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Exeter College, Oxford — Walton Street Quadrangle Flood Risk Assessment and Drainage Strategy

1 Introduction

Exeter College Oxford is developing a new college campus as an addition to the existing Turl
Street site. The site is that of Ruskin College, who vacated the site in October 2012. The site is
located on the junction of Worcester Place and Walton Street in Oxford City Centre, and is
referred to in this report as the Walton Street Quadrangle site.

Stockley were appointed in January 2012 by Exeter College Oxford to provide structural and civil
engineering services for the redevelopment of the Walton Street Quadrangle site. Alison Brooks
Architects are the Lead Consultant appointed by the College, with Northcroft acting as the
Project Manager.

The proposals are to transform the site into a new college facility for Exeter College including
residential, teaching, cultural and social accommodation for students and faculty staff. Existing
structures will be carefully demolished, with the exception of the existing fagade to the original
Ruskin building facing Walton Street and Worcester Place which will be retained.

This Flood Risk Assessment (FRA) has been prepared in line with PPS25 to support the planning
application for the redevelopment of the Walton Street Quadrangle site. According to the online
EA flood maps for the area, approximately half of the proposed site sits within flood zone 1 and
the remaining area sits within flood zone 2.

Pagel
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2 Proposed Development
2.1 The Existing site

The site is located at the junction of Walton Street and Worcester Place in Oxford. The site sits
on the northern edge of the city centre and is approximately 10 minutes’ walk from Oxford Train

Station.

Figure 1 - Site Location Plan

The site is bounded on its northern edge by Worcester place which is a residential scale road and
is home to residential properties along its entire length. To the east the site is bounded by
Walton Street which is a distributor road and is also lined with residential properties in the vicinity
of the site. To the south the site is bounded by Worcester Lane which is a private lane within the
grounds of Worcester College. To the west the site is bounded by Worcester College properties
providing residential accommodation for Worcester College.

Figure 2 - Existing Site Aerial View
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2.2 Development

The development proposals are to create a structure which varies from three to five storeys in
height and includes rebuilding the existing basement which covers approximately 70% of the
site area. The new building will house student and Fellows accommodation on the upper levels
whilst the ground floor and basement areas will house teaching, dining and communal areas
along with archive storage, plant space, cycle parking and back of house areas.

2.3 Classification

The new building will house student and Fellows accommodation on the upper levels whilst the
ground floor and basement areas will house teaching, dining and communal areas along with
archive storage, plant space, cycle parking and back of house areas. The upper floors would be
classified in accordance with PPS25, annex D, table D.2 as more vulnerable uses and the ground
floor and basement areas are classified as less vulnerable uses.

2.4 Planning Background

In principle, planning policy at the local level is supportive of the redevelopment of sites already
in use for higher education, increasing density whilst being respectful to the character and
setting of Oxford's historic core (Policy CS29 : The Universities). Redevelopment of the former
Ruskin College site, for use by Exeter College, is considered wholly consistent with this policy and
with the wider policies of the Core Strategy. The proposals are alsc in accordance with the aims
of the National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF). In particular, the scheme will adhere to the
principles of sustainable development, seeking to deliver good quality design which makes a
positive contribution to the surrounding area whilst conserving significant aspects of the
buildings’ heritage in an appropriate manner.
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3 Potential Sources of Flooding
3.1 Historical Flooding Information

Oxford is located at the confluence of the Rivers Thames and Cherwell and as such is at risk of
flooding by both watercourses. The Oxford SFRAL report details dates of the historical flood
events back to 1947 as follows;

Spring 1947
Summer 1977
Winter 1979
Autumn 1992
Autumn 1993
Easter 1998
Winter 2000
New Year 2003
Summer 2007

The mapping for these events taken from the SFRA appendix C is attached as Appendix A of this
document.

None of these historical flood events resulted in flooding of the proposed development site on
Walton Street.

3.2 Tidal /7 Coastal Flooding

Tidal or Coastal flooding is not applicable to this site in Oxford.

3.3 Flooding from Sewers

The Oxford City SFRA Level 2 (February 2012) contains data on historic incidences of flooding
from sewers in the last 10 years. This data, which was gathered from Thames Water, shows that
there were 16 flood incidents recorded in the last ten years. 13 of these incidents were attributed
to flooding from foul water sewers and it is therefore assumed that the surface water flood risk
from the surface water sewer network within the city is low;

Figure 3 - Incidents of Flooding from SFRA2
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Further to that the incidents of flooding within the same postcode area as the proposed
development site (OX1 2) was limited to only one incident, which occurred from a surface water
sewer. This shows that the foul water flood risk in the vicinity of the site is also low. The mapping
of the flooding events from sewers is contained within appendix A of this report.

3.4 Flooding from Surface Water

The Area Susceptible to Surface Water Flooding (AStSWF) maps taken from the Oxford SFRAZ2
show that the site is unlikely to susceptible to surface water flow or ponding, below is an abstract
from the mapping which is also contained within appendix A of this report.

Figure 4 - Area at Risk of Flooding Map

3.5 Flooding from Groundwater

The Oxford SFRA shows that there have been no historical events of groundwater flooding in
proximity of the site, refer to Appendix A for the mapping of historical groundwater flooding
events. The closest groundwater flooding event occurred in New Botley over 1IKm to the west-
southwest of the site.

A Hydrogeology assessment has been prepared by Card Geotechnics for the proposed
development. This report was commissioned in order to assess the impact on groundwater of
reconstructing the new basement on the site. The report is included in Appendix B of this report.

A maximum increase in groundwater level of 5.5cm is predicted at the up-gradient (north east)
site boundary, reducing to 3.8cm at 20m distance. The impact of such a rise is considered to be
negligible, given that the nearest upstream structures are some 10m to 15m away, and given that
conservative assumptions were made in the modelling.
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3.6 Fluvial Flooding

The site sits to the north east of the River Thames and Castle Mill Stream. The eastern half of the
site sits in Flood zone 1 which gives a less than 0.1% annual probability (1 in 1000 year) of
flooding occurring. The western half of the site sits within flood zone 2 which gives a 0.1% annual
probability (1 in 1000 year) of flooding occurring. The Oxford SFRA flood zone map is contained
within Appendix C of this report

As detailed in the Oxford SFRAI the historical flooding events have been mapped, refer to
appendix A of this report for the mapping of these flood events. None of these events resulted in
fluvial flooding of the proposed site.

3.7 Climate Change

PPS25 gives anticipated increases in rainfall intensities to account for climate change. The
design of the new drainage system at the Walton Street development site will account for climate
change and although there is little space available on the site due to the constrained nature of the
site SUDS in the form of attenuation tanks will be provided to attenuate against climate change
increases in rainfall and also to reduce the peak flow rates compared to the existing peak flow
rates from the existing site.
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4 Desigh Response

The new building will house student and Fellows accommodation on the upper levels whilst the
ground floor and basement areas will house teaching, dining and communal areas along with
archive storage, plant space, cycle parking and back of house areas. The upper floors would be
classified in accordance with PPS25, annex D, table D.2 as more vulnerable uses and the ground
floor and basement areas are classified as less vulnerable uses. The basement is to be
constructed using a secant piled wall to create a complete box around the basement in
conjunction with a watertight concrete method which together will ensure that the basement
cannot be inundated by any way other than water overtopping the capping beam which is set at
ground floor level (approximately +60.485m AOD) The surface water drainage system within the
basement is a pumped system which ensures that water cannot re-enter the basement from the
sewer network due to the presence of non-return valves.

The ground floor level will be set at the threshold level at Walton Street (+60.485m AOD) which
relates to a level above the 0.1% annual probability (1 in 1000 year) of flooding occurring this is
generally raised from the existing ground floor level in the existing situation which currently
follows ground level, this raised ground floor will ensure safe access from the residential parts of
the development in the upper floors if required.

5 Flood Risk Management Measures

Exeter College will sign up to the Environment Agency’s flood warning system, Floodline
Warnings Direct (FWD). FWD is a multimedia flood warning system that is used to issue flood
warnings to specific areas by telephone, mobile, fax or pager. The aim of this service is to provide
flood warnings at least two hours in advance of a flood event to properties that lie within flood
zone 2 or flood zone 3.

6 Off-site Impacts

The redevelopment of the Walton Street site is not anticipated to cause any adverse effects to
surrounding or downstream sites. The design of a new SUDS drainage system will reduce peak
water flows from the sites which will help to reduce the risk of flooding from sewers and flash
flooding in the locality of the site. A detailed hydrology report has been produced to test the
impacts of the reconstructed basement on groundwater in the area and this has shown that the
effects on groundwater are not considered to be significant.

7 Residual Risks

The new ground floor of the redeveloped Walton Street site will be set at threshold level and will
be level throughout the site this has the effect of raising ground floor levels generally to those as
existing, this increase in ground floor levels will ensure safe access from the site in the event of a
flood event.
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8 Drainage Strategy

8.1 Existing Condition

The Site

The existing site is mainly covered with existing structures and hard standing although there is a

small grassed quadrangle within the site which is presently not formally drained. The existing
hard standing area is 1600m2 and the existing soft landscaping area is 100m2.

The drainage System

The existing complex of buildings on the site were home to Ruskin College, the existing drainage
network carries the surface water from all hard standing and roofs to the surface water sewer
within Worcester Place under gravity, there is currently no provision for attenuation or any form
of SUDS system.

The existing foul water also drains under gravity to the foul water sewer within Worcester Place.

The as surveyed existing drainage layout is appended to this report.

8.2 Proposed Condition

The below ground drainage layout is shown indicatively on (DR) 001. The proposed hard standing
area is 1700m2 although planting areas are to be provided these will generally be on top of
structure and will require positive drainage.

Surface Water

The surface water from the majority of the 1150m2 roof areas will be drained into water
harvesting tanks for re-use within the building as a grey water supply. Where collection is
unfeasible from the roof due to the proximity of the boundary and the space restrictions the
surface water from the roofs and hard standing will be drained under gravity to the existing sewer
within Worcester Place.

The external hardstanding areas will drain to basement level and will need to be pumped to the
surface water sewer in Worcester Place due to the reduced level of the existing basement. The
pump chambers will conform to building regulations and provide 24 hour storage in case of
malfunction.

The proposed development should be designed so that there is no flooding to the development in
a1in 30 year (3.33% AEP) event and so that there is no property flooding in a 1in 100 year (1%
AEP) plus climate change event.

The increase in hard standing area of 100m2 will be attenuated for along with a target reduction
of 30% of existing peak flows up to a 1 in 100 year plus climate change event as outlined in
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Oxford City Councils SFRA2. The rainwater harvesting tanks will double up as attenuation tanks
which will be further supplemented by the storage capacity within the Hydrobrake manhole by
providing a free board within the tanks itself with flow being regulated by a Hydrobrake or similar
flow control.

Foul Water

Foul water will generally be collected below the basement of the new building and will be pumped
to the foul sewer on Worcester Place. The pump chambers will conform to building regulations
and provide 24 hour storage in case of malfunction.

Page 9
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APPENDIX A - Historical Flood Event Mapping



River Centreline
Study Boundary

Legend

4, 6, )

Figure Number:
Appendix C
NATKINS

cIry

COUNCIT.

OXFORD

Reproduced from the Ordnance Survey map with the permission of
the Controller of Her Majesty's Stationery Office (HMSO).
© Crown Copyright. Unauthorised reproduction infringes Crown

Oxford City SFRA - March 2011

Historical Flood Outlines

Document Reference:

5093353/62/DWG/003
Copyright and may lead to prosecution or civil proceedings.
Oxfofd City Council: LA100019348 2010.

SCALE: NTS
Project Title:
Figure Title:

=

f
Hill Fn

th

.-

e
ﬁ’

enry

ddle Park

Fm

ewor

-}

o

i

ALV
¢Wood
A
.
Woodp
Littl

Blackwater

e

o

hurst
5

=

fotover
Hill

L

a=r
--l_Il

Rising

g

=

e

ton

8

ng

gtan

Hill"

-~

Long Woad
eadin

\S)

&

N

.y U
ddle Park ,‘/

Fm

=
&
2t 4

L
i

:
f"l

I

Blackwater
¢Wood

.“et}qjav
Thornhill

Idﬁ;‘,

hotover

7 o3

=

e

ton

Fmr
\J

nd

=Tl
1L

B JoHome
He,r

oy 0

A

i

Elsfiold
s

JlliQ‘Eb

ONES

feadin

$3a kb e
et AP Z

SN e
o srielelelelely S

N, i, I
0 MG B
VTR LR

at

y Lady's Se

EQ?H

B
Yl
\M

W

:EL\'

F VAl ’Pm

iggf]/arn Hi

!

am G re;t Wood
(7A‘

Common

‘Radbrook
N

—

v W

i
‘?A\
Sisters
%

—K_IJ

Wyth

-

PGSR E AN

J&&%ﬁ%ﬁ%ﬁ%ﬁ

T
AR T h T T 4\9‘9.-..',-,’.'
Jﬂﬁﬁﬁif}ﬁﬁﬂ

1979 Event
1992 Event
2000 Event
2003 Event
2007 Event

at

y Lady's Se

\} \\k,_-.

&
£

)
M
2

Hill

Xs

: M Wytham Park

W

Event Outlines

Event Outlines

)

:ﬁ‘\
ALY

C

If_l/arn

am G reét Wood

'Radbrook
Common

-

~TheiFive

# Wt

[
1
4t
"2_\\

Slsters?v

x@

Wy th

& g
2= R e

£y

Southend

o

Northfield

Sandfordbrake

e

4, ST

ettty

ey
Tty

QeleranC

e

Hill

i orZe Tarst
£y

pt%3}1 ]

INg

Wiy

Kenn

I »
=

“Chilswell’Ho

[
/ / 1947 Event
%
NN
\\ 1977 Event
NN
Event Outlines
7
/ / 1993 Event
%
=
\\\ 1998 Event
N

Event Outlines

Leigh

bassels




N L ~. 1, Opring
s\ o S

Legend

Iﬁﬁi et. Woods

N

Stratfield™ = 38
Fm cg}

Postcode Areas

|y
--------

e S

'| .
\JFm

¢4
) 7‘1"A .", . v‘:."". L
%7.?%-"5"5{;:3%;, :

ke /}1 4’0/;//4:};.’/:’# FORec!

BN
NN

N

AAR

« SNNN

4

v

a

L

N Pty o G ,77 D=Cuttesion
\ ,/ it J / % N %;,///; //¢ d;@;ﬁ% %l
] N v 4 39, AN R O |
~_AUniversity Field //7{///// / B A N oA
: Station /’/)" |y 20 /Zl) X . / s 67
' : \ , ) )
' / . G 72 7
E o 5 ' ‘/
"\ ., B9
; ' :1,4/ 4:’ o

. 3=p sl "o b ¥
X Z ' 3{’”//]1 vl-’m‘:@* > 4‘;.:
N /’1‘,‘
%, 4“‘; £
,';‘ //f
v I

™\

y ’.rl,.' A ; . ! > el ; .

. ," .I.-- et i x, IR e,
#.o  Wytham Great Woqd

1 e oAy Sy S

pnford \ /* / /(1 =2

, AR ."L__ ff;
rks e o e 1_._.;':-'-""' T
f l . .- Qf" ...:-r ! 3
Fo \ f7 164 |
- | y»Wyth
33 _— L ,'}‘1:54'1 ]
H,.u : .‘.- : :‘E“L‘Is‘h-al—ﬁ Q: ‘ "} 4 el f::; - _..__...,.
P ot : r :
| — : “'._ G | b\ |
oud “__—Radbrook ‘s | |

A 7
.(,4:3 ’# I ‘
29 7

hse . ' “Pes 43 G

Thornhill

E? J' Fm

3% Farmoor

/I:"E::-u 7 LR, N A G A : Ef‘\.ijt-fg \;@\.\i\\%’ A '%k Hlﬁlﬂﬂhum. LU
N SR @ Do 0T T RS R .

"

e el e el W gl Y s Tk hed R OR %% Y ORE o IR T S i (R RS R A P il T N o e

Y

i

[N\ N NN
S

e A —
: 4“‘

‘ .r'sr

o ‘}*“ (
s

] ;.‘4;""1»"";‘7 ";“
K A
Y

-\ N
L
- = . o
il | Sl
BN S -
5 el - .
i o N =

fffff _ i | A7

X «.4:,4 ,’///Z:’!'

S AN
Crd ]
G

Y
7

>

_“’%‘_

" bt N 1 /’ ) A p
, 4 4"4:" :b f,“':“é”/),:"?’ :%t" ?"‘h
>, - ‘?‘,‘l}'- ‘4“-' “..;
N ""’4*4'*%"'{; ";‘;': 3 "A, /’
SRR Hers

¢ N NI S

rﬁ\
ol o,

S

'4"}.1\\ = | “"
e et 'l‘\-' _."d"‘, [ ]
% Xq ”‘:“r’ L

J %ii4 ) by

“ Harcourt
W,
L -
Ve o

|

~ Hinksey Hill

So;{

. /
N " " Y=hrT VY, s toe e N A e O P IS Ty
kY . ' 4 " (' he 1 Y, m%@g&ﬂ//"'l B Ao (»..,
k 3 L % .‘. ar . X 1.,‘.‘-.4 V74 ‘L‘-" L ‘/ 4' ’/ ‘1 Q‘J‘ { h’
i&ﬁ \T\E | 0 BN S\ s NSNEE
l' o v VA

)
Ve
gy

(] 5 1:_ y 4 A y 7 I"/“["‘_’.‘.,w;,. ,';5,,..' " 4 3 ”
SN N\ CITERHPE S~ e e ST RN
y "’? » A ” ‘l‘ , 4"‘". '\r""‘\.‘
NFEEANBA| 2R XX XN

&)
X

§
=2 R

#

8y

F
14 | /7.

"\ Chilswell /‘#
Fm <

2

.

i T

A

7
! ..Fl-\-
P

e

f

| §

SCALE: NTS

- :

y . Nnrthfieit:'j

Fm

|
- ‘rﬁ.ﬂ;i | ‘,.--\“".lll““-I O
ro e CN A-"’ : el 7
: AT 2 & : e TR AT B S, ) &< ' : 2z ' SR ' e N
ﬁ __,.|I"'.I.l|l'I i 1 ‘:‘;':?4 o ‘ - f . L T '41" ’a & ﬁq “" "f?' are 1' 4 ’ : e 1 ) . .II_:." -... | Bt PI’OjeCt Tltle
27

e,

|1(‘ % >

%
A N 5
o Sk SN 7o) e :
Yy

; ‘// "/: "/ o/ j': %) s =

: ? o A d ] v
) ’ '-' \

o e ¢
"“/‘;‘g},’_ ~ : GPNAA) || O ) T 25 e T BRI G .%""g:' o it 6.2 : | -4~ )/ N\ ¢ -. v ' | |Oxford City SFRA - March 2011
4 ’, 4" ": =~ h b ' 4!. y A / ,4 A7 % P ) [ X ! - |._ : 1 -. |

T
B T pey

Figure Title:

Thames Water Sewer Flooding Incidents by
Postcode Area

\’

." %
" Y
By g

by ‘?‘ 5
’////"'i/// 3

Document Reference: Figure Number:
: N (R L T e R L TSN R : ; ——r— 4 1+ e _ T .. VP / > L f.':?-:."gq. 5093353/62/DWG/001 Appendix A

P
v V
4-" gy ¥

Reproduced from the Ordnance Survey map with the permission of
the Controller of Her Majesty's Stationery Office (HMSO).

© Crown Copyright. Unauthorised reproduction infringes Crown
Copyright and may lead to prosecution or civil proceedings.

Oxfofd City Council: LA100019348 2010.

" _. n Sandleig,(®

| | = NATKINS
~E P———= \ < = | i




JETICNO ] [ CIUsD
Farm T B R CH
rJ :“E,': DdEHtﬂﬂ _..a—"'-‘ , Leaend
x _ v 5 r» g
2 O Frieze P> dle Park
-~ rm T |2V N
MS 2 e 5 I'#- ——— River Centreline
-1 s 3 - r:_.--
i o Eliai Study Boundary
= -Hotels -
Q e CH N Strategic Development Sites
Hill -
:“-1:‘7 I S ,ﬂ; B\' % Indicative Sites within the West End
) X | g - ;
! 5 e CET";’ 2 AQM. ) B N ® Ground Water Flooding Incidents
Ly % = e . A . uC/ W, t < i ] b (Labelled with call reference number)
A \ s 1V S\ King's Gutteslowe’ " Gg ; - _ St % ’
%, A eS_Or \g\S_—=—* Weir _ \ !
Faers wel Tha F = & IR s tel 4 58
.-a-r" ?\\' T N ,.-"' ) ¥ : ) [» Z‘r’? L2 . -Frj
&m o 5 eir. : M % 17 {RCherwell
University Field 1 3 Glvercot ¢ N . > Fri
2 Station Y Al B N Sunnymegié : 3 |
- i AN PP v AN 57 174 o o
O,/ s \ A Wolverco “ River Cherwell
\ g s T : g o 'l aff= =
X NI AR AR 2 \
L ’ i - - - l ‘ ﬂ_ - II —
LB ’\\ 5 f o "Y' Weir 'l B Fﬂ#_ ﬁ > , l‘ ;
1, g odstow Abbey AR C PH_ I A
AN =M= (remains of) W Schs | A % IR
/QQS = €3 River Thames v D?.; - ! arston{ P; % J
AR : : 0 A C m\
_,fﬁ&ﬁsgy . E ?_ "?:.;ﬂ : + [r $~:hs &L 8 = %\ *f ! ~
3 4 3 WVthJElmﬁ RH w Y f‘@ % ® Coll - | 'Marston Brook< ¢ ,-_-nl rE
. : X G = = : ; (0] L - - —
R o ‘* Zﬁ{\ 2 EX K ol = ' AN
A Sn 164 T\ | 2 @\ A b G Ty 57N ,
| oo i, 4 s\l Pt SIS
PG L N\ Wytham Park —~ /A Z Felbdl "4 ‘ ' Ao 2\ NSRS e S S -l |\
== ThesFiver =gk =7 AN $ * Col S|, NN emy Sy
A Can T | " ) . . :
d xSJtsters% ?QM*," lhdy's Se w7 Seacourt Stream %n o "N M _ = Par 5 .:vnx S @ %/%@% 0 &L Sandhi s -
| > W S S ¥ O PH - o L\ = TTE Eﬁ:‘f ‘
. i %% ' 3 % = nos ! 7 = N & 6% Hospl i‘r.@ () ﬁ AL HO
My ‘Radbrook . B * BIHSE‘;&‘ o S s Marsto Peq_smoc_); Brookg U, e Ok Schs
] {%Dmr | I\ Ill via _!9-"' o ,{"'(‘l L »”] ;H"—A\_dj - P\ .i'f
\ \Ha H : Ei‘-"' = =
#.F A \ _ a in .
WGP\ \ o 7 (| Ufm
= Risinghurst
Castle Mill Stream Ak
i p— 1‘@
F’Tgh a1)hco o=Shotover
""}:c?, ¥ g rf Hill
Trr 171 =3¢
) : | A N !Sﬂ._a'?f-
L atin BN N
=7 O £
L ) L it
aﬂﬁ;ﬁ] S *au Westhily
¥ilo ?,.? \ﬁ.‘*E i
: s -~ /
T02: oA / : /
= — Dc, o ﬁ
rafdpoft: Py A
~J 3 --’1,{:; ﬁ" *G'.T_"l -
A QWY Blenh

‘ 3 7
89-

inks (EBERED
147 :

A \) Ir B ca

= (&CH Hinksey Stream,;":‘...x < \“\_ﬂ"’:_ A
:S ¥ 5.-5)/ } l '.."l-" \ﬂ .|'"r.
et 3
X

L et i e . ) < ..\"'\‘
SouthHIgksey NSaiHe- 2N I 72\
. f‘.-"‘" 5 'I A ) + .
1145/- . e EI | ﬁ}m - g T E"r: {_::l
= '.-"ﬂ“'*'x & 4y p A N
-~ ﬁ"i‘;%% g E j t
"\ Chilswell /—J— g o i X (I ﬂJ\J\R. Sel (5 5 / Z Northfiel
\ F § -7 : $ Sch ZZHill A =2 I\2.4 Fm
7 A ' v, | 4, 2z R . = @ : X N
45 ApaDuny, N : i Coll Nl @D ) O %
Whitebarris .JWood: < e S )

S
7 . I“N/r"'} I ;o8 -.:'_':jll::] %
‘Chilswell’Ho " Qa 7 <X
i ELIP??E . _..-Df ‘ i g *z 0 9‘3’, 2 %p@@ AR
= = ‘:F -

""-.. —_—
o N < v x A ZIRE A0 SCALE: NTS
o SR e Sk N T e
Hemﬂgd x\f‘iﬁ <A\ E‘-@rf it \ {B = A - 1S o C? 0 s.#‘ :
. Lo ] -r‘ — .-F J 1 - !
Fm . \\ O ) | O\T AN b T i p ry A fiﬁ Sch <> » + C 5}, _ _
i o W 3 4 X 2 =P 'TIT g iy O J Project Title:
. i) A “ W el & =~ . !
KA A 2 i & b~ o7t AN ZBitflemaore Gﬁ e .
9T/ 5. g g \ 3% AN L - | P = /Littlemore Brook /" Oxford City SFRA - March 2011
Y » AT L \ \ = ’ . »
e Boars (8. © | | [ossaere ol A SN S
S~ Moundy] = \p) O Wiobd S S /£, 5
----- ~ WL < H ! l[ \% i : &3 oy 11 Hos ﬂ& Figure Title:
A ' IE[;I*C O a0 Registered Groundwater Flooding Incidents
£ F q'-, AN
Al A A I : c:'_f \ WkS ;I
] EH-E_ > - I \ ” v | . o el J = .
EESS_E[S PH ';’ ~ T f:’h \ Weils i\;.____- &5 AL % ﬁfj “C-‘J'EE !.1 -mhﬂ €3 th F‘I o Document Reference: Figure Number:
Le |gh ; M, \ (L\ ,}gxg‘« ]u_ s _'“_:3_ =5 5093353/62/DWG/002 Appendix B
y . % Sanﬂggrrj ; xﬂPHﬂ Sandford &
- ll'. N ., @ I 1
J ' - 1 < - ' O GI [l Reproduced from the Ordnance Survey map with the permission of
: ) 3 + -7 3 5 \ il the Controller of Her Majesty's Stationery Office (HMSO).
3|g h 96 q- 3 1 N i ] l:,i E 4 © Crown Copyright. Unauthorised reproduction infringes Crown
- 0 ' ""l - =¥ - d C A" Copyright and may lead to prosecution or civil proceedings.
Sch) | 3 'y ; H_LL[ : ' : " \ Oxfofd City Council: LA100019348 2010.
s g \ P | \PZ. 150N : AL S v
& == d \ 1' ". | I i " £ | Mlgas 1 |
LP,D_U\‘J—"—QH :I.:' I' 1" % . ! ﬂﬂ- ! 1) 1{1 " r \iﬁ-;""::-’"_ "11 ! - ?G \ %E
g Great Park : PN a N2 ! R - o NATKINS
Em VAT Blaarove T % ik %, I % — _ 1 £ xtttn




APPENDIX B - Card Geotechnics Hydrology Report



Exeter College

Ruskin College, Oxford
Basement hydrological
assessment report

October, 2012

Card Geotechnics Limited
4 Godalming Business Centre, Woolsack Way,
Godalming, Surrey, GU7 1XW
Telephone: 01483 310 600
www.cardgeotechnics.co.uk



RUSKIN COLLEGE, OXFORD
Basement hydrogeological assessment report

Copyright: Card Geotechnics Limited

Card Geotechnics Limited ("CGL") has prepared this report in accordance with the instructions of
Stockley on behalf of Exeter College ("the Client") under the terms of its appointment for
consulting engineering services by the Client dated 30™ August 2012. The report is for the sole and
specific use of the Client, and CGL shall not be responsible for any use of the report or its contents
for any purpose other than that for which it was prepared and provided. Should the Client require
to pass copies of the report to other parties for information, the whole of the report should be so
copied, but no professional liability or warranty shall be extended to other parties by CGL in this

connection without the explicit written agreement thereto by CGL.

Author Robert Benson, Engineer
BSc MSc FGS
Checked Richard Ball, Principal Engineer
BSc MSc CEng MICE FGS
Approved Andy O'Dea, Business Director
MSc BAI BA DIC CEnv MIEnvSc FGS
Reference CG/8069 Revision 0.0 Issue Date October 2012




RUSKIN COLLEGE, OXFORD
Basement hydrogeological assessment report

1.

2.

6.

Contents

INTRODUCTION

SITE CONTEXT

2.1 Site location
2.2 Site Layout

2.3 Proposed development

GROUND AND GROUNDWATER CONDITIONS

3.1 Introduction
3.2 Published geology
3.3 Historical boreholes
34 On-site Intrusive Investigations
3.4.1 Ground conditions
3.4.2 Groundwater
3.5 Off-site intrusive investigations
3.6 Local topography
3.7 Hydrogeology
3.7.1 EA aquifer designations
3.7.2 Hydrogeological flow
3.8 Hydrology

RECOMMENDATIONS FOR GROUNDWATER

4.1 Impact of proposed basement construction on groundwater

4.2 Recommended design groundwater level

GROUNDWATER MODELLING

5.1 Previous hydrogeological modelling
5.1.1 Radcliffe Observatory Quarter — 2009
5.1.2 Oxford University Press — 2012
5.1.3 Summary

5.2 Analysis

SUMMARY AND CONLUSIONS

CG/8069

(¥, ]

(=)}

O 00 N N o o o

10
10
10
11
12

13

13
13

14

14
14
15
15
15

17



RUSKIN COLLEGE, OXFORD
Basement hydrogeological assessment report

FIGURES

1 Site location plan

2 Groundwater levels

3a Hydrogeological conceptual model - regional
3b Hydrogeological conceptual model - local

4 Existing and proposed basement formation levels
5 FLAC groundwater levels

6 FLAC flow vectors — no basement

7 FLAC flow vectors — with basement

8 Pore pressure variation — upstream

APPENDICES

A Existing structure
B Proposed development plans

C Underground infrastructure

CG/8069



RUSKIN COLLEGE, OXFORD
Basement hydrogeological assessment report

1. INTRODUCTION

Exeter College, Oxford, is proposing to redevelop part of Ruskin College, including the
demolition of existing buildings and construction of 4 to 6 storey buildings with a single
storey basement level. The facades of the original college along Walton Street and

Worcester Place are to be retained.

Card Geotechnics Limited (CGL) has been commissioned to undertake a review of the
groundwater information available for the site and environs to provide an appropriate
groundwater level for the proposed basement design, in accordance with the design
philosophy set out in BS 8102:2009 — Code of practice for protection of structures against
water from the ground, and to assess the potential impact of the basement on local

groundwater levels.

This report presents the findings of a desk based study of the available ground and
groundwater conditions in the surrounding area taking into account published and
unpublished geological records from the British Geological Survey and council records. Site
investigation data for the site has also been reviewed, along with information available
from CGLs recent work at Oxford University Press (OUP) and publicly available information

for the recent Radcliffe Observatory Quarter (ROQ) development in central Oxford.

The report assesses the impact of the proposed basement on the local and regional
groundwater regimes and the risk associated with the potential for increased groundwater
levels as a result of the proposed basement. This report also includes a 2 dimensional
groundwater flow analysis using FLAC finite difference software to assess the change in
flow regime and upstream porewater pressures generated by construction of the new

basement.

CG/8069 4
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2. SITE CONTEXT

2.1 Site location

The site is located at Ruskin College, at the junction between Walton Street and Worcester
Place, Oxford, OX1 2HE. The OS Grid Reference of the site is approximately 450919,
206638 and the site location is shown in Figure 1. Figure 1 also shows the nearby OUP and
ROQ basement sites, from which information has been derived to support groundwater

modelling.

2.2 Site Layout

The site is approximately rectangular in shape, with dimensions of 75m by 25m.

The site is currently occupied by the buildings of Ruskin College, providing student
accommodation and teaching facilities. The buildings range from two to five storeys in
height, with variable levels of part to full single storey basements. There is also a relatively
small open space/courtyard in the central and southern portion of the site. The site is
bounded by Walton Street and Worcester Lane to the north and east of the site,

respectively. To the south and west are the grounds and buildings of Worcester College.

Plans and sections showing the existing site layout are provided in Appendix A.

2.3 Proposed development

It is proposed to demolish the existing buildings on site whilst retaining the facades of the
original Ruskin College buildings along the north eastern and eastern boundaries. A single
storey basement is to be constructed across the majority of the site footprint, excavated
within a secant piled wall to a floor level of 56.4mOD. Existing basements will need to be
deepened by between 1.5m and 3.0m whilst in other areas new basement excavations will
extend to a maximum depth of 4.0m below ground level (bgl). The secant wall does not
extend fully to the eastern edge of the site, where the existing basement and floor levels of
the Ruskin buildings are being largely retained. An open courtyard area steps up to ground

level from the basement along the southern boundary.

Plans of the proposed site layout are provided in Appendix B and proposed excavation

levels and depths are shown in Figure 4.

CG/8069 5
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3. GROUND AND GROUNDWATER CONDITIONS

3.1 Introduction

This section of the report collates desk based information, historical boreholes and on-site
and off-site intrusive investigation data. Public and private sources have been consulted to
supplement the site specific data and establish the hydrogeological regime of the site and

surrounding area.

Borehole locations and derived groundwater levels and contours are summarised in Figure

2.

3.2 Published geology

According to British Geological Map Sheet 236 the site is underlain by the Northmoor
Sand and Gravel Formation (terrace gravels of the River Thames) and the Oxford Clay at

depth. More recent alluvial deposits outcrop approximately 100m to the south west of the

site.

3.3 Historical boreholes

There are limited BGS borehole records in the near vicinity of the site. The nearest of these
include several boreholes at the former Radcliffe Infirmary approximately 350m north of
the site, a single borehole on Cardigan Street 350m north west of the site, and a series of

boreholes along Rewley Abbey Court 250m south west of the site and Worcester College

Pond.

The BGS borehole records largely coincide with the geological map of the area and show
that, under a thin veneer of Made Ground (typically <1.0m), siliceous sands and gravels are
encountered representative of the Northmoor Sand and Gravel Formation and
Summerton-Radley Sand and Gravel Formation. These soils are, however, characterised by
intermittent soft to firm clay horizons perhaps representative of historical flood plains. The
river terrace gravels are overlain by soft alluvium in those boreholes closer to the River

Thames.

! Witney, England and Wales Sheet 236. 1:50,000 Series. Solid and Drift Geology. British Geological Survey, 1982.

CG/8069 6
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The Oxford Clay was encountered in the majority of the boreholes where depths of

investigation were sufficient, and comprised firm becoming stiff to hard blue/grey clay.

3.4 On-site Intrusive Investigations

3.4.1 Ground conditions

A previous ground investigation has been undertaken at the site by Geotechnical and

Environmental Associates Limited (GEA) in May 20122, and comprised the following works:
1. Adeskstudy;

2. Anintrusive investigation comprising a single cable percussion borehole to 20m depth,
including in-situ standard penetration testing and disturbed/undisturbed sampling. The
borehole was excavated outside the site perimeter on Worcester Place. 20 hand dug

trial pits were also excavated to expose existing foundations;
3. Geotechnical and geoenvironmental laboratory testing;
4. Interpretative reporting for both geotechnical and geoenvironmental requirements.

A second phase of investigation was being undertaken at the time of writing, including the
excavation of 3 additional boreholes with monitoring installations. Preliminary logs have
been provided along with the results groundwater monitoring. The locations of the

boreholes are illustrated in Figure 2.

Based on the four boreholes completed, the ground conditions on site are summarised

below in Table 1:

2GEA (23 May 2012) Ruskin College Oxford — Desk Study and Ground Investigation Report

CG/8069 7
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3.4.2

Table 1: Summary of ground conditions

Stratum Depth to top (mbgl) Thickness (m)
Level [mOD]

MADE GROUND comprising dark brown to orangebrown 0

sandy gravelly clay/clayey gravelly sand with fragments of 0.50-1.70

brick, concrete, ash and coal. [59.83 —57.90]

Soft orange light brown silty sandy gravelly CLAY / loose to
medium dense brown clayey silty SAND with occasional 0.50-1.70
gravel / loose orange brown clayey silty sandy GRAVEL. 1.90-5.80
[56.20 - 59.33]
[NORTHMOOR SAND AND GRAVEL]

Initially soft becoming very stiff dark blue grey fissured silty

. . . 2.40-6.80
CLAY with occasional sandy partings. Proven to
20mbgl

[OXFORD CLAY] (52.2-57.43]

The Northmoor Sand and Gravel at the site is characterised by both cohesive and granular
units, possibly representing cyclical depositions of terrace deposits during flood events. In
the trial pits the Northmoor Sand and Gravel was typically encountered as a clayey silty
sand and gravel. Similarly variable superficial ground conditions were encountered at the

OUP and ROQ sites (see below).

It is noted that gravel was encountered to a depth of 6.8mbgl in borehole BH1, and to a
depth of 6.5mbgl in borehole BH4. Gravel was not encountered in boreholes BH2 and BH3,
with the alluvial deposits in this area comprising silts and clays. It is possible that the
presence of the gravels represents a former river channel across the western half of the

site.

Groundwater

A groundwater strike was recorded during the first phase of investigation in borehole BH1
in the granular Northmoor Sand and Gravel at a depth of 6.2m (52.80mOD), which rose to
3.1mbgl (55.90mOD) after a period of 20 minutes. Groundwater strikes were recorded
within trial pits TP1 — TP7 at levels of between 57.2mOD and 57.4mOD generally in the
north and eastern areas of the site. Trial pits TP9 — TP25 did not encounter groundwater,

no log was provided for trial pit TP8.

CG/8069 8
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During the second phase of investigation, groundwater strikes were recorded as fast
inflows in boreholes BH2 and BH4 at depths of 2.3m and 6.3m, respectively. A seepage was

recorded in borehole BH3 at 3.0m during the site works.

Subsequent monitoring of boreholes BH2, BH3, and BH4 on four occasions recorded water
levels between 57.9mOD and 55.1mOD across the site, typically lower in borehole BH4.

Groundwater monitoring records are summarised Table 2 below (provided by GEA).

Table 2: Groundwater monitoring results

Date Borehole BH2 Borehole BH3 Borehole BH4
Depth to water (m) Depth to water (m) Depth to water (m)
(level m OD) (level m OD) (level m OD)
11/9/2012 2.15 (57.68) 1.52 (57.38) 2.67 (55.23)
20/9/2012 2.20(57.63) 1.58 (57.32) 2.84 (55.06)
27/9/2012 1.96 (57.87) 1.35(57.55) 2.39 (55.51)
8/10/2012 1.90 (57.93) 1.28 (57.62) 2.26 (55.64)

The results indicate a fall in groundwater levels to the south and west, consistent with the
broad regional trend. It is noted that there is an approximate 2.5m drop in water level
across the site in boreholes BH1 and BH4. It is considered that this is due to the presence
of a substantial thickness of gravels across the western half of the site acting as a
preferential flow path for groundwater in this area. This corresponds to groundwater
observations within the trial pits, with water present in the north and east at shallow

depth only.

3.5 Off-site intrusive investigations

A site investigation was completed at the OUP site approximately 200m north of the site,
comprising 2 boreholes to 20.45m and 16.45m bgl. Here both cohesive and granular units
of the Northmoor Sand and Gravel were encountered, again indicative of the variability of
this formation over relatively small spatial scales. The Northmoor Sand and Gravel was
underlain by stiff to very stiff sandy clays of the Oxford Clay Formation at levels varying

between 57mOD and 54mOD.

A large scale investigation was completed at the Radcliffe Observatory Quarter (ROQ,
formerly the Radcliffe Infirmary) some 350m north of the site, with information from this
investigation partly available through the Oxford City Council planning website (ref.

09/02535/FUL). The site investigation comprised excavation of 9 cable percussive

CG/8069 9



RUSKIN COLLEGE, OXFORD
Basement hydrogeological assessment report

boreholes. Again the ground conditions comprise Made Ground over variable River Terrace
Deposits with thicknesses recorded between 4.1m and 5.2m. The River Terrace Deposits
generally comprise medium dense to very dense orange silty sandy gravel varying to silty

gravelly sand with occasional pockets or layers of sandy gravelly clay.

The Oxford Clay was encountered in all of the boreholes, generally described as stiff
becoming very stiff blue grey and green grey calcareous clay, thinly laminated and very

closely to closely fissured in parts, with occasional fossils.

3.6 Local topography

The local topography is characterised by the higher level river terraces sitting above the
adjacent floodplains of the River Thames and River Cherwell. Oxford City centre is thus
situated on relatively high ground between the major rivers to the west and east of the

city. The site is located on the western slope of this river terrace plateau.

The natural slope of the site drops from east to west towards the Oxford Canal and the
River Thames located 300m and 500m west of the site, respectively. The ground level
drops from 60.5mOD on Walton Street to 58mOD at the site’s western boundary,

representing a local gradient of 1:30 or 2°.

3.7 Hydrogeology

3.7.1 EA aquifer designations

The Environment Agency? has produced an aquifer designation system consistent with the
requirements of the Water Framework Directive. The designations have been set for
superficial and bedrock geology and are based on the importance of aquifers for potable

water supply and their role in supporting surface water bodies and wetland ecosystems.

The Northmoor Sand and Gravel underneath the site is classified as Secondary A aquifer.
Secondary A aquifers are permeable layers capable of supporting water supplies at a local
rather than strategic scale, and in some cases forming an important source of base flow to

rivers. The alluvium is also classified as a Secondary A aquifer.

3 www.environment-agency.gov.uk (September 2012)
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The Oxford Clay encountered at depth is classified as an Unproductive Strata.
Unproductive Strata are rock layers or drift deposits with low permeability that have

negligible significance for water supply or river base flow.

3.7.2 Hydrogeological flow

Both BGS and publicly available data have been consulted to establish the local
hydrogeological regime and groundwater flow direction. A recent report commissioned by

the Environment Agency on groundwater flooding in Oxford® has also been consulted.

The hydrogeological regime in Oxford and the surrounding area is characterised by shallow
groundwater levels, across the floodplain areas to the west of the site, groundwater is
typically less than 1mbgl in winter and 2mbgl in summer. The older river terrace deposits
form a relatively higher ridge between the River Cherwell and the Oxford Canal and as
such, groundwater levels, which are considered to be in continuity with both, are slightly

deeper across the urbanised Oxford area.

The site itself is approximately 4m to 5m above the water level in Castle Mill Stream and
the River Thames. The recent alluvial deposits of the Thames and Cherwell floodplains
typically comprise 1m of silty clay underlain by 5m of sands and gravels® across the
western area of the site, with up to 5.3m of mixed silty clay and sand in the east. As such,
the older river terraces are likely to be in hydraulic continuity with the alluvium and the

rivers.

The Oxford Clay represents a regional aquiclude, inhibiting the vertical movement of
groundwater from the overlying superficial deposits. Therefore, groundwater is likely to
flow laterally through the superficial deposits and radially outwards from the river terrace
plateau towards the floodplains of the River Thames to the west and River Cherwell to the
east, and also towards the confluence of the two rivers approximately 1.8km south east of
the site. It is likely that confined water bearing units are present within the Northmoor

Sand and Gravel..

Monitoring data has been combined with groundwater data from BGS and publicly
available information, including data from the OUP and ROQ sites, to derive local
groundwater flow directions as shown n Figure 2. The results broadly conform to the

hydrogeological interpretation of the study, which is summarised conceptually in Figure 3.

* Macdonald DMJ. Et al (2007) Groundwater and flooding in Oxford. Defra 42™ Flood and Coastal Management
Conference, York, 2007. Available online : http://www.groundwateruk.org/downloads/Oxford Defra Paper 2007.pdf
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The groundwater information available for the site suggests that groundwater is
discontinuous, broadly flowing towards the south and west, with flow likely to be occurring
within sand channels and lenses between more silty/clayey horizons. Thereis a
considerable increase in thickness of the gravels in the south of the site, which appears to
be acting as a local drain, causing groundwater levels to drop considerably in this area. Itis
concluded that groundwater flow across the site will be generally slow through the eastern
areas, with velocity controlled by low permeability silts and clays, with lenses and sand
channels where present. The slow flow creates a limited supply to the gravels, which are
capable of draining much faster, causing the drop in groundwater level evident from

monitoring.

A conceptual model of the deduced flow regime is summarised in Figure 3b.

3.8 Hydrology

The floodplain of the River Thames is located to the west of the site and the course of the
river is some 500m west of the site at its nearest point. Castle Mill stream branches off
from the Thames and flows parallel to Oxford Canal, 300m south west of the site at its

nearest point (see Figure 2).

Worcester College Lake is located some 80m south west of the site. The lake is understood
to be connected by a sluice to the canal and is at the same level as the canal. ltis

considered likely that the lake is in hydraulic continuity with local groundwater.

Records from the EA® indicate that a Zone 3 floodplain is located immediately adjacent to
the site’s south western boundary. Zone 3 floodplains are areas that could be affected by
flooding of rivers if there were no flood defences. This area could be flooded from a river
by a rainfall event that has a 1 per cent (1 in 100) or greater chance of happening each

year.

A Zone 2 floodplain extends partly onto the western half of the site. Zone 2 floodplains
represent the additional extent of an extreme flood from rivers. These areas are likely to
be affected by a major rainfall event, with up to a 0.1 per cent (1 in 1000) chance of

occurring each year.

The extent of historical extreme floods may account for the presence of soft cohesive
horizons within the Northmoor Sand and Gravel close to the superficial boundary with the

alluvium.
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4. RECOMMENDATIONS FOR GROUNDWATER

4.1 Impact of proposed basement construction on groundwater

Borehole records indicate that the basement formation at 56mOD (to include excavation
for 350mm slab) will be within the Northmoor Sand and Gravel, some 4m above the
Oxford Clay. Monitoring indicates that groundwater levels fall from some 57.9mOD to
55.6mOD across the site and as such the basement formation will be at or below

groundwater level.

The excavations required across the site are summarised diagrammatically in Figure 4,
showing the existing basement levels and additional excavations required to achieve the

new formation level.

A secant pile wall is proposed around the basement perimeter to form the basement walls.
Toe levels for the piles are expected to penetrate into the Oxford Clay, which will intercept

the groundwater table and effectively create a fully impermeable basement box.

4.2 Recommended design groundwater level

BS 8102:2009 — Code of practice for protection of structures against water from the ground
recommends a risk assessment to be undertaken to establish design groundwater levels
where monitoring data is available. Monitoring results indicate groundwater levels from
some 57.9mO0OD to 55.6mOD across the site, with higher values in the north. Flood levels
inferred from the EA maps represent transient groundwater levels at or close to ground
level at the site and as such a groundwater level of 58mOD is recommended for persistent
conditions, with a design water level at ground surface for ‘extreme’ flood events as a

transient, emergency loading condition.

Enquiries to Thames Water assets indicate that there is a 3” distribution main situated
along the eastern boundary of the site beneath Walton Street and a 5’ distribution main
along the northern boundary along Worcester Place. A 10” trunk main also runs in a north
south alignment on the eastern side of Walton Street. Foul and surface water drains also
run along both these highways. Rupture of any of this infrastructure would be unlikely to
generate a transient groundwater level greater than ground surface as stipulated for
extreme flood events and, as such, no additional measures are recommended in this

regard. Details of Thames Water infrastructure are included in Appendix C.
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5. GROUNDWATER MODELLING

5.1 Previous hydrogeological modelling

5.1.1

A number of sites in close proximity to Ruskin College have been subject to groundwater
modelling to assess the impact of basement construction on the local hydrogeological

regime. These are summarised in the following sections.

Radcliffe Observatory Quarter — 2009

The ROQ project is located some 350m to the north of Ruskin College and includes the
excavation of a 4.3ha two storey basement. Given the size of the basement, Pell
Frischmann Ltd. undertook groundwater modelling to assess the impact of the basement
on the local hydrogeology and hydrology as part of the Environmental Impact Assessment
for that site in 2009. Their report is available on the Oxford City Council planning

website (ref. 09/02535/FUL) and relevant findings/conclusions are summarised

below:

a. Groundwater levels were found to decrease from the east of the site (59.2mOD) to
the west (58.7mOD (SW) to 58.2mOD (NW)); with an average gradient of 1:600 falling

to the west.

b. In-situ testing recorded the permeability of the local gravels to be of the order of
1.07x10™* m/s and a conservative mean value of 3 x 10°m/s was used in the analysis

with reference to the Environment Agency’s R&D publication 120°.

c. The groundwater regime was found to be relatively stable on site over a 12 month

monitoring period.

d. The Pell Frischmann analysis considered regional hydrogeology/hydrology in terms of
the very large Observatory Quarter basement’s potential impact on the River Cherwell
and the Oxford Canal. It concluded that the basement would not have an impact on

the regional hydrogeology or hydrology.

e. Local variations in groundwater level were not considered.

> LandSim. Landfill performance assessment: Simulation by Monte Carlo method R&D Publication 120. Environment
Agency (1996).
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5.1.2 Oxford University Press —2012

A groundwater modelling exercise using FLAC software was completed by CGL at a site
200m north of Ruskin College (planning ref 12/00371/FUL). A single storey basement is

proposed across the entire site footprint.

The results suggest a negligible groundwater rise and is based on typical hydraulic
gradients assumed for the area for a local hydrological and hydrogeological study

undertaken for the ROQ site to the north and east of the site.

5.1.3 Summary

Both of the modelling exercises competed by CGL and Pell Frischmann suggest that
basement construction in similar ground conditions and in close proximity to the site do
not have a significant impact on the local hydrogeology. It is therefore considered likely
that the proposed Ruskin College development will have a similarly low impact on local
groundwater levels and flow rates — however analysis will be undertaken to assess this

effect.

In terms of infiltration/water supply, it is noted that the proposed development footprint is
currently occupied by impermeable hard-standing or buildings and, as such, the new

construction will not materially affect the infiltration characteristics of the site.

5.2 Analysis

The construction of the new basement will create an impermeable barrier to groundwater
flow and calculations have been undertaken to assess the impact of the basement on local
groundwater levels. The analysis has been undertaken using two-dimensional finite

difference software, (FLAC), to compute groundwater flow rates and pore pressures based

on Darcy’s Law.

Historical borehole data and site monitoring records have been combined to establish the
regional groundwater gradient in the vicinity of the site as illustrated in Figure 2. The flow
gradient is input into the FLAC model and steady state conditions established. FLAC's
calculated pore pressure gradient is illustrated in Figure 3 and is consistent with contouring

based on available data.
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A permeability of 1 x 10°m/s was used for the entire site as a highly conservative value in
order to establish worst case responses to changes in flow conditions should a gravel
channel become obstructed by the construction of the basement. The basement area was
‘excavated’ within the model by applying a permeability of 0Om/s in the basement area, and
setting initial pore pressures to OkPa, allowing for the basement to be dewatered and to

create a long-term watertight box.

Flow vectors before and after basement construction are illustrated in Figures 6 and 7,

showing the obstruction caused by the new basement.

Pore pressure changes have been assessed along lines broadly orthogonal to the regional
flow direction (typically SW) with lines intersecting the site boundary, 10m to the
northeast, and 20m to the northeast. The results are summarised in Figure 8 and indicate
a maximum increase in groundwater pressure of some 0.55kPa at the basement perimeter,
corresponding to an increase in groundwater levels of some 5.5cm above existing levels at

the site perimeter, reducing to 3.8cm at 10m distance, and 2.9cm at 20m distance.

The FLAC analysis indicates that groundwater rises around the basement perimeter are
minimal, with the maximum occurring toward the upstream side of the basement. The
effects reduce rapidly with distance away from the basement. These values are considered
to be worst-credible estimates as they assume a uniform high permeability within the
gravels and unobstructed existing flow. In reality there will be clay lenses/layers within the
gravels that significantly reduce the vertical permeability of the soils, forcing groundwater

to dissipate laterally around the perimeter of the basement, rather than rising vertically.

On the basis of the analysis, the impact of the basement on local groundwater levels is
considered to be minor and is very unlikely to affect local properties, even those with

basements.
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6. SUMMARY AND CONLUSIONS

1. Itis proposed to construct a new basement at Ruskin College, Oxford with a secant

piled wall around its perimeter that will obstruct local groundwater flow.

2. Studies undertaken for major new basements in the area indicate that groundwater
flows generally toward the south and west in the vicinity of the site (towards the River

Thames). This observation is supported by historical borehole data.

3. Groundwater levels drop by some 2m to 2.5m across the site and it is considered that
this is due to a significant increase in the gravel thickness in the west of the site. Itis
considered that groundwater flow rates are likely to be controlled by the mixed/low
permeability silt, clay and sand deposits in the east, with the deep gravels providing

under-drainage in the west and reducing groundwater levels accordingly.

4. Adesign ground water level of 58mOD is recommended for persistent conditions
based on available monitoring data. Groundwater should be taken at ground level for
transient, extreme conditions given the site’s location in the floodplain of the River

Thames.

5. Afinite difference model has been constructed to assess the impact of the basement
on local groundwater levels. The model takes worst case permeability assumptions,
effectively assuming that a sand channel becomes blocked, to determine the maximum
likely groundwater rise caused by the basement. The result is a maximum increase of
5.5cm at the up-gradient (north east) site boundary, reducing to 3.8cm at 20m
distance. The impact of such a rise is considered to be negligible, given that the
nearest upstream structures are some 10m to 15m away, and given the conservative
assumptions made in the modelling. It is also recognised that existing foundations and
basements to the northeast of the site will reduce existing flow rates, and

correspondingly reduce the impact of the current basement on groundwater levels.
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