From: Katherine Williams

Sent: 13 August 2026 14:36:27 UTC+01:00

To: "'Tim Rodway | Rodway Planning' <tim@rodwayplanning.co.uk>
Subject: RE: DM25/2473 - Warninglid Primary School, Slaugham Lane, Warninglid
Attachments: RE: DM/25/2473 Warninglid Primary School

Hi Tim,

Thank you for your emails, and my apologies for the delay in my response.
The Odour Risk Assessment has been forwarded to Southern Water for comment.
Attached are the latest comments from Emily.

The latest Viability Assessment has been forwarded to the Housing Enabling Officer who is in
the process of instructing a consultant.

All the requested evidence and updated drainage report is required at application stage and is
not considered to be matters that can subject to condition.

Kind Regards

Katherine Williams BSc (Hons) MSc
Senior Planning Officer

Mid Sussex District Council

01444 477214
www.midsussex.gov.uk
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From: Tim Rodway | Rodway Planning <tim@rodwayplanning.co.uk>

Sent: 10 August 2026 17:53

To: Katherine Williams <katherine.williams@midsussex.gov.uk>

Subject: RE: DM25/2473 - Warninglid Primary School, Slaugham Lane, Warninglid

Hi Katherine,
With reference to the above, please find attached an Odour Risk Assessment.
Please can you provide me with an update on this Planning Application?

Best regards,


https://www.midsussex.gov.uk/

Tim

TIM RODWAY
DIRECTOR / M +44 (0)7818 061220

B

RDDW,&Y PLANNING

RODWAY PLANNING CONSULTANCY / T +44 (0)1273 780 463 / RODWAYPLANNING.CO.UK

CONFIDENTIALITY & DISCLAIMER NOTICE: This e-mail is intended only for the addressee named above and the contents should not be
disclosed to any other party. If you have received this e-mail in error, please notify the sender and delete the e-mail and any attachments
from your system. Although this email has been scanned for viruses, | advise you to carry out your own virus checks before opening any

attachment as | cannot accept liability for any damage sustained as a result of any software viruses or other malicious code.

From: Tim Rodway | Rodway Planning

Sent: 31 July 2026 10:33

To: Katherine Williams <katherine.williams@midsussex.gov.uk>

Subject: DM25/2473 - Warninglid Primary School, Slaugham Lane, Warninglid

Dear Katherine,

Further to recent correspondence in respect of the above Planning Application, please now find
attached an updated Viability Assessment report and associated financial appraisal sheet. This
has been revised in response to the matters raised by the Council’s Principal Housing Enabling
Officer, and specifically it now references affordable housing and the related District Plan policy
(DP31). The report now fully assesses the viability of the scheme, and concludes that “We
therefore consider the development proposed with the compliance of Policy DP31 is not
viable.” We trust that this is satisfactory and you can now proceed to reconsult with the
Housing Enabling Officer, and also engage with the independent viability consultants as
required.

With respect to the further comments from the Flood Risk and Drainage Team (their email dated

17t July 2026), it is noted that the relevant highways surface water guidance says: "There will
be a presumption against connections into existing highway drainage systems unless sufficient
evidence is provided that the highway drainage system has capacity..." Therefore this requires
evidence that (1) the highway drain has capacity; and (2) the existing system is investigated to
establish its connectivity, line, level and outfall where records are unavailable.

The Applicant has confirmed that Moody Sewage have already demonstrated that: The
receiving drain is highway-owned, it has capacity and they've surveyed the connection - and
therefore this meets the requirements of the guidance. The Applicants have had discussions
with Kevin Macknay at WSCC in respect of this matter. Kevin’s email of 24t July is attached,
but you will note that he confirms that “If an existing connection into the adjacent highway
drainage system exists, we (WSCC) cannot remove that right of connection. However, any
discharge from any new development must remain at the existing rate."”


https://eur02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.rodwayplanning.co.uk%2F&data=05%7C02%7Ckatherine.williams%40midsussex.gov.uk%7C1247f5205c094a4d9ca808def6ffc661%7C248de4f9d13548cca4c8babd7e9e8703%7C0%7C0%7C639219775916739702%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJFbXB0eU1hcGkiOnRydWUsIlYiOiIwLjAuMDAwMCIsIlAiOiJXaW4zMiIsIkFOIjoiTWFpbCIsIldUIjoyfQ%3D%3D%7C0%7C%7C%7C&sdata=Gnb10CzdUdlFS%2B7%2BGJkQRQlCN%2Fwvdtaf0YywIDysN5g%3D&reserved=0
mailto:katherine.williams@midsussex.gov.uk

EAS will be providing an updated drainage report, which will include calculations to address the
Flood Risk & Drainage Officer's concerns regarding ownership and capacity. Kevin's response
now seems to provide clarity on the remaining issue: the principle of continuing to utilise the
existing highway connection, provided we can demonstrate it exists and that the redevelopment
does not increase the discharge rate.

On this basis - and before the updated EAS report is finalised and issued to you - please can
you confirm (following consultation with the Flood Risk and Drainage Team) whether the
remaining evidence of the existing connection could be secured by way of a pre-
commencement planning condition?

When responding we would be grateful if you could also provide us with any further updates, for
example, has Emily Wade provided you with her final comments yet?

We look forward to receiving your response.

Best regards,

TIM RODWAY
DIRECTOR /M +44 (0)7818 061220

B

RODWAY PLANNING

RODWAY PLANNING CONSULTANCY / T +44 (0)1273 780 463 / RODWAYPLANNING.CO.UK

CONFIDENTIALITY & DISCLAIMER NOTICE: This e-mail is intended only for the addressee named above and the contents should not be
disclosed to any other party. If you have received this e-mail in error, please notify the sender and delete the e-mail and any attachments
from your system. Although this email has been scanned for viruses, | advise you to carry out your own virus checks before opening any

attachment as | cannot accept liability for any damage sustained as a result of any software viruses or other malicious code.


https://eur02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.rodwayplanning.co.uk%2F&data=05%7C02%7Ckatherine.williams%40midsussex.gov.uk%7C1247f5205c094a4d9ca808def6ffc661%7C248de4f9d13548cca4c8babd7e9e8703%7C0%7C0%7C639219775916778422%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJFbXB0eU1hcGkiOnRydWUsIlYiOiIwLjAuMDAwMCIsIlAiOiJXaW4zMiIsIkFOIjoiTWFpbCIsIldUIjoyfQ%3D%3D%7C0%7C%7C%7C&sdata=0Cr3ZR3LqELAO8To9GbaOcxElmmikicy73WjAjdTN5g%3D&reserved=0


Hi Katherine


 


Further comments on the above application.


 


We have received revised plans showing a slightly amended layout, with the new dwelling proposed at Plot 4 located further to the north, closer to the boundary with Plot 3. We have also received a revised and expanded Heritage Statement.


 


Whilst I have read and considered the added material within this Statement, which refers to the impact, through setting, on the significances of the listed and curtilage listed buildings at Old Park and of the Warninglid Conservation Area, I find that I do not agree in all respects with the comments made or conclusions drawn. I remain of the opinion that the proposed new dwellings within the grounds of the Primary School will have some adverse impact on the rural character of the settings of these assets, and the manner in which their significances are appreciated.


 


Based on the updated drawing package, I would consider that in relation to both designated assets a level of less than substantial harm will arise, which I would place in both cases at the lower end of that scale. The balancing exercise set out in paragraph 215 will therefore apply- please see my previous comments in this respect.


 


If on balance you are minded to approve the application, I can suggest conditions relating to materials and other aspects of detailed design.


 


Thanks,


 


Emily


 


Please note that this advice is given at Officer level only and is without prejudice to the formal decision of the District Council.


 


----------------------------------------------


Submit your planning application online.


http://www.planningportal.gov.uk  


----------------------------------------------


Emily Wade Ma MSc


Conservation Officer


Planning Services


Tel: +44 (0)1444 477385


emily.wade@midsussex.gov.uk      http://www.midsussex.gov.uk  
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From: Emily Wade <Emily.Wade@midsussex.gov.uk> 
Sent: 17 April 2026 14:50
To: Katherine Williams <Katherine.Williams@midsussex.gov.uk>
Subject: DM/25/2473 Warninglid Primary School




 


Hi Katherine


 


Further comments on the above planning application, following the receipt of revised plans. 


 


Firstly, I note that we are still awaiting the revised and expanded Heritage Statement which has been previously requested.


 


With respect to the revised plans before us, in terms of Plots 1 and 2 (the converted and extended school building), the application has been amended to remove the extensions previously proposed along the road frontage of Plot 2. In addition, the zinc fascias and roofing have been amended to show a combination of clay tile and lead roofs, with the fascia detailing also revised, as well as aspects of the fenestration. These amendments will better preserve the character of the building, subject to detail, and are welcomed.


 


In terms of Plots 3 and 4 (the new build development), the proposal has been revised to remove the attached garages to both houses in favour of detached garages. The scale of the houses themselves has been slightly reduced in terms of footprint and height. Whilst we do not appear to have street scene elevations to fully illustrate these changes in context, they will result in some reduction in scale and plot coverage, and a more sympathetic design approach. However, as the proposal remains for two new dwellings with detached garages and associated driveways, parking areas, etc., it continues to represent a significant amount of development within the grounds of the school. This will result in a degree of harm to the affected heritage assets, albeit at a lower level than that previously identified. 


 


As per paragraph 215 of the NPPF this harm would stand to be weighed against the public benefits of the proposal, which may be considered to include establishing a beneficial ongoing use for the school building. As noted before, I would expect the harm to fall within the less than substantial scale in respect of all the affected heritage assets; a full package of revised drawings and the expanded heritage statement will be required to establish the level of this harm more precisely. 


 


Thanks,


 


Emily


 


 


Please note that this advice is given at Officer level only and is without prejudice to the formal decision of the District Council.


 


----------------------------------------------


Submit your planning application online.


http://www.planningportal.gov.uk  


----------------------------------------------


Emily Wade Ma MSc


Conservation Officer


Planning Services


Tel: +44 (0)1444 477385


emily.wade@midsussex.gov.uk      http://www.midsussex.gov.uk  
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No ID? You can apply for free voter ID.









