e
° 00000009,. %
°® [ oo °
09°000°00000000000, %0, ]
)
)
..' oo
[
(X ] ..
°e %
[ X °
o0
..O
e
(X X ]
HH
°oe ce
®oe
®oe NEERING
®oe
%o
LX) L)
% :
X} o
LX) S
%% o
L) ® o
[ ()
) O
......
o
)

RED DOOR DAY CENTRE, BURY

FLOOD RISK ASSESSMENT

Project No: 2405-03
December 2025
Rev: P03

RDB-REN-XX-XX-RP-C-00001



renaissance
STRUCTURAL® CIVIL ENGINEERING RED DOOR DAY CENTRE, BURY

This report has been prepared for the sole benefit, use and information of Caritas Diocese of Salford,
for the purposes set out in the report or instructions commissioning it. The liability of renaissance in
respect of the information contained in the report will not extend to any third party. This document should
not be used in whole or part by any third parties without the express written permission of renaissance.
If any unauthorised third party comes into possession of this report, they rely on it at their own risk and
renaissance do not owe them any Duty of Care.

Author Selvana Ahmad
Date 10.06.2024
Approved Patrick Clayton

CEng MIStructE

Date 10.06.2024

Contact Details:

2" Floor Tribeca House, 21-27 Dale Street
Manchester, M1 2EY

t: 0161 393 6509

Rev. Description Author Checked Date

P01  Preliminary S Ahmad P Clayton 10.06.2024
P02  Flood maps updated L Harvey J Bullough 16.12.2025
P03  Appendix C updated J Bullough P Clayton 18.12.2025

December 2025 FLOOD RISK ASSESSMENT Page i



renaissance

STRUCTURAL® CIVIL ENGINEERIN G RED DOOR DAY CENTRE, BURY
CONTENTS

1. INTRODUGCTION ...ttt ettt ettt e ettt e e et e e emte e et eeeemte e e seeeaneeesneeeameeeanseeanneeeanneeanneeans 1
1.1 PUIDOSE OF TS FOPOIT ...ttt et e e e e e et e e e e e e e e eaeaeeeannnens 1
A I = | N I OSSOSO 2
2.7 SHE LOCALION ...ttt ettt et ettt ettt e et e et e e 2
WA (= 3 B LK Torg o 1 (o) R 2
2.3 EXIStING Sit€ DIaINAGJE ..........eeeeeeieeeeeeeeee ettt e 3
D C1=To] (oo | VSRSt 3
2.5 Hydrogeology & HYAIOIOQY ...........ueeeeeieeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeee ettt e e e e e e st aaaeeesssaans 3
I (o oo X To [ DTNV =] (o) o) 14 1=T o1 SN 4
S | U 1 1= | I 2SRRI 5
3.1 National Planning POMCY ...............uuuuuee e 5
3.2 FIOOA RISK VUINEIADIILY ... s 5
3.3 Flood ZON€ COMPALIDIIILY ..........cc.eeereeeeeeeeeeeeee ettt ettt a e e e e et e e e e eeesaans 5
3.4 Application Of SEQUENLIAI TESL............ccueeeeeeeeeeee ettt ettt a e e e e e s aaaaeeeeesaans 7
4. SOURCES OF FLOODING. ... .cttiitaititeiieeaiee et e ateeaaieeeaeeeanteeeaneeeanseeaasseeaseeeaneeeanseeaasseeanseeanseeens 8
4.1 Flood Map for Planning (RIVers @nd S€aS) ...........cc.uuuuiiueiiiiiiee et 8
4.2 Flooding from Land (Pluvial FIOOING) .........ccueeieiiiee ettt 8
4.3 Flooding from GrOUNAWAELET ...............ccooiieiie ettt ea e einee s 9
4.4 FIOOQING FrOM SOWEIS ......coooeeeeeeeee ettt ettt e e nee s 9
4.5 FIOOAING frOM RESEIVOIIS ...ttt et e ea e 10
4.6 Summary Of FIOOAING RISKS ......coooeeeeeeee ettt 10
5. DRAINAGE STRATEGY ..ottt ettt ettt et et et e e e nteeteesteesneeenneeneees 11
5.1 DraiNa@ge HIBIAICRY ........coooo oottt e e e et a e e e e e anens 11
5.2 ClIMALE CRANGE.......cooeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeee ettt ettt esesesesesnennnsnsnnnnnnnns 11
G T O 0 N[0 I U571 ] SRR 12
7. REFERENCES. ... ..ottt ettt et ettt et e et e e e ae e eneeemteeteesteesneeeneeanneanees 13

APPENDIX A - TOPOGRAPHICAL AND UTILITY SURVEY
APPENDIX B — UNITED UTILITIES SEWER ASSET MAP
APPENDIX C — PROPOSED DEVELOPMENT PLANS

December 2025 FLOOD RISK ASSESSMENT Page i



renaissance
STRUCTURAL® CIVIL ENGINEERING RED DOOR DAY CENTRE, BURY

1.1

INTRODUCTION

Purpose of this report

This Site-Specific Flood Risk Assessment (FRA) has been prepared for the proposed development
at Bold Street, Bury. The assessment investigates the potential flood risk impacts of the proposed
development in accordance with the National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF) and supporting
Planning Practice Guidance.

This FRA is considered proportionate to the degree of flood risk and to the scale, nature and
location of the development. This FRA has been prepared in accordance with non-statutory
technical standards for sustainable drainage and NPPF climate change allowances.

It is noted that the application boundary includes an existing car park that will be retained as part
of the proposed development. This assessment therefore only covers the area of the application
boundary that is to be redeveloped.

December 2025 FLOOD RISK ASSESSMENT Page 1
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2.

2.1

2.2

THE SITE

Site Location

The proposed development site is located off Bold Street, Bury.
The site location is described below:

e Post Code BL9 6AB

e OS Reference (X) 381016

e OS Reference (Y) 411258

e National Grid Reference SD810112

The site location is illustrated in Figure 2.1 below.

Imagery ©2022 Bluesky, Getmapping plc, Infoterra Ltd & Bluesky, Maxar Technologies, Map Data @2022

Figure 2.1: Indicative Site Location

Site Description

The site (Figure 2.1) is approximately 0.046 ha and comprises part of an existing hardstanding
carpark associated with a church building. There are overheard services (telecoms) crossing the
south-western corner of the site.

The site is bounded to the south by Back Moorgate W, to the east by Bold Street, to the west by
Back Peter Street with retail building further behind and to the north by church building and
carpark.

The site gently slopes to the south, with an access ramp to the car park on the southern boundary,
and one in the north-eastern corner of the site. The site sits approximately 0.5m to 1m above
surrounding ground levels and a retaining wall of masonry construction is present along the
boundaries in the east south, and south-west.

Refer to Appendix A for further details of the existing topography of the site.

December 2025 FLOOD RISK ASSESSMENT Page 2
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2.3

2.4

2.5

Existing Site Drainage

The existing site is completely covered in asphalt hardstanding although there appears to be no
associated drainage.

The United Utilities sewer asset maps indicates there to be combined water sewers within Bold
Street and Back Moorgate W. These are indicated to be between 225 and 375 diameter.

The utility survey indicates there to be private combined water drainage within Back Peter Street.
This appears to serve the adjacent buildings and road gullies and is noted to be heavily silted.

For the extent of the below ground drainage networks refer to the United Utilities asset map
within Appendix B and the Utility survey within Appendix C.
Geology

The following section has been based on the Geo-Environmental report produced by renaissance
(RDB-REN-ZZ-XX-RP-C-00002 dated December 2025).

BGS mapping does not display any made ground deposits on site, however based on the historical
mapping and the development that has taken place, made ground deposits are likely to be present.

The site is indicated Superficial Deposits to be underlain by Devensian Till. This stratum typically
comprises sandy and gravelly clays.

The deeper solid geology is indicated to be part of the Pennine Lower Coal Measures Formation
which typically comprises mudstone, siltstone, sandstone and coal seams.

A fault is shown to traverse 54m south of the site in an east to west direction, downthrown to the
south. However, any movements associated with this fault should now have stopped.

Hydrogeology & Hydrology

Based on BGS Mapping Data, a summary of the Environment Agency aquifer designations is
presented in the table below:

Stratum Coverage | Aquifer Designation

Secondary Aquifer (Undifferentiated). The classification is
Devensian Till | Full Site assigned where it is not possible to attribute either category A or
B to the aquifer.

Pennine Lower Secondary (A) Aquifer. These are permeable layers capable of

Coal Measures Full Site supporting water supplies at a local rather than strategic scale,
Formation and in some cases forming an important source of base flow to
rivers.

The nearest active groundwater abstraction point is 1996 m east.
The are no groundwater or potable water abstraction licences indicated within 2000m of the site.

The nearest watercourse to the site is Barn Brook which is 77m South East flowing from North to
the South.

There are no active license discharge consents within 500m.

The British Geological Survey indicate there is a potential for groundwater flooding at the subject
site, with a low risk rating.

December 2025 FLOOD RISK ASSESSMENT Page 3
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2.6 Proposed Development

Single storey day centre (Use Class F1) with kitchen and accessible wash areas, meeting and
activity rooms, staff offices, cycle and car parking, landscaping and associated works

Refer to Appendix C for the proposed development plans.

December 2025 FLOOD RISK ASSESSMENT Page 4
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3.

3.1

3.2

3.3

SUITABILITY

National Planning Policy

The National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF) and the accompanying Planning Practice
Guidance (PPG) aim to ensure that flood risk is taken into consideration at all stages of the
planning process and advocates the use of a risk-based ‘Sequential Test’ to preferentially locate
development in areas with a low risk of flooding. Where development is necessary in high-risk
areas, the NPPF aims to ensure that the development is safe without increasing flood risk through
the application of the Exception Test.

The PPG, defines the levels of flood risk within England as follows:

e Flood Zone 1 - Low Probability - Land having less than a 1 in 1,000 annual probability of
river or sea flooding.

e Flood Zone 2 - Medium Probability - Land having between a 1in 100 and 1 in 1,000 annual
probability of river flooding; or between a 1 in 200 and 1 in 1,000 annual probability of sea
flooding.

e Flood Zone 3a - High Probability - Land having a 1 in 100 or greater annual probability of
river flooding; or having a 1 in 200 or greater annual probability of sea flooding.

e Flood Zone 3b - Functional Floodplain - Land where water must flow or be stored in times
of flood.

The PPG states that a site-specific FRA is required for all new development proposals located in
Flood Zones 2 and 3, and for any proposal of 1 hectare or greater regardless of its flood zone
classification. The flood zones as described above are shown on the Environment Agency’s Flood
Map for Planning, available online.

Annex 3 of the NPPF classifies development types based on their vulnerability to flooding, ranging
from ‘Essential Infrastructure’ which has to be operational in times of flood, through ‘Highly
Vulnerable’ (e.g. emergency service stations), ‘More Vulnerable’ (e.g. residential dwellings and
establishments), ‘Less Vulnerable’ (e.g. offices/retail), to ‘Water Compatible’ development (e.g.
open space, docks, marinas and wharves).

Table 2 of the PPG indicates which ‘vulnerability classes’ are acceptable in each of the Flood
Zones, and when the Exception Test should be applied. This is reproduced as Table 3.1 below.

Flood Risk Vulnerability

Due to the broad scope of the proposed building, the flood risk vulnerability is not clearly defined
based on the planning practice guidance, flood risk and coastal change and has therefore
conservatively been taken as 'more vulnerable' which includes 'non-residential uses for health
care services, nurseries and educational establishments'.

Flood Zone Compatibility

The Flood Zone Compatibility has been reviewed in accordance with Planning Practice Guidance,
Flood Risk and Coastal Change, paragraph 079.

December 2025 FLOOD RISK ASSESSMENT Page 5
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FLOOD RISK VULNERABILITY CLASSIFICATION

Essential Highly More Less Water
infrastructure vulnerable | Vulnerable Vulnerable | Compatible
Exception
Zone 2 v Test v v L,
Required
Zone 3a Excepthn Test N Excepthn Test v L,
Required Required
Zone 3b Excepthn Test N . . p
Required

Table 3.1: Flood Risk Vulnerability and Flood Zone Compatibility Key
Key:
v Development is appropriate

X Development should not be permitted

According to Environment Agency flood maps, the site is located entirely in Flood Zone 1. The
vulnerability classification is ‘More vulnerable.’

The proposal is therefore considered appropriate in accordance with Planning Practice Guidance.

N Environment
' e ton Street W Agency
Public Park Or Garden

Flood map for planning

| Your reference
Unspecified

Location (easting/northing)
381016/411250

Scale
1:2,500

Created
8 Dec 2025 17:17

D Selected area
[ Flood zone 3
Flood zone 2
] Flood zone 1
; ~— Flood defence
—— Main river

}ee{ Water storage area

[ .|
0 20 40 60m

© Environment Agency copyright and/or database rights 2025. Al rights reserved. © Crown copyright and database rights 2025 Ordnance Survey licence number AC0000807064.

Figure 3.1: Environment Agency Flood Map for planning
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3.4 Application of Sequential Test

The Sequential Test, as set out in the NPPF, aims to steer developments to areas with the lowest
risk of flooding.

A sequential testis required for major and non-major development if any proposed building,
access and escape route, land-raising or other vulnerable element will be:

e inFlood Zone 2 or 3

e in Flood Zone 3b and the development is not incompatible

o within Flood Zone 1 but is at increased risk of flooding from rivers or sea during its lifetime

e within Flood Zone 1 and the site is at risk of flooding from surface water

e in Flood Zone 1 and the LPA’s SFRA shows it will be at increased risk of flooding during
its lifetime

e subject to sources of flooding other than rivers or sea

The site is located within Flood Zone 1 and is not at increased risk of flooding from rivers or seas
or other sources during its lifetime. Therefore, there is no requirement to apply the sequential test.

December 2025 FLOOD RISK ASSESSMENT Page 7
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4,

4.1

4.2

SOURCES OF FLOODING

Flood Map for Planning (Rivers and Seas)

Fluvial flooding occurs when high flows exceed the capacity of the river channel and spill out onto
the floodplain, usually after a period of prolonged or heavy rainfall.

The Environmental Agency (EA) Flood Map for planning (rivers and sea) has been reviewed
(Figure 4.1). The site falls completely within Flood Zone 1; land assessed as having a less than 1
in 1,000 annual probability of river or sea flooding (<0.1%). The risk of flooding from rivers and
sea is therefore very low.

Chesham

O
c« Topping Fold
kg
7 &
&
Y
=
oy
y -,
£ S
i 8
J { | N
y L42E =
Extent of Flooding from Rivers and Seas
B High chance Medium chance Low chance Very low chance
More than 3.3% chance each Between 1% and 3.3% chance Between 0.1% and 1% chance Less than 0.1% chance each
year each year each year year

Contains OS Data © Crown copyright and database rights 2025
Figure 4.1: Risk of flooding from Rivers and Seas

Flooding from Land (Pluvial Flooding)

The EA Map showing risk of flooding from surface water is presented in Figure 4.2. This type of
flooding can be difficult to predict, much more so than river or sea flooding as it is hard to forecast
exactly where or how much rain will fall in any storm. In addition, local features can greatly affect
the chance and severity of flooding.

As illustrated in figure 4.2, the site is typically at very low (<0.1%) risk of surface water flooding;
however, a low risk exists along some of the surround roads and pathways.

This map is not definitive and is based on the best information available to the Environment
Agency, such as ground levels and drainage.

December 2025 FLOOD RISK ASSESSMENT Page 8



renaissance
STRUCTURAL® CIVIL ENGINEERING RED DOOR DAY CENTRE, BURY
- -/ - ¥ ‘ o
/\ \ ' 3 b ¢ ’
o A \ -
5 * . 5 ¢
e \ ¥ o 5
| '
X *
\ ’ | T \
\
» B_ I} ) /j \
\ o ‘ ; P . o é [
54 "/’ Fﬂ P 4 ~" '
= TN .
NS _"*"‘* @
" i il Oy , Yol ) J
Bury “u® % 7’
g 1 / 2
? - ‘ 4 7
L 21 i \ -
Extent of Flooding from Surface Water
| High chance Medium chance Low chance
More than 3.3% chance each Between 1% and 3.3% chance Between 0.1% and 1% chance
year each year each year
Contains OS Data © Crown copyright and database rights 2025
Figure 4.2: Risk of Flooding from Surface Water
4.3 Flooding from Groundwater
Groundwater flooding tends to occur sporadically in both location and time. When groundwater
flooding does occur, it tends to mostly affect low-lying areas, below surface infrastructure and
buildings (for example, tunnels, basements, and car parks) underlain by permeable rocks
(aquifers).
Groundwater flooding is caused by unusually high groundwater levels. It occurs when the water
table rises above the ground surface or within underground structures such as basements or
cellars. Groundwater flooding tends to exhibit a longer duration than surface water flooding,
possibly lasting for weeks or months, and as a result it can cause significant damage to property.
Bury Council SFRA indicates that the risk of Groundwater Flooding over the borough is generally
low with no cases of flooding due to groundwater within the Borough based on historical records
from the LLFA.
Based on the above information, the risk from groundwater flooding is considered to be low.
4.4 Flooding from Sewers

Sewer flooding occurs when urban drainage networks become overwhelmed and maximum
capacity is reached. This can occur if there is a blockage in the network causing water to back up
behind it or if the sheer volume of water draining into the system is too great to be handled. This
type of flooding tends to occur sporadically in both location and time. The majority of sewers are
built to the guidelines within Sewers for Adoption. These sewers have a design standard to the 1
in 30-year flood event and therefore it is likely that most sewer systems will surcharge during
rainstorm events with a return period greater than 30 years.

As part of the development proposals, it is intended to reduce the rate of discharge from the site
and to accommodate the balance of flows up to and including the 1 in 100-year critical event plus
climate change allowance. This restriction and the attenuation of flows will have a positive impact
on the surrounding existing drainage and hence work to mitigate the long-term risk of flooding from
sewers.

As such, the site is not considered to be at risk of flooding from sewers.

December 2025 FLOOD RISK ASSESSMENT Page 9
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4.5 Flooding from Reservoirs

The Environment Agency Reservoir flood risk map indicates the site to be outside of the maximum
flood extent of a breach to any local reservoir.

Chesham

Woodhill

\Woodv il Fold

| Woodfieids

,,,,,,

Extent of Flooding from Reservoirs

Il When river levels are When there is also
normal flooding from rivers

Contains OS Data © Crown copyright and database rights 2025
Figure 4.3: Risk of Flooding from Reservoirs

4.6 Summary of Flooding Risks

Based on the above review, the entire site is within Flood Zone 1.

The risk of flooding from pluvial, surface water, groundwater, Sewers and reservoirs are all
considered to be low.

December 2025 FLOOD RISK ASSESSMENT Page 10



renaissance
STRUCTURAL® CIVIL ENGINEERIN G RED DOOR DAY CENTRE, BURY

5. DRAINAGE STRATEGY

For the detailed Drainage Strategy refer to renaissance Outline Drainage Strategy report, RDB-
REN-XX-XX-RP-C-00010. A brief summary of the principles to be adopted is included below.

5.1 Drainage Hierarchy

In accordance with NPPF, runoff from the development shall be discharged to the following final
destinations, to the maximum extent practicable, in accordance with the below hierarchy:

Priority 1: collected for non-potable use

Priority 2: infiltrated to ground

Priority 3: discharged to an above ground surface water body

Priority 4: discharged to a surface water sewer, or another piped surface water drainage
system

Priority 5: discharged to a combined sewer

5.2 Climate Change

The drainage strategy will include increases in the storm intensities of 30% and 45% for the 1 in
30 year and 1 in 100 year events respectively, which is consistent with the effects of climate
change for a development with a design life of 100 years, as outlined in NPPF.

December 2025 FLOOD RISK ASSESSMENT Page 11
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6. CONCLUSION

The study has investigated alternative mechanisms for flooding at the site and has concluded that
the site is at a low risk of flooding and will not cause any increase in floor risk elsewhere once the
development is operational.

The proposed development will be a single storey day centre with kitchen and accessible wash
areas, meeting and activity rooms, staff offices, cycle and car parking, landscaping and associated
works

The site is located within Flood Zone 1 and the probability of flooding is low.

The site is considered not considered to be at risk of flooding from rivers and sea.
The site is considered to have a low risk of flooding from surface water.

The site is not considered to be at risk of flooding from reservoirs.

The site is considered appropriate under Planning Practice Guidance.

December 2025 FLOOD RISK ASSESSMENT Page 12
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APPENDIX A
TOPOGRAPHICAL AND UTILITY SURVEY
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8423 co 100 vVC 6.48226 . .
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0202 97.43 co 93.27 588 BR 53.00943 1in 65 1 Sl Spun Iron
7420 co 100 VC  9.791851 1
0301 99.91 co 96.11 375 vVC 32.98484 ' ST  Steel
2104 10029  CO 97.3 375 co 11.6619 1in 58 .
2200 98.96 co 94.1 960 BR  24.04163  1in127 ' VC Vitrified Clay
0402  100.83  CO 99.56 150 vVC 11.40175  1in12 1
0201 97.34 co 95.09 300 VC  41.76123 ' PP Polypropylene
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1 P Pi
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7107 9559  CO  90.71 375 VC 5550959 , MAR Masonry, Random
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~— | ( 8424 co 100 VC 2965738 ' U Unspecified
Moorgate e [ G X \V » / 7207 96.36 co 92,53 375 vVC 5.01784 1in 12 1
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9505 co 0 620 BR 4 !
9401 10227  CO 99.24 300 VC  27.01851 1in 84 , BLY 6AB
8305 99.05 co 97.46 225 VC 2801785  1in700 '
8150 97.61 sw 94.54 375 VC  66.18913 1
9407 co 0 660 vVC 33.09502 1
9010 sw 300 vVC 37.19795 '
7112 96.21 co 78.9 1530 CSB 3455582  1in346 .
1904 96.82 co 93.61 525 CO 3140064  1in112 '
0303 99.79 co 96.93 375 vVC 36.05551  1in 116 1
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. o ; ; 5 = 2 ) | \ \ \— 1401 99.98 co 95.25 914 vC 19.64688 , S | 1 1 250 D t 07/06/2024
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1 L] - L]
[ 1901 96.65 co 91.85 630 BR 13.0384 ' caie ate
[ 7404 98.46 co 96.27 375 CO 6811755  1in114 1
| 7204 96.85 co 94.22 375 vVC 16.38029  1in21 1
[ 8310 98.91 co 96.76 150 vVC 7.071068  1in 141 !
{ L]
| 8151 97.52 sw 94.92 225 VC 6580273  1in57 , Sheet. 1 Of 1
“&g ) 0300 100.7 co 97.2 375 CO  31.14482 '
SN 9008 sw 300 vVC 10.88073 1
4] 7005 95.47 co 91.07 300 DI 3.551803 1in 1 1
. 1 H .
2 of 9304 9973  CO 9675 375 VC 8002975  1in67 ! Printed by: Property Searches
P 8514 co 100 vVC 6.01528 .
g 1302 99.2 co 96.74 300 vVC 38.11824  1in52 '
z 1300 99.64 co 95.39 578 BR 56.11509  1in 83 1
1310 99.04 co 94.71 593 BR 2137756  1in48 1
9005 FO 225 VC 2130735 '
0507  102.85  CO 99.69 400 CO 9213577 .
2301 99.67 co 94.78 304 CO  13.15295 '
9403 10143  CO 97.82 660 vVC 55.00909 1 S EWE R U °
: nited
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The position of the underground apparatus shown on this plan is approximate only and is given in accordance with the best information currently available. United Utilities Water will not accept liability for any loss or damage caused by the actual position being different from those shown. ) ey
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STRUCTURAL® CIVIL ENGINEERING RED DOOR DAY CENTRE, BURY

APPENDIX C
PROPOSED DEVELOPMENT PLANS

December 2025 FLOOD RISK ASSESSMENT
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EXTERNAL
PLANT

EXTERNAL PLANT

ST. JOSEPH'S PRESBYTERY
EXTERNAL GARDEN

[1[1]]

LT LU

BIKE RACKS

ST.JOSEPH'S PRESBYTERY

(FORMER CARITAS RED DOOR

EXISTING CHURCH

CENTRE)

CAR PARK

REVISION DATE DESCRIPTION

PO1 04/11/2025 PLANNING PRE-APPLICATION ISSUE

PO2 17/11/2025 PLANNING ISSUE

LEVEL OO GROUND FLOOR

KEY

ENTRANCE LOBBY
CAFE

MEETING ROOM
OFFICE
ACTIVITY ROOM
ACCESSIBLE WC
ACCESSIBLE SHOWER & WC
KITCHEN

LAUNDRY / SLUICE
10 STORE
11 PLANT
12 SMOKING AREA
13 ACCESSIBLE PARKING SPACE
14 PARKING SPACE
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DRAWING PROPOSED LEVEL 00 PLAN
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ST.JOSEPH'S PRESBYTERY
EXTERNAL GARDEN

BIKE RACKS

|

EXISTING CHURCH
CAR PARK

REVISION DATE DESCRIPTION

PO1 04/11/2025  PLANNING PRE-APPLICATION ISSUE

P02 17/11/2025  PLANNING ISSUE

ROOF PLAN | @ >

KEY

1 PV ARRAY

2 KITCHEN EXTRACT

3 ROOFLGHT

4 ZINC STANDING SEAM DORMER
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