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-Section 104 Rising main 3 long section - Sheet 2. Drg no. 2205773-ACE-000-00-DR-C-1245 Rev 
P6 
-Section 104 Rising main 4 long section Drg no. 2205773-ACE-000-00-DR-C-1247 Rev P5 
-Foul drainage schedule. Drg no. 2205773-ACE-000-00-DR-C-1290 Rev P6 
-Surface water drainage schedule Sheet 1. Drg no. 2205773-ACE-000-00-DR-C-1291 Rev P5, 
uploaded in 2 parts via public planning portal 
-Section 104 Rising main 1 long section. Drg no. 2205773-ACE-000-00-DR-C-1241 Rev P5 
-Section 104 Rising main 2 long section - Sheet 1. Drg no. 2205773-ACE-000-00-DR-C-1242 Rev 
P6 
-Section 104 Rising main 2 long section - Sheet 2. Drg no. 2205773-ACE-000-00-DR-C-1243 Rev 
P5 
-Pump station general arrangement Pump Station 1. Drg no. 2205773-ACE-XX-XX-DR-C-1231 
Rev P5, uploaded in 4 parts via public planning portal 
-Air valve and washout chamber general arrangement. Drg no. 2205773-ACE-XX-XX-DR-C-1235 
Rev P3 
-Composite landscape masterplan RM1, RM4 and RM Infrastructure. Drg no. TOR-RMIN-XX-DR-L-
P-013 Rev H 
-Topographical and PAS 128:2022 Utility Survey. August 2023 Rev 1. Sheet 1-18, uploaded in 5 
parts via public planning portal 
-Drainage response- soakage calculation. 
-Southern Water Sewer Requisition letter 22.01.2025 
-Sustainable Drainage Scheme (SuDS) Desktop Safety Review. Version: Final. 14 January 2026 
-SuDS Management & Maintenance Plan. Report Ref 2205771. February 2026 
-Geo-environmental and geotechnical site assessment. November 2018. Part 1-3 
-Infiltration Testing. April 2020. Part 1-3 
-Winter Groundwater Monitoring. May 2024. Part 1-7 
-Infiltration Factual Report- Soakage Testing. December 2024. Part 1-2 
-SuDS Management & Maintenance Plan. Ref 2205771. August 2024 
- Discharge of Condition 28-31- Infrastructure and Enabling Works. Report ref 2205773-R03. March 2026 
- Appendix A1- Uplift Calculations. 26.02.2026 

- Infrastructure Reserved Matters (IRM) Drainage Strategy Report. Report Ref. 2205771-R16-F. 
March 2026. 
- Flood Risk Assessment and Drainage Strategy. Ref. C85228 / R001E Dated 14.02.2020. Part 1-
12 
- Ardent Consulting Engineers response to WSCC pre-app comments. Letter dated 22.08.2024 
-Flood Risk Assessment and Drainage Strategy Technical Note- Updated Drainage Strategy. Dated 
10.02.2021. Part 13-32 
-Surface Water Discharge Points 
-Designers Response to Engineering Comments 28.02.2025 
- Greenfield runoff rate estimation for sites 
- North Net Calcs 24.07.2025 
- South Net 1 Calcs 2, South Net 2 Calcs 2 
- Northern V2 - IRM Update. 24.07.2025 
- Southern V5 - IRM Update. 24.07.2025, 2 parts uploaded via public planning portal 
- Designers Response to Engineering Comments. 30.10.2026 
-DETERMINATION OF SOIL INFILTRATION RATE IN ACCORDANCE WITH BRE DIGEST 365 
- Design Code 
-Email with additional drawings 23.03.2026 
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It has been identified that the following consultees may have comments about the plans that have been 

submitted and reviewed for this application:  

 

☐ Landscaping officer (proposed trees and landscaping)  

☐ Tree officer (existing trees)  

☐ Environment Agency (main rivers and fluvial/tidal flood risk, River Arun internal drainage board, 

groundwater source protection zones) 

☐ 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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reuse (rainwater harvesting) 
should be maximised for the 
commercial and industrial 
applications on the wider site 
(in accordance with the 
PPG).  
 

3.  Infiltration can still be relied 
upon for interception 
drainage (where 
groundwater levels allow) in 
parts of the north of the site.    
 

    

4.  The water treatment 
assessment is inadequate.  It 
mis-classifies the basins as 
bio-retention areas and does 
not use the worst-case 
treatment train in the north 
where there are parts of the 
system which only pass 
through one basin. Please 
adjust and include additional 
water treatment as 
appropriate. 
    

    

5.  There is ground raising in 
excess of 500mm over a 
significant area of the site.  
Please submit evidence that 
this will have no negative 
hydrological impact. 
 

    

6.  Please submit evidence that 
the LLFA (as the risk 
management authority for 
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the ordinary watercourses) 
agree to the proposed flow 
parameters (discharge rates 
and volumes).  
 

7.  Permission for the 
connection to Northwood 
Farm is specific to the 
Yapton Road roundabout 
installations.  There is also 
additional area beyond what 
was shown in the Drainage 
Technical Note (ref: C85228-
JNP-92-XX-RP-C-1004) 
dated 9 July 2021 draining to 
this watercourse.  Please 
demonstrate that this 
additional area will not 
increase flood risk and the 
updated flow volume has 
been agreed.  
 

    

8.  Please submit calculations 
and contributing area plans 
specific to the enabling 
works and IRM.  
 
It is advised that a separate 
set of calculations are also 
included with the addition of 
the assumed contributing 
areas from later parcels.   
 
It is understood that the 
basins will serve the wider 
site and the calculations 
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need to account for this, 
however, it is necessary to 
determine that the discharge 
rate is appropriate for each 
phase of development to 
ensure that flood risk is not 
being increased.   
 
The contributing area plans 
should align with the 
calculations, both for the 
detailed contributing areas 
for the submitted IRM and 
enabling works phases and 
the assumed contributing 
areas.  
 
Please ensure that the 
contributing areas of the 
basins are accounted for.  
  

9.  Swales with underdrains 
have very shallow gradients.  
Please submit evidence that 
the adopting body have 
reviewed these and approve 
them.  
 

    

10.  The distance between 
inspection chambers on 
swales with underdrains is 
>100m in places.  Please 
demonstrate how these 
lengths will be inspected and 
maintained.   
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11.  The interception assessment 
is insufficient.   
 
Please demonstrate that the 
contributing area which is 
applied for achieves 
sufficient interception 
drainage.  Please see our 
advice at  Interception 
drainage | Arun District 
Council for more information 
regarding the level of detail 
that is required.  
 
As stated in comment 3 
infiltration may still be 
allowed for interception in 
parts of the site where 
groundwater levels are 
lower.  
 

    

12.  There is an area of surface 
water flood risk at the Ford 
Lane roundabout, the 
designer’s statement to 
accompany this application 
states that this is accounted 
for in the calculations.  
However it is unclear what 
volume of additional surface 
water is added to the system 
here or how it is accounted 
for.  Has the catchment been 
modelled.  There should be a 
clear explanation within the 
statement that aligns with the 
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submitted (updated) 
calculations.  
 
It is noted that there are 
additional areas of surface 
water flood risk elsewhere on 
the site.  Some of these are 
likely to accept surface water 
from outside the redline 
boundary.  When these 
areas are included in future 
applications it will be 
expected that the designer 
demonstrates how the 
surface water entering the 
site from elsewhere is 
managed.  If it is drained 
within the onsite SUDS then 
hydraulic modelling is likely 
to be required.  
 

13.  Please detail the interaction 
between proposed trees and 
lined swales. Where root 
barriers or tree pits are 
proposed please indicate 
their locations on the 
drainage layouts.   
 

    

14.  Where there is a risk of 
groundwater ingress to basin 
liners they shall be integrity 
tested after installation.  
Integrity testing to be 
specified on the construction 
detail drawings and included 
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for within the CMP when 
submitted for the IRM phase.  
 

15.  Please provide further 
explanation of how uplift 
force is accounted for in the 
buoyancy calculations.  The 
hydraulic conductivity of the 
clay should be based on site 
specific testing, not BS 8004.   
 
Please also submit written 
confirmation from pozidrain 
stating that they have 
reviewed the calculations 
and design and agree that 
the these are appropriate for 
their system and that it will 
perform the function it is 
designed for (to relieve uplift 
forces on the basins).   
 

    

16.  Please submit the FEH22 
point descriptors for the site 
confidentially to 
land.drainage@arun.gov.uk.  
These will be checked to 
ensure that the correct inputs 
for the greenfield runoff 
calculations have been used.  
 

    

17.  Please amend the CV value 
to 1 for the design settings 
as well as the simulation 
settings.  
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18.  Please justify the additional 
storage within the networks 
that have been modelled 
(35m3/ha). 
 

    

19.  Please include a climate 
change allowance on the 1 in 
30 year calcs on 
resubmission.  
 

    

20.  The calculations incorrectly 
state that the invert levels 
and depths of several of the 
flow through pond structures 
for northern and south 
basins.  
 

    

21.  Please submit the link design 
settings.  
 

    

22.  The site sections do not 
correspond with the drainage 
layout (‘interception areas’ 
are shown as 100mm deep 
on drainage layout and 
300mm deep on site 
sections.  
  

    

23.  Please check design heads 
on hydrobrakes – on 289 the 
depth on the 1 in 100 year + 
CCA event exceeds the 
design depth.   
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24.  Please submit surcharged 
outfall settings with the 
revised calculations.   
 

    

25.  There appear to be 
manholes missing from the 
surface water drainage 
schedules.  Please submit 
schedules for all manholes.  
 

    

26.  The hydrobrake dimension 
table is useful, please also 
include the invert and cover 
levels plus incoming and 
outgoing pipe diameters on 
this.   
 

    

27.  Please submit a construction 
detail for all headwalls.  
Where headwalls are of a 
similar design an 
accompanying table may be 
used to inform the specific 
details for each one.  
  

    

28.  The RoSPA Desktop safety 
review quotes depths that do 
not reflect those shown in 
the submitted calculations 
and plans. Please get the 
report adjusted to suit the 
updated modelling.  
 
(For example, north basin 1 
is quoted as being 2.1m in 
overall depth and a 
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maximum water level of 
1.8m deep.  The modelling 
shows a maximum water 
level of 2.14m excluding the 
permanent water level of 
0.3m which is not accounted 
for in the storage 
calculations.  This results in 
a maximum water depth of 
2.44m and the maximum 
depth of the basin being 
2.8m as shown by the site 
sections.  The report also 
refers to the need for PRE 
when water levels are 
regularly 900mm or deeper, 
the most likely storm that has 
been modelled is the 50% 
AEP (1 in 2 year) event and 
this shows water depths of 
>900mm excluding the 
permanent water depths in 
both northern basins).   
 

29.  Please submit detailed plans 
for the basins, including 
setting out plans (it is critical 
that they are constructed 
with the correct volume of 
storage).   
 
Please also include all 
measures recommended in 
the (updated) RoSPA report 
on the construction details 
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and/or detailed plans (as 
appropriate).  
 
The RoSPA report refers to 
the use of gabions – these 
are not shown on any of the 
submitted construction 
details.  
 

30.  Please submit all relevant 
approved drainage plans 
relating to the S278/38 
enabling works (not just the 
SW GAs). 
   

    

      

Condition Number: 30 - Watercourses 

Comment Number     

1.  All outfalls from the site 
require new connections to 
what appear to be culverted 
watercourses.  Please 
provide confirmation of what 
consents are necessary 
(from the relevant consenting 
authorities) and where 
applicable, plans that align 
with those consents (OWC 
and land drainage byelaw 
consent).   
 

    

      

Condition Number: 31 – Maintenance and management 

Comment Number     

1.  Please include a written 
summary of the surface 
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water drainage of the site 
and how it functions.  This 
should be written in plain 
english intended to be read 
by future occupiers and the 
persons responsible for 
maintenance.  
 

2.  It is understood that this will 
be a living document that will 
be updated for the 
subsequent phases of the 
development. The designer 
should consider how this is 
presented.  For example, 
with an overarching 
summary and then broken 
down for the separate 
phases or by responsibility (a 
section for the highways 
authority, for the landowner 
or adopting body, for private 
owners).   
 

    

3.  The documents refer to 
designer’s risk assessments, 
these should be appended to 
the maintenance and 
management plan – they will 
not be assessed as part of 
the planning process.   
 

    

4.  Please detail potential 
performance risks for 
components are described. 
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This should include a 
description of 
the likely impacts of 
malfunction to aid fault 
finding.   
 
For example – blocked 
hydrobrake, or hydrobrake 
bypass left open.  Consider 
all components.  
 

5.  Detail the implications of lack 
of maintenance or incorrect 
maintenance in the 
overarching summary.  
 

    

6.  The approved drainage 
layouts and construction 
detail drawings shall be 
appended to the document.  
 

    

7.  Please submit a 
maintenance responsibility 
plan(s) so that it is clear who 
is responsible for what 
drainage infrastructure on 
the site.  
 

    

8.  The responsibility plan may 
be combined with or 
separated from a 
maintenance access plan 
showing how SuDS features 
are accessed for 
maintenance purposes, 
including occasional access 
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by excavators for silt 
removal.  
 

9.  Linked to comment 2 and 7, 
where drainage is to be 
adopted the adopting body 
and their standards should 
be referenced.  
 

    

10.  Please offer an explanation 
within the document of how 
maintenance including for 
the replacement of any 
features at the end of their 
design life will be funded and 
by whom.  
 

    

11.  Please stipulate that there 
will be a pre-handover 
inspection (as necessary or 
applicable, per phase, per 
completion, or prior to 
handover to management 
company or adopting body?)  
 

    

12.  It is suggested that an 
inspection checklist is 
created and appended to 
ensure consistent inspection.   
 

    

13.  Linked to comments 2, 7 and 
9 – please list who should be 
contacted if the surface 
water drainage system is not 
functioning correctly.  
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14.  How will green waste and 
organic sediments arising 
from maintenance be 
disposed of?  Include in 
document.  
  

    

15.  The detention basin table 
cross-references wetlands 
without providing that 
reference elsewhere in the 
document.  Please ensure 
that the document is site-
specific, include the relevant 
details from the wetland 
table in this.  
  

    

16.  Demonstrate that the 
maintenance regime 
considers amenity and 
biodiversity and the evolving 
landscape through the 
lifetime of the development.  
 

    

17.  Are there any prohibited 
maintenance activities or 
practices? If so highlight 
them in the document. 
 

    

18.  Please include an action 
plan for dealing with 
accidental spillages of 
pollutants – also consider 
where or when this may be 
more likely.  

    

19.  Stipulate a periodic review of 
the maintenance of the site 
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If a designer would like a .docx version of this document to aid administration of responses, please request this by email to land.drainage@arun.gov.uk.  

 

with the opportunity 
(prescribed formal 
procedure) to update the 
maintenance plan.  

20.  Provide advice as to what to 
do if alterations are to be 
made to the development or, 
works are 
to be carried out which may 
affect the surface water 
drainage system 
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From: Elaine Walby on behalf of Planning.Responses

Sent: 13 April 2026 16:16

To: Planning Scanning

Subject: FW: Planning Consultation on: F/22/26/DOC

Attachments: F-22-26-DOC - Land at Ford Airfield v1.1.docx

PL- Consultation- Engineers response 

 

Elaine Walby 

Technical Support Assistant 

Planning Services 

 

T:  01903 737 904 

E:  elaine.walby@arun.gov.uk 

 

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 

 

 
Connect with us: Facebook  I  X  I   Instagram 

 

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

Sent: 13 April 2026 13:52 

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

Cc: Land Drainage <Land.Drainage@arun.gov.uk>; David Easton <David.Easton@arun.gov.uk> 

Subject: RE: Planning Consultation on: F/22/26/DOC 

 

Please find enclosed our consultants response. 

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: 26 March 2026 12:48 

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

Subject: Planning Consultation on: F/22/26/DOC 

 

To: Engineers (Drainage) 
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NOTIFICATION FROM ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL 

TOWN AND COUNTRY PLANNING ACT 1990 

Application No: F/22/26/DOC 

Registered:  23rd March 2026 

Site Address: Land at Ford Airfield Ford 

Description of Works: Approval of details reserved by condition under F/4/20/OUT relating to conditions 28- Proposed foul drainage system, 29- 
Proposed surface water drainage scheme, 30- Discharges to watercourses and 31-Maintenance & management of 
surface water drainage system. 

  

The Council have received the above application to discharge conditions. I shall be pleased to receive any observations you may wish to make in respect of 

those conditions relating to your field of expertise.  

Click here to view the Discharge of Condition application and view the 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. 

Click here to view the original application and decision notice 

Should you wish to make any comments click on the link and click  into ?Enter Comment? or if this is not possible email your response to 

planning.responses@arun.gov.uk  by 26th March 2026.  

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. 

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

Yours sincerely 

Mr D Easton 

Planning Case Officer- Arun District Council 

Telephone: 01903 737500 ex37361 

Email: david.easton@arun.gov.uk 

  

  

  

PLCONDOC (ODB) 2020 


