Planning Committee (South)
16 JULY 2019
Present:

Councillors: Brian Donnelly (Chairman), Tim Lloyd (Vice-Chairman),
John Blackall, Chris Brown, Karen Burgess, Jonathan Chowen,
Philip Circus, Paul Clarke, Michael Croker, Nigel Jupp, Paul Marshall,
Bob Platt, Josh Potts, Kate Rowbottom, Jack Saheid, Jim Sanson,
Diana van der Klugt and Claire Vickers

Apologies:

Councillors: Ray Dawe, Lynn Lambert, Mike Morgan and Roger Noel

PCS/15 MINUTES
The minutes of the meeting of the Committee held on 18 June were approved
as a correct record and signed by the Chairman.
PCS/16 DECLARATIONS OF MEMBERS' INTERESTS
DC/19/0327 – Councillor Nigel Jupp declared a conflict of interest in this
application because he was a friend of the applicant. He withdrew from the
meeting and took no part in the determination of this item.
PCS/17 ANNOUNCEMENTS
There were no announcements.
PCS/18 APPEALS
The list of appeals lodged, appeals in progress and appeal decisions, as
circulated, was noted.
PCS/19 DC/19/0209 - MARE MEADOW, WEST MARE LANE, PULBOROUGH
The Head of Development reported that this application sought permission for
the change of use of an outbuilding from ancillary accommodation to a selfcontained residential dwelling, with a parking space and amenity area.
Permission DC/17/2108 had limited occupation of the outbuilding to ancillary
purposes only. There would be no external alterations to the building.
The application site was located outside the built-up area on the junction of
Mare Lane and Batts Lane and was set in large grounds. The proposed
dwelling would have its own vehicle access point.
The Parish Council objected to the application. There had been four
representations objecting to the application. Since publication of the report, a
further objection had been received stating that the Highway Authority had not
visited the site before making their consultation response. The Committee were
1

Planning Committee (South)
16 July 2019

advised that the Highway Authority had since visited the site and confirmed that
they stood by their consultation response. The applicant’s agent addressed the
Committee in support of the proposal. A representative of the Parish Council
spoke in objection to the application.
Members considered the officer’s planning assessment which indicated that the
key issues for consideration in determining the proposal were: the principle of
the development; its impact on the visual amenities of the countryside; the
amenities of occupiers of adjoining properties; and parking and traffic
conditions.
Members discussed how much impact the change of use from ancillary may
have on traffic safety at the junction of Batts Lane and Mare Hill Road, and how
much weight could be given to a previous appeal decision made in 1995 that
considered this access to be of poor quality. Members concluded that a site
visit to the junction and further discussion with the Highway Authority should be
sought before the Committee determined the application.
RESOLVED
That planning application DC/19/0209 be deferred to allow for:
(i) A site visit with Planning Committee South members; and
(ii) A site visit with the Chairman, Cabinet Member for Planning &
Development, Local Members and WSCC Highways Authority
officer;
to consider the safety of the junction of Batts Lane with Mare Hill
Road.
PCS/20 DC/19/0327 - GREY OAK, TUDOR CLOSE, PULBOROUGH
The Head of Development reported that this application sought permission for
the erection of a 3-bedroom detached chalet bungalow. Part of the detached
garage belonging to Grey Oak would be demolished to provide access from
Tudor Close for the new dwelling. A large parking and turning area in front of
the dwelling was proposed.
The application site was located outside the built-up area between Pulborough
and West Chiltington Common. It was part of the back garden of Grey Oak, a
detached dwelling, on the southern side of Tudor Close, which was part of the
small settlement of Mare Hill.
The Parish Council objected to the application. There had been 27
representations objecting to the application, and 12 supporting the proposal.
Two members of the public spoke in objection to the proposal. A representative
of the Parish Council also spoke in objection to it.
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Members considered the officer’s planning assessment which indicated that the
key issues for consideration in determining the proposal were: the principle of
the development; the character and appearance of the proposal; the amenities
of occupiers of adjoining properties; and highways impacts.
Members concluded that the proposal was unacceptable in principle and would
compromise the semi-rural character of the area.
RESOLVED
That planning application DC/19/0327 be refused for the following
reasons:
01 The development would be located outside of a built-up area
boundary, on a site not allocated for development within the
Horsham District Planning Framework or in an adopted
Neighbourhood Development Plan. The proposed development
would not be essential to the countryside location and is
therefore be inconsistent with the overarching strategy for
development within the District, and is therefore contrary to
policies 1, 2, 3, 4 and 26 of the Horsham District Planning
Framework (2015).
02 The proposed backland development on previously undeveloped
garden land would compromise the layout and semi-rural
character of the application site and surrounding area, distorting
the existing arrangement of properties on the southern side of
Tudor Close. The resulting impact would not be sympathetic or
appropriate to the existing character and appearance of the
locality, resulting in harm to the established semi-rural character
of the area. The proposed development is therefore contrary to
policies 25, 32 and 33 of the Horsham District Planning
Framework (2015).
PCS/21 DC/19/0417 - LITTLE STOKE, SANDGATE LANE, STORRINGTON
The Head of Development reported that this application sought retrospective
permission for the erection of a two-storey side extension with roof extensions,
the installation of two front dormer windows, one front rooflight and five rear
rooflights.
The alterations had been carried out largely in line with planning permission
DC/18/0152 but there were a number of aspects that differed from the approved
plans, including changes to fenestration. These changes included five clear
glazed openable rooflights set higher in the rear roof than the approved four
rooflights (conditioned to be obscure glazed and fixed shut).
The application site was located within the built-up area of Storrington in an
area with generous sized gardens and woodland.
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The Parish Council objected to the application. There had been seven
representations objecting to the application. One member of the public spoke in
objection to the application. The applicant’s agent addressed the Committee in
support of the proposal.
Members considered the officer’s planning assessment which indicated that the
key issues for consideration in determining the proposal were: the principle of
the development; character, design and appearance; and the amenity of
adjacent properties.
Members discussed concerns regarding overlooking from the rooflights and
concluded that they were of a sufficient height and distance to ensure there was
no harmful impact on neighbouring amenity.
RESOLVED
That planning application DC/19/0417 be granted subject to the
Approved Plans List condition.

The meeting closed at 3.52 pm having commenced at 2.30 pm

CHAIRMAN
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