
Planning Committee 
 
03 February 2015 - At a meeting of the Committee held at 10.30 a.m. at County 
Hall, Chichester. 
 
Present: Mrs Brunsdon (Chairman), Mr Barrett-Miles, Mr Crow, Mrs Hall, Mrs 
Kitchen, Mr McAra, Mrs Mockridge, Mr S. Oakley, Mr Parsons, Mr Quinn, Mr J. 
Rogers, Mr R. Rogers and Mr Wickremaratchi*. 
 
*Mr Wickremaratchi joined the meeting at 12.34 p.m. please see minute 325 
below.  
 
Declarations of Interest 
 
314.   The following personal interests were declared in accordance with the 
code of conduct: 
 

• Lionel Parsons declared a personal interest under agenda item 5, 
the planning application concerning the Weald School, Billingshurst,  
his granddaughter was a pupil at the school; and 

• Liz Kitchen declared a personal interest under agenda item 5, the 
planning application concerning the Weald School, Billingshurst, as 
a member of Horsham District Council. 

 
Minutes  
 
315. The Committee noted a correction and addition to the section of the 
minutes relating to the Tangmere Solar Farm application, as set out on the 
agenda update sheet (copy appended to the signed version of the minutes). The 
reference number of the Tangmere Solar Farm application required correction 
and a sentence which referred to the need to remove Informative C should be 
included in the discussions of the Committee.   
 
316. Resolved - that the minutes of the meeting of the Committee held on 13 

January 2015 be agreed as a correct record, subject to the correction 
and addition outlined in paragraph 315 above and on the agenda 
update sheet, and that they be signed by the Chairman. 

 
Regulation 3 Application 

WSCC/072/14/BL Re-development of the Weald School 
including the erection of new 3-storey infill 
teaching block, changing rooms, new kitchen 
facilities, works to provide new delivery 
access, erection of new roof to provide two 
storey covered dining space, single storey 
extensions to drama and music blocks, 
erection of a new substation and provision of 
dedicated recycling area, the provision of 
four temporary classrooms (for use during 
construction) and hard and soft landscaping. 
The Weald School, Station Road, 
Billingshurst, West Sussex, RH14 9RY. 

 



317. The Committee considered a report by the Executive Director of Residents’ 
Services and the Strategic Manager Planning (copy appended to the signed 
minutes). The report was introduced by the Strategic Planning Manager who 
outlined the key issues associated with the application. 
 
318. David Jones, Local Resident spoke in opposition to the application. Mr 
Jones’s submission to the committee included the points below: 
 

• Mr Jones property abutted the school site and was subject to flooding 
caused by the drainage of water from the school playing fields. 

• Mr Jones was concerned that there were flaws with the Flood Risk 
Drainage Assessment that had been submitted with the application. There 
was no mention of the flooding on the school playing fields in the 
assessment nor the slope of the land towards neighbouring properties 
which had been acknowledged by Horsham District Council.  

• The drainage report did not provide a comprehensive assessment of the 
flooding infrastructure around the Parbrook Stream or any detail on the 
inadequacy of the pipes carrying water to the stream. It was noted that 
the Environment Agency was responsible for the maintenance of the 
stream which had been neglected and was currently overgrown. 
Maintenance was required to increase the capability of the stream to 
provide effective drainage and any further construction on the school site 
in the meantime would compound existing flooding problems.     

• The drainage of the school site was inadequate and any further 
development on the site would exacerbate existing issues.   

 
319. Gary Ewins, Project Architect, HNW Architects spoke in support of the 
application. Mr Ewin’s submission to the committee included the points below:  

• Mr Ewins explained that there was a compelling need for the application 
and the development of the Weald School.  

• Local development and population growth required the expansion of the 
school to reach a capacity of 1,900 students from an existing 1,500. If the 
expansion of the school did not proceed there would be a shortage of 
secondary school places in the locality. 

• A number of meetings had been conducted with key stake holders and 
design solutions had been incorporated in the plans as a consequence of 
these consultations.  

• The drainage issues associated with the application site had been resolved 
in the application to the satisfaction of Southern Water and the West 
Sussex county Council Drainage Engineer.  

320. Amanda Jupp, the local member spoke on the application. Mrs Jupp’s 
submission to the committee included the points below: 

• The application met an identified need and was acceptable in terms of 
design and appearance. 

• There were local concerns regarding the impact of the proposed 
development on existing flooding problems to the South of the school site. 
The Parbrook stream had not been adequately maintained which 
contributed to flooding experienced by local residents as a result of water 



run-off from the school playing fields. Further development on the school 
site would exacerbate current flooding issues and work was required to 
address these issues. 

• Parking was a considerable issue in the area and the expansion of the 
school would increase the pressure on parking in local residential areas. 
Increased provision for on-site parking for teachers and pupils was 
required to limit the impact of the application on local parking. Spare land 
identified on the school site could be utilised for increasing parking 
provision for teachers and students   

• Better pedestrian and cyclist access to the school was required to enable 
pupils to access the school safely and promote sustainable travel to 
school. An improvement to the footpath between Natts Lane and Station 
Road Gardens was required. 

• The Committee was urged to strengthen and enhance the conditions 
regulating the development to address issues of concern to local 
residents.  

321. The Committee considered the following issues during the debate.   

• It was acknowledged that the flooding issues identified by the speakers 
lay beyond the application site boundaries however it was recognised that 
flooding issues were a major concern for local residents around the school 
site. Conditions 3 and 4 related to drainage and addressed the impact of 
the development on drainage. Existing drainage and flooding issues had 
been raised but it was recognised that it was not the responsibility of the 
applicant to resolve standing issues. 

• The inclusion of drainage infrastructure on site within the surface water 
management plan was queried and if the issues of any existing soakaways 
affected by the infill block would also be included in the plan.    

• It was noted that provision for car parking on-site had been included in 
the application 

• The Committee discussed the school travel plan required by condition 
which sought a modal shift in forms of transport to the school. The 
effectiveness of Travel Plans were queried particularly in addressing issues 
concerning the adequacy of pedestrian and cycle routes to school. It was 
noted that the 2015 version of the travel plan took account of the 
proposed increase in pupil and staff numbers.  

• A query was raised regarding the infill block proposed as part of the 
development. There was concern that there would not be adequate 
natural light for those classrooms contained in the infill block. 

• It was noted that no objections to the parking provision available on-site 
had been raised and it was felt that the provision within the application 
was adequate.   

• The Committee felt that the application had established the need for the 
development. 

322. In response to queries raised during the debate the following clarification 
was provided by the Strategic Planning Manager: 



• The increases in impermeable areas resulting from the proposed 
development were not felt to be significant. An assessment of the 
application had not considered that there would be an exacerbation of 
flood risk in the local area. A surface water drainage scheme had been 
submitted by the applicant as part of the application to address drainage 
issues. The flooding concerns that existed to properties abutting the 
school playing fields had been acknowledged but no link between the 
proposed development and an increase in flood risk in this area had been 
identified. The National Planning Policy Framework required that 
developments should not exacerbate existing issues. 

• The Drainage Engineer had assessed the local drainage infrastructure in 
consideration of the site and was content with the surface water 
management plan. The Drainage Engineer had also raised no issue with 
the construction of the infill block and any impact this could have upon 
existing soakaways.  

• The school was required to maintain and update a rolling school travel 
plan which was overseen by the County Council. The issues associated 
with the modes of access used by pupils of the school were addressed in 
the consultation response of the Highways Authority which had not raised 
an objection on the application. It was not within the remit of the 
Committee to seek conditions that sought to compel the use of certain 
pedestrian and cycle routes to the school.  

• The classrooms within the infill block would benefit from light through the 
Northern windows within existing classrooms and the rooflights above the 
dining space in the new block. 

323. The officer recommendation was proposed by Duncan Crow and seconded 
by Janet Mockridge. The committee voted unanimously to approve the 
application. 

324. Resolved – that planning permission is granted subject to the conditions 
and informatives set out in appendix 1. 

325. Sujan Wickremaratchi joined the meeting at 12.34 p.m. 
 
Update on Mineral, Waste and Regulation 3 Planning Applications 
 
326. The Committee received and noted a report by the Executive Director of 
Residents’ Services and Strategic Planning Manager on applications awaiting 
determination (copy appended to the signed minutes) regarding the schedule of 
County Matter applications and the schedule of applications submitted under the 
Town and Country Planning General Regulations 1992 – Regulation 3.  
 
Report of Delegated Action  
 
327. The Committee received and noted a report by the Executive Director of 
Residents’ Services and Strategic Planning Manager (copy appended to the 
signed minutes) regarding applications approved subject to conditions 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 13 
January 2015. 
 
 
The meeting closed at 12.39 p.m. 
 
 
 
 
 
Chairman  


