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Enquiries to SCOtt G|Over My reference SWM/2024/0251

Direct Line Your reference APP/24/00274

Date 10 October 2024 Email swm.consultee@hants.gov.uk
Dear Sir/Madam,

Submission of reserved matters (appearance, landscaping, layout and
scale) for Phase 2 only pursuant to outline planning permission
APP/22/00172 for phased demolition of existing buildings and the
erection of new flexible use employment floorspace (Use Classes E(g)(i)-
(iii)/B2/B8) and ancillary uses (Use Classes E(b), E(d) and E(f)); and
associated works. All matters reserved except Access. at Langstone
Technology Park, 2B Langstone Road, Havant, PO9 1SA(Application No.
APP/24/00274

Hampshire County Council as Lead Local Flood Authority has provided
comments in relation to the above application in our role as statutory
consultee on surface water drainage for major developments.

This response does not reflect the position of Hampshire County Council as
the Highway Authority. If there is a potential for the drainage features to be
offered for adoption, this will need to be discussed separately with Highways
development planning as they might not be considered acceptable by the
Highway Authority.

In order to assist applicants in providing the correct information to their Local
Planning Authority for planning permission, Hampshire County Council has set
out the information it requires to provide a substantive response at
https://www.hants.gov.uk/landplanningandenvironment/environment/flooding/p

lanning

The County Council has reviewed the following documents relating to the
above application:
e 13508 — Havant Phase 2: - Response to Lead Local Flood Authority
comments - Baynham Meikle - 4" September 2024

Director of Universal Services

Patrick Blogg
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In order for us to provide a substantive response, the following information is
required:

The outline drainage strategy was agreed for the wider development. The
development discharge rates which were approved have been satisfactorily
explained. Due to the method of calculation of discharge rate, the LLFA
requires assurance that the development will not increase the downstream
flood risk. The existing site appears to have more than one surface water
drainage discharge point, where the outline planning development drainage
strategy is to discharge phases 1 and 2 (formerly 3A and 3B) to a single
outfall, the total discharge rate from phase 1 and 2 was determined by the
capacity of the proposed discharge location (existing 375mm private drain).
The strategy is acceptable providing the downstream network has sufficient
capacity to convey the design flow. An assessment is required of the capacity
of the private network downstream to ensure this will not be exceeded and not
increase flood risk downstream of the site.

There does not appear to be an adequate level of treatment of surface water
runoff evidenced in the submitted documents. The proposed drainage strategy
design drawing shows, for example, the service yard, understood to be
concrete paved, with one stage of treatment in a full retention separator, it
also shows access roads understood to be macadam paved, with no apparent
treatment. Each area of the site should be reviewed to ensure the appropriate
level of treatment is achieved. The pollution control simple index approach
summary submitted, requires further detail. The mitigation index used for each
treatment stage should be included in the table to show how the total
mitigation index has been calculated. The drainage strategy report should
specify any proporietary treatment systems and include manufacturers data
sheets to show how the pollution mitigation index is derived. It is noted that
previously submitted datasheet for Psel ESR Puraceptor does not meet total
stated mitigation index unless combined with another treatment stage. If
different levels of treatment are proposed for different areas of the site, then
this should be reflected in the table.

The proprietary treatment systems should be included in the maintenance
schedule.

The other points raised in the LLFA last response have been addressed.

We are satisfied with the principles of the development and the points raised
are relatively minor, but given that the layout will be fixed, we would
recommend that these points are addressed prior to approval of the reserved
matters application.



As a statutory consultee, the County Council has a duty to respond to
consultations within 21 days. The 21 day period will not begin until we have
received sufficient information to enable us to provide a meaningful response.

Please ensure all data is sent to us via the relevant Local Planning Authority.

If you require additional guidance on providing the correct information, we
recommend you use our Surface Water Management Pre-application
service which will enable discussions with the reviewing engineer and scope
out works that would address the points raised. For full details, please visit:
https://www.hants.gov.uk/landplanningandenvironment/environment/flooding/p
lanning and click on pre-application advice request form.

This response has been provided using the best knowledge and information
submitted by the applicant as part of the planning application at the time of
responding and is reliant on the accuracy of that information.

Yours faithfully,

rA—

Flood and Water Management Team

Hampshire County Council,

The Castle, Winchester, Hampshire SO23 8UD

Web:
https://www.hants.gov.uk/landplanningandenvironment/environment/flooding

General guidance for the application

It is important to ensure that the long-term maintenance and responsibility for
Sustainable Drainage Systems is agreed between the Local Planning
Authority and the applicant before planning permission is granted. This should
involve discussions with those adopting and/or maintaining the proposed
systems, which could include the Highway Authority, Planning Authority,
Parish Councils, Water Companies and private management companies.

For SuDS systems to be adopted by Hampshire Highways it is recommended
that you visit the website at:
https.//www.hants.qov.uk/transport/developers/constructionstandards for
guidance on which drainage features would be suitable for adoption.

Where the proposals are connecting to an existing drainage system it is likely
that the authorities responsible for maintaining those systems will have their



own design requirements. These requirements will need to be reviewed and
agreed as part of any surface water drainage scheme.

Works in relation to ordinary watercourses

PLEASE NOTE: If the proposals include works to an ordinary watercourse,
under the Land Drainage Act 1991, as amended by the Flood and Water
Management Act 2010, prior consent from the Lead Local Flood Authority is
required. This consent is required as a separate permission to planning.

Information on ordinary watercourse consenting can be found at the following
link
https://www.hants.qov.uk/landplanningandenvironment/environment/flooding/c
hangewatercourse

It is strongly recommended that this information is reviewed before Land
Drainage consent application is made.

For guidance on providing the correct information, we recommend you use our
Ordinary Watercourse Consents Pre-application service and help avoid
delays occurring at the formal application stage. A Pre-application service for
Ordinary Watercourse Consents is available, allowing consents to go through
in a smoother, often more timely manner. For full information please visit:
https.//www.hants.qov.uk/landplanningandenvironment/environment/flooding/c
hangewatercourse




