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From: Melanie Latha

Sent: 15 Novermnber 2011 10:51

To: Peter Cleveland

Subject: RE: Arundel - St. Mary's Hall

Thanks Peter,

Hope to get this through 1o you relatively soon. We're just drawing together the amended
drawings, to go with the forms.

As agreed, | will emall this through to you (may need o be over a couple of emails] and send
the cheque in the post to follows

Kind regards

Melanie

Melanie Latham RIBA DipCanskistEnv RICS

For and on behalf of ST ANNS GATE ARCHITECTS LLP

From: Peter Cleveland [mailto:Peter.Cleveland@arun.gov. uk]
Sent: 15 November 2011 09:56

To: Melanie Latham

Subject: RE: Arundel - 5t. Mary's Hall

Dear Melanie

The fee for the Non Material Amendment applicalion is £170.

As agreed | will await your submission for the Amendment and Listed Building Applications.

Kind regards
Peter

Feter Cleveland BSc MSc I Senior PMlanner, Planning Department, Arun District Council ] Location: 1st Floor, Arun Clvic
Centre, Maltravers Road, Littlehampton, BNi7 BLF

Internal: 37631 | Edernal: +44 (0) 1503 737531| E-mail: Peter.Cleveland@arun.gov.uk

Visit Arun’s web site at www.arun.gov.uk Sawe the environment - think befere you print.

From: Melanie Latham [_
Sent: 14 Novemnber 201

To: Peter Cleveland

Subject: RE: Arundel - St Mary's Hall -

Decar Peter,

Tim Townsend s unfortunately not happy with our arguments about the bollards and is insisting
on a further two, despite aur feelings that they are really unnecessary, given the poavemenls and
1oads in Arundei generally! We dre showing them on the plans, but we'd reclly rather not include
them - if you can see a way of persuading him ctherwise, we'd be most grateful.

Your poini about the rafings is noted - we think that the melal railings would be the nealest and
least plirusive barrer, os they are quite slender and we can choose a iradilicnal design to fitin.
We would be happy io talk it through with you further once you've haed the cpplication details in
full, if you have any concerns, however. -

On thal paint, the clignt has now confirmed ali the changes o the building that are slightly
different to ihe criginal planning applfication and am shortly going to submi the drawings for
the revised external areas lor 51 Mary's Hall, There is ne route jor submilting an opplication for a
non-material amendmend vio the planning porlal, so | wondered whether t can send you ihe
form and drawings elecironically inslead? { can certainly submil the fisted building application
anfine it this wouid be easier for you, alternaiively, | could send this ta you the same way. This
application would be similar to the planning opplication, but include details tor the internal
anangemenis {lift and stafrcase) and sectional elevations showing panelling in the hall. Perhaps
you could lef me know which you would preferg

Kind regards
Meianie

Melanie Latham RIBA DipConsHistEnv RICS
For and on behaif of ST ANNS GATE ARCHITECTS LLP

From: Peter Cleveland [mailto:Peter.Cleveland@arun.gov.uk]
Sent: 10 October 2011 16:27

To: Melanie Latham

Subject: RE: Arundel - St. Mary's Hall

Dear Melanie

Thank you for the email below and the explanation of proposed changes {o that approved and also the
ietter for Tim Townsend outlining cur agreemant for the heritage boffards. Hopefully he is in agreement
with ihis.

| think the propesed changes would be acceptable, however this is without prejudice to any subseguent
planning application or listed building consent. | would however suggest that the railings be of iraditional
design and not to high/dominant along the easterm boundary of the site to ensure a minimal impact upen
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the setting of the building which Is important in this ¢ase,
| shall now await your further application.
Regards

Petar

Peter Cleveland | Planner, Planning Department, Arun District Council | Location: 1st Floor, Arun Civic Centre, Maliravers Road, Littlehamptan, BM17 S5LF
internal: 37370 | Bxtemal: +44 () 1903 737500 Ext 37370 | E-mai: Peter.Clevelapd@arun.gov.uk

Visit Arun's web slte at www.arun.gov.uk Save the anvironmant - think befora yau print,

o I
Sent: 1 .

Ta: Peter Cleveland
Subject: Arunde! - 5t. Mary's Hall

Dear Peter,
Following owr discussions on the phone, taltach a copy of the drawings that we intend to submit for o revision ta the planning application and for g new
isied building applicafion.

The main changes are, as you righily ideniified, as follows:
Externally
» the addition of railings te certain boundaries - this was a result of the condifion of the boundary wall and the need to camy out some alterations 1o

this to fomn the new emergency escape ramp on the eqst side of the building. On balance, we felt It would be best to rebuild the stone wall here
enfirely. as a certain amount of work here would need o be carried out for structural reasons, Having reconsidered the appecrance of this wall
for re-construction, it was felt that the boundary wall of the hall, in a random coursed stone. was rather incongruous with the hall construction end
seemed unnecessarly linked to the construction of the modern housing development [within the orginal boundaries of the garden) adjacent. As
ihe only ofher historic wall that appear to be remaining from the original hall construciion are in brick with sione or brick capping [on the
boundary with the graveyard) our conclusion was that a brick wall base with iron railings would e more in fine with the finished scheme, of
materals mare In keeping with St Mary's Hell generaifly. This solution with railings would protect ogainst failing whete the ground levek diifer from
pavement on the east side without forming a solid barier 1o light for the lower level room. This area is currently backiilled against the building, and
full of undergrowth which is causing seme damp infemally on the walls. Removing some of the high ground cgainst the building as part of these
boundary works will olleviale some of the damp issues on the wallinternally and help the buiiding's condition. 1t would clko allow a more consisient
language of materals surounding the Hall which we felt would be an enhancemnent to the fisted building. Some pholos are altached here of
these walls which | hope will help.

Internclly - since the pionning application the scheme has been refined and developed in more detail. As ¢ result, there have been changes which are
lergely 1o accommodale struciural discoveries of the building through our frial holes and sail investigations as well cs refining the finished scheme and
levels within the bullding. We believe that these changes are an improvement on the original scheme and more carefully consider the ramifications of
the proposal as a natural development of the project. They allow the building to funcfion better with the proposed new layout alterations and we hope
will be seen as acceptable changes,

« moedificafion o the layoul of the fift and staircase.

Having made some Kial hoies and worked up the structural solufions for the lower ground floor level, it hos transpired thot there is o significant
amount of wail shuciure that would be beneficiclly relained in this lower bosement level. This has meant a re-working of the intemal arangement
for verical circulation and resulied in the scheme as shown in the alteched drawings. The stairs have been omended to descend in a different
direction to the orginat planning oporoval, and have the benelit of providing seme additicna! natural ight to fall to the lower ground floor being
adjacent to fhe window on the north side. The access to The meeting rcom en the upper level from he lobby is therelore moved, and now
requiling a new apaning through the wall, The door opening to thal room through the cument kilchen would be closed up. as suggested for the
opposite side due to the we arrangement, Al new openings such as this would be made to complement the arched structuie of the originat
bullding rather better than at present and can be seenin the seclion diawings attached. A photegraph of the window whete the staircose is
propesed and the opening to be blecked [on the right hand side} is alse allached. We feei this is an improvemeant on the csrculchon layaut, gives
an opporlunity to improve the apening appearances and ailows for a better solution overall,

+ clferation of the kitcheneite area ond northern side of the basement/lower ground floor

This area was orginally contained within the thickness of the struciural wall on the lower ground fioor level, within the main spoce. Creating another
siructural opening en this wall was nol recommended by the structural engineer, and as such, the layout now shows the kilchenelie areo bock in
the newly excavated space. Due io the levels discovered and foundation exploration, we have restructured the levels which now allow for removal
of the ramp al the lower ground fleer. Accessible we and the Bt and circulation will ol be at the lower ground leveal, but for slructural reasons the
other wes ond the areas on the north side of the building will not be excavated as iow.

« choir robas cupboard

This cupboard has been pulled away from the outer wall, to allow a better detail arcund the window area where the chamiered brickwork would
olherwise have been compromised. Pleose nole that the historic deors curently inlo the office and enfrance lobby with leaded lights and of scme
visuadl nole that the consarvation officer wos keen to refain will be incorporaled into Ihe scheme, used as the doors far cupboard housing these
choir robes. A photo of one of the two daars in question is alo altached, for your assistance.

Highways issues - having read though the requirements that Mr Townsend at Highways, ! think we can resolve the majority of his concems. However, we
believe the visual cppearance of the additional bollards requested for the eastern end of the building would nol be acceptable and cannot agree
with his views that they are necessary. |shall be responding to the Highways departiment seoh and propose not 1o comply with this request, as disc ussed
on the phone with you.

Otherwise. the remainder of the scheme remains largely as the approved version. hope the above is o clear explanation of the thoughj process
behind the changes, which we are acceplable ta you but of course should you wish to discuss anything lurther with me before we submit them as
formal opplications, plecse do not hesitate io contact me.

Wiih ail best wishes,
Melanie

Melanie Latham ama pipConsHistEny [RICS)
for and on Behalf of 5t Ann's Gate Architects LLP
The Close . Salisbury . Wiltshire . 5P1 2EB
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. Peter Cleveland
From: Melanie Latham [

Sent; 14 November 2011 16:49
To: Peter Cleveland
Subject: RE: Arunde! - St. Mary's Hall

Foltow Up Flag: Follow up
Flag Status: Completed
Dear Peter,

Tim: Townsend is unfariunately not happy with our argumenis aboul the tollards and is insisting
on & further two, despile our feelings thaf they are recly unnecessary, given the pavemenis and
roads in Arundel generallyl We are showing them on the plans, but we'd really rather not include
them - if you can see a way of persuading him otherwlse, we'd be most grateful,

Your point about the (ailings is noted - we think that the metal railings weuld be the nectest and
least obifrusive bariier, as they are quile slender and we can choose a traditional design te fit in.
We would be happy 1o talk ii through with you further once you've had the application details in
full, if you have any concems, howaver.

On that point, the client has now confirmed all the changes to the building that are slightly
different {o the origina! planning application and | am shedly going o submit the drawings for
the revised external areas fer St Mary's Hall. There is nc route for submitting an application for a
non-rmaterial amendment via the planning portal. so | wondered whether | can send you the
form and drawings electronically instead? | can certainly submit the listed building applicotion
online it this would be easier for you; aliernafively, | could send this to you the same way. This
application would be similar 1o fhe planning application, but include details for the infemal
arrangements (lift and staircase) and sectional elevations showing paneling In the hall. Perhaps
vou could iet me know which you wouid prefer?

Kind regards
Meionie

Melanie Latham RIBA DipCansHistEnv RICS
For and on behalf of ST ANNS GATE ARCHITECTS LLP

From: Peter Clevefand [mailto: Peter.Cleveland@arun.gov.uk]
Sent: 10 October 2011 16:27

To: Melanie Latham

Subject: RE: Arundel - St. Mary's Hall

Dear Melanie

Thank yeu for the email elow and the explanation of proposed changes to that approved and alse the
letter for Tim Tewnsend outlining our agreement for the heritage bollards. Hopefully he is in agreemant
with this.

| think the proposed changes would be acceptable, however this is without prejudice to any subsequent
planning application or listed buiiding consent. | would however suggest thal the railings be ¢f traditional

design and net to high/dominant along the eastern boundary of the sie to ensure a minimal impact upon
the setting of the building which 1s important in this case.

| shall now await your further application.
Regards

Peter

Peter Cleveland | Pianner, Planning Department, Arun Ristrict Cauncll f tocation: ist Floor, Arun Civic Centre, Maltravers
Road, Littlehamptan, BN17 S5LF

Internal; 37370 i Extemal: +44 {0} 1803 737500 Ext 37370 I E-mail: Peter.Cleveland@arun.gov. uk
Vislt Arun's web site at www._arun.gov.uk Save the envirenment - think befare you print.
Melanie Lotham [ |

Sent: 10 October 2011 12:23

To: Peter Cleveland
Subject: Arundel - St Mary's Hall

Dear Peter,
Following our discussions on the phone, | attach a copy of the drawings that we intend to submit
{or arevision to the planning application and for o new listed building application.

The moin changes are. as you fightly identified, as follows:
Externally
« the addition of railings to certain toundaries - this was a result of the conditicn of the

boundary wall and the need e camy oul seme alterations o this to form the new
emergency escape rcmp on the easi side of the building. On balance, we fel} it would
be best to rebuild the stone wall here entirely, as a cerfain ameunt of work here would
need to be camed out for siructural reasens. Having reconsidered the appecrance of this
wall for re-construction, it was faift that the boundary wall of the hal. in o random coursed
sione, was rather incongruous with the hall construction and seemed unnecessarity nked
to the construction of the medern heousing development [within the eriginal boundaiies of
the garden) adiacent. As the only other historic wall that appearto be remaining from
the original hall construction are in brick with stone or brick capping {on the boundary with
the graveyard) our conclusion was that a brick wall base with iren raiings would be more
in line with the finshed scheme. of matesials more in keeping with 5t Mary's Hall generatty.
This selufion with raifings would pretect against faling where the ground levels dilfer fram
pavemen! on the east side without forming a soifid bomer te ight for the lower level room.
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This area is currently backfilled against the building. and full of undergraowih which is cousing scme domp infernaily on the walls. Removing some
of ithe high greund against the buiiding as part of these boundary works will alleviaie some of the damp issues on the wallinternally and help the
puilding'’s cenditlon. It would aiso aliow a more cansistent language of malerialk surounding the Hall which we felt would be an enhoncement o
the kisted building. Some pholos are ctfached hete of these walls which | hope will help.

Internally - since the planning application the scheme has been refined and developed in more detail. As ¢ result, ihere hove been changes which are
largely to accommodate structural discoveries of the building through cur trial holes and soil invesfigations as well as refining the finished scheme and
levels within the building. We believe that these changes are an improvement on the oniginal scheme and mare carefully consider the romificotions of
the propesal as a natural development of the project. They allow the building fo funclion belter with the proposed new layout alterations and we hope
will be seen as accepiable changes,

+ modification 1a the layout of the iift and staircase.
Having mada seme ticl heles and worked up the structural solutions for the lower ground ficor levei, it has transpired that there is o significant
amount of wall siructure that would be beneficially refcined in this lower basement ievel. This has meant ¢ re-working of the internal arrangement
far vertical circulation and resulied in the scheme as shown in the attached drawings. The stairs have been omended to descend in ¢ different
direction to the original planning approval, and have the benefit of providing some additienal natural ight to fall ta the lower ground floor being
adjacent to the window on the north side. The access to the meeling room on the upper level from the lobby is therefore moved, and now
requiring a new cpening through the wall. The door cpening io thal reem through the cument kitchen would be closed up, as suggested for the
opposite side due to the wc amangement. All new openings such as this would be made to camplement the arched slructure of the originai
building rather better than at present and can be seenin the seclion drawings attached. A pholograph of the windew where the staircase is
proposed and the opening 1o be blocked {on the right hand side) ks oko aftached. We feel this is an improvement on the circulation layout, gives
| an opportunity to improve the opening apoearonces ond afllows for a better solution overall,
« alieration of the kitchenette area and nerthern side of the basement/lower ground floor
| This areq was originally coniained within the thickness of the structural woll on the lower ground floor level, within the maoin space. Creaiing another
| structural opening on this wall was noi recornmended by the structural engineer, ond as such, the layoeut now shows the kitchenette area bockin
{he newly excavated space. Due to the levels discoveied ond foundation exploralion, we have restructured the levels which now allow for remaval
of the ramp> of the lower ground floor. Accessible we and the bt and circuiotion will all be ot the lower ground level, but for structural reasons the
| other wes and the areas on the narth side of the building will not be excavated as low,
» choir robes cupbeard
| This cupboard has been pulled away from fhe outer wall. to cllow a better detalt around the window area where the chamfered brickwork would
ofherwise have been compromised. Please note thal the hisforic doors currently info The office and entrance lebby with leaded lights and of same
| visual note that the conservation officer was keen fo retain will be incorporated info the scheme, used as the deers for cupboard heusing these
| chair robes. A photo of one 0! the fwo doors in question is also offached, for your assistance.

\ Highways issues - having recd though the requiremenis thal Mr Townsend ai Highways. | think we can resolve the maijority of his concems. However, we
‘ beleve the visual oppearcnce of the additional bollords requested for the eastern end of the building would not be acceptable and cannet agres

with his views that they are necessary. |shall be responding fo the Highways department soon and propose not to comply with this request, as discussed
| con the phone with you.

Otharwise. the remainder of the scheme remains laorgely as the approved vemion. | hope the above is a clear explanation of the thaught process
behind the changes. which we are acceptalzle fo you but of course should you wish to discuss anything further with me befare we submit them as
fermal appicaolions. please do not hesitate te conlact me.

With all best wishes,
Melanie

| Melanie Latham ria DipConsHistEnv (RICS)

For and on Behalf of $t Ann's Gate Architects LLP
The Close . Salisbury . Wiltshire , SP1 2E3
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. No virus found in this message.
Checked by AVG - www.avg.com
| Version: 10.0.1411 / Virus Database: 1522/3958 - Release Date: 10/17/11

This e-mail and any attachments are confidential and intended solely for the persons addressed. If it has
come to you in error please reply to advise us but you should not read it, copy it, show it to anyone else nor .
make any other use of its content. West Sussex County Council takes steps to ensure e-mails and
attachments are virus-free but you should carry out your own checks before opening any attachment.
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. Peter Cleveland

From: Tim. Townsend @westsussex.gov.uk

Sent: 21 October 2011 17:45

To: Stuart Nash

Cc: Melanie Latham; Peter Cleveland; Annette.Harrison@westsussex.gov.uk
Subject: RE: St. Mary's. ‘

Attachments: St Mary's Hall, Arunde! - Highways. pdf

Dear Stuart,
Thank you for your email and revised access and parking drawing of 19th Qctober 2011.

| am happy to accept that as shown on the drawing subject to it being adequately marked out on site in
readyness for use,

On the subject of the additional bollards and driveway arrangements, | look forward to hearing from you
further. -

Thank you,

Tim

Tim Townsend | Senior Planner, Planning Applications - Strategic Developrnent, West Sussex County Council
Location: 2nd floor Northleigh, County Hall, Chichester, PO19 1RH

Internal: 77521 { External: 01243 777521 | E-mail: tim.townsend@westsussex.gov.uk

Think sustainably. Do you have o print? Can you double side? Do you need colour?

Stuart Nas
To <Tim.Townsend@westsussex.gov.uk>

cc .
19/10/2011.12:32 Melanie Latham_

Subject RE: St. Mary's.

Dear Tir,
Ref: St Mary's Hall, Arundel,
Please find attached for your comments our propasals for parking to the front of the property.

I have indicated the position you describe in your below email, but feel this will interfere with the main entrance
| steps which provide handrails.

| We have aiso show on the drawing our preferred option and indicate how vehicles will enter and leave the site.
We look forward to receiving your comments.

|

| Stuart Nash

\

| for and on behalf of St.Ann's Gate Architects LLP
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St.Ann’s Gate, The Close, Salisbury, SP1 2E8

wWww.stannsgate.com

Security: All e-mails are virus-checked by up-to-date proprietary software when issued from this office. However, it is the recipient’s responsibility to scan
incoming mail for viruses and other attachments.

From: Melanie Latham
Sent: 19 October 2011 11:56
To: Stuart Nash,

Subject: FW: St. Mary's.

From: Tim.Townsend@westsussex.gov.uk [mailto: Tim. Townsend@westsussex.gov. k]
Sent: 18 October 2011 09:00

To: Melanie Latham

Subject: St. Mary's.

Meianie,

Re-reading my last email to you, | see that | didn't attach an extract of your drawing showing the parking
configuration at the front of the property.

By way of a descripticn, any parking space should be sited and marked out to the eastern side of the access
paint onto London Road with the area 1o the west of the access and in front of it, marked out and retaingd for
turning.

| trust the description suffices but should you still need clarification, then please come back to me.

Thank you,

Tim

Tim Townsend | Senior Planner, Planning Applications - Strategic Development, West Sussex County Council
Location: 2nd fioor Northieigh, County Hall, Chichester, PO19 1RH

Internal: 77521 | External: 01243 777521 { E-mail: tim.townsend@westsussex.gov.uk

Thinik sustainably. Do you have to print? Can you double side? Do you need colour?

This e-mail and any attachments are confidential and intended solely for the persons addressed. If it
has come to you in error please reply to advise us but you should not read it, copy it, show it to
anyone else nor make any other use of its content. West Sussex County Council takes steps to
ensure e-mails and attachments are virus-free but you should carry out your own checks before
opening any aftachment. '
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Peter Cleveland

From: Tim. Townsend@westsussex.gov.uk

Sent: 13 October 2011 14.47

To: "‘Melanie Latham

Cc: Peter Cleveland; Stuart Nash; Annette.Harrison@westsussex.gov.'uk
Sﬁlbject: RE: St. Mary's Hall, Arundel - access crossover off Mount Pleasant.

Attachments: Highways - 2011-10-10.pdf

Dear Melanie,
Thank you for your letter of 10th October 2011,
| will reply to each of the points in the same order you presented them to me:

1. Access and parking off London Road.
Flease see extract from your Dwg. No. 766/22/5/11, showing my suggestion of where the car parking
space should be marked out. | have also indicated where space to turn a vehicle should be provided and

marked.

2/3. Access ramps to front of building and alongside Mount Pleasant.

I am still of the view that some form of restraint is required for the reasons given previously. The
provision of 2 No. additional bollards of the type already proposed for the remainder of the frontage to
London Road would not, in my opinion, appear excessive.

4. Retaining wall alongside Mount Pleasant.
Mike Taylor's email to me of 4th October 2011 (text copied to Stuart Nash in my email to him of 5th
October 2011) clarifies this one. As such, there are no further issues re. the alterations to the retaining

wall although if further changes are proposed we would wish to have the opportunity to comment.

5. Access to Mount Pleasant,

The process for licence issuing is to; (1), get a finalised drawing from the yourselves (taking into account
WSCC comments including Annette Harrison's comments re. drainage and highway boundary marking of
10th October 2011 - passed to Stuart, also on the 10th Oct.); (2), pass that drawing to WSCC for
checking {me, Annette and Arun DC). Once all parties are happy, then; (3), your contractor needs to

apply for the licence in accordance with WSCC procedure.
The more detail the better, please (dimensions, materials etc.} - will assist greatly.

6. Grit box, corner of London Road and Mount Pleasant.
The relocation of the grit bin will be wrapped up in the charge for the vehicle crossover.

I trust my comments are helpful. i look forward to receiving your reply in due course.
Thank you,

Tim

Tim Townsend | Senior Planner, Planning Applications - Strategic Development, West Sussex County Council
Location: 2nd floor Northleigh, County Hall, Chichester, PO19 1RH

Internal: 77521 | External: 01243 777521 | E-mail: tim.townsend@westsussex.gov,uk

Think sustainably. Do you have to print? Can you double side? Do you need colour?

To <Tim.Townsend @westsussex.gov.uk>
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10/10/2011 15:55 ¢t Peter Cleveland <Peter.Cleveland@arun.gov.uk>, Stuart Nash

Subject RE: St. Mary's Hall, Arunde! - access crossover off Mount Pleasant.

Dear Tim

Please find attached a response to your email

Kind regards

Melanie

Melanie Latham RIBA DipConsHistEnv RICS

For and on behalf of ST ANNS GATE ARCHITECTS LLP
L

From: Tim.Townsend@westsussex.gov.uk [mailto: Tim. Townsend@westsussex.gov.uk]
Sent: 10 October 2011 13:59

To: Stuart Nash

Cc: Melanie Latham, Peter Cleveland

Subject: Fw: St. Mary's Hall, Arundel - access crossover off Mount Pleasant.

Dear Stuart,

Some very valid points from my colleague Annette that you will need to address as part of your development
works at St. Mary's. | look forward to receiving your response, please.

Thanks,

Tim

Tim Townsend | Senior Planner, Planning Applications - Strategic Development, West Sussex County Council
Location: 2nd floor Northleigh, County Hall, Chichester, PO19 iRH

Internal: 77521 | External: 01243 777521 | E-mail: tim.townsend@westsussex.qov.uk

Think sustainably. Do you have to print? Can you double side? Do you need colour?
- Forwarded by Tim Townsend/SUMSCC on 10/10/2011 13:45 ——-

Annette Harrison/SUMWSCC

TO Tim Townsend/SUMISCC@WSCC
1011012011 12:30 e

Subject Re: Fw: St Mary's Hall, Arundel - access crossover off Mount Pleasant. Link
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Hi Tiim

The important point is for the designer to ensure that any planned changes to the site do not result in surface
water flowing from the property across the public highway (where it may present a hazard) or discharging into
the highway surface water drainage system. Equally it is important that the property is not exposed to surface
water flowing onto the premises from the highway as a result of structural changes or alterations to
topographic levels/falis. It should therefore be demonstrated that adequate drainage provision has been

included within the the design to protect all interests.

In addition, the division between the highway and private land should be clearly marked by some visible
means. This is often achieved by use of different coloured paving, granite sets etc,

| hope this helps
Annette

Annette Harrison | Principal Community Highway Officer, Community Development Team {Coastal), West Sussex County
Council
Location: Centenary House, Worthing

Internal: 01903 270027 | External: 01243 642105 | E-mail: cdbs.coastal@westsussex.gov.uk

Think sustainably. Do you have to print? Can you double side? Do you need colour?

Tim Fownsend/SU/WSCC

To Annette Harrson/SUMWSCC@WSCC

04/10/2011 11:50
[

Subject Fw: St. Mary's Hall, Arundel - access crossover off Mount Pleasant.

Annette,

Copy of Mike Taylor's comments re. St. Mary's.
Drg. No. 766/22/5/10 shows what they want to do in more detail. The main driveway (beyond the re-sited

wall) has a crossfall into the site. Would you have any comments to make re. drainage for the extended
crossover, bearing in mind part of it would be within their site? Would we ask for a drainage channel along

the back edge of the highway boundary?
| took forward to hearing from you.

Thanks,

Tim

ARUN DISTRICT CQURQIL AR/ DY}
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Tim Townsend | Senior Planner, Planning Applications - Strategic Development, West Sussex County Council
Location: 2nd floor Nerthleigh, County Hall, Chichester, PO19 iRH

Internal: 77521 | External: (01243 777521 | E-mail: tim.townsend@westsussex.gov.uk

Think sustainably. Do you have to print? Can you double side? Do you need coiour?
-—— Forwarded by Tim Townsend/SUMWSCC on 04/10/2011 11:36 ——-

Michael Taylor/SUMSCC

T0 Tim Townsend/SUMWSCC@WSCC

047102011 11:26 €C Gy Bel/SUMSCC@WSCC

Sublect pe- st Mary's Hall, Arundel. Link

Tim -

Having visitied site last Thursday morning | can confirm that Structures have no objection to the proposed
works at St Mary's Hall in Arundel.

In order to be classed as an earth retaining highway structure the wall would have to retain 1500mm or
greater, this wall retains only 300mm of the footway/carriageway behind it and this is not going to change
under the proposals. -

If | can be of any further assistance please let me know.

Kind regards,

Michael

Michael Taylor | Senior Engineer, Structures, West Sussex County Council | Location: Ground Ficor, Nerthleigh, County Hall,
Chichester PQ19 1RH '

Internal: 77574 | External: 01243 777574 { Mobile: 07921 251209 | E-mail: michael.taylor@westsussex.gov.uk

Think sustainably. Do you have to print? Can you double side? Do you need colour?

This e-mail and any attachments are confidential and intended solely for the persons addressed. If it has
come to you in'error please reply to advise us but you shouid not read it, copy it, show it to anyone else nor
make any other use of its content. West Sussex County Council takes steps to ensure e-mails and
aftachments are virus-free but you should carry out your own checks before opening any attachment.

This e-mail and any attachments are confidential and intended solely for the persons addressed. If it has
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come to you in error please reply to advise us but you shouid not read it, copy it, show it to anyone eise nor
. make any other use of its content. West Sussex County Council takes steps to ensure e-mails and
attachments are virus-free but you should carry out your own checks before opening any attachment.
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Peter Cleveland ' |

From: Tim.Townsend@westsussex.gov.uk
Sent: 10 October 2011 13:59

To: R
Cc: Melanie Latham; Peter Cleveland
Subject: Fw: St. Mary's Hall, Arundel - access crossover off Mount Pleasant.

Dear Stuart,

Some very valid points from my colleague Annette that you will need to address as part of your
deveiopment works at St. Mary's. | look forward to receiving your response, please.

Thanks,

Tim

Tim Townsend | Senior Planner, Planning Applications - Strategic Development, West Sussex County Council
Location: 2nd floor Northleigh, County Hall, Chichester, PO15 1RH

Internal: 77521 | External: 01243 777521 | E-mail: tim.townsend@westsussex.qgov.uk

Think sustainabiy. Do you have to print? Can vou double side? Do yvou need colour?
---- Forwarded by Tim Townsend/SUMWSCC on 10/10/2011 13:45 ——-

Annette Harrison/SU/WSGCC TO tim Townsend/SUMSCC@WSCC
cc
10/10/2011 12:30 - Subject Re: Fw: St. Mary's Hall, Arunde! - access crossover off Mount
Pleasant Link
Hi Tiim

The important point is for the designer to ensure that any planned changes to the site do not result in

surface water flowing from the property across the public highway (where it may present a hazard) or

discharging into the highway surface water drainage system. Equally it is important that the property is

not exposed to surface water flowing onto the premises from the highway as a result of structural changes
- or alterations to topographic levels/falls. It should therefore be demonstrated that adequate drainage

provision has been included within the the design to protect all interests.

In addition, the diviston between the highway and private land should Be clearly marked by some visible
means. This is often achieved by use of different coloured paving, granite sets etc.

| hope this helps
Annette

Annette Harrison | Principat Community Highway Officer, Community Development Team (Coastal), West Sussex

County Council
Location: Centenary House, Worthing

Internal; 01903 270027 | Externai: 01243 642105 | E-mail: cdbs.coastal@westsussex.gov.uk

Think sustainably. Do you have to print? Can you double side? Do you need colour?

Tim Townsend/SU/WSCC
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04/10/2011 41:50 TO Annette Harrison/SU/WSCC@WwsCe
cc
Subject Fw: St. Mary's Hall, Arundel - access crossover off Mount Pleasant.

Annetie,

Capy of Mike Tayler's comments re. St. Mary's.

Drg. No. 766/22/5/10 shows what they want to do in more detail. The main driveway (beyond the re-sited
wall) has a crossfall into the site. Would you have any comments to make re. drainage for the extended
crossover, bearing in mind part of it would be within their site? Would we ask for a drainage channet along

the back edge of the highway boundary?
| look forward to hearing from you.

Thanks,

Tim

Tim Townsend | Senior Planner, Planning Applications - Strategic Development, West Sussex County Council
Location: 2nd floar Northleigh, County Hall, Chichester, PG15 1RH

Internal: 77521 | External: 01243 777521 | E-mail; tim.townsend@westsussex.gov.uk

Think sustainably. Do you have to print? Can you double side? Do you need colour?
— Forwarded by Tim Townsend/SU/MWSCC on 04/10/2011 11:.36 —

Michael Taylor/SUWSCC 0 Tim Townsend/SUWSCC@WSCC
€€ Guy BellSUMSCC@WSCC

04/10/2011 11:26 ; .ink
Sublect Re: 5t Mary's Hail, Arunget.Link

Tim

Having visitied site last Thursday morning | can confirm that Structures have no objection to the proposed
works at St Mary's Hall in Arundel.

In order to be classed as an earth retaining highway structure the wall would have to retain 1500mm or
greater, this wall retains only 300mm of the footway/carriageway behind it and this is not going to change

under the proposals.
If | can be of any further assistance please let me know.

Kind regards,

Michae!

Michae| Taylor | Senior Engineer, Structures, West Sussex County Council | Location: Ground Floor, Northleigh, County Haill,
Chichester PO19 1RH

Internal: 77574 | External: 01243 777574 | Mabile: 07921 291209 f E-mail; michael.taylor@westsussex.gav.uk

Think sustainably. Do you have to print? Can you double side? Do you need colour?
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This e-mail and any attachments are confidential and intended solely for the perscns addressed. If it has
come to you in error please reply to advise us but you should not read it, copy it, show it to anyone else nor
make any other use of its content. West Sussex County Council takes steps to ensure e-mails and

attachments are virus-free but you should carry out your own checks before opening any attachment.
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. Peter Cleveland

From: Tim Townsend@westsussex.gov.uk -
Sent: 05 October 2011 11:30

To: Melanie Latham

Cc: Peter Cleveland; Stuart Nash
Subject: RE: St. Mary's Hall, Arundel.

Dear Melanie,

Due to competing pressures it is unlikely that | can make another visit to the site. My emaii to Stuart
dated 3rd October-was, in my opinion, clear and would not appear to involve too many chnages. 1just
need to be assured that the changes specified in my email can be accommodated.

Please update me as matters progress. A reply to my email of 3rd OptoBer to Stuart would also be
appreciated, please.

Many thanks,

Tim

Tim Townsend | Senior Planner, Planning Apptlications - Strategic Development, West Sussex County Council
Location: 2nd floor Northleigh, County Hall, Chichester, PO19 LRH

Internal: 77521 I External: 01243 777521 { E-mail: tim.townsend @westsussex.gov.uk

Think sustainably. Do you have to print? Can you double side?bo you need coiour?

Melanie Latham [N

To Peter Cleveland <Peter.Cleveland@arun.gov.uk>
oo <Tim. Townsend@westsussex.gov.uk>, Stuart Nash

06/1012011 1046 I

Subject RE: St. Mary's Hall, Arundel,

Dear Peter
Thanks for your email and suggestion of how 1o tackle the applications, which sounds good.

It may be useful if we perhaps met on site briefly with Tim Townsend to talk all the Highways issues
through together? | think Stuart was going 1o speak 1o Tim about it, but I've copied him in here,
We're due to be down in Arundel for a site meeting next Friday 14th - could vou perhaps meet us
there that day, at say midday?

Kind regards -

Melanie .

Melanie Latham RIBA DipConsHistEnv RICS ]

For and on behalf of ST ANNS GATE ARCHITECTS LLP

From: Peter Cleveland [mailto:Peter.Cleveland@arun.gov.uk]

/.\RUN DISTRICT CQ.JS¢|]AI&/,(@@/} 1
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Sent: 04 October 2011 09:06

To: Melanie Latham

Cc: Stuart Nash

Subject: RE: St. Mary's Hall, Arundel.

Dear Melanie

| think we could deal with the changes proposed to the planning application by way of a minor amendment to the
approval as | don't believe that they would materially change the building or its setting. These externail changes
would also need to be shown within the revised Listed Building application as they would alter the setting of the

building.

| have also noted the email from Tim Townsend of WSCC in response to Stuart Nash. If either of you would like
to discuss any of this with me please let me know.

Kind regards
Peter

Peter Cleveland | Planner, Planning Department, Arun District Council | Location: ist Floor, Arun Civic Centre, Maltravers Road,
LitHehampton, BN17 SLF

Internal: 37370 | External: +44 {0) 1903 737500 Ext 37370 | E-mail: Peter.Cleveland@arun.gov.uk

Visit Arun's web site at www.arun.gov.uk b% Save the environment - think before you print.

From: Melanie Latham [T
Sent: 03 October 2011 14:40

To: Peter Cleveland

Cc: Stuart Nash

Subject: RE: St. Mary's Hall, Arundel.
Dear Peter,

Many thanks for your email to Stuart, on which you copied me in.

You are quite right that there have been some minor modifications to the plans during the course of
the scheme development which now are slightly different to those approved under the planning
application and thank you for the reminder that we need to submit a revised Listed Building
Application. | wondered though, os the modifications to the scheme externally only affect the new
raiings and not the building itself, whether the planning application can be dealt with under a
variation of the existing?

liock forward to hearing from you.

Kind regards

Melanie : .

Melanie Latham RIBA DipConsHistEnv RICS

For and on behalf of ST ANNS GATE ARCHITECTS LLP
|

From: Peter Cleveland [mailto:Peter.Cleveland@arun.gov.uk]

ARUN DISTRICT 0028}11\511/%1(1}1 1
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Sent: 26 September 2011 16:19

To: Stuart Nash; Tim.Townsend@westsussex.gov.uk
Cc: Melanie Latham

Subject: RE: 5t. Mary's Hall, Arundel.

Dear Mr Nash

Thank you for copying me into the below email and the attached plans. | have had a Iook over the plans in
comparison with those approved and it appears that there is some changes to the plans agreed and approved
under the planning application AB/23/11 and Listed Building Consent AB/24/11/L.

Briefly | note that externally railings are proposed continuously along the the boundary to Mount Pleasant and
the layout to the rear of the building which proposed planters/retaining walls differs from the approved plans.
Also internally the layout appears to have been changed to the stairwell, stairs etc. These changes would
require the subrmission of a revised planning application and listed building consent, which maybe something
you wish to consider as the works would not be in accordance with the approved plans, If you do continue works
this is at your own/applicants risk and you or the contractors maybe subject to prosecution.

Given that the building is listed thought best to inform you. Please contact me if you would like fo discuss this
further on the number below.

Kind regards
Peter

Peter Cleveland l Planner, Planning Department, Arun District Council | Location: 1st Floor, Arun Civic Centre, Maltravers Road,
Littlehampton, BN17 5LF

Internal: 37370 | External: +44 (0) 1903 737500 Ext 37370 | E-mail: Peter Cleveland@arun.gov.uk

Visit Arun's web site at www.arun.gov.uk b% Save the environment - think before you print.

From: Stuart Nash

Sent: 26 September 2011 15:14

To: Tim.Townsend@westsussex.gov.uk

Cc: Annette.Harrison@westsussex.gov.uk; Peter Cleveland; Melanie Latham; guy bell@westsussex.gov.uk
Subject: RE: St. Mary's Hall, Arundel.

Dear Tim,

Please find attached letter and drawings in response to your below email.
Best regards,

Stuart Nash
for and on behalf of 5t.Ann’s Gate Architects LLP

St.Ann’s Gate, The Close, Salisbury, SP1 2EB

www.stannsgate.com

Securlty: All e-maits are virus-chacked by up-to-date proprietary scftware when issued from this office. However, it is the recipient’s responsibifity to scan
incoming mail for viruses and other attachments.,

From: Tim.Townsend@westsussex.gov.uk [mallto Tim. Townsend@westsussex gov.uk]
Sent: 26 September 2011 10:29

To: Stuart Nash

Cc: Annette.Harrison@westsussex.gov.uk; Peter Cleveland

Subject: St. Mary's Hall, Arundel.

ARUN DISTRICT C%@%}’f@’ﬁ’l 1
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Dear Stuart,
| visited the site with a colleague on Friday 23td September.

As | thought, there are several matters that you will need to attend to in order to satisfy the Highway Authority. |
look forward to receiving your response to the points raised.

1. Access and parking area off London Road - The siting of the new steps and access ramp reduces the
available space for cars to park and manouevre. It was noted that the existing access ramp leading to the
entrance on the western side of the building already protrudes into this area and will be removed as part of the
current planning permission. However, given that the on-site space is reduced it wiil be important to regularise

how the remaining space will be used.

As | see it, there are two options for you to consider. Firsily, to permanently close the access onto London
Road, preventing cars from using the forecourt altogether or, secondly, to providing a removable bollard sited
centrally in the entrance {at the back of the footway but on the St. Mary's site} and having a clearly marked
single parking bay with a defined turning area adjacent to it. The use of this space should be kept solely for
mebility impaired drivers and/or occasional deliveries by small vehicles. The space to the front shouid not be
used for more than one vehicle at a time to maximise the opportunity for drivers to enter and leave the site in a

forward gear and hence, maintaining the status-quo.

2. Access ramp to front of building - The lower end of the access ramp is almost immediately adjacent to the
public highway with no restraint included to stop anyone from leaving the site and possibly rolling into the road.
The ramp should be turned back on itself to direct users westwards towards the site frontage with appropriate
controls to stop users from rolling towards Mount Pleasant. Furthermore, there is a level difference between the
site frontage and the footway at the corner of London Road and Mount Pleasant - how do you intend to deal with

this?

3. Access ramp running alongside Mount Pleasant - Again, the lower end directs users towards London
Road. Given that there is little or no scope here to alter the direction of the end you should look to add a seif-
closing gate which will have the effect of controlling how users enter and leave at this point. 1t may be that this

has to be electronically controlled for those who are mobility impaired.

For both ramps, you will need to demonstrate that surface water will not run onto the pubiic highway.

4. Retaining wall running alongside Mount Pleasant - The northern end of this is shown encroaching on the
back edge of the footway which is public highway. This will have to be altered and shown clear of the highway
at this point. Additionally, you will need to liaise with and submit detailed plans and supporting material to my
Colleague Guy Bell in the West Sussex County Council Structures Dept. You must receive approval from him
prior to any works being undertaken that alter the existing retaining wall as it presently appears to provide a

support to the footway and carriageway of Mount Pleasant.

5. Access to Mount Pleasant - In addition to any structures approval you will need to demonstrate how the
new access point will be designed to prevent surface water running onto the public highway. Furthermore, you

will need a suitable licence from the County Council to contruct the vehicular access.

6. Grit box on corner of London Road and Mount Pleasant - This will have to be moved as a consequence
of the planning proposal. We are in the process of approaching the Town Council about this and will inform you
of their reply. Your client may have to pay for it's re-siting.

Aware that works have started on-site, | look forward to hearing from you as soon as possible, please. Please

would you also discuss this with Peter Cleveland at Arun District Council as he is the case officer for the
proposal.

Many thanks,

Tim

Tim Townsend | Senior Planner, Planning Applications - Strategic Development, West Sussex County Council
Location: 2nd floor Northleigh, County Hail, Chichester, PO19 1RH

Internal: 77521 | External: 01243 777521 | E-mail: tim.townsend @westsussex.gov.uk
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Think sustainably. Do you have to print? Can you double side? Do you need colour?

This e-mail and any attachments are confidential and intended solely for the persons addressed. If it has come
to you in error please reply to advise us but you should not read it, copy it, show it to anyone else nor make any
other use of its content. West Sussex County Council takes steps to ensure e-mails and attachments are virus-
free but you should carry out your own checks before opening any attachment.

hito:fwwew arun gev.uk

NLPG UPRN 100062237016

DX 57406 Littlehampton

Important Notice This e-mail is intended exclusivety for the addressee and may contain information that is confidential and/or privileged. [fyou are not the
intended recipient {or authorised to receive it for the addressee), please notify the sender and delete the e-mail immediately; using, copying, or disclosing it to
anyene else, is strictly prohibited and may be unlawful. Any views, opinions or options presented are solely those of the author and do nat necessarily represent
those of Arun District Council. The information in this e-mail may be subject to public disclosure under the Freedom of Information Act 2000, therefore we cannot
guarantee ihat we will not provide the whole or part of this e-mail to a third party. The Council reserves the right to monitor e-mails in accordance with relevant
legislation. Whilst outgoing e-mails are checked for viruses, we cannot guarantee this e-mail is virus-free or has not been intercepted or changed and we do not
accept liability for any damage caused. Any reference to "e-mail” in this disclaimer includes any attachments.

ko kR bk ok ok kR kkdckokkok koo kkh kb kkkck bk kb kR Rk bRk RNk

No virus found in this message.
Checked by AVG - www.avg.com
Version: 10.0.1410 / Virus Database: 1520/3934 - Release Date: 10/02/11

http:/fwww arun gov.uk
NLPG UPRN 100062237016

DX 574006 Littlchampton

Important Notice This e-mail is intended exclusively for the addressee and may contain information that is confidential and/or privileged. If you are not the
inieaded recipient (or authorised to receive it for the addressee), please notify the sender and delete the e-mail immediately; using, copying, or disclosing it to
anyone else, is sirictly prohibited and may be unlawful. Any views, opinions or options presented are solely those of the author and do not necessarily represent
those of Arun District Council, The information in this e-mail may be subject to public disclosure under the Freedom of Information Act 2000, therefore we cannot
guarantee that we will nol provide the whele or part of this e-mail to a third party. The Council reserves the oght to moniter e-mails in accordance with relevant
legislation. Whilst outgoing e-mails are checked for viruses, we cannot guarantee this e-mail is virus-free or has not been intercepted or changed and we do not
accepl Lability for any damage caused. Any reference to "e-mail” in this disclaimer includes any attachments.
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This e-mail and any attachments are confidential and intended solely for the persons addressed. If it has come
to you in error please reply to advise us but you should not read it, copy it, show it to anyoné-else nor make any
other use of its content. West Sussex County Council takes steps to ensure e-mails and attachments are virus-
free but you should carry out your own checks before opening any attachment.
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Peter Cleveland

From: Tim.Townsend@westsussex.gov.uk
Sent: 05 October 2011 11:39
To: Stuart Nash

Ce: Annette. Harrison@westsussex.gov.uk; guy.bell@westsussex. gov.uk; Melanie Latham; Peter
Cleveland; Michael Taylor@westsussex.gov.uk '

Subject: St, Mary's Hall - structures comments

Dear Stuart,

Further to my email to you dated 3rd October 2011 | have now received a response from my colleague
Mike Taylor who works in our Structural Engineering Division.

Having visitied site last Thursday morning Mike confirms that the Structures team have no objection to the
proposed works at St Mary's Hall in Arundel. In order to be classed as an earth retaining highway
structure the wall would have to retain 1500mm or greater, this wall retains only 300mm of the

footway/carriageway behind it and this is not going to change under the proposals.

| trust these comments are of assistance to you.

For information regarding the grit box and crossover licence, please feel free to contact my colleague
Annette Harrison who is copied into this email.

I look forward to your response to the outstanding points as set out in my email to you of 3rd October,
please.

Many thanks,

Tim

Tim Townsend | Senior Planner, Planning Applications - Strategic Development, West Sussex County Council
Location: 2nd floor Northleigh, County Hall, Chichester, PO19 1RH

Internal: 77521 | External: 01243 777521 | E-mail: tim.townsend@westsussex.gov.uk

Think sustainably. Do you have to print? Can you double side? Do you need colour?

This e-mail and any attachments are confidential and intended solely for the persons addressed. If it has
come ta you in error please reply to advise us but you should not read it, copy it, show it to anyone else
nor make any other use of its content. West Sussex County Council takes steps to ensure e-mails and
attachments are virus-free but you should carry out your own checks before opening any attachment.
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. Peter Cleveland

From:  Melarie Latvar

Sent: 05 October 2011 10:46
To: Peter Cleveland

Cc: Tim.Townsend@westsussex.gov.uk; Stuart Nash
Subject: RE: St. Mary's Hall, Arundel.

Dear Peter .
Thanks for your email and suggesticn of how to tackle the applications, which sounds goaod.

It may be useful if we perhaps met on site briefiy with Tim Townsend to talk all the Highways issues
through together? | think Stuart was going to speak to Tim abbout it, but I've copied him in here,
We're due to be down in Arundel for a site meeting next Friday 14th - could you perhaps meet us
there that day, at say midday?

Kind regards

Melanis

Melanie Latham RIBA DipConsHistEnv RICS

For and on behalf of ST ANNS GATE ARCHITECTS LLP

Sent: 04 October 2011 09:06

To: Melanie Latham

Cc: Stuart Nash

Subject: RE: St. Mary's Hall, Arundel.

Dear Melanie

| think we could deal with the changes proposed to the planning application by way of a minor
amendment to the appraval as | don't beiieve that they would materially change the building or its setting.
These external changes would alsc need to be shown within the revised Listed Buitding application as
they would alter the setting of the building.

I have also noted the email from Tim Townsend of WSCC in response to Stuart Nash. If either of you
would like to discuss any of this with me please let me know.

Kind regards
Peter

Feter Cleveiand | Planner, Planning Department, Arun District Council | Location: 1st Floar, Arun Civic Centre, Maltravers
Road, Littlehampton, BN17 5LF

Internal: 37370 | External: +44 {0) 1903 737500 Ext 37370 i E-mail: Peter.Cleveland@arun.gov.uk

Visit Arun's web site at www.arun.gov.uk % Save the environment - think before you print.

Sent: 03 October 2011714
To: Peter Cleveland ’ ‘

Cc: Stuart Nash
Subject: RE: 5t, Mary's Hall, Arundel,

Dear Peter,
Many thanks for your email to Stuart, on which you copied me in,

You are quite right that there have been some minor modifications 1o the plans during the
course of the scheme development which now are slightly different to those approved under
the 'planning application and thank you fer the reminder that we need to submit a revised Listed
Building Application. | wondered though, as the modifications 1o the scheme exiermnally only
affect the new railings and net the building itself, whether the planning application can be dealt
with under a variaticn of the existinge
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I look forward to hearing from you. . .

Kind regards
Melanie

Melanie Latham RIB;\ DipConsHistEnv RICS
For and on behaif of ST ANNS GATE ARCHITECTS LLP

From: Peter Cleveland [mailto:Peter.Cleveland@arun.gov.uk]
Sent: 26 September 2011 16:19

To: Stuart Nash; Tim. Townsend@westsussex.gov.uk

Cc: Melanie Latham

Subject: RE; St. Mary's Hall, Arundel.

Dear Mr Nash

Thank you far copying me into the below email and the atiached plans. | have had a look over the plans in comparison
with those approved and it appears that there is some changes to the plans agreed and approved under the planning
application AB/23/11 and Listed Building Consent AB/24/11/L.

Briefly | note that externally railings are proposed continuously along the the boundary to Mount Pleasant and the
layout to the rear of the building which proposed planters/retaining walls differs from the approved plans. Also
internally the layout appears to have been changed to the stairwell, stairs etc. These changes would require the
submission of a revised planning application and listed building consent, which maybe something you wish to
consider as the works would not be in accordance with the approved plans. If you do continue works this is at your
own/applicants risk and you or the contractors maybe subject to prosecution.

Given that the building is listed thought best to inform you. Please contact me if you would like to discuss this further
on the number below.

Kind regards
Peter

Peter Cleveland | Planner, Planning Department, Arun District Council i Location: 1st Floor, Arun Civie Centre, Maltravers Road,
Littlehampton, BN17 5LF

Internal: 37370 | External: +44 (0) 1903 737500 Ext 37370 | E-mail: Peter Cleveland@arun.gov.uk

Visit Arun's web site at www.arun.gov.uk b% Save the envirenment - think before you print.

NasH I ' |

Sent: 26 September 2011 15:14

To: Tim.Townsend@westsussex.gov.uk

Cc: Annette.Harrison@westsussex.gov.uk; Peter Cleveland; Melanie Latham; guy.bell@westsussex.gov.uk
Subject: RE: St. Mary's Hall, Arundel.

Dear Tim,
Please find attached letter and drawings in response to your below email.
Best regards,

S_tuért Nash
for and on behalf of $t.Ann’s Gate Architects LLP

St.Ann’s Gate, The Close, Salisbury, 5P1 2EB
Security: All e-mails are virus-checked by up-to-date proprietary software when issued from this office. However, it is the recipient’s responsibility to scan incoming mail for
viruses and other attachments.
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. From: Tim.Townsend@westsussex.gov.uk [mailto:Tim. Townsend@westsussex.gov.uk]
Sent: 26 September 2011 10:29 :
To: Stuart Nash
Cc: Annette.Harrison@westsussex.gov.uk; Peter Cleveland
Subject: St. Mary's Hall, Arundel.

Dear Stuart,
| visited the site with a colleague on Friday 23rd September.

As | thought, there are several matters that you will need to attend to in order to satisfy the Highway Authority. 1 look
forward to receiving your response to the paints raised.

1. Access and parking area off London Road - The siting of the new steps and access ramp reduces the available
space for cars to park and manouevre. It was noted that the existing access ramp leading to the entrance on the
western side of the building already protrudes into this area and will be removed as part of the current planning
permission. However, given that the on-site space is reduced it will be important to regularise how the remaining

space will be used,

As | see it, there are two options for you to consider. Firstly, to permanently close the access onto London Road,

preventing cars from using the forecourt altogether or, secondly, to providing a removable bollard sited centrally in the

entrance (at the back of the footway but on the St. Mary's site) and having a clearly marked single parking bay with a |
defined turning area adjacent to it. The use of this space shouid be kept solely for mohility impaired drivers and/or

occasional deliveries by small vehicles. The space to the front should not be used for more than one vehicle at a time

to maximise the opportunity for drivers to enter and leave the site in a forward gear and hence, maintaining the status-

quo.

2. Access ramp to front of building - The lower end of the access ramp is almost immediately adjacent to the public
highway with no restraint included to stop anyone from leaving the site and possibly rolling into the road. The ramp -
should be turned back on itself to direct users westwards towards the site frontage with appropriate controls to stop
users from rolling towards Mount Pleasant. Furthermore, there is a level difference between the site frontage and the

footway at the corner of London Road and Mount Pleasant - how do you intend to deal with this?

3. Access ramp running alongside Mount Pleasant - Again, the lower end directs users towards London Road.
Given that there is lithe or no scape here to alter the direction of the end you should look to add a self-clesing gate
which will have the effect of controlling how users enter and leave at this point. It may be that this has to be

electronically controlled for those who are mobility impaired.
For both ramps, you will need to demonstrate that surface water will not run onto the public highway.

4. Retaining wall running alongside Mount Pleasant - The northern end of this is shown encroaching on the back
edge of the footway which is public highway. This wili have to be altered and shown clear of the highway at this point.
Additionally, you will need to liaise with and submit detailed plans and supporting material to my Colleague Guy Bell
in the West Sussex County Council Structures Dept. You must receive approvai from him prior to any works being
undertaken that alter the existing retaining wall as it presently appears to provide a support to the foctway and

carriageway of Mount Pleasant.

5. Access to Mount Pleasant - In addition to any structures approval you will need to demonstrate how the new
access point will be designed to prevent surface water running onto the public highway. Furthermore, you will need a
suitable licence from the County Council to contruct the vehicular access.

6. Grit box on corner of London Road and Mount Pleasant - This will have to be moved as a consequence of the
planning propesal. We are in the process of approaching the Town Council about this and will inform you of their
reply. Your client may have to pay for it's re-siting.

Aware that works have started on-site, | look forward to hearing from you as soon as possible, please. Please would
you also discuss this with Peter Cleveland at Arun District Council as he is the case officer for the proposal.

Many thanks,

Tim

[ — e T — -1
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Tim Townsend | Senior Planner, Planning Applicatlons - Strateglc Devetopment, West Sussex County Council

Location: 2nd floor Northieigh, County Hall, Chichester, 019 1RH
Internal: 77521 | External: 01243 777521 | E-mail: tim.townsend@westsussex.qov.uk

Think sustainably. Do you have to print? Can you double side? Do you need colour?

This e-mail and any attachments are confidential and intended solely for the persons addressed. If it has come o you
in error please reply to advise us hut you should not read it, copy it, show it to anyone else nor make any other use of
its content. West Sussex County Council takes steps to ensure e-mails and attachments are virus-free but you
should carry out your own checks before opening any attachment.

htip:#Awww arun, sov yk

NLPG UPRN 100062237016
DX 57406 Litilehampton

Important Notice This e-mail is intended exclustvely for the addressee and may contain information that is confidential andfor privileged. If you are not the intended recipient
(or autherised to receive it for the addresses), please notify the sender and delste the e-mail immediately; using, copying, or disclosing it to anyone else, is stricily prohibited
and may be unlawful. Any views, opinions or options presented are selely those of the author and de not aecessarily represent those of Arun District Council. The
information in this e-mail may be subject io public disclosure under the Freedom of Infonnation Act 2000, therefore we cannot guarantee that we will not provide the whele
or part of this e-mail {0 a third party. The Coancil reserves the right to monitor e-mails in accordance with relevant legislation. Whilst outgoing e-mails are checked for
vinises, we canmot guasantes this e-mail is virus-free or has not been intercepted or changed and we do not accepi liability for any damage caused. Any reference to "e-mail”

in this disctaimer incledes any attachments.
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No virus found in this message.
Checked by AVG - www.avg.com
Version: 10.0.1410 / Virus Database: 1520/3934 - Release Date: 10/02/11

hitp: Awww arun pov.uk

NLPG UPRN 100062237016
DX 574006 Littlehampten

Important Notige This e<mail is intended exclusively for the addressee and may cortain information that is confidential and/or priviteged. I you arc not the intended recipient
(or authorised 10 receive it for the addressee), please notify the sender and delete the e-inail immediately: using, copving, or disclosing it to anyone else, is strictly prohibited
and may be unlawful. Aay views, opinions or options presented are solely those of the author and do not necessarily represent those of Arun District Council. The
information in this e-mail may be subject to public disclosure under the Freedom of Information Act 2000, therefore we cannot guarantee that we will not provide the whaole
or part of this e-mail to a third party. The Council reserves the right to monitor e-mails in accordance with relevant legislation. Whilst outgoing e-mails are checked for
wiruses, we cannot guarantee this e-mail is virus-free or has not been intercepted or changed and we do not aceept liability for any demage cansed. Any reference to "e-mail”

in this disclaimer includes any attachments.
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Peter Cleveland

From: Melanie Latham [_
Sent: 03 October 2011 14

To: Peter Cleveland

Cc: Stuart Nash

Subject: RE; St. Mary's Hall, Arundel.

Dear Peter,
Many thanks for your emdil to Stuart, on which you copied me in.

You are quite right that there have been some minor modifications to the plans during the
course of the scheme development which now are slighily different fo those approved under
the planning application and thank you for the reminder that we need to submit a revised Listed
Building Application. | wondered though, as the modifications to the scheme externally only
affect the new railings and not the building itself, whether the planning application can be dealt
with under a variation of the existing?

I look forward to hearing from you.

Kind regards
Melanie

Melanie Latham RIBA DipConsHistEnv RICS
For and on behalf of ST ANNS GATE ARCHITECTS LLP

From: Peter Cleveland [mailta:Peter.Cleveland@arun.gov.uk]
Sent: 26 September 2011 16:19

To: Stuart Nash; Tim.Townsend@westsussex.gov.uk

Cc: Melanie Latham

Subject: RE: St. Mary's Hall, Arundel.

Dear Mr Nash

Thank you for copying me into the below email and the attached plans. | have had a look gver the plans in
comparison with those approved and it appears that there is some changes to the plans agreed and
approved under the planning application AB/23/11 and Listed Building Consent AB/24/11/L.

Briefly | note that externally railings are proposed continuously along the the boundary to Mount Pleasant
and the layout to the rear of the building which proposed planters/retaining wails differs from the approved
plans. Alsa internally the layout appears to have been changed to the stairwell, stairs etc. These changes
would require the submission of a revised planning application and listed building consent, which maybe
something you wish to consider as the works would not be in accordance with the approved plans. If you
do continue works this is at your own/applicants risk and you or the contractors maybe subject to
prosecution.

Given that the buiiding is listed thought best to inform you. Please contact me if you would like to discuss
this further on the number below.

Kind regards
Peter

Peter Cleveland | Planner, Planning Department, Arun District Council | Location: 1st Floar, Arun Civic Centre, Maltravers
Read, Littlehampton, BN17 5LF .

Internal: 37370 | External: +44 (0) 1903 737500 Ext 37370 | E-mail: Peter,Cleveland@arun.gav.uk

Visit Arun's web site at www.arun.gov.uk b% Save the environment - think before you print.

p—.

Stuart Nash {mailto:Stuart@stannsgate.com]
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Sent: 26 September 2011 15:14

To: Tim.Townsend@westsussex.gov.uk .
Cc: Annefie.Harrison@westsussex.gov.uk; Peter Cleveland; Melanie Latham; guy.bell@westsussex.gov.uk

Subject: RE: St. Mary's Hall, Arundel.

Dear Tim,
Please find attached letter and drawings in response to your below email.
Best regards,

Stuart Nash
for and on bebhalf of St.Ann’s Gate Architects LLP

St.Ann’s Gate, The Close, Salishury, SP1 2EB ~

Security: All e-maiis are virus-checked by up-to-date proprietary software when issued from this office. However, it is the recipicnt’s responsibility to scan incoming
mail for viruses and other attachments.

From: Tim.Townsend@westsussex.gov.uk [mailto: Tim. Townsend@westsussex.gov.uk]
Sent: 26 September 2011 10:29

To: Stuart Nash

Cc: Annette.Harrison@westsussex.gov.uk; Peter Cleveland

Subject: St. Mary's Hall, Arundel.

Dear Stuart,

| visited the site with a colleague on Friday 23rd September.

As | thought, there are several matters that you will need to attend to in order to satisfy the Highway Authority. |
look forward to receiving your response to the points raised.

1. Access and parking area off London Road - The siting of the new steps and access ramp reduces the
available space for cars to park and manouevre. It was noted that the existing access ramp leading to the
entrance on the western side of the building already protrudes into this area and will be removed as part of the
current planning permission. However, given that the on-site space is reduced it will be important to régularise
how the remaining space will be used.

As | see it, there are two options for you to consider. Firstly, to permanently close the access onto London Road,
preventing cars from using the forecourt altogether or, secondly, o providing a removable bollard sited centrally
in the entrance (at the back of the footway but on the St. Mary's site) and having a clearly marked single parking
bay with a defined turning area adjacent to it. The use of this space should be kept solely for mobility impaired
drivers and/or occasional deliveries by smali vehicles. The space to the front should not be used for more than
one vehicle at a time to maximise the opportunity for drivers to enter and leave the site in a forward gear and

hence, maintaining the status-quo.

2. Access ramp to front of building - The lower end of the access ramp is almost immediately adjacent to the
public highway with no restraint included to stop anyone from leaving the site and possibly rolling into the road.
The ramp should be turned back on itself to direct users westwards towards the site frontage with appropriate
controls to stop users from rolling towards Mount Pleasant. Furthermore, there is a level difference between the
site frontage and the footway at the corner of London Road and Mount Pleasant - how do you intend to deal with

this?

3. Access ramp running alongside Mount Pleasant - Again, the lower end directs users towards London
Road. Given that there is little or no scope here to alter the direction of the end you should look to add a self-
closing gate which will have the effect of controlling how users enter and leave at this point. It may be that this
has to be electronically controlled for those who are mobility impaired.

ARUNDISTRICT cOONGIY 48h 9 ()] 1
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‘ . Far both ramps, you will need to demonstrate that surface water will not run onto the public highway.

4. Retaining wall running aiongside Mount Pleasant - The northern end of this is shown encroaching on the
back edge of the footway which is public highway. This will have to be aitered and shown clear of the highway at
this point. Additionally, you will need to liaise with and submit detailed plans and supporting material to my
Colleague Guy Bell in the West Sussex County Council Structures Dept. You must receive approval from him
prior to any works being undertaken that alter the existing retaining wall as it presently appears to provide a
support to the footway and carriageway of Mount Pleasant.

5. Access to Mount Pleasant - In addition to any structures approval you will need to demonstrate how the new
access point will be designed to prevent surface water running onto the public highway. Furthermore, you will

need a suitable licence from the County Council to contruct the vehicular access.
6. Grit box on corner of London Road and Mount Pleasant - This will have to be moved as a consequence of

the planning proposal. We are in the process of approaching the Town Council about this and will inform you of
their reply. Your client may have to pay for it's re-siting.

Aware that works have started on-site, | look forward to hearing from you as soon as possible, please. Please
would you also discuss this with Peter Cleveland at Arun District Council as he is the case officer for the

proposal.
Many thanks,

Tim

Tim Townsend | Senior Planner, Planning Applications - Strategic Development, West Sussex County Council
Location: 2nd floor Northleigh, County Hall, Chichester, PO19 1RH

Internal: 77521 | External: 01243 777521 | E-mail: tim.townsend@westsussex.qov.uk

Think sustainably. Do you have te print? Can you double side? Da you need calour?

This e-mail and any attachments are confidential and intended solely for the persons addressed. If it has come to
you in error please reply to advise us but you should not read it, capy it, show it to anyone else nor make any
other use of its content. West Sussex County Council takes steps to ensure e-mails and attachments are virus-
free but you should carry out your dwn checks before opening any attachment.

hitp:/fwww aryn.gov.uk

NLPG UPRN 100062237016
DX 57406 Liniehampton

Important Notice This e-mail is intended exclusively for the addressee and may contain information that is confidential and/or privileged. 1f you are not the intended
recipient (or authorised 1o receive it for the addressee), please notify the sender and delete the e-mail immediately; using, copving, or disclosing it to anyone else. is
sirictly prohibited and may be unlawful. Any views, opinions or options presented are solely those of the nuthor and do not necessarily represent those of Arun Disirict
Council. The information in this e-mail may be subject to public disclosure under the Freedom ef Information Act 2000, therefore we cannot guarantee that we wiil
not provide the whole or part of this e-mail to a third party. The Council reserves the right to monitor e-mails in accordance with relevant legislation, Whilst outgoing
e-mails are checked for viruses, we cannot guarantec this e-mail is virus-free or has not been intercepted or changed and we do not accept tability for any damage

caused, Any reference 1o "e-mail” in this disclaimer includes any attachments,
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No virus found in this message.
Checked by AVG - www.avg.com
Version: 10.0.1410 / Virus Database: 1520/3934 - Release Date: 10/02/11
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Q‘.er Cleveland

m: Daniel Vick
Sent: 12 January 2012 10:45
To: ‘Antony Fettham-King'

Ce: Melanle Latham; Stuart Nash; Peter Clevetand

Subject: RE; Arundel Cathedral: St.Mary's Hall; The floor to the lower haliffunction room
Mr Feltham-King,

"I have passed your e {o our historic buildings advisor and we will let you know his response.

Daniel Vick

Danlel Vick | Team Leacer OC East, Planning Services, Arun District Coundil l Locatlon: First Fleor, Arun Civic Centre,
Maitravers Road, Littlehampton, BEN17 5LF

Intemat: 37771 | External: +44 (0) 1903 737771 | E-mail: daniet vick@arun.gov.uk
Visit Arun's wab site at www.arun.gov.uk é Save the environment - think before vou print,

Antony Feftham-King “
Sent: 11 January 2012 17:43

To: Daniel Vick

€c: Melanie Latham; Stuart Nash

Subject; Arundel Cathedral: St.Mary's Hall: The Aoor to the lower hallffunction reem

Dear Daniel Vick
Arundel Cathedral: St.Mary's Hall: The floor to the lower hall/function room

Thank you for sending through the comments of the Histaric Buildings Advisor regarding the
floor of the lower level meeting room. We note the advisor's comments about the future
sustainable use of the building, and of this room in particular, and we re-state the case for the
new construction as follows:

The roam is to be used for a number of different and diverse functions, such as children’s clubs,
informal meetings, parent and toddler groups, social events, yoga classes etc. To cater for the
potential variety of uses the floor, as designed, is an insulated slab, with a heated screed,
topped with a linoleum finish. Leaving the pavings in situ as the floor finish is not compatible
with the room’s intended uses. Lifting and re-laying them on the new sub-structure is also
incompatible with the use of the space.

In addition, the existing floor is damp, as a consequence of its basement location, dictating that
the slabs are lifted in any case. The new construction has to comply with current building
regulations, and will assist in creating a warm and comfortable environment in the basement
floor level.

These imperatives have been previously noted in my e-mail dated 21.12.11 and in the
submission made by my colleague Melanie Latham in November, We suggest that the
sustainable ongoing use of the building is best served by proceeding with the construction as
proposed.

From previous discussions with your department, we understood that it was permissible to at
least lift the stone pavings in order to progress with the essential drainage work. Thus, the
stones have been carefully lifted and stacked in the external courtyard. The floor was
photographed befare this operation commenced and the contractar has stacked the pavingsin
the arder of removal. Seme of the stones were de-laminated before lifted and these have not
survived the process. However, the majority have lifted intact and we are examining ways to
use themin the hard landscaping of the courtyard, in order to give them a new use ina more
suitable position.

Putting this together, we believe this achieves an acceptable balance between the sustainable

use of the building in its newly refurbished state, and the respectful re-use of existing materials.

Yours sincerely

Antony Feltham™King risa Gradpipicorsas aasc
Arundel Cathedral Architect

Antony Feltham™King RiBa GradDipiCansas AABC
For and on behalf of 5t Ann’s Gate Architects LLP
The Close . Safishury . Wiltshire . SP1 ZEB

I : vvw.tannzgste.com

Securlty: All p-mails are virus-checked by up-to-date proprietary software when issued from this office. However, it is the recipient’s
respensibility to scan Incoming mail far wiruses 2nd other attachments.

Piease consider the envionment before printing this email,

----- Original Message-----
From: Daniel Vick [mailto:Daniel.Vick@arun.gov.uk]
Sent: 11 January 2012 15:38
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To: Aantony Feltham-King

Cc: Peter Cleveland .
Subject: FW: St.Mary's Hall, Arundel: The floor to the lower hall/functiom room

Mr Feltham-King,

Please see below comments from historic bulldings advisor.

Daniel vick

Danfel vick | Team Leader DC East, Planning Services, Arun District
Council | Location: First Floar, Arun Civic Centre, Maltravers Road,
Littlehampton, BN17 SLF

Internal: 37771 | External: +44 (8} 1903 737771 | E-mail:
daniel.vick@arun.gov.uk

Visit Arun’s web site at www.arun.gov.uk P Save the environment - think
before you print.

----- Original Message-----

From: Ian Wightman [mailto:iwightman@chichester.gov.uk]
Sent: 11 Janwvary 2012 15:15

To: Daniel Vick

Subject: FW: St.Mary's Hall, Arundel: The floor to the lower
hall/function room

From: Tan Wightman

Sent: Mon 89/81/2812 12:38

To: Daniel Vick; Peter Cleveland

Subject: RE: St.Mary's Hall, Arundel: The floor to the lower
hall/function room

Dan/Peter,

This appears slightly inconsistent. They are saying that the stones have
little archaeolegical value and therefore less significance, but then
identify them as part of the bullding's earlier exterior fabric prior to
it being an internal space. I would have thought this made them of some
interest.

I do agree that the stone appears to be delaminating and it does not
cover the whole area. In this respect the floor could be considered to
be slightly compromised.

On the basis that it is not an internal floor, we could potentially
agree to its removal if it is felt that the construction of the new
floor is considered absolutely necessary to provide a sustainable future
for the building. We would therefore need a clear explanation of why the
existing floor would not work. If this is agreed to I would recommend
that the scope of the existing floor is mapped and recorded for future
reference.

We can discuss further Wednesday if necessary.

Kind regards

Ian Wightman

Historic Buildings Adviser -

Design & Implementation

Chichester District Council

Tel: @1243 785 166 | Fax: ©1243 776766 | iwightman@chichester.gov.uk |
http://www.chichester.gov.uk www.facebook.com/ChichesterDistrictCouncil
| www.twitter.com/ChichesterDC

From: Danlel Vick [mailto:Daniel.Vick@arun._gov.uk]

Sent: 21 December 2011 15:36

To: Peter Cleveland; Ian Wightman

Subject: FW: St.Mary's Hall, Arundel: The floor to the lower
hall/function room

Any comments?
Dan

From: Antony Feltham-Xing [ |G |

Sent: 21 December 2011 12:58

To: Daniel Vick

Subject: St.Mary's Hall, Arundel: The floor to the lower hall/function
room

Dear Daniel Vick

ARUN DISTRICT COMMCYAR1#9 ]



’Mar-y's Hall, Arundel: The floor to the lowesr hall/function room

My colleague Melanie Latham, has passed your recent e-mail te me to
address in her absence on leave. I am the Cathedral Architect for
Arundel Cathedral and have overall responsibility for the care of the
Cathedral’s bulldings.

I had an opportunity to view the floor within the lower hall for myself
on Friday last week (16.12.11). Whilst I acknowledge and recognize your
Historic Buildings Advisor’s reference to PPSS, and in particulars the
comment that 'fabric will always be an important part of the asset's
significance. Retention of as much historic fabric as possible is
therefore a fundamental part of any good alteration or conversion,..',
in this instance, we suggest that the overall condition of the stone
pavings, and the ongoing use of the building which will ensure its
sustainability, outweigh the (fairly minor) significance of this section
of fabric. To treat these pavings as 'archaeglogically sensitive' is, we
suggest, to rather overstate their significance.

The stone pavings were part of an earlier ‘external quality' surface,
covered over at some polnt in the C26th when the lower floor of the hall
was turned into internal space. The pavings have suffered some
degradation and de-laminaticn as a result of their direct contact with
the earth below, and are not a continuous pavement across the whele
space.

In order to comply with current bulilding codes, the floor to this area
must be dry and insulated. To enable the space to be used in the most
flexible way possible, a solid flcor is not an option, The room will be
used by the community for informal meetings, social events, children's
clubs etc. Further, drainage to address dampness problems in this
semi-basement space, and to allow foul the installation of drainage from
the new wes, dictates that the pavings must be lifted.

Taking all these considerations together, we believe that there 1s ample
justification for lifting the stone pavings and proceeding with the '
internal floor censtruction as proposed., The pavings will be carefully
lifted, and intact and useable stones will be stacked in the courtyard
area, for use in the external treatment of the courtyard.

We do hope that Arun District Council will concur with this assessment
and 1ssue the necessary consent to proceed.

Please do not hesitate to contact me if you wish to discuss this matter
further.

Yours sincerely
Antony Feltham-King

Antony Feltham-King RIBA GradDiplConsAs AABC

For and ¢n behalf of 5t Ann's Gate Architects LLP

The Close . Salisbury . Wiltshire . SP1 2EB

t: 91722 555288 Wi www.stannsgate.com <http://www.stannsgate.com/>»
Security: All e-mails are virus-checked by up-to-date proprietary
software when issued from this office. However, it is the recipient’s
responsibility to scan incoming mail for viruses and other attachments,

P Please consider the envircrment before printing this email.

From: Danilel Vick [mailto:Daniel.Vick@arun.gov.uk}
Sent: 16 December 2011 18:08

To: Heidi Barrow

Cc: Peter Cleveland

Subject: 5t Mary’'s Parish Hall, Arundel
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FAO: Melanie Latham
Melanie,
please find comments below from our Historic Buildings Advisor

The remeval of the floor is impertant as it results in both the loss of
historic fabric and therefore part of the building's significance. In
doing so it conflicts with the requirements of PPSS and the assoclated
guidance which asks authorities to seek to preserve such features. With
this in mind there are at least three points that should be raised and
considered here, They are as follows:

179. The fabric will always be an important part of the asset's
significance. Retention of as much historic fabric as possible is
therefore a fundamental part of any good alteration or conversion,
together with the use of appropriate materials and methods of repair. It
is not apprepriate to sacrifice old work simply to accommodate the new.

184. The introduction of new floors into a building or removal of
histeric flaors and ceilings may have a considerable impact on an
asset's significance. Certain asset types, such as large industrial
buildings, are generally more capable of accepting such changes without
unacceptable loss of significance

188. Extant flooring materials will often be of interest in themselves.
Additional care is needed on lower floors to ensure that archaeological
interest below the finished surface is not adversely affected by
proposed works.

Given the appearance and quality of the existing floor, I would have
thought it wise to try and preserve it, at least archaeclogically. This
would enable it to be covered, but would not result in its total loss
from the building. Removal and replacement of the floor will require
full and convincing justification with regards to the need for a new
surface to provide a long term, sustainable use for the building. I am
still not sure why this cannot be achieved with the existing floor and a
more conventional heating system, but perhaps that can be explained more
fully. If this 1s convincing in that is necessary for the successful
resuse of the building then, it could be considered acceptable.

Paniel Vick

Daniel Vick <mailto:Daniel.Vick@arun.gov.uk> | Team Leader DC East,
Planning Services, Arun District Council <http://www.arun.gov.uk/> |
Location: First Floor, Arun Civic Centre, Maltravers Road,
Littlehampton, BN17 S5LF

Internal: 37771 | External: +44 (@) 1983 737771 | £-mail:

daniel, vick@arun,gov.uk <mailto:E@arun.gov.uk>

Visit Arun's web site at www.arun,gov.uk P Save the emvironment - think
before you print,

hitp://fwww. arun.gov.uk <http://wwai.arun.gov.uk/>
NLPG UPRN 188062237816 .
DX 57406 Littlehampton

Important Notice This e-mail is intended exclusively for the addressee
and may contain information that is confidential and/or privileged. If
you are not the intended reciplent (or authorised to receive it for the
addressee), please notify the sender and delete the e-mail immediately;
using, copying, or disclosing it to anyone else, is strictly prohibited
and may be unlawful. Any views, opinions or options presented are solely
those of the author and do not necessarily represent those of Arun
District Councll, The informatien im this e-mail may be subject te
public discleosure under the Freedom of Information Act 2008, therefore
we cannot guarantee that we will not provide the whole or part of this
e-mail to a third party. The Council reserves the right to monitor
e-malls in accordance with relevant legislation. Whilst outgoing e-mails
are checked for viruses, we cannot guarantee thls e-mail is virus-free
or has not been Intercepted or changed and we do not accept liability
for any damage caused. Any reference to "e-mail" in this disclaimer

includes any attachments.
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http://www,.arun.gov.uk <http://www.arun.gov.uk/>
NLPG UPRN 100862237016
DX 57496 Littlehampton

Important Notice This e-mail is intended exclusively for the addressee
and may contain information that is confidential and/or privileged. If
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ressee), please notify the sender and delete the e-mail immediately;

1ng, copying, or disclosing it to anyone else, is strictly prohibited
and may be unlawful. Any views, opinions or options presented are solely
those of the author and do not necessarily represent those of Arun
District Council. The information in this e-mail may be subject to
public disclosure under the Freedom of Information Act 200@, therefore
we cannot guarantse that we will not provide the whole or part of this
e-mall to a third party. The Council reserves the right to monitor
e-mails in accordance with relevant legislation. Whilst outgoing e-malls
are checked for viruses, we cannot guarantee this e-mail is virus-free
or has not been intercepted or changed and we do not accept liability
for any damage caused. Any reference to "e-mail” in this disclaimer

includes any attachments.
kb k kbbb r kb kbR kk Rk kk kR Rk kk kbbb Rk

G are not the intended recipient {or authorised toc receive it for the

LEGAL DISCLAIMER

Communications on or through Chichester District Councils computer
systems may be monitored or recorded to secure effective system
operation and for other lawful purposes.

LEGAL DISCLAIMER

This e-mail and any files transmitted with it are confidential and
intended solely for the use of the individual or entity to whom they are
addressed. However, any views or opinicns presented are solely those of
the author and do not necessarily represent those of Chichester District
Council.

If you are nat the intended recipient or the person respansible for
delivering the e-mail to the intended recipient, be advised that you
have received this e-mail in error and that any use, dissemination,
forwarding, peinting or copying of this e-mail is strictly prohibited.

Communications on or through Chichester District Councils computer
systems may be monitored or recorded to secure effective system
operation and for other lawful purposes.

If you have received this e-mail in error please notify the Chichester
District Council administrator.

E-mail or phone 44 (@) 1243 785166
Mail-adminfchichester.gov.uk

http://www.arun.gov.uk
NLPG UPRN 180062237816
DX 57486 Littlehampton

Important Notice

This e-mail is intended exclusively for the addressee and may contain infermation that 1s confidential and/or privileged.

If you are not the intended recipient (or authorised to receive it far the addressee), please notify the sender and delete the
e-mail immediately; using, copying, or disclosing it to anyone else, is strictly prohibited and may be unlawful.

Any views, opinions or options presented are sclely those of the author and do not necessarily represent those of Arun District
Council.

The information in this e-mail may be subject to public disclosure under the Freedom of Information Act 2800, therefore we
cannot guarantee that we will not provide the whole or part of this e-mail to a third party.

The Ceouncil reserves the right to menitor e-mails in accordance with relevant legislation.

Whilst outgeing e-mails are checked for. viruses, we cannot guarantee this e-mail is virus-free or has not been 1ntercepted or
changed and we do not accept llability feor any damage caused.

Any reference to "e-mail™ in this disclaimer includes any attachments.
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ijer Clevetand

m: Daniel Vick
Sent: 12 January 2012 09:01
To: 'fan Wightman'

ce: Peter Cleveland
Subject: FW: Arundel Cathedral: $1.Mary's Hall: The floor to the lower hallfunciion reom

Sent: 11 January 2012 17;
To: Daniel vick

Cc: Malanie Latham; Stuart Nash
Subject: Arundel Cathedral: $t.Mary's Hatl: The flgor to the lower hallffunction rgam

Dear Daniel Vick
Arundel Cathedral: St.Mary's Hall: The floor to the lower hall/function room

Thank you for sending through the comments of the Historic Buildings Advisor regarding the
floor of the lower leve! meeting room. We note the advisor's comments about the future
sustainable use of the building, and of this room in particular, and we re-state the case for the
new canstruction as follows:

The room is to be used for a number of different and diverse functions, such as children’s clubs,
informal meetings, parent and toddler groups, social events, yoga classes etc. To cater for the
potential variety of uses the floor, as designed, is an insulated slab, with a heated screed,
topped with a linoleum finish. Leaving the pavings in situ as the ficor finish is not compatible
with the room’s intended uses. Lifting and re-laying them on the new sub-structure is also
incompatible with the use of the space.

In addition, the existing floor is damp, as a consequence of its basement location, dictating that
the slabs are lifted in any case. The new construction has to comply with current building
regulations, and will assist in creating a warm and comfortable environment in the basement
floor level.

These imperatives have been previously noted in my e-mail dated 21.12.11 and in the
submisston made by my colleague Melanie Latham in November. We suggest that the
sustainable ongoing use of the building is best served by proceeding with the construction as
proposed.

From previous discussions with your department, we understood that it was permissible to at
least lift the stone pavings in order to progress with the essential drainage work. Thus, the
stones have been carefully lifted and stacked in the external courtyard. The floor was
photographed before this operation commenced and the contractor has stacked the pavings in
the order of removal. Some of the stones were de-laminated before lifted and these have not
survived the process, However, the majority have lifted intact and we are examining ways to
use them in the hard landscaping of the courtyard, in order to give them a new use in a more
suitable position.

Putting this together, we believe this achieves an acceptable balance between the sustainable
use of the building in its newly refurbished state, and the respectful re-use of existing materials.

Yours sincerely

Antony Feltham™King risa GracpipiConsaa aac
Arundel Cathedral Architect

Antony Feltham™King riBa GradbipiConsas AABE
For and on behalf of 5t Ann's Gate Architects LLP
The Close . Salisbury . Wiltshire . 5P1 2EB

Security: All e~malls are virus-checked by up-to-date propiietary software when issued fram this office. However, it is the recipient’s
responsibllity to scan incoming mall for viruses and other attachments,

b% Please consider the envionment before printing this email.

----- Original Message-----

From: Daniel vick {mailto:banlel.vick@arun.gov.uk]

Sent: 11 January 2812 15:38

To: Antony Feltham-King

Cc: Peter Cleveland

Subject: FW: St.Mary's Hall, Arundel: The floor to the lower hall/functicn room

Mr Feltham-King,

Please see below comments from historic buildings advisor,

ARUN DISTRICT COYNERAT Y ~
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Daniel vick .
Daniel vick | Team Leader DC East, Planning Services, Arun District

Council | Location: First Floor, Arun Civic Centre, Maltravers Road,

Littlehampton, BN17 SLF

Internal: 37771 | External: +44 (8) 1983 737771 | E-mail:

daniel.vick@arun.gov.uk

Vislt Arun's web site at www.arun.gov.uk P Save the enviroament - think
before you print.

----- Original Message-----

From: Ian Wightman [mailto:iwightman@chichester.gov.uk]
Sent: 11 January 2012 15:15

To: Daniel Vick

Subject: FW: St.Mary's Hall, Arundel: The floor to the lower
hall/function room

From: Tan Wightman

Sent: Mon ©9/81/20812 12:38

To: Daniel vick; Peter Cleveland

Subject: RE: St.Mary’'s Hall, Arundel: The floor to the lower
hall/function room

Dan/Peter,

This appears slightly inconsistent. They are saying that the stones have
little archaeological value and therefore less significance, but then
identify them as part of the building's earlier exterior fabric prior to
it being an internal space. I would have thought this made them of scme
interest.

I do agree that the stone appears to be delaminating and it does not
cover the whole area. In this respect the floor could be considered to
be slightly compromised.

On the basis that it is not an internal floor, we could potentially
agree to its removal if it is felt that the construction of the new
floor is considered absclutely necessary to provide a sustainable future
for the building. We would therefore need a clear explanation of why the
existing floor would not work. If this is agreed to I would recommend
that the scope of the existing floor is mapped and recorded for future
reference,

We can discuss further Wednesday if necessary.

Kind regards

ILan wightman

Historic Buildings Adviser -

Design & Implementation

Chichester District Council

Tel: ©1243 785 166 | Fax: 01243 776766 | iwightman@chichester.gov.uk |
http://www.chichester.gov.uk www.facebook.com/ChichesterDistrictCouncil
| www.twitter.com/ChichesterDC

From: Daniel Vick [mailto:Daniel.vick@arun.gov.uk]

Sent: 21 December 2811 15:36

Ta: Peter Cleveland; Ian Wightman

Subject: FW: St.Mary's Hall, Arundel: The floor to the lower
hall/function room

Any comments?
Dan

From: Antony Feltham-King [mailto:Antony@stannsgate.com]

Sent: 21 December 2011 12:58

To: Daniel Vick

Subject: St.Mary's Hall, Arundel: The floor to the lower hall/function
room :

Dear Daniel vick
St.Mary's Hall, Arundel:; The floor to the lower hall/function room

My colleague Melanie Latham, has passed your recent e-mail to me to
address 1n her absence on leave. I am the Cathedral Architect for
Arundel Cathedral and have overall responsibility for the care of the

ARUNDISTRICT CIRAIOMIFDI()] 2




ithedr'al ‘s buildings.

I had an cpportunity to view the floer within the lower hall for myself
oh Friday last week (16.12.11). Whilst I acknowledge and recognize your
Historic Buildings Advisor's reference to PPS3, and in particular the
comment that 'fabric will always be an important part of the asset's
significance. Retention of as much historic fabric as possible is
therefore a fundamental part of any good alteration or conversion...’,
in this instamce, we sugpest that the overall condition of the stone
pavings, and the ongoing use of the building which will ensure its
sustainability, outweigh the (fairly minor) significance of this sectien
of fabric. To treat these pavings as ‘archaeclogically sensitive’ is, we
suggest, to rather overstate their significance.

The stone pavings were part of an earlier ‘external quality' surface,
covered over at some point in the C268th when the lawer floor of the hall
was turned intc internal space. The pavings have suffered some
degradation and de-lamination as a result of their direct contact with
the earth below, and are not a ccntinuous pavement across the whole
space.

In order to comply with current building codes, the floor to this area
must be dry and insulated. To eénable the space to be used in the most
flexible way possible, a solid floor is not an option. The room will be
used by the community for informal meetings, social events, children's
clubs etc, Further, drainage to address dampness problems in this
semi-basement space, and ta allow foul the installation of drainage from
the new wcs, dictates that the pavings must be lifted.

Taking all these considerations together, we believe that there 1s ample
justification for lifting the stone pavings and proceeding with the
internal floor construction as proposed. The pavings will be carefully
lifted, and intact and useable stomes will be stacked in the courtyard
area, for use in the external treatment of the courtyard.

We do hope that Arun District Council will concur with this assessment
and issue the necessary consent to proceed.

Please da not hesitate to contact me if you wish to discuss this matter
further,

Yours sincerely
Antony Feltham~King

Antony Feltham~King RIBA GradDiplConsaa AABC
For and on behalf of St Ann's Gate Architects LLP

The Close . Salisbury . Wiltshire . SPI 2EB

Security: All e-mails are virus-checked by up-to-date proprietary
software when issued from this office. However, it is the recipient's
responsibility to scan incoming mail for viruses and other attachments.

P Please consider the environment before printing this email.

From: Daniel Vick [mailto:Daniel.vick@arun.gov.uk]
Sent: 16 December 2811 10:08

To: Heidl Barrow

Cc: Peter Cleveland

Subject: St Mary's Parish Hall, Arundel

FAD: Melanie Latham

Melanie,

ARUN DISTRICT COUOIEI D) 1 2
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please find comments below from our Historic Buildings Advisor .

The removal of the floor 15 important as it results in both the loss of
historic fabric and therefore part of the building's significance. In
doing so it conflicts with the requirements of PPSS and the associated
gridance which asks authorities to seek to preserve such features. With
this in mind there are at least three points that should be raised and
considered here, They are as follows:

179. The fabric will always be an impertant part of the asset's
significance. Retention of as much historic fabric as possible is
therefore a fundamental part of any good alteration or conversion,
together with the use of appropriate materials and methods of repair, It
is not appropriate to sacrifice old werk simply to accommodate the new.

184, The introduction of new floors into a building or removal of
historic floors and ceilings may have a considerable impact on an
asset's significance. Certain asset types, such as large industrial
buildings, are generally more capable of accepting such changes without
unacceptable loss of significance

188, Extant flooring materials will often be of interest in themselves.
Additional care is needed on lower floors to ensure that archaeological
interest below the finished surface is not adversely affected by
proposed works.

Given the appearance and quality of the existing floor, I would have
thought it wise to try and preserve it, at least archaeolegically. This
would enable it to be covered, but would not result in its total loss
from the building. Removal and replacement of the floor will require
full and convincing justification with regards to the need for a new
surface to provide a long term, sustainable use for the building. I am
still not sure why this cannot be achieved with the existing floor and a
more <onventional heating system, but perhaps that can be explained more
fully. If this is convincing in that is necessary for the successful
resuse of the building then, it could be considered acceptable.

Daniel vick

Daniel vick <mailte:Daniel.Vick@arun.gov.uk> | Team Leader OC East,
Planning Services, Arun District Council <http://www.arun.gov.uk/> |
Location: First Floor, Arun Civic Centre, Maltravers Road,
Littlehampton, BN17 SLF

Internal: 37771 | External: +44 (8) 1903 737771 | E-mail:
daniel.vick@arun,gov.uk <mallto:E@arun.gov.uk>

visit Arun's web site at www.arun.gov.uk P Save the environment - think
before you print.

http:/ v, arun.gov.uk <http://www.arun.gov.uk/>
NLPG UPRN 1680962237016
DX 57486 Littlehampton

Important Notice This e-mail is intended exclusively for the addressee
and may contain information that is confidential and/or privileged. If
you are not the intended recipient (or authorised to receive 1t for the
addressee), please notify the sender and delete the e-mail immediately;
using, copylng, or disclosing it to anyone else, is strictly prohibited
and may be unlawful. Any views, opinlons or options presented are solely
those of the author and do not necessarily represent those of Arun
District Council. The information in this e-mail may be subject to
public disclosure under the Freedom of Information Act 2@8@, therefore
we cannot guarantee that we will not provide the whole or part of this
e-mail to a third party. The Council reserves the right to monitor
e-malls in accordance with relevant legislation. Whilst cutgoing e-mails
are checked for viruses, we cannot guarantee this e-mail 1s virus-free
or has not been intercepted or changed and we do not accept liability
for any damage caused. Any reference to "e-mail” in this disclaimer

includes any attachments.
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http://waw.arun.gov.uk <http://www.arun.gov.uk/>
NLPG UPRN 1880622317016
DX 57486 Littlehampton

Important Notice This e-mail is intended exclusively for the addressee
and may contain infarmation that is confidential and/or privileged, If
you are not the intended recipient (or authorised to receive it for the
addressee), please notify the sender and delete the e-mail immediately;
using, copying, or disclosing it to anyone else, is strictly prohibited
and may be unlawful. Any views, opinions or optlons presented are solely
those of the authcr and do not necessarily represent those of Arun
District Council. The informaticn in this e-mail may be subject to
public disclosure under the Freedom of Information Act 280@, therefore
we cannot guarantee that we will not provide the whole or part of this
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alls in accordance with relevant legislation. Whilst outgoing e-mails

checked for viruses, we cannot guarantee this e-mail is virus-free
or has not been intercepted or changed and we do not accept liability
for any damage caused. Any reference to "e-mail® in this disclaimer

includes any attachments.
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iail to 2 third party, The Councll reserves the right to menitor

LEGAL DISCLAIMER

Communications on or through Chichester District Councils computer
systems may be monitored or recorded to secure effective system
aoperation and for other lawful purposes.

LEGAL DISCLAIMER

This e-mail and any files transmitted with it are confidential and
intended sclely for the use of the individual or entity to whom they are
addressed. However, any views or opinieons presented are solely those of
the author and do not necessarily represent those of Chichester District
Council.

If you are not the intended reciplent or the person responsible for
delivering the e-mail to the intended recipient, be advised that you
have received this e-mail in error and that any use, dissemination,
forwarding, printing or copying of this e-mall is strictly prohibited.

Communications on or through Chichester District Councils computer
systems may be monltored or recorded to secure effective system
operation and for other lawful purposes.

If you have recelved this e-mail in error please notify the Chichester
Bistrict Council administrator.

E-mail or phone 44 (8) 1243 785166
Mail-Admin@chichester, gov.uk

http://www.arun.gov.uk
NLPG UPRN 180862237016
DX 57486 Littlehampton

Important Notice

This e-mail is intended exclusively for the addressee and may contain information that is confidential and/or privileged.

If you are not the intended recipient (or authorised to receive it for the addressee), please notify the sender and delete the
e-mail immediately; using, copying, or disclosing it to anyone else, is strictly prohibited and may be unlawful.

Any views, opinions or options presented are solely thase of the author and do not necessarily represent those of Arun District
Council.

The information in this e-mail may be subject to public disclosure under the Freedom of Information Act 208, therefore we
cannot guarantee that we will not provide the whole or part of this e-mail te a third party.

The Council reserves the right to monitor e-mails in accordance with relevant legislation.

Whilst outgoing e-mails are checked for viruses, we cannot guarantee this e-mail is virus-free or has not been intercepted or
changed and we do not accept liability for any damage caused.

Any reference to “"e-mall™ in this disclaimer includes any attachments.
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Peter Cleveland

From: Daniel Vick

Sent: 11 January 2012 15:38

To: "‘Antony Feltham-King'

Cc: Peter Cleveland

Subject: FW: St.Mary's Hall, Arundel; The floor to the lower hall/function room
Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Red

Mr Feltham-King,
Please see below comments from historic buildings advisor.,
Daniel Vick

Daniel Vick | Team Leader DC East, Planning Services, Arun District Council |
Location: First Flcor, Arun Civic Centre, Maltravers Road, Littlehampton, BN17 5LF
Internal: 37771 | External: +44 (0) 1903 737771 | E-mail: daniel.vick@arun.gov.uk

Visit Arun's web site at www.arun.gov.uk P Save the environment - think before you
print.

————— Original Message-——---

From: Ian Wightman [mailto:iwightman@chichester.gov.uk]

Sent: 11 January 2012 15:15

To: Daniel Vick

Subject: FW: St.Mary's Hall, Arundel: The floor to the lower hall/function rocom

From: Ian Wightman

Sent: Mon 09/01/2012 12:38

To: Danilel Vick; Peter Cleveland

Subject: RE: St.Mary's Hall, Arundel: The floor tc the lower hall/function room

Dan/Peter,

This appears slightly inconsistent. They are saying that the stones have little
archaeological value and therefore less significance, but then identify them as part
of the building's earlier exterior fabric pricr to it being an internal space. I would
have thought this made them of some interest.

I do agree that the stone appears tco be delaminating and it does nct cover the whole
area. In this respect the floor could be considered to be slightly compromised.

On the basis that it is not an internal floor, we could potentially agree to its
removal if it is felt that the construction of the new floor is considered absoclutely
necessary to provide a sustainable future for the buiilding. We would therefore need a
clear explanation of why the existing flocr would not work. If this is agreed to I
would recommend that the scope of the existing floor is mapped and reccrded for future
reference.

We can discuss further Wednesday if necessary.
Kind regards

Ian Wightman

Historic Buildings Adviser -

Design & Implementation

Chichester District Council

Tel: 01243 785 166 | Fax: 01243 776766 | iwightman@chichester.gov.uk |
hittp://www.chichester.gov.uk www,.facebook.com/ChichesterDistrictCouncil |

1
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wwwW, twitter.com/ChichesterDC

From: Daniel Vick [mailto:Paniel.Vick@arun.gov.uk]

Sent: 21 December 2011 15:36

To: Peter Cleveland; Ian Wightman

Subject: FW: St.Mary's Hall, Arundel: The floor to the lower hall/function roocm

Any comments?

Dan

From: Antony Feltham-King {mailto:Antony@stannsgate.com]

Sent: 21 December 2011 12:58

To: Daniel Vick

Subject: St.Mary's Hall, Arundel: The floor to the lower hall/function rcom

Dear Daniel Vick
St.Mary's Hall, Arundel: The floor to the lower hall/function room

My colleague Melanie Latham, has passed your recent e-mail to me to address in her
absence on leave. I am the Cathedral Architect for Arundel Cathedral and have overall
responsibility for the care of the Cathedral's buildings.

I had an opportunity to view the floor within the lower hall for myself on Friday last
week (16.12.11). Whilst I acknowledge and recognize your Historic Buildings Advisor's
reference to PPS5, and in particular the comment that 'fabric will always be an
important part of the asset's significance. Retention cf as much historic fabric as
possible is therefore a fundamental part of any good alteration or conversion...', in
this instance, we suggest that the overall condition of the stone pavings, and the
ongoing use of the building which will ensure its sustainability, outweigh the (fairly
minor) significance of this section of fabric. To treat these pavings as
'archaeclogically sensitive' is, we suggest, to rather overstate their significance.

The stone pavings were part of an earlier 'external quality' surface, covered over at
some point in the C20th when the lower floor of the hall was turned into internal
space. The pavings have suffered some degradation and de-lamination as a result of
their direct contact with the earth below, and are not a continuous pavement across
the whele space.

In order to comply with current building codes, the floor to this area must be dry and
insulated. To enable the space to be used in the most flexible way possible, a solid
flocr is not an option. The room will be used by the community for informal meetings,
social events, children's clubs etc. Further, drainage tc¢ address dampness problems in
this semi-basement space, and to allow foul the installation of drainage from the new
wcs, dictates that the pavings must be lifted.

Taking all these considerations together, we believe that there is ample justification
for lifting the stcne pavings and proceeding with the internal floor construction as
proposed. The pavings will be carefully lifted, and intact and useable stones will be
stacked in the courtyard area, for use in the external treatment of the courtyard.

2
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We. hope that Arun District Council will concur with this assessment and issue the
necessary consent tc proceed.

Please do not hesitate to contact me if you wish to discuss this matter further.
Yours sincerely
Antony Feltham~King

Antony Feltham~King RIBA GradDiplConsARA ARBC
For and on behalf of St Ann's Gate Architects LLP
The Close . Salisbury . Wiltshire . SP1 Z2EB

£: 01722 555200 Ww: wWww.stannsgate.com <http://www.stannsgate.com/>

Security: All e-mails are virus-checked by up-tc-date proprietary scftware when issued
from this office. However, it is the recipient's responsibility to scan incoming mail
for viruses and other attachments.

P Please consider the envircenment before printing this email.

From: Daniel Vick [mailto:Daniel.Vick@arun.gov.uk]
Sent: 16 December 2011 10:08

To: Heidi Barrow

Cc: Peter Cleveland

Subject: St Mary's Parish Hall, Arundel

FAO: Melanie Latham

Melanie,

please find comments below from our Historic Buildings Advisor

The removal of the floor is important as it results in both the loss cf historic
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fabric and theresfore part of the building's significance. In deoing so it conflicts
with the requirements of PPS5 and the associated guidance which asks authorities to
seek to preserve such features. With this in mind there are at least three points t‘
should be raised and considered here. They are as follows: '

179. The fabric will always be an important part of the asset's significance.
Retention of as much historic fabric as pcssible is therefore a fundamental part of
any good alteration or conversion, together with the use of appropriate materials and
metheds of repair. It is not appropriate to sacrifice old work simply to accommodate
the new.

184. The introduction of new floors into a buillding or removal of historic floors and
ceilings may have a considerable impact on an asset's significance. Certain asset
types, such as large industrial buildings, are generally more capable of accepting
such changes without unacceptakle loss of significance

188. Extant flcoring materials will often be of interest in themselves. Additional
care is needed on lower floors to ensure that archaeolcogical interest below the
finished surface is not adversely affected by proposed works.

Given the appearance and quality of the existing flcor, I would have thought it wise
to try and preserve it, at least archaeologically. This would enable it to be covered,
but weould net result in its total loss from the building. Removal and replacement of
the floor will require full and convincing justification with regards to the need for
a new surface to provide a long term, sustainable use for the building. I am still not
sure why this cannot be achieved with the existing floor and a more conventional
heating system, but perhaps that can be explained more fully. If this is convincing in
that is necessary for the successful resuse of the building then, it could be
considered acceptable.

Daniel Vick

Daniel Vick <mailto:Daniel.Vick@arun.gov,uk> i Team Leader DC East, Planning
Sexrvices, Arun District Council <http://www.arun.gov.uk/> | Location: First Floor,
Arun Civic Centre, Maltravers Road, Littlehampton, BN17 5LF

Internal: 37771 | External: +44 (0} 1303 727771 | E-mail: daniel.vick@arun.gov.uk
<mailteo:E@arun.gov.uk> :

Visit Arun's web site at www.arun.gov.uk P Save the environment - think before you
print.

http://www.arun.gov.uk <http://www.arun.gov.uk/>
NLPG UPRN 100062237016
DX 57406 Littlehampton

Important Notice This e-mail is intended exclusively for the addressee and may contain
information that is confidential and/cr privileged. If you are not the intended
recipient (or authorised to receive it for the addressee), please notify the sendar
and delete the e-mail immediately; using, copying, or disclosing it to anyone else, is
strictly prohibited and may be unlawful. Any views, opinions or options presented are
solely those of the author and do not necessarily represent those of Arun District
Council. The information in this e-mail may be subject to public disclosure under the
Freedom of Information Act 2000, therefore we cannot guarantee that we will not
provide the whole or part of this e-mail to a third party. The Council reserves the
right to monitor e-mails in accordance with relevant legislation. Whilst outgoing e-
mails are checked for viruses, we cannot guarantee this e-mail is virus-free or has
not been intercepted cor changed and we do not accept liability for any damage caused.

Any reference to "e-mail"™ in this disclaimer includes any attachments.
LR R SRR R R R SRR SRR R R R Rl g D L k]

http://www.arun.gov.uk <http://www.arun.gov.uk/>
NLPG UPRN 100062237016
DX 57406 Littlehampton
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Important Notice This e-mail is intended exclusively for the addressee and may contain
ingmation that is confidentizl and/or privileged. If you are not the intended

re ient (or authorised to receive it for the addressee), please notify the sender
and delete the e-mail immediately; using, copying, or disclosing it to anycne else, is
strictly prohibited and may be unlawful. Any views, opinions or opticns presented are
solely those of the author and do not necessarily represent those of Arun District
Council. The informaticn in this e-mail may be subject to public disclosure under the
Freedom of Information Act 2000, therefore we cannot guarantee that we will not
provide the whole or part of this e-mail %o a third party. The Council reserves the
right to monitor e-mails in accerdance with relevant legislaticn. Whilst outgoing e-
mails are checked for viruses, we cannot guarantee this e-mail is virus-free or has
not been intercepted or changed and we dc not accept liability for any damage caused.

Any reference to "e-mail" in this disclaimer includes any attachments,
EREE R A R R L LR R R R e E R R R R R E R SRR LR R R R R R R R R .

LEGAL DISCLAIMER

Communications on or through Chichester District Councils computer systems may be
monitored or recorded to secure effective system operaticn and for other lawful
purposes.

LEGAL DISCLAIMER

This e-mail and any files transmitted with it are confidential and intended solely for
the use of the individual or entity to whom they are addressed. However, any views or
opinions presented are solely those of the author and do nct necessarily represent
those of Chichester District Council.

If you are not the intended recipient or the person responsible for delivering the e-
mail to the intended recipient, be advised that you have received this e-mail in error
and that any use, dissemination, forwarding, printing or copying of this e-mail is
strictly prohibited.

Communications on or through Chichester District Councils computer systems may be
monitored or reccrded to secure effective system cperation and for cther lawful
purposes.

If you have received this e-mail in error please notify the Chichester District
Council administrator.

E-mail or phone 44 (0) 1243 785166
Mail-Admin@chichester.gov.uk

ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL AB/119/11/L
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Qer Cleveland
m: lan Wightman [iwightiman@chichester.gov.uk]

Sent: 09 January 2012 12:39

To: Daniel Vick; Peter Cleveland

Subject: RE: St Mary's Hall, Arundel: The floor fo the lower hall#function room
Dan/Peter,

This appears slightly inconsistent. They are saying that the stones have little archaesloglcal value and
therefore less significance, but then identify them as par of the building’s earlier exterior tabric prior to it
being an intemal space. | would have thought this made them of some interest.

| do agree that the stone appears to be delaminating and it does not cover the whole area. In this respect
the floor could be considered i¢ be slightly compromised.

0On the basis that it Is nat an internal floor, we could potentially agree to Its removal if it is felt that the
construction of the new fioor is considered absolutely necessary fo provide a sustainabile future

for the building. We would therefore need a clear explanation of why the existing floor would not work. If
this is agreed to | would recommend that the scope of ihe existing floor is mapped and recorded for fiture
refarence.

We can discuss further Wednesday if necessary.
Kind regards

lan Wightman

Historic Buildings Adviser -

Design & Implementation

Chichester District Council

Tel: 01243 785 166 [ Fax: 01243 776766 | iwightman@chichester.gov.uk | http/Avww.chichester.gov.uk
www.facebook.com/ChichesterDistrictCouncil | www.twitter.com/ChichesterDC

From: Daniel Vick [mailto: Daniel. Vick@arun.gov.uk]

Sant: 21 December 2011 15:36

To: Peter Cleveland; Ian Wightman

Subject: FW: St.Mary's Hall, Arundel: The floor to the lower hallffunction room

Any comments?
Dan
Sent: 21 December 2011 12:

To: Daniel Vick
Subject: St.Mary's Hall, Arundel: The floor to the lower hall/function room

Dear Daniel Vick
St.Mary’s Hall, Arundel: The floor to the lower hall/function room

My colleague Melanie Latham, has passed your recent e-mail to me to address in her
absence on leave. | am the Cathedral Architect for Arundel Cathedral and have overall
responsibility for the care of the Cathedral’s buildings.

i had an opportunity to view the floor within the lower hall for myself on Friday last
week (16.12.11). Whilst 1 acknowledge and recognize your Historic Buildings Advisor's
reference to PPSS5, and in particular the comment that ‘fabric will always be an
important part of the asset’s significance. Retention of as much historic fobric as possible
is therefore a fundamental part of any good afteration or conversion...”, in this instance,
we suggest that the overall condition of the stone pavings, and the engoing use of the
building which will ensure its sustainability, outweigh the {fairly minor) significance of
this section of fabric. To treat these pavings as ‘archaeologically sensitive’ is, we suggest,
to rather overstate their significance.

The stone pavings were part of an earlier ‘external quality’ surface, covered over at
some point in the C20th when the lower floar of the hall was turned into internal space.
The pavings have suffered some degradation and de-lamination as a result of their
direct contact with the earth below, and are not a continuous pavement across the
whale space,

In order to comply with current building codes, the floor to this area must be dry and
insulated. To enable the space to be used in the maost flexible way possible, a solid floor
is not an option. The room will be used by the community for informal meetings, social
events, children’s clubs etc. Further, drainage to address dampness problems in this
semi-basement space, and to allow foul the installation of drainage from the new wcs,
dictates that the pavings must be lifted.

Taking all these considerations together, we believe that there is ample justification for
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Page 2 of 3

¥

lifting the stone pavings and proceeding with the internal floor construction as proposed. The pavings will be carefully lifted, and intact a
useable stones will be stacked in the courtyard area, for use in the external treatment of the courtyard.

We do hope that Arun District Council will concur with this assessment and issue the necessary consent to proceed.
Please do not hesitate to contact me if you wish to discuss this matter further.

Yours sincerely

Antony Feltham~King

Antony Feltham~King siea Gradoipicensaa aasc
For and an behalf of 5t Ann’s Gate Architects LLP
The Close . Salisbury . Wiitshire . 5P1 2EB

Security: Afl e-mails are viruschecked by up-to-date proprietary software when Issurd fram this office. However, it Is the recipfent's responsibility te scan Inceming mall for viruses and other attachments.

Plecye consider the anvironment before printing thes erncil

From: Daniel Vick [mailto; Daniel, Vick@arun,gov.uk]
Sent: 16 December 2011 10:08

To: Heidi Barrow

Ce: Peter Cleveland

Subject: St Mary's Parish Hall, Arundel

FAQ: Meianie Latham
Meianie,
please find comments below from our Historlc Buildings Advisor

The removal of the floor is impertant as it results in both the loss of historic fabric and theretore part of the building's significance. In doing sc it conflicts with
ine requirements of PPS5 and the associated guidance which asks authorities to seek to preserve such features. With this in mind there are al least three poinis that
should be raised and censldered here. They are as follows:

179. The fabric will always be an important part of the assel's significance. Retention of as much historic fabric as possible Is therefore & fundamental part of any good
afferation gr conversion, logether wilh the use of appropriate materals and methods of repair. It is nol appropriate to sacrifice old work simply to accommodate the
new.

184. The introduction of new floors info & building or removal of historc foors and cellings may have & considerable impact on an assel's significance. Certain asset
types, such as large industrial buildings, are generaily more capable of accepting such changes without unacceptable loss of significance

188. Extant flopring matenals vill often be of Interest in themselves. Additional care is needed on fower floors o ensure that archaeological interes! below the finished
surface s not adversely affecfed by proposed works.

Given the appearance and guality of the existing floor, | would have thought it wise 1o try and preserve it, at least archaeclogically, This would enable it to be covered,
but would not result in its total loss from the building. Removal and replacement of the floor will reguire full and convincing justification with regards to the need for a
new surface to provide a tong lerm, sustainable vse for the Building. | am still not sure why this cannot be achieved with the existing ficor and 8 mare conventional
heating system, but perhaps that ¢an be explained more fully. If this is convincing in that is necessary for the successful resuse of the building then, it could be
considered acceptable.

Daniel Vick

Daniel Vick | Tearn Leader DX East, Planning Services, Arun District Council | Location: First Floer, Arun Civic Centre, Maltravers Road, Littiehampton, BN17 S5LF
Internal: 37771 | External: +44 (0} 1902 737771 f E-mail; daniel.vickgarun.gov,uk

Visit Arun's web slte at www.arun.gov.uk b% Sawve the environment + think before you prink.

UPRN 00052137015
OX 57406 Limehampron

lmportnnt Notice This ¢-madl is intended cxclusively for the addressce and may conlain information that is condidential and/or privikeged. I you are oot he intended recipient (or authorised to receive it for the addressee), piczse nowfy the sender
and delere the ¢.mail immediately using, copying, or disclosing it W anvone else, is strictly prohibited and may be unlamful. Any views. opimons ar options presented are solely thosc of ihe guthor and do not seeessarily #prescen those of Amn
Drisiric1 Council. The information in this e«mail may be subjeet 10 public diselosure under the Freedom of [nformation Act 2000 therefore we cannot guarantce that we will not provide the whole or pan af this ¢-mail to  third party. The Council

reserves the right to monitor e-mails in with relevam legislation. Whils1 outgoing &-rumils are checked for vinuses, we taruot guarantes this e-mail is viras-fiee or has not been inlcrceprad o changrd and we do not accepe liawilin: for
amy damage caused. Any esfemcrce to "e-imail” in this disclaimer inctudes any
huip v amn ponuk

NLPG UPRN 100062237016
DX 57406 Litkehampion

[mportant Notice This e-mail is imended exclusively for the and may cortain ion that is confidential andfor priviteged. I you anc nod the intend=d recipicnt {or authorised 1o receive it for the addressee), please nonfy the
sender end delete the e-mail immediately, using, copying. or disclesing # (o anyone ¢lsc, is suicdy prokibited and niny be unlawful. Any views, opindons or options presentad are solely these of the author and do rot necessarily mpresenl those
af Arun Digrict Counal. The information ia this ¢-meail iy be subject to pablic disclasure mdes the Freedom of informeion Act 2000, therefore we cannol grarantes thay we will ol provide the whale of pant of this ¢ 4ol 10 & thind pary.
The Council rescrves the ight 10 momior e-matls in with relevan kst Whilst outgning c-mails ar checkod lor vinses, we cnnot puaotdce Lhs e-mail is vins-free or has nat been intercepeed or changed and we do not
ecepl lisbility for any damage cavsed Any reference Io “e-mail” in this disclaimer mcludes any siachmenes,
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unications on or through Chichester District Councils computer systems may be monitored or recorded to secure cffective system operation and
ther lawful purposcs.

LEGAL DISCLAIMER

This ¢-mail and any files transmitted with it are confidential and intended solely for the use of the individual or entity to whom they are addressed.
However, any views or opinions presented are solcly those of the author and do not necessarily represent those of Chichester District Council.

If you are not the intended recipient or the person responsible for delivering the e-mail to the intended recipient, be advised that you have received this e-
mail in error and that any use, dissemination, forwarding, printing or copying of this e-mail is strictly prohibited.

Communications on or through Chichester District Councils computer systems may be monitored or recorded to secure effective system operation and
for other lawful purposes.

[f you have reccived this e-mail in error please notify the Chichester District Council administrator.

E-mail or phone 44 (0) 1243 785166
Mail-Admin@chichester.gov.uk
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Qfer Cleveland
m: Danie! Vick
Sent. 21 December 2011 15:36
To: Peter Cleveland; ‘lan Wightman'

Subject: FW: 5t.Mary's Hall, Arundel: The flocr to the lower hallfunction room
Any comments?

Dan

From: Antony Feltham-Ki

Sent: 21 December 2011 12:58

To: Daniel Vick

Subject: S5t.Mary's Hall, Arundel: The floor to the lower hallffunction room

Dear Daniel Vick
St.Mary's Hall, Arundel: The floor to the lower hall/function room

My colleague Melanie Latham, has passed your recent e-mail to me to address in her
absence on leave. 1 am the Cathedral Architect for Arundel Cathedral and have overall
responsihility far the care of the Cathedral’s buildings.

I had an opportunity to view the floor within the lower hall far myself on Friday last
week (16.12.11}. Whilst | acknowledge and recognize your Historic Buildings Advisor's
reference to PPSS, and in particular the comment that ‘fabric will alwoys be an
important part of the asset’s significance. Retention of as much historic fabric as possible
is therefore a fundemental part of any good alteration or conversion...”, in this instance,
we suggest that the overall condition of the stone pavings, and the ongoing use of the
building which will ensure its sustainability, outweigh the (fairly minor) significance of
this section of fabric. To treat these pavings as ‘archaeologically sensitive’ is, we suggest,
to rather overstate their significance.

The stone pavings were part of an earlier “external quality’ surface, covered over at
some point in the C20th when the lower floor of the hall was turned into internal space.
The pavings have suffered some degradation and de-lamination as a result of their
direct contact with the earth below, and are not a continucus pavement across the
whole space.

In order to comply with current building codes, the floor to this area must be dry and
insulated. To enable the space to be used in the most flexible way possible, a solid floor
is not an option. The room will be used by the community for informal meetings, social
events, children’s clubs ete. Further, drainage to address dampness problems in this
semi-basement space, and to allow fou! the installation of drainage from the new wes,
dictates that the pavings must be lifted.

Taking all these considerations together, we believe that there is ample justification for
lifting the stone pavings and proceeding with the internal floor construction as
proposed. The pavings will be carefully lifted, and intact and useable stones will be
stacked in the courtyard area, for use in the external treatment of the courtyard.,

We do hope that Arun District Council will concur with this assessment and issue the
necessary consent to proceed,

Please do not hesitate to contact me if you wish to discuss this matter further.
Yours sincerely
Antony Feltham~King

Antony Feltham™~King risa Gradnipiconsas aase
for and on behatf of 5t Apn's Gate Architects LLP
The Close . Salisbury . Wiltshire . SP12EB

Security: All &-malls are virus-checked by up-to-date proprietary scftware when Issued from this offlce. However, itis the redpient’s
responsibility to scan Incoming mai for viruses and other attachments.

Please cansider the envionment before printing this email
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From: Daniel Vick [mailto: Daniel. Vick@arun.gov.uk] .
Sent: 16 Decenber 2011 10:08

To: Heidi Barow

Cc: Peter Cleveland

Subject: St Mary's Parish Hall, Arunde!

FAQ: Melanie Latham
Melanie,
ptease find comments below from our Historic Buildings Advisor

The removal of the floor Is important as it results in both the less of historic fabric and therefore part of the bullding's signfficance. In doing so it conﬂicﬂs with
tre reguirements of PPSS and the associated guidance which asks authorities to seek to preserve such features. With this in mind there are at least three points that
should be raised and considered here. They are as follows:

179. The fabnc will atways be an important part of the asset's significance. Retention of as much histaric fabric as possible s therefore a fundamental part of any good
alleration or conversion, together with the use of appropriate materials and methods of repair. It is not appropriate to sacnfice ofd work simply o accommaodate the
new.

184, The introduction of new floors info a building or removal of historic floors and ceilings may have a considerable impact on an asset's significance. Certain asset
types, such as large industrial buildings, are generally more capable of accepling such changes without unacceptable loss of significance

188. Extani flooring materials will often be of interest in themselves. Additional care is needed on lower foors lo ensure that archaeological interest below the finished
suface i3 not adversely affected by proposed vrorks.

Given the appearance and quality of the existing floor, | would have thought it wise to try and preserve it, at least archaeclogleally. This would enable it to be ¢overed,
but would not result in its total loss from the buikling. Remaval and replacement of the floor wili require full and convincing justification with regards to the need for a
new surface to provide a long term, sustainable use for the building. | am still not sure why this cannot be achieved with the existing floor and a more conventional
heating system, but perhaps that can be explained mare fully. If this is convincing in that is necessary for the successful resuse of the building then, it could be
considered acceptable.

Daniel Vick

Oaniel Vick | Team Leader OC East, Planning Services, Arun District Councll | Locatian: First Fipar, Arun Civic Centre, Maltravars Road, Littiehampton, BNL7 SUF
Intarnal: 37771 | External: +44 (0) 1503 737771 | E-mail: daniel.vick@arun.qov,uk

Visit Arun's web site at www.arun.gov.uk | Save the environment - think before you print,

UPRN 100062237016
DX 57406 Littlchampton

Important Motice This e-muail is iniended exclusively for the addressee and ey contain irformation that is confidential andfor privileged, If vou are not the intended eecipiont (ot quthorisad to receive it for the addressee), pleass notfy ihe scoder
and delere the e-mail immedimely: using, copying. or disclosing it 1o anyone else, is srictly probibited smd may be untawfel, Any views, opiniors or eptions preseied are solely those of the author and do not necessarily represent those of Arun
Digriet Council. The infermaticn in this ¢-mail noy be subiect 1o public disclosure under the Freedom of Information Act 2000, therefore we cannat guaramee that we will not provide the whole or part of this c-en] 16 & third pasty. The Council

reserves the right Lo manitor ¢-madls in d with redevant K Whilst outgoing ¢-mails are checked for viruses, we cannol gearantee this e-mail i virs-free or has not been interoepled or changed and we do not accem Liahility for
any darrcyge cansed. Any reference 10 "e-mail” in this disclyimer includes any
pees e
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‘ter Cleveland

From: lan Wightman [iwightman@chichester.gov.uk]
Sent: 15 December 2011 18:21

To: Peter Cleveland

Ce: Daniel Vick

Subject: RE: St Marys Hall, Arundel

Dear Peter/Dan,

RE: Floor at St Marys Hall, Arundel
Thank you for your email. Sorry for the delay in replying, but have been in a long meeting this afternoon.

The removal of the floor is important as it results in both the loss of historic fabric and therefore part of the
building's significance. In doing so it conflicts with the requirements of PPS5 and the associated guidance
which asks authorities to seek to preserve such features. With this in mind there are at least three points
that should be raised and considered here. They are as follows:

179. The fabric will always be an important part of the asset's significance. Retention of as much historic
fabric as possible is therefore a fundamental part of any good alferation or conversion, together with the
use of appropriate materials and methods of repair. It is not appropriate to sacrifice old work simply to
accommaodate the new.

184. The introduction of new floors into a building or removal of historic floors and ceilings may have a
considerable impact on an asset’s significance. Certain asset types, such as large industrial buifdings, are
generally more capable of accepting such changes without unacceptable loss of significance

Page 1 of 2
188. Extant flooring materials will often be of interest in themselves. Additional care is needed on lower
floors to ensure that archaeological interest below the finished surface is not adversely affected by |
proposed works.
Given the appearance and quality of the existing floor, | would have thought it wise to try and preserve it,
at least archaeologically. This would enable it to be covered, but would not resuit in its total loss from the
building. Removal and replacement of the floor will require full and convincing justification with regards to
the need for a new surface to provide a long term, sustainable use for the building. | am still not sure why
this cannot be achieved with the existing floor and a more conventional heating system, but perhaps that
can be explained more fully. If this is convincing in that is necessary for the successful resuse of the
building then, it could be considered acceptable. |

Please let me know if you require advice further to this information being provided. | can call to discuss if
necessary.

lan

Dr tan Wightman

Historic Buildings Adviser -

Design & Implementation

Chichester District Council

Tel: 01243 785 166 | Fax: 01243 776766 | iwightman@chichester.gov.uk | http:/mww.chichester.gov.uk
Follow our countdown te Christmas

www.chichester.gov.uk/christmas | www.facebook.com/ChichesterDistrictCouncit |

www twitter.com/ChichesterDC

From: Peter Cleveland [mailto:Peter.Cleveland @arun.gov.uk]
Sent: 15 December 2011 12:54

Ta: Tan Wightman

Subject: St Marys Hall, Arundel

Hi lan

Sorry to contact you today but | have had a request from the agent (Melanie Latham) for the above site
wanting to discuss with you the issue of the stone floor uncovered within the lower ground fioor area of
the building. They have a site meeting tomorrow and they wanted to know the next step to take with the
building. )

{ realise you are only working for us on Wednesdays but was hoping that | could either forward Melanie a
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comment from you or discuss semething with her later today. .

Kind regards
Peter

Peter Cleveland MSc | Senior Planner, Planning Department, Arun District Council | Lecation: 1st Floor, Arun Civic Centre, Maltravers Road,
Littlehampton, BN17 5LF

Internal: 37631 | External: +44 (0) 1903 ?37631| E-mail: Peter.Cleveland@arun.gov.uk

Visit Arun’s web site at www.arun.gov.uk % Save the environment - think before you print.

100062237016
DX 57406 Littlehampton

Important Notice This ¢-mail is intended exclusively for the addressee and may contain information that is confidential andfor privileged. If you are not the intended recipicnt {or
authorised to receive it for the addressee), please notify the sender and delete the ¢-mail immediately; using. copying, or disclosing it to anyene else, is strictly prohibited and may be
unlawful, Any views, opintons or options presented are solely those of the author and do not necessarily represent those of Arun Diswrict Council. The information in this e-mail may be
subjcet to public disclosure under the Freedom of information Act 2000, therefore we cannot guarantee that we will not provide the whole or part of this ¢-mail to a third party. The
Council reserves the right to mondtor e-mails in 2ccordance with relevant legislation. Whilst outgoing e-mails are checked for viruses, we cannot guarantee this e-mail is vines-free or has

net been intercepted or changed and we do not accept liability for any damape caused. Any reference to "t-mail” in this diselaimer includes any attachments.
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LEGAL DISCLAIMER

Communications on or through Chichester District Councils computer systems may be monitored or recorded to
secure effective system operation and for other lawful purposes.

LEGAL DISCLAIMER

This e-mail and any files transmitted with it are confidential and intended solely for the use of the individual or entity
to whom they are addressed. However, any views or opinions presented are solely those of the aithor and do not
necessarily represent those of Chichester District Council.

If you are not the intended recipient or the person responsible for delivering the e-mail to the intended recipient, be
advised that you have received this e-mail in error and that any use, dissemination, forwarding, printing or copying of
this e-mail is strictly prohibited.

Communications on or through Chichester District Councils computer systems may be monitored or recorded to
secure effective system operation and for other lawful purposes.

If you have received this e-mail in error please notify the Chichester District Council administrator.

E-mail or phone 44 (0) 1243 785166
Mail-Admin@chichester.gov.uk
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Siobhan Honney-Bayes

From: Siobhan Honney-Bayes on behalf of Planning.Responses

Sent: 29 November 2011 16:42

To: Siobhan Honney-Bayes

Subject: FW: Request for further information on Your Ref: N/A Our Ref: AB/119/11/L

Attachments: 766-22-00 Site Location Plan.pdf; 766-22-01 Site and Block Plan Rev A pdf; Structural
Report.pdf; 766-22-25 Photographs. pdf; Design and Access Statement.pdf, Heritage
Statement.pdf; Validation checklist.pdf

From: Melanie Latham [mailto:Melanie@stannsgate.com]

Sent: 29 November 2011 16:00

To: Planning.Responses

Subject: RE: Request for further information on Your Ref: N/A Qur Ref: AB/119/11/L

Dear Sirs,

Please find attached the elecironic copies of the documents requested from the initial
application as well as the photographs and structural report issued with the initial application
earlier this year as sited on the validation checklist mentioned in your letter for completion [also
aftached). Apart from a minor modification to the original layout which are shown on the plans
submitted, the details contained within remain the same.

| trust this will be sufficient, but please do not hesitate to contact me should there be anything
else required.

Kind regards

Melanie

Melanie Latham RIBA DipConsHistEnv RICS

For and on behalf of ST ANNS GATE ARCHITECTS LLP

From: planning.responses@arun.gov.uk [mailto:planning.responses@arun.gov.uk]
Sent: 29 November 2011 15:30

To: Melanie Latham

Subject: Request for further information on Your Ref: N/A Our Ref: AB/119/11/L

Jharww.aryp, oov uk

NLPG UPRN 100062237016
DX 57406 Littlehampton

Important Notice This e-mail is intended exclusively for the addressee and may comain information that is confidential andfor privileged. If you are not the
intended recipient (or authorised to receive it for the addressee), please notifv the sender and delete the e-mail immediately; using, copving, or disclosing it
to anyone ¢lse, is strictly prohibited and may be unlawful. Any views, opinions or options presenied are solely those of the author and do not necessarily
represent those of Arun District Council. The information in this e-mail may be subject to public disciosure under the Freedom of Information Act 2000,
therefore we cannot guarantee that we will not provide the whole or parl of this e-mail to a third party. The Council reserves the right to monitor e-mails in
accordance with relevant legislation. Whilst outgoing e-mails are checked for viruses, we cannot guarantee this e-mail is virus-free or has not been

intercepted or changed and we do not accept liability for any damage caused. Any reference to "e-mail” in this disclaimer includes any attachments.
kEREXERREEDSREREEXRREXRI AR DT Rdd b kb kkkh bk akr ek kb

No virus found in this message.
Checked by AVG - www.avg.com
Version: 2012.0.1873 / Virus Database: 2102/4645 - Release Date: 11/28/11

arunpisTricT c€ilidilB/B0A 1
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- ..>eter Cleveland

From: Tim.Townsend@westsussex.gov.uk !

Sent: 26 September 2011 10:29

To: Stuart Nash

Ce: Annette Harrison@westsussex.gov.uk; Peter Cleveland
Subject: St. Mary's Hall, Arundel. |

Dear Stuart,

[ visited the site with a colleague on Friday 23rd September.

As | thought, there are several matters that you will need to attend to in order to satisfy the Highway
Authority. | look forward to receiving your response to the points raised.

1. Access and parking area off London Road - The siting of the new steps and access ramp reduces
the available space for cars to park and manouevre. |t was noted that the existing access ramp leading to
the entrance on the westemn side of the buiiding already protrudes into this area and will be removed as
part of the current planning permission. However, given that the on-site space is reduced it will be

important to regularise how the remaining space wiil be used.

As | see it, there are two options for you to consider. Firstly, to permanently close the access onto
London Road, preventing cars from using the forecourt altogether or, secondly, to providing a removable
bollard sited centrally in the entrance (at the back of the footway but on the St. Mary's site) and having a
clearly marked single parking bay with a defined turning area adjacent to it. The use of this space should
be kept solely for mobility impaired drivers and/or occasional deliveries by small vehicles. The space to
the front should not be used for more than one vehicle at a time to maximise the opportunity for drivers to

" enter and leave the site in a forward gear and hence, maintaining the status-quo.

2. Access ramp to front of building - The lower end of the access ramp is almost immediately adjacent
to the public highway with no restraint included to stop anyone from leaving the site and possibly rolling
into the road. The ramp should be turned back on itself to direct users westwards towards the site .
frontage with appropriate controls to stop users from rolling towards Mount Pleasant. Furthermore, there
is a level difference between the site frontage and the footway at the corner of London Road and Mount

Pleasant - how do you intend to deal with this?

3. Access ramp running alongside Mount Pleasant - Again, the lower end dirécts users towards
London Road. Given that there is litle or no scope here to alter the direction of the end you should lock
to add a self-closing gate which will have the effect of controlling how users enter and leave at this point.

It may be that this has to be electronically controlled for those who are mobility impaired.

For both ramps, you will need to demonstrate that surface water will not run onto the public highway.

4. Retaining wall running alongside Mount Pleasant - The northern end of this is shown encroaching
on the back edge of the footway which is public highway. This will have to be altered and shown clear of
the highway at this point. Additionally, you will need to liaise with and submit detailed plans and
supporting material to my Colleague Guy Bell in the West Sussex County Council Structures Dept. You
must receive approval from him prior to any works being undertaken that aiter the existing retaining wall

as it presently appears to provide a support to the footway and carriageway of Mount Pleasant.

5. Access to Mount Pleasant - In addition to any structures approval you will need to demonstrate how
the new access point will be designed to prevent surface water running onto the public highway.

Furthermore, you will need a suitable licence from the County Council to contruct the vehicular access.
6. Grit box on corner of London Road and Mount Pleasant - This will have to be moved as a

consequence of the planning proposal. We are in the process of approaching the Town Council about
this and will inform you of their reply. Your client may have to pay for it's re-siting.

. ARUN DISTRICT C?’WVE’O’I 1
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Aware that works have started on-site, I look forward to hearing from you as scon as possibie, please. Please (@l ~
would you also discuss this with Peter Cleveland at Arun District Council as he is the case officer for the »

proposal.
Many thanks,

Tim

Tim Townsend | Senior Planner, Planning Applications - Strategic Development, West Sussex County Council
Location: 2nd floor Northleigh, County Hall, Chichester, PO19 1RH

Internal: 77521 | External; 01243 777521 1 E-mail: tim.townsend@westsussex.qov.uk

Think sustainably. Do you have to print? Can you double side? Do you need colour?

This e-mail and any attachments are confidential and intended solely for the persons addressed. If it has
come to you in error please reply to advise us but you should not read it, copy it, show it to anyone else nor
make any other use of its content. West Sussex County Council takes steps to ensure e-mails and
attachments are virus-free but you should carry out your own checks before opening any attachment.
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v,ﬁ.%ter Cleveland

From: Susan lLeeson
Sent: 28 September 2011 09:47 _
To: 'Tim. Townsend@westsussex.gov.uk’; Peter Cleveland

Cc: Annette Harrison@westsussex.gov.uk
Subject: RE: St. Mary's Hall, Arundel - Planning Application No. ABf23/11
Tim : ’

Peter Cleveland is the officer dealing with this site,-so | have forwarded your comments to him. _

Best regards

Susan
Susan Leeson  BSc ¢(hons), MPhil | Principal Planner, Planning and Housing Strategy, Arun District Council
Location: First Floor, Arun Civic Centre, Maltravers Road, Littlehampton, BN17 SLF
‘ Internal: 37769 | External: +44 (0) 1903 737769 | E-mail: susan.leeson@arun.gov.uk
Visit Arun's web site at www.arun.gov.uk b% Save the environment - think before you print.

From: Tim.Townsend@westsussex.gov.uk [mailto: Tim.Townsend@westsussex.gov.uk]
Sent: 26 September 2011 08:53

To: Susan Leeson

Cc: Annette.Harrison@westsussex.gov.uk

Subject: St. Mary's Hall, Arundel - Planning Application No. AB/23/11

Dear Susan,

| was recently approached by Mr. Stuart Nash who is the architect working on the St. Mary's Hali scheme
in Arundel. He contacted me to ask about highway requirements for AB/23/11. When | locked at our
system | noted that we were not consulted - other than for the 'sister’ application AB/24/11 (listed building
consent). ' :

Stuart sent me the plans and decision notice and | have now had a look on-site.

There are several matters that will need to be attended to with this one. | have listed them below. The

main one seems to be the ramp on the front of the building as this may need to be re-designed to route

users away-from the corner of London Road and Mount Pleasant. The points are self-explanatory but a
_ chat about them and how they might be attended to would be welcome.

Given that works have now started bn-site, | look forward to hearing from you as soon as possible,
please. . : i

Thanks,
Tim
The points -

1. Access and parking area off London Road - The siting of the new steps and access ramp reduces
the available space for cars to park and manouevre. [t was noted that the existing access ramp leading to
the entrance on the westem side of the building already protrudes into this area and will be removed as
part of the current planning permission. However, given that the on-site space is reduced it will be
important to regularise how the remaining space will be used.

As | see it, there are two options for you to consider. Firstly, to permanently close the access onto

ARUN DISTRICT C%gmayﬁb/i _1
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London Road, preventing cars from using the forecourt altogether or, secondly, to providing a removable .\‘
bollard sited centrally in the entrance (at the back of the footway but on the St. Mary's site) and having a ‘
clearly marked single parking bay with a defined turning area adjacent to it. The use of this space should be

kept solely for maobility impaired drivers and/or occasional deliveries by small vehicles. The space to the front

should not be used for more than one vehicle at a time to maximise the opportunity for drivers to enter and

leave the site in a forward gear and hence, maintaining the status-quo.

2. Access ramp to front of building - The lower end of the access ramp is almost immediately adjacent to
the public highway with no restraint included to stop anyone from leaving the site and possibly rolling into the
road. The ramp should be tumed back on itself to direct users westwards towards the site frontage with
appropriate controls to stop users from rolling towards Mount Pleasant. Furthermore, there is a level
difference between the site frontage and the footway at the corner of London Road and Mount Pleasant - how
do you intend to deal with this?

3. Access ramp running alongside Mount Pleasant - Again, the lower end directs users towards London
Road. Given that there is little or no scope here to alter the direction of the end you should logk to add a self-
closing gate which will have the effect of controlling how users enter and leave at this point. It may be that

this has to be electronically controlled for those who are mobility impaired.

For both ramps, you will need to demonstrate that surface water will not run onto the public highway.

4. Retaining wall running alongside Mount Pleasant - The northern end of this is shown encroaching on
the back edge of the footway which is public highway. This will have to be altered and shown clear of the
highway at this paint. Additionally, you will need to liaise with and submit detailed plans and supporting
material to my Colleague Guy Bell in the West Sussex County Council Structures Dept. You must receive
approval from him prior to any works being undertaken that alter the existing retaining wall as it presently

appears to provide a support to the footway and carriageway of Mount Pleasant.

5. Access to Mount Pleasant - In addition to any structures approval you will need to demonstrate how the
new access point will be designed to prevent surface water running onto the public highway. Furthermore,

you will need a suitable licence from the County Council to contruct the vehicular access.

6. Grit box on corner of London Road and Mount Pleasant - This will have to be moved as a consequence
of the planning proposal. We are in the process of approaching the Town Council about this and will inform

you of their reply. Your client may have to pay for it's re-siting.

.-

Tim Townsend | Senior Planner, Planning Applications - Strategic Drevelopment, West Sussex County Council
Location: 2nd floor Northleigh, County Hall, Chichester, PO19 1RH -

Internal: 77521 | External; 01243 777521 | E-mail: tim.townsend@westsussex.gov.uk
= — =—— = ——

Think sustainably. Do you have to print? Can you double side? Do you need colour?

This e-mail and any attachments are confidential and intended solely for the persons addressed. If it has
come to you in error please reply to advise us but you should not read it, copy it, show it to anyone else nor
make any other use of its content.  West Sussex County Council takes steps to ensure e-mails and
attachments are virus-free but yolt should carry out your own checks before opening any attachment.
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