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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 July 2019, commencing 

at 7.00 p.m. 

 

 

Present:   Mrs. A. Worthington-Leese in the Chair, Mr. B. Dent, Mr. R. Evea, Mr. M Lewis, 

Mr. A. Head and Mr. R Jerman. 

 

 

15.  Apologies for Absence.  Apologies for absence had been received from Mr. J. Davis (prior 

engagement).  

 

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

 

17. To Approve and Sign the Minutes of the Meeting held on the 20th June 2019.  These 

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

duly signed by the Chairman. 

 

 Matters Arising.  

 

18. (a)  Minute No. 150(b): Tree Condition Survey, Ravenscroft – update.  County 

Councillor Paul Marshall had been asked to escalate this matter on of this matter.  

 

 (b)  Minute No. 150(c): Trees along Water Lane.   Mrs. Worthington-Leese announced 

that a response had been received from Jim Mellor (WSCC’s Arboriculturalist) on 31st 

May, which stated “All aspects of the highway maintainable at public expense are 

subject to a cyclical course visual inspection.  The methodology and frequency of this 

varies subject  to the use of the road; for example, from a walked annual inspection to a 

driven monthly inspection.  Water Lane is inspected on a 6 month cycle driven and 12 

month cycle walked.  Other points that may affect the safe use of the highway, such as 

trees within falling distance of the highway, are included in the coarse visual 

inspection.  Any identified defect may be immediately resolved or referred for a more 

detailed inspection.  The Trees within the highway extent on Water Lane were inspected 

on 14th March and a small works programme has been raised.”     

 

(c) Minute No. 151: Tree Condition and Safety Report on The Glade.  Mrs. 

Worthington-Leese confirmed that a copy of the report had been sent to the Storrington 

Conservation Society and reported that the Deputy Clerk had requested two further 

quotes for the recommended works.  Once these had been received, they would be 

forwarded to members for consideration.  Ashley of Sussex Tree Surgery had offered to 

meet with Mr. Jerman to show him the identification system and confirmed that the 

trees had been tagged with a 1” diameter stainless steel disc (at head height), those that 

needed felling were sprayed with an orange mark. 
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(d) Minute No. 152: Various Tree Issues.  Mrs. Worthington Leese confirmed that all the 

actions under this minute had been undertaken by the Deputy Clerk.  All issues 

regarding branches covering/touching both electrical and phone lines had been reported 

to the relevant suppliers (including the tree in Hurston Lane).  A response had been 

received from Saxon Weald, which Mrs. Worthington-Leese read out; this stated that 

their contractor had visited the site and whilst the trees were growing around the power 

lines, they would not normally carry out works unless the trees were dead, diseased or 

dangerous.  They believed that UK Power Networks carried out periodic inspections 

and if they saw any issues they would undertake the works themselves.  The Deputy 

Clerk was awaiting a response from both providers as there was a likelihood that an 

electrical shut down would be required. 

 

Mrs. Worthington-Leese also confirmed that the Deputy Clerk had sent a letter to the 

resident of 27, The Glade and that the tree surgeon they had appointed (Andrew Gale) 

had been in touch with the office to confirm exactly what works could be undertaken.  

 

(e) Minute No. 153: DC/18/2095: Thakeham Tiles Application. Mrs. Worthington-Leese 

reported that the Deputy Clerk had responded to the resident on 16th May stating that 

whilst members considered all the points he had raised, as no detailed plans had been 

received (due to the application being outline), members did not feel that they were able 

to comment until such time as detailed plans had been submitted.     

  

(f) Minute No. 154: HDC’s Consultation on Local Validation Requirements for 

Planning Applications.  Members’ comments had been sent to Manny Singh on 14th 

May and confirmation had been received that they would be included as part of the 

consultation.   

  

(g) Minute No. 158(b): Burns Cottage, Manleys Hill.  Mrs. Worthington-Leese reported 

that as no response had been received, she had e-mailed Chris Stark at County on 17th 

June, stating that the access was now being used daily and requesting exactly how long 

it would take before a “legal" opinion would be received.  As no response had been 

received, the Deputy Clerk was asked to escalate this matter to County Councillor Paul 

Marshall. 

 

(h) Minute No. 160: The Glebe Development – Rainwater Issues.  A few further 

complaints had been received regarding the rainwater issues; these, along with 

photographs, had been forwarded to Rowena Maslen at HDC.   On 19th June the Office 

had been informed that Rowena had taken a year off and the matter was now being 

looked into by Liz Dalyrymple.  Mr. Jerman reported that the sump was blocked. 

 

7.  To Review and Consider the quotations for suggested tree works at The Glade.  Mrs 

Worthington-Leese informed members that Sussex Tree Surgery had revised their quotation to 

£2,730, due to altering their methods of work; this was a reduction of £210.  Quotations were 

yet to be received from Head for Heights Tree Survey and Andrew Gale – these were expected 

within the next few days.  After a short discussion, it was UNANIMOUSLY AGREED to 

await the receipt of all quotations, before making a decision about whose to accept.  In future, 

the Deputy Clerk was asked to put a date for receipt in her request for quotations. 

  

8. To Review and Consider the quotations for removal of the dead Ash Tree at Storrington 

Recreation Ground, along with other issues noted by Andrew Gale.  Three quotations had 

been received for the removal of this tree as per below.   
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Head4heights had come in at £175 (stating that it was hard to tell why the ash had failed, as 

the only visible fungus was growing on the deadwood which was normal).  They believed that 

the trunk would be fine to cut up and use as a habitat stack around the pond.  This price 

included either the total removal of the wood or placing it in a suitable area around the 

Memorial Pond. 

 

Sussex Tree Surgery had stated that they would be happy to remove the tree at no cost, should 

their quotation for works to The Glade be successful.  They would undertake this work on the 

same day. 

 

Andrew Gale’s quotation had come in at £195 (inc. VAT) plus an extra £60 should members 

wish the stump to be ground out.  Andrew stated that the use of the wood around the pond, 

would be at our own risk.  

Members discussed the quotations above and it was UNANIMOUSLY AGREED: to await 

the quotations for the works listed under Minute No. 7. above, before making any decision. 

 

Whilst Andrew Gale was on site he spotted a heavily declining Rowan adjacent to the footpath 

to the Leisure Centre and had quoted the sum of £140 (inc. VAT) to sectional fell (leaving a 

low stump).  If the stump was to be ground out, a further £60 should be added to the cost.    

Along the fence line with Spierbridge Road, he had noted an oak tree with a torn limb on the 

east side, Andrew had quoted £140 (inc. VAT) to remove the limb and clear all rubbish from 

site. Members discussed these matters and it was UNANIMOUSLY AGREED: that as the 

declining Rowan was quite a small tree, the Premises Manager should be asked to remove it.  

As for the oak tree with a torn limb, Mr. Jerman believed this had already been dealt with, but 

would undertake a site visit to check. 

 

The Deputy Clerk was also asked to check the Parish Council’s Financial Regulations to 

ascertain the exact amount which can be authorised, without having to request three quotations. 

 

9. Various Tree Matters including information on Ash Dieback.  Mrs. Worthington-Leese 

reminded members about the 5 day notice of intent to remove 2 ash trees at Nyali, Hurston 

Lane - due to one being dead and the other having evidence of Chalara ash dieback, as 

approved by Will Jones (HDC’s Arboricultural Officer).      

 

 Trees around Sullington Recreation Ground.  Mr. Jerman and the Deputy Clerk had 

undertaken a site visit and had noted at least 4 dead trees that needed removing.  There was 

also some work to be undertaken to various overhanging branches and deadwood.  After 

discussion, it was UNANIMOUSLY AGREED: that quotations should be sought as soon as 

possible for the felling of these trees.  It was hoped that the Premises Manager would be able to 

undertake the minor works. 

 

 The Glade.  Mr. Jerman informed members that during a meeting with Mick and Sue Denness 

of the Storrington Conservation Society, they had informed him that they believed that some 

trees within The Glade were staring to show signs of Ash Dieback.  Members requested that 

this be monitored.  Information on Ash Dieback was available electronically or in hard form 

via the Parish Office. 

 

 Place Villerest.  Mr. Head had brought it to the attention of the Deputy Clerk that he believed 

the oak tree on Place Villerest required some works to it, mainly because there was a lot of 

greenery etc. at head height, which caused issues with passers-by.  This matter was discussed 

and it was UNANIMOUSLY AGREED:  that as the tree was owned by HDC, they should be 

informed, requesting that some routine maintenance be undertaken. 
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10.  Planning Applications awaiting Comment – Appendix I. 

 

(a) DC/19/1010: 41, Pulborough Road. This application was for the erection of a part 

single and part two storey rear extension.  These plans were projected for all to see.  

Whilst Members noted one objection from a neighbour, they considered the proposals 

and after a short discussion it was UNANIMOUSLY AGREED:  
 

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

matched existing. 
 

(b) DC/19/1069: Fryern Park, Fryern Park Farm, Fryern Road.  Plans for the erection 

of a sand school 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, providing strict controls 

regarding lighting were imposed, both to the sand school and the access and 

that Conditions be added stating that there should be no lit night-time use and  

no commercial use. 

 

(c) DC/19/1156: 5, Garden Close.  This application was to fell a number of trees and 

surgery to 1 x Monterey Cypress.  Mr. Jerman informed members that he had 

undertaken a site visit and whilst the trees were completely out of control, some were 

very much part of the street scene and amenities, so would have a huge impact on the 

area.  He had no objection to the felling of the huge leylandii, but as this application 

was to fell a number of trees, he objected to the proposal.  Discussions ensued and 

whilst members agreed that the trees did need some maintenance, they could not agree 

to the felling, as such it was UNANIMOUSLY AGREED:  
 

That a comment of OBJECTION be sent to HDC, stating that whilst members 

had no objection to the felling of the leylandii and surgery to the other trees they 

objected to the felling, as the trees were part of the street scene and their 

removal would leave a huge hole along the Fryern Road road line. 

 

(d) DC/19/1166: Tesla Engineering, Water Lane.  Plans for the erection of an extension 

to an existing machine room building were projected.  Mrs. Worthington-Leese read out 

Members’ comments.  Mr. Jerman objected to the loss of 12 parking spaces and the fact 

that the proposal was next to a watercourse.  Details supplied did not state where the 

parking spaces would be relocated to.  Mrs. Worthington-Leese said she had no 

objections to the proposal, subject to notification of exactly where the parking bays 

were to be relocated; she mentioned that parking along Water Lane was already 

dreadful and further parking there should not be encouraged.  With this in mind and 

after a short discussion it was UNANIMOUSLY AGREED:  
 

That a comment of NO OBJECTION be sent to HDC, providing information is 

provided as to where the parking bays would be relocated to and that HDC look 

into the close proximity of this extension to the watercourse. 

 

(e) DC/19/1192: Merriewood, 2, Byne Close.  This application was for the erection of a 

detached double garage.  Members viewed the plans and after a short discussion it was 

UNANIMOUSLY AGREED:  
 

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

placed on the garage tying it to the main property, stating that it should remain 

ancillary to the main property. 
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(f) DC/19/1199: Fryern Court, Fryern Park.  This application was for surgery to 1 x oak 

and 1 x copper beech.  Mrs. Worthington-Leese read out Members’ comments and after 

a short discussion, it was UNANIMOUSLY AGREED. 

 

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

undertaken by a Qualified Tree Surgeon. 

 

(g) DC/19/1203: 3, Klada Court, Field End.  This application was for surgery to 1 x oak.  

After viewing the details, it was UNANIMOUSLY AGREED: 

 

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

undertaken by a Qualified Tree Surgeon. 

 

(h) DC/19/1235: 19, Warren Croft.  This application was for surgery to 1 x oak.  Mrs. 

Worthington-Leese felt that the reasons given for surgery were not sufficient and as 

such, she objected to the proposal.  Mr. Jerman concurred.  Mr. Head had no objection 

to essential maintenance, however cutting back to a boundary did not meet that 

requirement.  Mr. Lewis had no objections to the proposal.  Members discussed the fact 

that maintenance was required to the tree as a whole (not just one side, as this would 

leave it looking unbalanced) and thought agreement should be sought from the owner of 

the tree, prior to any works being undertaken.  After discussion it was 

UNANIMOUSLY AGREED: 

 

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

abovementioned reasons. 

 

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

12. Planning Applications, Comment Summary – since the meeting of 20th June – Appendix 

III.  These were duly NOTED.   

 

13. Chairman’s Announcements.  There were no Chairman’s Announcements. 

 

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

 

 

There being no further business the meeting closed at 7.20 pm 

 

 

 


