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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 12th September 2019, 

commencing at 7.00 p.m. 

 

 

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

M. Lewis and Mr. R Jerman. 

 

Attendees: 1 Member of the Public. 

 

42.  Apologies for Absence.  There were no apologies for absence. 

 

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

 

44. To Approve and Sign the Minutes of the Meeting held on the 8th August 2019.  Minute No. 

31.(c), second sentence, the word “Treeworks” should read “Tree Surgery” and it was also 

noted that Mr. J Davies’ apologies for absence had been omitted. from the August minutes. 

With these amendments made, these minutes were duly APPROVED as being a correct record 

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

 

 Matters Arising.  

 

45. (a)  Minute No. 18(a): Tree Condition Survey, Ravenscroft.  County Cllr. Marshall had 

chased Chris Stark for an update and a response was received on 27th August.  This 

stated that County’s Tree Lady was likely to be Julie Bolton and that he had copied 

both her and Ann Campbell (County’s Estates Surveyor in Resource Services) into an 

e-mail requesting that someone contact the Parish Office with an update.  Again, 

despite chasing, no response had been received.  The Deputy Clerk informed members 

that she would escalate the matter to Elaine Sanders (County’s Head of Assets) and 

they requested she copied in County Cllr. Marshall.    

 

 (b) Trees around Sullington Recreation Ground – Update.  It was reported that Sussex  

Tree Surgery had undertaken the works (as mentioned under minute number 37.) on 5th 

and 6th September. 

 

46.  To Consider Quotations received for Tree Condition Surveys at Storrington Recreation 

Grounds and Storrington Memorial Pond.  The following quotations had been received: 

 

  Andrew Gale    Storrington Recreation Ground   £250 + VAT 

      Memorial Pond    £375 + VAT 

 

  Sussex Tree Surgery Tree Condition Reports for both sites   £300 

 

 The Arboricultural Consultancy Ltd.  Tree Condition Reports for both sites   £597 +£1 per tag 

  

 Members were advised that the Clerk had sent all three companies the same 

specification/requirements for the tree surveys.  The quotations were viewed and discussed.  

Mrs. Worthington-Leese proposed that the quotation supplied by Sussex Tree Surgery be 

accepted, citing the fact they had undertaken works on behalf of the Parish Council previously 

and lots of positive feedback had been received from Councillors and the community regarding 

the quality of work, consideration and politeness of the arborists.  This was UNANIMOUSLY 

AGREED and the Deputy Clerk was asked to request that the works be scheduled for as soon 

as possible. 
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47.  Planning Applications awaiting Comment – Appendix I. 

 

(a) DC/19/1069: Fryern Park, Fryern Park Farm, Fryern Road.  An amendment had 

been received to the erection of a sand school and plans were projected.  Mrs. 

Worthington-Leese read out members’ comments.  Whilst she agreed that a sand school 

was fine, she felt that the hardstanding was unnecessary in relation to the recuperation 

of racehorses.  It was noted that the site was currently being used to park various vans, 

cars and a whole stack of barrels too.  Messrs. Head and Jerman agreed and asked if the 

sand school required a base of such a design.  Mr. Lewis had no objections to the 

proposals.  Discussions ensued, most members did not see the need for the 

hardstanding, the sand school had no sand, nor was it fenced, Drawing No. MBP.0402E 

Plan 2E showed “existing gateway re-instated” which is completely untrue as up until a 

year or so ago; there was a hedge there.  After discussions it was AGREED: 

 

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

abovementioned reasons. 

 

(b) DC/19/1558: Oldfield Stables, Fryern Road.  This application was for the change of 

use as an extension to the existing gypsy caravan site, accommodating a further 3 

pitches for the stationing of 3 caravans/mobile homes, for residential occupation, 

including laying of hard standing.   Plans were projected for all to view.  Mr. Lewis had 

no objections to the proposals and expressed his opinion.  Mr. Head stated that the 

original development was to meet the essential requirement of immediate family needs, 

however no evidence had been provided to declare there was an essential need in this 

case.  Mrs. Worthington-Leese agreed that the original permission was granted on the 

grounds of the health of the applicant, the subsequent application was to accommodate 

family and that there was no justification for this application.  As previously mentioned 

this site was listed as a protected gap between Storrington & West Chiltington in our 

adopted Neighbourhood Plan, was a greenfield site in the countryside and therefore 

contrary to Policy 26 of the HDPF.  Members felt that HDC were not helping the 

situation, due to their failure to produce a 5 year gypsy supply plan.  The Deputy Clerk 

was asked to contact HDC enquiring on the progress of the Gypsy and Traveller Policy.  

It was also mentioned that 2m high fences are contrary to the Parish Council’s Design 

Statement.  Messrs. Dent, Evea, Head and Jerman concurred.  Mrs. Worthington-Leese 

asked for a show of hands and with 5 voting against the proposals and one no objection, 

the motion was carried and therefore AGREED: 

 

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

abovementioned reasons. 

 

(c) DC/19/1638: Norbertine Order, Land south of Kithurst Lane.  This was for the 

variation of Condition 1 of previously approved DC/18/1695 and related to floor and 

elevation plans.  These plans were projected for all to see and Mrs. Worthington-Leese 

read out members’ comments.  Mr. Head objected as he did not follow the purpose of 

the building or the proposed alterations.  Messrs. Dent, Evea, Jerman and Lewis 

concurred, with Mr. Jerman adding that the proposal should have been submitted as a 

new full retrospective application and not as a change of Condition (as mentioned by 

the Planning Officer and listed under August 2019 Minute No. 36(a) EN/19/0317).  

Mrs. Worthington-Leese also strongly objected and stated that all our previous 

objections remained.  The “storage barn” had the makings of a house and the site was 

rejected in the Neighbourhood Plan because of the following: 
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1) The negative effects on landscape and transport.  Development on the southern 

parcel of land would have a negative effect on the National Park and the rural 

character of the area.  The potential new access points could also have a negative 

impact.  Overall the proposed site would have a negative effect on the 

sustainability objectives in the SA framework. 

2) Depending on the height of the buildings, these could have a negative effect on 

the landscape in terms of urbanising the Lane. 

3) One of the proposed new access points could require the loss of a significant part 

of the existing hedgerow, changing the character of the Lane. 

4) The proposed development has the potential to impact on the Listed Building as 

the eastern boundary of the site is open.  

 

Discussions ensued and it was UNANIMOUSLY AGREED: 

 

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

abovementioned comments and reiterating our previous objections. 

 

d) DC/19/1740: Hareswith Cottage, West Chiltington Road.  The revised plans for the 

replacement existing dwelling were projected for all to see.  After a short discussion, it 

was UNANIMOUSLY AGREED: 

 

That a comment of NO OBJECTION be sent to HDC.   
  

e) DC/19/1743: 22, Manor Close.  This application was for the permission to fell 1 x 

sycamore tree.  Members viewed the plans.  Mr. Jerman reported that he had 

undertaken a site visit and strongly objected to the proposals.  Whilst item 6.1 on the 

application form was designated “yes”, no Arboricultural advice or other information of 

any diagnostic nature from an appropriate expert had been given.  Whilst the tree would 

benefit from a crown reduction, he could not agree to the felling.  It was a fine tree with 

no sign of any of the reported fungus.  Members concurred with Mr Jerman’s views and 

after a short discussion, it was UNANIMOUSLY AGREED: 

 

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

recommending crown reduction only (to be undertaken by a qualified tree 

surgeon). 

 

f) DC/19/1767: 10, Palmer Close.  This application was for the felling of 1 x silver birch 

and surgery to 1 oak.  Members viewed the proposals 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) DC/19/1793: 2, Woodside Close.  This application was for surgery to 1 x beech at a 

neighbouring property.  Members viewed the proposals but however felt that the 

reasons given for the surgery were not sound.  Mr. Jerman reported that he had 

undertaken a site visit and felt that the tree would benefit from surgery, but only that 

essential to maintenance.  Whilst Members did not agree with the reasons for surgery, it 

was UNANIMOUSLY AGREED: 

 

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

undertaken by a qualified tree surgeon. 



 

 

 

- 14 - 

STORRINGTON & SULLINGTON PARISH COUNCIL 
Planning and Development Committee 

12th September 2019 

 

h) DC/19/1809: 13-15, West Street.  This application was for advertisement consent for 

the installation of 3 non-illuminated fascia signs to the front and side elevations.  

Members viewed the plans and after a short discussion, it was UNANIMOUSLY 

AGREED: 

 

   That a comment of NO OBJECTION be sent to HDC. 
 

 

i) DC/19/1819: Holly Bank, Fryern Road.  This application was for the erection of 4 

detached two storey dwellings with associated parking, landscaping and access.  

Members had viewed the application prior to the meeting, with some also visiting the 

site.  Mrs. Worthington-Leese read out members’ strong objections to the proposals.  

One document stated 4 x 4 bed houses, another stated 4 x 3 bed houses – and Members 

questioned why the application was validated by HDC with this inconsistency.  Mr. 

Lewis mentioned that the site was enclosed and obscured and he couldn’t see the 

proposed development affecting neighbouring properties, as such he did not object to 

the proposals. Others disagreed, stating that the additional traffic alone would 

significantly affect the residents of Windmill Copse, the proposals would greatly 

increase the density of the area, was out of character with the relatively spacious setting 

of neighbouring housing and was considered over-development of the site (garden-

grabbing).  Concerns were also expressed about the loss of too many mature trees and 

the effect this would have on climate change.  Mrs. Worthington-Leese read out two 

previous HDC decision notices (DC/15/0077 and DC/16/0239) refusing the proposals 

for smaller developments at 50 Windmill Copse, which stated that the proposal by 

reason of its scale and siting would result in over-development of the site and represent 

an unsympathetic intrusion in the locality to the detriment of the character of the 

surrounding area AND that the proposed development by reason of its siting and design 

would not respect the character of the surrounding area and would not relate 

sympathetically to its built surrounding, thereby not complying with Policies 32 and 33 

of the HDPF 2015, respectively.  With views split the decision went to vote.  With 5 

members strongly objecting to the proposal and 1 no objection, the motion was carried 

and AGREED: 

 

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

reasons above. 

 

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

 

49. Planning Applications, Comment Summary – since the meeting of 8th August – Appendix 

III.  These were duly NOTED.   

 

50. Appeal Lodged. 

  

(a) DC/19/0710: The Walled Garden, St Joseph’s Abbey.  This Appeal had been lodged 

against HDC’s decision to refuse permission for the erection of a two-storey detached 

dwelling with associated parking.  The Appeal would be dealt with by way of the written 

representation procedure and any representations needed to be with the Planning 

Inspectorate by 4th October. 
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51. Appeal Decision. 

 

(a) DC/18/0553: Badgerswood, Spinney Lane.  It was noted that the Appeal Inspector had 

dismissed the Appeal for the proposed construction of a detached three-bedroom 

dwelling with detached garage and new access of Spinney Lane. 

 

52. Enforcement Matters. 

 

(a) EN/19/0317: Land Parcel East of Furzedown, Kithurst Lane.  An application had 

now been submitted (as discussed earlier in the meeting) and the compliance case was 

now closed. 

 

(b) EN/19/0329: Oldfield Stables, Fryern Road.  No update had been received regarding 

HDC’s assessment as to whether a new planning application should be submitted or 

whether the roof could be reduced in size.  The Deputy Clerk had chased for an update. 

 

(c) Re: 1358018: Bartons, West Chiltington Road.  A case had been opened following 

HDC’s decision to refuse permission for the access gates on 12th February 2019.  As no 

Appeal had been lodged and the gates were still in place HDC Compliance were asked to 

look into this matter.  They confirmed on 21st August, that they were in contact with the 

owner, but they had not yet received confirmation from him that he would be changing 

the gates. It was therefore likely that enforcement action would need to be taken in order 

to resolve the matter.  The Deputy Clerk chased compliance for an update on 5th 

September, but as of today, had not received a response. 

 

(d) EN/19/0430: Cootham Lea Workshop, Pulborough Road.  It had been reported that a 

large unauthorised sign had been erected to the front of Cootham Lee Industrial Park.  

HDC Compliance were currently investigating the matter.  Mr. Lewis informed Members 

that the signage was on wheels. 

 

(e) EN/19/0434: DC/15/2788 Paula Rosa Kitchens, Robell Way.  Residents had informed 

the Parish Office of their concerns regarding the possibility of vehicles using the new 

tarmacked pathway from Sullington Copse to access the new houses.  The Deputy Clerk 

had sent these concerns, along with photographs, to HDC, requesting confirmation that 

as per Condition 16. access to and from Sullington Copse would only be by way of a 

footpath/cycle link.  HDC confirmed this to be the case, stating that the only vehicular 

access to the new estate was off Water Lane, via the new estate road Robell Way.  

Members requested that the Deputy Clerk went back to HDC saying if this was the case, 

could the Parish Council assume that some form of signage would be erected in due 

course, to prevent vehicular access and what was the likelihood of bollards or vehicle 

restrictions being put in place to prevent motorbikes etc. using the footpath? 

 

53. Chairman’s Announcements.  There were no announcements. 

 

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

 

55. Any other Business. 

 

a) Proposed Downsview Development.  A member of the public stated that whilst he had 

no objections to the proposed development, he did object to the block of flats being 

positioned to the very front of the site and asked that when the application had been 

submitted the Committee bear this is mind before making comment.  Mrs. Worthington- 
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Leese commented that prior to the exhibition, comments had been made to the developer 

proposing that the flats be moved to the rear of the site. That said, the proposals were 

very much outline and that the Committee would be able to comment on the application, 

once it had been submitted. 

 

b) Sussex Tree Surgery – Plant a tree for every one felled.  Sussex Tree Surgery in 

conjunction with Arb Neutral have pledged that for every tree felled or removed during 

the course of the year, they will replant new ones at their own cost.  This project was 

affiliated with both the Arboricultural Association and The Forestry Commission and the 

Parish Council had been asked if this was something that they would like to be involved 

in.  Members UNANIMOUSLY AGREED to this proposal and briefly discussed some 

possible areas for the trees to be planted e.g. Storrington Recreation Ground, the 

Memorial Pond and the Glebe Field.  With reference to the latter site, the Deputy Clerk 

was asked to request from HDC if and when the Glebe would be handed over to the 

Parish Council.  Once a date was known, the item would be put on the next Full Council 

agenda, in order that members could discuss and agree its future landscaping etc. 

 

 

There being no further business the meeting closed at 8.10 pm. 


