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EXISTING BUILDING

DO NOT SCALE FROM THIS DRAWING. USE GIVEN DIMENSIONS ONLY.
ALL DIMENSIONS ARE TO BE CHECKED ON SITE BY THE CONTRACTOR.
ANY DIMENSIONAL DISCREPANCIES TO BE REPORTED BACK TO HEALEY
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CONSULTING PRIOR TO PROCEEDING WITH CONSTRUCTION
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PROPOSED SITE PLAN
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SURFACE WATER DRAINAGE
OUTFALL DESTINATION (SUDS) HIERARCHY

There are several Site Investigations available for this site and the immediate
surrounding site areas, the latter which are also proposed for future development.

All of the Site Investigations note similar below ground conditions being that the
underlying ground conditions comprise of variable depths of made ground (being a
possible source of sporadic contamination) overlying stiff to very stiff clays.

The clays are of varying Plasticity Index values and are deemed as being
susceptible to volumetric instability should there be any variation in moisture

content.
Falling head tests have been carried out and given the low permeability of the
clay on site, the use of soakaways are not recommended.

Given the low permeability of the clay and the potential for volumetric instability if
there is any change to moisture content (which would cause heave to existing
floor slabs and foundations), the use of infiltration drainage systems at the site

are precluded.
The nearest open watercourse is not

.

Therefore, a positive outfall will be required
within reasonable proximity to the site and so it follows that discharging run—off

to the existing surface water infrastructure will be necessary. This is the current
mechanism for draining surface water run—off from the site.
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EXISTING PART SITE PLAN

SURFACE WATER DRAINAGE STATEMENT

The proposal is to create a covered canopy area outside of the loading doors
in order to provide dry access/egress into and out from the existing building.

The canopy is to be placed over an existing external concrete yard area.

Drainage flow rates for the area are therefore the same as the existing
condition, i.e., there is no change.

The proposal creates betterment in that goods vehicles are under cover for
loading and unloading, therefore, during heavy rainfall there will be a reduction
in the likelihood of petrol or oil pollutants entering into the SW drainage

system.
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Surface water drainage outfall destination (SUDS) hierarchy statement added

M.B.

A ]23.06.22
BY

REV | DATE
ARCHITECT / CLIENT

BARTON AND REDMAN

PROJECT

BARTON AND REDMAN
NEW SMITHFIELD MARKET

DETAILS OF REVISION

MANCHESTER
NEW CANOPY MB.
SURFACE WATER DRAINAGE 17.06.22
G.A. PLAN Ta00
MSM_OZ

HC—22383—(30)—001
m_m>_u_mﬁ_ CONSULTING

63 Dale Street

Milnrow
Rochdale
OL16 3NJ

Tel: 01706 343961
Fax: 01706 343981

email: office@healeyconsulting.co.uk
copyright: Healey Consulting

HEALEY

consulting

structural engineering consultants

scale is approx. double at A3 size

A1 size drawing sheet (807mm x 584mm)




