










construction traffic on the residents in East Ham Road. The willingness of the 
applicant to participate in a construction traffic management plan was noted. 
Members concluded that the introduction of measures to control the 
movement of construction traffic was a prerequisite of lifting the objection and 
local Members indicated their willingness to be involved in this process. The 
Committee therefore RESOLVED: 

1) To lift its objection to the amended planning
application LU/205/16/PL, subject to a
construction traffic management plan being
drafted in consultation with Ward
Councillors, containing routes that avoid 
Gloucester Road, and incorporating times 
and movement controls on construction 
traffic using East Ham Road. 

2) That a letter be sent to the Local Highways
Authority seeking a review of the parking
provision guidelines in respect of new
developments.

84.2 Planning Applications - Lists 42,43,44 and 45. 
It was RESOLVED that: 

The representations of the Council (appended to 
these Minutes as Appendix 1) be forwarded to 
Arun District Council. 

84.3 Planning Application LU/314/16/PL - Littlehampton Swimming and 
Sports Centre, Sea Road. 
Councillor Purchese declared a personal interest in the following matter as a 
Member of District Council's Leisure, Tourism and Infrastructure Working 
Group. 

84.3.1 The Committee received details of a planning application for the development 
of a new leisure centre facility on the site of the existing facility at Sea Road. 
This included modifications to the existing car parking arrangements, 
landscaping and associated works (previously circulated). Members 
proceeded to consider the application in terms of the quality of the design, the 
impact on the surrounding area and parking provision. 

84.3.2 Parking at the site served visitors to the sea front and Mewsbrook Park in 
addition to the Leisure Centre. The Committee therefore questioned the 
rationale behind the unchanged parking provision when it was expected that 
the new facilities would result in increased use. Observing the additional 
space created by the proposals Members considered that this aspect of the 
plans should be revisited. The Arboricultural Impact Assessment indicated 
that a significant number of trees would be lost and Members considered that 
in view of the proximity of the facility to the park, there was ample opportunity 
to compensate for the loss of trees and that this should form part of the 
landscape proposals. Members also considered that the open frontage would 
provide a good setting for a sculpture and sought provision within the 
















































































