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Date 06/05/26 
Our Ref: MC0819 IB Lakers Cottage SA Design 

 
 
2 Lakers Cottage, North End Road, Yapton, West Sussex 
Soakaway Design 
 
 
Meridian Civil Engineering Consultancy (MCEC) have been commissioned by Ian Nicholson 
to design a soakaway for the site at 2 Lakers Cottage, North End Road, Yapton, West Sussex. 
 
In compliance with the SuDS hierarchy and given the sites suitable geology the proposals are 
proposed to be drained via soakaway.   
 
This soakaway design is based on the infiltration rate derived from testing carried on 
08/10/2025. Infiltration testing results with interpretation can be found in the Geotechnical 
Reports included in Appendix III. The lowest tested infiltration rate of 1.85E-5m/s has been 
used for design purposes.  
 
A separate Geotechnical Report with winter groundwater monitoring is included in Appendix 
III and shows groundwater to be a minimum of 2.3m deep over the winter period.  
 
It is proposed that there be a soakaway located in the rear garden of the development. It is 
understood the extension has a roof area of 36.748m2. It is recommended that water butts are 
installed on the extension to provide water for re-use in garden areas.  
 
A single soakaway 2.5mx2m in plan area and 0.8m in depth providing, a storage volume of 
3.8m3 is proposed in the rear of the development. This is designed to be able to accommodate 
all events up to and including the 1 in 100 year +45%CC event. FEH22 rainfall data has been 
used to inform the soakaway design. The 0.8m deep soakaway can be sited 1m above the 
recorded groundwater level achieving 0.5m of cover over the tank.  
 
Should the works on site impact the existing soakaway on site, meaning the runoff from the 
southern and eastern side of the existing roof will need to drain to the proposed soakaway. 
This would result in an additional 65m2 draining to the proposed soakaway and would require 
a soakaway 2.5mx5m in plan area and 0.8m in depth, providing a storage volume of 9.5m3. 
The areas considered captured and managed as extra/over flow are hatched red on drawing 
MC0819 CIV01 the corresponding extra soakaway area is also hatched red.   
 
Furthermore, it should be noted that the proposed soakaway is designed so that rainfall events 
up to the 3.3% AEP event shall half empty their runoff volume within a maximum of 24 hours 
as defined by National standards for sustainable drainage systems (SuDS).  
 
In accordance with the planners comments a factor of safety of 2 has been applied. The Ciria 
SuDS manual states that a factor of safety of 2 should be applied where there is minor damage 
or inconvenience to external areas as a consequence of flooding.  
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Appendix I    Soakaway Calculations 
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Design Seƫngs

Rainfall Methodology
Return Period (years)

AddiƟonal Flow (%)
CV

Time of Entry (mins)

FEH-22
100
45
1.000
4.00

Maximum Time of ConcentraƟon (mins)
Maximum Rainfall (mm/hr)

Minimum Velocity (m/s)
ConnecƟon Type

Minimum Backdrop Height (m)

30.00
50.0
1.00
Level Soĸts
0.200

Preferred Cover Depth (m)
Include Intermediate Ground

Enforce best pracƟce design rules

1.200
✓
✓

SW_Standard Manhole Type

Max Width (mm) Diameter (mm) Max Width (mm) Diameter (mm) Max Width (mm) Diameter (mm) Max Width (mm) Diameter (mm)
100
150

250
450

225
300

600
1200

450
675

1350
1500

900 1800

>900 Link+900 mm

Max Depth (m) Diameter (mm) Max Depth (m) Diameter (mm) Max Depth (m) Diameter (mm)
0.600 250 3.000 450 99.000 1200

SW_JuncƟon Manhole Type

Max Width (mm) Diameter (mm)
9999 100

>9999 Link+900 mm

SW_Standard Link Type

Template
Shape

Freeform Carrier
Circular

Barrels
Auto Increment (mm)

1
75

Follow Ground x

Available Diameters (mm)
100 150
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Nodes

Name Area
(ha)

T of E
(mins)

Cover
Level
(m)

Diameter
(mm)

Depth
(m)

✓
✓
✓
✓
✓
✓

1
2
3
4
SOAKAWAY
5

0.002
0.002

4.00
4.00
4.00

4.00

6.529
6.555
6.791
6.799
6.680
6.791

250
250
450
450

250

0.229
0.317
0.658
0.766
0.693
0.599

Links

Name US
Node

DS
Node

Length
(m)

ks (mm) /
n

US IL
(m)

DS IL
(m)

Fall
(m)

Slope
(1:X)

Dia
(mm)

T of C
(mins)

Rain
(mm/hr)

Name US
Node

DS
Node

Vel
(m/s)

Cap
(l/s)

Flow
(l/s)

US
Depth

(m)

DS
Depth

(m)

Σ Area
(ha)

Σ Add
InŇow

(l/s)

Pro
Depth
(mm)

Pro
Velocity

(m/s)

? 1.000 1 2 4.987 0.600 6.300 6.238 0.062 80.0 100 4.10 50.0

1.000 1 2 0.861 6.8 0.0 0.129 0.217 0.000 0.0 0 0.000

? 1.001 2 3 8.417 0.600 6.238 6.133 0.105 80.0 100 4.26 50.0

1.001 2 3 0.861 6.8 0.5 0.217 0.558 0.002 0.0 18 0.485

? 1.002 3 4 7.971 0.600 6.133 6.033 0.100 80.0 100 4.41 50.0

1.002 3 4 0.861 6.8 1.0 0.558 0.666 0.004 0.0 25 0.606

? 2.000 5 3 4.718 0.600 6.192 6.133 0.059 80.0 100 4.09 50.0

2.000 5 3 0.861 6.8 0.0 0.499 0.558 0.000 0.0 0 0.000

? 1.003 4 SOAKAWAY 3.686 0.600 6.033 5.987 0.046 80.0 100 4.49 50.0

1.003 4 SOAKAWAY 0.861 6.8 1.0 0.666 0.593 0.004 0.0 25 0.606
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Pipeline Schedule

Link Length
(m)

Slope
(1:X)

Dia
(mm)

Link
Type

US CL
(m)

US IL
(m)

US Depth
(m)

DS CL
(m)

DS IL
(m)

DS Depth
(m)

Link US
Node

Dia
(mm)

Node
Type

MH
Type

DS
Node

Dia
(mm)

Node
Type

MH
Type

1.000 4.987 80.0 100 SW_Standard 6.529 6.300 0.129 6.555 6.238 0.217

1.000 1 250 Manhole SW_Standard 2 250 Manhole SW_Standard

1.001 8.417 80.0 100 SW_Standard 6.555 6.238 0.217 6.791 6.133 0.558

1.001 2 250 Manhole SW_Standard 3 450 Manhole SW_Standard

1.002 7.971 80.0 100 SW_Standard 6.791 6.133 0.558 6.799 6.033 0.666

1.002 3 450 Manhole SW_Standard 4 450 Manhole SW_Standard

2.000 4.718 80.0 100 SW_Standard 6.791 6.192 0.499 6.791 6.133 0.558

2.000 5 250 Manhole SW_Standard 3 450 Manhole SW_Standard

1.003 3.686 80.0 100 SW_Standard 6.799 6.033 0.666 6.680 5.987 0.593

1.003 4 450 Manhole SW_Standard SOAKAWAY JuncƟon

Manhole Schedule

Node CL
(m)

Depth
(m)

Dia
(mm)

ConnecƟons Link IL
(m)

Dia
(mm)

1

2

3

6.529

6.555

6.791

0.229

0.317

0.658

250

250

450

0

1

0

1

2

0

0
1

0
1
2

0

1.000
1.000

1.001
2.000
1.001

1.002

6.300
6.238

6.238
6.133
6.133

6.133

100
100

100
100
100

100
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Manhole Schedule

Node CL
(m)

Depth
(m)

Dia
(mm)

ConnecƟons Link IL
(m)

Dia
(mm)

4

SOAKAWAY

5

6.799

6.680

6.791

0.766

0.693

0.599

450

250

1

0

1

0

1

0
1

0

1.002

1.003
1.003

2.000

6.033

6.033
5.987

6.192

100

100
100

100

SimulaƟon Seƫngs

Rainfall Methodology
Rainfall Events

Summer CV

FEH-22
Singular
1.000

Winter CV
Analysis Speed

Skip Steady State

1.000
Normal
x

Drain Down Time (mins)
AddiƟonal Storage (m³/ha)

StarƟng Level (m)

1440
0.0

Check Discharge Rate(s)
Check Discharge Volume

x
x

Storm DuraƟons
15 30 60 120 180 240 360 480 600 720 960 1440

Return Period
(years)

Climate Change
(CC %)

AddiƟonal Area
(A %)

AddiƟonal Flow
(Q %)

Return Period
(years)

Climate Change
(CC %)

AddiƟonal Area
(A %)

AddiƟonal Flow
(Q %)

10
30

45
45

10
10

0
0

100 45 10 0

Node SOAKAWAY Soakaway Storage Structure

Base Inf Coeĸcient (m/hr)
Side Inf Coeĸcient (m/hr)

Safety Factor

0.00000
0.06660
2.0

Porosity
Invert Level (m)

Time to half empty (mins)

0.95
5.380

Pit Width (m)
Pit Length (m)

Depth (m)

2.500
2.000
0.800

Inf Depth (m)
Number Required 1
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Other (defaults)

Entry Loss (manhole)
Exit Loss (manhole)

0.250
0.250

Entry Loss (juncƟon)
Exit Loss (juncƟon)

0.000
0.000

Apply Recommended Losses
Flood Risk (m)

x
0.300
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Design Seƫngs

Rainfall Methodology
Return Period (years)

AddiƟonal Flow (%)
CV

Time of Entry (mins)

FEH-22
100
45
1.000
4.00

Maximum Time of ConcentraƟon (mins)
Maximum Rainfall (mm/hr)

Minimum Velocity (m/s)
ConnecƟon Type

Minimum Backdrop Height (m)

30.00
50.0
1.00
Level Soĸts
0.200

Preferred Cover Depth (m)
Include Intermediate Ground

Enforce best pracƟce design rules

1.200
✓
✓

SW_Standard Manhole Type

Max Width (mm) Diameter (mm) Max Width (mm) Diameter (mm) Max Width (mm) Diameter (mm) Max Width (mm) Diameter (mm)
100
150

250
450

225
300

600
1200

450
675

1350
1500

900 1800

>900 Link+900 mm

Max Depth (m) Diameter (mm) Max Depth (m) Diameter (mm) Max Depth (m) Diameter (mm)
0.600 250 3.000 450 99.000 1200

SW_JuncƟon Manhole Type

Max Width (mm) Diameter (mm)
9999 100

>9999 Link+900 mm

SW_Standard Link Type

Template
Shape

Freeform Carrier
Circular

Barrels
Auto Increment (mm)

1
75

Follow Ground x

Available Diameters (mm)
100 150
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Nodes

Name Area
(ha)

T of E
(mins)

Cover
Level
(m)

Diameter
(mm)

Depth
(m)

✓
✓
✓
✓
✓
✓

1
2
3
4
SOAKAWAY
5

0.005

0.005

4.00

4.00

6.529
6.555
6.791
6.799
6.680
6.791

250
250
450
450

250

0.229
0.317
0.658
0.766
0.693
0.491

Links

Name US
Node

DS
Node

Length
(m)

ks (mm) /
n

US IL
(m)

DS IL
(m)

Fall
(m)

Slope
(1:X)

Dia
(mm)

T of C
(mins)

Rain
(mm/hr)

Name US
Node

DS
Node

Vel
(m/s)

Cap
(l/s)

Flow
(l/s)

US
Depth

(m)

DS
Depth

(m)

Σ Area
(ha)

Σ Add
InŇow

(l/s)

Pro
Depth
(mm)

Pro
Velocity

(m/s)

? 1.000 1 2 4.987 0.600 6.300 6.238 0.062 80.0 100 4.10 50.0

1.000 1 2 0.861 6.8 1.3 0.129 0.217 0.005 0.0 30 0.668

? 1.001 2 3 8.417 0.600 6.238 6.133 0.105 80.0 100 4.26 50.0

1.001 2 3 0.861 6.8 1.3 0.217 0.558 0.005 0.0 30 0.668

? 1.002 3 4 7.971 0.600 6.133 6.033 0.100 80.0 100 4.41 50.0

1.002 3 4 0.861 6.8 2.6 0.558 0.666 0.010 0.0 43 0.807

? 2.000 5 3 4.718 0.600 6.300 6.241 0.059 80.0 100 4.09 50.0

2.000 5 3 0.861 6.8 1.3 0.391 0.450 0.005 0.0 30 0.668

? 1.003 4 SOAKAWAY 3.686 0.600 6.033 5.987 0.046 80.0 100 4.49 50.0

1.003 4 SOAKAWAY 0.861 6.8 2.6 0.666 0.593 0.010 0.0 43 0.807
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Pipeline Schedule

Link Length
(m)

Slope
(1:X)

Dia
(mm)

Link
Type

US CL
(m)

US IL
(m)

US Depth
(m)

DS CL
(m)

DS IL
(m)

DS Depth
(m)

Link US
Node

Dia
(mm)

Node
Type

MH
Type

DS
Node

Dia
(mm)

Node
Type

MH
Type

1.000 4.987 80.0 100 SW_Standard 6.529 6.300 0.129 6.555 6.238 0.217

1.000 1 250 Manhole SW_Standard 2 250 Manhole SW_Standard

1.001 8.417 80.0 100 SW_Standard 6.555 6.238 0.217 6.791 6.133 0.558

1.001 2 250 Manhole SW_Standard 3 450 Manhole SW_Standard

1.002 7.971 80.0 100 SW_Standard 6.791 6.133 0.558 6.799 6.033 0.666

1.002 3 450 Manhole SW_Standard 4 450 Manhole SW_Standard

2.000 4.718 80.0 100 SW_Standard 6.791 6.300 0.391 6.791 6.241 0.450

2.000 5 250 Manhole SW_Standard 3 450 Manhole SW_Standard

1.003 3.686 80.0 100 SW_Standard 6.799 6.033 0.666 6.680 5.987 0.593

1.003 4 450 Manhole SW_Standard SOAKAWAY JuncƟon

Manhole Schedule

Node CL
(m)

Depth
(m)

Dia
(mm)

ConnecƟons Link IL
(m)

Dia
(mm)

1

2

3

6.529

6.555

6.791

0.229

0.317

0.658

250

250

450

0

1

0

1

2

0

0
1

0
1
2

0

1.000
1.000

1.001
2.000
1.001

1.002

6.300
6.238

6.238
6.241
6.133

6.133

100
100

100
100
100

100
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Manhole Schedule

Node CL
(m)

Depth
(m)

Dia
(mm)

ConnecƟons Link IL
(m)

Dia
(mm)

4

SOAKAWAY

5

6.799

6.680

6.791

0.766

0.693

0.491

450

250

1

0

1

0

1

0
1

0

1.002

1.003
1.003

2.000

6.033

6.033
5.987

6.300

100

100
100

100

SimulaƟon Seƫngs

Rainfall Methodology
Rainfall Events

Summer CV

FEH-22
Singular
1.000

Winter CV
Analysis Speed

Skip Steady State

1.000
Normal
x

Drain Down Time (mins)
AddiƟonal Storage (m³/ha)

StarƟng Level (m)

1440
0.0

Check Discharge Rate(s)
Check Discharge Volume

x
x

Storm DuraƟons
15 30 60 120 180 240 360 480 600 720 960 1440

Return Period
(years)

Climate Change
(CC %)

AddiƟonal Area
(A %)

AddiƟonal Flow
(Q %)

Return Period
(years)

Climate Change
(CC %)

AddiƟonal Area
(A %)

AddiƟonal Flow
(Q %)

10
30

45
45

10
10

0
0

100 45 10 0

Node SOAKAWAY Soakaway Storage Structure

Base Inf Coeĸcient (m/hr)
Side Inf Coeĸcient (m/hr)

Safety Factor

0.00000
0.06660
2.0

Porosity
Invert Level (m)

Time to half empty (mins)

0.95
5.380
1426

Pit Width (m)
Pit Length (m)

Depth (m)

2.500
5.000
0.800

Inf Depth (m)
Number Required 1
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Other (defaults)

Entry Loss (manhole)
Exit Loss (manhole)

0.250
0.250

Entry Loss (juncƟon)
Exit Loss (juncƟon)

0.000
0.000

Apply Recommended Losses
Flood Risk (m)

x
0.300
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Results for 10 year +45% CC +10% A CriƟcal Storm DuraƟon.  Lowest mass balance: 100.00%

Node Event US
Node

Peak
(mins)

Level
(m)

Depth
(m)

InŇow
(l/s)

Node
Vol (m³)

Flood
(m³)

Status

Link Event
(Upstream Depth)

US
Node

Link DS
Node

Ouƞlow
(l/s)

Velocity
(m/s)

Flow/Cap Link
Vol (m³)

15 minute summer 1 10 6.352 0.052 3.2 0.0026 0.0000 OK

15 minute summer 1 1.000 2 3.2 0.810 0.473 0.0197

15 minute summer 2 10 6.286 0.048 3.2 0.0024 0.0000 OK

15 minute summer 2 1.001 3 3.2 0.578 0.473 0.0461

15 minute summer 3 10 6.220 0.087 6.4 0.0138 0.0000 OK

15 minute summer 3 1.002 4 6.4 0.903 0.944 0.0564

15 minute summer 4 10 6.116 0.083 6.4 0.0132 0.0000 OK

15 minute summer 4 1.003 SOAKAWAY 6.3 0.947 0.939 0.0247

480 minute winter SOAKAWAY 456 5.952 -0.035 0.6 6.7891 0.0000 OK

480 minute winter SOAKAWAY InĮltraƟon 0.1

15 minute summer 5 10 6.352 0.052 3.2 0.0026 0.0000 OK

15 minute summer 5 2.000 3 3.2 0.809 0.473 0.0187
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Results for 30 year +45% CC +10% A CriƟcal Storm DuraƟon.  Lowest mass balance: 100.00%

Node Event US
Node

Peak
(mins)

Level
(m)

Depth
(m)

InŇow
(l/s)

Node
Vol (m³)

Flood
(m³)

Status

Link Event
(Upstream Depth)

US
Node

Link DS
Node

Ouƞlow
(l/s)

Velocity
(m/s)

Flow/Cap Link
Vol (m³)

15 minute summer 1 10 6.364 0.064 4.2 0.0031 0.0000 OK

15 minute summer 1 1.000 2 4.2 0.859 0.623 0.0310

15 minute summer 2 11 6.339 0.101 4.2 0.0049 0.0000 FLOOD RISK

15 minute summer 2 1.001 3 4.0 0.584 0.587 0.0658

15 minute summer 3 11 6.299 0.166 8.0 0.0264 0.0000 SURCHARGED

15 minute summer 3 1.002 4 7.5 0.955 1.105 0.0624

15 minute summer 4 11 6.144 0.111 7.5 0.0177 0.0000 SURCHARGED

15 minute summer 4 1.003 SOAKAWAY 7.5 0.957 1.104 0.0278

720 minute winter SOAKAWAY 675 6.110 0.123 0.6 8.6677 0.0000 OK

720 minute winter SOAKAWAY InĮltraƟon 0.1

15 minute summer 5 10 6.363 0.063 4.2 0.0031 0.0000 OK

15 minute summer 5 2.000 3 4.2 0.860 0.621 0.0230
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Results for 100 year +45% CC +10% A CriƟcal Storm DuraƟon.  Lowest mass balance: 100.00%

Node Event US
Node

Peak
(mins)

Level
(m)

Depth
(m)

InŇow
(l/s)

Node
Vol (m³)

Flood
(m³)

Status

Link Event
(Upstream Depth)

US
Node

Link DS
Node

Ouƞlow
(l/s)

Velocity
(m/s)

Flow/Cap Link
Vol (m³)

15 minute summer 1 11 6.448 0.148 5.3 0.0073 0.0000 FLOOD RISK

15 minute summer 1 1.000 2 5.0 0.861 0.746 0.0390

960 minute winter 2 855 6.444 0.206 0.3 0.0101 0.0000 FLOOD RISK

960 minute winter 2 1.001 3 0.3 0.329 0.044 0.0659

960 minute winter 3 855 6.444 0.311 0.6 0.0495 0.0000 SURCHARGED

960 minute winter 3 1.002 4 0.6 0.527 0.089 0.0624

960 minute winter 4 855 6.444 0.411 0.6 0.0654 0.0000 SURCHARGED

960 minute winter 4 1.003 SOAKAWAY 0.6 0.526 0.089 0.0288

960 minute winter SOAKAWAY 855 6.444 0.457 0.6 9.5059 0.0000 OK

960 minute winter SOAKAWAY InĮltraƟon 0.1

960 minute winter 5 855 6.444 0.144 0.3 0.0071 0.0000 SURCHARGED

960 minute winter 5 2.000 3 0.3 0.428 0.044 0.0369
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Appendix II    Proposed Drainage Design Drawing 
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Appendix III    Geotechnical Reports 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 





















































0.30 D

0.50 HV >120 (kPa)
0.55 D

0.75 D
0.80 PP 160 (kPa)

1.20 PP 125 (kPa)

1.30 D

1.50 PP 200 (kPa)

1.70 D

1.90 PP 140 (kPa)

2.00 HV 90 (kPa)

2.20 D

2.50 PP 140 (kPa)

2.80 D

3.00 HV >120 (kPa)

(0.50)

0.50

(1.40)

1.90

(1.10)

3.00

Description

Topsoil over,
MADE GROUND: Dark brown slightly gravelly silty clay. Gravel is
subangular to subrounded fine to coarse flint and brick.

Stiff, locally very stiff, light orange brown slightly gravelly silty CLAY.
Gravel is subangular to subrounded fine to coarse flint.
[River Terrace Deposits]

with occasional roots between 0.60m and 0.90m depth. (0.60 - 0.90m)

Stiff light orange brown slightly gravelly slightly sandy silty CLAY. Gravel
is subangular to subrounded fine to coarse flint.
[River Terrace Deposits]

with a band of subangular to subrounded fine to coarse gravel of flint at
2.30m depth.  (2.30m)

with a band of subangular to subrounded fine to coarse gravel of flint at
2.90m depth.  (2.90m)

End of Borehole at 3.00m

0.5

1.0

1.5

2.0

2.5

3.0

3.5

4.0

4.5

5.0

WS01

Borehole dry on completion. 0.00 - 3.00m AW
Borehole stable on completion.

Dynamic (Windowless) Sampler Sheet 1 of 1

Hole Type Easting Northing Ground Level (m) Scale
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2 Lakers Cottages, Yapton P17321 2025-09-09 2025-09-09
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0.50 D

0.70 PP 125 (kPa)

1.00 PP 100 (kPa)

1.10 D

1.30 PP 125 (kPa)

1.80 PP 50 (kPa)

1.90 D

2.00 HV 100 (kPa)

2.10 PP 125 (kPa)

2.80 D

3.20 D

3.30 PP >225 (kPa)

3.70 PP >225 (kPa)

3.80 D

4.00 HV >120 (kPa)

4.50 D

(0.20)

0.20

(0.30)

0.50

(1.70)

2.20

(1.00)

3.20

(1.80)

5.00

Description

Topsoil over,
MADE GROUND: Brown slightly gravelly sandy clay. Gravel is
subangular to subrounded fine to coarse flint, concrete and brick.

MADE GROUND: Dark brown slightly gravelly silty clay. Gravel is
subangular to sbrounded fine to coarse flint and brick.

Firm, locally stiff, light orange brown slightly gravelly slightly sandy silty
CLAY. Gravel is subangular to subrounded fine to medium flint.
[River Terrace Deposits]

Firm, locally stiff, light orange brown slightly gravelly sandy silty CLAY.
Gravel is subangular to subrounded fine to medium flint.
[River Terrace Deposits]

with dark brown speckling at 1.80m depth. (2.20m)

with gravel of subangular to subrounded fine to medium chalk below
3.10m depth.  (3.10 - 3.20m)

Very stiff light brown gravelly silty CLAY. Gravel is subangular to
subrounded fine to coarse chalk and occasional flint.
[River Terrace Deposits]

End of Borehole at 5.00m
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4.5

5.0

WS02

Borehole dry on completion of drilling. Groundwater at 4.95m depth on completion of standpipe installation.
Standpipe installed to 5.00m depth; 5.00m to 3.00m slotted pipe with gravel surround; 3.00m to ground level
plain pipe with bentonite seal; completed with end cap and security cover concreted flush with ground surface.

0.00 - 5.00m AW
Borehole stable on completion.
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0.60 D

0.85 D

(0.10)
0.10

(0.45)

0.55

(0.20)

0.75

(0.23)

0.98

Description

MADE GROUND: Red brown and grey sandy subangular to subrounded
fine to coarse gravel of crystalline rock.

MADE GROUND: Dark brown slightly gravelly silty clay. Gravel is
subangular to subrounded fine to coarse brick, flint and chalk.

MADE GROUND: Brown slightly gravelly silty clay. Gravel is subangular
to subrounded fine to coarse flint, brick and chalk.

Light brown slightly gravelly silty CLAY. Gravel is subangular to
subrounded fine to coarse flint.
[River Terrace Deposits]

End of Trial Pit at 0.98m

0.5

1.0

1.5

2.0

2.5

3.0

3.5

4.0

4.5

5.0

TP01

Trial pit dry on completion. 0.00 - 0.98m AW
Trial pit stable on completion.

L = 0.99m

W = 0.31m

Hand Pit Sheet 1 of 1

Hole Type Easting Northing Ground Level (m) Scale
HP 1:25

Project Name Project No. Start Date End Date
2 Lakers Cottages, Yapton P17321 2025-09-09 2025-09-09

Client Consultant Contractor

Remarks Method, Plant, Stability, Dimensions Logger

Inst/

Backfill LegendResultsType/
RefDepth (m)

Samples and Tests Strata

W
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ls Level

(m)

Depth
(thickness)

(m)

Created using Pebble Geo













09/09/25 09/09/25

None Supplied None Supplied

WS01 WS02

None Supplied None Supplied

1.30 2.80

789451 789452

Determinand Unit RL Accreditation

pH pH Units N/a MCERTS 7.8 7.7

W/S Sulphate as SO4 (2:1) mg/l < 10 MCERTS 15 < 10

W/S Sulphate as SO4 (2:1) g/l < 0.01 MCERTS 0.02 < 0.01
Analytical results are expressed on a dry weight basis where samples are assisted-dried at less than 30°C. The Method Description page describes if the test is performed on the dried or as-received portion 

Kent ME17 2JN           

Normec DETS Limited          

Unit 1, Rose Lane Industrial Estate          

  Rose Lane             

Lenham Heath           

Maidstone          

         

Soil Analysis Certificate
DETS Report No:  25-08083 ~Date Sampled

Ashdown Site Investigations Ltd ~Time Sampled

Reporting Date:  19/09/2025 DETS Sample No

Analysis carried out on the dried sample is corrected for the stone content

~Site Reference:  2 Lakers Cottages, North End Road, 

Yapton, West Sussex

~TP / BH No

~Project / Job Ref:  P17321_3026 ~Additional Refs

~Order No:  12407 ~Depth (m)

Page 2 of 6



DETS Sample No ~TP / BH No ~Additional Refs ~Depth (m)
Moisture 

Content (%)

  789451 WS01 None Supplied 1.30 13.1

  789452 WS02 None Supplied 2.80 9.1

Moisture content is part of procedure E003 & is not an accredited test

~Project / Job Ref:  P17321_3026

Normec DETS Limited              

Unit 1, Rose Lane Industrial Estate          

  Rose Lane             

Lenham Heath           

Maidstone          

Kent ME17 2JN           

                                                                                                                 

Soil Analysis Certificate - Sample Descriptions
DETS Report No:  25-08083

Ashdown Site Investigations Ltd

~Site Reference:  2 Lakers Cottages, North End Road, Yapton, West Sussex

~Order No:  12407

Reporting Date:  19/09/2025

Sample Matrix Description

Light brown clay

Light brown clayey sand with stones
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Matrix Analysed 

On

Determinand Brief Method Description Method 

No

Soil D Boron - Water Soluble Determination of water soluble boron in soil by 2:1 hot water extract followed by ICP-OES E012

Soil AR BTEX Determination of BTEX by headspace GC-MS E001

Soil D Cations Determination of cations in soil by aqua-regia digestion followed by ICP-OES E002

Soil D Chloride - Water Soluble (2:1) Determination of chloride by extraction with water & analysed by ion chromatography E009

Soil AR Chromium - Hexavalent
Determination of hexavalent chromium in soil by extraction in water then by acidification, addition of 

1,5 diphenylcarbazide followed by colorimetry
E016

Soil AR Cyanide - Complex Determination of complex cyanide by distillation followed by colorimetry E015

Soil AR Cyanide - Free Determination of free cyanide by distillation followed by colorimetry E015

Soil AR Cyanide - Total Determination of total cyanide by distillation followed by colorimetry E015

Soil D Cyclohexane Extractable Matter (CEM) Gravimetrically determined through extraction with cyclohexane E011

Soil AR Diesel Range Organics (C10 - C24) Determination of hexane/acetone extractable hydrocarbons by GC-FID E004

Soil AR Electrical Conductivity
Determination of electrical conductivity by addition of saturated calcium sulphate followed by 

electrometric measurement
E022

Soil AR Electrical Conductivity Determination of electrical conductivity by addition of water followed by electrometric measurement E023

Soil D Elemental Sulphur Determination of elemental sulphur by solvent extraction followed by GC-MS E020

Soil AR EPH (C10 – C40) Determination of acetone/hexane extractable hydrocarbons by GC-FID E004

Soil AR EPH Product ID Determination of acetone/hexane extractable hydrocarbons by GC-FID E004

Soil AR
EPH TEXAS (C6-C8, C8-C10, C10-C12, 

C12-C16, C16-C21, C21-C40)

Determination of acetone/hexane extractable hydrocarbons by GC-FID for C8 to C40. C6 to C8 by 

headspace GC-MS
E004

Soil D Fluoride - Water Soluble Determination of Fluoride by extraction with water & analysed by ion chromatography E009

Soil D Fraction Organic Carbon (FOC) Determination of TOC by combustion analyser. E027

Soil D Organic Matter (SOM) Determination of TOC by combustion analyser. E027

Soil D TOC (Total Organic Carbon) Determination of TOC by combustion analyser. E027

Soil AR Exchangeable Ammonium Determination of ammonium by discrete analyser. E029

Soil D FOC (Fraction Organic Carbon)
Determination of fraction of organic carbon by oxidising with potassium dichromate followed by 

titration with iron (II) sulphate
E010

Soil D Loss on Ignition @ 450oC
Determination of loss on ignition in soil by gravimetrically with the sample being ignited in a muffle 

furnace
E019

Soil D Magnesium - Water Soluble Determination of water soluble magnesium by extraction with water followed by ICP-OES E025

Soil D Metals Determination of metals by aqua-regia digestion followed by ICP-OES E002

Soil AR Mineral Oil (C10 - C40)
Determination of hexane/acetone extractable hydrocarbons by GC-FID fractionating with SPE 

cartridge
E004

Soil AR Moisture Content Moisture content; determined gravimetrically E003

Soil D Nitrate - Water Soluble (2:1) Determination of nitrate by extraction with water & analysed by ion chromatography E009

Soil D Organic Matter
Determination of organic matter by oxidising with potassium dichromate followed by titration with 

iron (II) sulphate
E010

Soil AR PAH - Speciated (EPA 16)
Determination of PAH compounds by extraction in acetone and hexane followed by GC-MS with the 

use of surrogate and internal standards
E005

Soil AR PCB - 7 Congeners Determination of PCB by extraction with acetone and hexane followed by GC-MS E008

Soil D Petroleum Ether Extract (PEE) Gravimetrically determined through extraction with petroleum ether E011

Soil AR pH Determination of pH by addition of water followed by electrometric measurement E007

Soil AR Phenols - Total (monohydric) Determination of phenols by distillation followed by colorimetry E021

Soil D Phosphate - Water Soluble (2:1) Determination of phosphate by extraction with water & analysed by ion chromatography E009

Soil D Sulphate (as SO4) - Total Determination of total sulphate by extraction with 10% HCl followed by ICP-OES E013

Soil D Sulphate (as SO4) - Water Soluble (2:1) Determination of sulphate by extraction with water & analysed by ion chromatography E009

Soil D Sulphate (as SO4) - Water Soluble (2:1) Determination of water soluble sulphate by extraction with water followed by ICP-OES E014

Soil AR Sulphide Determination of sulphide by distillation followed by colorimetry E018

Soil D Sulphur - Total Determination of total sulphur by extraction with aqua-regia followed by ICP-OES E024

Soil AR SVOC
Determination of semi-volatile organic compounds by extraction in acetone and hexane followed by 

GC-MS
E006

Soil AR Thiocyanate (as SCN)
Determination of thiocyanate by extraction in caustic soda followed by acidification followed by 

addition of ferric nitrate followed by colorimetry
E017

Soil D Toluene Extractable Matter (TEM) Gravimetrically determined through extraction with toluene E011

Soil D Total Organic Carbon (TOC)
Determination of organic matter by oxidising with potassium dichromate followed by titration with 

iron (II) sulphate
E010

Soil AR

TPH CWG (ali: C5- C6, C6-C8, C8-C10, 

C10-C12, C12-C16, C16-C21, C21-C34, 

aro: C5-C7, C7-C8, C8-C10, C10-C12, 

C12-C16, C16-C21, C21-C35)

Determination of hexane/acetone extractable hydrocarbons by GC-FID fractionating with SPE 

cartridge for C8 to C35. C5 to C8 by headspace GC-MS
E004

Soil AR

TPH LQM (ali: C5-C6, C6-C8, C8-C10, 

C10-C12, C12-C16, C16-C35, C35-C44, 

aro: C5-C7, C7-C8, C8-C10, C10-C12, 

C12-C16, C16-C21, C21-C35, C35-C44)

Determination of hexane/acetone extractable hydrocarbons by GC-FID fractionating with SPE 

cartridge for C8 to C44. C5 to C8 by headspace GC-MS
E004

Soil AR VOCs Determination of volatile organic compounds by headspace GC-MS E001

Soil AR VPH (C6-C8 & C8-C10) Determination of hydrocarbons C6-C8 by headspace GC-MS & C8-C10 by GC-FID E001

Kent ME17 2JN           

Normec DETS Limited              

Unit 1, Rose Lane Industrial Estate          

  Rose Lane             

Lenham Heath           

Maidstone          

~Order No:  12407

Reporting Date:  19/09/2025

                                                                                                                                                      

Soil Analysis Certificate - Methodology & Miscellaneous Information
DETS Report No:  25-08083

Ashdown Site Investigations Ltd

~Site Reference:  2 Lakers Cottages, North End Road, Yapton, West Sussex

~Project / Job Ref:  P17321_3026
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Acronym

HS

EH

CU

1D

2D

Total

AL

AR

#1

#2

_

+

~ Sample details provided by customer and can affect the validity of results

Kent ME17 2JN           

Normec DETS Limited              

Unit 1, Rose Lane Industrial Estate          

  Rose Lane             

Lenham Heath           

Maidstone          

Clean-up  -  e.g. by florisil, silica gel

                                                                                                                                                      

List of HWOL Acronyms and Operators
DETS Report No:  25-08083

Ashdown Site Investigations Ltd

~Site Reference:  2 Lakers Cottages, North End Road, Yapton, West Sussex

~Project / Job Ref:  P17321_3026

~Order No:  12407

Reporting Date:  19/09/2025

Description

Headspace analysis

Extractable Hydrocarbons -  i.e. everything extracted by the solvent

GC - Single coil gas chromatography

GC-GC - Double coil gas chromatography

Aliphatics & Aromatics

Aliphatics only

Aromatics only

EH_2D_Total  but with humics mathematically subtracted

EH_2D_Total  but with fatty acids mathematically subtracted

Operator - underscore to separate acronyms (exception for +)

Operator to indicate cumulative eg. EH+HS_Total or EH_CU+HS_Total

Det - Acronym

Page 5 of 6



Certificate Key

Symbol Description

F Filtered sample

UF Unfiltered sample

D Dried sample

AR As received sample

RL Reporting limit

~ Sample details provided by customer and can affect the validity of results

M/S Missing Sample

*

**

***

^

$ Samples exceeded their recommended holding times

M MCERTS accredited test

U UKAS accredited test

Kent ME17 2JN           

Normec DETS Limited              

Unit 1, Rose Lane Industrial Estate          

  Rose Lane             

Lenham Heath           

Maidstone          

                                                                                                                 

The Dutch 10 PAH compounds consist of Naphthalene, Anthracene,Phenanthrene, Fluoranthene, Benz(a)anthracene, Chrysene, Benzo(k)

fluoranthene, Benzo(a)pyrene, Benzo(g,h,i)perylene, and Indeno(1,2,3-cd)pyrene

Total EPA-16 PAHs consist of the following polycyclic aromatic hydrocarbons: Naphthalene, Acenaphthylene, Acenaphthene, Fluorene, 

Phenanthrene, Anthracene, Fluoranthene, Pyrene, Benzo(a)anthracene, Chrysene, Benzo(b)fluoranthene, Benzo(k)fluoranthene, 

Benzo(a)pyrene, Indeno(1,2,3-cd)pyrene, Dibenz(a,h)anthracene, and Benzo(ghi)perylene.
Total WAC-17 PAHs consist of the following polycyclic aromatic hydrocarbons: Naphthalene, Acenaphthylene, Acenaphthene, Fluorene, 

Phenanthrene, Anthracene, Fluoranthene, Pyrene, Benzo(a)anthracene, Chrysene, Benzo(b)fluoranthene, Benzo(k)fluoranthene, 

Benzo(a)pyrene, Indeno(1,2,3-cd)pyrene, Dibenz (a,h)anthracene, Benzo(ghi)perylene and Coronene.

No sampling date provided; unable to confirm if samples are within acceptable holding times
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The same data is necessary to ensure that the 
potential for buoyancy has been adequately 
considered in attenuation designs.   

Winter infiltration 
testing data. 
 

Adequate winter infiltration testing must be 
supplied to justify the proposed discharge 
method and design infiltration rates.   
 
Infiltration tests must be completed strictly in 
accordance with BRE DG 365, CIRIA R156 or 
a similar approved method.  Testing depths 
must account for peak groundwater levels and 
correspond with the location and depth of 
proposed infiltration features.   
 
Designs must be based upon the slowest 
infiltration rate evidenced closest to a 
proposed infiltration feature.  Average design 
rates will not be accepted.   
 
The results of incomplete tests should not be 
extrapolated to obtain design values for 
infiltration rates.   
 

Not supplied  

The hierarchy for 
sustainable drainage. 
 

The proposed discharge method must accord 
with the SuDS hierarchy as given below.  
Evidence must be supplied to justify the 
proposed discharge method.   
 

1. Rainwater reuse where possible. 
2. Complete discharge into the ground 

(infiltration).  
3. Hybrid infiltration and restricted 

discharge to an appropriate water body 
or surface water sewer.   

4. Restricted discharge to an appropriate 
water body.  

5. Restricted discharge to a surface water 
sewer.  

6. Restricted discharge to a combined 
sewer.   

 
A water body may be defined as a river, 
watercourse, ditch, culverted watercourse, 
reservoir, wetland or the sea.   
 
Engineers cannot support any proposed 
connection of surface water to the foul 
sewer.  
 

Compliant – but 
unproven 
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Calculations 
 

Calculations for pre-development run off rates 
must be based upon the positively drained 
area only. 
 
Proposed discharge rates must not increase 
flood risk on site or elsewhere.  Discharge 
rates must be restricted to QBAR or 2 l/s/ha, 
depending on whichever is higher. 
 

Not supplied  

Designs must be based on the most recently 
available rainfall data at the time of conditions 
being applied.  FSR rainfall data will not be 
accepted.  FEH rainfall data is based upon 
more recent records and continues to be 
updated.   
 

Not supplied  

Designs must use the correct climate change 
allowances at the time of determination of the 
outline or full planning application.   
 
CV values for all events must be set to 1. This 
includes summer, winter, design, and 
simulation events.    
 
The correct allowance for urban creep must be 
applied.   
 
Additional storage must be set to zero unless it 
can be evidenced where this is provided.   
 
Infiltration half-drain times must be less than 
24 hours.   
 
Infiltration design rates must be applied to the 
sides of soakaways, or to the base of 
infiltration blankets.  Design rates must not be 
applied to both the base and sides of 
infiltration structures.    
 
A surcharged outfall must be modelled.   
 

Not supplied  

Natural catchments 
design. 
 

The submission must define the natural 
drainage characteristics within, and 
hydraulically linked to, the site and 
demonstrate that the drainage proposals will 
integrate with and not compromise the function 
of the natural and existing drainage systems.     
 
The condition, performance (including capacity 
where appropriate) and ownership of any 
existing site surface water drainage 
infrastructure must be accurately reported.   
 

Not supplied  
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Insufficient information regarding surface water drainage has been submitted to evidence that flood 
risk will not be increased as due to the proposed development.   

The drainage statement states that the existing dwelling is assumed to drain via soakaways and that 
the proposed extensions will be drained via infiltration.  To achieve an infiltration design, winter 
groundwater levels must be monitored to ensure that 1m of unsaturated ground is allowed for 
between the base of the soakaway or infiltration structure and the peak groundwater level.  Ground 
conditions and infiltration potential are very variable in Yapton.  Infiltration can be possible, but in 
parts, groundwater can be high or infiltration rates so low as to make infiltration unviable. 

If infiltration is not viable, then alternative sustainable means of draining the site are summarised as 
follows:  

 
1. Infiltration – not investigated.  
2. To a watercourse – none available.  
3. To a surface water sewer – none available.  
4. To a highway drainage system – Permission cannot be assumed.  Generally, applications to 

connect surface water to highway drainage are strongly resisted.   
5. To a combined sewer – none available.   

 
Surface water must not be discharged into the foul sewer.  The foul sewer is not a recognised 
disposal location in the SuDS Manual, Approved Document H, or the NPPG [Flood risk and 
coastal change para 056].  It is important to recognise that the foul and combined sewer networks 
are defined by the public sewer records held by Southern Water Services Ltd.   

The public sewer in the Lidsey Wastewater Treatment Catchment Area has a history of flooding and 
any surface water added to this system should be assumed to increase flood risk.   

As this is already a developed site which is apparently drained with soakaways, there is a risk that 
there may not be sufficient space to accommodate additional infiltration structures without conflicting 
with, or compromising, the function of the existing drainage of the site.  The existing drainage 
features must be investigated to ensure that flood risk is not increased by the proposed extension 
construction and/or it’s drainage.   

In the absence of any evidence of a viable surface water drainage design, we cannot assess if flood 
risk will be increased by the proposed development. Therefore, this application does not accord with 
the NPPF as set out above.    

Overcoming our objection 

As this is not a holding objection or a request for further information, requested conditions are not 
listed.  If you are minded to approve this application, please reconsult engineers for a list of 
suggested conditions to ensure that the development is adequately drained and does not increase 
flood risk elsewhere.   

The imposition of conditions at this stage rather than overcoming the objection could result 
in a circumstance where the condition cannot be discharged.  In the event of attaching a 
condition that cannot be discharged, permission may be invalid.  

If the planning officer is minded to allow the applicant additional time to submit further documents to 
support this application, then the following evidence may overcome the objection.  Please do not 
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submit further documents without prior discussion with the planning officer as to whether it will be 
possible for these to be assessed or influence their determination. 

1. Provide evidence of a sustainable surface water disposal location.  Including but not limited 
to: 

 Winter groundwater monitoring and winter infiltration testing, 

If infiltration is not viable then present evidence of this in addition to:  

 Permission in principle to connect surface water from the site to an alternative disposal 
location.  Please note, evidence of permission to connect surface water to the Southern 
Water public foul sewer will not be acceptable.   
 

2. Evidence that a sustainable surface water drainage design can be accommodated within the 
proposed site layout.  This will require a drainage statement, supporting calculations and a 
preliminary drainage layout as a minimum.   

A reduced site-specific version of our full surface water drainage design checklist is provided 
below.  This has been edited to remove elements that are not applicable to this site, either due to 
the scale of the proposal or the method of disposal.  The checklist is provided to assist the applicant 
and designer in preparing a revised design to meet our requirements.  It is applicable to 2 Lakers 
Cottages only.    

 Items highlighted as ☐ must be provided prior to determination to overcome our objection. 
 Additional comments or notes are provided by the reviewer in bold.   
 If an item has been submitted this is checked: ☒  
 All other items are assumed to be handled via a condition applied to the permission if given.   

The full unedited surface water design checklist is available on our website at 
https://www.arun.gov.uk/surfacewater/.  If the design is amended following receipt of our 
consultation the designer may need to refer to the full checklist to ensure that the revised 
design meets our requirements.   
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☐ Any previous relevant correspondence or pre-application advice from the Local Planning 
Authority [LPA] or the Lead Local Flood Authority [LLFA] regarding the surface water drainage 
design is included with the statement.  Assumed N/A 
 
Existing Site 
Essential 
☐ It is clear what the natural drainage characteristics of the site are.   
☐ Existing site drainage features are investigated – condition, performance, and ownership.  
☒ Existing and future flood risk from any source is detailed.   
 
It is suggested that the above is achieved with the following, which may be combined where 
appropriate: 
☐ An existing topographical plan. Need not be extensive, cover levels at proposed features will 
be required.   
☒ Flood maps (fluvial, tidal, pluvial, groundwater, sewer, and reservoir) are supplied (or Flood Risk 
Assessment referred to).  
☐ Confirmation and surveys of any existing drainage infrastructure on the site.   
☒ Full details of any known flooding on the site.   
 
Proposed Design 
Essential 
☐ Statement confirming the proposed design criteria including fixed design calculation inputs for the 
SuDS system.  Examples include:  

 Climate change allowances,  
 Urban creep allowance,  
 CV values,  
 Rainfall data,  
 MADD factor or additional storage. 

 
☐ The design is gravity based with no use of pumps.   
☐ Where there is existing drainage infrastructure on the site it is clearly explained or illustrated what 
is being retained, upgraded, or removed.   
☐ Details of necessary off-site works and consents are provided. If applicable.  
☐ If the surface water drainage is designed to flood in the 1% Annual Exceedance Probability [AEP] 
+ Climate Change Allowance [CCA] event, then the flood volume is contained safely on site without 
flooding any part of a building or utility plant susceptible to water or affecting safe access or egress.  
 
☒ The design provides and evidences interception drainage and is able to capture and retain on 
site the first 5mm of the majority of all rainfall events. Water butts assumed to achieve this.  
☐ Water quality and treatment is adequately assessed – with an assessment appropriate for the 
scale and proposed use of the site.  
☐ There are no clashes with other infrastructure.  
☐ Self-cleansing velocities are achieved where pipes are proposed.   
 
☐ 1m freeboard is provided between peak groundwater levels and the base of any infiltration 
feature.  
 
If infiltration is not viable:  
☐ The proposed discharge rate is explained and justified (for attenuation designs).   
☐ Where there is a risk that the base of an attenuation feature may penetrate peak groundwater 
levels, additional mitigation measures to prevent groundwater ingress are incorporated into the 
design and construction method statement.   
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☐ It can be clearly determined what an inspection chamber or manhole’s cover level, invert level, 
cover loading grade and sump depth (where applicable) are from the plans. 
☐ All infiltration or attenuation features (including permeable paving) are clearly labelled with their 
dimensions, invert/base levels and cover levels. 
☐ Control structures are labelled with discharge rates, hydraulic head, invert and cover levels and 
ideally model number.  If infiltration is not viable.   
☐ Measures to protect drainage from tree root damage are clearly shown on any drainage layout.  
☐ If the 1% AEP + CCA event floods, then the extent and depth of the flooding is shown on a site 
plan.  This plan includes proposed external ground levels and finished floor levels of buildings.   
☐ Potential flow routes off site are shown.  The plan also includes proposed external ground levels, 
finished floor levels of buildings and designed slopes on all impermeable surfaces such as highways 
or car parks.  
☐ Construction detail drawings are site specific.   
☐ Construction detail drawings are provided for all components including but not limited to: 
 

 ☐ Infiltration structures 
 ☐ Attenuation structures 
 ☐ Manholes/inspection chambers 
 ☐ Catchpits/silt traps 
 ☐ Flow control devices 
 ☐ Permeable paving 
 ☐ Channel drains 
 ☐ Gullies 
 ☐ Pipe bed and surround 
 ☐ Pipe to pipe connections 
 ☐ Filter strips or drains 
 ☐ Tree pits and measures to protect drainage from root incursion  
 ☐ Water treatment features 
 ☐ Water butts or alternative methods of water reuse – also to be shown on plans.  

 
The following items are requested to aid assessment or confidence in construction:  
 
☐ Where features have a non-uniform plan area, a plan showing the coordinates of the perimeter is 
provided.      
☐ All drainage infrastructure is labelled to correspond with the supporting calculations.   
 
Other 
☐ Open feature planting specification is provided (to be assessed by others).   
 

 
This checklist is designed to aid an applicant with their submission.  The list is not 
exhaustive, and our engineers may request additional information to enable them to review a 
proposal to their satisfaction.   
 
The checklist may also request information that an applicant does not feel is relevant to their 
submission.  In this case the applicant can provide an explanation as to why they have 
omitted certain information in their drainage statement.   However, the appraising engineer 
reserves the right to request this information if they believe it is necessary for their review.   
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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: 06 May 2025 12:39 
To: Planning.Responses <Planning.Responses@arun.gov.uk> 
Cc: Paul Cann <Paul.Cann@arun.gov.uk>; Aishwarya Reddy <Aishwarya.Reddy@arun.gov.uk> 
Subject: RE: Internal Staff Planning Consultation on: Y/13/25/HH 
 

Hi Aishwarya, 

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



2

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: 25 April 2025 11:34 
To: Land Drainage <Land.Drainage@arun.gov.uk> 
Subject: Internal Staff Planning Consultation on: Y/13/25/HH 
 

To: Engineers (Drainage) 
  

NOTIFICATION FROM ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL 

CONFIDENTIAL LINK TO INTERNAL DOCUMENTS 

Application No: Y/13/25/HH 

Registered:  4th March 2025 

Site Address: 2 Lakers Cottages North End Road Yapton BN18 0DL 

Grid Reference: 498154 104227 

Description of Works: Single storey side extension. 
  

PLEASE BE AWARE THAT THIS EMAIL IS FOR INTERNAL STAFF ONLY AND GIVES ACCESS TO 
REDACTED AND NON REDACTED DOCUMENTS. INFORMATION FROM THESE LINKS SHOULD 
NOT BE FORWARDED OUTSIDE THE ORGANISATION AS IT IS NOT IN THE PUBLIC DOMAIN  

The internal documents for this application can be viewed here: 
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Click here to view all the documents.  

 
Yours sincerely 

Aishwarya Reddy 

Planning Case Officer- Arun District Council 

Telephone: 01903 737649 

aishwarya.reddy@arun.gov.uk 

PLCON_DMSINTERNAL (ODB) 2024 


