
 
Dear Planning Inspectorate 

I submit my appeal statement below on my planning application ref: DC/26/0253. 

Demolish of the existing residential building and erection of 5no. terraced houses 
(2no. 2 bed dwellings and 3 no. 3 bed dwellings). 

I write to each of the refusal points in turn. I also attest my attempt to engage with 
Horsham District Council, to overcome any challenges for the refusal, which has failed. 

Refusal point 1. 

The development would be located beyond a defined built-up area on a site not 
allocated within the Development Plan and would not be essential to this countryside 
location. The development would therefore be contrary to the overarching spatial 
strategy and hierarchy approach of concentrating development within defined 
settlements and advocating a planned approach to settlement expansion, contrary to 
policies 1, 2, 3 and 26 of the Horsham District Planning Framework (2015). 
Notwithstanding the absence of a five-year land housing supply, and the provisions of 
the National Planning Policy Framework (2024) at paragraph 11(d), it is not considered 
that there are any material considerations which would outweigh harm arising from 
conflict with the above policies. 

The policies mentioned are below for ease of reference: 















Given the above, it is suggested that Horsham District Council are currently in direct 
contravention to Policy 1. 
 
The application improves social conditions by providing affordable housing, which is sorely 
missing from the area. Horsham District Council has not worked pro-actively alongside the 
applicant to find solutions so as to enable this application to be approved, when it is in line 
with the policies as stated. 
 
The site is located only 2.5miles from West Chiltington village, 3.3miles from Billingshurst 
train station and Brinsbury college and 2.3miles from Thakeham village – all of which have 
local services and facilities that can be reached by bike or private vehicle and will be 
supported by this development. The distances demonstrate that the site cannot be said to 
be of a substantial distance from any built up area and cycling – as highlighted by WSCC 
Highways response is an attractive alternative to the use of private vehicles. 
 
Therefore, it is respectfully requested that the reason point no.1 is removed from the 
decision to refuse the application.  
 
 
Refusal point 2. 

The development would be of a poor design and visual quality, where the proposal 
would appear as a prominent feature within the landscape. The limited visual relief and 
stark elevations would exaggerate the overall massing and bulk of the built form, and the 
proposal would fail to reflect the built character and architectural features of the wider 
locality. It is therefore considered that the proposed development would be contrary to 
Policies 25, 32, and 33 of the Horsham District Planning Framework (2015). 









 

 
Point 2 and 3 will be dealt with holistically. 

Horsham District Council acknowledge that the site is bound by hedging to the northern 
boundary, with mature trees located along the southern boundary. The wider 
surroundings are characterised by sporadic residential development and enclosed 
agricultural fields, alongside interspersed with tree belts and woodland. 



It is pointed out, that none of these boundaries, trees, fields or woodlands would 
be changed or suffer any harm or modifications as a result of this development. 

In addition, the council acknowledge that the dwelling is located centrally within the 
plot and set back from the public highway. 

It is not visible to other residential plots nor to the public or any passers-by, as there are 
no pavements or public footpaths/rights of way along the highway or alongside any of 
the boundaries. 

Immediately adjacent to the development are two plots of lawful travelling sites 
characterised by several caravans and outhouses. The nearest residential properties 
are located immediate to the north of the site over the road and is neither overlooked or 
is overlooking the site. 

The entire road of Harbolets road, has distinct residential buildings within their own 
plots of land and several travelling sites. There are no two buildings the same. There 
can be no question of the building interfering with the landscape or character of the 
area.  

Point 4 the application meets in full. The application must be permitted for a similar 
residential house. However, the application is to provide homes for 5 families and 
not just one. This is clearly optimisation of the site to accommodate development. 

Point 5 simply does not apply. 

The planning application does not contravene any of the points in Policy 33, meets all 
of the points. 

It is worth pointing out that, affordable housing needs to be just that – Affordable. This 
begins from the concept and design in order to ensure that the end product – is 
affordable to buy. The housing units are easily replicable and therefore, keeps 
construction costs affordable and the design which is not visible from neighbouring 
properties, or the public highway cannot be a prominent feature within the 
landscape with the similar footprint as the original building. The area has extremely 
variable buildings in design and construction, including travelling sites with multiple 
caravans. Therefore, this design does not fail to reflect a uniform built character and 
architectural features as suggested by Horsham District council. 

It is respectfully requested that the above point is removed from the decision as it is 
clear from the above that the application satisfies and does not contravene any of the 
three policies. 

Refusal point 3. 

Insufficient information has been provided to demonstrate that the development would 
have no adverse impact on protected species and its habitat, and to establish how the 






