
 

 

 

- 11 - 

Storrington & Sullington Parish Council 
 

Minutes of the Meeting of the Planning and Development Committee held in The Chanctonbury 

Room, the Parish Hall, Thakeham Road, Storrington on Thursday 9th August 2018, 

commencing at 7.00 p.m. 

 

Present:   Mrs. A. Worthington-Leese in the Chair, Mr. B. Dent, Mr. A. Head, Mr. Jerman 

and Mr. M Lewis. 

 

Attendees: 1 member of the public. 

 

27.  Apologies for Absence.  Apologies for absence had been received from Mr. R Evea and Mrs. 

Jakob (prior engagements).  The reasons for absence were duly approved.  

 

28. To Receive Declarations of Interest from Members.  There were no declarations of interest. 

 

29. To Approve and Sign the Minutes of the Meeting held on the 12th July, 2018.  These 

minutes were duly APPROVED as being a correct record of the proceedings thereat and were 

duly signed by the Chairman. 

 

 Matters Arising.  

  

30. (a)  Minute No. 18(b): Maintenance to Trees at the Parish Hall and Training session.  

Mrs. Worthington-Leese confirmed that the previously agreed tree works had been 

carried out on Monday 16th July. She also confirmed that the training on tree assessment 

was held on Thursday 19th July, with six committee members and four members from 

Storrington Conservation attending. Attendees had all enjoyed the training and felt it to 

be most valuable, especially when visually assessing the trees and what, in particular, to 

look out for. During the training Mr. Gale had also distributed handouts of tree survey 

forms along with a description of what should be noted, these were considered most 

helpful by all and all attendees thanked the Deputy Clerk and Andrew Gale for 

arranging such an information session. Following the on-site training, a number of 

books were circulated and the Deputy Clerk was asked to look into the costings of a 

selection of them. This information would be collated and distributed to committee 

members, in order that it could be reviewed and discussed at the September Planning 

Meeting. 

 

 (b) Minute No. 19: Strategic Housing & Employment Availability Assessment 

(SHELAA) Review.  Mrs. Worthington-Leese confirmed that an e-mail, as per minute 

number 19, had been sent to HDC’s Strategic Planning Team on 24th and read it out to 

all in attendance. 

 

(c) Minute No. 23: Appeals Lodged - DC/17/2117: Longbury Hill Wood, Rock Road.  

Details on the grounds of Appeal had been sent to members on 17th July, details below: 
  

5.1 The appeal is submitted against the imposition of Condition 7 attached to Planning Permission ref 

DC/17/2117. The grounds of appeal can be summarised as follows:  

- The condition is unreasonable and fails the tests set out within paragraph 206 of the NPPF.  

 

5.2 The condition has the effect of making the planning permission temporary, which is not what was 

applied for. This was also never raised as an issue during the determination of the application so the 

applicant had no opportunity to discuss it with the planning authority. The new access track and area of 

hardstanding are both required on a permanent basis to assist with the ongoing management of the 

woodland and general forestry activities.  

 

5.3 The minutes of the Committee meeting at which the application was considered stated that  
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‘Members discussed the proposal in the context of the Ecology Consultant’s and the Arboricultural 

Officer’s comments, and concluded that the proposal would be acceptable if a condition was added to 

make this a temporary access which would then be followed by restorative landscaping after its removal, 

and subject to the issuing of a Felling Licence.’  

 

5.4 The Ecology Consultant’s and Arboricultural Officer’s comments are attached at Appendix E and F. 

The Ecology Consultant advised she had no objection to the proposal and recommended a condition be 

attached relating to works being carried out in accordance with the submitted Protected Species Walkover 

Survey submitted as part of the application. There was no suggestion in either the Ecology Consultant’s 

response or the Protected Species Walkover Survey of the need to remove the access and hardstanding.  

 

5.5 Similarly, the Arboricultural Officer did not suggest the access and hardstanding should be 

temporary. The officer advised that the proposals would not result in any long-term damage or harm to 

either the wooded area or its overall visual contribution to the local area. He considered the proposal to 

contribute to ‘the overall long-term enhancement of the site, making a positive contribution to 

biodiversity’.  

 

5.6 The decision notice states the reason for Condition 7 as being ‘in the interest of visual amenity to 

ensure the access is installed only to serve associated tree works in accordance with Policy 33 of the 

HDPF’. However, this conflicts with the Arboricultural Officer’s comments which state that no long-term 

damage would result to the wooded area or the application site’s visual contribution to the area. These 

comments were based on the proposal as submitted, ie for a permanent access and hardstanding.  

 

5.7 The Planning Officer also stated within the Committee report:  

“There would be a loss of approximately a 9m width of vegetation to facilitate the required bell-mouth 

access. This loss would be viewed in relation to the wider site, which encompasses a retained road 

frontage of some 180m to the west and some 200m to the east. Therefore, in relation to the scale of 

woodland maintained along the site’s northern boundary, the proposed vehicular access track would 

represent a reasonably modest break in the continuous vegetated site boundary, and no adverse visual 

harm is judged to occur as a result of the proposal.”  

And  

“The use of the access would not be expected to generate significant or harmful levels of noise or 

disturbance for adjoining properties given existing traffic flows and vehicular background noise levels in 

this section of Rock Road. The proposal is not therefore considered to be contrary to the above policy 

[Policy 33]”  

 

5.8 Given the new access keeps forestry traffic off Hampers Lane, the proposal represents a significant 

improvement on neighbouring amenity. We therefore agree with the officer’s view that the proposal in its 

permanent form would not be contrary to Policy 33 of the HDPF.  

 

5.9 It is therefore considered that the condition has been imposed without justification, is unnecessary 

and unreasonable. As such it fails the tests set out within the NPPF which require conditions to be:  

 

1.  Necessary;  

2.  Relevant to planning and;  

3. To the development to be permitted;  

4.  Enforceable;  

5.  Precise and;  

6.  Reasonable in all other respects.  

 

5.10 In addition, the National Planning Policy Guidance (NPPG) outlines when planning conditions can 

be used to grant planning permission for a temporary period only. The NPPG states where a proposal 

meets the development plan or where material considerations indicate otherwise that a temporary 

condition will rarely pass the test of necessity.  

 

5.11 As discussed above, the Arboricultural Officer, Council’s Ecological Consultant and Planning 

Officer have all considered the proposal to be acceptable on a permanent basis, being consistent with the 

development plan. The Committee minutes suggest the comments of the Arboricultural Officer and 

Ecological Consultant warrant Condition 7 being imposed, however both have found the access and 

hardstanding (as proposed) to be acceptable and made no suggestion that either should be removed. There 

is therefore no justifiable reason for Condition 7.  
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5.12 Lastly, Condition 7 is considered to be impossible to comply with. It requires the land to be returned 

to its former condition within 12 months of the date of first use of the forestry access. The photographs in 

Appendix H show the site in its former condition which was as mature woodland. It would be impossible 

to return the site to this condition within the timeframe required.  
 

31.  Planning Applications awaiting Comment – Appendix I. 
 

(a) DC/18/1354: 69, Hormare Crescent.  The plans for the demolition of the existing 

detached garage and the erection of a 2-storey side extension were projected for all to 

see. Mr. Jerman expressed concern that No. 67 could suffer from loss of light to their 

upstairs side window. Mr. Head mentioned that several properties in the area had done 

the same and that providing the materials matched the existing, he had no objections to 

the proposals. Mrs. Worthington-Leese, Mr Dent and Lewis concurred. Mr. Head 

suggested that the proposal be recommended for approval, providing the proposed side 

window was not overlooking a habitable room; members concurred and after a short 

discussion, it was UNANIMOUSLY AGREED: 

 

That a comment of NO OBJECTION be sent to HDC, listing the 

abovementioned proviso and providing the materials match existing. 

 

(b) DC/18/1415: Scaffold IT UK Ltd, 3 Cootham Lea Industrial Park.  This application 

was for the erection of a post/panel information board. Mrs. Worthington-Leese felt that 

the sign would be out of keeping with the rural location and would have an urbanising 

effect; as such she objected to the proposal. It was also mentioned that there was a 

covenant on this land which prevented the erection of signs, having said that this was a 

civil matter and not a planning issue. Messrs. Dent, Jerman and Lewis concurred. Mr. 

Head stated that as this was not a business park he also agreed, but felt that should the 

sign be permitted, it should be low-key and in keeping with the area. Mrs. Worthington-

Leese asked that the Deputy Clerk speak with HDC to see what they classified the site 

as and request guidance notes on advertising from them. After discussion, it was 

UNANIMOUSLY AGREED: 

 

That a comment of STRONG OBJECTION be sent to HDC, listing the 

abovementioned reasons and concern that if approved it would set a precedent 

for further signage. 

 

(c) DC/18/1507: Dean Cottage, Amberley Road.  This application was for the erection of 

a rear conservatory and plans were projected for all to see. After a short discussion it 

was UNANIMOUSLY AGREED: 

 

That a comment of NO OBJECTION be sent to HDC. 

 

(d) DC/18/1587: Thwaite House, Heather Way.  The plans for a detached double garage 

were projected for all to see. All agreed that this was a large site and after a short 

discussion it was UNANIMOUSLY AGREED: 

 

That a comment of NO OBJECTION be sent to HDC. 

 

(e) DC/18/1614: Cootham Cottage, Chapel Lane.  The plans for the erection of a single 

storey detached dwelling on land adjacent to Cootham Cottage were projected. It was 

noted that whilst an application for a dwelling had been approved in 2017 under 

DC/17/0191, the new design was considered unpleasant, the metal roof was not in 

keeping with the surrounding properties and contradicted the Parish Council’s Design 
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Statement and the footprint was bigger than that previously approved, which would 

leave a very small amenity space. Discussions ensued and it was UNANIMOUSLY 

AGREED: 

 

That a comment of STRONG OBJECTION be sent to HDC, listing the 

abovementioned reasons.  

 

(f) DC/18/1619: 2, The Gables, Nightingale Lane.  This application was for surgery to 2 

x oak trees. The proposal was to reduce the crowns of the trees by approx. 30% by 

trimming the longest branches to suitable growth points, to prune sympathetically to 

maintain rounded, well balanced crowns and to remove any deadwood. Members 

considered the proposal to be good maintenance which would preserve the health of the 

trees and after a short discussion, it was UNANIMOUSLY AGREED: 

 

That a comment of NO OBJECTION be sent to HDC, provided the works were 

undertaken by a qualified tree surgeon.  

  

(g) SDNP/18/03818/FUL: West Sussex Golf Club, Golf Club Lane, Wiggonholt.  This 

application was for the demolition of an existing conservatory and the erection of an 

orangery style extension and plans were projected for all to view. After a short 

discussion, it was UNANIMOUSLY AGREED: 

 

That a comment of NO OBJECTION be sent to HDC,  

 

32.  Planning Application Decisions – Appendix II.  These were duly NOTED.   

 

33. Planning Applications, Comment Summary – since the meeting of 12th July – Appendix 

III.  These were duly NOTED.   

 

34. Enforcement Matters. 

 

(a) Sawyards (Burns Cottage), Manleys Hill – erection of 5 bar gate.  Mrs. 

Worthington-Leese was delighted to report that the 5-bar gate had been removed and 

since replaced with a pedestrian gate.   

 

(b) EN/18/0116: Maintenance of Burmese Gate, Browns Lane.  Mrs. Worthington-

Leese had been made aware that there had been some negative observations on 

Facebook recently about the condition of the Burmese Gate. The Deputy Clerk had 

written to HDC Compliance stating that whilst the Parish Council understood that the 

maintenance company was not intending to treat the teak, (due to it being protected by 

its own natural oils which migrate to the surface of the wood to make is impervious to 

the weather), was there anything to say that a member of the Parish Council or indeed 

an “authorised person” could not treat the door with the relevant oil etc., without 

revoking the maintenance agreement or part thereof. The following response was 

received on 7th August: “I've just spoken to our Conservation Officer; the advice is that 

as it is a listed structure any works to it would need to be run past us first in the form of 

Pre-Application advice to ensure they are suitable and listed building consent might 

also be required.  You would need to get a proposal together for the works you would 

like to do to the door and also have support and permission of the management 

company ELM.” As such and bearing in mind the door should be protected by its own 

natural oils, it was AGREED not to proceed further with this matter, but that regular  
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 inspections on the condition of the door should be undertaken.  Members requested that 

dated photographs be taken of the current condition of the door and Mr. Head suggested 

that the office might like to involve the Museum in this matter; perhaps they would like 

to capture a pictorial record of the historical gate for future reference? Members 

AGREED to this course of action. 

 

(c) Compliance Complaint Reference 702202: Fryern Park Farm: alleged 

unauthorised works.  This item had incorrectly been left on the agenda and should 

have read: “Fryern Park Farm: Additional Caravans in Compound”. It had been 

reported to the office that three caravans were now insitu in the compound. Despite 

being previously told that the original caravan was to be used for mess accommodation 

whilst the stables were being built and that this was allowed under permitted 

development, members did not feel that three caravans were required and as such a 

further complaint had been lodged with HDC Compliance. A response had been 

received stating that the Case Officer would investigate and undertake a site visit this 

week. The Deputy Clerk had received a response from HDC’s Compliance Officer this 

afternoon which Mrs Worthington-Leese read out: “I visited the site today and also met 

the owner. He is currently implementing his planning permission for the stables and 

barns which was granted planning permission under reference DC/16/1659. In the area 

which is nearest to the lane there are two static caravans and one touring caravan. As 

previously discussed he can use one of the caravans as mess accommodation whilst 

they are constructing the stable and barn. There are also 2 cars being stored on the 

land. The owner has been given four weeks to tidy up the site and remove the additional 

caravans and cars, with the exception of where the implementation of the planning 

permission is taking place. I will undertake another site visit at the end of this time and 

let you know my findings. If the site has not improved then the Council will seek to take 

enforcement action”. 

 

(d) Advertising Signage to the front of Parham Gliding Field, Pulborough Road.  A 

complaint had been lodged with HDC Compliance on 15th July regarding a large 

advertising banner which had appeared on the verge to the front of Cootham Lea 

workshop and the Gliding Field. HDC’s Compliance Officer had investigated the 

matter and on 7th August had confirmed that the signage did not comply with the 

advertising regulations and therefore should be removed by Friday 10th July. The 

Officer had requested that she be contacted should the sign still be insitu after this date.  

Mr. Lewis kindly offered to check that the sign had been removed and inform the office 

accordingly. 

 

(e) Land Parcel East of Furzedown, Kithurst Lane: alleged works being undertaken.  

A number of local residents had expressed concern about the scale of works being 

carried out adjacent to the gate leading to the Storrington Catholic cemetery and Matt’s 

Meadow and photographs had been supplied. Bearing in mind this area covered two 

previously refused applications, (now under Appeal, namely DC/17/1989 and 

DC/17/1990) residents were concerned that some of the works undertaken followed the 

line of the access track under previously refused DC/17/1990. As such a compliance 

case had been lodged with HDC. This had been acknowledged on 7th August and it was 

confirmed that an investigation into the allegation would be undertaken. The Deputy 

Clerk would inform members once a response had been received. 
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35. Appeals Lodged. 

 

(a) DC/17/1989: Land Parcel Adjacent to Hillview, Kithurst Lane.  Mrs. Worthington-

Leese informed members that an Appeal had been lodged on 1st August against HDC’s 

decision to refuse the application for the erection of a four bedroomed detached chalet 

bungalow. 

 

(b) DC/17/1990: Land Parcel East of Furzedown, Kithurst Lane.  Mrs. Worthington-

Leese informed members that an Appeal had been lodged on 1st August against HDC’s 

decision to refuse the application for the erection of a four bedroomed detached chalet 

bungalow 

 

36. DC/17/0374 – The Glebe, Storrington – Staff and Patient Parking Arrangements During 

Construction.  This item had been put on the agenda after an e-mail from Dr Newson had been 

sent to the Leisure Centre requesting permission for a limited number of the Glebe’s staff and 

patients to use the leisure centre car parking facilities, whilst the build was in progress. This 

request had been redirected to the Parish Council as the owner of the car park. Members noted 

that as part of the planning permission for the development, a condition was imposed with 

regard to the provision of parking for site visitors, surgery staff and patients and a copy of this 

Management Plan, (which had been approved in 2017), had been forwarded to members prior 

to the meeting. Mrs. Worthington-Leese reminded members that the Parish Council had 

identified the issue of parking as being a problem from the very start, but unfortunately it 

seemed that the provision was deemed to be sufficient in HDC’s assessment dated 9th May 

2018. Mrs. Worthington-Leese read out an extract from page 7 of the Construction 

Environment Management Plan, which stated “Temporary welfare facilities will be provided 

adjoining the new access in the form of an Oasis unit during the course of the initial access 

works; this will also include on-site parking for subcontractors.  These facilities will then be 

replaced with a temporary site compound located on part of the future public open space.  

Adjoining this will be a temporary surfaces car park for up to 23 vehicles…..”  Discussions 

ensued and members AGREED that it would be preferable if those concerned could abide by 

the Management Plan as the Leisure Centre Car Park was used daily by staff members, those 

attending regular classes or the gym, a number of regular hirers, the cricket and football club 

and parents during school drop off and pick up times, when it is particularly busy. That said, 

whilst it was not possible to reserve spaces for surgery staff and patients, should they wish to 

use the Leisure Centre car park, it was suggested that they please avoid parking there all day 

and particularly at school pick up and drop off times. This was UNANIMOUSLY AGREED.  

It was also UNANIMOUSLY AGREED that under no circumstances should contractors or 

sub-contractors park their vehicles or machinery within the Leisure Centre car park.  Members 

requested that this matter be put on the next Full Council Agenda scheduled for Wednesday 

29th August, in order that they can review and agree the abovementioned proposals and that 

this matter can be discussed under District Matters with Councillor Dawe.  Mr. Dent informed 

members that in this week’s West Sussex County Times under Public Notices, reference was 

made to stopping up a pathway on Rectory Road to facilitate the build of the Surgery – 

members requested that the Deputy Clerk acquire a copy of this Notice and speak with HDC 

and WSCC to enquire why this is necessary as this was not mentioned in, or part of the 

Management Plan. 
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37. Chairman’s Announcements.   

 

(a) West Sussex Joint Minerals Local Plan – Notice of Adoption.  Mrs. Worthington-

Leese announced that both WSCC and the SDNPA had adopted the abovementioned 

Plan for West Sussex.   

 

38. Documents for Councillors to Read. There were no documents to read.  

 

 

 

There being no further business the meeting closed at 8.05 pm.  
 


