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Drainage Consultation on Application – PL/2026/0112 – Birch Business Park, Whittle Lane, Heywood, Rochdale, OL10 2SX
LLFA Consultation Response on behalf of Head of Highways and Engineering
Date of Response 28th May 2026
Location & Proposed Development
Birch Business Park, Whittle Lane, Heywood, Rochdale, OL10 2SX
Section 73 application to vary conditions 2 (Approved Plans), 3 (Invasive Species), 4 (Tree Protection(, 6 (Drainage Strategy), 8 (CMP), 9 (Materials), 11 (Landscaping), 13 (Cycle Parking), 14 (External Lighting), 16 (EV Charging Points), 19 (Acoustic Barrier) and 20 (Energy Statement) of planning permission 24/00453/VRCON.

Documents Reviewed
25-021-IL Response to LLFA Objection 1
Previous LLFA comments 28/03/26

PL/2026/0112
· Flood Risk Assessment 
· Drainage Strategy
24/00453/VRCON to original app. 22/01148/FUL
· Location Plan
· Proposed Site Plan
· Ground Investigation dated 30/03/2022

Drainage & Flood Officer Comments
1. Previous LLFA comments challenged the absence of infiltration testing and the traditional buried attenuation approach of the submitted strategy. 

2. The response report incorporates infiltration testing and concludes that it is not viable for this site. 

3. The revised proposal continues to exclude any SuDS source control due to spatial constraints. This is not acceptable in principle. This is a significant development with a substantial footprint. Space for water needs to be incorporated. Whilst ponds / basins may not be practicable. It is considered that features such as swales, tree-pits, raingardens, hydro-planters etc should be feasible. 

4. The discharge is proposed to be restricted to 71l/s (58% of the 30yr design runoff). This is not acceptable. Runoff should ideally be restricted to greenfield rates. If this is demonstrated to be unachievable then 50% of the Qbar runoff may be considered.
 


Drainage & Flood Officer Summary:
I. Infiltration has been investigated and is not considered to be viable.
II. The restricted discharge flowrate should ideally be greenfield or, if not feasible, then 50% of pre-development Qbar.  
III. The spatial excuses for excluding SuDS features and source controls are not acceptable, and it is considered the site should be able to incorporate some SuDS features.
IV. The above points should be addressed before the application can be approved.

Consultation by Keith Mealey
Drainage & Flooding Officer
 keith.mealey@rochdale.gov.uk
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