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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 13th February 2020, 

commencing at 7.00 p.m. 

 

 

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

Mr. P. Oakham. 

 

Also Present: Mrs. L Wheatley. 

 

Attendees: 2 Members of the Public. 

 

111.  Apologies for Absence.  Apologies for absence had been received from Messrs. J. Davis and 

Mr. R. Jerman (work commitments and prior engagement respectively).  The reasons for 

absence were duly approved. 

 

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

 

113. To Approve and Sign the Minutes of the Meeting held on the 9th January 2020.  These 

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

duly signed by the Chairman. 

 

 Deputy Clerk’s Update.  

 

114. (a)  Minute No. 102 (a): Tree Condition Surveys.  Quotations had been received and 

distributed to Members in advance of the meeting.  These would be discussed as per 

Agenda Item No. 5.  

  

 (b) Minute No. 102 (b):  To Review and make recommendations on the Home Office 

Consultation on Strengthening Police Powers to tackle Unauthorised 

Encampments to pass to Full Council.  These recommendations were approved by 

Full Council on 22nd January and subsequently submitted to the Home Office on 23rd 

January. 

 

 (c)  Sandgate Quarry Lorry Movements.  Councillor Hurley had forwarded information 

regarding the clauses under the S106 Agreements that permit WSCC to change the 

HGV routes without consultation and that as part of the S106 Agreement for the 

approval of the revised restoration plan for the Cemex pit, Cemex should be issuing 

letters to local residents; he himself had not received one.  He had also reported a 

couple of instances where lorries were ignoring the prescribed route.  It was suggested 

that the Deputy Clerk made enquiries with WSCC a) to check that HGV routes could 

NOT be changed without prior consultation and b) to report the recent misdemeanours.  

The Clerk would be putting this matter on the next Full Council Meeting’s Agenda for 

discussion under Air Quality.   

 

 (d) Minute No. 102 (e): DC/19/1113, Norbertine Order, Furzedown Field, Kithurst 

Lane.  The Deputy Clerk had written to the Case Office as instructed and after lots of 

toing and froing, the following response had been received from the Applications Team 

Leader on 31st January:  

 

Thank you for your emails on this case, I’ve now been able to review and hope the 

following is of assistance:- 
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• The inclusion of this application on the list of determined cases was an isolated 

error which resulted from fields being erroneously completed in our database which 

then impacted on the weekly list.  I do not anticipate this to be an issue which is likely 

to recur but we will be reviewing whether improvements can be made to the use of data 

within the database. 
 

• A decision was not made on the prior notification application, primarily as we do 

not believe that the proposed works would benefit from the permitted development 

rights being claimed.  If the appeal is progressed we will be submitting a statement to 

the Inspectorate setting out why we believe this to be the case, and this would be 

uploaded to the website as a public document. 

 

• At the time of writing we have not had any correspondence from the Planning 

Inspectorate to confirm that the appeal is valid.  If this is confirmed and once a 

timescale is known we will formally notify the Parish and you will have an opportunity 

to make your representations to the Inspectorate.  I will ask the case officer to keep you 

updated as and when any further correspondence is received. 

 

• The applicant has been advised that the works are considered to require planning 

permission (and that in any case the prior notification application would not give 

confirmation that the development can go ahead).  We would not generally consider 

formal enforcement action while there is the distinct possibility of an appeal being 

pursued on the site.  I will though ask the case officer to revisit the site so that any 

recent changes can be evidenced and will discuss with colleagues in the Compliance 

Team, who already have an awareness of the site. 

 

In terms of the application itself the case officer, and myself, have significant doubts as 

to whether the proposal can be carried out under permitted development, and even if 

prior approval were granted it would not confirm that the works could take place.  The 

agricultural and forestry prior approval process is though quite convoluted so if you 

would like to discuss this point further please let me know and I would be happy to give 

you a call in the New Year.” 

 

The above comments had been forwarded to Members upon receipt.  

 

(d) Minute No. 109 (b): WSCC/001/20: Washington Sand Pit, Hampers Lane.  

Members’ comments had been collated, distributed for comment/approval and 

subsequently sent to WSCC on 4th February.  

 

115. To Consider Quotations received for recommended Priority Tree Works as listed 

in recent Tree Condition Surveys.  Members had been sent quotations for the 

recommended tree works at Storrington Memorial Pond and Storrington Recreation 

Ground.  These works came in at a total cost of £5,182.  Experience had shown that 

Arborists and other Tree Surgeons were reluctant to provide quotations for works 

recommended by other contractors and as such Members had agreed to request just the 

one quotation.  Mr. Jerman had said (prior to the meeting) that he agreed that the 

proposed works were necessary and should be undertaken; however raised his concerns 

about the removal of the large Corsican Pine at the Memorial Pond. Having expressed 

his concerns to Sussex Tree Surgery, they had responded saying: “regardless of how 

magnificent or attractive this tree is, this particular fungus has a much greater impact 

on pine trees.  It doesn’t cause timber to become brittle; it decays the inner structural 

timber and later causes death to the victim tree or failure at the affected area.”  
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Mrs. Worthington-Leese instructed the Deputy Clerk to speak with HDC’s 

Arboriculturalist about this particular pine and the Phaelus Fungus.  Members had been  

sent a breakdown of the works and costings and noted that the works would take the 

Committee over budget.  Having said that, as these works were deemed necessary on 

health and safety grounds (and subject to HDC’s Aboriculturalist’s confirmation 

regarding the Corsican Pine) it was UNANIMOUSLY AGREED to accept the 

quotation of £5,182, and the Deputy Clerk was asked to instruct Sussex Tree Surgery to 

undertake the works before the end of this financial year.   

 

As this would take the Committee over budget by £1,132, it was NOTED that this 

matter should be reported to Full Council at their meeting scheduled for 26th February, 

detailing the reason for this overspend. 

  

116. Tree Budget.  Due to the abovementioned works being essential on Health & Safety 

Grounds and approved as above, Mrs. Worthington-Leese asked it to be minuted that 

the Committee was likely to overspend by the sum of £1,132 within their 2019/2020 

budget, providing the works could be undertaken by the end of the current financial 

year. 

  
117. To Review and Agree Comments on WSCC Joint Local Minerals Plan.  As per 

minute no 109. the Deputy Clerk had collated and circulated all comments received.  

The proposed comments were nearly four pages long and each comment was reviewed 

individually.  After lengthy discussions, it was UNANIMOUSLY AGREED: that after 

the agreed amendments had been made, a comment of STRONG OBJECTION 

regarding sites SSR39 and SSR40 (Chantry Lane Extension) should be sent to WSCC 

along with the many reasons for this objection, before the closing date 2nd March. 

 

118. HDC Local Plan 2019 – 2036.  Mrs. Worthington-Leese reported that she and the 

Clerk attended a Workshop run by HDC on 12th February.  As previously announced 

the Consultation would commence on Monday 17th February and run through to the end 

of March.  HDC discussed all the sites that have been put forward for all the 

surrounding areas.  It was proposed that Storrington & Sullington would need to find a 

further 100 houses, in addition to those already agreed in our made Neighbourhood 

Plan.  The sites they have suggested are: Fryern Road (60 houses), Melton Drive (60 

houses) and the fields at Northlands (60 houses).  Two of these proposed sites had 

previously been refused by HDC, Melton Drive at Appeal and all three were listed in 

the Neighbourhood Plan as part of the protective gap between villages.  Mrs. 

Worthington-Leese felt that if permission were granted for 60 houses on these sites, the 

developer would probably submit a proposal for more.  As such she emphasised the 

need to encourage residents and members of the public to object to all three proposed 

sites for many reasons including: not in the Neighbourhood Plan, negative effect on the 

landscape and rural character of the area, unsustainable locations, effect on listed 

buildings, increased traffic, effect on air quality and infrastructure etc.  Members 

requested that Mrs. Worthington-Leese compile a list of reasons as to why these three 

sites should be objected to, this was AGREED.  Members felt that the suggested 100 

extra houses could possibly be incorporated into other proposed developments and as 

such the PC should put forward its own sites, requesting that HDC remove the 

abovementioned three green field sites.  Members AGREED that it was all very well 

saying that Storrington & Sullington should accommodate a further 100 houses, but  
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HDC need to take into account the cumulative effect of neighbouring villages, who use 

Storrington as a hub. 

This Consultation would headline our February Newsletter and encourage residents to object to 

the three proposed sites.  The best way for all to respond to this consultation would be via 

HDC’s website – details will be made available on Monday 17th February. 

 

119.  Planning Applications awaiting Comment – Appendix I. 

 

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

 

121. Planning Applications, Comment Summary – since the meeting of 9th January – 

Appendix III.  These were duly NOTED.   

 

122. Appeals Lodged. 

 

(a) DC/19/1113: Furzedown Field, Kithurst Lane.  Mrs. Worthington-Leese informed 

Members that the applicant had lodged an Appeal against HDC’s failure to determine the 

application (prior notification for resurfacing of an existing track) within the statutory 

eight week period and that any additional comments needed to be with the Planning 

Inspectorate by 12th March. 

 

(b) DC/19/1638: Land South of Kithurst Lane.  Mrs. Worthington-Leese informed 

Members that the applicant had lodged an Appeal against HDC’s refusal of Planning 

Consent (for the Variation of Condition 1 of previously approved DC/18/1695) and that 

any additional comments needed to be with the Planning Inspectorate by 12th March. 

 

123. Chairman’s Announcements.   

 

(a) DC/19/2184 – Northlands Barn, Retrospective Application for the Creation of a new 

Vehicle Access.  Mrs. Worthington-Leese explained that after lengthy e-mail exchanges 

with HDC, the Case Officer was minded to approve the application under delegated 

powers.  Members expressed their vexation, as they strongly objected to the new access. 

 

(b) DC/19/1113 Norbertine Order, Furzedown Field.  Mrs. Worthington-Leese reported 

that this matter had been covered under Deputy Clerk’s Announcements, that said an 

Appeal had been lodged as per Minute No. 122(a) above.   

 

(c) The Glebe, Time Capsule.  Mrs. Worthington-Leese thanked Members for their 

responses to a request from Millwood Designs, to assist Storrington Primary School in 

burying a time capsule on the Glebe Field.  This request had been unanimously approved 

and the Deputy Clerk had requested further information about the event and what they 

planned to put into the capsule.  The proposed date would be 2nd April and further 

information would be sent in due course, in the hope that some Members could attend to 

take photographs. 
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(d) SDNPA Sustainable Construction Supplementary Planning Document (SPD) 

Consultation.   Members had been sent a link to these documents on 11th February.  As 

this consultation had not arrived in time to go on the Agenda, Mrs. Worthington-Leese 

requested that Members viewed the document and made comments accordingly.  Mr. 

Head took away a hard copy of the consultation for comment.  The Deputy Clerk would 

collate all comments, in order that they could be discussed/approved at our Meeting in 

March. 

 

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

 

 

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

 


