RECORD OF THE DECISIONS OF OVING PARISH COUNCIL PLANNING COMMITTEE


COMMITTEE PROCESS 
The Parish Council’s Planning Committee comprises:

Chris Wood, Chairman  
Tel: 01243 787445  
Email: cwood1941@btinternet.com
Susan Bradstock-Smith
Tel: 01243 783396
Email: asbs@arunet.co.uk
Chris Humphrey

Tel: 01243 771976
Email: humphrey@grangeco.fsnet.co.uk
Paul Kopecek                         Tel: 07815 921784     Email: kopecek.kopecek@btopenworld.com                         
The Committee receives details of each planning application from Chichester District Council (or West Sussex County Council in the case of minerals and waste planning applications) with an invitation to comment.  It should be noted that the Committee does not take any planning decisions.  It is a statutory consultee to these Planning Authorities, who must take the Parish Council’s view into account (but not necessarily accept it) when make their planning decisions.

The OPC Planning Committee conducts its business in the first instance on the internet, reviewing applications online.  If the Committee supports the application or has no comment to make, no further action is taken.  If the Committee has issues about or wishes to object to an application, it will arrange for the Clerk to convene and publicise a public meeting of the Committee in Oving Jubilee Hall, giving a minimum of five days notice.  The public is invited to attend and may be invited to speak at the discretion of the Committee.
This document contains a record of all decisions taken by the Committee from July to December 2006.  Two copies of this document are available for public inspection:  one is kept on the Oving Community website (www.oving.org.uk) and the other is kept in hardcopy by the Clerk to the Council, and may be inspected by arrangement with him.
	APPLICATION No.
	O/06/02631/TCA

	SUMMARY 

DESCRIPTION
	Reduce height and width of yew tree in churchyard of St Andrew’s Church, Oving

	REPLY DEADLINE
	2/8/2006

	CW COMMENTS
	Fully support this application

	SBS COMMENTS
	No objection. 

	CH COMMENTS
	I have no issue with this application. 

	PK COMMENTS
	Agreed, no problems.

	RECOMMENDATION 

TO DISTRICT/COUNTY
	None

	CDC DECISION
	Permitted


	APPLICATION No.
	O/06/03235/FUL

	SUMMARY 

DESCRIPTION
	Removal of condition 3 on planning permission O/03/01199/FUL, to retain mobile home in its current position at Plot 5, Merston Pheasantries.

	REPLY DEADLINE
	23/8/2006

	CW COMMENTS
	I believe that this condition (requiring the mobile home to be moved) is the subject of an enforcement notice from CDC.  Somehow the applicant has persuaded the new occupant of 65 South Kives Cottages not to object to the mobile home remaining less than 5 metres from his property.  Whether this is or is not a good idea from a safety point of view (I understand that there have been several property fires at Merston Pheasantries) is, I think, best left for CDC officers to decide.  I don’t believe that OPC can add value to the debate.

	SBS COMMENTS
	Yes, I am happy for CDC to cope with this one.

	CH COMMENTS
	 I agree, will follow your advice.

	PK COMMENTS
	I agree with CW’s comments. This is an application which comes with a great deal of baggage and I do not feel equipped to comment. A matter for CDC.

	RECOMMENDATION 

TO DISTRICT/COUNTY
	None

	CDC DECISION
	Still not decided at 31/12/2006


	APPLICATION No.
	O/06/03438/FUL

	SUMMARY 

DESCRIPTION
	Temporary polytunnels for soft fruit production at Colworth Manor Farm.

	REPLY DEADLINE
	31/8/2006

	CW COMMENTS
	Rural activity in the rural area.  No objection.

	SBS COMMENTS
	I have no problem with this

	CH COMMENTS
	No objection

	PK COMMENTS
	No objection

	RECOMMENDATION 

TO DISTRICT/COUNTY
	None

	CDC DECISION
	Permitted


	APPLICATION No.
	O/06/03442/TPA

	SUMMARY 

DESCRIPTION
	Fell a cypress tree at 139 Highfield Lane, Oving.

	REPLY DEADLINE
	31/8/2006

	CW COMMENTS
	No objection.  Cypress trees need managing.

	SBS COMMENTS
	Should we be asking why felling rather than lopping or pruning? And /or can we ask that proper advice etc is given by CDC(?) or County(?) tree man re a more suitable replacement as we know from experience that replacements are rarely monitored and therefore rarely happen.

	CH COMMENTS
	No objection

	PK COMMENTS
	No objection

	RECOMMENDATION 

TO DISTRICT/COUNTY
	None

	CDC DECISION
	Permitted


	APPLICATION No.
	O/06/04515/TCA

	SUMMARY 

DESCRIPTION
	Maintenance of a holm oak tree at 1 Drewitts Mews, Oving (in the conservation area).

	REPLY DEADLINE
	25/10/2006

	CW COMMENTS
	No objection.  We should support tree maintenance.

	SBS COMMENTS
	No objection especially as using very reliable firm.

	CH COMMENTS
	No objection.

	PK COMMENTS
	I agree, no objection.

	RECOMMENDATION 

TO DISTRICT/COUNTY
	None

	CDC DECISION
	Permitted


	APPLICATION No.
	06/04674/FUL

	SUMMARY 

DESCRIPTION
	Conversion of existing to create two tourist units at Decoy Farmhouse, Aldingbourne

	REPLY DEADLINE
	01/11/2006

	CW COMMENTS
	I support the application.  It is consistent with Local Plan/LDF policies, doesn’t involve new build and is in an isolated location that has no impact on neighbours.

	SBS COMMENTS
	No objections.

	CH COMMENTS
	They seem to be modest buildings and should improve this isolated site.  I support the application.

	PK COMMENTS
	I support the application. Sound, justified arguments and a credible use of a site (which I have visited in the past) which needed development.

	RECOMMENDATION 

TO DISTRICT/COUNTY
	None

	CDC DECISION
	Permitted


	APPLICATION No.
	O/06/04858/COU

	SUMMARY 

DESCRIPTION
	A third application for a change of use at Madam Green Farm, Oving to convert former agricultural buildings into a health and fitness centre, to include a gym and café area.  The first two applications, O/06/00787/COU and O/06/01982/FUL were refused.                                                              

	REPLY DEADLINE
	22/11/2006

	CW COMMENTS
	OPC advised CDC of four concerns about the second application – volumes of traffic, the dangerous corner, no evidence of parking facilities and overall affect on amenity.  This new application, which includes a traffic survey, a revised design of the entrance/exit and a reduction in membership to 500, appears to address our first three concerns.  The fourth – the need for a legally binding commitment to limit membership to 500 remains.  We need to decide whether to have a third public meeting to review the whole matter again, or whether to support the scheme subject to a legally binding commitment being drawn up.  I favour the latter.

	SBS COMMENTS
	Go ahead with a request for 500 limit to membership to be made legally binding.

	CH COMMENTS
	A third public meeting is unnecessary.  Provided a limited membership commitment is in force, I am in favour of accepting the application.

	PK COMMENTS
	We have discussed this application, with those involved, at some length and it would be irrational to change our minds. I agree that we do support the scheme subject to a legally binding commitment.

	RECOMMENDATION 

TO DISTRICT/COUNTY
	OPC supports this application in general terms, and is satisfied that it resolves two of the concerns that we had with the earlier application from Star Health & Performance (O/06/01982/FUL), namely the size of membership and parking facilities.

We have two remaining concerns.
Highway Access

We would like to see unequivocal support from WSCC Highways for the redesigned highway access and confirmation that it is safe and complies with current standards.  In this context we wish to register concern that the traffic survey was conducted at the end of the school holidays when traffic volumes would have been below normal.
A Legally Binding Agreement

In order to manage the risks to the Oving community a legally binding agreement between the applicant and the District and Parish Councils is essential.  We are pleased that the applicant is intending to limit membership to 500.  A planning condition should require the applicant to monitor and report membership numbers, place of residence of members and the number of visits made.  Annual monitoring and assessment of the data collected and the level of traffic and parking problems should then be used as the basis for any changes to the permitted level of membership, in consultation with CDC and OPC.  These processes should be set out in the legal agreement.

	CDC DECISION
	Despite OPC offering a legally binding agreement to the applicant and giving their application our qualified support it was refused by CDC.  Their reasons “The proposal has no overriding justification for a rural location and by virtue of its location remote from any Settlement Policy Area the proposal would represent an unsustainable form of development insofar as staff and users of the development would be reliant upon the use of the private motor car. Therefore, the proposal would be contrary to policies in the West Sussex Structure Plan 2001 – 2016”.


	APPLICATION No.
	O/06/05007/FUL

	SUMMARY 

DESCRIPTION
	Retention of agricultural hardstanding and access track at Ham Farm, Oving

	REPLY DEADLINE
	22/11/2006

	CW COMMENTS
	On the face of it this is not controversial – it is retrospective approval of hardstanding for the equipment and mobile homes of the agricultural contracting business that has been there for 20 years.  But what is the relationship with the withdrawn application O/06/00332/FUL to allow permanent mobile homes on that same hardstanding?  I called Reg Hawks, the enforcement officer at CDC, and he advised that the applicant has every right to have seasonal caravans on the site but no right to have permanently occupied caravans there.  The applicant is required to move the caravans and store them outside the growing season.  In practice he should be moving the caravans from one part of the hardstanding in question to another!  I see no justification for any objection from OPC.                          

	SBS COMMENTS
	No objection. Await further applications!

	CH COMMENTS
	If global warming takes hold and our seasons all run into one, then our applicant will have to apply again. !  However at this moment in time , I have no problem with the application.

	PK COMMENTS
	I agree with CW that there appears to be no justification for objection. I should point out that the site plans on the CDC website do not give me, who does not live in Oving, the big picture of the location.

	RECOMMENDATION 

TO DISTRICT/COUNTY
	None

	CDC DECISION
	Permitted


