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Introduction

This report presents baseline data relating to the Water Framework Directive (WFD)'
compliance assessment which has been undertaken for the Proposed Scheme.

The WFD compliance assessment is a route-wide assessment; this document presents the
baseline data for the section of the proposed HS2 rail network from Crewe to Manchester,
which relates to the following community areas (CAs):

Hough to Walley's Green (MAOQ1);
Wimboldsley to Lostock Gralam (MAQ02);
Pickmere to Agden and Hulseheath (MAO3);
Broomedge to Glazebrook (MAO4);

Risley to Bamfurlong (MAQ5);

Hulseheath to Manchester Airport (MA06);
Davenport Green to Ardwick (MAO07); and
Manchester Piccadilly Station (MAQ8).

The Environmental Statement? should be referred to for details of:

the WFD compliance assessment (Volume 5: Appendix WR-001-00000) and the WFD
compliance assessment summary (Volume 3, Route-wide effects);

the Water resources assessments and Flood risk assessments, which are reported per
community area, (Volume 5: Appendices WR-003 and WR-005);

the Hydraulic modelling reports which support the Flood risk assessments (Volume 5:
WR-006); and

a draft water resources and flood risk operation and maintenance plan (Volume 5:
Appendix WR-007-00000).

The WFD assessment for off-route works at Annandale depot can be found in Volume 5:
Appendix WR-001-OR003. WFD baseline data is set out in BID WR-002-OR003.

Additional information is also included in Water resources assessment baseline data, which
is reported per community area (BID WR-004).

' The Water Environment (Water Framework Directive) (England and Wales) Regulations 2017 (S1 2017 No.

407). Available online at: https://www.legislation.gov.uk/uksi/2017/407/contents/made.
2 High Speed Two Ltd (2022), High Speed Rail (Crewe - Manchester), Environmental Statement. Available
online at: https://www.gov.uk/government/collections/hs2-phase-2b-crewe-manchester-environmental-

statement.


https://www.legislation.gov.uk/uksi/2017/407/contents/made
https://www.gov.uk/government/collections/hs2-phase-2b-crewe-manchester-environmental-statement
https://www.gov.uk/government/collections/hs2-phase-2b-crewe-manchester-environmental-statement
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Route-wide WFD maps are set out in the Volume 5, Water resources and flood risk Map
Books: Map Series WR-032,

The current River Basin Management Plan (RBMP)* Cycle 2 forms the legal baseline for WFD
and was published in 2015. While 2019 WFD status data is available, the issue of RBMP Cycle
3 is not expected until 2022. This report provides the current 2015 Cycle 2 data alongside
updated 2019 status information.

3 High Speed Two Ltd (2022), High Speed Rail (Crewe - Manchester), Environmental Statement, Volume 5 Water
resources and flood risk Map Book. Available online at: https://www.gov.uk/government/collections/hs2-
phase-2b-crewe-manchester-environmental-statement.

4Under the WFD, ‘water bodies’ are the basic management units and are defined as all or part of a river
system or aquifer. These water bodies form part of a larger ‘river basin district’ (RBD), for which ‘river basin
management plans’ (RBMP) are developed, and environmental objectives are set for all water bodies. These
RBMP are produced every six years by the Environment Agency in England and by the Scottish Environment
Protection Agency in Scotland, in accordance with the river basin management planning cycle.

10
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Surface water baseline

WEFD surface water bodies

Table 1 presents the baseline information for all WFD surface water bodies in the study area
and indicates whether they have been screened in for WFD preliminary assessment based
on their potential to be affected by the Proposed Scheme. WFD surface water bodies are
given a water body ID by the Environment Agency (in the format GB1234567890) and these
are presented in Table 1.

Locations of the relevant WFD surface water bodies are shown in Figure 1 to Figure 4.

The 2015 status and status objectives information along with the 2019 status for each WFD
surface water body are then provided in the below sections.

11
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Table 1: Summary of all WFD surface water bodies within the study area and their 2015 Cycle 2 and 2019 status classifications

WFD water body | River Basin Environment | Water body type Screened in
name and ID District / Agency (hydro - for WFD
management management morphologica' Overall ECOIOgicaI Chemical Overall ECOIOgicaI Chemical pre'iminary
p|an catchment designation) status status/ status status status/ status® assessment
potential potential
Wistaston Brook North West Weaver Gowy River (not Artificial (A)  Bad Bad Good Bad Bad Fail Yes
GB112068055280 / Heavily Modified
Water Body (HMWB))
Valley Brook North West Weaver Gowy  River (HMWB) Moderate = Moderate Good Moderate =~ Moderate | Fail Yes
(Englesea Brook
to Weaver)
GB112068055310
Fowle Brook North West Weaver Gowy River (not A/HMWB) Poor Poor Good Poor Poor Fail No
GB112068055400
Weaver (Marbury = North West Weaver Gowy | River (not A/HMWB) Poor Poor Good Poor Poor Fail Yes
Brook to Dane)
GB112068060460
Shropshire Union  North West North West Canal (Artificial Water ~ Moderate  Moderate Good Moderate = Moderate  Fail Yes
Canal, Market AWB Body (AWB))
Drayton to
Ellesmere Port
GB71210133
Wheelock (Fowle = North West Weaver Gowy River (not A/HMWB) Poor Poor Good Bad Bad Fail No
Brook to Dane)
GB112068055380

> The chemical status assessment for RBMP Cycle 3 (2019) has changed since Cycle 2 (2015), as it now includes assessment of uPBT substances (ubiquitous, persistent,
bioaccumulative, toxic) and a new priority substance: Cypermethrin (previously only assessed as part of the ecological classification). This has meant that surface water
bodies in England now fail chemical status classifications.

12
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WFD water body | River Basin Environment | Water body type Screened in

name and ID District / Agency (hydro - for WFD
management management morphologica' Overall Ecological Chemical Overall ECOIOgicaI Chemical pre'iminary
p|an catchment designation) status status/ status status status/ status® assessment

potential potential

Dane (Wheelock North West Weaver Gowy  River (not A/HMWB) Bad Bad Good Moderate  Moderate Fail Yes

to Weaver)

GB112068060470

Trent and Mersey = North West North West Canal (AWB) Moderate = Moderate Fail Moderate = Moderate Fail Yes

Canal, summit to AWB

Preston Brook

Tunnel

GB71210247

Puddinglake North West Weaver Gowy  River (not A/HMWB) Poor Poor Good Poor Poor Fail Yes

Brook

GB112068060220

Wade Brook North West Weaver Gowy  River (not A/HMWB) Poor Poor Fail Poor Poor Fail Yes

GB112068060370

Peover Eye North West Weaver Gowy River (not A/HMWAB) Poor Poor Good Bad Bad Fail Yes

GB112068060390

Smoker Brook North West Weaver Gowy River (not A/HMWB) Poor Poor Good Bad Bad Fail Yes

(Gale Brook to
Wincham Brook)

GB112068060410
Bollin (Ashley Mill  North West Mersey Upper  River (HMWB) Moderate  Moderate Good Moderate  Moderate  Fail Yes

to Manchester
Ship Canal)

GB112069061382

Bridgewater North West North West Canal (AWB) Moderate = Moderate Good Moderate = Moderate Fail Yes
Canal AWB

GB71210001
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WFD water body | River Basin Environment | Water body type Screened in
name and ID District / Agency (hydro - for WFD

management management morphologica' Overall Ecological Chemical Overall ECOIOgicaI Chemical pre'iminary
p|an catchment designation) status status/ status status status/ status® assessment
potential potential

Mersey/ North West Mersey Upper  River (HMWB) Moderate  Moderate Good Moderate  Moderate  Fail Yes
Manchester Ship

Canal (Irwell/

Manchester Ship

Canal to Bollin)

GB112069061011

Sinderland Brook = North West Mersey Upper  River (not A/HMWB) Poor Poor Good Poor Poor Fail Yes
GB112069060980

Glaze North West Mersey Lower  River (not A/HMWB) Poor Poor Good Bad Bad Fail Yes
GB112069061420

Spittle Brook North West Mersey Lower = River (HMWB) Moderate = Moderate Good Moderate = Moderate | Fail Yes
GB112069061020

Hey/Borsdane North West Mersey Lower  River (HMWB) Moderate  Moderate Good Moderate = Moderate  Fail Yes
Brook

GB112069064520

Birkin Brook - North West Mersey Upper = River (not A/HMWB) Bad Bad Good Bad Bad Fail Yes

Mobberley Brook

to River Bollin

(including

Rostherne Brook)

GB112069061370

Sugar Brook North West Mersey Upper  River (not A/HMWB) Moderate  Moderate Good Moderate  Moderate  Fail Yes
GB112069061350

Bollin (River Dean = North West Mersey Upper = River (not A/HMWB) Moderate = Moderate Good Moderate = Moderate | Fail Yes
to Ashley Mill)

GB112069061381
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WFD water body | River Basin Environment | Water body type Screened in

name and ID District / Agency (hydro - for WFD
management management morphologica' Overall Ecological Chemical Overall ECOIOgicaI Chemical pre'iminary
p|an catchment designation) status status/ status status status/ status® assessment

potential potential

Timperley Brook  North West Mersey Upper  River (HMWB) Moderate  Moderate Good Moderate  Moderate  Fail Yes

GB112069061260

Sinderland Brook = North West Mersey Upper = River (HMWB) Moderate =~ Moderate Good Moderate =~ Moderate | Fail Yes

(Fairywell Bk and

Baguley BK)

GB112069061270

Mersey North West Mersey Upper  River (HMWB) Moderate = Moderate Good Moderate  Moderate  Fail Yes

(upstream of
Manchester Ship
Canal)

GB112069061030

Chorlton Brook North West Mersey Upper = River (HMWB) Moderate = Moderate Good Moderate = Moderate | Fail No
(Princess

Parkway to

Mersey)

GB112069061040

Fallowfield Brook  North West Mersey Upper  River (HMWB) Moderate  Moderate Good Moderate  Moderate  Fail Yes
GB112069061410

Platt Brook North West Mersey Upper = River (HMWB) Moderate = Moderate Good Moderate = Moderate @ Fail Yes
(Source to
Fallowfield Bk)

GB112069061060

Irwell / North West Irwell River (HMWB) Moderate  Moderate Good Moderate  Moderate Fail No
Manchester Ship

Canal (Irk to

confluence with

Upper Mersey)
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WFD water body | River Basin Environment | Water body type Screened in

name and ID District / Agency (hydro - for WFD
management management morphologica' Overall ECOIOgicaI Chemical Overall ECOIOgicaI Chemical pre'iminary
p|an catchment designation) status status/ status status status/ status® assessment

potential potential

GB112069061452

Medlock (Lumb North West Irwell River (HMWB) Moderate = Moderate Good Moderate = Moderate Fail Yes

Brook to Irwell)

GB112069061152

Rostherne Mere North West Mersey Upper  Lake (not A/HMWB) Bad Bad Good Bad Bad Fail Yes

GB31232650
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Figure 1: WFD surface water bodies within the study area (Part 1)
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Figure 2: WFD surface water bodies within the study area (Part 2)
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Figure 3: WFD surface water bodies within the study area (Part 3)

WESTHOUGHTON

ATHERTON T

GB112069064520,
Hey/Borsdane

ASHTON-IN-
2\ KERFIELD
V4

V/ MER,éEYSIDE
Vi

N\

: GB112069061420,
il o g Glaze

IRLAM
/
/,

‘ N /\/7&-9;
{x /’/b e

GB112069061020,
Spittle Brook

(N

2

ARRINGTO

‘n ((C— =

GB112069061011, Mersey/

Manchester Ship Canal ,/" \
3 XA >

N

GB112069061382, Bollin
(Ashley Mill to
Manchester Ship Canal)

Legend 9
—m—mc Bored Tunnel Embankment WFD Surface Water Bodies WFD Lakes
=== Box Structure Retaining Wall Overall Status Classification (2015 RBMP Cycle 2): Overall Status: ﬂél—i
—mr—wr Tunnel Portal s Underground Box @ Good - Good Kilometres
== Cutting m— Viaduct Moderate [ Moderate
isti &= Poor Poor
@  Existing raiway station - © Crown copyright and database
@&E==»Bac - Bad rights 2020 OS 100049190

19



Background Information and Data
Water resources and flood risk
BID WR-002-00001_Part 1
Water Framework Directive compliance assessment baseline data - Part 1 of 2

Figure 4: WFD surface water bodies within the study area (Part 4)
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Wistaston Brook (GB112068055280)

2.1.4 The Wistaston Brook (GB112068055280) water body is assessed in 2015 as having bad
overall status, bad ecological status, and good chemical status (changing to fail in 2019). The

water body is therefore currently failing its good overall status objective under the WFD.

2.1.5 The 2015 Cycle 2 status classification and objectives data and 2019 status data for the water
body are shown in Table 2, which shows those status elements that are currently failing to

achieve good status.

Table 2: Wistaston Brook - 2015 Cycle 2 status classification, status objectives and 2019 status data

Status element Status (2015)
Overall status Bad
Ecological status Bad
Biological status Bad
Fish Bad
Invertebrates Good

Macrophytes and phytobenthos = Poor

Hydromorphological status Supports good
Hydrological regime Supports good
Morphology Supports good

Physicochemical status Moderate
Ammonia (phys-chem) High
Dissolved oxygen Moderate
pH High
Phosphate Poor
Temperature High

Specific pollutants status -

Chemical status Good

RBMP Cycle 2 status
objective

Good by 2027
Good by 2027
Good by 2027
Good by 2027
Good by 2015
Good by 2027
Supports good by 2015
Supports good by 2015
Good by 2027
Good by 2015
Good by 2015
Good by 2027
Good by 2015
Not assessed
Good by 2015

Status (2019)

Bad

Bad

Bad

Bad

Good
Moderate
Supports good
High

Supports good
Moderate

High
Moderate

High

Poor

High

Fail

Valley Brook (Englesea Brook to Weaver)

(GB112068055310)

2.1.6  The Valley Brook (Englesea Brook to Weaver) (GB112068055310) water body is a Heavily
Modified Water Body (HMWB) and so is assessed according to ecological potential rather
than ecological status. The water body is currently assessed in 2015 as having moderate
overall status, moderate ecological potential, and good chemical status (changing to fail in
2019). The water body is therefore currently failing its good overall status objective under

the WFD.
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2.1.7 The 2015 Cycle 2 status classification data and objectives data for the water body are shown
in Table 3, along with the 2019 status data, which shows those status elements that are
currently failing to achieve good status.

Table 3: Valley Brook (Englesea Brook to Weaver) - 2015 Cycle 2 status classification, status
objectives and 2019 status data

Status element Status (2015) RBMP Cycle 2 status Status (2019)

objective

Overall status Moderate Good by 2027 Moderate
Ecological potential Moderate Good by 2027 Moderate
Biological status Bad Good by 2027 Bad

Fish Bad Good by 2027 Bad
Invertebrates Bad Good by 2027 Bad
Macrophytes and phytobenthos - - -
Hydromorphological status Supports good Supports good by 2015 Supports good
Hydrological regime Supports good Supports good by 2015 Supports good
Morphology - - -
Physicochemical status Moderate Good by 2027 Moderate
Ammonia (phys-chem) Good Good by 2015 Good
Dissolved oxygen High Good by 2015 High
pH High Good by 2015 High
Phosphate Poor Good by 2027 Poor
Temperature High Good by 2015 High
Specific pollutants status s - -
Chemical status Good Good by 2015 Fail

Fowle Brook (GB112068055400)

2.1.8 The Fowle Brook (GB112068055400) water body is currently assessed in 2015 as having poor
overall status, poor ecological status, and good chemical status (changing to fail in 2019). The
water body is therefore currently failing its good overall status objective under the WFD.

2.1.9 The 2015 Cycle 2 status classification data and objectives data for the water body are shown
in Table 4, along with the 2019 status data, which shows those status elements that are
currently failing to achieve good status.

Table 4: Fowle Brook - 2015 Cycle 2 status classification, status objectives and 2019 status data

Status element Status (2015) RBMP Cycle 2 status Status (2019)
objective
Overall status Poor Good by 2027 Poor
Ecological status Poor Good by 2027 Poor
Biological status Poor Good by 2027 Poor
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Status (2015)

RBMP Cycle 2 status

objective

Status (2019)

Fish

Invertebrates

Macrophytes and phytobenthos

Hydromorphological status

Hydrological regime

Morphology

Physicochemical status

Ammonia (phys-chem)
Dissolved oxygen

pH

Phosphate

Temperature

Specific pollutants status

Chemical status

Poor

Poor
Supports good
High

Supports good
Moderate
Good

Bad

High
Moderate

High

Good

Good by 2027
Good by 2027
Supports good by 2015
Supports good by 2015
Good by 2027
Good by 2015
Good by 2027
Good by 2015
Good by 2027
Good by 2015
Not assessed
Good by 2015

Poor
Moderate
Supports good
High

Supports good
Moderate
Good

Poor

High
Moderate

High

Fail

Weaver (Marbury Brook to Dane)
(GB112068060460)

2.1.10

The Weaver (Marbury Brook to Dane) (GB112068060460) water body is currently assessed in

2015 as having poor overall status, poor ecological status, and good chemical status
(changing to fail in 2019). The water body is therefore currently failing its good overall status

objective under the WFD.

2.1.11

The 2015 Cycle 2 status classification data and objectives data for the water body are shown

in Table 5, along with the 2019 status data, which shows those status elements that are
currently failing to achieve good status.

Table 5: Weaver (Marbury Brook to Dane) - 2015 Cycle 2 status classification and status objectives

and 2019 status data

Status element

Status (2015)

RBMP Cycle 2 status

Status (2019)

Overall status
Ecological status
Biological status

Fish

Invertebrates

Macrophytes and phytobenthos

Hydromorphological status

Hydrological regime

Poor
Poor
Poor
Poor
Poor
Poor
Supports good
Supports good

objective

Good by 2027
Good by 2027
Good by 2027
Good by 2027
Good by 2027
Good by 2027

Supports good by 2015
Supports good by 2015

Poor
Poor
Poor
Poor
Poor
Poor
Supports good
Supports good
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Status element Status (2015) RBMP Cycle 2 status Status (2019)
objective
Morphology - - -
Physicochemical status Moderate Good by 2027 Moderate
Ammonia (phys-chem) Good Good by 2015 Moderate
Dissolved oxygen High Good by 2015 Good
pH High Good by 2015 High
Phosphate Poor Good by 2027 Poor
Temperature High Good by 2015 High
Specific pollutants status - Not assessed -
Chemical status Good Good by 2015 Fail

Shropshire Union Canal, Market Drayton to
Ellesmere Port (GB71210133)

2.1.12  The Shropshire Union Canal, Market Drayton to Ellesmere Port (GB71210133) water body is
an Artificial Water Body (AWB) and so is assessed according to ecological potential rather
than ecological status. The water body is currently assessed in 2015 as having moderate
overall status, moderate ecological potential, and good chemical status (changing to fail in
2019). The water body is therefore currently failing its good overall status objective under
the WFD.

2.1.13 The 2015 Cycle 2 status classification data and objectives data for the water body are shown
in Table 6, along with the 2019 status data, which shows those status elements that are
currently failing to achieve good status.

Table 6: Shropshire Union Canal, Market Drayton to Ellesmere Port - 2015 Cycle 2 status
classification and status objectives and 2019 status data

Status element Status (2015) RBMP Cycle 2 status Status (2019)
objective
Overall status Moderate Good by 2021 Moderate
Ecological potential Moderate Good by 2021 Moderate
Biological status - Not assessed -
Fish = = -
Invertebrates - - -

Macrophytes and phytobenthos - - -

Hydromorphological status - Not assessed -

Hydrological regime - - -

Morphology - - -
Physicochemical status High Good by 2015 High
Ammonia (phys-chem) High Good by 2015 High
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Status element

Status (2015)

RBMP Cycle 2 status

objective

Status (2019)

Dissolved oxygen High Good by 2015 -

pH High Good by 2015 High

Phosphate - - -

Temperature High Good by 2015 High
Specific pollutants status - Not assessed =
Chemical status Good Good by 2021 Fail

Wheelock (Fowle Brook - Dane) (GB112068055380)

The Wheelock (Fowle Brook - Dane) (GB112068055380) water body is currently assessed in
2015 as having poor overall status, poor ecological status, and good chemical status. In the
2019 classification, the overall status, ecological status and biological status all changed to
bad, with chemical status changing to fail. The water body is therefore currently failing its
good overall status objective under the WFD.

2.1.14

2.1.15 The 2015 Cycle 2 status classification data and objectives data for the water body are shown
in Table 7, along with the 2019 status data, which shows those status elements that are

currently failing to achieve good status.

Table 7: Wheelock (Fowle Brook - Dane) - 2015 Cycle 2 status classification and status objectives
and 2019 status data

Status element

Status (2015)

RBMP Cycle 2 status

objective

Status (2019)

Overall status Poor Good by 2027 Bad
Ecological status Poor Good by 2027 Bad
Biological status Poor Good by 2027 Bad

Fish Moderate Good by 2027 Moderate
Invertebrates Moderate Good by 2027 Bad
Macrophytes and phytobenthos Poor Good by 2027 Poor
Hydromorphological status Supports good Supports good by 2015 Supports good
Hydrological regime Supports good Supports good by 2015 Supports good
Morphology Supports good - Supports good
Physicochemical status Moderate Good by 2027 Moderate
Ammonia (phys-chem) Good Good by 2015 Good
Dissolved oxygen High Good by 2015 High
pH High Good by 2015 High
Phosphate Poor Good by 2027 Poor
Temperature High Good by 2015 High
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Status (2015)

RBMP Cycle 2 status
objective

Specific pollutants status

Chemical status

Good

Not assessed
Good by 2015

‘ Status (2019)

Fail

Dane (Wheelock to Weaver) (GB112068060470)

2.1.16

The Dane (Wheelock to Weaver) (GB112068060470) water body is currently assessed in 2015

as having bad overall status, bad ecological status, and good chemical status. The water
body is therefore currently failing its good overall status objective under the WFD. In the
2019 classification, the overall status, ecological status and biological status all increased to
moderate, with chemical status changing to fail.

2.1.17

The 2015 Cycle 2 status classification data and objectives data for the water body are shown

in Table 8, along with the 2019 status data, which shows those status elements that are

currently failing to achieve good status.

Table 8: Dane (Wheelock to Weaver) - 2015 Cycle 2 status classification and status objectives and

2019 status data

Status element

Overall status
Ecological status
Biological status
Fish
Invertebrates
Macrophytes and phytobenthos
Hydromorphological status
Hydrological regime
Morphology
Physicochemical status
Ammonia (phys-chem)
Dissolved oxygen
pH
Phosphate
Temperature
Specific pollutants status

Chemical status

Status (2015)

Bad

Bad

Bad

Good

Bad

Supports good
Supports good
Supports good
Moderate
High

High

High

Poor

High

High

Good

RBMP Cycle 2 status
objective

Moderate by 2027
Moderate by 2027
Moderate by 2027
Good by 2015
Good by 2027

Supports good by 2015
Supports good by 2015
Moderate by 2015
Good by 2015

Good by 2015

Poor by 2015

Good by 2015

High by 2015

Good by 2015

Status (2019)

Moderate
Moderate
Moderate
Moderate
Good
Moderate
Supports good
Supports good
Supports good
Moderate
High

High

High

Poor

High

High

Fail
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Trent and Mersey Canal, summit to Preston Brook
Tunnel (GB71210247)

2.1.18 The Trent and Mersey Canal, summit to Preston Brook Tunnel (GB71210247) water body is
an AWB and so is assessed according to ecological potential rather than ecological status.
The water body is currently assessed in 2015 as having moderate overall status, moderate
ecological potential, and a failing chemical status. The 2019 classifications remained
unchanged. The water body met its moderate by 2015 overall status objective under the
WEFD but fails to meet the 2027 objective.

2.1.19 The 2015 Cycle 2 status classification data and objectives data for the water body are shown
in Table 9, along with the 2019 status data, which shows those status elements that are
currently failing to achieve good status.

Table 9: Trent and Mersey Canal, summit to Preston Brook Tunnel - 2015 Cycle 2 status
classification and status objectives and 2019 status data

Status element Status (2015) RBMP Cycle 2 status ‘ Status (2019)
objective
Overall status Moderate Moderate by 2015 Moderate
Ecological potential Moderate Good by 2027 Moderate
Biological status - Not assessed
Fish
Invertebrates
Macrophytes and phytobenthos
Hydromorphological status - Not assessed
Hydrological regime
Morphology
Physicochemical status High Good by 2015 High
Ammonia (phys-chem)
Dissolved oxygen
pH High Good by 2015 High
Phosphate
Temperature
Specific pollutants status - Not assessed
Chemical status Fail Fail by 2015 Fail

Puddinglake Brook (GB112068060220)

2.1.20 The Puddinglake Brook (GB112068060220) water body is currently assessed in 2015 as
having poor overall status, poor ecological status, and good chemical status (changing to fail
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in 2019). The water body is therefore currently failing its good overall status objective under
the WFD.

2.1.21 The 2015 Cycle 2 status classification data and objectives data for the water body are shown
in Table 10, along with the 2019 status data, which shows those status elements that are
currently failing to achieve good status.

Table 10: Puddinglake Brook - 2015 Cycle 2 status classification and status objectives and 2019
status data

Status element Status (2015) RBMP Cycle 2 status ’ Status (2019)
objective
Overall status Poor Good by 2027 Poor
Ecological status Poor Good by 2027 Poor
Biological status Poor Good by 2027 Poor
Fish - - -
Invertebrates Moderate Good by 2027 Moderate
Macrophytes and phytobenthos Poor Good by 2027 Poor
Hydromorphological status Supports good Supports good by 2015 = Supports good
Hydrological regime High Supports good by 2015  Supports good
Morphology Supports good - Supports good
Physicochemical status Moderate Good by 2027 Moderate
Ammonia (phys-chem) Moderate Good by 2021 Poor
Dissolved oxygen High Good by 2015 Poor
pH High Good by 2015 High
Phosphate Poor Good by 2027 Poor
Temperature High Good by 2015 High
Specific pollutants status - Not assessed =
Chemical status Good Good by 2015 Fail

Wade Brook (GB112068060370)

2.1.22 The Wade Brook (GB112068060370) water body is currently assessed in 2015 as having poor
overall status, poor ecological status, and a failing chemical status (remaining the same in
2019). The water body is therefore currently failing its good overall status objective under
the WFD.

2.1.23 The 2015 Cycle 2 status classification data and objectives data for the water body are shown
in Table 11, along with the 2019 status data, which shows those status elements that are
currently failing to achieve good status.
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Table 11: Wade Brook - 2015 Cycle 2 status classification and status objectives and 2019 status data

Status element

Status (2015)

RBMP Cycle 2 status

objective

Status (2019)

Overall status
Ecological status
Biological status

Fish

Invertebrates

Macrophytes and phytobenthos

Hydromorphological status

Hydrological regime

Morphology
Physicochemical status

Ammonia (phys-chem)

Dissolved oxygen

pH

Phosphate

Temperature

Specific pollutants status

Chemical status

Poor

Poor

Poor

Poor

Poor
Supports good
Supports good
Supports good
Moderate
Moderate

High

High
Moderate

High
Moderate

Fail

Good by 2027
Good by 2027
Good by 2027

Good by 2027
Good by 2027
Supports good by 2015
Supports good by 2015
Supports good by 2015
Good by 2027
Good by 2027
Good by 2015
Good by 2015
Good by 2027
Good by 2015
High by 2027
Good by 2027

Poor

Poor

Poor
Moderate
Poor
Supports good
Supports good
Supports good
Moderate

Bad

High

High
Moderate
Good
Moderate

Fail

Peover Eye (GB112068060390)

2.1.24

The Peover Eye (GB112068060390) water body is currently assessed in 2015 as having poor

overall status, poor ecological status, and good chemical status. In the 2019 classification,
the overall status, ecological status and biological status all changed to bad, with chemical
status changing to fail. The water body is therefore currently failing its good overall status

objective under the WFD.

2.1.25

The 2015 Cycle 2 status classification data and objectives data for the water body are shown

in Table 12, along with the 2019 status data, which shows those status elements that are

currently failing to achieve good status.

Table 12: Peover Eye - 2015 Cycle 2 status classification and status objectives and 2019 status data

Status element

Overall status
Ecological status
Biological status

Fish

Invertebrates

‘ Status (2015)

Poor
Poor
Poor
Poor
High

objective

Good by 2027
Good by 2027
Good by 2027
Good by 2027
Good by 2015

RBMP Cycle 2 status

Status (2019)

Bad
Bad
Bad
Bad
Good
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Status (2015)

RBMP Cycle 2 status

objective

Status (2019)

Macrophytes and phytobenthos

Hydromorphological status

Hydrological regime

Morphology

Physicochemical status

Ammonia (phys-chem)

Dissolved oxygen
pH
Phosphate

Temperature

Specific pollutants status

Chemical status

Moderate

Supports good
Supports good
Supports good

Moderate
High
High
High
Moderate
High

Good

Good by 2027
Supports good by 2015

Supports good by 2015
Supports good by 2015

Good by 2027
Good by 2015
Good by 2015
Good by 2015
Good by 2027
Good by 2015
Not assessed
Good by 2015

Moderate
Supports good
Supports good
Supports good
Moderate
High

Good

High
Moderate
High

Fail

Smoker Brook (Gale Brook to Wincham Brook)
(GB112068060410)

2.1.26 The Smoker Brook (Gale Brook to Wincham Brook) (GB112068060410) water body is
currently assessed in 2015 as having poor overall status, poor ecological status, and good
chemical status. In the 2019 classification, the overall status, ecological status and biological
status all changed to bad, with chemical status changing to fail. The water body is therefore
currently failing its good overall status objective under the WFD.

2.1.27 The 2015 Cycle 2 status classification data and objectives data for the water body are shown
in Table 13, along with the 2019 status data, which shows those status elements that are

currently failing to achieve good status.

Table 13: Smoker Brook (Gale Brook to Wincham Brook) - 2015 Cycle 2 status classification and
status objectives and 2019 status data

Status element

Overall status
Ecological status
Biological status

Fish

Invertebrates

Macrophytes and phytobenthos

Hydromorphological status

Hydrological regime

Morphology

Status (2015)

Poor
Poor
Poor
Poor
High
High
Supports good
High
Supports good

RBMP Cycle 2 status
objective

Good by 2027
Good by 2027
Good by 2027
Good by 2027
Good by 2015
Good by 2015
Supports good
Supports good by 2015

Status (2019)

Bad
Bad
Bad
Bad
High
High
Supports good
High
Supports good
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Status element Status (2015) RBMP Cycle 2 status Status (2019)

objective

Physicochemical status Moderate Good by 2027 Moderate
Ammonia (phys-chem) High Good by 2015 Good
Dissolved oxygen High Good by 2015 High
pH High Good by 2015 High
Phosphate Moderate Good by 2027 Moderate
Temperature High Good by 2027 High

Specific pollutants status S - -

Chemical status Good Good by 2015 Fail

Bollin (Ashley Mill to Manchester Ship Canal)
(GB112069061382)

The Bollin (Ashley Mill to Manchester Ship Canal) (GB112069061382) water body is a HMWB
and so is assessed according to ecological potential rather than ecological status. The water
body is currently assessed in 2015 as having moderate overall status, moderate ecological
potential, poor biological status and good chemical status (changing to fail in 2019). The
water body met its moderate by 2015 overall status objective under the WFD but fails to
meet the 2027 objective.

2.1.28

2.1.29 The 2015 Cycle 2 status classification data and objectives data for the water body are shown
in Table 14, along with the 2019 status data, which shows those status elements that are

currently failing to achieve good status.

Table 14: Bollin (Ashley Mill to Manchester Ship Canal) - 2015 Cycle 2 status classification and
status objectives and 2019 status data

Status element Status (2015) RBMP Cycle 2 status Status (2019)
objective
Overall status Moderate Moderate by 2015 Moderate
Ecological potential Moderate Moderate by 2015 Moderate
Biological status Poor Good by 2027 Poor
Fish Poor Good by 2027 Poor
Invertebrates Moderate Good
Macrophytes and phytobenthos - - -
Hydromorphological status Supports good Supports good by 2015 Supports good
Hydrological regime Supports good Supports good by 2015 Supports good
Morphology - - -
Physicochemical status Moderate Moderate by 2015 Moderate
Ammonia (phys-chem) Good Good by 2015 Good
Dissolved oxygen High Good by 2015 Good
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Status element Status (2015) RBMP Cycle 2 status Status (2019)
objective
pH High Good by 2015 High
Phosphate Poor Moderate by 2027 Poor
Temperature High Good by 2015 High
Specific pollutants status - Not assessed -
Chemical status Good Good by 2015 Fail

Bridgewater Canal (GB71210001)

2.1.30 The Bridgewater Canal (GB71210001) water body is an AWB and so is assessed according to
ecological potential rather than ecological status. The water body is currently assessed in
2015 as having moderate overall status, moderate ecological potential, and good chemical
status (changing to fail in 2019). The water body is therefore currently failing its good overall
status objective under the WFD.

2.1.31 The 2015 Cycle 2 status classification data and objectives data for the water body are shown
in Table 15, along with the 2019 status data, which shows those status elements that are
currently failing to achieve good status.

Table 15: Bridgewater Canal - 2015 Cycle 2 status classification and status objectives and 2019
status data

Status element ‘ Status (2015) RBMP Cycle 2 status ‘ Status (2019)
objective
Overall status Moderate Good by 2027 Moderate
Ecological potential Moderate Good by 2027 Moderate
Biological status - - -
Fish - - -
Invertebrates - - -

Macrophytes and phytobenthos - - -
Hydromorphological status - . _
Hydrological regime - . i
Morphology - - -
Physicochemical status = - .
Ammonia (phys-chem) - - -
Dissolved oxygen - - -
pH - - )
Phosphate - - -
Temperature - - _

Specific pollutants status - 5 _
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Status element Status (2015) RBMP Cycle 2 status

objective

‘ Status (2019)

Chemical status Good Good by 2015 Fail

Mersey/Manchester Ship Canal
(Irwell/Manchester Ship Canal to Bollin)
(GB112069061011)

The Mersey/ Manchester Ship Canal (Irwell/Manchester Ship Canal to Bollin)
(GB112069061011) water body is a HMWB and so is assessed according to ecological
potential rather than ecological status. The water body is currently assessed in 2015 as
having moderate overall status, moderate ecological potential, and good chemical status
(changing to fail in 2019). The water body met its moderate by 2015 overall status objective
under the WFD.

2.1.32

2.1.33 The 2015 Cycle 2 status classification data and objectives data for the water body are shown
in Table 16, along with the 2019 status data, which shows those status elements that are

currently failing to achieve good status.

Table 16: Mersey/Manchester Ship Canal (Irwell/Manchester Ship Canal to Bollin) - 2015 Cycle 2
status classification and status objectives and 2019 status data

‘ Status (2015)

Status element RBMP Cycle 2 status

Status (2019)
objective

Overall status Moderate Moderate by 2015 Moderate
Ecological potential Moderate Moderate by 2015 Moderate
Biological status Bad Bad by 2015 Bad
Fish - - =
Invertebrates Bad Bad by 2015 Bad
Macrophytes and phytobenthos  Good Good by 2015 Good
Hydromorphological status Supports good Supports good by 2015 Supports good
Hydrological regime Supports good Supports good by 2015 Supports good
Morphology - - -
Physicochemical status Moderate Moderate by 2015 Moderate
Ammonia (phys-chem) Moderate Moderate by 2015 Moderate
Dissolved oxygen Good Moderate by 2021 Bad
pH High Good by 2015 High
Phosphate Poor Poor by 2015 Poor
Temperature High Good by 2015 High
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Status element RBMP Cycle 2 status

objective

‘ Status (2015)

‘ Status (2019)

Specific pollutants status - Not assessed High

Chemical status Good Good by 2015 Fail

Sinderland Brook (GB112069060980)

2.1.34 The Sinderland Brook (GB112069060980) water body is currently assessed in 2015 as having
poor overall status, poor ecological status, and good chemical status (changing to fail in
2019). The water body is therefore currently failing its moderate overall status objective
under the WFD.

2.1.35 The 2015 Cycle 2 status classification data and objectives data for the water body are shown

in Table 17, along with the 2019 status data, which shows those status elements that are
currently failing to achieve good status.

Table 17: Sinderland Brook - 2015 Cycle 2 status classification and status objectives and 2019 status

data

Status element Status (2015) RBMP Cycle 2 status Status (2019)
objective
Overall status Poor Moderate by 2015 Poor
Ecological status Poor Moderate by 2015 Poor
Biological status Poor Moderate by 2015 Poor
Fish Moderate Good by 2027 Moderate
Invertebrates Moderate Good by 2027 Poor
Macrophytes and phytobenthos Poor Moderate by 2015 Moderate
Hydromorphological status Supports good Supports good by 2015 Supports good
Hydrological regime Supports good Supports good by 2015 Supports good
Morphology Supports good Supports good by 2015 Supports good
Physicochemical status Moderate Moderate by 2015 Moderate
Ammonia (phys-chem) Moderate Good by 2027 Good
Dissolved oxygen Good Good by 2015 Moderate
pH High Good by 2015 High
Phosphate Moderate Moderate by 2015 Poor
Temperature High Good by 2015 High
Specific pollutants status High High by 2015 High
Chemical status Good Good by 2015 Fail

Glaze (GB112069061420)

2.1.36 The Glaze (GB112069061420) water body is currently assessed in 2015 as having poor
overall status, poor ecological status, and good chemical status. In the 2019 classification,
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the overall status, ecological status and biological status all changed to bad, with chemical
status changing to fail. The water body has met its current overall status of poor by 2015
under the WFD.

The 2015 Cycle 2 status classification data and objectives data for the water body are shown
in Table 18, along with the 2019 status data, which shows those status elements that are
currently failing to achieve good status.

Table 18: Glaze - 2015 Cycle 2 status classification and status objectives and 2019 status data

Status element Status (2015) RBMP Cycle 2 status ’ Status (2019)
objective
Overall status Poor Poor by 2015 Bad
Ecological status Poor Poor by 2015 Bad
Biological status Poor Poor by 2015 Bad
Fish Moderate Moderate by 2015 Bad
Invertebrates Poor Poor by 2015 Poor
Macrophytes and phytobenthos  Moderate Good by 2015 Poor
Hydromorphological status Supports good Supports good by 2015 Supports good
Hydrological regime Supports good Supports good by 2015  Supports good
Morphology Supports good - Supports good
Physicochemical status Moderate Moderate by 2015 Moderate
Ammonia (phys-chem) Moderate Good by 2027 Moderate
Dissolved oxygen Good Good by 2015 Good
pH High Good by 2015 High
Phosphate Poor Poor by 2015 Moderate
Temperature High Good by 2015 High
Specific pollutants status High High by 2015 High
Chemical status Good Good by 2015 Fail

Spittle Brook (GB112069061020)

2.1.38

The Spittle Brook (GB112069061020) water body is a HMWB and so is assessed according to

ecological potential rather than ecological status. The water body is currently assessed in
2015 as having moderate overall status, moderate ecological potential, and good chemical
status (changing to fail in 2019). The water body is therefore currently failing its good overall
status objective under the WFD.

2.1.39

The 2015 Cycle 2 status classification data and objectives data for the water body are shown

in Table 19, along with the 2019 status data, which shows those status elements that are

currently failing to achieve good status.
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Table 19: Spittle Brook - 2015 Cycle 2 status classification and status objectives and 2019 status

data

Status element

Status (2015)

RBMP Cycle 2 status

Status (2019)

Overall status
Ecological potential
Biological status

Fish

Invertebrates

Macrophytes and phytobenthos

Hydromorphological status

Hydrological regime

Morphology
Physicochemical status

Ammonia (phys-chem)

Dissolved oxygen

pH

Phosphate

Temperature

Specific pollutants status

Chemical status

Moderate

Moderate

Supports good
Supports good
Moderate

High

Poor

High

Poor

High

High

Good

objective
Good by 2027
Good by 2027

Not assessed

Not assessed

Supports good by 2015
Supports good by 2015
Good by 2027

Good by 2015

Good by 2027

Good by 2015

Good by 2027

Good by 2015

High by 2015

Good by 2015

Moderate

Moderate

Supports good
Supports good
Moderate

High

Bad

High

Moderate

High

High

Fail

Hey/Borsdane Brook (GB112069064520)

2.1.40 The Hey/Borsdane Brook (GB112069064520) water body is a HMWB and so is assessed
according to ecological potential rather than ecological status. The water body is currently
assessed in 2015 as having moderate overall status, moderate ecological potential, and good
chemical status (changing to fail in 2019). The water body is therefore currently failing its
good overall status objective under the WFD.

2.1.41  The 2015 Cycle 2 status classification data and objectives data for the water body are shown
in Table 20, along with the 2019 status data, which shows those status elements that are

currently failing to achieve good status.

Table 20: Hey/Borsdane Brook - 2015 Cycle 2 status classification and status objectives and 2019

status data

Status element

Overall status
Ecological potential
Biological status

Fish

Status (2015)

Moderate
Moderate
Moderate
Good

RBMP Cycle 2 status

objective

Good by 2027
Good by 2027
Good by 2027
Good by 2015

Status (2019)

Moderate
Moderate
Moderate
Good
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Status (2015)

RBMP Cycle 2 status

objective

Status (2019)

Invertebrates

Macrophytes and phytobenthos
Hydromorphological status

Hydrological regime

Morphology

Physicochemical status

Ammonia (phys-chem)
Dissolved oxygen

pH

Phosphate

Temperature

Specific pollutants status

Chemical status

Moderate
Moderate
Supports good
Supports good
Good

High

High

High

Good

High

High

Good

Good by 2027
Good by 2027
Supports good

Supports good
Good by 2015
Good by 2015
Good by 2015
Good by 2015
Good by 2015
Good by 2015
High by 2015

Good by 2015

Moderate
Moderate
Supports good
Supports good
Moderate
Good
Moderate

High

Good

Good

High

Fail

Birkin Brook - Mobberley Brook to River Bollin
(including Rostherne Brook) (GB112069061370)

2.1.42

The Birkin Brook - Mobberley Brook to River Bollin (including Rostherne Brook)

(GB112069061370) water body is currently assessed in 2015 as having bad overall status,
bad ecological status, and good chemical status (changing to fail in 2019). The water body is
therefore currently failing its moderate overall status objective under the WFD.

2.1.43

The 2015 Cycle 2 status classification data and objectives data for the water body are shown

in Table 21, along with the 2019 status data, which shows those status elements that are

currently failing to achieve good status.

Table 21: Birkin Brook - Mobberley Brook to River Bollin (including Rostherne Brook) - 2015 Cycle 2
status classification and status objectives and 2019 status data

Status element

Overall status
Ecological status
Biological status

Fish

Invertebrates

Macrophytes and phytobenthos

Hydromorphological status

Hydrological regime

Morphology

Status (2015)

Bad

Bad

Bad

Bad

High
Moderate
Supports good
Supports good
Supports good

RBMP Cycle 2 status
objective

Moderate by 2027
Moderate by 2027
Moderate by 2027
Good by 2027

Good by 2027
Moderate by 2015
Supports good by 2015
Supports good by 2015

‘ Status (2019)

Bad

Bad

Bad

Bad

High
Moderate
Supports good
Supports good
Supports good
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Status element ‘ Status (2015) RBMP Cycle 2 status ‘ Status (2019)
objective
Physicochemical status Moderate Moderate by 2015 Good
Ammonia (phys-chem) High Good by 2015 High
Dissolved oxygen Poor Good by 2027 High
pH High Good by 2015 High
Phosphate Moderate Moderate by 2015 Good
Temperature High Good by 2015 High
Specific pollutants status High High by 2015 High
Chemical status Good Good by 2015 Fail

Sugar Brook (GB112069061350)

2.1.44  The Sugar Brook (GB112069061350) water body is currently assessed in 2015 as having
moderate overall status, moderate ecological status, and good chemical status (changing to
fail in 2019). The water body is therefore currently failing its good overall status objective
under the WFD.

2.1.45 The 2015 Cycle 2 status classification data and objectives data for the water body are shown

in Table 22, along with the 2019 status data, which shows those status elements that are
currently failing to achieve good status.

Table 22: Sugar Brook - 2015 Cycle 2 status classification and status objectives and 2019 status data

Status element Status (2015) RBMP Cycle 2 status Status (2019)
objective
Overall status Moderate Good by 2027 Moderate
Ecological status Moderate Good by 2027 Moderate
Biological status Moderate Good by 2027 Moderate
Fish - - -
Invertebrates Good Good by 2015 High
Macrophytes and phytobenthos Moderate Good by 2027 Moderate
Hydromorphological status Supports good Supports good by 2015 Supports good
Hydrological regime High Supports good by 2015 High
Morphology Supports good - Supports good
Physicochemical status Moderate Good by 2027 Moderate
Ammonia (phys-chem) High Good by 2015 High
Dissolved oxygen High Good by 2015 High
pH High Good by 2015 High
Phosphate Moderate Good by 2027 Moderate
Temperature High Good by 2015 High

Specific pollutants status

Not assessed
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Status element Status (2015) RBMP Cycle 2 status Status (2019)
objective
Chemical status Good Good by 2015 Fail

Bollin (River Dean to Ashley Mill)
(GB112069061381)

2.1.46  The Bollin (River Dean to Ashley Mill) (GB112069061381) water body is currently assessed in
2015 as having moderate overall status, moderate ecological status, and good chemical
status (changing to fail in 2019). The water body has met its moderate overall status
objective under the WFD.

2.1.47 The 2015 Cycle 2 status classification data and objectives data for the water body are shown
in Table 23, along with the 2019 status data, which shows those status elements that are
currently failing to achieve good status.

Table 23: Bollin (River Dean to Ashley Mill) - 2015 Cycle 2 status classification and status objectives
and 2019 status data

Status element Status (2015) RBMP Cycle 2 status Status (2019)
objective
Overall status Moderate Moderate by 2015 Moderate
Ecological status Moderate Moderate by 2015 Moderate
Biological status Moderate Good by 2027 Moderate
Fish Moderate Good by 2027 Moderate
Invertebrates - - Moderate
Macrophytes and phytobenthos - - Good
Hydromorphological status Supports good - Supports good
Hydrological regime Supports good - Supports good
Morphology Supports good - Supports good
Physicochemical status Moderate Moderate by 2015 Moderate
Ammonia (phys-chem) Poor Good by 2027 Moderate
Dissolved oxygen High Good by 2015 High
pH High Good by 2015 High
Phosphate Poor Moderate by 2027 Poor
Temperature High Good by 2015 High
Specific pollutants status - Not assessed -
Chemical status Good Good by 2015 Fail
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Timperley Brook (GB112069061260)

2.1.48 The Timperley Brook (GB112069061260) water body is a HMWB and so is assessed according
to ecological potential rather than ecological status. The water body is currently assessed in
2015 as having moderate overall status, moderate ecological potential, and good chemical
status (changing to fail in 2019). The water body is therefore currently failing its good overall
status objective under the WFD.

2.1.49 The 2015 Cycle 2 status classification data and objectives data for the water body are shown
in Table 24, along with the 2019 status data, which shows those status elements that are
currently failing to achieve good status.

Table 24: Timperley Brook - 2015 Cycle 2 status classification and status objectives and 2019 status
data

Status element Status (2015) RBMP Cycle 2 status Status (2019)
objective
Overall status Moderate Good by 2027 Moderate
Ecological potential Moderate Good by 2027 Moderate
Biological status Moderate Good by 2027 Moderate
Fish - = -
Invertebrates Moderate Good by 2027 Moderate
Macrophytes and phytobenthos Moderate Good by 2027 Moderate
Hydromorphological status Supports good Supports good by 2015 Supports good
Hydrological regime Supports good Supports good by 2015 Supports good
Morphology - - -
Physicochemical status Moderate Good by 2027 Moderate
Ammonia (phys-chem) Good Good by 2015 Moderate
Dissolved oxygen Good Good by 2015 Good
pH High Good by 2015 High
Phosphate Moderate Good by 2027 Moderate
Temperature High Good by 2015 High
Specific pollutants status High High by 2015 High
Chemical status Good Good by 2015 Fail

Sinderland Brook (Fairywell Bk and Baguley Bk)
(GB112069061270)

2.1.50 The Sinderland Brook (Fairywell Bk and Baguley Bk) (GB112069061270) water body is a
HMWB and so is assessed according to ecological potential rather than ecological status. The
water body is currently assessed in 2015 as having moderate overall status, moderate
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ecological potential, and good chemical status (changing to fail in 2019). The water body is
therefore currently failing its good overall status objective under the WFD.

2.1.51

The 2015 Cycle 2 status classification data and objectives data for the water body are shown

in Table 25, along with the 2019 status data, which shows those status elements that are

currently failing to achieve good status.

Table 25: Sinderland Brook (Fairywell Bk and Baguley Bk) - 2015 Cycle 2 status classification and
status objectives and 2019 status data

Status element

Status (2015)

RBMP Cycle 2 status

Status (2019)

objective

Overall status Moderate Good by 2027 Moderate
Ecological potential Moderate Good by 2027 Moderate
Biological status - Not assessed Poor

Fish = = =
Invertebrates - - Poor
Macrophytes and phytobenthos - Not assessed -
Hydromorphological status Supports good Supports good by 2015 Supports good
Hydrological regime Supports good Supports good by 2015 Supports good
Morphology - - -
Physicochemical status Moderate Good by 2027 Moderate
Ammonia (phys-chem) High Good by 2015 High
Dissolved oxygen High Good by 2015 High
pH High Good by 2015 High
Phosphate Moderate Good by 2015 Poor
Temperature High High by 2015 High
Specific pollutants status High High by 2015 High
Chemical status Good Good by 2015 Fail

Mersey (upstream of Manchester Ship Canal)

2.1.52

2.1.53

(GB112069061030)

The Mersey (upstream of Manchester Ship Canal) (GB112069061030) water body is a HMWB
and so is assessed according to ecological potential rather than ecological status. The water
body is currently assessed in 2015 as having moderate overall status, moderate ecological
potential, and good chemical status (changing to fail in 2019). The water body has therefore
met its moderate overall status objective under the WFD.

The 2015 Cycle 2 status classification data and objectives data for the water body are shown
in Table 26, along with the 2019 status data, which shows those status elements that are
currently failing to achieve good status.
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Table 26: Mersey (upstream of Manchester Ship Canal) - 2015 Cycle 2 status classification and
status objectives and 2019 status data

Status element Status (2015) RBMP Cycle 2 status Status (2019)
objective
Overall status Moderate Moderate by 2015 Moderate
Ecological potential Moderate Moderate by 2015 Moderate
Biological status - Not assessed -
Fish - - =
Invertebrates - - -
Macrophytes and phytobenthos - Not assessed -
Hydromorphological status Supports good Supports good by 2015 Supports good
Hydrological regime Supports good Supports good by 2015 Supports good
Morphology - - -
Physicochemical status Moderate Moderate by 2015 Moderate
Ammonia (phys-chem) Good Good by 2015 Good
Dissolved oxygen High Good by 2015 High
pH High Good by 2015 High
Phosphate Poor Poor by 2015 Poor
Temperature High Good by 2015 High
Specific pollutants status High High by 2015 High
Chemical status Good Good by 2015 Fail

2.1.54

2.1.55

Chorlton Brook (Princess Parkway to Mersey)
(GB112069061040)

The Chorlton Brook (Princess Parkway to Mersey) (GB112069061040) water body is a HMWB
and so is assessed according to ecological potential rather than ecological status. The water
body is currently assessed in 2015 as having moderate overall status, moderate ecological
potential, and good chemical status (changing to fail in 2019). The water body is therefore
currently failing its good overall status objective under the WFD.

The 2015 Cycle 2 status classification data and objectives data for the water body are shown
in Table 27, along with the 2019 status data, which shows those status elements that are
currently failing to achieve good status.
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Table 27: Chorlton Brook (Princess Parkway to Mersey) - 2015 Cycle 2 status classification and
status objectives and 2019 status data

Status element Status (2015) RBMP Cycle 2 status Status (2019)
objective
Overall status Moderate Good by 2027 Moderate
Ecological potential Moderate Good by 2027 Moderate
Biological status Poor Good by 2027 Poor
Fish - - =
Invertebrates Poor Good by 2027 Poor
Macrophytes and phytobenthos - Not assessed -
Hydromorphological status Supports good Supports good by 2015 Supports good
Hydrological regime Supports good Supports good by 2015 Supports good
Morphology - - -
Physicochemical status Moderate Good by 2027 Moderate
Ammonia (phys-chem) Good Good by 2015 High
Dissolved oxygen Good Good by 2015 High
pH High Good by 2015 High
Phosphate Poor Good by 2027 Moderate
Temperature High Good by 2015 High
Specific pollutants status High High by 2015 =
Chemical status Good Good by 2015 Fail

Fallowfield Brook (GB112069061410)

The Fallowfield Brook (GB112069061410) water body is a HMWB and so is assessed

2.1.56

according to ecological potential rather than ecological status. The water body is currently
assessed in 2015 as having moderate overall status, moderate ecological potential, and good
chemical status (changing to fail in 2019). The water body is therefore currently failing its
good overall status objective under the WFD.

2.1.57

The 2015 Cycle 2 status classification data and objectives data for the water body are shown

in Table 28, along with the 2019 status data, which shows those status elements that are

currently failing to achieve good status.

Table 28: Fallowfield Brook - 2015 Cycle 2 status classification and status objectives and 2019 status

data

Status element

Status (2015)

RBMP Cycle 2 status

objective

Status (2019)

Overall status Moderate Good by 2027 Moderate
Ecological potential Moderate Good by 2027 Moderate
Biological status - Not assessed Moderate

Fish - - -
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Status element Status (2015) RBMP Cycle 2 status

objective

Status (2019)

Invertebrates - -

Macrophytes and phytobenthos - -

Hydromorphological status Supports good Supports good by 2015
Hydrological regime Supports good Supports good by 2015
Morphology - -

Physicochemical status Moderate Good by 2027
Ammonia (phys-chem) Good Good by 2015
Dissolved oxygen Good Good by 2015
pH High Good by 2015
Phosphate Moderate Good by 2027
Temperature High Good by 2015

Specific pollutants status High High by 2015

Chemical status Good Good by 2015

Moderate
Supports good
Supports good
Moderate

High

High

High

Moderate

High

High

Fail

Platt Brook (source to Fallowfield Bk)

(GB112069061060)

2.1.58 The Platt Brook (source to Fallowfield Bk) (GB112069061060) water body is a HMWB and so
is assessed according to ecological potential rather than ecological status. The water body is
currently assessed in 2015 as having moderate overall status, moderate ecological potential,
and good chemical status (changing to fail in 2019). The water body is therefore currently

failing its good overall status objective under the WFD.

2.1.59 The 2015 Cycle 2 status classification data and objectives data for the water body are shown
in Table 29, along with the 2019 status data, which shows those status elements that are

currently failing to achieve good status.

Table 29: Platt Brook (source to Fallowfield Bk) - 2015 Cycle 2 status classification, status objectives

and 2019 status data

Status element Status (2015) RBMP Cycle 2 status
objective
Overall status Moderate Good by 2027
Ecological potential Moderate Good by 2027
Biological status Bad Good by 2027
Fish - =
Invertebrates Bad Good by 2027
Macrophytes and phytobenthos  Good Good by 2015
Hydromorphological status Supports good Supports good by 2015
Hydrological regime Supports good Supports good by 2015

Status (2019)

Moderate
Moderate

Bad

Bad

Good
Supports good
Supports good
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Status element Status (2015) RBMP Cycle 2 status Status (2019)
objective
Morphology - - -
Physicochemical status Moderate Good by 2027 Moderate
Ammonia (phys-chem) Moderate Good by 2027 Good
Dissolved oxygen High Good by 2015 High
pH High Good by 2015 High
Phosphate Poor Good by 2027 Poor
Temperature High Good by 2015 High
Specific pollutants status High High by 2015 High
Chemical status Good Good by 2015 Fail

Irwell/Manchester Ship Canal (Irk to confluence
with Upper Mersey) (GB112069061452)

2.1.60 The Irwell/Manchester Ship Canal (Irk to confluence with Upper Mersey) (GB112069061452)
water body is a HMWB and so is assessed according to ecological potential rather than
ecological status. The water body is currently assessed in 2015 as having moderate overall
status, moderate ecological potential, and good chemical status (changing to fail in 2019).
The water body is therefore currently failing its good overall status objective under the WFD.

2.1.61 The 2015 Cycle 2 status classification data and objectives data for the water body are shown
in Table 30, along with the 2019 status data, which shows those status elements that are
currently failing to achieve good status.

Table 30: Irwell/Manchester Ship Canal (Irk to confluence with Upper Mersey) - 2015 Cycle 2 status
classification and status objectives and 2019 status data

Status element Status (2015) RBMP Cycle 2 status Status (2019)
objective
Overall status Moderate Moderate by 2015 Moderate
Ecological potential Moderate Moderate by 2015 Moderate
Biological status - Not assessed -
Fish = 5 -
Invertebrates - - -

Macrophytes and phytobenthos - - -

Hydromorphological status Supports good Supports good by 2015 Supports good
Hydrological regime Supports good Supports good by 2015 Supports good
Morphology - - -

Physicochemical status Moderate Moderate by 2015 Moderate
Ammonia (phys-chem) Poor Poor by 2021 Moderate
Dissolved oxygen Poor Moderate by 2021 Bad
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Status element Status (2015) RBMP Cycle 2 status Status (2019)

objective

pH High Good by 2015 High

Phosphate Poor Poor by 2015 Poor

Temperature High Good by 2027 High
Specific pollutants status High High by 2015 High
Chemical status Good Good by 2015 Fail

Medlock (Lumb Brook to Irwell) (GB112069061152)

The Medlock (Lumb Brook to Irwell) (GB112069061152) water body is a HMWB and so is
assessed according to ecological potential rather than ecological status. The water body is
currently assessed in 2015 as having moderate overall status, moderate ecological potential,
and good chemical status (changing to fail in 2019). The water body has therefore met its
moderate overall status objective under the WFD.

2.1.62

2.1.63 The 2015 Cycle 2 status classification data and objectives data for the water body are shown
in Table 31, along with the 2019 status data, which shows those status elements that are

currently failing to achieve good status.

Table 31: Medlock (Lumb Brook to Irwell) - 2015 Cycle 2 status classification and status objectives
and 2019 status data

Status element

Status (2015)

RBMP Cycle 2 status

objective

Status (2019)

Overall status Moderate Moderate by 2015 Moderate
Ecological potential Moderate Moderate by 2015 Moderate
Biological status Poor Moderate by 2027 Poor
Fish Poor Moderate by 2027 Poor
Invertebrates Moderate Good by 2021 Moderate
Macrophytes and phytobenthos Moderate - Moderate
Hydromorphological status Supports good Supports good by 2015  Supports good
Hydrological regime Supports good Supports good by 2015  Supports good
Morphology - - -
Physicochemical status Moderate Moderate by 2015 Moderate
Ammonia (phys-chem) Moderate Good by 2027 High
Dissolved oxygen High Good by 2015 High
pH High Good by 2015 High
Phosphate Poor Poor by 2015 Poor
Temperature High Good by 2015 Good

46



Background Information and Data
Water resources and flood risk
BID WR-002-00001_Part 1
Water Framework Directive compliance assessment baseline data - Part 1 of 2

Status element Status (2015) RBMP Cycle 2 status Status (2019)
objective
Specific pollutants status High High by 2015 High
Chemical status Good Good by 2015 Fail

Rostherne Mere (GB31232650)

2.1.64 The Rostherne Mere (GB31232650) water body is a lake water body and is currently
assessed in 2015 as having bad overall status, bad ecological status, and good chemical
status (changing to fail in 2019). The water body is therefore currently failing its good overall
status objective under the WFD.

2.1.65 The 2015 Cycle 2 status classification data and objectives data for the water body are shown

in Table 32, along with the 2019 status data, which shows those status elements that are
currently failing to achieve good status.

Table 32: Rostherne Mere - 2015 Cycle 2 status classification and status objectives and 2019 status
data

Status element Status (2015) RBMP Cycle 2 status Status (2019)

objective

Overall status Bad Good by 2027 Bad
Ecological status Bad Good by 2027 Bad
Biological status Bad Good by 2027 Bad

Macrophytes and phytobenthos Bad Good by 2027 Bad
Phytoplankton Moderate Good by 2027 Poor
Benthic invertebrates - - -
Fish - - -
Hydromorphological status
Morphology High Supports good by 2015 High
Hydrological regime Supports good Supports good by 2015 High
Physicochemical status Moderate Good by 2027 Moderate
Transparency - - -
Thermal conditions - - -
Dissolved oxygen Poor Good by 2027 Poor
Salinity High Good by 2015 High
Acidification status High Good by 2015 High
Total phosphorus Bad Good by 2027 Bad
Specific pollutants status High High by 2015 High
Chemical status Good Good by 2015 Fail
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2.2

2.2.1

2.2.2

2.2.3

Background Information and Data
Water resources and flood risk
BID WR-002-00001_Part 1
Water Framework Directive compliance assessment baseline data - Part 1 of 2

Watercourses

Table 33 presents the baseline information for all the watercourses potentially affected by
the Proposed Scheme and indicates whether they have been screened in for WFD
preliminary assessment based on their baseline condition.

The locations of the watercourses are shown in Figure 5 to Figure 20.

A summary of the baseline condition of each watercourse is then provided in the sections
below. Where a reconnaissance field survey of the watercourse has been undertaken,
photographic evidence and a short description are provided in a table for that watercourse.
No such table is provided for those watercourses that have only been assessed via desk
study at this stage.
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Background Information and Data
Water resources and flood risk
BID WR-002-00001_Part 1
Water Framework Directive compliance assessment baseline data - Part 1 of 2

Table 33: Summary of all WFD watercourses potentially affected by the Proposed Scheme

WFD water body
name and ID

Wistaston Brook
GB112068055280

Valley Brook
(Englesea Brook to
Weaver)

GB112068055310

Fowle Brook
GB112068055400

Weaver (Marbury
Brook to Dane)

GB112068060460

Shropshire Union
Canal, Market
Drayton to Ellesmere
Port

GB71210133

Wheelock (Fowle
Brook to Dane)

Watercourse
name

Tributary of
Swill Brook 1

Tributary of
Gresty Brook 1

Gresty Brook

Basford Brook

Valley Brook

Tributary of
Fowle Brook 1

Tributary of
River Weaver 2

Tributary of
River Weaver 4

Shropshire
Union Canal

Hoggins Brook

Watercourse
designation

Ordinary
watercourse

Ordinary
watercourse

Main river

Main river

Main river

Ordinary
watercourse

Ordinary
watercourse

Ordinary
watercourse

Canal

Ordinary
watercourse

Watercourse
upstream /
downstream
National Grid
Reference
(NGR)

SJ7173352578 /
5J6988952507

SJ7168752668 /
SJ7044352890

SJ7208653620 /
5J6997353887

SJ7269251728 /
SJ)7208753619

SJ7236155084 /
5)6867255508

56972158317 /
SJ7154258298

5)6873561830/
SJ6759262677

56804764938 /
S)6732565410

SJ6733461270/
5)6957365786

SJ6977560072 /
5J6265070452

Approx.

watercourse

length

within water

body extent

(km)
1.9
1.7
2.4
2.9
4.3
3.1
2.0
1.3
6.2
4.1

Estimated Estimated
catchment Q95 (m3/s)
area of at
watercourse Proposed
(km?2) Scheme
location
0.56 <0.002
0.77 <0.002
24.7 0.0598
19.6 0.052
48.2 0.0981
4.4 <0.002
1.3 <0.002
0.33 <0.002
N/A N/A
5.6 0.0028

Watercourse
surveyed?

No

No

No

No

Yes

Yes

Yes

Yes

Yes

Yes

Watercourse
receptor
value at
Proposed
Scheme
location
Moderate
Moderate
High

High

High

Low

Moderate

Low

Very high

Low

Watercourse
screened in
for WFD
preliminary
assessment?

Yes

Yes

Yes

Yes

Yes

No

Yes

No

Yes

No
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Background Information and Data
Water resources and flood risk
BID WR-002-00001_Part 1
Water Framework Directive compliance assessment baseline data - Part 1 of 2

WFD water body Watercourse Watercourse | Watercourse Approx. Estimated Estimated | Watercourse | Watercourse | Watercourse
name and ID name designation upstream / watercourse | catchment Q95 (m3/s) | surveyed? receptor screened in
downstream length area of at value at for WFD
National Grid | within water | watercourse Proposed Proposed preliminary
Reference body extent (km?) Scheme Scheme assessment?
(NGR) (km) location location
GB112068055380 Tributary of Ordinary SJ6871066073 / 1.2 1.1 <0.002 = Yes Low No
River Wheelock  watercourse S)6952865423
5
Dane (Wheelock to River Dane Main river SJ6935066991 / 23 395.2 0.839 Yes Very high Yes
Weaver) SJ6717670159
GB112068060470 Tributary of Ordinary 5)6850567400 / 0.4 0.2 <0.002  Yes Low No
River Dane 3 watercourse S)6880667548
Trent and Mersey Trent and Canal SJ7063565714 / 11.9 N/A N/A  Yes Very high Yes
Canal, summit to Mersey Canal SJ6850574774
Preston Brook
Tunnel
GB71210247
Puddinglake Brook Tributary of Ordinary S)6882468911 / 1.1 0.3 <0.002 No Low No
GB112068060220 Trent and watercourse SJ6805269349
Mersey Canal
Puddinglake Main river S)6994970019 / 8.3 10.9 0.0084 Yes High Yes
Brook S)6740370848
Wade Brook Gad Brook Ordinary SJ6976571265 / 3.5 9.7 0.00396 Yes Moderate Yes
GB112068060370 watercourse SJ6723572515
Tributary of Ordinary SJ7004271760 / 1.9 2.0 <0.002 No Moderate Yes
Gad Brook 3 watercourse SJ6861471909
Broken Cross Ordinary SJ6946172909 / 3.5 1.0 <0.002 No Low No
Drains watercourse S)6867774198
Wade Brook Main river SJ7035773356 / 4.1 41.3 0.075 Yes High Yes
S)6780874058
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Background Information and Data
Water resources and flood risk
BID WR-002-00001_Part 1
Water Framework Directive compliance assessment baseline data - Part 1 of 2

Watercourse
screened in
for WFD
preliminary
assessment?

Watercourse
receptor
value at
Proposed
Scheme
location

Watercourse
surveyed?

Estimated Estimated
catchment Q95 (m3/s)
area of at
watercourse Proposed
(km?2) Scheme
location

Watercourse
upstream /
downstream
National Grid within water
Reference body extent
(NGR) (km)

Watercourse
designation

Watercourse
name

WFD water body
name and ID

Approx.
watercourse
length

Peover Eye Tributary of Ordinary SJ7008574773 / 2.3 0.9 <0.002 Yes Moderate Yes
(Wincham Brook) Peover Eye watercourse SJ7009675711
GB112068060390 Peover Eye Main river SJ7142775425 / 1.9 78.3 0.188 Yes High Yes
SJ7006075781
Smoker Brook (Gale Smoker Brook Main river SJ7105776204 / 1.5 69.7 0.0685  Yes High Yes
Brook to Wincham SJ7006075781
Brook) Tributary of Ordinary SJ7087077137 / 1.6 0.7 <0.002 Yes Low No
GB112068060410 Smoker Brook 2 watercourse  SJ7106376206
Waterless Main river 56909480314 / 8.4 62.0 0.0397 Yes High Yes
Brook SJ7105776204
Tabley Brook Ordinary SJ7183680441 / 3.7 8.8 0.0126 No Moderate Yes
watercourse SJ7081578604
Tributary of Ordinary SJ7060879793 / 1.6 4.0 <0.002 No Moderate Yes
Tabley Brook 2 watercourse SJ7137379138
Tributary of Ordinary SJ7098279990 / 0.4 0.3 <0.002 No Moderate Yes
Tabley Brook 3 watercourse SJ7110979980
Tributary of Ordinary SJ7100880534 / 0.9 24 <0.002 Yes Low No
Tabley Brook 4  watercourse SJ7110979980
Tributary of Ordinary SJ7112780772 / 0.3 0.1 <0.002 Yes Low No
Tabley Brook 6  watercourse SJ7115780520
Tributary of Ordinary SJ7121882949 / 3.0 1.5 <0.002 Yes Low No
Tabley Brook 7 = watercourse SJ7098881459
Tributary of Ordinary SJ7138981817 / 2.2 2.1 <0.002 Yes Low No
Tabley Brook 8  watercourse SJ7107381608
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WFD water body

name and ID

Bollin (Ashley Mill to
Manchester Ship

Canal)

GB112069061382

Watercourse
name

Tributary of
Tabley Brook 9

Tributary of
Millington
Clough 1

Tributary of
Millington
Clough 2
Tributary of
Millington
Clough 3
Millington
Clough
Tributary of
Millington
Clough 4

Agden Brook

Tributary of
River Bollin 10

Tributary of
River Bollin 11

Agden Lane
Road Drain 1

Watercourse
designation

Ordinary
watercourse

Ordinary
watercourse

Ordinary
watercourse

Ordinary
watercourse

Main river

Ordinary
watercourse

Main river
Ordinary

watercourse

Main river

Ordinary
watercourse

Background Information and Data
Water resources and flood risk
BID WR-002-00001_Part 1
Water Framework Directive compliance assessment baseline data - Part 1 of 2

Watercourse
upstream /
downstream
National Grid
Reference
(NGR)

SJ7155682477 /
SJ7183780441

SJ7143483472 /
SJ7229684139

SJ7158983894 /
SJ7211584234

SJ7099784568 /
SJ7189283998

SJ7211584234 /
SJ7263084306

SJ7167284667 /
SJ7211584234

SJ7263084306 /
SJ7173787920

SJ7325585387 /
SJ7354085599

SJ7380585154 /
57344786079

SJ7148886564 /
SJ7146186534

Approx.

watercourse

length

within water

body extent

(km)
6.3
2.1
0.7
1.3
0.7
0.7
5.2
0.6
1.2
0.1

Estimated
catchment
area of
watercourse
(km?)
3.2
2.6
1.1
0.4
3.4
0.3
7.5
0.07
2.19
0.01

Estimated
Q95 (m3/s)
at
Proposed
Scheme
location

N/A

<0.002

<0.002

<0.002

0.00432

0.00232

0.01

<0.002

0.00285

<0.002

Watercourse
surveyed?

Yes

Yes

Yes

Yes

Yes

Yes

Yes

No

No

No

Watercourse
receptor
value at
Proposed
Scheme
location

Moderate

Low

Low

Low

High

Low

Moderate

Moderate

Moderate

Low

Watercourse
screened in
for WFD
preliminary
assessment?

Yes

No

No

No

Yes

No

Yes

Yes

Yes

No
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Background Information and Data
Water resources and flood risk
BID WR-002-00001_Part 1
Water Framework Directive compliance assessment baseline data - Part 1 of 2

WFD water body Watercourse Watercourse | Watercourse Approx. Estimated Estimated | Watercourse | Watercourse | Watercourse
name and ID name designation upstream / watercourse | catchment Q95 (m3/s) | surveyed? receptor screened in
downstream length area of at value at for WFD

National Grid | within water | watercourse Proposed Proposed preliminary
Reference body extent (km?2) Scheme Scheme assessment?
(NGR) (km) location location

Tributary of Ordinary SJ7084086054 / 1.5 0.7 <0.002 Yes Low No
Agden Brook 1 watercourse SJ7182287008

River Bollin Main river SJ7232087656 / 4.3 268.5 1.219 Yes Very high Yes
SJ6960988559
Old Bollin Main river S)7221288174 / 2.6 1.7 0.00249  No Low No
SJ7024288749
Tributary of Old ~ Ordinary SJ7091688690 / 1.2 0.1 <0.002 Yes Low No
Bollin watercourse SJ7057188675
Bridgewater Canal Bridgewater Canal S)7285787460 / 3.8 N/A N/A  Yes Very high Yes
GB71210001 Canal S)6992387441
Mersey/Manchester  Tributary of Main river SJ7192589141 / 6.4 1.4 0.00251 Yes Low No
Ship Canal Manchester SJ6970290401

(Irwell/Manchester Ship Canal 2
Ship Canal to Bollin)  (also known as

GB112069061011 Warburton Park
Brook)
Field Drains Ordinary SJ7085889735 / 0.2 0.03 <0.002 No Low No
A6144 watercourse SJ7092589572
Manchester Canal® SJ7260093468 / 6.0 1689.3 N/A  Yes Very high Yes
Ship Canal S)6871589097
Sinderland Brook Red Brook Main river SJ7153190500 / 2.2 49.9 0.188 ' Yes High Yes
GB112069060980 5)6996890836

6 The Manchester Ship Canal is a canalised section of the River Mersey in the study area. It is referred to as the Manchester Ship Canal throughout this report.

53



WFD water body
name and ID

Glaze

Watercourse
name

Watercourse
designation

Main river

Background Information and Data
Water resources and flood risk
BID WR-002-00001_Part 1
Water Framework Directive compliance assessment baseline data - Part 1 of 2

Watercourse
upstream /
downstream
National Grid
Reference
(NGR)

Approx.
watercourse
length
within water
body extent
(km)

4.0

Estimated
Q95 (m3/s)

Proposed
Scheme
location

<0.002

Watercourse
surveyed?

Yes

Watercourse
receptor
value at
Proposed
Scheme
location

Low

Watercourse
screened in
for WFD
preliminary
assessment?

No

56784292485 /

GB112069061420

Tributary of
Glaze Brook 1

Dam Head Lane

Drains

Tributary of
Glaze Brook 2

M62 Drainage

Tributary of
Holcroft Lane
Brook 2

Tributary of
Holcroft Lane
Brook 3

Tributary of
Holcroft Lane
Brook 4

Holcroft Lane
Brook

Tributary of
Glaze Brook 4

Wigshaw Lane
Drains

Jibcroft Brook

Ordinary
watercourse

Ordinary
watercourse

Ordinary
watercourse

Main river

Ordinary
watercourse

Ordinary
watercourse

Main river

Ordinary
watercourse

Ordinary
watercourse

Ordinary
watercourse

SJ7012691318

56906492659 /
56906992387

SJ6700793060 /
5)6904793487

56780093408 /
5J6803393453

5J6691893370 /
56676694275

56684693395 /
56678094147

5J6653893292 /
56658894233

5J6607394270 /
56840394075

56454295431 /
56568896454

SJ6414695026 /
5J6450294922

S)6395695742 /
S)6478096126

0.4

7.3

0.3

1.0

1.3

4.8

2.6

2.2

0.5

1.2

Estimated
catchment
area of
watercourse
(km?)
1.4
0.2
1.9
0.01
0.1
0.2
0.9
3.4
1.3
N/A
0.6

<0.002

<0.002

<0.002

<0.002

<0.002

<0.002

<0.002

<0.002

<0.002

<0.002

No

Yes

No

Yes

Yes

Yes

Yes

No

No

Yes

Low

Low

Low

Low

Low

Low

Moderate

Moderate

Low

Moderate

No

No

No

No

No

No

Yes

Yes

No

Yes
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WFD water body

name and ID

Spittle Brook

GB112069061020

Hey/Borsdane Brook
GB112069064520

Watercourse
name

Tributary of
Carr Brook 1

Carr Brook

Tributary of
Carr Brook 2

Tributary of
Cross Brook 1

Small Brook

Slag Lane
Drains

Tributary of
Hey Brook 1

Tributary of
Hey Brook 2

Tributary of
Hey Brook 3

Tributary of
Hey Brook 4

Windy Bank
Brook

Tributary of
Nan Holes
Brook 1

Watercourse
designation

Ordinary
watercourse

Ordinary
watercourse

Ordinary
watercourse

Ordinary
watercourse

Main river

Ordinary
watercourse

Ordinary
watercourse

Ordinary
watercourse

Main river

Ordinary
watercourse

Ordinary
watercourse

Ordinary
watercourse

Background Information and Data
Water resources and flood risk
BID WR-002-00001_Part 1
Water Framework Directive compliance assessment baseline data - Part 1 of 2

Watercourse
upstream /
downstream
National Grid
Reference
(NGR)

5J6380795983 /
56476897209

5)6265496570 /
56470797326

56408869895 /
5J6470897326

S)6438494706 /
S)6407592928

5J6201196948 /
5)6345598683

SJ6271898228 /
5)6285298184

5J6249598369 /
5J6259599366

5)6234498752 /
5J6194498652

5J6144298003 /
5J6187299071

SJ6131798914 /
5J6231999445

5)6008999597 /
5J6130099935

SJ6067099793 /
SD6066700088

Approx.
watercourse
length
within water
body extent
(km)
1.8
2.7
0.7

24

34

0.2

1.8

0.4

2.3

1.6

1.6

0.3

Estimated
catchment
area of
watercourse
(km?)

0.7

1.9

0.4

1.1

0.8

0.04

0.3

0.1

0.1

1.3

0.4

0.03

Estimated
Q95 (m3/s)
at
Proposed
Scheme
location

<0.002

0.00261

<0.002

<0.002

<0.002

<0.002

0.003

<0.002

<0.002

<0.002

<0.002

<0.002

Watercourse
surveyed?

Yes

Yes

No

Yes

Yes

No

Yes

No

No

Yes

Yes

Yes

Watercourse
receptor
value at
Proposed
Scheme
location

Low

Moderate

Low

Low

Low

Low

Low

Low

Low

Moderate

Moderate

Low

Watercourse
screened in
for WFD
preliminary
assessment?

No

Yes

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

Yes

Yes

No
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Background Information and Data
Water resources and flood risk
BID WR-002-00001_Part 1
Water Framework Directive compliance assessment baseline data - Part 1 of 2

WFD water body Watercourse Watercourse | Watercourse Approx. Estimated Estimated | Watercourse | Watercourse | Watercourse
name and ID name designation upstream / watercourse | catchment Q95 (m3/s) | surveyed? receptor screened in
downstream length area of at value at for WFD
National Grid | within water | watercourse Proposed Proposed preliminary
Reference body extent (km?) Scheme Scheme assessment?
(NGR) (km) location location
Wigan Road Ordinary 5J6065239977 / 0.4 0.04 <0.002 No Low No
Drain watercourse S)6066399952
Tributary of Ordinary SD6056300004 0.7 0.002 <0.002 No Low No
Nan Holes watercourse /
Brook 2 SD6057600070
Nan Holes Main river SD6118700084 2.7 2.0 <0.002 Yes Moderate Yes
Brook
Tributary of Ordinary SD6028200466 0.5 0.2 <0.002 Yes Low No
Hey Brook 5 watercourse /
SD6076700369
Hey Brook Main river SD6061602477 6.7 30.9 0.036 ' Yes High Yes
/5)6296599352
Tributary of Ordinary SD5938900487 4.0 1.0 <0.002 Yes Low No
Coffin Lane watercourse /
Brook 2 SD6011601019
Coffin Lane Main river SD5884301248 4.0 2.7 0.00388 | Yes Moderate Yes
Brook /
SD6055700932
Tributary of Ordinary SD6005901424 0.7 0.3 <0.002 Yes Low No
Coffin Lane watercourse /
Brook 1 SD6038601024
Bamfurlong Ordinary SD6016401665 0.2 0.1 <0.002 No Low No
Drain watercourse /
SD6018201675
Birkin Brook - Blackburn’s Main river SJ7481283929 / 1.5 10.7 0.0231 Yes Moderate Yes
Mobberley Brook to  Brook S)7542084696
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WFD water body
name and ID

River Bollin
(including Rostherne
Brook)

GB112069061370

Sugar Brook
GB112069061350
Bollin (River Dean to
Ashley Mill)
GB112069061381

Watercourse
name

Birkin Brook

Tributary of
Birkin Brook 4

Tributary of
Birkin Brook 3

Tributary of
Birkin Brook 2

Tributary of
Birkin Brook 1
(Middle House
Brook)

Tributary of
Sugar Brook

River Bollin

Tributary of
River Bollin 3

Tributary of
River Bollin 2

Tributary of
River Bollin 4

Tributary of
River Bollin 6

Watercourse
designation

Main river

Ordinary
watercourse

Ordinary
watercourse

Ordinary
watercourse

Main river

Main river

Main river

Ordinary
watercourse

Ordinary
watercourse

Ordinary
watercourse

Ordinary
watercourse

Background Information and Data
Water resources and flood risk
BID WR-002-00001_Part 1
Water Framework Directive compliance assessment baseline data - Part 1 of 2

Watercourse
upstream /
downstream
National Grid
Reference
(NGR)

SJ7643583044 /
SJ7467286002

SJ7676084040 /
S)7654683890

SJ7800084058 /
SJ7752383786

SJ7826383712 /
SJ7747283685

5J7985282427 /
5J7686483736

SJ7866282670 /
SJ7761082726

5)8024283338 /
S)7480485706

SJ7965484731 /
SJ7929084367

5)8022984672 /
57968984089

SJ7903884439 /
SJ7919684553

5J7868684220 /
SJ7862184645

Approx.
watercourse
length
within water
body extent
(km)
3.2
0.3
1.2
0.9

4.5

1.8

10.3

0.8

1.7

0.2

0.5

Estimated
catchment
area of
watercourse
(km?)

96.1

0.3

0.9

0.2

3.3

0.8

153.1

0.3

0.5

0.08

0.17

Estimated
Q95 (m3/s)

Proposed
Scheme
location

0.123

<0.002

<0.002

<0.002

<0.002

<0.002

0.302

<0.002

<0.002

<0.002

<0.002

Watercourse
surveyed?

Yes

Yes

Yes

No

Yes

No

Yes

Yes

Yes

Yes

No

Watercourse
receptor
value at
Proposed
Scheme
location

High

Low

Low

Low

Moderate

Moderate

Very high

Moderate

Moderate

Low

Moderate

Watercourse
screened in
for WFD
preliminary
assessment?

Yes

No

No

No

Yes

Yes

Yes

Yes

Yes

No

Yes
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Background Information and Data
Water resources and flood risk
BID WR-002-00001_Part 1
Water Framework Directive compliance assessment baseline data - Part 1 of 2

Watercourse | Watercourse
receptor screened in
value at for WFD
Proposed preliminary
Scheme assessment?
location

Watercourse
surveyed?

Estimated Estimated
catchment Q95 (m3/s)
length area of at
National Grid | within water | watercourse Proposed
Reference body extent (km?2) Scheme
(NGR) (km) location

Watercourse
upstream /
downstream

Watercourse
designation

WFD water body Watercourse
name and ID name

Approx.
watercourse

Tributary of Ordinary SJ7845584333 / 0.4 0.07 <0.002 Yes Low No
River Bollin 7 watercourse SJ7858584638
Drain to M56 1 Ordinary SJ7981784533 / 0.1 0.01 <0.002 No Low No
watercourse SJ7980684623
Drainto M56 2  Ordinary S)7992884733 / 0.2 0.04 <0.002 No Low No
watercourse SJ7976084668
Timperley Brook Tributary of Ordinary S)8031185440 / 0.6 1.1 <0.002 Yes Low No
GB112069061260 Timperley watercourse SJ8001185967
Brook 1
Timperley Main river SJ8087685655 / 3.9 5.1 0.00293 Yes Moderate Yes
Brook SJ7962887149
Tributary of Ordinary S)8041786576 / 0.9 0.4 <0.002 No Moderate Yes
Timperley watercourse SJ7974586915
Brook 3
Sinderland Brook Fairywell Brook  Main river S)8136486024 / 3.9 2.6 0.0037 Yes Low No
(Fairywell Bk and SJ7984588916
Baguley Bk) Mill Brook Ordinary $J8123687346 / 25 15 <0.002  Yes Moderate Yes
GB112069061270 watercourse  SJ7984488918
Baguley Brook Main river S)8192386154 / 8.2 8.1 0.0111 Yes Moderate Yes
SJ7817290322
Tributary of Ordinary $)8299088526 / 1.2 2.8 <0.002 No Low No
Baguley Brook  watercourse S)8205489201
Mersey (upstream of  River Mersey Main river SJ8407589374 / 6.5 614.6 1.471 Yes Very high Yes
Manchester Ship S)8243591340
EliEl) Tributary of Main river 5J8403990787 / 1.1 0.1 <0.002  Yes Moderate Yes
GB112069061030 River Mersey 2 SJ8340390974
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Background Information and Data
Water resources and flood risk
BID WR-002-00001_Part 1
Water Framework Directive compliance assessment baseline data - Part 1 of 2

Watercourse
screened in
for WFD
preliminary
assessment?

Watercourse
receptor
value at
Proposed
Scheme
location

Watercourse
surveyed?

Estimated Estimated
catchment Q95 (m3/s)
length area of at
National Grid | within water | watercourse Proposed
Reference body extent (km?2) Scheme
(NGR) (km) location

Watercourse
upstream /
downstream

Watercourse
designation

Watercourse
name

WFD water body
name and ID

Approx.
watercourse

Chorlton Brook No N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A  N/A N/A No
(Princess Parkway to  watercourses
Mersey) within study
GB112069061040 area
Fallowfield Brook Cringle Brook Main river S)8748293413 / 3.8 4.1 0.00689  Yes Moderate Yes
GB112069061410 5)8425293853
Platt Brook (Source Fallowfield Ordinary S)8856493819 / 4.4 9.2 0.0034 Yes Moderate Yes
to Fallowfield Bk) Brook watercourse SJ8425293853
GB112069061060 Tributary of Ordinary 5)8934595238 / 3.7 2.8 <0.002 No Low No
Platt Brook 1 watercourse SJ8576994726
Gore Brook Main river S)8858695875 / 3.3 11.9 0.0139 Yes Moderate Yes
SJ8576994726
Irwell / Manchester Corn Brook Ordinary S)8868197976 / 10.5 14.3 0.006 No Low No
Ship Canal (Irk to watercourse S)8221596954
confluence with
Upper Mersey)
GB112069061452
Medlock (Lumb River Medlock Main river SJ8642598795 / 5.2 64.5 0.187 Yes High Yes
Brook to Irwell) SJ8327197513
GB112069061152
Rostherne Mere Rostherne Lake N/A N/A N/A N/A  N/A High Yes
GB31232650 Mere

59



Background Information and Data
Water resources and flood risk
BID WR-002-00001_Part 1
Water Framework Directive compliance assessment baseline data - Part 1 of 2

Figure 5: Watercourses potentially affected by Proposed Scheme within WFD surface water body
catchments (Part 1)
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Figure 6: Watercourses potentially affected by Proposed Scheme within WFD surface water body
catchments (Part 2)
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Figure 7: Watercourses potentially affected by Proposed Scheme within WFD surface water body
catchments (Part 3)
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