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Drainage Consultation on Application – 25/00546/DOC of 16/01399/HYBR and 25/00014/REM - Land Bound By Manchester Road, Hareshill Road & Pilsworth Road West Of Junction 19 Of The M62 (Land South Of Queen Elizabeth II Way), Heywood,
LLFA Consultation Response on behalf of Head of Highways and Engineering
Date of Response: 5th November 2025
Location & Proposed Development
Land Bound By Manchester Road, Hareshill Road & Pilsworth Road West Of Junction 19 Of The M62 (Land South Of Queen Elizabeth II Way), Heywood,
25/00546/DOC
Submission of details to comply with schedule 2 conditions 13 (Phasing Plan), 14 (FFL), 15 (Site Investigations), 16 (Coal Mining), 17 (Archaeology), 19 (Foul Drainage), 20 (Surface Water), 21 (CMS), 22 (CTMP), 23 (CEMP), 25 (LHCMP) and 28 (Water Main) on planning permission 16/01399/HYBR
Documents Reviewed
· Discharge condns summary letter 29.05.25
· Hareshill Rd Sub Stn drainage GA 100125-00036 Rev 002
· Hareshill Rd Sub Stn Ph 2 SI Report 70114074-GIR-003
· Hareshill Rd Phasing Plan SP(90)119/J
Previously provided comments for 25/00014/REM 
Enabling works to facilitate the installation of a primary substation following the approval of planning application 16/01399/HYBR comprising of bulk earthworks, removal of inert material, diversion of surface water drains and alterations to culverts and watercourses.
Documents Reviewed
· Enabling Works - Drainage Note
· Enabling Works - Proposed Site Plan
· Primary Substation Existing Site Plan
· UU Consultation Response 02/04/25
· Enabling Works - Existing Contour Plan
· Enabling Works - Proposed Contour Plan
· 16/01399/HYBR – Decision Notice
Drainage & Flood Officer Comments
1. The most recent LLFA review (25/00014/REM - Substation Enabling Works) discussed culverting of a water course and phasing issues. 
However, the current application makes no reference to the water course works. 
The Phasing Plan indicates the substation as complete by June 2025 and is therefore out of date.
In addition, the phasing plan indicates the sub station is in the same phase as the Primary School and Local Centre. It is unclear if the developments in this phase have drainage interfaces.
There is no indication of how the drainage infrastructure would be phased, and the plan does not incorporate any phase references or strategy.

2. The proposals are to discharge foul drainage to a holding tank (cess pit) for manual emptying. However, the substation will be surrounded by other proposed buildings etc with drainage infrastructure. Therefore, the cess pit proposal is not acceptable as a permanent solution. If it is intended as a temporary interim solution then this should be clarified and a cess pit design submitted together with timescales, maintenance plan etc.

3. The summary letter indicates that the foul and surface water proposals have been agreed with the LLFA. This is not consistent with the liaison for the most recent LLFA review (25/00014/REM). In addition, the proposals are not consistent with the submitted strategy and do not address the existing watercourse. Please provide copies of any previous agreements.

4. The proposals do not indicate any consideration of infiltration potential. Whilst the SI report indicates clay sub soils it also notes ground water at significant depth. The site is currently greenfield and therefore the current rainfall must be going somewhere. It is unlikely that traditional soakaway drainage would be successful but shallow diffuse &/or hybrid options may be feasible and should be assessed.

Drainage & Flood Officer Summary:
i. The application is not acceptable in principle.
ii.  The existing watercourse should be incorporated within the proposals.
iii. The phasing of drainage infrastructure (foul and SW) should be assessed.
iv. The above points should be addressed before the conditions are discharged.

Consultation by Keith Mealey
Drainage & Flooding Officer
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