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TOPIC TEXT OF CHISOC REPONSE 

P 6 para 
5.6 

Development 
hierarchy 

The Chichester Society suggests  the insertion of the word 
‘exceptionally’ between ‘may’ and ‘grant’ in order to 
demonstrate that the Council’s grant of permission will never 
be a routine response to further proposals for development 

P 9 
Settlement 
boundaries 

For reasons of clarity the Chichester Society believes that 
the original four criteria in Policy 2 should be retained rather 
than condensed to three. However, the new revised text for 
Settlement Boundaries applies the criteria more widely than 
just the service villages, and we welcome this approach. 

Map 
5.1, 
page 11 

Stockbridge 
settlement 
boundary 

The map on page 11 does not reflect the recently granted 
permission for new development on the south eastern edge 
of the community; the southern settlement boundary should 
therefore be updated. 

P 15 Environment 

The Chichester Society would wish to see the original text 
headed Policy 10 Environment Strategy retained (though not 
as a numbered policy) because the text is a useful cross-
reference to other specific policies. 

Map 
12.4,  
P 18 
Text  
P 19 

West of Chi 
settlement 
boundary 

In the light of the new emphasis on green infrastructure the 
Chichester Society recognises the value of not building 
north of the B2178; but we think this objective would be 
better realised by dedicating these two fields as wildlife 
meadows. However our support does not imply any 
alteration to the Society’s fundamental opposition to 
development at the West of Chichester SDL (for reasons 
explained by the Society in its earlier submission to the first 
round of the Local Plan Consultation). 

Map 
12.6,  
Page 23 

Westhampnett 
and NE Chi 

Map 12.6 is very misleading and must be revised to reflect 
amendments in paragraphs 12.48 to 12.53. Related 
explanatory text must explain that no development is 
appropriate or desirable in the River Lavant flood plain, or 
abutting close to the aerodrome. For these reasons the 
settlement boundary should be re-drawn to encompass a 
much reduced area in the south east corner.  

Map 
12.7  
P 28 

Tangmere 
settlement 
boundary 

The Chichester Society opposes the amendment to the map 
12.7 for new development at Tangmere because this 
reduces the potential for development on brownfield sites at 
the expense of prime agricultural land to the west. We 
believe that the future of Tangmere and its residents would 
be far better served by creating a comprehensive master 
plan to realise Local Plan ambitions more effectively. 

Pages 
37 to 54 

The 
environment 

The Chichester Society welcomes the inclusion of these 
environmental considerations (Policy 19 and appendix 4).  
However, taken together these pages and associated maps 
show how problematic the Local Plan’s proposals are for 
developing strategic sites around Chichester (with the 
exception of Shopwyke and Tangmere). 

 


