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Proposed Cabin location
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Option 1 (on topographic survey)

Permeable gravel apron?
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4 Cabins abutting each other
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~ Surfacing existing track?



Option 2
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Option 3 suggestion
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Option 3 suggestion
(with existing flower area annotated) ..
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Plan and Section of Cabins

Walkway and steps with handrails

Cabin

FFL 54.1m AOD

.

\ DFL 53.71m AOD
Ground - 53.25m AOD approx.
Permeable gravel

Section

Remove existing base slab

Possible handrails —
to be discussed.

Form permeable gravel surface
for apron and below Cabins

Steps with level platform
(open steel or timber)
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Form foundations
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piers suitable to support Cabins
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Example of macadam aisle with edging and permeable gravel parking (Oxford University sports facility)
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Home > Environment > Water management > Groundwater

Guidance
Flood risk and coastal
change

Advises how to take account of and address the risks
associated with flooding and coastal change in the planning
process.

How should the sequential test be applied to planning applications?

From: Ministry of Housing, Communities a
for Leuelling Up, Hnusing and Comn
‘Communities & Local Government
Published: & March 2014 See advice on the sequential approach to development and the aim of the

Lastupdated: 17 September 2025 — See all update 1= g uen t i a l te S-t

The sequential test should be applied to *Major’ and ‘Non-major’
development proposed in areas at risk of flooding, as set outin paragraphs
173 to 174 of the National Planning Policy Framework. Paragraphs 175,176
and 180 set out exemptions from the sequential test.

How should the area of search for the sequential test be identified?

Forindividual planning applications subject to the sequential test, the area to
which the test needs to be applied will be governed by local circumstances
relating to the catchment area for the type of development proposed and the
needsitis proposing to address. The catchment area should always be
appropriate to the nature and scale of the proposal and the settlement it is
proposed for. For some developments this may be clear, for example, the
catchment area for a school. For a non-major housing development, it would
not usually be appropriate for the area of search to extend beyond the
specific area of a town or city in which the proposalis located. or beyond an
individual village and its immediate neighbouring settlements.

In applying paragraph 175 a proportionate approach should be taken. Where a
site-specific flood risk assessment demonstrates clearly that the proposed
layout. design. and mitigation measures would ensure that occupiers and
users would remain safe from current and future surface water flood risk for
the lifetime of the development (therefore addressing the risks identified e.qg.
by Environment Agency flood risk mapping), without increasing flood risk
elsewhere, then the sequential test need not be applied.

A pragmatic approach needs to be taken where proposals involve
comparatively small extensions to existing premises (relative to their existing
size), where it may be impractical to accommodate the additional space in an
alternative location. Equally, where there are large areas in Flood Zones 2
and 3 {e.g. coastal towns and settlements on major rivers) and development
is needed in those areas to sustain the existing community, sites outside
them are unlikely to provide reasonable alternatives.

The sequential test should be applied proportionately. focusing on realistic
alternatives in areas of lower flood risk that could meet the same
development need.

The absence of a S-year housing land supply is not a relevant consideration in
applying the sequential test for individual applications. However, housing
considerations, including housing land supply. may be relevant in the
planning balance, alongside the outcome of the sequential test.

See also advice on who is responsible for deciding whether an application
passes the Sequential Test and further advice on the Sequential Test process
available from the Environment Agency (flood risk standing advice).

Paragraph: 027 Reference |ID: 7-027-20220825

Revision date: 17 09 2025

Forinfrastructure proposals of regional or national importance the area of
search may reasonably extend beyond the local planning authority boundary.
[t may also, in some cases, be relevant to consider whether large scale
development could be split across a number of alternative sites at lower risk
of flooding. but only where those alternative sites would be capable of
accommodating the development in a way which would still serve its intended
market(s) as effectively.

Paragraph: 027a Reference |D: 7-0273-20220825

Revision date: 17 09 2025
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