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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 11th October 2018, 

commencing at 7.00 p.m. 

 

 

Present:   Mrs. A. Worthington-Leese in the Chair, Mr. R Evea, Mrs. M-H Jakob, Mr. R. 

Jerman, Mr. A. Head and Mr. M Lewis. 

 

Attendees: 1 member of the public. 

 

 

54.  Apologies for Absence.  Apologies for absence had been received from Mr. B. Dent (prior 

engagement).  The reason for absence was duly approved.  

 

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

 

56. To Approve and Sign the Minutes of the Meeting held on the 13th September, 2018.  Mrs. 

Worthington-Leese changed the name of the property in minute number 53. from Charity Farm 

to Miljaz Barn.  With this amendment made, the minutes were duly APPROVED as being a 

correct record of the proceedings thereat and were duly signed by the Chairman. 

 

 Matters Arising.  

  

57. (a)  Minute No. 34(b): Maintenance of the Burmese Gate.  The Deputy Clerk had only 

just recently received the contact details for the Area Manager of ELM, dealing with 

this matter.  A letter had been sent to him on 9th October, with accompanying 

photographs, asking whether any form of cleaning could be undertaken to remove the 

greening from the base of the door. 

 

   (b) Minute No. 50.(a) & (b) DC/17/989 and DC/18/1990 Kithurst Lane Appeals.  Mrs. 

Worthington-Leese confirmed that the Committee’s previous objections had been 

circulated to members for comment.  These had been collated and a letter was sent to 

the Planning Inspectorate on 1st October, reiterating our Strong Objections to the 

abovementioned applications and the reasonings behind said objections.   

 

 (c) Minute No. 51(c): Storrington Tennis Club, Greyfriars Lane.  Mrs. Worthington-

Leese confirmed that the parcel of land had been sold at auction for the sum of £66,000, 

unfortunately it was not known who had purchased it.  Members had been informed of 

this on 17th September. 

 

 (d) Minute No. 53: Incorrect property name detailed– apology to be announced.  Mrs. 

Worthington-Leese expressed her regret that the incorrect property had been mentioned 

at the September meeting and therefore incorrectly minuted.  She wished it noted that 

the correct details should have been listed as Miljaz Barn and not Charity Farm and 

apologised for any inconvenience this may have caused. 

 

58.  To consider and Review the Purchase and Costings of a selection of books on Trees, as 

provided by Mr. Jerman.  A list of the three recommended books for purchase had been sent 

to members on 2nd October, these were: 

 

• Field Guide Book (£31)  

• Tree Risk Assessment (£49.95) 

• Tree Pests and Diseases: An Arborists' Field Guide (£16) 
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 It was noted that postage was not included in the abovementioned costs.  After a short 

discussion it was UNANIMOUSLY AGREED that the Deputy Clerk should proceed with 

purchasing the books and inform members upon their arrival.    

 

59.  To review, make comment and decide actions on Mr. Jerman/Storrington Conservation 

Society’s comments regarding a large sycamore tree (located in The Glade) which was 

dominating the garden of No. 18 Greenfield Way.  This matter had been brought to the 

Parish Council’s attention by HDC, following an enquiry from the owner.  Mr. Jerman reported 

he had undertaken a site visit and agreed that the sycamore was indeed large and not only 

dominated the small garden but virtually overhung the whole of it.  He confirmed that surgery 

was indeed required. As well as the needed surgery there could be a case for felling the 

sycamore due to closeness and lean and requested that the Deputy Clerk asked the advice of 

Storrington Conservation Society.  Mrs. Denness (SCS) confirmed that she had undertaken a 

site visit  and agreed with Mr. Jerman’s comments – the tree was large, dominated the back 

garden of the property and was also very close to two boundary fences.  She confirmed that the 

removal of sycamore trees was one of the objectives in the management plan that was drawn 

up when the open space was handed over to the Parish Council. The Conservation Society 

would therefore have no problem with the tree in question being removed. It was noted that 

most large sycamore trees had been removed from the site but some near the boundary 

remained because they could not be felled easily.  Mrs. Denness also mentioned another large 

sycamore near the rear boundary of 12 Greenfield Way, which was likewise causing a nuisance 

to the householder and the removal of which Storrington Conservation Group would support .  

It was noted that both residents were happy to contribute towards the costs of any authorised 

tree works.  The above trees were discussed at length and it was UNANIMOUSLY AGREED 

that the Deputy Clerk should instruct a couple of tree surgeons to undertake site visits and 

provide two quotes for the sycamore tree at No.18: one for the removal of the large limb 

overhanging the garden and the second to fell the tree completely and a further quote for the 

removal of the tree to the rear of No. 12 Greenfield Way.  Once the quotations had been 

received the Deputy Clerk would write to the residents of both No. 18 and 12 Greenfield Way, 

detailing the costings. 

  

60. To consider the e-mail received from the Manager of the Leisure Centre, regarding the 

height of the trees on the pathway leading to the Leisure Centre, which impinges the 

amount of light the street lamp can project, due to increased foliage.  The Clerk had 

forwarded the e-mail to the Deputy Clerk and reported that she agreed that works were 

necessary.  After a short discussion, it was UNANIMOUSLY AGREED that the Deputy 

Clerk should instruct Andrew Gale to undertake a site visit and provide a quotation for the 

removal of the branches which obscured the street lamp leading up to the Leisure Centre. 

 

61.  Planning Applications awaiting Comment – Appendix I. 

 

(a) DC/18/1781: Pulborough Rugby Club, Pulborough Road.  This application was for 

the installation of 6 no. 15m high floodlighting columns fitted with 12 no. luminaires.  

The plans were projected for all to see. Mr Head said he had no objections to the 

proposal providing there was no glare towards the SDNP or residential properties (as 

this was an intrinsically dark area) and that curfews were imposed regarding usage.  He 

also felt that to control future upgrades and maintenance the appropriate standard E1 or 

E2 should be applied.  Mrs. Worthington-Leese agreed and felt there should be a 

condition added regarding hours of use.  Members concurred and after a short 

discussion, it was UNANIMOUSLY AGREED: 
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That a comment of NO OBJECTION be sent to HDC, providing the 

abovementioned conditions can be applied and adhered to. 

 

(b) DC/18/1935: 15, Pulborough Road.  This application was for the installation of a 

balcony to the rear elevation.  Plans were projected for all to view.  Mr. Head expressed 

his concerns regarding the issue of overlooking of the rear garden of No. 17 and felt it 

was unclear as to whether any existing structures/foliage would provide a screen to said 

neighbours.  Members agreed, however it was noted that to date, the neighbours had not 

submitted any comment.  Discussions ensued as to the size of the balcony and the 

potential overlooking issue.  After a short discussion, it was UNANIMOUSLY 

AGREED: 

 

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

matched existing. 

 

(c) DC/18/2084 Fryern Park, Fryern Park Farm, Fryern Road.  This application was 

for the proposed change of use of land to accommodate two traveller pitches including 

ancillary accommodation and parking.  Plans were projected for all to view.  Members 

were aware of a number of enforcement issues regarding this site, which had not been 

resolved, this included the installation of two static caravans within the compound, a 

truck and various vehicles…all without permission.  Members felt the proposal was 

hugely intrusive and the material objections raised before i.e. access being via a single 

track private road which was unsuitable for heavy traffic as it is a PROW that is heavily 

used by walkers, horse-riders, runners and cyclists. Access onto Fryern Road from the 

site is dangerous and this had not been resolved.  Mrs. Worthington-Leese commented 

that the proposal was contrary to Policy 26 of the HDPF, that the site was not in the 

Neighbourhood Plan for development and that the area formed part of the green space 

to be protected in the Neighbourhood Plan.  After discussion it was UNANIMOUSLY 

AGREED: 

 

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

abovementioned reasons. 

 

(d) DC/18/2086: Fryern Place, Fryern Park, Fryern Road.  This application was to fell 

21 x leylandii, 1 x oak, 1 x scots pine, 1 x cedar and surgery to 3 x ash trees.  The plans 

were projected for all to view.  Members noted that the plan contradicted the 

description of works and felt that there was not enough information on the exact 

requirements of works and were surprised that the application had been validated.  The 

Deputy Clerk had spoken with HDC’s Arboriculturalist’s colleague, who confirmed 

that the e-mail dated 6th October superseded the details on the plan.  Mrs. Worthington-

Leese and Mr. Jerman agreed to undertake a site visit in the morning and it was 

UNANIMOUSLY AGREED that the Committee would be sent their comments for 

approval (or otherwise) before any comment was sent to HDC. 

 

(e) DC/18/2088: 29, Amberley Road.  This application was for the conversion of the 

existing attached garage, erection of a single storey side and rear extensions and garage 

with associated additional vehicle access on to Amberley Road.  Mr. Dent and Mrs. 

Jakob had no objections to the proposals, as did Mr. Jerman although he wondered what 

would replace the old leylandii.  Mr. Head said it was not clear as to whether access to 

the rear of the property would be maintained and with regards to the new chimney, he 

questioned if there was to be a log burner would this pose a nuisance to the adjacent  
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bungalows?  These matters were discussed and taken into consideration, it was 

UNANIMOUSLY AGREED: 

 

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

matched existing.  

 

(f) DC/18/2095: Thakeham Tiles Ltd, Rock Road.  This was an outline application for 

the demolition of all the existing buildings and the erection of 90 dwellings with 

associated works and the formation of a new access onto Rock Road.  Due to the size of 

this application, members had viewed the plans prior to the meeting.  Mrs. Jakob said 

that the proposal was in Thakeham’ s Neighbourhood Plan and was a brownfield site 

which both counted in its favour.  Having said that, she felt that the affordable housing 

numbers were unclear.  Mr. Jerman said that he felt 90 properties was excessive and 

despite what the reports said, the proposal would mean additional traffic travelling 

down School Hill to the mini roundabout; along with the Abingworth Development 

traffic and various trips to the shops, doctors etc. he felt the village would be heading 

for an air pollution disaster.  Mr Head noted that the previous application was for 105 

properties and Thakeham’s Neighbourhood Plan stated 50.  He felt that the homes 

adjacent to the access seemed very close to the traffic ingress and egress of the 

development.  On Page 9 of the Planning Statement there appeared to be some dispute 

about housing mix and as for surface water, whilst the falls are away from  the 

properties, the soil tests showed poor infiltration.  Mr. Jerman asked what Thakeham 

Parish Council thoughts were on the proposal for 90 houses.  Members felt that the 

traffic impact studies were implausible and whilst the site was in Thakeham’s 

Neighbourhood Plan for development and they did no objection in principle, they did 

feel that 90 properties was excessive.  Members also questioned the loss of employment 

as no replacement site is mentioned the application. Members announced their serious 

reservations on the impact on Storrington should this development be allowed.  After 

reviewing the documentation again and lengthy discussion, it was UNANIMOUSLY 

AGREED:  

 

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

above. 

 

(g) SDNP/18/04746/LIS: Chanctonbury Lodge, Washington Road.  This application 

was for the removal of an existing 5-bar gate, replacing it with a solid wood electric 

gate.  Plans were projected for all to see and after a short discussion, it was 

UNANIMOUSLY AGREED: 

 

That a comment of NO OBJECTION be sent to HDC. 

 

(h) SDNP/18/04598/HOUS: Blessings, Barn Farm Lane.  This application was for the 

removal and replacement of the existing front elevation conservatory, erection of a two 

storey extension to the main house and the formation of an open roof canopy to the 

front door.  Plans were projected and after a short it was UNANIMOUSLY AGREED: 

 

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

matched existing.  

 

62.  Planning Application Decisions – Appendix II.  These were duly NOTED.   
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63. Planning Applications, Comment Summary – since the meeting of 13th September – 

Appendix III.  These were duly NOTED.   

 

64. Enforcement Matters. 

 

(a) Sawyards (Burns Cottage), Manleys Hill – erection of 5 bar gate.  An e-mail had 

been sent to County Highways (with a copy sent to Chris Stark) on 18th September, to 

date no response had been received.   Members requested that the Deputy Clerk chase 

for a response. 

 

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

unauthorised works.  Mrs. Worthington-Leese read out a response received from 

HDC’s Case Officer on this matter.      

 

(d) Miljaz Barn, Pulborough Road – erection of an above ground swimming pool.  

Mrs. Worthington-Leese reported that this matter had been reported to HDC 

Enforcement and that a case had now been opened.  The Case Officer would undertake 

a site visit and report back her findings accordingly.  

 

65. Appeals Lodged. 

 

(a) DC/18/0152: Little Stoke, Sandgate Lane.  Mrs. Worthington-Leese announced that 

an Appeal had been lodged objecting to the Conditions HDC had placed on this 

application. 

 

66. Chairman’s Announcements.   

 

(a) 41, Pulborough Road – HDC Environmental Health Team.  Mrs. Worthington-

Leese informed members that the abovementioned property had been issued with a 

letter regarding the condition of the property, complaints received regarding the 

detrimental impact the property was having on the local area and the fact that it was 

insecure, being broken into and allegedly being used for drug taking.  As no response 

had been received, the Community Safety Officer at Horsham Police Station had 

written to the owners of the property requesting they make contact with her, informing 

her of their intentions regarding the property.  The owners had responded on 1st October 

confirming that they had bought the property with the intention of applying for planning 

permission; unfortunately planning permission had not been granted and they now 

intended to complete a light refurbishment of the property before putting it back on the 

market.   

 

(b) DC/18/0584: Storrington Squash Club, Greyfriars Lane.  Mrs. Worthington-Leese 

announced that this application was to be considered at HDC’s Committee South 

Meeting on 16th October and was recommended for approval.  She asked if anyone 

would be able to attend the meeting to speak against the proposal on behalf of the 

Parish Council.  Mrs. Jakob agreed to do so and the Deputy Clerk was asked to register 

her to speak against the proposed development with HDC. 

 

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

 

 

 

There being no further business the meeting closed at 7.45 pm.  


