
When Is It Right To Build To The Sky? 

Sir Peter Bottomley MP 

Worthing Herald Article  

16th January 2020 

 

If I were to decide where the constituency might benefit from a high-rise building, I should suggest near Worthing 

station. When asked about a mighty tall residential block near the new swimming pool, I agreed with residents, with 

the Worthing Society and with Tim Loughton MP that the sea front would not gain from higher and higher blocks. 

There was also the over-height proposal at the south end of Grand Avenue.  

One place where even a bungalow would be too prominent is the valued green lung between Ferring and Goring, by 

the coast, around Goring Hall and at Chatsmore Farm between the railway at Goring-by-Sea and the A27 where the 

South Downs level out. 

The coastal rails run behind my constituency office. Along Tarring road there are shops on both sides of the road. I 

wonder whether there could be interest in replacing the north side with flats perhaps built to three floors. There 

could be significant housing gain of lower cost flats, well insulated and protected from train noise. 

A valued and historic part of the constituency in Worthing is Tarring, said as in tarrying, without the y, not the top 

covering of a road surface. The history goes back before the Domesday Book recorded Terringes. This is not the time 

to rehearse the five pubs and the pub sign placed higher than the double decker buses nor the famous local 

cricketers. 

From the tower of St Andrew’s church, you will not see a building in the ward that is above three storeys, ground 

plus two. Recent redevelopments and replacements including at the Priory stay at human scale. 

At St Andrew’s Gardens, Worthing Council refused the developer’s proposal to add a fourth storey for nine more 

flats and nine further parking spaces that will restrict the views, the play areas, the gardens and the lives of the 

existing residents would be diminished permanently, not just during disruptive works around them and above them. 

Worthing Council had a number of reasons to refuse planning permission. They include: unacceptable scale, massing, 

overdevelopment, unsympathetic, incongruous, detrimental – ‘contrary to the Worthing Core Strategy’. 

An MP seldom becomes involved in individual planning questions. This one goes broader. First, at Westminster I was 

at the jam-packed Leaseholders’ meeting where I was again re-elected to the chair of their all-party group. That was 

last week. This week the Secretary of State for Housing recognised during oral questions that government is going to 

do much more in response to our non-stop campaign for fairness and justice for leaseholders and tenants. 

Who has taken part in a public consultation about the first proposed four storey block in historic Tarring? No one. If 

a visiting Ministry inspector were by mischance to overturn the Worthing decision, what would stop Tarring 

becoming a different place. 

Last week the impartial Law Commission published their set of proposals to make it cheaper and simpler for 

leaseholders to buy their freehold, taking control and avoiding unwelcome proposals for over development. The 

ideas also cover lease extensions. In Parliament I dedicate myself to be fair to freeholders but to put first the 

situations of leaseholders who too often were neglected or abused or misused. 

From the Arun District Council wards of Ferring, East Preston with Kingston, and Rustington through to the town 

wards in Worthing, I believe in backing the professionalism of the planning staff and the judgment of elected local 

councillors. 

My message to Persimmon at Chatsmore Farm and to the applicants at St Andrew’s Gardens is that they should back 

off. There are places for high building. There are places where it is wrong. 


