Simon Davis

From: Lisa Jackson |

Sent: 23 May 2022 16:30

To: Simon Davis

Cc: Andrew Tice; Jacintha Carty

Subject: Re: Y/3/22/0UT Land West of Bilsham Road, Yapton - PC Conditions
Categories: For future upload, Response Required

N This email originated from outside of the organisation. You should take extra care when clicking
links or opening attachments - if you are unsure the content is safe contact the IT Helpdesk before clicking
or-opening.

Dear Simon

Many thanks for your response regarding the conditions. We have spoken subsequently with regard to the holding
objection from National Highways to the above application and your advice that the application will now be
considered at the June planning committee.

My further response on the conditions is as follows:

Condition 8 - Given the National Highways advice on sheeted loads this can remain in the condition if requested
rather than trigger any additional approval from them.

Condition 10 - Thanks for agreeing to the amendments to allow for enabling works. | would hope there would now
be time for the engineers to review the additional information on groundwater monitoring. A technical report is
attached confirming 14 rounds of ground water monitoring visits including the important winter period, these were
completed and recorded between 25/05/21 and 29/04/22. In addition infiltration and percolation testing has been
completed. The raw data results are included in the appendix to the report.

The engineers have confirmed that the drainage design for the application proposed in the FRA is entirely suitable
given the full year monitoring results and | would hope that your engineers can agree there is no further
requirement for more data as it will not reveal any more favourable or different conditions. Can | suggest that
following review by your engineers this may be able to revert to the changes to the condition | previously
suggested?

Condition 11- Would be acceptable as pre DPC level condition.

Condition 12 - Would be acceptable as a pre-occupation condition

Condition 15 - Thanks for acknowledging that this is not a PC condition

Thanks also for ensuring that the outline conditions reflect agreed changes.

| hope that is clear but do let me know if you need any further information.

Kind regards,
Lisa

ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL Y/3/22/0UT



Lisa Jackson MA, BSc MRTPI

Jackson Planning Ltd
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year. The condition could be triggered by development above DPC, as the energy solutions

are part of the detailed design for construction, and need not be a pre-commencement

Condition 15 The phased approach is welcome as availability of products may change over
condition.

the life of the development and will reflect the changes to building control in June this

Condition 11 does not need to be a pre-commencement condition, it is only necessary as

pre-occupation as the LPA have complete control of the surface water scheme under

condition 10.

Having now seen the remaining conditions in the committee report conditions 63 and 68

repeat 10 and 12 and are already covered by information submitted as part of the

Quality Assessment submitted as part of the application submission. Only condition 37
application, so perhaps should be adjusted for consistency.

Condition 12 is unnecessary as all of this work has been completed in full in the Land
(repeated as 81 for the outline) is necessary in respect of potential contamination.
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Kind Regards

ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL Y/3/22/0UT
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From: Lisa Jackson

Sent: 18 May 2022 14:44

To: Simon Davis <Simon.Davis@arun.gov.uk>

Ce: Andrew Tice NN /o cintha Carty
I 'y Higgins <IN 52 a
sathan (I A

Subject: Re: Y/3/22/0UT Land West of Bilsham Road, Yapton - PC Conditions

CAUTON: This email originated from outside of the organisation. You should take extra care
when clicking links or opening attachments - if you are unsure the content is safe contact
the IT Helpdesk before clicking or opening.

Dear Simon

As discussed | have consulted both the applicant, the consulting engineers Campbell Reith, and the
preferred developer BoKlok, who are at advanced stages of negotiation to acquire the site should
planning permission be granted.

| attach a marked up version of the draft pre-commencement conditions with
explanation/justification given as a series of footnotes.

Following the experience of Boklok at Littlehampton with application LU/116/21/PL we have sought
to exclude enabling works from being caught by pre-commencement consistent with the approach
in that application.

Most of the suggested changes are self-explantory.

The standard condition 10 does not reflect the full winter monitoring has now been completed and
the full results (consistent with the earlier results reported in the FRA) will be submitted by the
engineers before committee; this underpins that infiltration may not be the most suitable surface

water strategy, hence the revised wording suggested for condition 10.

Condition 11 does not need to be a pre-commencement condition, it is only necessary as pre-
occupation as the LPA have complete control of the surface water scheme under condition 10.
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