
 
 

Appendix N: 
Summary of outcome of Stakeholders Workshop 

 
 

April 2014            Stakeholder Summaries from the 4 focus Groups. 
This event was organised by the NPC, planned 
and reported  by Action in rural Sussex 

 

 
  

Nuthurst NP Planning Workshop: 30.04.2014 

Housing Development Topic 
Key Points: 

Dilemma 1: Site criteria  

• There was a general agreement of avoiding development on land 
within the Area of Outstanding Natural Beauty (AONB), on Greenfield 
Sites and to prevent Coalescence, in particular between Mannings 
Heath and Monks Gate. There was an understanding amongst the 
attendants that there may be a need to allocate site for development 
on some Greenfield sites, but that Brownfield sites should be the first 
priority.  

• The site allocations should be located around the different hamlets 
and the village in the parish and should be in smaller clusters of housing 
located in close proximity to existing houses.  

• No specific sites were mentioned, as a developer’s event has not yet 
taken place.  

• Any new developments surrounding the parish should also be 
considered when allocation sites. For example the developments in the 
neighbouring parish of Lower Beeding to ensure that sufficient 
infrastructure and local services, such schools, can cope with the 
increased pressure. 

Dilemma 2: Housing Supply  

• From the Housing and Development focus group’s survey, the general 
view was that the number of houses developed in the parish per year 
should reflect the supply in the last 30 years. Most agreed that a 
maximum number of 5 dwellings/year (75 dwellings over a 15 year 
period) was reasonable number and a smaller group (9%) believed 
that there should be more. Some believed that the more realistic 
number came from looking at the last 20 years which showed an 
average number of 3 dwellings/year (45 dwellings over a 15 year 
period). 

Dilemma 3: Housing type, density, size etc. 

• It has been demonstrated through the housing and development focus 
group survey that there is a need for houses for downsizers and young 
families and this was also reflected in the workshop. There was a strong 
consensus that the new sites should have a mixture of the housing 
types mentioned above so that different generations lived close to 
each other. 



Nuthurst Community Plan Workshop 30.04.14 
 
 
Notes on Policies and Proposals for Traffic and Transport 
 
Traffic speed and improve entry exit junctions onto A281 

- All groups agreed that there were several junctions with 
black spots, namely;  

o The Dunhorse Pub where there were black spots due to 
signage and a T-junction would be safer than the 
existing triangle junction.  

o Sedgwick Lane (approaching the hill) where you cross 
over to Doomsday, signage required. 

o Church Road A281, the right turn at Swallow Field is 
dangerous. 

o Difficult getting off the A281 onto Manning’s Heath 
- General enforcement of speed limits throughout the village 

was repeatedly suggested, but particularly on Nuthurst Road 
which has become a ‘rat run’ for commuters, many 
stakeholders wanted to introduce measures to deter this – 
reducing speeds, traffic calming measures, ‘give-ways’, 
fines if you don’t comply (but how will this be policed?), 
a ‘Community speed watch’ initiative was suggested.  

- Several people suggested that the speed limit on the road 
of St Andrews school should be reduced to 20mph between the 
hours of 8:30 – 9:30…. Asking if the implementation of a 
‘flashing 20mph’ sign would be viable – almost all groups 
saw a need for a policy around safety on Nuthurst road for 
children travelling to and from school.  

- Junctions on the A24 and A272 were also noted for their 
danger and difficulty due to ‘black spots’ (champions gate 
and the duel carriage way, but residents weren’t sure what 
could be done, as this is out of their parish boundary) 

- Policy: Any developments must make contribution to ease 
road issues.  

 
Community transport scheme 

- The majority of stakeholders agreed that there was not 
enough transport options available to those living in the 
hamlets, especially residents registered disabled who lost 
their independence due to public buses only running 2 days 
a week. However, others argued that previous initiatives 
(Age Concern, Bluebird, and Postal Bus) hadn’t been used 
and weren’t widely known about. Overall, the suggestion was 
that some form of community transport was required, and 
existing and future networks should be promoted to the 
right people.  

- School bus – there were several complaints that all 
children who lived in the parish were not able to get the 
bus, and were expected to walk through fields alone. Also, 
there is no option to pay for single trips which many 
residents wanted changing. 

Cont/	  



 Car sharing scheme (similar to  ‘City Car Club’  in      Brighton),  
with new developers  including access      points  in  their  schemes.  If  

there ’s  a  development made for      e lderly people,  there should be a  caveat  that  
money is  put aside for     transport  for  them. 

 Pedestrian safety  
 It  was suggested that  if  any developments  were to  go forward in the Nuthurst  road 

area,  that  a  policy should be made that  adequate footpaths had to  be included as  part  of  
the scheme.   

  The possibil ity of  the pavement on Winterpitt  Lane to  be extended.  
 
  Cycle  routes  
 There were several  suggestions to  turn the existing footpath from   Monksgate to  

Horsham into a  duel  footpath/cycle  path on the A281.   
 

Additional  points  
 Gary Moore Racing horses .  Strings of  20 horses  are  moved down the   road which is  

creating a potential  accident hazard for  motorists  who aren’t  aware to  expect  them. 
Residents  understand that this  needs to  be  done,  but  suggest  that  they could be moved 
at  agreed t imes.  

 Any development should also  include maintenance and upkeep.   
 General  maintenance and upkeep of  footpaths,  bridle  ways,  country paths,  roads,  

ditches (although this  is  down to  the parish and county council ,  there needs to  be an 
init iative to  monitor  this) .  

 More parking at  St  Andrews School  –  there was a suggestion of  a  car park on 
Meadowlands f ield,  opposite  the school  –  or  a  condition that if  this  area was to  be 
developed,  school  parking had to  be considered.Signage – Many residents  wanted signs 
that  disallowed HGV’s  from entering the smaller  roads of  the Parish.  

 
 
 
 
  



 Beeding and Nuthurst onto one new site as a solution but this has not progressed 
beyond initial thoughts. 6. Village Green / Cricket pitch. These are likely to be 
protected currently. Any new cricket pavilion could have a detrimental effect on the 

Nuthurst Neighbourhood Plan Stakeholders Workshop  
 
Wed 30th April 2014 
Mannings Heath Village Hall, Mannings Heath 
 
Facilitators Notes 
 
Workshop: Community infrastructure and local economy  
Facilitator : Teresa Gittins 
 
1. Community Infrastructure 
There was general agreement on all 4 tables that there are constraints on further 
development ( especially housing ) associated with some of the main infrastructure 
provision in Nuthurst Parish ( all communities) . Those mentioned consistently were:- 

• Broadband – the coverage is variable, there is some good coverage in 
Mannings Heath but in parts of that village and in other villages the 
provision is very slow. This poor service impacts on businesses and on 
individuals.  

• Mobile Phone - reception is very poor in most parts of the parish.  
• Drains / Sewerage – only in Mannings Heath is there mains drainage 

systems which severally restricts the capacity for development. In 
Mannings Heath the system is overloaded.  

• Electricity supply – in all parts of the parish the electricity supply is 
subject to constant cuts. 2 times this month was mentioned and others 6 
times over the last few months.  Representatives from Power Networks 
UK confirmed that the area was in the worst performing category and 
measures were being taken to improve the network supply with a deadline 
of 2015 for completion. However improvements were being delayed by 
difficulty in being allowed access to land / overhead lines by some 
landowners. The main problem is trees causing failures.  
 
Micro-generation possibilities, solar arrays were mentioned as a means of 
providing more sustainable energy supplies. It was thought that these 
possibilities should be permitted within the Neighbourhood Plan subject to 
environmental assessments 

 
2. Improvements to existing Village Facilities 
The facilities that are essential to the community and need to be protected and 
enhanced by provisions within the Nuthurst Neighbourhood Plan are:- 
1. Mannings Heath Village Hall. This is the largest of the 2 Village Halls. It is well 
used and an important facility. It requires constant maintenance and upgrading and 
could be considered as part of the CIL requirements. The hall should be on the list of 
Assets of Community Value  
2. Copsale Village Hall. This is a small hall and equally as important for that village, 
well used and also a tourist provision because of its proximity to the Downslink. It and 
has been under threat in the past. There are plans to improve the hall. It is owned by 
Kneppe Castle Estate.  
The hall needs to on the list of Assets of Community Value.  
3. Mannings Heath Village Shop - An essential community assets for economic, 
service and social reasons.  
4. Garage and shop on A281 - Important to retain as both service and business.  
5. Nuthurst School. The school is at capacity currently, although it does take some 
children from outside the parish. Any housing growth is likely to need expansion and 
this is difficult on the current site as it is landlocked. There was a previous proposal to 
allow expansion of the school but this requires landowner approval and this was not 
forthcoming when first proposed. 
 
Related traffic problem in the approaches to the school – big issue / dangerous.  
Some discussions have been had about combining the two schools at Lower 



bookings for the village hall. However a new cricket pavilion would be very welcome 
and it is recognised that this will need to be income generating. A potential 
contribution from CIL to help fund the cricket pavilion received support from most 
participants. 7. Mickelpage Farmhouse – available for community events / hire. 

Some discussion about the need for health services in the village – part time doctor, 
pharmacy but included recognition that this is unlikely. Concern was expressed more 
generally about the effect of the ageing population and the need to have access to 
good health facilities. Better facilities in the future could mean e-delivery using skype 
or other technology but it will depend on better / faster broadband services. 

 Currently older people tend to move from the villages if they can no longer remain in 
their own homes independently. This will increase in future years if there is no 
provision for smaller or sheltered housing units. The issue for the parish would be 
about where to locate any provision – which village? 

 The HNS identified the need for properties for downsizing. 

 Currently there is a lack of provision for young people and absence of toddler / 
playgroup provision. 

 2. Safeguard local employment and shops 

 Local employment is mainly with small businesses ranging from shops, garage, 
school, hotel, pubs, land based – farm, stud farm / stables, golf,horticulture. 

 Homeworking is important in the villages and has a good effect on shops, pubs, 
community as a whole. Infrastructure that supports homeworking – broadband (speed, 
access, reliability) , mobile reception, reliability and continuity of electricity supply are 
currently difficult either in some areas of the parish or not reliable. Policies should 
recognise the importance of local employment and retaining and promoting small 
businesses / homeworking. 

 3. Assets of Community Value 

 These include 

  Three pubs  

  Village Halls – Mannings Heath and Copsale  

  Village Shop at Mannings Heath  

  Village Green  

  Churches   

  Policy and Proposal summary   

Protection to existing community facilities and buildings Support for local employment 
and homebased employment Development needs to  follow infrastructure upgrades – 
phones, broadband, electricity, sewerage/ water issues Enable micro-generation of 
power supply and other initiatives that adopt sustainable / renewable  
 supplies. Need for sustainability assessments / environmental assessments on new 
development proposals to ensure minimum effect on environment HNS shows need 
for smaller houses for ageing population CiL discussions mentioned the need for 
investment in community buildings, young peoples’ facilities, improvements for the 
primary school.       



 	  

  Creating and promoting links (green paths) between the various local wildlife and 
  ancient woodlands linking footpaths and generating circular routes to   
  encourage more leisure and tourists. 

Nuthurst Neighbourhood Plan Stakeholders Workshop  
 
Wed 30th April 2014 
Mannings Heath Village Hall, Mannings Heath 
 
Facilitators Notes 
 
Workshop: Farming Environment and Countryside  
Facilitator : Faustina Bayo 
 
 
 
There was an initial suggestion to ensure that new developments should be kept 
within the settlements and shouldn’t be allowed out of the various settlement 
boundaries. However only Mannings Heath has a defined settlement boundary. 
There were counter suggestions that there should be no built up are boundary 
restrictions. There should be a level of flexibility and therefore developments should 
be determined by polices that will be drawn up in the neighbourhood plan and 
applications should be assessed as and when they are submitted using the 
neighbourhood plan. Make flexible developments between the small settlements. 
 
Applications should not automatically be a no simply because they are outside a built 
up area boundary 
 
Move away from linear structure developments – developments should be 
encouraged away from the roads. (there wasn’t a general consensus on this) 
 
There was a general concern about farmlands being sold into big estates and lying 
idle (not being farmed on- making less lands available for farming) can the 
neighbourhood plan come up with a policy to address this? 
Workable farms to be maintained and encouraged with associated farming and farm 
related activities.  
 
 
 
 
 
Policy and Proposal summary 
Protection to existing woodlands and wildlife habitats from future developments as 
this will enhance biodiversity and protect against flooding.  
 
Developments to retain character of the settlements when they take place.  
 
Future developments must take into consideration continuity of farms and should not 
end up breaking up farms. 
 
Workable farms to be maintained and encouraged with associated farming and farm 
related activities.  
 
The neighbourhhod plan to support developments on farm tied cottages for farmer 
relatives and workers to live in to enable them work on the farms. (a cap on the 
number allowed. i.e. up to three dwellings) 
 
Support and encourage diversification of related activities on lands to the current 
existing use 
 
Support and encourage conversion of derelict redundant farm buildings into suitable 
use such as light industrial use, workshops, apprentiship trainings, holiday cottages, 
farmshops, artisans, etc (light industrial use should be defined properly in the NDP) 
 



  Green and open spaces to be identified settlement by settlement. 

  However the land with Copsale Hall to be allocated as a green and open space for 
  recreational facilities 

  New developments to provide open green spaces for recreational use or contribute to 
  a pot 

  Filed back of Woodlands Walk in mannings Heath (owned by the county council and 
  managed by the district council) to be allocated as a green spaces for allotments and 
  or orchands. 

 

  



 


