


















































































Road) were already under considerable pressure. With the imminent closure 
of the Arun Medical Group, the Town Council would expect a development of 
this nature to include a contribution towards health care provision as well as 
community facilities in the Town. Members also regarded it as crucial that the 
District Council's policy on affordable housing provision was implemented in 
full. It was therefore RESOLVED: 

Not to object to the application and that the 
Committee's comments be forwarded to the 
District Council. 

47.4 Planning Applications - Lists 30, 31, 32 and 33. 
The Assistant Town Clerk and Councillor Buckland declared their personal 
interest in planning application LU/165/16/HH - 23 Manning Rd as the 
applicant is an acquaintance. 
It was RESOLVED that: 

The representations of the Council on the 
remaining applications on lists 30, 31, 32 and 33 
appended to these Minutes as Appendix 1 be 
forwarded to Arun District Council. 

47.5 Street Naming 
The committee received a report which set out progress with street naming on 
the North Littlehampton development and sought input from Members on 
themes for street names on the remainder of the development (previously 
circulated). It was noted that there was still an opportunity to allocate a 
generic theme to the street naming as the greater part of the development, 
particularly to the section to the east, had yet to be named. It was also 
considered that a robust theme, capable of yielding a substantial list of 
suggestions, could gain acceptance by the developers. Having reviewed the 
suggestions that had been put forward to date, Members favoured a 
horticultural theme, linked to produce cultivated in the area (e.g. tomatoes, 
peppers and herbs), those who had helped establish the area's market 
garden reputation and the names of the nurseries. It was therefore 
RESOLVED that: 

1) The horticultural theme as set out above be
put forward for consideration for the naming
of the remaining roads on east of the North
Littlehampton Development.

2) The developers be encouraged to use the
poppy emblem on street signs for the roads
that were named after the WW1 fallen.

48. TRANSPORTATION AND WEST SUSSEX COUNTY COUNCIL MATTERS
48.1 County Council Review of Community Support Teams (Highways

Rangers) 
The Committee received details of the outcome of the review and consultation 
regarding the future of the County Council's Community Support Teams 



(CST) (previously circulated). It was noted that the Town Council was 
currently contracted to carry out work on street scene maintenance and clear 
graffiti and had indicated its willingness to discuss the opportunities that might 
be created by this move. It was reported that in some areas the standard of 
highways maintenance had already begun to deteriorate having a detrimental 
impact on highway safety. Overall, the Committee considered the County 
Council's decision to withdraw CSTs prior to any discussion with Town and 
Parishes was reprehensible. Noting that the County Council was seeking 
partnership arrangements to enable the continuation of the services 
previously provided by the CSTs, it was RESOLVED that: 

Members be kept informed of developments. 

49. MASTERPLAN - NORTH LITTLEHAMPTON
It was noted that a meeting with Persimmon was scheduled later in the week
to discuss revisions to the masterplan.

50. DATE OF NEXT MEETING
The next meeting will be held on Monday 19th September 2016.

51. EXEMPT BUSINESS
It was RESOLVED that:

The public and accredited representatives of the 
press be excluded from the Meeting under 
Section 3 of Part 1 of Schedule 12A of the Local 
Government Act 1972, being information relating 
to the financial or business affairs of a particular 
person or organisation. 

52. OFFICER'S REPORTS (EXEMPT)
52.1 Update on Bus Provision

The Committee had before it a report (previously circulated to Members only) 
which provided an update on the costs and investigations into community 
based service provision. The Chair of the Committee had recently participated 
in a drive of the proposed route which was also attended by the County 
Council's transport Planner and the report also sought to address some of the 
concerns that had been raised by Members regarding the viability of the 
proposed route. It was noted that that further research regarding the route 
would be required prior to tenders being formally issued. Community transport 
organisations had been approached to see if they wished to express an 
interest in running the service but as yet, there had been no response. It was 
noted that this was being pursued and the need for public engagement 
regarding the options for a future bus service was emphasised. It was 
therefore RESOLVED that: 

The Policy and Finance Committee be 
recommended to approve, subiect to the receipt 
of an acceptable tender and written confirmation 
of financial commitment from West Sussex 
County Council for the contract period, that 
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Start-up funding assessment 

A local authority's share of the local government spending control total which will comprise 
its Revenue Support Grant for the year in question and its baseline funding level. 

Tariffs and top ups 

Calculated by comparing at the outset of the business rate retention scheme an individual 
authority's business rates baseline against its baseline funding level. Tariffs and top ups 
are self-funding, fixed at the start of the scheme and index linked to RPI in future years. 

Tariff authority 

An authority with, at the outset of the scheme, a higher individual authority business rates 
baseline than its baseline funding level, and which therefore pays a tariff. 

Top-up authority 

An authority with, at the outset of the scheme, a lower individual authority business rates 
baseline than its baseline funding level, and which therefore receives a top up. 
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