[image: ] Highways and Engineering Service - Economy and Environment
Drainage Consultation on Application – PL/2026/0549 – 206 to 208 Drake Street
LLFA Consultation Response on behalf of Head of Highways and Engineering
Date of Response: 5th August 2026
Location & Proposed Development
206-208 Drake Street, Rochdale, OL16 1PJ
Residential development comprising 27 affordable dwellings, including one apartment building (3 storey) containing 23 apartments and a terrace (2.5 storey) of 4 family houses, together with associated external works.
Documents Reviewed
· 3931-04A- Drake Street Soil Infiltration Testing Letter
· 206 - 208 Drake St - Phase 2 Geo-Environmental Report Rev D
· 3931-03A Drake Street - Remedial Strategy Report (May 2026)
· 11524-HBL-XX-XX-RP-C-5151_P03 DRAINAGE STRATEGY REPORT
· 11524-HBL-XX-XX-RP-C-5151_P03 DRAINAGE STRATEGY REPORT APPENDICES
· 11524-HBL-XX-XX-DR-C-5103_P06_PROPOSED DRAINAGE STRATEGY PLAN
· 11524-HBL-XX-XX-DR-C-5104_P02_PROPOSED FLOOD EXCEEDANCE ROUTING PLAN
· 11524-HBL-XX-XX-DR-C-5105_P05_PROPOSED EXTERNAL LEVELS
· 11524-HBL-XX-XX-DR-C-5404_P02_S278 PROPOSED LEVELS
· 11524-HBL-XX-XX-CA-C-5160_P04 SWS HYDRAULIC CALCULATIONS
· 11524-HBL-XX-XX-CA-C-5161_P04 FWS HYDRAULIC CALCULATIONS
· 11524-HBL-XX-XX-DR-C-5101_P03_EXISTING DRAINAGE PLAN
· 11524-HBL-XX-XX-DR-C-5102_P05_PROPOSED CONTRIBUTING AREAS PLAN
· 11524-HBL-XX-XX-RP-C-5152_P02_DRAINAGE MAINTENANCE SCHEDULE
· 11524-HBL-XX-XX-RP-C-5152_P02_DRAINAGE MAINTENANCE SCHEDULE APPENDICES 19146-PJA-00-ZZ-DR-A-1000-A - Site Location Plan
· 19146-PJA-00-ZZ-DR-A-1200-K - Proposed Site Plan
· 19146-PJA-00-ZZ-DR-A-1201-B - Existing Site Plan - Constraints
· 19146-PJA-00-ZZ-DR-A-1203-A - Existing Site Plan
· 62032 Topo Survey-2D-Rev C
· Site Levels Plan - Proposed_included_in_Site Levels Plan - Proposed
· EA Flood Maps for Planning
· UU Safe Dig Map
· Previous Review PRE/2026/0164

Drainage & Flood Officer Comments
1. The drainage proposal is for discharge to a combined sewer which is the bottom tier of the SuDS hierarchy. A comprehensive review of potential alternatives and mitigations is required before this could be considered acceptable. 

2. The aim should be to discharge surface run off as high up the following hierarchy of drainage options as reasonably practicable: The ordered drainage techniques to be assessed with the aim to reduce or omit lower techniques:
· Control at Source (Infiltration / Recycling)
· On Site Treatment (Basins, Swales, Rain gardens, Tree pits)
· Local Treatment (Adoptable Ponds, Basins, Swales etc)
· Regional Treatment (ditto usually to a larger scale)
· Discharge to Watercourses / Bodies
· Discharge to SW Sewers
· Discharge to Combined Sewers

3. The SI and drainage strategy reports have discounted infiltration despite reasonable rates being achieved during testing. The minimum for infiltration in CIRIA guidance is 1 x 10-6 m/s. However, a more practicable minimum rate is 8.3 x 10-6 m/s (30mm/hr). These are significantly lower than the observed rates during testing.

4. The reasons given appear to be due to contamination of the made ground. The reports do not indicate any migration of contaminants into the subsoils. However, the site is currently unpaved and therefore rainfall is assumed to be draining through with no issues. 
This is therefore what should be mimicked as much as possible. A diffuse infiltration approach may provide an option.
The made ground appears to be approx. 1200mm depth typically. If a more traditional soakaway approach is identified, then there may be potential to discharge from the constructed areas to below this level.

5. A 600mm deep cover system is being proposed. This appears to involve removing a depth of material and replacing it with clean materials. Has the feasibility for remediating or removing further contaminated material been assessed to facilitate infiltration. 

6. Discharging to surface water sewers and watercourses has been discounted as there are none within the immediate vicinity. However, it is noted that EA guidance for foul sewer connections to avoid small sewage discharges is 30m per dwelling. It is therefore considered that a similar approach for SW connections to a SW outfall should be adopted. Therefore, for a 27No unit development, potential outfall arrangements within approx 800m should be assessed.

7. The site is adjacent to Broadfield Park which incorporates ponds to the north (approx 150m from site). It is feasible that there may a drainage system for the park which discharges to the ponds. Both the site and the park are RBC freehold land and therefore the feasibility of a connection into the ponds or the park drainage system should be comprehensively assessed. In addition, there may be potential for a s104 adoption of the drainage.

8. RBC encourage developments of more than 5 dwellings to be served by adopted highways. The adoption strategy for this site is not indicated but the drainage is receiving both highway and private drainage and therefore would be unacceptable from a highways adoption perspective.

Drainage & Flood Officer Summary:
I. The current proposal for discharge all surface water from the site to a combined sewer is not acceptable in principle.
II. The options for alternative discharge via infiltration to ground have not been sufficiently investigated in order for them to be discounted. 
III. The options for alternative discharge to a surface water outfall have not been sufficiently investigated in order for them to be discounted. 
IV. Adoption strategies for drainage and highways should be reviewed.
V. The above points should be addressed prior to approval and not left to conditions.


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