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 Soft Landscape Proposals PR1231611 11_A  
 Soft Landscape Proposals PR123161 11_A  
 Hard Landscape Proposals PR123161 12_A  
 Hard Landscape Proposals PR123161 12_A  
 FRA AND DRAINAGE STRAGEGY  
 REMEDIATION METHOD STATEMENT AND FINAL GARDEN VERIFICATION REPORT  
 Landscape Management and Maintenance Plan Ref: PR123161 Man 16/02/2021  
 Landscape Management and Maintenance Plan - Draft not for Submission 16/02/2021  
 Soft Landscape Specification February 2021  
 Soft Landscape Specification - Draft not for submission February 2021  
 Archaeological Desk-based Assessment  
 Archaeological evaluation 8th April 2022  
 Factual Groundwater Monitoring Report  
 Phase I Desk Study, Site Reconnaissance & Phase II Site Investigation Report Ref: LP2386 

22.02.2021 Part 1  
 Phase I Desk Study, Site Reconnaissance & Phase II Site Investigation Report Ref: LP2386 

22.02.2021 Part 2  
 Flood risk assessment and drainage strategy April 2026  
 Topographic Survey - Sheet 1 - Dec 2019  
 Topographic Survey - Sheet 2 Dec 2019  
 Topographic Survey - Sheet 3 Dec 2019  
 Tree Layout Plan NJCL 645_01_020321 02.03.2021 

 21-254-701 Rev E Drainage Sheet 1 

 21-254-702 Rev E Drainage Sheet 2 

 21-254-703 Rev E Drainage Alteration Works 

 Revised Appendix F, part 1 to the FRA 

 Revised Appendix F, part 2 to the FRA 

 Applicant Response to Drainage Consultation 16.06.26 

 21-254-101C Levels Sheet 1 

 21-254-102C Levels Sheet 2 

 21-254-201 External Works Sheet 1 

 21-254-202A External Works Sheet 2 

 21-254-305A MH Schedule_FW. 

 21-254-311D Permeable Paving Sheet 1 

 21-254-312D Permeable Paving Sheet 2 

 21-254-501 Drainage Construction Details Sheet 1 

 21-254-511B Construction Makeup Details Sheet 1 

 21-254-601A Highway Long Sections 

 21-254-602 Permeable Paving Cross Sections 

 Letter dated 16 July 2026 Response to Comments. 

 Drainage Maintenance and Management Plan dated July 2026 

 21-254-702H Drainage Sheet 2 

 21-254-703F Drainage Alteration Works 

 21-254-01D Drainage Maintenance and Management Plan 
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0.7. The infiltration testing which supports the calculations for SA1 were undertaken at the end of April 

(2025). BRE DG365 (2016 revision) recommends that testing should be undertaken under worst 

case conditions (in winter or spring). Our position is that since the groundwater levels during a very 

wet February (2026) are known to not rise above a metre distance of the base of the proposed 

soakaway, and the method includes three fills to replicate saturated conditions, that the testing is 

acceptable with a suitable factor of safety applied in accordance with NSfS clause 3.17. This has 

now been incorporated and is acceptable. 

0.8. We understand there will not be the opportunity to attach planning conditions to this application and 

therefore we have reviewed the designs in the context of no planning conditions and therefore must 

include all the technical design and details which would be required at discharge of conditions stage. 

This therefore adds additional comments beyond those which were raised in our previous advice. 

0.9. We have reviewed the letter report dated 16 July 2026 with responses to our comments within, 

together with the drawing package provided. 

 

1. Runoff destination 

1.1. Water butts are noted in the Drainage Statement report to be retrofit at the existing properties and 

are shown on all properties. The product specification is noted as Wicks 210 litres water butts, which 

is acceptable.  

1.2. The groundwater monitoring within the Southern Testing report indicates peak winter grounder 

around 19th-24th February 2026 with the highest reading at 6.07m above Ordnance Datum (AOD) at 

BH02 on 19th February. The readings are shown on graphs as continuous data from 30 September 

2025 to 2 April 2026 and the dataset is acceptable.  

1.3. The lowest soakaway base has been set at 7.07m AOD and we are satisfied that an additional 

buffer is not required to maintain a vertical discharge of 1 metre above the high ground water level. 

1.4. Soakage testing from Spring 2025 is now relied upon the inform the remedial works. Testing was 

undertaken within as-built trench soakaways. For the SA1 location and we note the depths and fill 

depths are such that the testing is below the existing soakaway construction. 

1.5. The in-situ testing and groundwater monitoring demonstrate infiltration in the locations of SA3 and 

SA4 is viable. Infiltration testing in locations around SA2 show varying infiltration rates along the 

length but also shows infiltration to be viable. We note these soakaways are currently not included in 

the hydraulic calculations and the site is not reliant upon their infiltration potential, as SA1 will 

provide the infiltration solution. The Network model provided demonstrates the entire site can drain 

to SA1 and therefore the evidence to demonstrate the other soakaways function in their own right 

for the design storm is not necessary. The evidence provided is sufficient to demonstrate the other 

soakaways would not become semi-permanently full. 

1.6. We are satisfied that the current groundwater monitoring and infiltration testing evidences that the 

site can be drained by discharge to ground via soakaways and that the location of SA1 provides 

acceptable infiltration characteristics. 

 

2. Interception drainage 

2.1. The design achieves interception drainage through infiltration to ground.  

 

3. Extreme rainfall and flooding 

3.1. The remedial designs are accompanied by drainage calculations which show that based upon the 

parameters and infiltration rates used, the system does not flood during the design storm. 

3.2. The infiltration testing for soakaway SA1 includes a range of results and the designer has correctly 

selected the worst case, being 8.13x10^-6. Modelling is now provided with a factor of safety applied 

to the soakaway design of 5, which is acceptable for the circumstances. As a base draining 
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soakaway the correct design standard is Ciria 156 for which the NSfS requires this level of FoS. It is 

noted that minor flooding at the head of one of the runs (pipe ref 7.000) is predicted during the 15 

minute summer design storm. This is acceptable in the basis of omitted chambers and pipes extant 

in the design together with the infiltration potential in the permeable paving and other soakaways 

which is omitted following a precautionary approach. 

3.3. The network model includes the permeable pavement together with SA2, SA3 and SA4 without any 

information coefficient. SA2, SA3 and SA4 are also modelled to have almost no volume capacity 

(1%). The calculations demonstrate that flows from the catchments draining to these soakaways can 

be conveyed to SA1. The infiltration potential from SA2, SA3, SA4 and the permeable paving 

therefore becomes an additional factor of safety. 

3.4. A technical design has been provided including finished levels plans, construction details, drainage 

schedules and an update to the detailed Management and Maintenance Plan. The technical design 

is acceptable and the design documents are noted above in the list of approved documents. 

 

4. Water quality 

4.1. The mitigation provided by the permeable paving is sufficient to mitigate the risk of pollution from the 

development. 

 

5. Amenity 

5.1. There is limited scope to meaningfully increase the amenity value beyond the previously consented 

scheme and in this circumstance we do not require detailed assessment of the amenity 

multifunctional benefits of the scheme. 

 

6. Biodiversity 

6.1. There is limited scope to meaningfully increase the biodiversity value beyond the previously 

consented scheme and in this circumstance we do not require detailed assessment of the 

biodiversity benefits of the scheme. 

 

7. Construction, operation, maintenance, decommissioning and structural integrity 

7.1. There is no significant concern regarding the construction of the SuDS design. The ground 

investigation report notes low risk of dissolution of the chalk stratum. 

7.2. A detailed Management and Maintenance Plan is submitted and is acceptable. 

7.3. The works will alter the existing works and verification will be necessary which can be the subject of 

a planning condition. 

 

8. Suggested conditions / Overcoming the objection 

8.1. No planning conditions for further technical design are necessary. 
8.2. The following condition is proposed to ensure the works are installed in accordance with the 

technical design and that verification of the completed works is undertaken in a timely manner. 
 
Immediately following implementation of the approved surface water drainage system and within six months 

of the date of planning consent, the developer/applicant shall provide the local planning authority with as-

built drawings of the implemented scheme together with a completion report prepared by an independent 

engineer that confirms that the scheme was built in accordance with the approved drawings and is fit for 

purpose. The scheme shall thereafter be maintained in perpetuity.  

Reason: To ensure that the proposed development is satisfactorily drained and in accordance with policies 
W SP1,W DM1, W DM2 and W DM3 of the Arun Local Plan. 
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Arun District Council, Civic Centre, Maltravers Rd 

Littlehampton, West Sussex, BN17 5LF 

www.arun.gov.uk 

 

To register to receive notification of planning applications in your area please go to https://www1.arun.gov.uk/planning-application-finder 

 

 

       

 

 
 

From: Paul Cann <Paul.Cann@arun.gov.uk>  

Sent: 26 August 2026 13:16 

To: Planning.Responses <Planning.Responses@arun.gov.uk> 

Cc: Land Drainage <Land.Drainage@arun.gov.uk>; Simon Davis <Simon.Davis@arun.gov.uk>; Neil Crowther <Neil.Crowther@arun.gov.uk> 

Subject: RE: Planning Consultation on: A/44/26/PL 

 

Please find enclosed our consultants response, recommending approval, subject to a verification condition being applied. 

Regards 

Paul Cann 
Principal Drainage Engineer, Coastal Engineers and Flood Prevention 
 
T:  01903 737819 
E:  paul.cann@arun.gov.uk  
 
Arun District Council, Civic Centre, Maltravers Rd 
Littlehampton, West Sussex, BN17 5LF 
www.arun.gov.uk 

 

       
 

 
 

From: Planning.Responses <Planning.Responses@arun.gov.uk>  

Sent: 25 August 2026 16:49 
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To: Land Drainage <Land.Drainage@arun.gov.uk> 

Subject: Planning Consultation on: A/44/26/PL 

 

To: Engineers (Drainage) 
  

NOTIFICATION FROM ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL 

TOWN AND COUNTRY PLANNING ACT 1990 

Application No: A/44/26/PL 

Registered:  28th April 2026 

Site Address: Former Shrublands Nursery Roundstone Nursery Angmering BN13 4AT 

Grid Reference: 507314 103492 

Category: Plan Applicat'n 

Description of Works: Retention of 40 No dwellings (after demolition of previous buildings) and associated operations (resubmission following 
A/115/25/PL). This application is in CIL Zone 2 and is CIL Liable as new dwellings . 

  

I am able to inform you that I have received an amendment to the above application dated 18th August 2026 relating to:- Substitute drainage plans  

If you should wish to make further representations as a result of this amendment, please make any further comment by 9th September 2026. 

Click here to view the application, documents and make further comments 

Please be aware that Planning Services operate an 'open file' policy and will publish your comments including your name and address on the 

website. We will aim to redact signatures, telephone numbers and email addresses but please help us by not incorporating them in the body of 

your text.  Please make sure that you only include information that you are happy will be published in this way.  If you supply information 

belonging to a third party, you must make sure you have their permission to do so. 

Yours sincerely 

Mr N Crowther 

Planning Case Officer- Arun District Council 

Telephone: 01903737500 Ex 37839 

Email: neil.crowther@arun.gov.uk 

PLRECON (ODB) 2018 


