RUDGWICK PARISH COUNCIL

Minutes of the Planning Committee Meeting held on Monday 22" September 2025 at 6.00pm

Present: Councillors S Kornycky (Chairman), D Buckley (Vice Chairman), Clir S Alker, Clir R Gardiner-Hill, Clir A
Haynes, Clir P Kornycky, ClIr I Maclachlan, Clir S Torn.

Also in attendance: Assistant Parish Clerk, Sarah Hall and 41 members of the public.

P013-24/25 Apologies for Absence
Apologies for Absence were received from Cllr A Ryan.

P014-24/25 Declarations of Interest
No declarations of interest were received and this was noted.

P015-24/25 Minutes of Planning Meeting of 7" April 2025
It was agreed unanimously to resolve to note the approval of the Minutes of the Planning
Meeting of 7™ April 2025 at the FCM on the 12" May 2025, FC006-25/26.

P016-24/25 Public Forum - DC/25/1269 Land North of Guildford Road
Members of the public raised the following concerns in the public forum;
e Access onto A281
e Suggestion that either a mini roundabout or a large roundabout (with traffic
control/one way) be constructed
¢ Noise pollution
e Density of development, could set precedence for future developments
e Flooding
e Speeding traffic (lack of support from Police and Local MPs)
e Pedestrian footpath, reroute existing footpath
o Affordability of the "Affordable Housing’
e Insufficient places at Rudgwick Primary school
e Proximity to other the development to dwellings north of the A281

P017-24/25 Planning
To report on:

i) Current Planning Applications were resolved unanimously and noted for comment to
Horsham District Council (HDC);

Applications considered at Rudgwick Parish Council Planning Committee Meeting 22" September 2025

Application Applicant Reason for Application Recommendation Official
No Response
Date

Local Plan Context (RPC Slide)
e HDC prepared a new Local Plan (HDLP)
e HDLP Regulation 18 expected new sites for 50 homes in Rudgwick parish
e Rudgwick Neighbourhood Plan (‘made’ June 2021) deferred site allocations to HDC
e HDLP Reg 19 allocated 2 sites in Bucks Green 60 (Welbeck) & 6 (Pig Farm)
e Labour Government mandated housing targets and increased Horsham District’s by 50%



https://rudgwickpc.sharepoint.com/:b:/s/webpage/EVtyMG8yM7NJgkLopvtczYsBjpbXsSmJDnh9EinJf22BXg?e=NuJGKc
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e HDLP currently stalled, Planning Inspector not happy!
e HDC will no doubt need to allocate more housing

DC/25/1269
e Qutline application with all matters reserved apart from access
e Llayout, scale (including number), appearance etc. dealt with later
e Only principle of housing, red line boundary, and access to be resolved now
e Allocated site implies principle of housing is already established
e Site boundary (red line) proposed is greater than that allocated by HDC
e RPC has consistently sought traffic calming measures and better and safer routes for pedestrians
e WSCC has identified inadequacies with access in line with RPC concerns

DC/25/1269 Land North of Outline Planning RPC observations 30.09.2025
02.09.2025 Guildford Road, Application for up to 90 below (letter Determine
Bucks Green no. residential dwellings submitted to HDC 18.11.2025

(including 40% affordable) 29.09.2025)

all matters to be reserved
apart from access.

Planning Department
Horsham District Council
Albery House
Springfield Road

Horsham PARISH COUNCIL
West Sussex B 1894
RH12 2GB : =T

29™ September 2025

Dear Sir/Madam

DC/25/1269 — Land North of Guildford Road Bucks Green
Outline — All matters reserved apart from Access

Summary

Whilst Rudgwick Parish Council (RPC) has previously expressed that it is content with HDLP Strategic Policy
HA14 (see Footnote A) and thereby site allocations RD1 and RD2, it strongly objects to the above application
for the following reasons:

e The proposals for development on the site are not compliant with key aspects of HA14, in particular
the land to be used for development and the land to be used to create a landscape buffer to separate
it from farmland. N.B. This potentially has significant implications regarding SNWCS eligibility (see
later)

e The access proposals for Vulnerable Road Users (VRU) are inadequate, potentially dangerous, and do
not follow Active Travel principles nor even adequately mesh with the RPC initiative to better link Bucks
Green and Rudgwick.



https://public-access.horsham.gov.uk/public-access/applicationDetails.do?activeTab=externalDocuments&keyVal=T0IWZHIJLPH00
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e The A281 in Bucks Green is known to RPC and Sussex Police as an area where speeding vehicles are
both dangerous and intimidating to VRU. In the proposals there is no attempt to introduce any traffic
calming measures which will be essential given that the Bucks Green settlement will (at least) have its
housing units doubled.

Also, despite the advisory on Permitted DC/24/1811 and local plan documentation, site assessments, and
specific requests from RPC, there appears to have been little attempt to explore the possibility of a single access
onto the A281 to serve both sites RD1 and RD2. Locally, having 2 x A281 new accesses with one affecting
capacity on a much used and valued layby, would be viewed by residents and RPC as a failure of Town & Country
Planning.

Red Line Site Boundary

The R18 Site Assessment Report for SA574 dated February 2020 noted that ‘the site is relatively open,
particularly to the north’ and that ‘any development would need to respect the existing linear development
pattern (of Bucks Green) and avoid extending onto the higher and more open land beyond’. It concluded ‘The
site is large in comparison with existing built development in this location. Development in this location has the
potential to impact landscape and settlement character’.

In January 2022 HDC gave pre-app advice referencing the July 2021 R19 draft plan which had a site allocation
for 60 homes under Policy HA16 which stated that development be ‘limited to the southern part of the site
with an agreed landscape treatment in the northern part of the site to minimise landscape impacts’. The advice
summarised that ‘both the quantum of development and its proximity to the northern boundary would not
best reflect these (HA16) policy aspirations’.

In January 2024 HDC published for consultation an R19 draft plan (2023-2040) that was subsequently submitted
for Examination. Site SA574 was allocated therein but Strategic Policy HA14 by clear reference to the Policies
Map, limited the development to south of an east/west line just reaching the Pennthorpe Sports Pavilion. The
remainder of the 4.9 hectares lying to the north of this line was reserved for landscape treatment, presumably
to provide a (future) defensible barrier to the farmland to the north.

The Site was assessed in the Site assessment Report dated December 2023, with the following conclusion:
‘Overall, it is considered there is potential for development on this site. Development should however be
confined to the southern portion of the site to retain the linear settlement pattern in this area and enable
landscaping to be provided which protects the more open character of the site to the north. The site could have
potential for allocation if the overall number of dwellings proposed is limited to around 60. Development would
also need to take account of biodiversity and heritage constraints. The site is adjacent to SA794 which has also
been assessed as suitable for allocation. The potential to deliver these sites as part of a comprehensive scheme
should be considered’.

This outline application is not therefore in accordance with these important principles as set out in the R19
HA14 allocation, backed up by the site allocation evidence itself. It attempts to establish the principle of housing
on a significantly greater footprint of the site, than the allocation directs. It would cause significant landscape
damage, disrespect the linear development pattern of Bucks Green (recognised by RNP Policy 1), and introduce
a site completely out of scale with the existing Bucks Green settlement (up to 90 new homes v (less than) 60
within its existing settlement boundary).

The intended site allocation of circa 60 homes under RD2 would increase the number of homes within the
settlement boundary by 100%. If, by extending the developable area northwards to incorporate even more
agricultural land (in contravention of HA14), this number became circa 90 then that would increase the number
of homes within the BUAB of Bucks Green by 150%. This is surely further justification to show that Policy HA14
should be fully complied with.

Water Neutrality & SNWCS
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Rudgwick Parish Council asserts that the site is NOT eligible for SNWCS as the proposals are NOT in accordance
with a post-submission local plan (i.e. the HDLP). The HDLP does not allocate housing development on the
northern part of the site, reserving it for a significant landscape buffer, with a clear demarcation line shown in
the Policies Map and with this restriction referenced in Strategic Policy HA14.

So, the submitted application cannot achieve water neutrality via SNWCS and consequently, in the absence of
a demonstration of water neutrality without accessing SNWCS, the application cannot be assessed as having
reasonable certainty of no impact on protected habitats in the Arun Valley i.e. there would be a breach of the
Habitats Regulations (2017).

Rudgwick Parish council therefore strongly challenges the apparent submission by the case officer to SNWCS
of 2" September, with the SNWCS response dated 4" September stating ‘By consulting us with this application,
you are confirming that the application meets the SNWCS access criteria’.

Simply put, this outline application proposes housing development that extends (significantly) beyond that part
of the site specified for development in HA14 and so is in clear contravention of the SNWCS eligibility criteria.

A281 Traffic in Bucks Green

With the ever-increasing traffic flows on the A281 (National Lorry route) in Bucks Green, the frequency of
speeding traffic, has attracted the attention of Sussex Police and the local Speedwatch group, with both the
current and previous MP attending a Speedwatch session. Sussex Police has accepted that there is a speeding
issue there with numerous penalty notices issued and periodically deploys a mobile speed camera unit to the
site. The parish council has written to Sussex Police requesting that it inputs information relevant to this
planning application to evidence the extent of speeding traffic.

In order to attempt to calm traffic entering Bucks Green from the West, a Community Highways Scheme was
requested by RPC to implement a buffer 40mph speed limit on the A281 approaching Bucks Green. The parish
council has a speed indicator device (SID) on the A281 within the 30mph limit but west of the Lynwick Street
junction. Prior to the buffer limit installation, the V85 (for traffic both entering and leaving the village) was
tracked as 44mph. Since the installation (June 2024) the V85 for traffic entering the village has reduced to
42mph but the V85 for traffic exiting the village has remained at 44mph (N.B. all measurements taken within
the 30mph zone at SID location W3W hiding.brave.blip).

The applicant has submitted ATC data for Northbound (Westbound?) traffic only showing a V85 of 34mph. The
ATC data for Eastbound traffic is therefore awaited albeit the report notes a V85 of 32.4mph.

The submitted ATC (Westbound) shows daily traffic movements of approaching 5000 per day with 550 of those
vehicles travelling in excess of 35 mph.

So, when the ATC (Eastbound) figures are submitted then the total (both directions) existing vehicle movements
per day can be expected to be near 10,000, with approaching 1000 vehicle movements per day exceeding
35mph.

According to the Collision Survival Rates Chart in the West Sussex Speed Limit Policy presentation (Chris Stark
13" January 2023) the probability of a fatality for a VRU being hit by a vehicle travelling at 35mph is 95%.

Because of the significant traffic volume on the A281 in Bucks Green, and the speed data recorded by the ATC
(presumably near the proposed site access point), this shows that there are 1000 ‘opportunities’ per day for a
VRU to be involved in a collision, and with a minimum 95% chance of it being fatal.
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RPC considers that some form of traffic calming is therefore necessary to reduce traffic speeds through Bucks
Green. The new housing with its associated additional traffic movements will make matters even worse. Access
arrangements for VRU will also need to reflect the volume and speed of traffic.

VRU detailed Access proposals

The text in para 10.150 prefacing HDLP Strategic Policy HA14: Rudgwick and Bucks Green, states that ‘support
will be given to proposals that seek to achieve community aspirations as set out in the Neighbourhood Plan,
including improving pedestrian safety and access on the local highway network and in particular enhanced
connectivity between community facilities in Bucks Green (south of the A281) and the built form Rudgwick and
Cox Green (north of the A281).

With this in mind, and wishing to ensure that parish concerns and material considerations were discussed with
the applicants prior to the submission of this proposal for a significant development for the parish, a Rudgwick
Parish Council (RPC) group held a meeting in June with the applicants and where the following points were
noted:

e The need to calm traffic, improve safety and reduce speeds on the A281 in Bucks Green and suggested
engineering possibilities for the area to be investigated. (No measures suggested in current proposal —
e.g. Mini Roundabout, Pedestrian Refuge Islands etc.).

e Safety for Vulnerable Road Users (VRU) is paramount and the issues as to why an uncontrolled crossing
is considered inadequate for the busy road, particularly as the number of pedestrian and cyclist users
will increase owing to the development. (RPC agrees strongly with WSCC that this must be fully
addressed before any proposal can be accepted).

e Adequate safe pavement links are required along the A281 (north side) to/from the main village
facilities (including schools). RPC has an extant Active Travel Initiative intending to increase the width
of existing pavement from an inadequate 1.5m to 3m. (So, the 1.5m suggested by the applicant for such
new pavement provision would be a retrograde step in conflict with this initiative).

e Applicants were made aware of all facilities at KGV fields opposite the site: Village Hall, Playing fields,
Playground, Skate Park, Rudgwick Youth Centre (after school and evening activities currently 4 x weekly
for ages 11- 18 years), Tennis Club, Football and Cricket clubs (including junior teams), Spin Cycling and
exercise studio, Little Streets Role Play franchise business. (Hence they should be fully aware of the
likely VRU wishing to cross the A281 from the new development).

e Information/awareness raising concerning the serious RTA in May 2024 when 2 pedestrians (HDC waste
operatives) were injured whilst working close to the Fox pub/Lynwick Street junction on A281(one had
life threatening injuries and was hospitalized for many months), in the area west of the site access
where a 2nd crossing is now being proposed by the applicant. (This crossing point is dangerous and
unnecessary and should be removed from the proposal. Again, RPC agrees with the WSCC response on
this aspect).

e Safety concerns about the Lynwick Street junction with A281, and the proposal to remove the ‘Stop’
signs. (RPC didn’t comprehend the objective of the changes proposed and thereby aligns with the WSCC
feedback).

Additional feedback was given to the applicants after discussion with full parish council. Response was
promised by the applicant, but none was forthcoming, despite several follow up communications and offers to
meet to discuss further. The information submitted in this proposal is the same as that in the June presentation
to RPC and therefore the parish council must object to the detailed access arrangements currently proposed
by the applicant on the grounds that it does not adequately meet the needs or safety requirements of VRU.
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Further points......After considering the current proposal, RPC believes access onto Lynwick Street (a rural lane)
for pedestrians and cyclists is necessary to reach the Downs Link/Milk Churn/Firebird Brewery via Lynwick
Street without having to cross/navigate the A281.

The submitted Transport Assessment states, 'Safe and suitable access to the site can be achieved for all users'
and ‘the proposal is acceptable in transport terms and meets with local and national policy criteria’. RPC
believes that the proposal, having not taken on board or used important information and considerations that
were provided, does not improve or increase safety in terms of VRU, rather than mitigating issues raised
continues to add to them and does not promote Active Travel. Therefore, it does not meet the requirements
to sufficiently satisfy NPPF paras 109,110 and 117, HDPF Policy 40, emerging HDLP policy 24, RNP policies 12 &
13.

FOOTNOTES

A. October 2021 - RPC comments to HDC re potential site allocations RD1 and RD2

The allocations of RD1 and RD2 are noted and accepted. RPC considers that it is absolutely essential that the
2 sites come forward as a comprehensive scheme, as it considers that only one new access onto the A281
should be allowed. RPC is aware that the site promoters of RD1 were proposing a secondary access onto
Lynwick Street. These accesses need to serve both sites, as one. In addition, the existing (rarely used)
agricultural access for site RD2 would be wholly inappropriate to upgrade as it would interfere with the
parking layby (used by houses opposite) and the bus stop. Also, RPC would like a new single A281 junction
to be designed to facilitate a reduction in traffic speeds through Bucks Green on the busy A281; perhaps a
mini roundabout, if feasible.

These two sites have a strong tendency to cause serious flooding, due to rain, onto the A281

and RPC is concerned that appropriate land drainage must be provided at the time of construction.

Whilst agreeing with comment 3 (a) in respect of RD1, RPC would prefer to be more precise in noting that
existing development in the linear settlement of Bucks Green on the north side of the A281 extends only 2
or 3 (max.) properties deep and so it is essential that any new scheme complies with that pattern. This
would facilitate the northern part of the site being landscaped both to minimise landscape impacts (as
stated), but also to create a defensible boundary to prevent further development creep into agricultural
fields.

B. Rudgwick Parish — Site Allocations

Rudgwick Parish Council (RPC) did not allocate sites in its Neighbourhood Plan (‘made’ June 2021) having
taken up the ‘offer’ made by HDC to include any such site allocations for the parish in the local plan review
extant at that time.

The Regulation 18 plan version indicated an allocation for the parish of 50.

The (now submitted) Regulation 19 allocated 2 sites; RD1 for at least 60 homes and adjacent RD2 for at
least 6 homes.

Site allocation RD1 relates to this application.

Site RD2 has secured outline planning permission (all matters reserved) under DC/24/1811 with an advisory
regarding the desire for a single access onto the A281.

RPC accepts, in principle, that these sites can be developed for housing, subject to any requirements set
out in the relevant strategic policies.
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Yours faithfully
Sarah Hall

Sarah Hall

Assistant Clerk to Rudgwick Parish Council Clerk

P016-24/25 Public Forum - DC/25/1360 Land to the West of Little Millfields
A member of the public read extracts from a statement objecting to the planning application,
this had been endorsed by 9 Rowhook residents.

P017-24/25 Planning To report on:

Current Planning Applications were resolved unanimously and noted for comment to

Horsham District Council (HDC);

Applications considered at Rudgwick Parish Council Planning Committee Meeting 22" September 2025

Application Applicant Reason for Application Recommendation Official
No Response
Date
DC/25/1360 | Land to the west of Demolition of Rudgwick Parish Council 24.09.2025
03.09.2025 Little Millfields, existing buildings Objects to this proposal as Determine
Horsham Road, and erection of a follows: 27.10.2025
Rowhook single storey

dwelling.

The existing prior approvals
given to the site DC/25/0962
& DC/25/0124) allow for the
class Q conversion of
agricultural buildings to
residential dwellings without
any need for extensive
structural works, including
unnecessary disturbance to
soil structure by excavations
for foundations, trees to be
removed or incursions made
into their RPA's.

Dwellings/accommodation
can therefore be adequately
provided at the site under
the existing approvals,
without requiring the
unnecessary removal of tree
T13 or encroachment into
the RPA's of 4 other trees,
making this planning
proposal non essential.
British Standard 5837:2012
applies (trees and soil
structure take priority over
construction). RNP Policy 17
must be taken into account.



https://public-access.horsham.gov.uk/public-access/applicationDetails.do?activeTab=externalDocuments&keyVal=T1E5S3IJM1300
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We refer also to the HDC
Arboricultural Officer's
comments on DC/24/1834
(refused original Change of
Use application on the same
site) noting that a number of
trees within close proximity,
which would have
represented constraint on
that proposal, were felled
recent to that application's
submission.

In conclusion, the British
Standard allows the
possibility of incursion into
the RPA of trees, but only
where there is an 'overriding
justification for
construction'. RPC maintains
that in this application this is
no overriding justification as
the already approved Class Q
conversion self-evidently
allows for a residential unit
to be provided on the site
without any such incursion.

The application should
therefore be refused.

P016-24/25 Public Forum - DC/25/1377 Field House
The applicant was unable to attend the meeting and submitted a statement which was read
out by the Chairman of the Planning Committee.
Members of the public raised the following concerns in the public forum;
e Implement a condition on size of the replacement Oak trees (semi mature)
e Re-instate the ancient hedgerow at the front of the property
e “Stay of execution’ the condition may have worsened due to dry summer, it may
improve over the next few years
P017-24/25 Planning
To report on:
i) Current Planning Applications were resolved unanimously and noted for comment to
Horsham District Council (HDC);
Applications considered at Rudgwick Parish Council Planning Committee Meeting 22" September 2025
Application Applicant Reason for Application Recommendation Official
No Response

Date
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DC/25/1377
02.09.2025

Field House, Cox
Green

Fell 1x Oak Tree

In February 2020 when
HDC'’s Arboricultural Officer
sanctioned TPO Preservation
Order 1534 on the Oak at
Oakfield Cox Green he stated
“the principal oak tree is a
fine specimen that features
significantly on the street
scene. Itis in excellent
condition and health, and
very readily meets the
criteria for formal
protection, given the extant
development proposals”.

He also submitted a strong
objection to the
development proposed at
that time (see attached) in
order to protect this
important and significant
tree. Unfortunately some of
the sound principles he
noted do not seem to have
been followed sufficiently
strictly, especially with
regard to the permitted
development of what is now
known as ‘Field House’
(DC/23/0235). Significant
encroachment into the RPA
(calculated as 17.4% =
120.3m?) was necessary in
order to provide (inter alia)
an access drive for this
property. It is unclear just
what the overriding
justification for its
construction was, in order to
permit this variation from
the British Standards. At the
time the parish council
argued that the
development proposed in no
way met local housing need;
so how was it justified?

Arguably this is a major
factor as to what has now
given rise to this application
(DC/25/1377) to seek
permission to fell the TPO
tree.

23.09.2025
Determine
22.10.2025



https://public-access.horsham.gov.uk/public-access/applicationDetails.do?activeTab=externalDocuments&keyVal=T1NC88IJM3C00
https://rudgwickpc.sharepoint.com/:b:/s/webpage/EUe8Iqgz9MNHqFwEqcmd4asB_LY35tsUHG1Ru-MiyjnqWw?e=OSu5WB
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The AIA dated 21°
November 2022 (Treeline)
submitted under
DC/23/0235 stated “The oak
T1 has normal leaf size, leaf
colour and shoot tip
extension growth, and is in
general good health, there
are some dead branches
throughout the crown, but
this can be expected in a
tree of this age and size. It is
expected that the oak T1
tree will be able to tolerate
the proposed hard surfacing
works within its rooting
environment, subject to
specialist design and
construction” and goes on to
state “Taking into
consideration the effects
that surfacing has on soil
structure and permeability, it
cannot be said that any form
of hard surfacing will have
no impact on the
environment of tree roots
growing beneath. When the
full implications of installing
cellular confinement systems
are considered, one has to
conclude that the impact of
installing such a surface will
inevitably have a small
adverse impact on the health
of affected trees. But
experience has shown that
healthy trees usually remain
in good health when a
permeable hard surface is
laid on top of a geocell sub-
base within their root zones’.

The latest application now
states 'the crown of the tree
can be seen to have been
dying out on Google earth
photographs taken prior to
the planning application for
the construction of houses
on the Oakfield site’.
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Contrast this with the
aforementioned AIA
conveniently declaring the
tree ‘in general good health’
in order to justify an
engineering solution
appropriate for ‘healthy
trees’.

The application seeks
permission to fell and
replace with two English
Oaks sourced from an
approved UK nursery. The
submitted report from Gale
Tree Consultancy does
appear extremely thorough.
It states (if removal of the
tree is the preferred choice)
“1 would strongly
recommend that a planting
scheme is already in place
when the application form is
submitted which would
include the tree species, tree
size and the tree nursery of
choice from where you
would purchase the trees”.

Unfortunately, no tree size
has been declared and so the
parish council is unable to
properly consider the option
to ‘fell and replace’ and so
must object. It should be
noted that the parish council
felt that semi-mature oak(s)
could be an appropriate
replacement given the
importance what would be
lost.

Also the parish council would
then wish to have clarity of
the overall landscaping plan
for the green space
surrounding the existing TPO
oak, in particular:

**Native hedge replacement
—including its position
**Details of any proposed
fencing
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“’Extent of wildflower
meadow — a positive feature
**Any changes to
driveway/parking/turning
areas or will they remain
unaltered

RPC notes that Field House
has been constructed
outside of the planning ‘built
up area boundary’ and so is
now a property ‘in the
countryside’ with
appropriate development
constraints.

The Gale Tree Consultancy
does include an apparently
valid option to retain the
TPO Oak with a review in 2
years time. If this option is
taken then the parish council
would also wish to see the
remedial actions (mulching
etc.) deployed as advised by
both of HDC'’s Landscape
Architect and Arboricultural
Officer under DISC/25/0186.

To conclude, Rudgwick
Parish Council objects to this
particular application (as
presented) but would of
course reconsider its
position if ‘adequate’
replacement tree sizes were
declared and deemed
acceptable to it. This must
then also be accompanied
with absolute clarity
regarding all the other
landscaping matters
(outlined above) pertaining
to the area in question, that
are appropriate and
considerate of the
countryside location.

P016-24/25 Public Forum
No member of the public present wished to speak in the Public Forum on the following two
planning applications.

P017-24/25 Planning
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To report on:
i) Current Planning Applications were resolved unanimously and noted for comment to
Horsham District Council (HDC);
Applications considered at Rudgwick Parish Council Planning Committee Meeting 22" September 2025
Application Applicant Reason for Application Recommendation Official
No Response
Date
DC/25/1343 Hurlands, The Application to confirm the No Comment 25.09.2025
04.09.2025 Haven continuous use of land as Determine
incidental residential 15.09.2025
curtilage with associated
outbuildings (Lawful
Development Certificate -
Existing).
DC/25/1440 Pilgrims Rest, Cox Non Material Amendment to No objection to Not available
08.09.2025 Green previously approved the application Determine
application DC/24/1715 being treated as 06.10.2025
(Demolition of existing dwelling a non material
and erection of a self-build amendment or to
dwelling and garage.) Removal the proposal.
of soldier course brickwork
above windows and removal
and replacement of sliding
doors to rear single story.
Relocation and reduction of
South West side window of
utility room towards the side
door.
The above applications can be viewed through the Horsham District Council public access web
page https://public-access.horsham.gov.uk/public-access/.
P018-25/26 Date of next meeting: When required.

There being no other business, the Chairman closed the meeting at 7.43pm

Councillor S Kornycky

Chairman


https://public-access.horsham.gov.uk/public-access/applicationDetails.do?activeTab=externalDocuments&keyVal=T1AUAOIJLZ800
https://public-access.horsham.gov.uk/public-access/applicationDetails.do?activeTab=externalDocuments&keyVal=T29HG1IJMBK00
https://public-access.horsham.gov.uk/public-access/

