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NOTICE	FROM	THE	CHAILEY	NEIGHBOURHOOD	PLAN	STEERING	GROUP	

RESULTS	OF	THE	“SHAPING	CHAILEY”	QUESTIONNAIRE	

OVERALL	RESULTS	

	We	have	received	and	analysed	the	responses	from	125	villagers.	The	Parish	Council	
thanks	all	of	those	who	chose	to	respond	to	the	questionnaire	–	it	is,	even	now,	not	
too	late	to	make	your	views	known.	

The	responses	showed	that	the	best	perceived	features	of	the	village	are	those	
associated	with	its	quiet	rural	setting	and	environment,	in	particular	the	Common,	
the	overall	rural	feel	of	Chailey	and	the	beauty	of	the	surrounding	countryside	–	
especially	the	South	Downs.	

On	the	other	hand,	respondents	identified	a	number	of	aspects	of	Chailey	where	
they	judged	there	to	be	considerable	scope	for	improvement:	job	opportunities,	
public	transport	services,	leisure	facilities	and	shops.	Weak	community	spirit,	which	
is	exacerbated	by	the	extremely	dispersed	location	of	the	village	and	the	absence	of	
a	recognisable	village	hub,	was	another	negative	factor.	The	balance	between	praise	
and	criticisms	for	the	main	village	facilities	and	infrastructure	was	as	follows:	Job	
Opportunities:	-90;	Public	Transport:	-73;	Leisure	Facilities:	-59;	Shops:-41;	Housing:	
+6.	

THE	RESPONDENTS	

	Every	respondent	bar	one	lived	in	Chailey	–	the	sole	exception	was	someone	who	
has	moved	away	since	completing	the	questionnaire.	24%	of	respondents	were	
active	in	some	local	group;	12%	ran	businesses	locally	and	9%	worked	in	Chailey.90%	
used	the	shops	in	Chailey,	74%	used	the	pubs,	77%	the	Common,	70%	the	footpaths	
around	the	village,	32%	social	facilities,	10%		educational	establishments	and	6%	the	
sports	facilities.	89%	used	a	car	as	their	main	method	of	getting	around	the	village,	
30%	walked	and	13%	used	busses.	

DETAILED	FINDINGS	

a)	The	Adequacy	of	Village	Facilities	

	76%	of	respondents	described	job	opportunities	in	the	village	as	poor	or	
inadequate.	Public	transport	was	rated	as	poor	or	inadequate	by	61%.	Leisure	
facilities	were	judged	similarly	by	59%.	Village	shops	fared	only	a	little	better	–	46%	
rated	them	inadequate	whilst	17%	found	them	to	be	excellent	or	good.	The	one	
overall	positive	response	related	to	housing	in	the	village.	27%	rated	it	excellent	or	
good,	slightly	more	than	the	22%	who	rated	it	poor	or	inadequate.	
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Housing	Needs	

	The	vast	majority	of	respondents	accepted	the	need	for	some	more	houses	in	the	
village,	provided	they	were	of	the	right	type	,built	in	the	right	places	–	e.g.	not	ribbon	
development	along	the	A	roads,	were	built		in	small	developments,	and		of	
appropriate	design	in	keeping	with	a	rural	village.		9%	of	respondents	were	opposed	
to	any	more	houses	being	built	in	Chailey.	

As	regards	the	size	of	new	houses,	43%	favoured	1/2	bedrooms;	28%	3/4	bedrooms;	
2%	5/6	bedrooms.	As	regards	the	type	of	new	houses,	55%	supported	starter	homes,	
24%	family	houses,	16%	sheltered	housing,	11%	bungalows	and	10%	apartments.	2%	
of	respondents	specified	that	all	new	housing	in	Chailey	should	be	limited	to	
affordable	homes.		

c)	Job	Opportunities	in	Chailey	

65%	of	respondents	judged	these	to	be	poor,	very	poor	or	non-	existent.	Only	3.5%	
judged	them	to	be	good	and	no	one	rated	them	excellent.	

Strength	of	the	Sense	of	Community	in	Chailey	

54%	of	respondents	judged	this	to	be	Fairly	Strong	or	better	(Strong	or	Very	Strong).	
36%	judged	it	to	be	weak	or	worse.	Geography	-	the	spread	out	nature	of	the	village	
–	was	cited	as	the	major	factor	which	worked	against	a	stronger	sense	of	
community,	despite	the	sterling	efforts	of	the	churches,	“Chailey	News”	and	the	
Bonfire	Society.				

	Priorities	for	the	Neighbourhood	Plan		

	The	responses	suggest	that	housing	is	a	prime	concern	in	the	parish.	9%	of	
respondents	viewed	the	Plan	as	the	vehicle	to	prevent	any	further	house	building	in	
the	village;	4%	want	the	Plan	to	prescribe	that	all	new	building	in	the	village	should	
be	affordable	housing	for	the	young;	22%	want	the	Plan	to	determine	the	type	and	
nature	of	all	future	building	in	the	village;	7%	want	the	Plan	to	prescribe	the	specific	
locations	for	future	house	building	in	Chailey.		16%	stated	that	the	Plan	must	include	
policies	designed	specifically	to	maintain	the	village’s	peaceful,	rural	nature,	
including	previsions	to	ensure	that	new	building	occurs	in	small	scale	developments	
and	NOT	in	mega	estates.	

	Communications	in	the	widest	sense	also	featured	strongly	in	the	responses.	18%	of	
respondents	want	the	Plan	to	include	policies	to	improve	the	quality	of	public	
transport	serving	the	village.	9%	want	specific	provisions	to	ensure	that	a	footpath,	
suitable	in	all	weathers	for	prams,	buggies	and	cycles,	is	built	alongside	the	A275	
from	the	King’s	Head	cross	roads	to	St.	Peter’s	School;	8%	want	the	Plan	to	establish	

7



3	

	

more	street	lighting;	9%	want	the	Plan	to	address	road	safety	issues;	2%	want	the	
Plan	to	support	increased	and	improved	children’s	playgrounds.	

	Reflecting	concerns	expressed	about	the	relatively	poor	strength	of	community	
spirit,	10%	of	respondents	want	the	Plan	to	include	policies	specifically	designed	to	
enhance	community	spirit	in	Chailey.	

NEXT	STEPS	

In	the	light	of	the	responses	to	the	questionnaire,	the	Neighbourhood	Plan	Steering	
Group	is	preparing	a	statement	of	what	the	village	should	be	like	in	2030,	the	end	of	
the	period	covered	by	the	Plan.	Three	Task	Groups	-	on	housing;	economic	
development	&	transport;	and	community	facilities	&	the	environment	–	comprising	
villagers	who	are	interested	in	these	topics,	Steering	Group	members	and	parish	
councillors,	will	develop	policies	needed	to	realise	the	2030	vision.	Villagers	will	be	
consulted,	before	the	Plan	is	finalised,	about	the	vision	and	its	supporting	policies.		

If	you	wish	to	be	involved	in	the	next	stages	of	the	preparation	of	the	
Neighbourhood	Plan,	please	register	your	interest	with	the	Parish	Clerk	(01444	
831453	or	chaileypc@btconnect.com).		
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Environment and design. 

 
Background 
Prior to the 1850's and the construction of the railways, the area of Sussex between Ashdown 
Forest and the South Downs (known as the low Weald) was rural and sparsely populated, with 
small villages, isolated houses and small-scale, locally-based industry. Many of the larger houses 
originated in the medieval period and, together with some more modest cottages, survive today 
and form the core of our Listed Buildings and Conservation Areas. Typically, these were timber 
framed, with local stock brick and clay tile roofs, but some more expensive buildings used local 
sandstones and Horsham stone roofs. Flint is also used. The roofs were characteristically steep, 
compared to modern construction. Nevertheless, notwithstanding it's rural character,Chailey was 
comparatively well served by highways, with the modern A275 and A272 corridors closely following 
earlier routes, many hundreds of years old. 
 
With the coming of the railways, more particularly the construction of the Lewes – East Grinstead 
line, in the early 1880's, development increased and new bulding techniques and materials were 
introduced. Initially, stock bricks were still predominant, but were now mass-produced, and some 
natural slates took the place of clay tiles. However, traditions of brick, flint, tile and timber 
weatherboarding and varied roof patterns were still followed. 
 
Significant changes in the style and construction of buildings came with availability of cheap road 
transport following WW2. Mass-produced and fletton bricks came from the Midlands; concrete roof 
tiles became available in flat and pantile forms. Windows and doors were made in factories to 
standard patterns, rather than by local joiners; later, plastic and upvc replaced timber and metal in 
doors, windows and pipes. With a few exceptions, new developments and infil in Chailey from this 
time (say 1960 – 1980) have no obvious design theme, or link to the traditional designs and 
materials of the Low Weald. Examples can be seen in infil and ribbon (along roads) developments 
from this period, a particularly good example being in Lower Station Road where there is a marked 
contrast between the fine Edwardian houses and the modern replacements on the former railway 
land. However these tend to have the saving grace of being small-scale, with large gardens, 
mature landscaping and of varied design, largely by local builders. 
 
The original core of Chailey was centred on St Peter's Church but two other areas have been 
created by ribbon development straggling along roads in South Chailey and North Common. The 
visual impact of such development has been a concern for many years and was the subject of 
legislation in the 1930's. 
 
Within the countryside (and commercial areas) small brick and tile sheds have been replaced with 
much larger utilitarian of sheet metal and fibre sheets. 
 
Turning back to residential developments, the provision of housing since the 1980's has been 
dominated by estates, blocks of housing of uniform design carried out by a single developer and 
based on a design book which might cover the whole country; houses now familiar in Chailey might 
be just as familiar to residents of Truro or Doncaster, but have little connection to the houses which 
came before. These developments probably brought more affordable housing to more people than 
would have been achieved otherwise, but are also the source of most of the current criticism of the 
quality of our built environment. 
 
Policies 
 
National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF); Lewes Local Plan 2003; and Core Strategy 2016.  
 
It is  relevant to mention some of the policies on design and development in the Lewes Local Plan 
2003, as it is still part of the Development Plan, but also because some of the same themes are 
included in the Core Strategy. 
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Initial public comments 
Residents accepted the need for more housing in Chailey, provided they were of the right type and 
in the right places. For example, small developments, of appropriate design in keeping with the 
Village and not ribbon development. Smaller dwellings were clearly preferred.                                          
 
Existing character – Listed Buildings 
 
There are a large number of Buildings in Chailey which are protected from demolition and 
inappropriate alteration by their designation as Listed Buildings. They are listed because of their 
architectural and/or historical importance and are graded II* or II.  Unauthorised works including to 
boundaries or features in gardens may constitute a criminal offence; these buildings are the core of 
the character of Chailey and should be protected. The regulation of Listed Buildings and the 
implementation of legislation is vested in Lewes District Council (LDC) and Historic England, but it 
is considered that the NP should include a supportive policy: 
 
Listed Buildings should be preserved and conserved and not affected by adverse alterations, 
including inappropriate additions in the curtilege or within their setting. 
 
Existing character – Conservation Areas 
 
Since the late1960's Lewes District Council, as local planning authority (LPA), has been able to 
declare Conservation Areas to protect and enhance areas of particular character. The main 
purposes of such Areas are to prevent unauthorised demolition of non-listed buildings and to 
ensure that new development protects and enhances the area; less development can be carried 
out without planning permission and there are requirements to advertise planning applications. 
Conservation Areas are usually, but not exclusively, centred on a core of Listed Buildings, which is 
the case in Chailey. The only Conservation Area is, understandably, centred on the historic core of 
Listed Buildings around St Peter's Church. With continuing pressure for new building, it is 
important that the existing character is preserved and enhanced, including both the buildings, the 
spaces between and the setting. 
 
Planning permission should not be granted for any development which would detract from the 
character of the Conservation Area. Any new development should enhance the Conservation Area 
including surrounding spaces and the setting of the Area. 
 
There is scope in a NP to recommend new Conservation Areas, or extensions to the existing, and 
it is incumbent on LPA's to carry out a periodic review of CAs. In this instance, one area stands out 
as being appropriate for a CA, or an extension to the existing. This is around Roeheath, where the 
historic open space is framed by Listed Buildings, which extend along both roads. 
 
Two other areas are also worthy of consideration and review: 
(i)The area and buildings around the windmill, the historic centre of Sussex, with the adjacent 
former buildings of the Heritage. Whilst the latter have been converted to residential, their 
character has been retained as attractive buildings in an historic setting. 
(ii)The current Heritage buildings which, although comparatively modern, form an attractive group, 
around a period core and are of considerable importance to Sussex. 
 
Boundaries will be prepared for possible declaration of further Conservation Areas and LDC asked 
to consider the declaration at a convenient review. 
 
New development 
 
New development is one of the most controversial aspects of planning policy, the design and 
quality of which has been one of the most frequent comments in the Neighbourhood Plan process. 
Inevitably, Chailey will experience new development for the duration of this Plan (up to 2030), as it 
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has done for a thousand years. The Parish Council has accepted that land for up to 40 dwellings 
will be allocated by LDC as part of the Local Plan process, which is currently underway. The Parish 
Council does not wish the specific allocation of those dwellings to be part of this Plan, rather it will 
be determined by LDC after consultation with the Parish Council, residents, local organisations and 
businesses; there will be further opportunities for all parties to comment on the land for 
development. Representations received so far seem to support this approach. However, whilst 
accepting new housing, there are strong feelings that it should meet the needs of Chailey as a 
community, that it should not be dominated by large, detached houses and that the designs should 
be in improvement on recent examples. 
One of the major purposes of this Plan is to reconcile this inevitability of more housing with 
achieving designs much more in keeping with the traditions of the area and the aspirations of local 
people. Much of this housing is likely to be in the form of estate development, so our approach has 
been to look at a selection of recent developments in Chailey and to pick out the good and bad 
points in design and location so that some guidance can be included in the Plan for new 
development.   Members of the NP team have also spoken to residents of these sites. 
Using the examples in the appendix and comments made in the consultation events, it is 
suggested that development should be based on the following approach: 
 Location 
(a) The Local Plan should include a defined development boundary (DB) in order to regulate 
development, to maintain the existing character and to ensure sustainable development. 
(b) For similar reasons, the open space between the DB's should be retained and ribbon 
development avoided. 
(c) It is accepted that infill development may occur within the DB's, but this should be sympathetic 
to the individual characteristics of the 3 centres. Development in rear gardens should be 
considered with particular care because of the loss of space between buildings and the impact on 
the amenities of neighbours. 
(d) Beyond 2030 new development should be centred on South Chailey. 
Character of new build - estates 
(e) The views expressed by residents, the housing-needs information and the assessments in 
Appendix 1 show that new estate development should have a predominance of smaller, one and 
two bedroom dwellings, including mixes of terraces, flats and semis. 
(f) The detailed designs of new build should incorporate local characteristics, such as “cat-slide” or 
barn hip roofs and windows of traditional form; unbalanced and UPVC windows are inappropriate. 
(g) Parking should not be excessive and accommodated primarily in shared, landscaped areas. 
Extensive and prominent hardsurfacing is inappropriate. 
(h) Landscaping, planting, means of enclosure and the treatment of hardsurfacing should be 
integral to designs. “Gated” estates are unacceptable to the community, appearance and character 
of Chailey. 
Materials 
(i) Roofs should be of adequate pitch to allow the use of plain clay tiles (min 35 deg for machine-
made). Bold, rolled tiles, pantiles and large concrete flat tiles are alien to Chailey. Natural slates 
may be acceptable on shallower pitches. On Listed Buildings, the original materials should be 
used, with hand-made clay tiles, natural slates and Horsham stone most appropriate. 
(j) The most desirable wall material is Chailey stock brick; other bricks, notably from Freshfield 
Lane and West Hoathly, may be appropriate. Alternative materials on limited areas may be render, 
tile hanging and wooden weatherboarding, subject to details. 
Character of Infill development 
(k) Within conservation areas or in sensitive settings, a traditional approach to design should be 
adopted. Elsewhere, whether modern design or traditional, quality, particularly in materials, is the 
determining issue. 
 
Extensions to existing dwellings 
The Parish includes many examples of modern extensions to existing houses. These are most 
successful when the original appearance of the house remains predominant and distinct. The least 
successful are where the extension rivals or overbears; this might be because they are too wide or 
too high.   It might be a lack of harmony caused by unbalanced windows, doors, roofline or 
inappropriate materials. 
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(l) To avoid unbalanced and overbearing relationships with the existing building, extensions should 
be subservient to the existing house in terms of height, width and forward extension. The use of 
design details should not be discordant. 
 
Residential amenity. 
It has long been recognised that, inevitably, infill development, close to boundaries will have an 
impact on the occupiers of adjacent dwellings and LPA's will try to ensure that development can be 
allowed without the impact becoming unreasonable. This is a serious consideration and it is 
considered that the NP should place a priority on protecting the amenities of adjacent residents. 
Even within developments, new residents should not experience inadequate levels of amenity.  
(m) It is appropriate that the LPA consider the impact of new development on the amenities of 
existing, proposed and neighbouring residents. Relevant topics for consideration are loss of light, 
loss of privacy and overlooking, overbearing structures, noise disturbance and pollution. 
 
Fencing and walls 
These means of enclosure within new development will usually be regulated by condition and 
those adjacent to a highway and above 1m in height will require planning permission.  Prominent 
and unsightly fences, out of character with their location should be avoided; they separate and 
insulate occupiers from the community of which they are part. Their appearance soon deteriorates 
when compared to hedges or brick walls. “Gated” developments are even more alienating.  In 
prominent locations, fences are often visually intrusive and break continuity of habitat, whilst with 
careful planting a fence need not be disruptive to the street scene or habitat. 
(n) Planning permission should not be granted for walls, fences or gates where they are obtrusive 
and out of character with the rural area, or overbearing and disruptive to a street scene; the 
preference is for hedge planting, with sympathetic means of enclosure, where necessary and 
appropriate. Close-boarded and panel fencing is inappropriate in prominent locations. Hedges and 
planting should predominate in the countryside, with properly detailed and capped walls within the 
DB. 
 
 
 
Whitegates Close, South Chailey  
Dating from the 1980's, Whitegates Close suffers from the typical criticisms of speculative 
development of this time. The elevations are plain, with poorly-proportioned windows; the bricks 
are of poor texture, with nothing in common with local stock bricks. The roof pitches are much 
shallower than traditional, necessitating the use of large, heavy concrete interlocking tiles. 
However, the elevations are relieved by porches and the use of the slopes to step roofline and 
elevations and the houses are low maintenance. The use of terraces in a square of small dwellings 
and unobtrusive shared parking areas means that a high density of houses can be achieved, but 
with uncharacterisitcally generous open landscape and play space, without excessive hard 
surfacing. The provision of some larger detached houses, varies the townscape. The development 
is close to the centre of South Chailey and on the 121 bus route. 
In summary, this is a popular development offering a sustainable, safe and pleasant environment 
and one of the main sources of cheaper accommodation in the Parish.  More attention to the detail 
of the materials would have been welcome. 
 
Swan Close, South Chailey 
Close to Whitegates Close, but dating from a slightly later period, it has the same advantages of 
central location and access to public transport. It is another example of a developer's estate, but 
smaller and aimed solely at one market. These are larger, detached houses with little variation, 
although some effort has been made to use what are seen as traditional building materials in stock 
bricks, plain clay tiles and variation in roof slopes. Nevertheless, the result is a far more fussy 
appearance and includes dark elevations which probably looked better on the drawing board than 
in reality.  They are also too wide, compared to their height. 
However, the overriding impression of this development is its cramped form caused by the 
excessive size of the houses, their proximity to the road and each other, the dominance of cars and 
hardsurfacing in the street scene and the lack of space for softening landscaping. 
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New Heritage, North Common. 
This is the largest and most recent of developments in Chailey.  Some effort seems to have gone 
into making the design appropriate to its setting; thus we have a local stock brick and some plain 
tiles with some interesting groupings of houses and a “village green” effect on the main approach 
road. There is some tile hanging, varied roofline and painted elevations which give a different mix, 
but the smaller, plainer groups of buildings and terraces give a much stronger townscape. This 
cohesiveness which could have been achieved in a development of this size is lost where there are 
ranks of detached houses along frontages. One of the worst aspects is the very heavy rolled roof 
tile, entirely alien to Chailey and very obtrusive in this townscape; contrast these with the fewer 
number of houses which have used plain tiles. 
 
On parts of the estate, parking areas dominate obtrusively and, in common with much of  new 
estate development, parking at evenings and weekends is exacerbated by garages that are not 
used for car parking, creating parking problems. 
 
One might appreciate the reasons why planning permission was granted for the development of 
this “brownfield” land, but it is in a remote, unsustainable location, away from facilities such as 
schools, shops and employment, and distant from public transport; cars have to be used for the 
majority of journeys There is no footpath or street lighting. It is difficult for residents to take part in 
the community of Chailey or to seek support from it. It has also proved difficult to implement the 
infrastructure and planning gains that were integral to the planning permission. The development 
has also markedly increased traffic on narrow country lanes and through the Common. 
 
Grantham Close, South Chailey 
Although pre-dating the other examples, Grantham Close can draw together some of the issues 
and features which have been highlighted in the assessment of the other developments. It is a 
sheltered development for older residents of Chailey, but some conclusions can be drawn which 
are applicable to all developments and it must be remembered that the promoters of this scheme 
were also working with tight financial constraints. 
 
Local stock bricks, machine-made plain clay tile roofs with barn hips and “cat-slides”, varied and 
articulated elevations with tile hanging, generous mature landscaping and group parking have 
produced a large number of flats in an extremely attractive manner. The flats are occupied by the 
more elderly, but active residents and the development provides affordable and very attractive 
accommodation meeting the needs of local people in a sustainable and accessible location. There 
is no reason why new, market, development cannot imitate many of these advantages. 
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lOth August 1989 

TO : Chairman and Councillors, Chailey Parish Council 

Dear Sirs; 

RE : VILLAGE APPRAISAL 

On behalf of the members of the Village Appraisal committee 
I have pleasure in presenting to you the completed report for 
your consideration . I trust you will find that the statistics 
and comments provide the information that you were looking for 
back in the early days of 1987 . 
Whilst the committee have given opinions and made some 
recommendations, no attempt has been made to suggest priorities. 
It is recognised that many of the recommendations ~an be achieved 
by initiatives on the part of groups of residents with possible 
help and advice from the Council. But- there are some proposals 
requiring policies and an on-going programme over a number of 
years which should remain the responsibility of parish and 
district Councils. 
The committ€e trusts that this report should be made as widely 
available as possible to both District and County Council 
Departments in order that they ~ay take due note of all matters 
which might influence their planning both short or long term· 
particularly with regards to the proposed Northern Area Plan. 
Signed on behalf of the Village Appraisal Committee 

CHAIRMAN 

Committee Members 
Robin Cooksey 
Chris Fisher 
Diana Atkins 
Alison Bullar 

Kenneth Fry 
Susannah Baker 
Robert Mandale 
Michael Rider 

Robin Smith 
James Tillard 
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CHAILEY VILLAGE APPRAISAL 

1 . THE BACKGROUND 

Back in 1987, the increasing pressures of development were felt in 
Chailey as in so many rural and village communities like ours. Concern 
was expressed among Chailey residents and in the Parish Council that 
many issues affecting us all too often found us unprepared and lacking 
knowle-dge of the true facts when crucial decisions had to be made . A 
Village Appraisal seemed to be the answer and on 21st April, 1987, the 
proposal was formally ratified to appoint a committee to carry out the 
task. The members were local residents who had expressed an interest in 
helping. They were brought together _ f or their first meeting on 11th 
May, 1987 . They had no special representation or bias but proved to 
have a variety of interests and skills . 

In the absence of precise terms of reference, the committee decided 
that a Village Appraisal should reflect every aspect of community life 
and the purpose and aim would be : 

1. To carry out a stocktaking and audit of village assets and needs . 

2 . To compile for presentation to the Parish Council, a report 
reviewing and analysing information gathered, identifying areas of 
concern and interest. 

3. To make 
adopted 
village. 

such recommendations as the community considers should be 
to maintain and enhance the quality of life in the 

The committee very quickly became aware that Chailey was not a true 
village in the physical sense (despite the title of the appraisal) but 
a collection of distinct community areas within a very large parish, 
having two main centres of activity, viz. North and South Chailey, each 
with its own s .ense of identity and concerns. This would clearly make 
itself felt in any opinions and must be expressed in the final report. 

The Questionnaire 

Much of the information that was needed was available as a matter of 
record and study. However, the personal opinions, backgrounds, ways of 
life, needs and hopes of the Chailey people could only be discovered by 
asking. The questionnaire, directed at every household in the Parish, 
set out to obtain this information. The range of questions appeared 
limitless and the draft document had to be severely reduced in its 
coverage in order to keep costs within reason. 

Response to questionnaire Households in Chailey Parish 
Questionnaires completed and returned 
Questionnaires returned unanswered 
Households unavailable or not visited 

The age groups of the respondents were:- 18 - 25 years 
25 - 50 years 
50 - 65 years 
65+ years 

121 
630 
332 
224 

1 

908 
672 (74%) 

60 (7%) 
176 (19%) 
908 

( 9.3%) 
(48.2%) 
(25.4%) 
(17.1%) 
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2. GEOGRAPHY 

From the Anglo Saxon word CRAG meaning 'gorse', and the word LEY still 
used today to denote an open space or clearing, the name of CPl.ailey 
evolved. 

Our parish is just over five miles from north to south and three miles 
from east to west. It lies almost centrally on the Greenwich Meridian 0 
and occupies an · area of approximately 6, 000 acres of generally flat 
Wealden clay but with a sandy outcrop towards the north of the parish 

· ~eaching 40 metres above the general level. 

The Ordnance Survey map of 1974 indicates roughly 17% woodland, but it 
is known that some felling has occurred in the central part, and the 
true figure may well be below 15%. A further 10% is represented by 
Chailey Commons. The common to the north -west of the parish has been 
designated a nature reserve . 

A short northern boundary is marked by the River Ouse, once navigable 
commercially to this point and flowing eastwards . Two tributal streams 
flow eastward; Longford stream bisects the parish, the other, Bevern 
stream, forms part of the south east parish boundary . 

There are two major roads, the A275 and the A272, the former north to 
south - Wych Cross to Lewes - the latter east to west - Kent border to 
Stockbridge, Hants. They cross at the King's Head public house at North 
Chailey, with the A272 having priority. Both of these roads carry heavy 
traffic, particularly in the summer months. The only other classified 
road is the B2183 linking the A272 to the A275 across Chailey Common. 

Map (A) indicates the ~eparate areas of settlement. North Common, South 
Street and South Common contain the majority of the population and are 
the areas subject to deveiopment pressures. All three lie directly 
along one of the two main roads. 

Map (B) highlights Chailey' s proximity to large commercial centres, 
such as Haywards Heath and Lewes; new business parks in Uckfield and 
Maresfield, the motorway and Gatwick Airport. All of them outside the 
parish boundary, but all influencing life within it. 

3. POPUlATION 

The population of the parish recorded at the 1981 census was 2353 
people. This was an increase of 8% from the figures in the 1971 census. 
The percentage increase. during the last 20 y~ars of 18% is similar to 
other parishes . in the County. During this period the small country 
towns have increased by 23% while the populatiQn of the County as a 
whole has only increased by 11%. 

The 1981 census included an institutional pop~ation of 186: 142 young 
people · under the age of 16 at the Heritage and 44 older people at 
Pouchlands and the Martlets. At the time of the Parish Appraisal this 
figure was probably similar; the . loss at Pouchlands has been compen
sated by the addition of Green Acres. 
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The number of households recorded in the 1981 census was 760. Excluding 
the institutional population, this provides an average household size 
of 2.8, which is higher than the County average of 2.5, b~t similar to 
other parishes in the Lewes District. A calculation from the Appraisal 
questionnaires, confirms that this household size still applies. 

The 1987 electoral roll recorded a total of_ 908 units, an increase of 
148 households. The population at the time of the Village Appraisal is 
therefore estimated to be 2,700. 

Housing commitment (i . e. houses under construction at the time of the 
Appraisal plus outstanding planning permission) will provide an 
additional 95 units suggesting a projected population of (266 + 2,700) 
= 2966. This represents an increase of 26% since 1981. 

The actual household size varies from single person households to 
families of 6 people. The summary indicates that there are at least 150 
people living by themselves. 

The proportion of males to females in the parish at the census in 1981 
was similar to other rural parishes of the County, i.e. 47% male, 53% 
female . 

The census indicated that Chailey has a higher proportion of young 
people than the average rural parish with 63% aged 44 and under 
compared with 57% in other parishes. The Appraisal confirms a continu
ing younger population with 70% of the respondents being under 50 
years of age. 

The 1981 Census indicated a corresponding smaller proportion of older 
people of retirement age : 20% in Chailey Parish compared with 26.2% 
in other rural parishes. The questionnaire identified 15% of the 
respondents as beirig of retirement age with a total of 114 househo-lds 
consisting of people aged over 65. 

Unlike many parishes, Chailey does not comprise a principal village 
centre and a rural hinterland. There are eight clearly defined 
settlements and only a small population living beyond these areas. The 
settlements can be grouped into three · broad areas comprising North 
Chailey 392 households (Chailey Warren 65; North Common, and Pel ling 
Bridge 327), Historic Chailey 58 (Chailey Green 15; Cinder Hill 43), 
South Chailey 345 (South Street 138; South Common 207). The remaining 
113 households includes the small settlement of Sheffield Park. 

The 1981 Census indicated that 10% of the population of the village had 
moved into the area during the previous year. The questionnaire 
indicates that the majority of people have lived in the village a 
comparatively short time; 43% of the questionnaires were retw::ned by 
people who had come to live in Chailey after 1980. Only 19% were living 
in the Parish before 1961. 

The 1981 Census also indicated that 80% of newcomers to the village 
were under the age of 44, The questionnaire confirms that the majority 
of the new residents are in the younger age groups. 
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QUESTIONNAIRE ANALYSIS 

Al How many peop:le ·live in your home? 

a) 
b) 

Adults over 18 
Children under 18 

Adults living alone 

Age 
Number 

18 - 25 
2 

25 - 50 
15 

POPUlATION 

1,416 
477 

50 - 65 
15 

Number of households with one adult and children 19 

A2 When did you come to live in Chailey? 

After 1980 1971 - 1980 1961 - 1970 Before 1961 

296 (43. 85%) 175 (25.93%) 78 (11.56%) 126 (18.67%) 

A3 In which area of Chailey do you live? 

Sheffield Park 13 ( 2%) 
Chailey Warren 59 ( 9%) 
North Common 241 (36%) 
Felling Bridge 13 ( 2%) 
Chailey Green 16 ( 2%) 
Cinder Hill 42 ( 6%) 
South Street 97 (14%) 
South Common 151 (23%) 
Outlying Areas 37 ( 6%) 

CONCLUSIONS 

65+ 
51 

Without a formal village plan, the development of the village has been 
led by market forces. The fact that some 43% of the respondents settled 
in Chailey in the last seven years is most significant. It is also very 
important to remember that the majority of newcomers who settled in the 
village after 1980 are under the age of 44. 

·Therefore, in our survey of village people, we must conclude that 
almost 50% of our responses were from residents who had only been 
living in Chailey for a few years, and that the majority of responses 
have been from people age·d between 25 and 50. 

If the present trend and amount of house building persists the average 
age of the population may continue to fall and include more young 
families, putting pressure on all the local amenities which would need 
to develop accordingly, ·the overall effect being to reduce the rural 
atmosphere. 

This contrasts with the underlying concern of present residents of 
Chailey that the quality of rural life be maintained and that an 
acceptable balance of housing development and amenities be 
co-ordinated. 
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POPULATION INCREASE 
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l ~ 

27001 
2353 I 

2180 
I 

11963 
l 

POPULATION 

1961 1971 1981 1988 2001 

4 . HOUSING 

There is no doubt that Chailey is a property-owning community. 76% of 
all homes are owner-occupied. 50% of all dwellings have been built 
since 1945, and 12% since 1980 when main drainage was provided in South 
Chailey. 

Of all rented homes (172 or 19%), almost all are unfurnished, one in 
five being flats or maisonettes. Lewes District Council housing in 
Chailey built since 1974 consists of 31 three-bedroomed houses and 2-
two - bedroomed houses, all of which are within the South Common area . 
123 homes are currently rented from Lewes District Council. 

A further 35 LDC owned homes have been sold to tenants under present 
statutory legislation. This loss of public sector housing may well 
continue . Replacement of such losses is not automatic because the 
government has imposed limitations on local government spending . 
Further public sector housing in Chailey is dependent on availability 
of land and infrastructure and the Northern Lewes District Local Plan 
policies for housing development now in preparation. 

New Housing - The Problem 

In common with the whole of the South-East of England, demand for 
housing in rural areas like Chailey is very heavy, corning mostly from 
people anx ious to leave the urban areas. The lack of available land 
means high prices for any houses that can be built which means that the 
upper end of the market tends to be satisfied first. Thus, the three 
and four ·bedroom detached dwellings predominate with prices in ·the 

- £150,000 to £200,000 range. This size of dwelling is in great demand 
and this, coupled with the expense of moving, encourages owners or 
purchasers of smaller existing dwellings to expand and. improve their 
properties rather than move from one house to another. Answers to 
question BS indicate the number of dwell~ngs enlarged in the last ten 
years. The net effect is to reduce the number of smaller properties 
available to lower income families or as starter homes, which forces 
young people who have grown up in Chailey to move away when wishing to 
have a horne of their own . 
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The pattern of future development - housing 

The generq,l issue of housing development was considered by the large 
majority of respondents. From question Bll it is obvious thae mass 
development has 'Jery little support. 57% of respondents see further 
housing only as infilling by individual houses while 41% would accept 
small developments of up to ten houses. 

306 respondents were against any further development in the village 
although many of these respondents did express an opinion on the size 
of future development if such development were absolutely necessary . 
Opinions given under Bl4 show a wide concern for any housing develop
ment being sensitive to the rural nature of its surroundings and in 
keeping with existing houses . Urbanisation through high density 
building, small gardens, tight infilling and back development are some 
of the fears expressed . However, the over-riding concern was the 
provision of houses for local people in the lower income bracket. 

Housing Needs 

In spite of the fact that 44% of all families in Chailey have moved in 
since 1980, rep-lies to question Bl3 would seem to indicate that first
time buyer houses and retirement bungalows are seen as priorities. This 
reflects people's long- term view of other people's needs. Answers to 
Question B9 however, which reflect the immediate personal need for 
housing of people already living in Chailey, indicate that few ( 6) 
retirement homes are wanted, but that there are as many as 85 other 
houses required (27 rented Council homes, 58 houses to purchase). 
(People answering this question only ticked one category , so that there 
is little duplication). It should be noted that of the 58 for purchase 
nearly half is for first time accommodation. 

There is, without doubt, a housing need although further research would 
be required before any action could be undertaken. 

In view of the need for housing, the Parish Council should look .into 
ways of satisfying this need. The services of a Housing Association, 
whose aim is the provision of housing below open market price, is one 
of the options the Parish Council may wish to consider. 

Since the questionnaire was distributed more houses have been built· in 
South Chailey and these were strongly criticised at the 1989 Parish 
Council Annual General Meeting. People have made the following 
observations : -
* The development of Swan Close has maximised the number of housing 

units per acre; the density being tot~lly based on urban criteria. 

* This development does not follow the building line. 

* The houses are in a price bracket outside the reach of many local 
people. 

* There has also been a tendency for the gardens of houses on larger 
plots to be split into a number of very small plots. If left to 
market forces it is of concern that gradually all larger housing 
plots will be split in this way. 
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The present Structure Plan policies encourage infilling and redevelop
ment but there is strong feeling that more appropriate rules/guidelines 
should be developed to prevent this type of development and to ensure 
that the character of the village and the benefits of space normally 
associated with rural life are not lost. 

QUESTIONNAIRE ANALYSIS: HOUSING 

Bl. What type of home do you live in? 

House Flat/maisonette Bungalow Mobile Home Single Room 

492 34 137 0 8 

B2. How many bedrooms do you have? 

1 2 3 4 5 or more 

45 (6.86%) 119 (18.4%) 246 (37.5%) 175 (26.68%) 71 (1{). 82%) 

B3. Approximately when was your house built? 

Houses/Bungalows Flats/Maisonettes 

After 1980 
1945 - 1979 
1900 - 1945 
Before 1900 

64 (10.41%) 
254 (41. 30%) 
133 (21.63%) 
164 (26.67%) 

B4. What is the status of your dwelling? 

Owner occupied Rented Unfurnished Rented Furnished 

593 119 10 

12 (38.71%) 
10 (32.26%) 

7 (22.58%) 
2 (6.45%) 

Work Provided 

25 

B5. If your home has been extended in the last ten years indicate how. 

Additional 
Living Rooms 

78 

Other: 53 

Bedrooms 

83 

Kitchens 

71 

B6. How many cars does your family run? 

One Two or more 

223 357 

Bathroom Garage 

50 57 

Granny 
Flat 

7 

B7. How many cars in your family have to be parked on the roadside due 
to lack of garage space? 

131 

7 
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B8. What type of drainage do you have? 

Cesspit/Septic tank - 197 

B9. If there is anyone in your household at present wishing to move 
into accommodation in Chailey. what type of home would they like? 

Private House 
t-o buy-

Private Flat 
· to buy 

Council House 

31 
Private Flat 

to rent 

9 

6 
First time buyer 

house 

27 

BlO. Special Needs 

None indicated. 

27 
Retirement 

home 

6 

Private house 
to rent 

3 
Self-build 

home 

10 

Bll. During the last 20 years a large number of houses have been built 
in Chailey. If this trend is to continue. what size of development 
would you most like to see? 

Estates Groups Infilling 
50 - 100 houses of up to 10 houses of gaps 

23 364 509 

Bl2. Tick Box if you are against further development? 306 

Bl3. What types of houses do you think should be built in the future 
development of Chailey? 

First time buyer First time buyer Retirement Bungalows 
houses flats 

671 200 445 

Houses for the Self-build Executive Homes Council Houses 
disabled homes 

281 217 333 268 

5 . EMPLOYMENT 

Employment in the Parish has been considered from two aspects 

1 . The availability of work in the Parish. 

2. The occupations and employment needs of the people living in 
Chailey. 
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Employment in Chailey 

• Chailey has developed through the centuries as a self-contained 
community based on agriculture. In the early 18th Century two potteries 
and the brickworks were established in South Chailey. The corning of the 
turnpike roads - the A275 from London in 1752 and the completely new 
east -west road (A27.2) in_ 1771 brought Chailey into contact _ with the 
surrounding area and four country inns were established and a number of 
large country houses, such as Ades, Hooke and Roeheath, were built 
which all required staff to service them - housemaids gardeners etc. 
The arrival of the railway in 1882 stimulated further development . 

The establishment of hospitals for specialist medical care, the 
Heritage in 1903 and Pouchlands in 1933 provided further opportunities 
for employment for domestic services, health and education. 

In 1989 significant employment is provided in the Parish by the 
following :-

1. Agriculture and Horticulture - There are 36 holdings in the Parish 
making agricultural returns. Many however are part .time and only 
15 are larger than 20 hectares. The green sand ridge in North 

. Chailey supports a number of important horticultural enterprises. 

2. Chailey Brickworks - recent planning permission for the extension 
of the claypit and modernisation of the works granted in 1985 will 
provide employment well into the next century. 

3. Sheffield Park Industrial area developed around the former 
sawmill and coal yard of the railway station, it includes the 
Woodgate dairy and a range of small manufacturing and service 
units. 

4. Hospitals - These institutions have recently been the subject of 
reorganisation. Pouchlands will f~nally close in August 1989 when 
the elderly patients are moved to! a new nursing horne attached to 
Lewes Victoria Hospital. The Martlets Old Peoples Home is to be 
redeveloped to provide modern facilities and to meet changing 
requirements. The South East Area Health Authority has also 
announced its intention to rationalise the Heritage to take 
account of changing patient needs and care and to reduce the 
number of sites occupied. 

5. Education Schools include Chailey Secondary ( 650 pup-ils) ; 
Primary School (135 pupils); Heritage School (130 pupils). There 
is also an adult education institute, private nursery school and a 
playgroup. 

6. Retailing 3 general stores (including 2 sub-post offices), 

7. 

petrol filling station and 5 farm shops. 

Public Houses - Swan, Horns Lodge, Five Bells and Kings Head. All 
have large bars and restaurants. 
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8 . Construction - A consider able amount of new building, extensions 
and improvements, is taking place . At l east 5 companies work from 
the village but a lar ge proportion is undertaken b y firms based 
elsewhere . 

9 . Domestic and Personal Services - This category includes : house
work, hairdressers, gardening, gamekeeping, fencing, redecorating, 
electr ical repairs and includes a significant proportion of self 
employed an d _par t - time worker s -: 

Many o f the people working in Chailey live ou tside the Parish and it 
has been very diffi cult to est i mate how many people live and wor k i n 
the Parish . The 1981 Census i ndicated that ther e were some 1030 worker s 
in the Parish and approx. 780 jobs . Employment categories where people 
are known to travel to the par ish to work included education , medical 
40, public services 30 and wholesale 20 . The hospitals in particular 
have e xperienced problems recruiting nursing and aux iliary staff and 
have introduced various incentives to attract staff. 

Structure of Employment 

The Parish questionnaire provided valuable_ information on the - employ
ment structure of the people living in Chailey in 1988 . The diagram 
(Appendix .C .) shows a higher percentage of Chailey men in full and 
part time employment than the rest of Lewes District and corresponding
ly fewer women in full time employment. 

The age structure of the economically active people shows the majority 
of employed people are in the 26 - 50 age group and only a small number 
of questionnaires were received from young people aged under 25. -

The analysis of employment by category indicates an exceptional range 
of employment activities not directly relevant to Chailey' s require
ments, a high proportion of the people being involved in managerial and 
professional oc~upations . 

The analysis of the place of employment shows that 28% of the people 
living in Chailey actually work within the Parish of these ap
proximately half work from home. Some 15%. travel up to London and 7% 
to Gatwick. Travellers to London include significant numbers of people 
working in public administration, managerial, financial and creative 
categories .- Perhaps not surprisingly, 25% of the people working at 
Gatwick are involved with air transport . 

Place of work 

Chailey 236 (75 - working directly from home) 

-__ ,London 124 

Gatwick 56 

Elsewhere 418 

~cwalysis of people :tiving and working in Chailey indicated tha_i;.;JiiDst 
employment categories are involved but the principal types of work 
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include agriculture 17%, domestic 8%, retailing 8% and medical 17% . 
Some 30% of people working in Chailey are based at home and 35% of all 
part-time work was based in Chailey . 

Self Employment 

A significant feature of the employment structure of the Parish is the 
high proportion of self employed people who represent 20% of the total 
labour force (approximately half of these people wo·rk in Chailey). 

Unemployment 

Only 12 people recorded in the appraisal that they were unemployed. 
However, an analysis of unemployment information published by the 
County Planning Department in January 1989 included 26 people from the 
parish who were unemployed . 16 of these people were aged over 45 years 
and 7 people had been unemployed for more than . 12 months. This 
information however does not record all the people who may wish to 
find employment because housewives for example are not eligible to 
register as unemployed . 

The questionnaire identified that some 172 people (89 men) would like 
to find employment in the parish; 20% were aged under 25 years, 66% 
were aged 26-50 years and the remaining 14% were aged over 51. Less 
than half the people specified the type of work they require. The 
strongest interest, 14%, was for employment in manufacturing industry. 
There were a number of requests for part time work, suitable for young 
mothers to do at home, in the evenings or where there would be 
facilities for small children to be taken to work. 

Future Development 

The questionnaire invited comments on the type of business people would 
like to see in the village if future development created employment. 
The answers were . generally based on the perceived need to provide 
employment but in some instances, particularly for shops, were probably 
based upon what was considered to be} lacking in Chailey. There was 
strongest support for light industry (l8 people) and rural crafts (62); 
leisure (35) and office work (24) were also mentioned. 

There was a small but emphatic section of the community who do not wish 
to see any further employment generating activity in the village. For 
the two-thirds of the working population leaving the area each day the 
role of the parish takes on a different perspective to the traditional 
village. The safeguarding of the environment and provision of . local 
services assume greater significance. 

6. EDUCATION 

PRE-SCHOOL PROVISION 

Of the children spoken for in the Appraisal returns 26% are under five. 
While the provisions that exist are clearly welcome, there is a strong 
view that more are necessary; additional mother · and · toddler groups, 
playgroups and nursery schooling were all mentioned, with particular 
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support for nursery schooling. Safer play areas with a greater variety 
of equipment are wanted, especially in North Chailey. 

PRIMARY SCHOOLING 

Some 35% of the children mentioned in the returns are of primary school 
age, though not all attend the village school. There is much approval 
for the standards and standing of the school, and criticisms relate 
essentially to outdated facilities and c- the- -dangers of · the A275 that 
runs by . The modernisation of the buildings since the summer of 1988 
meets almost all the criticisms of poor physical facilities, but the 
hazards from the main road do not appear easy to eliminate . Comment 
relates in particular to the speed and volume of the passing traffic, 
and the need to cross the road from the car park. There was regret that 
there was no provision for special needs, and that the playing field 
was not bigger . 

SECONDARY SCHOOLING 

Some 32% of Chailey adolescents aged between ll and 18 attend Chailey 
School; this contrasts with some 37% who are in fee paying schools. 20% 
of those between 11 and 18 are following a sixth form course and 4% are 
studying part- time. Overall, the proportion of those offering their 
views on Chailey School is not large, doubtless showing a general 
contentment in the community. Of those who did respond, there is a 
considerable measure of satisfaction with the school and its achieve
ments, but perhaps understandably at the secondary stage there is some 
weight too of adverse opinion. This is however very variable and does 
not appear to fall into any clear pattern, with one exception only 
which relates to the use of school facilities ·. There is clearly a 
strong desire that the school plant and particularly the sports 
facilities should be made more available to the local community out of 
school hours and at weekends, particularly as considerable local funds 
paid for them initially. 

ADULT EDUCATION 

It is this area that excites more comment than any of the other three. 
The demand is high, with almost one person in seven of those responding 
having been to an adult education c'lass at some time during the last 
two years. There is however a high level of dissatisfaction with 
prov~s~on in ·Chailey, and the same reasons occur over and over again. 
There are not enough classes, they are not varied enough - and what 
exists is not well enough advertised. It is suggested that afternoon 
classes for women and the retired would be well supported. Recent 
increases in costs are unpopular. A general view seems to be that in 
the last few years the choice of subjects has decreased while the fees 
have increased - and not everybody can find out what is on offer. 

The many suggestions for new subjects have a strong bias away from the 
more "arty crafty" skills normally provided and towards more brain 
stimulating subjects including languages. Culture starvation would 
appear to be a problem: ·some of the activities suggested may not need 
special premises but could be organised by residents in their own homes 
on a small group basis. The problem is that of coordination and 
leadership. 
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QUESTIONNAIRE ANALYSIS EDUCATION 

How many children do you have in the following categories ? 
• 

a) Under the age of five 
b) Of primary school age 
c) Between ages 11 and 18 
d) At Chailey School (Secondary) 
e ) · At secondary school O"utsiae Chail-ey 
f) At independent day school 
g) At boarding school 
h) At sixth form college 

122 
166 
280 

90 
21--

i) Attending further education on part-time basis 

66 
37 
56 
10 

How many adults have attended evening classes in the last 2 years ? 

182 

. 7 . ROADS AND PAVEMENTS 

We invited residents to comment on whether they considered lighting 
necessary in any part of the village. 

This particular question did not produce a great deal of comment but 
those who did remark (total 128 or some 10% of all respondents) 
suggested that lighting would improve pedestrian safety in the 
following locations 

Main Road South Chailey 
All main roads 
North Chailey Cross Roads 
St. James' Walk Footpath 
All housing estates 

As this subject did not produce a large response, 
the majority of residents were generally not 
subject. 

13% of replies 
13% of replies 
25% of replies 
10% of repli-es 

8% of replies 

it is concluded that 
concerned with this 

Comment on the safety of people using St. James' Walk, especially late 
at night, indicates that the Parish Council should examine this 
passageway. 

We asked which roads could not cope with the volume of traffic or were 
considered to be dangerous and this generated a large response. Some 
300 comments were received representing approximately 23% of ._total 
responses or 44% of households which replied. 

Prime area of concern was : 

North Chailey crossroads, where the majority of replies · were 
concerned with improved lighting and speed limits. 
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Suggestions for improvements were Mini roundabouts at road 
junctions A275/A272; a speed restriction on both the A275 and A272 
throughout the village. 

Other areas of concern were 

*Mill Lane - too much heavy traffic by the school. 
* Pedestrian crossing needed at the primary school. 
* Mill Lane- junction to main road - mote warnings needed or speed 

limit on main road. Several people suggested a pedestrian crossing 
from the Police Station to the opposite side of the main road. 

* The Markstakes Lane exit/entry to the main road was considered to 
be dangerous and better warnings were needed. Markst~kes Lane and 
Cinder Hill are being used as short cuts from Chailey to Newick 
and Barcombe by heavy goods vehicles. These roads are too narrow 
for such traffic and a width/weight restriction should be 
considered, road edges and verges are badly damaged in winter. 

*The exit from the Village Hall to the main road is -dangerous and 
requires more warning signs and better lighting. Kilnwood Lane 
needs adoption as the road surface is poor . 

Responses to the need for pavement improvements highlighted the 
following locations 

1. Kings Head to primary School - footpath needed. 
2. Between Fletching road and Warren Way. 
3. The pavement on A272 opposite the Heritage - prone to flooding. 
4. St. James' Walk - surface of path and lack of lighting make the path 

dangerous. 

Responses to the question on parking facilities showed that a sig
nificant number of residents were concerned with poor parking facilit
ies in the following locations 

1. Chailey Cross Roads stores 
2 . . South Chailey Stores 
3. Andros Close 
4. Mill Brooks 
5. Setford Fields. 

CONCLUSIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS 

It is evident from the responses to the questions that the majority of 
residents are concerned with the safety on our roads - particularly 
with the speed and volume of traffic on the two main 'A' roads - and 
feel that speed limitations combined with improved parking facilities 
at the North Chailey and South Chailey stores and Andros Close would 
improve the situation. 

The local authorities should carefully consider these possible means to 
improve road safety in the village as the number of houses and volume 
of traffic will increase over the years. 
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With regard to a footpath from the Primary School to North Chailey 
crossroads, the Parish Council should consider hedge and grass cutting 
to provide a safe walkway (not necessarily paved) over the full 
distance. • 

One suggestion which should be considered was that signs should be 
erected at the entry points of the village, on the main roads, stating: 
"Please drive slowly through Chailey Village", with a "thank you" sign. 
They would also remind drivers o:C the need for caut-ion and in the 
absence of speed limits might prove effective. 

8 . PUBLIC TRANSPORT 

This subject raised questions about household requirements and invited 
particular comments. There was a significant response from 180 
residents who were unanimous in their opinion that the bus service was 
totally inadequate. This highlights the fact that Chailey residents are 
predominantly car owners, leaving the minority without cars ~ar

ticularly reliant on public services. 

A difficult aspect is the dissatisfaction in the services, reflecting 
very individual circumstances . The constant theme was the need for more 
frequent services, but the call for this was in different directions
highlighting perhaps the problem of Chailey parish: so elongated 
between North and South that there are two different communities. The 
call was for more frequent service between Chailey-Newick; Chailey
Lewes; Chailey-Haywards Heath; Chailey-Brighton. Since the question
naire a service has started between Lewes and Burgess Hill. 

The common criticisms were the unreliability of the service, the lack 
of information about timetables (particularly at bus stops) and lack of 
adequate shelters. 

There is a demand from commuters, a.m. and p.m. from those who require 
later evening service to return from social excursions and from 
student/school children. The whole question of public transport indeed 
stretched beyond the Parish boundary. 

The overall impression from the questionnaire response is that the 
present services compete for the relatively small market in peak hours 
and ignore off peak. The competitive aspect seems to negate the 
possibility of co-operation or co-ordination. 

Perhaps .contact between .the various local Parish Councils may prove 
useful. A more detailed study of requirements may be nec@ssary if a 
solution is to be found. Local private initiatives have often provided 
solutions in other parts of the country. 

QUESTIONNAIRE ANALYSIS TRANSPORT 

Fl. Do you use the train most days to ~et to work ? 105 

F2. Do you park your car at the station ? 97 
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F3. Which station do you use ? 

Cooks bridge B.Hill H.Heath Plump ton Lewes 
8 ll 121 10 6 

F4. Do you take the bus to the station to get to work ? 25 

FS. If you use the local bus service indicate the reason why 

Shopping Work Medical Social 
121 50 27 47 

F6 . How many :Qeo:Qle use the local 'Rider' bus service? 63 

9. PUBLIC SERVICES AND SHOPS 

There are two Post offices in Chailey Parish and they received an 
overwhelming vote of 85% that they were considered very important . . When 
it came to expressing individual views about the provision of shops, 
there was a whole range of suggestions, with only the candlestick maker 
rece~v~ng no mention! Large stores or supermarkets were generally 
considered unnecessary or unwanted but a number of replies wished for 
more mobile services. The proximity of Newick to North Chailey 
residents may explain the greater call for more shops in the South of 
the Parish, although the types of shops suggested were similar . 

Many · respondents expressed no desire for additional shops in Chailey. 
Those who did showed a preference which allowed the committee to 
compile the following list in descending order of favour. (Top eight 
only selected) : 

Butcher; 
Clothes; 
Chailey) . 

Baker; Chemist .(South Chailey); Greengrocer, 
Delicatessen; Hairdresser (female); Garage (South 

Some respondents suggested that if houses were built in large groups 
provision should be made for shops at these sites. However, the 
majority of respondents were not in favour of large building develop
ment areas. 

All areas of Chailey reported unsatisfactory water pressure and in the 
general comment frequent mention was made of brown and foul smelling 
water, with North Common seemingly more affected. Additional housing 
development will make further calls on this public infrastructure and 
the ability of these services to cope may be a factor limiting 
development. 

Almost 14% of the households reported frequent telephone line failures 
and telephone kiosks were considered to be too far apart. 

The lack of road and pavement cleaning and removal of litter was a 
subject of repeated comment. 
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It is considered worthy of comment that 373 householders indicated that 
a gas supply would be used if made available. 

QUESTIONNAIRE ANALYSIS : PUBLIC SERVICES AND SHOPS 

(Gl) Water Pressure (G2) Water Supply (G3) Telephone Line 
unsatisfactory Failures Failures 

Sheffield Park 2 0 1 
Chailey Warren 25 10 10 
North Common 59 16 34 
Pelling Bridge 4 2 5 
Chailey Green 4 0 2 
Cinder Hill 10 3 6 
South Street 13 16 22 
South Common 17 9 40 
Outlying areas 10 2 4 

G3. Do you experience frequent power supply failures without warning ? 

G5. 

G6. 

G7. 

G9. 

YES 172 

Do you frequently use public telephone hoxes in the 

Do you find telephone box~s frequently out of order 

Would you use gas services if they were extended to 

How important 

Very important 
1,122 

do you think the village 

Useful 
174 

post offices 

10. HEALTH & CARING SERVICES 

village ? 35 

? .27 

the village? 373 

are? 

Unimportant 
17 

Response to the questions concerning duration of consultations with doctors will 
no doubt be noted by those concerned and needs no comment. 

Suggestions regarding improving facilities at clinics indicated an apparent 
difficulty to find convenient surgery times, with the proposal that at least one 
evening a week finishing times should be extended to allow late home-comers to 
attend. In addition, as an alternative, a Saturday morning surgery should be 
held. 

Further comment concerned the inadequate surgery building in South Chailey, lack 
of privacy in consultation and parking difficulties being the main criticisms. 

QUESTIONNAIRE ANALYSIS: HEALTH AND CARING SERVICES 

Hl. If you feel that you do not have sufficient time to consult vour 
doctor, please mark the box: 151 

H2. If you would like to be able to specify a length of time you think 
you need with your doctor during consultation please mark the box: 

196 
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11 . PUBLIC RI GHTS OF YAY 

A FOOTPATH may be used only by walkers. There are 31.77 miles of 
footpaths in the Parish of Chailey. 

_A BRIDLEYAY may be used for riding or leading a horse or pedal cycle as 
well as for· walking. There are 4.5 miles of bridleways in Chailey. 

A ROAD USED AS A PUBLIC PATH (BYWAY OPEN TO ALL TRAFFIC) is open to 
wheeled traffic as well as to other users but is primarily used by 
riders and walkers. There are 0 . 69 miles of RUPP's in Chailey . 

Landowners may give permission for users outside these classifications 
to use paths that cross their land. 

From the results of question Kl it is obvious that many people (about 
half the population) use the paths frequently, that is, at least once a 
week. Most of these people use the paths for recreational purposes 
although ten percent of the people who responded to this question use 
the rights of way for the purpose for which they were originally 
created, i.e. to cross other people's land on the way to work, school 
or the shops. Few people never use any public rights of way. 

EXISTING PATHS 

East Sussex County Council has overall responsibility for the public 
rights of way in Chailey. The Council holds the definitive map which 
shows all the paths in existence. A path's presence on this map is 
conclusive evidence that the path exists. There are a total of 61 
numbered paths in Chailey and paths can only be closed or diverted with 
the consent of the highway authority and then only after that authority 
has advertised the proposed closure or diversion in the local press and 
on the site of the path concerned. 

MAINTENANCE 

The County Council is responsible for the maintenance of all rights of 
way to a standard appropriate to the purpose for which any path is 
used, However, the Parish Council can relieve the County Council of 
this burden and maintain paths itself although the County Council 
retains overall responsibility. (Funds are available for maintenance). 
Some costs of maintenance are chargeable to the landowner, (e.g. 75% of 
the cost of up-keep of stiles) and paths may only be ploughed by the 
landowner where the path crosses his field. The path must be reinstated 
usually two weeks after ploughing . Paths that lead along the headlands 
of fields may not be ploughed. New stiles and gates may be erected 
across a path only with the permission of the highway authority (East 
Sussex County Council). In most cases the landowner is responsible for 
their upkeep but can claim part of the cost from the Council. 

Many of the paths in Chailey are poorly · maintained, partly b~cause the 
heavy wealden clay does not allow water to run off easily and quickly 
and partly because little work has been done to maintain the paths in 
the past. Despite this, the respondents to the question, "Would you use 
rights of way more frequently if they were better maintained" were 
split 51~ to 49% against. 

18 

66



.••...... 1 

Ther e are three possible explanations fo r this: 

1) The people who answered "no" have no intention of using paths more 
often no matter what work is done to maintain them. • 

2) The paths are regarded as adequately surfaced and not subject to 
deep mud , overgrown or used as rubbish dumps . 

. 3Y'1'eople misinterpreted tne ··ques tion -a~felt-'' ritairitained" "meant 
tarmac or concrete surfacing and radical pruning of wayside shrubs 
and trees . 

However, 49 % of people could be encour aged to use paths more if they 
were better maintained . Regular users will know of paths which are 
impassable at certain times of year , or which need attention in other 
areas - these paths should be identified and treated. In this connec
tion, it is recommended that the Parish Council obtain a "Rights of Way 
Survey Manual" which includes everything on the successful organisation 
and completion of a survey and is available from Countryside Commission 
Publications, 19/23 Albert Road, Manchester, Ml9 2EQ, price £5 . 00 with 
a view to carrying out such a survey in Chailey . The Ramblers Associa
tion is also very active in providing not only useful guidance but 
often will undertake maintenance work in close liaison with the County 
Council. 

There were many responses to the question regarding particular problem 
paths needing attention; a list of these has been compiled and included 
in the Appendix 1 B 1 

• However , the budget allocated to the maintenance 
of paths is very limited and progress is slow . A Chailey group working 
with the permission of the County Council and the landowner may be able 
to achieve faster results. It is to be recommended that the Parish 
Council organise a group of volunteers to undertake specific tasks on 
problem paths after obtaining the appropriate permission. 

SIGNPOSTING AND WAYMARKING 

East Sussex County Council (the High~ay Authority) is required by law 
to erect a signpost at every point where a public right of way joins a 
metalled road, unless they agree with the Parish Council that this is 
not necessary. A clear majority of p e ople in Chailey could be en
couraged to use the rights of way more often if paths we:te better 
signposted. This reflects the poor level of signposting of paths in the 
parish at the moment . Many paths are not indicated either at the point 
where they leave the metalled road nor at any point along their route . 
Some paths are marked at beginning and end with concrete signs about 
two feet high which quickly become overgrown and invisible during the 
summer. It is recommended that the County Council fulfill their duty 
and erect signposts (preferably oak fi-nger posts) at all points where 
paths adjoin the metalled road and elsewhere as necessary. 

Way marks are ~mall marks used to help people find their way along the 
route of a path. Waymarking is sometimes carried out by Parish 
Councils, landowners and voluntary groups but only with the express 
permission of the Highway Authority. Virtually none of these signs are 
to be found along the routes of Chailey paths. It is recommended that 
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the County Council make available plastic waymarking signs to be used 
for clearly marking the way of all parish rights of way . 

Misleading signs that deter the public right of way (e.g. No Access) 
are illegal and the Highway Authority is responsible for ensuring that 
the law is enforced. The presence of such signs in Chailey would be 
noted in the above - mentioned survey, and should be reported to the 
County Council. 

OBSTRUCTIONS 

These include barbed wire, overgrown vegetation , growing crops and 
rubbish. Travellers may remove or bypass the obstruction so as to 
continue on their way , but may not trespass on adjoining land or do 
unnecessary damage . it is up to the path user to do as little damage as 
possible and then report the obstruction to Parish and County Councils 
for them to deal with. 

'WIDTH 

There is no prescribed width of public rights of way in law: common 
sense allows them to be wide enough for two people or horses (as 
appropriate) to pass one another. New paths may have a prescribed 
width. 

LIVESTOCK 

Livestock may be grazed in fields crossed by public rights of way. This 
includes bulls under the age of eleven months or those bulls not 
belonging to one of the recognised dairy breeds as long as they are 
accompanied by cows or heifers. Other bulls are not allowed. Stallions 
are not allowed to be grazed in a field crossed by a public right of 
way. 

USER BEHAVIOUR 

Public paths are for travelling either on foot, horseback or bicycle; 
they are not places for picnics or camping sites . 

Dogs must be kept under control at all times and especially so in the 
presence of livestock . Dogs worrying sheep and obviously out of control 
may be shot by the landowner. The user may not take-, kill or injure any 
wild bird or damage or destroy the nest of a wild bird. Some species of 
invertebrates, amphibians, reptiles and mammals are also protected. It 
is an offence to intentionally pick, uproot or destroy any one of more 
than 60 species of plants listed as protected under the Wildlife and 
Countryside Act (1981). 

Flowers and fruit growing alongside a public right of way are techni
cally the property of the landowner and should not be picked. 
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QUESTIONNAIRE ANALYSIS: PUBLIC RIGHTS OF VAY 

Kl. Do you personally use any public rights of way on average 4 

a) 
b) 
c) 
d) 

Daily 
Once a week 
Once a month 
Rarely 

331 
233 
152 
459 

K2 . Why do you use these public rights of way? 

a) For recreation 909 
b) Horse -riding 56 
c) Getting to work/school/shops 132 
d) Other 135 

K3. Would you use these public rights of way more often if they were:-

a) Better maintained YES 397 NO 416 
b) Better signposted YES 539 NO 343 

K4. Would you purchase and use a guide to local footpaths or rights of 
way if it were made available ? YES 849 

12. COMMON lAND 

There are approximately 255 hectares (555 acres) of registered common 
land in the Parish of Chailey and 3 hectares (7. 5 acres) registered 
Village Green mainly owned either by Chailey Parish Council or the Lord 
of the Manor - the ownership of the remainder being divided amongst a 
number of private individuals. A public register is held by East Sussex 
County Council in Lewes. 

The common land is mainly divided into three separately identifiable 
areas. First, and by far the largest, North Common including Godleys 
Green extending to about 165 hectares (408 acres) lying to the North 
and South of the A272. Secondly, the two areas known as Lane End Common 
and The Warren extending to nearly 18 hectares (44 acres) lying to the 
North East of North Common. Thirdly, that area known as Marks takes 
Common lying to the South of Markstakes Lane in South Chailey extending 
to about 27 hectares (67 acres). The remainder comprises smaller areas 
including Chailey Green (also designated a Conservation Area) and many 
roadside verges and old lanes. The area registered as Village Green, 
known as Roeheath, lies just off the road to Cinder Hill comprising a 
sports field and the land. opposite. 

The majority of North Common is registered as an SSSI (Site of Special 
Scientific Interest) and is listed as Nature Reserve - more specific 
infurmation on these areas can be obtained from the Nature Conservancy 
Council in Lewes. Various individuals have registered "Righ~s of 
Common" which include rights* of herbage, estovers, turbary, pannage, 
etc . General management of the commort -·land is overseen by the Chailey 
Common Management Committee and a voluntary body, the . Chailey Commons 
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Society; more information on these bodies can be obtained from the 
Parish Magazine. 

Replies to this Section of the questionnaire were given by almost all 
those completing it. The area of North Common is used by the great 
majority. A large number of people use the Commons on a daily basis and 
over three quarters of those visiting the Commons do so at least once 
or twice a month - the majority of visitors just wishing to walk, 
though many expressed an added interest in the flora and fauna. 

The replies, together · with coinments made in other parts of the 
questionnaire, underline the very special importance of these areas in 
people 's minds and the need to conserve and protect them to ensure 
their enjoyment for others in future years. 

herbage gra,zing ; 
estovers wood for fuel or repairs, bracken for 

bec~ding; 

turbary cutting peat for fuel; 
pannage pig pasturing for acorns or beech mast, etc . 

QUESTIONNAIRE ANALYSIS - COMMON LAND 

21. Which areas of Common Land do you use the most? 

22 

a) . 
c) 
e) 

North Common 746 
The Warren 90 
Roeheath Village Green 

How freguently do you use the above 

Daily 239 Once 
Once or twice a month 239 
Rarely 165 

b) Lane End Common 78 
d) Markstakes Common 172 

58 

areas? 

or twice a week 258 
Once or twice a year 121 

23. Why do you visit the common land? 

Walking-jogging 808 
Sport 62 
Picnic 45 

Horse riding 
Wild life interest 
Other 

13. AGRICULTURE 

61 
20 

134 

animal 

The Agricultural Industries are, at present, very much in the forefront 
of public interest and concern in particular their ecological 
implications on the environment as a whole. Incentive schemes and 
economic pressures are encouraging farmers and landowners to look 
towards alternative uses - not necessarily acceptable to everyone else. 

The purpose of this section in the Appraisal was not to arrive at a 
solution, since this was beyond its scope, but 
residents would actually like to see in Chailey, 
factors into account and accepting that there will • change. 
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The questionnaire analysis shows a total of 88 persons involved on a 
full time or part time basis in agriculture out of 1,307 respondents-
6.7%. 

Before considering how the residents see Chailey's future, it was felt 
important to look at the aspects that people felt had already changed 
since living here. Although the nurnbex of those expressing opinions to 
this question was very small (50% are new residents since 1980) in the 
overall context of those responding, considerable concern was expressed 
about the loss of woodland generally. The loss of hedgerows, agricul
tural land for housing and changes in the nature of the common land 
were also commented on. Others commented on fewer farm animals, the 
increase in rape crops, fragmentation of land, horse numbers and 
pollution. 

Suitable alternative uses for land taken out of agricultural production 
varied and not unexpectedly identified the different and opposing 
interests of many people. A large number of opinions were expressed, 
indicative of the present awareness and interest felt by people in this 
difficult subject. 

The majority of respondents wanted further 'recreation land' and 
various country pursuits from more sporting amenities including 
fishing, golf, football, equestrian pursuits to camping/caravan sites 
and nature reserves. There was also considerable demand to see more 
woodland planted up and a smaller number wanting a return of tradition
al meadows· as an alternative use. Suggestions were also made that land 
should be used for housing and disused buildings for light manufac
turing industries. 

It was felt important not to ignore possible uses likely to be 
unpopular with others. The responses could broadly be divided into two 
categories : 

Firstly, there was a very strong presumption against any further 
development - the majority making it clear that it did not want further 
residential development and also that there should not be more 
industrial or commercially related enterprises. The objections to 
development as an alternative use accounted for over 65% of the 
opinions put forward under this particular section. 

Secondly, although the other headings under which the majority of the 
remaLnLng opinions fell were in themselves varied, there was one strong 
common denominator which was an objection to noisy activities and those 
creating additional traffic. Motorsports, clay pigeon shooting and very 
noticeably the provision of caravan or camping sites were particularly 
mentioned. 

To summarise this section, answers to the questions about alternative 
uses for land taken out of agricultural production underlined resi
dents' great concern. There are conflicting interests because alrerna
tive uses wanted by some are objectionable to others. It is not 
possible to determine the most appropriate alternative use for 
agricultural land in Chailey, especially as many of the activities 
would be difficult to combine, although it would appear the least 
contentious would be the provision of "common-like" land. The appraisal 

( 
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has.~ however, highlighted the need to look very closely _ at individual 
pieces of land to see what they are most suited for iri relation to 
their position in the Parish. 

QUESTIONNAIRE ANALYSIS AGRICULTURE 

Ml. If you work on a farm (including fruit and vegetable) please 
indicate : 

Full time in Chailey - 40; Full time outside Chailey - 6; 
Part time or seasonal in Chailey - 30, Part time outside Chailey-
12. 

14. WOODlANDS 

Chailey Parish has 950 acres of woodland evenly spread over the area. 
There are 28 identified sites nominated 1 Ancient 1 which have been 
wooded since 1600. There are 26 other sites of more recent origin . The 
amount of conifer planting is insignificant at the present time . See 
Appendix D. 

There were no specific questions about woodlands, but op~n~ons were 
given that the woodlands played an important part in the life of the 
parish . It was also a repeated sentiment that woodlands should not be 
cut down for building/development . In the event that any tree felling 
was legitimate and justifiable, then replanting should take place. 

It was further suggested that the Council, with the help of its tree 
wardens, should keep a strict eye on all Parish woodland to prevent any 
illicit felling, and to preserve the present state. 

Almost all parish woodlands are privately owned. Public access is only 
possible along public rights of way. The exception is the woodland of 
Markstakes Common which provides unrestricted access, subject to Parish 
Council Byelaws. 

15 . LOCAL GOVERNMENT 

The questionnaire invited comments on any matters in which respondents 
felt the Parish Council should become more actively involved . Some 93 
households (14% of returned questionnaires) took this opportunity to 
comment on a wide range of interests. 

23 of these responses were concerned with planning matters. There were 
suggestions for the Council to take a more active role when considering 
planning applications, providing the community with information on 
planning applications and seeking the views of the . local area. There 

_were several requests for the Parish Council to comment on the design 
and density of new building. 

There was also concern- (23) about - road safety with request~ __ for ~ the 

Parish Council to become more actively involved in decisions on speed 
limits, the filling in of pot holes and cracking roads and the control 
of car parking on pavements. 
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The conservation of the countryside was also an area where some 
respondents (10) felt the Parish Council should be more involved . There 
were requests for more control of tree felling, the making of Tree 
Preservation Orders and several people felt that tree plant ing and 
landscaping proposals/planning conditions should be an essential 
re~uirement for all new development. 

The environment of the countryside was considered important with some 
10- requests for the Parish Council - to become involve-a · witn litter 
clearance, reducing the amount of clutter and the banning of day time 
bonfires. 

Further comments related to community matters and the creation of 
community spirit. There were proposals for .,the Parish Council to assist 
in the prov~s~on of leisure facilities for young people and the 
provision of basic housing for the elderly . Several people suggested 
that the Parish Council should undertake a neighbourhood watch scheme . 

The final section of the questionnaire offered a list of possible 
projects which the Parish Council could undertake funded from the 
income received from the Parish rate. Respondents were invited to 
select three options in the order they considered to be most important. 
There was considerable interest with 3, 320 suggestions. Not everyone 
selected three options and a larger percentage of the population 
actually participated in this section than any other . 

The options are listed below in the order of greatest interest. The 
activities which are marked * could attract grants from other authorit
ies. 

* Improvements to the village hall and other leisure and 
youth activities 547 

* Clearance of litter 543 

* Tree planting 450 

* Acquisition of woodland as a public amenity 372 

Provision of street lighting 

* Improvements to public rights of way 

Provision of bus shelters 

* Acquisition of land for a housing association to 
satisfy local needs 

Informatiori leaflets on local features 

Improved visitor facilities on Chailey .common 

367 

314 

218 

206 

177 

126 

See Appendix 'A' for division of responsibilities in Local Government. 
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16. SPORT AND RECREATION 

Sporting and social facilities in the parish are considered adequate by 
65% of respondents. Fewer (56%) were satisfied with cultural ac
tivities. Facilities for young people were considered inadequate by 63% 
- even though some of the all-age facilities are taken up by the under 
eighteens. (See Appendix 'E' for general list). 

Answers to the questionnaire show the community has a very wide range 
of leisure interests. Those that are most frequently mentioned are 
walking, particularly on the commons, and socialising in the village 
pubs. The youth club is important for the under-sixteens, and football, 
cricket and horse riding are the other most common pursuits. But above 
all it is the variety of interests that is strikin~. 

The community would like to see many additions to local leisure 
amenities. The greatest demand is for improved sports facilities, in 
three areas in particular ~ tennis (very strong demand), squash and 
swimming. Might new sporting facilities be made available as part of 
the redevelopment of Pouchlands ? The demand for swimming could be met 
for many by greater access to Chailey School pool. 

Many people would support a Chailey drama group, though this would 
require improved facilities at the Village Hall. 

Many reiterated their wishes for an expansion of organised social 
activities for the under sixteens; clearly those that exist do not meet 
the demand, and there is concern that the physical facilities at the 
Village Hall are no longer adequate for young people's activities. 
Older residents would like a . social club meeting regularly in the 
village. Whatever their interests, many respondents urge that publicity 
is improved so that they can find out what activities are available. 

Those with young children were clearly not satisfied with the current 
prov~s~on. The two existing play areas at Mill Brooks and on North 
Common require additional and more varied equipment; swings, slides and 
safety surfacing were mentioned in particular. Adequate fencing and 
more frequent grass cutting in summer were needed, and proper supervis
ion and regular maintenance should be qrganised especially at the 
Mill Brooks site, which in any case is too small . 

Many families find that they are too far away from the existing play 
areas and there were calls for new areas to be ~reated at Markstakes 
Corner and on Roeheath. The present restricted facilities at the 
Village Hall should be more widely available. For older children there 
should be a playing field in South Chailey. 

Finding · suitable leadership of youth groups of all ages is often a 
problem. However, space and suitable buildings to accommodate any 
activity .are_ e_qually important and there can be no doubt from the 
response that the present Parish faciii ties are considered inaaequa'te ~ 
Any initiative towards setting up additional youth groups which are 
seen as lacking in Chailey, may fail due to lack of suitable premises . 

t 
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QUESTIONNAIRE ANALYSIS . SPORT AND RECREATION 

Dl. Do you think the socialLculturalLyouthLsnort activities in , Chailey 
are adeguate ? 

ACTIVITIES 

Social Cultural S!!orting 
Youth 

Yes No Yes No Yes No Yes No 

Sheffield Park 6 l 4 2 5 1 4 
Chailey Warren 56 30 44 37 48 34 22 49 
North Common 227 95 179 122 208 112 115 170 
Felling Bridge 9 3 6 6 6 6 6 8 
Chailey Green 20 2 15 9 19 5 16 6 
Cinder Hill 35 13 27 18 36 14 22 20 
South Street 77 48 40 71 62 49 29 76 
South Common 122 64 101 69 104 73 47 122 
.Outlying Areas 23 14 20 17 30 10 17 19 

TOTALS 575 270 436 351 518 304 278 472 

17. CONSERVATION AND ARCHAEOLOGY 

It is not the intention of this report to consider aspects of early 
Chailey history except so far as it directly affects present day 
activities and considerations on conservation, preservation and 
planning matters. 

Ancient woodlands and Common Land are dealt with elsewhere. There 
remain the old buildings, of which Chailey has an impressive nwnber, 
the majority officially "listed" and thereby protected. A brief 
descriptive ·list is given in the Appei}dix 'F'. 

Comment on the future of the old Pump House in South Chailey drew only 
a few suggestions as many people said they didn't know it existed. The 
general view was that it should remain as it is but kept in good 
repair. With some paving in front of it and a bench seat inside, it 
would be ideal as a bus shelter provided it was made attractive to use 
instead of a "graffiti spoiled public lavatory". 

The question on any special features of Chailey needing preservation 
drew a wide response concerning the Nature Reserve, the windmill and 
the Chailey Green. All are already protected by preservation/ conserva
tion arrangements but there was some adverse comment on the condition 
of the Reading Room. More general comment under this question concerned 
aspects of planning and development control, repeating much that has 
already been said under 'Housing'. 

Two questions concerning the Parish Council's actions in regard to the 
use of Common Land and abatement of noise and other public nuisance, 
drew wide ranging response too varied to provide consensus of opinion 
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other than a concern for noise pollution of many kinds, clay shoots, 
motor-cycling and microlight aircraft being mentioned most frequently . 
Legally, noise of any kind is dealt with . through the Environmental 
Health Department of the District Council. Clay shoots, motor cycle or 
similar events, ~f privately held on private land, are otherwise within 
the law . Such events which involve a public meeting require planning 
permission . with stringent safety and health aspects to satisfy. Public 
nuisance on Common Land under the Parish Council's control is dealt 
with under Parish Council Byelaws relating to such common land. 

18. OTHER MATTERS 

Residents were invited to comment on three miscellaneous is.sues within 
the Parish: The Parish Magazine, Beating the Bounds and the future 
development of three 'special sites' . 

"Chailey News" is received by 491 (72%) of the respondent households. 
There was a wide range of suggestions for inclusion, mainly asking for 
more information on facilities and regular events in the village. The 
most frequent requests were for bus timetables (9) and for details of 
planning applications (4). A number of other requests were for names 
and addresses (of such people as Parish Councillors, club sec~etaries 
etc.) or for more information on various local events (clubs, sports 
etc.). As many of the items requested would be constant over time 
(timetables, officers etc.) this would be very repetitive. It may 
therefore be worth considering the production of some booklet contain
ing such information which could be updated regularly. 

There were also a large and diverse range of suggestions for improve
ments to 'Beating the Bounds'. These were passed to the 1989 committee 
for consideration. 

QUESTIONNAIRE ANALYSIS OTHER MATTERS 

Rl. Do you receive "Chailey News" produced by the Rector of St. 
Peters? 

Sheffield Park 4, Chailey Warren - 40, North Common - 180, 
Pelling Bridge - 6, Chailey Green - 14, Cinder Hill - J6, South 
Street - 75, South Common - 114, Outlying Areas - 22. 

Special Sites 

There are three sites in the Parish which are likely to become 
available . for development in the near future. They are Pouchlands 
Hospital and two sites at the Heritage (the "new" Heritage and St. 
Georges). Lewes District Council has prepared a development brief for 
Pouchlands Hospital and the questionnaire asked for comments on 
preferred alternative uses for the 3 sites based on the Pouchlands 
brief. The preferred solutions in order of preference were :-

Private hospital/clinic 
Private Hospice 
Hotel with recreational facilities 
Mixed htms ing 
Light Manufacturing 
Residential School 

• Office 
Research Laboratory 
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Additional comments on the Pouchland site referred to concern that 
development should not generate additional .traffic in Mill Lane. It was 
requested that villagers should be involved in consultations, that the 
buildings should be retained and development should be in keeping with 
a rural env ironment. 

The continued use of these sites for medical use could absorb any 
redundant staff from the existing establishments and also provide 
employment for some of the people seeking work in the Parish . However, 
it is probable from information gathered in this survey and past 
experience th~t such uses would depend to a large extent on staff 
travelling in from beyond the parish. 

The high environmental quality of the Heritage sites and their present 
use has probably influenced a preference for a private hospital or 
hotel . The realisation of such uses will however be dependent upon 
their viability and the interest of developers. 

The need for further leisure facilities has been highlighted in other 
sections of this report. The development of a Community College at the 
Secondary School, using redundant land at the Martlets and on 
Pouchlands, could provide additional leisure facilities and oppor
tunities for starter workshops . It could provide emp loyrnent oppor
tunities especially for part time work and enable the parish to become 
a more self-contained community, less dependent upon public transport . 
The conversion/development of part of the site for housing could help 
to meet the housing needs identified in the questionnaire avoiding 
further infilling of small sites or use of greenfield sites. 

Additional Comments 

At the end of the questionnaire respondents were invited to make 
further comments on any village related matter. 

The majority of responses from this section laid emphasis on subjects 
in the main body o-f the~ questionnaire . In particular, people expressed 
their concern with housing development in the village, the main issue 
being that new building should be sympathetic to the rural nature of 
the area both in design and density. 

Respondents also took this opportunity to express their concern at the 
lack of facilities for children up to the age of 16 in the Parish. 
In addition comments were made from people wishing to see more tree 
planting in public amenity sites and new building areas. 

There were many individual suggestions of an infinite variety but most 
were unlikely to find any real public appeal. However, a few should be 
mentioned as they may provide food for thought and arouse further 
public interest. 

The establishment of a Chailey Trust to which legacies and donation 
of money, property and land may be made and used for the general 
benefit of the Parish. 

The provision of an annual social directory and information booklet 
(possibly as an adjunct to the Chailey News). 
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APPENDICES 

APPENDIX A LOCAL GOVERNMEN'f DIVISION OF RESPONSIBILITIES BETWEEN COUNTY, 
DISTRICT AND PARISH COUNCILS. 

a . PLANNING 
County Prepares Structure Plan setting out strategic planning 

policy within general guidelines set out by central 
government. Certifies that Local Plans comply . 
Advises District Councils on major planning applications. 
Determines planning applications for minerals and waste 
disposal; and applications for development on County Council 
land in own area and proposals it intends to carry out. 

District - Prepares Local/District Plans setting out land use proposals . 
Determines planning applications (excluding those Country 
Council can decide) including those on own land . 
Designates conservation areas and makes Tree Preservation 
Orders. 
Responsible for all other planning functions including 
advertisement control . 

Parish Comments on Structure Plan and Local Plans and their 
implications on local issues. 
Comments on planning applications. 

b. TRANSPORTATION 
County Responsible for construction and maintenance of all roads 

(other than trunk roads), bridleways and footpaths. 
Responsible for management of traffic (one way systems, 
traffic signals, etc.). 
Secures provision of necessary public transport where not 
provided by the commercial sector . 
Advises Districts on all transport matters relating to 
planning applications. 
Responsible for highway lighting. 

District - Licenses taxis, may provide additional public transport. 
Provides and secures off street car parking. 

Parish Comments on public transport proposals. 

c. HOUSING 

May provide bus service subsidy. 
May provide footpath lighting. 
May provide car parking . 

County Sets out in Structure Plan number of houses to be built in 
District in Plan period (eg. 6,000 in Lewes District 1986-
2001) and policy on type of housing ie. first time buyers, 
family houses, local people/migrants. 

District - Responsible for managing and providing new housing. 

Parish 

Responsible for homeless people. 
Responsible in Local Plans for location of housing 
provisions. 
May assemble land for Housing Associations. 
May require District Council to review housing unsuitable 
for habita-tion. 
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d . RECREATION 
County Responsible for public access to the countryside , maintaining 

footpath and bridleways and creating new routes. 
Responsible for library service , provision of information on 
leisure facilities. & 

May make County owned property (usually schools) available 
for leisure activities. 

District - Responsible for providing leisure facilities, eg. swimming 
pools, sports hall . 
May negotiate for joint use of County owned property . 

Parish May maintain footpaths and bridleways. under delegated powe rs . 

e . EDUCATION 

May undertake maintenance of rights of way . 
May acquire land and building for recreation . 
May mak~ '·byelaws regulating their use. 
Has duty to provide allotments where there is an unsatisfied 
demand . 

County Responsible for prov1s1on of education ie. nursery, primary, 
secondary, further education, youth service, adult education . 

Parish May nominate one third of primary school governors. 
f. ENVIRONMENT 
County Responsible for disposal of waste. 

May carry out works to conserve environment and enter land 
for management agreements. 
May provide specialist advice on ecology, archaeology, 
forestry, architecture and landscape design. 

District - Designates Conservation Areas and makes Tree Preservation 
Orders. 

Parish 

g. FINANCE 
County 
District -

Parish 

Responsible for collection of waste. 
Responsible for 'untidy land'. 
Responsible for control of noise and pollution. 
May acquire land and enter management agreements. 
May clear litter and seek costs from County Council. 
May control grazing on common land and road verges. 
May prosecute offenses concerning noise. 
May seek abatement to pollution nuisance. 

Fixes County precept to meet its obligations and needs. 
Fixes District precept. 
Collects Community Charge and allocates appropriate funds 
to County and Parish Councils. 
Maintains Community Charge register. 
Fixes Parish precept. 

h. OTHER DUTIES 
County SoCial Services 

Provides advice and assistance (eg. home help) through 
'Patch Teams' who determine local priorities. 
Emergency Services 
Responsible for fire service. 
Responsible with West Sussex for the police services. 
Responsible for dealing with emergencies/disasters 
(eg. hurricane/rail accidents). 
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Trading Standards 
Trade disputes , quantity , quality, fa i r trading and sa fety . 
Weights and Measures. 

District - Elections 
Responsible for maintaining electoral roll. 
Responsible for arrangements. 
Cemeteries - responsible for prqyiding facilities to serve 
the District. :: · 

Parish - Emergency Services 
Responsible for preparation of emergency Local Plan . 
Cemeteries 
May provide facilities to meet local needs - may share 
arrangements wi th adjoining parishes . 

COMPARISON OF RATES PAID IN PARISHES LEWES DISTRICT 1988 

TOWN/PARISH ADULT PRECEPT EXPENDITURE RATE % R.V. PAID BY 
POPULATION PER ADULT p NON TYPICAL 

DOMESTIC HOUSEHOLD 

NEWHAVEN 8092 80 , 000 £9.87 3. 6 65 £8 . 75 

NEWICK 1911 7,282 £3.80 2 . 6 8 £6.32 

PEACEHAVEN 10557 126,677 £12 . 00 7.7 16 £18 . 71 

CHAILEY 1976 7,152 £3.62 2.0 28 £4.86 

LEWES 12124 197,000 £16 ·. 25 7.1 45 £17 . 25 
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APPENDIX B - PUBLIC RIGHTS OF WAY 
PROBLEM PATHS MENTIONED IN THE QUESTIONNAIRE RESPONSES 
WAY . 

ON PUBLIC RIGHT OF 

1. Bevernbridge to Yokehurst needs maintenance . 4 

2a . 
3. 
6 . 

Drive to Newbarn Farm in danger of being lost, needs maintenance . 
Whitegates Close- Yokehurst, needs maintenance, needs signs. 
Connects 1c and 2b between Newbarn Farm and Yokehurst needs 
maintenance . 

. 8 •... Green Lane_ from Balnec:tth Gate - Setfords Fields needs maintenance . . 
13 . Chailey Place - Markstakes Lane via Tutts Farm, barbed wire on 

stile, overgrown by railway bridge. 
14 . Station Road - Cinder Hill , needs maintenance, needs signs, needs 

stile to stop motorcyclists and horses, hazardous during the 
shooting season, used as a dump by residents . 

15 . Downs View - April Cottage (Cinder Hill) via Frick Wood, needs 
maintenance, needs signs, very overgrown, partly fenced off. 

18. Hooke Drive - Eels Ash Wood, needs signs, blocked in Bineham Wood . 
19a . Church - Eels Ash Wood via Old Rectory, needs signs. 
20a~ Eels Ash Wood, needs signs. 
21 . Coldharbour Lane to Warren -Wood, sign .removed, gates needed. 
22. Lane End Common- Jackies Lane (Redgill Lane), blocked, safer 

bridge needed. 
24a. Wapsbourne Wood, needs clearing, needs signs. 
25a. Wapsbourne Wood, needs clearing, needs signs. 
27. Warrs Hill Road - A272 via Little Noven Farm blocked, sign removed. 
3.1a Little Noven Farm- Reading Room A272, Impassable at stream crossing. 
35a. A272 opposite Teagues Farm, no sign, path crosses garden of 

Langdene Cottage (Mr Edwards) (b) and (c) needs stiles. 
36a. A272 Leyden House - Scaynes Hill, overgrown. 
37. Wivelsden Farm, no stiles. 
39. Felling Bridge - A272, blocked, sign needed. 
45. Opposite Simmonds Farm- Green Lane (8), needs levelling. 
46. Cockfield Bridge - Markstakes Lane, blocked, needs maintenance 

bridge ne€ds repair. 
50. Cinder Hill - Vixengrove Farm, overgrown, needs signs. 
53 (a) and (b) Green Lane - Roman Spring Farm, needs maintenance, 

(c) dangerous. 
55., Balneath Manor- Balneath Wood, needs maintenance. 
58. Green Lane to Furzeley Farm, needs sign, blocked. 

GENERAL COMMENTS 
All paths on North Common in poor condition due to horses. 
All paths on North Common need signs to define them. 
Some woodland paths are obstructed by fallen trees. 
Paths on Markstakes Common need better definition and signs. 
Some footpaths used by horses and motorcyclists. Erect 'Footpath Only' 
signs. 
Create new bridleway on Hooke Estate. 
Wall at Markstakes Lane should be repaired. 
Make map available and organise volunteers to clear. 
Paths in Kiln Wood, Markstakes Common and South Common are being f~nced 
off by Brickworks; they are neglected and badly drained. 
UNIDENTJ;FIED PATHS 
Old Barn Footpath in poor condition. 
Bushes Farm Path needs m~intenance. 
Value Farm Path needs signpost. 
Godleys Green to Lowelsfield Road. 
Brickyard Lane (not designated). 
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APPENDIX ~ 

BREAKDOWN OF PEOPLE wORKING IN CHAILEY 

People Working at Home Elsewhere in Chailey J 

A. Structure of Employment 

No . of Females 
No.. of Males 
No . of Full-time 
No . of Part-time 
No . of self employed 

Total number employed 

B. Categories of Employment 

Agriculture 
Administration 
Medical 
Garden 
Manufacture 
Recreation 
Engineer ing and Science 
Construction/Building 
Personal 
Creative/Media work 
Distribution/retail 
Domestic 
Computer 
Banking/Finance/Insurance 
Secretarial/Cler ical 
Managerial 

Othe r 

PERCEIVED 

33 
43 
60 
16 
46 

75 

7 
6 
3 
1 
3 
2 
4 

11 
7 
5 
8 
2 
1 
L 
3 
6 

6 

EMPLOYMENT 

80. '~~--~------,----.---.---,---.---.~--'! 

6~. 

16 . 

li •h c:r ie •i 

72 
79 

102 
49 
21 

151 

33 
13 
14 

4 
9 
3 
5 

4 

10 
18 

1 
3 
8 
4 

22 

Key to diagram with actual numbere of people who mentioned the 
requirement . 

1 i - Light lndu!!ltry [78 ) 
!!h ~ Shope [7o r 
cr - Craft e or Rur a l craft e [ 62 ] 
le - Leieure [35] 
bo - Bueineee/Of fi ce work [24 ] 
ag - Agricultural work [20] 
he - He a 1 th r el ated (inc nureery) [ 15 J 
co - Cottage lndu!!tri ee [ 10 J 
ho - Horticultur e I Ga;-d e ning [ 10} 
ga - Garag e work [ 6} 

I 
T 
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Chai l ey 

WO!oe'1 f ull tiMe/-.._ 

A;( I 
~ ; 

~---------------4 

Me'1 part t i Ml! 19 

LE'WES DISTRICT CHAILEY 

No . % No. % 

Full time men 17681 50 . 26 Full ti'D.e men 475 56.95 
Part time men 347 0.98 Part time men 32 3 . 83 
Full time women 12176 34 . 61 Full time women 170 20.38 
Part time women 4973 14.13 Part time women 157 18 . 82 

All 35177 100 834 100 

N.B. the following assumptions have been made : 

1. A person who has ticked the self employed column works full time . 

2. Households with 2 adults aged 25-50 include at 
full time employment (in the employed category 
people have been included under "other"). 

EMPLOYMENT ..., . .,.,. 
~24 .i 

299. 

1.94. 

0.· 

full time 
part time part timeself employed full time 

W2~ Ill 

least 1 person in 
in Table ::?.. these 

-] 
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E MPLOYMENT 
119 . 

95. 

71 .. 

4?. ' 

23. 

0. 

IZ2l Males 

EMPlOYMENT CATEGORIES 

a. Agriculture 

b. Finance - Banking, Insurance 

c. Construction 

d. Distribution,_ shops 

e. Energy 

f. Medical 

g. Managerial 

h. Domestic 

- i. Engineering and Science 

k. Creative, authors, sculptors, 
journalists, actors 

l. Gardeningt, landscape 

m. Manufacturing 

1m fe1-1ales 

p. Personal - hairdressing 

q. Computers - programmers, analysts, 
consultants 

r. Recreation 

s. Secretarial and clerical 

t . Transport 

u. Public, admin., teachers, policeman, 
local government 

o. Others 
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APPENDIX E - SPORT AND RECREATIONAL FACILITIES 

CULTURAL FACILITIES 
Chailey Horticultural Society. 
Chailey Village Flower Club. 
Chailey Commons Society. 
Friends of Chailey Windmill. 
Chailey Youth Club. 
Chailey Brownie Pack. 
(There is also a Brownie and a Cub pack, 2 Guide groups and a Scout troop 
based at the Heritage, with membership restricted to children of the 
Heritage). 

SOCIAL FACILITIES 
Mothers' Union. 
Women's Institute . 
Lunch Club (over 60s). 
Fivepenny CLub. 
Royal British Legion. 
Chail~y Pre-School Playgroup. 
Chailey Bonfire Society. 
Chailey Footpath Walkers . 
Martlets League of Friends. 
Scrabble Group. 
Parents and Toddlers Group. 
Old Folks Welfare Committee. 

SPORTING FACILITIES 
Chailey Cricket Club. 
Chailey Football Club. 
Chailey Jnrs . Football Club. 
Chailey Stoolball Club. 
Chailey Swimming Assoc. 
The Swan Darts Team. 
Southdown Hunt East Pony Club. 

CHURCH BASED SOCIETIES 
St. Peter's Choir. 
St . Peter's Bellringers . 
Beating the Bounds. 
Girls' Guild. 

RECREATIONAL FACILITIES 
1 . Village Hall - large hall, tables, chairs, kitchen and toilets -

Available for hire. 
2. 

3. 

4. 

5 . 

6. 

Reading Room - small hall, tables, chairs and kitchen -
Available for hire . 
North Chailey Recreation Area - Cricket, football and stoolball 
pitches, car park, pavilion with changing rooms, toilets and a bar. 
Roeheath Cricket Pitch- formerly used by the cricket and stoolball 

· teams - Seldom now used. 
Childrens play areas-,- South Chailey, off Mill Brooks. North 
Chailey- adjacent to the sports field. (not yet constructed). 
Chailey Comprehensive School - Sports Hall - gymnasium and covered. 
swimming pool. 
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~ ·-

APPENDIX ~ 

LISTED BUILDINGS OF ARCHITECTURAL AND HISTORICAL INTEREST 

North Ccmron 

TCMO.ings Fa.rrrhouse l 7C 

Wildfields 17C 
Broadstore Fa.rrrhouse 17C 

~ 18C 

Langridge 16C 

T~ 17C 
E.3ril. to sw-of Teaguas 18C 

ley 1arrls Fa.rnh::use 18C 

fush f a,rnh:Juse 17C 

Forner Workh:Juse Bldgs 
at D:>tteridge School 18C 
St . Martins <llapel 20C 
Wirrlnill, New Heritage 19C 

St. Peters 
Beards 

A 

--
Correr Cottage 
Shirley Cottage 
Bosun 
D.rrrants 
Bineham FarnhJuse 
01ai1ey Place 
01ailey Moat 
Five Bells 

C>verrlm 
\bxlbrooks Fanrh::luse 
Bevem Bridge lh.Lse 

17C 
17C 
17jl8C 
17C 
17C 
19C 
16jl8C 
16C 

16C 
18C 
18C A 

A 
(e .. 
1'1 

" 

,~0' Warren Fa.rniu..lse 17C 
~. CUr Lady Q..Een 

of~ 19C ·- Warr' s Fa.rniu..lse 17C 
Waps~ l7C 
Gran:rry to sw 
of Wapsl::x;urre - l7G-
Little lodge 16C 
Fir Tree Cottage 19C 
Holly Grove 19C 

Cin:::ler Hill 

furze grove 
Woodside 
TCIJllsetts Charity 
Hicbiells 
Keepers 
\Jhi te lodge 
Ades 
Coppards Bridge 
Cottages 
Cin:ler FarnhJuse 
The lboke 
Baln=.ath Maror 
Pcu:hl.arrls Cottages 
Southam 

1\.ltts Fa.rrrhcAJ.se 17C 
Higpl:-1a.Jse Fa.rnh:llse 18C 
She1leys 17C 
Markst:.3ke's Fann 17C 
furzeley Fann 17C 

KEY: H 16 Century - 17 Century 

.A 18 Century 

I 19 Century 

• 20 Century 

l6C 
17C 
17C 
17c 
17C 
17C 
18fl9C 

17 fl8C 
16C 
17C 
l6fl9C 
17C 
16C 
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1. Redland Br .ic~work.s 
. (11( fiectii.res) 

.(., . . . . 
' i~e~.eld Sawmill 

(·3.5 ,_hec~ares) · ' 
·' . 

. t 

South Street ~nd 
Sub P~st . Office 

Nort.h ·Cpmmon V.i l L'agef. ~ lc 
St~r~ & ~uti · Po~t Of Jce ~ 

P.E-t£ i ~~ 

' I. 

1. Kings Head 

z:. F.·iveBells 

~orns Lo?ge 

· . i.. Pouch lands 

Cha~tey Heritage 

(~) Old Herfta~e 

(-tl') SL Georges 

~c) N~w · Heritage 

3. Har.~letts 

4. Green A~::res 

att ·~ ~ 
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Housing waiting list figures for Chailey as at end  

January 2017 

 

From Councillor Davy  

  

Chailey Figures January 2017: 

  

 1 Bedroom =  19 of which 6 live in and wish to remain in Chailey 

 2 Bedroom = 17 of which 5 live in and wish to remain in Chailey 

 3 Bedroom = 5 of which 2 live in and wish to remain in Chailey 

 4 Bedroom = 0 of which 0 live in and wish to remain in Chailey 

 5 Bedroom = 1 who does not live in Chailey but wishes to live in Chailey 

Total = 42 in total of which 13 live in and wish to remain in Chailey. 

 

89



From: Ken Jordan
Subject: Chailey Housing Stock

Date: 9 January 2018 at 16:49
To: Stephen Avery Clerk Chailey Parish Council Dennis Matthews , Jack Cranfield

Katherine Matthews , Mark Evans Stephen Avery
Cc: Irving, Rosalind

Dear	Colleagues,
	

1.	 Thanks	to	Ros	Irving,	I	have	now	iden:fied,	buried	in	“East	Sussex	in	Figures”,	2011	Census	data

rela:ng	to	the	size	the	size	of	houses	in	Chailey	in	terms	of	number	of	bedrooms.	These	data	reinforce

the	picture	that	is	emerging	from	elsewhere	in	the	Census.

2.	 The	housing	distribu:on	in	Chailey	Parish	by	number	of	bedrooms	is	as	follows	(Lewes	District	figures

are	shown	in	brackets):-

Percentage	of	Chailey	Parish	Housing	Stock
	
1	Bedroom:		7.8%		(Lewes:	10.8%)

2	Bedroom:		18.1%			(Lewes:29.7%)

3	Bedroom:	34.2%	(Lewes:	38.3%)

4	Bedroom	:	28.0%	(Lewes:	15.8%)

5	Bedrooms	or	more:	18.7%	(Lewes:	5.1%)

3.	 Chailey	Parish’s	share	of	the	Lewes	District	housing	stock	of	dwellings	by	number	of	bedrooms	is	as

follows,	no:ng	that	Chailey	Parish	accounts	overall	for	2.8%	of	all	Lewes	District	housing:-

																																1	Bedroom:	2.0%

																																2	Bedroom:	1.7%

																																:	3	Bedroom:2.5%

																																	4	Bedroom:	0.4%

																																	5	Bedroom	or	more:		8.6%

	

4.	 NB	Chailey	Parish	has	a	higher	propor:on	of	houses	with	5	or	more	bedrooms	than	anywhere	else	in

the	District	save	for	Lewes	(15..0%)	and	Seaford	(21.2%).

	

	

																																																																																Ken	Jordan
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From: Ken Jordan
Subject: Neighbourhood Plan: Further Supporting Evidence

Date: 8 January 2018 at 19:20
To: Mark Evans Stephen Avery Clerk Chailey Parish Council Dennis Matthews

Jack Cranfield , Katherine Matthews Stephen Avery
Cc: Irving, Rosalind

Dear	Colleagues,
1.	 “East	Sussex	in	Figures”	provides	further	data,	obtained	from	the	2011	Census,	which	reinforces	the
picture	generated	by	my	previous	analysis	of	the	distribuDon	of	houses	by	Council	Tax	Bands,	that
Chailey	Parish	housing	stock	seems	affluent	in	character	and	lacking	in	smaller	dwellings	of	interest	to
those	starDng	out	or	to	those	seeking	to	downsize.

2.	 Unfortunately,	I	have	so	far	failed	to	discover	Census	data	that	related	directly		to	the	distribuDon	of
dwellings	by	the	number	of	bedrooms.	But	a	data	set,	“Household	spaces	by	accommodaDon	type”	is
revealing	and	generally	supporDve	.It	shows	that	the	majority	of	dwellings	in	Chailey	Parish		are
detached	whereas,	in	Lewes	District	as	a	whole,	although	detached	houses	are	the	most	common	form
of	dwelling,	they	account	for	only	just	over	one	third	of	all	dwellings.

3.	 The	detailed	results	are	as	follows.	For	Chailey	Parish,	53.3%	of	“household	spaces”	were	in	2011
detached	houses,	27.1%	were	semi	–	detached,	11.1%	were	terraced	and	9.8%	were	flats,	maisoneXes
or	apartments.	For	Lewes	District	as	a	whole,	the	comparable	figures	were	detached:	35.1%;	semi-
detached:26.5%;	terraced:	19.1%;	flats	etc.	18.8%.

4.	 Since	we	are	looking	at	a	15	year	Dme	horizon,	we	need	to	take	account	of	the	age	distribuDon	of
Chailey’s	populaDon	and	also	of	the	realiDes	of	household	composiDon.	Again,	the	2011	Census	is	the
source.	The	age	group	analysis	for	Chailey	Parish	is	as	follows	–	the	figures	in	brackets	are	those	for
Lewes	District	as	a	whole.

0	–	14	years:			19.4%			(	16.2%)
15	–	29	years:		15.7%	(15.2%)
30	–	44	years:		17.2%		(17.3%)
45	–	64	years:			32.2%	(28.5%}
Over	65	years:	15.4%	(22.7%)

										Thus	Chailey	has	a	significantly	smaller	proporDon	of	elderly	people	–	perhaps	because	of	both	the
absence	of	suitable	accommodaDon	for	those	wishing	to	downsize	and	the	extreme	difficulty	of	living	in
Chailey	if	you	can	no	longer	drive	–	and	a	slightly	higher	proporDon	of	younger	people	than	Lewes	District
as	a	whole.

5.	 For	the	purposes	of	the	Census,	a	“household”	is	defined	as	people	who	share	cooking	faciliDes	and	a
living	room.	They	do	not	need	to	be	related.	In	2011,	18.6%	of	households	in	Chailey	consisted	of	a
single	person	(	the	comparable	figure	for	Lewes	District	was	30.2%);	75.3%	of	households	in	Chailey
were	“all	family”	–	i.e.	related	to	each	other	(Lewes	District:	63.6%);	and	6.2%	of	households	in	Chailey
were	classified	as	“other”		(Lewes	District:	6.2%)	–	i.e.	those	sharing	faciliDes	were	unrelated.

6.	 We	should	perhaps	include	populaDon	density	figures	in	the	Village	Character	Appraisal	secDon,	since
they	help	to	demonstrate		the	rural	nature	of	the	Parish.	PopulaDon	density	at	the	Dme	of	the	2011
Census	in	Chailey	Parish	was	1.2	persons	per	hectare:	the	comparable	figure	for	Lewes	District	was	3.3
and	for	East	Susses	was	3.1.
Ken	Jordan
PS	Perhaps	Stephen	Avery	would	ensure	this	piece	is	filed	in	dropbox.									

91



Listed Buildings in Chailey, Lewes, East Sussex 
1. II* 1 Coppard's Bridge 

Chailey, Lewes, East Sussex, BN8  

2. II Ades 

Chailey, Lewes, East Sussex, BN8  

3. II Balneath Manor 

Chailey, Lewes, East Sussex, BN8  

4. II Barn to South West of Teagues Farmhouse 

Chailey, Lewes, East Sussex, RH17  

5. II Beards 

Chailey, Lewes, East Sussex, BN8  

6. II Bevernbridge House 

Chailey, Lewes, East Sussex, BN8  

7. II Bineham Farmhouse 

Chailey, Lewes, East Sussex, BN8  

8. II Bosun 

Chailey, Lewes, East Sussex, BN8  

9. II Broadstone Farmhouse 

Chailey, Lewes, East Sussex, BN8  

10. II Bush Farmhouse 

Chailey, Lewes, East Sussex, BN8  

11. II Chailey Moat 
Chailey, Lewes, East Sussex, BN8  

12. II Chailey Place 

Chailey, Lewes, East Sussex, BN8  

13. II Chailey Windmill, New Heritage, Heritage Crafts School 
Chailey, Lewes, East Sussex, BN8  

14. II Church of Our Lady, Queen of Heaven 

Chailey, Lewes, East Sussex, BN8  

15. II Cinder Farmhouse 

Chailey, Lewes, East Sussex, BN8  

16. II Coppard's Bridge 

Chailey, Lewes, East Sussex, BN8  

17. II Corner Cottage shirley Cottage 

Chailey, Lewes, East Sussex, BN8  

18. II Durrants 

Chailey, Lewes, East Sussex, BN8  

19. II Fir Tree Cottage 

Chailey, Lewes, East Sussex, BN8  

20. II Former Workhouse Building at Old Heritage, Heritage Crafts School 
Chailey, Lewes, East Sussex, BN8  

21. II Furze Grove 

Chailey, Lewes, East Sussex, BN8  

22. II Furzeley Farmhouse 

Chailey, Lewes, East Sussex, BN8  

23. II Granary to South West of Wapsbourne 

Chailey, Lewes, East Sussex, TN22  

24. II Hickwells 

Chailey, Lewes, East Sussex, BN8  

25. II High House Farmhouse 

Chailey, Lewes, East Sussex, BN8  
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26. II Holly Grove 

Chailey, Lewes, East Sussex, BN8  

27. II K6 Kiosk, Outside Reading Room 

Chailey, Lewes, East Sussex, BN8  

28. II Keepers 

Chailey, Lewes, East Sussex, BN8  

29. II Leylands Farmhouse 

Chailey, Lewes, East Sussex, BN8  

30. II Little Lodge 

Chailey, Lewes, East Sussex, BN8  

31. II Longridge 

Chailey, Lewes, East Sussex, BN8  

32. II Markstakes Farmhouse 

Chailey, Lewes, East Sussex, BN8  

33. II Newhouse Farmhouse 

Chailey, Lewes, East Sussex, BN8  

34. II Ovenden 

Chailey, Lewes, East Sussex, BN8  

35. II Pouchlands Cottages 

Chailey, Lewes, East Sussex, BN8  

36. II Shelley's 

Chailey, Lewes, East Sussex, BN8  

37. II Southam 

Chailey, Lewes, East Sussex, BN8  

38. II St Helens Church 

Chailey, Lewes, East Sussex, BN8  

39. II St Martins Chapel, Old Heritage, Heritage Crafts School 
Chailey, Lewes, East Sussex, BN8  

40. II Swan Public House 

Chailey, Lewes, East Sussex, BN8  

41. II Teagues Farmhouse 

Chailey, Lewes, East Sussex, RH17  

42. II The Five Bells Inn 

Chailey, Lewes, East Sussex, BN8  

43. II The Hooke 

Chailey, Lewes, East Sussex, BN8  

44. II* The Parish Church of St Peter 

Chailey, Lewes, East Sussex, BN8  

45. II Tompsett's Charity 

Chailey, Lewes, East Sussex, BN8  

46. II Towning's Farmhouse 

Chailey, Lewes, East Sussex, BN8  

47. II Tutt's Farmhouse 

Chailey, Lewes, East Sussex, BN8  

48. II* Wapsbourne 

Chailey, Lewes, East Sussex, TN22  

49. II Warr's Farmhouse 

Chailey, Lewes, East Sussex, BN8  

50. II Warren Farmhouse 

Chailey, Lewes, East Sussex, BN8  

51. II White Lodge 

Chailey, Lewes, East Sussex, BN8  

52. II Wildfields 

Chailey, Lewes, East Sussex, BN8  
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53. II Woodbrooks Farmhouse 

Chailey, Lewes, East Sussex, BN8  

54. II Woodside 

Chailey, Lewes, East Sussex, BN8  
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Introduction 
 
1. Neighbourhood Development Plans are a relatively new tier of planning 

policy produced by local communities. When adopted, such plans will 
be used by local planning authorities to determine planning 
applications for the Neighbourhood Areas that they cover. 

 
2. Chailey Parish Council has had its entire Parish designed as a 

Neighbourhood Area which allows it to produce a Neighbourhood 
Development Plan. 

 
3. The Strategic Environmental Assessment (SEA) Regulations1 

transpose the European Union SEA Directive2 into law. It requires 
those making plans that could impact on the environment to consider 
whether they are likely to have a significant effect or not. 

 
Screening Opinion 
 
4. As part of the process of making the Neighbourhood Development 

Plan, the Parish Council has requested a screening opinion to see 
whether a SEA is required as part of the plan-making process. Such a 
requirement can be screened out if it is felt, based on the information 
available, that the Neighbourhood Development Plan would not have a 
likely significant environmental affect. 

 
5. In order to assess the likely significance of the plan on the 

environment, the purpose of the plan has been appraised against the 
criteria detailed in the regulations and Directive. This analysis has been 
made in Table 1. 

 
6. The District Council has based its screening opinion on the 

understanding that the Chailey Parish Council will prepare a 
Neighbourhood Development Plan that: 

 will have policies consistent with national policy; 
 will have policies consistent with existing and emerging local 

policies; 
 will not allocate sites for development; 
 will base policies on the evidence it has gained from documents 

such as the State of the Parish Report. 
 
7. If it is presented with additional information that changes its 

understanding as to what the Chailey Neighbourhood Plan will cover, 
the District Council reserves the right to undertake another Screening 
Assessment which may have different conclusions. 

 

                                            
1 Known fully as The Environmental Assessment of Plans and Programmes Regulations 2004 
2 Known fully as Directive 2001/42/EC of the European Parliament and of the Council of 27 
June 2001 on the assessment of the effects of certain plans and programmes on the 
environment 
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Table 1: Screening Assessment 
Criteria Notes Likely Significant 

Effect? 
1.  The characteristics of plans and programmes, having regard, in particular, to— 

(a) the degree to which the plan 
or programme sets a 
framework for projects and 
other activities, either with 
regard to the location, nature, 
size and operating conditions 
or by allocating resources;  

Neighbourhood Development Plans 
are the lowest-level statutory planning 
documents in the UK.  As such, the 
Chailey Neighbourhood Development 
Plan does not set a framework for 
other projects or plans outside of the 
Parish but will be used for guiding 
development in the Parish until 2030. 

No 

(b) the degree to which the plan 
or programme influences other 
plans and programmes 
including those in a hierarchy;  

Neighbourhood Development Plans 
are influenced by other plans, such as 
the adopted Lewes District Core 
Strategy, as well as national planning 
policy and guidance. The plan is at 
the base of the hierarchy of national 
policy and is not intended to influence 
other plans and programmes. 

No 

(c) the relevance of the plan or 
programme for the integration 
of environmental 
considerations in particular 
with a view to promoting 
sustainable development;  

The Neighbourhood Development 
Plan, as directed by the National 
Planning Policy Framework, will help 
promote sustainable development 
and will consider the environment of 
the Parish.  

No 

(d) environmental problems 
relevant to the plan or 
programme; and  

The state of the environment has 
been considered by those making the 
plan to help with such consideration. 
Based on the information received to 
date, it is likely that the plan will 
attempt to reduce environmental 
problems and thus no significant 
negative impact is envisaged through 
the provisions in the Neighbourhood 
Development Plan.  

No 

(e) the relevance of the plan or 
programme for the 
implementation of Community 
legislation on the environment 
(for example, plans and 
programmes linked to waste 
management or water 
protection). 

Not applicable for the Neighbourhood 
Development Plan 

No 

2.  Characteristics of the effects and of the area likely to be affected, having regard, in particular, 
to— 

(a) the probability, duration, 
frequency and reversibility of 
the effects;  

The Neighbourhood Development 
Plan will guide development in the 
parish until 2030, with the aim of 
having a positive impact on the parish 
and by promoting sustainable 
development.   

No 

(b) the cumulative nature of the 
effects;  

Development in the Neighbourhood 
Plan is likely to be consistent with the 

No 
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Criteria Notes Likely Significant 
Effect? 

(c) the trans-boundary nature 
of the effects;  

amount of development proposed in 
the Joint Core Strategy.  
 
The Sustainability Appraisal (SA) 
(incorporating a SEA) of the Joint 
Core Strategy considered the impact 
of development in the Parish 
alongside development in other 
settlements and parishes, including 
neighbouring districts. Neighbouring 
authorities have not objected to these 
findings. 
 
The Habitats Regulations 
Assessment (HRA) of the Joint Core 
Strategy considered the effects of 
development on protected sites. 
Additional work is currently being 
carried out to consider the combined 
traffic impacts on protected sites (i.e. 
Ashdown Forest SAC/SPA). 
 
It is not anticipated that the Chailey 
Neighbourhood Plan will have direct 
negative trans-boundary impacts as it 
will only contain policies to guide 
development within the Parish up to 
2030 and will not be allocating sites 
for development. 

No 

(d) the risks to human health or 
the environment (for example, 
due to accidents);  

It is not thought that anything in the 
Neighbourhood Development Plan 
will increase risks to human health. 

No 

(e) the magnitude and spatial 
extent of the effects 
(geographical area and size of 
the population likely to be 
affected);  

The Neighbourhood Development 
Plan, unlike most plans, is to be 
written for a small area and modest 
population.  Its impacts are unlikely to 
be extensive. 

No 

(f) the value and vulnerability of 
the area likely to be affected 
due to—  
(i) special natural 
characteristics or cultural 
heritage; 
(ii) exceeded environmental 
quality standards or limit 
values; or  
(iii) intensive land-use; and 

In collecting information for the 
Neighbourhood Development Plan, 
information has been gained on the 
characteristics of the area – including 
information on land use, listed 
buildings, TPOs and SSSIs.  This 
information gathering will inform the 
contents of the Neighbourhood 
Development Plan.  
 
There are no known environmental 
quality standards being exceeded. 
The plan is not likely to lead to a 
significant intensification of land use 
nor is it felt that its provisions are 
likely to harm natural and cultural 
characteristics. 
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Criteria Notes Likely Significant 
Effect? 

(g) the effects on areas or 
landscapes which have a 
recognised national, European 
Community or international 
protection status. 

The Neighbourhood Area does 
include nationally designated 
landscape including Chailey Common 
Site of Special Scientific Interest 
(SSSI). It is not envisaged that the 
SSSI will be significantly affected by 
the provisions of the Neighbourhood 
Development Plan as the Chailey 
neighbourhood Plan will not allocate 
sites for development. 
 
The northernmost portion of the 
Neighbourhood Area is within the 7 
km zone of influence around the 
Ashdown Forest SAC/SPA and so 
could be of concern for recreation 
impacts. It is not anticipated that that 
Chailey Neighbourhood Plan will have 
direct negative effects on air quality 
and in particular nitrogen deposition 
on the SAC. This is because the 
Chailey Neighbourhood Plan will not 
allocate sites but only seek to provide 
additional policies to inform the 
planning application process within 
the Neighbourhood Area. Therefore it 
is thought that this issue should be 
considered at a strategic level. 
 
Additional work is currently being 
carried out on the HRA for the Joint 
Core Strategy to consider the 
combined traffic impacts resulting 
from new developments on protected 
European sites (i.e. Ashdown Forest 
SAC/SPA).  
 
Air quality monitoring on the Ashdown 
Forest SAC is ongoing and if any 
future results change our 
understanding of the associated 
impacts that information will be fed 
into the SEA of the Chailey 
Neighbourhood Plan at a later stage. 

No 

  
8. The above analysis was undertaken by Lewes District Council on 

behalf of the Parish Council. In light of the analysis, it is not thought 
that the Neighbourhood Development Plan would have significant 
environmental effects. 

 
9. This Screening Opinion was made available to the three statutory 

environmental bodies (Natural England, Environment Agency and 
English Heritage) for their views. 

 
10. Comments were welcomed between Tuesday, 25th April and Tuesday, 

6th June 2017. The following comments were made from Natural 
England: “Natural England agrees that the Neighbourhood Plan is 
unlikely to have significant environmental effects. This is for the 
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reasons set out in Table 1, principally because the Plan is not intending 
to allocate sites.” 

 
11. After considering these comments, we have concluded that the Parish 

Council does not need to undertake a Strategic Environmental 
Assessment as part of the Neighbourhood Plan Development process. 
This decision has been based on the assumption set out in paragraph 
(6) and for the following Statement on Reasons: 

 The Chailey Neighbourhood Plan will not allocated sites for 
development 

 The Chailey Neighbourhood Plan is not expected to have any 
significant environmental effects that had not already been 
considered through the Lewes District Core Strategy 
Sustainability Appraisal (incorporating a Strategic Environmental 
Assessment) which was an important consideration of the 
screening assessment 
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