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 January to May 2007.  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.
WSCC Application

SUMMARY 

DESCRIPTION
Minerals Application from Tarmac re Portfield Quarry

REPLY DEADLINE
19/1/2007

CW COMMENTS
Since this is a technical application I proposed that it be dealt with by the Minerals and Waste Committee, which was agreed.  The application deals with a screening bund, which hides the secondary aggregates recycling facility at Portfield, mainly from the eyes of people living in Coach Road, Shopwhyke.  Tarmac, allegedly for health and safety reasons, knocked a hole in the bund to permit easier internal mobile plant movements.  This is in breach of a planning condition.  To remedy matters they are proposing and seeking planning approval for a second bund a little to the east to screen the hole in the first bund.  The Mineral and Waste Committee supports the application, as it will improve the screening of the somewhat unsightly activities on the site.

SBS COMMENTS
Agreed to defer to the Minerals and Waste Committee

CH COMMENTS
Agreed to defer to the Minerals and Waste Committee

PK COMMENTS
Agreed to defer to the Minerals and Waste Committee

RECOMMENDATION 

TO DISTRICT/COUNTY
Support the application.

CDC DECISION


APPLICATION No.
O/07/00121/DOM

SUMMARY 

DESCRIPTION
Single storey extension to utility, kitchen and entrance hall at Cobwebs Church Lane Oving.

REPLY DEADLINE
7/3/2007

CW COMMENTS
I can see no problems with this modest extension.

SBS COMMENTS
No problems

CH COMMENTS
No response – on holiday

PK COMMENTS
Sensible and not contentious…no objections.

RECOMMENDATION 

TO DISTRICT/COUNTY
None

CDC DECISION
Permit

APPLICATION No.
O/07/00274/DOM

SUMMARY 

DESCRIPTION
First floor extension for bathroom at Abelands Cottage, East Merston.

REPLY DEADLINE
7/3/2007

CW COMMENTS
I can see no problems with this modest extension.

SBS COMMENTS
No problems

CH COMMENTS
No response – on holiday

PK COMMENTS
Clearly meets needs and does not overlook neighbour…no problem. 

RECOMMENDATION 

TO DISTRICT/COUNTY
None

CDC DECISION
Permit

APPLICATION No.
O/07/00138/TCA

SUMMARY 

DESCRIPTION
Work on yew trees and laurel at St Andrew’s Church, Oving

REPLY DEADLINE
7/3/2007

CW COMMENTS
I support clearing up the trees in the churchyard.

SBS COMMENTS
I support this action which is part of the Quinquennial requirements 

CH COMMENTS
No response – on holiday

PK COMMENTS
Agreed, no problem.

RECOMMENDATION 

TO DISTRICT/COUNTY
None

CDC DECISION
Permit – no TPO

APPLICATION No.
O/07/00836/DOM and O/07/00834/LBC 

SUMMARY 

DESCRIPTION
Single storey extension at The Old Parsonage, Merston 

REPLY DEADLINE
21/3/2007

CW COMMENTS
I see no problems with this.  The extension is modest in size and cannot be seen from other residential properties.  It does not appear to compromise the listed building, though CDC will be the better judge of that.

SBS COMMENTS
No issue 

CH COMMENTS
Agreed, I see no problems. 

PK COMMENTS
Agreed, I see no problems. 

RECOMMENDATION 

TO DISTRICT/COUNTY
None

CDC DECISION
Permit

APPLICATION No.
O/06/05928/FUL

SUMMARY 

DESCRIPTION
New nursery building at Westbourne House School to replace existing temporary timber one, providing capacity for 20 additional children.

REPLY DEADLINE
28/3/2007

CW COMMENTS
Well screened single storey building.  Shame that three protected trees will have to be felled – the District Council may take a view on that.  I think we should support additional nursery provision, albeit fee-paying. Overall, I support.

SBS COMMENTS
Agree with CW’s comments.

CH COMMENTS
I support the construction of this additional building.

PK COMMENTS
 This is a replacement building presumably aiming to continue a current provision over an equivalent floor plan size. As such I see no reason to object particularly considering the intended low profile. My only concern is that this is a replacement to a temporary building but it is not clear to me whether this is a temporary or permanent replacement. 

RECOMMENDATION 

TO DISTRICT/COUNTY
None

CDC DECISION
Permit

APPLICATION No.
O/07/01051/CPO

SUMMARY 

DESCRIPTION
Two bay office extension at WSCC Drayton Depot

REPLY DEADLINE
28/3/2007

CW COMMENTS
No planning issues. I think we should support anything that might help Highways Dept. to give a good service.

SBS COMMENTS
No issues.

CH COMMENTS
No issues

PK COMMENTS
I can see no problem with this Drayton application/no objection. 

RECOMMENDATION 

TO DISTRICT/COUNTY
None

CDC DECISION


APPLICATION No.
O/07/00980/FUL 

SUMMARY 

DESCRIPTION
Oil tank, treatment plant and parking at Downlands Far on A259 at Drayton.

REPLY DEADLINE
16/4/2007

CW COMMENTS
This is a contentious site.  There have been 13 planning applications in the last 25 years, 10 of them refused.  I have discussed the application with CDC Planning. Part of the site has the benefit of B1 status, but the part affected by the application does not and is in the rural area.  The application is retrospective as part of the works have been carried out already.  What is not clear to me from the details on file is the purpose of the facilities.  They seem to be too large to be serving the needs of the businesses at Downlands Farm.  If this is the case, what activities does the applicant intend, with what consequences for neighbours, traffic etc.?  I have asked CDC Planning if they can furnish more information.  I feel that we shall need to meet and to invite the applicant and the residents of Whitewhyke House.

SBS COMMENTS
It seems important to know what this is for. We should meet.

CH COMMENTS


PK COMMENTS
 I am concerned about this application. The work is virtually completed and as CW comments the purpose of the facilities is not clear. 

RECOMMENDATION 

TO DISTRICT/COUNTY
The Committee met on 12 April and resolved to send the following observations to CDC:

”In our view the developments covered by this retrospective application will not create any adverse effects on local amenity or infrastructure, provided parking is limited to that necessary to serve the needs of the Downlands Farm office building.  Subject to appropriate planning conditions this development can provide an acceptable use for an anomalous piece of land. 

We are concerned, however, that the applicant has taken the law into his own hands by annexing part of the rural area to the existing B1 site contrary to Local Plan policy.   We ask that the Council handle this application in a way that does not encourage others to attempt similarly to annexe parts of the rural area, and which strictly limits future use of the site to B1 activities.  In particular we request that planning conditions be imposed to prevent overnight parking and parking by heavy agricultural or commercial vehicles.”

CDC DECISION


APPLICATION No.
O/07/01355/FUL 

SUMMARY 

DESCRIPTION
Four new dwellings in redundant school buildings at Littlemead School – change to earlier application

REPLY DEADLINE
27/4/2007

CW COMMENTS
This application needs to be considered in the context of our response to the earlier 2005 application (O/05/01117/FUL) for mixed residential /business development of the redundant school buildings on this site.  It appears that the developers have decided in mid development that business units are not viable (due, they argue, to lack of public transport) and so they are asking for permission to have four two bedroom residential properties instead of the business units.  OPC supported the 2005 application although we did express concerns about the lack of social infrastructure, the need for drainage and sewage infrastructure, and the danger of cycling on that stretch of road.  CDC's planning conditions addressed the second of these concerns, but not the other two.  I don't feel that this application radically changes what has already been permitted, and see no reason for OPC to object.

SBS COMMENTS
Surely if concerns remain we should still be voicing them unless you take the view that it is a pointless exercise. The road remains a nightmare and perhaps we should not let any opportunity to express our concerns pass us by.

CH COMMENTS
I agree, don't see any reason for further considerations. The sooner this site is completed, the better.! 

PK COMMENTS
I can see no reason for an objection.

RECOMMENDATION 

TO DISTRICT/COUNTY
None

CDC DECISION
Application withdrawn

APPLICATION No.
O/07/01806/DOM

SUMMARY 

DESCRIPTION
Erection of 10m x 7m boatshed/garage at The Vardoe, Merston

REPLY DEADLINE
10/5/2007

CW COMMENTS
I note that two larger existing structures will be pulled down to make space for this new one.  I can see no grounds for objection, other than possibly its height.

SBS COMMENTS
(No response received)

CH COMMENTS
No problem with me, no grounds for objection

PK COMMENTS
I have no observations or reservations based on my viewing of the application. 

RECOMMENDATION 

TO DISTRICT/COUNTY
None

CDC DECISION



