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1.7. As no viable alternative runoff destination has been suggested, and the proposed 

destination is inadequately substantiated, I object in principle to the application.  If 

planning permission is granted for this application and it is later found that infiltration is not 

viable, then it is unclear how the site will drain surface water.  This could lead to an increase 

in flood risk on site or elsewhere.   

 
1.8. It is noted that the designer has suggested that residential properties will drain surface 

water via private soakaways in rear gardens.  It is suggested that the designer and applicant 

reconsider this strategy due to the extensive infiltration testing that would be required to 

support it.  We also highlight that locating drainage features within private curtilages can 

raise maintenance challenges.   

 
1.9. Where roads are proposed to be adopted the adopting standards of the adopting body must 

be referred to in the surface water drainage design submission.   

 

2. Interception drainage 

2.1. This standard cannot be fully assessed when the scale and layout of the development is not 

being submitted for approval.  Therefore, it is not a reason for objection and can be 

assessed when an application for reserved matters is made.  

  

2.2. Consideration of interception drainage is critical to the conceptual design of the site in 

determining the scale and layout of the development.  Interception drainage ensures that 

rainfall from regular rainfall events does not leave the site.  This replicates greenfield 

conditions and goes hand in hand with the management of extreme rainfall events to ensure 

that development does not increase flood risk.   

 

2.3. Where infiltration has not been proven to be viable (as here) and there is a risk that 

interception drainage may only be delivered by evapotranspiration this can have significant 

impact on the scale and layout of the proposed development.   

 
3. Extreme rainfall and flooding 

3.1. There are large areas within the site that are at risk of surface water flooding.  The FRA 

acknowledges that these areas exist but does not show them clearly.  It also claims that the 

risk is low to medium, rather than low to high.   
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3.2. It is claimed that these are ‘small pockets of flooding that are not obviously connected to 

overland flow pathways or watercourses.’  However, this has not been demonstrated by the 

FRA.  The surrounding levels do not appear to have been scrutinised to show that surface 

water will not enter the site from elsewhere.  This is important as that surface water may 

need to be considered in the design calculations for storage.   

 
3.3. It is also unclear how the applicant may wish to manage these areas of surface water flood 

risk.  The FRA does not demonstrate what measures (if any) the applicant proposes to 

ensure that the development is safe from flooding.  It is critical to understand if any land 

raising is proposed as this could displace areas of surface water flood risk elsewhere, or 

flood compensation may be required.  Therefore, we object to the application.   

 
3.4. It is noted that a sequential test has not been submitted.  Section 4.2 of the FRA states that,  

“The area to be developed is wholly within FZ1. A sequential test is therefore not required.”  

This may not be required where the applicant can demonstrate that no built development 

would be located on an area of surface water flood risk (or another flood risk), but that is not 

demonstrated by this FRA and application.  

 
3.5. Whilst the designer has not suggested an alternative means of draining the site aside from 

infiltration, they have submitted greenfield runoff rate calculations.  These cannot be 

accurately assessed without the supporting rainfall and FEH point descriptor data.  This 

ensures that the correct inputs have been entered to generate the per hectare runoff rate.  

Ultimately, the discharge rates would need to correspond with the area which can be 

drained.   

 
3.6. The supporting calculations exceed our requirements, in terms of consideration of less likely 

storm events.  Had the ground investigations adequately supported the proposed design 

(see section 1), then we would have requested that calculations for the 1% annual 

exceedance probability (AEP) and the 3.3% AEP events were submitted, both accounting 

for climate change.  The size of the necessary storage can only be accurately determined 

once the contributing area is proposed.  However, the design must be based on the most 

recently available FEH rainfall data (currently 2022), and use the correct climate change 

allowances for the lifetime of the development.  Infiltration rates should be applied to the 

base or the sides of infiltration structures, not both. 

 
3.7. However, there is little merit in these calculations being submitted when the supporting 

ground investigations are inadequate and there are no alternative means of draining the site 

submitted.   

 

4. Water quality 

4.1. This standard cannot be fully assessed when the scale and layout of the development is not 

being submitted for approval.  Therefore, it is not a reason for objection and can be fully 

assessed when an application for reserved matters is made.   

 

4.2. The later submitted water quality and proposed treatment assessment must assess each 

sub-catchment and their treatment methods where different parts of the site receive different 

treatment regimes.  The designer should aim to treat all rainwater as close to source as 

possible.  Open features which aid water treatment can impact the scale and layout.   
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☐ Southern Water (foul drainage and surface water disposal to public sewer network/groundwater 

source protection zones)  

☐ Portsmouth Water (groundwater source protection zones)  

☒ Lead local flood authority (all other sources of flooding and ordinary watercourses)  

☐ Other:  Specify ……………………… 

☐ None 
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Drainage Engineers response  

 

 
 
Arun District Council, Civic Centre, Maltravers Rd 
Littlehampton, West Sussex, BN17 5LF 
www.arun.gov.uk 

 

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

       
 

 
 

 

From: Sarah Burrow <Sarah.Burrow@arun.gov.uk>  

Sent: 29 September 2025 13:53 

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

Cc: Emma Sheppard <Emma.Sheppard@arun.gov.uk>; David Easton <David.Easton@arun.gov.uk>; Paul 

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

Subject: RE: Planning Consultation on: F/19/25/OUT 

 

Hi Emma,  

Find the consultation – an objection in principle – attached.  Apologies for the delay in response.  
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Kind regards 

Sarah Burrow 
Flood Risk and Drainage Engineer, Coastal Engineers and Flood Prevention 
 
T:  01903 737815 
E:  sarah.burrow@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: 30 June 2025 13:34 

To: Land Drainage <Land.Drainage@arun.gov.uk> 

Subject: Planning Consultation on: F/19/25/OUT 

 

To: Engineers (Drainage) 
  

NOTIFICATION FROM ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL 

Town & Country Planning Act 1990 (as amended) 

Town & Country Planning (Development Management Procedure) (England) Order 2015 - Article 5  

Outline Consent 

Application No: F/19/25/OUT 

Registered:  30th June 2025 

Site Address: Land to the South of Ford Lane Arundel Arundel BN18 0DF 

Grid Reference: 498519 103544 

Description of 
Works: 

Outline planning application with some matters reserved (except access) for up 
to 400 No dwellings, an 8-10 form entry secondary school with associated 
sports pitches and facilities, a community hub of up to 600 sqm, new 
pedestrian, cycle and vehicular access point onto from Ford Lane with 
additional secondary pedestrian/cycle access points will be provided 
throughout the site, allotments/community growing space, an orchard, country 
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park, a sustainable urban drainage system and other formal public open space, 
landscaping and associated infrastructure. This application also lies within the 
parish of Yapton, affects the setting of listed buildings, affects a Public Right of 
Way and is a Departure from the Development Plan. 

  

The Council have received the above application.  

Click here to view the application and documents The website is updated once a day in the evening, so you 

may need to wait until the day after this notification to view the documents. 

Should you have any comments to make, these should be sent by replying to this email by 31st July 2025 . 

You can also monitor the progress of this application through the Council web site: 

https://www.arun.gov.uk/planning-application-search 

The application will be determined having regard to the development plan policies (if any are relevant) and 

other material considerations. The development plan can be accessed via the website 

https://www.arun.gov.uk/development-plan as can information on what comments we can consider 

https://www.arun.gov.uk/planning-application-comments 

Please be aware that any comments you may make will be available on our website so please do 

not insert personal details or signatures on your reply.  

Should the application go to appeal the Planning Inspectorate will publish any comments made to the 

Council on their website:https://acp.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/ but they will protect personal details. 

In the absence of a reply within the period stated, I shall assume that you have no observations to make. 

Yours sincerely 

Jessica Riches 

Planning Officer- Arun District Council 

Telephone: 01903 737852 

Email: jessica.riches@arun.gov.uk 

  

PLCONSULT (ODB) 2020 


