Rebecca Payne

From: Simon Davis

Sent: 22 August 2022 10:08

To: Planning Scanning

Subject: FW: P/51/22/PL - Land West of Pagham Road
Attachments: letter to Mr Roberts.pdf

Application Correspondence “Emails between Applicant and Director 09/08 to 22/08”

Please include the attachment.

From: Karl Roberts <Karl.Roberts@arun.gov.uk>

Sent: 22 August 2022 09:17

To: paul collins <

Cc: Chief.executive <Chief.executive@arun.gov.uk>; clerk@paghamparishcouncil.gov.uk; Cllr. June Hamilton
<ClIr.June.Hamilton@arun.gov.uk>; ClIr. David Huntley <Clir.David.Huntley@arun.gov.uk>; Neil Crowther
<Neil.Crowther@arun.gov.uk>; Daniel Vick <Daniel.Vick@arun.gov.uk>; Simon Davis <Simon.Davis@arun.gov.uk>
Subject: RE: P/51/22/PL - Land West of Pagham Road

Dear Mr Collins,
Please accept my apologies for referring to myself rather than yourself in the opening salutation.

Regards
Karl Roberts

From: Karl Roberts
Sent: 22 August 2022 08:01

To: paul collins |

Cc: Chief.executive <{}

Subject RE P/51/22/PL Land West of Pagham Road

Dear Mr Roberts

| am responding to your email below and your previous one.

In terms of the scheme of delegation | have set our the current scheme below list the delegation to
the group head of planning.

2.1.1. Subject to the exceptions set out at paragraph 2.1.2 and 2.1.3 below, to act on behalf of
the council in all matters related to the discharge of the council’s functions and responsibilities
relating to:

. Development Control

. Local Plan and Policy

. Strategic Development

. Technical Administration Support

2.1.2. To determine all planning applications except where the matters are reserved fo the
Planning Committee. Where the following exceptions apply, the application or matter will be
determined by the Planning Committee:
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i Any major or minor application for planning permission which prior to its determination is
subject to a written representation from the Parish Council, Town Council or formal Parish Meeting
that the application site is within or one that immediately adjoins the application site, which is in
conflict with the recommendation of officers

i Any application for Full or Outline planning permission by or on behalf of the council

lii Any Major or Minor application as defined by the Ministry of Housing, Communities & Local
Government which would be recommended for approval and would create a new access or
egress via the A27, A29, A284, A259 and A280

v Any household application recommended for approval where the ward member has
submitted a written request to the chair and/or vice-chair of the Planning Committee before the
end of the statutory consultation period shall be referred fo the Planning Committee where it is on
sound planning grounds.

In respect of your latest email below | have nothing further to add to my earlier response.

Regards
Karl Roberts

From: paul collin

Sent: 20 August 2022 13:16
To: Karl Roberts <Xar
Cc: Chief.executive < sieov.ukss o
av.uk>; Clir. DaV|d Huntley <
uk>; Daniel Vick <Danial Vi

% ClIr. June Hamilton
N Y >: Neil Crowther
J1k>; Simon Davis <Simon. b ]

ATHON: This email originated from outside of the organisation. You should take extra care when clicking
links or opening attachments - if you are unsure the content is safe contact the IT Helpdesk before clicking
or opening.

Mr Roberts

Please see our @ malls below and my original letter dated 9 August 2022 {co attached for boe recipients), Please
place the foregoing |, this @ mail and any responses on the file in accordance with the Planning protocol set out at
Part 8 Section 3 of the Councils Constitution dated May 2022,

My letter was written professionally in accor danfe with e’\ppea hest practice { PINS Procedural Guide ~ Planning
Appeals Updated 12 April 2022 Paragraphs 1.3.1 and 1.2.2) the Informative on the Counclls decision letter and
hecause Messrs Crowther, Viek and Davis have point blas xk refused o discuss my proposals with me as the applicant
sither hefore or after the decision was made and worse still {as svidenced on the file) fatled to provide or request
me to provide information in response to Consultes requests until after the decision was made and failed to give me
an opportunity to amend the proposals prior to the decision being made. in respect of the [atter | note that Mr Davis
had correspondence with WSCC Highways and NE prior to the decision in support of RR2 and 3 and then deliberately
made sure that the corrsspondence was not made public or avaflable to me as the applicant until after the decision
was made. { see upload notes currently on the filel

Regrettably | am forced to note that vour & mail response {in my experience typically} doss not answer the 3 points |
rafse in my letter and that vou prefer instead to raise other superfluous and extranenus matters rather than address
those points,

I note but disagree with your views regarding the Case Officers report but this is in any case irrelevant becauss my
letter raises questions regarding the 3 BRe issued and it is pracisely because | cannot find the answers to thoss
quastions in the Report that | am now forced to raise the same questions again {atheit in a more direct and suceing
form} befare pursuing an appeal as the last resort,
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Please can |ask you to confirm

1. whether or not you agree or disagree with My a%se ‘?ian that my proposals, as a matter of fagy,
demuonstrably accord with the wording of the only development plan policies cited in RR1 and the use of
the subject land for the purposes sp@ufwd {which inch {"§§3°> a Primar y school {F1 use;} could not and would
not prejudics the use of the remaining land within the S0 Allocation { cirea 14 .24 hactares) being

developed wil h 400 houses as allocated at a policy mm;}isant ErOss demity of circa 28 dph . fyou agree

with my assertion then | can make another application because RR1 is addressed. fyvou fii!:agra & with my
assartion piease can you explairn why so that | can understand vour reasoning as this is the only issus of

relevance to RRL

2. Whether you agres or disagree with my assertion that RR2 and 2 are based on grounds which are capable of
being dealt wit h by c‘mfjumm if you agree we can then agres the wording of such suitable conditions
irraspactive of RR1 thereby narrowing issues should an appeal prove necessary. if vou disagree please
explain why with reference to the relevant PPG on the Use of Conditions so that | can properly consider vour
reasoning.

I note your comments regarding a caim for costs by the Coundcil but also note that vour belief is not supported by
any references to the relevant PRG relating to appeal costs. If yvou are giving advances notice of the Councils intention
to claim for its costs can | politely Sajggf&:s-* that you do so after | have actually submitted an appeal and vou have had
an apportunity to consider my Statement of Case? Currently | can ses no basis whatsoever for ADC o make such a
claim given an appellants statutory rsghf of appeal and my intention to argue that the proposals accord with the
ralevant dewi opment plan policies for the reasons given above

| afso note vour commaents regarding the previous appeal decision but do not believe that decision in respect of an
entirely different proposal for only part of the subject site to be in any way relevant to the determination of the
current proposals made as they are by a different applicant for different reasons. That decision has in any case been
ovartaken by svents and | have moved on from that decision and | suggest you and your colleagues do the sames,

! also note that you do not believe there is any merit in having any further discussions "*gardmg my proposals but
bep to differ given the best practice guoted and the informative on the decision notice itself and Hnvite you to
reconsider that position in the Hght of this e maill response.

Your comments in the last sentence of your & mail are also noted but | ind it impossible to understand how you can
justitiably make the assertion that these sites will be built out as approved without inappropriate pre determination
of the current and future applications yet to be made and the representations made by me and many others to date
andd | am happy with my actions to date and satisfisd that my energles are being spant on trying to improve the
quality of the schemes thanks.

Finally but by no means least please can vou provide a detalled explanation of vour extraordinary assertion

that alternative proposals for these sites have no realistic chance of implementation? Surely vou accept that the
Council is obliged to consider alternative proposals for any site and that thers s always more than ons way of
skinning the same cat and that since my proposals do not include or exclude anything that is not already includad in
the relevant Development plan policies and the main currently unimplementad OPP for the site under ADC Ref:
P/LAG/16 QUT R s impossible to make such an assertion unbess you are saying that the S0 Allocation has no
reaslistic chance of implementation? if the latter can | suggest that you say so loudly and publically as i am sure that
many in the Community and Pagham PO will be pleased to hear it!

P would be grateful if vou could reply to this & mail by return as my time for making a decision regarding my next
steps s pressing now.

Tharnks

Paul Coliing BA {Hons) Bipth

From: paul collins ([

Sent: Friday, August 19, 2022 3:21 PM
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To: 'Karl Roberts' <Kari.§
Cc: 'Chief.executive' <

L0V Lk>; cIerk@paghamparlshcouncn gov.uk'

k> 'CIIr June Hamilton' <} Earun.gov.uk>; 'Clir. David Huntley'
>; 'Neil Crowther' <} wie>; 'Daniel V|ck'

ke>; 'Simon Davis' <Siman.avi
Subject RE P/51/22/PL Land West of Pagham Road

fMr Roberts

Thank vou for vour response {such as it is) which is noted and Dwill consider and respond 1o same if necessary in dus
COUFSE,

in the meantime please can you provide me with a copy of the latest teration of the specific Officer scheme of
delegation for planning decisions under the Councils Constitution as | cannot find same anywhers in the latest
iteration of the Councils Constitution dated May 2022 published on the Councils web site. Please can you also plags
my letter r rasponsas and this & mail on the file for public viewing and future reference if required.

Thank you
Faul Collins BA {Hons) DipTh

From: Karl Roberts [

Sent: Wednesday, August 17, 2022 10:29 AM
To: paul cotins NN

Cc: Chief.executive < aaavukes o
& Mg sk>; Cllr. DaV|d Huntley <

<8 gov.uk>; Daniel Vick <Banis

Subject RE P/51/22/PL Land West of Pagham Road

Dear Mr Collins,
| refer to your letter of the 9t August in respect of the above and would offer the following
response.

Firstly, in respect of the authority for Mr Vick to sign off the decision on this application | can
confirm that the latest iteration of formal written authority to him to undertake such decisions is
dated 15t October 2020.

Secondly, | have read the case officers report and believe it to be a sound assessment of the key
issues. | also took the opportunity to refer back to the appeal decision in July 21 for a proposal
with some similar elements to what is currently proposed for an area of land which in part also
form part of this latest proposal. | believe that many of the Inspectors conclusions can be said to
also apply to this latest proposal. | have also re-read the accompanying cost decision letter which
found against the appellant. | believe if an appeal were to be made against this decision to refuse
the application then the Council would have a strong case for submitting an application for

costs. Given permission is not being recommended the other reasons for refusal are considered
reasonable.

| do not believe there is any merit in having any further discussions regarding your proposals.
Finally, can | encourage you to move on from this course of action. These sites will be built out

and | think our energies would be best spent focusing on the quality of the schemes rather than
alternative proposals that have no realistic chance of implementation.
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Regards
Karl Roberts

Froms pau colins

Sent: 09 August 2022 17:40
To: KarI Roberts <¥ t‘::i’ 3

< Eis,iiss\. 8. Ha “=3i‘0:“"i\=u‘ uk>; CIIr Da |d Huntley <{
Subject: P/51/22/PL - Land West of Pagham Road

CALITION: This email originated from outside of the organisation. You should take extra care when clicking
links or opening attachments - if you are unsure the content is safe contact the IT Helpdesk before clicking

or-opening.

Dear Mr Roberts

Please find attached a letter for your response within the next 10 working days if possible .
Please place the letter and any response on the file.

Thank you

Paul Collins BA |Hons| DiiTP

AW AL Eov. Lk
DX 57406 Littlehampton
You can view Arun District Council's Privacy Policy from &

Important Notice This e-mail is intended exclusively for the addressee and may contain information that is confidential and/or privileged. If you are not
the intended recipient {or authorised to receive it for the addressee), please notify the sender and delete the e-mail immediately; using, copying, or
disclosing it to anyone else, is strictly prohibited and may be unlawful. Any views, opinions or options presented are solely those of the author and do
not necessarily represent those of Arun District Council. The information in this e-mail may be subject to public disclosure under the Freedom of
Information Act 2000, therefore we cannot guarantee that we will not provide the whole or part of this e-mail to a third party. The Council reserves
the right to monitor e-mails in accordance with relevant legislation. Whilst outgoing e-mails are checked for viruses, we cannot guarantee this e-mail is
virus-free or has not been intercepted or changed and we do not accept liability for any damage caused. Any reference to "e-mail"” in this disclaimer

includes any attachments.
sk 5k ok sk ok ok 3k ok ok ok sk ok sk sk sk ok ok k %k sk sk ok %k sk %k sk ok sk ok sk sk sk ok sk ok ok sk sk ok ok sk ok sk sk sk ok 3k sk ok ok sk ok ok ok sk ok 3k sk sk ok ok sk ok %k sk ok %k k ok %k

ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL P/51/22/PL



e
¥

K

£
gy
2L

bz

\\
&
\m\

s
e

s
2

¥

.
)
g

7z
G

s
)
L
77
i

)
i
-




