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Drainage Consultation on Application – PL/2026/0525 – Rochdale Cricket Lacrosse and Squash Club, Bridgefold Road, Rochdale, OL11 5BX
LLFA Consultation Response on behalf of Head of Highways and Engineering
Date of Response 24th September 2026
Location & Proposed Development
Rochdale Cricket Lacrosse and Squash Club, Bridgefold Road, Rochdale, OL11 5BX
Proposed installation of 4 outdoor padel courts with canopies, boundary fencing and associated clubhouse facility (re-submission of 25/00929/FUL).

Documents Reviewed
· Flood Risk Assessment Drainage Strategy Sept 2026
· Drainage Layout AMA-300833-DS-001 P02
· Drainage survey results
· Previous LLFA Review 06/08/2026 and associated documents

Drainage & Flood Officer Comments
1. The proposal is a resubmission of previous application (25/00929/FUL) which included a drainage strategy which was acceptable in principle. 

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 previous submission identified infiltration as the primary outfall option subject site investigation. Some preliminary infiltration testing has been undertaken which concludes that infiltration is not viable. However, this based on a single test pit at shallow depth. In addition, the ground conditions are described as “dense solid soil” which is not a typical description for ground conditions. It is assumed that a more extensive Phase 2 Site Investigation will be undertaken and this should incorporate a more comprehensive assessment of infiltration potential across the site.

4. If infiltration is proved not be viable, then submitted proposals for controlled discharge to a water course is acceptable in principle. It is considered 1.5 l/s is too low to be practicable  and a max discharge of 5.0 l/s would be more appropriate

5. The strategy assumes there is no impermeable runoff from the courts. Evidence supporting this assumption should be provided. Recent research indicates that MUGAs etc represent an equivalent 25% impermeability. 

6. The proposals do not incorporate any SuDS source control, such as tree pits, raingardens etc.


Drainage & Flood Officer Summary:
I. More comprehensive site investigation and infiltration assessment should be undertaken.
II. Court/Artificial pitch/MUGA areas should be assumed to contribute 25% impermeability.
III. SuDS source controls should be incorporated.
IV. Discharge to watercourse is acceptable if infiltration is confirmed to be unviable.
V. The drainage strategy is acceptable in principle, subject to the above points being addressed. It is considered these could be managed by conditions.  

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