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Minutes 
 
A meeting of Members of the Chailey Parish Council Planning and Environs Committee 
(Urgent Planning Matters) was held on Tuesday 21st September 2010 in the Reading Room, 
Chailey Green commencing at 7.30pm. 
 
Present: Cllr. L Waller (Chairman) 
Cllrs. D. Cowan, D. Cranfield, J Davies, M. Evans, K. Gould, J Millam, P. Olbrich, J. Tillard (part).  
 
Public present:  20 
 
In attendance: V. Grainger (Clerk) 
 
10/51. Apologies:  Cllrs. M Downey, J-P Ellis 
 
10/52. Verbal Representatives: 
 

A number of residents present wished to make representations concerning item 
LW/10/1010 proposed erection of C2 accommodation at land at Gradwell End. A 
spokesperson summed up the concerns on behalf of residents present. It was felt that the 
need for the development still required to be demonstrated. The larger area which would 
be served by the complex referred to Lewes District or County area. Locally, there are 
currently places available at nearby St Georges; therefore although some residents may 
be from immediate local area, most would be from outside the area, thereby encouraging 
travel (from visitors etc). The site was a rural area, isolated with poor transport links and 
because it would not be catering for the local area need, it would impose harm to the area 
and was not sustainable.  
Mr Trussell of the Martlets commented that his understanding of establishing need is that 
it should be an overriding need and was concerned about the sheer scale of the proposed 
development. 
Mr Walker of Mill Lane stated that he had concerns about safety, especially for school 
children. Mill Lane was already very busy due to proximity of the Doctors Surgery and 
school and in snowy weather it is reduced to a single lane. There was no justification to 
increase the volume of traffic in this area. There had been 126 letters of objection to the 
development and no letter of support, in addition Hamsey, East Chiltington and Plumpton 
Parish Councils had all rejected the scheme. At present there is no light pollution in Mill 
Lane and the scheme would increase light pollution even with down lighting as suggested.  
The committee should consider all of these concerns and advise Lewes District Council 
accordingly. 
Mrs Rhodes referred to the last meeting and the discussion regarding the occupancy of 
the flats where a couple moved in together and one later needed extra care. Over time if 
one partner moved across the courtyard to receive nursing care, in a number of cases this 
would result in flats being occupied solely by one able bodied person. It was considered 
that affordable housing should still be included in the scheme. It was also queried whether 
there had been any discussions with highways as to what alterations could be put into 
place, if the scheme were to go ahead. 
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Cllr Cranfield advised that a Parish Council working group had met to consider the various 
aspects of the proposals. With regard to public transport the proposals mentioned 
frequency of bus/train services and the nearest train services being 2.5 kilometres away, 
this was incorrect the nearest was a good 5 kilometres away and there was no suggestion 
that the bus route would be altered. The frequency of the buses was not accurate buses 
do not run hourly or half hourly as stated. Although there would be an increase in traffic 
Highways had made no objections to the scheme. The volume of increased traffic needs 
exploring and accident data used was for 2007 and there had been one fatality and one 
serious accident since then, this aspect had been understated.  The needs assessment of 
other care facilities pre dates the St Georges development. 
Mr Welby promoter of the scheme stated that such a facility was needed in Chailey. 
Demographics indicated that people were living longer and surviving longer following 
illness and dementia sufferers were completely dependent on carers. The mixture of care 
offered was needed to make the best of the final years of life. There was a chronic need 
for this kind of support in the North of the district, The site was not just for the wealthy, a 
third of those needing support did not qualify for state care but would be able to access 
the care this site would provide. The local Primary Care Trust had endorsed the scheme 
as what the state can provide will be severely curtailed. Mr Welby confirmed that he had 
tried hard to address the concerns of objectors and carers will be provided for local 
residents. 55 dementia beds in Haywards Heath were closing. The site would include 
hairdresser, hydro pool and shop and would stimulate the local economy. A community 
bus would be provided. By offering alternatives to elderly residents living alone in large 
houses it would free up those properties. 
Cllr. Waller expressed concerns about the size and scale of the development on this site 
and queried whether other sites had been considered. 
Mr Welby confirmed that other sites had been considered. 
Cllr Gould commented that although there was a need for new services she was 
concerned whether the area could safely support this development.  
There followed a discussion concerning the support from other Parish Councils such as 
Ringmer and whether the Primary Care Trust (PCT) had supported the proposals.  
A short report from the working group detailing the pros and cons of the scheme was 
circulated to members for consideration. 
Cllr Cowan felt that there was still insufficient information on aspects of the development 
to make an informed decision 
Cllr Evans felt that Gradwell Park was a coherent development and there had been a 
history of similar size developments in Chailey. The main objection to the use of site was 
that part was outside the planning boundary but planning boundaries were under review 
anyway. This scheme fitted into existing development and had a certain coherence and 
there was evidence to indicate that developers had taken into account objections to 
previous applications. Council members should consider what benefits there might be to 
the Village over and above Gradwell Park itself.  
Cllr Olbrich thanked everyone for coming along and expressing their views. The Parish 
Council had objected to the previous application because of over development and the 
current application indicated a reduction in the footprint and would provide care for elderly 
folk in the area. Some other facilities would be provided and there was an offer of some 
92 jobs, although it was appreciated that these might not go to local people.  
There followed a discussion  concerning the sustainability of the scheme, accurate 
information and whether there was confirmed support from ESCC and PCT. Concerns 
about water drainage and run off from a larger tarmac area were also raised. It was 
agreed that members would vote upon the matter. 

 
10/53.  Declarations of Interest by Councillors: Cllr. Davies declared a personal interest in 

item 10/1092 56 New Heritage Way as she was a neighbour. Cllr Tillard joined the 
meeting at 8.20 pm after the discussion of item 10/1010 had been concluded.    

 
10/54.  URGENT PLANNING MATTERS - to consider Lewes District Council planning 

applications received:  
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 Members considered the planning applications submitted and the comments listed below 
were agreed. 

Application 
received: 
 

Response 
date: 
 

 Name and 
address 

Work requested:  

21.8.10 23.9.10 LW/10/1010 
 
 

Manifold 
Investments 
Ltd and 
Retirement 
Villages Ltd. 
Land at 
Gradwell End 

Outline 
Planning 
Application – 
Erection of C2 
accommodation 
comprising six 
bed specialist 
nursing unit, 24 
elderly mentally 
infirm (EMI) 
rooms, 30 
nursing home 
rooms, 55 extra 
care flats with 
associated 
support 
facilities and on 
site parking 
provision. 

Objection- see 
comments 

1.9.10 24.9.10     
  LW/10/1054 Mr R Bunker 

Church House 
Church Lane 

Planning 
Application – 
Erection of 
single storey 
extensions at 
front  

Support - see 
comments 
below  

  LW/10/1079 Mrs J 
Thatcher 
8 New 
Heritage Way 

Planning 
Application- 
Installation of a 
flue for a wood 
burning stove. 

Support 

  LW/10/1083 Chailey Parish 
Council 
Chailey 
Sports Club 
Haywards 
Heath Road 
 

Planning 
Application - 
Demolition of 
existing pavilion 
and erection of 
new pavilion  

Support- see 
comments 
below 

  LW/10/1092 Mr M Hulyer 
56 New 
Heritage Way 

Planning 
Application- 
Section 73A 
Retrospective 
application for 
the retention of 
a conservatory 
and garden 
shed. 

 
Support- see 
comments 
below 

 
Planning Application 10/1010 Gradwell Park 
Cllr. J Tillard was not present during the meeting at this time and did not take part in any 
discussions or comment upon the application. 
Council Members having considered all of the representations and comments made at the 
meeting and at the meeting held on 2nd September (including some 60 letters of objection 
and one letter in support), agreed to vote on the matter. The Council voted to object to the 
proposed application by 5 votes against the proposed application: 2 votes in support 
and I abstention. 
The Council’s objections to the proposed application were: 
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• Overdevelopment of the site 
• Proposed development outside planning boundary 
• Overriding need not established 
• Impact on amenities of local residents 
• Lack of infrastructure and access issues 
• Light pollution 
• Drainage and flood risk. 

 
Members considered that if Lewes District Council subsequently approved the application 
then approval should contain the following conditions: 
• Restriction of construction hours to take account of school start/end times and to 

reduce disruption to local residents. 
• A copy of the agreement between the developer and ESCC Adult Social Care needs 

to be provided prior to development of the site and this agreement needs to be 
enforceable. 

• Occupancy restriction for residents of Gradwell Park- residents to be from within a 10 
mile radius. 

 
Members agreed that if the application was approved by Lewes District Council then any 
available Section106 monies should de used for the following purposes: 

 
Section 106 Provisions: 
• Provision for facilities for Youth of Chailey i.e. re-instate plans to build a Village Hall in 

South Chailey at a site other than this development 
• Provision of off street parking for Mill Lane residents 
• Adjacent traffic improvements to improve access 
• Incentives to reduce traffic movements relating to School & Gradwell Park staff 
• Provision of a Community Bus 

  
Planning Application 10/1054 Church House, Church Lane. Cllr. J. Tillard joined the 
meeting at 8.20pm and was present to discuss this planning application and the following 
items. Members carefully considered the application and raised concerns about the 
number of additions and alterations made to the building to date. Church House was a 
significant building within a conservation area and further development was not in keeping 
with the locality. 
Members voted in support of the application by 5 votes in favour: 4 votes against. It 
was agreed that a recommendation be made that approval should be made with the 
condition that further additions/development will not be permitted. 

 
Planning Application 10/1083 
Chailey Parish Council being the applicant declared an interest in this application. 
Members wished to comment that the present building was well used and in a dilapidated 
condition and urgently needed replacing. The building provides a valuable community 
facility and benefit which would be lost if the building was not replaced. 

 
Planning Application 10/1092 Cllr. J. Davies having declared a personal interest this 
item declined to take part in the discussion or comment upon this application.  

 
10/54 To note Lewes District Council planning decisions, planning appeals and 

recommendations: 
 A listing of planning application decisions received was circulated to members and duly 

noted. 
 
10/55. Items not on the agenda which the Chair of the meeting is of the opinion should be 

considered as a matter of urgency:  None 
 
10/56.  Date of next P&E Committee meeting: Tuesday 5th October 2010 
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The meeting closed at 8.30 pm. 

 
Signed: 
  
 
 
  Chairman 
 
Date: 
 
 
 


