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THE COMMON PARISH COUNCIL OF SUTTON & BARLAVINGTON 

 

APPROVED MINUTES OF A MEETING OF  

THE COMMON PARISH COUNCIL OF SUTTON & BARLAVINGTON HELD ON 

WEDNESDAY  15th JULY 2009 AT 6.15 PM SUTTON VILLAGE HALL 

Present: 

ACTION 

Cllrs.  Sebastian  Anstruther,  Gordon  Owen,  Anthea  Pratt,  Paul  Nicholls,  Anna  Gillam,  and   
Jeremy Pontin. 

 

 

 
 

In Attendance:- 

 

Mr  &  Mrs  Bill  Lewis,  Patricia  Fenner,  C.Cllr  Michael  Brown,  D.Cllr  J  Elliott  and  Louise   
Collis (Clerk to the Common Parish Council of Sutton & Barlavington). 

 

 

 

The Common Parish Council of Sutton & Barlavington Meeting commenced at 6.15pm. 

 
 

 

 

Agenda item No.1 -  APOLOGIES AND REASON FOR ABSENCE 

 

Joy Mayes 

 

 

 

Agenda item No.2 -  CODE OF CONDUCT - DECLARATION OF INTEREST by 

 
 

Councillors on any of the agenda items 

 

 

 

The Clerk reminded Councillors of their duty to declare personal and prejudicial interests.   

 

 

 

Cllr Anstruther declared an interest but not a prejudicial interest in the following:- 

 



 

  Agenda Item 5a) – Broadband update: Cllr Anstruther is a large customer of Kijoma   

(Broadband provider in Sutton) 

 

  Agenda item 10b) – Procedures for pre application discussions;  Cllr Anstruther has   

plans which he wishes to discuss 

 



 

  Agenda  Item  3  –  South  Downs  National  Park  update  :  Cllr  Anstruther  is  the  vice   

chairman of the South Downs Land Management Group 

 

 

 

No other new or altered Declarations were made. 

 

 

 
 

Agenda item No.3 MINUTES OF THE MEETING HELD ON  18th MAY 2009 

 

The Minutes of the meeting held on 18th May 2009 were declared correct and accepted as a   
true record, and Council AGREED that they should be signed following completion of the   
meeting. Cllr. G Owen PROPOSED and Cllr. S.Anstruther SECONDED the motion. 

 

 

 
 

Agenda item No.4 – CO-OPTING A NEW PARISH COUNCILLOR 

 

At the last meeting Jeremy Pontin was provisionally co-opted as a parish councillor subject 

 

to CDC not receiving any requests to hold an election. Not such request was received and 

 

therefore at the planning meeting held on 11 June 2009, Jeremy Pontin signed the necessary 

 

papers in order to be co-opted with immediate effect. 

 
 

 

 

Agenda item No.5 MATTERS ARISING 

 

a)  Broadband 

 

Following the receipt of a letter from Patricia Fenner with regard to broadband in Sutton, The Parish 

 

Council invited her and, at her suggestion, Bill Lewis of Kijoma Broadband, to attend the meeting in 

 

order to debate the problem in detail. 

 
 

Mrs Fenner’s main concern is that if BT enable the exchange the level of broadband provided may be   
slower than the current high speed service provided by Kijoma. Also if BT come into the picture they   
may force Kijoma out of business in this area and therefore the element of competition will again not   
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[bookmark: 2]exist. Therefore Kijoma should be encouraged to provide a service to all parishioners. 

 
 

 

 

The Parish Council have debated the broadband issue over the last 3-4 years. The discussions have 

 

highlighted that there is a real issue of rural disadvantage and social deprivation in Sutton & 

 
 

Barlavington. The three issues identified were competition, coverage and service, and cost. 

 

Competition 

 
 

If the Sutton exchange were “enabled” by BT some level of broadband service would be available 

 

over the phone lines to every home and BT and Kijoma would be in competition. If the exchange 

 

were also “unbundled” then third-party fixed-line providers like TalkTalk, Orange and Virgin would 

 

also be able to offer a service. However after many years of trying Sutton & Barlavington remain one   
of only 30-odd exchanges which is not enabled and any change to this seems, now, a very distant 

 

prospect. There is in fact some competition to Kijoma for some customers who can get a reliable 

 

mobile signal and use a “dongle”, but this is patchy at best. Another alternative is a private satellite 

 

link (at least one house in Barlavington uses this) but it’s very expensive and the service, whilst 

 
 

functional, is still relatively poor. In short Kijoma is for now the only option for a fast and reliable 

 

broadband service in the Sutton exchange area.  

 

Coverage and service 

 
 

The Parish council asked Bill Lewis how many properties in the two parishes were not in range of 

 

Kijoma’s service. He stated that the only area not covered was the cluster of houses down at Sutton 

 

End: Kijoma Broadband was now available everywhere else. The problem at Sutton End is tree cover   
and the lie of the land, but even here it would be technically possible to provide a signal and the issue   
was simply cost. 

 
 

The question of service is complex. Patricia Fenner told the meeting that in her experience the speed 

 

and reliability Kijoma’s broadband was as good as anything she’d used in London before she moved 

 

to Sutton and she could run her business here with no problem. Cllr Anstruther also uses Kijoma and 

 

his experience is the same as Mrs Fenner’s. But whereas Kijoma is technically strong, in terms of 

 

human resource it’s fair to say there are problems. At least two members of the Parish council are 

 

very frustrated by their dealings with Mr. Lewis. Mr Lewis admits he’s a one man band and certainly 

 
 

he can be extremely slow to respond to requests for new connections, although Cllr Anstruther noted 

 

that he has found Mr Lewis to be very quick and helpful when there are problems once you’re a 

 

subscriber. In summary Kijoma’s broadband service is good but manpower is lacking and this will 

 

remain a concern. 

 

Cost 

 
 

The Parish Council’s overriding concern has always been cost. Those who can afford it have been 

 

able to get broadband here, somehow or other, for several years, but what about the rest? This is why 

 

the Parish Council, have kept on trying to get the Sutton exchange enabled. When Bill Lewis first 

 

started his business, Kijoma’s monthly subscription was quite a bit more than BT’s would have been   
(although cost per speed of connection is difficult to compare as BT’s headline published speeds are 

 
 

often not available in practice; the same goes for other providers). Mr Lewis told the meeting that 

 

now his basic subscription is cheaper than BT’s or anyone else’s, so monthly costs should no longer 

 

be a concern. However, whereas BT’s phone lines are already in everyone’s houses, Kijoma’s 

 

receiving equipment is not. Kijoma’s up-front connection charge has been coming down but it’s still 

 

£175 to get connected. The Parish Council have never done a survey, and people might be unwilling 

 

to say anyway, but it is suspected this large capital cost may be unaffordable for some parishioners, 

 

or at least put them off. 

 
 

 

 

The cost of enabling the BT exchange is £25,000. The Parish Council AGREED that this is no 

 
 

longer a viable option at the moment as there is no guarantee that the broadband service available 

 

once the exchange is enabled will be as fast as the Kijoma service. Also there is the issue that some 

Clerk/ A. 

properties may be too far from the exchange once it is enabled. Therefore the Parish Council 

Gillam/ 

AGREED that it would request an estimate from Kijoma to provide broadband to all properties in 

J.Pontin 

Sutton & Barlavington. Based on this figure the level of funding can be determined. 

 
 

D.Cllr Elliot informed the meeting that CDC have a fund which may be able to help, but the parish 
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[bookmark: 3]council would need to apply very quickly for the funding because after the middle of September that 

 

money will be gone and probably won’t be there in next year’s District Council budget. The concern 

 

of the Parish Council is that with a large grant application CDC would require parishioners to all 

 

agree to contribute to the final cost of the project.  

 
 

 

 
 

C.Cllr Brown stated that WSCC would probably be able to give up tp £1,000 towards any broadband 

 

project. If the Parish Council required for funding the Parish Council should consider a loan over say 

A. Gillam/ 

20 years to be repaid using the precept. 

J.Pontin 

It was AGREED that Cllrs Anna Gillam and Jeremy Pontin have therefore offered to come up with a    

scheme and apply to CDC on behalf of the Parish Council for some money. 

 

It was also AGREED that the Parish Council intend to help pay the one-off connection cost of 

 

Kijoma’s broadband service for anyone in the two Parishes who is not yet connected and wants to be.    

 

 
 

b)  Footpaths – Nothing to report 

 

 

 

c)   To discuss any matters arising not dealt with elsewhere on the Agenda 

Clerk 

 

 

i) 

CDC Flood Survey – The clerk is to chase David Green to ensure the Sutton 

 

Flood survey has also been submitted.  

 
 

 

 

Agenda item No. 6 -   DISTRICT COUNCILLOR’S REPORT  

 

a.  D.Cllr Elliott has been appointed onto the open/Green spaces and Parks Portfolio.  

 

b.  The staffing levels at CDC are undergoing a review. 

 

c.  D.Cllr Elliott will work with the Parish Council about the funding re Broadband. 

P.Nicholls 
 

d.  CDC/WSCC  have  tree  planting  grants  available.  –  It  was  AGREED  that  Cllr   

Nicholls  will  try  and  determine  a  suitable  site  in  Sutton  &  Barlavington  in  order   
make use of this grant. 

 

e.  At the last meeting D.Cllr Elliot mentioned the introduction by CDC of the two new  D.Cllr Elliott 

statutory Bodies including one which in effect is a caretaker for all parish councils in    

the CDC District. Cllr Anstruther requested further information about the “caretaker”   

Body. D.Cllr to report back. 

 

 

 

Agenda item No. 7 -   COUNTY COUNCILLOR’S REPORT 

 

a) Financial Situation 

 
 

It is just over month since C.Cllr Brown was elected. The biggest single issue confronting 

 

the County at the moment is finance. The medium term financial outlook is grim. The gap 

 

between expected income and planned expenditure over the next four years is £90m. Cutting   
expenditure is all but impossible in areas involving public safety such as the Fire and Rescue   
Service, child protection and crime reduction. School budgets are sacrosanct and with an 

 
 

ageing population, expenditure on vulnerable elderly people is projected to grow. 

 

 

 

The option of significantly increasing Council Tax rates in the middle of the worst economic   
downturn since the 1930’s is an unattractive proposition, given that people are already hard-

 

pressed thanks to the recession. The only viable way to close the funding gap is by making 

 
 

internal economies. A root and branch review, the Fundamental Service Review, is 

 

underway which aims to maintain service levels but reduce cost. The plan is to squeeze 

 

£50m from the cost-base by 2011/2. Similar savings will need to be found for the financial 

 

years 2012/3 and 2013/4. 

 

 

 
 

All the above assumes that the monies from Central Government are maintained at present 

 

levels, but with the UK Government (of whichever party) facing a gigantic borrowing 

 

mountain of around £175 billion or thereabouts, for the next few years, there can be no 

 

guarantee that such an assumption will be proved valid. The Institute of Fiscal Studies for 
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ring-fenced, all other budgets would have to fall by 10%. Other commentators predict even 

 
 

bigger cuts. The money received by the County, from Central Government is unlikely to be 

 

immune to any 10% + cut, and under those circumstances the financial position would be 

 

bleak indeed. 

 

 

 

b) Child protection and Services 

 
 

 

 

The County Council failed the recent Ofsted inspection for Child protection. There a 5 

 

criteria. WSCC failed one criteria – child welfare – due to the ratio of social workers and 

 

children on the register. WSCC was failing to recruit enough social workers as the rate of 

 

pay was lower than Hampshire and East Sussex. This has now been rectified and WSCC are 

 
 

now advertising the position at the same level as neighbouring counties. 

 

 

 

c) 

Potholes 

 

The current system is not working and it is causing anger and frustration. C.Cllr Brown has 

 

written to  the cabinet minister for Highways suggesting that the budget for potholes should 

 
 

be passed down to the parishes so that the Parish Councils can deal with the repair of 

 

potholes. The Parish Councils would call in WSCC contractors May Guerney to do the 

 

work. The suggestion was given a negative response. If the Parish Council is in agreement 

 

with the idea, C.Cllr Brown would be grateful for an email to support his proposal. 

 

 

 
 

Cllr Anstruther also suggested that the concept of Parish Clusters should be looked into as a 

 

way of dealing with potholes. A parish cluster of Bignor, Bury, Barlavington and Sutton 

 

could be grouped together in a similar way to the NE Parishes Forum. The Sustainable 

 

Communities Act 2007 was a private members bill which facilitates the handing down the 

Clerk 

chain of decisions do the lowest possible level. The clerk will look into why both WSCC 

 
 

and CDC did not register in March in order to be involved with the process. 

 

d) County Local Committee 

 

The latest County Local Committee meeting was held at the Grange, Midhurst on 23 June 

Parish Council 

and majored on crime and anti-social behaviour. The local Police Commander spoke and 

Comments by 

answered questions from a large audience. C.Cllr Brown understands that the County are 

Sept/Oct 
 

intending to review the operation of CLC’s and he would welcome the Parish Council’s 

 

views as to their value. 

 

 

 

e) Planning Committee 

 

 

 
 

C.Cllr Brown now sits on the County Planning Committee, its Regulation, Audit and 

 

Accounts Committee, and the Policy and Resources Scrutiny Committee. He is also a 

 

member of an Oversight Committee examining the geographical locations from which 

 

residents can access County services. Three pilot exercises are taking place in 

 

Littlehampton, Midhurst and Crawley. He is also policy adviser on procurement matters to 

 
 

the Cabinet Member for Finance and Resources. 

 

 

 

Agenda item No. 8 -   SOUTH DOWNS NATIONAL PARK UPDATE 

 

 

 
 

The update was recently received by Cllr Anstruther from a colleague in East Hampshire 

 

District. 

 

 

 

See Appendix  

 

 

 
 

Agenda item No. 9 -   Local Development Framework 

 

Cllr Gillam reported that a response has not been received from CDC following the 

 

submission of comments. 
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Agenda item No.10 – Highways, Ditched and Footpaths 

 
A.Gillam/ 

a.  Roads & Ditches  - Ditch on Mill Hill – It was noted that the ditch on the right of 

Clerk 

Mill Hill as one goes down the hill needs to be reinstated. This will be highlighted 

 

when the annual inspection by WSCC highways takes place. (WSCC contact – Ben 

 

Wilham) 

 

 

 
 

b.  To discuss any other matters relating to Highways and Footpaths 

 

None. 

 

 

 

Agenda item No.11 - NEW PLANNING APPLICATIONS AND NOTIFICATION OF 

 

RECENT DECISIONS 

 
 

 

 

a)  Planning appendix 

 

 

 

b)  Pre-Application discussions – procedure 

 

 

 
 

The PC wants to help bring individuals and their neighbours together to look at planning proposals 

 

before applications are submitted, where there is a wish to do so. Gordon Owen, Anna Gillam and 

 

Sebastian Anstruther met Steve Carvell, Head of Planning at CDC, at the North East Parishes Forum 

 

in Fittleworth in June to ask how this could best be done. The PC is a Statutory Consultee on 

 

applications once they’re submitted to CDC. At the pre-application stage the Parish Council as a 

 

Council should not comment, but it can organise meetings (which will not be minuted), pay for the 

 
 

venue, offer to chair discussions if asked, and PC members as individuals can comment like 

 

everyone else. 

 

The following motion was discussed – that the Parish council will provide a venue for a 

 

community forum to take place for any pre-application discussions. The motion was 

 
 

proposed by Cllr Anstruther and was seconded by Cllr Gillam.  

 

 

 

c)  Planning issues raised by a parishioner 

 

As the parishioner who raised the issues was present and the meeting had already overran it 

 

was agreed that this issue would be discussed at the next meeting in September. 

September 09 
meeting 

 

 

 

 

Agenda item No. 12-   REPORTS FROM REPRESENTATIVES ON OUTSIDE 

 

BODIES 

 

 North Chichester County Local Committee – 23/7/09 

 
 

Cllr Anstruther was unable to attend however from the documents circulated prior to the 

 

meeting the following issues are highlighted 

 

i) 

Next meeting 22 September 2009 Duncton Village Hall 7pm 

 

ii) 

Community Initiative Funding – this should be considered by the village hall for the 

 

new kitchen 

 
 

iii) 

Based on the Sustainable Community Act Cllr Anstruther has suggested the 

 

formation of a Parish Cluster responsible for potholes.  

 

 

 

The next North East Parishes Forum is 17 September 2009. 

 

Agenda item No. 13 -   NEW CORRESPONDENCE 

 
 

None. 

 

 

 

Apart  from  correspondence  discussed  at  the  meeting,  all  other  correspondence  and   
documents, leaflets, etc., are placed in the Circulation File.  Please read the file as quickly as   
possible and pass it on. 

 
 

 

 

Agenda item No. 14-   CIRCULATION FILE – NO.22 
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[bookmark: 6]i) Consultation: - Partial Review of the Regional Spatial Strategy for the South East- 

 

Provision for Gypsies, Travellers and traveling showpeople – review and comment by 1 

 
 

September 2009 – Cllr Nicholls agreed to carry or the review. 

P.Nicholls 

 

 

ii) Petworth Town Council – Mobile Skate Park. This is due to be in the area in August and 

 

will be available to anyone in Sutton & Barlavington. The Council AGREED that a 

September 09 

donation of £50 towards the cost of the event should be paid. 

meeting 
payment 

 
Index in order of receipt 

 

 

INFORMATION SOURCE 

TITLE 

 
CDC  

Standards Committee 

Celrs & Councils Direct  

July 2009 

 

 

 
Agenda item No. 15 -  FINANCE 

a)  To approve accounts for payment  

Sutton Village Hall

Hall Hire - Planning meeting - 11/6/09

£8.50

Sutton Village Hall

Hall Hire - Planning meeting - 8/7/09

£8.50

Hall Hire - Planning & Parish Council 

Sutton Village Hall

meeting - 15/7/0909

£25.50

£42.50

WSCC

Internal audit fee

£172.50

 

b)  To approve the Clerk’s salary and expenses  

Salary for July 2009 

LCP Scale 20 (per SALC payment Schedule)

£9.496 per Hour

Number of weeks in month (4 weeks and 3 days)

4.43

Total number of hours worked in July

17.71

Salary for July 2009

£168.21  

Salary for August  2009 

LCP Scale 20 (per SALC payment Schedule)

£9.496 per Hour

Number of weeks in month (4 weeks and 3 days)

4.43

Total number of hours worked in August

17.71

Salary for August 2009

£168.21  
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Date

Details

Reason

Cost ex 

VAT (£) Cost Inc 

VAT (£)

VAT (£)

18/6/09 Post Office

Stamps

0.75

9/6/09 Post Office

Stamps

12.22

22/6/09 BT

Line rental & 

38.13

Broadband to 22/6/09

20/5/09 Baby sitting

Parish Council 

20.00

meeting 20/7/09

71.10

 

 
 
Cllr. S.Anstruther  PROPOSED and  
Cllr. G.Owen SECONDED the motion (15 a&b) 
 

c) 

To approve Income & Expenditure Reports for the period ended 30 June 2009 

  To approve the bank reconciliation for the period ended 30 June 2009 

  To approve the Budget v Actual Review for the period ended 30 June 2009 

 
Cllr G.Owen  PROPOSED and  
Cllr. P.Nicholls SECONDED the motion 

 

 

 
Agenda item No. 16 -  DATE AND TIME OF NEXT PARISH COUNCIL MEETING 
 
The next Parish Council Meeting will be WEDNESDAY 16th September 2009 at 7.00 pm, 
in Sutton Village Hall. 
 
CLOSURE OF MEETING 
The Common Parish Council of Sutton & Barlavington meeting closed at 9pm. 
 Signed: 
 
APPROVED AT MEETING ON 16/09/09 & SIGNED BY  THE CHAIRMAN                                                                      
 
 
 
Cllr. S.Anstruther                                                                              Date:16/09/09 
Chairman of  The Common Parish Council of Sutton & Barlavington 
 
21st July 2009, Louise Collis, Clerk to The Common Parish Council of Sutton & Barlavington 
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APPENDIX - SOUTH DOWNS NATIONAL PARK UPDATE 
SOUTH DOWNS NATIONAL PARK: IMPLICATIONS FOR EAST HAMPSHIRE 
 
1.0 

BACKGROUND 

1.1 

On 31 March, the Secretary of State for the Environment, Hilary Benn, announced that he 
intended to establish a South Downs National Park (SDNP).  This followed extensive 
discussion and debate, and two public inquires.  It will be the ninth National Park in 
England and cover more than 600 square miles in Hampshire, West Sussex and East Sussex. 

1.2 

The SDNP will extend from Winchester in the west to Eastbourne in the east.  It will cover 
not only the chalk downland, but also the varied landscapes of the Western Weald, to the 
north of the chalk, and running up to the Sussex/Surrey border near Haslemere.  It will 
include the towns of Petersfield, Midhurst and Lewes, but not Arundel. 

1.3 

A new National Park Authority (NPA) will be established.  Its objectives will be to:- 

(a)  conserve and enhance the natural beauty, wildlife and cultural heritage of the area 

(b) promote opportunities for the understanding and enjoyment of the area’s special 

qualities by the public 

(c)  promote the social and economic development of the area, to the extent that this is 

consistent with the first two objectives. 

1.4 

The NPA will be required to represent both national and local interests.  It will have 
representatives from the county and district councils; the parish councils; and from people 
representing the national interest.  It is expected that a “shadow” NPA will be established by 
April 2010, taking on full statutory responsibilities by April 2011. 

When the National Park Designation Order takes effect, which is also likely to be 1 April 
2010, at the same time the designations for the East Hampshire and Sussex Downs Areas of 
Outstanding Natural Beauty (AONB) will be revoked. Thus, the South Downs National Park 
(SDNP) will come into being and the AONBs disappear simultaneously.  Until the new 
NPA takes on its statutory responsibilities from 1 April 2011, the existing local authorities 
will continue to manage the planning function within the SDNP.  

 
2.0 

PROPOSED ADDITIONS TO THE NATIONAL PARK BOUNDARY  

2.1 

As part of his decision on 31 March, the Secretary of State indicated his preferred detailed 
boundary for the SDNP.  This includes six small areas not part of the original 2002 
Designation Order and not previously the subject of public consultation.  It is not possible 
for the Secretary of State to confirm the Designation Order, without giving public notice of 
these proposed new additions.  If there are objections to the proposed additions, it may be 
necessary to hold a further inquiry or hearing. The Department for Environment, Food and 
Rural Affairs (DEFRA) is making contingency plans for such an event to take place in the 
late summer or early autumn. 

2.2 

The Secretary of State is now inviting comments on the proposed additions by 13 July 2009.   

 

3.0 

IMPACT OF THE PROPOSED NATIONAL PARK ON EAST HAMPSHIRE 
DISTRICT 
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A National Park Authority (NPA) is a hybrid between a local authority and a non-
departmental public body.  Its key responsibilities will be: 

(a)  local planning authority 

(b)  working with farmers and landowners to conserve the landscape and wildlife of the 

area 

(c)  promoting public understanding and enjoyment of the landscape and the cultural 

heritage of the area.  This can include managing visitor sites, rights of way, visitor 
centres, car parks and sustainable transport. 

(d)  promoting social and economic development, so far as this is consistent with 

environmental objectives.  This can include promoting local goods and produce 
connected with the landscape. 

3.2 

All other local government services (e.g. housing, building control, waste and recycling, 
environmental health, highways, social services, education) remain with the existing local 
councils. 

3.3 

The South Downs NPA is expected however, to adopt a different model to the existing 
national parks for delivery of planning services.  In his decision letter of 31 March, the 
Secretary of State (paragraph 88) says: 

“Given its large population, and the number of local authorities having land in the Park, the 
Secretary of State takes the view that the South Downs National Park Authority should 
delegate its development control work as far as is possible to its constituent local 
authorities.  He recognises that this is a decision for the NPA, but will base his own 
decisions (for example on membership and funding) on the presumption that delegation will, 
so far as is possible, occur, until such time as the NPA may decide differently.” 

3.4 

DEFRA, Natural England and all the South Downs local authorities have started discussions 
on how such a delegated development control system might work.  This is likely to involve 
a complex web of agreements covering the extent of delegation, performance standards, 
computer protocols and financial mechanisms.  Whatever the outcome, it is clear that the 
current arrangement whereby EHDC determines planning applications within the 
administrative area of the National Park will fundamentally change and that will have a 
direct effect upon the role of District Councillors and Planning Committee.  The Council has 
already agreed to review the constitutional role of Planning Committee once the National 
Park is designated.  

3.5 

The main effect of the National Park will therefore, be on planning services in the area.  
This does not mean that there will be a block on all development in the National Park.  
There are still housing, employment and community development needs to be met and these 
have to be weighed against any impact on the objectives of National Park designation.  In 
2007-8 (the last full year national figures), 85% of all planning applications in the eight 
existing English National Parks were approved. 

3.6 

Most of the areas covered by the proposed SDNP are already covered by the East 
Hampshire AONB.  We have operated very restrictive planning policies in this area for 
many years, to conserve and enhance the nationally important landscape.  The main effect 
of SDNP designation in these areas is an additional focus on promoting public enjoyment of 
the area. 
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The most significant change for residents will be in the relative small area that lies to the 
north of the District which is currently beyond the AONB but is to now to be included with 
the SDNP.  The areas around Binstead for example. The SDNP will mean that “permitted 
development rights” (in other words, what you can do without needing to seek planning 
permission from the Council) in these areas will be reduced.  These reductions in 
development rights will be the same as those in the existing AONB and conservation areas.  
Therefore, initially, SDNP designation will provide additional planning controls in only a 
small part of the District. 

 
3.8 

In due course, the incoming NPA will want to review and harmonise planning policies 
across the whole South Downs area.  It will prepare its own Local Development Framework 
document extending across the whole National Park from Winchester to Eastbourne.  This 
will eventually mean some planning policy changes to support the statutory objectives of 
National Park designation. 

 
3.9 

If the East Hampshire District LDF Core Strategy does not reach formal adoption by April 
2011, the District Council will have to ensure that the Transition Order that will go through 
Parliament this autumn to bring into effect the National Park, must make provision for the 
adoption of EHDC’s Core Strategy within the Park boundaries.  

 
3.10  The setting up of the NPA, and any new delegation arrangements for planning applications 

and LDF arrangements, will mean some very significant changes to the way EHDC delivers 
its planning functions generally (not just in the designated SDNP area).  At this stage, it is 
not clear how SDNP designation will affect other planning work such as planning appeals, 
enforcement, tree preservation, and conservation.  This will need a very large amount of 
work by members and officers over the next 18 months.  What is clear however, is that the 
NPA will immediately take over the planning policy role from 1 April 2011. 

 
3.11  With the NPA becoming the planning authority for the Park, it will also have considerable 

influence over a range of other matters. It will affect the use of developer contributions, 
conservation of the historic environment, economic development, transport and 
parking, provision of affordable housing, cleaning up contaminated land, air quality 
and work on climate change.  Again, further discussions will be needed to work out the 
details but inevitably, the Council’s current direct influence over such matters will be much 
reduced. 

 
3.12  There may also be an impact on countryside management services on sites within the 

designated area owned by EHDC, such as Liss Railway Walk etc.  At this stage, it is not 
known whether the NPA will wish to be involved in the management of these and other 
publicly owned sites. 

 
3.13  There will also be a significant impact on County Council services.  The NPA’s planning 

responsibilities will embrace minerals and waste planning.  Hampshire County Council 
(HCC) will remain as highway authority, but the NPA may wish to take on responsibility 
for maintaining and improving the rights of way network.  However, the NPA will be an 
access authority in its own right and will have powers to impose Road Traffic Regulation 
Orders. 

 
4.0 

NEXT STEPS 

 
4.1 

The Secretary of State intends to consult shortly on the size and composition of the new 
National Park Authority.  The consultation is expected to focus on two options based on 
either 29 or 37 members.  (The higher number would allow additional members from those 
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soon and run until September and will be reported to Cabinet for decision. 

 
4.2 

Under the Act, just over half the members must be district or county councillors appointed 
by councils with land in the park.  About a quarter would be parish councillors chosen from 
amongst the 100+ parishes in the Park, through their county associations, in a process 
managed by DEFRA.  The remainder would come from an open recruitment exercise to 
seek people with particular expertise relevant to the SDNP’s work (e.g. farming, forestry, 
nature conservation, recreation, culture).  These would represent the national interest and be 
appointed by the Secretary of State. 

 
4.3 

DEFRA has appointed an Interim Chief Executive, (ICE) who will lead on the process of 
establishment, focusing on communications and leading on relationship building.  This is a 
fixed term contract and the postholder will not continue with the NPA once it is operational.  
A small team employed by DEFRA and working to an officer Steering Group, will support 
the ICE. 

 
4.4 

The Steering Group comprises: representatives of Government Office for the South East 
(GOSE); the South Downs Joint Committee (SDJC); Natural England; an officer of an 
existing national park (Peak District); and representatives of the local authorities.  It is also 
proposed to have a wider stakeholder group that may come from the existing members of 
the SDJC and the South Downs Advisory Forum. 

 
4.5 

During the transition period up to April 2011, the South Downs Joint Committee will 
continue to manage the South Downs as at present.  The SDJC will then cease to exist once 
the NPA becomes operational in April 2011. 

 
4.6 

At this stage the principal concerns of the local authorities are: 

 

  Planning: The volume of planning work for the National Park Authority and whether it 

is desirable for the NPA to carry out this work directly, or delegate it back to the local 
authorities.  Completion of LDFs is also a key issue 

 

  Staffing and resourcing implications:  The uncertainty over the future of the planning 

services that will remain with, or provided by, EHDC brings with it staffing issues 

 

  Planning Committee/District Councillor involvement in planning matters: The 

designation of the SDNP will have major implications for both the future of EHDC’s 
current system of two Planning Committees and also the role of those District 
Councillors who represent areas that are directly affected by the transfer of planning 
powers to the NPA 

 

  Governance: ensuring that the National Park Authority has sufficient democratic 

accountability and local representation 

 
4.7 

If designation is confirmed by Parliament, it cannot be overturned by any change of 
government.  This is because setting up a National Park is a quasi-judicial decision, which 
can only be altered by legal challenge and judicial review. 
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