	Minutes of Sidlesham Parish Council Planning Committee
Wednesday, 11th March 2026 at 7 pm
The Parish Rooms, Church Farm Lane 

	

	Present:  Cllrs A Harland (Chair), D Guest, M Monnington, L Ramm, T Tull, N Wade, Cllr P Montyn (WSCC), Cllr D Johnson (CDC) & the Clerk.  There were 3 members of the public. 

	1. 
	Welcome and Apologies for Absence – Cllrs M Mellodey & Cllr T Parsons.

	2. 
	Declaration by Councillors of Personal Interests – None

	3. 
	Minutes of Last Planning Committee Meeting.  

	3.1. 
	Cllr D Guest proposed, and Cllr L Ramm seconded, that the Minutes of the Planning Meeting held on the 11th February 2026 be signed as a correct record.  All agreed.

	4. 
	Planning Applications Discussed the 10th December 2025 under Item 9 for Ratification of Decisions Made for Agreement - None

	5. 
	New Planning Applications for Discussion.

	5.1. 
	SI/26/00352/PLD - Other Dev - Certs of Lawful Development - 3 Walnut Farm Science Park, Lockgate Road, Sidlesham, West Sussex, PO20 7QQ.  Proposed single storey extension to commercial building.  No Objection to this application, subject to the proposed use being limited strictly to Class E(g)(iii) – Light Industrial as defined under the Town and Country Planning (Use Classes) Order.  Class E(g)(iii) is considered acceptable in this location on the basis that activities can be undertaken in a manner compatible with a rural environment and without causing adverse impacts through noise, traffic, fumes, or disturbance to nearby residents.  However, if the proposed use were to fall outside Class E(g)(iii), or if the intensity or nature of activities were to change affecting the neighbouring residents, the Parish Council would Object.

	5.2. 
	SI/26/00358/DOM - Other Dev - Householder Developments - Boskerris, Mill Lane, Sidlesham, Chichester, West Sussex, PO20 7LU.  Removal of existing roof tiles and installation of new tiles.  No Objection 

	6. 
	 Planning Decisions 

	6.1
	SI/25/03035/TPA - Land North Of 36 Chalk Lane Sidlesham West Sussex PO20 7LW. Reduce
height by 4m, reduce north and south sectors by 3m, reduce east sector by 6-7m, reduce west
sector by 4m, crown raise by up to 5m (above ground level), crown thin by 10-15% and remove 1
no. lowest lateral limb on the northern sector, (overhanging Keynor Lane) on 1 no. Poplar tree (T1)
subject to SI/86/00938/TPO. PERMIT

	6.2
	SI/25/03058/PA3Q - Sally Field Nursery Rotten Row Sidlesham Chichester West Sussex PO20 7QB.  Change of use of agricultural building to 1no dwelling (C3 use class).  PRIOR APPROVAL REQUIRED HEREBY PERMITTED  

	6.3
	SI/25/03074/PA3Q - Sally Field Nursery Rotten Row Sidlesham Chichester West Sussex PO20 7QB.  Class Q(c) Application for Prior Approval - Change of Use of Agricultural Building to 1no Dwelling (C3 Use Class) East side greenhouse. PRIOR APPROVAL REQUIRED HEREBY PERMITTED

	6.4
	SI/25/02503/FUL - Land South Of 22 Chalk Lane Chalk Lane Sidlesham West Sussex PO20 7LY.  Demolition of three existing agricultural buildings and erection of 2 no. detached dwellings (alternative to 23/02909/PNO3, SI/23/01141/PA3Q and SI/23/00475/PA3Q).  PERMIT

	7.
	Enforcement Orders 

	7.1
	The Orchards – The Clerk reported receipt of a letter from Enforcement confirming no breach of planning despite the mobile homes which are within the curtilage of the main dwelling and the case has been closed.

	8
	Appeals

	8.1
	Appeal Reference: APP/L3815/W/25/3371769 – Melita Nursery, Chalk Lane, Sidlesham PO20 7LW. The Chairman confirmed receipt of a letter of Postponement of this appeal until the 6th July 2026. 

	9.
	Planning Correspondence and Other Planning Matters

	9.1
	Review of our decision for Planning Application SI/26/00087/FUL - Minor Dev - Gypsy/Traveller Site.  Following discussion, the Parish Council agreed to withdraw its objection to this application. A further comment will be added confirming our support for CDC, as this may help relieve pressure on the Council’s Gypsy and Traveller site obligations.
Cllr Johnson also reiterated that, under the revised process, contentious planning applications will no longer automatically be referred to Committee. Parish Councils will now need to ask their District Councillor to submit a request to the Planning Officer, who will then determine—together with the Chair of Planning and the relevant Member—whether the application should proceed to Committee.

	9.2 
	Review of NPPF – Cllr Wade confirmed the decision not to comment was discussed between the Chairman and himself due to the shortness of time to respond.  However, it was agreed the Councillors need to be more aware of the policies contained with the NPPF and training is required.

	9.3
	Date for whole Parish Council planning training.  It was agreed in principle for the training and dates are to be circulated by the Clerk once confirmation of who can carry out the training.

	9.4
	SI/26/00526/PA3Q – 63 Street End Lane, Sidlesham, PO20 7RG.  Prior Approval – Change of use of Agricultural Building to 3no Dwellings (C3 Use Class).  After discussion it was agreed to Object to this application because the structures proposed for conversion are greenhouses, which by their nature are lightweight, open‑framed structures not designed to function as buildings capable of supporting residential use. The Parish Council does not consider greenhouses to be suitable candidates for conversion to dwellings under Class Q of the GPDO.  Relevant Case Law (High Court – Hibbitt).  
The High Court has made it clear that Class Q permitted development rights apply only where the existing agricultural building is genuinely capable of conversion, not where the works amount to a rebuild.  In Hibbitt v Secretary of State for Communities and Local Government [2016] EWHC 2853 (Admin), the Court held that Class Q assumes: “the agricultural building is capable of functioning as a dwelling” and it is not intended to permit the construction of new structural elements, with works needing to fall within what can sensibly be described as a conversion, not a rebuild.  The judgment emphasised that where substantial rebuilding is required (including the construction of most or all external walls), the proposal cannot be considered a conversion under Class Q. [no5.com].  Given that greenhouses lack the structural integrity and built form necessary for residential conversion, the Parish Council considers that the proposal would necessarily require substantial reconstruction, placing it firmly outside the scope of Class Q.  The Council noted that while the applicant’s structural engineer asserts that the glasshouse is capable of conversion, it remains unclear whether the structure:
1. Is genuinely structurally sound and capable of conversion without new structural elements, and
2. Will remain stable and safe for long‑term residential use.
Concerns were also expressed regarding the reuse of the existing glass. Traditional horticultural glass (particularly pre‑1970) is typically ordinary annealed glass, 2–3 mm thick, which shatters into sharp, hazardous shards. As such, it is not compliant with modern safety standards (e.g., BS EN 12150 / BS EN 14449) and is unsuitable for residential occupation. We request that the planners who not rely solely on the applicant’s structural engineer’s report without obtaining an independent expert assessment. 
We would also ask that the Planners take into consideration our Sidlesham Village Design Statement (VDS) endorsed by CDC and must therefore be treated as a material planning consideration.  Under the prior‑approval process for Class Q, Planning must consider Location, Siting, Design and Appearance. Councillors agree that the Siting, Design, and Appearance of the proposed development do not align with the VDS, particularly in relation to paragraphs 3.4, 5.1, 5.2, 6.3, and 6.5–6.9. The design and appearance should be considered similarly to that of a new build, and the proposal does not meet those expectations.
The Council expressed concern that if this application were allowed, it would set a significant precedent for similar conversions of glasshouses across the Parish and wider District, fundamentally altering the rural and agricultural character of the area. This would be contrary to Local Plan Policies E3 and E4.  Therefore, for the reasons above, particularly in light of the Hibbitt ruling, the Parish Council concludes that the proposed development does not constitute a legitimate Class Q conversion and therefore Objects to this prior approval application.

	10.
	Matters of Urgent Public Importance - None

	11.
	Date of Next Meeting – The date for the next meeting is the 8th April 2026 at 7pm. 



Meeting ended at 19.37pm
Alison Colban, Parish Clerk, Sidlesham Parish Council	

