
Slinfold Parish Council
Slinfold Football Club, Hayes Lane, RH13 0SQ 
Telephone 07894 858048 email: clerk@slinfold-pc.gov.uk

Minutes of the Slinfold Parish Council Meeting on 24th September 2026 

1. Attendance and Apologies for Absence
In attendance: Councillors Blake, Casdagli, Illingworth, Skeates (Vice Chair), Slipper, Snow, Walker and Waples.

Apologies: Councillors Roberts (Chair) and Sherwin-Smith which it was RESOLVED to accept.

Also in attendance: Mike Simpson, Clerk, and one member of the public.

2. Declarations of Interest, Notification of Changes to Members’ Interests and to consider any dispensations
To receive any declarations of interests from Members in respect to items on the agenda.

There were none.

3. Public Session (Members of the Public may speak for up to five minutes at the discretion of the Chair)
To note any comments.
A member of the public spoke about application DC/25/2006, for 38 dwellings on land east of Hayes Lane, and the
risk of flooding that such a number of houses would pose. He referred to the Parish Council’s initial response, which
objected to 38 houses and supported the initial number of 15 in the neighbourhood plan. Councillor Skeates advised
that the Parish Council had changed its position to support 38 houses subject to various conditions. It had done this
as it was very likely HDC would approve 38 houses as they had requested that the site was developed to full capacity. 
The resident said he was happy to speak to HDC about the risk of flooding, due to his expertise, but wanted
clarification on several issues from the Parish Council before he could do so. These included the use of underground
tanks, flooding, discharge of sewerage and biodiversity deficit. Councillor Skeates responded that the developer had
confirmed funds for a drainage survey and other issues were beyond the remit of a Parish Council. Therefore, it was
agreed that the resident would not speak to Horsham District Council or Lead Local Flooding Authority on the
Council’s behalf.

4. Minutes from the previous meeting on 30th July 2026
To review and approve.
It was RESOLVED to approve the minutes as a true and accurate record.

5. Councillor Reports
To receive reports from the District and County Councillors.
Councillor Minto sent his apologies. Councillor Dye sent a written report (see appendices).

6. Planning Applications
(a) To consider any applications received since the publication of the agenda

DC/26/1271: Waterside Five Oaks Road Slinfold West Sussex: Formation of hardstanding on a date four years
previous (Lawful Development Certificate).
It was RESOLVED to object on the grounds of overdevelopment, inaccurate plans, and loss of amenity. The
plans submitted did not accurately reflect the extensive amount of hardstanding that had already been
implemented on site. The actual tarmaced area was significantly greater than what was described in the
application. This unauthorised increase in hardstanding had resulted in a severe loss of visual and rural amenity,
leading to the overdevelopment of the countryside.
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DC/26/1325: Southview Hayes Lane Slinfold West Sussex: Conversion of an existing detached garage into 
habitable space involving the removal of the existing door, window and garage door and the installation of a rear 
window and bi-fold doors and rooflight to the side elevation. 
It was RESOLVED to remain neutral on this application. 
 
DC/26/1359: Pinkhurst Pinkhurst Lane Slinfold West Sussex: Erection of a mixed-use building for stabling and 
storage and the creation of a sand school. 
It was RESOLVED to remain neutral on this application.
 
DC/26/1263: Lower Broadbridge Farm Billingshurst Road Broadbridge Heath West Sussex: Erection of grass 
bund (Retrospective). 
It was RESOLVED to remain neutral on this application. 
 
DC/26/1377 Lackhams, Lyons Road Slinfold West Sussex Installation of 40 solar panels. 
It was RESOLVED to remain neutral on this application.
 

(b) To consider any applications received since the publication of the agenda. 
CA/26/0112 Birchwood The Street Slinfold West Sussex: Fell 1 Oak 
It was agreed to defer this application to the tree wardens.  
 

(c) To receive an update on application DC/25/2006 for 38 dwellings on land east of Hayes Lane.
There was no further update. 

7. Finances and Administration 
(a) To review the schedule of payments and bank reconciliation since 30th July 2026. 

It was RESOLVED to approve the schedule and bank reconciliation (see appendices).  
(b) To review the latest variance report. 

Councillors reviewed and noted the report (see appendices).  
(c) To consider adopting an investment policy. 

It was RESOLVED to adopt the draft policy (see the Council’s website). 
(d) To receive an update on Horsham District Council’s Community Governance Review. 

It was agreed that Councillor Skeates would attend the Horsham District Council Committee meeting on 28th

September to raise several concerns (see appendices) about the Community Governance Review process.  
(e) To renew the Council’s insurance premium. 

It was RESOLVED to approve the expenditure of £2,576.16 with Clear Councils for 2027-2028. 
(f) To review the external audit report and conclude the audit for 2025-26. 

Councillors RESOLVED to approve the external audit report and conclude the audit for 2025-26.  
(g) To review Committee membership.

It was RESOLVED to appoint Councillor Illingworth to the Planning Committee and Councillor Blake to Finance 
and Establishment. 

 
8. Highways and Byways 

(a) To receive an update on Community Speedwatch and consider the purchase of a body camera. 
The Community Speedwatch (CSW) had been busy and needed more volunteers to help. There had been 30 
cars in one hour caught speeding near Lyons Close; 20 near Mitchell Gardens and 40 down Lyons Road. The 
police had joined Speedwatch (CSW) on a couple of occasions and benefited from using their body camera. 
The Clerk advised that CSW could apply for a grant to cover the cost of a new camera.  

(b) To discuss parking in laybys. 
The layby opposite Cobblers was clear again of vans parking there. However, the issue persisted around Six 
Acres/Hayes Lane, so it was agreed that the Clerk would write to the owner of the cars.  

(c) To discuss any other issues. 
There were none.  

 
9. Grounds and Buildings Maintenance 

(a)To receive an update on Slinfold Stores. 
The scaffolding had been erected, and works would hopefully start the following week. Councillor Skeates had 
spoken to the shop manager who wanted to carry on with the lease, despite thinking it had expired.  

(b) To consider quotes to replace the barrier at Cherrytree. 
The Finance and Establishment Committee had discussed replacing the barrier on 10th September and 
recommended the Council pay for it from CIL reserves. Since then, the Clerk had obtained three quotes from 
Oakland Security (£4,576), Frontier Pitts (£4,619) and Horsham Electrics (£5,031). Oakland Security and Frontier 
Pitts had quoted for the same product and Horsham Electrics a different model. Councillors RESOLVED to 
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approve the quote from Oakland Security, from CIL reserves, as they were based in Slinfold, which would make 
maintenance more efficient, and for which they would provide free for the first year. 

(d) To receive an update on the football club. 
The football club had recently contacted the Clerk to advise that the roof of the club house needed repair and 
could the Council arrange it. The Clerk responded advising that it would be for the football club to repair under 
the terms of their lease. The club then asked if a claim could be made on the Council’s insurance. However, 
under the lease, only ‘insured risks’ were covered such as damage from a storm. Councillors agreed with this 
position. 
 

10. Recreation, Youth and Environment 
(a) To receive an update on KGV and Six Acres playground. 

It was RESOLVED to approve £420 to deadwood an oak tree (720 from tree survey) at KGV. 
(b) To consider quotes to repair the MUGA and footpath at King George V playground. 

The Clerk needed to get more quotes as the amount was circa £7,000.  

11. Committees and those on Outside Bodies 
To receive any updates 
The Clerk had circulated the draft minutes from the recent committee meetings.  
 

12. Communications and events 
(a) To discuss any articles for the parish magazine. 

The Council had asked for residents to be reminded of their responsibilities to maintain hedges over 
pavements and footpaths.  

(b) To discuss the Winter Newsletter. 
The Clerk requested content. 

 
13. Items for the next agenda 

There were none. 
 

14. Next meeting dates 
Council: 29th October 2026. 
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Representation to Horsham District Council Community Governance Review Committee 
Meeting 28th September 2026: 

The Parish Council has serious concerns regarding both the process and conduct of this 
Community Governance Review. 

The original proposal was progressed following phase 1 consultation despite only six 
respondents expressing support. Yet, during phase 2, 289 Slinfold residents responded to 
object. The District Council has described that level of response as “reasonable” and typical for 

ed on only six supportive responses. 

If 289 responses are considered a reasonable and typical level of public engagement, the 

community support at phase 1. The contrast is stark and raises a legitimate concern that the 
proposal was progressed without an adequate evidential basis. In light of the scale and clarity of 
local objection, the Parish Council considers that the proposal should not have progressed and 
should now be withdrawn. 

expressed reservations regarding the process and the decision to continue the review despite 
substantial local opposition. Their views are relevant evidence of the lack of local support and 
should be addressed expressly in the decision-making report. 

response. That response set out, criterion by criterion, why the proposed change is unnecessary 
and fails to meet the statutory tests relating to community ide
local government, community representation, cohesion, and the size and boundaries of the 
local community. A report that does not fairly summarise or respond to those substantive 
representations cannot provide a sound basis for a decision. 

By contrast, the report refers on several occasions to support from West Sussex County 
Council. It is unclear what weight can properly be attached to that view. The County Council is 

does not answer the 

-level local government. 

Again, the Parish Council raises serious concerns about the appearance of impartiality. The 
Chair of the Committee overseeing the review is ward councillor for the parish that would 

interest, the gaining parish would acquire a 133-dwelling development site, with future precept-

d 
impartially. 

The Parish Council recognises that CIL and precept are not formal statutory criteria for a 
Community Governance Review. However, their consequences are relevant context when 
assessing whether the stated case for change is genuinely based on community identity and 

strategically valuable development site into the gaining parish, despite minimal phase 1 support 
munity. 
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The Parish Council is therefore entitled to conclude that the proposal appears to be an attempt 
by Broadbridge Heath Parish Council to -
base through the mechanism of a Community Governance Review, rather than a proposal 
demonstrably required by the statutory criteria. That perception is deeply damaging to 

 

The Parish Council requests that the proposal be withdrawn and that the existing boundary be 
retained. If the authority nevertheless proceeds, the Parish Council requests a full written 
explanation of: 

1. Why six phase 1 responses were  to progress the proposal. 

2. Why 289 objections do not justify discontinuing it. 

3. How each statutory criterion is said to be met. 

4. Why the Parish  detailed phase 2 submission was not substantively addressed. 

5. What weight was given to the views of the two  ward councillors. 

6. What declarations, advice, and safeguards were used in relation to the Committee Chair
 role. 

7. Why the support of an authority not directly  by the change has been given prom
inence. 

If these concerns are not addressed and the proposal proceeds without a lawful, fair, and 
evidence-based 
Government and Social Care Ombudsman.  
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Cllr Ross Dye HDC Report to SPC – 24/09/26

 

My report for this evening's meeting is as follows: 

1. nd

Consultation closed on 7th September. The committee meets on the 28th September to 
consider the results of this consultation and recommend changes to parish governance 

th

recommendation going before the committee is to move the boundary so the land at 

majority of responses opposing this move. 

2. Local Government Reorganisation. No doubt IPC are already aware that Central 
government have placed LGR under review which is adding further uncertainty and delay 

substantive announced beyond what is already in the public domain. The expectation is 
that HDC elections will go ahead next May but there is still time for Central Government 

the subsequent elections held in May earlier this year.  

3. 
the results of this consultation. The hearing sessions for the examination of the 
Horsham Local Plan 2023-2040 will resume on Tuesday 13th October for up to 8 days of 
hearings. 

4. Next Local Plan. As previously advised HDC have been tasked with starting the next 
local plan running until 2045 and a call for sites consultation has now closed and we 
await news of what has come forward. 

5. st October 

expected the planning committee will determine 50% fewer applications from this date. 
l parish 

councils.  

6. 
 

7. Capitol Theatre Refurbishment. Work is progressing and we believe this is still on 
schedule to re-  

8. Swan Walk Closure. Most of Swan Walk is now open with the exception of a few shops 
closest to the old Wilkinson store site which are due to open soon. 

9. 
planning committee meetings, an Audit Committee meeting and training session, a 

which included a b  
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Slinfold Parish CouncilDate:

Time:

Page 1

User: MIKE
Bank Reconciliation Statement as at 31/08/2026

for Cashbook 1 - CO-OP

18/09/2026

10:30

Bank Statement Account Name (s) BalancesStatement Date Page 

CO-OP 35,350.9728/08/2026

35,350.97

Unpresented Payments (Minus) Amount

0.00

0.00

35,350.97

Unpresented Receipts (Plus)

0.00

0.00

Balance per Cash Book is :-

Difference is :-

35,350.97

35,350.97

0.00

........................................................................................................................Name Signed Date ................................

Signatory 1:

........................................................................................................................Name Signed Date ................................

Signatory 2:
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