Russell McCourty

Sent: 05 June 2020 15:

To: Russell McCourty
Cc: CEP | Reception
Subject: 23262 - Y/29/20/DOC - Former Reptune Garage, Main Road, Yapton
Attachments: Technical Note - Discharge of Condition V1.3.pdf; 501_C_Proposed Construction
Details.pdf; 101_E_Schematic Drainage Strategy Plan.pdf
Follow Up Flag: Follow up
Flag Status: Flagged
Hi Russell

1)

2)

3)

4)

Following on from our recent conversation please find below our latest response with regard to the outstanding
gueries on the Discharging of Condition 4 (in green). Updated drawings and supporting information is attached.

A copy of W|nter |nf|Itrat|on testlng and groundwater mon|tor|ng |nformat|on is attached at the rear of the

The extent of the proposed new paving is shown on the drawings which is reflected in the areas of the
infiltration blanket within the supporting calculations. The drainage strategy plan, attached again for quick
reference, shows no surface treatment changes to the Northern end of the site. The blue shaded area is the area
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This is a design preference and not a planning related requirement which is beyond the remit of a consultee at
Planning Stage. We are the deS|gner and can choose between e|ther the use of perforated p|pe or d|ffuser units

We have consulted W|th our CI|ent and in th|s instance they are happy tousea d|ffuser unit. There is no
obligation to place diffuser units 5m from buildings in any known guidance, again this is considered a design
preference. Building regulation requirements specifically relates to soakaways due to highly focus areas of water
discharging d|rectIy into the ground around bu|Id|ng foundat|ons which is not the case for d|ffuser units

This is again a deS|gn preference Phis s fund
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inimised, s good prac a Q. & COny ham ] We have added S|It traps
upstream of d|ffusers in th|s |nstance however d|ffuser units are only receiving roof water and any silt /
sediment. Any loose sed|ments or fines are likely to be very low and unI|ker to be significant enough to restr|ct
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5) Added where not shown — The foul water pipe connectlng proposed FW01 and FW02 W|II not be known until
constructlon and the minimum fall has been stated paify o veen catohoits and

6)
7)

8) This is a design preference. We have not shown this as there no practical reason or benefit in doing so. The
request wouId reqU|re laying asphaIt d|rectIy onto the permeabIe membrane durlng the constructlon process.

9) The subbase thickness is dependent on the CBR values and not on the subbase thickness as demonstrated
within the supporting calculations and information shown on drawings. Subbase thickness is based on an
assumed CBR of 2-5% requiring minimum 350mm of subbase, storage requirements for the infiltration system
for a critical 1 in 100 plus 40% climate change storm is a 240mm depth of subbase. {3k

Hopefully this is all clear, however should you require any clarifications then please do not hesitate to contact me.
Kind regards

Martin

Martin Kempshall BSc. {Hons.) MSc CEng MICE

As an 1SO 9001 : 2008 certified company, we invite you to reply to this email with any feedback (positive or negative) that you would like to
share. Any response will be reviewed by the directors and quality assurance department.

This transmission contains information which may be confidential and which may also be privileged. It is intended for the named addressee
only. Unless you are the named addressee, or authorised to receive it for the addressee, you may not copy or use it, or disclose it to anyone
else. If you have received this transmission in error, please contact reception@civil.co.uk

2

ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL Y/49/20/DOC



Whilst this e-mail and any attachments are believed to be free of any virus, it is the recipient's responsibility to ensure that they are virus-free
and no responsibility is accepted by The Civil Engineering Practice for any loss or damage arising in any way from receipt or use thereof.

The Civil Engineering Practice is GDPR compliant. The security of your data is important to us. Please contact us if you want to update, change,
amend or remove your personal information.

From: Russell McCourty NS

Sent: 29 May 2020 11:49

To: Martin Kempsha
Subject: FW:Y/29/20/DOC - Former Reptune Garage, Main Road, Yapton

Importance: High

Hi Martin,

Ref: 23262 — Reptune

I've received the below from Paul Cann. Please can you update/advise accordingly?

| have been told by the Planning Officer that Arun are now generally allowing one round of further information due
to Consultee requirements and if these requirements are not met, then a refusal will be issued and a new
Application will need to be made. This is across the board with all of their Applications. That being said, it seems that
we now need to “play ball” with Paul’s requirements and update the scheme accordingly.

Kind regards,
Russell

From: Paul Cann
Sent: 29 May 2020 11:18

To: Russell McCourty GG 2 2 Tormalova I
Planning.Responses
Cc: 'Info @ Folkes Architects' R ; 52r2h Burrow _

Subject: RE: Y/29/20/DOC - Former Reptune Garage, Main Road, Yapton
Russell
Comments in red below ( | note the revised drawings are contained within the technical report);

| look forward to receiving revised drawings, etc. Please provide revised drawings separate to the report.

Regards
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From: Russell McCourty {1
Sent: 14 May 2020 09:31

To: Paul Cann SN /212 Tomalova
Cc: 'Info @ Folkes Architects' | EEEG__—————

Subject: Y/29/20/DOC - Former Reptune Garage, Main Road, Yapton
Good morning Maria & Paul,

Paul, our Civil Engineer has now had time to look over your comments and I’'m pleased to attach revised documents
to address these concerns with the following comments, direct from our Civil Engineer:

1) Acopy of W|nter |nf|Itrat|on testing and groundwater mon|tor|ng |nformat|on is attached at the rear of the

2) The extent of the proposed new paving is shown on the drawings which is reflected in the areas of the
infiltration blanket within the supporting calculations. The drainage strategy plan, attached again for quick
reference, shows no surface treatment changes to the Northern end of the site. The blue shaded area is the area
subject to resurfacing. Nuotas

3) This is a design preference and not a planning related requirement which is beyond the remit of a consultee at
Planning Stage. We are the designer and can choose between e|ther the use of perforated p|pe or d|ffuser units
as both are acceptabIe deS|gns 28 - as part of owr appraisal, we consder the {imis
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We have consulted with our CI|ent and in th|s instance they are happy to use a diffuser unit. There is no
obligation to place diffuser units 5m from buildings in any known guidance, again this is considered a design
preference. Building regulation requirements specifically relates to soakaways due to highly focus areas of water
discharging directly into the ground around building foundations, which is not the case for diffuser un|ts
proposed which d|sperse surface water |nto a W|der area of voided subbase. ding ¢ i

4) ffuser unit s
inimised, & good practics wmbar to enable st ‘\.;:-.:‘Wehavead ed silt traps

upstream of d|ffusers in th|s |nstance however d|ffuser units are onIy receiving roof water and any silt /

sediment. Any loose sediments or fines are likely to be very low and unlikely to be significant enough to restrict

y

performance of the diffuser units however we have determined in this case they are of benefit. it {s surprising
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5) Added where not shown — The foul water pipe connectmg proposed FW01 and FWO02 will not be known until
constructlon and the minimum faII has been stated Cify av and gragdient betweean catchpits and

6) Added. ok
7) Added where required. ok

8) This is a design preference. We have not shown this as there no practical reason or benefit in doing so. The
request would require laying a meable membrane during the construction process.
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9) The subbase thickness is dependent on the CBR values and not on the subbase thickness as demonstrated
within the supporting calculations and information shown on drawings. Subbase thickness is based on an
assumed CBR of 2-5% requiring minimum 350mm of subbase, storage requirements for the infiltration system
for a critical 1 in 100 plus 40% climate change storm is a 240mm depth of subbase. ok

10)

Kind regards,

Russell McCourty BSc(Hons) MCIAT
Chartered Architectural Technologist
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The Old Forge, 6 Church Street, Storrington, West Sussex, RH20 4LA

rchiiecis 1s the trading name 1or olkes esign Ltd. Company No. 4452101 England. VAT No:835 171827. This e-mail and any files transmitted with it, are
intended solely for the use of the persons to whom it is addressed. If you are not one of the intended recipients you must not use, disclose copy or distribute this e-mail. If you have
received this email in error, please contact the sender immediately by telephone on the number given above and then delete the message from the system. Any views or opinions
expressed here do not necessarily represent those of Folkes Architects unless explicitly stated otherwise. We have taken precautions to minimise the risk of transmitting software
viruses, but we advise you to carry out your own virus checks on an attachment to this message. We cannot accept liability for any loss or damage caused by software viruses.

a) W un.gas
DX 57406 Littlehampton
You can view Arun District Council’s Privacy Policy from &

Important Notice This e-mail is intended exclusively for the addressee and may contain information that is confidential and/or privileged. If you are not the intended
recipient {(or authorised to receive it for the addressee), please notify the sender and delete the e-mail immediately; using, copying, or disclosing it to anyone else, is
strictly prohibited and may be unlawful. Any views, opinions or options presented are solely those of the author and do not necessarily represent those of Arun District
Council. The information in this e-mail may be subject to public disclosure under the Freedom of Information Act 2000, therefore we cannot guarantee that we will not
provide the whole or part of this e-mail to a third party. The Council reserves the right to monitor e-mails in accordance with relevant legislation. Whilst outgoing e-mails
are checked for viruses, we cannot guarantee this e-mail is virus-free or has not been intercepted or changed and we do not accept liability for any damage caused. Any

reference to "e-mail" in this disclaimer includes any attachments.
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