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 Flood Risk Management 
Derbyshire County Council 
County Hall 
Matlock, Derbyshire 
DE4 3AG 

 

  
Rachael Simpkin 
Development Services  
High Peak Borough Council 
PO Box 136 
Buxton 
SK17 1AQ 

 

Telephone  

Ask for Dan Killer 

Email  

Our ref HPBC/2026/21 

Your ref HPK/2026/0141 

Date 15 September 2026 

  

 

Dear Rachael,   

Proposal: Full Planning Permission for the erection of 24 dwellings (Use Class C3), 
alongside access, car parking, landscaping and other associated works 

Location: Land At Miry Meadow Chapel-En-Le-Frith 

Application 
reference 

HPK/2026/0141 

 

 

Derbyshire County Council as the Lead Local Flood Authority (LLFA) has reviewed the 

information submitted for this application, which was received on 19/08/2026 The LLFA 

recommends an objection for the reasons set out below.  

Further to the LLFA's previous response and meeting with the applicant, additional 

information submitted relating to the culvert’s capacity within the site to be a receptor for a 

surface water drainage from the proposed site.  The additional information provided is 

sufficient regarding the culvert’s capacity. 

However, the information submitted to date concerning the wider connectivity downstream 

of the culvert network remains insufficient and is not considered acceptable by the LLFA. 

The applicant should provide updated drainage model outputs for the proposed surface 

water drainage system, clearly identifying all impermeable areas incorporated within the 

model. 

The future ownership and maintenance responsibilities for the culvert seem to be assumed. 

It should be confirmed whether these responsibilities will lie with High Peak Borough 

Council (HPBC) or with a private management company, should it fall under the 
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responsibility of HPBC the applicant should demonstrate the proposed diversion is 

acceptable to them.  

The LLFA wishes to highlight that, should the proposals progress, the proposed culvert 

diversion will require Land Drainage Consent under Section 23 of the Land Drainage Act 

1991. It should also be noted that it will need to be supported by appropriate hydraulic 

modelling to demonstrate that the diversion will not adversely affect flood risk or the 

performance of the wider drainage system. 

REASONS FOR OBJECTION  

We are recommending an objection to the proposed development as it is not possible to 

provide an informed comment until such a time that the applicant has submitted further 

information  

• Details demonstrating the proposed culvert within the site is a viable outfall for the 
site including: 

o Wider network connectivity of the culvert downstream of where the CCTV was 
abandoned and CCTV survey demonstrating the downstream of the site is in 
sufficient condition. 

o Confirmation who will be responsible for the culverted watercourse within the 
site for perpetuity, with suitable evidence including any diversions are 
acceptable (if applicable)  

• Updated surface water modelled scenario outputs to show impermeable areas.  
 

These details are required at the early planning stage to demonstrate that the proposed site 

is able to drain and that due consideration has been given to future ownership of the 

culvert. 

 

Please note the level of detail submitted should be proportionate to the size and scale of 
the development. 
 

Yours sincerely 
 

 
Dan Killer 

Senior Technician  

 
Checked by: Chris Rogers 

Date 15/09/2026 
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