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1.0

Purpose & scope of the study

INTRODUCTION & BACKGROUND
1.7

1.1
Architects, established in 1987 and registered since then with the Landscape
Institute. HBA has been a member of the Institute of Environmental
Management and Assessment since 1992. The practice is Quality Assured
to BS ISO 9001:2008. All directors of the practice are Chartered Members
of the Landscape Institute.
1.2

The practice has undertaken a range of landscape and visual assessment
work for many clients including public bodies, private companies and
individuals. The practice experience includes projects in the commercial,
industrial, retail, recreational, healthcare, agricultural, infrastructure
and residential development sectors. It also has experience in providing
development control advice to Local Planning Authorities.

“A character assessment is a document that describes the distinct
appearance and feel of a settlement area. It communicates the key
physical features and characteristics that combine to give a particular
settlement or an area its local distinctiveness and unique identity.” (How
to prepare a character assessment to support design policy within a
Neighbourhood Plan, Planning Aid England)

1.3

Methodology of Character Assessment

Council to prepare a summary of parish landscape character/statement of
local landscape character.
1.4

The preparation of this work has been carried out following the Natural
England Guidance “An Approach to Landscape Character Assessment”.
“How to prepare a character assessment to support design policy within
a neighbourhood plan” published by Planning Aid England has also used
been used as a source.

1.8

This assessment has been carried out using the 2004 Natural England
guidance “An Approach to Landscape Character Assessment”.

1.9

The guidance sets out 5 key principles for landscape assessment:
• “Landscape is everywhere and all landscape and seascape has character;
• Landscape occurs at all scales and the process of Landscape Character
Assessment can be undertaken at any scale;

1.5
carried out on 3rd August 2017.
1.6

The purpose of this document will be to inform the preparation of the Parish
Neighbourhood Plan. It will identify and describe landscape character areas
within the parish and their key characteristics. These key characteristics will
provide the baseline which will guide future development and management
of the landscape. It can also be used to an aid to developers to understand
the existing local character, helping progress sensitively designed proposals,
in keeping with the feel and appearance of the local area.

• The process of Landscape Character Assessment should involve an
understanding of how the landscape is perceived and experienced by
people;

The following documents and sources are considered to be the primary ones
of relevance to the landscape character of the parish.
• Natural England National Landscape Character Area 121 Low Weald

• A Landscape Character Assessment can provide a landscape evidence
base to inform a range of decisions and applications;

• West Sussex Country Landscape Character Assessment 2003 Character
Area LW6 Central Low Weald;

• A Landscape Character Assessment can provide an integrating spatial
framework - a multitude of variables come together to give us our
distinctive landscapes.”

• Horsham District Landscape Character Assessment 2003

1.10 There are 4 main steps to the process of carrying out a Landscape
Character Assessment as set out in “An Approach to Landscape Character
Assessment”:

• Horsham District Landscape Capacity Assessment 2014
• MAGIC website;

•

• English Heritage website;

• Step 2 - Desk Study (baseline analysis, review of existing character
assessments)

• On line review of Historic Ordnance Survey mapping;

• Step 3 - Field Survey

• Google Map and Google Earth;
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2.0

County-wide Landscape Character

EXISTING LANDSCAPE CHARACTER ASSESSMENTS
Joint Character Areas

2.1

2.2

2.3

Natural England has divided the country into 159 National Character
Areas (NCAs). These are areas that share similar landscape characteristics,
and which follow natural lines in the landscape rather than administrative
boundaries, making them a good decision-making framework for the natural
environment.

The Landscape Character Assessments of West Sussex were carried out
guidelines for each character area.

2.4

The site lies in area NCA 121, ‘Low Weald’. Below are listed key characteristics

The site is situated within Landscape Character Area: LW6 - Central Low
Weald.

2.5
Parish:

• “Broad, low lying, gently undulating clay vales;

• “Gently undulating landform….

• The underlying geology has provided materials for industries
including iron working, brick and glass making;

•

• A generally pastoral landscape with arable farming associated with
lighter soils on higher ground;

•

by woodlands, shaws and hedgerows...

• Local concentrations of horse grazed paddocks...

•

• Dense cover of ancient broadleaved woodlands...

• Field boundaries of hedgerows and shaws (remnant strips of cleared

• Small stream valleys draining to the Adur and the Arun...

scattered linear settlements along roadsides;

• Green lanes and droveways...

• Rural lanes with wide grass verges and ditches;

• Many scattered, traditional Wealden farmsteads and cottages
and a few linear villages...

• Small towns and villages are scattered among areas of woodland,
permanent grassland and hedgerows on the heavy clay soils;

• Crossed by major transport links north south, both road and
rail.”

• Frequent north-south routeways and lanes, many originating as
drove roads, along which livestock were moved to downland grazing
to forests to feed on acorns;
• The Low Weald boasts an intricate mix of woodlands, much of
it ancient, including extensive broadleaved oak over hazel and
lines of riparian trees along watercourses. Veteran trees are a feature
• Many small rivers, streams and watercourses with associated
watermeadows and wet woodland;
• Traditional rural vernacular of local brick, weatherboard and tilematerial. Weatherboard barns are a feature.”
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3.0

To Horsham &
Crawley

OVERVIEW - LANDSCAPE CHARACTER OF ITCHINGFIELD
St Nicholas Church &
Priests House

Overview
3.1
Much of the parish lies on high ground with valley plains to the north and
south. The River Arun forms the north-east boundary, and the head stream
of the River Adur rises near the western boundary. Most of the land overlies
Wealden clay with beds of Horsham stone in the north-east and gravel
terraces and alluvium in the Arun valley.

River Arun

River Adur

The broad valley plains in the south and north rise towards a central
elevated plain which is divided by a series of branching north-south
ridges and incised streams. The parish is a well wooded agricultural
landscape with scattered settlement of historic farmsteads, cottages, and
houses. Buildings have a strong vernacular character with many listed
buildings within the parish. Modern residential developments are located
predominantly within the southern part of the parish with scattered larger
residential house and garden plots situated towards the western boundary.

Northern ridges
& gills
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urban areas immediately north of the parish. Roads are lined with mature
trees, hedgerows and grassed verges creating a strong sense of enclosure.
Land use is predominantly pastoral with some arable to the northern valley
plain.

Pl

3.2

Arun valley farmland

Southern ridges &
gill landscape

KEY
Parish boundary

Village hall & green

Barns
Green

Settlement

The Queens Head pub
Watercourses

store
Sumners ponds

Contours
Vale
Wood

Roads

Southern valley
settlement &
farmland

Railway Line
Woodland

To Conyhurst

Public Right of Way (PRoW)
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Aerial
Historic development of the Parish
3.4
the prominent land use since woodland clearance took place across
the low weald. Its Parish Church, St Nicolas dates from the 12th
century and is situated towards the north of the parish within a small
hamlet. Since the middle ages the settlement pattern has been one
of a scattered population which inhabited the many farmsteads and
hedgerows and woodland. Scattered farmsteads were connected by old
droveways and tracks, many of which are still present today. By the late
19th century Barns Green Village has become the focal point for the
other traders developing along the road. This development of Barns
Green was in part due to the occupation of Muntham Estate by new
owners during the late 19th century along with the introduction of the
railway. The parish today still retains much of the scattered settlement
characteristic despite post-war and modern developments which led
to population increases within the parish. Droveway routes, ancient
key characteristics which give the parish a strong time-depth and sense
of place.

© Google Maps

Parish boundary
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4.0

LANDSCAPE CHARACTER AREAS

Landscape Character Area Map

4.1
the adjacent plan. Each LCA is described in this section alongside its key
characteristics and typical imagery.
“Landscape Character Areas: These are single unique areas which
are the discrete geographical areas of a particular landscape type.
Each has its own individual character and identity, even though
it shares the same generic characteristics with other types.” (An
Approach to Landscape Character Assessment, October 2014,
Natural England)

A

G

Key Characteristics are “combinations of elements which help to
give an area its distinctive sense of place. If these characteristics
for the current character of the landscape” (An Approach to
Landscape Character Assessment, October 2014, Natural England)

H

F
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KEY
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J
I

Parish boundary
A - Northern Farmland Plain
B - Shelley’s Wood

I - Wedges/Coopers Estate
J -Possession Farmland

D - Sharpenhurst Hill

K - Muntham Estate Ridge & Valley

E - Plumtree Cross

L - Barns Green Village

F - The Warren

M - Sumners Fields

G - Toat Woodland Settlement

N - Vale Wood

H -Shiprods Western Farmland

O - Parson’s Brook Valley Plain
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Plan

LANDSCAPE CHARACTER AREA A - NORTHERN FARMLAND PLAIN
Key Characteristics

Key Character Description

• Strong sense of openness created through broad
gently undulating landscape of large arable

A gently undulating valley plain
landscape. The land use is predominantly
arable agriculture with some smaller

gill streams, the well-wooded Downs Link Trail,
hedgerows, as well as veteran trees and ancient
woodland.
• Gill streams draining to the River Arun which runs
along the north east boundary of the parish.
• Scattered farmsteads on the higher ground.
• Narrow rural lanes lined with grass verges,
hedgerows and veteran trees.
•

to erode towards the northern boundary site due
to encroaching suburban development along the
A264.

• Network of PRoW routes including sunken and
well-wooded Downs Link Trail.

small concentration of development lies
within the northern tip of the parish at
Lyons Corner and includes the Wellcross
Grange Care Home. Gill streams drain
to the River Arun to the north-east of the
parish. Historic farmsteads are scattered
along the historic routeways on the higher
slopes. The Downs Link Trail crosses the
central low lying ground of this LCA,
following the route of a disused railway
line which ultimately links the North
Downs with the South Downs. There are
long open views across the LCA as you
enter the parish along Fulfords Hill.
N

• Long open views across valley.
Views

Location Plan
Downs Link Trail

hedgerows and mature trees beyond.

© Roger Smith
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Plan

LANDSCAPE CHARACTER AREA B - SHELLEY’S WOOD
Key Characteristics

Key Character Description

• Strong sense of enclosure and time-depth endures
due to the presences of ancient and semi-natural
woodland.

An ancient and semi-natural deciduous
woodland on the lower northern slopes
of Sharpenhurst Hill. Contains a number
of small streams and woodland habitat.
The land is owned by Christ’s Hospital
and not accessible to the general public.

• Private woodland owned by Christ’s Hospital - the
woodland forms a strong green edge to this LCA
and a fence denotes the edge.
• A network of tracks navigate through the woods,
which lie across the lower north facing slopes of
Sharpenhurst Hill.
• Woodland habitat provides important biodiversity
contribution to this LCA and the wider parish.
• Contributes to providing well wooded character to
surrounding LCAs.
• A small stream drains towards Butler’s Gill (LCA
A).

N

Location Plan

Views

Southern boundary of
Shelly’s Wood (LCA B)

LCA D (Sharpenhurst Hill)

Northern
boundary of
Shelly’s Wood
(LCA B)
Southern boundary of
Shelly’s Wood (LCA B)

© Roger Smith
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Plan

LANDSCAPE CHARACTER AREA C - ITCHINGFIELD HAMLET

• Houses and cottages contribute to a strong
vernacular architecture constructed with materials
such as timber framing, weatherboarding, brick
and tile hanging.
• Notable historic buildings include St Nicholas’
church and the priests house. The church spire is
an important focal point within the LCA.
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• Historic unmarked roads lined with well-kept
landscapes of lawn verges, mature trees, garden
hedges, hedgerows, brick walls and ditches.

We
st

Hil

contribute to a sense of openness and elevation,
providing important gaps between buildings and
the surrounding landscape.

rural settlement scattered along the west
of Fulfords Hill and the connecting road
to Westons Hill. The site occupies an
elevated position and offers good views
across surrounding LCA. The medieval
church of St Nicolas’s and its spire
provides and important a focal point
within the local and wider landscape.
There are numerous listed buildings
within the village including the church
and Priest’s House. A village school and
recreational ground is situated on the
corner of Fulfords Hill and the West Sussex
Literary Trail. Although the school is now
disused it still provides a contribution to
the rural character of the village.

We
ste
rns

•

Description

ill

• Small rural hamlet occupying elevated position
within parish.

Character

rd
sH

Key

Fu
lf o

Key Characteristics

• Woodland streams and the well wooded West
Sussex Literary Trail provide strong green edge to
western and southern boundary of the LCA.

N

Views
St Nicholas Church and Graveyard

Location Plan
Priest’s House

Village road connecting Fulfords Hill and Westerns Hill

© Peter whitcomb
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Plan

LANDSCAPE CHARACTER AREA D - SHARPENHURST HILL
Key Characteristics

Key Character Description

• Prominent small rounded hill and surrounding
slopes.

Sharpenhurst Hill is a prominent small

• Well connected PRoW.
• Open elevated character with far reaching
views across Parish and to the wider landscape
including views east to Christ’s Hospital, south to
the South Downs and north to the North Downs
• Shelley’s Wood (LCA B) and Marlands wood
(LCA E) provide a well wooded backdrop to the
character area.
• Sharpenhurst Farm in the south of the LCA is
a Grade II listed building constructed of local
traditional materials such as red brick,grey
headers and weather-boarding.
• Telecommunications mask situated on the top
of the hill on the site of a disused reservoir. The
setting of this is a little unkempt and includes nonnative conifer hedging.

situated across the slopes. A number of
PRoW pass through the LCA from which
there are excellent views across the
parish. Vegetation is largely limited to
the LCA edges with intensive agricultural
practices resulting in hedgerow loss. A
number of prominent individual trees
and an area of deciduous copse are
present on the farmland slopes. Shelley’s
Wood and Marlands wood provide a
well wooded backdrop to the character
area. The train line runs along the
bottom of the eastern slopes of the LCA
and denotes the parish boundary. There
is only one area of settlement in the LCA
in the form of the historic farmstead,
Sharpenhurst Farm.
N

Views
Views towards Christ’s Hospital from PRoW

Winter views along PRoW

Location Plan

© Roger Smith
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Plan

LANDSCAPE CHARACTER AREA E - PLUMTREE CROSS
Key Characteristics

Key Character Description

•

A gently sloping valley landscape
with gill stream running north-south.
Plumtree Cross Lane follows this central
gill providing the main road link between

historic hedgerows and woodland.

• Houses and cottages are scattered along Plumtree
Cross Lane with Marlands Manor set back from
the road within the woodland south of Plumtree
Cross.
• Marlands copse creates enclosed character to
Marlands Manor settlement.
• Historic road way with broad verges, hedgerows
and mature trees.
•
part of the LCA.

either side of Plumtree Cross Lane small
streamside woodland largely retaining
is an area of Ancient Woodland, part of
which was cleared historically to enable
the building of the Marlands settlement.
The woodland provides a well-wooded
edge to the north-east of this LCA. The
area is well connected for walking by
the PRoW network, with the West Sussex
Literary Trail running the length of this
LCA along the western boundary. There
of Plumtree Cross towards St Nicholas’
church spire.

Views
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Plan

LANDSCAPE CHARACTER AREA F - THE WARREN RIDGE
Key Characteristics

Key Character Description

•

An elevated gently undulating ridge and

•

relatively intact with hedgerow boundaries
containing veteran trees.
the LCA provides long views from where the West
Sussex Literary Trail crosses the area.

• A strong sense of enclosure is present along
Bashurst Hill due to the well-wooded roadside
vegetation.
•

fast vehicular use.

• Historic buildings built using local and traditional
materials (timber frame, plaster and horsham
by agricultural architecture. Settlement scattered
along roadside.

Two small gill streams, ‘North Gill’ and
‘South Gill’ drain north-east towards a

Views from West
Sussex Literary Trail

pattern is largely intact and consists of
by hedgerows. There are some larger
provide an open character and long range
views from the West Sussex Literary Trail
across the east of the parish and Christ’s
Hospital beyond. There is sporadic farm
and cottage settlement along the road
including the Grade II listed Locketts
Farm, The Warren and new residential/
work units at Water Farm.

• Network of PRoW crosses the landscape.
N

Views
Entrance settlement along roadside
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Plan

LANDSCAPE CHARACTER AREA G - TOAT WOODLAND SETTLEMENT

A well-wooded sloping landscape
to the west and east of Bashurst
Hill.
Historically this area was
almost entirely woodland with some

•

•

and some paddock enclosures with associated
horsiculture.
fast vehicular use along Bashurst Hill and Toat Hill.

Description

a number of gill streams including
tributary streams which drain to the
River Adur and Bashurst stream
which runs along the eastern edge of
the LCA and provides a strong green
edge. Much of the land use is now
settlement with detached houses set
within large gardens cleared within
the woodland. Houses are a mix of
architectural styles and accessed
from private rural tracks off Bashurst
Hill. There are a number of horse
paddocks on the west of the road.
Views are generally inward.

rs
tH
ill

• A strong sense of enclosure is provided by the
woodland, well-wooded roadside, woodland
streams and hedge boundaries.
• Intricate landscape of small ridges and valleys with
wooded streams and slopes.

Character

sh
u
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Ba

Key Characteristics

N

Views
Paddock enclosed with mature hedgerows and trees
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Plan

LANDSCAPE CHARACTER AREA H -SHIPRODS WESTERN FARMLAND

A sloping farmland area gently
falling west from Bashurst Hill ridge.

farmsteads and historic farm tracks give a strong
sense of time-depth and rural isolation.

• Gently undulating western slopes with small
• PRoW run north-south and west-east across the
LCA.
•

Bashurst Hill.

Description

are bounded by a historic hedgerow
network. Woodland shaws are
situated on the higher slopes with
ancient woodland present along the
steeper gill stream banks. The gill
streams drain towards the River Adur
headstream along the west of the
parish. Shiprods Farm and Elmhurst
Farm sit within the centre of the LCA
and are accessed by private rural
lanes.

ill

• Linear hedgerow network,woodland shaws
and isolated veteran trees give a well wooded,
character.
•

Character
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Key Characteristics

• Farmsteads have some modern features such as
solar panels.

N

Views
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Plan

LANDSCAPE CHARACTER AREA I - WEDGES/COOPERS ESTATE

• Detached houses set within largely plots of
extensive lawns, garden planting and driveways.
Individual plots lie either side of a curved roadway
with grass verges creating a slightly suburban
landscape character within a well-wooded
enclosed landscape.

Well-wooded low density settlement
and farmland area on the western
slopes of Bashurst Hill ridge sloping
over a short distance towards a northsouth running stream. Settlement
is concentrated on the previously
farmed land associated with the
historic farmsteads. The settlement
area is composed of detached houses
within plots set off 2 curved private
driveways. Houses are relatively
modern and are varied in style with
large open front lawns, driveways and

•

and woodland to the south of the settlement area.

• Small scale ridge and valley landscape with
north-south running stream along the rear of the
settlement area and parish boundary.
• Historic farmsteads along Bashurst Hill are visible
with the modern housing development concealed
behind.

Character

Description

Hi
ll

Key

Ba
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ur
st

Key Characteristics

south of this settlement area and are
bounded by hedgerows and a dense
streamside woodland which denotes
the western edge of the parish.

N

Views

Location Plan
Detached houses within landscape plots
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LANDSCAPE CHARACTER AREA J -POSSESSION FARMLAND
Key Characteristics

Key Character Description

• Slope and valley landscape with gill streams
carving into the landscape.

This LCA occupies farmland on the east
facing slopes of the Bashurst Hill/West
Chiltington Lane ridge. A number of well-

• Bashurst Hill/West Chiltington Lane follow the
north-south ridge and from this elevated position
there are views towards Muntham Gill woods.
• Some hedgerow removal and introduction
of temporary settlements within the southern
farmland.
• Possession House Farmstead has suffered
the building would contribute positively to the LCA
and wider landscape from which the building is
visible.

Muntham Gill. Historic maps show
evidence of large blocks of woodland
in the northern part of this LCA which
have now been cleared leaving a fairly
to the south are smaller and bounded by
hedgerows. Where West Chiltington Lane
arrives at the southern extent of the parish
there is a small settlement of static caravan
plots and a large farm also with static
temporary accommodation. Possession
House Farm, a listed historic farmstead
has suffered extensive damage by a

N

Views
Static caravan settlement
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LANDSCAPE CHARACTER AREA K - MUNTHAM ESTATE
Key Characteristics
• A strong sense of enclosure is created by the wellwooded ridge and gill valley landscape.
• Historic buildings set within parkland.
• School features have been introduced such as
buildings.
• A number of farmstead and residential buildings
lie north of Muntham School. This area has a
stored within the landscape setting.
• West Sussex Literary trail runs north-south and
provides a green boundary to the LCA.

Key Character Description
The Muntham Estate lies along a
north-south ridge and gill valley which
ridge plateau. The land slopes gently
to the south with a steeper fall to the
west to Muntham Gill. Muntham Gill
Ancient woodland. Notable historic
buildings include the manor house
and grounds, Grade II* listed former
stables and coach house block, and
the Grade II listed Muntham Lodge.
The manor house is now used as
a school with residential and farm
buildings to the north of the school
grounds.

N

Views
Muntham Manor
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LANDSCAPE CHARACTER AREA L - BARNS GREEN VILLAGE
Key Characteristics

Key Character Description

• Historic buildings along Sandhills Road and
Chapel Road include a number of listed cottages,
the Queens Head Pub, village store and post

Barns Green is a rural village set within the
southern valley plain of the parish. It is a

• Suburban developments between Chapel Road
and Two Ash Road with most recent development
north of Two Mile Ash Road which has been
built using some traditional materials and styles.
Front gardens, driveways, and roadside parking
contribute to a suburban character.
•

north and west provide important green gaps that
contribute to a settlement with rural character and
provides a transition to the wider countryside.

• Views north to Muntham Estate wooded ridge line
gives the sense of an enclosed village.
• Train line creates clear boundary between village
and Parson’s Brook Valley Plain LCA to the south.
Two main roads pass through the village as well as
suburban residential side roads.

rising to the Muntham Estate ridge to the
north and west. Barns Green is the largest
concentration of residential settlement
in the parish and contains a number of
important community facilities such as the
Queens Head pub, village school, village
Historic settlement is concentrated along
the roadsides with the more modern
developments in the east of the village.
The village is bounded by Parsons Brook
to the north-west, the railway line to the
south, Muntham woodland the west and
the south-west.
N

Views
Historic buildings along roadside
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LANDSCAPE CHARACTER AREA M - SUMNERS FIELDS
Key Characteristics

Key Character Description

•

A leisure/tourism landscape within the
pastoral and farmstead setting of Little
Slaughterhouse Farm. Camping and

Associated features include cafe, signage and
decks, toilets, seating areas and car parking.

• Streamside woodland, ancient woodland, and
hedgerows curtail long distance views into other
LCAs.
• Farm yard buildings at entrance a little unkempt
with agricultural machinery and storage within the
landscape/carpark setting.
• Wetland habitat of ponds and gill streams provide
important ecological contribution.

Along the gill streams and ponds the
landscape is well covered with woodland
and includes a number of paths and
bridges within an enclosed landscape.
have been created on the site of a
towards Barns Green from the northern

N

Views
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LANDSCAPE CHARACTER AREA N - VALE WOOD
Key Characteristics

Key Character Description

• Enclosed woodland area with openings of

A well-wooded area on the east
facing slopes of the western ridge. The
railway line to the south creates a clear
boundary between this LCA and southern
Land use is a mixture of

which rises towards a ridge in the west.
• The railway line runs along the south of the LCA
and sounds of the train carriages passing through
• ‘Vale Wood’ and ‘Grassy Copse’ ancient
woodlands provide a strong sense of enclosure
• Ancient woodland provides important natural
habitat.

horse grazing paddocks. PRoW provide
access to woodland areas including the
West Sussex Literary Trail. Residential
properties are concentrated along the
southern and eastern side of Vale Wood
Lane.

• Suburban development along road within garden
plots.

N

Typical Views
Enclosed woodland view from PRoW

ITCHINGFIELD PARISH NEIGHBOURHOOD PLAN
LANDSCAPE CHARACTER ASSESSMENT
Huskisson Brown Associates

Woodland paths

Roadside settlement
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Plan

LANDSCAPE CHARACTER AREA O - PARSON’S BROOK VALLEY PLAIN
Key Characteristics

Key Character Description

• Low lying valley plain which rises towards a local
ridge south of the parish.

A low lying valley plain where a number of
streams converge. The streams are edged
with ancient woodland including Parsons
Brook and Rye Farm Gill. The railway line
crosses the parish at the northern extent
of this area, creating a visible boundary
between the rest of the parish to the north.
Land use is a mix of residential and
agricultural use with scattered farmsteads
and ribbon development along the main

• Woodland blocks, shaws and hedgerows give a
well-wooded appearance and enclosed character.
•
farmsteads.
•

lying rail way line edge provide medium range
views across towards Barns Green.

• Grade II Listed farmsteads are present and
include the 18th century Marland Farm, 16th
century Bullbrook House Farm and 17th century
Rye Farm. The buildings are constructed using
a mix of traditional local styles and materials
including wealden sandstone, brick, horsham
slab, weatherboarding, plaster and timber frames.
• Fairly modern residential ribbon development
along Trout Lane, Emms Lane and Cross Lane.
Roads edges with lawn verges and veteran trees.

Typical Views
Railway line

Vernacular architecture

hedgerows and woodland give the
landscape a well-wooded and enclosed
feel. The area is connected through a
series of the rural roads, farm tracks
and PRoW including the West Sussex
Literary trail which crosses the far west of
the LCA. The area contains a number
of listed buildings dated between the
16th and 18th century and have been
constructed using traditional materials

Well-wooded road with lawn
verges and roadside settlement

N

Parson’s Brook

Location Plan

© Roger Smith

ITCHINGFIELD PARISH NEIGHBOURHOOD PLAN
LANDSCAPE CHARACTER ASSESSMENT
Huskisson Brown Associates
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Purpose of this topic paper
This topic paper has been drafted to inform development of the Itchingfield Neighbourhood Plan
which is being produced by the Itchingfield Parish Neighbourhood Plan Steering Group.
This topic paper summarises available evidence on the natural assets which exist within the parish of
Itchingfield and identifies key natural assets which, it is suggested, should be given particular
consideration within the plan. It also includes suggestions for environmental policies which
Itchingfield Parish Council could seek to incorporate in the Neighbourhood Plan.
In preparing this paper, the authors have encountered some limitations in the available information.
Although there is some recording of priority species and habitats throughout the parish, some of the
advice given in this paper is based on limited evidence. This paper therefore includes suggestions for
further work which could improve the environmental evidence base underpinning the
Neighbourhood Plan.
Finally, this paper outlines a number of actions that could be taken to enhance and protect
Itchingfield
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1.

Policy background

Neighbourhood Planning provides an important opportunity for communities to shape their local
environment for future generations. Through identifying and evaluating opportunities and
constraints, local communities can take an informed position and become better able to protect
their valuable natural assets.
In 2010 Professor Sir John Lawton submitted a report to Defra
for Nature: A
1
. The report identified that we need a step
change in our approach to wildlife conservation and landscape planning to one of large-scale habitat
restoration and recreation, underpinned by the re-establishment of ecological networks, processes
bigger, better, more
joined-up approach). This vision will only be realised if we work at local scales in partnership with
local people to deliver national and local policies.
The natural environment is fundamental to our well-being, health and economy, and provides us
with a range of ecosystem services such as food, access to nature, flood mitigation, water
purification and carbon sequestration. Biodiverse landscapes underpin most, if not all, of these
natural services. Pressures on our land and water are likely to continue to increase and we need to
learn how to manage important natural resources in ways which deliver multiple benefits for people
and wildlife. For example, achieving profitable and productive farming while also adopting practices
which enhance carbon storage, improve flood water management and support wildlife.
singly fragmented and isolated, leading to declines in
the provision of some ecosystem services, and losses to species populations. Ecological networks
have become widely recognised as an effective way to conserve wildlife in environments that have
become fragmented by human activities. Ecological networks generally have five components which
reflect both existing and potential ecological importance and function:
Core areas
Corridors and stepping stones
Restoration areas
Buffer zones
Sustainable use areas
The principles of creating coherent ecological networks have been embedded within many planning
3
, which was
published in 2011, reiterated a Government commitment to move from net biodiversity loss to net
gain, by recognising the importance of supporting healthy, well-functioning ecosystems and
establishing more coherent ecological networks.

2

which built on the recommendations of the earlier Natural Environment White
Paper
healthy well-functioning ecosystems and establish coherent ecological networks, with more and
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The National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF)4, published in 2012, drew on these principles of
protecting and enhancing biodiversity and creating ecological networks. Its core principles include:
The planning system should contribute to and enhance the natural and local environment
by establishing coherent ecological networks that are more resilient to current and future
pressures.
Local planning authorities should set out a strategic approach in their Local Plans, planning
positively for the creation, protection, enhancement and management of networks of
biodiversity and green infrastructure.
To minimise impacts on biodiversity, planning policies should identify and map local
ecological networks, including the hierarchy of sites of importance for biodiversity, wildlife
corridors, and stepping stones that connect them and areas identified by local partnerships
for habitat restoration or creation; and promote the preservation, restoration and recreation of priority habitats, ecological networks and the protection and recovery of
priority species populations.
When identifying the best ways to implement these principles it is valuable to remember that
Biodiversity 20202 suggests that there are numerous ways to work towards achieving these aims,
with planners, landowners, government and non-government organisations and individuals all
playing a part. The planning system also has a central role in achieving the aims of Biodiversity 2020,
particularly through strategic planning and development control. At a local level Neighbourhood
Planning has the potential to be a key factor in determining whether the aims of Biodiversity 2020
are realised, by identifying local priorities for nature conservation and ensuring these are taken into
consideration in the planning process.
In addition to the biodiversity policies cited above, a range of other policies set out the ways in
which land use should

2.

The National Character Areas of Itchingfield Parish

National Character Areas (NCAs)5 are defined by Natural England under their responsibilities as set
out in the Natural Environment White Paper3, Biodiversity 20202 and the European Landscape
Convention6. NCAs are areas that share similar landscape characteristics, and which follow natural
lines in the landscape rather than administrative boundaries, making them a good decision-making
framework for the natural environment.
Itchingfield Parish falls into a single NCA:
121 Low Weald
The Low Weald NCA is a broad, low-lying clay vale which wraps around the edges of the High Weald.
It is predominantly agricultural, supporting mainly pastoral farming owing to heavy clay soils, with
horticulture and some arable on lighter soils. It has densely wooded areas with a high proportion of
ancient woodland.

4
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3.

Designated sites and opportunity areas in Itchingfield Parish

Statutory site designations
Itchingfield Parish has no internationally or nationally protected sites within its boundaries, and it is
not within the boundaries of a National Park or an Area of Outstanding Natural Beauty.

Non-statutory site designations (Local Wildlife Sites)
Formerly known as Sites of Nature Conservation Importance (SNCIs), Local Wildlife Sites (LWSs) are
identified at a county level. They typically form a network of sites that are recognised to be of local
conservation importance and are often included in the Local Authority development plans.
There is one Local Wildlife Site extending partially into Itchingfield Parish:
(H25).
Wood woodland complex is variable, with compartments consisting of mature Oaks over
Ash and Hazel coppice as well as small areas of Conifer and mixed plantation. The ground flora is
dominated by Bluebell (
). Near the streams, the woodland is more diverse
There are two ponds on the site.
There are also several Local Wildlife Sites which are contiguous with the Itchingfield Parish
boundary. These are:
Sparrow Copse (H08)
High Wood (H22)
Rookery Wood (H67)
These Local Wildlife Sites, comprising a variety of ancient and semi-natural woodland habitats, form
an important part of the ecological networks connecting habitats in Itchingfield Parish with the
surrounding area.

6
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Biodiversity Opportunity Areas
Biodiversity Opportunity Areas (BOAs)7 are designed to promote a targeted landscape-scale
approach to conserving biodiversity in Sussex and identify the greatest opportunities for habitat
creation and restoration. Identification of BOAs involved an assessment of actual and potential
biodiversity resource, using various data sources, as well as local consultation. There are 75 BOAs in
total, covering around 30 % of Sussex.
None of the BOAs intersect with Itchingfield Parish directly; however, the Parish is located less than
150 metres east of BOA 18 The Mens & Buffer , which is principally an ancient woodland network,
including flightlines and feeding areas for the internationally rare Barbastelle bat. Two other BOAs
are close to the Parish, with the boundary of BOA 34
km East of the Parish, and the boundary of BOA 27
South of the Parish.
These three BOAs represent some very important ecological networks. It is possible that some of the
Barbastelle bats from BOA 18 use flight lines into Itchingfield Parish to access feeding grounds. If not
now, then this could occur in the future as bat populations in The Mens appear to be expanding
their range. Similarly, the Knepp estate is one of the principal re-wilding sites in Sussex and is home
to some of the best populations of Nightingale, Purple Emperor butterfly and Turtle Dove in the
Country. The ecological influence on the parish of being in close proximity to this BOA is likely to be
positive.
Creating landscape links to these BOAs by collaborating with neighbouring Parishes to enhance
habitat networks (hedgerow, meadow, woodland and ponds) could help to enhance the biodiversity
interest and the climate change resilience of biodiversity networks in the Parish.
Further information about Sussex BOAs and the reasons for their designation can be found here:
http://sussexlnp.org.uk/boas.php.
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4.

The habitats of Itchingfield Parish

There is limited information available on the habitats of Itchingfield parish and much of the
information currently held by SxBRC is based on aerial interpretation. We therefore recommend
that a Phase 1 habitat survey of the Parish is undertaken as soon as possible, to provide an on-theground assessment of the habitats present within the parish.
The available habitat information shows a paucity of priority habitats currently recorded in the
parish. This is likely to be partially due to the low level of habitat survey work that has been
undertaken, and partially a reflection of the relatively limited extent of priority habitat within the
parish. This places greater onus on protecting the few recorded priority habitats. These are:

Deciduous woodlands
Of particular value are:
Ancient woodlands woodlands which have been present on the same site for
more than 400 years. Some of these are thought to be examples of ghyll
woodland (Roger Smith, pers. comm., 1 September 2017), where ancient
woodland is recorded along the steep-sided headwater streams of the Adur
catchment.
Other woodlands such as coppice, which is a priority habitat

Standing open water
Including ponds and seasonal water such as wader scrapes; water bodies where high water
quality is present are of greater value.

Lowland Meadows
No Lowland Meadows are recorded as present in the parish, although this is almost certainly
due to under-recording. Of the grasslands present, those which are more likely to be higher
value grasslands include those mapped as Neutral Grasslands.

Traditional Orchards
There are four small orchards recorded in the parish. These are of high value and their
protection and positive management is recommended. Orchards which have historic
significance (which have been there a long time) are of particularly high value.
In addition, other habitats of value are present including:

Springs and streams
A number of groundwater springs in Itchingfield Parish provide clean, cool, pure water
supply to the rivers and streams in both the Adur and the Arun catchments. Although,
relatively speaking, the area of existing stream in the Parish is low, this places greater value
on conserving these watercourses in as natural a state as is possible.

Ancient trees
There are also a number of recorded Ancient trees in the Parish which are of high value for
wildlife. Recording ancient trees on the
can help to
highlight the importance of the ancient parish tree resource.

9
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In addition to these recorded priority habitats, it is also evident from aerial imagery that Itchingfield
Parish is criss-crossed by a network of hedgerows and shaws, although these have not been
comprehensively mapped by Sussex Biodiversity Record Centre. Hedgerows are important landscape
features, providing a route for species to travel along, a navigation aid for animals such as bats, and
linking habitats together; they also provide shelter and food for animals using bordering habitats.
Many hedgerows are ancient in origin, pre-dating the establishment of civil parishes. This also makes
them of significant archaeological and cultural importance.

Comments
The overall character of Itchingfield Parish is one of a relatively rural parish, dominated by arable
cultivation and pasture. In the northern half of the parish, cultivation appears to occur as more
intensive agriculture with larger field sizes.
There are far fewer public rights of way through the northern half of the parish and the parish has
one officially mapped Local Authority Open Space, a churchyard near Church Farm.
Relatively large areas of agriculturally improved or amenity grassland exist (mostly in the western
half of the parish), with some patches of more neutral grassland in the far north and the south of the
parish which may have more wildlife interest. Small, wooded, ghyll streams and broadleaved
woodlands and shaws provide important patches of wildlife habitat, as well as habitat corridors
across the parish. There is one tiny patch of locally and nationally important fen/swamp in the north
eastern corner of the parish, downstream of the sewage works and opposite High Wood on the Arun
floodplain.
It is likely that, with appropriate intervention, a range of priority habitats, including Ancient and
Deciduous Woodland, Fen, Open water and Lowland Meadows could be restored and rehabilitated
in Itchingfield Parish.
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5.

The species of Itchingfield Parish

Considering its overall lack of priority habitat, the species maps show a fairly good distribution of all
species across the Parish, with some noticeable gaps such as moths, mosses and lichens. There is on
the whole however, significant under-recording of many taxonomic groups across Sussex, and so
comments made in this report can therefore only reflect our expert opinions within the confines of
the available data.
The apparent lack of notable/rare/BAP/protected species prior to 2000 reflects a lack of recording
during this period. The apparent increase in records of notable/rare/BAP/protected species post2000 reflects a general increase in recording effort; it is unlikely that it is an indication that habitats
have improved or that species populations have increased since 2000.
Mapping species records is challenging as records are often captured at varying levels of precision.
Some species records are supplied with a grid reference which is precise to 100m or even 10m (e.g.
the Barbastelle Bat recorded in Marlands Wood). Other records are supplied with more vague grid

2 km resolution which is fairly standard for bird recording). Plotting species records as dots on a map
recorded.
This report summarises available information on the species recorded in Itchingfield Parish. For
further details, please refer to the Ecological Data Search report produced by Sussex Biodiversity
Record Centre.

Statutory and Non Statutory Designated species
Designated statutory species include:
Species protected under Sections 8 & 9 of Wildlife & Countryside Act 1981 a
Bats
b

Priority species (Section 41 c/ BAP species)
A small number of
Designated non-statutory species include:
Sussex Rare Species
Nationally notable species
Red Data Bookd species
The first map below provides a summary of the number of designated species which have been
recorded as present in each 1 km squaree. The majority of designated species records occur in the
a

b

From the Sussex Notable Bird List produced by the Scientific Committee of the Sussex Ornithological Society
Of the Natural Environment & Rural Communities Act, 2006
d
International Union for Conservation of Nature (IUCN) Red list for threatened species
c
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far northW

-west of Barns Green (Vale
Farm),

Each of the designated species may have been recorded on multiple occasions, therefore the second
map shows the number of designated species records which have been recorded per 1 km square.
Up to 328 records have been recorded in one square, with the most designated species records
occurring in the far north, and south east, of the parish.
If you wish to check for more detailed information on the location of any particular designated
species records, please refer to the Ecological Data Search report.
The third map shows locations with the most species recorded for each 1 km square in the parish are
northerly tip of the parish. The final map shows 1 km squares with the highest number of overall
species records in the parish.
the most records, although there is a good spread of species records throughout the parish.
More interpretation of the designated species records is provided in the following sections.

e

each 1 km square within that tetrad.
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Protected species
The Sussex Protected Species Register (PSR) consists of species of plants, fungi and animals that are
protected under Schedules 5, 6 and 8 of the Wildlife and Countryside Act 1981 and other legislation.
The Protected Species Register does not include bat, bird, Badger or Otter records.
Notable numbers of Purple Emperor and White Admiral butterflies are recorded in the Parish.
Newts, including Great Crested Newts (GCN), Palmate and Smooth Newts are also well documented.
There are a range of protected amphibian and reptile species in the parish including Slow Worm,
Grass Snake and Common (Viviparous) Lizard. These species can be found in a range of semi-natural
habitats, some more specialised than others (Adder often in sandier habitats and Grass Snake in
damper habitats). For further information we recommend visiting the UK Amphibian and Reptile
Group (UK ARG) website - www.arguk.org, and the Sussex Amphibian and Reptile Group (SxARG) www.sussexarg.org.uk.
Hazel Dormouse is protected under the Habitats regulations (2010) Schedule 2 and the Wildlife and
Countryside Act 1981 (amended) Schedules 5 & 6.
Protected Species pre 2000
Adder
Bluebell
Brown Hairstreak
Common Frog
Common Toad
European Water Vole
Great Crested Newt
Hazel Dormouse
Palmate Newt
Smooth Newt

Protected Species post 2000
Bluebell
Brown Hairstreak
Common Frog
Common Lizard
Common Toad
Grass snake
Great Crested Newt
Hazel Dormouse
Palmate Newt
Purple Emperor
Slow-worm
Smooth Newt
Stag Beetle
White-letter Hairstreak

Bat species
There are 18 species of bat in the UK, of which 17 are known to breed. In Britain all bat species and
their roosts are legally protected, by both domestic and international legislation. Itchingfield parish
has at least 8 recorded bat species present, with relatively large numbers recorded in recent years,
including some of our rarest bats. The parish is therefore of significant importance for bats.
One Western Barbastelle has been recently recorded (no roost recorded) in the parish. Western
Barbastelle is protected by national legislation, and is included in Annex II (and IV) of EU Habitats
and Species Directive. The presence of maternity roosts or hibernating colonies is a material
consideration in the national and/or international designation of protected sites (in particular Sites
). Some suitable habitat
is protected through Natura 2000. Barbastelle bats are listed as
.
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Although Barbastelle bats have a large range, they generally occur in low density / numbers and are
mainly sedentary. Populations tend to be fragmented and linked to particular kinds of old forest
habitats which are declining. The species does not easily colonise new areas. Declines are widely
reported in most of its range with a few exceptions in recent years. The status of this species is
linked to forestry practices and the decline in the number of old trees (one colony may use up to 30
old trees with holes each summer season). It has specific diet requirements including a large number
of moths.
The large majority of the parish bat species have been recorded in the south eastern quarter of the
parish around the river networks, although the Barbastelle record is found in the central east
woodlands. Relatively simple conservation measures can be put in place to ensure that bat habitat is
protected, and that bat migration routes (predominantly unlit hedgerows and shaws) and feeding
grounds (predominantly dark, damp, insect rich meadows) are conserved and enhanced.
For further information on bats we suggest contacting Bat Conservation Trust - www.bats.org.uk and
Sussex Bat Group www.sussexbatgroup.org.uk
Bat Species post 2000
Brown Long-eared Bat
Common Pipistrelle
Natterer's Bat
Noctule Bat
Serotine
Soprano Pipstrelle (55 kHz)
Western Barbastelle
Whiskered Bat

Notable Birds
The Sussex Notable Bird Inventory consists of species that are particularly scarce or which are
vulnerable to development, based on selection criteria decided upon by the Sussex Ornithological
Society
A good range of notable and protected birds have been recorded using a variety of habitats for
breeding and territory in Itchingfield parish. A number of the species listed in the Parish such as
Spotted Flycatcher and Redstart are on the Red List of Birds of Conservation Concern.
Habitats which are important for the retention of the bird assemblages of Itchingfield Parish
include:Wetland / wet meadow (Curlew, Pochard, Lapwing, Kingfisher, Little Egret
Warbler,
Marsh Tit, Reed Bunting, Sand Martin, Willow Warbler);
Heathland (Tree Pipit, Yellowhammer, Redstart, Woodcock, Linnet, Hobby);
Woodland & scrub (Lesser-spotted Woodpecker, Lesser Redpoll, Spotted Flycatcher,
Nightingale, Hobby, Red Kite, Firecrest, Turtle Dove);
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Farmland and meadows (Swallow, Skylark, Barn Owl, House Martin, Grey Partridge, Corn
Bunting).
Important migrant birds have also been recorded in the parish such as Whinchat and Wheatear.
Some species are known to be nationally declining (such as Turtle Dove, last record in Itchingfield
2007) or locally extinct (such as Tree Sparrow last recorded 2003), however there may be
opportunities to restore habitat for these species in case they should recover / return. The list below
shows the IUCN status of each of the birds listed for the Parish (Red, Amber, Green). This status
often depicts the rapidity of a species decline as much as their overall scarcity of numbers.
Notable Birds pre 2000

Notable birds post 2000

Barn Owl

Barn Owl

Bittern

(Black) Redstart

Bullfinch

Black-headed Gull

Cuckoo

Bullfinch

Gadwall

Cetti's Warbler

Grasshopper Warbler

Common Crossbill

Green Woodpecker

Common Gull

Grey Wagtail

Common Tern

Hawfinch

Corn Bunting

Hen Harrier

Cuckoo

Herring Gull

Curlew

Hobby

Dunnock

Hoopoe

Firecrest

House Sparrow

Great Black-backed Gull

Kestrel

Green Woodpecker

Kingfisher

Grey Partridge

Lesser Spotted Woodpecker

Grey Wagtail

Linnet

Herring Gull

Little Grebe

Hobby

Mallard

House Martin

Marsh Tit

House Sparrow

Nightingale

Kestrel

Skylark

Kingfisher

Song Thrush

Lapwing

Starling

Lesser Black-backed Gull

Swift

Lesser Redpoll

Tawny Owl
Tree Pipit

Lesser Spotted
Woodpecker
Linnet

Tree Sparrow

Little Egret

Turtle Dove

Mallard

Wheatear

Marsh Harrier

Whinchat

Marsh Tit
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Whitethroat

Meadow Pipit

Willow Tit

Mediterranean Gull

Willow Warbler

Mistle Thrush

Wood Warbler

Mute Swan

Woodcock

Nightingale

Yellowhammer

Oystercatcher
Peregrine
Pochard
Red Kite
Redstart
Reed Bunting
Sand Martin
Sandwich Tern
Skylark
Song Thrush
Spotted Flycatcher
Starling
Stock Dove
Swallow
Swift
Tawny Owl
Tree Pipit
Tree Sparrow
Turtle Dove
Wheatear
Whinchat
Whitethroat
Willow Warbler
Woodcock
Woodlark
Yellow Wagtail
Yellowhammer

Species of principle importance for the purpose of conserving biodiversity (known as
Planners and local plans sometimes refer to Section 41 habitat or species, often interchanging with
Biodiversity Action Plan (BAP)
The term refers to the Natural Environment and Rural Communities (NERC) Act , which came into
habitats and species which are of principal importance for the conservation of biodiversity in
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This S41 list guides decision-makers such as councils and statutory undertakers, as to their duty
day-to-day decisions.
Itchingfield Parish hosts a range of section 41 (or BAP) species whose ecological needs should be
considered when developing local plans and ecological networks.
Moth and butterfly species have a range of specialist needs depending on the species (i.e. Whiteletter Hairstreak is dependent on elm species). The limitation of the widespread use of pesticides
and other chemicals, along with the retention of healthy mosaics of nectar rich habitat can
significantly assist their conservation.
The Western European Hedgehog is rapidly declining for a number of reasons, including the use of
slug pellets and habitat fragmentation / loss.
Priority fish species (European Eel) can be assisted by ensuring that in-channel structures (weirs etc.)
are removed or bypassed with fish / eel passes, that good river water quality is maintained, river
sedimentation is reduced, and in-channel flows are not reduced by over-abstraction.
s.41 Species pre 2000

s.41 Species post 2000

Adder

Blood-Vein

Argent & Sable

Brown Hairstreak

Brown Hairstreak

Buff Ermine

Brown Hare

Cinnabar

Common Toad

Common Lizard

European Water Vole

Common Toad

Four-spotted

Cornflower

Grass Snake

European Eel

Great Crested Newt

Grass Snake

Grizzled Skipper

Great Crested Newt

Harvest Mouse

Green-brindled Crescent

Hazel Dormouse

Grizzled Skipper

Pale Shining Brown

Hazel Dormouse

Small Heath

Lackey

Wall

Minor Shoulder-knot

West European Hedgehog

Powdered Quaker

White Admiral

Ring Ouzel
Slow-worm
Small Heath
Small Phoenix
Stag Beetle
West European Hedgehog
White Admiral
White Helleborine
White-letter Hairstreak
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Rare
The Sussex Rare Species Inventory (RSI) contains over 3,400 species, selected according to strict
criteria of rarity associated with their occurrence in Sussex. The criteria for selection of species are:
All species in the British Red Data Books including all Notable fauna and Nationally Scarce
flora and British endemic taxa which have ever occurred in Sussex whether extinct or not.
Species included in the UK Biodiversity Action Plan (BAP species)
Internationally rare taxa cited in the Bern Convention, IUCN Red Data lists, or EU Habitats
Directive which are not covered by any of the above
The Parish appears to host a broad range of rare species from dragonflies and other invertebrates to
fish and plants.
Rare Species pre 2000

Rare Species post 2000

Box
Broad-leaved Spurge
Brown Hairstreak
Corncockle
European Otter
European Water Vole
Grey Scalloped Bar
Lady Orchid
Lobe-spurred Furrow Bee
Narrow-leaved Bitter-cress
Painted Nomad Bee
Rye Brome
Scarce Chaser
Sharp-collared Furrow Bee
Toothwort

Box
Coral Spurge
Great Yellow-cress
Narrow-leaved Bitter-cress
Toothwort
Cornflower
Rye Brome
Welsh Poppy
Downy Emerald dragonfly
Scarce Chaser dragonfly
Broad-leaved Spurge
Brown Hairstreak butterfly
Scarce Grass-veneer moth
Mocha moth
Orange Footman moth
Purple Emperor butterfly
Roesel's Bush-cricket
Corizus hyoscyami (a plant bug)
Rhingia rostrate (a hoverfly)
Volucella inanis (a hoverfly)
Leptura quadrifasciata (a
longhorn beetle)
Bullhead
Stag Beetle

Invasive species
There are a large number of invasive non-native species present in the parish.
A number of these (such as Wall Cotoneaster, Montbretia and Winter Heliotrope) are garden
escapes. Giant hogweed and Japanese knotweed are particularly invasive, legally notifiable plants
and should be controlled wherever found. Giant hogweed is also a hazard to public health. The
presence of Japanese Knotweed is a material consideration in house sales and developments. Others
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such as Indian Balsam require a concerted, catchment wide initiative to remove them, and species
such as Canada goose and Grey squirrel are largely considered naturalised. Cherry Laurel and
Rhododendron removal can occasionally be funded by Countryside Stewardship and Forestry grants.
There are a surprising lack of invasive non-native freshwater plants recorded such as Parrot s
Feather, New Zealand Pygmyweed, Water Fern and Water Hyacinth. It is most likely that this is due
to under-recording, however if the Parish is in fact relatively free of these species, it would be of
, through participation

Invasive Species pre 2000

Invasive Species post 2000

American Mink
Eastern Grey Squirrel
Rhododendron ponticum

Canada Goose
Cherry Laurel
Eastern Grey Squirrel
Egyptian Goose
False-acacia
Giant Hogweed
Himalayan cotoneaster
Hybrid bluebell
Indian Balsam
Japanese Knotweed
Least Duckweed
Mandarin Duck
Montbretia
Rhododendron ponticum
Wall Cotoneaster
Winter Heliotrope
Yellow Archangel

The highest number of invasive species is recorded in the north east tip of the parish.
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6.

Flood zones and water features

The catchment watersheds of the Adur and Arun river catchments divide the Parish almost in half
along a north / south axis. This creates an interesting hydrology, with one half of the Parish draining
south into the Adur, and one half of the headstreams draining north into the Arun.

floodplain within the Parish boundaries, and so what little is there is a more valuable resource.

periods of heavy rainfall. We recommend that flood zones are utilised as blue infrastructure, green
corridors, and as a means to temporarily store floodwater during peak flows. There is a track just
behind it).

and which are not associated with rivers. Severe caution should be applied when considering urban
development in order to not exacerbate surface water flooding in vulnerable areas.
Efforts should be made to ensure that where possible, all bridges crossing watercourse are clear
span bridges with sufficient capacity to accommodate existing and future flood flows. Surface water
run-off from Highways infrastructure, particularly on major Highways will be having a localised
impact on river water quality. Partnership working with Local Highways Authorities is recommended
to mitigate both flooding and surface water run-off/pollution. There may also be opportunities to
remove or alter weirs and other in-stream structures to enhance important fish migration routes.
Likewise the presence of springs and streams is particularly limited in the northern half of the Parish,
which places more onus on protecting these locations as water sources using natural habitat as
source protection.
Due to the predominantly rural nature of the parish it is likely that septic tanks and cesspits will be
having a significant influence on local river water quality.
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7.

Provision of ecosystem services

There are four main groups of ecosystem services:
1. Provisioning Services products obtained from the environment such as wood
2. Regulating Services benefits obtained from natural environmental regulation such as
pollination, water purification and climate stabilisation
3. Cultural Services indirect benefits from the environment such as improved mental and
physical health, and education when there is access to natural green space
4. Support Services Natural services which support all other ecosystem services such as soil
formation, oxygen production, water and nutrient cycling.
Ecosystem services modelling has been carried out by SxBRC for the Arun & Adur catchments,
including Itchingfield parish, using a system called EcoServ-GISf. This modelling has produced outputs
for nine ecosystem services:
Local climate regulation
Carbon storage
Water purification
Access to nature
Green travel
Access to green education
Air pollution regulation
Pollination
Noise regulation
Ecosystem services modelling is not definitive; it is limited by the quality of the input data and the
validity of the assumptions built into the model over various spatial scales. But it can give an
indication of some of the local areas of landscape which are providing, or have the capacity to
provide, the most benefits to local people.
Providing a detailed set of outputs for all nine ecosystem services is beyond the scope of this topic
paper. However, the following two summary-type maps provide some illustration of the areas in the
parish which the model highlights as being particularly important in terms of providing multiple
ecosystem services benefits.
It should be noted that, because of the complexities in presenting this type of information, areas
delivering just one or two ecosystem services do not feature on these maps; this is the case even if
those areas are delivering very highly. It is therefore necessary to exercise care in interpreting and
deploying these maps, to ensure important areas of ecosystem services delivery are not overlooked.
f

The EcoServ-GIS Toolkit for mapping ecosystem services in England, Scotland and Wales was produced by
Jonathan Winn with support from Durham Wildlife Trust, Scottish Wildlife Trust and other organisations.
Information about the toolkit, including a comprehensive user guide, can be found here:
https://www.linkedin.com/pulse/ecoserv-gis-v33-available-download-jonathan-winn
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Multiple ecosystem service delivery: Mean capacity across all services
This map illustrates the modelled capacity of the Itchingfield parish area to provide the ecosystem
services listed above. It shows locations which have the capacity to provide three or more ecosystem
services and calculates a mean capacity score across all the ecosystem services provided at each
location. It highlights the following areas as having the capacity to provide significant multiple
ecosystem service benefits:

Bashurst wood, north & south gill
Woods and other land between Elmhurst farm, Shiprods, Manor & Water farms
Beech wood, Muntham gill, Planted ash, the Gore & Vale wood
Marlands wood
There are notably large areas of the Parish which do not appear to be providing multiple ecosystem
services. This includes the village of Barns Green, and most of the land in the north eastern half of
the parish. Efforts could be made in these areas to increase Green Infrastructure such as hedgerows,
ponds and urban greenspace, and to improve land management to generate a wider range of
natural capital services for the local population.
Improving access to nature provision / green travel routeways in the north eastern section of the
parish would also benefit local people, as well as providing improved green / blue corridors for
wildlife.
The main Muntham Gill / Parsons Brook tributary of the Adur is one of the most important blue green corridors in the southern half of the parish. The North Gill tributary of the Arun catchment is
one of the most important blue-green corridors in the northern half of the parish. Other stream
tributaries and their floodplains could however be enhanced to provide a more complex network of
blue-green infrastructure across the parish.
It would be useful for the parish to consider the cumulative potential impacts of proposed
developments/population increases on these natural assets, and how best to off-set any pressure on
i.e. flood storage, water quality, noise pollution, local climate regulation and biodiversity which the
parish will suffer from in the long term.
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Multiple ecosystem service delivery: GI Assets
This map takes the modelled capacity (illustrated in the previous map) and highlights just the areas
which overlap spatially with modelled demand for the service. This shows where (according to the
EcoServ-GIS model) demand for ecosystem services is currently being met, i.e. where ecosystem
services are being delivered. The EcoServ-GIS model calls
As with any model, the outputs here are very dependent on the nature of the input data and the
assumptions built into the model. One key assumption to be aware of is that, for most ecosystem
services, demand is heavily weighted towards locations where people are and are therefore
creating a demand for various ecosystem services.
The map below illustrates the importance of the various rural rights of way, as being important
in getting people out, educated by and travelling through nature. One of
Toat Copse.

Note: This is just a snapshot of the type of information the EcoServ-GIS model can provide.
The EcoServ models have been produced at the catchment (Arun & Adur) scale, and therefore
represent the ecosystem service benefits being provided to all local populations at this scale
(rather than solely within and at the parish scale).
Before relying on these multiple ecosystem service delivery maps for planning purposes, we
would recommend reviewing the outputs for each of the nine ecosystem services individually
to ensure that the model assumptions are applicable in the local context, and at the local
scale; and the input data adequately reflects the reality of the local area.
In some cases, local habitat datasets (which are not used directly in the EcoServ modelling
approach) may be more accurate in identifying local natural capitat assets at the parish scale.
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8.

Green and blue infrastructure, wildlife hubs and green corridors

Wood LWS
Wood complex, the area south-west of Barns Green (Vale
W
Farm), Shiprods/Elmhurst/Lower Toat Farm and the Wellcross area which has a
high number of species recorded.
Creating landscape links to the Mens & Buffer, St Leonards Forest watershed, and Knepp & Fluvial
extensions BOAs by collaborating with neighbouring Parishes to enhance habitat networks
(hedgerow, meadow, woodland and ponds) would help to significantly enhance the biodiversity
interest and the climate change resilience of biodiversity networks across the Parish.
spital school is located on the North East boundary of the Parish. The school is wildlife
aware and its groundsmen are actively working to create greater wildlife interest in the area. As part
of a wider ecological network, it would be useful for the Parish to make contact with the school.
Due to the notable numbers of bat species, woodland butterflies and Hazel (Common) Dormouse in
the parish, we would suggest that woodland, unimproved damp/flowering meadow and hedgerow
networks are connected and enhanced where possible.
Grassland and meadow networks are insufficiently mapped to comment in detail, however the
parish council could work with Buglife advisors to develop pollinator networks throughout the
parish. More information on the B-Lines approach can be found here: www.buglife.org.uk/b-lineshub. Pollinator networks can be further enhanced by expanding local orchards, and sourcing local
fruit trees. See brightonpermaculture.org.uk/orchards for more information.
The headstreams and floodplains of the Rivers Adur & Arun are an important
blue-green infrastructure network. Enhancing (wetland & woodland) habitats along river corridors
will help to sustain these networks as well as providing natural services such as flood water and
carbon storage.
The parish pond network is scattered in clusters, and efforts to increase the number of ponds,
particularly in the north eastern third of Itchingfield
would
help to provide a more connected blue infrastructure network, as well as providing additional flood
water storage services.
If green transport routes (footpaths, byways and bridleways) could be linked fully from the East to
the West, and North to South of the Parish, this would provide both a (blue-) green corridor and an
access to nature link between Parishes. The lanes and B roads which provide connectivity across the
parish for people and wildlife are, in many places, flanked by verges, hedgerows and trees which also
provide a degree of ecological connectivity. Improving green and blue infrastructure in urban areas
will help to enhance local wildlife habitats as well as providing natural services such as local climate
regulation and air purification for local residents.
Other parts of the parish could become blue-green infrastructure and ecosystem services providing
areas if land use was altered to accommodate a greater range of natural habitats (i.e. in the
northern half of the parish).
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Ensuring that invasive non-native species found in the parish are not facilitated to migrate through
the parish either by enhancing habitat corridors, or through development and machine work is
advisable. See www.nonnativespecies.org/checkcleandry/ for more information.
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9.

Policy advice

The following policies are suggested with the policy wording of the Horsham District Planning
Framework in mind.
Questions for Itchingfield Parish Council
Are you content with the language we have used? Due to our experience in commenting on
Local Plans we have used planning language; however you may wish to change this, depending
on the style of the other policies you have formulated within your neighbourhood plan.
Do these policies reflect the objectives of your neighbourhood plan? Given your intimate
knowledge of your neighbour plan and your local areas, please feel free to express if you feel
they fail to adequately reflect local priorities.
The desk-based research highlighted in this topic paper has identified the need for a biodiversity
policy. We ask that the Neighbourhood Plan Steering Group carefully consider the wording of the
policy to ensure it reflects the aims and objectives of the Itchingfield Neighbourhood Plan.
Biodiversity Policy
Biodiversity will be protected and enhanced by ensuring development:
Is informed by up to date ecological information (such as surveys) and considers cumulative
impacts.
Safeguards the current biodiversity value of the parish and takes opportunities to improve,
enhance, manage and restore, so that there is a net gain to biodiversity. This could be
achieved by, but not limited to, creating new protected sites and locally relevant habitats,
and incorporating biodiversity features and blue-green infrastructure within developments;
Appropriate measures should be taken to avoid disturbance to protected and priority
species and habitats. If damage to biodiversity is unavoidable, this must be mitigated
through ecological enhancements or, in exceptional circumstances, compensated for.
Minimises habitat and species fragmentation, maximises opportunities to enhance,
restore and connect natural habitats to increase coherence and resilience to climate
change.
Developments of 5 or more houses will be required to produce an ecological management plan that
ensures the effective long-term implementation and management of biodiversity features.
Justification: Supports delivery of the Itchingfield Neighbourhood Plan vision and objective to:
Protect the rural character and environmental assets of the Parish.
NPPF section: 109, 114,118,165
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The desk-based research highlighted in this topic paper has identified green and blue
infrastructure within the neighbourhood plan area. We are suggesting a policy that will aim to
protect and enhance these blue-green infrastructure assets. We ask that the Neighbourhood Plan
Steering Group carefully considers the wording of this policy to ensure it reflects the aims and
objectives of the Itchingfield Neighbourhood Plan.

Green and Blue Infrastructure Policy
Green and blue infrastructure assets will be protected and enhanced by ensuring development
proposals:
are informed by up to date ecological information
maintain and enhance the integrity of the existing blue and green infrastructure [the
policy could refer to a map here, if Itchingfield Parish Council decides there would be
green & blue infrastructure
assets]
on or immediately adjacent to green or blue infrastructure clearly demonstrate,
through the use of up to date ecological information, that proposals will not harm the
integrity or function of that feature and the ecosystem services it provides. Where
necessary, proposals should include the identification of avoidance and mitigation
measures sufficient to avoid any harm to the green or blue infrastructure.
clearly demonstrate how the overall function and integrity of the green and or blue
infrastructure wil
management plan to ensure that effective long-term implementation and management
of those green and or blue infrastructure assets

Justification: Supports delivery of the Itchingfield Neighbourhood Plan vision and objectives to:
Protect the rural character and environmental assets of the Parish.
To improve and enhance the infrastructure of the Parish; and to continue to support
and where possible enhance the community facilities in the Parish.

NPPF section: 109,114,117,165
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The desk-based research highlighted in this topic paper has identified the importance of
woodland, gill and hedgerow networks within the neighbourhood area. We are suggesting a policy
that will aim to protect and enhance these assets. We ask that the Neighbourhood Plan Steering
Group carefully consider the wording of this policy to ensure it reflects the aims and objectives of
the Itchingfield Neighbourhood Plan.

Woodland Trees and Hedgerow Policy
Trees, woodland (in particular, ancient woodland, ghyll woodland and aged or veteran trees) and
hedgerows will be protected and enhanced by ensuring development:
is informed by up to date ecological information
does not damage or lead to the loss of trees, woodland or hedgerows that contribute,
either individually or as part of a group, to the visual amenity value or character of an
area, and/ or that have landscape, historic or wildlife importance.
incorporates existing important trees, woodland and hedgerows into the design of new
development and its landscape scheme.
prevents damage to root systems and takes account of expected future growth; by
ensuring appropriate protection measures are in place throughout the development
process
where possible, incorporates retained trees, woodland and hedgerows within public open
space rather than private space to safeguard their long-term management;
takes opportunities to plant new trees, woodland and hedgerows within the new
development to enhance green infrastructure and increase resilience to the effects of
climate change. New trees, woodland and hedgerows should be in appropriate locations
and use suitable species, usually native and where possible of local provenance
does not sever ecological corridors created by these assets.
will adhere to Ancient Woodland Standing Advice and be positioned away from ancient
woodland with a minimum buffer of 15 metres maintained between ancient woodland
and the development boundary.
The felling of protected trees will only be permitted if there is no appropriate alternative. Where
a protected tree or group of trees is felled, a replacement tree or group of trees, on a minimum of
a 1:1 basis and of an appropriate size and type, will be required. The replanting should take place
as close to the felled tree or trees as possible having regard to the proximity of adjacent
properties
Justification: Supports delivery of the Itchingfield Neighbourhood Plan vision and objectives to:
To ensure that any development is appropriate to the character of the Parish.
Protect the rural character and environmental assets of the Parish.
To improve and enhance the infrastructure of the Parish; and to continue to support and
where possible enhance the community facilities in the Parish.

NPPF section:117, 118,165
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Other possible nature conservation related policies
Other policies which you may wish to consider including in the Itchingfield Neighbourhood
Development Plan include:

Light Pollution Policy
The neighbourhood plan forum may have already included a policy on pollution and we encourage
them to consider the role of light pollution in such a policy, as suggested in para 125 of the National
Planning Policy Framework. The topic paper highlights that 8 bats species are present within the
neighbourhood plan area. It is widely recognised that that illumination of bat roosts creates
disturbance and may cause bats to desert the roost. Light falling on a roost access point will at least
delay bats from emerging and this shortens the amount of time available to them for foraging. In
addition to causing disturbance to bats at the roost, artificial lighting can also affect the feeding
behaviour of bats. There are two aspects to this: one is the attraction that light from certain types of
lamps has to a range of insects; the other is the presence of lit conditions.
Wording which could be used to formulate a light pollution policy is suggested below. However the
focus of this wording is related to biodiversity and we do advise that the Neighbourhood Plan Forum
consider all aspects and effects of light pollution on the local community before formulating a
suitable policy for the Itchingfield Neighbourhood Plan.

policies will be permitted, providing development proposals ensure that :a) The sky quality in the surrounding area is not reduced;
b) Lighting is not unnecessarily visible in nearby designated and priority habitats;
c) The visibility of lighting from the surrounding landscape is avoided; and
d) Building design that results in increased light spill from internal lighting is avoided, unless suitable

Water and Flooding Policy
The neighbourhood plan forum may wish to consider the effects of surface water run-off and
flooding, and to ensure that water pollution is kept to a minimum. Therefore a policy (or policies)
which consider the following should be considered by the neighbourhood planning forum.
Dissuade urban development from locating in floodplain areas
Encourage the use of surface water management plans which consider impacts on water
quality and flooding on land downslope and downstream as well as in the immediate vicinity
of urban development
Consider the use of Sustainable Urban Drainage Systems (SUDS), natural habitats, permeable
surfaces and Run-fits to old
housing schemes
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Integrate Natural Flood Management (NFM) techniques to reduce flooding at a parish scale
Provide fully integrated waste water management plans which limit the long term impacts of
septic tanks, package treatment works and inputs into sewage treatment works systems
Reduce surface water drainage into combined sewer networks
Encourage greywater recycling and the wise use of water
Further areas for policy consideration include

Protection of high value agricultural land / areas of organic or high quality food production
Access policies to enhance rural and urban green transport networks
These may have already been covered in other parish Topic Papers, so we have not attempted to
provide suggestions for detailed policy wording here.
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10. Recommendations for further work
The following actions could help to improve the environmental evidence base underpinning the
Neighbourhood Development Plan.
Action
Undertake a phase one survey
of the whole neighbourhood
plan area, including hedgerows
and ponds. Ensure all results
are submitted to the Sussex
Biodiversity Record Centre.

Identify habitats that require
further / more detailed survey.
Ensure all results are submitted
to the Sussex Biodiversity
Record Centre.

Undertake more
comprehensive recording of
species within the
neighbourhood plan area.

Reasoning
Desk based research has
identified a lack of habitat
information. By improving the
baseline data for the
neighbourhood plan area, a
phase one survey will enable
the group to develop their
understanding of the areas
biodiversity assets.
Following on from the phase
one habitat survey, more
detailed survey work could help
to identify priority habitats;
core areas for biodiversity;
potential green corridors and
stepping stones; and potential
restoration areas within the
parish.
Desk based research has
identified a lack of species
records. Improving knowledge
of the species present within
the parish will help to identify
core areas for biodiversity and
potential green corridors.

Promote the online recording
system iRecord within the local
community to encourage
biodiversity and support the
incidental recording of wildlife.
Following on from previous
survey work identify the need
for any ongoing monitoring
programmes.

This will help to maintain
biodiversity information being
generated.

Next steps
Identify whether the local
community wish to undertake
the phase one survey, in which
case training and materials will
be required. Alternatively you
may wish to employ the
services of a consultant.

This requires significant
specialist expertise, unless
there are any suitable expert
volunteers locally, you may
wish to employ the services of a
consultant.

Contact local species groups to
establish if any voluntary
sources of help or training are
available. Alternatively you may
wish to employ the services of
consultants to undertake
species surveys.
Contact the Sussex Biodiversity
Record Centre to identify
opportunities either through a
talk or training to raise
awareness of iRecord and how
to use it.
Contact local species groups to
find out about long-term
monitoring schemes and how
to get involved.
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11. Suggested actions to enhance and protect Itchingfield
In compiling this topic paper, we have identified some possible actions which could help to enhance
and protect Itchingfield
This list is not exhaustive and should be considered as
preliminary suggestions to be explored further:
Creation of more connection between woodlands using hedgerows and shaws. This could
include improved management of existing hedgerows as well as creation of new hedgerows.
Creation and restoration of more ponds, seasonal standing water such as wader scrapes, and
wetland habitats (fen, lowland wet meadow).
Creation of community orchards with access to nature around urban areas for local people
Work with Buglife to enhance pollinator and unimproved grassland networks
Work with rural populations to improve septic tank management.
Ensure where possible that all bridges crossing watercourse are clear span bridges with
sufficient capacity to accommodate existing and future flood flows.
Identify opportunities (with Environment Agency and Rivers Trusts) to remove or alter weirs
and other in-stream structures to enhance important fish migration routes.
Identify opportunities to utilise the Community Infrastructure Levy (CIL) to support
investment in blue / green infrastructure.
For further advice on pursuing these actions please contact:
Fran Southgate, Sussex Wildlife Trust, Living Landscapes Advisor
FranSouthgate@sussexwt.org.uk
Tel. 01273 497555
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Glossary
Biodiversity

The variability among living organisms from all sources, including terrestrial,
marine, and other aquatic ecosystems and the ecological complexes of
which they are part. Biodiversity includes diversity within species, between
species, and between ecosystems.

Ecological networks

, directly or
ecologically, habitats and green and blue spaces. These networks allow
species to move more easily through landscapes, decreasing the likelihood
of species extinctions, increasing genetic exchange and thereby improving
ecosystem health and resilience in the face of climate change.

Ecosystem

A dynamic complex of plant, animal, and microorganism communities and
their non-living environment interacting as a functional unit.

Ecosystem services

T
disease control; cultural services such as spiritual, recreational, and cultural
conditions for life on earth.

Natural assets

Assets of the natural environment. These consist of biological assets
(produced or wild), land and water areas with their ecosystems, subsoil
assets and air.

Natural Capital
services that they provide
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Scoping Report for Sustainability Appraisal !

1.

INTRODUCTION

1.1.

This document forms the Scoping Report of a Sustainability Appraisal (SA) incorporating the
requirements for a Strategic Environmental Assessment (SEA) of the Itchingfield Neighbourhood
Plan (INP).

1.2.

The INP will set out the long term vision for the Parish up to 2031. Once adopted, it will become
part of the Development Plan of the District and will be a material consideration in the
determination of planning applications. The National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF) confirms
that Neighbourhood Plans will give local communities “The direct power to develop a shared
vision of their neighbourhood and deliver the sustainable development needed”.

1.3.

An SA is a systematic process to promote sustainable development by assessing the extent to
which a Plan, when judged against reasonable alternatives, will help to achieve relevant
environmental, economic and social objectives. It is a process to consider ways by which a Plan
can contribute to improvements in environmental, social and economic conditions, as well as a
means of identifying and mitigating any potential adverse impacts that the Plan might otherwise
have. By doing so, it can help ensure that the proposals in the Plan are the most appropriate,
given the reasonable alternatives. SA’s are an iterative process, informing the development of the
Plan.

1.4.

There is no legal requirement for a Neighbourhood Plan to have an SA, as set out in Section 19 of
the Planning and Compulsory Purchase Act 2004. However, in preparing a Plan, it is necessary to
demonstrate how the document will contribute to achieving sustainable development. On this
basis, the National Planning Practice Guidance1(NPPG) notes that a SA may be a useful approach
for doing this.

1.5.

An SEA involves the evaluation of the environmental impact of a Plan or programme. It is a
requirement, as set out in the European Directive 2001/42/EC. It has been enacted into UK Law
through The Environmental Assessment of Plans and Programmes Regulations 2004.

1.6.

The NPPG notes that where a Neighbourhood Plan could have significant environmental effects,
it may fall within the scope of The Environmental Assessment of Plans and Programmes
Regulations 2004, and so require a Strategic Environmental Assessment. One of the Basic
Conditions that will be tested by the independent Examiner is whether the making of the
Neighbourhood Plan is compatible with European Union obligations (including under the
Strategic Environmental Assessment Directive).

1.7.

Whether a Neighbourhood Plan requires an SEA and, if so, the level of detail needed, will depend
on what is proposed in the Neighbourhood Plan. An SEA may be required where a
Neighbourhood Plan allocates sites for development; the neighbourhood area contains sensitive
natural or heritage assets and may be effected by the proposals in the Plan; or the

1
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Neighbourhood Plan may have significant environmental effects that have not already been
considered and dealt with through an SA of the Local Plan 2.
1.8.

Having regard to the legislative obligations and Government guidance, the Parish Council have
resolved to undertake an SA that incorporates an SEA. Where reference is made in this report to
an SA, it includes the incorporation of an SEA. The environmental, economic and social effects of
the Neighbourhood Plan will therefore be considered through an SA as an iterative and integral
part of the process of preparing the Neighbourhood Plan. In this way, the Neighbourhood Plan
will be prepared with the objective of contributing to the achievement of sustainable
development.

1.9.

This Scoping Report sets out the context and establishes the baseline of the SA and sets out the
proposed scope and objectives of the Appraisal. This report sets out the background to the
meaning of sustainable development (Chapter 2); details the Vision and Objectives of the INP
(Chapter 3); explains the SA methodology (Chapter 4); identifies relevant policies, Plans,
programmes and environmental protection objectives (Chapter 5); summarises the evidence
baseline information (Chapter 6); identifies issues, problems and trends (Chapter 7); sets out
proposed sustainability objectives and indicators (known as the Sustainability Framework)
(Chapter 8); and sets out the consultation details (Chapter 9).

2.

WHAT IS SUSTAINABLE DEVELOPMENT?

2.1.

Achieving sustainable development is at the heart of the preparation of Development Plans, such
as Neighbourhood Plans and their subsequent implementation through the Town Planning
system, including the determination of planning applications.

2.2.

International and national bodies have set out the broad principles of sustainable development.
Regulation 42/187 of the United Nations General Assembly has defined sustainable development
as meeting the needs of the present without compromising the ability of future generations to
meet their own needs.

2.3.

The UK Sustainable Development Strategy, Securing the Future, set out five “guiding principles”
of sustainable development. These are:

2

•

Living Within Environmental Limits - this means respecting the limits of the Planet, its
environment, resources and biodiversity, to improve our environment, ensure that the
natural resources needed for life are unimpaired and remain so for future generations;

•

Ensuring a Strong, Healthy and Just Society - this means meeting the diverse needs of
present and future communities, promoting personal wellbeing, social cohesion and
inclusion, and creating equal opportunities for all;

•

Building a Strong, Stable and Sustainable Economy - this means providing prosperity
and opportunities for all, and in which environmental and social costs fall on those who
impose them (the polluter pays), and efficient resource use is incentivised;
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2.4.

•

Promoting Good Governance - this means actively promoting effective, participative
systems of governance in all levels of society, engaging people’s creativity, energy and
diversity; and

•

Using Sound Science Responsibly - this means ensuring policies are developed and
implemented on the basis of strong scientific evidence, whilst taking into account
scientific uncertainty (through the precautionary principle) as well as public attitudes and
values.

The NPPF sets out that the purpose of the planning system is to contribute to the achievement of
sustainable development and policies in paragraph 18 to 219 of the NPPF, taken as a whole,
constitute the Government’s view of what sustainable development in England means in practice
for the planning system.3

2.5.

The NPPF notes there are 3 dimensions to sustainable development: economic, social and
environmental
roles:

2.6.

4

and these give rise to the need for the planning system to perform a number of

•

An Economic Role - contributing to building a strong, responsive and competitive
economy, by ensuring that sufficient land of the right type is available in the right places
and at the right time to support growth and innovation; and by identifying and
coordinating development requirements, including the provision of infrastructure;

•

A Social Role – supporting strong, vibrant and healthy communities, by providing the
supply of housing required to meet the needs of present and future generations; and by
creating a high quality built environment, with accessible local services that reflect the
community’s needs and support its health, social and cultural wellbeing; and

•

An Environmental Role – contributing to protecting and enhancing our natural, built and
historic environment; and, as part of this, helping to improve biodiversity, use natural
resources prudently, minimise waste and pollution, and mitigate and adapt to climate
change, including moving to a low carbon economy.

These roles should not be undertaken in isolation because they are mutually dependent.
Economic, social and environmental gains should be sought jointly and simultaneously through
the planning system to achieve sustainable development. This involves seeking positive
improvements in the quality of the built, natural and historic environment, as well as in people’s
quality of life. It includes (but is not limited to):

•
•
•
•
•

Making it easier for jobs to be created in cities, towns and villages;
Moving from a net loss of biodiversity to achieving net gains for nature;
Replacing poor design with better design;
Improving the conditions in which people live, work, travel and take leisure; and
Widening the choice of high quality homes 5.

3

Paragraph 6 of the NPPF

4

Paragraph 7 of the NPPF

5

Paragraphs 8 and 9 of the NPPF
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3.

ITCHINGFIELD NEIGHBOURHOOD PLAN - VISION & OBJECTIVES

3.1.

The INP is at an early stage of preparation. Horsham District Council (HDC), as the Local Planning
Authority, approved the designation of the Parish (see map at Figure 1) of Itchingfield as a
Neighbourhood Plan Area on 01 September 2015.

Figure 1: Itchingfield Neighbourhood Plan Designation Area

3.2.

Early stakeholder engagement with the local community has been undertaken. This has focused
on an initial public consultation exercise that was held 06 February 2016 which was well
attended.

3.3.

Following this, and in light of meetings of the Neighbourhood Plan Steering Group, an initial
Vision and set of Objectives for the Parish has been agreed. These may be refined as the INP
evolves. At present they are:
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Vision
“A vibrant, inclusive rural community which meets the changing social, economic and
environmental needs while stays true to the unique village character of both Barns Green
and Itchingfield”.

3.4.

In support of this, a series of Objectives have developed. At this time, they are:

•
•
•
•

To provide adequate and appropriate housing for the future needs of the Parish;

•

To improve and enhance the infrastructure of the Parish; and to continue to support and
where possible enhance the community facilities in the Parish.

To ensure that any development is appropriate to the character of the area;
To protect the rural character and environmental assets of the Parish;
To continue to support existing commercial activities and support new businesses within
the Parish that are in keeping with local character and do not harm residential amenity;

4.

SUSTAINABILITY APPRAISAL METHODOLOGY

4.1.

It is proposed that the SA for the Neighbourhood Plan is undertaken following the broad guidance
set out for the SEA process. The NPPG6 summarises the SEA process in Figure 2.

6
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Figure 2: Sustainability Appraisal Process
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4.2.

This report comprises Stage A of the process; setting the context and objectives, establishing the
baseline and deciding on the scope. There are 5 elements of this stage, as detailed below .
7

Stage A1 - Identifying Other Relevant Plans, Programmes And Environmental Protection
Objectives - The Neighbourhood Plan is influenced in various ways by other plans, programmes
and external environmental protection objectives, such as those laid down in policies or
legislation. These relationships enable the Parish Council to take advantage of potential synergies
and to deal with any inconsistencies or constraints. A number of these issues are already dealt
with in other Plans and programmes. Government Guidance7 makes clear that where this occurs,
they need not be addressed further in the Neighbourhood Plan. Where significant tensions or
inconsistencies arise, the Guidance suggests it would be helpful to consider principles of
precedence between levels or types of Plan, relative timing, the degree to which the Plans,
programmes and objectives accord with current policy and legal requirements, and the extent of
any environmental assessments which have already been conducted.
Stage A2 - Collecting Baseline Information - This provides the basis for predicting and
monitoring environmental effects and helps to identify relevant problems and alternative ways of
dealing with them. Both qualitative and quantitative information is used. The purpose of the
information is to enable an assessment of the current situation and trends that exist, particularly
sensitive or important elements of the parish that might be affected, the nature of the problems
and whether it would be possible to mitigate these. The Guidance notes that, whilst in theory,
collection of baseline information could go on indefinitely, a practical approach is essential and
therefore it is not expected to be possible to obtain all relevant information in the first SEA of a
Plan.
Stage A3 - Identifying Sustainability Issues and Problems - Identifying such issues and
problems is an opportunity to define and improve the SA objectives. Whilst the Parish Council will
be aware of many issues and problems that are faced within the Neighbourhood Plan area, the
SA process seeks to build on the evidence identified in baseline information, together with
experience identified in other existing policies, Plans and programmes, and in light of any
feedback coming forward through consultation, both at the Scoping Report stage and
subsequent consultation stages of the Plan preparation.
Stage A4 - Developing the Sustainability Appraisal Framework - The SA objectives, targets
and indicators are used to consider the effects of the Neighbourhood Plan against reasonable
alternatives. They serve a different purpose from the objectives of the Plan itself, although in
some cases they may overlap. The SA is used to show whether the objectives of the Plan
contribute to the aim of sustainable development, comprising its three limbs. The objectives are
derived from established law, policy or other Plans, from a review of baseline information and the
sustainability issues and problems that have been identified.

1 7 A Practical Guide to the Strategic Environmental Assessment Directive
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The objectives are typically expressed in the form of targets, the achievement of which is
measurable using indicators. These can be revised as baseline information is collected and
the issues and problems are identified.
Stage A5 - Consulting on the Scope of the Sustainability Appraisal - The Parish Council
must seek the views of the Consultation Bodies on the scope and level of detail of the SA.
Consultation at this stage helps to ensure that the Appraisal will be robust enough to support
the Plan during the latter stages of full public consultation. Government Guidance notes that
it may also be useful to consult other organisations and individuals concerned at this stage,
to obtain information and opinions. It is up to the Parish Council to determine how best to
approach the consultation bodies, but it is recommended that the key elements to include are
the baseline information and objectives. The formal consultation bodies are Natural England,
Historic England and the Environment Agency.8

5.

STAGE A1 - IDENTIFYING OTHER RELEVANT POLICIES, PLANS &
PROGRAMMES, AND SUSTAINABILITY OBJECTIVES

5.1.

Paragraph 8 of Schedule 4B of the Town and Country Planning Act 1990 (as amended) sets out
the basic conditions which the Neighbourhood Plan must comply with. These include at
paragraph 8(2) that the Neighbourhood Plan meets the basic conditions if, amongst other things,
it has regard to National Planning Policies, contributes to the achievement of sustainable
development and is in general conformity with strategic policies contained in the Development
Plan.

5.2.

The Horsham District Planning Framework (HDPF) is the overarching planning document for
Horsham district outside the South Downs National Park (SDNP).

5.3.

The HDPF is accompanied by an SA. This document9 reviews all relevant policy, programmes,
strategies and guidance, which have influenced the evolution of the HDPF.

5.4.

A full list of relevant plans, policies and programmes that will be considered and influence the
content of the INP are set out at Appendix A.

5.5.

A summary of the key Plans and programmes influencing the INP is identified below, together
with their main objectives.

5.6.

National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF) - this sets out the Government’s planning policies
for England and how they are expected to be applied. At its heart is a presumption in favour of
sustainable development, which should be seen as the ‘golden thread’ running through both
plan-making and decision-taking. This comprises the three limbs of economic, social and
environmental, and involves seeking positive improvements in the quality of the built, natural and
historic environment, as well as in people’s quality of life. For Neighbourhood Planning, it means
that neighbourhoods should, amongst other things, develop Plans that support the strategic

8 See paragraph 3.6 of A Practical Guide to the Strategic Environmental Assessment Directive
9

Horsham District Planning Framework Sustainability Appraisal November 2015
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development needs set out in Local Plans, including policies for housing and economic
development; and plan positively to support local development, shaping and directing
development in their area that is outside of the strategic elements of the Local Plan.
5.7.

Horsham District Planning Framework - November 2015 - this seeks to guide development in
the District up to the period 2031. The Plan notes that there is a vibrant economy that recognises
both the wider context of the SDNP and the Gatwick Diamond. It seeks to build upon the
established transport connections and niche market offer within the District to retain the unique
historical and cultural market town character of Horsham, and also for the District to retain its
remote but not isolated rural identity, with villages retaining their separate, distinctive and varied
characters, accommodating appropriate development for local people and supporting the
community. It also recognises the rich heritage and high quality natural environment and
significant contribution this makes to the overall attractiveness, economic competitiveness and
identity of the district and promotes the concept of close links with the SDNP Authority. The
ecological resources of the area will be maintained and enhanced, together with the historical and
cultural character of the built environment, green spaces and landscapes. The Plan seeks to
deliver its housing growth through strategic allocations at north Horsham (at least 2,500 homes),
land west of Southwater (around 600 homes), land south of Billingshurst (around 150 homes) and
“at least” 1500 homes throughout the District allocated through neighbourhood planning.

6.

STAGE A2 - COLLECTING BASELINE INFORMATION

6.1.

In order to be able to identify the impact the Neighbourhood Plan will have on sustainable
development, it is important to have an understanding of the baseline conditions that exist within
the Parish and the trends that may continue if there were no Neighbourhood Plan prepared.

6.2.

Baseline data has been obtained from a variety of sources, including Census data, environmental
designations and an analysis of the evidence base that has been prepared and collated to
support the development of the INP.

6.3.

The information has been structured using a series of topics, which are predominantly influenced
and derived from those set out in the SEA Regulations 2004, in particular Schedule 2.

!

General Parish Characteristics

6.4.

The Parish is predominantly rural. It lies between between Horsham and Billingshurst and includes
the settlements of Itchingfield and Barns Green. The latter is the main settlement in the Parish.

6.5.

The historic market town of Horsham is circa 4 miles to the north east of the Parish. The Parish is
bounded by Broadbridge Heath Parish Council to the north east, Southwater Parish Council to the
east, Shipley to the south east, Billingshurst Parish Council to the south and south west and
Slinfold Parish Council to the north west.

6.6.

The Parish is identified as “medium village” in the Horsham District Planning Framework. The
settlement hierarchy identifies Barns Green as having a moderate level of service and facilities and
community networks, together with some access to public transport. It notes that Barns Green

Scoping Report for Sustainability Appraisal
Page 9

provide some day to day needs for residents, but relies on small markets towns and larger
settlements for a number of their requirements.

!

Social Characteristics - Population

6.7.

The census data from 2011 shows that the total population for the parish was 1565. This was a
rise of 88 people from 2001 (5.95%). A total of 50.1% (785) were male, whilst 49.8% (780) were
female.

6.8.

The age structure comprises:

•
•
•
•
6.9.

385 persons aged between 0-17;
395 persons aged between 18-44;
507 persons aged between 45-64;
278 persons aged 65 and over.

At the time of the census, there were a total of 555 households (at least 1 person occupying at
the time of the census). This comprised a mix of:

•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

111 x 1-person households;
202 x 2-person households;
98 x 3-person households;
93 x 4-person households;
27 x 5-person households;
21 x 6-person households;
1 x 7-person households;
2 x 8+ person households.

!

Social Characteristics - Housing

6.10.

There were a total of 555 occupied dwellings. This comprised:

•
•
•
•
•
•
•
6.11.

281 - Detached dwellings;
189 - Semi-Detached;
73 - Terraced;
21 - Flat/Maisonette;
2 - Flat/Maisonette in converted or shared house;
1 - Flat/Maisonette in commercial building;
11 - Caravan/mobile home.

Of the occupied households, 218 were owned outright; 264 were owned with a mortgage; 2 were
in shared ownership, 25 were socially rented; 37 were privately rented; 37 were privately rented
through other means; and 9 were living rent free.

6.12.

The size of the properties were:

•
•
•
•

1 - 1 room;
5 - 2 rooms;
13 - 3 rooms;
44 - 4 rooms;
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•
6.13.

The number of bedrooms in each property were:

•
•
•
•
•
•
6.14.

492 - 5+ rooms.

1 - No bedrooms;
16 - 1 bedroom;
80 - 2 bedrooms;
234 - 3 bedrooms;
148 - 4 bedrooms;
76 - 5+ bedrooms.

The census indicated there were a total of 1113 cars owned by residents within the parish.
Ownership per household was as follows:

•
•
•
•
•

32 - Houses with no cars;
136 - Houses with 1 car;
256 - Houses with 2 cars;
84 - Houses with 3 cars;
47 - Houses with 4+ cars.

!

Social Characteristics - Human Health

6.15.

The Office for National Statistics holds records for “General Health” at a Parish level. For
Itchingfield this indicates;

•
•
•
•
•

858 - Very good health;
490 - Good health;
189 - Fair health;
30 - Bad health;
7 - Very bad health.

!

Social Characteristics - Deprivation

6.16.

The indices of multiple deprivation (IMD) is a composite indicator used to compare deprivation. It is
made up of a number of factors including: employment, income, health, education/training, barriers
to housing, crime and living environment. There are then standalone measures for deprivation
aﬀecting children and deprivation aﬀecting older people.

6.17.

The IMD can be expressed as a comparison to the rest of England and also as a comparison to
the rest of Horsham District. IMD’s are sub-divided into Lower Super Output Areas (LSOA’s) and
based on a range of indicators which reveal if an LSOA suffers from ‘multiple’ deprivation issues.
LSOA’s are areas of population size and do not always relate to exact Parish sizes, villages or
geographies. LSOA’s have an average population of some 1,500 residents, although they are not
uniform in size.

6.18.

If an area has low overall deprivation, this does not suggest that it has no deprivation issues, but
that broadly there is not a multiple range of deprivation issues. An area which has low overall
deprivation also may still have small pockets of deprivation. It is important to note that it is not a
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measure of wealth and solely a measure of deprivation. An area which has low deprivation will not
necessarily be a wealthy area, and an area of higher deprivation will not necessarily be a poorer
area.
6.19.

The South East of England contains the second lowest number of the most deprived LSOA’s, and
highest number of the least deprived LSOA’s. West Sussex is one of the least deprived higher
level authorities, ranking 130th out of 152 upper tier authorities. Horsham District is one of the
least deprived lower tier authorities in England, ranking 295th least deprived local authority out of
326. Within Horsham District there are 81 LSOAs, none which fall within the most deprived 30%.
Conversely it contains 50 LSOA’s in the least deprived 20%. Of this, 29 LSOA’s are in the least
deprived 10%.

6.20.

There are 32,844 LSOA’s in England, with 1 being the most deprived and 32,844 being the least
deprived. The IMD data for the parish, relative to the district and England, is shown below in
Figure 3.

Figure 3: IMD data

6.21.

Itchingfield is covered by a single LSOA (005B) which follows the Parish boundary. This is illustrated
below in Figure 4.

6.22.

The assessment of deprivation for an LSOA is comprised of individual rankings, which are
weighted and combined to produce the overall result. Those relating to the LSOA covering the
Parish has the following rankings:

•
•
•
•

Income - 27, 219 (least deprived 20%)
Employment - 31,560 (least deprived 10%)
Education & Training - 24,082 (least deprived 30%)
Health - 29,304 (least deprived 20%)
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•
•
•
•
•

Crime- 30, 314 (least deprived: 10%
Barriers Housing/Services- 4,362 (most deprived: 20%)
Living Environment- 6,907 (most deprived: 30%)
Elderly Deprivation- 30,167 (least deprived: 10%)
Child Deprivation - 21,582 (least deprived: 40%)

Figure 4: LSOA covering Itchingfield Parish

6.23.

The majority of the rankings for the LSOA are within the least deprived. Barriers to Housing/
Service and Living Environment are the exception to this.

6.24.

The relatively high deprivation (most deprived 20%) that relates to “Barriers to Housing and
Services”, is not unusual for rural Parishes. It is an issue that many other rural parts of Horsham
District experience. The Barriers to Housing & Services is ranked with reference to matters such
as distances to a post office, primary school, shop & GP. It also includes housing affordability.
Rural parishes by their nature will generally be located some distance from key services, and in
the south east have higher house prices. It is therefore unsurprising that the Parish ranks poorly
against this indicator.

6.25.

The LSOA also shows relatively higher deprivation with regards to the “Living Environment” (most
deprived 30%). This can relate to the quality of dwellings, lack of central heating, air quality and
traffic accidents. Rural parishes often rank poorly on this measure due to relatively high levels of
traffic accidents on rural roads and an older stock of housing.

Scoping Report for Sustainability Appraisal
Page 13

6.26.

Overall the IMD shows that Itchingfield has relatively low levels of deprivation and generally
performs favourably compared to the rest of England. However, it is clear that affordability and
accessibility are two key issues.

!

Environmental Characteristics - Biodiversity, Flora And Fauna

6.27.

The parish supports a wide variety of plant and animal life and habitats, including arable,
woodland, hedgerows, grassland, ponds, as well as rivers and associated environments.

6.

Buildings within the parish are also capable of providing a habitat to a wide variety of wildlife,
including but not limited to bats and owls.
6.28.

The Sussex Biodiversity Record Centre Topic Paper “Nature Conservation and
Biodiversity“ (October 2017) summaries available evidence on the natural assets which exist
within the Parish and identifies key natural assets.

6.29.

It confirms that the Parish is located within a single National Character Area; 121 - Low Weald.
This is a broad, low - lying clay vale which wraps around the edges of the High Weald. It notes it
is predominantly agricultural, supporting mainly pastoral farming, owing to heavy soils, with
horticulture and some arable on lighter soils. It has densely wooded areas with a high proportion
of ancient woodland.

6.30.

The Report confirms that there are no international or nationally protected sites within the Parish.
There is one Local Wildlife Site extending partially into the Parish known as Bishop’s Wood. There
are also several Local Wildlife Sites which are contiguous with the Parish. These are: Sparrow
Copse; High Wood and Rookery Wood. The Report confirms that there are no Biodiversity
Opportunity Areas (BOAs) within the Parish.

6.31.

The Report confirms that the Parish’s priority habitats are: deciduous woodland, standing open
water, lowland meadows, traditional orchards, springs and streams, ancient trees.

6.32.

There are a number of ancient woodlands in the Parish these include (but are not limited to)
Shellys Wood and Hunters Wood to the east of Itchingfield on the eastern boundary of the Parish
and Vale Wood in the south of the Parish. The Parish also benefits from undesignated mixed
deciduous woodland which is considered “lowland mixed deciduous woodland”.

6.33.

The Report confirms “considering its overall lack of priority habitat, the species maps show a
fairly good distribution of all species across the Parish, with some noticeable gaps such as moth,
mosses and lichens. There is on the whole however, significant under recording of many
taxonomic groups across Sussex, and so comments made in this report can therefore only reflect
our expert opinions within the confines of the available data”.

!

Environmental Characteristics - Landscape, Soil And Geology

6.36.

The District Council commissioned a Landscape Character Assessment, published in October
2003. This identified 32 separate landscape characters across the district. Two areas cover
Itchingfield Parish. The Parish is predominantly covered by the Itchingfield and Barns Green
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Wooded Farmlands (G2). A small area of land to the north lies within the Southwater and Christ’s
Hospital (H1) character area.
6.37.

The Assessment notes Itchingfield and Barns Green Wooded Farmlands is relatively hilly, and has
a low Wealden landform, which is wholly underlain by Weald Clay. It states it comprises a series
of low ridges aligned north to south, cut through by small streams draining to the Adur and Arun.
The Assessment notes the linear field patterns, and woodland blocks in the valleys are
particularly distinctive. It also notes there is a strong sense of enclosure in the landscape,
although occasionally long views open up southwards towards the scarp of the Downs.

6.38.

It notes the key characteristics of the area are: undulating ridges and valleys; strong linear field
and woodland pattern, strong sense of enclosure; mainly horse grazed and set aside fields;
narrow country lanes with wide grass verges; varied settlement pattern of dispersed medieval
historic farmsteads/hamlets, and some modern suburban development; and a local mix of
traditional building materials, including timber framing, weatherboarding, brick and tile hanging.

6.39.

The Report notes the overall condition of the landscape is declining. It notes the landscape
sensitivity is moderate due to moderate intrinsic landscape qualities and the extent of change
that has already affected the area. It further notes key sensitivities are: large scale development;
and further small scale incremental erosion of character.

6.40.

The Assessment states the Southwater and Christ’s Hospital (H1) character area covers a small
area of land in the north eastern part of the Parish. It notes is an area comprising of low ridge
and plateau overlying Weald Clay and Horsham Stone with a relatively open character. It further
notes extensive views are possible in the north where many hedgerows and woodlands have
been lost.

6.41.

The Assessment states the key characteristics of the area are: low ridge and plateau; largely open
character; relatively few woodlands and hedgerows; lanes with wide grass verges; extensive open
views; and imposing brick buildings of Christ’s Hospital School set in parkland surroundings.

6.42.

The Report notes the overall condition of the landscape is declining due to loss of woodlands and
hedgerows. It further notes key sensitivities are: small scale incremental change and further
decline in traditional land management.

6.43.

More recently, the District Council have commissioned a Landscape Capacity Assessment. The
final report of this was published in April 2014. This is not a Landscape Character Assessment,
but rather a Landscape Capacity Assessment. As noted in paragraph 1.6 of the final report, the
key objectives are to provide an assessment of the landscape capacity of the land around
existing Category 1 and Category 2 settlements 10, to accommodate housing and employment
development, and identify areas where new development could best be accommodated without
unacceptable adverse landscape and visual impacts.

10

As defined in the Horsham Local Development Framework Core Strategy
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6.44.

Paragraph 1.7 of the report sought to emphasise that the scope of the study was to assess
landscape capacity only and that the overall suitability of the site for development would depend
on a range of other considerations, noted as including access, infrastructure, constraints, other
environmental considerations including flood risk, ecology, heritage and archaeology and air
quality.

6.45.

The Core Strategy identifies Barns Green as a Category 2 Settlement. The second stage of the
Study examined the capacity of the landscape around existing Category 2 settlements. Within
this study, three distinctive landscape study areas have been identified around Barns Green. The
location of these areas is shown below in Figure 5.

6.46.

The Report identifies Landscape Study Area BG1 to lie to the north east and eastern side of the
built up area boundary of Barns Green. The Assessment notes the landscape character sensitivity
in this area as moderate-high due to the relatively unspoilt rural character of the area. The
Assessment considers that there is low to moderate visual sensitivity as the existing woodland,
shaws, mature tree groups and steep railway banks provide enclosure and as result development
would not be visible from the wider landscape but would however be prominent in close views
from footpaths through the site. The Assessment states the landscape value has been assessed
as moderate, given the moderate tranquility as a result of railway and road noise. The Report has
assessed the area as having an overall low-moderate landscape capacity for small scale housing.

6.47.

The Report identifies Landscape Study Area BG2 to lie to the north west and western side of the
built up area boundary of Barns Green. The Assessment notes the landscape features and
qualities are sensitive to housing development given the elevated landform. The Assessment
considers the area is visually sensitive (moderate to high) despite its enclosed nature, as the
elevated nature of the land means development on the upper slopes would be visually prominent.
The Assessment assesses the landscape value as low-moderate as a result of: valley side
pastures on rising ground contribute to the rural setting of Barns Green; low -moderate tranquility
as a result of some urbanising influences (area partly overlooks modern estate development and
sporadic road traﬃc noise; and amenity value of a number of footpaths and bridleways crossing the
area.

6.48.

The Report has assessed the area as having an overall low-moderate landscape capacity for
small scale housing.

6.49.

The Report identifies Landscape Study Area BG3 to lie to the south west of the built up area of
Barns Green. The Assessment notes the landscape character sensitivity is moderate given the
presence of modern development. The Assessment considers the area is visually sensitive
(moderate) reflecting the screening of the existing woodland and thick hedgerows although it
would be likely to be visible in close views from nearby residential properties.

6.50.

The Report has assessed the area as having an overall moderate capacity for small scale
housing. The location and extent of areas BG1, BG2 and BG3 are delineated in Figure 5 below.
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Figure 5 Extract of HDC Landscape Capacity

6.51.

To support and inform the preparation of the Neighbourhood Plan, the Parish Council
commissioned an independent landscape architecture to undertake a Parish landscape character
assessment/statement. This work was undertaken in the summer months of 2017 with the Report
finalised and agreed by the Neighbourhood Plan Working Group in November 2017.

6.52.

The main purpose of the Report was to identify and describe landscape character areas within
the Parish along with their key characteristics. This will then provide a baseline to inform and
guide the future development and management of the landscape.

6.53.

The Report provides an overview of the landscape character of the Parish, and identifies 15
Landscape Character Areas within the Parish boundary. These are:
•

Area A - Northern Farmland Plain - a gently undulating valley plan landscape

•

Area B - Shelly’s Wood - an ancient and semi-natural deciduous woodland on the lower
northern slopes of Sharpenhurst Hill.

•

Area C - Itchingfield Hamlet - a very small rural settlement scattered along the west of Fulfords
Hill and the connecting road to Westons Hill.

•

Area D - Sharpenhurst Hill - a prominent small rounded hill with large agricultural fields situated
across the slopes.

•

Area E - Plumtree Cross - a gently sloping valley landscape with gill stream running north-south.
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•

Area F - The Warren Ridge - an elevated gently undulating ridge and gill landscape of mainly
pastoral fields.

•

Area G - Toat Woodland Settlement - a well-wooded sloping landscape to the west and east of
Bashurst Hill.

•

Area H - Shiprods Western Farmland - a sloping farmland area gently falling west from Bashurst
Hill Ridge.

•

Area I - Wedges/Coopers Estate- a well wooded low density settlement and farmland area on
the western slopes of Bashurst Hill ridge sloping over a short distance towards a north -south
running stream.

•

Area J - Possession Farmland - farmland on the east facing slopes of the Bashurst Hill/West
Chiltington Lane ridge.

•

Area K - Muntham Estate - lies along a north-south ridge and gill valley which branches from the
central Itchingfield ridge plateau.

•

Area L - Barns Green Village - a rural village set within the southern valley plan of the parish.

•

Area M - Sumners Fields - a leisure/tourism landscape within the pastoral and farmstead setting
of Little Slaughterhouse Farm

•

Area N - Vale Wood - a well wooded area on the east facing slopes of the western ridge.

•

Area O - Parsons Brook Valley Plain - a low lying valley plain where a number of streams
converge.

6.54.

The Parish is primarily covered by Grade 3 and Grade 4 Agricultural Land.

!

Environmental Characteristics - Heritage Assets

6.55.

There are a total of 28 Listed Buildings within the Parish, 25 of which are Grade II and 3 are
Grade II * listed.

6.56.

The Parish also includes the Itchingfield Conservation Area (ITC) which lies in the northern part of
the Parish. The ITC is focussed around St.Nicholas’ Church which lies in the northern part of the
Parish. Within the Conservation Area there are 4 Grade II Listed Buildings (Priest’s House which is
Grade II*, the Parish Church of St Nicolas which is Grade II*, Church Farmhouse which is Grade II
and Church Corner Cottage which is Grade II). The extent of the designated heritage asset is
shown below in Figure 6.
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Figure 6 Itchingfield Conservation Area

6.57.

An Historic Environment Report (HER) for the Parish has been sourced from West Sussex County.
The Report sets out the historic assets of the Parish and includes details of monuments, Iron Age
pottery, Roman coins, post medieval pottery and prehistoric weapons which have identified through
surveys and digs.

6.58.

It also identifies two archaeological notification areas (ANA). One of which is the northern part of
the parish (DWS8534) and is located to the south of Baystone Copse and Baystone Farm. It is a
Roman Tile Working Site. The second notification area lies to the south of Church Farm (DWS853)
which has been identified as a historic farmstead dating to the medieval period. The ANA covers
part of the Parish Church of St Nicholas.

!

Environmental Characteristics - Air Quality And Climate

6.59.

There are no Air Quality Management Areas (AQMA) within the Parish suggesting air quality within
the Parish is generally good.

6.60.

There are 2 known AQMAs within the wider District; the first at the A272, High Street at Cowfold,
to the south east of the Parish; and the second at the A283, High Street/Manleys Hill in
Storrington Parish which lies in the south of the District.

6.61.

The climate of the Parish is generally warm and temperate. Temperatures vary from an average
low of 2 degrees in February to an average high of 22 degrees, in July. The average monthly
amount of precipitation has been recorded at around 45mm.
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!

Environmental Characteristics - Water & Flooding

6.62.

The Parish lies within the Arun and Western Streams Catchment. The River Arun flows from the
east into the Parish and follows the northern boundary of the Parish and continues north beyond
the Parish boundary.

6.63.

HDC’s Level 1 Strategic Flood Risk
Assessment (SFRA) (Update 2010)
provided an assessment of the flood
risk for Category 2 settlements. The
SFRA identified that the majority of
the Parish lies within Flood Zone 1. As
part of its Assessment it identified a
small portion of land south of
Mareland Farm as being within Flood
Zone 2 and Flood Zone 3. An extract
of the SFRA is illustrated in Figure 7.

6.64.

The Environment Agency’s flood
maps for planning also identify a

Figure 7 SFRA extract

proportion of land west of the A264 and south the railway line as being within Flood Zone 2/3.
The extent is illustrated below in Figure 8.

Figure 8 Extract of Environment Agency flood maps for planning
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!

Economic Characteristics - Employment

6.65.

The 2011 Census reveals that the number of residents of working age (16-74) was 1104. Of this
figure, 813 (73.6%) were economically active, and 291 (26.3%) were economically inactive.

6.66.

Of those that were economically active, the split in roles is as follows:

•
•
•
•
•
6.67.

Of those residents aged 16-74 in employment (785) they indicated their jobs were as follows:

•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
6.68.

137- Managers, Directors, senior officials;
138- Professional occupations;
109- Associate professional and technical occupations;
82- Admin and Secretarial occupations;
106- Skilled traders;
90- Caring, Leisure and Service;
40- Sales and Customer Service;
28- Process, Plant and Machine Operatives;
55- Elementary occupations.

Those who were economically inactive indicated they were:

•
•
•
•
•
6.69.

167 - employed part time;
396 - employed full time;
196 - self employed;
28 - unemployed;
26 - economically active full time students.

154 - Retired;
50 - Looked after the family/home;
14- Long term sick/disabled;
63 - Economically inactive full time students;
10 - Economically inactive for other reasons.

A total of 1235 residents were aged 16 and over and indicated their qualifications were as
follows:

•
•
•
•
•
•
•

159 - No qualifications;
167 - Highest Level of Qualification; Level 1 Qualifications;
234 - Highest Level of Qualification; Level 2 Qualifications;
55 - Highest Level of Qualification; Apprenticeship;
154 - Highest Level of Qualification; Level 3 Qualifications;
419 - Highest Level of Qualification; Level 4 Qualifications;
47 - Highest Level of Qualification; Other Qualifications.
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6.70.

The Parish is predominantly rural with a limited number of working farms. There are also a
number of equestrian based enterprises. There are a number of businesses operating in the
Parish. These include a Public House, Village Store and Post Office, Sumners Ponds Fishery and
Campsite and Cafe which lie in and around Barns Green.

6.71.

The largest employer in the Parish is Muntham House School, which is located north west of
Barns Green, which is a charitable trust providing educational facilities for boys.

6.72.

Elsewhere, economically active residents commute out of the Parish or work from home.

!

Economic Characteristics - Material Assets

6.73.

Whilst the Parish is rural, it nonetheless benefits from a range of material assets. These include
the Village Green, Village Hall/Barns Green Sports and Social Club, Barns Green Primary School,
Muntham House School, St Nicolas Church, Sumners Fishery and Campsite, Barns Green Store,
and Public House. A Farm Shop lies to the north of the village in Itchingfield.

6.74.

There are extensive footpath networks and Public Rights of Way (PRoW) which run through the
Parish. The Downs link crosses the northern part of the Parish from the western side at Five Oaks
Road to Lower Barn on the eastern edge of the Parish boundary.

6.75.

In addition to this, the Parish benefits from sports and leisure clubs and societies. These include
Parent and Toddlers Group, Barns Green Players, Local Vocals, Barns Green and Itchingfield
Women’s Institute, Barns Green Youth Club, Barns Green Sports and Social Club, Rainbows
Brownies, Scout Group, Barns Green Cricket Club, Short Mat Bowls, Barns Green Rugby Club,
Tennis Club, Football Club, Barns Green Stoolball Club, Bell Ringing, Playgroup,

7.

STAGE A3 - IDENTIFY SUSTAINABILITY ISSUES AND PROBLEMS

7.1.

Following the identification of relevant plans, policies and programmes and baseline information,
the key sustainability issues for the parish can be identified. In producing these, regard has been
had to the key sustainability issues identified by HDC in the preparation of the HDPF, together
with the feedback secured from early stakeholder engagement to the INP process.

7.2.

Set out below is a summary of the key issues to be considered in the preparation of the INP,
together with a summary of the effects that may result without the Plan being prepared.

Challenges Facing Itchingfield Parish

Eﬀects without the Neighbourhood Plan

Protecting rural character of the parish.

Reliance on higher tier policies may not provide
adequate protection and control over future
development.
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Challenges Facing Itchingfield Parish

Eﬀects without the Neighbourhood Plan

Protection of heritage assets and their settings.

Reliance on district level policies may not provide
adequate protection of heritage assets within the
parish.

Meeting the housing needs of the parish.

Reliance on district level policies may not strike the
necessary balance between meeting the housing
needs of the parish and respecting environmental
constraints.

Meeting affordable housing needs within the parish.

Inability to make effective provision of appropriate
levels and location of affordable housing.

Support existing and new businesses within the parish.

Reliance on high tier policies may not provide
adequate protection and control over future uses of
these areas.

Retaining existing leisure and recreational opportunities.

Reliance on higher tier policies may not provide
adequate protection or sufficiently facilitate both the
retention and delivery of new leisure and recreational
opportunities.

7.3.

These issues can be summarised within a SWOT analysis of the parish, as detailed below.

Strengths

•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

Rural character and natural beauty of the Parish;
Peaceful and quiet rural environment;
Sense of community/neighbourliness;
Generally high quality living environment;

Weaknesses

•
•
•

Relatively high reliance on the private motor car
and private transport;
Current lack of affordable housing;
Parking and highway safety problems.

Heritage assets and conservation area;
New primary school to serve the Parish;
Public footpath network as an important recreational
resource;
Recreational facilities in the Parish;
Health and wellbeing of residents.
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Opportunities

•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

Threats

Protect and enhance the countryside;

•

Maintain the good health of the majority of the
Parish;

•

Enhance the health and wellbeing of residents/
visitors to the Parish;
Enhance biodiversity, flora and fauna;

•
•

Maintain and enhance existing businesses and
support new businesses;

•

Pressure of expanding population on the enjoyment
and use of the rural hinterland of the parish;
Over development undermining the character and
setting of the village;
Increased pressure on existing services;
Increasing difficulty of access to affordable
housing;
Increased traffic and highway safety difficulties.

Maintain and enhance community facilities;
Improve accessibility by non-car modes of transport;
Improve highway safety conditions;
Provide required housing, particularly affordable
housing to meet parish needs;
Protect and improve the quality of life experienced
by many residents.

8.

STAGE A4 - DEVELOPING THE SUSTAINABILITY APPRAISAL FRAMEWORK

8.1.

The SA will consider the effects of the Neighbourhood Plan against reasonable alternatives, using
a series of objectives and indicators.

8.2.

The SA will identify objectives that cover the 3 limbs of sustainability, i.e. Environmental, Social
and Economic. These will be capable of being measured against a set of indicators. Collectively,
the sustainability objectives and the indicators are known as the Sustainability Framework. These
will be used to ensure that the policy options selected in the INP contribute to the overarching
aim of sustainable development.

8.3.

It is proposed that the performance of the policy options are measured against the objectives as
follows:
Major Positive/Minor Positive/Neutral/Minor Negative/Major Negative/Uncertain

8.4.

Should it be proposed to allocate sites for residential and/or employment uses, then the
performance of the site allocation policy options will be measured against the above objectives.

8.5.

In addition to appraising allocated sites, it is also proposed to appraise reasonable alternatives
against the above objectives.

8.6.

The cumulative effects that could arise from implementing the policies and developing the
allocated sites will be considered as part of the policy appraisal.

8.7.

The sustainability objectives have been informed by an appraisal of the identification of other
relevant policies, Plans, programmes and environmental protection objectives, the collection of
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baseline information, and the identification of sustainability issues and problems. The latter have
in part, been established from the results of the initial evidence gathering and stakeholder
engagement and with regard to the Sustainability Framework of the emerging HDPF.
8.8.

Based on this, the sustainability objectives and indicators (the Sustainability Framework) of the
INP are as follows:

!

Environmental - Objective 1 - Countryside

8.9.

To conserve and enhance the rural character of the parish.

!

Indicators

•

Number of new residential dwellings approved within the parish beyond the defined
settlement boundaries and areas allocated for development;

•

Quantum of new employment floor space approved within the parish beyond defined
settlement boundaries and areas allocated for development.

!

Environmental - Objective 2 - Ecological

8.7.

To conserve, enhance and where possible provide net gains in the biodiversity of the parish.
Indicators

•
•
•
•

Extent of the Ancient and Semi-Natural Woodland within the parish;
Condition and extent of hedgerows;
Sussex Biodiversity Record Centre;
Presence of European Protected Species and Species and Habitats of Principal
Importance in England.

!

Environmental - Objective 3 - Heritage Assets

8.8.

To protect and enhance the heritage assets of the parish.
Indicators

•
•

Number and condition of Listed Buildings;
Number of heritage assets and their setting protected as part of development;

Environmental - Objective 4 - Water & Flooding
8.9.

To ensure development does not take place in areas at risk of flooding or where it may cause
flooding elsewhere.
Indicators

•
•

Number of properties at risk of flooding within the parish;
Number of applications approved within the parish, contrary to the advice of the
Environment Agency on flood risk grounds;

!

Environmental - Objective 5 - Transport

8.10.

Improve highway safety.
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!

Indicators

•
•

Police accident data;
Number of highway safety schemes delivered within the parish;

!

Social - Objective 6 - Housing

8.11.

To enable those with identified local housing needs to have the opportunity to live in an affordable
home within the parish.
Indicators

•
•
•

Number of new home completions;
Number of affordable dwelling completions;
Number registered on the Council’s housing waiting list wishing to live within the parish;

!

Social - Objective 7 - Crime

8.12.

To ensure residents live in a safe environment.

!

Indicators

!

•
•

Overall crime rates;
Number of domestic burglaries;

Social - Objective 8 - Sustainable Travel Patterns

8.

8.13.

To increase the opportunities for residents and visitors to travel by sustainable and non-car
modes of transport.
Indicators

•
•
•

Number of new sustainable and public transport facilities provided in the parish, such as
bus shelters, cycle lanes, pedestrian crossings, etc;
Bus service provision;
Number of households within a 10 minute walk of (approximately 800m) a bus stop with a
frequency of more than 1 per hour during the working day;

!

Social - Objective 9 - Community Infrastructure

8.14.

To maintain and enhance community infrastructure provision within the Parish.
Indicators

•
•
•

Quantum of new community infrastructure facilities approved in the Parish;
Quantum of Section 106/ Community Infrastructure Levy (CIL) monies secured to
contribute to community infrastructure provision in the parish ;
Number of households within a 10 minute walk (approximately 800m) of public
recreational space;

!

Economic - Objective 10 - Economy

8.15.

To maintain and enhance employment opportunity and provision within the Parish.
Indicators

•

Levels of unemployment within the Parish;
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•
•

Total amount of employment floor space created in the Parish;
Amount of employment floor space lost to other uses in the Parish;

!

Economic - Objective 11 - Wealth

8.16.

To ensure high and stable levels of employment and address disparities in employment
opportunities in the Parish so residents can benefit from economic growth.
Indicators

•
•
•

Indices of Multiple Deprivation;
Percentage of residents who are unemployed;
Percentage of residents who are economically active.

9.

STAGE A5 – CONSULTING ON THE SUSTAINABILITY APPRAISAL

9.1.

The Scoping Report, which sets out the scope and level of detail of the information, must be
consulted on with the consultation bodies as set out in Regulation 4 of the Environmental
Assessment of Plans and Programmes Regulations 2004. The Consultation Bodies referred to are
Historic England, Natural England and the Environment Agency.

9.2.

Where a Consultation Body decides to respond, it should do so within five weeks of receipt of the
Scoping Report.

9.3.

Comments are welcomed via email (laura.bourke@dowsettmayhew.com) or in writing to
Dowsettmayhew Planning Parternship, 63a Ship Street, Brighton, BN1 1AE.

Scoping Report for Sustainability Appraisal
Page 27

APPENDIX A
Relevant Plans, Policies And Programmes That Will Be Considered And Influence The Content
Of The Itchingfield Parish Neighbourhood Plan.
National
Date
EU Directive 2001 - Strategic Environmental Assessments.
Statutory Instrument 2004 No. 1663 Environmental Protection, The
Environmental Assessment of Plans and Programmes Regulation 2004
A Practical Guide to Strategic Environmental Assessment Directive
September 2005.
Ministerial Statement: Neighbourhood Planning
December 2016
National Planning Policy Framework
Planning Practice Guidance (PPG) Neighbourhood Planning
Neighbourhood Planning (GOV.UK)
Strategic environmental assessment and sustainability appraisal
(GOV.UK)
Locality
Oﬃce for National Statistics (Neighbourhood)
Rural Services Network
What is Neighbourhood Planning? (RTPI)
What is a Neighbourhood Development Plan? (RTPI)
Planning for Your Neighbourhood –Statutory Tools (RTPI)
Planning for your Neighbourhood: Non Statutory Tools (RTPI)
Existing Tools for Neighbourhood Planning (RTPI)
Neighbourhood Planning (Historic England)
Information to Support Neighbourhood Planning (WSCC)
Sussex Biodiversity Record Centre
How to access Natural England's maps and data (GOV.UK)
Magic (Interactive GIS Mapping)
South East river basin district management plan
Environment Agency Flood Maps & EA What’s in your Backyard
Guidance For Neighbourhood Planning Grants and Technical Support
Locality
South East Water, Water Resources Management Plan, 2010-2035.
Southern Water Resource Management Plan
Thames Water Resource Management Plan
West Sussex Waste and Minerals Plan
Marine Policy Statement.
South Marine
NHS Horsham District Health Profile 2014.
NHS West Sussex Public Health Evidence Summary Data for PBC Leas,
Horsham
Horsham District Council
Horsham District Planning Framework
Horsham District SA SEA
Horsham Community Infrastructure Levy (CIL)
Horsham Infrastructure Delivery Plan

-

2014
April 2014

November 2015
November 2015
Ongoing
April 2016
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Horsham Annual Monitoring Report
Housing and Spatial Planning
Strategic Housing and Economic Land Availability Assessment
(SHELAA)
Strategic Housing and Availability Assessment (SHLAA)
Strategic Housing Market Assessment (SHMA)
Strategic Housing Market Assessment (SHMA) Update 2014
Crawley and Horsham Starter Homes Report
Crawley and Horsham Market Housing Mix Report
Urban Housing Potential Study 2004-2018
Strategic Housing Market Assessment Update 2012
Housing Need in Horsham District
Assessing Housing Need - Summary Paper
Settlement Sustainability Review
Settlement Sustainability & Greenfield Site Allocations
Economic
Economic Growth Assessment Supplementary Report
Hotel & Visitor Accommodation Study & Technical Appendices
Economic Growth Assessment & Appendices
Market Appraisal on the Current and Potential Future Demand for
Business Space
Retail Needs Study & Appendices
Employment Land Review (Part 1)
Employment Land Review (Part 2)
Transport
Horsham Transport and Development Study Technical Note &
Appendices
Horsham Transport and Development Study & Addendum
Environment
Habitat Regulation Assessment
Green Infrastructure Study
Infrastructure Strategy Map
Landscape Capacity Assessment Reports
Strategic Flood Risk Assessments
Sport, Open Space & Recreation Assessment
Gatwick Sub Region Water Cycle Study
Climate Change Strategy
Landscape Character Assessment
Parish Based Evidence
West Sussex County Council, Historic Environment Report
Welcome to Barns Green and Itchingfield booklet
Sussex Biodiversity Record Centre:Topic Paper: Nature Conservation
and Biodiveristy
Itchingfield Parish Landscape Character Assessment
Other
Slinfold Parish Council: 2014-2031: Slinfold Neighbourhood Plan

Dec 2016
August 2016
Dec 2016
May 2009
October 2014
Nov 2016
Nov 2016
Feb 2005
October 2012
March 2015
March 2015
May 2014
September 2005
April 2014
July 2016
April 2014
Feb 2014
June 2010
Sept 2009
Oct 2010
April 2014
April 2014
April 2014
April 2014
April 2014
April 2014
Jun 2007 - Apr
2014
Feb 2014
Jan 2011
Jun 2009
Oct 2003

October 2017
October 2017
April 2017
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APPENDIX 10
PUBLIC EXHIBITION OF SITES:
JANUARY 2018

Itchingfield & Barns Green Neighbourhood Plan
The progress of the preparation of the Neighbourhood Plan has been a good deal
slower than the Parish Council originally anticipated.
This has been the consequence of a number of factors. Developments in other
Parishes meant that we could profit from their errors; indeed, as I write this, we
learn that a legal challenge has been made to the Nuthurst Neighbourhood Plan.
The main problem was that we realised that much of the data, upon which we
would be basing decisions about development sites, was very out of date. We
therefore commissioned two specialist reports; a Biodiversity Study (looking at
the potential environmental damage of development) and a Landscape Appraisal
(which brought up to date the physical details of the land in the parish).
Now that those reports are available our consultants, DowsettMayhew, can
finalise an important document called a Scoping Report, which forms the basis of
our assessment of the potential development sites in the Parish. They have also
prepared a Housing Needs Survey which will be considered by the Parish Council
and which will be discussed with Horsham District Council.
We put out a Call for Sites earlier in the year – we now have 28 potential
development sites in the Parish to consider. Some of these are “back-garden”
developments of one or two dwellings, but others are very much bigger.
We are organising an exhibition so that residents of the Parish can look at all
these sites and give us their comments. This will take place on Saturday 20th
January 2018, at the Barns Green School, between 10 am and 4 pm.
We are working with the Planning office at Horsham District Council. It is vital
that we do so, as we need their support in getting our Plan adopted. There are
areas about which we disagree with them, however, and we are working to
resolve those disagreements.
Please come to the exhibition in the New Year and let us have your comments
about the potential developments sites that have been put forward.
Ian Walker (Chair, Plan Steering Committee)
Penny Simpson (Chair, Parish Council)

Exhibition of possible development sites –
Saturday 20th January 2018
Welcome to the display of the 28 sites that have been put
forward for possible development.
These sites will go forward to the assessment stage of the
process where they will be assessed against a set of objective
factual criteria, taking into account he views and opinions of the
residents of the parish.
We are committed to a continuous process of consultation with
the parish residents, and this exhibition is the latest stage in
that process.
With this in mind, we invite you to work you way around the
exhibition and, if you would like to do so, record your comments
about any of the sites on the rear of this form..
If you would like to make a comment about any of the sites,
please do so on this form.
We ask you to note your name and address on the form, so that
we can audit the responses as having come from residents of the
parish.
The displays will show the location of each site and, where
possible, the detailed development plan. Where such a plan is
not available, a note of the likely use of the site is shown. A
detailed fact file, dealing with geographical, historical and
ecological status on every site is available on request.
Please feel free to make any comment that you wish; however
we would like to know whether, in respect of each site, you
would support or oppose the development proposed, and on
what grounds.

Name:
Site number

Address:
Comment

APPENDIX 11
PUBLIC CONSULTATION MEETING
AND EXHIBITION OF POSSIBLE SITES:
JUNE 2018

ITCHINGFIELD PARISH COUNCIL
Minutes of the Meeting held on Monday 25th June 2018
Present:
Cllr Penny Simpson Chairman
Cllr Sanjeev Joshi Vice-Chairman
Cllr Victoria Barrett
Cllr Brian O'Connor
Cllr James Sheppard
Cllr Alan Strudley
Cllr Matthew Treasure-Jones
Cllr Sarah Peay
The Clerk Jan Critchley
District Cllr Patricia Youtan
76

Declaration of Acceptance of Office
Sarah Peay signed the Declaration of Acceptance of Office.
The Chairman welcomed Sarah to the Parish Council for the second time as Sarah was a Parish
Councillor many years ago.

77

Apologies for Absence were received from Cllr Alan Peers, County Cllr Amanda Jupp and District
Cllr Stuart Ritchie.

78

Minutes of the last Meeting
Amendment: The Minutes to reflect that Cllr James Sheppard had given his apologies and was not in
attendance at the meeting.
The Minutes of the meeting were approved, accepted and signed by the Chairman.

79

Action

Matters arising from the Minutes
1. Minute 45:1 Operation Watershed No more to report at the present time.
Action
2. Minute 69:2 the Clerk reported that the Chairman and herself had met with PCSO Erica Baxter on
23rd May who wanted to
involvement with the Horsham rural parishes. It was an interesting meeting and the Chairman also put
over the point strongly about how difficult it is to contact the police and how communications should be
improved. The Clerk to put up some posters that show to Stay in Touch with the Sussex Police.
Action
3. Minute 69.:3 the Clerk reported that she unfortunately was unable to attend the meeting organised by
obtained costs involved from Sonia Mangan who is the Chief Executive Officer of Age UK Horsham
District and circulated the full document to all Cllrs and in summary for each parish for three years to
fund a Village Agent would be in the region of 57k. It was decided that at the present time this parish
would decline the offer to support funding for a Village Agent within the cluster of our local parishes.
The Clerk to write to Sonia Mangan.

80

Open Session for Members of the Public
The Chairman welcomed Stuart Brierley to the meeting. Mr. Brierley said that he had received negative
comments in the past on his planning applications and he hoped that his present application would be
received favourably with the Parish Council. Stuart Brierley also declared that he was a former client of
District Cllr Stuart Ritchie
with whom he had had a commercial dispute and wondered how this
sits with the Parish Council. It was explained to Stuart Brierley that this would have no impact on Parish
Council discussions and decisions and that the Parish Council had had no previous knowledge of this
dispute prior to his making a mention of it at this meeting and so this had not impacted on any previous
decisions. Also, the District Cllrs do not participate in planning application discussions. The Chairman said
that if Stuart Brierley feels unfairly treated then he needs to take this up with HDC. The Chairman
re-iterated that the Parish Council make comments on planning applications purely on planning grounds as
presented to them and without prejudice.

81

Planning Applications
1. New Applications
DC/18/0623 Mr. Matt Jones, Landfall Farm, Emms Lane, Barns Green Extension to cottage and
garage/store.
Cllr Matthew Treasure-Jones declared a personal interest and left the meeting and took no part in the
discussion.
Itchingfield Parish Council recommend for approval.
DC/18/1097 Ms. C. Welch, 2 Sealands Cottages, Itchingfield Road, Itchingfield Proposed two
storey side extension, part two storey, part single storey rear extension. new front entrance door

Action

porch canopy and alteration to fenestration to the southern elevation.
Itchingfield Parish Council has no objections, but would like to bring the following concerns to HDC
Planning Building Control Department: 2 Sealands Cottages is the left hand part of a pair of semi-detached
houses. The proposed extensions are proportionate to the existing semi-detached house and are sympathetic
to the existing structure and are therefore compliant with HDC Policy 28. However, the Parish Council is
concerned that the single storey rear extension denies the right to light of a ground floor room at the rear
of number 1 Sealands Cottages as the wall is approximately only 1 metre from the window. Otherwise no
objections.
DC/18/1107 Mr. Stuart Brierley, Nobel Farm, Bashurst Hill, Itchingfield Erection of a hay barn.
This application is a follow up to application DC/18/1903 for prior approval which was withdrawn due to
the proximity of the site to the Airfield at Wellcross and therefore requires full planning permission. After
deliberation by the Cllrs, there were seven votes to approve the application and 1 abstention.
Itchingfield Parish Council therefore recommended for approval.
Mr Brierley was asked several times by the Chairman not to interrupt the discussion.
The Clerk to write to the Planning Department with the above representation.
82

Kingfisher Farm Planning Appeal
Cllr Sanjeev Joshi reported that Cllr James Sheppard had stood in to give evidence on behalf of the
community at the appeal hearing due to two planning applications being rejected. The appeal started on
12th June and ran for three days starting with opening statements through to 17 witness statements from
residents of Kingfisher Farm. There was a site visit with our Counsel, Cllr
Inspector. The Counsel for Kingfisher Farm was not available for two days so the appeal will run for a
further two days on the 19th and 20th July when mainly technical legal arguments will be discussed from
Kingfisher Farm and HDC. The final half day will be for closing statements.
The Chairman said that the Parish Council has the support of its parishioners for the Parish Council to
continue to finance the legal costs of this appeal as agreed at the Annual Village Meeting. A vote had been
taken by the showing of hands and there had only been one vote against.
The Chairman gave her thanks to Cllr James Sheppard for his support and thanked Cllr Sanjeev Joshi to
whom the Parish Council is indebted.
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Neighbourhood Development Plan
The Chairman reported that at the Annual Village Meeting, Ian Walker, Chairman of the Steering Group
gave a very good summary of the current position of the Neighbourhood Plan. The Steering Group has
short listed two sites and are currently receiving comments back from parishioners regarding these sites.
The Steering Group is holding an extra Neighbourhood Plan meeting on 3rd July because there is a new
edition of the SHELAA and the Steering Group needs to discuss this as well as feedback from the
Planning Consultants regarding the Site Assessment Document.
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Report by County and District Councillors
District Cllr Patricia Youtan gave the following report:
1.
Patricia said that she is still speechless about the wrong information that she has
been given regarding the Kingfisher Farm Appeal and also why the Police Reports
have not been given to the Inspector. She said she will be taking this up with
HDC immediately and will contact the Parish Council thereafter.
2.
Event organisers have not
contacted the Diocese of Chichester about the impact on churches regarding the road
closures on Sunday 23rd September 2018.
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Action

Action

Accounts for Payment
1. There were sixteen payments.
There were three cheques out of meeting, £289.00 to The Green Reaper in respect of a Parish Council
Strimmer, £6,000.00 and £1,020.00 to John Fitzsimons in respect of legal fees regarding the Kingfisher
Farm Appeal. £300.00 to the Kent, Surrey and Sussex Air Ambulance Trust in respect of a grant agreed
at the May meeting. £36.00 to Barns Green and Itchingfield Village Hall in respect of the Neighbourhood
Plan Meeting on 15th May and the Parish Council Meeting on 21st May. £22.00 to EE Home Broadband in
respect of the Internet Service for June 2018. £33.67 to Horsham District Council in respect of the emptying
of the dog bin from July to September 2018. £6.00 to JR Print in respect of printing for the Annual Village
Meeting. £16.50 to Timpson in respect of keys cut for Emergency Plan purposes. £100.00 to Waterstones
. £242.97 and
£77.99 to Office Outlet in respect of printer cartridges. £80.00 to Pat Cochran for Litter Warden duties
for June 2018. £25.40 to the Clerk in respect of refreshments for the Annual Village Meeting. £1,003.76
to the Clerk comprising of £895.02 salary for June 2018 and £108.74 expenses. £2,400.00 to John

Fitzsimons in respect of legal fees regarding the Kingfisher Farm Appeal.
2. Signing of the Annual Governance Statement 2017/2018 ahead of audit.
It was proposed by Cllr Sanjeev Joshi that the Annual Governance Statement be signed by the Chairman
and the Clerk. Seconded by Cllr James Sheppard. Agreed unanimously.
3. Signing of Audit of Accounts year ending 31 March 2018 ahead of audit.
It was proposed by Cllr Sanjeev Joshi that the Accounts be signed by the Chairman and the Clerk subject
to audit. Seconded by Cllr James Sheppard. Agreed unanimously.
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Correspondence
1. A letter was received from the Barns Green Tennis Club requesting a grant towards a composting
toilet as mains drainage has proved to be too costly. The Club has already received some grants
towards this project. It was proposed by Cllr Victoria Barrett to make a grant of £750.00,
A cheque was drawn to Barns Green
Cheque
Tennis Club for £750.00 towards the purchase of toilet facilities.
drawn
The Clerk to suggest that the Tennis Club also applies to the WSCC County Local Committee for
a grant.
Action
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The Parish Council is now in the process of replacing the fingerpost by using its own resources. The Parish
Council is awaiting the final repayment of its deposit following which the unused signpost arms and collars
will be returned to Heritage Sign posts.
88
89

GDPR

General Data Protection Regulations
Cllr Sanjeev Joshi reported that the Parish Council will have a GDPR policy soon.

Action

Highways/Emergency Planning
Highways The Chairman had circulated the report from Barns Green Traffic Group which included a
report regarding road safety at the crossroads, not only at school times but at all other times. The Group
for which the Parish Council has
provided book token gifts for the winners.
Emergency Planning Cllr James Sheppard reported that he had met with the Richard Boyle, Headteacher
at Muntham House School to enable the inclusion of their emergency planning information and facilities
to be included in the Parish Emergency Plan. The same applies for Sumners Pond. Cllr James Sheppard
has now just to meet with the Headteacher of Barns Green School to incorporate their emergency planning
information into the plan. The draft plan is currently with HDC so we will keep this on the agenda until the
Emergency Plan is completed and adopted by the Parish Council.
Action
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Development Fund
Cllr Victoria Barrett reported that there are two invoices to be raised in relation to the Planning Fees for
the Barns Green Sports and Social Club Project, one for £1,386.00 and a second one for £1,320. This is
part of the £7,500k granted to the Club for Planning Costs. Cllr Victoria Barrett said that the Club is using
an organisation called Sports Clubhouses to assist them to get the Building Regulations up to specification
and once this is complete then the Club will go out to tender for the work.
give the Field Committee a further grant for the playground once the playground has been made safe by
netting. It was understood that the Trust have asked that the Cricket Club
take responsibility for this.
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AOB
1.
2.
3.
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The Chairman reported that the Orchard has been strimmed with the new strimmer.
Cllr Matthew Treasure-Jones said he would like to see the Arboriculturist Report from WSCC
regarding the felling of the large oak tree on the village green. The Clerk to contact County
Cllr Amanda Jupp.
Cllr Matthew Treasure-Jones asked what is happening concerning the Matthews lorries.
There has been no correspondence from either HDC or Southwater Parish Council even
though Matthews Limited reported that they had consulted with both Parish Councils. The
Clerk to ask County Cllr Amanda Jupp for an update and to also contact HDC Planning.

Date of Next Meeting - Monday 23rd July 2018.
There being no other business the meeting finished at 9.26pm.

Action

Action

APPENDIX 12
INDICATIVE HOUSING REQUIREMENT:
OCTOBER 2018

Determining an Indicative Housing Requirement Number for Neighbourhood Plan
Areas:
Itchingfield Neighbourhood Plan
October 2018
1.0

Introduction

1.1

Following the publication of the revised National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF) in July
2018 Neighbourhood Plan areas can request from the Local Planning Authority an indicative
housing requirement number for neighbourhood plan areas.
Paragraph 66 of the NPPF states:
Where it is not possible to provide a requirement figure for a neighbourhood area , [in a
local plan] the local planning authority should provide an indicative figure, if requested to do
so by the neighbourhood planning body. This figure should take into account factors such as
the latest evidence of local housing need, the population of the neighbourhood area and the
most recently available planning strategy of the local planning authority .

1.2

The Horsham District Planning Framework (HDPF) was adopted in 2015. This document is the
sets out the planning strategy for the land in Horsham District outside the South Downs
National Park in the period to 2031. It identifies a requirement for at least 800 homes to be
delivered each year, and policy 15 of this document sets out how this should be delivered.
This policy includes a provision for at least 1500 homes to be delivered through
neighbourhood plans. This policy does not however provide a parish by parish breakdown.

1.3

In light of the revised NPPF, and the overall neighbourhood housing number, there has been
a formal request to Horsham District Council from a number of neighbourhood planning
groups for an indicative housing number for their parish1. This paper sets out how the
indicative housing number was reached for the Neighbourhood Planners at Itchingfield Parish.
It should however be noted that the formal advice which the Council has provided to all
parishes who are preparing a neighbourhood plan in Horsham District is that the most robust
approach to determining the housing number for the purposes of plan-making remains the
formal and comprehensive housing needs assessment offered via Locality. This remains the
rovide.

1

West Grinstead and Itchingfield

1

2.0

Spatial Context

2.1

As set out in paragraph 1.2, the most recently adopted Local Plan for Horsham District is the
Horsham District Planning Framework (HDPF) which was adopted in November 2015. At three
years old, the HDPF is considered to be an up-toyear housing supply at the time of writing is robust with provision at 116% of its 5-year
requirement.

2.2

Horsham District Council is committed to a review of the HDPF and a preferred options
document is programmed for publication in the Autumn of 2019. This document will need to
allocate individual housing requirement figures to neighbourhood plan areas. Whilst the
Council has commenced the background work to inform this process, this is a complex issue,
and at the time of writing, there is still as yet no definitive figure derived from the Standard
Methodology for calculating housing need as set out in the updated NPPF with further
consultation on this approach scheduled for early in 2019. The wider strategic housing issue
is a strategic matter for the district council and the local plan review is the appropriate
mechanism which can take in to account of wider housing needs of the district. This will be
supported by a robust SA/SEA process which will consider a range of alternative options and
the cumulative impacts of any approach which may be selected. The starting point for the
calculation of an indicative housing number are therefore the policies contained in the
adopted HDPF.

2.3

An indicative housing requirement figure at neighbourhood plan level therefore differs from
a district wide number; rather, it is best thought of as a locally-specific assessment bringing
together data from a range of robust sources, including the HDPF, SHMA, SHELAA and other
data points
neighbourhood plan area can contribute within the wider context of the strategic housing
market area and/or Local Plan housing target.

3.0

Local Planning Context

3.1

Policy 15 of the adopted HDPF states the district must provide at least 16,000 dwellings over
the plan period. Paragraph 4 states that a proportion should be delivered through
neighbourhood plans as follows:
throughout the district in accordance with the

3.2

Planned growth, including land allocated in a neighbourhood plan will need to be in general
conformity with the strategic policies set out in Policies 3 (Development Hierarchy) and 4
(Settlement Expansion) of the HDPF in particular.

3.3

Policy 3 of the HDPF denotes the functions and roles of all settlements within the district and
categorises settlements into types in accordance with the level of service provision to be
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found within the settlement. There are four distinct groupings of classified settlements within
this development hierarchy and a further category for unclassified settlements that are the
least sustainable in terms of accommodating new development and should not be considered
suitable for further growth during this plan period.
Policy 3: Development Hierarchy states:
Development will be permitted within towns and villages which have defined built-up areas.
Any infilling and redevelopment will be required to demonstrate that it is of an appropriate
nature and scale to maintain characteristics and function of the settlement in accordance with
the settlement hierarchy below:
Main Town;
Small Towns and Larger Villages;
Medium Villages;
Smaller Villages; and
Unclassified Settlements
3.4

Policy 4 states that in order for some communities to continue to be able to grow and develop
it will be necessary for them to be able to expand beyond their current built form. By applying
a set of criterion though allocating sites in the Local Plan or in Neighbourhood Plans, it will be
possible to meet the identified local needs of those settlements in the hierarchy and provide
an appropriate level of market and affordable housing in a sustainable manner.

4.0

Calculation of Indicative Housing Figures Policy approach

4.1

The first approach to the calculation of an indicative housing figure looks at the how the 1500
homes can be accommodated in accordance with the settlement hierarchy set out in policy 3
of the HDPF. To calculate Barns Green fair share of the 1,500 dwellings it was necessary to
settlement hierarchy and specifically those settlements who will be contributing towards
meeting the 1,500 through the neighbourhood plan process. This approach takes account of
which areas have been designated as a neighbourhood planning area and focuses on delivery
and implementation in accordance with Policy 15 (4).

4.2

The table below sets out the proportion of dwellings within each built-up area of the
settlement in accordance with Policy 3. The quantum of development within each built-up
area is in part reflective of the categorisation of each settlement (in addition to other factors
such as the provision of services and facilities) and is also in general conformity with Policy 4
which directs growth within built up area or on the edge of settlements and not in the wider
parish which would be contrary to policy and with general sustainability principles.
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Table 1. Dwellings within the Built-Up Area of Settlements (2011)

Settlement Hierarchy

Number of dwellings in Built up Areas

Main Town
Horsham
Small Town and larger Villages
Billingshurst
Bramber and Upper Beeding
Henfield
Pulborough and Codmore Hill
Southwater
Steyning
Storrington and Sullington
Medium Villages

3013
1355
2176
2294
3379
3014
3971

Ashington
Barns Green
Cowfold
Partridge Green
Rudgwick and Bucks Green
Slinfold
Warnham
West Chiltington Village and Common
Smaller Villages

1010
369
560
825
827
506
566
3518

Lower Beeding
Mannings Heath
Rusper
Small Dole
Thakeham
Source: ONS 2011
4.3

20,945

268
113
478
266
331
602

North Horsham and Broadbridge Heath are not designated neighbourhood planning areas.
The unparished part of Horsham Town, whilst designated for Neighbourhood Planning have
indicated that they are not proposing to allocate land for housing development in their plan
and will not be able to contribute towards the 1500 homes. The total number of dwellings in
Horsham in the 2011 Census was recorded as being 56,516 dwellings. However, the total
number of dwellings recorded in 2011 in all the settlements listed above is 29,431 dwellings
(excluding Horsham). Barns Green is considered to be medium village and can be found in the
third category that is defined, within Policy 3 of the HDPF, as follows:
These settlements have a moderate level of services and facilities and community networks,
together with some access to public transport. These settlements provide some day to day
4

needs for residents, but rely on small market towns and larger settlements to meet a number
of their requirements .
4.4

Therefore, it is expected the Neighbourhood Plan for Itchingfield Parish should come forward
positively to plan for proportionate contribution to the total of 1,500 dwellings identified in
Policy 15 (4), centred on Barns Green.

4.5

To calculate a local plan derived housing number for Barns Green, the 2011 Census states 369
dwellings are recorded within the built-up area of Barns Green and this equates to
approximately 1.25% of the 29,431 dwellings listed in Table 1 excluding Horsham town and
Broadbridge Heath. It follows, Barns Green proportion of local plan derived figure of the
1,500 dwellings as stipulated in Policy 15 would equate to 19 dwellings.

5.0

Calculation of Indicative Housing Figures - Strategic Housing Market Assessment (SHMA)

5.1

T
that informed the HDPF. It is
integral to assessing a district housing needs for purposes of plan making and informing an
overall housing requirement for the HDPF. The key document
Horsham
was prepared by GL Hearn in March 2015 and the Strategic Housing Market
Assessment (SHMA) that was last updated by Chilmark Consulting Ltd in October 2014.

5.2

Both documents concentrated on housing needs for the district wide area, and in the case of
the SHMA, this was also used for the Strategic Housing Market Area that includes both
Crawley and Mid Sussex. Both documents were used as evidence in support of the HDPF
examination so considered robust. The SHMA update, prepared by Chilmark Consulting in
October 2014 concluded that the minimum net additional affordable housing needed across
the district was 225 dwellings per annum (dpa). In terms of the Objectively Assessed Housing
confirmed that the full objectively assessed need for housing was 636 dpa over the 2011-2031
period.

5.3

The Inspector s Report into the HDPF examination in October 2015 did corroborate the
evidence summarised above and paragraph 39 of his report states that the 650 dpa figure for
Objectively Assessed Need would support growth in the population of working age
employment to meet the additional employment needs and some reduction in affordability
pressures. It should be noted that the current requirement adopted through policy 15 of the
HDPF is 800 dpa and this is because the district, through the duty-to-cooperate process, is
meeting approximately some of

5.4

The SHMA alongside the adopted HDPF also presents an appropriate piece of evidence to
deriving an indicative housing number at the NP level, because it is an authoritative source of
evidence, and because it takes into account population and household projections, as set out
in the 2012 Sub-National Population Projections (SNPP) which underpinned the adopted
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HDPF. SNPP provide the basis for Household Projections which guidance has state should be
ty level. Housing Need in
Horsham District (March 2015) identifies an OAN for Horsham District over the plan period
2011-2031 of 12,720 homes (Para 6.2).
5.5

To calculate Itchingfield
Barns
proportion of housing in the district. At the time of the 2011 Census there were 369 dwellings
in Barns Green (56,516 in the district); proportionally representing 0.65% of all homes in the
district. This does not consider the Local Plan Settlement Hierarchy and is entirely appropriate
given the OAN increase represents the whole of the district over the plan period.
Consequently, Itchingfield
83 dwellings.

6.0

Calculation of Indicative Housing Figures - Housing Needs Registry (as of October 2018)

6.1

The Parish Council has supplied the District Council with a number of data sources relating to
Itchingfield Parish including the Barns Green & Itchingfield Neighbourhood Plan Survey 2016
undertaken externally which provided a valuable starting point for this exercise. The Parish
Council commissioned Action in Rural Sussex (AiRS) in July 2016 to undertake the Survey to
shape their vision for the Parish which looked at demographics, the type of facilities currently
available in the Parish; the needs of the local business community; design and the types of
tenures that should be built within the parish. However, no formal affordable housing
numbers was presented for consideration. Therefore, for the purposes of this paper the
Council has sourced information on housing needs from the Housing Department at HDC. At
the time of writing the HDC housing register
Housing Register with 100 households stipulating Itchingfield/Barns Green as their area of
choice.

6.2

To convert households into dwellings, there was a requirement to make an adjustment to take
account of vacant and second homes (a figure of 3.0% has been used; derived from 2011
Census data). This approach is consistent with the
DPF at Examination. It follows
100 households would equate to approximately 103 dwellings. Upon further consultation
with
and is adjusted regularly and that applicants to the Housing Register can select a number of
choices throughout Horsham. Some applicants could potentially be accommodated
elsewhere if opportunities arise, therefore the quantum of 103 dwellings is to be considered
a maximum value.

7.0

SHELAA Capacity

7.1

In addition to the calculation of the indicative figures, the Council has also taken account of
the Strategic Housing Land Availably Assessment (SHLAA) to understand the context and
potential capacity for development land in Itchingfield Parish.
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7.2

The SHLAA is a high-level assessment of land that is used as a starting point to help decide
which sites are suitable, available and achievable in development terms, and could potentially
be allocated for development in Local Plan documents. The SHLAA is not Council policy, and
is not a definitive assessment of available sites but it is the start of a process to promote
further investigation. The latest iteration of the SHELAA is
and at the time of writing is the 2016 version. These sites are shown in Figure 1 overleaf.

7.3

Any land which is allocated for development in Itchingfield Parish will need to be in general
conformity with Policy 4 of the HDPF. It is acknowledged the Parish Council has undertaken a
call fo
have come forward for consideration. Whilst it will be for the neighbourhood planners to
consider the most appropriate site/s to allocate development the outcome of
SHLAA assessment indicates that sufficient land subject to further detail investigation is likely
to be available to meet the indicative housing figure on sites which are available, deliverable
and achievable.
Figure 1. The 2016 SHELAA Assessment Barns Green
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8.0

Conclusions

8.1

The indicative housing figure is derived from robust evidence base available to the Local
Planning Authority. To come to an indicative housing number of 61 dwellings for Itchingfield
Parish the key data sources are listed below which taken together inform key trends (please
refer to Table 2). No data source was given more weight than the other as stipulated in
Paragraph 66 in the revised NPPF, and the Council is of the view that it is a reasonable
assumption to take the mid-point between the data sources as an appropriate method to
reach an overall indicative housing number.

8.2

The indicative housing number does not take into account local constraints nor infrastructure
capacity. It will be for the plan makers to undertake best endeavours to accommodate the
number applying reasonable assumptions consistent with the principles of sustainable
development to deliver the number in its entirety.
Table 2. Indicative Housing Number for Itchingfield.
Data Source
Local Plan Derived figure
SHMA derived figure
Housing Needs Register derived figure

8.3

Number of Dwellings
19
83
103

Mid-point
61

It should also be recognised that these figures may need to be revised in the light of additional
evidence (e.g. housing needs) becoming available. These figures are also only reflective of
those set out in the current HDPF, and the housing need for the parish may need to be revised
in due course to reflect updated needs which may emerge through the local plan process.
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APPENDIX 13
POLICY VOLUNTEERS

Volunteers required
The Neighbourhood Plan is reaching the stage of final
drafting of the Plan itself. A major part of the Plan will be
the inclusion of policies that will be used to reflect the
wishes of the parish in relation to any housing developments
in the parish. This is a very important stage of the
preparation of the Plan.
The Steering Group would welcome the participation of
members of the parish in this part of the Plan development.
We anticipate that this would involve two or three evenings
at workshops in the Village Hall, over the next two months.
If anyone would be prepared to get involved and assist us,
please contact the Parish Clerk on
clerk@itchingfieldparishcouncil.gov.uk.
We look forward to hearing from you, if possible within the
next two weeks.

APPENDIX 14
MEETING WITH HDC: MAY 2019

APPENDIX 15
VILLAGE MEETING JULY 2019

ITCHINGFIELD PARISH COUNCIL
Minutes of the Meeting held on Monday 29th July 2019
Present:
Cllr Penny Simpson Chairman
Cllr Sarah Peay
Cllr Alan Peers
Cllr James Sheppard
Cllr Alan Strudley
The Clerk Jan Critchley
County Cllr Amanda Jupp
86

Apologies for Absence were received from Cllr Victoria Barrett, Cllr Sanjeev Joshi,
and District Cllrs Stuart Richie and Patricia Youtan.
The Chairman said that on behalf of all the Parish Councillors they wished Sanjeev a speedy
recovery.
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Minutes of the last Meeting
The Minutes of the meeting were approved, accepted and signed by the Chairman.

Action

88

Matters arising from the Minutes
1. Minute74:3 Parish Noticeboards. The Clerk said that she has emailed DMA Signs whom the Parish
Council had previously purchased a noticeboard from and was awaiting their response.
Action
2. Minute 74:4 School Crossing. After consideration and input from WSCC Highways Manager Chris
Stark, it was decided to go with Option 1A, which is siting the crossing on Sandhills Road just up from
the crossroads and then another crossing in Two Mile Ash Road opposite the school. This scheme should
now progress. County Cllr Amanda Jupp to keep the Parish Council updated.
Action
3. Minute 74: Safety at Barns Green Level Crossing. County Cllr Amanda Jupp said that Jeremy Quin MP
had met with the Chairman of Network Rail to discuss Barns Green Level Crossing as well as other
crossings, but a report has not yet been received. The Chairman said to pass on our congratulations to
Jeremy Quin regarding his promotion.
Action
4. Minute 74:6: More signage for the village car park. The Clerk confirmed that Julian Francis will do
the work for this when he can.
Action
5. Minutes74:7 Bins on the Village Green. The Clerk said that she had received a positive response from
Paul Greenslade, Street Scene Manager at HDC stating that HDC will clear the bins on a Friday and then on a
Monday before and after a specific event on the Village Green. The bins are regularly emptied on a Tuesday.
The Clerk to request that the bins are emptied every Friday during the summer months through to the end
of September.
Action
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Open Session for Members of the Public
Mr. and Mrs Dale of 2 Rose Villas, Two Mile Ash Road, were present to answer any questions regarding
their planning application.
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Planning Applications
1. New Applications
DC/19/1130 Mrs. Teresa Dale, 2 Rose Villas, Two Mile Ash Road New drop kerb, installation of
driveway for parking of two cars. Removal of front hedge for works to go ahead. On public highway
where drop kerb and driveway would run surface water furniture would need to be moved and
replaced.
Mr. and Mrs. Dale attended the Parish Council meeting and clarified two points on their planning
application to the Parish Councillors. In Section 8, Mrs. Dale confirmed that they should have answered
staff, Mrs. Dale confirmed she should
Parish Councillors made the following representation:
Itchingfield Parish Council has no objections and recommends this planning application for
approval.
DC/19/1018 Amendment to Mr. and Mrs. Ashton, 4 The Wedges, Itchingfield Erection if a
two storey outbuilding to provde ancillary accommodation to the main dwelling for recreational
use, together with all associated external alteration.
Itchingfield Parish Council maintains its stance as per its representation on 27 th May 2019 as follows:
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Itchingfield Parish Council has no objections and recommends this planning application for approval
providing the development is ancillary to the building.
The Parish Council noted that it is now pleased to see that the development has been reduced in the
amended plans and is aware that there have been objections to this planning application.
The Chairman said that she will write again to Mr. and Mrs. McAlister regarding their letter to the
Parish Council regarding the above planning application.

Action

The Clerk to write to HDC Planning Department with the above representations.

Action

Neighbourhood Development Plan
The Chairman reported that the Steering Group are now up to Version 5 of the Draft Neighbourhood
Plan and it is being looked at by our barrister Ashley Bowes from Cornerstone Barristers on 12 th August
2019 for his comments. The Draft Plan has also been sent to Norman Kwan of HDC. He has advised
that he cannot start the Health Check process until Dowsettmayhew has produced a Strategic
Environmental Assessment (SEA) in relation to site allocation. Once HDC has carried out a Health
Check then we should be on target to get to Regulation 14 by October 2019.

Action
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Report by County and District Councillors
County Cllr Amanda Jupp have the following report:
1. Amanda Jupp said that she has sent through the notices regarding roadworks in Valewood Lane,
Bashurst Hill and Fulfords Hill. With regards to Valewood Lane, as there is work being done
opposite Faythorpe, Amanda has asked Balfour Beatty to cut back the hedge if necessary.
With regard to verges, Amanda said that the Parish Council can put together a working party
to cut verges if it wished to do this.
2.
has been trying to buy a piece of land from Network Rail and this has now gone through and
is now complete.
3. Amanda said that she had attended the Inspired Villages exhibition,
From the WSCC Highways point of view there would be objections.
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Accounts for Payment
1. There were twelve payments.
£28.50 to EE Home Broadband in respect of the Internet Service for July 2019. £75.00 to Barns
Green Village Hall Committee in respect of the Neighbourhood Plan Meeting on 12th June, the
Annual Village Meeting on 18th June and the Parish Council Meeting on 24th June 2019. £48.55 to
SSE, Southern Electric in respect of the Q1 2019 maintenance account. £16.27 to Hostinger in
respect of the annual website fee for the Neighbourhood Plan. £1,500 to the Parochial Church
Council in respect of grant to upkeep the church yard. £72.99 to Amazon UK Limited in respect of
a black cartridge. £219.92 to Amazon UK Limited in respect of three coloured cartridges. £1,020.45
to the Clerk comprising of £922.55 salary for July 2019 and £97.90 expenses. £80.00 to Pat Cochran
for Litter Warden duties for July 2019. £14.20 to Francis Carne Associates in respect of some stickers
to try to prevent Dog Fouling in West Sussex stickers. £63.47 to the Hampshire Flag company for the
purchase of a Royal Ensign, Merchant Navy Flag. £84.30 to Mr. Chris Simpson in relation to the
strimming of the Orchard, petrol and wire for the strimmer.
The Clerk to request that Cllr James Sheppard is added as another signatory for the Parish Council
main bank account.
94 Correspondence
1. The Clerk reported that she had received a few emails complaining about the upkeep of
churchyard which she had passed onto Julia Huson, Treasurer of Itchingfield Parochial Church
Council to respond.
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96
97

Action

Action

Development Fund update
The Clerk reported that she has paid the first two cheques to the Barns Green Sports and Social Club in
respect of the new changing rooms project. The first one was for £14,000.00 and the second one was
for £9,180.00. The Clerk has drawn up a chart to keep track of the payments.

Action

GDPR General Data Protection Regulations
The Clerk to contact Action in Rural Sussex (AiRS) and HDC Legal, to request their advice on GDPR.

Action

Emergency Planning Document Approval
Cllr James Sheppard said that the Emergency Plan
all Cllrs.

It was proposed by Cllr James Sheppard that the Emergency Plan be adopted and approved as last
distributed to all Councillors. Seconded by Cllr Sarah Peay, unanimously agreed.
The Clerk to find out if a hard copy can be stored securely at the Village Hall.
With regard to the security of storing data in our parish council inboxes, the Clerk to ask our website
provider Vision ICT that with regard to our generic parish council email accounts what platform are they
on and do they come with document storage in the cloud.
98

AOB
1.
2.
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The Chairman said that she is concerned about the state of our fingerposts. The Clerk to ask
Julian Francis if he will look at them to let us know what is required to bring them up to a good
standard.
Cllr Alan Strudley said that he had attended the Village Trust Meeting and they were very
thankful for the nets around the playground. He said that the soccer posts on the village
green were discussed and also mention was made regarding the presentation made by the
a rugby
pitch on the Jubilee Field.

Date of Next Meeting
Finished at 9.25 pm.

Monday 30th September 2019. There being no other business the meeting

Action
Action

APPENDIX 16
CORNERSTONE BARRISTERS:
AUGUST 2019

BARNS GREEN & ITCHINGFIELD NEIGHBOURHOOD DEVELOPMENT PLAN
ADVICE NOTE
1. I am asked by Itchingfield Parish Council (“the Parish Council”) to review the draft
Neighbourhood Plan prior to submission to the District Council, with a view to pointout any obvious issues. I have not been asked to advise on any specific issue.
GENERAL OBSERVATIONS
2. I consider the drafting technique “will be supported” is unclear and arguably
contrary to paragraph 16(d) NPPF. Using that term is storing-up interpretation
difficulties in the future or may simply mean those policies are toothless. Taking
Policy 12 as an example, a developer might say that just because his proposal does
not incorporate electric car charging points (or similar) does not mean his scheme
conflicts with Policy 12, merely that it does not have the “support” of that Policy. I
would advise removing the term “will be supported” from the policies of the Plan
and replacing it with clear and unambiguous policy tests, against which proposals
can be assessed, for example:

“Policy 12

Development Proposals shall, where possible and consistent with other policies of
the Plan, incorporate the following measures …”
3. I am not sure whether a review every 2 years is entirely necessary. You will know the
statutory requirement is now every 5 years for District-level Local Plans. A review
which triggers amendments to the plan is likely to take longer than 2 years to be
adopted, meaning the plan would be out-of-date in the meantime. I would advise a
minimum 5-yearly cycle of review and, if necessary, updating.

4. It is not clear to me whether the “AIMS” are also intended to be policies. This should
be clarified. As you will know, the test at s.38(6) Planning & Compulsory Purchase
Act 2004 only applies to the policies of the plan, not to its supporting text and
reasoned justification.

SPECIFIC ISSUES
5. AIM 1 – the use of the word “compromise” is a little unclear. I would instead suggest
wording such as “which would undermine the physical or perceived separation
between this parish …”.

6. Policy 3 (final sentence) – I am not sure the policy basis for requiring proposals not
to obscure a heritage asset or result in any reduction of its setting. As you will know,
national policy operates on “significance”. If the loss of a view or a reduction in the
setting did not result in any loss of significance to a heritage asset then there is no
policy basis for objecting in heritage terms.

7. Policy 5 - You need to define “local need”.

8. Policy 6 – You will be aware of paragraph 170(a) NPPF which now appears to require
valued landscapes to be identified in the development plan. I would therefore advise
you consider defining areas of valued landscape within the parish within the Plan.

9. Policy 9 (first sentence) – This part of the policy is not clear. There is no
consequence specified of a failure to provide access to super-fast broadband and, in
any event, “super-fast” is not defined. You will know paragraph 112 NPPF provides a
policy basis for securing full-fibre broadband and Ofcom defines “super-fast” as “at
least” 30Mbps. I would advise something like “development proposals will need to
demonstrate the opportunity to expand the connections to broadband connections
of at least 30Mbps has been explored and, where possible, achieved …”.

10. Policy 10 – there is no “legal” requirement to provide affordable homes. If this is a
reference to an HDPF policy then either reference that policy or avoid duplication by
omitting that point. If the reference to “affordable housing” is retained you need to
define what you mean by that.

11. Policy 11 – (5) “valued townscapes” requires a definition and, in (6), the reference to
“significant harm” appears some way below the NPPF requirement to achieve a
“high standard of amenity” (paragraph 127(f) NPPF).

12. Policy 12 – see above.

13. Policy 13 (and elsewhere) – you need to define “adequate” parking, either by
reference to an HDPF document or SPD or through your own policy (ensuring it is
evidence-based).

14. Policy 14(5) – what is the evidential basis for saying “screening” is the most
appropriate treatment to the listed building, it might be that a buffer zone is more
appropriate and would be led by the heritage evidence provided at the application
stage. I would advise something like “Proposals must demonstrate that the setting
and significance of the listed building ‘Little Slaughterford’ would be preserved
through sensitive design and boundary treatment …”.

15. Policy 15(1) – Do you mean local “needs”? If so, that requires definition.

CONCLUSION
16. Aside from those issues the Plan appears well written and prepared. I would be
happy to advise further once any feedback from the District Council or objections
from consulteess is received.

ASHLEY BOWES

CORNERSTONE BARRISTERS
2-3 GRAY’S INN SQUARE
LONDON, WC1R 5JH

13 August 2019.
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Foreword
This is the Itchingfield Parish Neighbourhood Plan, made
under the Localism Act 2011.
The purpose of the Plan is to set out how the parish will
develop over the period until 2031, and how it will contribute
to the housing build required by central government. The Plan
reflects the wishes of the residents of the parish as a whole, but
has to be read in conjunction with the Horsham District Plan,
and the National Planning Policy Framework.
More importantly, it sets out how any planning applications
should be dealt with at District level.
The Plan has taken some considerable time to prepare and has
involved a great deal of work by the Steering Committee, on
behalf of the Parish Council.
This is an important document for our parish. It sets out how
we intend to control building development in the parish over
the life of the Plan, and expresses the wishes of the residents of
the parish.
I commend the Plan to you.

Penny Simpson
Chair – Itchingfield Parish Council
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Chapter 1
Introduction
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Introduction
1.1.0 Welcome to the Itchingfield Neighbourhood Plan (INP) for the
Parish of Itchingfield.
1.1.1 This Plan is a commission from Itchingfield Parish Council (IPC)
which set up the Itchingfield Neighbourhood Plan Working Group
(INPWG) in June 2013 to work with residents to formulate a framework
for the Parish and its evolution for a period of 15 years from the date that
the Plan is adopted (see National Planning Policy Framework paragraph
22)
1.1.2 Under the Localism Act 2011, Parish Councils and Qualifying Bodies
have been given powers to deal with the local issues of planning and help
planning authorities understand these issues. The work of bringing
together this document began in earnest in September 2015 with the
designation of the Parish of Itchingfield as an official Neighbourhood Plan
Area by Horsham District Council (HDC).
1.1.3 The map shown below is the Development Plan Area approved by
Horsham District Council on the parish’s application for Designation.
The plan area covers the parish of Itchingfield, including the village of
Barns Green and the hamlet of Itchingfield.
6
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1.1.3 The Plan has been prepared in accordance with the Neighbourhood
Planning (General) Regulations 2012 and is in general conformity with
the Horsham District Council Planning Framework 2019.
Planning Context
1.2.0 Why do we need any housing? Practically every UK town and city is
dealing with large scale housing schemes and Horsham is no exception.
Expansion is well under way on the western side of the town bringing
Broadbridge Heath to Itchingfield’s doorstep. There is further large
development of strategic sites in Southwater (on Itchingfield’s eastern
border) and in Billingshurst (on Itchingfield’s western edge).
1.2.1 There is an inevitability that the number of homes required in the
UK will continue to grow and the reasons for this are multiple and varied.
1.2.2 The population continues to expand, people are living longer,
getting divorced and people migrate from other countries and/or move
to other places within the UK. In the UK, the pressure on housing has
been compounded because for the last 30 years when we should have
been building upwards of 200,000 homes a year, we only built at times,
less than half that amount, largely due to the reduction in building of
council housing. There is not much we can do about the need for housing
but we do now have a chance to influence where this housing goes. In
2018 the Government announced that it would build 300,000 homes per
year.
1.2.3 Each successive Government has chosen different ways to plan for
housing growth and the current Government is using Localism, a bottom
up approach.
1.2.4 The Localism Act 2011 introduced new rights and powers to allow
local communities to shape new development by preparing
neighbourhood plans. A Neighbourhood Plan establishes planning
policies for the development and use of land; for example where new
homes should be built and what they should look like. Neighbourhood
Plans allow local people to influence the type of development for their
area while contributing to the wider needs of the area.
1.2.5 The Government published the revised National Planning Policy
Framework (NPPF) in July 2018, with a further revision in February
2019. This sets out the Government’s planning policies for England and
how these should be applied. It provides a framework within which
locally-prepared plans for housing and other development can be
produced.
1.2.6 With respect to neighbourhood planning, the NPPF advises:
“Neighbourhood planning gives communities the power to develop a shared
vision for their area. Neighbourhood plans can shape, direct and help to
deliver sustainable development, by influencing local planning decisions as
part of the statutory development plan. Neighbourhood plans should not
9

promote less development than set out in the strategic policies for the area,
or undermine those strategic policies”
1.2.7 Local Authorities calculate their housing need and plan for it, as
opposed to being given a number to deliver by Central Government.
When work started on the INP, HDC had estimated its housing figure to
be 13,000 for the period up to 2031 which is to be proportionately
distributed across the District. This figure was found to be insufficient by
the Planning Inspector and was subsequently increased to 16,000.
1.2.8 The Horsham District Plan Framework (HDPF) was subsequently
adopted by the Council in November 2015. The HDC Plan is being
reviewed and a revised Plan is likely to be adopted in 2020.
1.2.9 National policy specifies that Plans need to be brought forward
‘positively’ and for sites to be ‘sustainable’ defined by three crucial
parameters. Plans should support economic growth, protect the
environment and deliver social benefits through a strong and healthy
community. The INP process has been highly iterative and has involved a
vast amount of evidence and data gathering and surveys covering each of
these areas.
1.2.10 Itchingfield Parish Council accepts a responsibility to contribute to
the housing needs of the nation. Meeting such needs must be
proportionate to the ability of the parish to support new buildings, and be
equitable across the other parishes in the Horsham District. Such new
building must not destroy the rural character of the parish nor adversely
affect the established daily life of the parish.
1.2.11 It is to deal with these issues that the Itchingfield Neighbourhood
Plan has been prepared.
1.2.12 This Plan is not just about housing numbers. It considers what sort
of housing is needed in the parish, and how it should be designed, and
where housing should be built. The Plan also considers the economy of
the Parish, its environment, heritage and ancillary issues such as
transport.

Structure of the Plan
1.4. The Plan consists of the following Chapters:
1.
2.
3.
4.
5.
6.
7.
8.

Introduction
Description of the Parish
IPC Vision and Objectives
List of Policies and Aims
Environment and Heritage
Community Infrastructure
Housing
Economy
10

9.
10.
11.
12.

Transport
Monitoring and Review
Policies Maps
Evidence base

Consultation
1.5.0 The Objectives in the Plan, and the Policies that follow such
Objectives, have been created following extensive consultation with the
residents of the Parish.
1.5.1 In particular, each home in the parish was invited to complete a
detailed questionnaire encompassing many aspects of life in Itchingfield
and Barns Green and through which residents were able to say what was
good, and not so good, about the Parish, to say what must be preserved
and what aspects could be improved. The important findings of this
Survey are set out in Chapter 3.
1.5.2 When looking at the evidence base upon which this Plan is founded,
we discovered that much seemed to have been created some time ago.
We did not feel that it was right to base important decisions on older
material, and we commissioned a Landscape Character Assessment, a
Biodiversity Survey and an Ecological Data Search. The receipt of these
documents meant that recommendations about (for example) housing
numbers was based on the latest information which could supplement
the data already in existence.
1.5.3 During the course of preparation of the Plan, the residents of the
parish have been constantly informed of progress, and consulted at
various stages. A log of these consultations and events has been prepared.
1.5.4 In particular, the Parish Council held a public meeting at least once a
year when a verbal update on progress was given. The IPC website held
minutes of the Steering Group meetings and copies of relevant
documents. Regular posts were made through social media.
After the Call for Sites was made in November 2016, an exhibition was
held in January 2017 showing all the sites that had been put forward by
landowners in the parish for possible development, and feedback from
residents was invited. Once the Site Assessments had been completed, a
further exhibition was held, prior to a public meeting, when the result of
the Site Assessments were promulgated, with the site assessment
documentation being held for public inspection on the Plan web site.
1.5.5 In the early stages of the Plan preparation a number of Focus
Groups were set up, to deal with different aspects of the Plan content.
Later on, another group was formed to draft the Policies and aims for the
Plan.
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Consultation Arrangements
1.6.0 A copy of this Plan, and associated Sustainability Appraisal and
associated documents can be found on the Itchingfield Parish Council
Neighbourhood Plan web page (INSERT LINK).

Deleted: ,

1.6.1 Hard copies of the Plan, and associated Sustainability Appraisal, are
available for viewing at……
1.6.2 Any comments on the Plan must be received by the Parish Clerk no
later than…………..
Comments can be sent by email to: clerk@itchingfieldcouncil.gov.uk
Comments can be sent by post to:
Clerk to Itchingfield Parish Council, c/o 14 Trout Lane, Barns Green, West
Sussex RH13 0QD
1.6.3 The consultation period ends on …… and any comments, sent by
post or email, must have been received by the Parish Clerk by that date if
such comments are to be considered.
1.6.4 Notice of this consultation process has been posted on the Parish
Council web site, on social media, on Parish Council noticeboards, by
notice in the BigMag, and on banners on display in the parish.
1.6.5 Bodies whom the Parish Council is required to consult have been
notified by email.
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Chapter 2
Parish Profile
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2.1.0 Itchingfield is a rural parish in the Low Weald 5km south-west of
Horsham. It is an Ancient English Parish in which farming has been
the prominent land use since woodland clearance took place across the
low weald.
2.1.1 The parish of Itchingfield has its main population centre at Barns
Green, towards the southern end of the parish. Barns Green has the
village shop, the Queen’s Head public house, and the Primary School. The
Village Hall and Village club are in Barns Green on the village green, and
Sumners Ponds, with the Lakeside Café, is also in Barns Green.
2.1.2 Towards the northern end of the parish is the hamlet of Itchingfield.
There are many other homes scattered around the countryside
surrounding the hamlet. Itchingfield is where the parish church of St
Nicholas (dating from the 13th century) can be found. Itchingfield is also
near the railway station of Christ’s Hospital, used by residents of the
parish.

History

Please reference the photo- for example: Photo of ***Church
2.2.0 There is no mention of the parish in the Domesday survey of 1086.
The parish church of St Nicholas has features which suggest a build date
in the early 1100’s, but there is no record of a priest or clergyman until
1270. The church may well have been built on the site of an earlier Saxon
church. The presence of a church must indicate the presence of a
community, but there is no record of who they were or where they lived.
2.2.1 There is no sign of the parish on a map until 1610 (John Speed’s
map) where it is shown as “Etchingfold”.
2.2.2 Barns Green, the principal place of inhabitation in the parish now,
does not get a mention until after 1641. The modern spelling of the name
Barns, without an “e”, is said to have come about in 1870, when the
village acquired a Post Office, to avoid confusion with Barnes Green in
South London
2.2.3 Itchingfield, whatever its history may have been in ancient times, is
now a hamlet in the north of the parish.
14

2.2.4 Since the middle ages the settlement pattern has been one
of a scattered population which inhabited the many farmsteads and
cottages dispersed across the parish’s small rural fields enclosed by
hedgerows and woodland. Scattered farmsteads were connected by old
droveways and tracks, many of which are still present today.
2.2.5 By the late 19th century Barns Green village has become the focal
point for the parish population with houses, cottages, a pub, bakery, post
office and other traders developing along the road. This development of
Barns Green was in part due to the occupation of Muntham Estate by new
owners during the late 19th century along with the introduction of the
railway.
Geography
2.3.0 Much of the parish lies on high ground with valley plains to the
north and south. The River Arun forms the north-east boundary, and the
head stream of the River Adur rises near the western boundary. Most of
the land overlies Wealden clay with beds of Horsham stone in the northeast and gravel terraces and alluvium in the Arun valley.

Reference photo
2.3.1 The broad valley plains in the south and north rise towards a central
elevated plain which is divided by a series of branching north-south
ridges and incised streams. The parish is a well-wooded agricultural
landscape with scattered settlement of historic farmsteads, cottages, and
houses. Buildings have a strong vernacular character with many listed
buildings within the parish. Modern residential developments are located
predominantly within the southern part of the parish with scattered
larger residential house and garden plots situated towards the western
boundary.
2.3.2 The parish retains a largely tranquil character despite its proximity
to built up urban areas immediately north of the parish. Roads are lined
with mature trees, hedgerows and grassed verges creating a strong sense
of enclosure. Land use is predominantly pastoral with some arable to the
northern valley plain.
2.3.3 The historic market town of Horsham is circa 4 miles to the north
east of the Parish. The Parish is bounded by Broadbridge Heath Parish to
the north east, Southwater Parish to the east, Shipley to the south east,
15

Billingshurst Parish to the south and south west and Slinfold Parish to the
north west.
2.3.4 Natural England has divided the country into 159 National
Character Areas (NCAs). These are areas that share similar landscape
characteristics, and which follow natural lines in the landscape rather
than administrative boundaries, making them a good decision-making
framework for the natural environment.
2.3.5 The parish lies in area NCA 121, ‘Low Weald’. Below are listed key
characteristics of the Low Weald NCA which are relevant to Itchingfield
Parish:
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

•
•
•

•

•
•
•

“Gently undulating landform....
Predominantly small to medium-sized pasture fields, enclosed by
woodlands, shaws and hedgerows...
Some larger arable fields...
Local concentrations of horse grazed paddocks...
Dense cover of ancient broadleaved woodlands...
Small stream valleys draining to the Adur and the Arun...
Green lanes and droveways...
Many scattered, traditional Wealden farmsteads and cottages and a
few linear villages...
Crossed by major transport links north south, both road and rail.”
“Broad, low lying, gently undulating clay vales;
The underlying geology has provided materials for industries
including iron working, brick and glass making;
A generally pastoral landscape with arable farming associated with
lighter soils on higher ground;
Land use is predominantly agricultural but with urban influences;
Field boundaries of hedgerows and shaws (remnant strips of cleared
woodland) enclosing small, irregular fields and linking into small
and scattered linear settlements along roadsides;
Rural lanes with wide grass verges and ditches;
Small towns and villages are scattered among areas of woodland,
permanent grassland and hedgerows on the heavy clay soils;
Frequent north-south routeways and lanes, many originating as
drove roads, along which livestock were moved to downland grazing
to forests to feed on acorns;
The Low Weald boasts an intricate mix of woodlands, much of
it ancient, including extensive broadleaved oak over hazel and
hornbeam coppice, shaws, small field copses and tree groups, and
lines of riparian trees along watercourses. Veteran trees are a
feature of hedgerows and in fields;
Many small rivers, streams and watercourses with associated
watermeadows and wet woodland;
Abundance of ponds, legacies of the Wealden iron industry.
Traditional rural vernacular of local brick, weatherboard and tilehung buildings plus local use of distinctive Horsham slabs as roofing
material. Weatherboard barns are a feature.”
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Inhabitants
2.4.0 The census data from 2011 shows that the total population for the
parish was 1565. This was a rise of 88 people from 2001 (5.95%). A total
of 50.2% (785) were male, whilst 49.8% (780) were female.
2.4.1 Since the 2011 Census the Ashmiles development has been built in
Barns Green, consisting of 67 houses, and adding an estimated 150
inhabitants to the parish; the estimated population is therefore 1715.
2.4.2 In 2011 the age structure was:
385 between the ages of 0-17
395 between the ages of 18-44
507 between the ages of 45-64
278 persons aged 65 and over.
2.4.3. There were (in 2011) a total of 555 occupied dwellings. This has
now risen to 628 including the Ashmiles development.
2.4.4 By reference to the current Electoral Register, 475 homes have a
“Barns Green” address and 153 have an “Itchingfield” address. Therefore
approximately 75% of parish residents live in Barns Green or its
surroundings.
2.4.5 The evidence base supporting the Plan shows that the parish has
very low levels of financial and social deprivation. However, affordability
of housing and accessibility of housing are rather different matters.
Itchingfield today
2.5.0 The parish today still retains much of the scattered settlement
characteristic despite post-war and modern developments which led to
population increases within the parish. Droveway routes, ancient
woodland, historic field patterns and historic buildings are some of the
key characteristics which give the parish a strong time-depth and sense
of place.
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2.5.1 The hamlet of Itchingfield is a very small rural settlement scattered
along the west of Fulfords Hill and the connecting road to Westons Hill.
The site occupies an elevated position and offers good views across
surrounding Landscape Character Area. The medieval church of St
Nicolas’s and its spire provides an important a focal point within the local
and wider landscape. There are numerous listed buildings within the
village including the church and Priest’s House. A disused village school
and recreational ground is situated on the corner of Fulfords Hill and the
West Sussex Literary Trail.
2.5.2 The area of Itchingfield also includes residences in Bashurst Hill, a
long road which runs along the north-west border of the parish and
whose residents identify this as a discrete entity within the parish.

Photo by courtesy of West Sussex Drones
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2.5.3 Barns Green is a rural village set within the southern valley plain of
the parish. It is a predominantly flat landscape with slopes rising to the
Muntham Estate ridge to the north and west. Barns Green is the largest
concentration of residential settlement in the parish and contains a
number of important community facilities such as the Queens Head pub,
village school, village hall, playing fields, post office and village shop.
Historic settlement is concentrated along the roadsides with the more
modern developments in the east of the village. The village is bounded by
Parsons Brook to the north-west, the railway line to the south, Muntham
woodland the west and Sumners Ponds camping and fishing ponds to the
south-west.
Parish Environment
nvironment6.
2.6.0 The parish supports a wide variety of plant and animal life and
habitats, including arable, woodland, hedgerows, grassland, as well as
rivers and associated environments. Buildings within the parish are also
capable of providing a habitat to the wide variety of wildlife.
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2.6.1 There are no Sites of Special Scientific Interest (SSSI) within the
Parish. There are of number ancient woodlands in the Parish these
include (but are not limited to) Shelleys Wood and Hunters Wood to the
east of Itchingfield on the eastern boundary of the Parish and Vale Wood
in the south of the Parish.
2.6.2 The District Council commissioned a Landscape Character
Assessment, published in October 2003. This identified 32 separate
landscape characters across the district. Two areas cover Itchingfield
Parish. The Parish is predominantly covered by the Itchingfield and Barns
Green Wooded Farmlands (G2). A small area of land to the north lies
within the Southwater and Christ’s Hospital (H1) character area.
2.6.3 The Parish Council, for the purposes of the preparation of this Plan,
commissioned its own, up-to-date, LCA in September 2017 and its
findings are to be preferred to the 2003 HDC report, which is out of date.
In particular, a finding in the 2003 report that “the landscape is declining”
is not supported by the 2017 report.
2.6.4 The Parish is primarily covered by Grade 3/4 Agricultural Land.
2.6.5 The Parish lies within the Arun and Western Streams Catchment.
The River Arun flows from the east into the Parish and follows the
northern boundary of the Parish and continues north beyond the Parish
boundary.
2.6.6 HDC’s Level 1 Strategic Flood Risk Assessment (SFRA) (Update
2010) provided an assessment of the flood risk for Category 2
settlements. The SFRA identified that the majority of the Parish lies
within Flood Zone 1. As part of its Assessment it identified a small portion
of land south of Mareland Farm as being within Flood Zone 2 and Flood
Zone 3.
2.6.7 The Environment Agency’s flood maps for planning also identify a
proportion of land west of the A264 and south the railway line as being
within Flood Zone 2/3.

Heritage
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2.7.0 There are a total of 28 Listed Buildings within the Parish, 25 of
which are Grade II and 3 are Grade II * listed.
2.7.1 The Parish also includes the Itchingfield Conservation Area (ITC)
which lies in the northern part of the Parish. The ITC is focussed around
St.Nicholas’ Church which lies in the northern part of the Parish. Within
the Conservation Area there are 4 Grade II Listed Buildings (Priest’s
House which is Grade II*, the Parish Church of St Nicolas which is Grade
II*, Church Farmhouse which is Grade II and Church Corner Cottage
which is Grade II).
2.7.2 An Historic Environment Report (HER) for the Parish has been
sourced from West Sussex County. The Report sets out the historic assets
of the Parish and includes details of monuments, Iron Age pottery, Roman
coins, post medieval pottery and prehistoric weapons which have
identified through surveys and digs.
2.7.3 It also identifies two archaeological notification areas (ANA). One of
which is the northern part of the parish (DWS8534) and is located to the
south of Baystone Copse and Baystone Farm. It is a Roman Tile Working
Site. The second notification area lies to the south of Church Farm
(DWS853) which has been identified as a historic farmstead dating to the
medieval period. The ANA covers part of the Parish Church of St Nicholas.
Climate
2.8.0 There are no Air Quality Management Areas (AQMA) within the
Parish suggesting air quality within the Parish is generally good.
2.8.1 There are 2 known AQMAs within the wider District; the first at the
A272, High Street at Cowfold, to the south east of the Parish; and the
second at the A283, High Street/Manleys Hill in Storrington Parish which
lies in the south of the District.
2.8.2 The climate of the Parish is generally warm and temperate.
Temperatures vary from an average low of 2 degrees in February to an
average high of 22 degrees, in July. The average monthly amount of
precipitation has been recorded at around 45mm.
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Chapter 3 – Vision and Objectives
3.1.0 One of the first tasks that the Steering Group undertook was to try
and find out from the parish residents what they felt about the parish in
which they lived, and how, if at all, they saw the parish developing over
the next 20 or so years.
3.1.1 A detailed Questionnaire was prepared and sent to every home in
the parish (with further copies for individuals being available on request)
in July 2016. The results of the questionnaire returns (41.3% of the
questionnaires were completed and returned) and the questionnaires
were analysed by Action in Rural Sussex (who had been retained as
advisors by the Parish Council). Those results were presented in the form
of a report and the principal findings were as follows:
1. 98% agreed, or strongly agreed, with the statement that : A rural
feel and access to the countryside is fundamental not only to our
quality of life and community identity, but also to many aspects of
the economy’
2. 88.8% agreed, or strongly agreed that “the parish of Itchingfield
has a distinctive architectural and rural heritage”
3. 94% agreed or strongly agreed “that the maintenance of the
significant green buffer between the main residential areas within
the parish and the neighbouring built-up areas was very important“
4. 72% used public footpaths regularly or quite often.
5. 79% said that Greenfield land should never be developed, with a
further 16.5% saying that Greenfield land should rarely be
developed
6. 59.1% said that brownfield land should always be developed with
a further 32.5% saying that brownfield land should sometimes be
developed.
7. 90.5% said that it was important, or very important, that new
house design should be in keeping with nearby houses.
8. 94.8% said that it was important, or very important, that existing
trees and hedges were retained
9. 97% said that it was important, or very important, that off-street
parking for new homes was provided.
10. 84.7% said that energy-efficient homes ought to be built
11. 60.7% wanted affordable housing to be provided.
12. 83.8% thought to important, or very important, that residents
brought up in the parish should be able to stay living within the
parish.
3.1.2 From the responses made to the household questionnaire, and from
the comments made informally or at public meetings, the Steering Group
set out to prepare the Vision, and Objectives, for the Plan.
3.1.3 Set out below is the Vision, and strategic Objectives, guiding the
Plan.
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3.1.4 These were discussed at a Village Meeting in February 2017 and
unanimously approved. These were also part of the Scoping Report
statutory consultation in January 2018.

Vision for the Parish:

A vibrant, inclusive rural community which
meets the changing social, economic and
environmental needs while staying true to the
unique village character of both Barns Green
and Itchingfield
Objectives

1.
2.
3.
4.
5.
6.

To provide adequate and appropriate housing for
the future needs of the parish;
To ensure that any development is appropriate to
the character and population of the parish;
To protect our rural location and environment
and to maintain the gaps between the parish and
other parishes which surround it.;
To continue the commercial activities within the
parish, for the benefit of ourselves and
surrounding communities;
To improve and enhance the infrastructure of the
parish;
To continue to support the facilities for the social
life of the parish.
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Chapter 4
Policies and Aims
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The Plan contains a number of Policies, and Aims.
Policies are those issues where the Plan expects planning
authorities to follow the wording and intentions expressed.
Policies are highlighted in blue.
Aims are issues where the residents of the parish have
expressed a strong view, but where, for reasons of lack of clear
evidence or otherwise, the plan cannot state a Policy. Aims do,
however, express the views of the residents of the parish and
will inform planning authorities of the context of Policies. Aims
are highlighted in pink.
A full list of those policies and Aims is set out below.
The details of, and justification for, each Policy or Aim is set out
in the relevant section of the Plan, and to which reference
should be made.
POLICIES
POLICY 1 : Green Infrastructure conservation
POLICY 2 : Biodiversity conservation
POLICY 3 : Heritage Assets and Itchingfield Conservation Area
POLICY 4 : Protection of Open Spaces
POLICY 5 : Protection of green infrastructure
POLICY 6 : Community Facilities Protection
POLICY 7 : Education Facilities development
POLICY 8 : Broadband and mobile phone provision
POLICY 9 : Sumners Ponds development site
POLICY 10 : Old School, Itchingfield, development site
POLICY 11: Design of housing
POLICY 12: Sustainable design requirements
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POLICY 13: Housing mix
POLICY 14 : Off-street parking
POLICY 15 : Traveller Sites
POLICY 16: Small-scale businesses
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AIMS
AIM 1 : Prevention of coalescence
AIM 2 : Managing surface water
AIM 3 : Infrastructure provision
AIM 4 : Building of apartments
AIM 5 : Public Rights of Way
AIM 6 : Bus transport
AIM 7 : Emergency vehicle access
AIM 8 : Pedestrian pavements
AIM 9: Increase of traffic
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Chapter 4 – Environment and Heritage
4.1. This section seeks to address the following strategic objectives:
1.
2.

To protect our rural location and environment and to
maintain the gaps between the parish and other parishes
which surround it.;
To improve and enhance the infrastructure of the parish;

Introduction
4.2.0 The principal centre of habitation is the village of Barns Green,
which is situated towards the south of the parish. As was stated in Section
2, 75% of the residents of the parish live in or around Barns Green.
4.2.1 A smaller cluster of houses comprises the hamlet of Itchingfield,
situated towards the north of the parish. The village church is situated in
Itchingfield hamlet.
4.2.2 There are scattered dwellings around both Itchingfield and Barns
Green.
4.2.3 There are many listed heritage assets throughout the parish.
4.2.4 This chapter will deal with:
1.
2.
3.
4.
5.

Prevention of Coalescence
Green Infrastructure
Managing surface water
Biodiversity conservation
Heritage and Conservation Area

Prevention of coalescence
4.3.0 The Parish is surrounded by fields, which separate the parish from
neighbouring parishes. Three of those parishes, Billingshurst, Southwater
and Broadbridge Heath, have in recent years, and currently, undertaken a
substantial house-building programme involving sites recognised as
Strategic Sites by HDC.
4.3.1 When the Call for Sites was made in November 2016, three large
sites in the north of the parish were put forward for consideration for
development; one site near Wellcross, on the border with Broadbridge
Heath, and two others to the west of Christ’s Hospital rail station. All
three sites were rejected, for the purposes of this Plan, as unsuitable for
development, for the reasons shown in the Site Assessment
documentation (part of the Evidence Base supporting this Plan), but it
does show that there is a desire by some to build extensively in that area.
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Such developments, would contribute to the southward extension of
Broadbridge Heath.
4.3.2 The parish is surrounded on all sides by agricultural land. Entry into
the parish from all directions is by way of green corridors bounded by
fields and/or woodland. It is this rural setting that gives Itchingfield and
Barns Green its special, rural feel. It is fundamental to the aims of this
Plan that the parish of Itchingfield retains its rural character, and that this
character would be compromised by encroachment of other villages and
towns surrounding it.
4.3.4 Prevention of coalescence is a key policy of the Horsham District
Policy 27. Preventing coalescence and protecting the separate identity of
Itchingfield & Barns Green as a rural community is a key aim of this Plan.

AIM 1 – prevention of coalescence
IPC will not support development in areas which would undermine,
individually or cumulatively, physical or perceived separation
between this parish and the parishes that surround it (Billingshurst,
Southwater, Broadbridge Heath, Slinfold and Shipley).
It is considered vitally important, to ensure the openness and rural
character of the parish, that these open areas are protected and
maintained. This will be done by offering full support to HDC in
implementing HDPF Policy 27.

Green Infrastucture conservation
4.4.0 This policy flows from what is said above about the rural character
of the parish, more fully described in Chapter 2 (above) and in the
Landscape Character Assessment, the Biodiversity Survey and the
Ecological Data Search report.
4.4.1 The NPPF defines “green infrastructure” as a “network of multifunctional green space, urban and rural, which is capable of delivering a
wide range of environmental quality of life benefits for local communities”
4.4.2 It is inevitable that development, whether for housing or
commercial activity, places at risk the green infrastructure of the parish.
The need for more houses has to be balanced against the wider needs of
the protection of the rural character of the parish. Any development must
take into account the physical land context in which it is to exist, and to
incorporate suitable and appropriate green infrastructure into the
development.
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POLICY 1 – Green Infrastructure conservation
Development proposals shall, where possible and consistent with
other policies in this Plan, incorporate the following measures:
(a) measures that will conserve, maintain and/or enhance the green
infrastructure of the parish.
(b) provisions to produce additional green infrastructure.
(c) proposals which seek to improve access for pedestrians and
cyclists through green infrastructure linkages will be supported.
Proposals which would result in the loss of existing green
infrastructure will be rejected unless it can be demonstrated that
the development proposals bring new opportunities which
mitigates or compensates land loss, whilst ensuring the protection
of the existing ecosystem

4.4.3 Where proposals include the provision of additional green
infrastructure these will be supported where:
(a) they link existing paths and open space networks;
(b) they provide off-road access for walking, cycling or horse-riding;
(c) planting contributes to wildlife and links to existing woodlands,
hedges and streams; and
(d) proposals include the planting of native species.
4.4.4 Where development causes damage or prejudice to the green
infrastructure of the parish, suitable plans will be made to minimise such
damage or prejudice, and to find methods of compensating for the loss
within the design and construction of the development concerned but in
any event protects the existing ecosystem.
4.4.5 In particular, ancient woodland, ancient trees and veteran trees will
be protected from harm or destruction, except for wholly exceptional
reasons and where there is a suitable compensation strategy in place (see
Forestry Commission and Natural England guidance dated 13th October
2014). Protected species will also be protected from harm caused by
actual or nearby development and developers will comply with the
guidance issued by Natural England and DEFRA dated 6th October 2014
(and updated).
Managing surface water
4.5.0 The parish of Itchingfield is situated on lowland clay. As such, the
ground tends to fail to absorb rainwater in times of heavy rain, some
parts of the Barns Green area experiences short-term pluvial flooding
each winter, and occasionally (such as the winter of 2013/14) major
flooding in certain areas.
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Commented [N3]: Please refer to para 174 of the NPPF.
This policy should align with national policy. I would like
to see more flexibility in this part of the policy as loss of
greenfield sometime cannot be avoided in a rural district
like Horsham. I would suggest introducing a criterion
where applicants are required to demonstrate how they
are looking to provide a net gain in biodiversity. This
would be more in line with national guidance.

4.5.1 It is important therefore that any development addresses this
problem, where such a problem exists.
AIM 2 – managing surface water
Development proposals, which seek to reduce the risk of surface
water flooding will be supported. Development proposals should
seek to reduce existing run-off rates in the first instance.
Development proposals which incorporate sustainable urban
drainage techniques to manage surface water will be supported.
Where technically feasible sustainable drainage techniques should
include infiltration measures that reflect natural drainage patters
and manage water as close to its source as possible. Development
proposals which seek to incorporate local measures to manage
surface water will be supported.

Biodiversity conservation
4.6.0 As will be seen from the Landscape Character Assessment, the
Biodiversity Survey and the Ecological Data Search report, the parish is
rich with flora and fauna. Any development cannot be allowed to destroy
or prejudice these important features of the parish.
4.6.1 It is perhaps inevitable that any new building development will have
some impact on the biodiversity of the site chosen, and such impact has
to be balanced against the benefit gained in housing terms. It is, however,
essential that the impact of building, on biodiversity, should be seriously
considered, and mitigated to the greatest extent possible.
4.6.2 It must also be understood that the development of one site is likely
to have an impact on the biodiversity of neighbouring areas, and that
impact must also be seriously considered and avoided, or mitigated, to
the greatest extent possible.
4.6.3 It would be appropriate, in some circumstances, to create new
protected sites and locally-relevant habitats, possibly by restoring and
connecting existing natural habitats to enable the transit and migration of
flora and fauna within and across the parish, and incorporating
biodiversity features and blue/green infrastructure within developments,
to increase resilience to climate change.
POLICY 2 – Biodiversity conservation
Development proposals shall, where possible and consistent with
other policies in this Plan, incorporate the following measures:

32

Commented [N4]: Please refer to my previous comments
above regarding biodiversity gain. For criterion (a)-(g) I
will seek further advice from my senior colleagues on this
matter. I will comment through the healthcheck as a
statutory consultee.

(a) proposals that seek to ensure and enable the protection,
conservation and enhancement of the parish’s biodiversity and
ecology including its hedgerows, ponds, orchards, roadside verges
and woodland, including shaws and ancient and veteran trees
This policy can be shown to be achieved by:
(a)
Informed and up-to-date ecological and biodiversity
information, including the site surveys;
(b)
The identification and explanation of the impact that the
proposed schemes would have on the biodiversity and ecology of the
site and its environs;
(c)
The identification and explanation of cumulative impacts;
(d)
Avoiding harm, and where unavoidable, mitigating harm;
(e)
Maximise opportunities to enhance, manage and restore
habitats, so that there is a net gain to biodiversity on the site, where
practicable; where this is not practicable on site, then off-site within
the parish;
(f)
For developments of more than 5 houses, the production of
an ecological management plan that ensures the effective long-term
implementation and biodiversity features;
(g)
Following best practice in Sustainable Drainage techniques.

Heritage Assets & Itchingfield Conservation Area
4.7.0 The conservation Area in Itchingfield is of particular importance to
the parish. The area abuts the church of St Nicholas which was built in the
13th century but which may have replaced an earlier Saxon church. There
are a number of listed houses clustering around the churchyard. In the
churchyard is the Priest’s House, a mediaeval building.
4.7.1 The integrity of this group of buildings must be preserved.
4.7.2 The NPPF (para 184) makes it clear that Conservation Areas and
Buildings are “Heritage Assets” and as such are an irreplaceable resource
that should be conserved in a manner appropriate to their significance, so
that they can be enjoyed for their contribution to the quality of life for
existing and future generations.
4.7.3 There are later-built houses on the crest of the hill, around the road
corner from the conservation area, and it is acknowledged that any highdensity development would be inappropriate here. Well-built, well
designed, low density development would be welcomed.
4.7.4 Other heritage assets are to be found throughout the parish,
particularly in Barns Green, and any development near these assets must
preserve their setting and condition.
4.7.5 Section 16 of the NPPF deals with development proposals which
affect heritage assets. The policy set out below will be followed and is
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subject to the NPPF, in particular (where development will or might
affect a heritage asset or its setting):
(a) developers will be required to submit an appropriate desk-based
assessment and, where necessary, a filed evaluation;
(b) the significance of any such heritage asset shall be considered;
(c) the impact of any development on the heritage asset or its setting
shall be considered
POLICY 3 – Heritage Assets and Itchingfield Conservation Area
Development proposals shall, where possible and consistent with
other policies in this Plan, incorporate measures which seek to
conserve heritage assets in a manner appropriate to their
significance. Special regard is given to the desirability of preserving
the building or its setting or any features of special architectural or
historic interest which it possesses.
Development proposals for development within the Itchingfield
Conservation Area and the setting within it lies shall include
measures which seek to conserve and enhance the Area.
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Chapter 5 – Community Infrastructure
5.1 This section seeks to address the following strategic objectives:
1.
2.
3.

To ensure that any development is appropriate to the
character and population of the parish;
To improve and enhance the infrastructure of the parish;
To continue to support the facilities for the social life of
the parish.

Introduction
5.2.0 Community infrastructure is critical to the well-being of Parish
residents.
5.2.1 Ensuring adequate provision, in locations that are readily accessible
to the community, is fundamental to the local quality of life. This includes
open space, recreation facilities, local community facilities (e.g. Village
Hall, Village Green), and education provision. These relate to all sectors of
the community from younger to older persons.
5.2.2 This chapter will deal with:
1.
2.
3.
4.
5.

Open Spaces
Green Infrastructure
Community facilities
Education
Broadband & mobile phones

Open Spaces
5.3.0 The NPPF defines open space as “all open space of public value,
including not just land, but also areas of water (such as rivers, canals, lakes,
reservoirs) which offer important opportunities for sport and recreation
and can act as a visual amenity.”
5.3.1 This definition is considered to include, but not be limited to, formal
space such as sports pitches and tennis courts etc, informal space, such as
parkland, and children’s play space, including equipped areas both for
young and older children.
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5.3.2 The Parish benefits from a range of such open spaces. Individually
and collectively, these areas bring social benefits and offer important
opportunities for sport and recreation, with associated benefits for the
health and social well-being of the resident population and visitors.
5.3.3 Furthermore, open space can provide important ecological and
environmental benefits, including in relation to the character and
attractiveness of the area.5.6.
5.3.4 The NPPF, confirms access to a network of high quality open spaces
and opportunities for sport and physical activity is important for the
health and well being of communities. The INP identifies specific areas of
public open space within the Parish to be protected from development.
The areas identified provide access to open space which provide health
and recreational benefits. Furthermore it is considered these areas have
an ecological value and contribute to the Parish’s green infrastructure.
5.3.5 IPC seeks to resist the loss of existing open space; or alternatively,
where such loss is unavoidable, secure compensatory mitigating
provision. Furthermore, it is considered that development proposals
should include the provision of open space within schemes, to the extent
necessary to meet the need arising from the associated development.
POLICY 4 – Protection of Open Spaces
Development proposals shall, where possible and consistent with
other policies in this Plan, include measures which provide a mix of
formal and informal open space to meet the needs generated by the
development. Open space is to be of high quality and serve local
need.
The attached Map identifies the following areas of public open
space:
a) the Village Green and playing field;
b) the Arboretum adjoining the village green;
c) the Community Orchard at the rear of the Ashmiles development;
d) Ancient Woodland at the rear of the Ashmiles development;
e) Play area in Two Mile Ash Road adjacent to the Ashmiles
development; and
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f) Jubilee Field
Development proposals which involve the replacement of existing
open space, including the identified areas of public open space, shall
include the following measures:
1. Equivalent (in qualitative and quantitate terms) or enhanced
open space is provided to serve the current or existing needs of the
residents of the parish; and
2. Proposals for the replacement of open space ensure the
replacement is made available before the loss of the existing.
Development proposals which result in the loss of existing open
space, including the identified areas of public open space, shall
comply with the following conditions:
1. An assessment has been undertaken which has clearly shown
the facility to be surplus to requirements; or
2. The loss resulting from the proposed development would be
replaced by equivalent or better provision in terms of quantity and
quality in a suitable location; or
3. The development is for alternative sports and recreational
provision, the needs for which clearly outweigh the loss.

Commented [N5]: It would of benefit if the open spaces
referenced in Policy 4 are denoted on the plan provided. It
is not clear from the plan which open space is identified?

Green Infrastructure
5.4.0 The NPPF defines ‘green infrastructure’ as a “network of
multifunctional green space, urban and rural, which is capable of delivering
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a wide range of environmental quality of life benefits for local
communities”.
5.4.1 Within the Parish, green infrastructure includes woodland and
hedges, parks and open spaces, recreational space, watercourses, Public
Rights of Way, tree lined streets and aged or veteran trees . Reference to
the Landscape Character Assessment will emphasize this.
5.4.2 The Parish’s green infrastructure enhances the visual appearance of
the area; provides access for residents to sport, recreation and quiet
enjoyment; connects networks for wildlife; helps to reduce flood risk; and
facilitates non-car modes of travel.
5.4.3 The Parish benefits from pockets of defined Ancient and SemiNatural Woodland. It also has a number of watercourses that run through
it including the upper reaches of the River Arun and river Adur.
5.4.4 Well-managed green infrastructure contributes to wider economic
and social benefits, including crime reduction, improved physical and
mental health, economic competitiveness and greater attractiveness to
tourists.
5.4.5 The INP seeks to both conserve and enhance existing green
infrastructure assets, and ensure new development contributes to the
enhancement of this network.
POLICY 5 – protection of green infrastructure
Development proposals shall, where possible and consistent with
other policies in this Plan, incorporate measures that will protect
and enhance the green infrastructure and valued landscape features
of the parish, such as:
1.
2.
3.
4.
5.
6.

The Downs Link;
Public Rights of Way and their settings;
Hedgerows;
Copses and woods, ancient woodlands and veteran trees;
Orchards;
River corridors.

Infrastructure provision
5.5. The IPC acknowledges that, when development is being planned,
statutory providers (water, sewage, electricity etc) are obliged
under separate legislation to provide adequate services to any such
development. The Plan will support development proposals which
will ensure that adequate infrastructure to support the
development will be provided.
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Commented [N6]: Is there any specific river corridors or
orchards denoted on policy maps or identified locally
which the plan could reference?

AIM 3 – Infrastructure Provision
Development proposals which confirm that adequate infrastructure
will be provided will be supported.

Community Facilities
5.6.0 The Parish benefits from a range of community facilities. These
include, but are not limited to: the Village Hall, Village Club, Queen’s Head
public house, the Village Shop, Sumners Ponds (including the Café by the
Lake), schools, allotments and places of religious worship.
5.7.1 Individually and collectively these contribute to the well-being of
the local community.
5.7.2 IPC therefore seeks to resist the loss of these facilities; or
alternatively, where such loss is unavoidable, secure compensatory
mitigatory provision. Proposals for the enhancement of such facilities,
either by alteration, extension or replacement will be supported.

POLICY 6 – Community facilities protection
Development proposals shall, where possible and consistent with
other policies in this Plan, incorporate measures that:
(a) avoid the loss of community facilities;
(b) avoid the alteration and/or replacement of community facilities
except where:
1. Equivalent (in qualitative and quantitative terms) or enhanced
facilities are provided to serve local needs; and
2. Proposals for the replacement of a community facility ensure the
replacement facility is made available before the closure of the
existing facility.

Education facilities
5.8.0 The parish has a Primary School, situated in Barns Green. This was
built in 2014 and was designed to provide a school on one site, as the
school was formerly split over two sites, one in Itchingfield and one in
Barns Green.
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Commented [N7]: I would advise this policy allows for
some mechanism where it can be demonstrated the
facilities if no longer viable should be subject to a viability
assessment and a marketing strategy before a proposed
change of use.
Commented [N8]: Does that include potential expansion?

5.8.1 It is thought to be inevitable that, with any growth in the size of the
housing provision in the parish, that the school will need to expand. The
following Policy is therefore designed to accommodate this. Although the
current school buildings have capacity for some increase in the number
of pupils, any significant increase in the population of the parish, with
young children, might necessitate further expansion.
POLICY 7 – Education facilities development
Development proposals for additional buildings and/or facilities at
Barns Green Primary School shall, where possible and consistent
with other policies in this Plan, incorporate the following measures:
a) Built form is contained within the current BUAB;
b) Proposals protect heritage assets and their setting; and
c) Impact on local amenity is acceptable.

Super-fast Broadband & mobile phones.
5.9. IPC recognises the econom ic and social benefits of high speed
broadband and the provision of proper mobile telephone connectivity.
IPC wishes to support technology improvements which could bring high
speed broadband to the Parish, and the provision of 5G mobile
connectivity, subject to protecting the character and visual amenity of the
area. Such provision would be of great benefit both to businesses in the
parish, and to residents.
POLICY 8 – Broadband provision
Proposals to provide access to a super-fast broadband network (that
is to say, broadband connections of at least 30Mbpm) and mobile
phone connectivity of 5G, to serve the Parish will need to
demonstrate that the opportunity to expand the broadband
connections of at least 30Mbpm, and 5G connectivity, has been
explored and, where possible, achieved. The location and design of
any above-ground network installations shall be sympathetically
chosen and designed not adversely to affect the character of the
local area nor the amenity of the adjacent residents.
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Commented [N9]: I would defer to the education authority
who may stipulate any expansion would require land
outside the existing BUAB.

Regarding criterion (b) I can only reference Blacksmiths
building as being listed and adjacent to the playing ground
(southwest boundary). Is that the reason why this part of
the of policy is in there?
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6. This section addresses the following strategic objectives:
1.

To provide adequate and appropriate housing for the
future needs of the parish;
To ensure that any development is appropriate to the
character and population of the parish;
To protect our rural location and environment and to
maintain the gaps between the parish and other parishes
which surround it.;

2.
3.

Introduction
6.1.0 IPC accepts responsibility to take a reasonable proportion of the
housing requirement for the District.
6.1.1. This chapter will deal with the following issues:
1.
2.
3.
4.
5.
6.
7.
8.

Housing framework
Housing Need
Site allocation
Site-specific policies
Design of houses
Sustainable design
Off-street parking
Travelling community spaces

6.1.2 National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF) - this sets out the
Government’s planning policies for England and how they are expected to
be applied.
6.1.3 At its heart is a presumption in favour of sustainable development,
which should be seen as the ‘golden thread’ running through both planmaking and decision-taking. This comprises the three limbs of economic,
social and environmental, and involves seeking positive improvements in
the quality of the built, natural and historic environment, as well as in
people’s quality of life. For Neighbourhood Planning, it means that
neighbourhoods should, amongst other things, develop Plans that
support the strategic development needs set out in Local Plans, including
policies for housing and economic development; and plan positively to
support local development, shaping and directing development in their
area that is outside of the strategic elements of the Local Plan.
6.1.4 Horsham District Planning Framework - November 2015 - this
seeks to guide development in the District up to the period 2031.
6.1.5 The Plan notes that there is a vibrant economy that recognises both
the wider context of the SDNP and the Gatwick Diamond. It seeks to build
upon the established transport connections and niche market offer
within the District to retain the unique historical and cultural market
town character of Horsham, and also for the District to retain its remote
but not isolated rural identity, with villages retaining their separate,
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distinctive and varied characters, accommodating appropriate
development for local people and supporting the community.
6.1.6 It also recognises the rich heritage and high quality natural
environment and significant contribution this makes to the overall
attractiveness, economic competitiveness and identity of the district. The
ecological resources of the area will be maintained and enhanced,
together with the historical and cultural character of the built
environment, green spaces and landscapes.
6.1.7 The Plan seeks to deliver its housing growth through strategic
allocations at north Horsham (at least 2,500 homes), land west of
Southwater (around 600 homes), land south of Billingshurst (around 150
homes) and “at least” 1500 homes throughout the District allocated
through neighbourhood planning.
Housing Need figures
6.2.1 As part of the preparation of the Itchingfield Neighbourhood Plan
(NP) a Housing Needs Consideration Report was prepared in November
2017.
6.2.2 The Report was updated in April 2018 and September 2018 to
reflect the publication of the draft National Planning Policy Framework
(NPPF) in March 2018 and the NPPF in July 2018.
6.2.3 The Reports brought together a range of empirical data from a
variety of sources, in order to enable assessments and judgments about
the level of housing that may need to be delivered in the parish up to
2031, and for this to be facilitated by policies in the emerging NP.
6.2.4 The Government published the first revision of the NPPF on 24th
July 2018. In relation to calculating housing need, it introduced a
standard methodology (para 66 NPPF February 2019) . In addition it
gave a clear direction that Local Planning Authorities should also set a
housing requirement for designated Neighbourhood Plans (para 65 NPPF
February 2019).
6.2.5 On this basis an “indicative figure” was requested from HDC in
August 2018 in order to inform plan preparation and to ensure that the
INP was prepared in line with the requirements of the NPPF.
6.2.6 HDC provided an “indicative figure” to the IPC in November 2018.
The “indicative figure” was derived from key sources comprising:
(a) Local Plan derived figure – 19 dwellings
(b) SHMA derived figure – 83 dwellings
(c) Housing Needs Register derived figure – 103 dwellings
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6.2.7 For Itchingfield the mid-point of the data sources figures was
identified as 61 dwellings.
6.2.8 HDC has confirmed that the “indicative figure” does not take into
account local constraints nor infrastructure capacity. In addition, HDC has
advised that it will be for the plan makers to undertake best endeavours
to accommodate the number, applying reasonable assumptions
consistent with the principles of sustainable development to deliver the
number in its entirety.
6.2.9 In light of this, IPC has resolved to plan for the “indicative figure” of
61 dwellings. It is envisaged that this will be met through site allocations
in the Plan and windfall development.
Site Allocation
6.3.0 In order to ensure that all possible development sites were
considered, the IPC put out a “Call for Sites” in November 2016. Letters
were sent to all developers who had previously expressed an interest in
building in the parish, and public notices were placed in the local press,
parish magazines and on social media.
6.3.1 As a result some 30 sites were put forward. Some were small sites
for one or two houses; others were very large parcels of land capable of
containing very many houses.
6.3.2 The proposed developer for each site was invited to make an oral
submission to the Steering Group in support of the development; some 17
developers chose to make oral submissions which were heard in July
2017.
6.3.3 Each site was visited, and then assessed as suitable for sustainable
development using objective criteria. The Documents containing the
results of the assessment process are part of the evidence base for this
Plan.
6.3.4 An exhibition showing details of all the sites was put on over one
weekend in January 2018 and then the details posted on the IPC website.
Feedback from residents was carefully considered.
6.3.5 Of all the sites put forward, only two were considered suitable for
development.
6.3.6 The decision on the selection of sites was announced to the parish at
a Village Meeting in June 2018, preceded by a further exhibition of the 30
sites that had been put forward and highlighting the two sites selected for
possible development. Feedback from parish residents was invited.
Announcements were made on social media. The site assessment forms
for each site were later put onto the parish web site.
6.3.7 The Sumners Ponds site, situated in the south of Barns Green, was
selected as suitable for development, and is likely to provide up to 32
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dwellings and 7 light industrial units. The site adjoins the Built-Up Area
Boundary of Barns Green, is largely a brownfield site and will retain
existing employment opportunities. The Old School site at Itchingfield, in
the hamlet of Itchingfield, will provide up to 20 dwellings. Although it
does not adjoin the BUAB, regeneration of this previously-used site will
enhance the hamlet of Itchingfield.
6.3.8 Policies in relation to both these sites, and further details of the
application of the assessment criteria, follows later in this Plan.
Land at Sumners Ponds
6.4.0 The Sumners Ponds site is situated adjacent to the south-western
boundary of the Built-Up Area in Barns Green.
6.4.1. Sumners Ponds is a large commercial site. The land is used for
fishing purposes in 5 lakes, around which are camping plots. There is a
popular café/restaurant which is used by those staying on the site and by
parish residents. Public rights of way cross the site in various locations.
The land is also farmed with cattle and sheep in fields and barns. Part of
the land is used for small light industrial purposes. Only a relatively small
part of the site is put forward for development, the land being adjacent to
Chapel Road. The proposed development site comprises a field, currently
used for storage, a car park, farm buildings used for cattle
accommodation and storage, and light industrial units.
6.4.2 The site is within walking distance of the central amenities of the
village (apart from the church at Itchingfield and railway station). The
site upon which development is to take place is partially existing farm
buildings and small light industrial units, and a large field ancilliary to
that use.
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6.4.3 The development is unlikely to impose any visual compromise to
the rural aspect of the village. The industrial units will be replicated in the
development. The existing commercial activities on the rest of the site
will remain and employment opportunities will not be compromised.
6.4.4 The site was chosen on the basis that:
1. It is a predominantly brownfield site; and such a site is to be
preferred over Greenfield sites; the HDC Plan says in clear terms
that “there is still a need to prioritise this land for development
where possible”.
2. Development of that site will provide less visual compromise to
the village centre, than other comparable sites; and
3. The preferred option presents sustainable development
supported by a robust evidence base.
6.4.5 It is important that any development blends in to the existing
character of the Barns Green village. Affordable housing must be a feature
of the development to allow younger families to remain in, or move to,
the village. Existing trees must be retained, both to allow the site to settle
into the rural landscape and to continue to contribute to air quality. It is
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important that sight lines from the site entrance are expanded to ensure
safe access and egress.

POLICY 9 – Sumners Ponds Site
Development proposals at least 32 residential units and 7 light
industrial/commercial units, on land at Sumners Ponds shall
include the following measures:
1.
2.
3.
4.
5.

6.
7.
8.

Proposals provide a mix of dwelling type and size to meet the
needs of current and future households;
The design positively responds to the prevailing character of
the surrounding area;
Proposals include “affordable housing” dwellings pursuant to
HDC Policies;
Where possible, proposals allow for the retention and
enhancement of existing mature tree belts and hedgerows on
the northern and eastern boundaries;
Proposals must demonstrate special regard of the listed
building “Little Slaughterford” on the northern boundary of
the site will be preserved and its setting or any features of
special architectural or historic interest which it possesses
through sensitive design and boundary treatment;
Proposals ensure safe vehicle access and egress to and from
Chapel Road, including adequate sightlines for emerging
vehicles;
The layout is planned to ensure proper and adequate access
to existing sewerage infrastructure for maintenance and
upsizing purposes;
Proposals ensure adequate parking for residents and visitors;
that is to say, that parking spaces will be provided to prevent
(as far as is practicable) car parking on the roads of the
development..

The Old School site, Itchingfield
6.5.0 The Old School site is situated in the hamlet of Itchingfield. The site
comprises the old school buildings (now redundant), the playgrounds
and grounds of the school, and the school playing field.
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6.5.1 The site does not adjoin the BUAB of the village. However it is
worthy of note that in feedback from residents after the sites exhibition,
the overwhelming majority of residents who expressed a view wanted
this derelict site to be developed. The site is bordered on its southern
edge by agricultural land and a small light industrial complex (screened
by mature trees), and the land opposite its northern boundary is also
agricultural. On the east lie some houses of Itchingfield hamlet and to the
west are fields and woods, and the remaining houses of the hamlet. There
is a public bridleway passing the western edge of the site, leading to
Barns Green.
6.5.2 Reliance is placed on Policy 4 of the HDC Plan. The site is formally
allocated for development in this Plan and:
1. It adjoins an existing settlement edge or existing settlement (the
hamlet of Itchingfield);
2. The level of expansion is considered appropriate to the scale and
function of the settlement;
3. The development is demonstrated to meet the identified local
housing needs and/or employment needs or will assist the
retention and enhancement of community facilities and services;
4. The impact of the development individually or cumulatively does
not prejudice comprehensive long term development, in order not
to conflict with the development strategy; and
5. The development is contained within an existing defensible
boundary and the landscape and townscape character features are
maintained and enhanced.
6.5.3 Compliance with the provisions of Policy 4 is demonstrated as
follows:
(a) The site adjoins, on the eastern side, existing houses in the hamlet
of Itchingfield, as can be seen on the plan above. The southern
boundary is of trees and bushes which screen the light industrial
complex of Rectory Barn Farm.
(b) The site, which will provide a maximum of 20 dwellings (including
“affordable houses”) will expand the housing numbers in the hamlet,
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but will still mean that the hamlet of Itchingfield remains a small,
rural hamlet.
(c) The site will contribute to the overall housing need of the parish,
providing 20 of the required 60 dwellings.
(d) Developing this site will not in any way prejudice further longterm development, as it is likely that any such development will be in
Barns Green rather than Itchingfield.
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(e) The development will be within a “defensible boundary” with
minimal effect on the landscape.
6.5.4 The Old School Site has been selected for development over
other sites in Barns Green, which adjoin the BUAB. Those sites were
adjudged to be unsuitable for development, in any event, and are
Greenfield sites.
6.5.5 The Old School site is a brownfield site and such a site is to be
preferred over Greenfield sites; the HDC Plan says in clear terms that
“there is still a need to prioritise this land for development where
possible”.
6.5.6 Although the site is remote from the centre of Barns Green, with
its shop, pub and infants’ school, it is very near the church and much
nearer the railway station than Barns Green. The current residents of
the hamlet of Itchingfield seem to have no particular difficulty with
the situation of their homes.
6.5.7 Development of this site will not compromise the Conservation
Area around the church or any other heritage assets.
6.5.8 If the site is not developed it will remain derelict, providing a
negative aspect to the otherwise attractive hamlet of Itchingfield. If
suitably and sustainably developed, the hamlet of Itchingfield will be
enhanced and the new houses will contribute to the vitality of the
area.
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6.5.9 It is recognised that any development on this site must take
account of the rural location of the site, and the design and (in many
cases) antiquity of the surrounding houses. It would be wholly
inappropriate to build a large estate of small houses in such a location.
POLICY 10 – Old School site, Itchingfield
Development proposals for at least 20 residential units on land at
the site of the old School, Itchingfield Road, Itchingfield shall include
the following measures:
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1.
Proposals provide a mix of dwelling type and size to meet the
needs of current and future households;
2.
The design positively responds to the prevailing character of
the surrounding area, having particular regard to the setting of
Itchingfield Conservation Area to the north of the site;
3.
Proposals include “affordable housing” dwellings pursuant to
the HDC policies;
4.
Proposals allow for the retention of existing mature trees and
hedgerows on the southern boundary;
5.
Proposals ensure safe vehicle access and egress to and from
Itchingfield Road, including adequate sightlines for emerging
vehicles;
6.
The layout is planned to ensure proper and adequate access
to existing sewerage infrastructure for maintenance and upsizing
purposes;
7.
Proposals ensure adequate parking for residents and visitors;
that is to say, that parking spaces will be provided to prevent (as far
as is practicable) car parking on the roads of the development.

Design
6.6.0. Any development within the parish must sit comfortably within the
rural character of the parish. The following section deals with the broad
design criteria that new buildings will be expected to follow (in addition
to the specific requirements set out above in relation to the two selected
development sites).
6.6.1 Paragraph 124 of the NPPF states:
“The creation of high quality buildings and places is fundamental to what
the planning and development process should achieve. Good design is a key
aspect of sustainable development, creates better places in which to live
and work and helps make development acceptable to communities. Being
clear about design expectations, and how these will be tested, is essential
for achieving this. So too is effective engagement between applicants,
communities, local planning authorities and other interests throughout the
process.”
Paragraph 127 of the NPPF states:
“Planning policies and decisions should ensure that developments:
a) will function well and add to the overall quality of the area, not just for
the short term but over the lifetime of the development;
b) are visually attractive as a result of good architecture, layout and
appropriate and effective landscaping;
c) are sympathetic to local character and history, including the
surrounding built environment and landscape setting, while not preventing
or discouraging appropriate innovation nor change (such as increased
densities);
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d) establish or maintain a strong sense of place, using the arrangement of
streets, spaces, building types and materials to create attractive, welcoming
and distinctive places to live, work and visit;
e) optimise the potential of the site to accommodate and sustain an
appropriate amount and mix of development (including green and other
public space) and support local facilities and transport networks; and
f) create places that are safe, inclusive and accessible and which promote
health and well-being, with a high standard of amenity for existing and
future users; and where crime and disorder, and the fear of crime, do not
undermine the quality of life or community cohesion and resilience.
6.6.2 The parish has several listed buildings but most of the housing stock
was built after 1900, with the Ashmiles development being built in 2014 2017.
6.6.3 The housing stock is therefore of varied design, although the Hordens
development, built in the 1960’s, reflects the design concepts of the
period. It is important, for the preservation of the rural aspect of the
parish, that any development is of conventional design which
respects the existing character and “look” of the parish.
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POLICY 11 – Design parameters
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Development proposals shall, where possible and consistent with
other policies in this Plan, incorporate the following measures in
relation to character and design. Any development will not be
supported unless the character and design of the development meet
the following:
1. Is of high quality design and layout;
2. Contributes positively to the private and public realm to create a
sense of place;
3. Respects the character and scale of the surrounding buildings and
landscape;
4. Protects open spaces and gardens that contribute to the character
of the area;
5. Protects the separate identity and character of Barns Green and
Itchingfield;
6. Does not cause unacceptable harm to the amenities of existing
nearby residents and future occupants of new dwellings, including
taking account of the impact on privacy, outlook, daylight, sunlight
and security;
7. Creates safe, accessible and well connected environments;
8. Protects existing landscape features and contributes to the
parish’s Green Infrastructure network;
9. Incorporates the use of local materials which are appropriate to
the existing housing stock;
10 .Positively responds to the local vernacular character of the
parish.
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Sustainable Design
6.7. The future must, to remedy the effects of global warming and man’s
impact on the planet, concentrate on energy-efficient solutions in all
aspects of human life, and any building development must therefore seek
to utilize the latest development in low-energy living.
POLICY 12 – Sustainable Design
Development proposals shall seek to improve the sustainability of
development.
Development proposals will, where possible and subject to other
policies in this Plan, incorporate the following measures:

(a) Electric car charging points
(b) Solar panels of appropriate and unobstructive design.
(c) Solar heating panels, ground- and air-source heat systems
Housing Mix
6.8.0 It is important, for the sustainability of the parish, that any
developments contain a mix of housing for families and individuals of all
ages. It is important that older residents should be able to remain in the
parish (should they wish to do so) by having accommodation suitable to
their needs. Younger first-time buyers ought to be able to live in the
parish.
6.8.1 Although the housing mix of existing stock is of individual houses,
looking to the future the provision of “apartment” dwelling is likely to be
necessary or appropriate. Provided that any apartment development sits
comfortably within the existing character of the parish, such
development would be supported.
Policy 13 – Housing Mix
Development proposals shall provide a mix of one, two, three, four
and five bedroom houses will be supported, subject to the
development needs of the particular sites and any Policy in relation
to that site. This includes centrally-located level sites suited to older
residents.

AIM 4 – Housing mix - apartments
IPC will support the provision of one or two-storey detached, semidetached, flatted development or terraced houses in the parish,
subject to compliance with other Policies and Aims in this Plan.
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Where development proposes apartment accommodation, IPC will
support the provision of flats, subject to compliance with other
Policies and Aims in this Plan.
Car Parking
6.9 Every house in the parish is likely to have at least one car for use by
its resident(s). Many will have more than one car, and this creates an
issue for on-street parking both outside or near the house and in the
centre of the Built-Up Area. It is therefore vital that, in relation to any
further housing development, that cars are parked off the roads servicing
the development.
POLICY 14: Parking Provision
Development shall include provision of off-road parking for
residents of, and visitors to, the development in compliance with
West Sussex County Council requirements.

Traveller Sites
6.10.0 There are two residential traveller sites within the parish.
6.10.1 Kingfisher Farm is a site for 11 pitches; this site was the subject of
prolonged litigation recently when the number of permitted “pitches”
was exceeded. This site is scheduled to close in compliance with the
decision of Planning Inspector Lewis dated 17th September 2018 but at
the time of publication of this Plan the site is still occupied. This Plan is
drafted on the basis that the site will be cleared in accordance with the
decision of Inspector Lewis.
6.10.2 Greenfield Farm, in West Chiltington Lane is a smaller site,
currently restricted to familial use and licenced for 10 pitches plus 4
touring caravans.. There is an application by the occupier to alter this
designation to “commercial use”. There are currently 7 pitches in use at
this site.
6.10.3 in 2011 and in 2018, Planning Inspectors dealing with planning
appeals have concluded that the urbanising effects of caravans in
Kingfisher Farm detracts from the intrinsic open character of the
countryside and consequentially gives rise to landscape harm.
Importantly, the 2018 Inspector noted that the presence of caravans at
Greenfield Farm does not justify further development at Kingfisher Farm
to the immediate north. To the contrary, she found that “containing the
area of caravan site development and maintaining settlement patterns and
quiet rural character assume greater importance”. Inspector Lewis
therefore declared that the Kingfisher Farm site must be vacated and
cleared by the end of November 2019.
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6.10.4 It follows that the expansion of the Greenfield Farm site or the
allocation of further sites within the Parish would give rise to landscape
harm contrary to Policy 23(e) HDPF and would not amount to a suitable
scale of development appropriate to the countryside location in
accordance with Policy 26 HDPF.
6.10.5 Paragraph 13 Planning Policy for Traveller Sites 2015 (PPTS)
provides that traveller sites must be sustainable and paragraph 103 NPPF
provides that significant development should be focused on locations
which are or can be made sustainable. The reliance on the private car to
access services, facilities and employment from both sites is noted as a
negative effect counting against both sites in the Sustainability Appraisal.
Further development for gypsy, traveller and/or travelling showpeople
pitches would therefore give rise to a greater conflict with this policy
objective.
6.10.6 Paragraph 14 PPTS provides that when assessing the suitability of
sites in rural or semi-rural settings such as this Parish, the scale of sites
should not dominate the nearest settled community. Barns Green is
classified as a “medium village” within Policy 3. Whilst it has some
facilities, it is reliant on larger settlements to meet the full range of its
needs through planning permissions and the emerging Horsham District
Council Gypsy, Traveller and Travelling Showpeople Draft Site Allocations
Development Plan Document (DPD) (December 2017)
6.10.7 The principle of occupation of Greenfield Farm has been established
for gypsy and traveller accommodation. The envisaged scale of use
through the draft DPD, which includes occupation of Kingfisher Farm, is
unacceptable. The draft DPD has been superseded by the 2018 planning
appeal decision, terminating Traveller occupation at Kingfisher Farm.
6.10.8 The draft DPD seeks to concentrate accommodation for Gypsy,
traveller and travelling showpeople in Itchingfield and the adjacent parish
of Slinfold. The 2011 Census revealed that, with the exception of Slinfold,
Itchingifeld Parish accommodated the most travellers of any other
settlement in the same “medium village” tier of the settlement hierarchy.
Many other Parishes in the same tier, such as Cowfold and Warnham had
none and Ashington and West Chiltington only had 1 and 3 respectively.
6.10.9 The avoidance of adverse effects on services and facilities as well as
successful integration of traveller communities into the local settled
community can be achieved by considering sites elsewhere within the
same tier of the settlement hierarchy should the need ever arise.
Community cohesion within the district is better addressed by the
integration of smaller communities of Gypsy, Traveller and Travelling
Showpeople across a larger number of sites across the entire Horsham
district and, indeed, West Sussex as a whole.
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6.10.10. There is no evidence of any increased need, in the parish, for an
increase in traveller sites and HDC has not set any targets for increased
pitch numbers under the PPTS, save in the draft DPD.
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6.10.11 Traveller sites should be, and currently are, spread over the
Horsham District and no one parish should bear a disproportionate
number of traveller sites.
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6.10.12 For that reason the following Policy is included in this Plan.
POLICY 15 – Traveller Sites
Save as for 10 pitches (together with touring 4 caravans) at
Greenfield Farm, Valewood Lane, Barns Green, Itchingfield no further
pitches or additional caravans will be permitted within the Parish.

Evidence base
•
•
•
•

Emerging Horsham District Council Gypsy, Traveller and Travelling Showpeople
Draft Site Allocations Development Plan Document (DPD) (December 2017)
Traveller and Travelling Showpeople Draft Site Allocations Development Plan
Document Sustainability Appraisal (November 2017)
Kingfisher
Farm
Decision
Letter
(17
September
2018)
(APP/Z3825/C/16/3153910 &c.)
Kingfisher
Farm
Decision
Letter
(19
December
2011)
(APP/Z3825/A/11/2150329)
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Chapter 7
Economy
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7. The contents of this section are to address the following strategic
policy:
1.
2.
3.

To continue the commercial activities within the parish,
for the benefit of ourselves and surrounding communities;
To improve and enhance the infrastructure of the parish;
To continue to support the facilities for the social life of
the parish.

Introduction
7.1.0 This chapter deals with the economic activity in the parish and the
desire of the Parish Council to encourage more such activity, subject to
the intention to retain the rural character of the parish.
7.1.1 The Census data from 2011 indicates that the ‘economically active’
residents of the Parish are more likely to be ‘white-collar’ workers in
‘professional’ jobs, that work from home or commute to London, than the
District and National average.
7.1.2 This is reflected in the general absence of large areas of employment
floorspace in the Parish, and a lack of demand for such provision in the
results of surveys undertaken as part of the preparation of the Plan.
7.1.3 However, there are a number of vibrant and successful economic
ventures within the parish, and it is hoped that these will flourish and
contribute to the life of the parish.
7.1.4 In particular, Sumners Ponds is a successful tourism asset as well as
providing a service to the parish residents through the Café on the lake.
The Village Shop is a vital service for residents, and the Queen’s Head pub
provides a central hub. Mention must also be made of Muntham House
School, situated in Barns Green. This is a specialist school for boys who
have challenging behaviour and is one of the leading specialist schools in
the country. Although not part of the educational provision in the parish,
it is an important local employer and an institution of which the residents
are proud.
7.1.5 Surrounding the village of Barns Green, and the hamlet of
Itchingfield, are many equestrian businesses and flourishing farms.
7.1.6 In the responses made to the Household Survey, 35 people indicated
that they worked within the parish. Given the 41% response, it could be
concluded that around 85 people work within Itchingfield parish
boundaries.
7.1.7 Because these businesses are a part of the overall life of the parish,
development cannot be allowed to prejudice their continued success.
7.1.8 To that end IPC will seek to support HDC by following Policy 10 in
the HDPF, which states:
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Sustainable rural economic development and enterprise within the district
will be encouraged in order to generate local employment opportunities
and economic, social and environmental benefits for local communities.
In the countryside, development which maintains the quality and character
of the area, whilst sustaining its varied and productive social and economic
activity will be supported in principle. Any development should be
appropriate to the countryside location and must:
1. Contribute to the diverse and sustainable farming enterprises within the
district or, in the case of other countryside-based enterprises and activities,
contribute to the wider rural economy and/or promote recreation in, and
the enjoyment of, the countryside; and either
(a) Be contained wherever possible within suitably located buildings
which are appropriate for conversion or, in the case of an
established rural industrial estate, within the existing boundaries of
the estate; or
(b) Result in substantial environmental improvement and reduce the
impact on the countryside particularly if there are exceptional cases
where new or replacement buildings are involved. New buildings or
development in the rural area will be acceptable provided that it
supports sustainable economic growth towards balanced living and
working communities and criteria a) has been considered first.
2. Demonstrate that car parking requirements can be accommodated
satisfactorily within the immediate surrounds of the buildings, or an
alternative, logical solution is proposed.
Proposals for the conversion of rural buildings to business and commercial
uses will be considered favourably over residential in the first instance.
POLICY 16 – small-scale businesses
Development proposals which enable the development of smallscale businesses will be supported where:
a) they are located within the BUAB; OR
b) contained within existing buildings; OR
c) are on previously-developed land.
In addition, development proposals will be supported where
development:
d) does not involve the loss of dwellings;
e) proposals are in keeping with the character and vitality of the
local area;
c) proposals respect local residential amenity; and
d) proposals would not have an unacceptable impact on the local
road network.
In this Policy, “small-scale” means a business operated by, or
employing, less than 5 persons and which business can operate from
a space up to 1000 sq m

Commented [N28]: This policy is fairly restrictive. There
are examples of local rural businesses relating to
agricultural, tourism and small start ups in converted
barns in the countryside. Here is an example of an
economic policy in a neighbourhood plan in Chichester
which may be suitable and covers the same ground:

‘Policy 15 New retail/business start-ups or the expansion of
existing businesses will be supported, provided they can be
shown to be viable, sustainable and benefit the local
economy and the wellbeing of the parish. They should be
sensitive to the local setting and not have a detrimental
impact on the surrounding environment.
The provision of viable small business premises or retail
properties within new developments will also be supported
where economically sustainable and in accordance with
this policy.
Such development should:a. Give broad, positive support for the development and
growth of the local economy though flexible and responsive
planning and encourage local economic innovation.
b. Meet the needs of existing and future local businesses,
including quality workspace, car parking and storage.’
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Chapter 8
Transport
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Introduction
8.1.0 This chapter deals with transport issues that concern the residents
of the parish and includes a number of Aims that they would want
developers and others to address for the vitality of the parish.
8.1.1 Preventing excess traffic, and indeed traffic issues generally, often
lie outside the scope of a Neighbourhood Plan, However, insofar as this
Plan can, control will be exercised, and support offered, for the regulation
of traffic flow through the parish.This Plan includes a section on
transport issues because public consultation has shown that these issues
are held to be of great importance to residents of the parish.
8.1.2 The growth of housing provision and economic activity in the parish
will inevitably give rise to an increase in traffic through the parish. The
principal road through the centre of Barns Green is, in one section,
partially obstructed by cars whose owners are visiting the village shop,
effectively making that section of Chapel Road a single-track carriageway.
8.1.3 The road through Itchingfield hamlet is narrow. It is manageable if
drivers take care – an increase in traffic through Itchingfield will
exacerbate the current problem.
8.1.4 The parish is served by one public bus route; at the time of writing
the frequency of buses has been reduced and the parish has been left with
a poor, but fortunately still-existing, bus service.
8.1.5 The following Aims are included to ensure that developers
understand the difficulties that further development will cause.
Footpaths
8.2.0 The parish has many public footpaths winding through the fields
and woods. These footpaths are used extensively by residents of the
parish, and visitors, for recreation and greatly enhance the rural
character of the parish. It would be detrimental to the rural character of
the parish if these footpaths and bridleways were to be compromised by
development.
8.2.1 Where existing rights of way or other features are currently
bordered by hedgerows, it would not be acceptable to replace these
hedgerows with walls or fences. This is because hedges are important to
wildlife (including nesting birds and hedgehogs, for example) but hedges
contribute to the rural feel of the parish, a feel that would be reduced by
walls or fences.
AIM 5: Public Rights of Way
IPC will support development which does not encroach upon, or
interfere with, established public rights of way.
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Where rights of way, green spaces and other natural features are
currently bordered by natural hedgerows it will not be acceptable to
replace such hedgerows with fences or walls.
If this is, in all the circumstances of the development proposal,
impossible to achieve, the issue of mitigation and/or compensation
shall be addressed.

Bus services
8.3 Barns Green and Itchingfield are served by a bus service, to and from
Horsham (going north) and to and from Storrington (going south). The
bus service is infrequent and timed at inconvenient periods. It will be an
aim of the parish council to try and improve this public transport service,
to serve the needs of residents of the parish.
AIM 6 – Bus transport
IPC will support development proposals which provide convenient
access to public bus transport, subject to compliance with other
policies in the INP.

Parking
8.4 Street parking in some parts of the village has occasionally caused
difficulties for public service vehicles to gain access. Any new
development must take these potential difficulties into account when
designing off-street parking, and road widths.
AIM 7 – Access for emergency vehicles
IPC will support development proposals which provide sufficient
unimpeded access for emergency and public-service vehicles both
within the development and immediately leading to the
development.

Pedestrian pavements
8.5 Many roads through the parish do not have footpaths allowing
pedestrian traffic to walk other than on the roadway. Whereas this does
enhance the rural character of the parish, the safety aspect for
pedestrians cannot be ignored. Any new development must take this
issue into account.
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Aim 8 – Pedestrian pavements
IPC will support development proposals which include the provision
of pedestrian pavements allowing safe passage for pedestrians past
and through the development.

Construction traffic
8.6 It is inevitable that construction work for any new development will
involve an increase of road traffic, and the passage of heavy vehicles
through the village. Those in charge of any development must ensure that
construction traffic is routed into the parish along the least-disruptive
routes and that busy traffic times are, as far as practicable, avoided.
Aim 9 – Increase of traffic
IPC will not support development proposals which would result in
significant increases in traffic movements which have a
disproportionately adverse affect on the Parish as a whole or on the
locality surrounding the development.
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12.1.0 The Plan will provide a planning framework for the parish.
Following the Regulation 14 Pre-submission consultation, the Plan will
undergo further public consultation managed by HDC. It will also, in due
course, be the subject of an independent examination and, if successful,
will be the subject of a Referendum. The Itchingfield Neighbourhood Plan
(INP), once “made”, will become part of the Development Plan for the
District. It will be used by HDC officers as a guide to development in the
parish up to 2031.
12.1.1 The preparation of the INP is taking place within the context of a
revised NPFF and at a time when HDC is working on a review of the Local
Plan. The revised NPFF now requires Local Authorities to calculate
housing need based on a standard methodology. HDC has advised that
this will lead to increased housing requirements for the District in the
future, which will need to be planned for in the HDC Local Plan Review. In
addition, Local Authorities are now required to set out housing
requirements in their Local Plans for Designated Neighbourhood Plan
Areas.
12.1.2 HDC has confirmed that the Local Plan Review process has
commenced, with work taking place on a number of evidence-based
studies. The outcome of this work will be used to help inform a Preferred
Strategy for the new Plan. This will set out, for consultation, a draft
strategy for the future which will be designed to ensure that the District
continues to be able to meet its development needs. It will also identify
potential development locations and the number of houses that
neighbourhood planning may be expected to provide.
12.1.3 In this context, HDC has asked the Parish Council to confirm its
commitment to undertake a review of the INP in order to take account of
any revised housing numbers which are allocated to the parish in the
Local Plan Review. The Itchingfield Parish Council confirms its
commitment so to do.
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Evidence Base

1.
2.
3.
4.
5.
6.

Localism Act 2011.
A Plain English Guide to the Localism Act -November 2011.
National Planning Policy Framework -March 2012
National Planning Policy Framework 2018
National Planning Policy Framework 2019
Statutory Instruments 2012 No.637, The Neighbourhood Planning
(General) Regulations 2012.
7. National Planning Practice Guidance-March 2014.
8. HDC Landscape Character Assessment -October 2003. HDC PPG17
Assessment -May 2005.
9. HDC Settlement Sustainability and Greenfield Site Allocation in the
Horsham Local Development Framework Final Report -September
2005.
10. HDC Assessment of Development Viability and Impact of
Affordable Housing Policy-June2005.
11. HDC Defined Town and Village Centre Boundaries Background
Document-September2006.
12. Horsham District Council( HDC) Core Strategy & SA/SEAFebruary2007.
13. HDC Strategic Flood Risk Assessment Final Report-June2007.
14. HDC Planning Obligations SPD –June 2007.HDC Sustainability
Appraisal and Strategic Environmental Assessment -November
2007.
15. Horsham District Local Development Framework –Site Specific
Allocations of Land & SA/SEA –November 2007.
16. HDCGeneralDevelopmentControlPoliciesDevelopmentPlanDocum
ent-December 2007
17. HDC Horsham District Council-Play Strategy-2008.
18. HDC Planning Obligations SPD 2008-2009 Annexes-2009. HDC
Facilitating Appropriate Development SPD –May 2009
19. HDC Acting Together on Climate Change, A Strategy for the
Horsham District -June 2009.
20. HDC All our Futures: Sustainable Community Strategy 2009 -2026
–July 2009.
21. HDC Leading Change in Partnership to 2026 and Beyond, Issues
and Options –September 2009.
22. HDC Sustainability Appraisal and Strategic Environmental
Assessment/Equalities Impact Assessment/Health Impact
Assessment of the Core Strategy Review Consultation
23. HDC Strategic Flood Risk Assessment Final Report -Revised -April
2010.
24. HDC Locally Generated Needs Study Final Report-April 2010.
25. HDC Infrastructure Study -May 2010.HDC Affordable Housing
Viability Study Final Report -August 2010.
26. HDC Horsham District –Draft Interim Statement –January 2011.
27. HDC Horsham District-Draft Sustainability Appraisal of the Draft
Interim Statement –January 2011.
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28. HDC Horsham District Plan 2011-2015-Promoting a Better Quality
of Life –February 2011.
29. HDC Visioning Horsham –February 2011.
30. HDC List of Locally Important Historic Buildings 2010 –February
2011.
31. HDC Assessment of Sites Available for Gypsy and Traveller Use–
October2011.
32. HDC Locally-Generated Needs Study Update: Final ReportDecember 2011.
33. HDC How Much Housing Does Horsham Need? Sustainability
Appraisal Scoping Report-February 2012.
34. HDC How Much Housing Does Horsham Need? –February 2012.
35. HDC How Much Housing Does Horsham District need? Review of
Evidence -May 2012.
36. HDC Locally-Generated Needs Study: Census 2911 and South
Downs National Park Update Final Report -September 2012.
37. HDC Gypsy Traveller, Travelling Show People Accommodation
Needs Assessment –December 2012.
38. HDC Landscape Capacity Assessment –2013.HDC Local
Development Scheme 2013 –2016 –July 2013.
39. HDC Horsham District Housing Strategy –July 2013.
40. HDC Horsham District Planning Framework: Preferred Strategy –
August 2013.
41. HDC Housing Standards Review –Towards More Sustainable
Homes –August 2013.
42. HDC Horsham District Planning Framework: Interim
Sustainability Appraisal Environmental Report the Preferred
Strategy –August 2013.
43. HDC Economic Strategy 2013-2023 -November 2013.
44. HDC Horsham District Council- Green Space Strategy –November
2013.
45. HDC Annual Monitoring Report April 2012 to March 2013 December 2013.
46. HDC Sports, Open Space & Recreation Assessment -February 2014.
47. HDC A Timeline to Show How Alternative Sites Have Been
Considered -February 2014.
48. HDC Market Appraisal on the Current and Potential Future
Demand for Business Space in Horsham District –February 2014.
49. HDC Community Infrastructure Levy SHLAA & Affordable Housing
Viability Assessment -March 2014.
50. HDC Council Report-Horsham District Planning Framework
Proposed Submission –April 2014.
51. HDC Green Infrastructure Strategy -April 2014.
52. HDC Strategic Flood Risk Assessment: Sequential Test -April 2014.
53. HDC Habitats Regulation Assessment of the Horsham District
Planning Framework -April 2014.
54. HDC Transport and Development Study, Deliverable D5, Final
Report -April 2014.
55. HDC Landscape Capacity Assessment Report and Stage 1 and Stage
2 Maps -April 2014.
56. HDC Settlement Sustainability Review –May 2014.
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57. HDC Community Infrastructure Levy Preliminary Draft Charging
Schedule –May 2014.
58. HDC Annual Gypsy/ Traveller, Travelling Show People
Accommodation Count–June2014.
59. HDC Strategic Housing Land Availability Assessment Review-July
2014.
60. HDC Horsham District Planning Framework Monitoring
Framework –July 2014.
61. HDC Horsham District Housing Strategy Annual Progress Review.
62. HDC Schedule of Proposed Modifications to Horsham District
Framework Proposed Submission -July 2014.
63. HDC Schedule of Proposed Minor Modifications to Horsham
District Framework Proposed Submission -July 2014.
64. HDC Alternative Sites –September 2014.
65. HDC SHLAA Update –October 2014.
66. HDC SHLAA Update 2019
67. HDC HDT&DS Addendum TN Final and Appendices–April 2015.
68. HDC SA Proposed Modification Update –March2015.
69. HDC SA Non Technical Summary Update –March 2015-10-08
70. HDC HDPF Tracked Change Version, Inset 3 Billingshurst, Inset 7
Horsham & Broadbridge Heath & North of Horsham Conceptual
Masterplan-March 2015.
71. HDC Proposed Main Modifications -March 2015.
72. Horsham District Planning Framework (and Sustainability
Appraisal) -November 2015.
73. Horsham District Council CIL Draft Charging Schedule & CIL
Viability Update Assessment.
74. Horsham District Council-Infrastructure Delivery Plan 2016.
75. HDC: Gypsy, Traveller and Travelling Showpeople Draft Site
Allocations Development Plan Document 2017
76. WSCC Landscape Strategy & Vision -September 2010.
77. WSCC Transport Plan 2011-2016 -February 2011.
78. WSCC Indices of Deprivation 2010 Results and Analysis Report May 2011.
79. WSCC Economic Growth in West Sussex an Economic Strategy or
West Sussex 2012-2020 -August 2012.
80. WSCC West Sussex Life 2012 -September 2012.
81. WSCC Waste Forecasts and Capacity Review 2012 -October 2012.
82. WSCC Waste Forecasts and Capacity Review, March 2013.
83. South East Water, Water Resources Management Plan, 2010-2035.
84. Southern Water, Water Resources Plan -2009.
85. NHS Horsham District Health Profile 2014.
86. NHS West Sussex Public Health Evidence Summary Data for
PBCLeas,Horsham-April2014.
87. Indices Of Multiple Deprivation2010.
88. Census Data 2001 and 2011.
89. DEFRA Noise Maps.
90. Multi-agency geographic information.
91. English Heritage Map Data.
92. EA Flood Map & Surface Water Flood Map Data.
93. River Arun & Western Streams Catchment and Flood Management
Plan.
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94. South East River Basin District River Basin Management Plan.

Parish-Specific Documents
1.
2.
3.
4.
5.
6.

Minutes of Steering Group meetings 2016 – date
Minutes of Parish Council meetings 2015 – date
Biodiversity Report – Itchingfield Parish
Landscape Character Assessment – Itchingfield Parish
Ecological data Search – Itchingfield Parish
Housing Needs Assessment for Itchingfield Parish by
DowsettMayhew
7. Housing Needs Analysis by Steering Group
8. Site Assessment appraisal forms
9. Scoping Report – DowsettMayhew
10. HDC – letter dated 4.4.19 re Indicative Housing Numbers
11. List of heritage assets
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