NEWICK NEIGHBOURHOOD PLAN

CONSULTATION DAY OF
SATURDAY 8TH JUNE, 2013

OPINIONS COLLECTED

1. INTRODUCTION
Newick Parish Council’s Neighbourhood Plan Steering Group held its first Consultation Day on
17th November, 2012 at Newick Village Hall. As can be seen from the report on that Consultation
Day, information and opinions were gathered on several different aspects of the future of Newick.
At the time of the first Consultation Day, some plots of land were already known to be available for
consideration for housing development. Subsequently, more plots were put forward by their
landowners, resulting in twelve in all. The Steering Group then decided that it would be helpful to
the residents if a second consultation day were to be organised, with the landowner and/or proposed
developer of each of the twelve possible housing construction sites allowed to explain what they
hoped to provide on their site.
The date set for the second Consultation Day was Saturday 8th June, 2013 and the event was again
held in Newick Village Hall. All residents were advised of the event by means of articles in
Newick Parish News (the parish magazine) and the Parish Council’s Newsletter, which as usual was
delivered to all households in the Parish. In addition, a leaflet inviting all residents to the
Consultation Day was delivered to all households about a week before the event. (See the
Appendix to this report for a copy of the leaflet.) The event was also advertised on the Newick
Community Website and on the Parish Council’s three notice boards, and two banner
advertisements for the event were displayed on The Village Green during the week before it.
For each of the possible development sites, the relevant landowner and/or proposed developer was
allowed a table and space behind it for display boards if desired. These landowner / developer
stations were arranged around the sides of the hall in the same geographical sequence as the
proposed sites lie around the Village of Newick. In the centre of the hall a map of the Village was
displayed, with all of the proposed sites identified, numbered and named. The number allocated to
each site was also displayed on the relevant landowner / developer table. Of the twelve sites, nine
had the landowner and/or a representative of the potential developer present. There were varying
levels of detail in the displays, but all landowners and developer representatives were willing to
discuss their proposed developments with the attendees.
On entering the hall, each attendee was asked to indicate where they lived by placing a dot on a
map of Newick or, for those living outside the area covered by the map, on the relevant adjacent
sheet located at the north, south, east or west edge of the map. (The map itself included the entire
Village of Newick plus much of the remainder of the Parish of Newick, but excluded parts in the
extreme south, east and north of the Parish.) Also, by means of colour coding the dots, the
attendees were asked to indicate whether or not they had attended the previous Consultation Day.
They were then each given a site-preference sheet, listing the twelve sites put forward by
landowners or developers, and asked to start by looking at the nearby board displaying the Parish
Council’s proposed Sustainability Matrix. This lists the Council’s proposed objectives, together
with the tests for checking compliance with those objectives, for assessing the relative sustainability
of the various proposed sites.
Also near the entrance was a table with copies of all of the documents produced so far for the
Neighbourhood Plan. At all times about six Parish Councillors, plus two representatives of Lewes
District Council’s planning department, were in the hall ready to answer any general questions
concerning the Neighbourhood Plan.
The site-preference sheets allowed each attendee, after visiting the central map and the landowner /
developer displays and asking whatever questions they wished, to indicate for each site whether or
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not they considered it suitable for development. The sheets also asked whether or not those
completing them lived in Newick, and had space on both the front and overleaf for the attendees to
add any comments they wished concerning the various sites. (See the Appendix to this report for a
copy of the site-preference sheet.)
Tables and chairs were provided to make completion of the sheets easier, and free refreshments
were made available to all attendees. Boxes were provided for collection of the completed sheets
which, though numbered sequentially in the order handed out, all remained anonymous.
A map of Newick similar to that displayed in the hall is provided overleaf. The attendees’ site
preferences and comments are summarised in the following sections of this report.
2. ATTENDEES
The dots placed on the map and adjacent sheets at the entrance to the hall, recorded a total of 285
attendees. The colour coding used indicated that 113 of these had also visited the previous
Consultation Day and the remaining 172 had not. The locations of the dots indicated that there
were 245 attendees who lived in or close to the Village of Newick, i.e. on the area covered by the
map itself. Of the remaining 40 attendees, 21 lived to the west of Newick; eight lived to the south;
six to the north; and five to the east.
The event had a few people present who did not place dots on the map or adjacent sheets discussed
above. About eight of these were the developers’ representatives and Lewes District Council
employees. The others were the few people that were seen bypassing the reception arrangements
and touring the hall without placing a dot. Thus in total there were approximately 300 people
present in all, for either all or part of the day.
Those that did not place a dot on the map or adjacent sheets were not offered a site-preference sheet
and young children were not offered one, but of the 285 individuals recorded on the map, 269 adults
accepted sheets. Of these, only fifteen failed to hand in their sheet or failed to complete it in any
way. Of the 254 attendees who completed or partially completed a sheet and handed it in, 198
stated that they lived in Newick, 25 stated that they did not, and the remaining 31 did not answer
that question. The latter perhaps failed to notice the question, as it was below and less conspicuous
than the main table they were asked to complete. Thus it is safe to assume that approximately 225
of the sheets were completed by Newick residents and about 30 were completed by those living
elsewhere.
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3 SITE PREFERENCES
The table below shows the number of attendees who indicated that they were in favour of or
opposed to each of the possible development sites. The total of the “YES” and “NO” votes cast in
the case of each site do not add up to 254, the total number of completed and returned sheets,
because some people did not express a view on all sites: the balance can be taken to be abstentions.
SITE
NO

SITE DESCRIPTION

YES VOTES

NO VOTES

YES
YES+NO

1

Mitchelswood Farm, Allington Road.
7.5 acres.

115

123

48.3%

2

Land to the East of Newick
Telephone Exchange. 3 acres.

184

45

80.3%

3

Land to the North of Cricketfield.
3.2 acres.

165

62

72.7%

4

55 Allington Road (and orchard
behind). 3 acres.

100

113

46.9%

5

Land South of 45 Allington Road.
3 acres.

98

124

44.1%

6

Garage/Showroom/House/Garden at
15 Church Road.

105

106

49.8%

7

Land at The Pines, 95 Allington
Road.
1 acre at East.

81

132

38.0%

8

Land at The Pines, 95 Allington
Road.
1.2 acres at West.

78

136

36.4%

9

Land to the East of Toll House, North
side A272. 2.7 acres.

79

128

37.8%

10

Ex-Woods Fruit Farm, Oakside,
South side A272. 9.9 acres.

90

121

42.7%

11

Land by twitten, The Rough/Paynters
Way. 0.12 acres.

129

99

56.6%

12

Land at Point House, 104 Allington
Road. 3 acres.

58

82

41.4%

With the exception of Site 1 and Site 12, the total of the “YES” and “NO” votes cast in the case of
each site was between 211 and 229. Site 1 had a rather higher total number of votes, 238, whilst
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Site 12 had a particularly low number of total votes, 140. Inspection of the site-preference sheets
suggests that the high number of total votes cast in the case of Site 1, was due to there being a
number of attendees who had called in purely to cast a vote in support of the proposed development
of that site. It is possible that these are users of the current facilities of Site 1, who wish to see them
maintained or improved as the landowner says they will be if the site is developed. The low
number of total votes cast in the case of Site 12, was probably due to the reasoning given by the
owner of that site for proposing it for development; the owner declared that he had no interest in
having it developed if the nearby Site 1 is not developed but, as he strongly opposed development
of Site 1, would put Site 12 forward for development if Site 1 received planning permission.
The last column of the above table gives the percentage of “YES” votes each site received,
compared with the total number of “YES” and “NO” votes cast in the case of that site.
As can be seen, the sites that received more votes in favour than against were the following:
Site 2, the land to the East of Newick Telephone Exchange (80.3% in favour),
Site 3, the land to the North of Cricketfield (72.7% in favour), and
Site 11, the land by the twitten between The Rough and Paynters Way (56.6% in favour).
The least popular sites were:
Site 8, the western parcel of land at The Pines, 95 Allington Road (36.4% in favour),
Site 9, the land to the East of Toll House, North side A272 (37.8% in favour), and
Site 7, the eastern parcel of land at The Pines, 95 Allington Road (38.0% in favour).
The other six sites each had a percentage in favour somewhere between 41.4% (Site 12) and 49.8%
(Site 6).
4. ATTENDEES COMMENTS
The attendees made good use of the opportunity to comment on the suitability of the various sites.
The comments have all been typed up and to allow the vast range of comments concerning each site
to be fairly summarised, they have been grouped on a site by site basis. In all they amount to fifty
pages of text, which is too much to append to this report. The following is believed to be a fair
summary of the vast majority of the comments made. Comments concerning past planning history,
speculation about development of a site leading to further neighbouring development in the future
and the potential loss of a view from an existing home, have been omitted from the summary: these
are not considered relevant in planning decision making. Comments about the fact that
developments would result in increased traffic on the A272 and greater pressure on local services
have been ignored, as they apply equally to all sites and cannot be influenced by a Neighbourhood
Plan. Derogatory comments have also been omitted, whether directed at landowners, developers or
the Parish Council, as have questions and statements that leave it unclear as to whether the writer
supports or opposes development of a particular site.
4.1 Comments Concerning Site 1, Mitchelswood Farm, Allington Road
This site received more comments than any other. Approximately 40% of the comments were
expressing points in support of the development of this site, with the other 60% expressing points in
opposition. Many of those expressing support for use of the site were doing so because of the
landowner’s expressed intention to include various sports facilities within the development. There
were also those, however, who questioned the future viability of such sports facilities within a
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relatively small village, and considered that they were more suited to remaining available in nearby
towns. The view was also expressed that in the absence of any firm guarantees, a developer of this
site may fail to provide the promised sports facilities. Another suggestion made was that it would
be better to expand Chailey’s sports facilities rather than develop sports facilities on this site.
Apart from the above-mentioned sports facility angle, the comments made in support of developing
this site were to the effect that:
i)
it would have the least impact on the Village,
ii)
children living there could walk to the school,
iii)
it has a bus stop nearby,
iv)
it has easy access to the A272, and
v)
it need not be too densely developed.
Several comments were made to the effect that only limited development should be allowed on this
site, or housing should only be allowed directly fronting Allington Road, i.e. they supported some
development here but not on the scale proposed at present by the landowner. The site was also said
to be suitable for starter homes only, it being too far from the Village centre for elderly residents.
The comments made in opposition to developing this site were to the effect that:
i)
it would be too big an extension of the village,
ii)
it would remove the “green belt” between Newick and Chailey,
iii)
it would perhaps lead to the merging of Newick and Chailey,
iv)
it would increase the problems of access to the A272,
v)
it would increase the traffic on the already busy Allington Road,
vi)
the residents would be too far from the Village centre’s shops and other amenities, and
vii)
the residents’ reliance on cars would increase the Village centre’s parking problems.
Some attendees suggested that the problem of increased traffic caused by a development on this site
would necessitate having a roundabout at the junction of Allington Road with the A272. Turning
Allington Road into a one-way road was also mooted. There was particular concern about
developing this site if there is also nearby development in Chailey.
4.2 Comments Concerning Site 2, Land to the East of Newick Telephone Exchange
Approximately 75% of the comments made concerning this site were expressing points in support
of its development, with the other 25% expressing points in opposition.
The comments made in support of developing this site were to the effect that:
i)
it is within easy walking distance of the shops and other Village amenities,
ii)
it balances the Village, putting the shops and other facilities nearer its centre,
iii)
it can easily be given access to the A272,
iv)
it is an unused, out of the way site, that is ideal for development, and
v)
it has no impact on Newick’s existing residential roads.
The comments made in opposition to developing this site were to the effect that:
i)
it would spoil the approach from the east to the Village Green and the adjacent
Conservation Areas,
ii)
it would extend the Village in a sprawl to the east,
iii)
it would extend the urban feel, and
iv)
people living in a Village do not expect to have houses built around them.
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Some attendees expressed concern about the access from the site to the A272, with some suggesting
that a mini-roundabout or traffic lights would be required. It was mentioned that the developer’s
proposal of a footpath from the development to Church Road would be essential. Also mentioned
was the fact that some residents of Bannisters Field would like to purchase some of the land, and
the fact that part of the site could be used for allotments. Comments were also made to the effect
that only bungalows or small homes should be built on this site, e.g. for starter homes or for
downsizing.
4.3 Comments Concerning Site 3, Land to the North of Cricketfield
Approximately 70% of the comments made concerning this site were expressing points in support
of its development, with the other 30% expressing points in opposition. There were also some
queries, mainly about traffic issues, from people expressing neither support nor opposition.
The comments made in support of developing this site were to the effect that:
i)
it is within easy walking distance of the shops and other Village amenities,
vi)
it is near the existing Village housing and a sensible extension to it,
vii)
it would give balance to the Village, and
viii) it would have little visual impact.
The comments made in opposition to developing this site were to the effect that:
i)
it is outside the Village and would encroach on the countryside,
ii)
there would be problems due to the increased traffic at the Newick Hill / A272 junction,
iii)
Newick Hill itself is too narrow for the increased traffic, and
iv)
there would be ecological impacts on lizards, birds and other wildlife.
Many attendees expressed views on how the junction between Newick Hill and the A272 should be
improved, many favouring a mini-roundabout but others wishing to avoid the street lighting that
might be required for a roundabout. Some suggested keeping the junction safe by restricting the
number of homes on this development, and there were also suggestions that a pavement be installed
along Newick Hill. Some of those in favour of developing this site considered that it should be
restricted to affordable and small homes and include bungalows. Use of the site for allotments was
also proposed.
4.4 Comments Concerning Site 4, 55 Allington Road (and orchard behind)
Some attendees commented on Sites 4 and 5 together. This was not surprising as the sites are
adjacent and at the time of the Consultation Day, the same developer was representing the
landowners of both sites. (This has since changed.) The following analysis takes account of the
comments on Site 4, plus the comments made regarding the two sites together.
Approximately 45% of the comments made concerning this site were expressing points in support
of its development, though in many cases for development of only the northern part of the site, with
the other 55% expressing points in opposition.
The comments made in support of developing this site were to the effect that:
i)
it is within easy walking distance of the school, shops and other Village amenities,
ii)
it is an unobtrusive site, and
iii)
it is close to the middle of the Village.
The comments made in opposition to developing this site were to the effect that:
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i)
ii)
iii)
iv)
v)

there is too much housing in Allington Road already,
it would not be in keeping with the existing linear development along Allington Road,
traffic from the site would flow straight into the middle of the Village or past the school,
Allington Road is already dangerous due to school traffic and parking, and
it encroaches too much onto open countryside, spoiling views and endangering wildlife.

Many attendees expressed the view that the plot should be developed, but not as far as the footpath
to its south, i.e. that only the northern part of the site should be built on; some suggested staying
within the present building line, some proposed development of only the northern half of the plot,
and some the northern two thirds of the plot. Many suggested use of the southern part for
allotments and one attendee suggested a wooded play area. Several attendees were concerned at the
density of the housing proposed by the developer and suggested lower density, and some suggested
use of this site for sheltered accommodation for the elderly or construction of bungalows only, and
provision of reasonably sized gardens. There were objections to construction of large homes on this
site.
4.5 Comments Concerning Site 5, Land South of 45 Allington Road
As stated above and no doubt for the reasons given above, some attendees commented on Sites 4
and 5 together. The following analysis takes account of the comments on Site 5, plus the comments
made regarding the two sites together.
Approximately 40% of the comments made concerning this site were expressing points in support
of its development, though in many cases for development of only the northern part of the site, with
the other 60% expressing points in opposition.
The comments made in support of developing this site were to the effect that:
i)
it is within easy walking distance of the school, shops and other Village amenities,
ii)
it is a secluded site, and
iii)
it is close to the middle of the Village.
The comments made in opposition to developing this site were to the effect that:
i)
it would not be in keeping with the existing linear development along Allington Road,
ii)
it encroaches too much onto open countryside, spoiling the views and the rural nature of
the area,
iii)
traffic from the site would flow straight into the middle of the Village or past the school,
iv)
Allington Road is already dangerous due to school traffic and parking, and
v)
the site would be more useful as allotments.
As for Site 4, many attendees expressed the view that the plot should be developed, but not as far as
the footpath to its south, i.e. that only the northern part of the site should be built on; some proposed
development of only the northern half of the plot, and some the northern two thirds of the plot.
Many suggested use of the southern part for allotments and one attendee suggested a wooded play
area. Several attendees were concerned at the density of the housing proposed by the developer and
suggested lower density, and some suggested use of this site for sheltered accommodation for the
elderly or construction of bungalows only. There were objections to construction of large homes on
this site, but support for starter and downsize homes. There were differing views on the access to
the site from Allington Road, some considering it good and others bad.
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4.6 Comments Concerning Site 6, Garage/Showroom/House/Garden at 15 Church Road
Approximately 45% of the comments made concerning this site were expressing points in support
of its development, with the other 55% expressing points in opposition.
The comments made in support of developing this site were to the effect that:
i)
it is in a central location close to the shops and other Village amenities,
ii)
it would eliminate the need to drive,
iii)
it could be part of the development to the east of the Village, and
iv)
it would in-fill and improve the appearance of this part of the Village.
The comments made in opposition to developing this site were to the effect that:
i)
we must not lose any more commercial / retail sites to housing in the Village centre,
ii)
people wish to see the garage retained as it is a valuable Village amenity, and
iii)
we need to keep jobs in the Village.
It was proposed that if the site is redeveloped, it should still be used as a retail or commercial space
in the Village. It was also suggested that the site could provide a much needed car park in the
Village centre. If used for housing, it was proposed that due to its central location it be for
retirement homes
4.7 Comments Concerning Site 7, eastern parcel of Land at The Pines, 95 Allington Road
Some attendees commented on Sites 7 and 8 together, no doubt because they are close to each
other, under the same ownership and were adjacent of the site-preference sheet. The following
analysis takes account of the comments on Site 7, plus the comments made regarding the two sites
together.
Approximately 35% of the comments made concerning this site were expressing points in support
of its development, with the other 65% expressing points in opposition.
The comments made in support of developing this site were to the effect that:
i)
it would form a good infill with low impact,
ii)
it could be a nice small development, and
iii)
it seems a good site.
The comments made in opposition to developing this site were to the effect that:
i)
it is too remote from the Village centre and its shops and other amenities,
ii)
it has poor access,
iii)
it would increase the problems of school traffic and congestion in Allington Road,
iv)
it would jut out into and spoil a rural area,
v)
all journeys from it would be by car, and
vi)
it would not be in keeping with the existing linear development along Allington Road.
Some attendees considered that they had too little information to form a measured view regarding
this site. Some considered that bungalows would be acceptable on this site, but that they should be
restricted to the north side of the plot, away from the footpath. There were differing views over
whether the site would be suitable for retirement homes, some saying its location and access are
unsuitable for that purpose but others supporting this use. A need for screening of the site by trees
was expressed.
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4.8 Comments Concerning Site 8, western parcel of Land at The Pines, 95 Allington Road
As stated above and no doubt for the reasons given above, some attendees commented on Sites 7
and 8 together. The following analysis takes account of the comments on Site 8, plus the comments
made regarding the two sites together.
Approximately 35% of the comments made concerning this site were expressing points in support
of its development, though many of these were subject to Site 1 also being developed, with the
other 65% expressing points in opposition.
The comments made in support of developing this site were to the effect that:
i)
it would form a good infill with low impact, and
ii)
it would be a good addition provided Site 1 is also developed.
The comments made in opposition to developing this site were to the effect that:
i)
it is too remote from the Village centre and its shops and other amenities,
ii)
it would increase the problems of school traffic and congestion in Allington Road,
iii)
it would jut out into and spoil a rural area,
iv)
it would constitute too much infilling, and
v)
it would not be in keeping with the existing linear development along Allington Road.
Some attendees considered that they had too little information to form a measured view regarding
this site. Some pointed out that for access reasons its development would only be possible if Site 1
is developed and access granted through it, whilst others considered that its addition to Site 1 would
make too large a development. Some considered that small dwellings / bungalows would be ideal
on this site, while others stated that it is too far from the Village for retirement homes. A need for
screening of the site by trees was expressed.
4.9 Comments Concerning Site 9, Land to the East of Toll House, North side of A272
Some attendees commented on Sites 9 and 10 together, perhaps because they were adjacent on the
comments sheet and/or because they are owned by members of the same family. The following
analysis takes account of the comments on Site 9, plus the comments made regarding the two sites
together.
Approximately 40% of the comments made concerning this site were expressing points in support
of its development, though many of these were subject to it becoming a car park, with the other
60% expressing points in opposition.
The comments made in support of developing this site were to the effect that:
i)
it has reasonable access to the Village centre and its shops and other amenities,
ii)
housing on it would provide balance to the Village Green, and
iii)
it would be a good infill.
The comments made in opposition to developing this site were to the effect that:
i)
there is no footpath in front of Toll House,
ii)
it would spread the Village boundary causing loss of its rural character,
iii)
green space is needed in the Village,
iv)
it could destroy the character of The Village Green
v)
it should be kept for Village events,
vi)
it would cause loss of views to Ashdown Forest and Fletching,
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vii)
viii)

extension of the Village to the east is undesirable, and
it would ruin the appearance of the Village at its entrance from the east.

Some attendees considered that they had too little information to form a measured view regarding
having housing on this site. However, many advocated use of the site as a car park, whilst some
suggested its use as a retail site and for allotments. The difficulty of crossing the A272 by this site
was mentioned by several people, and the question of safe vehicular access onto the A272 from the
site was queried. There was also a proposal that the site be purchased by the Village and kept for
Village events.
4.10 Comments Concerning Site 10, Ex-Woods Fruit Farm, Oakside, South side of A272
As stated above and perhaps for the reasons given above, some attendees commented on Sites 9 and
10 together. The following analysis takes account of the comments on Site 10, plus the comments
made regarding the two sites together.
Approximately 35% of the comments made concerning this site were expressing points in support
of its development, though some of these were subject to Site 2 also being developed, with the other
65% expressing points in opposition.
The comments made in support of developing this site were to the effect that:
i)
it is close to the Village centre and its shops and other amenities,
ii)
it is large enough to accommodate mixed housing
iii)
there is the potential to combine it with Site 2 and provide one comprehensive, phased
development of 100 houses over 20 years,
iv)
extension of the Village to the east would provide balance,
v)
the Village should be extended away from North Chailey, and
vi)
it would have a low impact on traffic within the Village.
The comments made in opposition to developing this site were to the effect that:
i)
it would extend the Village too far,
ii)
it would be too big a development,
iii)
its visual impact would spoil the entrance to the Village from the east,
iv)
it would make the Village too linear, and
v)
it would use open countryside which is also arable land.
Some attendees considered that they had too little information to form a measured view regarding
having housing on this site. Some expressed concern about the access from the site to the A272.
Of those that supported having housing on the site, some stated that it should be of rural style, and
some proposed small starter and downsize homes. Sheltered housing was also proposed on the
grounds that the site is reasonably near the shops. The need for a good footpath from the site to the
Village was stressed, and the suggestion was made that part of the site be used for allotments.
4.11 Comments Concerning Site 11, Land by twitten, The Rough/Paynters Way
Approximately 60% of the comments made concerning this site were expressing support for its use
for housing development, with the other 40% advocating its retention as an open space.
The comments made in support of developing this site were to the effect that:
i)
it would smarten up the area, and
ii)
the plot is very central to the Village and its amenities.
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The comments made in opposition to developing this site were to the effect that:
i)
it would be a loss of rare green space on Newick’s main housing estate.
Many attendees advocated using the space as a children’s play area: they appeared to be unaware of
the fact that it had been necessary to cease use of the area for that purpose many years ago, due to
the complaints of the neighbours about both the noise level and balls hitting their fences. Others
suggested use of the area for allotments, as a wild flower area with trees, and as a grass or brick
path maze. There were differing opinions on the subject of housing infill on this site, some stating
it was a good idea and others opposing it. Many stressed that it was essential that the twitten
running through the site, linking Vernons Road to The Rough, be retained, and two neighbours
stated that they hope to retain the temporary permission they have, allowing access to the land from
their back garden. The point was made by some attendees that sale of the site would provide the
Parish Council with funds that could be used for improvement works in the Village. Of those who
supported housing development on this site, most supported the construction of one or two
bungalows or small houses, perhaps suitable as retirement homes.
4.12 Comments Concerning Site 12, Land at Point House, 104 Allington Road
Many of the attendees comments concerning this site were neither clearly in favour of, nor clearly
opposed to, its development. This was due to the fact that the landowner stated that he was putting
Site 12 forward because he was opposed to the development of Site 1, and would only apply for
planning permission for Site 12 if Site 1 is developed. Some attendees stated that Site 12 should
only be developed if Site 1 is, whilst others stated that Site 12 should not be developed if Site 1 is.
Discounting the unclear comments and the comments dependent on what happens to Site 1,
approximately 30% of the remaining comments made concerning this site were expressing points in
support of its development, with the other 70% expressing points in opposition.
The comments made in support of developing this site were to the effect that:
i)
it would represent only a small extension of the Village, and
ii)
housing at this end of the Village avoids its commuters driving though the Village.
The comments made in opposition to developing this site were to the effect that:
i)
it is too far from the Village centre and its amenities,
ii)
all trips from it would be by car,
iii)
it would further increase the traffic on the already busy Allington Road,
iv)
it would increase problems at the busy junction between Allington Road and the A272,
v)
it would have too big a visual impact and spoil the Village approach from the west,
vi)
the entrance to Newick from the west should be kept green, and
vii)
it would extend the Village and link it to Chailey.
Those attendees who supported the development of this site proposed its use for a small number of
homes only. It was also suggested that Point House itself be extended and then divided into small
apartments. Maintaining the trees and hedges on the perimeter of the site was said to be important.
As was the case for Site 1, there was a proposal that the traffic problems of Allington Road be eased
by making it a one-way road.
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4.13 General Comments
Whilst the primary purpose of the Consultation Day was to collect views on the twelve possible
development sites, many attendees chose to add general comments on the second side of their sitepreference sheets. As these comments may be of value to the Steering Group when drafting the
Neighbourhood Plan, most of them are summarised below. All comments which relate to national,
county or district policy, or which for other reasons cannot be dealt with in a neighbourhood plan,
have been omitted from this summary.
The main general comments were:
i)
the Village needs more one and two bedroom affordable homes for local young people
and private starter homes, plus downsizing / retirement homes for local older people,
ii)
the Village needs no more five bedroom and very few new four bedroom houses,
iii)
all developments should be of mixed housing including bungalows for downsizing,
iv)
the residents need to work, so provision of more retail and other work opportunities
should be attempted in addition to homes,
v)
bus services should be increased as this will encourage their use to Haywards Heath
station, Lewes, Uckfield and Brighton and make them cost-efficient,
vi)
all new development should have twittens to enable walking through the developments
and linking with the rest of the Village,
vii)
there should be no street lighting in any new developments,
viii) cycle paths and other recreational facilities are required,
ix)
developments should be of low density with green space,
x)
sites closest to the Village shops and other amenities should be used,
xi)
sites along Allington Road should not be allowed unless they are right at the end by the
A272, to avoid further congestion with the school and playing fields traffic,
xii)
the developers of any sites permitted along Allington Road should contribute to new
footpaths and cycle lane and perhaps making it a one-way road,
xiii) the provision of “sleeping policemen” is needed on either side of the school,
xiv) all sites that go ahead should make some provision for allotments,
xv)
sites at the end of Allington Road will increase the number of cars in the Village,
xvi) for sites requiring a new access point onto the A272, great care is needed to avoid
creating road safety problems,
xvii) by 2030 we may need to be thinking about producing more food locally,
xviii) the Neighbourhood Plan must ensure that construction of the new housing is phased over
the period to 2030, not all built in the early years,
xix) Sites 2, 6 and 10 could be combined into one comprehensive development of 100
homes, constructed in a phased manner over the period to 2030, which would be good
planning in action similar to the successful Newick Village Plan of 1963,
xx)
Newick doesn’t need a swimming pool, gym etc: people that want them nearby should
live in a town,
xxi) for those making their final downsize, private retirement homes are needed near the
Village centre and bus routes, including some warden assisted homes,
xxii) development of a mix of small sites would better maintain the social, environmental,
economic and village character, whereas use of one large site would be lop-sided and
have deleterious effects on the Village,
xxiii) new sports facilities / sports fields are required, and
xxiv) as car parking at the health centre, The Village Green and the Post Office is already a
problem, developers of all new housing should be made to contribute towards provision
of additional parking in these areas.
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4.14 Comments related to Groups of Sites
Many attendees also offered comments related to particular groups of sites. These have not been
taken into account in the above analysis of comments made on a site-by-site basis, so are listed
below. Again, any such comments that cover issues that cannot be dealt with in a neighbourhood
plan, have been omitted from this summary, as have comments that just express support or
opposition to a group of sites without giving a reason.
The comments relating to groups of sites were:
i)
development of Sites 4, 5, 6, 7 and 8 would cause a lot of congestion during construction
and would extend the southern boundary of the Village, spoiling the wonderful views to
the south,
ii)
development of Sites 3, 4 and 5 should be ruled out due to the resulting traffic problems,
iii)
development of Sites 2 and 3 would have little impact on their surroundings,
iv)
development of Sites 1 and 12 should be ruled out to leave a green belt between Newick
and Chailey,
v)
development of Sites 1, 4, 5, 7, 8 and 12 should be ruled out because Allington Road is a
busy route with extensive parking in school term time and near the playing fields,
vi)
development of Sites 2, 3, 9 and 10 should be ruled out because of difficulties of access
to the A272 or alternatively traffic calming would be required,
vii)
Sites 2, 6, 9 and 10 should be developed because they are all near The Village Green,
which allows people to avoid using their cars to access the shops and other Village
facilities,
viii) combining Sites 2 and 6 in one development could provide better pedestrian access to
the Village centre but a through road must be avoided,
ix)
development of Sites 1, 2 and 10 would be preferable, rather than fitting 100 homes into
the smaller areas which would cause more disruption and take away open spaces near
the middle of the Village,
x)
development of Sites 3, 4, 7 and 8 should be ruled out because they are horticultural land
that could be used for allotments,
xi)
Sites 2, 3, 6, 9 and 10 should be developed because they are close to the Village centre
and would not add to the traffic on Allington Road, giving better road safety at the
school,
xii)
Sites 1, 8 and 12 are not sustainable due to distance from Village services and facilities,
xiii) Sites 1 and 2 should be developed because they are close to the A272, and
xiv) combining Sites 2, 6 and 10 could provide a variety of houses and business
opportunities.
5. CONCUSIONS
It was encouraging to find that at least 172 of the attendees had not visited the previous
Consultation Day, indicating that interest in the Neighbourhood Plan was increasing.
The comments made by the attendees will assist the Neighbourhood Plan Steering Group in their
attempt to draft a Neighbourhood Plan that the majority of residents will accept. Clearly some of
the comments made are in conflict with other comments, because inevitably some people have
views that differ from those of others. However, there are a number of useful proposals that the
majority will not disagree with.
The voting for particular sites indicated that only three sites had more than 50% of the attendees in
support of their development. These results give only an initial indication of what is preferred,
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because the Steering Group considers that further gauging of opinion is necessary, preferably with
an even higher number of participants than attended this Consultation Day. For this reason, it was
arranged that the Consultation Day be closely followed by a Neighbourhood Plan Questionnaire,
delivered to all household in the Parish of Newick.
Probably the greatest benefit gained from this Consultation Day was the fact that many of the
residents were able to see and hear what the landowners and potential developers of most of the
sites proposed. Hopefully, many of those residents will also have passed on some of the
information gained from the Consultation Day to any of their friends and neighbours who did not
attend it. The residents of Newick were better informed, therefore, when the time came to complete
their Neighbourhood Plan Questionnaires.
An added benefit was the fact that people who did not receive the Questionnaire because they live
outside the Parish of Newick, many of whom use facilities within Newick, were able to indicate
their opinions.

Linda Farmer
Admin support, on behalf of Newick Parish Council’s Neighbourhood Plan Steering Group
27.08.2013
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Appendix to Report on Newick Neighbourhood Plan Consultation Day of
Saturday 8th June 2013

Invitation Leaflet
Site Preference Form
Photographs of Event

17

SECOND CONSULTATION DAY FOR THE
NEIGHBOURHOOD PLAN
SATURDAY 8TH JUNE, 2013 10.00 A.M. – 4.00 P.M
NEWICK VILLAGE HALL, WESTERN ROAD
FREE REFRESHMENTS – ALL AGES WELCOME
PLEASE COME ALONG AND CONSIDER THE SHLAA SITES THAT HAVE BEEN PUT
FORWARD FOR HOUSING DEVELOPMENT IN NEWICK ALONG WITH
ADDITIONAL PLOTS OF LAND PUT FORWARD BY LANDOWNERS SINCE THE
LAST CONSULTATION

MAKE YOUR VIEWS KNOWN
Neighbourhood Plan Steering Group for Newick Parish Council
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SECOND CONSULTATION DAY FOR THE NEWICK NEIGHBOURHOOD DEVEOPMENT PLAN
REVIEW OF POTENTIAL DEVELOPMENT SITES
SATURDAY 8th JUNE 2013
YOUR VIEWS ARE IMPORTANT AND WILL BE TAKEN INTO CONSIDERATION
PLEASE LOOK AT ALL THE INFORMATION DISPLAYED IN THE HALL AND INDICATE BELOW,
WHETHER OR NOT YOU THINK THAT EACH SITE IS SUITABLE FOR DEVELOPMENT :SITE NO

SITE DESCRIPTION

YES

1

Mitchelswood Farm, Allington Road.
7.5 acres. SHLAA Site 16NW

2

Land to the East of Newick Telephone
Exchange. 3 acres. SHLAA Site 11NW

3

Land to the North of Cricketfield.
3.2 acres.
SHLAA Site 08NW

4

55 Allington Road (and orchard
behind). 3 acres. SHLAA Site 10NW

5

Land South of 45 Allington Road.
3 acres.
NPC HLA Site N01

6

Garage/Showroom/House/Garden at
15 Church Road. NPC HLA Site N02

7

Land at The Pines, 95 Allington Road.
1 acre at East. NPC HLA Site N03

8

Land at The Pines, 95 Allington Road.
1.2 acres at West. NPC HLA Site N04

9

Land to the East of Toll House, North
side A272. 2.7 acres. NPC HLA Site N05

10

Ex-Woods Fruit Farm, Oakside, South
side A272. 9.9 acres. NPC HLA Site N06

11

Land by twitten, The Rough/Paynters
Way. 0.12 acres. NPC HLA Site N07

12

Land at Point House, 104 Allington
Road. 3 acres. NPC HLA Site N08

NO

BRIEF COMMENT

PLEASE ENTER ANY FURTHER COMMENTS REGARDING THESE SITES ON THE BACK OF THIS
FORM USING THE SITE REFERENCE NUMBERS AS SHOWN ABOVE. ONCE COMPLETED, PLEASE
PLACE THE FORM IN ONE OF THE BOXES
PROVIDED.
Are you resident in the Parish of Newick ?

yes
(please delete as appropriate)
THANK YOU FOR PARTICIPATING

19

no

SECOND CONSULTATION DAY FOR THE NEWICK NEIGHBOURHOOD DEVEOPMENT PLAN
REVIEW OF POTENTIAL DEVELOPMENT SITES
SATURDAY 8th JUNE 2013
Site No
ADDITIONAL COMMENTS
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