 831 | FRZ2 coincidenc coincidenc coincidence Sand and gravel extraction is water compatible,
€ € so suitable in flood risk terms for allocation in
Draft Mineral Sites Plan.
Climate Change predictions may result in flood
outlines greater than existing Flood Zone 2.
Processing plant/storage/stockpiles should
preferably be located in Flood Zone |, and
should be located as far from Flood Zones 2 &
3 as reasonably possible.
Site is entirely within Flood Zone |.
Sand & 20T S TEmE Al s EnGe 20m distance tJ:iljrorFrooozlslli(ii QZ:edsl:rief;\?cmwth(fiaEZ
T Redman’s Hill Gravel 18.60 By 1Y v e v e — e e from RoFSW | re uir'ed at planning application stage
RoFSW RoFSW 9 planning app ge-
Suitable in flood risk terms for allocation in
Draft Mineral Sites Plan.
Site is entirely within Flood Zone |I.
AS28a Gallows Hill - Wareham Sand & 9.24 924 100 0 0 0 0 1.1 km <10% <10% <5% Some theoretical risk of flooding from surface
area A Gravel ’ ’ : coincidence coincidence coincidence water. Flood Risk Assessment would be

required at planning application stage, with a
site specific strategy for surface water
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Risk of Flooding from Surface

Water
Fluvial Flooding Risk — Flood Zones I, 2 and 3
s zones)
ite
Site . Nearest | Mineral . Proposed —
£ Site Name T T size d pl ¢ Coincidence C.cnncu.ience Coincidence Comments
re own ype (ha) evelopmen Proximity | With 1in30 | With 1in 100 | wich | in &
FRZI | FRZI | FRZ2 | FRZ2 | FRZ3 | FRz3 | of siteto | Yyearflood Yei:,:z()d ﬂloog e :
ha % ha % ha % FZ2 &3 -Zone. (Medium oo Zt'me Recommendations
(metres) (High Risk) Risk) (Low Risk)
RoFSW 0.1% RoFSW 1% RoFSW 3.3%

management that does not increase rates of
runoff or generate off site worsening
Suitable in flood risk terms for allocation in
Draft Mineral Sites Plan.
Site is within Flood Zone I, but very close to
Flood Zones 2 & 3.
Some theoretical risk of flooding from surface
water. Flood Risk Assessment would be
required at planning application stage, with a
site specific strategy for surface water
management that does not increase rates of

Gall il Sand & i - o runoff or generate off site worsening

allows Hill - an <10% <10% <5%
e area B Wareham Gravel 107.48 WWeat| - oy v L v L = coincidence coincidence coincidence Sand and gravel extraction is water compatible,

so suitable in flood risk terms for allocation in
Draft Mineral Sites Plan.

Climate Change predictions may result in flood
outlines greater than existing Flood Zone 2.
Any processing plant/storage/stockpiles should
preferably be located in Flood Zone |, and
should be located as far from Flood Zones 2 &
3 as reasonably possible.

I

Site is entirely within Flood Zone |.

Limited risk of flooding from surface water.
Flood Risk Assessment would be required at

Ball clay <10% 0% 0% planning application stage, with a site specific

. 26.00 100 0 0 0 0 815 . o . strategy for surface water management that
extraction coincidence coincidence coincidence .
does not increase rates of runoff or generate

off site worsening

Trigon Hill

BC04 .
Extension

Woareham Ball Clay 26.00

Suitable in flood risk terms for allocation in
Draft Mineral Sites Plan.

Site is entirely within Flood Zone |I.

Limited risk of flooding from surface water.
Flood Risk Assessment would be required at
o o o planning application stage, with a site specific
<10% <S% <S%

Holme Heath, Woareham Ball Clay | 14.23 14.23 100 0 0 0 0 600 . I.O/ . .5/ . .5/ strategy for surface water management that
Wareham coincidence coincidence coincidence .

does not increase rates of runoff or generate
off site worsening

BCO05

Suitable in flood risk terms for allocation in
Draft Mineral Sites Plan.
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Risk of Flooding from Surface

Water
Fluvial Flooding Risk — Flood Zones I, 2 and 3
S zones)
ite
Site . Nearest | Mineral | ; Proposed -
£ Site Name T T sl d pl ¢ Coincidence C.cnncu.ience Coincidence Comments
re own ype (ha) evelopmen Proximity | With 1in30 | with 1in 100 | with | in &
FRZI | FRZ| | FRZ2 | FRZ2 | FRZ3 | FRz3 | of siteto | year flood Yei:,:z()d 1000 year .
ha % | ha % ha % FZ2&3 ‘Zone. (Medium flood Ztme Recommendations
(metres) | (High Risk) Risk) (Low Risk)
RoFSW 0.1% | RoFSW 1% | RoFSW 3.3%
Site is entirely within Flood Zone 1.
No theoretical risk of flooding from surface
water. Flood Risk Assessment would be
. : . required at planning application stage, with a
BC06 | Woolsbarrow Wareham Ball Clay | 18.33 18.33 100 0 0 0 0 200 0m distance 10m distance 40m distance site specific strategy for surface water

from RoFSW from RoFSW from RoFSW .
management that does not increase rates of

runoff or generate off site worsening

Suitable in flood risk terms for allocation in
Draft Mineral Sites Plan.
| o

Site is entirely within Flood Zone |I.

Limited risk of flooding from surface water.
Flood Risk Assessment would be required at
Melbury o o o o planning application stage, with a site specific
<10% <S7% <S%
Abbas, Building 4.20 4.20 100 0 0 0 0 410 . I.O/ ; .5/ . .5/ strategy for surface water management that
Stone coincidence coincidence coincidence -
Shaftesbury does not increase rates of runoff or generate

off site worsening

Manor Farm,

0 Melbury

Suitable in flood risk terms for allocation in
Draft Mineral Sites Plan.

Site is entirely within Flood Zone |.

Limited risk of flooding from surface water.
Flood Risk Assessment would be required at
Marnhull - . . . planning application stage, with a site specific
. Building 5m distance 5m distance 20m distance
BSO2 | (Whiteways Marnhull Stone 232 232 100 0 0 0 0 260 from RoFSW from ROFSW from RoFSWY | Stratesy ft?r surface water management that
Lane) does not increase rates of runoff or generate
off site worsening

Suitable in flood risk terms for allocation in
Draft Mineral Sites Plan.

Site is entirely within Flood Zone |.

Limited risk of flooding from surface water.
Flood Risk Assessment would be required at

- . . . lanning application stage, with a site specific
Building I0m distance 10m distance 10m distance | P
Stone 3.93 3.93 100 0 0 0 0 270 from RoFSW from RoFSW from RoFSW | Stratesy fr?r surface water management that
does not increase rates of runoff or generate

off site worsening

Sloes Hill,

S Symondsbury

Bridport

Suitable in flood risk terms for allocation in
Draft Mineral Sites Plan.

Frogden Sherborne | Dulding | 559 220 | 100 | 0 0 0 0 480 >0m distance | 50m distance | 30m distance | g ;o o ively within Flood Zone |.

BSO4 Quarry Stone ’ ’ from RoFSW | from RoFSW | from RoFSW
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Risk of Flooding from Surface
Water
Fluvial Flooding Risk — Flood Zones I, 2 and 3
s zones)
ite
Site . Nearest | Mineral ; Proposed P
f Site Name T T size d pl ¢ Coincidence C.cnncuflence Coincidence Comments
he O ype (ha) 2 Az D Proximity | With 1in30 | with 'flln 100 | with I in &
FRZI | FRZ| | FRZ2 | FRZ2 | FRZ3 | FRz3 | of siteto | year flood Yei:,nZOd ﬂloog vy .
ha | % |ha | % |ha | % | FZ2&3 zone (Medium ooc zone Recommendations
(metres) | (High Risk) Risk) (Low Risk)
RoFSW 0.1% | RoFSW 1% | RoFSW 3.3%

No theoretical risk of flooding from surface
water. Flood Risk Assessment would be
required at planning application stage, with a
site specific strategy for surface water
management that does not increase rates of
runoff or generate off site worsening
Suitable in flood risk terms for allocation in
Draft Mineral Sites Plan.
Site is entirely within Flood Zone |.
No theoretical risk of flooding from surface
water. Flood Risk Assessment would be

_— - . . . required at planning application stage, with a

Whithill Building I0m distance 40m distance 70m distance . .

BS05 S I Sherborne Stone 5.88 5.88 100 0 0 0 0 1.7km from RoESW from RoESW from RoESW | Sit® specific strategy for surface water
management that does not increase rates of
runoff or generate off site worsening
Suitable in flood risk terms for allocation in
Draft Mineral Sites Plan.

Site is entirely within Flood Zone |.
Limited risk of flooding from surface water.
Flood Risk Assessment would be required at
Redlands Buildin <5% 10m distance | 300m distance planning application stage, with a site specific
BS06 | Quarry, Marnhull & 1205 2.05 100 0 0 0 0 940 o strategy for surface water management that
Stone coincidence from RoFSW from RoFSW .
Todber does not increase rates of runoff or generate
off site worsening
Suitable in flood risk terms for allocation in
Draft Mineral Sites Plan.
[
Site is entirely within Flood Zone |.
Limited risk of flooding from surface water.
Flood Risk Assessment would be required at
. . . lanning application stage, with a site specific
Langton Purbeck 7m distance 20m distance | 240m distance | P

PKO2 | Blacklands Matravers stone 1.33 1.33 100 0 0 0 0 940 from RoFSW from RoFSW from RoFSW | Stratesy ft?r surface water management that
does not increase rates of runoff or generate
off site worsening
Suitable in flood risk terms for allocation in
Draft Mineral Sites Plan.

Site is entirely within Flood Zone 1.
<5% : :
pkog | Quarr Farm Langton Purbeck | 3 g 328 | 100 | 0 0 0 0 1.3km <% 30m distance | 30m distance | | ;i (ick of flooding from surface water.
(Stone) Matravers stone coincidence from RoFSW | from RoFSW . .
Flood Risk Assessment would be required at
planning application stage, with a site specific
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Site
ref

Site Name

Nearest
Town

Mineral
Type

Site
size

(ha)

Proposed
development

Fluvial Flooding Risk — Flood Zones I, 2 and 3

Risk of Flooding from Surface

Water

(1in30; 1 in 100 & | in 1000 year flood

zones)

FRZI
ha

FRZI
%

FRZ2
ha

FRZ2
%

FRZ3
ha

FRZ3
%

Proximity
of site to
FZ2 &3

(metres)

Coincidence
with | in 30
year flood
zone
(High Risk)

RoFSW 0.1%

Coincidence
with | in 100
year flood
zone
(Medium
Risk)

RoFSW 1%

Coincidence
with | in
1000 year

flood zone
(Low Risk)

RoFSW 3.3%

Sequential Test

Comments
&

Recommendations

strategy for surface water management that
does not increase rates of runoff or generate
off site worsening

Suitable in flood risk terms for allocation in
Draft Mineral Sites Plan.

PK10

Southard
Quarry

Swanage

Purbeck
stone

0.33

0.33

100

700

80m distance
from RoFSW

100m distance
from RoFSW

I |0m distance
from RoFSW

Site is entirely within Flood Zone |.

Virtually no risk of flooding from surface
water. Flood Risk Assessment would be
required at planning application stage, with a
site specific strategy for surface water
management that does not increase rates of
runoff or generate off site worsening

Suitable in flood risk terms for allocation in
Draft Mineral Sites Plan.

PKI1

St Aldhelm’s
Quarry

Swanage

Purbeck
stone

0.65

0.65

100

552

30m distance
from RoFSW

140m distance
from RoFSW

140m distance
from RoFSW

Site is entirely within Flood Zone |I.

Limited risk of flooding from surface water.
Flood Risk Assessment would be required at
planning application stage, with a site specific
strategy for surface water management that
does not increase rates of runoff or generate
off site worsening

Suitable in flood risk terms for allocation in
Draft Mineral Sites Plan.

PKI5

Downs Quarry
Extension

Langton
Matravers

Purbeck
stone

0.60

0.60

100

1.7km

<5%
coincidence

20m distance
from RoFSW

25m distance
from RoFSW

Site is entirely within Flood Zone |.

Limited risk of flooding from surface water.
Flood Risk Assessment would be required at
planning application stage, with a site specific
strategy for surface water management that
does not increase rates of runoff or generate
off site worsening

Suitable in flood risk terms for allocation in
Draft Mineral Sites Plan.

PKI16

Swanworth

Quarry
extension

Worth
Matravers

Aggregate

13.45

13.45

100

lkm

<5%
coincidence

<5%
coincidence

<10%
coincidence

Site is entirely within Flood Zone |.

Limited risk of flooding from surface water.
Flood Risk Assessment would be required at
planning application stage, with a site specific
strategy for surface water management that
does not increase rates of runoff or generate
off site worsening
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Site
ref

Site Name

Nearest
Town

Mineral
Type

Site
size

(ha)

Proposed
development

Fluvial Flooding Risk — Flood Zones I, 2 and 3

Risk of Flooding from Surface

Water

(1in30; 1 in 100 & | in 1000 year flood

zones)

FRZI
ha

FRZI
%

FRZ2
ha

FRZ2
%

FRZ3
ha

FRZ3
%

Proximity
of site to
FZ2 &3

(metres)

Coincidence
with | in 30
year flood
zone
(High Risk)

RoFSW 0.1%

Coincidence
with | in 100
year flood
zone
(Medium
Risk)

RoFSW 1%

Coincidence
with | in
1000 year

flood zone
(Low Risk)

RoFSW 3.3%

Sequential Test

Comments
&

Recommendations

Suitable in flood risk terms for allocation in
Draft Mineral Sites Plan.

PKI17

Home Field,
Worth
Matravers

Worth
Matravers

Purbeck
stone

8.35

835

100

950

Im distance
from RoFSW

Im distance
from RoFSW

I5m distance
from RoFSW

Site is entirely within Flood Zone |.

Limited risk of flooding from surface water.
Flood Risk Assessment would be required at
planning application stage, with a site specific
strategy for surface water management that
does not increase rates of runoff or generate
off site worsening

Suitable in flood risk terms for allocation in
Draft Mineral Sites Plan.

PK18

Quarry 4
extension

Worth
Matravers

Purbeck
stone

1.30

1.30

100

lkm

50m distance
from RoFSW

150m distance
from RoFSW

280m distance
from RoFSW

Site is entirely within Flood Zone |.

Limited risk of flooding from surface water.
Flood Risk Assessment would be required at
planning application stage, with a site specific
strategy for surface water management that
does not increase rates of runoff or generate
off site worsening

Suitable in flood risk terms for allocation in
Draft Mineral Sites Plan.

PK19

Broadmead
Field

Langton
Matravers

Purbeck
stone

9.65

9.65

100

1.6km

<5%
coincidence

<5%
coincidence

<5%
coincidence

Site is entirely within Flood Zone |.

Limited risk of flooding from surface water.
Flood Risk Assessment would be required at
planning application stage, with a site specific
strategy for surface water management that
does not increase rates of runoff or generate
off site worsening

Suitable in flood risk terms for allocation in
Draft Mineral Sites Plan.

PK20

Crack Lane

Langton
Matravers

Purbeck
stone

0.42

0.42

100

53

<40%
coincidence

<40%
coincidence

<50%
coincidence

Site is entirely within Flood Zone |.

Higher risk of flooding from surface water.
Flood Risk Assessment would be required at
planning application stage, with a site specific
strategy for surface water management that
does not increase rates of runoff or generate
off site worsening

Suitable in flood risk terms for allocation in
Draft Mineral Sites Plan.
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Fluvial Flooding Risk — Flood Zones I, 2 and 3

Risk of Flooding from Surface

Water

(1in30; 1 in 100 & | in 1000 year flood

Sequential Test

s zones)
ite
Site . Nearest | Mineral : Proposed —
£ Site Name T T size d pl ¢ Coincidence C.cnncu.ience Coincidence Comments
re own ype (ha) evelopmen Proximity | With 1in30 | With 1in 100 | wich | in &
FRZI | FRZI | FRZ2 | FRZ2 | FRZ3 | FRz3 | of siteto | Yyearflood Yei:,:ZOd ﬂloog e .
ha % |ha | % |ha | % | FZ2&3 zone (Medium ooc zone S RlErcations
(metres) | (High Risk) Risk) (Low Risk)
RoFSW 0.1% RoFSW 1% RoFSW 3.3%
Site is entirely within Flood Zone |.
Limited risk of flooding from surface water.
Flood Risk Assessment would be required at
Gallows Gore, . : . planning application stage, with a site specific
Worth Purbeck Im distance 30m distance 60m distance
PK2I Worth Matravers stone 5.20 5.20 100 0 0 0 0 1.3km from RoFSW from RoFSW from RoFSW strategy fcj)r surface water management that
Matravers does not increase rates of runoff or generate
off site worsening
Suitable in flood risk terms for allocation in
Draft Mineral Sites Plan.
Site is entirely within Flood Zone |I.
PSO| Bowers Mine Easton, Portland 262 262 100 0 0 0 0 480 <5% 30m distance 40m distance LLmlteSeJI:h c:;il.ozd.lsn? fr;njnrc,:rface water —
(Playing fields) Portland Stone : : coincidence | from RoFSW | from RoFsw | P"°P° ocation Is for mining.
Suitable in flood risk terms for allocation in
Draft Mineral Sites Plan.
Site is entirely within Flood Zone |I.
Limited risk of flooding from surface water.
Flood Risk Assessment would be required at
) o o o planning application stage, with a site specific
psop | Permfield Gap, | Easton, Portland 1 73 173 | 100 | o0 0 0 0 740 <30% <20% <20% strategy for surface water management that
Portland Portland Stone coincidence coincidence coincidence .
does not increase rates of runoff or generate
off site worsening
Suitable in flood risk terms for allocation in
Draft Mineral Sites Plan.
. . Recycled <20% <.SA. <.SA. o .
RAOI | Whites Pit Poole 6.16 6.16 100 0 0 0 0 690 . coincidenc coincidenc | Site is already permitted and developed.
Aggregate coincidence o o
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