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City Plan 2030 incorporation of Strategic Flood Risk Assessment

Consideration of flood risk has been considered in the evolution of Cityplan at the previous 'Choices for Cityplan' where data on flood risk was considered alongside other applicable considerations in a review of sites that may have had
potential to be included Cityplan itself.

Following the Choices for Cityplan stage, further technical work was undertaken to inform the Cityplan. For Flood Risk this took the form of a Strategic Flood Risk Assessment (SFRA) undertaken for the Council by Atkins. This SFRA
undertook an holistic assessment of different types of flood risk and how these may combine to give an overall risk of flooding for potential Cityplan sites, with this principally relating to new housing developments.

The assessment of sites in the SFRA has heavily informed the plan, in particular the identification of sites for inclusion in the Plan. This was based on a consideration of level of flood risk identified in the SFRA and the SFRA's
recommendation about whether a site should be included. In summary, five sites were discounted from consideration in the Plan based on the SFRA recommendation. One further site was not recommended for inclusion and this was
only included after the Plan stipulated a reduction in the site area. It should be noted the SFRA did consider other sites which have not been included the Proposed Plan for other reasons.

The SFRA also provided an assessment of which sites should be informed by a further, specific Flood Risk Assessment (FRA) that should inform and support individual planning applications for the sites included in City Plan. These
recommendations were also taken into account and have informed the information requirements that City Plan 2030 sets out for development proposals in the Plan. City Plan has identified that FRAs will be required 37 of the new
sites to be included in City Plan.



Site_ID | _Site_no Site_name Type Current_us | Ward East North_| ExistLandV | Fluvial | RivArea | Coastal | CoaArea| Pluvial | GroundWate | Riv_Future| Coa_Future S16 S16Future | Erosion | FloodDef| _Canal Flooding Comment SEPA Comment Flood Risk vagemer] Fluv_Score [Coa_Score| Pluy_Score GW_ F CoaF_Score| $16__[S16Futurd Erosion TOTALSCORE | _Total Risk _|Site Selection
112 112|Albert Street HLs2018 0.10[TPIOYMENt, i walk 326796| 674052 1% |no sk 0|No Risk ofMed™ o pisk NoRisk [No Risk NoRisk  [NoRisk  [No No No No Review of tin flood nat there may be | v 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
industrial Vulnerable Likelihood flooding issues site. This should further
olanditis hat contact is made with the officer. 2|tow es
141 141{Albion Street HLs2018 00a[FPIOMEN, i walk s2708a| 674009 1 |no s 0|No Risk 0|NoRisk [N Risk NoRisk No Risk NoRisk  [NoRisk  [No No No No For Review of tin road nat there may be | v 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
industrial Vulnerable hould be considered |flooding issues site. This should b e itis
within the site design. s made with the flood prevention officer. o|no Risk es
[The watercourse identified as being adjacent to the site appears to have been
[Alnwickhil Reservoir based on historic maps and now in-filed. There is no
» ot evidence that ndicates a smallwatercourse within orimmediately acjacent tothe
190] 190[Alnwickhil Road His2018 115|MoD oerton/ 326986| 668966 Vulnerable  |No Risk 0|No Risk oM™ i ow Likelihood |No Risk  |No Risk NoRisk  [NoRisk  [No No ves  No > s reservolrs and | v o o B 1 o o o o o o o
Gilmerton Likelihood fiter beds. Review of the surface water 1in 200 year flood map indicates that
/there may be flooding issues within/adjacent to the site. This should be
investigated further and it is recommended that contact is made with the flood
o|prevention officer. 3]tow es
49 Argyle House o 325085| 673280) No Risk 0|No Risk o :‘f:hm 4 [Norisk NoRisk |No Risk NoRisk  [NoRisk  [No No es Surface water flooding nearby reported in 2007. No FRA required but surface [N v o o 3 o o o o o o o o
o071 water flood risk will need considered. 3|tow ves
in our Place Brief consultation we stated “In adtion to the surface water flood
isk, the Jordan Burn flows along the southern boundary of the site. The
is <3km? and included within the Flood]
[Map methodology. We do not hold any further information on the exact ocation)
3 Lot Ligh condition i f Based on
259) 259Astley Ainslie Hospital [HLS2018 18.71Health Momingside | 325230 671314f>" 0% INoRisk 0|No Risk O] og |Low Likelinood [No Risk  [No Risk High Mediom  |No No No No the OS Maps, the majority of the site i elevated above the watercourse sowe  [Y v o o 3 1 o o 3 1 o o o
would likely request a ey i the first
located on higher ground within the site. Should along or
close to the southern boundary of the site then we may require a detailed flood
risk ) the risk.” Review 1in
200 year flood map rere may be flooding i .
the site. This should be investigated further and it s recommended that contact
0|made with the flood prevention officer. 13|Medium ves
employment.sihthil/ Medim edium edium Located within the Medium Likelinood Partial development, f safe access
290] 290[Balgreen His2018 101, 322165| 672428 Likelihoo | 40.8|No Risk o No Risk No Risk NoRisk  [NoRisk  [No ves  [No No of luvial flooding, with a known history v v gl o B o 3 o o o o El o egress can be achieved. Site should be
industrial  [Gorgie Likelihood Likelihood fal flooding, s y !
a of luvialflooding in this area. Flood consider as part of a holisic flood risk
isk required. o 15| Medium ves assessment of the Water of Leith,
Site Assessment does not request an FRA. Based on LIDAR, the site s 4.2-
5.8mAOD. An FRA is required to assess the risk from the Water of Leith and
g be coastal interaction, including the operation of the harbour. Site may be
ow o ere constained. We w the counci take a
32 326 Baltc Street (B) His2018 1.01|EMPOYMENt-| gy 327392 676503 1% likelinoo | 0.01[NoRisk [dwithin |V o ik Vedium - |Medium Mediom  [Medium  [No  [No N0 [No development within the tidal reach of the Water o Leith and harbour area to v 8 o 2 o 3 3 2 1 o o o
industrial Vulnerable || e |Likelihood Likelihood |Likelihood inform development type, location and mitigation. Access/egress will aso require
e i Review of the surface water 1 in 200 year flood map i
there may be flooding issues acjacent to the site. This should be investigated Noted that future climate change
further and it is recommended that contact is made with the flood prevention predictions will present a challenge.
olofficer. 12| Medium ves Fra
ermptoyment | ' redim Unless confirmation from CEC flood
138] 1g|Paneor Rozd ames iy 0.92]industrial/ |Leith Walk 326470 676092 %% llikelinoo | 85.16|uikelihoo | 3.03|MEH™ o i edum - |Medum Mediom  [Medium ~ [No ves  [No No v v 15 ! B o 3 3 2 1 0 El o team agree to be ncluded due to
pringle) et Vuineratle | " Likelinood Likelinood |Likelihood WATER of Leith Modelling and ground
Adjacent to the Water of Leith. o 30[V.High No elevation
Adjacent to the Water of Leith and
Bangor Road employment | st |MED iedium edium shown to be within the High Likelinood
10 10|(Swanfield Industrial ~ [HLS2018 205 Leith 326621 676112 Likelihoo | 35.11|No Risk o No Risk No Risk Mediom  [Medium ~ [No ves  No No of fluvial flooding and there i surface v v 15 o B o 3 o B 1 o El o
industrial Vulnerable Likelihood Likelihood .
Estate) d water flooding adjacent to the site. An
FRAis required to confirm the
suitabilty of this site. o 21 igh ves Partial site development.
Site Assessment does not request an FRA. Based on LIDAR, the majority of ste is
below SMAOD. An FRA i required to assess the risk from the Water of Leith and
coastal interaction, including the operation of the harbour. Site may be
3 Lot esium edium  |egium constrained. We the council take a opr
389) 389Bath Road His2018 3569) Leith 327804 676323 No Risk 0|No Risk ot No Risk : . High Megiom  [Yes  [No No No development within the tidal reach of the Water of Leith and harbour areato  [Y v o o B o 3 3 3 1 o o o
Industrial Vulnerable Likelinood Likelinood |Likelihood
inform development type, location and mitigation. Access/egress will aso require
ideration. Review of the surface water 1 in 200 year flood map i
there may be flooding issues acjacent to the site. This should be investigated
further and it is recommended that contact is made with the flood prevention
olofficer. 17|igh ves
Siteis known to be within the Low
Employment - I edium Likelinood of looding, with historical
332 332Beaverhall Road His2018 0:s8findustrial | [Leith Walk aase1s| e7s360[ % ikelinoo 100[No Risk of e [No Risk NoRisk No Risk Mediom  Medium ~ [No ves  [No No reports of flooding within this area. A v v 3 o B o o o B 1 o El o
office a flood risk assessment i required to
understand the sk and whether the
site s developable. o 17]igh ves
- For all developments surface water
9 o|Bonnington Road  |HLS2018 Leith Walk s26234) 75740[0 0 INoRisk 0|No Risk o[NoRisk  [NoRisk NoRisk |No Risk NoRisk  [NoRisk  [No ves  No No dered ic back from Water of Leith. Aproximately 10 [N v o o o o o o o o o 1 o
within the site design. metres between site and Water of Leith No Risk ves
Historicalflooding in the area from the
2 Broadway Park South 318924 671782 No Risk 0|No Risk ofMed™ o sk NoRisk No Risk NoRisk  [NoRisk  [No No No Water of Leith. Flood risk assessment i N v o o B o o o o o o o o
nsites Likelinood required to support any development
270 in this area. No FRA required but surface water flood risk will need considered. 2tow ves
Surface water has been identified as | nformation we hold indicates a watercourse to the south but not close to the
potentially connection into a Scottish site. Review of historic maps does not indicate the presence of a watercourse
Employment -[sighthill / 3. Least Medim
3 34|Broomhouse Terrace  |HLS2018 FEE oy ore 320356 671603 0 INoRisk 0|No Risk of e [Low Likelinood [No Risk  [No Risk High Mediom  |No No ves  [No Water combine sewer. Consideration |close to the site. Review of the surface water 1in 200 year flood map indicates [N v o o 2 1 o o 3 1 o o o
should be given to disconnection as [that there may be flooding issues within this site. This should be investigated
part of this development. Consultation |further and it i recommended that contact is madle with the flood prevention
i Water will be required. _|officer. 7|Medium ves
Low likelihood of surface water
399) 399|Broughton Market  [HLS2018 0.23|Employment |City Centre s2se3a| 67aass|> o o sk 0[No Risk o " No Risk NoRisk |NoRisk NoRisk  |NoRisk  |No No Yes No flooding on Barony street. Surface N v 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Vulnerable Likelihood [Water Management should be
considered within the site design. | N/A 1]tow ves
Shown to be adjacent to the Water of
Leith. Although not shown on the SEPA
flood maps consideration should be
given to fluialflood risk from the
328 328|Broughton Road HLs2018 26|, 0 i 0|No Risk ol No Risk rediom o sk NoRisk  [NoRisk  [No ves  |ves  [No Water Leith. There i localised surface v v o o 1 o 3 o o o o Bl o
industrial Vulnerable Likelinood Likelinood
water flooding within the development
ite and this risk should be investigated
further and any mitigation
incorporated within the drainage
stratey. o 8|Medium ves
3 Least ow site v the Water of bove). Review of the
230) 230[Broughton Road His2018 00| Leith Walk 326007| 675721 No Risk 0|No Risk o No Risk NoRisk |No Risk NoRisk  [NoRisk  [No s [ves  [No surface water 1in 200 year flood map indicates that there may be flooding issues [N v o o 1 o o o o o o Bl o
industrial Vulnerable Likelinood
i site. This should be investig and itis recommended
Ofta conacts made it the oo reentonfice o|no Risk ves
%2 rescent 327834 667748 No Risk 0[N Risk 0[NoRisk  [Low Likelinood |No Risk  |No Risk NoRisk  [NoRisk  [No  [No [No [UIDAR indicates a sufficient helght Burdiehouse Burn. |y v o o o 1 o o o o o o B
nsites 075 No FR d 8|Medium es
For all developments surface water
244 244 Calder Estate (4) His2018 0.12|Vacant Pentland Hills|  318897| 670436 No Risk 0|No Risk oNoRisk  [NoRisk NoRisk |No Risk NoRisk  [NoRisk  [No No No es Imanagement should be considered N v o o o o o o o o o o o
within the site design. A 0| Risk ves
For alldevelopments surface water
25| 245 Calder Estate (8,C,D)  [HLS2018 0.20[Vacant Pentland Hills|  318897| 670370 No Risk 0|No Risk o[NoRisk  [NoRisk NoRisk No Risk NoRisk  [NoRisk  [No No No Ves management should be considered N v o o o o o o o o o o o
within the site design. N/A o|no Risk es
[No mention of flood risk within Site Assessment. We require an FRA which
assesses the risk from the Murray Burn which is culverted beneath or adjacent to
the site. There islimited information available on the location and flood risk
associated with the Murray Burn and the site may be constrained due to flood
23| 203[calder Estate (6] [HLs2018 0.43|Vacant Pentland Hills| 319181 670438 No Risk 0|No Risk o[NoRisk  [NoRisk NoRisk |No Risk NoRisk  [NoRisk  [No No es |Yes isk. Due to the large number of allocations along the Murray Burn we would  [Y v o o o o o o o o o o o
Site i located adjacent to the counciltake a hol determine the flood risk
[Murrayburn. SEPA request thata |from this source to inform suitable development types and locations. Review of
holistic a approach to flood risk in this [the surface water 1 in 200 year flood map indicates that there may be flooding
area to understand the [ the site. This should be investigated further and it
flood risk from the Murrayburn. ntact is made with the flood prevention office. 5|Medium ves
[No mention of flood risk within Ste Assessment. We require an FRA which
assesses the risk from the Murray Burn which is culverted beneath or adjacent to
the site. There i limited information available on the location and flood risk
associated with the Murray Burn and the site may be constrained due to flood
238 238|Calder Estate (H)  [HLS2018 0.15|Vacant Pentland Hills| 319292 670241 No Risk 0|No Risk o[NoRisk  [NoRisk NoRisk No Risk NoRisk  [NoRisk  [No No No ves isk. Due to the large number of llocations along the Murray Burn we would  [Y v o o o o o o o o o o o
Site i located adjacent to the recommend the council take a holistic approach and determine the flood risk
[Murrayburn. SEPA request thata |from this source to inform suitable development types and locations. Review of
g 1 to lood risk in this 1in 200 year flood map indicates that there may be flooding
area s undertaken to understand the  [issues adjacent to the site. This should be investigated further and it is
flood risk from the Murrayburn. is made with the flood prevention officer. 5|Medium es
[No mention of flood risk within Site Assessment. We require an FRA which
assesses the risk from the Murray Burn which is culverted beneath or adjacent to
the site. There islimited information available on the location and flood risk
associated with the Murray Burn and the site may be constrained due to flood
237] 237|Calder Estate (1 HLs2018 0.21|Vacant Pentland Hills|  319296| 670183 No Risk 0|No Risk o[NoRisk  [NoRisk NoRisk |No Risk NoRisk  [NoRisk  [No No No es isk. Due to the large number of allocations along the Murray Burn we would  [Y v o o o o o o o o o o B
Site i located adjacent to the counciltake a hol determine the flood risk
[Murrayburn. SEPA request thata |from this source to inform suitable development types and locations. Review of
holistic  approach to flood risk in this [the surface water 1 in 200 year flood map indicates that there may be flooding
area to understand the [ the site. This should be investigated further and it
flood risk from the Murrayburn. ntact is made with the flood prevention office. 7|Medium ves
[No mention of flood risk within Ste Assessment. We require an FRA which
assesses the risk from the Murray Burn which is culverted beneath or adjacent to
the site. There i limited information available on the location and flood risk
associated with the Murray Burn and the site may be constrained due to flood
239) 239 Calder Estate (1) His2018 0.10|Vacant Pentland Hills| 319230 670181 No Risk 0|No Risk o[NoRisk  [NoRisk NoRisk No Risk NoRisk  [NoRisk  [No No No ves isk. Due to the large number of llocations along the Murray Burn we would  [Y v o o o o o o o o o o B
Site i located adjacent to the recommend the council take a holistic approach and determine the flood risk
[Murrayburn. SEPA request thata |from this source to inform suitable development types and locations. Review of
holist 1 to flood risk in this 1in 200 year flood icates that there may be flooding
area s undertaken to understand the  [issues adjacent to the site. This should be investigated further and it is
flood risk from the Murrayburn. is made with the flood prevention officer. 7|Medium es




Holistic flood risk assessment of the
murrayburn area required to confirm
flood extents. 59% 2within the medium
[flood zone.

Future flood risk from coastal and river
sources and surface water

[Development should consider the
realignment of Gogar Burn and
providing flood buffer zone.

[Development should consider
roviding flood protection buffer zone.
Safe guarding the functional floodplain
as defined by SEPA and considering
future flood risk.

Agree with Site Assessment. We require an FRA which assesses the risk from the
[Murray Burn which i culverted beneath or adjacent to the site. There is limited
information available on the location and flood risk associated with the Murray
Medium ediom urn and the site may be heavily constrained due to flood risk. Due to the large
20 200/Calder Estate () [HLS2018 021fvacant  [pentland il 319175| 670134) Likelinoo | 59.38]No Risk o[NoRisk  [No Risk e o o Risk Medum  |Medium  [No  [No  [ves |ves number of llocations along the Murray Burn we would recommend the council ¥ 1 o
d take a holistic approach and determine the flood risk from this source to inform
suitable development types and locations. Review of the surface water 1in 200
year flood map indicates that there may be flooding ssues adjacent to the site.
[This should be investigated further and it i recommended that contact is made
62, olwith the flood prevention officer. 20High ves
[The proposed site contains a tributary
o the River Almond and the Gogar
Burn. A flood rsk assessment will be
required to assess the flood risk from
both watercourse. These watercourse
have catchment areas less than 3km
’ ’ igh ’ Medium ’ . . and are therefore not identified by the
5 Calderwood 3783 310275 669381 No Risk No Risk ofrE e [NoRisk e o o Risk Nokisk  [NoRisk  [No  [No [ves oo oo Fromaresen o the v 12 o
mappin there are a number of canal
feeder channels adjacent to the
proposed sites, it is unclear whether
the watercourse within the site connect|
to the canal feeder channels or the
River Almond. Scoring has been
adjusted manually to refect the risk at
this site.  Future climate scenarios
Greenficld o i 14|Medium ves
Agree with Site Assessment requiring an FRA. Based on LIDAR, parts of the site are|
below 4.5mAOD. An FRAis required to assess the rsk from the Water of Leith and|
coastalinteraction, including the operation of the harbour. Site may be
constrained. We the counciltake a
392] 392Carron Place His2018 387, Leith sa7os| 6761027 1 [no sk 0|No Risk Medum o pisk Vedium - |Vedium High Medium  |ves  [No No No i the idl reach o the Wate o Leith and harbour rea o o o
Industrial Vulnerable Likelinood Likelinood |Likelihood
inform development type, location and mitigation. Access/egress willalso require
ideration. Review of the surface water 1in 200 year flood map i
there may be flooding isues adjacent to the site. This should be investigated
further and it is recommended that contact is made with the fiood prevention
124 Olofficer. 17]high ves
257 asg|Chalmers Street (Bve |,y 5p005 021Health City Centre 325266 672991 1% o pisk 0[N Risk o[NoRisk  [No Risk NoRisk |NoRisk NoRisk  [NoRisk  [No  [No  [No [ves For Review of in 200 ye that there may be o o
Pavilion) Vulnerable dered  [flooding issues adjacent to the site. This should be investigated further and it is
69, within the site design. ntact is made with the flood prevention officer o[ Risk ves
Most For al developments surface water
280 280 Clovenstone House  [HLS2018 0.68|Community [Pentland Hils|  320597| 66967a[Vulnerable |No Risk 0[N Risk o[NoRisk  [No Risk NoRisk |NoRisk NoRisk  [NoRisk  [No  [No  [No [ves management should be considered N o o
73, use within the site design. /A o[ Risk ves
Agree with Site Assessment. An FRAs required to assess the rik from the Water
of Leith and coastal nteraction giving due consideration to predicted sea level
rises. Site may willal s
136 136]Coburg Street His2018 100" Leith 326712 676584 % Ino Risk 0[N Risk Medum o Risk Medum o Risk Medum  |Medium N0 [No  [No [No this area s identifed for numerous development plots we would recommend thel o o
industrial Vulnerable Likelinood Likelinood holist h wider FRA which willnform
suitable development locations and land-use types. Review of the surface water 1
in 200 year flood map indicates that there may be flooding issues within/adjacent
o the site. This should be investigated further and it is recommended that
33, o|contact is made with the flood prevention officer. 13|Medium ves
Surface water/sewer surcharge flooding nearby in 2000, 2008, 2009, and 2020.
Flooding from the Braid Burn to nearby streets in 2007, 2011, and 2012. Site is
9, Colinton Mains o 323269 669220 No Risk 0[N Risk 0|Noisk  [Low Likelinood |No Risk  |No Risk Nokisk  [NoRisk  [No  [ves  [No chind Braid Burn flood scheme. We have limited information on flood risk here Y o 1
25 based on LIDAR, ste is ~3m above Braid Burn, maybe less. We would
recommend an FRA s submitted due to uncertain flood maps in the area and
028 the standard o protection the scheme provides. 5|Medium ves
Area s shown to be within the future
fluvial and coastal flood risk zones and
uncertainties i flood mapping may |Based on LIDAR the ste s approximately 4.8-5.8mAOD. Unclear why this Site
s teast edium mean ths site is potentially FRA but the adjacent site (136) does. An FRAis
386 386|Commercial Street  [HLS2018 0.16[industrial/  [Leith szeaas| 676600[>r € o Risk 0[N Risk o|NoRisk  [No Risk i Mo Risk Nokisk  [NoRisk  [No [N [ves [No A flood risk assessment is required to | required to assess the risk from the Water of Leth and coastal nteraction. v o o
Retai confirm the flood rsk to this willlso Review tin
development site. Consideration 200 year flood map rere may be flooding i toth
should be given to d |[site. This shoul further and it contactis
o) egress made with the flood prevention officer. 8|Megium ves
For all developments surface water
Corstorphine 3. Least management should be considered
) 34s|Corstorphine Road (A) 152018 o1t Retal R e T 0|No Risk O[No Risk o Risk NoRisk - NoRisk MoRisk  [Nofisk No o No No within the site design. There is Although there i no surface water flooding indicated adjacent to the site, historic|" o o
nistorical evidence of surface water |flooding suggests there is a potential surface water risk that should be.
95, issues on Corstorphine Road. investigated 0| Risk ves
For all developments surface water
Corstorphine 3. Least management should be considered
b 34|Corstorphine Road (8] 152018 B e e B T T 0|No Risk O[No Risk o Risk NoRisk - NoRisk NoRisk  [Nofisk No o No - No within the site design. There historical[Although there is no surface water flooding indicated adjacent to the site, historic| o o
evidence of surface water issues o |flooding suggests there is  potential surface water risk that should be.
9%, ine Road. investigated 3{tow ves
o For all developments surface water
385 385|Corunna Place L2018 0.25[ PN Leith s26723| e7s00[0r € o Risk 0[N Risk o|NoRisk  [No Risk Nokisk [No Risk Nokisk  [NoRisk  [No  [No  [No [No management should be considered N o o
118, within the site design. o 2|tow ves
a7 371/ Cowans Close His2018 037|Mied uses [Uthside/ 326264 672875 No Risk 0[N Risk ofMed™ o sk NoRisk [NoRisk NoRisk  [NoRisk  [No  [No  [No [No Revew of he surface water 1 200 year flood map indicates that there may be | o o
Newington Likelinood flooding issues tothe site. This should igated further
o) ofand itis contact is made with offcer. 2|tow ves
edium Surface water looding on the
15, craigentinny Depot | "¢ 330645 673459) No Risk 0[N Risk i, [Low Uikelinood [No Risk— [No Risk Nokisk  [NoRisk  [No  [ves [No surrounding access roads. With small o 1
areas of surface water flooding on the |Part of 2014 allocation for business and industry. No FRA required but surface
500 site. No £ water flood risk will need considered. 2|tow ves
[The risk of infrastructure falure should [site s elevated above the Water of Leith. However, the site appears to be directly
1 this site due to the below the Canal. Consideration should be given to the isk the canal
e moloyment | Fountainbrid et ih proximity of the Union Canal be made with Scottish Canals. Site layout and design
191 191/Craiglockhart Avenue ~[HLS2018 03[P e s22332| gronesf3 1€ o sk 0[N Risk ofE o |Low Ukelinood [No Rk |No Risk Medum  |Medium  [No  [No  [No |ves Contact should be made with Scottish |should take account of this rsk. Consider inclucing ths source of flooding within N o o
Craiglockhart Canals. Surface water flood risk to be the Site Assessment. Review of the surface water 1 in 200 year flood map
considered as part o the re- indicates that there may be flooding issues within/adjacent to the site. This
development, and any risk mitigated [should be investigated further and it is recommended that contact is made with
48 within the design proposals. the flood prevention officer. 7| Medium ves
[The possible p a be
investigated to i Iayout. There isa
Most i the south of the site. our understanding isthat i it culverted underneath Flora
95, 95|Crewe Rosd South  |HLs2018 632 FTP T invereith 323553 674823|Vuinerable  [No Risk 0[N Risk ol 0 NoRisk Nokisk [No isk igh Medum  [No  [No N0 |No stevenson's Primary School. Consider whether this should be included within the Y o o
Use Site Assessment. Review of the surface water 1 in 200 year flood map indicates
that there may be flooding issues within/adjacent to the site. This should be
investigated further and it s recommended that contact is made with the flood
21 o|prevention offier. 12|Medium ves
We agree with the Site Assessment which states that a “flood sk assessment
would be required for this site which has a risk of flooding as part of the site i
within a 1in 200y zone.If
development i required in order to ensure that there is no associated increase in
4. Essential | High
406 406|Crosswinds His2018 50237 |aimond 316709 673153| nfrastructur [Likelihoo | 9.16|No Risk o8 iowLikelinood |ME™ o ik Medum  |Medium  [No  [No  [ves [No flood isk out with the site an o ensure that there s o unacceptable flood isk 15 o
unway N W Likelinood Likelinood for future uses of the site. This ste could incorporate the Gogar Burn diversion
scheme, which could have implications for the layout and design of the.
development.” Should this development go ahead there s arisk that the Gogar
urn realignment, which would deliver multiple benefits, may be jeopardised.
Review of the surface water 1 in 200 year flood map indicates that there may be
flooding issues site. Thisshould further
138, ofand itis hat contact is made with the offcer. 18]igh ves
E— o [The Union Canal is elevated above the site but is 350metres away from site
356 356|Dalry Road L2018 otgvacant 2B o3| 6727023 € o Risk 0[N Risk o|NoRisk  [No Risk Nokisk [NoRisk Nokisk  [NoRisk  [No  [No  [No [ves streets nearby were effected during the 2002 canal breach. We would N o o
102, ctis made with Scottish Canals. o[ Risk ves
I— ot For all developments surface water
310 340/Drumbrae Drive His2018 0as|Open space [ s20u0f Gragaof>r 1€ o misk 0[N Risk o[NoRisk  [No Risk NoRisk |NoRisk NoRisk  [NoRisk  [No  [No  [No [No Id b Due to the steep hill slope adj begivento [N o o
9, within the site design. surface water runoff during o[ Risk ves
We would note that the Site Assessment does not require an FRA. We require an
Site s located adjacent to the fluvial | FRA which sk from th Burn. "
. Jo[ouddingstonpark [ oo oraleduses P07 | sioaial st | rae olwo ris olvorsk  NoRisk ok NoRisk orsk  omsk o o e o flood extent to the Niddrie Burn should be given o any culverts/bridges might may exacerbate flood sk As there|| o 0
South Craigmilar Vulnerable Flooding may be anissu in this area |is an increase in land-use vulnerabiliy the ste may be constrained due to flood
due the modelling approach and |risk. Review of the surface water 1 in 200 year flood map indicates that there ma
therefore SEPA require an flood isk |be flooding issues adjacent to this site. This should be investigated further and it
14 assessment. i de with the fiood prevention officer. 5|Megium ves
We agree with the Site Assessment. We require an FRA which assesses the risk
s o
16 16{South (Duddingston  |HL52018 0.6, 330407 672445 Likelinoo | 20.33(No Risk No Risk No Risk Medum  [Medium  [No  [No  [No [No v 15, o
ot industrial |Craigmillar voinerable | Likelinood Likelinood use ulnerabiltythe ste may be constraine due toflod is. Review ofthe
surface water 1in 200 year flood map indicates that there may be flooding issues
within thissite. This should be investigated further and it is recommended that
5 o|contact is made with the fiood prevention officer. 20High ves
Review of information we hold indicates that the sie i elevated above the
adiacent Union Canal. Review of the surface water 1 in 200 year flood map
Employment - 3. Least Medium
3 35|DumbrydenDrive  |HLS2018 00|V penviana il 320862|  670311[> 1€ o misk 0[N Risk e o [Nomisk NoRisk [NoRisk NoRisk  [NoRisk  [No  [No  [No [ves indicates that there may be flooding issues within this site. This should be N o o
investigated further and it is recommended that contact is made with the flood
9 olprevention officer. 2Jiow ves




The site is cose to the Union Canal at a lacation which has experienced flooding
from this source. Consideration should be given to the isk the canal poses and
ountainorid contact should be madie with Scottish Canals. Site layout and design should take
o salbunde steet saots 108 et sosoot] 6masoe ok olno ris ofMedm | ok NoRisk horsk  homsk o o o ves The sk ofnfastructurefilure shoul account f this ik, Consider ncluding this souce of looding within the Ste . . )
office / Retail [/ Vulnerable Likelinood e considered at this site due tothe |Assessment. Review of the surface water 1in 200 year flood map indicates that
close proximity of the Union Canal. there may be flooding issues within/adjacent to the site. This should be
Contact should be made with Scottish |investigated further and it is recommended that contact is mad with the fiood
19 Canals. prevention officer. 2|tow ves
[The sie s close to the Union Canal which has experienced flooding from this
source. Consideration should be given to the risk the canal poses and contact
100 100/Dundee Terrace His2018 0.18]industrial/  |ge / 323782 672515 % Ino misk 0[N Risk Medlum o pisk NoRisk No Risk NoRisk  [NoRisk  [No  [No  [No [ves The sk of infrastructure falre should should be made with Scotsh Canals. Sie layout and design should ake account o o o
ol o kot Vulnerable Likelinood e considered at ths ste due to the |of this risk. Consider including this source of flooding within the Site Assessment.
close proximity of the Union Canal. |Review of the surface water 1 in 200 year flood map indicates that there may be
Contact should be made with Scottish [flooding isues wi o the site. This should be investigated further
2 Canals. and tis contact is made with offcer. 2|tow ves
ot For all developments surface water
404 404East London Street  [HLS2018 0:38]Employment |City Centre 326033 earanf O INoRisk 0|No Risk o[NoRisk  [NoRisk NoRisk No Risk NoRisk  [NoRisk [No  [No  [No  [No management should be considered N o o o
135, within the site design. NA o|no Risk ves
Agree with the Site Assessment that an FRA i required. We require an FRA which
assesses the risk from the Brunstane Burn, coastal flood rsk, and the interaction
High High between the two sources of flood isk. Consideration should be given to any.
225 225|Eastfield HLs2018 0.63|Retail Portabello / 332729 673139 % |Likelihoo 3.08Likelihoo 5.01|Me™ o pisk Medium - |Medium Medium  |Medium  |ves No No No culverts/bridges might may exacerbate flood risk. The site will ikely be v 15 15 o
Craigmilar Vulnerable Likelinood Likelinood |Likelihood y exacert
Located on the Forth Estuaryand |constrained due to flaod risk. Review of the surface water 1in 200 year flood
adjacent to the Burns Tane Burn. The | map indicates that there may be flooding issues within/adjacent to the site. This
site s shown to be within the area of  |should be investigated further and it s recommended that contact is madie with
5 erosion susceptibiliy the flood prevention officer. 22]High No
Flooding nearby from the Gogar Burn in 2000. Surface water flooding also caused
problems in nearby infrastructure. As with site 514, we recommend that the
applicant undertakes a detailed FRA which assesses the rsk from the Gogar Burn,
High i edium taking into account any recent changes to the landscape, e.g. tramway, and also
o1, Edinburgh 205 316144 672743 Likelinoo | 5.76|No Risk o Low Likelinood | No Risk Noisk  [NoRisk  [No  [No  |No any other small watercourses that may pose a sk to the site. We would stress  |Y 15, o o
nsites Likelinood Likelinood
d that any along the Gogar Burn o
lignment, therefore we would i i hto
flooding in West Edinburgh. This would ensure that the major expansion planned
for this area will have place-making at the centre of its expansion, and would
d flooding . with the Gogar
7414 Burn. This was also highlighted in our response in 2013 (PCS129466, EIA Scoping) 15|Medium ves
LiDAR suggests 4.5m height difference between closest boundary of the site to
the Water of Leith but area appears to have quite heavily modified ground levels
Edinburgh Com ' ’ Medium ) ' ' ' ' ’
7, 322104 671118) No Risk 0|No Risk o Low Likelinood |No Risk  [No Risk Nokisk  [NoRisk  [No  [No [ves and raised ground between site and Water of Leith. | would recommend that an Y o o o
Exchange nsites Likelinood
A is provided for the site just to make sure there i suffcient heigh difference.
Further information willbe available from the Water of Leith study. Ste not withi
299 the flood scheme area of benefit 8|Medium ves
Small proportions of the site impacted
by coastal fiood risk, and future fiood
g Medium risk from the water of Leith. Flood risk
assessment is required to confirm
9 ew 1 Carryover 26.26 328281 676188 o Risk 0|igh Likel] __0.74|Medium Li|no Risk Medium Liki Medium Likelihor ves  INo  no levels for the site and the rsk. v o 15 o 2a]pigh ves
Leith Docks has partial inundation from
both fluvial and coastal sources. A
" ’ flood risk assessment is required to
NoRisk - |NoRisk consider and should be undertaken in
conjunction with other areas t Leith
o ew e Carryover 146.58) 327103 677229 igh Likel]__37.67]igh Likel Lik|No Risk Medium Liki Medium Likelihor ves  INo  no Docis. v 15 15 o 23]igh ves
Small proportion of the site located
within the Coastal flood outiine. Flood
Medium | Medium risk assessment wil be required to
confirm development measures. There
area number of locations of surface
1 |ew 2 Carryover 1515 322331677299 No Risk 0| igh Likel]__14.82]igh Likelin{No Risk NoRisk | Medium Likelinor ves N0 |no water flooding within this area. v o 15, o 23] High ves
Based on LIDAR, the ste 7 bove the banks of
[the Water of Leith. Review of the surface water 1in 200 year flood map indicates
Employment - 3. Least Medium
151 151/Eyre Place His2018 041V nvereith sasags| grasasl> € IoRisk 0[N Risk of e o Risk NoRisk |NoRisk NoRisk  [NoRisk  [No  |ves  [ves [No that there may be flooding isues within/adjacent to the ste. This should be o o 4
investigated further and it is recommended that contact is made with the flood
4 olprevention officer. 1ltow ves
128 128Eyre Terrace HLs2018 2.40|vacant Inverleith 325264 674764 3 noRisk o[ Risk ol ien N Risk NoRisk |NoRisk NoRisk  |NoRisk  |No Ves No No fReview o Lin stes that there may be o o |
Vulnerable Likelinood flooding issues tothe site. This should igated further
a0, ofanditis contact is made with offcer. 2|tow ves
et/ ot For all developments surface water
85, 85|Falcon Road West  |HLs2018 010|(0 ce [Mormngsie | 32asss| a71a0afl 1 |nosisk 0[N Risk 0[NoRisk  [Low Likelinood |No Risk  |No Risk NoRisk  [NoRisk  [No  [No  [ves [No management should be considered N o o o
1 within the site design. N/A 1]tow ves
o For alldevelopments surface water
330 330[Ferry Road His2018 0.08|petrol station [Forth sase60 7ses1f 0 INoRisk 0|No Risk o|NoRisk  [No Risk Nokisk [No isk Nokisk  [NoRisk  [No  [No  [No [No Imanagement should be considered N o o o
86, within the site design. /A o[ Risk ves
T Most For alldevelopments surface water
9| 9|Gillspie Crescent  |HLS2018 1.17|Community  [City Centre 324760 672501 Vulnerable  |No Risk 0|No Risk o[NoRisk  [NoRisk NoRisk No Risk NoRisk  [NoRisk  [No  [No  [No [ves management should be considered N o o o
2, use within the site design. N/A o|no Risk ves
verton; Most For al developments surface water
187] Dyk 0.26]Community | 40 328750 668414|Vulnerable  |No Risk 0|No Risk o[NoRisk  [NoRisk Nokisk |No isk Nokisk  [NoRisk  [No  [No  [No [No imanagement should be considered N o o o
45 use within the site design. /A o[ Risk ves
Fluvial flood risk along the northern
and eastern boundary of the proposed
%) Gimerton Gateway 320858 668225 No Risk 0|No Risk of/1e" No Risk NoRisk |No Risk NoRisk  [NoRisk  [No  [No  |No fte. Afloodrisk (Commented on mixed use dev in 2018 (PCS158736, 18/01557/PPP). Identifed it a1 o o o
nsites Likelinood assessment should be undertaken'to |being surface water flood sk to the site only and we did not object. There is a
confirm the flood extents along with |small watercourse nearby but we do not hold any aditional information to
379 proposals suggest ite is a rsk. 3jtow ves
High edium edium & toarea i 2019. 1 don't have
2 Glenogle Road o 325023 674995, Likelinoo | 54.79]No Risk oftfenem o Risk e o |vo Risk NoRisk  [NoRisk  [No  [ves [No Flood isk from fluvial and surface [access to the post-flood at thistime. t 15, o 4
d water. A flood risk assessment would |appear to extent along the site boundary. We would recommend an FRA but site
be required to support development in |may not be suitable for housing and you may wish to consider removing or wait
061, this area. until further information is available from the Water of Leith stucy. 20)igh ves
Founanbria s eat vedium ooamg s et the . T ol s et
sg, Sa|Gorgie Park Close | (52018 0.72{Sortng office [ge / 322792 671810 No Risk 0[N Risk o No Risk NoRisk |NoRisk NoRisk  [NoRisk  [No  [No  [No [ves ; o o o
o okt Vulnerable Likelinood and itis recommended that contact is made with the flood prevention officer.
Review of the information we hold, the surface water adjacent to the site is
" o|picking up the low iated with the railway line. 2|tow ves
[The site appears to be surrounded by
the Low Likelihood fluvial flood outline.
Fountainbrid Low b .
401 ag| 008l Road HLs2018 0.93(Employment |ge 22023 67651> %% likelinoo | 19.25[No Risk 0 No Risk Medum o pi Medium  |Medium  |No No No ves A flood isk assessment s required to v 8 0 0
(Caledonian Packaging) e vuinerable | Likelinood Likelinood confirm flood extents including
access/egress. Surface water flood risk
s shown to be adjacent to the sie this
134, risk should be investigated. o 12|Medium ves
Surface Water risk should be
Fountainbrid .
2l 62|Gorgie Road (east)  [HLS2018 3.36[mPloyment -, 3225as| 671089[ 14 |no sk 0|No Risk ofMedt™ o pisk NoRisk No Risk Medium  |Medium  [No No es |ves considered as part ofany proposal to N o o o
office . Vulnerable Likelinood develop this site, taking account of
13 ciimate change. o 5|Megium ves
Agree with Site Assessment requiring an FRA. An FRA s required to assess the risk
Medium {rom the Gogar Burn and Stank Burn. Site may be constrained and housing may
396| 396|Gylemuir Road HLs2018 0:89|Vacant Corstorehine | 515100) 672708 L2 |Likelinoo 100|No Risk of U™ iow Likelihood | MEIU™ o sk High Medium ~ |No No No No ot be sui Review of the 1in v flood map \ 1| 0 o
|/ Murrayfield Vulnerable Likelinood Likelinood
f indicates that there may be flooding issues adjacent to the site. This should be
westigated further and it i recommended that contact is made with the flood
130, olprevention officer. 27]igh o
Pluvial maps show clear flow pathways
orsk o mik rough the sie. These should be
considered as part of the drainage
9 156 15 CarryOver 309 320275 67127 o Risk o[ Risk 0|igh Likelin{Low Likelinood |No Risk __|No Risk o INo no design. N o o o 1/tow ves
Pluvial maps show clear flow pathways
through the site. These should be
Hieh edum considered as part of the drainage
7 56 28 Carryover 404 328011 669159) o Risk o[ Risk 0|igh Likelin{No Risk No Risk__|No Risk o INo no design N o o o 4ltow ves
Pluvial maps show clear flow pathways
orsk o ik hrough the sie. These should be
considered as part of the drainage
i 156 30 Carryover 541 328809 66982 Mediumt] _0.4No Risk 0| Medium Lik|o Risk Miedium LikiNo Risk o INo no design. v 1 o o 5|Medium ves
Pluvial maps show clear flow pathways
orsk o ik hrough the sie. These should be
considered as part of the drainage
o 156 31 Carryover 573 320330 669202 o Risk o[ Risk 0|igh Likelin{Low Likelinood |No Risk __|No Risk o INo no design. N o o o 1/tow ves
nomsk o risk No know sources of flood risk. A
3 56 32 Carryover 3841 312052677547 o Risk o[ Risk 0|igh Likelin{No Risk o Risk__|No Risk o INono surface water N o o o o[ Risk ves
Localised pockets of surface water
flooding shown within the site.
High Mediom Drainage assessment to consider
opportunites to aleviate this flooding
4 56 5 Carryover 501 313596) 672475 No Risk o[ Risk o|No Risk__|No Risk o Risk _|No Risk o N0 no within the site. N o o o 4ltow ves
05 mapping shows there is
orsk o ik waterbody/watercourse within the site
Investigation and supporting flood risk
assessment i require to understand
5 56 7 Carryover 432 320638 673165 No Risk o] Risk 0| Medium Lik|Low Likelinood |No Risk__|No Risk o Ino  no jthe potential risk n ths area. v o o o 6 Medium ves

Consider removal

Partial areas of the site impacted.
Consideration to be given to buffer
zones around the Gogar Burn and tie in
with aspiration to realign the Gogar
Burn.

Likely that flood mechanism i for out
of bank flooding upstream of site,
which will be conveyed through street.
Largely inundated at the low likelinood
event with flows in channel at the
[Medium event.



We agree with th FRA. There
regarding the Braid Burn Flood Protection Scheme and its interaction with the
Pow Burn. We require an FRA which assesses both the Braid Burn and the Pow
Burn. C: be given to any. i

Site on the boundary of the Medium
[flood outline and partially covered at
the low probability. This combined
with surface water could make access
egress and issue and this will need
investigated.

Partial development only, 50% with the
[Medium flood outline. With full site
within the Low Likelihood event

Partial site development. Based on
confirmation of Water of Leith flood
study information.

Unless confirmation from CEC flood
[team agree to be included due to
WATER of Leith Modelling and ground
elevation

Primarily fluvial flood risk with the
entire site within the Medium
likelihood event.

small proportion of the site impacted.
Largely developable.

Spans the Niddrie Burn and flood
extents in the area should be
considered.

Low likelihood flooding and within the
ICEC Wol FPS benefit area to be
confirmed with CEC flood protection
[team

Partial development, i safe access
egress can be achieved. Site should be
consider as part of a holistic flood risk
assessment of the Murray Burn,

" High i edium Site s shown to be within both High |exacerbate flood risk. As this area s identified for numerous development plots
L2018 465, Newirgion Likelinoo ol o0 s No Risk Likelinood fluvial isk and surface water |we would recommend  the council consider a holistic approach and undertake a |Y
flooding. The Braid Burn s the source | wider FRA which wilinform suitable development locations and land-use types.
of fluval flood risk and itis here and we may dincrease in
use. Review of 1in map indicates
undertaken to confirm flood extents in [that there may be flooding issues within/adjacent to the site. This should be
the area prior to the re-developr further and it contact is made with the flood
1 this area. prevention officer. 20]High
Most For al developments surface water
L2018 006, City Centre Vulnerable N Risk No Risk No Risk No Risk Due to the steep roads adjacent to be given to
3 use within the site design. surface water runoff during design o Risk
Similar to my comments for other stes i this area. At least 50% of the site is
High within the 1:200 year food extent. Surface water flood risk willalso need
Medium Medium
o Likelinoo | 1 e e No Risk considered. We would recommend an FRA but site may not be suitable for
d Inousing and you may wish to consider removing or madifying allocation or wait
unto further information s available from the Water of Lith study. Site not withir}
160 [the flood scheme area of benefit. 26]vigh
Adiacent to the Water of Leith and
High shown to be within the High Likelihood
HLs2018 051 Sighthil/ Likeinoo ol edum No Risk of luvialflooding and iere s srce
Gorgie Likelinood Likelinood
d water flooding adjacent to the ste. An
A i required to confirm the
49) suitabiliy of this sie. o 21]pigh
Adjacent to the Water of Leith and
High shown to be within the High Likelinood
HLs2018 014 Sighthill/ 3 Least G ihoo Medium Medium N Risk o fluvial flooding and there is surface
Gorgie. Vulnerable Likelinood Likelinood -
4 water fooding adjacent to the ste. An
A i required to confirm the
) suitabilty of this site. potential removal 26]High
) 3. Least ’ Medium . Review of 1in i indicates that there may be
His2018 Leith Walk Vuierable |0 sk Likelihood o Risk Medium flooding ssues within the site. This should be investigated further and it is N
a7, de with the flood prevention officer. 5|Megium
Review of the surface water mapping
show there i a High Likiehood of
HLs2018 a. Leith Walk et o risk of 18" No Risk Medium surface water, within the development
Vulnerable Likelinood
site. Consideration should be given to
surface water fiooding within the
7, drainage strategy for the site. o 5|Medium
[The site is . Review of
HLs2018 010 Portobello/ et o risk ofMedum No Risk No Risk [the surface water 1in 200 year flood map indicates that there may be flooding
Craigmilar Vulnerable Likelinood
{ssues within/adjacent to the site. This should be investigated further and itis
53, is made with the flood prevention officer. 2|tow
o For all developments surface water
3 L2018 015, City Centre e e [NoRisk No Risk No Risk No Risk management should be considered
81 within the site design. /A o[ Risk
torphi 3. Least Review tin there may be
a0 o4 |/ Murrayfield Vaneraple | N° R Oluikelinood o Risk edum flooding issues wi to the site. This should be investigated further
131 ofanditis contact is made with offcer. 5|Medium
[There is an unnamed drain/minor
watercourse which flows from the
8300 east towards the River Almond.
Medium [The channel appears to be man made
105.47] Likelihoo of 18" edum Medium v sssociated it he nearby
Likelinood Likelinood
residential properties.  Consideration
should be give to the layout of the
development with regards to fluvial
and surface water flood outines. A
flood risk assessment willbe required
Greenficld o support 17]high
Fountainbrid Most
B L2018 082 o (neraple N fisk o Risk o Risk o Risk Review of LDAR indicates a 10 metre difference between the Water of Leith and
50, ofthe site. 1jtow
Fountainbrid Most  [High
3 HLs2018 0.1 e/ Vulnerable |Likelihoo 1 No Risk edium No Risk
o Likelinood Adjacent to the Water of Leith. Flood
15, o 2a]nigh
Site s clevated above the Water of Leith based on LIDAR the site has an 8 metre
height difference compared with the Water of Leith. However, the site appears to
. e directly adjacent and below the Canal. Consideration should be given to the
Fountainbrid Medium sk the canal poses and contact should be made with Scottish Canals. Site layout
3 His2018 0.6, No Risk ol No Risk High ! h " N
o okt Likelinood The risk of should this isk. Consider including this source of
be considered at this site due tothe |flooding within the Site Assessment. Review of the surface water 1in 200 year
close proximity of the Union Canal. [flood map indicates that there may be flooding ithin/ad the site.
Contact should be made with Scottish[This should be investigated further and it i recommended that contact is made
14l Canals. with the flood prevention officer. 7|Megium
Commented on this ste recently (pre-app, PC5173478). We recommended that
the applicant undertakes  detailed FRA which assesses the risk from the Gogar
urn, taking ino account any recent changes to the landscape, e.g. tramway, and
High i edium a1s0 any other small watercourses that may pose a isk to the site. We would
Likelinoo ol ’ No Risk stress that any further development along the Gogar Burn corridor may proibit
nsites Likelinood Likelinood
future realignment, therefore we would be supportive of a more holistic
approach to flooding in West Edinburgh. This would ensure that the major
expansion planned for this area will have place-making at the centre of s
expansion, and would improve current environmental and flooding isues
13.20 associated with the Gogar Burn.” 15|Medium
nsites 0.6 o Risk No Risk No Risk No Risk [No flood risk shown from any sources. |No FRA required. 0|No Risk.
Lots of consultations for this general area over the years. Boundary along Littie
Low i edium France Drive may be at isk of flooding from the Niddrie Burn. The Niddrie Burn
o Likelinoo ol 0 i Medium flood stucy should be used to inform the isk along the boundary. Surface water
f flood risk should be considered. Majority of the site s developable from a SEPA
4206 flood 10|Medium
’ Medium . . . ;
o No Risk ol No Risk No Risk [The Ferry Burn, based o historic maps, is to the north of the site. No FRA
106 ired but water flood risk will need considered. 2|tow
Historic looding along the Magdalene Burn was in part attrbuted o water
Flood risk from the Gogar Burn to the  |entering it from the Niddrie Burn. Thisrisk should be mitigated by the
ih western boundary. Consideration is o realignment to the Niddrie Burn. The Magdalene Burn s culverted through the.
o No Risk e oo No Risk Medium be give to preservation of the green [site and we therefore recommend an FRA to understand thi rsk and the location)
corridorinthis area and potential for |condition and capacity of the culvert. Although ot within my remit an FRA
d reduction offlood [undertaken for the adjacent site did also mention disturbed ground from old
761 risk within the catchment. mine workings on this site 11|Medium
) 3. Least ’ Mediom . Review of 1in flood map indicates that there may be
B His2018 108 Leith Walk Vuinerable |0 sk O|Likelihood o Risk Medium fiooding ssues site. This should e N
44 ofand itis hat contact is made with the offcer. 5|Megium
) 3. Least ’ Medium . Review of 1in flood map indi be
2 HLs2018 058 Leith Walk Vuinerable |0 sk Likelihood o Risk Medium fiooding ssues site. This shoul further
7, ofand itis hat contact is made with the offcer. 5|Megium
No mention of flood risk within Site Assessment. We require an FRA which
assesses the risk from the Stenhouse Burn along the boundary of the site and may
serton/ s teast ) i ) There s smallwatercourse tothe _[be partall clverted. Consideraton should be gven to any culvertsbridges
2 L2018 671, ot e e |NoRisk ol 0 No Risk High south of which tisk. Review of the surface water 1in 200 year flood
nighlighted on the surface water maps. |map indicates that there may be flooding issues within the site. This should be
Consideration should be givento investigated further and it is recommended that contact is made with the fiood
75, potential fluvial flood risk. prevention officer. 12|Medium
Located on the banks of the Water of
Leith potentially affecting the
functional floodplan. There is known
High nistorical flooding in this area from the
His2018 050 | Leith walk 3 Least oo Medium Medium N Risk Water of Leith with flooding reported
Vulnerable Likelinood Likelinood
d to affect large proportion of th site. A
detailed FRA willbe required to fully
understand the isk n this area and
consultation required with SEPA over
39 their position on this site. o 2a]nigh
the potential for ithin or
craigentiony immedately acjacent o the site, however review of istoic maps does not
szots 080 et | ofHien o Risk o risk clearly identify any. This may require further ground nvestigation. Review of the
Vulnerable Likelinood surface water 1in 200 indicates that there may gissues
within/adjacent to the site. This should be investigated further and it is
with the floo
27, 0|surface water Flood Map i picking up low points associated with Clockmill Lane 8|Megium
Located on the bank of the Water of
) ! i » » e ity prenaly fceng
ighthil least | edium edium ’ the functiona flood plain.  There isa
x His2018 047 Gorgie Vuherable | 1<€M°° Likelihood Likelihood o Risk known flood history in the area a
detaled FRA will be required to fully
understand the risk n the area.
51 c with SEPAis required. __|otential removal 19]High
) 3. Least ’ Medium . Review of 1in flood map i
B His2018 103 Leith Walk Vuinerable |0 sk Likelihood o Risk Medium fiooding ssues site. This should further
38, ofand itis hat contact is made with the offcer. 4ltow




Holistic flood risk assessment of the
murrayburn area required to confirm
flood extents. 50% of the site with the
Medium flood outline.

But only developable with a holistic
flood risk assessment which confirms
flood extents and opportunities to
reduce flood risk in this area.

But only developable with a holistic
flood risk assessment which confirms
flood extents and opportunities to
reduce flood risk in this area. 36% of
lthe site is within the Medium flood
extent.

INo Fluvial, Coastal flood risk

site located on the edge of the
floodplain.

Holistic approach with other
developments at Leith Dock and Water
of Leith required.

Low Review tin there may be
147 147|McDonald Road (4)  [HLS2018 Leith Walk 326131 675218 No Risk ol oo NoRisk [NoRisk No Risk No [ves i o et e e b et i
40 ofanditis contact is made with officer. o[ Risk ves
Sie adjacent to Broughton Burn on the
northern boundary. Surface water
i flooding is indicated within the site and |No mention of lood risk within Site Assessment. Review of historic maps indicated|
255 255|McDonald Road (8)  [HLS2018 061, Leith Walk 326017 675358 No Risk ol 0 Nokisk [No Risk No Risk No [ves potential Scottish Water flooding. A the Broughton Burn may be culverted beneath the site. We require an FRA which Y
flood risk assessment is required to  assesses the isk from this source. Review of the surface water 1in 200 year flood
investigate the potential historical | map indicates that there may be flooding issues within the site. This should be
culvert and flood risk from the investigated further and it s recommended that contact is made with the flood
68, Broughton Burn. prevention officer. 7|Megium ves
Craigentinn
337 337|Montrose Terrace  [HLS2018 0.8 | sasom| e No Risk 0|No Risk NoRisk |No Risk No Risk No  [no Foralldevelopments surface water N
A management hould be considered )
92, within the site design. /A o[ Risk ves
verton; For all developments surface water
374 374|Moredun ParkLoan  [HLS2018 033, ot 328974 669450 No Risk 0[N Risk Nokisk [No Risk No Risk No  [No management should be considered N
12 within the site design. /A o[ Risk ves
375 375 Moredun Park View  [HLS2018 023 berton / 329037 669279 No Risk ofMedum NoRisk |NoRisk No Risk No  [no Review of the surface water 1 200 year flood map indicates that there may be |
Gimerton Likelinood flooding issues tothe site. This should igated further
13, ofanditis contact is made with offcer. 2|tow ves
Smallarea of surface water flooding on
Morri ’ igh ’ ’ /the development ste and flooding
9 Road nsites 32877 eeo131] o Risk likeioo o Risk - [No Risk Medium Nefhe rom theScatish Waternetwork at the N
0.5% AP event. Consideration should
067, be given to surface water. No FRA required but surface water flood risk will need considered. 6|Medium ves
394 394|Muirhouse Bank  [HLS2018 032 Almond 321605 675518 No Risk o|Mediom NoRisk |NoRisk No Risk No  [no Review of the surface water 1 200 year flood map indicates that there may be |
Likelinood flooding issues tothe site. This should igated further
127, ofanditis contact is made with offcer. 2|tow ves
99) 99|Murieston Lane His2018 o. hunil/ 323354 67249 No Risk Medium NoRisk |NoRisk No Risk No  [no Review of the surface water 1 200 year flood map Indicates that there may be |
Gorgie. Likelinood flooding issues tothe site. This should igated further
2 ofanditis contact is made wit offcer. 2|tow ves
Agree with Site Assessment. We require an FRA which assesses the risk from the
[Murray Burn which i culverted beneath or adjacent to the site. There is limited
nformation available on the location and flood risk associated with the Murray
vediom urn and the site may be heavily constrained due to flood risk and council may
199 199|Murrayburn Drive  [HLS2018 0.1 pentland Hils| 319499 670209 Likelinoo o|Mediom Medum o Risk No Risk No  [no [wish to remove ths allacation. Due to thelarge number of allocaions along the
Likelinood Likelinood [Murray Burn we would recommend the counciltake 3 holistc approach and
determine the flood risk from this source to inform suitable development types
and locations. Review of the surface water 1in 200 year flood map indicates that
there may be flooding isues adjacent to the site. This should be investigated
further and it is recommended that contact is made with the fiood prevention
52, Olofficer. 18]nigh ves
35 35|Murraybum Gate  |HLS2018 054 pentland Hill|  319945| 669877 No Risk of NoRisk |NoRisk No Risk No No Review o r 1in ates that there may be ||
Likelinood flooding issues tothe site. This should igated further
7 ofanditis contact is made with offcer. 1ltow ves
Agree with Site Assessment. We require an FRA which assesses the risk from the
[Murray Burn which i culverted beneath or adjacent to the site. Tere is limited
information available on the location and flood risk associated with the Murray
ediom urn and the site may be heavily constrained due to flood risk and council may
) s7|wurraybum road () [ruszons hehill s062] 670620) e vedium Mecium [ edium o o wish toremove thisalocation. Due o the arge number o allocatons along the |
Gorgie. Likelinood Likelinood [Murray Burn we would recommend the counciltake 3 holistc approach and
determine the flood risk from this source to inform suitable development types
and locations. Review of the surface water 1in 200 year flood map indicates that
there may be flooding isues adjacent to the site. This should be investigated
further and it is recommended that contact is made with the fiood prevention
f Olofficer. 21]pigh ves
Agree with Site Assessment. We require an FRA which assesses the risk from the
[Murray Burn which i culverted beneath or adjacent to the site. There is limited
nformation available on the location and flood risk associated with the Murray
urn and the site may be heavily constrained due to flood risk and council may
hthill / Medium High edium wish to remove this allocation. Due to the large number of allocations along the
361 361|Murrayburn Road (8) [HLS2018 1 320775 670746 Likelinoo ol / No Risk No Risk No  [no f v
Gorgie. Likelinood Likelinood [Murray Burn we would recommend the counciltake 3 holistc approach and
determine the flood risk from this source to inform suitable development types
and locations. Review of the surface water 1in 200 year flood map indicates that
there may be flooding issues adjacent to the site. This should be investigated
further and it is recommended that contact is made with the fiood prevention
104 Olofficer. 17]high ves
Site adjacent to the Union Canal but clevated above it We would recommend
that contact is made with Scottish Canals to better understand the flood sk to
260 Seo|MurravbumRoad | o) pentiona ] 319728) 670080 o sk olwo risk ok NoRisk o sk o e the ste. Review ofthe suface water 1in 200 year flood map ndicaes tha there |
(Murrayburn Motors) may be flooding issues within/adjacent to the site. This should be investigated
further and it is recommended that contact is made with the fiood prevention
109, Olofficer. o[ Risk ves
Located adjacent to the Water of Leith,
igh shown to be out with the flood extents.|
8 8.1|Newhaven Road () |HLS2018 052 Leith Walk a26338| 6759073 “ Likelihoo o[ Medim Vedium - |Medium No Risk No [ves Surface water flood risk is shown N
Likelinood Likelinood |Likelihood : ’ ’
d adiacent to the site and consideration
should be given to this as part of the
' drainage strategy. o 1jtow ves
Located adjacent to the Water of Leith.
[There are indications of low likelihood
of fluvial lood risk, with the Water of
i » » » Lt bl poentaly et i
) ! edium edium | Medium ’ location. A flood sk assessment
8 8.2|Newhaven Road () [HLS2018 0.47, Leith Walk 326191 676002 Likelinoo L i e iy [noRisk No [ves e e v
flood risk a this location. Surface
water flood risk is shown adjacent to
the site and consideration should be
given to this s part of the drainage
136, strategy. o 15|Medium ves
Located adjacent to the Water of Leith.
[There are indications of low likelihood
of fluvial flood risk, with the Water of
i » » » el poentaly et i
) ! edium edium | Medium location. A flood sk assessment
8 8.3|Newhaven Road () [HLS2018 133 Leith Walk 326095 675903 Likelihoo ofte e o ey [Medium No [ves e e v
flood risk a this location. Surface
water flood risk is shown adjacent to
the site and consideration should be
given to this s part of the drainage
137, strategy. o 18]ighn ves
266 idrie Mains Road (A) [HL52018 121 Portabelo / s28071| 6717393 4 No Risk 0|No Risk NoRisk |NoRisk High No Yes Review of in 200 year flood hat there may be |
Craigmilar flooding issues site. This should be investig itis
7 de with the fiood prevention offier. 4ltow ves
[ believe this s /been built. Review Tin 200 year
. Portobello / ’ High ) ) ’ flood map indicates that there may be flooding in/adi he site.
32 352|Niddrie Mains Road (8) | HLs2018 107 Craigmilar 320128 671552 o Risk Oluikelivood o Risk - [No Risk o Risk Nofhe [This should be investigated further and it I recommended that contactis made | "
100, olwith the flood prevention officer. 4ltow ves
Based on LIDAR information, the site is >mAOD and therefore not considered to
157 157|North Fort Street [HLS2018 005, Forth 326006 676914 No Risk 0[N Risk NoRisk |NoRisk No Risk No  [no e at ik from the coast/narbour area. Review of the surface water 1 1n 200 year
for floor there may be flooding issues adjacent to the site. This
management should be considered [should be investigated further and it is recommended that contact is made with
) within the site design. the flood prevention officer. o[ Risk ves
Site Assessment does not request an FRA. Based on LIDAR, part of the site is
approximately SMAOD. An FRA is required to assess the isk from the Water of
Leith and coastalinteraction, including the operation of the harbour. Site may be
edium constrained. We the counciltake a
387 387|North Leith Sands [HLS2018 177 Leith 326221 67691 No Risk ol NoRisk [No Risk Medium No  [no development within the tidal reach of the Water of Leith and harbour areato |V
Within the Port of Leith area and inform development type, location and mitigation. Access/egress will lso require
consideration should be given to the ideration. Review of the surface water 1in 200 year fig i
flood risk from the coastal zone, as this there may be flooding issues adjacent to the site. This should be investigated
site Ibeititis not [further and it i s made with the flood prevention
120 shown with the flood mapping. offcer. 10|Medium ves
336 336|Norton Park HLs2018 0.8 Leith Walk 327191 674610| No Risk o|Medium NoRisk |NoRisk Medium No No fReview o i i ates that there may be |
Likelinood flooding issues tothe site. This should igated further
o1 ofanditis contact is made with offcer. 10|Medium ves
From LIDAR, most of the site s around 5-5.5mAOD. We would recommend an
edium A here to understand the interaction between the Water of Leith, Leith dacks,
81, (Ocean Drive o 327421 676702 No Risk 0.05|No Risk Nomsk (M [oRisk s [No Flood risk from the Water of Leith and_|and coastal interaction. Would strongly recommend a holistic FRA for this area  |Y
2 flood risk assessment will be required |due to the amount of regeneration proposed around Leith Docks. Site may be
0.9 o support development in this area. __|constrained 8|Megium ves
From LIDAR, most of the ste is between 4.5-5.5mAOD. We would recommend an|
High A here to understand the interaction between the Water of Leith, Leith docks,
I Medium Medium  |Medium ' ) : .
23 Ocean Terminal 326627 67709 Likelinoo 1. 06/ ’ ’ No Risk s [No Flood risk from coastal, fluial and |and coastal interaction. Would strongly recommend a holistic FRA for this area  |Y
nsites Likelinood Likelinood |Likelihood
f surface water. A flood rsk assessment |due to the amount of regeneration proposed around Leith Docks. Commented on
would be required to support site (PCS147332, 16/02815/PPP) in 2016 for a hotel development. ite may be
522 in ths area. constrained 20high ves

FRA must consider access egress to the
site. Small proportions within the flood
zone. Consultation with SEPA will be

required.




106,

HLS2018

Retail

Southside /
Newington

327688|

671200|

Low
Likelinoo

19.86|No Risk

0[No Risk

No Risk

No Risk

No Risk

No

We agree with th FRA. There
regarding the Braid Burn Flood Protection Scheme and its interaction with the
Pow Burn. We require an FRA which assesses both the Braid Burn and the Pow
Burn. Consideration should be
exacerbate flood risk. As this area s identified for numerous development plots
we would recommend the council consider a holistic approach and undertake a
wider FRA which willinform suitable development locations and land-use types.
here and we may d increase in

use. Review of 1in map indicates
[that there may be flooding issues within/adjacent to the site. This should be
investigated further and it s recommended that contact is made with the flood
0prevention officer.

5|Medium

HLS2018

Vacant

Almond

312071

672771

Medium
Likelihoo
o

1.49|No Risk

0[No Risk

Medium
Likelihood

No Risk

No Risk

No

Site Assessment does not require the River Almond to be assessed. We require
an FRA which assesses the flood risk from the River Almond. Consideration should
be given to any culverts/bridges might may exacerbate flood risk. Review of the
surface water 1in 200 year flood map indicates that there may be flooding issues
adjacent to/within the site. This should be investigated further and it is

ntactis made with the flood prevention officer.

10|Medium

HLs2018

office

Inverleith

323753/

674404

No Risk

ofNo Risk

ofNo Risk

No Risk

No Risk

No Risk

No

W of hich Flora St

For
[management should be considered
within the site design.

Th elevated above this watercourse. Due to th
steep road adjacent to the site consideration should be given to surface water
runoff during site layout design

o|No Risk

HLs2018

Employment -
office

Inverleith

32369|

674271

No Risk

ofNo Risk

ofNo Risk

No Risk

No Risk

No Risk

No

For all developments surface water

within the site design.

N/A

0[N Risk

108

HLs2018

Community

Sighthill /
Gorgie

321061/

670357

No Risk

ofNo Risk

o[No Risk

No Risk

No Risk

No Risk

No

site adjacent to the Union Canal. We would recommend that contact is made
with Scottish Canals to better understand the flood risk to the site. Review of the
surface water 1in 200 year flood map indicates that there may be flooding issues
within/adjacent to the site. This should be investigated further and itis

is made with the flood prevention officer.

0[N Risk

HLS2018

Employment -

industrial

Portobello /
Craigmillar

328692

e71emf> -

No Risk

0[No Risk

o|Mieh
Likelihood

No Risk

No Risk

High

Review of in flood map indi nat there may be
flooding issues within the site. This should be investigated further and itis
de with the flood prevention officer.

7|Medium

101

HLS2018

Retail

Southside /
Newington

327839)

671484

Low
Likelinoo

0.49|No Risk

oftow
Likelihood

No Risk

No Risk

No Risk

[No mention of flood risk in Site Assessment. There is uncertainty regarding the
Braid Burn Flood Protection Scheme and its interaction with the Pow Burn. We
require an FRA which assesses both the Braid Burn and the Pow Burn.
(Consideration should be given to any culverts/bridges might may exacerbate
flood risk. As this area is identified f
recommend the council consider a holistic approach and undertake a wider FRA
which willinform suitable development locations and land-use types.
here. Review of the 1in 200 year

oo hat there may be flooding ithin/adj the site.
[This should be investigated further and itis recommended that contact is made
with the flood prevention officer.

HLs2018

Leith Walk

326201

676275,

No Risk

o[No Risk

ofNo Risk

No Risk

No Risk

No Risk

(Based on LIDAR information, the site s approximately 10 metres above the Water
of Leith. Review of the surface water 1 in 200 year fi i ther
may be flooding to the site. Although this appears to

For water

o g the Water of Leith Walkway. This should be investigated

within the site design.

further and cor de with the flood prevention
officer.

-1|No Risk

HLs2018

Retail

Craigentinny

Duddingston

328588|

674132 3 L

No Risk

ofNo Risk

ofMieh
Likelihood

No Risk

No Risk

Medium

No

Review of historic maps does not indicate a small watercourse on site. Review of

the surface water 1 in 200 year flood map indicates that there may be flooding

i i o the site. This should be investigated further and itis
ntactis made with the flood prevention officer.

11|Medium

HLs2018

Vacant

Liberton /
Gilmerton

327330|

668475

No Risk

ofNo Risk

oftow
Likelihood

No Risk

No Risk

No Risk

No

[The site is 2 minimum of 2.5 metres above the watercourse at the lowest point
0fand 75 metres away from Burn

HLS2018

Employment -

industrial

Southside /
Newington

326408

s71001[>

No Risk

0[No Risk

o|Medium
Likelihood

No Risk

No Risk

No Risk

No

Review of in flood i nat there may be
flooding issues within the site. This should be investigated further and itis
de with the flood prevention officer.

HLs2018

MoD

Colinton /
Fairmilehead

322374

1.Most
669330|

Low
Likelihoo

42.17|No Risk

High

O|Likelihood

No Risk

No Risk

High

No

[Agree with Site Assessment requirement for an FRA. In our Place Brief
consultation we stated "The Water of Leith to the west of the site is situated
within a deep gorge and therefore there is litle risk form this source of flooding.
Due to the large area identified as potentially vulnerable to surface water
flooding, this would require careful consideration to ensure any existing property
or infrastructure are not at increased risk of flooding, and no proposed property
or infrastructure are at risk of flooding. We would note that development may be
constrained at this location. Although there may be an opportunity here to
reduce surface water flooding to existing areas. * As the standard of protection
offered by the Braid Burn Flood Protection Scheme is unknown we would

FRA s undertaken to inform development type and layout.

14|Medium

nsites

327017

676852]

High
Likelihoo
d

0[No Risk

0[No Risk

Medium
Likelihood

No Risk

No Risk

Yes

No

Site has a small proportion of flooding
within the low likelihood of fluvial

(Commented on this site recently (PCS173602, pre-app). From LIDAR, most of the.
site is around SmAOD. We would recommend an FRA here to understand the

flooding. FRA should confirm the flood  [interaction between the Water of Leith, Leith docks, and coastal interaction.

levels along the boundary at Little
France Drive.

[Would strongly recommend a holistic FRA for this area due to the amount of
d Leith Docks. Site may be constrained.

11|Medium

Greenfield

318535

669684/

High
Likelihoo
]

No Risk

ofHieh
Likelihood

Medium
Likelihood

No Risk

No Risk

No

No

[The Murray Burn flows between the
[two areas of land identified.
Development should be located out

with the functional floodplain and take

account of future climate change
scenarios. A flood risk assessment is
required as part of the promotion of
[this site.  The site i also shown to
have areas of surface water flooding,
which a two locations appear to be
channels within the existing field
(possibly field drains). The flood risk
assessment and drainage strategy
should consideration these flow
pathways as part of the development
design and layout.

17|High

Buffer zone required to protect
functional floodplain.

But only developable with an
appropriate flood risk assessment and
consultation with CEC

40% of the site is within the low
likelinood event. 0% within the
[Medium likelihood event. The flood
risk assessment should confirm the risk
and opportunities within the site to
provide blue corridors and aim
reducing flood risk from all sources
with particular focus on surface water
flooding.

[Holistic approach with other
developments at Leith Dock and Water
of Leith required.

Flood Risk should take into account
opportunities to reduce flooding for

HLS2018

Corstorphine
|/ Murrayfield

32289%|

672805[> -

No Risk

0[No Risk

o|Medium
Likelihood

Medium
Likelihood

No Risk

No Risk

Surface water flooding is reported
along Roseburn Street and surface
water flooding should be investigated
at this site.

HLs2018

Vacant

Corstorphine
|/ Murrayfield

323087

673236|

No Risk

o[No Risk

ofNo Risk

No Risk

No Risk

No Risk

Based on LIDAR, the site is >10 metres above the Water of Leith. Review of the
h

For
[management should be considered
within the site design.

surface water 1in 200 ye d g issues
adjacent to the site. This should be investigated further and it is recommended
that contact is made with the flood prevention officer.

No Risk

HLS2018

Health

Inverleith

323163/

674625

No Risk

0[No Risk

High
Likelihood

No Risk

No Risk

Medium

No

[There are smal, culverted watercourses adjacent to the site but review of historic

Imaps does not indicate any small watercourses in proximity to the site. Review of

the surface water 1 in 200 year flood map indicates that there may be flooding

i ithin the site. This should be investigated further and itis
ntactis made with the flood prevention officer.

11|Medium

HLs2018

5
industrial

Inverleith

324786|

675926|

No Risk

ofNo Risk

ofNo Risk

No Risk

No Risk

No Risk

No

For

Review of 1in 200y that there may be
flooding issues adjacent to the site. This should be investigated further and it is

within the site design.

ntactis made with the flood prevention officer.

0|No Risk

HLs2018

hehill/

Gorgie

323295/

672800|

No Risk

o[No Risk

O|Likelihood

No Risk

No Risk

Medium

Review of the surface water 1in 200 year flood map indicates that there may be
flooding issues wit tothe site. This should be investigated further
ofanditis contact s made with officer.

HLs2018

5
industrial

hehill/

Gorgie

323463/

672907

No Risk

o[No Risk

oftow
Likelihood

No Risk

No Risk

No Risk

No

Review of the surface water 1in 200 year flood map indicates that there may be
flooding issues wit to the site. This should be investigated further
ofanditis contact s made with officer.

HLS2018

Sorting office

Corstorphine
|/ Murrayfield

323097

672937

No Risk

0[No Risk

Medium
Likelihood

No Risk

No Risk

No Risk

[There is shown to be a surface water
flood risk on Russell Road.  The risk
should be investigated further, and

consideration taken within the drainage|

strategy for the site.

126,

HLs2018

Employment -

Industrial

Leith

327682

676283 3 L

No Risk

ofNo Risk

o[ Mediom
Likelihood

Medium
Likelihood

Medium
Likelihood

Medium

Yes

No

Site Assessment does not request an FRA. Based on LIDAR, part of the site is
below 4mAOD. An FRA is required to assess the risk from the Water of Leith,
coastal interaction, including the operation of the harbour. Site may be
constrained. the council take a holisti hto
development within the tidal reach of the Water of Leith and harbour area to
inform development type, location and mitigation. Access/egress will also require
consideration. Review of the surface water 1in 200 year flood map indicates that
[there may be flooding issues adjacent to the site. This should be investigated
further and it s recommended that contact is made with the flood prevention
olofficer.

16]High

HLs2018

Employment -

industrial /
Retail

Leith

326887

676472]

High
Likelihoo
d

54.97|No Risk

ofNo Risk

Medium
Likelihood

No Risk

No Risk

Yes

No

Agree with Site Assessment. An FRAis required to assess the risk from the Water
of Leith and coastal interaction giving due consideration to predicted sea level
rises. Site may 3 will al As
this area is identified for numerous development plots we would recommend the|

i 2 holi h ‘wider FRA which will inform
suitable development locations and land-use types. Review of the surface water 1
in 200 year flood map indicates that there may be flooding issues within/adjacent
to the site. This should be investigated further and it is recommended that

0fcontact is made with the flood prevention officer.

21]High

Confirmation of elevations, and flood
modelling output from CEC Water of
Leith Study



No mention of flood risk in Site Assessment. Historic maps indicate the presence
of ] the s be culverted. We
require an FRA which assesses the coastal flood risk to the ste. Consideration
should also be given to any culverted watercourses. For information, an
raigentinny s teast edium edium approximate 1n 200 year waterlevel fo the area is 3.97mAOD based on extreme)
383 383(seafield L2018 industrial / |/ 320085 675104 No Risk 0[N Risk ’ No Risk Nokisk | igh Medum  [ves  [ves N0 |No still water level calculations using the Coastal Flood Boundary Method. This does Y o 1
Vulnerable Likelinood Likelinood
Retai Duddingston ot take nto account the potential effects of wave action, funnelling or local
bathymetry at this location. In addition, future sea level ises should also be take
Review of the 1in map indicates
that there may be flooding issues within/adjacent to the site. This should be
investigated further and it s recommended that contact is made with the flood
116, o|prevention offier. 13|Medium ves
Site v Tlood risk with iteTevels
employment | 3 enst >7mAOD. Review of the surface water 1in 200 year flood map indicates that
227 227seafield Road His2018 039[ TPV gith sass7af 65770l € o Risk 0[N Risk o[NoRisk  [No Risk NoRisk |NoRisk NoRisk  [NoRisk  [No  [No  [ves [No For all developments surface water  [there may be flooding issues adjacent to the ite. This should be investigated | o o
further and it i de with the fiood prevention
56, within the site design. offcer. o[ Risk ves
1 Most For Review of 1in that there may be
277 277silverlea His2018 1.43{Community [Almond 321365 676476|Vulnerable  [No Risk 0[N Risk o[NoRisk  [No Risk NoRisk |NoRisk NoRisk  [NoRisk  [No  [No  [No [No ! 200 e v o o
e dered  [flooding issues adjacent to the site. This should be investigated further and it is
7, within the site design. ntact is made with the flood prevention officer o[ Risk ves
[The Site Assessment does not request an FRA. There is uncertainty regarcing the
id/Figgate Burn Flood Protection Scheme. We require an FRA which
400 400|Sir Harry Lauder Road [HLS2018 1.23]Employment |02/ 330039 674032 > % InoRisk o[ Risk ofNoRisk  |Low Likelihood |No Risk [N Risk NoRisk  |NoRisk  |No Ves No No the Figgate Burn. C be given " might | o |
Craigmilar Vulnerable may exacerbate flood rik. Review of the surface water 1in 200 year flood map
indicates that there may be flooding issues within/adjacent to the site. This
should be investigated further and it s recommended that contact is made with
139, 0lthe flood prevention officer. 5|Medium ves
[There are a number of pockets of
i surface water flooding within the
4 South East 216.00) 320078 667963 No Risk No Risk ol 0 NoRisk Nokisk [No Risk igh Medum  [No N0 |No proposed ste location. Consideration v o o
should be given to these within the
Greenficld o drainage strategy 15|Medium ves
Located on the banks of the Water of
i Leith. The ste s elevated above the
134 134south Fort Street  [HLS2018 2,03{ POVt i wale 26167 676120 % likelinoo | 3.13[No Risk o|NoRisk  [No Risk Medium o i Nokisk  [NoRisk  [No  |ves  [No [No Water of eith. Flood Risk Assessment v 15, 1
industrial voinerable | Likelinood s required to confirm the development|
site is free from flood isk. ~ Surface
water flooding should be considered as
2, part of the drainage strategy. o 12|Medium ves
12 125t Cair Street L2018 2.66] PO ity walk | e7sass| e o sk 0|No Risk of/ e No Risk NoRisk |No Risk High Megiom  [No  [No  [No  |No Review of tin flood nat there may be |, o o
industrial Vulnerable Likelinood flooding issues site. This should b e
4 ofand itis hat contact is made with the offcer. 12|Medium ves
342 342[stJohn's Road () [HLS2018 LI B Mu'my:ld o ser00) sl e oRisk 0[N Risk oftesium . Jvow tikelinooa No sk [ Risk High Megiom  [No  [No  [No  |No “R::::;‘:MS L 200 vearflod e ot here e In o o
o4 ofand itis hat contact is made with the offcer. 7|Megium ves
391 3915t John's Road (8)  [HLS2018 o g| 319715 673048 e e NoRisk 0[N Risk oftesium . Jiow tiketinooa No sk [no Risk Medum  [Medium  [No  [No  [ves [No “R::::;‘:MS L 200 vearflood e ot e mov b o o
125, ofand itis hat contact is made with the officer. 6|Megium ves
) For al developments surface water
126 1g6[t Leonards steet(cry Gy0g 0.20[Vacant Southside / s26s61] 67272771 o sk 0|No Risk 0|NoRisk [N Risk NoRisk No Risk NoRisk  [NoRisk  [No No ves  No [management should be considered N o o
park) Newington Vulnerable
2 within the site design. /A o[ Risk ves
Employment - 3. Least Review tin there may be
382 382/Steads Place His2018 1.30(industrial / |Leith Walk 326769 675714 No Risk 0[N Risk o[NoRisk  [No Risk NoRisk |NoRisk Medum  |Medium  [No  [No  [No [No ° oues N o o
e Vulnerable flooding issues the ste. This should igated further
129) ofanditis contact is made wit offcer. 5|Medium ves
Located on the banks of the Water of
Leith potentially affecting the
functional floodplan. There is known
igh nistorical flooding in this area from the
P 43(Stenhouse Road His2018 3.57|EmPloyment.Sighthill/ 321608 671379 % |Likelihoo | 91.78]No Risk o|MedU™ o Risk Medium ik NoRisk  |NoRisk  |No No No Ves Water of Leith with flooding reported v 15 o
industrial |Gorgie Vulnerable. Likelinood Likelinood
d to affect large proportion of the site. A
detailed FRA willbe required to fully
understand the isk n this area and Confirmation of elevations, and flood
consultation required with SEPA over modelling output from CEC Water of
10 their position on this site. 25|nigh o Leith Study
Part of the development site i shown
0 be within the Low Likelinood of
Low fluvialflood rsk with surface water
61 61Stevenson Road His2018 2,04 EmPloyment -|Sighthill / 322007 672114 % |Likelihoo | 39.48No Risk o|MedU™ o Risk Medium ik igh Medum  |No No Ves No flooding within or adjacent to the ste. v g o
industrial |Gorgie Vulnerable Likelinood Likelinood \
Future climate change flood extents
show that the site maybe susceptible to
flooding in the future. A flood risk
12 required. o 16]igh ves
3east [ Located within close proximity to low
329 329 Stewartfeld His2018 Leith Walk 325934 675884 Likelinoo | 7.64|No Risk o[NoRisk  [No Risk NoRisk [NoRisk NoRisk  [NoRisk  [No  |ves  [ves [No e ; v B E
Vulnerable likelinood fluvialflood extent. Itis
85, an FRAis completed. o 2|tow ves
[The sie s directly adjacent to the Union Canal. Consideration should be given to
the risk the canal poses and contact should be made with Scottish Canals. Site
3. Least Medium layout and design should take account of this risk. Consider including this source
8, 88[Temple park Crescent |HLs2018 PO Momingside | 323766 672185[> ¥ o Risk 0[N Risk e InoRisk NoRisk [NoRisk NoRisk  [NoRisk  [No  [No  [No |ves e e e e . Aot ot he metoct o a0 |1 o o
flood map indicates that there may be flooding issues within/adjacent to the site.
[This should be investigated further and it is recommended that contact is made
17 olwith the flood prevention officer. 2|tow ves
Agree with Site Assessment requiring an FRA. Based on LIDAR, the majorty of site
s below 4.5mAOD. An FRA i required to assess the risk from the Water of Leith
and coastal interaction,including the operation of the harbour. Site may be
employment | et |V vediom [ Medium constrained the council take a holisti hto
390 390 Timberbush His2018 o1z Leith 327192 676645, Likelinoo | 100]No Risk o[NoRisk  [No Risk NoRisk  [NoRisk  [No  [No  [ves [No development within the tidal reach of the Water of Leith and harbour areato ¥ 8 o
industral Vulnerable Likelinood |Likelihood ‘
d inform development type, location and mitigation. Access/egress willalso reay
consideration. Review of the surface water 1 in 200 year flood map indicates that, Located within the Low likelihood of
there may be flooding issues adjacent to the ste. This should be investigated fuvialflooding and it maybe suitable
further and it is recommended that contact is made with the flood prevention for development, but a flood risk
123, ofofficer. 21]rign ves i d.
St Assessment does no request an FRA. Based on LIDAR, the majority of site is
below SmAOD. An FRA i required to assess the risk from the Water o Leith and
coastalinteraction, including the operation of the harbour. Site may be
s teast edium vediom [ Medium constrained. We the counciltake
388 388 Tower Street L2018 135 Leith 327401 676524 No Risk 0[N Risk ol No Risk ’ ’ Medum  [Medium  [No  [No  [No [No development within the tidal reach of the Water of Leith and harbour areato Y o o
industrial Vulnerable Likelinood Likelinood |Likelihood
inform development type, location and mitigation. Access/egress willalso require
i Review of the surface water 1 in 200 year flood map i
there may be flooding isues adjacent to the site. This should be investigated
further and it is recommended that contact is made with the fiood prevention
121 Olofficer. 16]igh ves
s stated in planning applications for this area, the councilshould be minded that
strategic and holist h may affect the
s teast i viability ogar Burn realignment. places ina
282 282/ Turnhouse Road  [HLS2018 Aimond 317761 673112 No Risk 0[N Risk ol Low Likelinood |No Risk ~ [No Risk Nokisk  [NoRisk  [No  [No  [No [No piccemeal approach then it may prohibitthe preferred realignment route which Y o o
industrial Vulnerable Likelinood
would Review
water 1in 200 year flood map indicates that there may be flooding issues
adjacent to/within the ste. This should be investigated further and tis
s, de with the fiood prevention officer. 5| Megium ves
s stated in planning applications for this area, the councilshould be minded that
wi strategicand may affect the
viability of the Gogar Burn realignment. If development takes places in a
281 23| Turnhouse Road HLs2018 6.27]EmPloyment - Drum Brae / 317724 672889 %t o Risk o[ Risk of"leh Low Likelihood [No Risk | No Risk igh Medum  |No No No No [piecemeal approach then it may prohibit the preferred realignment route which [ o o
(saica) industrial  [Gyle Vulnerable Likelinood ’ ;
would benefit exising development and infrastructure. Review of the surface.
water 1in 200 year flood map indicates that there may be flooding issues
adiacent towithin the site. This should be investigated further and it is
7, ntact is made with the flood prevention officer 13|Medium ves
Southside / Most [Review of the surface water 1 in 200 year flood map indicates that there may be
29 249 WatertounRoad  [HLS2018 0.85|Education ' 326304 671080|Vulnerable  [No Risk 0| Risk 0[NoRisk  [Low Likelinood |No Risk  |No Risk NoRisk  [NoRisk  [No  [No  [No [No ! . o o
Newington e flooding issues adjacent to the site. This should be investigated further and it is
66, ntact is made with the flood prevention officer 1ltow ves
} [The site i directly adjacent to the Union Canal. Consideration should be given to
Fountainbrid 3. Least For all developments surface water [the risk the canal poses and contact should be made with Scottish Canals. Site
8 89|Watson Crescent Lane |HL52018 e/ 323719 67218 No Risk 0[N Risk o[NoRisk  [No Risk NoRisk [NoRisk NoRisk  [NoRisk  [No  [No [ves |ves " ber ° o o
industrial %/ Vulnerable layout take account of thisrisk. Consider including ths source
18 within the site design. of flooding within the Site Assessment. o[ Risk ves
A trbutary to the Gogar Burn flows
between the boundary of the
development site and the Freeland's
Road. This i highlighting the site as
High i edium nigh risk from fluval looding. A flood
2 West 8718 314705 672203 Likelinoo No Risk ol Low Likelinood | No Risk igh Medum  [No N0 |ves risk assessment wil be required to v 15, o
Likelinood Likelinood
f support the development with regards
to safe access and egress. There are
pockets of surface water flooding
within the development, this should be
considered within any drainage
Greenficld 004 strategy for the site. 22]rign ves
[The site i adjacent to the Water of
Leith and i elevated above the
watercourse with no know fluvialflood
7 7| West Bowling Green |, ip015 Leith Walk 326331 6762097 % |no pisk 0| Risk ofMed™ o sk NoRisk |NoRisk High Medum  [No  [ves  |ves  |No isk. Thesite s shown to be adjacent N o 4
street industrial Vulnerable Likelinood o surface water flooding which s likely
0 be located on the footpath below
the site. - Surface water isk should be
considered as part of any proposal to
o develop ths site. o 5|Megium ves




likelihood event. Greater than 50%
available at the medium. A buffer is

Partial Development. Floodplain to be

1 West Croft, Ratho 314031 670884 No Risk 0[N Risk 0[NoRisk  [Low Likelinood |No Risk  |No Risk Medum  |Medum  [No  [No [ves dfacent to the canal. Surface Water | surface waterflaoding to West Croft and fatho Park Road reported n 2019 and o o o p o o p i o o i
nsites flooding in the surrounding area. No (2020, No FRA required but surface water flood risk will need considered. Canal s
029 fiood risk assessment required. below site 6|Medium ves
Fountainbrid 3. Least igh [Review of the surface water 1in 200 year flood map indicates that there may be
363 363\West Gorgie Park  [HLS2018 079[° e 322340 671519 No Risk 0[N Risk ol No Risk NoRisk |NoRisk Medum  |Medium  [No  [No [ves |ves ! tes tha N o o 3 o o o B 1 o o o
industrial (%7 Vulnerable Likelinood flooding ssues the site. Thisshould gated further
105, ofand itis contact is made wit offcer. 6|Medium ves
TMost For all developments surface water
233 233\ WestPilton Grove  [HLS2018 0.42|community [Forth 322386 676100|Vulnerable  [No Risk 0[N Risk o[NoRisk  [No Risk NoRisk [NoRisk NoRisk  [NoRisk  [No  [No  [ves [No uld be considered N o o o o o o o o o o o
58, use within the site design. /A o[ Risk ves
ot For alldevelopments surface water
395 395|West piton Lea L2018 0.25[openspace [forth 522303 76308[> ¥ o pisk 0[N Risk o|NoRisk  [No Risk Nokisk |NoRisk NoRisk  [NoRisk  [No  |No  [No [No management should be considered N o o o o o o o o o o o
128, within the site design. /A o[ Risk ves
— For all developments surface water
331 331\WestPilton Place [HLS2018 0.06[[ POV ot 322689 676151 No Risk 0[N Risk o[NoRisk  [NoRisk NoRisk |NoRisk NoRisk  [NoRisk  [No  [No  [No [No management should be considered N o o o o o o o o o o o
o7, within the site design. /A o[ Risk ves
Agree with Site Assessment. In the Place Brief we state "Based on Lidar
information, the majorityof the site sits around 5-5.5mAOD. For information, an
approximate 1in 200 year water level fo the area is 3.97mAOD based on extreme)
stillwater level calculations using the Coastal Flood Boundary Method. This does
ot take nto account the potential effects of wave action, funnelling or local
bathymetry at this location. In addition, future sea levelrses should also be take
i i into consideration. For the Foth aea an ncease i 860mm i recommended by
334 334|Westbank Street  [HLS2018 1.76]Community |21/ | 330008 674270/ L%t luikelinoo | 21.54]uikelinoo | 0.03["E" Niow Likelingoa |Mectm - |Medium High Medium  [ves  |ves N0 |No SEPA up to 2100 although this may change as guidance evalves], We would 15 15 3 1 3 3 3 1 o 4 o
Craigmilar voinerable | " Likelinood Likelinood |Likelihood require a detailed Flood Risk supportof the
application. Due to the Braid/Figgate Burn draining to the sea immediately
adjacent to the sie, there will need to be joint probabilty analysis undertaken.
The site willlikely not be wholly developable and may not be partilly
I Hence, we would flood risk dertak
toinform itable for ing the ste within the
Local Plan should there
Ieisure facity to housing. There s a Flood Protection Scheme upstream of the sit
Sie i close proximity to Frigate Burn | which may also require consideration as part of any modelling”
and Coast. Flood risk assessment wil _|Review of the surface water 1in 200 year flood map
be required flooding issues the ste. Thisshould further
8, oroposals for the area. anditis hat contact is made with the officer. 28]ign No Consider removal
Located within the low ikelivood area
o ow o flooding or the Waer o Leit.
253 253|Westfield Road () [HLs2018 0.35]Retal/ Mined!Sighthil/ s22s20| 672326 %% likelinoo | 85.4{No Risk o8 INoisk Medum o pi Mediom  [Medium  [No  [No N0 [No There s also known surface water v 8 o 3 o 3 o 2 1 o o o
uses Gorgie. voinerable | Likelinood Likelinood flood risk within the site. - Flood risk
assessment is reuired. Surface water
should be considered as part o the. Low likelihood flooding and future
o7, drainage strategy. o 22]rign ves flood risk.
Medium Located within the Medium Likelivood Partial.Fullinundated a the low
357 357|Westfield Road (8)  [HLS2018 0.31{Retail Sighthll/ 32207 672031 likelinoo | 100[No Risk o8 InoRisk Medium o pisk Medum  |Medium  [No  |ves  [ves [No of fluval flooding, with a known history| v 1 o 3 o 3 o B 1 o 4 o
orgie Vulnerable Likelinood Likelinood e
d of fluvial fooding n this area. Flood
103 isk required o 25]igh ves required.
Craigentinny 3. Least Review tin there may be
350 350\ Willowbrae Road  [HLS2018 0.28|Retail i 320158 67320 No Risk 0[N Risk ofNoRisk  [Low Likelihood |No Risk [N Risk Medium  |Medum N0 |No  [No [No ° e o o o p o o p i o o o
— Vulnerable flooding ssues tothe site. This should gated further
%) ofanditis contact is made with offcer. 4ltow ves
(Gogar Burn flows through the site at
[two locations. Review of the flood
maps indicate a hgh ikelinood of iver
oRisk - |NoRisk flooding from the Gogar Burn. A flood
risk assessment i required. The site is
also shown to have large areas of
o 1 (Garden District (East of Milburn Tower) | 6287 317383671774 igh 32.58]No Risk otigh _|Low Medium __|No Risk No  INo |ves potential surface water flooding. v 15 o 3 fl 3 o o o o o 3 2a]pigh ves Partial
Part of the site is within the high
likiihood of river flooding from the
NoRisk NoRisk (Gogar Burn. There are a number of
drains which flow to the Gogar Burn
within the development sie. A flood
1 o 86 3080 315438 672717 Medium | 10.02]No Risk oligh _|tow Medium __|No Risk o N0 no i i o v 12 o 3 i 3 o o o o o ) 18]ign ves safegaurded.
[The sie is bounded by the River
[Almond to the north and east and an
unnamed tributary of the River Almond
to the west. The ite is marginally
NoRisk NoRisk encoarching on the floodplains along
the northern boundary and a flood risk
assessment is required. Small localised
areas of surfae water fiooding within
the site. The AL2 was reported to be
impassable from surface water flooding
9 o Newbridge Industry Estate Extension 024 311159) 671504 Medium | 6:51No Risk oligh _|Norisk Medium _|No Risk No  INo |ves i December 2019. v 1 o 3 o 3 o o o o o 3 14|Medium v
[There are very small localised pockets
orsk o risk of surface water flooding on the
boundary edge. For al developments
surface water management should be
3 o Brunstane Business Industry Area 896, 331419 672129 o Risk o[ Risk 0| Medium _|No risk No Risk__|No Risk o INo no considered within the site design. N o o 9 o o o o o o o B 4ltow v
4 o Industrial Estate 193 331249671552 No Risk 0[N Risk Otow ___|NorRisk No Risk__No Risk Medum __[Medum __[No [N __|No [There is a smalllocalsed pocket of flooding within the site. S e considered within the site design. o o 1 o o o 3 1 o o o 4lLow v
5| o Newbridge Industry Estate Allocation 9.4 312354] 671711 No Risk o[No Risk oligh ok No Risk__[No Risk NoRisk [NoRisk _ [No _ [No _[Ves [There is a small unnamed watercourse/waterbody which flows by Claylands Road. Surface water flood maps show floodiY o o 3 o o o o o o o 3 11| Medium v
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