
Planning Committee       Agenda Item No. 2 
 
4 June 2013 – At a meeting of the Committee held at County Hall, Chichester. 
 
Present:  
Mrs Brunsdon (Chairman), Mr Buckland, Mrs Duncton, Mr Crow, Mr de Mierre, Mrs 
Mullins, Mr S J Oakley, Mr Parsons, Mr J L Rogers, Mr R T Rogers and Mr Wilkinson. 
 
Apologies: 
Mr Barrett-Miles, Mrs Mockridge and Sujan Wickremaratchi. 
 
Absent: 
Mr Clark. 
 
Declarations of Interest 
 
1. In accordance with the Code of Conduct the following interests were declared: 

• Mr Buckland declared a prejudicial interest in agenda item 6 (WSCC/007/13/LU) 
as he had previously spoken against the construction access being taken from 
Cornwall Road. 

• Mr Wilkinson declared a prejudicial interest in agenda item 5 
(WSCC/016/13/WK) as he was the deputy Cabinet Member for Waste and 
Recycling and he felt it was inappropriate to take part as he had recommended 
the original planning application for approval. 

 
Minutes 
 
2. The minutes of the meeting had been circulated to the previous Chairman as a 
resident of Cornwall Road, who had spoken at the last meeting, commented on the 
minutes.  All his changes to his section had been accepted and any other factual 
changes were accepted. 
 
3. Resolved – that, subject to the amendments above the minutes of the meeting 

held on 9 April 2013 be received as a correct record and that they be signed 
by the Chairman. 

 
Urgent Matters 
 
4. The Chairman reminded members of the Committee that there was an 
expectation that they would attend site visits and expressed her disappointment that 
only five of thirteen members attended the previous visit.  The dates had now been 
set for the year and the Chairman expected the attendance to improve. 
 
Planning Committee Terms of Reference 
 
5. The Committee noted the Terms of Reference. 
 
Waste Planning Application (County Matter) 
 
6.       WSCC/016/13/WK Amendment of Condition 7 of 

WSCC/060/11/WK to allow storage of materials 
outside building at Firsland Park Estate, 
Henfield Road, Albourne BN6 9JJ. 
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7. The Committee received a report from the Strategic Planning Manager (copy 
appended to the signed version of the minutes). Jane Moseley, Principal Planner, 
introduced the report and advised the Committee of the key issues relating to the 
application.  A new condition had been proposed: 
 

11. No material shall be stockpiled to a height exceeding 1.8 metres.  The 
maximum stockpile height shall be clearly marked in the wall along the 
eastern boundary. 

 
8. The Committee raised those points below in the discussion that followed: 

• Concerned about dust emissions outside; would like sprinkler system and 
additional netting. 

• Concerned that the original permission was granted in 2011 and already 
applying retrospectively for storage outside building. 

 
9. It was noted that condition 3 should read “…an updated Dust Suppression 
scheme…” 
 
10. Resolved – That Planning Permission be granted subject to the conditions and        

informatives, set out in appendix 1 of the report including the additional 
condition 11 and amended condition 3. 

 
Regulation 3 Application 
 
11.     WSCC/007/13/LU Two storey extension to rear of school; single 

storey extension; enlargement of sealed play 
area; canopy; hall extension and disabled 
access ramp, with construction access from 
Cornwall Road (revision of WSCC/072/12/LU) at 
River Beach Primary School, Connaught Road, 
Littlehampton BN17 6ES. 

  
12. The Committee received a report from the Strategic Planning Manager (copy 
appended to the signed version of the minutes). Laura Floodgate, Solicitor, informed 
the Committee that the application had previously been deferred to explore an 
alternative construction access and reminded the Committee that they were 
determining the application in full.  Jane Moseley, Principal Planner, introduced the 
report and advised the Committee of the key issues relating to the application (copy 
appended to signed version of the minutes).   
 
13. Mr Crow arrived at this point. 
 
14. Jane Moseley informed the Committee that the alternative construction access 
had been explored and whilst the County Council owned the land Sussex Police and 
the Ambulance Service had objected to the proposal as it would affect their service.  
This route would also require the removal and reinstatement of part of a flint wall in a 
conservation area which would require conservation area consent.  Kerbs in the car 
park would also need realigning. 
 
15. Judy Grevett, Headteacher of River Beach Primary School, spoke in support of 
the application.  The additional reception area was needed as the majority of the 
catchment area is located to the East of the school.  The school was designed for 630 
pupils but there are currently 820 pupils on roll in 27 classes plus the nursery class.  
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The school currently only able to offer hot meals to those eligible for free school meals 
as there is not capacity within the hall for the whole school.  There is time limited 
funding available from the County Council to facilitate the extension of the hall.  Pupils 
generally enter the school below the national average and have to make better than 
average progress to catch up.  The school had also been in contact with Sussex Police 
and Sussex Ambulance about the possible alternate access and they confirmed that 
they did not consider it suitable as access is required for emergency vehicles. 
 
16. Jo Funnell, the Agent, also spoke in support of the application.  The 
construction access could be safely taken from Cornwall Road.  The problems with 
Willmott Dixon, the previous contractor, only came to light when the current 
application was submitted.  To mitigate any potential problems a construction 
management plan would be submitted and agreed in writing by the local authority.  A 
full condition survey of the entrance crossover in Cornwall Road would be completed 
prior to any works taking place and the results communicated to the affected 
residents.  All measures would be taken to protect the existing services as required 
including the provision of steel road plates to spread the load. 
 
17. Mr Buckland, the local member, spoke against the use of Cornwall Road for the 
construction access.  Mr Buckland reiterated his comments from the previous meeting 
that he had no issue with the school building but the problem is the construction 
access.  The previous construction works had caused problems for a particular 
resident and there is an ongoing case with Wilmott Dixon about previous damage.  
Parents were allowed to park in the Police car park to drop off/pickup their children.  
Mr Buckland was not sure why Sussex Police had objected as the contractor’s 
compound for The Littlehampton Academy had been in a similar area.  A previous 
application had used Connaught Road for the construction access.  Mr Buckland 
thought it was foolish to use Cornwall Road because of the ongoing issues. 
 
18. Mr Buckland left the meeting at this point. 
 
19. Laura Floodgate, Solicitor, reminded the Committee that they had to consider 
the application before them including the site access from Cornwall Road and that the 
previous problems were a private matter and not a relevant planning consideration. 
 
20. Jane Moseley responded to the issues raised by the speakers.  The key points 
are listed below: 

• Officers had taken residents’ and councillors’ concerns on board but the 
objections from Sussex Police and Ambulance service had to be taken seriously 

• Parents did use the East Street access but there was an additional car park 
opposite the possible access. 
 

21. The Committee raised those points below in the discussion that followed: 
• Supportive of everything the school was doing and they were in the unfortunate 

position of being ‘land-locked’ by houses.   
• Lorries are not going to be popular with residents but were reassured by 

statement that 12m rigid trucks are the largest vehicle that would access the 
site. 

• The proposed access was the least painful option but should be carefully 
controlled. 

• The degree of hardship to residential amenity was not at a sufficient level to 
refuse the application. 
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• Concern about reinstatement of grass, pavements and kerbs following previous 
issues. 

• Suggestion that the wheel wash be located closer to the construction access 
rather than in the contractor’s compound so there was less chance of mud 
travelling onto the highway. 

• Some concern that the start time of 8am for construction was too early and 
should be pushed back to 9am for safety reasons.  

• Construction should be closely monitored. 
 
22. Mr R Rogers proposed an amendment to condition 5 to change the start time of 
construction to 9am in term time and 8am in the school holidays and that no vehicle 
arrives before 9am.  This proposed amendment was not seconded. 
 
23. The Committee agreed that condition 4 should be reworded to read: 
 

No work shall take place except between the hours of 08:00 and 18:00 hours 
on Mondays to Fridays inclusive, and 09:00 and 13:00 on Saturdays, with no 
working on Sundays, Bank Holidays or Public Holidays, unless otherwise agreed 
in advance and in writing by the County Planning Authority. 

 
24. Resolved – That planning permission be granted subject to the conditions  

including the amendment to Condition 4 above, and informatives, set out in 
appendix 1 of the report.   

 
25. Mr R Rogers asked that his abstention be noted. The Chairman agreed.  
 
Regulation 3 Application 
 
26.      WSCC019/13/HU New build extension and remodelling of existing 

Heron Way Primary School to enable school roll to 
increase from 1.5FE (315 pupils) to 2FE (420 pupils). 
Proposed accommodation includes 4no. new 
classrooms, new halls and associated stores, kitchen 
and WC provision. External areas remodelled to 
provide increased play areas and staff parking at 
Heron Way Primary School, Heron Way, Horsham 
RH13 6DJ. 

 
27. The Committee received a report from the Strategic Planning Manager (copy 
appended to the signed version of the minutes). Jane Moseley, Principal Planner, 
introduced the report and advised the Committee of the key issues relating to the 
application (copy appended to signed minutes).  Ms Moseley drew the Committee’s 
attention to the amendment to condition 17 and a new condition 18 in the agenda 
update sheet (copy appended to signed minutes?). 
 
28. Mr James Crump, the Headteacher, spoke in support of the application.  Heron 
Way had been built 45 years ago as a four class school.  It has slowly expanded to an 
11 class school with no expansion to infrastructure.  Heron Way had put themselves 
forward to be expanded.  60 additional pupils would be arriving in September.  Should 
planning permission not be granted there would be a huge problem with 
accommodating the new in-take.  There had been no objections from statutory 
consultees.  The travel plan had been updated and was very robust.  The school was 
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expanding from a 1.5 to 2 form entry.  The School worked closely with the community 
and this project was a £2m investment into the school and community. 
 
29. Mrs Millson, the local member, also spoke in support of the application.  Heron 
Way was an established school in the heart of a quiet area.  Twenty years ago the 
children came from the immediate area and the majority walked to school but there 
was still an issue with congestion.  Many children attending the school were from 
outside the catchment area.  Mrs Millson strongly supports the extension and 
remodelling of the school.  .  The only concern Mrs Millson expressed was related to 
parking and travel to the school.  Objections related to staff parking on site and Mrs 
Millson had spoken to the Headteacher who was keen for additional parking spaces on 
site and this would improve the neighbours’ views on the development.  During the 
school travel plan consultation many parents complained that St Leonard’s Road was 
too busy to cross so they chose to drive.  Mrs Millson asked the Committee to 
recommend to Highways that a crossing or lollipop lady be considered. 
 
30. Ms Moseley responded that if the school wanted to add additional parking 
spaces then the plans would have to be amended and another consultation 
undertaken.  There was a conflict between sustainable transport and the concerns of 
residents relating to parking.  The Committee could not consider any other highway 
works, such as a crossing, but they could recommend that the relevant County Local 
Committee put this as a priority in their Infrastructure Plan. 
 
31. The Committee raised those points below in the discussion that followed: 

• Good to see land at schools being used for this purpose. 
• Good for the community. 
• It was difficult to encourage people onto bikes when the road network 

was congested. 
 

32. The Committee agreed that Condition 13 should be reworded to read: 
 

No works shall take place except between the hours of 08:00 and 18:00 hours 
on Mondays to Friday inclusive, and 09:00 to 13:00 on Saturdays, with no 
working on Sundays, Bank Holidays or Public Holidays, unless otherwise agreed 
in advance and in writing with the County Planning Authority. 
 

33. The Committee also agreed that Condition 14 should be reworded to read: 
 
 No vehicles associated with the construction of the development shall enter or 

leave the site between 08.30am and 9:15am and 2:45pm and 3.30pm on any 
school day during school term time. 

 
34. Resolved – That Planning Permission be granted subject to the conditions, with 

amendments to conditions 13 and 14 above, and informatives, set out in 
appendix 1 of the report. 

 
The Committee adjourned between 2.05pm – 2.15pm. 
 
Waste Planning Application (County Matter) 
 
35. WSCC/049/12/LB Extension of Lower Beeding Wastewater Treatment 

Works onto adjacent land involving change of use 
from silvaculture (woodland) to operational land for 
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wastewater treatment at Lower Beeding Wastewater 
Treatment Works, Leechpond Hill, Lower Beeding, West 
Sussex, RH13 6NR. 

 
36. The Committee received a report from the Strategic Planning Manager (copy 
appended to the signed version of the minutes). Sam Dumbrell, Senior Planner, 
introduced the report and advised the Committee of the key issues relating to the 
application (copy appended to signed minutes): 
 

• The County Council’s Highways Team had no objection to the 110 vehicles per 
week construction traffic had asked for visibility splays and that the hedgerows 
on either side of the site entrance be maintained at a height of 1m throughout 
the construction period.   

• The site was on a fast running road and there was a need for signage to warn 
of the concealed entrance to the site. 

• There had been no complaints about odour. 
• The visual impact on the Area of Outstanding Natural Beauty (AONB) and loss 

of ancient woodland/impact on woodland habitat and amenity value could be 
mitigated via the planning conditions. 

 
37. The Chairman welcomed officers: Mr Gledhill (Highways) and Don Baker (WSCC 
Senior Ecologist) to the meeting. 
 
38. The Committee raised those points below in the discussion that followed: 

• The impact on the ancient woodland is a difficult balance but there is a 
hierarchy of protection status. 

• There was no obvious alternative site although a field to the east had been 
considered but was unsuitable. 

• There was no proposal to replant new trees on the site of the contractors 
compound. 

• Southern Water needs to upgrade treatment processes to be in line with 
OFWAT and Environment Agency requirement (EU directives). 

• Concern about the speed limit as a national speed limit sign is located to the 
south of the site entrance and even though the speed limit is 40mph drivers 
speed up passed the site entrance. 

• Particularly concerned by the removal of two trees that seemed unnecessary. 
• Concern about the placement of the wheel wash as it is likely to be a muddy 

site and could spread onto the road. 
 
39. The Committee agreed that condition 6 should be amended to read: 
 

6. No development shall be carried out (including demolition and site 
clearance) until a Construction Management Scheme has been submitted to and 
approved in writing by the Local Planning Authority. Thereafter, the scheme 
shall be implemented and adhered to as approved throughout the entire 
construction period. The scheme shall provide details on the following matters: 

• Anticipated number, frequency and types of vehicles used during 
construction; 

• Parking of vehicles by site operatives and visitors,; 
• Loading and unloading of plant, materials and waste; 
• Storage of plant and materials used in construction of the 

development; 
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• Provision of wheel washing facilities and other works, including 
details of signage proposed to warn other motorists of the 
concealed entrance and that construction traffic will be 
accessing and egressing the site, required to mitigate the 
impact of construction upon the public highway (including the 
provision of any temporary Traffic Regulation Orders); and 

•    Details of public engagement both prior to and during construction   
works    

40. The Committee also agreed that condition 16 should be amended to read: 
 

16. No permanent external lighting other than that contained within section 
4.13 of the submitted Planning Application Supporting Statement (validated 23 
July 2012) shall be installed and used at the site. This lighting shall be switched 
off at all times when the site is unmanned. 

 
41. Resolved – That Planning Permission be granted subject to the conditions, with 

amendments to condition 6 and 16 above, and informatives, set out in 
appendix 1 of the report. 

 
Update on Mineral, Waste and Regulation 3 Planning Applications 
 
42. The Committee received and noted a report by the County Planning Manager on 
applications awaiting determination (copy appended to the signed version of the 
minutes).  
 
Report of Delegated Action 
 
43. The Committee received and noted a report by the County Planning Manager 
(copy appended to the signed version of the minutes) advising of the uses of 
delegated powers to grant permission for development proposals under the Town and 
Country Planning Act 1990 and Regulation 3 of the Town and Country Planning 
General Regulations 1992 since the Planning Committee meeting on 9 April 2013. 
 
Date of next meeting 
 
44. The next meeting of the Committee would be held on Tuesday 2 July 2013 and 
the next site visits would take place on Wednesday 26 June 2013.   
 
The meeting ended at 3.13 p.m. 
 
 
 

Chairman 
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