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Q.19 Do you have any comments on the costs and benefits identified in the partial
Impact Assessment?
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A 19 a. Initial and Whole Life Costs
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19. b Further Cost Savings using Impermeable and Permeable Paving
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Example of combining impermeable and permeable paving.

19. ¢ House Driveway Costs

Conventional Concrete Block Paving
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Q.20 Do you agree that the property owner should have responsibility for property level
SUDS features? If you have answered ‘'no’, please provide reasons and indicate
who you think should bear such responsibility.
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Q.21 Do you have any comments on mechanisms by which property-level SUDS
features can be efficiently requlated so that they remain effective?
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& 0 8) 22 (Future Water’. This t (Dthe
Government will change householder’s permitted development rights to allow them to
pave over their front garden without planning permission only if the surface is porous,
such as by using permeable paving or gravel!
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“A porous surface is defined as one that ensures that the surface water runoff is
not allowed to drain directly into drainage systems or onto roads or adjacent
areas outside the property boundary. This can be achieved either with permeable
paving or gravel, or by allowing the surface water from impervious areas to drain



onto Raingardens or other suitable storage facilities, within the property
boundary”.
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Q.22 Do you agree that the options in Annex A should be discarded in favour of the
three options set out? If you have answered ‘no’, please list in order of preference
those options within Annex A that you feel should continue to be evaluated and, if
possible, provide reasons.

A 22 ?

Q.23 Do you consider that local authorities are the most appropriate party to take
responsibility for adoption and management of SUDS? Please give your reasons.
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Q.24 If this option were to be implemented, which tier of local authority do you feel is the
most appropriate one to take on the responsibility for the adoption and
management of SUDS in two-tier areas, i.e. districts or counties?

A 24 % > ) * 0 * . e $
0' "1

Q.25 Would placing this responsibility on local authorities add to or detract from local
authorities’ overall effectiveness in place-shaping and ensuring high quality service
delivery in its area?
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Q.26 To what extent do local authorities have in place the skills and capacity that are
needed for this work, and over what period of time would it be realistic to gain
these skills and capacity?
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Q.27 Do you consider that sewerage undertakers are the most appropriate party to take
responsibility for adoption and management of SUDS? Please give your reasons.
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Q.29 Do you consider that new specialist drainage undertakings or companies are the
most appropriate party to take on responsibility for the adoption and management
of SUDS?
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Q.32 Do you consider that it would be a satisfactory outcome if there were to be

different organisations with the responsibility for the adoption and management of
SUDS in different areas?
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Q.33 Do you consider that it would be effective and workable for there to be locally
agreed solutions (with an identified default organisation) for the organisation most
appropriate to take on responsibility for the adoption and management of SUDS?
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Q.34 What are your comments and views on the above good practice principles and
their role in ensuring that SUDS can be implemented in redevelopment schemes
and can contribute effectively to making existing sewerage systems more
sustainable?
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Q.35 Are there any other principles you feel might usefully be applied?
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Q.36 Do you feel that the principles should be provided as good practice guidance or
should they have stronger status? If you feel the latter please indicate how you feel
this might ideally be achieved.
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Q.38 To what extent do you consider that each of the options proposed and SUDS
techniques in general could impede new development or the amount of
development that could be accommodated within a given area?
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Q.39 Are there any forms of development that might need to have some flexibility over
whether all elements of SUDS (both source control and public SUDS) are
employed in the surface water infrastructure? If so, what criteria could be used to
judge such situations and how should the adverse environmental impacts of new
developments without SUDS be mitigated?
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Q.40 What legislative issues would need to be resolved to facilitate the wider uptake of

SUDS?
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