
	Application details:
	Discharge of Conditions 3 (Bats), 6a (Ground Contamination), 7a (Local Labour Agreement), 8 (CMP), 9a (Materials), 10 (Landscape), 12 (Piling), 13 (SuDS) and 14 (Drainage) attached to Planning Permission 137608/JO/2023



LLFA Comments 31/05/2024
The following Information has been considered:
	Planning Portal uploads:
	07/05/2024 – 15/05/2024


	Further submission emails:
	-


	Previous CDN attempts to discharge the Condition:
	CDN-24-0223 (phasing, condition 5)
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	Condition number
	13

	Decision Notice
	137608/JO/2023



	Decision Notice Clause
	Contained in submission
	Approvable standard 
	Further information required:

	a. A Flood Risk Assessment (FRA) which shall include: 
- An overlay of the proposed masterplan on Flood Zone 2 & 3 extents. - Sequential test should demonstrate sequential masterplanning of the proposal.
- Exception test to be applied. 
- Proposed mitigation in line with NPPF / Standing Advice requirements. 
- The FRA should demonstrate that sufficient consideration has been given to the potential vulnerability of residents housed in the proposed development, regarding flood risk, evacuation, access and egress during any such event. 
- Modelled 2D flood levels for the onsite flood extents shall be obtained from the Environment Agency and considered in FFL design. The FRA shall include modelled flood levels upon which FFLs are proposed.
	Y
	N
	The developer must provide Modelled 2D flood levels for the onsite flood extents, which can obtained from the Environment Agency and considered in FFL design (product 4). The developer has referenced levels obtained form the EA however, the product 4 data is not attached. 

	A finalised drainage layout showing all components, inlets, outfalls, levels and connectivity.
	Y
	N
	Drawing no. 077442-CUR-XX-XX-D C-92500-P03 references the following “WORKS WITHIN 3m EXCLUSION ZONE ARE TO BE AGREED WITH NETWORK RAIL”. Any works within the exclusion zone will need to be agreed upfront, to ensure no changes during construction. 

The SW outfall (S14) is currently referenced as “IL: 24.87(SUBMERGED)”. Given the proposed outfall is submerged at the time of water level recording. We would recommend the developer reconsiders the outfall level to ensure an appropriate level of freeboard between invert level and the Bridgewater canal water level. Ensuring a free-flowing outfall is essential to discharging condition 13.

Currently no hydro-brake has been proposed due to the outfall being submerged. However, MCC LLFA would strongly recommend the developer reconsiders the SW drainage design to ensure a free-flowing SW outfall, limited at a suitable discharge rate (calculations should support the proposed flow rate).

Attenuation dimensions for the sports pitches must be demonstrated on the SW drainage layout. This must include overall volume, and length, width, hight of the structure. 

The applicant will need to provide evidence from MSCC/PEEL PORTS to ensure the outfall is accepted prior to discharging condition 13. This approval must also reference the proposed discharge rate. 

standard comment:   The applicant must present a consistent package to discharge this condition (Including all layouts and calculations). The layout and calculations must be jointly updated to account for any edits required. When preparing a resubmission, the applicant must ensure that the drainage layout and hydraulic calculations correspond, and that they can be cross-referenced for checks. This includes layout annotations and schedule printouts. 

	Maximised integration of green SuDS components (utilising infiltration or attenuation);
	Y
	Y
	

	An existing and proposed impermeable areas drawing to accompany all discharge rate calculations
	Y
	N
	Currently no hydro-brake has been proposed due to the outfall being submerged. However, MCC LLFA would strongly recommend the developer reconsiders the SW drainage design to ensure a free flowing SW outfall, limited at a suitable discharge rate (calculations should support the proposed flow rate).

The developer should provide brownfield run-off calculations for the existing hardstanding area. This should be accompanied by an existing drainage survey.


	Runoff volume in the 1 in 100 year, 6 hours rainfall shall be constrained to a value as close as is reasonable practicable to the greenfield runoff volume for the same event, but never to exceed the runoff volume from the development site prior to redevelopment;
	Y
	N
	Same as above. 

Currently no hydro-brake has been proposed due to the outfall being submerged. However, MCC LLFA would strongly recommend the developer reconsiders the SW drainage design to ensure a free flowing SW outfall, limited at a suitable discharge rate (calculations should support the proposed flow rate).


	Evidence that the drainage system has been designed (unless an area is designated to hold and/or convey water as part of the design) so that flooding does not occur during a 1 in 100 year rainfall event with allowance for 40% climate change in any part of a building;
	Y
	N
	

	Assessment of overland flow routes for extreme events that is diverted away from buildings (including basements). Overland flow routes need to be designed to convey the flood water in a safe manner in the event of a blockage or exceedance of the proposed drainage system capacity including inlet structures. A layout with overland flow routes needs to be presented with appreciation of these overland flow routes with regards to the properties on site and adjacent properties off site.
	Y
	Y
	

	Hydraulic calculation of the proposed drainage system
	Y
	N
	The developer has included ‘Additional Storage (m³/ha) of 20m3 ’ within the calculation however, no storage inputs have been provided within the network. The developer must update the storage calculations to reflect the correct attenuation parameters. 

The hydraulic calculations indicate discharge rates for the following storm durations: 1:30 – 52.8 l/s, 1:100 cc – 90l/s. Given the outfall will be surcharged the likelihood will be flow rates will be significantly lower (if any) than included within the hydraulic modelling. 

It should also be noted, the existing peak discharge rate referenced within point E is 14l/s during a 1:100 year + 45% cc simulation, which is significantly less than the flow rates included within the hydraulic modelling. MCC LLFA would be unable to approve a design which increased flows into the receiving waterbody. 

standard comment:   The applicant must present a consistent package to discharge this condition (Including all layouts and calculations). The layout and calculations must be jointly updated to account for any edits required. When preparing a resubmission, the applicant must ensure that the drainage layout and hydraulic calculations correspond, and that they can be cross-referenced for checks. This includes layout annotations and schedule printouts. 

	Construction details of flow control and SuDS elements
	N
	N
	The developer must provide construction details for the following components:

· Proposed Sports Pitch with Attenuation provided within the Sub-Base.
· Hydro-brake (if provided) 



	% Complete submission:
(less than 20% complete will trigger a recommended Refusal)
	88%

	% At approvable standard:
	22%



	LLFA Recommendation:
	Further information required (as detailed above).
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