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Consultee comments

Dear Sir/Madam,

A consultee has commented on a Planning Application. A summary of the comments is 
provided below.

Comments were submitted at 26/06/2026 10:15 AM from D Langston Parish Clerk on behalf of 
Parish Consultation.

Application Summary
Reference: DM/26/1482

Address: Land At Bob Lane Wineham Lane Wineham West Sussex BN5 
9AY 

Proposal: Proposed barn and aquaponic fish shed with greenhouse. 

Case Officer: Stefan Galyas 

Click for further information

Comments Details

Comments:

Twineham Parish Council wishes to object again to this application. 
An application in 2018 and another one earlier this year, 
DM/26/0780, were both refused.

This site was a productive, former wheat field.

The Parish Council notes that the new proposal is for a smaller 
footprint of the building. However, yet again, there is no indication 
of the height of the building. It will be very visible from the road as 
Bob Lane is very narrow and the hedgerow along the lane is very 
thin. This will cause a harmful intrusion in the countryside.

There is a strip of Ancient Woodland to the east of the site.

There will, inevitably, be some traffic associated with this 
development.
Council believe there is no need for this type of development at this 
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location, as this was part of the reasoning for rejection in the 
previous applications. 

Kind regards 


