
Agenda Item No. 3 

North Horsham County Local Committee 
 

6 July 2015 – At a meeting of the Committee held at 7.00 p.m. at County Hall 
North, Horsham. 

 
Present: Mr Catchpole (Holbrook), Dr Dennis (Horsham Hurst), Mrs Jupp 
(Billingshurst), Mrs Kitchen (Warnham and Rusper), Mr Sheldon (Tanbridge and 

Broadbridge Heath) and Mr Watson OBE (Chairman and Southwater and 
Nuthurst).   

 
Apologies: Mrs Millson (Horsham Riverside) and Mr Rae (Roffey). 
 

Election of a Chairman and Vice Chairman 
 

1. Mr Brad Watson OBE was elected Chairman of North Horsham County 
Local Committee for the 2015/16 municipal year. 
 

2. Mr Peter Catchpole was elected Vice-Chairman of North Horsham County 
Local Committee for the 2015/16 municipal year. 

 
Welcome and Introductions 

 
3. The Chairman welcomed all those in attendance to the meeting and asked 
members and officers present to introduce themselves. 

 
Declarations of Interest 

 
4. None were declared. 
 

Minutes 
 

5.  Resolved – that the minutes of the North Horsham County Local 
Committee meeting held on 9 March 2015 be approved as a correct record and 
that they be signed by the Chairman.  

 
Urgent Matters 

 
6. There were no urgent matters.  
  

Progress Statement  
 

7.  Members noted the statement on matters arising from the previous 
meeting (copy appended to the signed minutes). 
 

Community Policing Update 
 

8. The Chairman invited Sergeant Chris O’Leary, from the Horsham District 
Neighbourhood Policing Team, to present a Community Policing update (copy 
appended to the signed minutes).  Sergeant O’Leary highlighted that the PCSO 

list required updating as an additional PCSO had been assigned to the area.  The 
introduction of a mobile policing tablet would take place of the next few weeks.  

A ‘police box’ would be in Swan Walk and a PCSO held a meeting there every 



  
 

few weeks on a Wednesday.  The next meeting was scheduled for 29 July 
between 2-4pm in partnership with the Citizens Advice Bureau.  Mrs Jupp, 

regarding PCSOs, enquired why Billingshurst was not included in the list.  
Sergeant O’Leary informed the meeting that this was area fell under Horsham 

South however; the list would be updated and recirculated to members.    
 
9. The Chairman invited a local resident to ask Sergeant O’Leary a question 

regarding an issue of people gathering on the corner of Denne Road and East 
Street on Friday and Saturday nights.  The fact that a shop at that location was 

licensed until 3am was having a major impact on the community.  In response, 
Sergeant O’Leary stated that there the divisional response team had an 
operation called ‘Operation Marble’ to deal with issues of this nature and there 

was a dialogue between the police and the district council. An update would be 
sought. 

 
10. The Chairman stated that he was surprised that there had been a 52% 
increase in criminal damage and if this was due to a reduction in staff or a 

general trend. Sergeant O’Leary responded that this was due to a specific group 
of young individuals who had set out to cause damage in Horsham town centre 

and expected that figures would be reduced in a few months’ time.  The 
Chairman concluded that he thought the local policing model, using the policing 

tablet, was a good move and looked forward to it doing an effective job. 
 
Talk With Us 

 
11. The Chairman invited questions from members of the public.  Questions 

were asked to which responses were given, including those set out below: 
 
 Mr Mark Whiffen, representing Warnham Parish Council, highlighted that he 

had submitted proposals to the CLC for a 40mph speed limit to be introduced 
at the earliest opportunity on the section on the A24 and Knob Hill (details 

appended to the signed minutes) It was the Parish Council’s intention to fund 
the traffic regulation order.  Mrs Kitchen, as local member, indicated her 
support for the proposal as this was a very dangerous road.  The Highway 

Manager agreed to look into the proposal and respond to Warnham Parish 
Council. 

 
 A local resident highlighted the issue of overgrown verges on the central 

reservations of the A24 and asked when it would be likely that they would be 

cut as it made the entrance to the town look scruffy.  He also asked for 
residents to have the opportunity to cut verges in their areas if they wished 

to.  The Chairman responded that he was frustrated with the cutting 
schedule, in relation to the frequency and timings.  The comments made 
would be noted. In addition, Mrs Kitchen commented that signage was 

obscured by overgrown trees and shrubs and endorsed the comments that 
had been made. 

 

 A local resident commented that signs which had been erected in Highlands 

Avenue and surrounding roads, to direct cyclists to the train station in 
Highlands Avenue and surrounding roads, were a waste of money and not 

required as locals knew how to get to the station.  In response, a 
representative from the Horsham Cycle Forum commented that these signs 



  
 

were funded by the Local Sustainable Transport Fund and stated her 
disappointment that a meeting had not yet been set up with the Project 

Manager and the Cycle Forum, which had been promised, to look at lessons 
learnt from the project. It was agreed that this would be chased up. 

 

 A resident asked if there would be a traffic impact study on the Rusper Road 
as a result of the proposed North of Horsham development.  The Chairman 

responded that this would be discussed under the next agenda item. 
 

 A representative from the Horsham Cycle Forum took the opportunity to 
highlight the Cycle Summit which was due to be held later that week on 9 

July at County Hall North.  
 

A264 Junctions to North of Horsham Development 

12.     The Committee considered an information report by the Executive 
Director of Residents Services and Director of Strategic Planning and Place which 
outlined the highway proposals associated with the development known as the 

Land North of Horsham (copy appended to the signed minutes). The Chairman 
introduced Mr Ian Gledhill, Planner at West Sussex County Council and began 

the discussion by commenting that West Sussex Highway officers remained 
neutral however, from the proposed plans, you could assume the proposals were 
pretty settled.  Member comment/questions were as follows: 

 
 Mr Catchpole commented that it was important for County Councillors to 

take a proactive role rather than wait for highway officers to comment.  A 
lot of people were concerned over the proposition and he wanted to be 
able to say that representing the community of Holbrook he had had his 

say at the right time to influence rather than when a development is 
almost at fruition. The CLC as a group should ‘belong’ in the process.  Mr 

Gledhill responded that the proposal had been in the public domain for a 
while and been through a consultation process in connection with the 
Horsham District Council local plan.  The best stage to be involved was 

when principles were emerging and he couldn’t answer why this hadn’t 
happened.   

 
 The Chairman commented that he felt councillors had been disadvantaged 

and side-lined with no access to the information until now.  He asked that 
the message be reported back and that councillors have an input and be 
in a position to influence before plans were written down.   Mr Gledhill 

commented that the County Council’s role was emerging and 
representations could be made to Horsham District Council and 

highlighted that the District Council had yet to adopt its local plan.   The 
Chairman stated that he appreciated the decision would be for Horsham 
District Council to make however the County Council should have an input 

on the impact to the highway.   
 

 Mrs Kitchen commented that she was opposed to the application because 
of the impact to the road which was already full to capacity and that any 
tweaks to the road would not allow it to cope.  There were not enough 

areas for cyclist and she was horrified that County Councillors had only 
just seen the plans. 



  
 

 
 Dr Dennis commented that the situation was unsatisfactory and that plans 

were not sustainable in that location.  More for pedestrians and cyclists 
needed to be provided and he questioned the proposed 70mph speed limit 

on the road stating that 50mph would be more appropriate.  Dr Dennis 
also asked how rat running would be stopped into Horsham via Rusper 
Road. 

 
 Mr Catchpole commented that one good thing about the proposals was 

that Langhurstwood Road would become more of a cul-de-sac but a 
70mph limit on the A264 was nonsense. Mr Catchpole also highlighted 
that it was currently dangerous to cross the A264 and could not 

understand how the 2,500 houses would be integrated with the Holbrook 
community. There was a need to take into consideration the route that 

HGVs would use as Langhurstwood Road was no longer available.  Coming 
out of Holbrook between 7.30am and 8.30am currently took up to half an 
hour and with additional traffic lights and additional residents from the 

development would affect this.  Mr Catchpole wanted the plans to be as 
good as they could be.  Mr Gledhill responded that the junction 

improvements included sizable roundabouts to cope with capacity. The 
Chairman responded that he believed the plans would find it difficult to 

deal with the capacity issue.   
 

 Mrs Jupp highlighted that the capacity issues with a problem throughout 

the South towards London and asked if transport studies had taken into 
account the speed of cars and knock on effects on the A24.  With traffic 

light schemes that congestion should not be as bad however she asked for 
a transport study on the A264 and any potential consequences.  Mr 
Gledhill responded that there was an overarching transport study with the 

Horsham Local Plan and so that improvement schemes can be planned 
when Community Infrastructure Levy (CIL) money came forward.  It was 

asked if CIL monies could be used for the development, however it could 
not be as this was a developer led scheme.   

 

 Mr Sheldon asked that the developer be asked to pay for necessary 
improvements and that the County Council needs to be proactive with 

what is needed.   
 
13.     The Chairman invited comments/questions from residents in attendance, 

which are summarised as follows: 
 

 A resident commented that the discussion had not been reassuring and 
asked how much influence the County Council had on the planning 
process.  The Chairman responded that the County Council had been 

taken out of the planning and although had input regarding the highway 
impact had not part of the district planning process.  As part of planning 

law the developer is able to provide mitigation.  
 

 A representative from North Horsham Parish Council stated that he 

remained hostile towards the development as it was intruding on a 
strategic gap.  He felt that the road network was inadequate already and 



  
 

concerned that Langhurstwood Road would be cut off and HGVs would be 
taken through private houses. 

 
 A Horsham District Council Councillor stated he was opposed to the 

development and concerned with the road and that the proposal was 
developer led with no CIL money.  400 HGVs a day could be pushed 
through the main development road.  The Councillor urged the CLC to 

challenge and influence so that it was what people wanted rather than the 
developer. 

 
 A representative from the Horsham Cycle Forum stated her concern of 

how little engagement there had been and concerned with the developers 

‘hands off’ attitude.  It was vitally important for the District Council to be 
provided with robust guidance and technical advice which was as practical 

as possible. The transport assessments that had been done did not 
address sustainable transports and highlighted the high accident rates for 
cyclists at present and that the proposals for pedestrian crossings were 

completely unsatisfactory.   
 

 It was requested that the CLC approach the Cabinet Member for Highways 
and Transport to express these concerns. 

 
14.     In conclusion, it was agreed that the Cabinet Member for Highways and 
Transport would be invited to a meeting with members to discuss how the 

County Council should input into this proposed development. Mrs Kitchen asked 
for urgency as the second hearing of the public inquiry was due to conclude. 

 
15.     Resolved:- 
 

(1) That the Committee noted that any decision on the planning 
application was a matter for Horsham District Council. 

 
(2) That the Committee’s views in respect of the potential highway works 
and traffic management proposals that may be expected as part of the 

development proposal be noted from the discussion and a meeting be 
arranged with the Cabinet Member for Highways and Transport. 

 
Horsham Parking Review 
 

16.     The Committee considered a report by the Director of Highways and 
Transport and Service Manager for Residents & Environmental Services (copy 

appended to the signed minutes), which was introduced by Mr Miles Davy, Lead 
Professional in the County Council’s Parking Strategy Team. Mr Davy highlighted 
that an additional response to the consultation had been made which totalled 47 

received. 9 representations were in support of the proposals and 36 objected 
whilst 2 were considered neutral.  Members of the CLC were asked to consider 3 

possible options with option 1 being the preferred option by officers. It was 
considered that many objections were resolvable, either by making modifications 
to the proposals or by ensuring that any changes that were introduced be 

monitored closely and a further parking review/road space audit undertaken in 
the future.  

 



  
 

17.     Mr Dennis as the local member for much of area supported the proposals 
and welcomed the future advertisement of proposals listed in appendix C (i) 

although there were still issues under discussion.  Mr Dennis explained that 
Barttelot Road required further consideration due to town centre evening parking 

and that Park Terrace East would also require further review.  Farm Avenue, in 
his view should be included within the CPZ and Hillmead potentially may need to 
be reviewed due to displaced parking.  Discussions relating to St Christopher’s 

Close and clarification of ownership were on-going and the resident who had 
attended the previous meeting asked for correspondence to be responded to.  It 

was asked that a definitive answer be provided for the next CLC.  Mr Dennis 
continued that he had concerns that restrictions in Ashleigh Road could have a 
knock on impact on Wimblehurst Road and that close attention be paid to this.   

 
18.     Mr Sheldon welcomed the proposals for East Street and asked that the re-

advertisement outlined in Appendix C(i) be carried out as soon as possible. Mr 
Davy responded that there would a review six months after implementation 
however if there was an opportunity to bring it forward in the programme then 

this would be done. Mr Sheldon asked if possible for it to be done in the next 12 
months.   

 
19.     In relation to Dr Dennis’s comments regarding Ashleigh Road, Mr 

Catchpole commented that people had been sensible not to park in Wimblehurst 
Road and that the proposals were to protect particular sections of the road and 
that some residents had wanted these restrictions for a long time.  This was the 

best that could be done at the moment.  Regarding the northern section of Elm 
Grove, the Chairman asked that an extension to the double yellow lines be 

incorporated in proposals in order to improve safety and access.  Mr Davy 
confirmed that this was possible and that he would see if proposals for other 
roads in the vicinity could be incorporated with the amendments listed in 

appendix C (i). 
 

20.     A resident wished to raise his disappointment with the consultation. The 
Chairman asked that these be raised with members outside of the 
meeting.  Members agreed that there needed to an early review following 

implementation.  
 

21.    Resolved – that the North Horsham County Local Committee authorised  
the Director of Law, Assurance and Strategy to bring the Traffic 
Regulation Order into operation as advertised but with the 

modifications outlined in Option 1 and shown in Appendix C, as well 
as an additional modification put forward by County Councillors in 

relation to the northern section of Elm Grove (extension of double 
yellow lines on the western side, immediately south of Oakhill 
Road). 

 
Horsham (Jackdaw Lane/Rusper Road) Traffic Regulation Order (TRO) 

 
22.     The Committee considered a report by the Director of Highways and 
Transport and Service Manager for Residents & Environmental Services (copy 

appended to the signed minutes),  which was introduced by Mr Miles Davy, Lead 
Professional in the County Council’s Parking Strategy Team.  Mr Davy highlighted 

that the proposals for Rusper Road had previously formed part of a developer led 



  
 

TRO but this part of the proposal had not been taken forward therefore it had 
recently been re-advertised; Mr Davy accepted there would be some degree of 

displacement should the proposals be approved.  Mr Catchpole commented that 
residents of Jackdaw Lane had suffered with poor parking and was part of a 

bigger problem with blind spots with dustcarts obstructed and the proposals 
would pre-empt an accident on Jackdaw Lane.  Mr Catchpole stated he 
supported the proposals. 

 
23.    Resolved – that the North Horsham County Local Committee having  

considered that the resulting benefits to the wider community 
outweigh the objections raised, authorised the Director of Law, 
Assurance and Strategy to make the Traffic Regulation Order as 

advertised. 
 

Prevention and Wellbeing Grants 2015/16 
 
24. The Committee considered a report by the Director of Public Health, 

Commissioner for Health & Social Care (copy appended to the signed minutes). 
The report detailed how Prevention and Wellbeing Grants were allocated in 

2014/15 and set out the prevention and wellbeing commissioning objectives for 
the 2015/16 financial year to ensure duplication of grant giving and 

commissioning did not take place. 
 

25. The Committee considered the grant applications for 2015/16 as set out in 

Appendix B and discussed how to allocate funding.  
 

26. Resolved – that 
 

(a) The following applications were approved:  

 
JP033 – Alzheimer’s Society, £1,200.00 
TB14 – Cancervive, £516.00 

TL022 – Collected Works CIC, £500.00 
JP017 – Creative Future, £900 

DR001 – Cruse West Sussex, £450.00 
JP031 – Horsham Age UK, £2,000.00 
JP039 – Horsham Crawley MS Society, £1,000.00 

JP014 – Horsham District Community Transport, £2,500.00 
DR027 – Independent Lives, £2,000.00 

JP034 – Know Dementia, £1,903.00 
NL004 – Lifecentre, £200.00 
JP045 – Parkinson’s Society Horsham, £1,000.00 

TL006 – PBC Foundation, £40.00 
TB29 – Reaching Families “Umbrella Group”, £1,742.00 

TB01 – SASBAH, £250.00 
JP038 – Southwater Neighbour Network, £1,200.00 

JP032 – St Peters House Project, £400.00 
JB001 – St Catherine’s Hospice, £700.00 
JP025 – West Sussex Mediation Service, £800.00 

JP001 – Yoga 360, £250.00 
 

(b) The following applications were declined: 



  
 

 
JP005 – Billingshurst Allotment Society, £5000.00 as the committee 

felt that the application did not meet the criteria of the Prevention 
and Wellbeing Grant fund. 

 
JP037 – Billingshurst Bowls Club, £1,600.00 as the committee felt 
that the organisation was a small private club and that the 

application would not have a wider community benefit. 
 

TB30 – Ditchling Museum of Arts and Craft, £100.00 as the 
committee felt that the application did not demonstrate a wider 
community benefit in the North Horsham CLC area. 

 
JP012 – Friends of Station Road Gardens (Billingshurst) Ltd, 

£3,200.00 as the committee felt that the organisation had received 
significant amounts of funding from the North Horsham CLC in 
recent years. 

 
JP002 – Y Centre – YMCA Downslink, £5,000.00 as the committee 

felt that this would benefit residents of the centre rather than the 
wider North Horsham CLC community. 

 
Community Initiative Funding 
 

27. The Committee considered a report by the Director of Law, Assurance and 
Strategy (copy appended to the signed minutes), which detailed applications for 

Community Initiative Funding.  
 
28. The Chairman invited representatives from organisations of the three 

applications for consideration to address the committee to provide any additional 
information.  From the discussion it was agreed that the application from 

Horsham District Neighbourhood Watch should be awarded with the proviso that 
the West Sussex County Council logo be added to any printed equipment 
preceded by ‘funded by’.  Regarding the application from Horsham Trinity Cricket 

Club, members agreed they would welcome an update on the Trinity Tiny Tot’s 
scheme at a future meeting. 

 
29. Resolved – that the following awards were made: 

 

724/NH, Horsham District Neighbourhood Watch, £1,709.20.00 for 
purchase of a Gazebo and other equipment. 

 
731/NH, Horsham Trinity Cricket Club, £3,000.00, towards provision of 
children's cricket equipment for Trinity Tiny Tot's. 

 
744/NH, Horsham District Campsite, £3,000.00, match funding for half 

the cost of reroofing Gummys site building for the Scouts. 
 

Appointment of Authority Governors 

 



  
 

30. The Committee considered a report by Strategic Commissioner for 
Learning (copy appended to the signed minutes) which set out the criteria for 

the appointment of authority governors.   
 

31. Resolved – that under the 2007 Regulations, the North Horsham County 

Local Committee: 
 Reappoint Mrs H J Crooks to Queen Elizabeth II School for a four year 

term (current term of office ends 22nd September and; 

 Appoint Dr R Bantin to Colgate Primary School for a four year term. 
 

Date of Next Meeting 
 
32.   The Chairman confirmed that the next meeting of the Committee would be 

held on Monday 21 September 2015 in the Main Conference Room, County Hall 
North, Horsham.  

 
 
The meeting closed at 9.08 pm 

 
 

 

 

Chairman 


