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1.00 Executive Summary 
 
1.01In the early afternoon of Thursday the 13th August 2020 the BCP conurbation 

(made up of Bournemouth, Christchurch and Poole) experienced a very intense, 
localised but relatively short duration thunderstorm that was focused on the 
eastern side of the conurbation and principally affected the Christchurch, 
Walkford and Highcliffe Areas. 

 
1.02 This storm resulted in a significant number of surface water flooding incidents 

now commonly referred to as Flash Flooding. A number of businesses were 
flooded internally and had to close temporarily. To date only one residential 
property has reported internal flooding but a large number experienced external 
flooding, mostly gardens. A number of residents contacted the council about 
fears of flooding of properties from the Purewell stream which, fortunately, did 
not generally materialise. There was wide scale traffic disruption due to main 
roads being flooded although this only lasted about ½ hour.  

 
1.03 Since March 2020 the country has been experiencing various restrictions due to 

the ongoing Corona Virus pandemic. This has made flood investigations more 
challenging and this report has had to be based on media reports, various 
reports from residents etc to the Council and any other data we have managed 
to collect. We have not carried out wide scale interviews with residents or 
businesses. Unfortunately, under reporting of flooding is a major problem to 
achieve an accurate picture of where flooded. 

 
1.04 The former Councils of Bournemouth and Poole as well as Wessex Water and 

Environment Agency have a number of scientific rainfall gauges across the area 
linked to telemetry but there is nothing in the Christchurch / Highcliffe / Walkford 
Area. The closest are the Wessex Water Rain gauges at Hengistbury Head and 
Holdenhurst Sewage Treatment works. These both picked up some 11.2mm of 
rainfall in just over 30 minutes. This suggests a rainfall return period of 
somewhere between 1 in 1 and 1 in 2 years which is not an extreme event. 
HOWEVER, the rainfall radar suggests that the epicentre of the storm, which 
was probably only a few kilometres across, missed these gauges. Wessex Water 
have an automated computer-based assessment based on rainfall radar which 
calculated the rainfall return period in the Purewell area was of a magnitude of 1 
in 42 years. This explains why the flooding was much more widespread than a 1 
in 2 year event. It also much more closely agrees with the predicted surface 
water flooding for a similar storm. 

 
1.05 A number of sewers and drains surcharged, and residents reported water 

“fountaining” out of manholes. There does not seem to have been any significant 
damage to the highway. The Wessex Water foul sewage pumping station just to 
the south of Somerford Roundabout was overwhelmed. 

 
1.06 The purpose of this report is to satisfy the requirements of Clause 19 of the 

Floods and Water Management Act. To satisfy the Act it only needs to be a 
simple factual report but for future reference, where possible some further 
information will be included, and some recommendations will be made. 
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2.00 Introduction 
 
2.01 The purpose of this report is to comply with the requirement of Clause 19 of the 

Floods and Water Management Act 2010 which states: - 
 

19 Local authorities: investigations 
(1) On becoming aware of a flood in its area, a lead local flood authority 
must, to the extent that it considers it necessary or appropriate, investigate— 
 
(a) which risk management authorities have relevant flood risk 
management functions, and 
 
(b) whether each of those risk management authorities has exercised, or is 
proposing to exercise, those functions in response to the flood. 
 
(2) Where an authority carries out an investigation under subsection (1) it 
must— 
 
(a) publish the results of its investigation, and 
 
(b) notify any relevant risk management authorities. 

 
2.02 It is up to the Lead Local Flood Authority to decide if it is “necessary or 

appropriate” to investigate and the Act does not give much guidance on this. 
However, all the Lead Local Flood Authorities in the South West region agreed 
on a common threshold of an event being significant to allow common reporting 
across the SW. Subsequently this seems to have been adopted widely across 
the Country. The agreed thresholds are. 

 
 Flood which: - 

(a) caused internal flooding to five or more residential properties, or  

(b) flooded two or more business premises, or  

(c) flooded one or more items of critical infrastructure, or  

(d) caused a transport link to be totally impassable for a significant period. 
(transport links are further defined but are not relevant in this case anyway 
as no transport link was totally impassable) 

 
 Criteria (b) has been reached in this event as we have reports of at least four 

business premises being flooded internally thus triggering the need for this 
report. 

 
2.03 We have worked closely with Wessex Water as well as internal departments to 

collate / collect as much data as possible. Unfortunately, with the recent merger 
of the former Bournemouth, Christchurch and Poole Councils there is at the time 
of producing this report, no single data recording system. The former Poole 
Council uses the Firmstep system and Bournemouth uses a Mayrise based 
system. Further there is also the Dorset County developed SWIM / FORT as 
public reporting tool for flooding. FORT is now available for all BCP residents with 
links on our web site but in this incident only two reports have come in via FORT.  

 
2.04 The vast majority of the calls have been logged via the two “customer care” 

systems. These systems, while both good at recording incidents are not primarily 
intended for flooding and one major problem is while they “log” a location it is 
actually the centroid of the building address of whoever is reporting the incident 



Flood Report 13th August 2020 – Final Ver 06-05-21 5

and not necessarily where the flood is. They also log the time of the report, not 
the flood, so if somebody doesn’t call into report a flood until a few days later 
(which does happen) then a query based on just the date of the flood does not 
show all the flooding incidents. You need to extend the range of the query by a 
few days to make sure all incidents are identified. 

  
 All the other FORT entries have been added by members of the Flooding and 

Coastal Erosion Risk Management Team (FCERM) based on media reports and 
again are largely based on an address rather than an actual flooding location 
(often the road outside or near the property reporting the incident). 

 
2.05 As we also record details of names, addresses, phone numbers etc at each 

location this data will not be available to anybody except professional partners. 
This data can have a considerable impact on things like property values, 
insurance etc so the data in this report will, unless unavoidable, not identify 
individual properties. However, to be of any practical relevance it may need to 
identify areas down to individual roads. 
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3.00 Rainfall data 
 
 Warning – All rainfall data is normally recorded at Greenwich Mean Time, 

but this event occurred during British Summer Time. Where possible all 
times in this report have been corrected to BST. 

 
3.01 There are now 7 No “tipping bucket” rain gauges operated by BPC Council 

across the conurbation. These are calibrated scientific instruments that record 
the time of each 0.2mm of rain and allow not just the total quantity of rain to be 
measured but also the intensity. They are linked via telemetry to the Councils 
Offices. Normally they only download data via the mobile phone network once a 
day to minimise phone charges and preserve battery life (usually about 6:00 
a.m.) but are also programmed to issue warnings if there is more than 7mm of 
rain in any 1-hour period. 

 
 Publically accessible data can be found at http://www.timeview2.net/  
 Username and Password “Bournemouth Data” 
  
 The Environment Agency and Wessex Water also have a number of tipping 

bucket gauges locally. Further there are now a number of private weather 
stations locally that upload their data to the Web. However, the accuracy of these 
private weather stations is not known but they can provide useful supporting 
data. Finally, there is the official Meteorological Stations at Hurn (Airport) and 
Kings Park (although Kings Park is only daily rainfall totals). Rainfall radar data is 
now much more easily accessible in almost real time via Hazard Manager 
although experience has shown the radar intensities are not always very reliable. 
See Appendix 1 

 
3.02 This now gives us access to reasonably good rainfall data across much of Poole 

and Bournemouth and is a vast improvement in the last decade. However, there 
is no rain gauge east of the River Avon and the Christchurch / Burton / Highcliffe 
areas have no coverage. 

 
3.03 A calibrated tipping bucket range gauge is the only method to give accurate data 

on return periods although reasonable estimates can now be interpolated from 
radar data. 
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All known / existing Rain Gauges in and around BCP (not to scale) 
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3.04 In early August 2020 the weather had been building towards a thunderstorm for 
several days with increasing humidity and daily temperatures rising to above 30o 
C in 4 of the previous 5 days. Various weather forecasts were predicting several 
days in advance that the weather would break with thunderstorms and there was 
an article to that effect in the previous day’s local media. (Temperature data from 
Kings Park Metrological station.) 
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3.05 The Meteorological Office and Flood Forecasting Centre issued various warnings 
of Thunderstorms in the preceding days. Unfortunately, the Council does not 
even in normal times, have the resources to put large numbers of staff on stand-
by in an event like this and there is little you can actually do. All we can do is 
respond as quickly as possible during / after the event. 

 

 
 
3.06 By the early part of August it was almost inevitable that there would be a 

thunderstorm at some stage, but the exact location and intensity is always very 
difficult to predict. Indeed, there were further thunderstorms on the 19th, 25th and 
27th August which also resulted in some local flooding although the 
consequences were not as extensive.  

 
3.07 Both alarms for the Strouden and Southbourne rain Gauges called in at 14:00 

BST. As soon as the alarms were observed the weather radar was viewed and 
other staff contacted to try and collect as much data as possible because 
experience has shown that in these situations it is important to try and capture it 
quickly. 

 
3.08 No other alarms were received, and the weather radar showed that the epicentre 

of the storm was centred over Christchurch. The storm had started to evolve 
somewhere north of Lymington by about 13:00 and then drifted in a West South 
Westerly direction at about 20km per hour reaching its peak intensity around 
about 13:45 over Christchurch and then continuing to drift westwards into 
Southbourne and Tuckton and dying about 14:30. The peak intensity only lasted 
for some 15-30 minutes. 
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3.09 The closest rain gauges with the highest recorded rainfall were actually the two 
belonging to Wessex Water, one located at Hengistbury Head Pumping Station and 
the other at Holdenhurst Sewage Treatment Works. These both recorded 11.2mm in 
just over 30 minutes which puts it at somewhere between a 1 in 1 and a 1 in 2 year 
storm. These figures would not suggest this was a major event but as discussed 
previously, judging from the rainfall radar images, the epicentre of this storm was only 
about 3-4km wide and it missed all the main rain gauges. As such it is not possible to 
accurately access the return period of this flood incident but based on an automated 
assessment of the rainfall radar, Wessex Water have calculated the return period of 
one of the  incidents reported in the Purewell area was of the order of 1 in 42 years 
(as the return period varied across the storm, this return period only relates to that 
particular area). This would certainly better account for the extensive surface water 
flooding and more closely matched predicted flooding. It would also explain why so 
many sewers / drains seem to have surcharged as this would be beyond their design 
capacity. 
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4.00 Consequences 
 
4.01 Due of the various restrictions in place during at the time due to the Corona Virus 

Pandemic, investigations have been somewhat restricted and no interviews have 
taken place. Data has come from a variety of sources including: - 

 
 Local Media 
 BCP CCTV 
 Social Media 
 Phone calls 
 Letters 
 Online reporting systems 
 Staff observations. 
 
 After the event we were able to carry out some further investigations into some of 

the reported flooding. 
 
4.02 Recording data. There are still separate reporting / recording arrangements 

across BCP as legacies from the previous Councils. These are mostly on-line but 
there are also the customer facing teams who will take phone calls from the 
public etc. The former Poole Council uses the FirmStep system while 
Bournemouth Council uses a Microsoft Dynamics system. Christchurch originally 
reported via the Dorset County Customer Care systems. Depending on who 
within the Council receives the call or how the flooding is reported (online / phone 
/ correspondence) depends on which system the report ends up on. Further there 
is also now the Flooding Online Reporting Tool (FORT) originally developed by 
Dorset County but now available for use by the public across large areas of the 
South West of England (although this was not widely used in this instance). One 
problem with all these systems is they tend to record the address of the report as 
that is generally what the caller will give but the computer then creates a location 
usually based on the centroid of the address. This may or may not be the actual 
location of the flooding. From a flooding analysis point of view, you have to read 
reports as they will often say something like “the road outside was flooded etc” 
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An example of this is: - 
 
 

  
 (predicted flooding is from the currently unpublished new modelling and is for a 1 

in 30 year event of 1 hour duration which is probably the closest to the actual 
event. This data has been uploaded to the Enviroenment Agency for inclusion in 
the new publically avaialble national data set) 

 
 The flooding is identified by the computer as the centroid of the “The Somerford” 

Public House but the modelling clearly shows the predicted flooding on the road 
outside AND this almost exactly matches pictures in The Bournemouth Echo. 

 

 
 
 So, if one was using the logged data from the reporting system this would not 

have good correlation with the predicted flooding but using the additional data 
from other sources clearly shows the predicted flooding with a reasonable degree 
of accuracy. (the depth can also be judged from these types of photos) 
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4.03 One other problem with the current Bournemouth and Poole systems is they 
record the date of the call (to do with response targets) and not the date of the 
actual incident. Sometimes people do not report flooding until a day or two after 
the event so it is important when doing a query on the data to extend the date 
range to beyond the actual date of the event. 

 
4.04 Members of the Flooding and Coastal Erosion Risk Management Team (FCERM) 

also searched as many forms of social media as possible for any information on 
flooding and where locations could be identified these were recorded using 
FORT. Many people will post pictures etc of flooding but do not report it and 
social media is an invaluable tool. We have a more comprehensive archive of 
flooding photos etc which have not been included in this report partly for 
copyright reasons and partly because they clearly identify individual properties. 

 
4.05 To date we have four records of internal flooding of businesses mainly located in 

Somerford Road and one known case of residential internal flooding in Walkford. 
We have received 69 reports of flooding recorded on Firmstep (Poole) and 37 
incidents reported to Bournemouth. There are 30 incidents observed or recorded 
that have been entered into FORT. Most of this flooding is either highways or 
external flooding. 

 The actual records are quite detailed and include names contact details 
addresses etc. This information will not be made publicly available but is shared 
with Professional Partners. 
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Fort (yellow), Firmstep (Blue) and Bournemouth (brown) Data – Now using QGis Version 3.10 
As can be seen the majority of the reports are concentrated in the Christchurch Area. 
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These are some typical details: - 
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4.06 The above picture of Hunt Road shows the problem with obtaining accurate 
numbers. It is obvious that a number of gardens must have flooded externally but 
it is difficult to tell from the picture how many. We only have one report from this 
area and that was from a nearby resident only saying the road was flooded so we 
have no idea how many properties experienced external flooding. 

 
4.07 While we have tried to avoid being too specific in this report there by possibly 

blighting a number of properties, there are a number of flooding incident that 
have been investigated further. 

 
4.08 Mudeford Lane – Junction with Stroud Lane 

 

  
 
 This was originally recorded as blocked gullies, but the sheer quantity of water 

would suggest a bigger problem. This area flooded badly again on 2/10/2020. 
Wessex Water were contacted – incident number No. 038475122001, and an 
obstruction in surface water sewer had been found and successfully removed. 

 
4.09 Purewell Stream 
 
 The catchment area for this stream closely coincided with the epicentre of the 

rainfall so it is not surprising it responded very rapidly. A number of local surface 
water sewers discharge into the Purewell Stream South of Purewell Road and 
indeed much of the stream consists of discharges from various surface water 
sewers south of Pelham Close. The runoff from here is largely impermeable 
surfaces so it is much more rapid than say greenfield sites. The stream then 
flows southwards via number of pipes (listed as surface water sewers although 



Flood Report 13th August 2020 – Final Ver 06-05-21 18 

this will need to be confirmed) before discharging into the drainage system in 
Stanpit Marsh. 

 

   
Purewell stream at the back of Russel Drive 
 

 
 Russel Drive which also discharges into Purewell Stream 
 
4.10 A number of elderly residents in the area called asking for help as the levels in 

the stream rapidly rose and they feared being flooded. Members of the former 
Christchurch Council supplied some of the remaining sandbags from the old 
C&EDDC store, but they have now all gone. The official BCP Council policy is 
not to supply sandbags. Realistically in the short time scale of this event it is 
highly doubtful whether the sandbags made any difference because it was all 
over by the time, they were delivered but it did provide some comfort to the 
residents. 
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4.11 The stream was very overgrown and further investigation has shown that a 
number of the lower sections of pipe are very silted up. Where the stream 
discharges onto the Marsh the ditches are in need of clearing. However, 
maintenance in this area is very complex. The flooding in the stream was not 
influence by tide levels as it was not high water at the time of the storm. 

 
 

 
 
4.12 It is the responsibility of the riparian owner to maintain (not enhance) the 

capacity of an ordinary watercourse but the riparian ownership is split between 
several parties in this area. It is further complicated by the fact that much of the 
land is recorded as adopted highway. Interestingly the stream bed appears to be 
still registered to a company who no longer exist but that is not significant 
because the riparian owner is the person who owns the bank (House of Lords in 
Lyon v Fishmongers Company (1876) 1 App Cas 662). These are mostly the 
various management companies originally set up when the area was developed 
to maintain the “public areas”. Part of this area is a public right of way (path) but 
it would appear that no section is actually owned by BCP. In the past (until April 
2019) Dorset Council used to employ Christchurch Council grounds maintenance 
under contract with DCC. The GM team did mow the area alongside the stream 
to keep the path clear and also did some voluntary in-stream work by the 
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Countryside team volunteers - in this case the Wildfowlers under Countryside 
staff supervision but only as grace and favour work. Christchurch have never 
been able to maintain the bank as this would require our GM operators to work in 
potentially unsafe conditions so top of bank was the best they could do. Further 
Christchurch Council also used volunteers to help clear the ditches in Stanpit 
Marsh but again there is a limit to what can be done with simple hand tools. 

 
 
 
 

4.13 Inspections of the Lowest sections of pipe that the stream run through show them 
to be heavily silted up. These are currently shown as Public Surface Water 
Sewers and are therefore the responsibility of Wessex Water. However this will 
need to be confirmed because they actually appear to be culverted watercourses 
(which would again fall to the riparian owners to maintain). A survey was carried 
out on the 28th August 2020 by members of the FCERM team and one of the 
conclusions was “However, the flooding problem, I believe, is caused further 
downstream at Disraeli Road, just south of Gladstone Close where the end of the 
culvert from Russell Drive opens up. This area is silted up with only approx. 
100mm of the culvert drainage pipe exiting the culvert from Russell Drive visible 
above the water level. There is an old sign on the fence stating “DO NOT DUMP 
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YOUR GARDEN CUTTINGS ON BANKS OR IN THE STREAM THANK YOU” So 
I’m guessing that a majority of the silt is garden waste… “For full copy of report 
see Appendix 2) 

 
4.14 Also as a result of the investigating the flooding associated with the Purewell 

stream incident within the Stanpit Marsh area we have uncovered a previously 
unrecorded tidal flap valve obviously originally intended to prevent the tide 
backing up the stream This was found to be defective and work is currently under 
way (Dec 2020) to carry out repairs. As it happens this was not relevant in this 
particular event as the outfall was not tide locked but may be important in future 
investigations. 

 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
4.15 The Wessex Water Foul sewage pumping station just to the south of the 

Somerford Roundabout was overwhelmed. The sewerage flooding was not 
directly reported to Wessex Water on the 13th August. Wessex Water were 
advised on the incident on the 21st August. Wessex Water attended site on 
receipt of the report.  

 
 

 
4.16 It is very difficult after the event to determine what caused the flooding at 

individual locations. Water runs off impermeable surfaces and typically will enter 
the piped drainage system usually via the highway drains (road gullies) but it 
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must be appreciated that standard road gullies are simply not designed to take 
this intensity of rainfall. Further many of the roads will have been designed and 
constructed many years ago to standards that were relevant at the time. They 
may well not be to modern standards. Private properties also have various drains 
which may or may not connect into the public drainage system. Many of the 
property roofs will go to private soakaways of often unknown or limited capacity. 
However, in extreme events once the capacity of any permeable surfaces like 
grass is exceeded water will also run off the surface. By interviewing eye 
witnesses it is sometimes possible to determine the issues, but this can often be 
challenging because people sometimes don’t understand what they have seen. 
For example, some residents have said the gullies were blocked but then also 
state that water was fountaining up out of nearby manholes. Their view was it 
was the blockage of the road gully that caused the problem as they do not 
understand that the road gullies connect into the drains. In reality the main drain 
or sewer was obviously completely full and surcharging so no water would get in 
via the gullies anyway. Indeed, water was probably coming up out of the gully! 

 
4.17 Many of the sewers and drains including the highway drainage were probably 

totally overwhelmed for a short period of time but rainfall of this intensity exceeds 
any normal design standards, so this is not surprising. It is simply not economical 
to design / construct piped drainage systems to be able to cope with these very 
rare / extreme events. Further in the past most road drainage would have only 
been designed to drain the road and not allowed for “green field” run-off or from 
private drives, forecourts etc also contributing run off along the road. It is also 
highly unlikely that the concept of what would have happened when or if the 
highway drainage was beaten was considered (exceedance) but this was not 
uncommon in designs of the time.  

 
4.18 The Defra Report FD2692 “Evidence review of factors contributing to 

surface water flooding from Section 19 LLFA reports” of October 2015 shows 
many of the findings of this report (and previous Bournemouth Section 19 
reports) are very similar to other typical urban areas and are not unique to the 
BCP region. The Defra report can be found at: -  
http://sciencesearch.defra.gov.uk/Default.aspx?Menu=Menu&Module=More&Location=None&Pr
ojectID=19252&FromSearch=Y&Publisher=1&SearchText=FD2692&SortString=ProjectCode&So
rtOrder=Asc&Paging=10#TimeScaleAndCost 
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5.00 Conclusion 
 
5.01 The rainfall in the centre of the thunderstorm of the 13th August 2020, triggered 

by the high temperatures and high humidity of the previous days, was so intense 
that flash flooding was inevitable. Luckily in this instance the short duration and 
localised nature limited the extent of property flooding but should be considered 
as an indication that these urban areas are vulnerable to “flash flooding”. The 
current Climate Change predictions expect these types of intense thunderstorms 
to increase in frequency and severity over the next decades BUT it is impossible 
to say if this particular event was as a direct consequence of climate change. 

 
5.02 It is difficult to determine if any risk management authorities failed to carry out 

their statutory duties although there is no reason to believe that anybody did fail. 
This is the requirement for this report on the event as laid down under the Act. It 
is almost certain that we would have had flooding along the Purewell Stream 
anyway but poor maintence issues along the stream may well have exacerbated 
the situation. Maintenance of much of the stream is down to private land 
(riparian) owners although some sections are the Council’s responsibility. 

 
5.03 This event again highlights the vulnerability of parts of the area to flash flooding 

associated with typically summer thunderstorms which is and will remain the 
major flood risk in BCP.  

 
5.04 The data collected to date largely demonstrates that the current surface water 

modelling does give relatively realistic results and is sufficiently accurate for its 
current uses in the planning process. 
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6.00 Recommendation 
 
6.01 That work progresses to look at possible long-term solutions and costs as well as 

exploring potential sources of funding including partnership funding from other 
bodies outside the Councl. To do this you need an evidence base. 

 
6.02 It would be very helpful to install another rain gauge to the east of the BCP area 

possibly around Highcliffe if a suitable location can be found. This will help give 
better coverage of the whole of BCP. This is currently in hand with a couple of 
possible locations identified. 

 
6.03 Flood reporting / recording needs to be improved in so much as it needs a single 

definitive source / repository rather than multiple locations / systems etc as this 
risks data being lost. It also needs resources to investigate and record other 
sources of data like social media etc. 

 
6.04 This event has highlighted the issue of resources for clearing ordinary 

watercourses across the whole region only some of which are the responsibility 
of BCP Council. It is often not always clear even within the Council which 
department / section is responsible (highways / parks / housing etc) and even if it 
is, they often do not have sufficient funding / resources to undertake major 
watercourse clearance. 

 
6.05 The planning system should encourage the use of Sustainable Urban Drainage 

systems on all new developments to mitigate the consequences of further 
development and to prevent the situation getting any worse. Indeed, this should 
apply to all and any other works the Council is undertaking. 

 
6.06 In some areas like Stanpit Marsh, sea level rise will ultimately lead to the local 

drainage system simply no longer being able to work without pumping or other 
flood prevention measures. Although not immediately imminent “we” need to be 
giving consideration to this now in future plans of these areas. 
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Appendix 1 Rainfall radar images 
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Appendix 2 – Visual Inspection Report of Lower section of Purewell Stream 
 

Purewell Stream – Pelham Close, Russell Drive, Gladstone Close BH23 3TL  
Visual site inspection 28th August 2020 - Paul Gouldbourne and Gareth Pritchard  

  
Further to the recent email chain and Teams meeting yesterday, to further investigate the flooding 
issue on the footpath area between Pelham Close and Russell Drive, we visited site to check that the 
culvert between Russell Drive and Gladstone Close was not blocked.  
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The area which is reported as the issue is a shallow stream with shallow embankments. This can be an 
issue especially as the stream can be surcharged by high tides as the outfall is to Stanpit Marsh – 
Christchurch Harbour.  
However, the flooding problem, I believe, is caused further downstream at Disraeli Road, just south of 
Gladstone Close where the end of the culvert from Russell Drive opens up. This area is silted up with 
only approx. 100mm of the culvert drainage pipe exiting the culvert from Russell Drive visible above 
the water level. There is an old sign on the fence stating “DO NOT DUMP YOUR GARDEN CUTTINGS ON 
BANKS OR IN THE STREAM THANK YOU” So I’m guessing that a majority of the silt is garden waste…  
This stream then flows to the west into what is described on StatMap as a ‘drain’. It also flows south 
via another short culvert before opening up and joining into another described ‘drain’.  
From what we could see, the ‘drains’ are ditches which are now very overgrown. To provide sufficient 
drainage I believe that the ‘drains’ need digging out as to just remove the overgrowth would be 
ineffective due to all the roots and silt that has built up over time.   
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None of the ‘drains’ are shown to be within the Christchurch terrier on StatMap but part of the 
potential problem area is (CBC Terrier area shown in pink on StatMap).  
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01 Purewell Stream - 14 Pelham Close  

 
 

02 South Culvert exit - Gladstone Close  
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03 Disraeli Road - Drain heading West 04 Disraeli Road – Culvert drain heading South  

 

 
05 Disraeli Road - Looking North from southern drain on Ashtree Meadows  

 

 


