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Abbreviations 

1D  One Dimensional (modelling) 

2D  Two Dimensional (modelling) 

AEP  Annual Exceedance Probability 

AIMS  Asset Information Management System 

BGS  British Geological Survey 

CFMP  Catchment Flood Management Plan 

CIRIA  Company providing research and training in the construction industry 

DTM  Digital Terrain Model 

DWMP Drainage and Wastewater Management Plan 

EA  Environment Agency 

FMfP  Flood Map For Planning 

FRA  Flood Risk Assessment 

FRM  Flood Risk Management 

FRMP  Flood Risk Management Plan 

GIS  Geographical Information System 

GSPZ  Groundwater Source Protection Zone 

HM  Hydraulic Modelling 

IDB  Internal Drainage Board 

ISIS  Hydrology and hydraulic modelling software 

LFRMS Local Flood Risk Management Strategy 

LiDAR  Light Detection And Ranging 

LLFA  Lead Local Flood Authority 

LPA  Local Planning Authority 

NaFRA2 National Flood Risk Assessment 2 

NFM  Natural Flood Management 

NPPF  National Planning Policy Framework 

OS  Ordnance Survey 

PFRA  Preliminary Flood Risk Assessment 

PPG  Planning Policy Guidance 

RBMP  River Basin Management Plan 

SFRA  Strategic Flood Risk Assessment 

TUFLOW Two-dimensional Unsteady FLOW (a hydraulic model) 

UKCP18 United Kingdom Climate Projections 2018 

  



 

 5 

Definitions 

Annual Exceedance Probability: The probability (expressed as a percentage) of a flood 

event occurring in any given year. 

Brownfield: A previously developed parcel of land. 

Climate change: Long term variations in global temperature and weather patterns caused 

by natural and human actions.  

Design flood: A flood event of a given annual flood probability, which is generally taken as: 

fluvial (river) flooding likely to occur with a 1% annual probability (a 1 in 100 chance each 

year), or surface water flooding likely to occur with a 1% annual probability (a 1 in 100 

change each year), plus an appropriate allowance for climate change, against which the 

suitability of a proposed development is assessed and mitigation measures, if any, are 

designed. 

Dry island: Land which may not be at risk of flooding itself but is surrounded by flood risk 

and therefore may become cut off during a flood event. 

Flood defence: Infrastructure used to protect an area against floods such as floodwalls and 

embankments; they are designed to a specific standard of protection (design standard). 

Green infrastructure: A network of natural environmental components and green spaces 

that intersperse and connect the urban centres, suburbs, and urban fringe. 

Greenfield: An undeveloped parcel of land. 

Lead Local Flood Authority: The unitary authority for the area or if there is no unitary 

authority, the county council for the area. 

Main river: A watercourse shown as such on the statutory main river map held by the 

Environment Agency. They are usually the larger rivers and streams. The Environment 

Agency has permissive powers (not duties) to carry out maintenance and improvement 

works on main rivers. 

Major development: Defined in the National Planning Policy Framework as a housing 

development where 10 or more homes will be provided, or the site has an area of 0.5 

hectares or more, or as a non-residential development with additional floorspace of 1,000m² 

or more, or a site of 1 hectare or more, or as otherwise provide in the Town and Country 

Planning (Development Management Procedure) (England) Order 2015 (gov.uk). 

Natural Flood Management: Techniques that work with nature to reduce the risk of 

flooding for communities. 

Ordinary watercourse: Any river, stream, ditch, drain, cut, dyke, sluice, sewer (other than 

a public sewer) and passage through which water flows but which does not form part of a 

main river. The local authority or internal drainage board has permissive powers (not duties) 

on ordinary watercourses. 

Permissive powers: Authorities have the power to undertake flood risk management 

activities, but not a duty to do so. This will depend on priorities in flood risk management. 

https://www.legislation.gov.uk/uksi/2015/595/contents/made
https://www.legislation.gov.uk/uksi/2015/595/contents/made
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Figure 2-1: Study area with neighbouring authorities  
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Figure 2-2: Watercourses within the study area 
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Figure 2-3: Canals within the study area 



https://www.legislation.gov.uk/ukpga/2010/29/schedule/3




https://www.gov.uk/guidance/flood-risk-and-coastal-change#para33
https://www.gov.uk/guidance/flood-risk-and-coastal-change#table2
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 Diagram 3 of PPG: Flood Risk and Coastal Change (paragraph 033, Reference ID 7-033-

20220825) Revised August 2022. 

Figure 3-1: Application of the exception test to plan preparation. 

 
There are two parts to demonstrating a development passes the exception test that should 

be considered by the LPA when allocating development sites, and developers when 

required (see Section 3.1.5 for exception test requirements for individual planning 

applications). 

Part A: Demonstrating that the development would provide wider sustainability 

benefits to the community that outweigh the flood risk. 

The LPA will need to set out the criteria used to assess the exception test and provide clear 

advice to enable applicants to provide evidence to demonstrate that it has been passed. If 

the application fails to prove this, the LPA should consider whether the use of planning 

conditions and/or planning obligations could allow it to pass the exception test. If this is not 





https://www.warwickshire.gov.uk/flooding/flood-risk-management-surface-water-management-plan
https://www.warwickshire.gov.uk/flooding/flood-risk-management-surface-water-management-plan




https://environment.data.gov.uk/dataset/13787b9a-26a4-4775-8523-806d13af58fc
https://environment.data.gov.uk/dataset/13787b9a-26a4-4775-8523-806d13af58fc
https://www.bgs.ac.uk/datasets/bgs-geology-50k-digmapgb/
https://www.bgs.ac.uk/datasets/bgs-geology-50k-digmapgb/
https://www.landis.org.uk/soilscapes/
https://environment.data.gov.uk/dataset/25dde009-ba7d-40de-8380-c5c3bb32ccdc






https://www.gov.uk/guidance/flood-risk-assessments-climate-change-allowances
https://www.gov.uk/guidance/flood-risk-assessments-climate-change-allowances
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Table 4-2.  
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Table 4-2: Climate change allowances for fluvial flood risk for Rugby 

Management 
Catchment 

Allowance 
Category 

Total potential 
change 
anticipated for 
the '2020s' 
(2015 to 2039) 

Total potential 
change 
anticipated for 
the '2050s' 
(2040 to 2069) 

Total 
potential 
change 
anticipated 
for the 
'2080s' (2070 
to 2125) 

Avon 
Warwickshire  

Upper end 22% 31% 59% 

Higher central 12% 14%  32% 

Central 7% 8% 21% 

Tame, Anker 
and Mease 

Upper end 24% 30%  51% 

Higher central 15% 17% 30% 

Central 10% 11% 22% 

Soar Upper end 28% 35% 60% 

Higher central 18% 21% 37% 

Central 14% 16% 28% 

 

4.6.2 Impacts of Climate Change on Surface Water Flood Risk 

Climate change is predicted to result in wetter winters and increased summer storm 

intensity in the future. This increased rainfall intensity will affect land and urban drainage 

systems, resulting in more frequent surface water flooding, due to the increased volume of 

water entering the systems.  

The Environment Agency produced the Risk of Flooding from Surface Water - Climate 

Change 1 dataset, which applies the central allowance for the 2050s epoch (2040 - 2060). 

This dataset has been used as proxy for surface water flood risk with climate change 

analysis, as no climate change modelling was available for this study and the Environment 

Agency have not published any surface water data that considers the upper end allowances 

for the 2080s epoch, as would be preferred. 

No climate change modelling was available for this study, however the 0.1% AEP surface 

water extent can be used as an indication of the impact of climate change on surface water 

flood risk which are too small to be covered by the EA's Flood Zones. The potential impacts 

of surface water plus climate change will need to be considered at site-specific assessment 

stage. In May 2022, the Environment Agency updated the surface water climate change 

projections, which are now based on Management Catchments. Table 4-3 shows the peak 

rainfall intensity allowances that apply in the RBC administrative area when considering 

surface water flood risk. The upper end allowance should be considered for both the 3.3% 

and 1% AEP events to understand the range of impact. 
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Table 4-3: Climate change allowances for peak rainfall intensity 

Management 
Catchment 

% AEP event Epoch Central 
Allowance 

Upper End 
Allowance 

Avon 
Warwickshire 

3.3% Central 2050 20% 35% 

3.3% Upper 2070 25% 35% 

1% Central 2050 20% 40% 

1% Upper 2070 25% 40% 

Tame, Anker 
and Mease 

3.3% Central  2050 20% 35% 

3.3% Upper 2070 25% 35% 

1% Central 2050 20% 40% 

1% Upper 2070 25% 40% 

Soar 3.3% Central 2050 20%  35% 

3.3% Upper 2070 25% 35% 

1% Central 2050 20% 40% 

1% Upper 2070 25% 40% 

4.7 Sewer Flooding 

Sewer flooding occurs when intense rainfall/river flooding overloads sewer capacity (surface 

water, foul or combined), and/or when sewers cannot discharge to watercourses due to 

high water levels. Sewer flooding can also be caused by blockages, collapses, equipment 

failure or groundwater leaking into sewer pipes.  

Since 1980, the Design and Construction Guidance (formerly Sewers for Adoption) 

guidelines mean that new surface water sewers have been designed to have capacity for a 

3.3% AEP rainfall event, although until recently this did not apply to smaller private 

systems. This means that sewers can be overwhelmed in larger rainfall and flood events.  

New developments should not cause additional pressures on existing sewers due to the 

requirements to maintain greenfield runoff rates. However, increases in rainfall as a result of 

climate change can lead to existing sewers becoming overloaded, although this can be 

reduced through the use of well-designed SuDS to reduce surface water runoff. 

Severn Trent Water is the water company responsible for the management of the sewerage 

networks across the Rugby Borough. They provided sewer flooding records for use in the 

detailed site assessments. 

Due to licencing and confidentiality restrictions, sewer data has not been represented on 

the mapping, but incidents within the same postcode location as a site were referred to 

within the detailed site assessments. As sewer flood risk data is not publicly available, the 

SFRA should be considered a tool to identify a need for further detailed assessment at the 

planning application stage. Where the SFRA indicates a risk of sewer flooding a detailed 







https://environment.data.gov.uk/searchresults?query=Risk+of+Flooding+from+Reservoirs&searchtype=&orderby=default&pagesize=20&page=1




https://canalrivertrust.org.uk/specialist-teams/planning-and-design/our-statutory-consultee-role/what-were-interested-in/is-the-development-appropriate
https://canalrivertrust.org.uk/specialist-teams/planning-and-design/our-statutory-consultee-role/what-were-interested-in/is-the-development-appropriate


 

 34 

SuDS Type Technique 

Source Controls Green Roof, Rainwater Harvesting, Pervious Pavements, Rain 
Gardens 

Infiltration Infiltration Trench, Infiltration Basin, Soakaway 

Detention Pond, Wetland, Subsurface Storage, Shallow Wetland, Extended 
Detention Wetland, Pocket Wetland, Submerged Gravel Wetland, 
Wetland Channel, Detention Basin 

Filtration Surface Sand filter, Sub-Surface Sand Filter, Perimeter Sand Filter, 
Bioretention, Filter Strip, Filter Trench 

Conveyance Dry Swale, Under-drained Swale, Wet Swale 

 

The suitability of each SuDS type for the site options has been described in the summary 

tables, where applicable. The assessment of suitability is broadscale and indicative only; 

more detailed assessments should be carried out during the site planning stage to confirm 

the feasibility of different types of SuDS. 

Further SuDS guidance and design requirements for the Rugby Borough are available in 
Section 2.5.6 of the Level 1 SFRA and in section 7 below. 

4.15 Emergency Planning 

Flood Warning Areas (FWAs) and Flood Alert Areas (FAAs) are detailed in the EA's GIS 

datasets and can be used to inform emergency planning. FAAs inform the EA when there is 

flooding first in the catchment, irrespective of properties, hence this coverage tends to apply 

to whole watercourses or stretch of coastline. FWAs are derived from the extreme flood 

outline (0.1% AEP event), focussed on communities, properties, and/or infrastructure. 

Modelled depth, velocity and hazard data can be used to understand safe access and 

escape routes for each site. 

  









https://www.gov.uk/guidance/flood-risk-assessment-standing-advice
https://www.gov.uk/guidance/flood-risk-assessment-for-planning-applications
https://www.gov.uk/guidance/flood-risk-and-coastal-change#para80
https://www.gov.uk/guidance/flood-risk-assessment-local-planning-authorities


https://www.warwickshireresilienceforum.org/risks/flooding/






https://www.rugby.gov.uk/documents/20124/6585161/FINAL_LOCAL_PLAN_21.06.19.pdf/b896f4cc-f4b5-c8a9-5602-6fcc0df00427?t=1702377142359
https://api.warwickshire.gov.uk/documents/WCCC-453486374-170
https://api.warwickshire.gov.uk/documents/WCCC-453486374-170
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7.2.3 C753 CIRIA SuDS Manual (2015) 

The C753 CIRIA SuDS Manual (2015) provides guidance on planning, design, construction 

and maintenance of SuDS. The manual is divided into five sections ranging from a high-

level overview of SuDS, progressing to more detailed guidance with progression through 

the document.  

7.2.4 Non-statutory Technical Guidance, Defra (March 2015) 

Non-Statutory Technical guidance provides non-statutory standards on the design and 

performance of SuDS. It outlines peak flow control, volume control, structural integrity, flood 

risk management and maintenance and construction considerations. 

7.2.5 Non-statutory Technical Guidance for Sustainable Drainage Practice Guidance, 
LASOO (2016) 

The Local Authority SuDS Officer Organisation (LASOO) produced their Practice guidance 

in 2016 to give further detail to the non-statutory technical guidance. 

7.3 Considerations for SuDS design 

7.3.1 Four pillars of SuDS design 

SuDS are designed to maximise the opportunities and benefits that can be secured from 

surface water management practices. SuDS design should consider the four pillars of SuDS 

(Figure 7-1): water quantity, water quality, amenity, and biodiversity. 

https://www.ciria.org/ItemDetail?iProductCode=C753F&Category=FREEPUBS
https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/sustainable-drainage-systems-non-statutory-technical-standards
https://www.susdrain.org/files/resources/other-guidance/lasoo_non_statutory_suds_technical_standards_guidance_2016_.pdf
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Figure 7-1: Four pillars of SuDS design (The SuDS Manual C753, 2015). 

Given the flexible nature of SuDS, they can be used in most situations within new 

developments as well as being retrofitted into existing developments. SuDS can also be 

designed to fit into most spaces, for example, permeable paving could be used in parking 

spaces or rainwater gardens as part of traffic calming measures. 

It is a requirement that 'applications which could affect drainage on or around the site 

should incorporate sustainable drainage systems to control flow rates and reduce volumes 

of runoff, and which are proportionate to the nature and scale of the proposal. These should 

provide multifunctional benefits wherever possible, through facilitating improvements in 

water quality and biodiversity, as well as benefits for amenity' (NPPF Paragraph 182).  

It is important that SuDS are maintained for the lifetime for the development so that features 

can function as designed. Consideration should be given to enhancing SuDS to achieve 

biodiversity net gain. 

7.3.2 Types of SuDS System  

There are many different SuDS techniques that can be implemented in attempts to mimic 

pre-development drainage. Techniques can include soakaways, infiltration trenches, 

permeable pavements, grassed swales, green roofs, ponds and wetlands. Many of which 

do not necessarily need to take up a lot of space. The suitability of the techniques will be 

dictated in part by the development proposal and site conditions. Advice on best practice is 

available from the EA and the Construction Industry Research and Information Association 

(CIRIA) e.g. the CIRIA SuDS Manual C753 (2015). 

https://www.ciria.org/ItemDetail?iProductCode=C753F&Category=FREEPUBS
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7.3.3 SuDS management train 

SuDS should not be used individually but as a series of features in an interconnected 

system designed to capture water at the source and convey it to a discharge location. 

Collectively this concept is described as a SuDS Management Train (see Figure 9-2). 

The number of treatment stages required within the Management Train depends primarily 

on the source of the runoff and the sensitivity of the receiving waterbody or groundwater. 

 

Figure 7-2: SuDS Management Train. 
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7.3.4 SuDS considerations 

The design of a SuDS system will be influenced by a number of physical and policy 

constraints. These should be taken into account and reflected upon during the conceptual, 

outline and detailed stages of SuDS design. Table 7-1 details some possible constraints 

and how they may be overcome.  

Drainage from new development sites or redeveloped sites should be designed in line with 

the drainage hierarchy (PPG: Flood Risk and Coastal Change Paragraph: 056 Reference 

ID: 7-056-20220825) which initially promotes the use of infiltration prior to considering 

alternative drainage. For SuDS techniques that are designed to encourage infiltration, it is 

imperative that the water table is low enough to receive surface run-off waters. Most types 

of SuDS will be suitable in areas with permeable bedrock including features such as 

soakaways and infiltration basins. In areas with more impermeable geology, off-site 

discharge in accordance with the drainage hierarchy may be required to discharge surface 

water runoff from the site. In some cases, above-ground features such as attenuation 

ponds may be practical with a managed outlet or discharge point. Infiltration should be 

considered with caution within areas of possible subsidence or sinkholes. 

A site-specific infiltration test will need to be conducted early on as part of the design of the 

development in order to determine infiltration rates and the impact of groundwater levels on 

the effectiveness of the drainage system. Groundwater monitoring is also encouraged and 

may be required in some locations. 

Where sites lie within or close to Groundwater Source Protection Zones (SPZs) (Section 

Error! Reference source not found.) or aquifers (Section Error! Reference source not 

found.), further restrictions may be applicable, and guidance should be sought from the 

LLFA and the EA. 

Table 7-1: Example SuDS design constraints and possible solutions 

Constraints Solution 

Land availability SuDS can be designed to fit into small areas by utilising 
different systems. For example, features such as permeable 
paving and green roofs can be used in urban areas where 
space may be limited. 

Contaminated soil 
or groundwater 
below site 

SuDS can be placed and designed to overcome issues with 
contaminated groundwater or soil. Shallow surface SuDS can 
be used to minimise disturbance to the underlying soil. The use 
of infiltration should also be investigated as it may be possible 
in some locations within the site. If infiltration is not possible 
linings can be used with features to prevent infiltration. 

High groundwater 
levels 

Non-infiltrating features can be used. Features can be lined 
with an impermeable liner or clay to prevent the egress of water 
into the feature. Additional, shallow features can be utilised 
which are above the groundwater table. 

https://www.gov.uk/guidance/flood-risk-and-coastal-change#para56
https://www.gov.uk/guidance/flood-risk-and-coastal-change#para56






https://www.gov.uk/guidance/flood-risk-activities-environmental-permits
https://www.gov.uk/guidance/flood-risk-activities-environmental-permits
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A Site Summary Tables and Static Mapping 

 

  



 

Rugby Borough Council 

Level 2 Strategic Flood Risk Assessment 

Detailed Site Summary Table 
 

Site details 

Site Code 6 

Address Land east of Fosse Way opposite Knob Hill 

Area 0.25ha 

Current land use Greenfield 

Proposed land use Undetermined 

 

See Appendix A of the Main Report for mapping. 

 

 
 

 

 

















 

Rugby Borough Council 

Level 2 Strategic Flood Risk Assessment 

Detailed Site Summary Table 
 

Site details 

Site Code 14 

Address Land north of Ansty Park, Ansty, Coventry 

Area 21.3 ha 

Current land use Greenfield 

Proposed land use Employment site 

 

See Appendix A of the Main Report for mapping. 

 

 
 

  



















 

Rugby Borough Council 

Level 2 Strategic Flood Risk Assessment 

Detailed Site Summary Table 
 

Site details 

Site Code 50 

Address Prologis Park Ryton West, Ryton on Dunsmore 

Area 141.3 ha 

Current land use Mixed Greenfield areas and existing development 

Proposed land use Employment site and country park 

 

See Appendix A of the Main Report for mapping. 

 

 
 

  























 

Rugby Borough Council 

Level 2 Strategic Flood Risk Assessment 

Detailed Site Summary Table 
 

Site details 

Site Code 59 

Address Newton Manor Lane Rugby 

Area 25.37ha 

Current land use Greenfield 

Proposed land use Residential 

 

See Appendix A of the Main Report for mapping. 

 

 
 

 

 























 

Rugby Borough Council 

Level 2 Strategic Flood Risk Assessment 

Detailed Site Summary Table 
 

Site details 

Site Code 61 

Address Mountpark Ryton, Ryton on Dunsmore 

Area 30.6 ha 

Current land use Greenfield 

Proposed land use Employment site 

 

See Appendix A of the Main Report for mapping 

 

 
 

 

 





















 

Rugby Borough Council 

Level 2 Strategic Flood Risk Assessment 

Detailed Site Summary Table 
 

Site details 

Site Code 81 

Address Land west of Fosse Way, Stretton 

Area 3.52 ha 

Current land use Greenfield 

Proposed land use Undetermined 

 

See Appendix A of the Main Report for mapping. 

 

 
 

 

 



















 

Rugby Borough Council 

Level 2 Strategic Flood Risk Assessment 

Detailed Site Summary Table 
 

Site details 

Site Code 84 

Address Land South of Leicester Road, Wolvey 

Area 8.49 ha 

Current land use Greenfield 

Proposed land use Residential and outdoor amenity 

 

See Appendix A of the Main Report for mapping. 

 

 
 

 

 



















 

Rugby Borough Council 

Level 2 Strategic Flood Risk Assessment 

Detailed Site Summary Table 
 

Site details 

Site Code 121 

Address Land at Walsgrave Hill Rugby 

Area 201.8ha 

Current land use Greenfield 

Proposed land use Employment 

 

See Appendix A of the Main Report for mapping.  

 

 

 

 

 









 

 

Flood risk management infrastructure 

 

Emergency planning 

the Level 1 Strategic Flood Risk Assessment do not record any flooding 

within or surrounding the site.  

Defences 
The EA AIMS dataset shows that the site is not protected by any formal 

flood defences.  

Residual risk 

Both Withy Brook, in the north of the site, and Smite Brook, to the south of 

the site, are culverted beneath the A46 to the west of the site. These could 

pose a residual risk to the site in the event of a blockage, which could 

cause water to back up and encroach on the site. 

Due to the topography of the site, any water backing up along Withy Brook 

is likely to be confined to the area of lower topography in the north of the 

site, whilst any water backing up along Smite Brook will likely remain 

confined to the area of lower topography in the south of the site. Therefore, 

the residual risk to the main part of the site is considered to be low. 

The southern end of the site is also at residual risk of reservoir flooding as 

a result of breach of Coombe Pool reservoir. 

Flood warning 

The areas along Withy Brook and the tributary of Smite Brook are located 

in the River Sowe, River Sherbourne, Canley Brook and Finham Brook 

(033WAF202) Environment Agency Flood Alert Area.  

The site is not located in an Environment Agency Flood Warning Area. 

Access and escape 

Safe access and escape will need to be demonstrated in the 1% AEP plus 

climate change fluvial and surface water events. Site drainage proposals 

should address the requirements for access routes, avoid impeding surface 

water flows and preserve the storage of surface water to avoid 

exacerbation of flood risk elsewhere on the site and in the wider catchment. 

 

Access and escape routes could be via Central Boulevard from the north, 

Combe Fields Road from the east, or the A46 to the west.  

 

Access and escape along Combe Fields Road from the south is impeded in 

all modelled fluvial events but access along Combe Fields Road from the 

north is shown to remain clear. Access and escape from the A46 is only 

impeded during the 0.1% AEP plus climate change fluvial event where 

Withy Brook is shown to overtop onto the road. Withy Brook bisects the 

north of the site in all modelled fluvial flood events and therefore access 

and escape to this area of the site will need to be considered separately. 

Access and escape to this area of the site from Central Boulevard from the 

north is shown to remain unimpeded in all fluvial events. 

 















 

Rugby Borough Council  
Level 2 Strategic Flood Risk Assessment  
Detailed Site Summary Table  
 
Site details  
Site Code  283 

Address  Rugby Central Shopping Centre, Rugby 

Area 2.17 ha 

Current land use  Brownfield 

Proposed land use  Mixed  

 
 
See Appendix A of the Main Report for mapping.  
 
 

 
 

















 

Rugby Borough Council  
Level 2 Strategic Flood Risk Assessment  
Detailed Site Summary Table  
 
Site details  
Site Code  316 

Address  Land South of the Coventry Road Long Lawford 

Area 26.36 ha 

Current land use  Greenfield 

Proposed land use  Undetermined 

 
See Appendix A of the Main Report for mapping  
 

 
 
 
 



















 

Rugby Borough Council  
Level 2 Strategic Flood Risk Assessment  
Detailed Site Summary Table  
 
Site details  
Site Code  350 & 351 

Address  Rounds Gardens North & South 

Area 7.38 ha 

Current land use  Mixed  

Proposed land use  Residential 

 
See Appendix A of the Main Report for mapping.  
 

 
 
 
 



















 

Rugby Borough Council  
Level 2 Strategic Flood Risk Assessment  
Detailed Site Summary Table  
 
Site details  
Site Code  352 

Address  Former snooker hall, Railway Terrace 

Area 0.07 ha 

Current land use  Brownfield 

Proposed land use  Residential 

 
 
See Appendix A of the Main Report for mapping.  
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