LLFA Response
RW Responses 2026.08.14

Thank you for your consultation on the above site, received on 7th July 2026. We have
reviewed the application as submitted and wish to make the following comments.

This is an application for the Approval of reserved matters following the grant of outline
planning permission WA/35/23/0UT, for the construction of 95 No. new homes, access,
new pedestrian and cycle links, open space, landscaping, habitat creation, drainage
features and associated groundworks and infrastructure, including details relating to the
Sensitive Lighting Strategy, POS details and Part M Compliance. This applicationisin CIL
Zone 3 and is CIL Liable as new dwellings.

We note that condition 13 from the outline decision is being discharged as part of this
application.

Following a review of the documents, we require additional information on the following:

1. There are various discrepancies between the drainage layout and hydraulic
modelling calculations:

o Flow control-in the drainage layout, the flow control rate is 5.8 l/s with
design head of 1.05, whereas in the calculations, the flow control rate is 6.2
with design head 1.25. In addition, the hydrobrake reference numbers do not
match.

o Invertlevel -for basin 1, the ILis 22.7 in the drainage layout, while itis 22.5in
the calculations.

o Maximum basin volume - for basin 2, the max volume is 2522 m®in drainage
layout, in the calculations it is 2780 m®.

Errors amended, drawings and report updated to ensure continuity.

2. Forthe climate change allowances, Upper and Bedford Ouse catchment is
referenced — climate change allowances shall be site specific.

Errors amended and report updated to ensure continuity.

3. There is no mention of rainwater harvesting (1st method in drainage hierarchy). For
avoidance of doubt, cost is not an adequate reason to not include rainwater
harvesting.



Water Butts to be added to each plot, these will not be considered in hydraulic
calculations.

4. Evidence of the watercourse connectivity to the wider network is required.

Watercourse mapping provided, which demonstrate connectivity to the wider
network.

5. A surcharged outfall may be required — we would recommend completing a
topographical survey of the watercourse, to support any further information.

Calculations have been updated to include a surcharged outfall. An inset panel has
been added to the drainage drawing to better show the survey of the ditch thatis
being connected to.

6. Forinterception, we would suggest filling in the example table below, and ensuring it
corresponds with the contributing area plan.

Positively drained | Interception | Details of how Standard 2 met
surface area method
Parking/private road | Permeable No additional drained area
surfaces X m? area - provides X m? area of
interception
Access road and Swale Longitudinal gradient of swale less
residential areas than 1:100
500mm base material
X m? swale vegetated base area -
provides X m? area of interception
School/medical Green roof X m? area - X m? area of interception
building

We have updated the table we provided to match the table above.



