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NUTHURST PARISH DRAFT NEIGHBOURHOOD PLAN 
  

Pre-Submission Plan Period 7th November to 19th December 2014  

 

SCHEDULE OF COMMENTS RECEIVED FROM RESIDENTS     

   
Key: C = Copsale, M = Maplehurst, MH = Mannings Heath, MG = Monks Gate, N = Nuthurst, S = Sedgwick   

             

 

REF 

Settle- 

ment 

Yes/ 

Yes 

mod/ 

No 

 

Modification 
Comment  

Observation 

and 

Recommend

ation 

001 

MH Yes None I think it is important for the community to 

have a Neighbourhood Plan. 

I attended the Open Day at Mannings Heath 

Village Hall and believe the Parish Council 

have undertaken a thorough and 

comprehensive research in order to 

formulate the draft Plan. 

The results provide a responsible and realistic 

contribution towards the housing needs of 

the district, balancing this with maintaining 

the beauty and sense of community we 

enjoy. The plan therefore has my full support. 

 

002 

MH Yes None Swallowfield Nursery Site. I would like 

consideration to the number of dwellings 

being at the minimum figure due to size of 

site and vehicle movements into Church 

Road/A281 when application to develop 

takes place. 
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003 
MH Yes None None  

004 

MH Yes First response: None 

Second response:No suggested 

modification apart from doubt 

about on page 12 development 

called The Quarries and under 

the comments column it states 

'that extnd in AONB' 

 

I cannot find any evidence that 

the old house called The Quarries 

and its gardens, which forms the 

boundary of the present group of 

9  houses, was ever included in 

the High Weald AONB. I have 

studied old maps and since the 

old house was built around 1885 

the foot print of the house and 

gardens remained the same. 

I suggest this comment is 

removed as it has been 

suggested by Persimmon that as 

The Quarries was built in AONB 

that strengthens their case for 

developing Saddlers Farm. 

First response: I am totally happy with what the 

Steering Committee have produced, it has 

covered the best combination of plots available. 

Second response:  I still support Swallowfield 

Nursery being in the plan despite constant 

lobbying against 

 

005 

MH Yes None None  
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006 

MH Yes None I am happy with the plan as drafted  

007 

MH Yes A lower level of housing at Great 

Ventors 

First response: We are so fortunate to have 

been able to participate in such a 

democratic exercise to "grow" our Parish 

carefully and to preserve all the qualities that 

we value. Grateful thanks to the Steering 

Committee for giving the residents this 

opportunity, and for all their very hard work. 

I would like to think all residents are equally 

appreciative.] 

Second response: I completely support all 

three sites in Mannings Heath, including 

Swallowfield Nursery. Please notice that no-

one seemed concerned about traffic issues 

when a business (a boarding cattery) 

operated in the lane that leads to the site, 

although I'm sure Highways will now improve 

layout at the access point.  Swallowfield 

Nursery is a disused site, nicely screened by 

trees and a high brick wall. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

008 

MH Yes None It seems like a well considered & thoughtful 

plan, with a balanced approach to the 

neighbourhood's needs. 

 

009 

MH Yes None None  
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010  

MH Yes None None  

011 

MH Yes None I fully support the Nuthurst Parish Draft 

Neighbourhood Plan. 

I am concerned that the restrictions on 

Policy No 4 ( Land opposite Dunn Horse) 

concerning financial contributions towards 

any improvement to the safety of access to 

the A281 MUST consider the entire road 

layout at the junction of Pound Lane and the 

A281, not just the in/outs from the site itself. 

Traffic travelling south on the A281 wishing to 

turn right into  the site will inevitably cause a 

back-log of traffic behind,  which may well 

block the exit from Pound Lane adding a 

further complication to what already is  a 

major bottleneck at rush hours. 

The entire junction needs a re-think with the 

probability that a round-about incorporating 

the unsightly triangle of land outside the Dun 

Hose being the only solution. 

The cost of such an undertaking may well 

preclude any developer from wishing to 

undertake the development. 

Conversely if the development does bring 

with it a substantial improvement in the road 

layout at this dangerous junction - then let it 

be first on the list please. 

 

012 

MH Yes None First response: This is a good draft 

Neighbourhood Plan reflecting the wishes of 

the local community. I totally endorse the 

sites that have been chosen. 
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Thank you Steering Committee for all the 

hard work. 

Second response:  I have again 

considered  Swallowfield Nursery and I feel 

that it is a prime site for development so it 

should definitely be included in the Draft 

Neighbourhood Plan 

013 

MH Yes None None   

014 

N Yes 

mod 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

No 

 

 

 

 

 

 

First response: 

4.29 This policy [7] 

 allocates a quarter of the field to 

the south western corner....etc. 

Additional text needed to retain 

the nature of the site. vi. the 

scheme layout and landscape 

scheme retain the existing screen 

of trees and bushes on its 

southern boundary, together with 

the open stream on this 

boundary 

Second response: 

See below and the letter sent by 

post. 

First response: 

The text is in direct conflict with the Policies 

Map, inset 2. 

In a previous planning application, which 

was refused, the site owner proposed 

enclosing the stream on this boundary in a 

pipe.  The proposal paid no heed to the 

disturbance/destruction of the root systems 

of several mature oak trees on this boundary 

nor of the existing water outfalls (piped) from 

adjacent properties to the south of the 

boundary. 

Second response: 

Dear Sir 

Representation concerning the Pre-

submission Nuthurst Parish Neighbourhood 

Plan 2015 to 2031 

I am writing to you to register serious 

concerns relating to the above Parish Plan. 

Although the Plan was subject to scrutiny 

and voting at the Open Days in September 

2014, I, my family and several local 

parishioners have been left with a feeling 
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that the voting system itself was biased in 

favour of acceptance of the development 

proposals.  The voting on each of the 

proposed sites was a forced choice, ‘Yes’ or 

‘No’.  Whilst this might to some appear 

adequate to elicit genuine opinions from the 

parishioners who took part, consideration of 

the psychology of a forced choice decision 

would confirm this is not so.  The nature of 

most people is that they would not wish to 

be negative to others, unless they had a 

really strong negative opinion on a 

matter.  Thus the parishioners who had no 

opinion on a specific site would have voted 

‘Yes’ to that proposal.  This explains why 

each of the proposed sites returned a 

healthy ‘Yes’ vote, a result that could be far 

from the truth.  The Open Day votes should 

have been ‘Yes’, ‘Don’t care/no opinion’ or 

‘No’.  Only by this means would the process 

have returned a true assessment of the 

parishioners’ intentions. 

Even before the Open Days, the process of 

site availability is at best very 

questionable.  In February 2014, the 

Neighbourhood Plan Steering Committee 

asked potential developers to “provide an 

overview of any development proposal”, 

with the advice that “should an application 

for any significant scale of housing be 

submitted in advance of the Plan being 

submitted, the Parish Council will inform the 

Horsham District Council of its 

objection.”  Such an approach led to the 
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inevitable consequence that owners of plots 

of land in the parish were encouraged to 

offer their land for development regardless 

of suitability, sustainability, access etc.  Land 

owners who had previously proposed a 

development and which had been rejected 

by the Parish Council and/or HDC would also 

have been encouraged to take this new 

opportunity to resubmit their application via 

the Neighbourhood Plan development 

proposals.  One such site is Micklepage 

Leigh, the owner of which has submitted to 

the Neighbourhood Plan virtually the same 

proposal as that which was rejected in 

October 2005, DC/05/0518. 

It is educational to note the reasons for HDC 

to reject this particular planning application, 

as follows:- 

 [See the images of the HDC decision 

document in my letter] 

 

So, in the view of HDC (despite their 

referencing support documents that may no 

longer be relevant) the site is not essential to 

the needs of the local area, it is an 

undesirable intensification of sporadic 

development, it does not comply with the 

principles of sustainable development, it 

would generate additional vehicle turning 

movements at a point which has 

substandard visibility and it makes no 

contribution towards community facilities. 

Whilst these comments relate specifically to 

the application for houses at Micklepage 
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Leigh, the majority also apply to many of the 

other sites proposed for the villages in 

Nuthurst Parish.  And if these were sufficient 

grounds to refuse the previous application, 

what has changed since then to allow 

reconsideration of that which was 

legitimately refused previously? 

I urge the Parish Council to seriously 

reconsider the Pre-submission Nuthurst Parish 

Neighbourhood Plan and to require the 

Nuthurst Parish Neighbourhood Plan Steering 

Committee to justify their decision(s) to allow 

these proposed sites to go forward. 

 

015 

MH Yes None None  

016 

MH Yes None The draft plan reflects my own views on the 

level of building required and its allocation 

between the different settlements in the 

parish.  The Plan reflects the perceived 

need of local people for affordable housing 

in the parish.  It also seeks to protect Areas of 

Outstanding Natural Beauty together with 

the green spaces in the parish including 

farms, woodlands, hedges and ponds. 

 

017 

MH Yes None None  
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018 

MH Yes 

mod 

Policy No. 4 – land opposite the 

Dun Horse not suitable as no 

viable EXIT is available. Only 

alterations to make cross roads 

viable would be by installation of 

traffic lights and pedestrian 

crossing to allow residents safe 

access to village. 

None  

019 

MH Yes 

mod 

I do not consider the land 

opposite the Dun Horse as a 

suitable site for development. I 

do not see how a safe exit can 

be made to this dangerous 

stretch of road. 

I consider all other settlements as suitable 

sites. 

 

020 

MH Yes None None  

021 

MH Yes None My husband and I bought a property here in 

Mannings Heath in 1969, when the village 

was very small, I am passionate that the 

excellent and dedicated work done by The 

Steering Committee is followed, of course no 

one likes change but as we HAVE to have 

more houses please lets have them as 

defined in small developments where 

hopefully eventually we will all come round 

to accepting them. 

Of course we all worry about the effect of 

more traffic, drainage, the school and a 

whole lot more no doubt. 

Random development would be a 

complete disaster, Mannings Heath 

would become in no time another 
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Southwater, HORRORS. 

022 

S Yes First response 

1) Please put the last sentence of 

para 4.5 (Land Use policy) in 

'bold' or Italics i.e. ''The silence of 

the NPNP on a policy matter 

does not therefore mean ......etc" 

- The statement is an important 

one and should appear and be 

significant/highlighted in some 

way in the final plan (ie with 

italics or embolding). 

2) Policy 17 - I feel this should 

appear after Policy 1 and 

therefore be Policy 2 , and not at 

the end of the plan as it too helps 

'set the scene' before the various 

sites listed. Or does it 'strategically' 

need to be at the end/be less 

obvious 

3) 'Heritage' page 14 : -there is 

also an English Heritage listed 

structure at Sedgwick (Ancient 

mon, Castle Site- building at risk). 

4) I feel sure there IS a site of 

scientific interest in the Parish, 

having a copy of the report 

prepared in connection with an 

application to do with either with 

Ghyl House Farm or Sedgwick 

Area Survey....... I shall try and 

First response 

Well done on producing such a draft 

document. The hard work and effort put in is 

really appreciated. 

Second response 

 Additional to my earlier comments: 

* Swallowfields does seem to be a good, 

developable site. What current use does it 

have for agriculture or directly to the 

community? and it is identified by HDC 

SHLAA (Strategic Housing Land Availability 

Assessment) as developable. 

* I am really pleased to see, given the 

previous degree in level of relative building 

development in other areas of the Parish 

(see charts in NPNP) around the defined 

'island' area of Sedgwick, Sedgwick estate 

and its historic Castle ruin (cf English Heritage 

surveys and their comments from previous 

individual applications to build), along with 

the Copsale area, that the special nature of 

this particular rural area of the parish is 

considered by the community to be 

unsuitable  for what is proposed.  Single track 

'Green Tunnel' lanes, notable verges, 

preponderance of vital wildlife corridors, and 

its relative isolation (given plus and minus 

points, including access issues and the 

impact of developing these) are what, in my 

opinion, make it a living jewel to be 
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locate a copy of this report in my 

paperwork and get back to you 

with either confirmation and 

details or 'error' apology on my 

part. (I know I provided a 

copy for the FEC Focus group, so 

will check with Alan S as well). 

5) Re: Broadband:- Did you want 

to put in an example of speed so 

that the reality if more 

comprehensively understood 

(and  it might also make some 

people think again !?) . Our 

broadband speed was officially 

tested with our phone supplier 

(and I know you can do it on line 

as well if you want to see/check 

what your area speed is) as I was 

having difficulty working from 

home and sustaining a 

connection. The readings they 

came up with were between 0.3 

and 1.3.  (Talk Talk, 2013) 

TYPO errors noticed: 

1) at p35 Para 4.59  ".....has 

having' should be "...AS having" 

2) p36 Last bullet point's 

repetitious use of 'and' rather 

than commas should perhaps 

read "......flora, fauna, wildlife 

corridors and, if they do, 

appropriate mitigation ......"       - 

the original text reads a little 

awkwardly with so many 'and's. 

appreciated and nurtured rather crushed by 

larger development. 

* I am pleased that development around the 

White Horse is considered without unduly 

affecting this community amenity or its 

garden. 

* It is good that sites are scattered through 

the Parish. 

* Where development does take place 

could 'suitable local visual appearance' of 

any building/materials be promoted as 

single or low level developments, 

predominantly in wood/stone please w here 

redbrick has not already been the dominant 

feature? 



 

 

Nuthurst Parish Neighbourhood Plan: Pre-Submission Plan Schedule of Comments Received 

12 

Second response 

Can we have single or low level 

developments, predominantly in 

wood please ? 

 

023 

MH Yes Holly Farm. 

The inclusion of Holly Farm site for 

assessment was originally based 

upon using a shallow part of the 

site fronting Winterpit Lane, 

housing a derelict barn, which 

might be regarded as a 

brownfield site, and this being 

developed for 3/4 modest starter 

homes.  However, the Plan 

indicates a larger site beyond the 

existing 'brownfield' area and 

part of which is outside the 

BUAB.  Although adjacent 

properties to the east and on the 

south side of Winterpit Lane are 

also outside this boundary this 

does not itself justify 

development. Besides the likely 

prominence on higher ground, it 

is not in accord with the opinions 

on ‘need’ from the Survey, or 

justification for inclusion in the 

Plan.  Moreover, there will be the 

danger of triggering further 

development outside the BUAB to 

the south within the same 

ownership, or by creating 

precedent. The land owner has 

Swallowfield Nursery. 

I consider this site to have merit, regardless of 

being outside the BUAB by virtue of it 

location, shielding, access, infrastructure and 

services. 

I would like to congratulate and thank those 

involved with the construction of this Plan, 

particularly those on the Steering Group and 

the Leadership.  I was pleased to make a 

small contribution as a member of the 

Housing & Development Focus Group, which 

was interesting and rewarding.  Inevitably, 

there have been some dissenters, but there 

have been huge efforts to achieve 

consensus and ensure the Plan represents 

the wishes of the majority, particularly those 

directly affected by the envisaged future 

development. 
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indicated his wish to develop the 

site up to the rear boundary of 

the adjacent property and to 

include two substantial houses 

beyond those envisaged for the 

'brownfield' element. Allocating 

the site as indicated in the Plan 

could facilitate this. 

I believe that a small, discrete 

development would be perfectly 

acceptable, if of a similar square 

footage and footprint.  Access 

requires improved sightlines and 

any removal of existing screening 

to achieve this will need 

replacement.  Surface water 

drainage will require proper 

provision, where existing 

drainage of adjacent properties 

are dependent upon roadside 

ditch. 

 

024 

MH Yes None None  

025 

MH Yes None I think it is ideal as it currently exists  
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026 

MH Yes None None  

027 

MH Yes None None  

028 

MH Yes None necessary The suggested Neighbourhood Plan is a well 

thought out proposition for the future of the 

Parish. 
 

 

029 

MH Yes None A well structured plan. All proposed sites are 

in keeping with the nature of the Parish. A 

very good job by all concerned. 

 

 

030 

MH Yes None None  

031 

MH Yes None None  

032 

MH Yes None This is a really impressive document and i am 

fully supportive of the plan as it is 

 

 

033   

MH Yes None This is an outstanding piece of work by all 

involved 
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034

* 

MH Yes None Thank you to everyone for their hard work 

preparing the plan and we are supportive of 

what is proposed, 

 

 

035

* 

MH Yes None None  

036 

MH Yes None I give full support for the Neighbourhood 

Plan 

 

037 

MH Yes None I give full support for the Neighbourhood 

Plan 

 

038 

C Yes None Given the thorough consultation and 

decision making process leading up to the 

current Draft Neighbourhood Plan, I am 

happy to endorse it as a measured and 

reasonable response to housing 

requirements in and around Nuthurst Parish. 

 

039 

MH Yes 

mod 

1) Consider the threat by 

building on Swallowfield 

Nursery coupled with possible 

applications for building in 

Monks Gate towards 

Mannings Heath. Copy of 

correspondence attached. 

2) Add green space in 

Gagglewood, Mannings 

Heath. Copy of 

correspondence attached. 

None  
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040 

MH Yes None None  

041 

MH Yes None None  

042 

MH Yes None None  

043

* 

S Yes None None  

044 

S Yes None A good balance of small developments 

across the parish. 

 

045 

M No None The two proposed sites in Maplehurst are 

within 100m of each other and we live 

between the two. The infrastructure in the 

village is not sufficient for additional housing. 

The plan does not reflect the views of those 

living in the smaller villages. 

 

046 

S Yes 

Mod 

(i) I am not in agreement with 

houses behind The White Horse all 

the time that there is a pub there. 

(ii) No more than 6 dwellings at 

Great Ventnors and a maximum 

of 3 at Saxtons Farm. 

Very good plan thank you.  
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047 

MH Yes None I think the steering group has done a very 

thorough and well thought out plan which I 

hope will be accepted by HDC. 

 

048 

MH Yes None So much work has gone into our 

neighbourhood plan that I would like to 

thank all those responsible.  If we can stop 

the developers who are hovering by 

accepting our neighbourhood plan without 

modification, I think we should. Too much is 

at stake for our communities not to.  I wish 

you all the very best and thank you all again. 

 

049 

S Yes 

mod 

My main concern is that the 

number of smaller houses 

proposed should be clearly 

specified and should form the 

majority of the new housing 

stock.  I would suggest 1 

detached house to every 5 

terraced/semi-detached 

houses.  After all, the goal of the 

plan, at the original meeting, was 

to provide smaller, more 

affordable accommodation for 

the younger and older residents 

of Nuthurst parish, not large 

detached dwellings for for larger 

profit margins. 

Should further provision for smaller housing 

stock be forthcoming and, given the 

alternative we may all have to endure at the 

hands of uncontrolled developers dumping 

unwanted estates all around the parish, I 

believe this plan to be a fair settlement for 

Nuthurst Parish. 
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050

* 

S Yes None None  

051 

M Yes None I  firmly believe that the 

Nuthurst  neighbourhood  plan is the only 

sensible option we have, we must all take 

our share of housing, as the alternative could 

open up the parish to many planning 

applications over which we would have no 

control !.  Please don't forget that  NO BUILD 

is not an option. 

 

 

052 

MH Yes None This is a well constructed plan which has 

taken heed of the residents wishes within the 

Parish. The NP Steering Group should be 

congratulated on their dedication to the 

plan, and I give my 100% support. 

 

 

053 

MH Yes None I feel the plan has been well thought out and 

should appeal to the whole Parish with the 

smaller sites, as opposed to any large scale 

development.  We do not want our Parish 

spoilt and I feel the Plan will protect us from 

over development.  I support the Plan 100%. 

 

054

* 

S Yes None Having fully studied and assessed the Draft 

Neighbourhood Plan, we fully support all the 

criteria as laid out in the proposals. We feel 

that the Draft Plan has been well thought out 

and meets all the requirements for the 

Nuthurst Parish. Very importantly, it fully 

endorses the views of the majority of people 

resulting from the residents survey . It is a 

good and comprehensive Plan which is right 
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for our Parish and which we fully support. 

 

055 

MH Yes Policy 2, 3, & 4 should include 

that any development should 

include upgrades to the existing 

sewerage system, as M.H. is at 

capacity. 

Policy 10 -the suggested access 

at the side of the White Horse is 

not wide enough for traffic and 

would reduce the limited parking 

at the pub considerably. Suggest 

for some of the development 

land to be used as pub parking, 

as the Pub is on a narrow lane 

unsuitable for parking. 

Policy 12, 4.5, please add "each 

property should have at least two 

spaces for off road parking" 

Policies  map inset one 1 (page 

40) has no red area key. 

I'd like to say a BIG thank you to all the 

people involved in putting this plan together. 

You have managed a very difficult job with 

so much effort on behalf of all of us in the 

Parish. It is a very comprehensive plan which 

I hope is approved & adopted by the parish. 

If you have had fewer feedback comments 

than expected I suspect that is because 

most people find it complete and 

acceptable. 

 

 

056 

MH Yes 

mod 

Site 7. This site is adjacent to our 

house on the west side of the 

A281. From our experience, 

accessing the A281 is difficult 

during rush hours and hazardous 

at all times with limited visibility 

due to the brow of the hill. 

 

A lower speed limit would be 

required or some for of traffic 

slowing systems at both ends of 

Site 7 is a derelict site and some 

development would improve the village 

scene at that point. A smaller number of 

'village' houses, possibly in styles reflecting 

the houses presently adjacent and opposite 

would be recommended 

 

Note: it appears that Mr Sewell has 

misquoted the site number – he should refer 

to site 4 (opposite the Dun Horse) from his 

comments  
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the entrances to Mannings 

Heath. This may well cause 

unacceptable traffic jams on the 

A281. 

At present, during rush hours, 

exiting from Pound Lane is difficult 

and hazardous. A number of 

accidents are recorded each 

year at this point. 

The housing density on site 7 is to 

great. Traffic exiting from any 

new access road will have limited 

visibility and will be an additional 

hazard. 

 

057 

S Yes None I think that this is a well-thought out and well-

conceived plan and hope that it will be 

adopted so that speculatlve development 

won't happen. 

 

058 

MG Yes 

mod 

Suggested modification: Monks 

Gate is shown as potentially 

having a 36% increase in the 

number of properties...way and 

above any of the other 

locations....very 

disproportionate....reduce 

number of properties to be built. 

Confirm that any new 

developments in Monks Gate 

must have self contained 

sewage/drainage systems as the 

current facilities could not cope 

and we do not want the current 

facility enlarged as it would be 

Monks Gate is a very small hamlet and offers 

nothing to new residents other than peace 

and quiet...no pub/shop/post office and 

very limited buses.  Any new builds would be 

'dormitory accommodation' with commuting 

residents.  This would add to the traffic flow 

and associated pollution and dangers. 

Monies received from Sec.106 from the 

developments in Monks Gate MUST come to 

monks Gate for the benefit of residents and 

not be lost in a general fund. 

Confirm that no affordable housing is 

scheduled to be built as Monks Gate is not a 

suitable location. 

Any access built for either location in Monks 
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out of keeping with the hamlet. 

Confirm the type of properties to 

be built at each site. Ventors 

should have smaller more 

sympathetic designs that 

complement the hamlet and the 

location. 

Confirm that the new properties 

would have garages and 

sufficient off road parking for 

residents and visitors. 

No new street lighting to be 

installed. 

Traffic calming measures to be 

installed on Nuthurst road...not 

speed bumps....to reduce the 

danger from an increased traffic 

flow. 

Gate MUST be safe and suitable.  Nuthurst 

road is subject to a 40mph limit but the 

location of both sites falls within a straight 

section of road where this limit is regularly 

ignored. A really danger is present if more 

traffic is entering and exiting the road. The 

entrance to Fieldgate close is just south of 

the A281 and any new entrance to the 

Ventors site would have to be in a similar 

location meaning a crossroads or staggerd 

junction just off from a main 'A' road. this 

would cause a potential accident hotspot. 

At both Monks Gate sites there must be 

adequate off-road parking for residents of 

the new houses and for any visitors. Nuthurst 

road is not suitable for overflow parking and 

Fieldgate close is a private road. 

During any construction contractors vehicle 

must not be allowed to park on Nuthurst 

Road or Fieldgate close due to the danger 

and inconvenience that would be caused. 

Any development in the Ventors site must 

offer suitable screening to the properties 

already located on the A281 at this location. 

All efforts should be made to limit the 

disturbance to the wildlife and nature at 

each site and the pond area near the 

Ventors site must be protected. 

Monks Gate is what it is...a small hamlet...I 

accept that some development is likely but it 

must be in keeping with the location.  We 

are not a village with facilities for social or 

business purposes.  We have almost no 

public transport and any new residents will 
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need their own transport but our road 

structure is old and limited.  What might be 

suitable development for a larger location 

may not be suitable for Monks Gate. 

 

059 

MG Yes 

mod 

I feel the number of houses that 

are proposed in the hamlet is a 

bit vague (how many ?) I feel we 

need to know before i can agree 

because as i see it Monks Gate 

has a disproportionate amount 

compared to the rest of the 

parish. 

I understand the need for the 

neighbourhood plan, but feel it needs more 

clarity as to how many houses are proposed 

in Monks gate, I still have real fears about the 

effect of building on great ventors, and how 

it will impact on flooding in the already 

overflowing pond and also on any "small 

development" becoming much bigger if a 

development company takes over. 

 

060 

C Yes 

mod 

Exclude Keatings at Nuthurst  as 

this is behind the building line and 

is intensive development for this 

site. Add 4/5 to Saxons Farm as 

this has already changed the 

landscape with the hard standing 

and redundant agricultural 

buildings and is large enough to 

take the new build. 

 

I am not happy with the principle of building 

outside the existing development boundaries 

if the Village and hamlets of the 

Parish.  Historically applications by individuals 

to building single dwellings on their land 

have been flatly rejected. 

If these rules are now to be lifted I'm not sure 

that the Plan gives us any security from over 

development in the future. 

I thought we were to provide 75 dwellings in 

total over the next 15 years but can only see 

provision for 64.  Does this mean there is still 

scope to build at least 11 more? 

 

061 

MH Yes 

mod 

I DO NOT SUPPORT SEMI 

DETACHED HOUSES FOR 

SWALLOWFIELD NURSERY. ANY 

BUILDINGS SHOULD BE DETACHED 

AND OF CHARACTER DESIGN IN 

KEEPING WITH NEIGHBOURING 

PROPERTIES WITH  LARGER 

NO MORE THAN 5 DETACHED PROPERTIES 

SHOULD BE BUILT. MORE PROPERTIES CREATE 

MORE CARS, TRAFFIC TURNING INTO CHURCH 

ROAD FROM THE A281 BRIGHTON ROAD WILL 

NOT HAVE INSUFFICIENT  SPACE TO TURN 

RIGHT INTO SWALLOWFIELD NURSERY. 

VEHICLES FREQUENTLY  EXCEED THE SPEED 
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GARDENS. THE POND NEEDS TO 

BE CLEARED AND OPENED UP TO 

ENABLE WILDLIFE MORE ACCESS. 

 

LIMIT MAKING THE RISK OF AN ACCIDENT A 

GREATER RISK. 

THE DEDICATED WORK OF THE STEERING 

COMMITTEE IS GRATEFULLY APPRECIATED. A 

GOOD PLAN THAT MEETS OUR NEEDS. THANK 

YOU. 

I AGREE WE NEED TO RETAIN THE ENGLISH 

COUNTRY SIDE, VILLAGES AND HAMLETS. 

BECAUSE WHEN THEY ARE GONE THEY ARE 

GONE FOREVER! 

062 

MH Yes 

mod 

1) Consider the threat by building 

on Swallowfield Nursery coupled 

with possible applications for 

building in Monks Gate towards 

Mannings Heath. Copy of 

correspondence attached. 

2) Add green space in 

Gagglewood, Mannings Heath. 

Copy of correspondence 

attached. 

None  

063 

S Yes None I support the proposed plan  

064 

MH Yes 

mod 

I have a concern with the 

proposal to modify the built up 

area boundary of Mannings 

Heath.  I appreciate some 

building must occur but would be 

mindful that once some 

development is allowed it would 

not constrained thereafter. 

In addition I have concerns 

regarding traffic following the 

None  
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development opposite the Dunn 

Horse, some measure of traffic 

speed reduction or calming I feel 

is essential. 

065 

MH Yes 

mod 

The Plan makes no reference to 

allocation of land for more 

allotment gardens. 

Should provisional allocation not 

be included to accommodate:- 

1. The present waiting list for 

allotment gardens? 

2. Allocation for future demand 

of allotment gardens throughout 

the timespan of the Plan? 

 

I am most impressed by the scope of the 

Assessment and the diligence of those 

tasked with this enormous commitment. 

There is currently a waiting list for allotment 

gardens in Mannings Heath. 

I have spoken with two residents who stated 

that they have already waited for three 

years for allocations. 

Within the Parish this need will be most keenly 

experienced in Mannings Heath, because 

the other settlements are more dispersed 

and tend to have disproportionately larger 

curtilages. 

Close proximity is of course an important 

factor. 

(I do not recall any reference to this topic 

within the State Of The Parish report - which I 

have not re-read.) 

I wrote to the NPC Clerk several weeks ago 

enquiring as to the location and availability 

of allotment gardens within the Parish. 

Sadly, to date no response has reached me. 

In consequence, I am aware only the few 

(already allocated) plots to the north of the 

western end of Pound Lane, north of the Dun 

Horse. 
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066 

MH 1 Yes 

28 

Nov  

9.59p

m 

 

2 No 

30 

Nov 

2.01p

m 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

3 Yes 

mod 

None 

 

 

 

 

 

I previously voted yes for the 

development in Mannings Heath 

but now withdraw my support. I 

believe both these sites are out of 

the development boundary and 

consider them a risk to future 

development by aggressive 

contractors who can potentially 

prey on smaller communities. 

Having seen what has happened 

to Broadbridge Heath over the 

years and all the development 

over in that direction and the 

future one planned towards 

Faygate, I see no reason to start 

on this side of Horsham. Leave 

the natural beauty of the area 

alone. We have begun to build 

Crawsham, that area between 

Horsham and Crawley that was 

predicted 20 or more years ago. 

We really need to keep some 

areas untouched. If we allow 

building outside the boundary it 

will open the floodgates. 

 

I vote yes for the development 

opposite the Dun Horse if it will 

I think the plan has covered the important 

aspects of this development and just want to 

say how impressed I am with the 

thoroughness of the work done. Thank you to 

all who have worked so hard. 
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30 

Nov 

2.05p

m 

 

give the plan a stronger chance 

of withstanding the onslaught of 

future development but say NO 

to the Swallowfield site. 

 

067 

MH Yes Incidentally, there is a minor typo 

near the foot of page 12: “Forest 

Close” should read “Forest Park”. 

 

I fully support the Nuthurst Parish Council’s 

draft Neighbourhood Plan as published in 

November 2014. In my opinion it is an 

excellent document. 

 

 

068 

MH Yes None None  

069 

MH Yes None None  

070 

MH Yes 

Yes 

mod 

First response: none 

Second response:  Now that 

more information has been 

provided on the 

Swallowfield  property I think that 

this potential development site 

should be removed from the 

Neighbourhood development 

plan. It is obviously outside of our 

boundary and therefore is a 

different scheme and a  separate 

argument to those sites within our 

Neighbourhood . 

 

None  
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071 

MH Yes None I agree and support all aspects of the 

Neighbourhood Plan 

 

 

072 

MH No i would like to register my 

objection to including the 

swallowfield nursery site in the 

neighbourhood plan. 

this site does not satisfy a special need, is not 

infill and is clearly in the countryside, this is 

not need just greed 

 

073 

M No None no further development wanted in this parish 

thank you. 

 

074 

MH Yes None I still ask that the swallowfield Nursery site 

(policy 2) be removed from the Nuthurst 

Neighbourhood plan. 

 

075 

MG Yes 

mod 

First response 

Page 8: 1.9: Change 'numerous' 

Open Days to specify the number 

Page 14: 2.19: since the services 

at MH are specifically mentioned, 

so should those of the other 

hamlets where sites have been 

identified to ensure that an 

interpretaion of 'no news is good 

news' is amde re: the services. 

Page 16: 3.7 policy 3: the maps 

included in the Plan show MH to 

be Medium Village, not Smaller 

Page 19: 4.1 para 3....Final 

sentence should be clear around 

'lower cost' as the market drives 

prices, not the Plan. 

Page 19: 4.2 Housing: Specify 

Re: Specific sites Polices:- 

1. Policy 9 specifies integral garages. All sites 

should have this added and that parking 

spaces (one per bedroom, or minimum 2) be 

in each policy as could be missed when in 

the body of the Plan. 

2. For the avoidance of doubt, all site 

policies should state 'maximum' number of 

homes. 

3. For clarity, the use of the words 'primarily' 

and 'some' regarding the types of homes on 

all sites should include a percentage of 

acceptability. Primarily does not mean the 

same as majority: open to interpretation 

4. Each site policy has a final point around 

the Draft SA Report. Shouldn't the 'has' in the 

first line be an 'as'? 

5. It should be a requirement that any s106, 
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how the supply of 'affordable' 

homes are controlled. What does 

'local connection' mean? 

Page 20: 4.2 Transport: What is 

meant by better road layouts: not 

mentioned elsewhere in the plan. 

Page 21: 4.9 MH is a Medium 

Village, not smaller 

Page 33: 4.48: Housing Design: 

What is the definition of 'high 

quality'? 

4.50: What is the definition of 'high 

standard'? 

 Parking should be at one per 

bedroom, not simply 'at least 2' 

 Retaining trees & hedges is 

good....so why would removed 

ones need to be replaced if 

being retained 

  What is an 'appropriate' 

distance between houses? 

Page 34/36: Policy 

13/16...Melanie/Owen were 

looking into whether the pond 

area in Nuthurst Road is better 

protected in which policy...we 

have not heard but please take 

this into consideration. 

Page 38: 5.1....what is meant by 

'private investment' 

 5.4....what need has been 

proven for a cycle path from MG 

to Horsham? 

Second response 

or equivalent, monies are spent within the 

settlement where development has taken 

place. 

 

COMMENTS ON MG SITES POLICIES:- 

- Since Nuthurst Rd is already the busiest in 

the Parish, traffic calming measures should 

be a requirement of any development eg 

chicane islands 

- The GV site parameters need to be clear, 

not state 'eastern' but actual 

meterage/dimensions 

- The number of homes allowed should be 

reduced to maximum 10 since the site size at 

GV has shrunk 

- Add that no street lighting to be included in 

any plan for either site 

- Add that any proposal regarding GV 

should be considerate to the properties  that 

face the A281 and that adjoin the site: 

providing adequate, mature screening or 

private access to the rear of the properties 

- Construction traffic should not be allowed 

down Nuthurst Road past the site entrances: 

access to be via GV farm for GV site and via 

north end of Nuthurst Road for SF site 

- No construction traffic to be permitted to 

park on Nuthurst Road 
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Following receipt of a leaflet 

regarding Swallowfield Nursery, I 

would like to add further 

comment to my previous ones. 

This site, and all others should 

remain in the plan to ensure the 

best spread of development 

across the Parish 

 

076 

MH Yes None  I still ask that the swallowfield Nursery site 

(policy 2) be removed from the Nuthurst 

Neighbourhood plan. 

 

077

* 

MH Yes None We did not vote before, but we are now 

registering our objection to including the 

Swallowfield Nursery Site in the 

Neighbourhood plan. 

 

078 

M No thank you to all the people who 

have put in so much time and 

effort to produce this document 

on areas for possible 

development within Nuthurst, 

Mannings Heath , Copsale and 

Maplehurst. 

we do not support any development 

within  the parish as the infrastructure cannot 

support any further dwellings. The roads and 

lanes are in a dreadful state of repair 

already as people use the local lanes to 

escape the traffic snarl ups in Cowfold and 

cut through to get to Gatwick and other 

destinations. Flooding will become a more 

prevalent issue as more land is tarmacked 

over therefore lessening absorption, we are 

on clay soils here so the drainage is not fast 

once the ground it waterlogged. why does 

HDC want to turn the whole of the area 

under it's jurisdiction into an urban slum? the 

developments at Broadbridge Heath are a 

scandal and the local services will be 

stretched to the limit to accommodate all 
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the extra people who will flood into the 

already over crowded area. we choose to 

live in a rural area with the limitations that 

brings but we do not want more pressure on 

our environment with no gain. 

NO NO NO to further development in our 

parish - please leave us alone 

079 

    Removed to 

annex 2 

080 

MH Yes 

mod 

I did not vote before but I would 

now like to register my objection 

to including the Swallowfield 

Nursery site in the Neighbourhood 

Plan.  Thank you. 

None  

081 

MH Yes 

mod 

On reflection I have changed my 

mind and ask that the 

Swallowfield Nursery Site (Policy 2) 

be removed from the Nuthurst 

Neighbourhood Plan. Thank you. 

None  

082

* 

N Yes 

mod 

We agree with the overall 

proposals put forward by the 

Parish Council 

However we are implacably 

opposed to any further 

development of the school:- 

I)  The infrastructure cannot 

support any additional buildings - 

space is limited, there is no mains 

drainage, or mains source of 

heating, there is already flooding 

at times of heavy rainfall. 

ii) The school site has been 

None  



 

 

Nuthurst Parish Neighbourhood Plan: Pre-Submission Plan Schedule of Comments Received 

31 

considerably developed over the 

last 20 years and further 

development, would in our view, 

constitute a creeping 

urbanisation of the village and in 

particular Harriots Close. This is 

particularly inappropriate given 

that the school is in a 

CONSERVATION AREA 

iii) the school appears to have a 

relatively small proportion of 

pupils from Nuthurst or Maplehurst 

with most children being 

transported here by school bus or 

car 

iv) This leads at drop off and pick 

up times to considerable 

congestion in and out of the 

village and in Nuthurst Street and 

Harriots Close. In our view this 

level of congestion poses a 

significant risk of accidents to 

children given that Buses have to 

back into a narrow close, whilst 

cars, children and parents are 

trying to enter and leave the 

school. The access to the school 

was not designed to cater for the 

number of children currently 

attending To increase numbers of 

children would increase the risks 

to unacceptable levels. 

v) The residents of Harriots Close 

try to avoid the road at busy 
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times but often find it impossible 

to access their driveways or to 

pass parked cars = all increasing 

the risk of accidents 

vi) There has already been 

environmental damage to the 

grass verges in Harriots Close as a 

result of vehicles using them to 

pass parked vehicles , especially 

the school bus which has to back 

into the close at times of 

maximum congestion - causing 

environmental damage, and risk 

of accidents to children 

vii) The locality cannot possibly 

sustain any further increase in 

traffic either from the school users 

or from construction vehicles 

such as would be necessary 

during any rebuilding phase 

 

IF EXPANSION IN SCHOOL PLACES 

IS REQUIRED AS A RESULT OF 

DEVELOPMENTS IM MANNING 

HEATH WE SUGGEST THE 

FOLLOWING MODIFICATIONS TO 

THE PLAN. URGENT 

CONSIDERATION SHOULD BE 

GIVEN TO EITHER 

A) BUILDING A NEW SCHOOL IN 

MANNINGS HEATH, or 

B) RETAINING ST ANDREWS AS AN 

INFANTS SCHOOL AND BUILDING 

A NEW SITE FOR JUNIORS IN 
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MANNINGS HEATH 

083 

N Yes  Moving the primary school out of 

Nuthurst as roads, sewage and 

parking in small hamlet are 

completely inadequate to cope 

with onslaught of traffic now 

visiting daily at all times bringing 

children into the school.  The 

school is unable to sustain an 

extension of any sort as the area 

of the school is very limited and is 

in conservation area.  The extra 

housing will mean more children. 

Other options are:- only taking 

children within the parish or 

retaining this Church aided 

school as infants only and a 

community hall for the people of 

the Parish. 

I don't think the impact of the 

neighbourhood plan has been fully 

assessed.  The outlying areas in structure are 

not suitable for the amount of housing 

allocated to it. 

I think the paragraph relating to enlarging 

the school should be removed from the plan. 

 

 

084 

MH Yes Query size of boundary on site 3 Traffic calming would probably be require 

for A281 re sites 2 and 4. Seems a good way 

to spread development needs 

 

085 

MH Yes None This seems a practical way of bringing more 

houses to the parish without adversely 

impacting the existing villages or changing 

their character 

 

086 

MH Yes None I support the plan  



 

 

Nuthurst Parish Neighbourhood Plan: Pre-Submission Plan Schedule of Comments Received 

34 

087 

MH Yes None I approve and support  

088 

MH Yes None Concern about traffic access to Swallowfield 

and opposite Dun Horse 

 

089 

MH Yes None Subject to suitable alterations with the 

junctions with the A281 and subject to the 

design and quality of houses 

 

090 

MH Yes None Dun Horse -  possibly ten houses is too 

many…. 

 

091 

MG Yes 

mod 

None Referring to Great Ventors: 

There are serious drainage and sewerage 

problems in Monks Gate. These would need 

to be seriously addressed if more houses 

were to be built. The traffic at corner of 281 

and Nuthurst Rd is also busy. Why is Monks 

Gate expected to take a 36% increase in 

housing – by far the highest percentage of 

all the proposed development.  

 

092 

MG Yes 

mod 

Fewer dwellings on the Great 

Ventors site as Monks Gate has 

been allotted a far greater 

increase in housing than any of 

the other hamlets – 36%. 

Detached 2 to 3 bed houses or 

bungalows would be preferable 

to semi-detached. Garages and 

parking spaces to be ensured. 

I agree in principle that some houses must 

be built but the number should be reduced 

and suitable screening for the 4 cottages on 

the A 281 which back on to the Great 

Ventors site. All construction traffic should be 

parked on site and not in the surrounding 

roads ie Nuthurst Road and Fieldgate Close. 
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Potential flood, sewerage and 

drainage issues to be addressed 

as local services are already at 

full capacity. No street lighting.  

093 

MH Yes None May I congratulate all involved in the 

preparation of this plan which appears to 

meet many of the local inhabitants 

requirements. 

My main concerns are the site access points 

particularly those onto the A281 - a busy 

main road from Horsham to Brighton. 

May I also say that the document put 

thro'  my door re the Swallowfield nursery site 

annoyed me greatly and appears to be one 

householder being a NIMBY. I am quite sure 

some aspects of this plan do not really suit 

other residents in the parish either. 

 

094 

C Yes None The hard work and thorough examination by 

councillors of  alternative housing sites 

submitted by landowners and developers is 

much appreciated. In particular the 

rejection of harmful developments which 

would destroy precious rural amenity, such 

as the Kerves Lane proposal which are 

outside of designated built up areas and 

remote from established settlements with 

their schools, churches, public transport, 

mains sewerage or gas is very welcome. So 

much wanton countryside destruction is 

taking place or is threatened elsewhere in 

Horsham district and the 

neighbourhood  plan must resist any more 
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095 

MH Yes None I fully support this plan 

 

 

096 

MH Yes None Fully support this plan  

097 

MH Yes None – happy with draft Plan A draft plan reflecting the majority of views  

098 

MH Yes None First response: A comprehensive and 

practical plan 

Second response: Having seen the Brochure 

about Swallowfields, I believe that it 

inadvertently supports that site as ideal in 

every respect for inclusion in the plan. 

 

 

099 

MH Yes None needed It's a shame that some residents are so 

against building in their back yards as their 

houses were once built on green fields. 

 

100 

MH Yes Please ensure only small numbers 

of properties to be built on any of 

the sites. 

 

Small numbers to be built will ensure 

adequate amenities and rural way of life 

continues 

 

101 

MH Yes Would not wish to see an 

expanded development at 

swallowfield. 

None  
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102 

N No None The plan has recommended between 49-76 

dwellings. Ignoring Swallowfield as this is 

already part of planned development. The 

emphasis should be on developing where 

infrastructure already exists or is highly likely 

to be improved. The buzzword for 

development in recent years has bees 

sustainability with emphasis on reducing car 

usage. The infrastructure requirements for 

modern development should include all or 

the majority of the following. 

Public transport 

Water supply 

Mains drainage 

Adequate electrical supplies 

Street lighting 

Pavements 

Gas supply 

Mobile phone coverage 

Good broadband availability 

Access to shops 

The area of Nuthurst and Maplehurst has, at 

best, only two of these, water and electrical 

supply and it has not been confirmed that 

the local supplies have adequate capacity. 

It is suggested that sewage will be treated 

locally and the treated effluent discharged 

into ditches. The ditches already smell during 

dry summer months and it is proposed this be 

increased! Apart from street lighting and 

pavements all of the above requirements 

are supplied by private companies and the 

prospect of these companies investing to 

provide these services are around 0%. 
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Residents are totally dependant on car 

usage and will be for the foreseeable future. 

In spite of these obvious deficiencies, it is 

suggested that around 27% of the total 

developments are carried out in this area, all 

of which are on greenfield sites or 

agricultural land. 

It is also proposed that around 90% of the 

development is carried out west of the A281 

even though the area of Mannings Heath 

east of the A281 (the vast majority) has all 

the facilities mentioned above. Only one site 

has been proposed in this area and is on 

land already built on (albeit for agricultural 

usage). 

It would appear that the committee 

consider agricultural land behind a pub in 

the middle of nowhere with no facilities as 

more suitable for development than 

agricultural land adjoining Mannings Heath 

Golf Course where all facilities are locally 

available and proposals have already been 

submitted! The land east of the A281 in 

Monks Gate is also a better site, it has access 

to all the facilities and would provide most of 

the housing requirement for the area. 

One last point, one area has been described 

as 'derelict woodland'. Woodland is a 

naturally developed environment totally 

dependant on climatic and local conditions 

‘and I cannot see how it can be described 

as 'derelict. 
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103 

    Removed to 

annex 2 

104 
    Removed to 

annex 2 

105 

M Yes 

mod 

Consider pub building plan for 

maintaining the pub not viable 

due to the loss of parking and the 

loss of space for events which are 

one of the main contributors to 

the pubs success 

None  

106  

M Yes 

mod 

Pub plan not viable – delete and 

replace as this would affect pub 

viability in the long term 

None  

107 

MH Yes 

mod 

The plan on page 18 is out of 

date as it shows Mannings Heath 

as a medium sized village. 

 

In response to the question in the 

parish survey asking what types of 

homes did people want, just 

under half wanted retirement 

homes, more popular were small 

family homes and the most 

popular were family homes 

(inferred medium/large). The 

parish plan, while allowing for 

some medium/larger homes has 

a strong bias for smaller homes. If 

the plan is to reflect the wishes of 

None  
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the parish as whole, rather than a 

vocal minority, it should be 

adjusted to ensure a more even 

mix of homes. This change will 

also reduce the risk of proposals 

for high density development on 

part of the site in the hope of 

getting permission for extra 

development on the remainder 

of the site in the future. 

 

The phrase “Given the character 

of the adjoining residential area” 

is used in 4.15 4.18 4.21 4.24 4.27. 

The proposed property types 

bear little relation to the adjoining 

areas so I think, either this phrase 

should be removed or the 

proposed types of property 

amended. 

 

k 

 

I am not sure why policies 5-6 

have a requirement to contribute 

towards sewage improvements 

but 2-4 do not. I would have 

thought that they all should. 

 

4.50 I am worried that the 

requirement for new properties to 

be in keeping with near by 

properties will be interpreted as 

they have to be similar. I would 
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much rather see a quality 

modern design that compliments 

neighbouring properties than a 

poor copy of them. 

I believe the renewable 

technologies statement should 

be stronger and could read 

“Incorporate renewable 

technologies to eliminate the 

need for tanker deliveries of fossil 

fuels”. (This should reduce the 

increase in traffic and while there 

is an initial cost these 

technologies generally pay for 

themselves within 10 years.) 

The requirement for parking for 2 

cars should be in addition to any 

garage space. I am not sure if this 

is the normal interpretation of this 

requirement or not. (Garages are 

sometimes used for storage even 

if this means a car is parked in the 

road. If it is possible to park 2+ 

cars on a driveway it will also 

reduce the likelihood of front 

gardens being paved in the 

future to provide extra parking. 

I would like the statement about 

the space between properties to 

be strengthened as I would be 

surprised if any developer would 

allow more than the minimum. I 

would be happier if this included 

a phrase such as the space 
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should be more generous than 

an urban development to reflect 

the rural nature of the parish. 

108 

M Yes None. It is the best plan possible 

within the diverse character of 

the Parish 

The plan is a result of: 

 Painstaking research and analysis 

 Thorough engagement and consultation 

 Fair representation of whole Parish on SG 

and FGs and many hours of debate by 

same. 

 

109 

M Yes None Main drainage throughout Nuthurst 

Road/Street is still a requirement – sewage 

problem! Klargesters have been introduced 

by private individuals  

 

110 

M Yes Concern over proposed 

development opposite Dun Horse 

– already a fast and dangerous 

road – A281. Also the effect of 

housing and increased 

population and the number of 

children attending the School 

already full to capacity and no 

room for expansion. 

None  

111 

N Yes An excellent piece of work None  

112 

N Yes The draft Plan has been carefully 

considered by the Committee 

and they have produced an 

excellent report and Plan 

None  
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113 

N Yes 

mod 

1. Remove site opposite Dun 

Horse – ACCESS/HIGHWAYS 

2. Very concerned about School 

a. Increase in numbers in a land-

locked campus 

b. Deteriorating parking issues 

c. Danger times of drop off and 

pick up. The school is the 

largest community gathering 

in the Parish by a long way 

and it is poorly serviced by the 

present infrastructure. 

BUT very well done TEAM in getting this far   

114

* 

MG Yes None As an agent I do not of course have a vote 

but am supporting the plan on behalf of my 

client re- Land at Saxtons Farm, Monks Gate: 

policy no.6. 

 

 

115 

MH Yes None No comments  

116 

MH Yes None No further comments  

117 

MH Yes None I am fully in support of the current draft of the 

neighbourhood plan, it represents a well 

thought out and collaborative process. 

 

118 

N Yes 

mod 

[entered in comment section] Development of this site would destroy 

valuable fauna and flora that currently 

exists.  A full ecological report should be 

required before this site is accepted to the 

NP.  I understand the landowner has publicly 
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declared that the owners of Hollyhocks who 

would be massively effected by this 

development are in favour of the plans.  This 

is not the case. 

The scale and type of development is not 

suitable for this particular site, no 

infrastructure to support such a development 

exists.  It would not only destroy natural 

habitats but also effect the rural nature of 

the location 

 

     

119 

MG Yes None I completely support the plan as published, 

including the Swallowfield Nursery site. I am 

convinced that the Committee is correct in 

its assertion that Swallowfield Nursery is 

integral to the plan. It must be included, for 

precisely the opposite reasons that the 

author of the misguided leaflet suggests: it 

seems to me that if the site were excluded 

and the plan failed as a result, then 

development of the Nursery would become 

almost inevitable anyway, along with the 

remainder of the author's doom-laden 

predictions. 
 

 

120 

MG Yes None   
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121 

M Yes None First reply:I support the plan as it stands 

Second reply: 

To confirm: I support the plan as it stands, 

that is, with the inclusion of Swallowfield 

Nursery. 

 

122 

M Yes None Policy 9 

This is an ideal site for inclusion in the plan. 

Policy 10 

It is not clear that there is adequate room for 

access without demolishing the pub.  The 

plan indicates that all three pubs should be 

kept. 

 

123 

M Yes None I think there is a reasonable distribution of 

development throughout the Parish and any 

removal of a Mannings Heath site would 

make the Plan unbalanced with the smaller 

hamlets taking an unfair share.  Swallowfield 

Nursery is a brownfield site and must remain. 

 

 

124 

MH Yes Policy 4 - I wonder if a 

roundabout on the A281 could 

be considered at the junction 

with the new development, or at 

the Dun Horse?  As I believe they 

are not quite opposite each 

other, a single roundabout would 

not serve both - but nevertheless 

it would slow down the 

traffic.  And maybe a pair of mini 

roundabouts might be possible? 

Policy 15 - (very minor point) 

paragraph 4.58 currently includes 

a blank character within the 

 I am very impressed by this plan; not just the 

content but also the attention to detail and 

quality of presentation.  This gives clear 

indication of the time and effort that has 

gone into both the research and the 

production.  I support this document. 
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word "they". 

125 

MH Yes None Fully support the report. 

Any development that affects Nuthurst 

Parish must follow the Nuthurst Parish Council 

Neighbourhood Plan 

 

126 

MH Yes None None  

127 

MH Yes None Holly Farm 

This development was originally for 3/4 starter 

homes on the 'brown field' area.  The owner 

has now indicted he also wishes to build two 

large houses back beyond this line.  Allowing 

this change would set a precedent to 

encourage further building into the 

BUAB.  Any screening removed during 

building should be replaced.  I believe there 

is no provision for surface water drainage 

and this would need to be addressed. 

Swallowfield Farm 

Although again outside the BUAB, this site is 

close to the A281 for access, infrastructure 

and services and would not have a great 

impact on the village. 

 

 

128

* 

MH Yes 

Mod 

  In general we are quite happy 

with your draft NPNP and 

appreciate the hard work put in. 

However Para 4.11 modifies the 

existing Built Up Area Boundaries 

None  
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in three areas. 

Whilst these extensions seem 

reasonable to accommodate 

present housing needs, we should 

not rely on Horsham 

Development Plan to "constrain" 

development outside the new 

Boundary in future years. 

We consider that the NPNP 

should stipulate that we would 

resist any breach of the new 

BUBA in future years. 

This will help to allay parishioners 

fears of activity by aggressive 

builders. 
 

129 

C Yes None None  

130 

MH Yes None None  

131 

MH Yes 

mod 

I did not vote previously but I 

would now like to register my 

objection to including the 

Swallowfield Nursery Site in the 

Neighbourhood Plan. 

None  

132 

MH Yes None I am writing to confirm my support for the 

Nuthurst Parish Council Draft Neighbourhood 

Plan. 

Further to this - having recently received the 

document entitled 'Your Countryside Needs 
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Your Support' I am writing, as a Mannings 

Heath resident of 20+ years, to confirm my 

specific support for the inclusion of the 

Swallowfield site within the plan. 

Irrespective of the biased contents of the 

'Your Countryside Needs Your Support' 

document, Swallowfield  is the best 

positioned site in Mannings Heath for 

development, with the least resultant impact 

on the village. 

For example - As Swallowfield has excellent 

access to the A281 there will be minimal 

impact on increased traffic flow 

thoughMannings Heath.  Neither would the 

planned development of Swallowfield 

increase the risk of injury/accident at the 

intersection of Church Road and the A281 as 

stated by 'The Save Our Countryside' team 

state.  In support of my view - has the 

occurrence of injury and accident increased 

since the significantly larger (both houses 

and car/traffic volumes) and almost 

adjacent Woodlands Walk development has 

been built - no, it has not. 

You may gather that I'm not overly 

impressed with the  'Your Countryside Needs 

Your Support' document circulated to me - 

well you would be correct.  Whilst I'm open 

to reasoned argument that's  for the good of 

the whole Parish plan, I strongly object to 

others enforcing a view on me that is clearly 

not for the good of the whole parish, or even 

the whole of Mannings Heath, or of 'view' 

being presented as 'fact'.  Indeed, whilst the 



 

 

Nuthurst Parish Neighbourhood Plan: Pre-Submission Plan Schedule of Comments Received 

49 

title and first paragraph of this document 

references 'Countryside' in general, 

prargraph 2 and onwards of this is 

Swallowfield specific - all 7 pages of it...  I rest 

my case! 

 

133 

MH No None I cannot agree to this Draft Plan with 

Swallowfield Nursery being included as an 

approved development site. (Policy 2) 

I have advised both the Steering Committee 

and Nuthurst Parish Council over many 

months that I believe for several good 

reasons it is totally unacceptable that this 

location should have even been considered, 

let alone included, as an approved 

development site. 

Primarily because: 

a)      HDC seem now to ignore what they 

said in 2007 in their HDC/ADS 46 seminal 

reference report. 

b)      The site lies outside the BUAB 

c)      Previous planning applications for just 

one house have been turned down, even on 

Appeal. 

d)      There are a number of adverse 

environmental consequences that make the 

site unsuitable. 

e)      Any development on the site would not 

be well integrated with the community. 

f)      It would be an inappropriate extension 

to the village with the countryside setting. 

g)      I am unconvinced sufficient rigour was 

applied by both the Steering Committee 

and HDC when they made their assessment 
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of this site.(see comment below regarding 

the SC’s rating matrix) 

h)      Access to this site is a real problem that 

cannot be readily resolved. 

i)      No local need has been identified that 

this site will uniquely provide. 

j)      If this site is removed from the plan our 

Parish contribution will still exceed the build 

rate we have achieved in the last 15 years 

and make a fair and proportionate 

contribution to the HDC target of 1,500 

homes. 

k)      This site does not reflect the wishes of 

the residents who wanted only small infill sites 

of 2-3 homes. 

Rating Matrix. 

1)      The site was positively assessed for 

being in or adjoining the boundary when it is 

not 

2)      The site was positively assessed as 

being contained by existing roads, hedges, 

field boundaries when it is not. Some 40% of 

the site is without a boundary. 

3)      The site was positively assessed as not 

being particularly detrimental to the existing 

landscape. I totally disagree. 

4)      The site is positively assessed because it 

is deemed to be a brownfield site when it 

isn’t. 

5)      I question the positive adherence to 

the development principles in that it’s 

probably not a viable site considering the 

density proposed and the obvious access 

issues. 
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I also consider the information provided 

about this location at the Open Days was 

grossly misleading because: 

1)      It stated this site was adjacent to the 

BUAB when it is not 

2)      It stated the site had been previously 

developed when it had not. 

3)      A photo of part of our house was 

included in the “promotional material” for 

which we had not given permission and 

which we know led to several people 

thinking this was our site we were looking to 

develop when in fact it was Swallowfield 

Paddock. 

Accordingly people got confused over the 

voting. 

4)      The landowner states in his plan that all 

trees shown are existing, but this includes 

many of our trees over which he has no 

control. 

In my opinion the overall effect of the above 

would have distorted the vote for this site 

considerably and as a consequence I 

consider the vote for this site should be 

made void. 

 

 

134 

MH Yes None Overall I support the NP, and think it clearly 

reflects a lot of hard work in attempting to 

maintain the important feel of the parish as 

rural villages. 

As a Mannings Heath resident, the policy 

that clearly impacts my family most is the 

SwallowField area - I would naturally rather 
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this wasn't in the plan, but I'm realistic that 

there are limited viable other opportunities. 

 

My comments would however be that I 

would rather see the scale of this 

development limited to the lower end of the 

range (9), rather than the upper end (14) - 

there is quite a big difference between these 

two extremes, and I think at the upper end 

this would place too much additional strain 

on the roads and surrounding infrastructure. 

 

I do have some concern about the access 

road, as this junction is not the safest 

currently. However, I think it is important that 

the new development is essentially kept 

invisible from the road and approach to 

Mannings Heath. 

135 

MH Yes None *  

136 

MH Yes None I agree that Swallowfield Nursery should be 

included in the Neighbourhood Plan, but 

would suggest that a footpath from the bus 

stop to the site entrance should be built. 

 

137 

MH Yes None I support the plan to keep housing within 

small developments scattered throughout 

the Parish. 

 

138 

MH Yes None None  
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139 

MH Yes None I support the plan and particularly for the 

Swallowfield Nursery Site to be included 

 

140 

MH Yes None All good  

141  

MH Yes None None  

142 

MH Yes None Fully support plan, Perfect!  

143 

MH Yes None None  

144 

C Yes 

mod 

I am in agreement with the whole 

plan but not in agreement with 

the proposed building behind the 

White Horse while it is still a public 

house 

None  

145 

C Yes 

mod 

I am in agreement with the whole 

plan but not in agreement with 

the proposed building behind the 

White Horse while it is still a public 

house 

None  

146 

S Yes None None  



 

 

Nuthurst Parish Neighbourhood Plan: Pre-Submission Plan Schedule of Comments Received 

54 

147 

C Yes No to development behind the 

White Horse 

None  

148 

S Yes None THANKYOU FOR ALL YOUR HARD WORK  

149 

C Yes None Please keep the numbers down on all sites  

150 

C Yes None None  

151 

M Yes None None  

152 

M Yes None None  

153 

M Yes None Happy with the suggested sites at the White 

Horse and adjacent to Heathtolt Cottages at 

Maplehurst 

 

154 

M Yes None Happy with the sites within Maplehurst  
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155 

MH No I suggest that the site at Holly 

Farm (Policy 3) would be a far 

better site than the Swallowfield 

Nursery site and should be 

seriously considered. 

 

1.The Holly Farm site is within the 

Mannings Heath Village 

Boundary. 

2. At present it comprises Derelict 

Barns and scrub. 

3. Is suitable for Housing. 

4. Has access to Winterpit Lane 

I strongly object to Swallowfield Nursery site 

being developed as, 

1. It is outside the Mannings Heath Village 

Boundary. 

2. Access to the site is unsuitable for any 

volume of vehicular traffic. 

3. It is in close proximity to Swallowfield House 

and would seriously    affect the privacy of 

the present occupiers. 

4. The site in its present form provides natural 

habitat for a wide variety of wild life; 

construction of Buildings on the site would 

virtually destroy this facility. 

 

 

156  

MH No I did not vote before but I would 

like to register my objection to 

including the Swallowfield Nursery 

site in the neighbourhood plan 

 

None  

157 

MG Yes None I would like the Neighbourhood Plan to 

include the Swallowfield Nursery site as it is a 

brownfield development adjacent to the 

Built up Area Boundary. 

 

 

158 

MH Yes Page 19         4.2 

No mention is specifically made 

here of housing for older residents 

of the parish who wish to 

downsize and remain in the 

parish. This was a need identified 

by Focus Groups and parish 

surveys, and in my opinion 

deserves more prominence than 

it has been given. 

I have read through the draft Plan 

thoroughly, and include under 

'modifications' above a few suggestions for 

consideration. Apart from these, I support 

the Plan fully. 
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Policy 4 

Policy 12 states 'Retain existing 

trees and hedges - any removed 

trees and hedges to be replaced 

with suitable species'. Given the 

highly-wooded nature of the site 

in its present condition, this seems 

difficult to achieve on this site. 

It is suggested that the wording is 

therefore amended in some way 

to mention both the boundary 

screens of trees and the retention 

of a few other existing trees on 

the site. Also, because of the 

proximity to the busy A281, it is 

suggested that soundproofing for 

the benefit of the residents of the 

site should be incorporated 

(perhaps by creating an earth 

bank on which trees and shrubs 

are planted along the boundary 

with the A281, except at the 

point where access to the site is 

required). 

Also, unless the existing sewage 

system after inclusion of that site is 

already demonstrably adequate, 

a planning obligation should be 

made to provide an appropriate 

financial contribution towards 

any improvement to sewage 

treatment works, or the houses 

provided with either individual 

sewage treatment or a collective 
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sewage treatment system. 

Policy 5 

I would prefer  item iv to be 

amended to read '… and 

establishes a clear and 

defensible boundary along the 

southern and western edges of 

the site...', to avoid ambiguity 

and to restrict further subsequent 

development on the rest of that 

field. 

Policy 7 

As Keatings is a Grade II listed 

building, should more specific 

mention be made of this in the 

description and requirements? 

Policy 14 

I do not see how the school 

buildings can be extended within 

the curtilage without reducing 

the size of the playground, which 

would be a shame. 

Policy 15 

I would have expected the 

provision of faster broadband to 

have some positive effect, rather 

than it having a purely neutral 

impact (provided that the 

requirements of 4.58 were met). 

Settlement: Mannings Heath 
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159

* 

N Yes We would be concerned if any 

planning was granted to sites 

that wanted to develop more 

than 5 houses on any one plot. 

 

with clearly defined strategies based upon 

residents feedback and factual information 

A very comprehensive and well constructed 

document which provided the reader. Well 

done. 

 

160 

N Yes None None  

161 

N Yes None None  

162 

MH Yes None I support the inclusion of all nine sites, 

particularly Swallowfield Nursery, as the NP is 

delivering what the vast majority of residents 

said they wanted - small developments 

spread throughout the Parish. 

I would suggest that the number of houses 

specified at Great Ventors be reduced to 6 

to 10 as without such a reduction Monks 

Gate would have a disproportionately high 

number of houses. 

 

 

163 

MH Yes None The village must grow organically, not with a 

large development which would not be 

sustainable given the narrow roads and 

limited exits from the village on to the 

Brighton Road. Our fields and woodland is 

precious and should be cherished. 
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164 

MH Yes None Mannings Heath cannot sustain any large 

scale housing development. Any building 

must be carried out sympathetically as the 

village does not have adequate roads or 

services to support a large estate. 

 

165 

MH Yes None As previously mentioned I believe that the 

Steering Committee have made a very 

thorough job of putting together this Draft 

Neighbourhood Plan and have done their 

utmost to identify sites that, broadly, will 

minimise the detrimental impact of 

developments in the Parish. 

 

 

166 

MH Yes I am concerned that the plan 

seeks to modify the built up area 

boundary of Mannings Heath on 

three sites. What is the point of a 

boundary if it is breached? I think 

this sets a dangerous percent. 

I support the concept of a neighbourhood 

plan as it provides local people with input 

rather than being the mercy of speculative 

builders who will blight the area for profit 

before moving onto another area. This is a 

rural community and should remain so. 

 

167 

MH Yes 

mod 

I oppose the Swallowfield Nursery 

development (2) and that 

behind/beside the White Horse 

Pub in Maplehurst (10). 

  

The Swallowfield Nursery development will 

make the Church Road / A281 junction even 

more dangerous, extend the village 

boundary and increase the risk of flooding 

onto the A281. 

Park Lane and Nuthurst Road in Maplehurst 

are busy enough with school buses, children 

and horse riders to consider.  There are too 

few places in the area for people to ride 

their horses safely. 

 

168 

MH Yes 

mod 

Quite frankly I'm against all of the 

plan however it seems there is no 

choice due to government 

policies.  I am particularly against 

the Swallowfield Nursery 

The Swallowfield Nursery development will 

make the Church Road / A281 junction even 

more dangerous, extend the Mannings 

Heath  village boundary and increase the 

risk of flooding on the A281. 
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development (2) and that 

behind/beside the White Horse 

Pub in Maplehurst (10). 

 

Park Lane and Nuthurst Road in Maplehurst 

are busy enough with the school buses and 

children to consider.  The other concerning 

factor is that there are many horse riders that 

use this route.  There are so few places for 

people to ride their horses safely ( restricted 

bridle ways etc ).  Building work work and 

new houses would do nothing but increase 

the traffic and on it goes... 

 

169 

S Yes 

mod 

The inclusion of site number 17 

(Land at Bulls Farm, Coltstaple 

Lane, Sedgwick) in the 

neighbourhood plan, including 

the modification as represented 

in my letter and attached 

representation dated 10 October 

2014. 

 

I refer the Steering Committee to my letter to 

Owen Hydes dated 10 December 2014. 

 

170 

MH Yes None None  

171 

MH Yes None Strongly support this plan to control and 

prohibit excessive development which would 

be detrimental to the area/village as a 

place to live and raise a family 

 

172 

MH Yes None Please protect the rural nature of our village. 

Our countryside is precious 
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173 

MH Yes None None  

174 

MH Yes None All good  

175 

MH Yes None None  

176 

MH Yes None Fully support this plan  

177 

MH Yes None Fully support this plan  

178 

MH Yes None None  

179 

MH Yes None None  

180 

MH Yes None Please ensure no AONB development is 

permitted 

 



 

 

Nuthurst Parish Neighbourhood Plan: Pre-Submission Plan Schedule of Comments Received 

62 

181 

MH Yes None I am pleased to see that the AONB is 

respected in order to protect it from 

development and that only minor changes 

have been made to the Mannings Heath 

planning boundary 

 

182 

N Yes None None  

183 

    Removed to 

annex 2 

184 

MH Yes 

mod 

None I did not vote before but I would now like to 

register my objection to including the 

Swallowfield Nursery Site in the 

Neighbourhood Plan 

 

185 

MH Yes None I think the process has been conducted well 

and I am happy with all proposed sites. The 

actual numbers of dwellings on each site 

should be reviewed according to demand 

at the appropriate time and not set in 

concrete today. 

 

 

186

* 

MH Yes 

mod 

We object to the Swallowfield 

Nursery Site being included in the 

Plan and ask that it be removed 

The site is outside the BUAB and does not 

abut it as claimed. To include this site may 

open the floodgates to eventual destruction 

of the village. 

The site is not a former commercial nursery 

and did not have previous development . It 

is greenfield. 

Sites can be removed at this stage. It is much 

preferable to remove this site now and have 

something we can support than to 
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stubbornly persist with it and then hit trouble 

from great opposition at a later stage. 

187 

MH Yes None I fully support the draft plan and wish to 

congratulate those involved in its 

preparation and to thank them for their 

immensely hard work. 

 

 

188 

MH Yes None I support this draft plan  

189 

MH Yes None In rural communities, of which Nuthurst Parish 

is one of many, large scale and sudden 

expansions are wholly undesirable both for 

existing parishioners and potential new ones. 

Small, slow additions across the whole parish 

are needed to provide incremental new 

homes which gives the community the 

opportunity to adjust and accommodate 

the natural growth at an apropraite rate. 

 

190 

MH Yes Perhaps link the development 

opposite the Dun Horse with 

some long-term investment in the 

Dun Horse so it can continue to 

play a key role for the local 

community. 

None  

191 

MH Yes None None  
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192 

MH Yes None AT THE ENTRANCE TO MANNINGS HEATH 

THERE IS A NOTICE   "UNSUITABLE FOR HGVs" 

NONE OF OUR VILLAGE ROADS IS WIDE 

ENOUGH FOR TWO LORRIES TO PASS 

WITHOUT DRIVING ON THE PAVEMENT. 

I APPROVE THIS DISPERSED DEVELOPMENT OF 

A RURAL COMMUNITY 

 

 

193 

MH Yes 

mod 

I did not vote before but I would 

now like to register my objection 

to including the Swallowfield 

Nursery site in the Neighbourhood 

Plan 

 

None  

194 

MH Yes 

mod 

 Reconsideration of the decision 

to omit the sites in the Sedgwick 

Settlement (Kerves 

Lane/Colstaple Lane) and in the 

Copsale Settlement (Broadwater 

Lane/Polecat Lane).  Hopefully, 

you will include at least one of 

them 

1)The most compelling feature of the Plan is 

your clear statement that it will stop 

speculative development.  But the waters 

have been muddied somewhat by the 

opposing view given in the anonymised 

booklet seeking to remove Swallowfield 

Nursery from the Plan. I think it's essential, 

before the Plan goes to HDC, that you 

robustly repeat your statement to the whole 

Parish to underpin your position and 

accountability. 

2)The Parish's wish is for small developments 

spread throughout the Parish.  You claim that 

the Plan satisfies this aspiration, but it doesn't! 

Taken together, Sedgwick and Copsale 

represent 43% of the Parish's land area, but a 

mere 17% of its dwellings. The elimination 

from the Plan of these settlements may be 

supportable by reference to the criteria you 

used, but the parish wish is to share the pain 

 



 

 

Nuthurst Parish Neighbourhood Plan: Pre-Submission Plan Schedule of Comments Received 

65 

and benefits.  Reasons such as  "isolated" 

and "no public transport" do not wash in a 

parish where, for example, 66% of 

households possess two or more cars!  You 

are not bound by the criteria you have used 

in omitting Sedgwick and Copsale and I 

think you should be far more broad minded 

and positive about these settlements. If you 

were, the Plan would, in my view be much 

enhanced and interest/ownership in it could 

be demonstrated by and on behalf of the 

whole Parish.  In my view, continued 

exclusion would weaken the Plan.  Rethink, 

please.  Discuss with me if you wish. 

195 

MH Yes 

mod 

Perhaps the southern boundary 

of the  Holly Farm site could be 

restricted to the frontage of the 

adjacent property to avoid any 

overlooking. 

Impossible to satisfy everyone but carried out 

thoroughly and responsibly to meet the 

wishes of the parish in general whilst 

providing our contribution to the district 

councils plan. 

 

196 

MH Yes No – but see comment below 

[opposite] 

Re: Swallowfield Farm - I think that it is really 

important that the site has a low number of 

houses, and that they are an appropriate 

distance from all boundaries so that they 

don't crowd neighbouring dwellings, 

including Swallowfield House; i.e. it shouldn't 

look like any new dwellings are in the back 

garden of Swallowfield House. 

Also need to ensure that there are 

appropriate transport links to Horsham, so 

that children can travel to schools and town 

on public transport. 

Need traffic calming measures on A281 from 

the garage to the south of the village. 
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197 

MH Yes 

mod 

Copsale and Sedgwick, the two 

hamlets with the lowest dwelling 

densities of 1.07 and 1.39 

dwellings/ha respectively, have 

no sites in the Plan.  The proposed 

site at Copsale should have been 

included. 

 

None  

198 

MH Yes 

mod 

Copsale and Sedgwick, the two 

hamlets with the lowest dwelling 

densities of 1.07 and 1.39 

dwellings/ha respectively, have 

no sites in the Plan.  The proposed 

site at Copsale should have been 

included. 

 

None  

199 

MH No?? None I fully support development in the village of 

Mannings Heath, in particular I consider the 

Swallowfield site to be ideal for unobtrusive 

building. This village needs new blood, a 

younger population, and the introduction of 

people with a wider perspective on 

development for the future 

 

 

200 

MH Yes 

mod 

To take out Land at Swallowfield 

and opposite the Dun Horse from 

the plan because of potential 

traffic problems on the A281. 

 

Please give further consideration to housing 

at Sedgwick and Copsale.  Although there is 

no public transport there the majority of 

people would not require public transport 

because they mostly have at least one car in 

the family. 

 

201 

MH Yes 

mod 

Include a policy to review the 

area of outstanding national 

beauty (AONB) in which the 

saddlers farm site is situated 

In my opinion the Saddlers Farm site is a 

better site for housing in Mannings heath 

than the three sites selected, as it is closer to 

the centre of the village and would give a 

 



 

 

Nuthurst Parish Neighbourhood Plan: Pre-Submission Plan Schedule of Comments Received 

67 

during the first five year period of 

the NPNP .  If the review finds that 

the designation can be changed 

then the saddlers farm site should 

be considered for inclusion in the 

plan as a replacement for the 

current sites proposed in 

Mannings Heath or for housing in 

the longer term (beyond the 

period of the NHNP in 2031). 

See explanation below [opposite] 

 

more balanced feel to the expansion of 

Mannings heath than additional houses on 

the periphery.  There is a need to limit the 

scale of the proposal to be in line with the 

housing requirements for the whole parish, 

but some aspects of the proposal, such as 

provision for a village pond and area for 

walking,  would be an enhancement for the 

village.  The only downside to the site is that it 

is currently within the AONB, which precludes 

development ahead of other alternatives. 

I understand  the need to ensure we have a 

viable plan in place as soon as possible, and 

I also understand that the process for 

changing the defined area of the AONB 

could take time, but we shouldn't let this 

administrative process prevent us from 

including a site that feels a better natural 

expansion of the village than the ones 

currently available.  Therefore I could 

support the plan in it's current form providing 

an amendment as suggested above is 

included. 

I would be happy to discuss this suggestion 

further if need be. 

202 

N No Policy 7 and 9 should be 

removed because they will cause 

destruction and damage to the 

local environment. Access to 

land at Keatings is restricted and 

the buildings will be behind 

existing buildings encroaching 

into pristine unspoilt land. The 

area opposite Heathtolt cottages 

These landowners are putting forward land 

for pure financial gain and not for the good 

of the village 
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is also a valuable wildlife resource 

where Barn owls have been 

regularly spotted. 

203 

N No I strongly object to the 

development at Keatings (Policy 

7) on the grounds that it is a 

development behind the existing 

housing line. It will cause the 

destruction of some valuable 

permanent pasture and hedges 

and deprive the area of a wildlife 

resource. 

I strongly object to policy 9 

because it will cause destruction 

of some lovely wildlife areas and 

increase the urbanisation of our 

village.I approve of the 

development at Saxtons farm 

because the existing buildings 

are an eyesore and it is 

development on a brown field 

site rather than green fields. 

 

None  

204 

MH Yes None I support all sites in the Nuthurst 

Neighbourhood Plan, please register my 

vote in the referendum. 

 

205 

MH Yes Although not strictly a 

modification to the Plan,  may I 

suggest that wherever ranges of 

units are given for a particular site 

we should try to err on the lower 

number of units rather than the 

May I take this opportunity to congratulate 

the Steering Committee on a job well done. 

 By spreading the proposed developments 

across the whole of the Parish, this could 

reduce the developmental impact on our 

local infra-structure. 
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maximum. I appreciate that the 

type and size of the units on a 

given site, may have a bearing 

on the scale of that 

development. 

 I appreciate that you cannot please 

everyone all the time, but in my view, the 

document produced, does provides a well 

thought out and balanced view for future 

development in our Parish. 

206 

MH Yes None I have read the draft neighbourhood plan 

and it receives my full support. 

 

207 

MH No None I didn't vote before but would now like to 

register my objection to the inclusion of the 

Swallowfield Nursery site in the Nuthurst 

Neighbourhood Plan 

 

208 

MH Yes Para 4.49 refers to the Nuthurst 

Parish Design Statement without 

any commitment to produce 

it.  Wording used 'may'; 'if'; 'in the 

meantime'. My suggested 

change is a Village Design 

Statement WILL be prepared and 

hopefully in consultation with 

Parishioners as it would be an 

adopted document by HDC 

supplementary to the NP. 

A minor detail but there is a typo 

in the last paragraph of each 

Policy section "has" should be 

"as". 

 

This is such a great document and reflects 

the excellent work carried out by many and 

dedication by a few. The process has 

awakened the community and although the 

main focus is on Housing, there are a number 

of suggested opportunities made through 

the Focus Groups which hopefully will not be 

lost. Once the NP is approved the Parish 

Council obviously has the responsibility to 

ensure that all conditions within the policies 

are adhered to- mostly housing related - but 

how will they involve the parishioners in the 

development of community facility 

opportunities, infrastructure improvements, 

etc.?  Which is really the topics covered by 

each of the Focus Groups. 

 

 

209 

    Removed to 

annex 1 
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210 

    Removed to 

annex 1 

211 

MH Yes 

mod 

Land opposite Dun Horse Public 

House, Mannings Heath 

This should be omitted from plan 

This should not be included in the plan. The 

existing junction is already very dangerous 

without having another road off the main 

A281. 

All roads in the Nuthurst Parish need to be 

properly repaired/resurfaced before 

undertaking development anywhere. Many 

are in bad repair and poorly maintained and 

will deteriorate with more traffic movement. 

 

212 

    Removed to 

annex 1 

213

* 

MH No None We did not vote before, but we are now 

registering our objection to including the 

Swallowfield Nursery Site in the 

Neighbourhood Plan.  We believe that it is 

not necessary to extend existing boundaries 

when there are sufficient pockets of land 

already available in the village. 

 

214 

MH Yes The Holly Farm scheme layout 

should preserve the rural views of 

property to the north (RH13 6LX). 

 

Congratulations and thanks to all those 

involved in producing such a well 

considered and balanced plan for the 

parish. It is of great benefit to the 

community. I especially appreciate the 

preservation of the AONB side of Mannings 

Heath village. 
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215 

MG Yes 

mod 

Great Ventnors must take 

account of the existing houses on 

the A281. Space must be kept 

between any new building with 

sufficient screening and access 

for the cottages. No street 

lighting to be included and 

enough garaging to prevent cars 

on Nuthurst Road. 

Saxtons farm also must not have 

street lighting and sufficient 

garaging. 

Any development at Swallowfield opens up 

building all along the A281 since the land 

opposite Nuthurst Road has been 

decimated of trees. This can only be 

because someone wishes to develop this 

area and what is to stop both developments 

meeting up? 

The infra structure of Monks Gate will not be 

able to cope with all this building in the 

countryside. There is also an unfair 

percentage of houses proposed for Monks 

Gate compared to the remainder of the 

Parish. 

 

216 

MH Yes Policy 10 iv. Difficult to see how 

this can be achieved. The play 

area would be too close to 

access road. Area should be re-

sited and new equipment should 

be part of the development 

scheme. 

Policy 16. Green area to be 

added: Land between Oak Way 

and the Birches in Gagglewood 

(Saxon Weald ownership) 

I support the draft plan as presented with the 

possible amendments, if it is agreed they are 

valid 

 

217 

    Removed to 

annex 2 

218 

MH Yes I would like to see the proposed 

cycle path from Monks Gate to 

Mannings Heath extended to the 

edge of Horsham along the 

A281.  This would reduce traffic 

congestion greatly.  It is not a 

I hope that new houses are built to the 

highest modern standards & are 

encouraged to have solar panels, ground 

source heating & rain water storage facilities 

to use as 'brown water'. 

You talk about having houses for local 
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long journey & an easy 

cycle.  However, at present it is 

quite dangerous & holds up the 

traffic on the bends by Birchams 

pond.  I breathe a sigh of relief 

each time I make the journey 

unscathed.  I am sure many more 

people would use it than cycle 

now.  Parents may even allow 

their children to cycle into 

Horsham for school.  Something I 

think the Government is 

encouraging 

 

families & for local elderly to downsize to.  Is 

there any way you can keep the houses for 

local people & any way you can ensure they 

are for owner occupiers & not for people to 

buy & then rent out at a profit? 

219 

N Yes None In general, I am supportive of the Plan and 

allocation of sites for development. I have 

noted the 'dispute' regarding Swallowfield 

Nursery but as a resident of Nuthurst  I do not 

consider it appropriate to express a view.  

However re Policy 14 (education), I am 

totally against any expansion of St Andrew's 

school. The Policy as it stands is ill founded, 

has lacked any consultation with interested 

parties and has had no expert input. Local 

infrastructure cannot support any new 

building and the locality certainly cannot 

sustain any further increase in traffic, parking 

etc. which is already at a dangerous level. If 

additional Primary school places are 

required in the future then either a new 

school should be built in Mannings Heath 

(logistically the best place) or places at the 

existing school be strictly limited to Parish 

residents - this may well be impracticable or 
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possibly even illegal (?) 

220 

    Removed to 

annex 1 

221 

    Removed to 

annex 1 

222 

MH Yes 

mod 

The draft Plan whilst being a 

representative document could 

do more to define and limit the 

form, scale and density of 

development on each of these 

three sites to;  

reinforce that development of 

these sites should not be allowed 

to justify or make any more likely 

the further expansion of the built 

up area boundary (either 

adjacent to these sites or 

elsewhere) 

describe more clearly the relative 

development potential for each 

site by clearer statements about 

the precise area and density of 

development in each case.  

make clear that areas available 

for development will need to 

make very significant allowance 

for the retention or creation of 

In my view the Neighbourhood Plan is a 

representative document and maintains a 

responsible timetable towards completion. 

Any additional speculative development 

should be firmly resisted for the sake of the 

Parish. I fully support the work of the Steering 

Committee. 
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landscaping screening and 

access which are key factors in 

all three sites.  

Regarding 3 Holly Farm Winterpit 

Lane, the site area should in my 

view be restricted to the front 

‘previously built on’ part of the 

site and the immediately 

surrounding scrub land. 

If the land opposite the Dun 

Horse is to be built on, I would 

suggest a lowering of the speed 

limit on the A281 through the 

village. 

223 

MH Yes 

mod 

Suggested Modification 

Greater definition please on the 

limit, form, scale and density of 

development on each of these 

three sites  to minimise the 

likelihood, possibility or 

justification for further expansion 

of the built up area boundary 

either adjacent to these sites or 

elsewhere. Clearer statements 

about the precise area and 

density of development in each 

case would be helpful. Maximum 

landscaping screening and 

access are essential in all 

development areas. 

As far as the  development of 

any land opposite the Dun Horse 

is concerned,  consideration 

should be given to a pedestrian 

Whilst some limited expansion of the built up 

area boundary is unavoidable this 

Neighbourhood Plan modified as is deemed 

necessary, should be all the justification 

needed to prevent any additional 

speculative development in the area 
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crossing facility  together with a 

reduced speed limit on the A281 

through the village.    

It is suggested that the site area 

for Holly Farm Winterpit 

Lane,  should be restricted to the 

front 'previously built on' part of 

the site and the immediately 

surrounding scrub land. 

224 

    Removed to 

annex 1 

225 

    Removed to 

annex 1 

226 

    Removed to 

annex 1 

227 

MG Yes Saxtons Farm site 

The proposals for this site have 

not accounted for the potentially 

illegal tree felling that has taken 

place over November 2014 

where beautiful mature trees that 

marked the beginning of our 

hamlet were felled in preparation 

for a development of some 

kind.  I believe any development 

here must include substantial 

replanting of mature oaks to 

replace the stock. 

I have read the draft plan and note that 

there are proposed development sites in 

Monks Gate.  Whilst remaining appreciative 

that in Horsham District Council area we 

must find homes and each parish should be 

prepared to bear its share of the burden, I 

am surprised that a small hamlet such as 

Monks Gate with no community facilities has 

been identified as being capable of 

accommodating a 31% increase in the 

housing stock.  It is my view that this is 

disproportionate. 
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Great Ventors site 

This site encompasses the sole 

amenity of a pond alongside a 

footpath, any development here 

should seek to achieve an 

opening of the pond area to 

become our hamlet centre.  The 

site identified in the paln should 

be limited to accommodating 6 

semi-detached houses in three 

buildings, no higher than two 

storeys with a feature made of 

the culvert between the highway 

and the homes. 

 

s106 Payments 

Monks Gate needs an improved 

broadband service and a hamlet 

centre, such as village green or 

village pond with benches and a 

parish notice board.  I am 

hopeful that the money raised by 

granting permission to these 

developments could address 

these needs. 

228 

    Removed to 

annex 1 

229 

    Removed to 

annex 1 
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230 

    Removed to 

annex 1 

231 

    Removed to 

annex 1 

232 

MG Yes 

mod 

Number of households no more 

than 10, ie 5 pairs of semi- 

detached houses, on field at rear 

of Great Ventors. 

No objection to Saxtons Farm site 

Infrastructure is weak. I believe the 

water/sewerage systems in Monks Gate also 

serves Cisswood House Hotel. We experience 

frequent power cuts, no gas supply, weak 

wifi. The land drains put into the field in 

question two years ago by Mr Burstow run 

into the pond (renovated by local folk) have 

not helped the constant flooding each time 

it rains. Improvements by water board have 

not significantly improved flooding at the 

other end of hamlet. Much would need to 

be done to accommodate new 

development of homes, including measures 

to slow down traffic including construction 

trucks. Otherwise Draft Plan is acceptable 

including Swallowfield as drafted on our 

Neighbouring village. 

 

233

* 

MH Yes We did not vote before but 

would now like to register our 

objection to including the 

Swallowfield Nursery Site in the 

Neighbourhood Plan 

None  

234 

MH First: 

No 

Seco-

nd: 

None 

 

None 

 

None 

 

None 
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Yes 

235 

    Removed to 

annex 1 

236 

    Removed to 

annex 1 

237 

M Yes None I agree that the plan should go forward 

without amendment and that Swallowfield 

Nursery should remain in the list of potential 

sites. 

 

238 

MH Yes None Many thanks must be given to all those 

involved with the vast amount of time and 

work put towards the preparation of the 

Neighbourhood Plan which I am pleased to 

support. 

 

239 

    Removed to 

annex 1 

240 

    Removed to 

annex 1 

241 

    Removed to 

annex 1 
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242 

MH Yes None None  

243 

M Yes 

mod 

Issues to be addressed and dealt 

with: 

1) Sewage 

2) Water 

3) Power 

4) IT 

5) Traffic 

6) Noise 

7) Transport 

*Is there an actual demand/req-

irement for more houses etc  

None  

244 

MH Yes None None  

245 

MH Yes None None  

246 

MG ? ? Monks Gate 

I recognise that Horsham District Council 

must find homes and each parish is being 

asked 

where they should go and noone should 

dismiss this requirement, however the 

addition of 18 

dwellings to the 50 that comprises our 

hamlet, is disproportionate and without 

substantial 

infrastructure investments in Monks Gate this 
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will result in poorly serviced ribbon 

development. 

Saxtons Farm site 

I am very concerned over the unannounced 

tree felling that has taken place over 

November 2014 where beautiful mature 

trees that were integral to our hamlets’ 

identity 

were felled in preparation for a 

development. I believe any development 

here must 

include substantial replanting of mature oaks 

to replace the stock and to restore our 

community’s landscape. 

Great Ventors site 

This proposed density of accommodating 12 

houses is not in keeping with the hamlet. 

The site identified in the plan should be 

limited to accommodating 6 semidetached 

houses in three buildings, no higher than two 

storeys with a feature made of the 

culvert between the highway and the 

homes. 

s106 Payments 

Monks Gate needs an improved broadband 

service and a hamlet centre in the form of 

a green open space, such as village green 

or village pond with benches and a parish 

notice board. I believe the “Local Green 

Spaces Study” published by Nuthurst Parish 

Council Steering Committee failed to identify 

a local green space for Monks Gate, this 

is disappointing as we are being asked to 

accommodate 18 new homes. I am hopeful 
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that the money raised by granting permission 

to these developments could address 

these needs. 

 

247 

? MG Yes 

mod 

 HDC should be encouraged to run a 

competition for the design of pre-fabricated 

2/3 bedroom houses. On selection of a 

suitable design they can get quotes both in 

this country and Europe/ Scandinavia and 

then use local brown field sites to build such 

houses. The commercial development of 

such a scheme would help keep local rates 

down. 

 

248 

N Yes 

mod 

No further development of St 

Andrews primary school. The land 

is in a conservation area and the 

school has already been 

extended many times, causing 

problems with flooding, parking 

problems and nuisance to the 

residents of Harriots Close over 

many years. Suggest teachers 

park their cars on Nuthurst Street 

to ease congestion at picking up 

time 

Retain St Andrews school as an infant school 

and build a new school for juniors at 

Mannings Heath 

 

249 

MH Yes I did not vote before but i now 

would like to register my 

objection to including the 

Swallowfield Nursery Site in the 

Neighbourhood plan. 

 

None  
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250 

    Removed to 

annex 1 

251 

    Removed to 

annex 1 

252 

MH Yes Policy 2:  

Trees may not be adequate for 

silencing road noise from the 

A281. Trees and bushes are good 

for windbreaks, but something 

denser is needed for sound 

insulation. Perhaps the use of a 

raised earth bank would be more 

satisfactory. 

Particular care should be taken 

to ensure that traffic entering or 

leaving the site cannot cause 

tailbacks or obstructions that 

could increase accident risk at or 

near the junction with the A281. 

All development on the site 

should require adequate foul 

sewer and rainwater drainage 

that does not add to the volumes 

to be carried by existing Southern 

Water services. 

Policy 3: 

All development on the site 

should require adequate foul 

sewer and rainwater drainage 

that does not add to the volumes 

None  
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to be carried by existing Southern 

Water services. 

All existing derelict buildings 

should be removed before 

development of any part of the 

proposed site. 

Policy 4: 

As with Policy 2, the use of a 

raised earth bank is suggested to 

reduce road noise. 

Because of the proximity of the 

junction with Pound Lane and the 

speed of vehicles approaching 

Mannings Heath from the East, 

great care must be taken to 

avoid increasing accident risk at 

the exit from the proposed 

development. 

To improve road safety for this site 

and for the Swallowfield site, a 30 

mph limit should be applied from 

the Mannings Heath village sign 

on the Eastern side to beyond the 

garage on the Horsham side. 

All development on the site 

should require adequate foul 

sewer and rainwater drainage 

that does not add to the volumes 

to be carried by existing Southern 

Water services. Individual or 

collective sewage treatment 

should be considered for this site, 

just as it is proposed for Policy 5. 

As much tree cover as possible 
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should be retained, given the 

existing wooded nature of the 

site. Smaller species of trees could 

be considered, provided that 

they result in reasonable wildlife 

habitats and corridors. 

 

253

* 

MH Yes 

mod 

The proposals for the three sites 

identified within Mannings Heath 

require specific wording that sets 

the type, numbers and density of 

each site, with no further 

expansion of the built up area 

allowed. 

Any development must attach 

great significance to the 

retention and new provision of 

landscaped screening. 

Access criteria must form an 

integral part of any proposal. 

Any new development must 

meet the design of additional 

services and drainage 

considerations that will otherwise 

impact on the current 

community. 

 

  

254 

M No Remove all unsustainable 

proposed developments.  

Clearly show why any 

development is necessary outside 

normal development areas - 

dividing a supposed requirement 

of 1500 from Parish Plans by 27 

None  
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Parishes demonstrates nothing.  

Reduce the land committed to 

any development in line with 

HDC's normal standard of 30-35 

dwellings per hectare - currently 

the plan commits enough land to 

allow for 168 to 196 dwellings 

which will be built if planning 

permission for the sites is granted. 

255 

M Yes None None  

256 

M Yes None None  

257  

M Yes 

mod 

The White Horse development 

would have a detrimental effect 

on Maplehurst. The value of the 

pub and  garden to our 

community cannot be 

overstated from the annual 

village day through to the Morris 

Dancing in the car park the Pub is 

at the heart of our community. 

With the pub garden being 

developed  there is also a real 

threat to the pub itself, and 

although I am opposed to any 

development of the site, if this 

unpopular proposal is to be put 

forward there must be safeguards 

in place to preserve the pub for 

Since the neighbourhood plan there have 

been two proposed sites for development  

at Bull Farm and Monks Gate. If these 

schemes are given the go ahead they would 

add substantially to the 75 home target set 

out under the plan. I hope that these extra 

homes within the parish would be taken into 

account before setting the target in the final 

draft of the Neighbourhood Plan. 
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our community. 

 

258 

    Removed to 

annex 1 

259 

    Removed to 

annex 1 

260 

M Yes 

mod 

Dropping of Plan 9. The building 

on grazing land on Heathtolt 

Farm. 

Dropping of Plan 10. The building 

on land behind the White Horse 

The land suggested adjacent to Heathtolt 

Farm and Cottages for development is prime 

agricultural land and is currently, and has 

always been used for grazing by the farm 

and certainly qualifies as a greenfield site. It 

is neither derelict nor neglected. 

 

Building on the paddock behind the White 

Horse Pub, would totally obliterate the lovely 

uninterrupted view of the South Downs to be 

had whilst using the Pub garden. To my mind 

this would be extremely detrimental to the 

whole ambience and charm of the pub and 

a great loss to local people and visitors who 

enjoy sitting in the garden on a fine day. The 

White Horse would just become another pub 

with a garden surrounded by bricks and 

mortar. 

 

261 

M Yes None. I think it's a good plan 

considering the areas selected 

for development 

The committee that have developed the 

plan have been very thorough and 

professional. Although I see their keenness for 

the White Horse to continue to be a 
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community asset, ultimately the community 

must use it, or it will inevitably go. 

262 

M Yes None. I believe the committee 

did a fair assessment and made 

the best plan for our parish which 

has many different aspects to 

consider. 

I congratulate the committee on all the time 

and effort they have put into getting the 

plan this far. I think all the sites have been 

well considered. On the point of the White 

Horse being considered a community asset, 

this can only be so if the whole community 

actually use it. If they don't we will surely lose 

it. All the sites, including Swallowfield seem 

like sensible options for small scale 

development 

 

263 

MG Yes None MY COMMENTS ON THE NEIGHBOURHOOD 

PLAN 

Although in the majority I agree with the 

Nuthurst Parish Neighbourhood Plan and feel 

and controlled development for smaller 

dwellings is welcome I have some concerns 

and reservations: 

1. Will this be the thin end of the wedge - will 

we see our greenfield sites developed after 

the Neighbourhood Plan is agreed? 

2. Why is Monks Gate taking a higher 

percentage increase in homes (36%) 

compared to other regions in the Parish? 

Nuthurst Road is the only conduit to these 

developments and by default traffic will 

increase commensurately. Speed limit will 

remain at 40 mph and currently this is 

exceeded on an hourly basis. More traffic 

with more risk of accidents. 

3. Section 106 monies received for any 

 



 

 

Nuthurst Parish Neighbourhood Plan: Pre-Submission Plan Schedule of Comments Received 

88 

development in Monks Gate should be for 

Monks Gate and not for other Parish, District 

or County requirements. 

4. The two Monks Gate sites, Saxton Farm 

and Great Ventors should have off road 

parking for two cars plus integral garages. 

5. Adequate provision of electricity supplies 

should be specified as well as drainage 

sewerage and flooding. 

6. How will Great Ventors be accessed 

without causing excess noise & 

inconvenience to residents. This access 

needs to take full account of safety issues 

too. 

7. Consideration should be taken on 

excessive light pollution - NO street lighting 

should be provided for either Monks Gate 

sites. 

8. The Pond in Monks Gate should be 

protected from development and no 

consequent development should be 

granted. 

9. Construction traffic should be closely 

monitored and not allowed to park 

anywhere in Nuthurst Road or Fieldgate 

Close. Construction traffic/parking on 

Nuthurst Road will constitute a major 

accident hazards. Additionally, damage to 

verges should be fully repaired. 

 

In general, I am in favour of the proposed 

sites in Monks Gate and I would want them 

to remain in the plan as long as it takes my 

suggestions above into consideration. 
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264 

    Removed to 

annex 1 

265 

    Removed to 

annex 1 

266 

MH Yes 

mod 

Swallowfield Nursery  should not 

be built on as it is out of Mannings 

Heath Boundary, and not as 

described by the Council. 

 

None  

267 

    Removed to 

annex 1 

268 

    Removed to 

annex 1 

269 

    Removed to 

annex 1 

270 

MH Yes None I am in agreement with the Neighbourhood 

plan as formulated by the steering 

committee, as it meets all the criteria for our 

parish. 
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271 

MH Yes None I am in agreement with the neighbourhood 

plan, as it meets the requirements of the 

parish in full & should be accepted by HDC. 

 

272 

MH Yes None I am happy to accept the Steering 

Committees Neighbourhood plan for the 

parish in full. As it meets the residential needs 

for the area. 

 

273 

MH Yes None None  

274 

M Yes None None  

275 

N Yes I agree with the principle of the 

Plan 

None  

276 

S Yes None None  

277 

MH Yes None None  

278 

C Yes None None  
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279 

C Yes None None  

280 

MH Yes None I fully support this draft plan.  

281 

M Yes I agree to all the sites in the plan None  

282 

M Yes I agree to all the site in the plan None  

283 

C Yes I DO NOT BELIEVE THAT THE DRAFT 

PLAN SHOULD BE MODIFIED AS IT 

ACCOMMODATES THE MAJORITY 

OF VIEWS EXPRESSED BY THE 

RESIDENTS OF THE PARISH, THIS IS 

CERTAINLY TRUE, FOR EXAMPLE, 

OF THE PROPOSED SCALE OF 

FURTHER RE SIDENTIAL 

DEVELOPMENT IN RELATION TO 

THE NUMERICAL RANGE OF NEW 

DWELLINGS. I CONSIDER THAT IT 

WILL BE NECESSARY TO USE ALL 

THE PROPOSED SITES TO 

ACCOMMODATE THE RESIDENTIAL 

DEVELOPMENTS, PARTICULARLY IN 

VIEW OF THE CRUCIAL FACT THAT 

THE PROFESSIONAL PLANNING 

CONSULTANT IS OF THIS OPINION. 

THE DRAFT PLAN IS THE RESULT OF AN 

OBJECTIVE ANALYSIS BY RESIDENTS OF THE 

NEEDS OF THE PARISH, WHICH HAS INCLUDED 

CONSIDERATION OF THE VIEWS OF ALL THE 

RESIDENTS WHO EXPRESSED THEM. 

I AM PARTICULARLY CONCERNED THAT IF THIS 

DRAFT NEIGHBOURHOOD PLAN FOR THE 

PARISH IS NOT ADOPTED AS SOON AS 

POSSIBLE WE WILL FIND OURSELVES 

VULNERABLE TO RANDOM DEVELOPMENT IN 

LINE WITH OUR CENTRAL GOVERNMENT’S 

ULTRALIBERAL POLICY IN RESPECT OF 

COUNTRYSIDE WHERE NEIGHBOURHOOD 

PLANS DO NOT EXIST. 
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284 

S Yes 

mod 

Less houses in Monks Gate and 

none behind The White Horse, 

Maplehurst 

Overall I agree with the plan  

285 

MG ?   Any development behind the A281to the 

south of Nuthurst Road is potentially creating 

a flood hazard. The concrete required for 

houses, drives etc will divert the rain water 

west to existing houses, drives and channel 

down onto existing damp foundations. 

The torrent that runs down Nuthurst Road in 

heavy rainfall will become a small river.  

The houses along the A281have extremely 

small gardens, building along their 

boundaries will be an invasion of their 

privacy and greatly devalue them. 

Compensation of some kind should be 

determined before any building takes place. 

 

286 

MH Yes 

mod 

Policy 1 A SpatialPlan 

Policy 1 describes the proposal to 

modify the built up area 

boundary of Mannings Heath in 

three places (the three sites 

referred to below) in order to 

accommodate some limited 

development. These sites are 

currently outside the built up area 

boundary. 

However I believe the draft Plan 

could do more to: 

•       Define and limit the form, 

scale and density of 

development on each of these 

three sites; 

Policy 1 A SpatialPlan 

 

Policy 1 describes the proposal to modify the 

built up area boundary of Mannings Heath in 

three places (the three sites referred to 

below) in order to accommodate some 

limited development. These sites are 

currently outside the built up area boundary. 

 

 

However I believe the draft Plan could do 

more to: 

 

•       Define and limit the form, scale and 

density of development on each of these 

three sites; 
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•       Reinforce that development 

of these sites should not be 

allowed to justify or make any 

more likely the further expansion 

of the built up area boundary 

(either adjacent to these sites or 

elsewhere) 

•       Describe more clearly the 

relative development potential 

for each site by clearer 

statements about the precise 

area and density of development 

in each case. 

•       Make clear that areas 

available for development will 

need to make very significant 

allowance for the retention (and 

in some cases the creation) of 

additional landscaping screening 

 

Policy 2: Land at Swallowfield 

Nursery 

 

I understand the logic behind the 

choice of this site which is well 

described in the draft Plan. 

However I strongly feel that the 

draft policy for this site should be 

more specific in the following: 

•       The design and layout of 

any scheme should allow for 

more significant screening of any 

development from surrounding 

properties, open spaces and in 

•       Reinforce that development of these 

sites should not be allowed to justify or make 

any more likely the further expansion of the 

built up area boundary (either adjacent to 

these sites or elsewhere) 

•       Describe more clearly the relative 

development potential for each site by 

clearer statements about the precise area 

and density of development in each case. 

•       Make clear that areas available for 

development will need to make very 

significant allowance for the retention (and 

in some cases the creation) of additional 

landscaping screening 

 

 

Policy 2: Land at Swallowfield Nursery 

 

I understand the logic behind the choice of 

this site which is well described in the draft 

Plan. 

 

However I strongly feel that the draft policy 

for this site should be more specific in the 

following: 

 

 

•       The design and layout of any scheme 

should allow for more significant screening of 

any development from surrounding 

properties, open spaces and in particular the 

heritage asset of Swallowfield House, where 

the draft policy only says a screen of trees 

and bushes would need to be retained on 



 

 

Nuthurst Parish Neighbourhood Plan: Pre-Submission Plan Schedule of Comments Received 

94 

particular the heritage asset of 

Swallowfield House, where the 

draft policy only says a screen of 

trees and bushes would need to 

be retained on the boundaries 

 

•       The statements about scale 

and density of potential 

development should be modified 

to allow for increased areas for 

landscaping and screening 

referred to above 

 

Policy 3 Holly Farm, Winterpit 

Lane. 

The case for some limited 

development of this site is 

understood. However: 

•       The site now shown in the 

draft Plan differs from that 

identified at the earlier 

consultation stages when, 

despite a much larger site being 

offered by the landowner, the 

area for consideration was 

clearly understood to be the area 

of existing derelict buildings and 

immediately surrounding scrub 

land to the front of the site. The 

area now shown still extends 

significantly beyond any existing 

developed area and is not 

limited to the front of the site. 

•       Previous representations by 

the boundaries 

 

•       The statements about scale and density 

of potential development should be 

modified to allow for increased areas for 

landscaping and screening referred to 

above 

 

 

Policy 3 Holly Farm, Winterpit Lane. 

 

The case for some limited development of 

this site is understood. However: 

 

•       The site now shown in the draft Plan 

differs from that identified at the earlier 

consultation stages when, despite a much 

larger site being offered by the landowner, 

the area for consideration was clearly 

understood to be the area of existing 

derelict buildings and immediately 

surrounding scrub land to the front of the 

site. The area now shown still extends 

significantly beyond any existing developed 

area and is not limited to the front of the site. 

 

•       Previous representations by myself and 

other neighbours and have clearly stated 

that the case for any limited development 

beyond the front of the site could only be 

justified if there was some legally binding 

arrangement with the landowner to limit the 

extent and density of such development 

and prevent development of further land 
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myself and other neighbours and 

have clearly stated that the case 

for any limited development 

beyond the front of the site could 

only be justified if there was some 

legally binding arrangement with 

the landowner to limit the extent 

and density of such development 

and prevent development of 

further land within the same 

ownership. 

•       As currently drafted, there is 

no protection against future and 

further development and the site 

area now proposed is more likely 

to lead to further infill and/or 

expansion in the future. 

•       The site area should be 

restricted to the front ‘previously 

built on’ part of the site and the 

immediately surrounding scrub 

land.. 

 

Policy 4 Land opposite Dunn 

Horse Public House 

The case for some limited 

development of this site is 

understood and the draft policy 

on this site describes the main 

considerations well including in 

particular the need to address 

highways/safety issues. 

Whilst I recognise that such issues 

are a matter for the Highways 

within the same ownership. 

 

•       As currently drafted, there is no 

protection against future and further 

development and the site area now 

proposed is more likely to lead to further infill 

and/or expansion in the future. 

 

•       The site area should be restricted to the 

front ‘previously built on’ part of the site and 

the immediately surrounding scrub land.. 

 

 

 

 

Policy 4 Land opposite Dunn Horse Public 

House 

 

The case for some limited development of 

this site is understood and the draft policy on 

this site describes the main considerations 

well including in particular the need to 

address highways/safety issues. 

 

Whilst I recognise that such issues are a 

matter for the Highways Authority, it is 

disappointing that the Neighbourhood Plan 

does not at least reflect the suggestion that 

development of this site might be an 

opportunity to describe more fully what 

residents aspirations might be in relation to 

factors such as: 

 

•       A proper pedestrian crossing facility 
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Authority, it is disappointing that 

the Neighbourhood Plan does 

not at least reflect the suggestion 

that development of this site 

might be an opportunity to 

describe more fully what residents 

aspirations might be in relation to 

factors such as: 

 

•       A proper pedestrian 

crossing facility and/or 

•       A reduction in the speed 

limit on the A281 through the 

villag 

 

Policy 12 Housing Design 

 

This draft policy rightly sets out the 

importance of density, massing 

height landscape design and 

materials for all development 

proposals and says that 

development proposals “will be 

expected to comply with the 

provisions of the Nuthurst Parish 

Village Design Statement”. 

However, the draft policy goes 

on to state that the Parish Council 

“may prepare a Village Design 

Statement with the intention of 

the document being adopted as 

supplementary planning 

guidance by HDC. This suggests 

there is no certainty that such a 

and/or 

•       A reduction in the speed limit on the 

A281 through the village 

 

 

 

Policy 12 Housing Design 

 

This draft policy rightly sets out the 

importance of density, massing height 

landscape design and materials for all 

development proposals and says that 

development proposals “will be expected to 

comply with the provisions of the Nuthurst 

Parish Village Design Statement”. 

 

However, the draft policy goes on to state 

that the Parish Council “may prepare a 

Village Design Statement with the intention 

of the document being adopted as 

supplementary planning guidance by HDC. 

This suggests there is no certainty that such a 

Design Statement will be produced and 

there seems confusion as to whether it would 

be a parish statement or a village 

statement? 

 

Given the importance of this policy on all 

potential development and the future 

appearance of our village and parish, not 

only should the apparent confusion be 

cleared up, but a commitment to produce 

such a statement should be made with a 

timeline and process. In the absence of this 
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Design Statement will be 

produced and there seems 

confusion as to whether it would 

be a parish statement or a village 

statement? 

Given the importance of this 

policy on all potential 

development and the future 

appearance of our village and 

parish, not only should the 

apparent confusion be cleared 

up, but a commitment to 

produce such a statement should 

be made with a timeline and 

process. In the absence of this 

the interim statements about 

design and the like as set out in 

this draft policy are too vague 

and the draft Plan remains a 

predominantly numbers focussed 

Plan. 

 

the interim statements about design and the 

like as set out in this draft policy are too 

vague and the draft Plan remains a 

predominantly numbers focussed Plan. 

 

287 

MH Yes 

mod 

Exactly the same as previous 

entry   

Exactly the same as previous entry  

288 

MH Yes 

mod 

I think the Swallowfield site should 

be excluded from the list of 

possible sites for the following 

reasons. [Opposite] 

 

It is outside the official built-up area and 

therefore sets a dangerous precedent of 

encroachment into the countryside.  Land-

owners are being offered 'no-win, no-fee' 

inducements to get planning permission on 

greenfield sites. 

2.  The already dangerous access onto the 

281 would be worsened.  This is a black spot 
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especially when turning in from the south if 

there is a tailback towards Horsham as it is 

impossible to see advancing traffic round 

the bend. 

 

289 

MH No None It is going to create a lot more traffic onto 

Church Lane and the A281; increasing noise 

levels, and causing congestion. It will spoil 

the tranquil nature of the village and there is 

not the infrastructure in place to cope with 

additional housing. 

 

290 

MG No None We have lived in Monks Gate for 20 years 

and enjoy the rural feel of the hamlet. 

Monks Gate is a small hamlet the increase in 

the number of proposed properties is far too 

great. 

The A281 is a very busy and fast road, the 

increased traffic to and from Nuthurst road 

will make this junction even more dangerous, 

we have seen and heard dozens of 

accidents over our 20 years here. 

At night we see no lights to the rear of our 

home. any development here will produce 

light pollution, from security lights in gardens 

to car headlights let alone normal house 

lights. 

The power supply in Monks Gate is overhead 

lines, we regularly have power cuts in winter 

when wind is strongest. 

Our mobile phone signal is patchy at best. 

If this site were built on, the properties should 

be bungalows, due to the impact on the 4 

cottages in Brighton road, because the field 

is higher than the cottages gardens, making 
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them feel very overlooked, also blocking 

sunlight in spring and autumn, as this site is 

southwest of us. 

    This site is not fit for housing and should be 

left as a Green Field. 

Please consider the residents of our Monks 

gate, we don't want it spoilt. 

 

291 

MH Yes 

mod 

None Reasons for saying this are 

It is not infill and stands clear of the BUAB in 

the countryside unlike the other two in 

Mannings Heath 

You misinformed the residents by producing 

a display board for this site that contained 

misleading information 

 

The residents asked for small infill sites either 

on or within the existing  building boundary 

but you chose to adopt  a scoring system 

that gave extra points to over 4 home large 

sites . 

The scoring of the sites by the SC was 

inconsistent especially with regard to  traffic 

problems and the impact on historical assets 

. 

I cannot believe this site is still included after 

all the negative comments you have 

received on this site and I hope I will not be 

right in seeing a housing estate on the 

beautiful countryside of Swallowfield 

 

292 

MH Yes 

mod 

Remove swallowfield nursery as 

have concern that it's 

development could lead to 

development of whole 

None  
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swallowfield site over time 

293 

MG No None We live in one of the little cottages on the 

Brighton road backing onto the Great 

Ventors site and have a several major 

concerns over this development. 

* The amended site is far worse than the 

original plan as now all of the houses will be 

squashed into a smaller area that is directly 

behind the 4 cottages on the Brighton Road 

rather than them being spread out which 

would have had less of an impact. 

* The field boundary is only about 4.5m from 

the back of our property so we would be 

very overlooked. 

* The field is at least 1m higher than the level 

of our garden so any houses built in the field 

or fences erected around their gardens will 

seem much higher and more imposing due 

to this difference in levels. Being south west 

facing this will also block sunlight onto our 

property. 

* We are also concerned about the level of 

light pollution arising as currently there is 

none. 

* We already have problems with drainage 

from the field and fear that this will only be 

made worse by the development. 

* The wind always blows from across the field 

towards the back of the cottages so whilst 

construction work is going on all the dust/ 

noise would be directed straight towards us. 

*There are only approximately 60 houses in 

Monks gate so the number of houses 
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proposed seems very high in relation to this. 

   I hope that you will take these concerns 

into consideration when making any future 

decisions. 

294 

MH Yes 

mod 

Swallowfield nursery  not to be 

included as have concern that 

any development there could 

lead to development of the 

whole swallowfield site over time 

Settlement: Mannings Heath 

 

None  

295 

MH Yes 

mod 

1.Remove Swallowfield Nursery 

Site  

2 Add plans for installing speed 

restriction alarm lights at all 4 

main entries to Mannings Heath 

Village. These are used effctively 

in many villages,why not in 

Mannings Heath subject to much 

" cut through" speeding. 

3. Request removal of 40mph sign 

at approach to junction of 

Church Street with A 281. 

 

1.Swallowfield site as described in HDC/ADS 

46 2007 a seminal part of the existing HDC 

Strategic Plan, is defined as Greenfield and 

not abutting not adjoining etc the BUAB but 

a separate entity to the village and as such 

not to be built on hence refused Planning 

twice and on appeal, yet this ignored by SC 

and in the 2014 SHLAA,which as with the 

SHLAA 2009 for Saddlers is an oversight by 

the HDC planner and was also prepared in 

response to landowner requesting 

guidance,but overturned on closer 

consideration when  a definite planning 

process commenced. 

2. Inclusion in the draft plan is the result of 

these two oversights and misinformation 

provided to parishioners especially on the 

site description at Sept 2014 Exhibition, who 

were also misled into thinking HDC were 

looking for a Mannings Heath "solution"( to 

the requirement of new homes) in the Parish 

Neighbourhood Plan. Additional and 

improper pressure was put on parishioners 
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being told "if we give them the nursery site 

they will leave us alone", clearly in 

contravention of the Localism Law requiring 

a bottom up approach ,not a Plan adopting 

a top down one as the SC's Draft  Plan has 

clearly given in to. So it not just risks 

becoming a precedent for targeting by the 

recently exposed "planning specialists" 

operating "no win no fee" schemes targeting 

owners of greenfield sites all around the 

village ,risking another Buntingford 

outcome.  The inclusion of the nursery site in 

view of the above will become a weakness 

in the Plan which will almost certainly be 

seen as the result from the  pressure to make 

rushed decisions on misinformation by 

parishioners persuaded to do something 

against their real interests and failing to meet 

democratic Localism standards. 

 

3..The rush was misleadingly presented as a 

means of getting the Plan adopted as soon 

as possible, thereby preventing "speculative 

development". The irony is that almost 

certainly ,most sites proposed if adopted by 

the PI and the referendum probably to be 

held no sooner than late summer 2015, (so 

by then no doubt by its inclusion attracting 

the attention of those"specialist no win no 

fee planning experts"), will fall into that 

category as this describes developments in 

which the end users have made no binding 

financial commitment at the outset of the 

process of "speculating" on the market 
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demand and prices achievable when the 

homes are marketed. the only alternative 

description is bespoke developing/building 

in which the end user does havea binding 

financial involvement  from the outset.  

4. The site has significant ecological benefits 

to the community and the indigenous wildlife 

and flora being both an absorber of health 

threatening diesel particles(see article in 

Sunday times 30/11/14) from the A281 and 

converter of CO2 to oxygen through 

photosynthesis. It is a refuge and water 

supply to many indigenous species, it is both 

an asset and a responsibility for the 

community to protect, not give away to 

building. In no way does doing that help the 

declared overall objective expressed in the 

introduction on this website to this 

consultation process of helping to preserve 

our fields and woods ,etc. The site is 

populated with very mature yew, oaks and 

disease free ash. The logic behind these 

apparently conflicting aims of the SC's 

Nuthurst Neighbourhood Plan escapes me. 

5. The rewriting of some of  the historic 

planning consultation  documents is highly 

"unconventional" and suggestive of the 

need to do so for other than democratic 

Localism reasons.    

 

6.Far from helping to get the Plan adopted 

at all stages, the strident attempts to silence 

or neuter rightful opposition to inclusion of 

the site on the one hand yet echoes of 
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reassurances "there will be plenty of 

opportunities ahead to express your 

opinions" from the Chairman at each public 

session plus email from Richard Webber to 

me, pro parte the SC, ring pretty hollow. 

 

7. It seems to me the advice "when you get 

yourself into a hole ,stop digging" is 

appropriate . 

 

296 

MG? Yes 

mod 

I have read the draft Monks gate 

Residents response updated as of 

18/12/14 and I broadly agree 

with this. 

 

 

My Farm (Newells Farm) is largely located in 

Nuthurst / Monks Gate and I abut the 

proposed developments at Saxtons and 

Monks Gate.  At Monks Gate I own a, 

currently undeveloped, access to the 

Nuthurst Road adjacent to the pond.  I am 

concerned that my ability to use this access 

may be compromised by proposals to 

develop this area as a Monks Gate amenity. 

 

 

297 

    Removed to 

annex 1 

298 

    Removed to 

annex 1 

299 

MH Yes The original proposal for new 

housing on land at the rear of 

Great Ventors Farm will probably 

have the least impact on the 

It is to be accepted that a development  will 

be undertaken in the area .   

My fear is that it will open the flood gate for 

opportunist development with little 
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Hamlet.  

I am pleased to say that very 

constructive discussions are being 

undertaken with the owner of 

Great Ventors Farm and the 

Monks Gate residents 

association.  An approach by 

yourselves to be privy to these 

discussions  will,  I am sure , be 

very beneficial before making 

any modifications and you 

conclude your 

recommendations. 

Assurances will be required 

though that the strip of land 

adjoining this proposed 

development  and fronting 

Nuthurst Road will not be seen as 

an infill site in the current or a 

future district plan. 

It is also strongly felt that Monks 

Gate Pond and the surrounding 

ground is retained as a 

recreational area and nature 

reserve subject to the continuing 

permission of the current land 

owner. 

consideration to the existing infrastructure 

and  recognised ANOB of the hamlet. 

A clear example of this is what i under stand 

to be the illegal felling of mature trees 

including Oaks on land opposite the junction 

of the A281 Brighton Road and Nuthurst 

Road, Monks Gate, In anticipation that this 

will make the land suitable for development.  

I am assured  that a legal process is 

underway  via a prosecution to amend the 

situation, including the replanting of trees 

where others have been felled. 

 

300 

    Removed to 

annex 1 
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301 

    Removed to 

annex 1 

302 

    Removed to 

annex 1 

303 

    Removed to 

annex 1 

304 

    Removed to 

annex 1 

305 

    Removed to 

annex 1 

306 

    Removed to 

annex 1 

307 

MH Yes None Very good plan that I wholeheartedly 

support. 

 

308 

MH Yes None Excellent Plan  
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309

* 

N ? None My wife and I are objecting in the strongest 

terms to the inclusion of the land behind 

Keatings, Nuthurst Street, Nuthurst, for 

development as currently identified by the 

draft Parish Plan. 

We are dumfounded that the site has been 

got to the current stage as a site for inclusion 

which is demonstrably non-compliant with 

the Horsham District Council's Local 

Development Framework in many different 

ways.  

As you will be aware, Nuthurst Street is a 

linear development of bungalows and 

houses within large plots.  It is required that 

any additional developement should be 

sympathetic to, and in character with the 

existing settlement, rather than this proposed 

backland green field development   Its 

location on the very fringe of Nuthurst and 

on the border with Mplehurst  is again non-

compliant with the LDF in merging 

settlements.  

 Though small at the moment - this 

development would open the opportunity to 

significant 'back-land' development 

immediately adjacent to an important area 

of recorded ancient woodland (with a 

significant nesting colony of buzzards.)  Even 

the layout of the proposed design with the 

roadway and turning head laid out to allow 

significantly more development on the 

impacted field AND opens up the 
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opportunity to future development of the 

adjacent field to the north, across whcih 

runs an attractive and well used 

rural footpath.  This field is currently for sale 

and for which there has been considerable 

speculative interest.  

Personally speaking, we would be directly 

impacted by these proposals - we moved to 

Nuthaurst five years ago to have a rural 

outlook and this would provide significant 

blight from any such developement.  I would 

anticipate that we would feel inclined to 

move from the area, about which we would 

be deeply upset and would have a 

significant cost to us personally. 

 Perhaps most importantly of all,  this 

proposed development outside of a either a 

major or minor settlement and as such is 

completely unsustainable in planning 

terms.  The LDF clearly identifies that any 

development should be in sustainable 

locations - in this case Mannings Heath.  

 We can fully understand the view of the 

residents of the largest village in the Parish - 

Turkeys do not vote for Christmas - but by 

putting pressure on the more remote areas 

of the Parish, the Parish Plan in this instance is 

demonstrably not in line with the Horsham 

District Council Local Development 

Framework.   We would therefore seriously 

request that the representations made from 

the seriously concerned residents in this area 
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are vigourously reviewed.  

 We hope that you can see that allowing this 

relatively small development wouild set a 

precident which would make difficult to resist 

further development  and I would therefore 

be most obliged if you would ask the 

committe to seriously review the points 

made, and ensure that the District Council is 

fully aware of these concerns prior to the 

finalisation of the plan.  The points made will 

of course also be considered by the 

inspector, and bearing in mind the non-

compliance issues,  our local community 

would have no option but be again making 

the strongest representations if the Parish 

Council were minded to pursue this non-

compliant option. 

 

310 

MG Yes 

mod 

Modification 1 : The plan should 

make clear that the Parish 

Council expects all contributions 

made under Section 106 

agreements or the Community 

Infrastructure Levy to be passed 

straight to the settlements directly 

affected. The previous 

arrangements for some of this 

community re-investment to be 

held centrally are inappropriate 

under the new planning 

arrangements and need to be 

changed. This would ensure that 

residents local to the sites 

1 : The number of dwellings currently 

identified as being in Monks Gate is 50. There 

is a maximum of 6 new dwellings to be 

located at Saxons Farm and 12  at Great 

Ventors, making 18 in all, or a 36% increase in 

the size of the hamlet. This is too large and 

inappropriate for a settlement where the 

community infrastructure consists of a pond 

and a bus shelter. 

 

Comment 2: To ensure the current planned 

distribution of development in the Parish, all 

proposed sites in the draft plan should 

remain included. My comments or proposed 

modifications to the plan are therefore 
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concerned can respond to 

consultations, vote in referenda 

and respond to planning 

applications confident that what 

is offered in mitigation can be 

delivered. 

 

Modification 2 : The plan should 

make clear that the impact of 

any proposed developments on 

local services and infrastructure 

(electricity, drainage, sewerage, 

water) needs to be detailed with 

the related improvements to be 

made. Pressure on local services 

in Monks Gate is acute, 

particularly the sewerage works, 

so that each new site may need 

for example stand-alone 

sewerage arrangements. 

 

Modification 3 : The plan needs 

to be clearer that planned 

access to the Great Ventors site 

will need to protect the safety of 

traffic on Nuthurst Road, 

Fieldgate Close and Brighton 

Road (A281). This will be difficult 

to achieve without the wider 

traffic calming measures I would 

like to see. 

 

Modification 4: The plan needs to 

be much more specific about 

important details and not a 

reduction/change in the sites. Whilst 

development at the scale planned for 

Monks Gate is unwelcome, I agree that 

having a Plan is better than not in order to 

protect the Parish from over-development 

over the next 15 years. If any site elsewhere 

were excluded at this stage, this would 

potentially increase pressure on other sites in 

the Parish to 'make up the numbers' which 

could impact on the two proposed Monks 

Gate sites. It is also possible that the Plan 

itself might fail, leaving Monks Gate and the 

rest of the Parish open to other development 

(such as the site at the end of Nuthurst Rd on 

Brighton Road) 

 

Comment 3: I feel that the proposals for 

Saxons Farm are acceptable in the overall 

context of the need for some development. 
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how development at Great 

Ventors can protect the outlook 

and privacy of the 4 cottages on 

Brighton Road that back onto the 

site and that of the houses to the 

West of the site. The residents of 

these cottages and houses are 

the most directly affected by the 

Great Ventors development 

proposed by the plan and 

mitigation of the impact on them 

should have high priority. 

 

Modification 5: The plan should 

be specific about how the Monks 

Gate pond area and the land to 

its south will be protected from 

change and its status specified. 

Development so close to this 

area of natural flora and fauna 

will have to be subject to full 

ecological survey and 

recommendations for impact 

mitigation. The Parish Council 

should be indicating in its plan its 

preferred solutions. 

 

Modification 6: The plan should 

state that all developments will 

need to specify off-road parking 

within each dwelling’s site 

footprint, not by way of a car 

park. This should avoid overflow 

parking elsewhere. 
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Modification 7: The plan needs to 

cover more specifically the issues 

of traffic volumes and speeding 

in Monks Gate. Nuthurst Road has 

been subject to a traffic survey 

which concluded that there is a 

need for traffic calming, for 

example, through pinch points. 

 

Modification 8: The plan should 

ensure the plot size for the Great 

Ventors site allows a maximum 

number of dwellings of 14. This 

refers to the reduced plot size in 

the draft plan, compared with 

the landowner’s scheme used for 

pre-consultation discussion and 

display. I am concerned about 

the Great Ventors site because of 

its proximity to the cottages on 

Brighton Road, its potential 

impact on the flora and fauna 

around the pond, the traffic 

safety issues and its visual effect 

on the centre of the hamlet. 

However, I also recognise the 

need for some development and 

an agreed neighbourhood plan 

as protection for the future. As a 

result, there should be continuing 

discussions with the landowner 

(who is also a resident) to seek to 

achieve a mutually acceptable 
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solution. As the changes 

mentioned above had not been 

notified to the landowner, this is 

likely to take a little more time. 

Because this is an issue very 

specific to Monks Gate, the 

Steering Committee need to be 

prepared to allow for these 

discussions to conclude and still 

have influence on the next draft 

of the plan. 

 

Modification 9: The plan should 

make clear that construction 

traffic must not park in Fieldgate 

Close, Nuthurst Road or on 

Brighton Road and that any 

damage caused by developers, 

contractors and their suppliers or 

site visitors must be repaired 

swiftly to the satisfaction of the 

Parish Council. Every effort must 

be made to mitigate the effect 

of construction traffic on this small 

hamlet. 

 

311 

    Removed to 

annex 1 

312 

MG Yes 

mod 

There must be no reduction to 

the number of sites in the plan. 

There must be no increase to the 

maximum of 12 of dwellings at 

Generally speaking the residents of the 

Parish do not want any development so any 

building must be sympathetic to the nature 

of the parish. 
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Great Ventors in Monks Gate. 

Agreement that any 

development at Great Ventors 

allows for a wildlife corridor 

between the footpath and 

boundary of the development. 

Such corridor, the pond and land 

east of the pond to the new 

access road to be deemed a 

green space abd not 

developable. 

Any development at GV does 

not overlook the rear of houses in 

Nuthurst Road and houses on 

A281 must be screened. 

No street lights to preserve the 

rural nature of Monks Gate. 

Traffic calming (pinch points) 

required in Monks Gate. 

Flooding is an issue in Nuthurst 

Road caused by inadequate 

drainage and field run off - any 

development must not have an 

adverse impact. 

 

A full analysis of the impact on existing 

utilities must be undertaken. As an example 

raw sewerage builds up in some of the 

houses in Nuthurst Raod. I am advised that 

Southern Water have confirmed that 

another 20 dwellings could be handled by 

the treatment works in Nuthurst Road - this 

cannot be true. 

Traffic is a problem and a solution must be 

contained within the plan. 

313 

MG Yes None None  

314 

    Removed to 

annex 1 
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315 

    Removed to 

annex 1 

316 

    Removed to 

annex 1 

317 

    Removed to 

annex 1 

318 

    Removed to 

annex 1 

319 

    Removed to 

annex 1 

320 

MG Yes  None 1. It is a concern that the Great ventors site 

has been shrunk. There must be a risk that 

the landowner will consider thie size to be 

insufficient causing him to withdraw the 

site  thereby increasing the risk of the plan 

failing overall or for other sites to be added 

with the same consequences or for the 

landowner to make a speculative 

application. 

 

2.it is a concern that this hamlet is expected 

to take a 36% increase given it's size and the 

increase seems disproportionate compared 

with the size of other proposed sites. 

 

http://2.it/
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3. Any proposed development should take 

account of pressure on existing utilities, 

drainage, sewerage, and increased risk of 

flooding. The development policy if there is 

to be one should specify how these issues will 

be addressed and it should be a 

requirement of the policy that they are 

addressed. 

 

4. Any development should take account of 

increases in  traffic volume in particular on 

the A281 and Nuthurst Road where traffic 

calming measures are non existent and 

speed limits are currently not adhered to. 

 

5. Access to any site needs to take account 

of residents safety, parking- where will they 

park? There is limited space. Developers 

should make good any damage caused. 

 

321 

    Removed to 

annex 1 

322 

MG Yes None I am very concerned about the impact of 

increased housing in this tiny hamlet. 

Currently we suffer from localised flooding, 

problems with sewerage, traffic noise, lack of 

amenities etc. The area seems to be unfairly 

being asked to take on a great degree of 

development for such a small place and this 

will strain our already stretched amenities. 

The increase in traffic on an already busy 
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road would be a real burden and any 

residents of Monks Gate require a car - most 

homes need two as both adult residents 

need to access work. The pressure on 

parking would be immense and any new 

homes would need car parking on their own 

land. My real concern is that during any 

construction the area would become an 

absolute danger and heavy lorries, builders 

cars and vans would have to park on the 

roads around the area creating a real 

accident black spot. 

I have purchased warning stickers for my 

wheelie bins which show the speed limit past 

my home of 40 mph but the traffic flow is 

much faster than this making accessing and 

exiting my drive a real problem / danger - 

extra traffic would exacerbate this even 

more. 

Also as the properties around here are not 

on the gas mains then fuel oil is required for 

each home which means more tankers with 

deliveries. 

We also suffer from intermittent power 

outages which would get even worse with 

more homes drawing power from the grid. 

 

323 

    Removed to 

annex 1 
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324 

    Removed to 

annex 1 

325 

    Removed to 

annex 1 

326  

N Yes In respect of the land at Great 

Ventnors Farm I feel that the 

scale of the development might 

be too big and would feel that it 

should be scaled back in size. 

None  

327 

    Removed to 

annex 1 

328

* 

MH Yes I reside at Hathaways. At the start 

of the process to identify sites for 

development Holly Farm 

appeared to be accepted as 

viable but only the 'derelict barns' 

were written and spoken of. Then 

the area was increased to run 

parallel to the rear of my 

property. I see that now the built 

up area boundary has been 

altered to include this increased 

area and I do not find this 

acceptable and strongly feel 

only the immediate area around 

the derelict barns should be 

developed. However, I also do 

not see that 5 properties would 

None  
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be appropriate. The density and 

position would vastly alter the 

street scene and not be in 

keeping with the other properties 

in the lane. It is accepted that 

there is a need to build and 

satisfy the area housing stock 

requirement for Horsham district 

but properties must be in keeping 

if our village is to retain its 

character. 

Swallowfield site - 

This site has been previously 

identified by HDC and I feel it is 

appropriate but have concerns 

re traffic and safety. 

Opposite Dun Horse - 

If the site us to be developed, 

again I think traffic and safety 

issues are to be much 

considered. 

 

329 

MG Yes 1. I feel it's unfair that Monks Gate 

is having to accommodate a 36% 

increase in dwellings when 

Mannings Heath  has a 7% 

potential increase. I have 

wondered how this was arrived 

at. 

2. I am aware that changes were 

made to the Ventors plan which 

the landowner was unaware of 

and does not approve of, I find 

this baffling. I hear he is open to 

None  
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discussing changes but 

consequently  we don't have a 

revised plan/map of what is 

being proposed at that site. 

3. All sites must remain in the plan 

in order to ensure the plan 

remains viable. 

4. The section 106 money must be 

made available for use in the 

hamlet. 

5. There must be adequate 

parking for householders and 

visitors to ensure overflow parking 

does not affect Fieldgate Close 

and Nuthurst Rd. 

6. Do not want street lights as this 

will change the rural feeling of 

the hamlet. 

7. Any increase in demand on 

utilities must not be made to the 

detriment of existing properties. 

330 

MH No None None  

331 

MH Yes None None  

332 

MG Yes I agree with the modifications 

and comments made by my 

husband, Jay Mercer, in his 

response to the Plan 

I agree with the modifications and 

comments made by my husband, Jay 

Mercer, in his response to the Plan. I would 

simply like to add these comments of my 

own: 
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Comment 1 

We are a very small hamlet, with few 

facilities. The existing infrastructure is 

struggling desperately, and regularly failing, 

to meet the needs of existing inhabitants. 

Any increase in the numbers of inhabitants 

would put these services under further 

pressure. These include: 

•       Drainage – gardens, fields and some 

houses are prone to flooding. 

•       Electricity supply. I have never lived 

anywhere where power cuts are such a 

regular occurrence. Heavy rain or 

moderately high winds are enough to disrupt 

supply. 

•       Broadband service – As a small business 

owner, working from home, our Internet 

connection is essential to running my 

business. We are on an old BT exchange, 

with no plans to upgrade it. The more 

dwellings there are in Monks Gate, the more 

pressure there will be on the existing poor 

broadband speeds. 

 

Developers should have to demonstrate how 

they will seek improvements in the above, 

and what they will invest in such 

improvements, to mitigate the increase in 

numbers of residents using the services. 

 

Comment 2 

I would also like to speak on behalf of those 

who cannot speak for themselves – the 
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wildlife of the Parish - in particular after the 

recent illegal felling of mature trees in the 

field opposite the top of Nuthurst Lane. In the 

wake of this wanton destruction of wildlife 

habitat, everything possible must be done to 

maintain and improve habitat for wildlife 

within the Parish. 

Any building work will inevitably lead to 

some habitat loss and therefore guarantees 

must be exacted from the developers about 

how they will replace what they destroy. 

These guarantees should not take the form 

of vague promises, but should form a 

quantifiable and cohesive part of the 

development plan, based on the opinions of 

wildlife experts. No developer should be 

allowed to let provision for wildlife ‘slip’ if 

their other costs increase – it is not a ‘nice to 

have’, it is essential. 

 

333 

MH No  Firstly, I feel that there are too many 

dwellings proposed for this site.  Three would 

be a more reasonable number.   There is also 

a fair bit of flooding in some of this local area 

too when rainfalls are high and having 

houses is not going to help. 

 

Secondly, at present there are a number of 

owls that frequent this site and they may 

actually nest in the woods there.  It would be 

a dreadful shame to lose them.  Another 

area would be lost for our British wildlife. 

 

Thirdly, I don't think we have the 
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infrastructure in this area to support more 

housing. 

334 

    Removed to 

annex 1 

335 

    Removed to 

annex 1 

336 

    Removed to 

annex 1 

337 

MH No None There are many reasons why i think this plan 

is not fit for purpose, but for now , i will 

contain my comments to just the site scoring 

procedure 

 

The Wishes of the Residents 

Having heard the residents asking for small 

infill type developments spread across the 

Parish , that will sit either within or on the 

existing building boundary that  will produce 

small homes that will blend into and preserve 

the rural nature of the Parish , how did the 

Steering Committee not see the need to 

modify the generic scoring matrix to  reflect 

the resident  wishes to only see small sites 

selected . 

 

The Structure of the Site Scoring Matrix 
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The Site assessment form report dated Sept 

2014 , mentions ,under section 3 , that the 

assessment criteria have been based on 

those factors shown to be important to the 

residents 

By including columns E and D , which reward 

plus 5  points because they will provide at 

least 20% affordable housing , you seem to 

have ignored the housing needs part of the 

resident survey  that only identified a justified 

need for affordable homes in this Parish for 

only around 10 % 

 

The allocation of Points by the SC 

For the two sites that i have some knowledge 

of , namely Swallowfield Nursery and Great 

Ventors , the consistency and accuracy of 

the decisions taken must be questioned 

 

For Column A, both sites were awarded plus 

5 points for being in or adjoining the building 

boundary when it is clear  that in the case of 

the Nursery site , it stands clear of the BUAB in 

the countryside , whilst for Great Ventors , 

the rear building line should be that which 

aligns with rear garden fenceline of the 

homes on the south side of Nuthurst Road 

and NOT in the field up on the hill, as 

development here will be in the countryside 

and  overlook the rear gardens of the 

adjacent homes 

The points need therefore to be adjusted to 

minus 5 for both sites 
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For Column E the 3 points awarded for being 

large over 4 home sites should be removed , 

the residents want points for small sites NOT 

large ones! 

 

For Column J , the Swallowfield Nursery site is 

NOT DERELICT , was not a site of  a former 

COMMERCIAL NURSERY and has no 

'PREVIOUS DEVELOPMENT 'as defined by the 

NPPF 

The scoring should be adjusted from plus 5 to 

minus 5 to correct these serious  and 

damaging errors that have already been 

pointed out several times in the past. 

 

For Column K , you have not provided any 

independent road traffic report to 

substantiate your  scoring of a maximum plus 

3 , when the both access roads will be 

positioned on top of  major road junctions 

and in the case of the Nursery Site the traffic 

safety was recognised as an issue that needs 

to be addressed by the HDC in their recent 

2014 SHLAA site assessment report 

It seems that a more appropriate score 

should be minus 3 for both sites 

 

Reference to the HDC SHLAA assessments 

There appears to be  a lack of consistency 

with reference to including  a comment on 

the HDC SHLAA rating of the sites  where 

known 

As this is usually done when  a landowner 

puts his site up for assessment and the site 
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can accommodate at least 6 homes  it is  a 

mystery  as to the relevance of these ratings 

to residents who are only really interested 

in  small sites 

You have chosen to  make  a great play on 

the fact that the Nursery Site has  a positive 

assessment  from the HDC , but say nothing 

for the other sites that have also received a 

recent SHLAA assessment like  , part of the 

Great Ventors site , Holly Farm , Monksgate 

Farm House , part of Swallowfield estate ( 

The Paddock ) 

Could it be that was because these HDC 

assessments were  negative? 

 

Applying your logic that what HDC say at this 

stage is more important than what the 

residents are asking for, you should have 

been consistent and fair  and given the 

SHLAA rating for all sites where it is known 

 

To conclude i could go on about the 

resident call for site process , the lack of 

engagement with those residents that had 

important direct questions , the short notice 

of some important presentations, the poor 

landowner presentations , the last minute 

withdrawal of the weighted site scoring 

matrix in June , how the site assessment 

weighting were then changed dramatically 

when the residents were able to view the 

details tucked away in the approved draft 

plan 

However I will hold my dismay on these 
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points for another day and another 

audience 

 

338 

S Yes I would like to see some of the 

houses built as terraces.  This 

would  make extending the 

properties in the future very 

difficult and thus ensure that 

smaller and lower cost housing is 

maintained in our area for the 

youngsters of the area starting off 

on the housing ladder or for older 

members of the community 

wishing to stay here but downsize. 

None  

339 

N Yes 

mod 

I would like to see the site at 

great Ventnors limited to 2 to 3 

bedroom properties and the land 

reduced so that the boundary 

lines up with the back boundary 

of the property "Cloisters" and so 

just fills in the space to the left 

hand side of Cloisters. At present, 

it extends much further into the 

field. 

 

I would like to see all the sites 

limited to properties of 2 to 3 

bedrooms to be in line with the 

desire to provide starter homes 

for families and affordable homes 

for our local youngsters and 

elderly. There are plenty of larger 

properties in the area already 

Well done. I am very pleased that our parish 

is being proactive in determining the future 

look of our neighbourhood. 
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and properties of 4 or more 

bedrooms are really not in tune 

with the spirit of the plan. 

 

There is mention of improvements 

for pedestrians, cyclists and 

horse-riders. As a specific 

example, I would like to see a 

footpath of some description, 

linking the two halves of Nuthurst, 

particularly with more housing 

planned for the southern part, as 

this would allow children to walk 

to and from school. At present 

these children are not allowed to 

take the bus and consequently 

have to be driven. 

340 

MG Yes 

mod 

Policies need to be included into 

the parish plan to protect the 

immediate adjacent properties 

to the great ventors site. The four 

cottages fronting onto the A281, 

need to have adequate 

screening at the rear included in 

any plans put forward. 

 

Considerations need to be made regarding 

the potential amount of properties that 

Monks Gate should have imposed on it, 

potentially two sites are included in the 

parish plan, however we are now being 

threatened by a third site from an outsider. 

We need to be mindful if numbers incase 

outside developers/landowners get 

permission prior to the neighbourhood plan 

gaining full power 

 

341 

MH Yes None That the Swallowfield Nursery Site (policy 2) 

be removed from the Neighbourhood Plan 
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342

* 

N Yes None that we can think of. We feel this is very well thought through and 

are happy to support the plans 

 

343

* 

N Yes None Thank you for your comprehensive and 

sensible plan and for all the hours of hard 

work taken to create it 

 

344 

N ? ? Scanned 4 page letter in Consultation 

Response file and Consultation Response 

Landowners file – objection to policy 7 - 

Keatings  

 

345 

    Removed to 

annex 1 

346 

    Removed to 

annex 1 

347 

MG ? ?  

Further to your email dated 24 November, I 

have now met with two or three 

representatives of the “Monks Gate 

Residents Association”.  They have provided 

me with a copy of the latest version of the 

draft Neighbourhood Plan (as published on 

the website).  I must confess that as I was 

away when the final draft of the 

Neighbourhood Plan was put together, I had 

not seen it before now. 

  

I am quite frankly horrified to find that the 

area of land that is now designated in the 
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draft plan is not the area of land that we 

have put forward to the Steering 

Committee.  Indeed, the plan has now 

included only the eastern end of my field, 

right up to the boundary with my house at 

Great Ventors.  That has never been put 

forward by me and is not acceptable. 

  

Furthermore, if this Plan is the one that is now 

proposed it will involve an access from 

Nuthurst Road that is almost directly opposite 

Fieldgate Close and I can’t see how that 

could possibly be acceptable from a 

highway point of view.  Furthermore, if the 

plan was accepted as proposed, I would 

have absolutely no access at all to the 

remainder of my field at the western 

end.  How can I possibly be expected to 

accept that? 

  

Can you please let me know how this 

change as come about and why the 

Steering Committee believes that it can 

unilaterally make such a change (including 

land that has never been put forward as part 

of the proposed site)? 

  

As I now see the draft Plan (and I have been 

provided with an extract which is apparently 

on page 40), I certainly cannot support it. 

  

I have been provided with an extract from 

page 26 of the draft Plan which states:- 
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“The Scheme is confined to the land 

comprising the eastern part of the field” 

  

That has never been discussed, nor has it 

been agreed. 

  

It goes on and refers to “part of the wooded 

strip fronting Nuthurst Road”.  As I interpret 

the Plan the part of the strip referred to will 

include TPO oak trees that will make it quite 

impossible to develop. 

  

The draft goes on and states that the 

proposal will “retain the pond and 

surrounding area as a nature reserve” but as 

far as I can see the pond and surrounding 

area isn’t actually included within the site. 

  

It goes on and talks about a contribution 

being required towards “improvement to 

sewage treatment works” whereas I have 

already supplied you with a letter from 

Southern Water confirming that the existing 

sewage treatment works is adequate for up 

to 20 further houses. 

  

It also goes on to recommend that there be 

a planning obligation to provide an 

appropriate financial contribution towards a 

scheme to alleviate localised flooding arising 

from drainage from the field, whereas, as far 

as I am aware, there is no evidence 

whatsoever that this is a significant problem 

or that any flooding has arisen as a result of 
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drainage from the field. 

  

I really am surprised that the Steering 

Committee should have gone forward with a 

proposal along these lines and I, together 

with my co-owners (the Scrase Dickins) will 

now seriously have to consider our position 

with regard to the site and participation in 

the Neighbourhood Plan process. 

  

I personally am out of the country between 

13th and 16th December inclusive and I 

believe that responses to the draft Plan are 

required by the 19th.  Can I please have your 

urgent response. 
 
  

 

348 

MH Yes 

mod 

I do not agree with the 

Swallowfield Nursery site being 

included for development . 

The site was previously part of the 

Swallowfield Estate and was 

never a Commercial Nursery, 

but  an extensive walled garden. 

(I have records of the history of 

the Swallowfield Estate going 

back to the year 1845). The site is 

outside of the BUAB, which should 

not be extended. The site was 

never previously developed, 

within the accepted definition of 

the term. Access to and from the 

site via the driveway from Church 

Road is hazardous now, and with 

Apart from this objection, I consider the Plan 

as drafted is well constructed and reflects 

the needs of our small, rural  parish. 
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additional traffic would be even 

more so. 

The Swallowfield Nursery site 

should be removed from the 

Neighbourhood Plan now. 

 

349 

MH Yes None None  

350 

MH Yes None None  

351 

MH Yes None None  

352 

N Yes None None  

353 

MH Yes None Is it possible to confirm exactly how many 

houses will be built on the Holly Farm ( 

Winterpit Lane) site ? 

 

354 

? ? None  I have followed the strategy developed by 

the Council and am in agreement with the 

final recommendations  with perhaps a slight 

concern about whether the proposals might 

be jeopardised by trying to incorporate any 

restrictions about the timings of any 

development that might arise over the 

fifteen year period. 
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*Responses from couples – 18 in total 

Total number of residents responding is 375 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

355 

MH Yes None i fully support the development of the 

swallowfield nursery site 

 

 

356 

MH Yes 

mod 

Remove the swallow  field nursery 

development at this stage. 

 

I would support the development  being 

added at a later date, when  HDC have 

confirmed the minimum number of homes 

required ispecifically within the Mannings 

Heath  boundary and if it is required to  be 

able to meet our specified quota.  

We should not agree to the development at 

this early stage before a Mannings Heath 

quota has been set. 

 

 

357 

? ? None we do not want any more development in 

the area as there are no services and the 

roads are in a dreadful state. 
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Attachments from Derek and Yvonne Castle 
 
Hi Richard 
  
Thanks for this, I have navigated through the Draft Plan and I am struggling a bit with it ! Probably due to my age and 
getting senile. 
  
I have looked at the Policy 16 Green Spaces Report and, before the NP becomes final, I would like the green space in 
Gagglewood between Oak Way and The Birches added to it. The reason being is that it is owned I believe, by SAXON 
WEALD HOMES as is the green space between  Pound Lane and Gagglewood which, you have already listed. Saxon Weald 
Homes are officially a charitable trust and a spin off from HDC and, are into affordable homes and, this could one day 
become a threat. 
However, there are seven trees on this particular plot of land and, I do believe there are TPO's on some of them if not all, 
put there by HDC. 
  
To summarise, I would respectfully suggest that this green space is added to Policy 16. 
Would you please look into the possibility of this being done. 
Sorry to burden you with such trivia although seeming insignificant, it is important to me. 
Trust you are getting back into the swing of things 
Kind regards 
Derek 
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To Owen and The Neighbourhood Plan Steering Group 
 
 We just wanted to make our personal feelings known to you all regarding any development within Mannings Heath 
declared as AONB and also with any land, inside or adjoining the built up area boundary. 
 

Quite frankly last Wednesday’s parish meeting regarding any development has left the villagers from the 
Swallowfield area finding it hard to stomach, causing a terrible split within our wonderful village’s community. 
 
 Both Yvonne and myself are not affected by any proposed developments within Mannings Heath and therefore our 
views are completely unbiased and, without prejudice and we feel that any prospective developers must be rubbing their 
hands together like a football team, when their opponents start arguing amongst themselves and, in turn consequently 
leading them to ultimately losing the game. 
 
 With the recent desecration and vandalism of the wonderful oak trees at Monks Gate coupled to hearsay of fifteen 
acres having their development rights sold, it is easy to imagine that, it will not be a happy ending for either Monks Gate, 
Mannings Heath or the Parish.  Furthermore we, with total respect regarding the Swallowfield area and currently the draft 
proposal, should be re-considered and have it hopefully removed from the Neighbourhood Plan, resulting in harmony 
being brought back to the village of Mannings Heath and, leading to protecting something that we both cherish 
immensely. 
 
 We fully understand the democratic way Swallowfield was brought into the equation however, there are not many 
villagers who live in that particular area.  So, to use the argument that the majority were for it, should not be used in 
allowing developers through the weakest point of our defences and, the previous refusals by HDC as late as 2007 should 
be used vigorously as an argument against any planning applications whatsoever for this location. 
 



 

 

Nuthurst Parish Neighbourhood Plan: Pre-Submission Plan Schedule of Comments Received 

137 

 We realise the position you are in however, we would appreciate an acknowledgement of this letter as we think 
that both Swallowfield or Saddlers Farm should be treated equally as either obviously puts us in “The Last Chance Saloon” 
for our village with regards to planning. 
 
Kind regards, 
 
Yvonne & Derek Castle 
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 Annex 1: Identical responses from two IP addresses 

 

1. IP address 31.54.239.19 

 

REF 

Settle- 

ment 

Yes/ 

Yes 

mod/ 

No 

 

Modification 
Comment  

Observation and 

Recommendation 

209 

MH Yes 

mod 

I did not vote before but I would now like to 

register my objection to including the 

Swallowfield Nursery Site in the 

Neighbourhood Plan 

None  

210 

MH Yes 

mod 

I did not vote before but I would now like to 

register my objection to including the 

Swallowfield Nursery Site in the 

Neighbourhood Plan 

None  

212 

MH Yes 

mod 

I did not vote before but I would now like to 

register my objection to including the 

Swallowfield Nursery Site in the 

Neighbourhood Plan 

 

None  

220 

MH Yes I didn't vote before, but i would now like to 

register my objection to including the 

Swallowfield Nursery Site in the 

Neighbourhood Plan. 

 

None  
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221 

MH Yes I did not vote before but i would now like to 

register my objection to including the 

Swallowfield Nursery Site in the 

Neighbourhood Plan. The corner of the 

Brighton Road/Church Road is already 

dangerous enough at the moment and the 

extra traffic will only make the turning more 

hazardous 

None  

224 

MH Yes I did not vote before but i would now like to 

register my objection to including the 

Swallowfield Nursery Site in the 

Neighbourhood Plan. 

 

It will seriously alter some of my 

friends livelihoods 

 

225 

MH Yes I did not vote before but i would now like to 

register my objection to including the 

Swallowfield Nursery Site in the 

Neighbourhood Plan 

The proposed site will have a 

detrimental knock on effect 

and set a precedent for other 

new builds that we don't want. 

 

226 

MH Yes I did not vote before but i would now like to 

register my objection to including the 

Swallowfield Nursery Site in the 

Neighbourhood Plan 

 

None  

228 

MH Yes I did not vote before but i would now like to 

register my objection to including the 

Swallowfield Nursery Site in the 

Neighbourhood Plan. 

 

None 

 

229 

MH Yes I did not vote before but i would now like to 

register my objection to including the 

Swallowfield Nursery Site in the 

Neighbourhood plan. 
 

None 
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230 

MH Yes I did not vote before but i would now like to 

register my objection to including the 

Swallowfield Nursery Site in the 

Neighbourhood plan. 

 

It's integral to protect the site 

heritage of Swallowfield house 

and its surrounding land.  

231 

MH Yes I did not vote before but i would now like to 

register my objection to including the 

Swallowfield Nursery Site in the 

Neighbourhood plan. 

 

None 

 

235 

MH Yes I did not vote before but i would now like to 

register my objection to including the 

Swallowfield Nursery Site in the 

Neighbourhood plan. 

 

None  

236 

MG Yes I did not vote before but i would now like to 

register my objection to including the 

Swallowfield Nursery Site in the 

Neighbourhood plan. 

 

None  

239 

MH Yes I did not vote before but i would now like to 

register my objection to including the 

Swallowfield Nursery Site in the 

Neighbourhood plan 

None  

240 

MH Yes I did not vote before but i would now like to 

register my objection to including the 

Swallowfield Nursery Site in the 

Neighbourhood plan 

None  

241 

MH Yes I did not vote before but i would now like to 

register my objection to including the 

Swallowfield Nursery site in the 

Neighbourhood plan. 

 

None  
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2. IP address 31.49.21.194 

 

REF 

Settle- 

ment 

Yes/ 

Yes 

mod/ 

No 

 

Modification 
Comment  

Observation and 

Recommendation 

250 

MG Yes I did not vote before but I would 

now like to register my objection 

to including the Swallowfield 

Nursery Site in the 

Neighbourhood plan. 

 

None  

251 

MG Yes I did not vote before, but I would 

now like to register my objection 

to including the Swallowfield 

Nursery Site in the 

Neighbourhood Plan 

 

None  

258 

N Yes I did not vote before, but would 

like to register my objection to 

including the Swallowfield Nursery 

site in our Neighbourhood plan. 

 

None  

259 

MH Yes I did not vote before, but would 

like to register my objection to 

including the Swallowfield Nursery 

Site in our Neighbourhood plan. 

 

None  
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264 

MH Yes I did not vote before, but i would 

now like to register my objection 

to including the Swallowfield 

Nursery Site in the 

Neighbourhood Plan. 

 

None  

265 

MH Yes I did not vote before but now i 

would like to register my 

objection to including the 

Swallowfield Nursery Site in the 

Neighbourhood Plan. 

 

None  

267 

MH Yes I did not vote before, but i would 

now like to register my objection 

to including the Swallowfield 

Nursery Site in our 

Neighbourhood plan. 

 

None  

268 

MH Yes I did not vote before but i would 

now like to register my objection 

to including the Swallowfield 

Nursery Site in the 

Neighbourhood plan. 

 

None  

269 

MH Yes I did not vote before but i would 

now like to register my objection 

to including the Swallowfield 

Nursery Site in the 

Neighbourhood Plan. 

 

None  
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297 

MH Yes I did not vote before, but i would 

now like to register my objection 

to including the Swallowfield 

Nursery Site in the 

Neighbourhood plan. 

 

None  

298 

MH Yes I did not vote before, but i would 

now like to register my objection 

to including the Swallowfield 

Nursery Site in the 

Neighbourhood plan. 

 

None  

300 

MH Yes I did not vote before, but i would 

now like to register my objection 

to including the Swallowfield 

Nursery site in the Neighbourhood 

plan. 

 

None  

301 

MH Yes I did not vote before, but i would 

now like to register my objection 

to including the Swallowfield 

Nursery site in the Neighbourhood 

plan. 

 

None  

302 

MH Yes I did not vote before, but i would 

now like to register my objection 

to including the Swallowfield 

Nursery site in the Neighbourhood 

plan. 

 

None  
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303 

MH Yes I did not vote before, but i would 

now like to register my objection 

to including the Swallowfield 

Nursery site in the Neighbourhood 

plan. 

 

None  

304 

MH Yes I did not vote before, but i would 

now like to register my objection 

to including the Swallowfield 

Nursery site in the Neighbourhood 

plan. 

None  

305 

MH Yes I did not vote before, but i would 

now like to register my objection 

to including the Swallowfield 

Nursery site in the Neighbourhood 

plan. 

None  

306 

MH Yes I did not vote before, but i would 

now like to register my objection 

to including the Swallowfield 

Nursery site in the Neighbourhood 

plan. 

None  

311 

MH Yes I did not vote before, but i would 

now like to register my objection 

to including the Swallowfield 

Nursery Site in the 

Neighbourhood plan. 

 

None  

314 

MH Yes I did not vote before, but i would 

now like to register my objection 

to including the Swallowfield 

Nursery Site in the 

Neighbourhood plan. 

 

None  
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315 

MH Yes I did not vote before, but i would 

now like to register my objection 

to including the Swallowfield 

Nursery Site in the 

Neighbourhood plan 

None  

316 

MH Yes I did not vote before, but i would 

now like to register my objection 

to including the Swallowfield 

Nursery Site in the 

Neighbourhood plan 

None  

317 

MH Yes I did not vote before, but i would 

now like to register my objection 

to including the Swallowfield 

Nursery Site in the 

Neighbourhood plan 

None  

318 

MH Yes I did not vote before, but i would 

now like to register my objection 

to including the Swallowfield 

Nursery Site in the 

Neighbourhood plan 

None  

319 

MH Yes I did not vote before, but i would 

now like to register my objection 

to including the Swallowfield 

Nursery Site in the 

Neighbourhood plan 

None  

321 

MH Yes I did not vote before, but i would 

now like to register my objection 

to including the Swallowfield 

Nursery Site in the 

Neighbourhood plan 

None  



 

 

Nuthurst Parish Neighbourhood Plan: Pre-Submission Plan Schedule of Comments Received 

146 

323 

MH Yes I did not vote before, but i would 

now like to register my objection 

to including the Swallowfield 

Nursery Site in the 

Neighbourhood plan 

None  

324 

MH Yes I did not vote before, but i would 

now like to register my objection 

to including the Swallowfield 

Nursery Site in the 

Neighbourhood plan 

None  

325 

MH Yes I did not vote before, but i would 

now like to register my objection 

to including the Swallowfield 

Nursery Site in the 

Neighbourhood plan 

None  

327 

MH Yes I did not vote before, but i would 

now like to register my objection 

to including the Swallowfield 

Nursery Site in the 

Neighbourhood plan. 

 

None  

334 

MH Yes I did not vote before, but i would 

now like to register my objection 

to including the Swallowfield 

Nursery Site in the 

Neighbourhood plan. 

 

None  

335 

MH Yes I did not vote before, but i would 

now like to register my objection 

to including the Swallowfield 

Nursery Site in the 

Neighbourhood plan. 

 

None  
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336 

MH Yes I did not vote before, but i would 

now like to register my objection 

to including the Swallowfield 

Nursery Site in the 

Neighbourhood plan. 

 

None  

345 

MH Yes 

 

I did not vote before, but i would 

now like to register my objection 

to including the Swallowfield 

Nursery Site in our 

Neighbourhood plan. 

 

None  

346 

MH Yes 

 

 I did not vote before, but i would 

now like to register my objection 

to including the Swallowfield 

Nursery Site in our 

Neighbourhood plan. 

 

None  
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Annex 2 Persons responding who are not on the Parish electoral roll (1 December 2014) 

 

 

REF 

Settle- 

ment 

Yes/ 

Yes 

mod/ 

No 

 

Modification 
Comment  

Observation and 

Recommendation 

079 

MH Yes  I did not vote before but I would 

now like to register my objection 

to including the Swallowfield 

Nursery Site in the 

Neighbourhood Plan. 

 

None  

103 

MH No I did not vote previously but 

would strongly object to the 

"Swallowfield Nursery" site being 

included in any Neighbourhood 

plan. 

 

I can't believe the Council is so under the 

thumb of out of town developers, for 

shame on you! 

 

104 

MH No I did not vote previously but 

would strongly object to the 

"Swallowfield Nursery" site being 

included in any Neighbourhood 

plan. 

None  

183 

MH Yes 

mod 

None I did not vote before but I would now like 

to register my objection to including the 

Swallowfield Nursery Site in the 

Neighbourhood Plan 

 

217 

MG No I did not vote before but I would 

like to  register my objection to 

including the Swallowfield Nursery 

Site in the Neighbourhood Plan 

 

None  


