Sandra Edwards

From: Amanda Scholes on behalf of Planning.Responses

Sent: 24 May 2018 09:05

To: Planning Scanning

Subject: FW: YAPTON PC additional response to Y/91/17/0OUT and Y/92/17/0UT

From: David Easton

Sent: 24 May 2018 08:59

To: Planning.Responses

Subject: FW: YAPTON PC additional response to Y/91/17/0UT and Y/92/17/0OUT

Please upload to ¥Y/91/37/0UT and ¥/92/17/0UT as a consultation response from Yapion Parish Council.

From: vicky newman |
Sent: 21 May 2018 22:48

To: David Easton
Cc: Claire Potts; Neil Crowther; Karl Roberts; Clir. Stephen Haymes; Yapton Parish Council Clerk
Subject: YAPTON PC additional response to Y/91/17/0UT and Y/92/17/0UT

Dear David
Thank you for your email of today's date, its contents has been noted.

I would remind you that whilst Yapton Parish Council supported these two separate outline applications covering
Strategic Housing Site SD7 in Yapton, as a Parish, it had strong reservations.

YPC made it clear in both our responses to Y/91/17/OUT and Y/92/17/OUT that the current applications will have
many mitigating impacts upon YPC's existing Community and believe that unless these are fully addressed both
planning applications could not be successfully implemented. YPC's support was therefore conditional upon detailed
and considered planning obligations and conditions being agreed for the whole site (SD7) to ensure a legacy that
promotes a fully integrated and sustainable community which will have minimal impact on the existing Community and
its stretched facilities but integrate the two in a positive and seamless manner. YPC is determined that both proposals
must have an overarching public benefit for the whole of YPC and not solely for the new combined development. |
would remind you that YPC remain of the view that this strategic site must fully address and promote the one primary
school solution for the Parish thus safeguardiing the village's social cohesion and inclusivity for future generations.

As a Parish we are therefore disappointed to learn that ADC is of the view that insufficient evidence has been brought
to light to provide confidence in either proposal to effectively address these concerns especially with regard to
satisfying YPC's concerns with regard to Primary education in the village, a scheme that reflects the character and
heritage of the village and all the associated infrastructure concerns highlighted in our response dated 1st February
2018.

YPC fully accept ADC's need to refuse both applications at this point in time until meaningful and tangible action has
been adopted to address these points. YPC understand that ADC have decided to complete this application under
delegated powers and have no objection to this approach.

YPC await to hear the final outcome of this application

Yours sincerely

Vicky Newman

Chair of Yapton Parish Council Planning Committee
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From: David Easton <David.Easton@arun.gov.ulks

Sent: 21 May 2018 14:09

Ta: Yapton Parish Council Clerk
Ce: Claire Potts <Claire. Potis@arurn.any .ukcs: Netl Crowther <Neil Crowiher@arun.anv.uks>: Karl Roberts
<Karl Robaris@anungov.uks>

Subject: Y/91/17/0UT and Y/92/17/0UT

Dear Yapton Parish Council,

Following discussions earlier today between Clir. Haymes and Kari Roberis please find below the reasons for refusal
which have been identified by the LPA in relation to Y/91/17/0UT and Y/92/17/0UT. | would be grateful if you couid
please provide written confirmation of the withdrawal of the Parish Council’s support for these applications.

Y/91/17/0UT — Land at Biisham Road, Yapion

1. The application has failed t¢ provids sufficient detail 1o adequately demonstrats that the propossd
development will reflect the established character of Yapion or constitute high quality imaginative design
giving a sense of place. The proposals are not of a sufficient quality for the Local Planning Authority to
endorse the proposals and as such the proposal is desmed o conflict with policy GEN7Y of the Arun Local
Plan (2003}, policies H §P2 and D DM1 of the emerging Arun Local Plan, and paragraphs 8, 17, 56, 57, 63
and 64 of the National Planning Policy Framework.

2. The application has failed to provide sufficient detail to adequately demonstrate that the proposed
development will provide adequate mitigation for the impacts associated with transport and highways or
provide adequate measures to encourage walking, cycling and sustainable travel. In the absence of these
details, the proposals will result in severe impacts on highway capacity and safety. As such the proposal is
deemed o conflict with policies H 3P2 (K) of the emerging Arun Local Plan; and paragraph 32 and 34 of the
National Planning Policy Framework.

3. The application has failed to provide sufficient detail to adequately demonstrate that the proposed
development will make provision for open space of a sufficient size and quality and re-inforce existing green
infrastructure. The application has also failed to provide sufficient detail to demonsirale that ecological
enhancements can be provided and designed as part of an overali masterpian. As such the proposal is
deemed to conflict with policies H 3P2 (¢, d and e) of the emerging Arun Local Plan; and paragraph 32 and
34 of the National Planning Policy Framework.

4. The application fails 1o provide for the necessary infrastruciure, or make provision within the application site
for this infrastructure, for education (primary and secondary), Libraries, fire services, police services, leisure,
health, playing pitches, highways mitigation, sustainable transport measures, walking and cyeling, affordable
housing. As such the proposal does not adequately mitigate against the impact of the development upon
existing services and faciiities. Therefore, the proposed deveiopment is deemed to conflict with policies H
SP2 (n}, H SP2c (SD7) and INF SP1 of the emerging Arun District Local Plan.

Y921 7/0UT ~ Land east of Drove Laneg, Yapton

1. The application has failed o adequately demonstrate that the proposed development will reflect the
established character of Yapton or constitute high quality imaginative design giving a sense of place and as
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such the proposal is deemed to conflict with policy GEN7 of the Arun Local Plan (2003); policies HSP2 and D

DM1 of the emerging Arun Local Pian; and paragraphs 8, 17, 56, 57, 63 and 64 of the National Planning

olicy Framework.

The application fails to make financial contributions towards necessary infrastructure and as such doss not

adeguately mitigate against the impact of ihe proposed development upon existing services and facilities.

Therefore, the proposed development is desmed fo conflict with policies H 8P2, H 8P2¢ (8D7) and INF SP1

of the emerging Arun District Local Plan.

3. The application has failed to adequately demonstrate that the proposed development will not adversely
impact upon the significant of nearby heritage assets (Conservation Area and Arundel to Portsmouth Canal)
in conflict with policy AREAZ of the Arun District Local Plan; policy E8 of the YNP: H 8P2 (m), HER DM1,
HER DMS3 and HER DMS of the emerging Arun Local Plan; and and paragraphs 17, 131, 132 and 137 of the
National Planning Policy Framework.

4. The application has failed to provide sufficient detail to adequately demonstrate that the proposed
development will make provision for open space of a sufficient size and quality and re-inforce existing green
infrastructure. The application has also failed to provide sufficient detail 1o demonsirale thatl ecological
enhancements can be provided and designed as part of an overall masterplan. As such the proposal is
deemed io conflict with policies H 8P2 (¢, d and &} of the emerging Arun Local Plan; and paragraph 32 and
34 of the National Planning Policy Framework.

5. The application fails o provide for the necassary infrastructure, or make provision within the application site
for this infrastructure, for education {primary and secondary), libraries, fire services, police services, leisure,
health, playing pitches, highways mitigation, sustainable transport measures, walking and cycling, affordable
housing. As such the proposal does not adequatsly mitigate against the impact of the development upon
existing services and facilities. Therefore, the proposed development is deemed o conflict with policies H
SP2 (n}, H SP2¢ (8D7) and INF SP1 of the emerging Arun District Local Plan.

)

Please do not hesitate to contact me should you wish to discuss the abovs further.

Yours Sincerely,

David Easion

Dayvid Easton | Principal Planning Officer, Arun District Coungil | Location: First Floor, Arun Civic Centre, Maltravers Road, Littlehampton, BN17 5LF

Internal: 37619 | External: +44 (0) 1903 737619 | E-mail: Davig.EasioniBarun.aoy.us
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NLPG UPRN 100062237015
DX 57408 Littlehampton

imgortant Notice This e-mait is infended exclusively for the addressee and may contain information that is confidential and/or privileged. If vou are not the
intenced recipient (or authorised 1o receive it for the addressee), piease notify the sender and delete the e-mail immediately; using, copying, or disclosing it io
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-maill may be subject to public disclosure under the Freedom of Information Act 2000,
therefore we cannot guarantee thal we will not provide the whole or part of this e-mail to a third party. The Council reserves the right 1o monitor e-maills in
accordance with relevant legisiation. Whilst outgoing e-mails are chacked for viruses, we cannot guarantee this e-mail is virus-free or has not been
intercepted or changad and we do not accept flabiiity for any damage caused. Any reference to "e-mail” in this disclaimer includes any attachments.
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