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Charges Dropped 

In September the Council’s Cabinet re-

solved to drop the unpopular entrance 

charges with effect from 17 November.  

 

The Cabinet had considered a Draft 

Business Development Strategy 2014-

2019, the principal proposal of which 

was the removal of admission charges 

in order to increase visitor numbers. 

Charges would however remain for 

touring exhibitions. 

Further Improvements Planned 

The strategy also included improve-

ments to the entrance, shop and tourist 

information area. Council officers ad-

mitted that visitor numbers had been 

lower than predicted and research had 

shown that one of the main barriers to 

visitors was the admission fee. For most 

Cicestrians this had been blindingly  

obvious since the Novium opened. 

Name Change 

Some progress has also been made to-

wards resolving a second irritant. It will 

now be called the Chichester Museum. 

I’m guessing that the Council are 

adopting a phased approach to chang-

ing the name and we can expect the 

sign writers to reappear in a couple of 

years with the word Chichester under 

their arms to replace Novium. 

 

Let’s face it; if it’s good enough for 

the Museum of London, i.e. “it does 

what it says on the tin” it should be 

good enough for Chichester.  It’s time 

this cod Latin word was flushed down 

the cloaca maxima (sewer). 

Still More Required 

I, along with many others, have in the 

past been very critical of the Novium; 

however, progress is progress, so two 

cheers to the District Council for drop-

ping the charging regime. Now get the 

name changed to Chichester Museum, 

install a cafe, and get the Tourist Infor-

mation Office relocated to a more sen-

sible part of the city. Do this and the 

people of Chichester may start to for-

give the Council.  

Now make use of it! 

And a final thought in the run up to 

Christmas – now that it’s free, pay a 

visit to the Novium Museum, take 

your children or grandchildren, take 

your parents or grandparents or take 

any friends who may be visiting you 

over the festive period. Or if you are 

one for New Year’s resolutions, why 

not resolve to spend some time at the 

museum during 2015. Now’s the time 

to start giving the Museum our sup-

port. 

 

Season’s Greetings to you all! 

1. The Novium (or is it?) 

2. Lord March’s talk at 

 the AGM 

3-4. Local plan public  

 examination 

5. Ode to a Planning  

 Inspector 

5-6. Reviewing planning  

 applications 

6-7. King Harold stories  

 you may not know 

8. A local “West Lothian 

 Question” 

9. Visit to Viridor  

 Recycling 

10-11. A Councillor on a 

 day out 

12-13. Whatever happened 

 to that Solar Farm? 

14. Civic Voice Conference 

15. Southern Water Costs 

 under scrutiny 

15. Chi City Band  

 receives donation 

16-17. Chichester  

 Foodbank 

18-19. AGM Reports 

3 & 20. Support our  

 advertisers  

(Note Festival Theatre 

& Canal Trust Christ-

mas Events) 

20. The Editor’s spot 

“GIVE ME A MUSEUM AND I’LL FILL IT”   (Pablo Picasso) 
Richard Childs reports on progress to do just that! 

At long last a modicum of common 

sense is emerging from the offices of 

Chichester District Council regarding 

the future of the Novium. 
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LORD MARCH’S STIMULATING TALK AT THE AGM 
John Wichers provides us with a summary  

With the official AGM business over and satisfacto-

rily washed down by a complimentary glass or two, 

the audience eagerly welcomed the evening’s main 

attraction, the Earl of March.   

 

Such a well- known person was bound to pull in the 

numbers, as indeed happened, with ushers hunting 

for last-minute extra seating!   

Early Days 

Lord March did not disappoint, giving us a full half-

hour of non-stop delivery, starting with the very be-

ginnings in 1697 when the 1st Duke of Richmond, a 

young man of 25 and inveterate foxhunter, bought 

Goodwood (then a small hunting lodge).  He took us 

on a historical tour linking the Dukes of Richmond 

with the citizens of Chichester, showing how inter-

woven were their lives over 

these last 300 years - the 

2nd Duke even serving as a 

Mayor of the city.  

 

In the late18th and early 

19th centuries, the family’s 

influence and largesse was 

instrumental in establishing 

Chichester’s first theatre  in 

Southgate and its first Infir-

mary, with which the then 

Duchess of Richmond was 

deeply involved. 

Commercial Development of the Estate 

Bringing us up-to-date, Lord March outlined how his 

father had struggled to make the Goodwood Estate 

endure in the face of crushing taxes and less-than-

helpful national sentiment from which many large 

estates never recovered.  However, The Goodwood 

Estate not only survived, but thanks in large measure 

to the Duke and Duchess’s determination to continue 

living in the ancestral home, it has become the eco-

nomic force that it is today. 

 

Lord March modestly dwelt little on his own pivotal 

role in this recov-

ery, (he has been 

running things 

since 1994) listing 

simply the unique 

combination of 

sporting attrac-

tions; horse-racing, 

motor sports and a championship golf course, to 

name but a few.  All of these events have been fi-

nancially very successful and enabled the estate not 

only to continue to exist, but have grown it into the 

impressive entity that it is today. 

 

Through the Festival of Speed and its strong con-

nections with 

the motor trade, 

the Goodwood 

Estate was able 

to convince 

BMW to build 

and operate the 

Rolls Royce 

assembly plant 

at the Goodwood Estate and in so doing, recruiting 

a large number of highly-skilled jobs to the area. 

Boosting Tourism 

Lord March is justifiably proud that an estimated ¾ 

million tourists are attracted to Goodwood events 

annually, many of whom will also visit Chichester 

to the benefit of all.   

 

Historically, the estate has always welcomed public 

participation, right from the outset.  When the first 

“private” horse races were staged on Goodwood 

downland, the townsfolk came in increasing num-

bers; to watch, enjoy and to bet on the outcome. 

Protecting Historic Towns 

Rounding off his talk with a look into the future and 

the likely prospect of large-scale housing develop-

ment, Lord March put his case to make historic 

towns a protected species like listed buildings. To 

illustrate the results of central government’s de-

mands for more housing, he cited the on-going 

damage being done to the cathedral cities of York, 

Ely and Winchester; wondering why there must be 

one formula for all?  Is it not better to place new 

development where it is needed rather than a ‘one 

size fits all’ approach? 

 

Lord March’s closing words illustrated clearly his 

own concerns about the extension of Chichester’s 

built environment ever closer to the estate, posing a 

threat to the future of Goodwood’s  activities - the 

“life-blood” of Goodwood – and hence its future 

economic contribution to the area and Chichester in 

particular. 
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Consistent with national policy - the plan should ena-

ble the delivery of sustainable development in ac-

cordance with the policies in the NPPF. 

The Submission Process 

Before the Examination started, individuals and 

groups, who had indicated that they wished to  

participate in the EiP hearings, were invited to submit 

further statements in relation to the “matters and is-

sues” identified by the Inspector. These further state-

ments were intended to inform the Examination 

which parts of the Local Plan were considered to be 

unsound and why, and what remedies could be of-

fered. 

Lack of “Duty to Co-operate” Argued 

The Chichester Society submitted two further state-

ments, one relating to the “duty to co-operate” and 

another relating to the housing supply and the strate-

gic development locations. 

 

The “duty to co-operate” requires local planning au-

thorities to make every effort to secure the necessary 

co-operation on strategic cross-boundary matters be-

fore they submit their Local Plan for examination. 

 

The Chichester Society has maintained that in pro-

ducing its Local Plan Chichester District Council 

(CDC) failed to comply with its duty to co-operate. 

The weight of evidence in CDC’s Duty to Co-operate 

Statement focused on co-operation with authorities to 

As I write, we are halfway through the Examination 

in Public (EiP) of Chichester District Council’s Local 

Plan. The Examination is being held by Mrs Sue 

Turner, a Government Planning Inspector, and it 

started on 30 September in the District Council’s 

main committee rooms at East Pallent House. 

The Inspector’s Role 

The Inspector’s threefold role is to consider whether 

the plan 

 Has been prepared in accordance with the Duty to 

Co-operate (more of which, I’ll explain later);  

 Meets all legal requirements and  

 Is sound.  

The Inspector is assessing the Plan against the four 

soundness criteria set out in paragraph 182 of the 

Government’s National Planning Policy Framework 

(NPPF). These are that the Plan should be: 

 Positively prepared - the plan should be prepared 

based on a strategy which seeks to meet objective-

ly assessed development and infrastructure re-

quirements, and consistent with achieving sustain-

able development; 

 Justified - the plan should be the most appropriate 

strategy, when considered against the reasonable 

alternatives, based on proportionate evidence; 

 Effective - the plan should be deliverable over its 

period and based on effective joint working on 

cross-boundary strategic priorities; and 

THE EXAMINATION IN PUBLIC OF THE LOCAL PLAN 
Richard Childs reports on the Society’s challenge as the process continues 
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the East of Chichester yet the largest single strategic 

development site, (Whitehouse Farm), is on the west-

ern side of Chichester. 

 

This in turn has led CDC to fail adequately to assess 

the consequences of the West of Chichester Strategic 

Development Location (SDL) on the transport and 

wastewater infrastructure in a westerly direction be-

yond the SDL. 

 

The failure in the duty to co-operate had also led to 

CDC’s failure adequately to consider other options 

for development on brownfield rather than greenfield 

sites.  

Failure to Co-operate not Proven 

In January 2014, the Chichester Society submitted 

Freedom of Information requests, amongst others, to 

Havant Borough Council regarding evidence of 

CDC’s activities relating to the duty to co-operate. 

 

development within Chichester and nearby which can 

replace the two large greenfield “Strategic Develop-

ment Locations” to the east and west of the city.  

 

The information source which informs this view is 

the District Council’s annual housing development 

sites survey – the Strategic Housing Land Availabil-

ity Assessment (SHLAA). The latest edition was 

published in May 2014. The 2014 SHLAA identifies 

a much larger number of potential development sites 

in and around Chichester than were identified in the 

2013 edition. 

 

In its statement to the EiP the Society detailed a num-

ber of possibilities for development on brownfield 

sites. These should be considered as alternatives to 

the large scale development on the Whitehouse Farm 

and Oldplace Farm greenfield sites. 

 

On 7 and 8 October the Examination hearings 

reached a critical point. In discussing the matter of 

the Housing Supply, the evidence supplied by the 

District Council’s SHLAA was used by representa-

tives of the developers to undermine the Council’s 

own figures of a target total figure of 6,973 homes to 

be built over the lifetime of the Local Plan (or 410 

per annum). The SHLAA had identified sites for 

some 12,000 homes. 

 

In what was described by some as a “feeding frenzy” 

the developers attacked the Council’s figures to such 

an extent that the Inspector suspended the hearing to 

give the Council the opportunity to review their own 

figures and to justify those in the Local Plan.  

This EiP is a fast changing situation! 

Publishing deadlines have limited our reporting of 

the EiP hearings to those held in October. As we pre-

pare to go to press more hearings are being held on 5, 

6 and 7 November to be followed by a three-week 

pause; the concluding session is due first week  

December. The 

Councils’ revised 

estimates for new 

housing are to be 

presented in time for 

the December hear-

ings – which will 

have finished when 

you read this article. 

 

Updates to this story 

will appear on the 

Society’s website.  

Reproduced with permission  of Streeetwise Press 

 

The Chichester Society believes that the information 

supplied to it by Havant Borough Council conclusive-

ly showed that insufficient activity had occurred be-

tween Havant and Chichester to satisfy the criteria for 

meeting the duty to co-operate, particularly concern-

ing key infrastructure matters relating to the West of 

Chichester strategic development site. 

 

Regrettably the Inspector did not find the Society’s 

statement sufficiently convincing for CDC to have 

failed the ‘duty to co-operate’ test. 

Housing Supply Figures Challenged 

On the matter of the Housing Supply and Strategic 

Development Locations, the Chichester Society be-

lieves there are viable alternative sites for housing 
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As volunteer Planning Adviser to the Executive Com-

mittee I report on a range of planning applications 

submitted to Chichester District Council and West 

Sussex County Council. These appear on the Coun-

cils’ websites.  

Reviewing and responding 

I use my background as an architect planner in the 

English New Towns and as a Director in Cadw, the 

Welsh equivalent of English Heritage, together with 

my experience as a former member of the Chichester 

Society’s Executive Committee, to recommend com-

ments and objections to the Executive Committee.   

 

It then makes the decisions on what should be sent to 

the councils. These comments are posted on the ap-

propriate website – and hence are public information.  

What we cover 

The Society’s area of interest may vary from time to 

time. The Executive Committee has decided that it 

includes the whole city - a parish in local government 

Running the touchlines is CDC, trying to get the 

right result at all costs and not wanting any more 

replays.  

 

In support, WSCC are overseeing the goal-line tech-

nology (provided incidentally by CDC and Develop-

ers United FF).  

 

However, in spite of this overwhelming advantage 

Developers United FF have already scored a few 

own goals and Parklands MF are putting up strong 

resistance. 

 

Parklands MF have every confidence that you  

madam, the referee, will see fair play and a just re-

sult. Even if it has to go into extra time and a replay, 

down at the local Rainbow pub! 

 

PS I don’t deserve a red card for this. 

 

Thank you for your patience and understanding.” 

 

Paul Wreyford’s sentiments could equally speak for 

many others present that day, including the Chiches-

ter Society.  

At the end of a long morning on Friday 7 November 

the Examination in Public hearings into the Council’s 

draft Local Plan finished for the day with a touch of 

frivolity. 

 

Paul Wreyford, on behalf of Parklands Residents  

Association, read aloud the following statement to 

Planning Inspector Sue Turner, who accepted them in 

the light-hearted spirit intended.  

 

“In respect of the “west of Chichester” strategic de-

velopment location I believe this Local Plan process 

has been somewhat unfair over the last year or more.  

 

I liken it to a football match. 

 

One side is the “Developers United Football Frater-

nity” with their 18 first team players on the pitch, 20 

reserves and moving goalposts behind them.  

 

The opposition is the Parklands MF (Misinformed 

Families) who are very concerned about the possible 

outcome and are playing with a small weakened team 

full of injuries, sleepless nights, hangovers and de-

fending double sized goalposts.  

 ODE TO A PLANNING INSPECTOR 
By Paul Wreyford for Parklands Residents Association 

KEEPING AN EYE ON PLANNING APPLICATIONS 
John Pavitt explains the Society’s efforts to prevent unwanted development  

terms. For critical applications the area may be wid-

ened. 

 

For example, the Society commented on proposals 

to fill Boxgrove Quarry. The first proposal, to over-

fill the quarry to store inert aggregate for use else-

where was rejected after objections from the Society 

and others. The second, to restore the quarry to  

original ground levels and halve the amount of fill 

and the level of HGV traffic through Halnaker, was 

approved.  The Society withdrew its objection to this 

application on the balance of advantages and disad-

vantages.  

Preserving the City Centre 

Most of the applications reviewed are for new shop 

fronts and advertisements in the city centre.  

 

Too many retailers appear to consider that their 

house styles should over-ride the local character that 

makes Chichester special. The Society believes that 

Continued on page 6 
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many shoppers and other visitors are attracted by 

streets that are not clones of high streets elsewhere. 

A typical year’s work 

In the last year I reported on 147 applications and the 

Society made formal objections to 19 with additional 

comments on a further 7. 

 

It is not possible to say which of our responses influ-

enced the outcomes of applications but 6 of the appli-

cations to which the Society responded were refused, 

30 were permitted (some with amendments) and 3 

withdrawn.  

 

The Society takes account of the views of other con-

sultees, particularly those of the Conservation Area 

Advisory Committee and of the Councils’ specialist 

officers, but the views it expresses are its own. Some 

members of the society refer their own concerns 

about particular applications to the society and these 

are always investigated. A recent case concerned a 

very distinctive group of  “Arts and Craft” houses 

Keep us informed 

Reviewing planning applications is just one aspect 

of the work that the Society undertakes to conserve 

the environment of the city. Nevertheless we cannot 

always be aware of current and upcoming planning 

issues that deserve a response, so you are welcome 

to contact us via The Editor. 

Continued from page 5 

THREE THINGS YOU DIDN’T KNOW ABOUT HAROLD, KING OF ENGLAND 

David Wilson tells all 

With the recently publicised campaign to exhume 

remains in Bosham church for DNA testing, to find 

out if King Harold was buried there, it’s interesting 

to look at some of the less well known parts of his 

life. “Every schoolboy knows” that Harold was 

pierced in the eye by an arrow at the Battle of Has-

tings.  

 

The theory that it wasn’t Harold who was hit but one 

of his housecarles (bodyguard) is also quite well 

known. But what about the following? 

1. Harold had promised the throne of England to 

William the Conqueror 

This is the version promoted by the Bayeux Tapestry           

- not a disinterested source as it was made to bolster 

William’s claim to the English Crown.  

 

Harold made a voyage from Bosham in 1064, per-

haps to agree the succession to the English crown, 

perhaps to negotiate the release of some family 

members who were hostages held by William. At 

any rate, he was blown off course by a storm, ship-

wrecked, and held prisoner by the Count of Ponthieu. 

 

He was rescued from this indignity by William, and 

the two joined forces to defeat Count Conan of Brit-

tany. After this successful campaign, they returned to 

Bayeux, where Harold accepted the bestowal of a 

knighthood from William.  

 

In return, said the Normans, Harold promised fealty 

to William. Harold maintained that this only applied 

if he went to Normandy! 

 

Harold swearing fealty to King William on not one but two al-

tars, from the Bayeux Tapestry 

built in 1910 by Henty’s Brewery in Orchard Street 

(shown below). Thanks to action by a well-

informed society member, we were able to object 

and the application has been withdrawn. 
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2. Harold and his army marched 400 miles in the 

fortnight before Hastings 

The Kingdom of England was a great prize, and  

although Harold had been acclaimed King, his rivals 

began to plan invasions. Harold was keeping watch 

on the South Coast, having had wind of William’s 

intentions. But the first to move was Harald Sigurds-

son, King of Norway, supported by Tostig, Harold’s 

younger brother, whose sibling jealousy had no 

doubt been accentuated by being deposed and exiled 

by Harold a couple of years earlier. Their army  

disposed of local resistance at Fulford near York, 

killing the earls of Mercia and Northumbria. 

On hearing of this, Harold declared that he would 

give Hardrada six feet of English soil, or as much 

more as he needed, being a tall man! With as many 

men as he could gather he marched day and night, 

covering 185 miles in 4 days. They took the Norwe-

gians army at Stamford Bridge so much by surprise 

3. Harold’s body after Hastings was identified by 

“love bites” 

Stories abound about the end of the Battle of Has-

tings. Perhaps the most romantic is that Edith Swan-

neck, his Danish “handfasted” wife, climbed an oak 

tree, the Watch Oak, near the roundabout of that 

name in Battle, to watch the fighting. When the Eng-

lish broke and fled, she went on to the battlefield to 

try to find Harold’s mutilated body - or in another 

version, the Normans made her come so that Harold 

should definitely be known to have died.  

She is said by the Waltham Chronicler (the monks of 

Waltham Abbey took his body for burial) to have 

identified Harold as she knew “the secret marks on 

his body better than others did, for she had been ad-

mitted to a greater intimacy of his person”. 

The Chronicle goes on to say that Harold was buried 

“near the seashore”. According to the historian 

Geoffrey Hindley, building work at Bosham Church 

in 1954 found an “important tomb with the bones of 

a tall man with the head the right leg and part of the 

left leg missing”. This matches in several respects:  

 Harold was tall;  

 The wounds are consistent with battlefield in-

juries;  

 Bosham was the site of the royal palace of 

King Canute, his uncle by marriage;  

 Harold’s family owned estates just inland at 

Compton.  

Time for the DNA test! 

Harold’s death at Hastings from the Bayeux Tapestry. The 

Latin translates as ‘Harold is killed’, and the figure on the 

right is probably Harold, with the same wounds as described 

for the body in the Bosham tomb (below) 

that there was no time for the Norwegians to put  

armour on. This proved fatal; only 24 out of 300 

ships returned to Norway. 

This was on 25 September 1066; on 28 September 

William landed at Pevensey. Harold, no doubt fired 

up by his success, marched back to the South Coast, 

taking 10 days, to meet the Normans at Battle on 14 

October.  

But he asked too much of his weary troops, and did 

not allow for the degree to which two Yorkshire  

battles had depleted his forces available to meet Wil-

liam in the south. Even so, his men kept the Normans 

at bay for a full day, and only failed when the Nor-

mans feigned a retreat. 

Edith Swan-neck cradling the dying Harold 

 

 

Charles Wilke Statue in West Marina Gardens, St. Leonards 

Photograph by Anthony McIntosh 

Licensed under Creative Commons 
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 CHICHESTER’S OWN “WEST LOTHIAN QUESTION” 
Richard Childs explains this conundrum 

There are six electoral wards on Chichester District 

Council which are located entirely in the SDNP: 

 

 Bury, 

 Easebourne, 

 Harting, 

 Midhurst, 

 Rogate, and 

 Stedham 

 

There are a further  eight electoral wards that are lo-

cated largely or partly in the SDNP 

 

 Boxgrove, 

 Fernhurst, 

 Funtington, 

 Lavant, 

 Petworth, 

 Plaistow, 

 Westbourne and 

 Wisborough Green 

How voting went 

At a Special Meeting of Chichester District Council 

held on 24 April 2014 to approve the Council’s Lo-

cal Plan, a certain number of members representing 

electoral wards, which by virtue of their being in the 

SDNP, were specifically excluded from considera-

tion in the Local Plan, spoke and voted in favour of 

the Local Plan. 

 

As it happens these votes did not make any signifi-

cant difference to the Council’s approval of the 

Plan. However, it still begs the question for the fu-

ture as to whether those councillors who represent 

wards entirely in the SDNP should vote on Chiches-

ter District Council planning matters when Chiches-

ter District councillors cannot vote on planning mat-

ters in the district but lying within the SDNP. 

 

The Prime Minister currently has a rather large can 

of worms to deal with over the West Lothian Ques-

tion, but nearer home should there not be some de-

gree of equity for the South Downs Question?  

The UK Perspective 

In recent months the “West Lothian Question” has 

been regularly mentioned, especially in the aftermath 

of the referendum on Scottish independence.  

 

In short, the West Lothian Question refers to the ap-

parent disparity which allows MPs representing Scot-

tish constituencies at Westminster to vote on purely 

English matters whereas MPs representing English 

constituencies cannot vote on similar issues relating to 

Scotland because such issues have been devolved to 

the Scottish Parliament.  

It’s Local Incarnation 

Intriguingly, a similar ‘West 

Lothian’ situation exists in 

Chichester District, which 

has come to light through 

the Local Plan process.  

 

When the South Downs Na-

tional Park (SDNP) was 

created in 2011, planning 

powers, hitherto operated 

by Chichester District 

Council, were transferred to 

the National Park Authority.  

Cartoon Reproduced with permission of Daily Telegraph 
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The automated Viridor facility at Ford sorts and sep-

arates all the recyclables placed into recycling bins 

at home into individual high quality, valuable mate-

rials which are baled, ready for manufacturing into 

new goods and products. 

  

Viridor hosted a visit from seventeen members of 

the Chichester Society in September.  An hour’s talk 

by Hannah Gajlewicz, Viridor’s Systems Manager, 

followed by a 20 minute viewing of the plant in op-

eration all added up to an instructive morning.  

 

Hannah is, pro tem,  filling the post of Education 

Officer, and certainly knows her “flotsam” from her 

“jetsam”.  After a 15 minute explanation of how the 

Materials Recycling Facility (MRF for short) 

worked, Hannah threw open the discussion to exam-

ine what does, and what does not, constitute accepta-

ble material to be fed to the “Merf” – by us, the 

householder . There followed a rapid volley of ques-

tions from the floor. 

What is “Acceptable” for Recycling? 

We soon discovered that some of us had been 

(unconsciously) binning the wrong sort of waste. For 

example, “When is glass acceptable?”; answer, 

“When it’s a bottle!” Drinking glasses, eye glasses, 

window glass are all definite “No-Nos” and must go 

in our rubbish bins! To make our recycling life more 

demanding, the rules are at variance depending on 

where one lives: thus our neighbouring Local Au-

thorities operate different recycling schemes, and the 

waste materials accepted can vary slightly. 

The “Grand Tour” 

During our walkabout for – which we had to don 

hard hat, goggles, ear defenders plus the ubiquitous 

“hi-viz” jacket – it became much clearer why Viri-

dor and the 

County Coun-

cil  plainly 

state in their re

-cycling leaf-

let those items 

which MRF 

can digest and 

those it can-

not.  

 

The whole plant appears to run without the presence 

of humans; though, we were told, there are a few 

operatives hidden away doing things that no machine 

had yet been invented for – like the removal of large 

cuddly toys or last week’s Rogan Josh still in its 

plastic carrier-bag! 

Was it worthwhile? Yes, most definitely.  We all, or 

at least most of us, like to reduce the appalling 

amount of waste in our modern “throw-away” socie-

ty.  It is gratifying to see that our puny individual  

efforts can and do result in re-cycled products.  Next 

time you see a new pavement slab sparkling in the 

sun, it is nice to know that maybe, just maybe you 

are walking on a fragment of someone’s empty  

Chateauneuf-du-Pâpe bottle. 

THE SOCIETY’S MEMBERS GO RECYCLING 
John Wichers on the Visit to Viridor’s Facility at Ford 

Some Statistics 

The recycling rate for West Sussex for 2013-14 has 

not yet been officially published. The rate for  

2012-13 was 42.6% . 

 

This is a West Sussex county-wide figure (not just 

the Contract with Viridor) and covers household 

waste recycling sites (HWRS), mobile HWRS and 

kerbside collections of recycling and rubbish 

(organised by your local council e.g. Chichester Dis-

trict Council). 

 

The quantity of products recycled by all West Sussex 

sites (such as Westhampnett) as at 3 November was 

(in tonnes):  

 

Batteries: 27 

Green waste: 28809 

Metal: 5057 

Textiles: 1168 

TVs and Monitors: 2221 

Waste electrical and electronic equipment (8477) 
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I’m having a day out; I thought I’d see our local  

attractions. 

It’s a bit of a struggle to get there, the traffic on the 

dual carriageway is stationary, I wonder why?  

GETTING BETTER - BUT ARE VISITORS STILL BEING PUT OFF? 
Councillor Gordon McAra’s journey of discovery  

Roundabouts and verges could do with a tidy up.  

I think I’ve made it, but more delays as I get held up 

at a level crossing near the railway station. I’ve 

found a large car park (apparently it was voted the 

10th best car park in the world!) and am ready to ex-

plore on foot from the South. I recall when last visit-

ing a grimy and virtually illegible town map …

Suddenly a surprise!  

 

A fresh town 

map now ap-

pears brightly 

displayed on 

new posts.  

 

That’s an im-

provement! 

As I walk north I see cars negotiating a dirty bollard 

and a rough patchwork of ancient road repairs, which 

may well have been there in Roman times.  

Also original paving replaced by unsightly tarmac or 

cement when utilities have finished their work. 

And what’s this? New forms of ‘A’ board? Thought 

they’d been banned. 
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I look for the Information Centre. Someone said it 

was once located here conveniently near the rail-

way and bus station from where most visitors ar-

rive, but has since been moved some way into the 

centre – does not seem the best way to promote 

local amenities and sites and encourage their use.   

 

So guesswork from now on.  
 
Heading into the centre I see slime and grime run-

ning from a drainpipe onto the pavement next to a 

supermarket. Hardly encourages food shopping 

there. Who is responsible for cleaning this up? 

It’s a shame that this superb edifice is surrounded by 

some tacky buildings – wires hanging down walls, 

and what is that…not often you see plants growing 

out of a wall, I wonder if it’s a cannabis plant? 

Lifting my eyes I see buildings mixed with some 

amazing examples of Georgian architecture, but 

with a few real humdingers. The street surface is a 

bit wonky and the street furniture a little tired  

although floral displays can help.  

But ahead from the East is a superb bust of a sun 

king, glorious in its location at the market cross. 

Shame there are tacky stalls selling mobile phone 

covers and those vomitous coloured bangles. And 

the smell of fried onions is very off-putting, should 

be a bye-law to stop this. 

And then the shop fronts. Some have been dressed up 

at ground level, but above often dirty and neglected.  

Many exhibit old paint and rotten window sills. Are 

absentee landlords to blame? 

Having been inspired by the spire, I thought it would 

be nice to visit the local museum, but it’s difficult to 

pinpoint, so decided to quit my search and have a drink 

instead. I’ve seen a sign for some Latin sounding place, 

might be a restaurant or maybe a posh hotel.  

 

I must end my day out. Would I come again as a visi-

tor? Well it’s like the curate’s egg, some good bits but 

a lot of bad. Shame – as this place has the potential of 

being so much more, with some love, care, coordina-

tion and a little money. Maybe one day! 

 

Where was I? 

Then an amazing ecclesiastical building is in sight, 

soaring to the heavens 

and gladdening the eye; 

not sure about the 

planting below and 

some signage would be 

helpful. Maybe they are 

not keen on visitors 

here! 
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THE SAGA OF THE SOLAR FARM AT LAVANT 
Editor, Bob Wiggins, uncovers international transactions and substantial investments  

Less has been heard since the planning and consulta-

tion process passed into history and the solar farm 

has been operating. But did you know the develop-

ment has been sold on twice, and furthermore that the 

power being generated is not sold directly to the Na-

tional Grid but to a company owned by a foreign 

government? So here is the result of my investiga-

tions into  these commercial manoeuvrings and the 

companies involved. (Some energy facts and figures 

are provided at the end of the article) 

The Plan 

The story begins with a planning application submit-

ted in August 2012 by Aardvark, an environmental 

management consultancy, for a ground mounted, 

stand-alone solar PV (photovoltaic) array at Lavant 

Quarry, Hunters Race with a planned capacity of 

10.7 MW (Megawatt) for the generation of electricity 

each year on site, or export to the national grid. This 

places Hunters Race (as it became called) in the mid-

dle of the pack of around 200 solar farms operational 

or approved and under construction in the UK with a 

capacity of 5MW or greater; the largest farms gener-

ating nearer 50MW1. 

 

The plans were unveiled by the developers, who set 

up a separate company for this venture - Brilliant 

Harvest 003 Ltd -  in early 2013 around the time  

planning permission was obtained. Two sites were 

originally envisaged, but following objections relat-

ing to the nearness of one site to the Devil’s Ditch 

monument, only the one at Hunters Race was re-

tained amounting to 12.4 hectares - about the size of 

20 football pitches.  

The Build 

The installation was built by Conecon, a German 

company specialising in solar power construction 

using 41,000 solar panels and technology from a 

Chinese manufacturer Hareon Solar with whom it 

has similar commercial arrangements across the 

world. Chinese solar panel manufacturers have gar-

nered a reputation for poor quality. Hareon, howev-

er, seems to be one of the more reputable. 

Financial Incentives 

A pause to consider the benefits to developers for 

such a project. This is provided by the Renewables 

Obligation (RO) scheme, an indirect subsidy intro-

duced by the UK Government in 2002 and adminis-

tered by the Office of Gas and Electricity Markets 

(Ofgem) .  

Much local publicity accompanied the solar farm pro-

ject at Lavant when plans were first unveiled by the 

developers, Brilliant Harvest, in early 2013.  

Survey Area of Solar Farm Location 

 (Courtesy of Aardvark) 

The flow of ROCs between the various parties 

This places an obligation on all licensed electricity 

suppliers (e.on, SSE, British Gas etc) to obtain a pro-

portion of the energy supplied to customers from re-

newable energy sources. Such obligation is demon-

strated  by purchasing Renewables Obligation Certifi-

cates (ROCs), either from renewable power genera-

tors or by trading ROCs with others.  

 

The number of ROCs issued per Megawatt hour 

(MWh) is determined by the technology and fuel 

used by the station, its size, its location and how long 

it has been accredited under the obligation. The value 

of the ROC represents a premium of around 50 per-

cent over the wholesale price. Suppliers recover this 

additional cost from their customers (like us!).  
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The scheme has proved to be financially very attrac-

tive to developers of solar PV generating stations 

above 5MW, to the extent that the rate of take-up 

has been greater than the funding that the govern-

ment set aside. As a result and following a recent 

consultation process the government is closing the 

RO scheme to such projects from 1st April 2015. 

 

How the Developers Benefited 

To benefit from the scheme the generator has to 

have its installation accredited. On 23 July 2014, 

also the official commissioning date, Equis Energy, 

a renewable energy consultancy company, obtained 

accreditation of 652 ROC certificates for Brilliant 

Harvest 003 at 1.4 ROCs per MWh for export to the 

local distribution network for the next 20 years. The 

plant is formally rated at 9.3MW by Ofgem. 

And Who Buys the Electricity? 

In order to remove uncertainties as to the level at 

which generated electricity is sold, generators can 

contract with suppliers through Power Purchase 

Agreements (PPA). This is similar to domestic elec-

tricity bills where the price paid to the electricity sup-

plier is for a fixed period. To this end, Foresight sub-

sequently entered into an 18 month contract with 

Statkraft, a Norwegian state company specialising in 

such arrangements. Currently Statkraft is onward 

selling the energy to the supplier SSE.  On this basis 

the site is not connected directly to the National Grid, 

instead it is classed as an ‘embedded’ system. 

 

So perhaps at least for the next 18 months Foresight 

as generator and Statkraft as supplier can sit back and 

enjoy the profits of their endeavours, funded in part 

by the tax payer.  

According to Ofgem1 records the income to the gen-

erator for July and August was £89,956.14 made up 

of  £16,743.38 for electricity in July and  £46,800.24 

in August and a £26,412.52 contribution for ROCs 

(making one ROC = £40.51). 

The Project is Sold on Twice 

Having such accreditation clarifies the income and 

hence profits that can be generated. Elgar Middleton, 

an independent financial advisory and renewable 

energy development firm, was then mandated to sell 

the owner of the solar power project, Brilliant Har-

vest 003, to Hareon Solar GMBH, the German sub-

sidiary of Hareon, for £10.6 million early in 2014. 

 

In fact they commenced the sale process pre-

construction and consecutively arranged a sale of the 

constructed park to Jersey registered  Foresight Solar 

Fund Ltd, who claim to be the largest dedicated UK 

listed solar investment company. The sale became 

effective in September at a cost reputed to be 

£12.8m. The local arm of Hareon Solar was still to 

provide engineering and procurement services. 

The Solar Farm in operation today 

1 Energy Facts and Figures 

Space does not permit sources to be fully referenced. 

Contact the Editor for details 

Watts (W) measure instantaneous power while watt-

hours (Wh) measure the total amount of energy con-

sumed (or generated) over a period of time.  A 100W 

rated light bulb left on for four hours consumes a 

total of 400 watt-hours (Wh) of energy.  

 

However, power generators never attain their rated 

capacity;  solar generators do not generate at night-

time or during cloudy days, so they typically pro-

duce less than 25% rated capacity. If Hunters Race 

could operate at its rated capacity of 9.3MW it 

would generate 81468MWh over the year (9.3 times 

number of hours in year: 8760). But it had a reported 

output capacity of 1308MWh for August which 

equates annually to 15400MWh giving it a capacity 

factor of 18.9%, if all months were as sunny as Au-

gust. 

 

Average annual energy consumption for a dual fuel 

medium user UK household is 16.7 MWh (Ofgem), 

so at current levels Hunters Race could power 922 

such homes, somewhat less than has been claimed. 

 

The Renewables Obligation currently adds  around 

£37 to the total average annual household energy 

bill, but will increase in later years  (DECC). 

 

Manufacturing a solar panel does not consume more 

energy than it will ever deliver (Sustainable Energy - 

Without the Hot Air) 
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THE CIVIC VOICE ANNUAL CONFERENCE AT CANTERBURY 

Anthony Quail and Grace Taylor report on a full and interesting weekend 

We thought this a good description of what is hap-

pening in Chichester, especially with the way the 

Local Plan process has been organised. One of the 

Manifesto’s suggestions is that Councils create 

“place improvement strategies” to sit alongside their 

Local Plans, with both formed through full consulta-

tion steered by a senior councillor. This may appear 

idealistic but it does articulate issues that we in 

Chichester are experiencing at the present time. 

Learning from good practice 

The conference offered several walking tours with 

diverse themes (conservation, historic gardens, ar-

chaeology, the city centre’s Business Improvement 

District); and seminars on practical subjects: grants 

from the National Lottery, organising a war memo-

rials project to commemorate the Great War, neigh-

bourhood plans and planning, registering local 

“assets”. 

A weekend of civic awards 

The conference was also an opportunity to show off 

the best and most enthusiastic civic examples from 

around the country. First to be celebrated were the 

Civic Day Awards which show-cased events put on 

by civic groups last 21 June. The six winners were 

spread across the country, with Maidenhead and 

Mitcham for the South East. We learned that the na-

tional Civic Day is becoming better known across 

the country. 

 

The Marsh Awards were sponsored by an independ-

ent charity, to recognise “outstanding contributions 

to the civic movement”. This year it was won by the 

Norwich Society for its work registering over 100 

buildings on the local heritage list. 

 

And then came the Community Design Award pro-

moted by Civic Voice for the first time with big as-

pirations. Local groups - such as civic societies, res-

idents associations and neighbourhood forums - are 

invited to participate by submitting their choice of a 

new or refurbished building, or a project in the pub-

lic realm such as a park or street works. Nomina-

tions for the 2015 Awards must be in by 31 March.  

 

Might the Festival Theatre refurbishment, the new 

café in Priory Park , or even the newly refurbished 

underpass in Westgate Fields be suitable candidates 

from Chichester? What do readers think? All sug-

gestions sent to the Editor will be considered. 

Readers of this magazine may recall the Chichester 

Society has joined Civic Voice, and this year was the 

first opportunity your Society had to attend the annu-

al conference, held last October at Canterbury.  

 

Most of the meetings and events took place in the 

Cathedral precincts, so top marks to the organisers 

for choosing a venue with style. We learned that 

Canterbury – for its size – is one of Europe’s most 

popular and visited towns. And we could understand 

why: an attractive ambiance within an historic centre, 

attractive streets, city walls still standing, and good 

modern facilities like the sensitively rebuilt Marlow 

Theatre. Canterbury is a larger version of Chichester! 

An added bonus was that the weekend’s venues were 

all within walking distance. 

Civic Voice youthful and growing 

Civic Voice is a new national organisation, founded 

in 2009 on the demise of the Civic Trust (after 50 

years - but that’s another story). The Civic Voice 

website states it “is the national charity for the civic 

movement in England. We make places more attrac-

tive, enjoyable and distinctive. We promote civic 

pride”. There are now over 300 member societies 

and expansion continues. 

A Civic Manifesto 

This was the weekend in which Civic Voice 

launched its Manifesto to coincide with the ap-

proaching 2015 General Election. Griff Rhys Jones, 

the President, presented it on Friday.  

 

The thinking behind the Manifesto is that “localism”, 

as introduced by the Coalition Government, is not 

working: “many citizens feel their cities, towns and 

villages are not being shaped locally, but more by 

developers, planning inspectors and the courts”.  
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The text (a bit small to reproduce here) says that the 

29p is for operating costs i.e. day-to-day running and 

I think we can lump in with that the 4p for repair and 

replacement of existing sewers. So just a third of our 

money goes directly to operating the system. 

 

 The 32p is for “interest payments and financing 

costs” – sounds as if they have been maxing out their 

credit card even if they have had a “multi-million 

pound investment programme” from 2010-2015. 

IS SOUTHERN WATER TURNING OUR WASTEWATER INTO WINE ? 

Our Treasurer, David Wilson, delves into the murky figures 

Southern Water is responsible for wastewater treat-

ment in the Chichester area (supply is down to 

Portsmouth Water). So like me, presumably, you 

have recently received a bill for the last half-year 

with a helpful pie chart to show just how they have 

spent your money. Did you look at it, or did you 

just check that the bill was much the same as last 

year? 

I thought borrowing money was cheap these days, 

but I’m no financier, so I’ll grit my teeth and go on 

to the next. 

 

The 35p is headed “Maintenance of treatment 

works”, but the text reads “We spend millions of 

pounds increasing the capacity of our wastewater 

treatment works to enable our system to cope with a 

fast-growing population”. Now, hang on a minute! 

We don’t want Chichester totally overwhelmed by 

new developments, but if the Local Plan has its way, 

not only are we going to get them, but more than a 

third of our water treatment bill is going to pay for 

them! 

 

This seemed so unreasonable that a bit more Internet 

searching was called for. After a prolonged dig on 

the Southern Water site, I found that a sewerage con-

nection charge of £347 is levied per house connect-

ed, and indeed the amount is that approved by  

Ofwat. That’s £555,000 for 1600 houses on 

Whitehouse Farm, or £2.08m for the 6000 houses in 

the Local Plan over 15 years. One figure given to the 

Society is that necessary upgrade to the Tangmere 

treatment plant would amount to £17m. So it looks 

as if we, the residents, are subsidising the very devel-

opments we don’t want! Why aren’t developers pay-

ing the full amount? 

 

I’ve used the “Contact us” facilities on the South-

ern Water website to ask if my reading of the fi-

nance is correct. They promise to reply in ten days  

– we’re up to day 11 as I write and counting. 

GENEROUS DONATION TO CHICHESTER CITY BAND 

An update on news from their Secretary, Andrea 

Andrea Cifelli, the Secretary of the Chichester City 

Band asked us to pass on thanks to the anonymous 

donor for what they have called “an extraordinarily 

generous donation” which was sent to them via The 

Editor of this Newsletter.  

 

Also they have 

had a change in 

Musical Director 

with the farewell 

to Ted Howard 

(shown right) who 

stepped in as Mu-

sical Director two 

years ago, and has 

been succeeded by Tim 

Cooper  (shown right) 

who was Director of Mu-

sic of The Band of the 

Blues and Royals from 

2007 until retiring from 

the Army in 2011. 

 

The band is still in tempo-

rary accommodation, so 

the search still goes on for 

that elusive home. If read-

ers have any suggestions to offer, contact Andrea 

by email at: secretary@chicityband.co.uk 
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THE CHICHESTER FOODBANK - THE WHYS AND WHEREFORES  

John Wichers discovers it is a lifeline for many desperate families 

Towards the western end of Orchard Street at the 

Chichester Family Church, there is an unexpected 

hive of activity on Mondays, Wednesdays and Fri-

days; for here is the HQ of the local Foodbank.   

The beginnings 

Set up some two years ago by Joanne Kondabéka, 

the Community Worker at Chichester Family 

Church; it is a franchise of the Trussell Trust, a 

country-wide organization  with over 420 Food-

banks. 

 

The Monday morning I went along, Joanne Konda-

béka, the Foodbank Manager, a cheerful and ap-

proachable young woman, was already hard at work 

in a small office at the rear of the church.    Sur-

rounded by shelves of tinned and packaged dried 

food as well as essential toiletries, she and one of her 

volunteers, Andrew Poulson, were busy unloading 

and stacking a large box of donated goods that had 

just arrived from the storage facility; cans of corned 

beef and Ambrosia rice puddings joining the already 

groaning rows of tinned and dried produce. 

 

At first glance the shelf content seemed in no partic-

ular order, but in fact was highly organized.  Andrew 

enthusiastically explained the system – designed to 

allow the picker easily to assemble a food parcel 

containing all the right ingredients for a balanced 

meal. 

 

Impressed, I turned to Joanne: “How did this all 

start – I mean, what prompted you? “Er…God,” she 

replied simply, “the church was looking for a way 

to help the community in Chichester and along with 

the Cathedral we felt led to helping those in crisis 

through running a Foodbank.  The pastor of the 

Revelation Church mentioned the Trussell Trust 

and how they work, so we applied to the Trust and 

got set up.   

What the Trussell Trust provides  

To become one of 420 franchised Food Banks in 

the UK under Trussell’s umbrella, we paid an entry 

fee of £1500 and an annual membership fee of 

£350”. 

 

“What does this entitle you to?”  I enquired, think-

ing “…that’s quite a hefty sum when what you’re 

trying to do is help hungry people!”)   Reading my 

thoughts, Joanne went on, “for that we get the 

Trussell Trust logo, all the advertising and most 

importantly, their Operating Manual.” 

 

“This ensures that all franchisees, big or small, per-

form the same way”.  Joanne continued: “Of 

course, each Foodbank is an independent Charita-

ble Trust and must keep its own accounts and do its 

own audit, but 

using Trussell’s 

guidelines”. 

 

In order to start 

the Foodbank, 

Joanne already a 

part-time teach-

er, was trained 

by the Trussell 

Trust and she, in 

turn, now trains 

her volunteer crew.   

How it operates 

Chichester Foodbank has a number of Agencies 

spread throughout Chichester District – 95 in all. 

They range from Citizens Advice Bureaux, schools, 

churches and hospitals down to individual doctors’ 

surgeries. The mechanics of how the Foodbanks 

work are quite simple and embrace the following 

three clear steps: 
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Step 1:  Each agency is furnished with a stock of 

Food Vouchers. At the agency’s discretion, a vouch-

er is completed and given to the needy person to 

bring to 21, Orchard Street, on Monday, Wednesday 

or Friday afternoons.  

 

Step 2: The client, as the needy person is termed, is 

welcomed at the door by a volunteer who sits down 

with them and chats over tea and cake, putting the 

person at ease, as for most this will be a traumatic 

experience.   

 

Meanwhile, the voucher is taken to the store room, 

where another volunteer (the picker) selects an ap-

propriate Food Allocation List, designed to give the 

client and family sufficient tinned and ambient 

(dried) food to provide three balanced meals a day 

over three days.   

are most needed - (note: Baked Beans are not re-

quired)! 

 

Both Vegout, an organic producer and Transition 

Chichester contribute fresh fruit and vegetables 

which, being perishable are considered “extras” 

and the client is encouraged to take these offerings 

as a supplement to the standard food items.  

  

Joanne’s organizational skills are further under-

lined when she tells me that also under her wing 

are three satellites, one at Midhurst another at Sel-

sey and even a mobile Foodbank at Petworth help-

ing the rural community.  To assist her, she has a 

Steering Group of seven volunteers each with a 

particular rôle or expertise. 

 

The Chichester Family Church has put much effort 

into the relief of Chichester’s hidden poverty – not 

only with the Foodbank, but also by hosting a 

weekly ‘Soup Kitchen’.  

 

Sometimes, they have “past sell-by” dated stock: 

but there is an outlet even for that – “Big Love” in 

Bognor Regis that feeds the homeless.  They will 

happily take what the Foodbank is not allowed to 

distribute and, having vetted them will, in most 

cases, use these items. 

Locally deprived areas 

It may shock the reader to know that there are nine 

wards of Chichester District in the top 10% nation-

ally of the most deprived in terms of services and 

housing. So, to think of our area as being far re-

moved from penury is a fallacy! The Foodbank 

has, to date, fed 3538 people since its inception in 

September 2012. 

 

Before I left, I asked Joanne if she thought the 

Foodbank would ever not be needed.   

 

Forthright as ever, she responded, “There will al-

ways be poverty, no matter what government we 

have.  Some people think of us, the Foodbanks, as 

no more than a ‘sticking plaster’. Well, I don’t 

agree! The Trussell Trust system does not create a 

dependency; it empowers people to get out of a 

bad situation.  I am sure of this because …” and 

Joanne paused as if to emphasize the point, before 

saying: “the majority of our clients come just once 

and never return!” 

 
1www.chichesterdistrict.foodbank.org.uk/ 

These colour-coded lists reflect the size and 

adult:child ratio of the family.  The list content is 

designed by Trussell’s own dieticians and calculated 

to give 3 days’ worth of balanced meals for the 

whole family.   

 

Step 3: Finally, the client is “signposted” by one of 

the volunteers - an integral and fundamental part of 

the Trussell Trust’s credo.    The 3-day meal support 

is intended to relieve the immediate crisis whilst not 

creating a dependency culture.  

 

The client is now directed towards other support 

agencies for long-term counselling or assistance, de-

pending on the particular problems. 

Sourcing the food 

Sourcing of all food is done through donations; 

mainly from supermarkets, with regular food collec-

tions coming from the Cathedral and other churches.  

Private donors are also welcome, but encouraged  

to view the foodbank’s website1 to learn what items 

A typical client shopping list 

and the Food Voucher (the lat-

ter provided by an Agency) 

http://chichesterdistrict.foodbank.org.uk/
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REPORTS FROM THE CHICHESTER SOCIETY’S 41st AGM 

The AGM of the Chichester Society was held at the Assembly Rooms on 22 October, 2014.  

Besides the presentation of reports, of which summaries follow, these elections were made:  

 

Chairman, Richard Childs; Vice-Chairman, John Templeton; Secretary, Anthony Quail; Treasurer,  

David Wilson, and Committee Members Rodney Chambers, Cedric Mitchell, Trevor Redman, Bill Sharp, 

Grace Taylor, John Wichers and Bob Wiggins 

Summary of the Chairman’s Report for 2013-2014     Richard Childs 

Richard Childs began his annual report by saying that it had been an exceptionally busy year. As with the pre-

vious year the Society’s major preoccupation had been dealing with the District Council’s Draft Local Plan.  

 

One of the major achievements for the Society had been the completion of the refurbishment of the murals on 

the Via Ravenna Underpass. This had been the fulfilment of a project, conceived and led by the Society. The 

project has taken over three years from start to finish. He praised the Secretary, Anthony Quail for his deter-

mination to see it through to a successful conclusion.  

 

For a second year the Society had made its contribution to the Festival of Chichester. Some 80 people had en-

joyed Alan Green’s talk entitled, Sense or Insensibility- How Chichester was shaped by the 1960s. The Chair-

man also thanked David Wilson for conducting another guided walk on the Downs, north of Chichester. It 

should also be noted that the Society celebrated its 40th anniversary with a lunch at Chichester College shortly 

after last year’s AGM.  

 

In returning to the issue of the Local Plan, he said that ever since the first consultation version of the Plan had 

been published, the Chichester Society believed that the Plan was unacceptable for Chichester. The scale of 

the proposed developments at Whitehouse Farm and Oldplace Farm were totally disproportionate and would 

destroy the character of the city. At every opportunity the Society had made its objections, the latest being at 

the Examination in Public of the Plan before a member of the Government’s Planning Inspectorate. 

 

On a different matter, the Chairman referred to the recent increase in members’ annual subscriptions. Refer-

ring to the administrative difficulties such a change incurred, the Chairman thanked both David Wilson and 

John Wichers for their herculean efforts in dealing with the consequences of the subscription change. He also 

thanked David for his hard work over the past three years as Editor of the Society’s newsletter and welcomed 

Bob Wiggins as his successor.  

 

During the year the Society’s website had been redesigned and Bill Sharp was congratulated for all his effort 

on this. Members were urged  to look at the new design and provide any comments they may have. 

 

The Chairman thanked the Secretary and Vice Chairman for their labours and also John Pavitt who, though he 

retired from the Executive Committee two years ago, had continued to monitor planning applications and 

write the appropriate letters to the District Council. The Chairman thanked the other members of the Society’s 

Executive Committee for their hard work and also the various volunteers who had supported the work of the 

Society.  

 

Looking forward to the coming year the Chairman said that the saga of the Local Plan would continue and 

even when a Local Plan was agreed we would be living with its consequences for years to come.  

 

Outside the Society’s planning remit he hoped that a number of heritage related projects would be progressed.  

 

He also promised that a number of visits and events for members would be arranged during 2015 and that 

members would be kept informed through the pages of the newsletter and on the website. 
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Summary of the Treasurer’s Report for 2013-2014      David Wilson 

Income 

The most notable feature of this year’s accounts is the 

increased subscription income. This was expected as a 

result of the increase in the rate set, but includes six 

life memberships (or conversions to life membership). 

Against this, there were a number of members who did 

not renew on learning of the increase, and others,  

sadly, whose spouse had died and therefore only re-

newed as single members. The Gift Aid rebate also 

increased somewhat as the new life members were all 

able to complete the declaration. 

 

Events falling in this year included the 40th anniversary 

dinner, a visit to Rolls Royce and events in the Festival 

of Chichester fortnight. These were perhaps more fo-

cused than in the past, and so made a net profit. There 

were smaller increases in other items of income, in-

cluding an increased rate of interest occasioned by 

moving our reserve account to Santander. Finally, we 

are grateful for the legacy of £500 left by Mr & Mrs 

Parkin; this has been placed in a holding account pend-

ing a decision on a specific project. 

Expenditure 

Our major item of expenditure is the Newsletter.  

Although printing costs have remained the same, post-

age has risen sharply and we are grateful to the extra 

volunteers who have undertaken hand delivery. Both 

brochure and website have needed updating.  

 

Against this, less has been spent on publications, par-

ticularly those relating to the Local Plan, the work on 

that having moved from awareness raising to commit-

tee examination.  

 

The Executive Committee resolved to join Civic Voice 

from this year, as it was felt that this national organisa-

tion would be able to help with the increasingly nation-

al policies facing us. 

 

On 31 August 2014 the assets of the Society stood at 

£16422 compared to £15310 a year earlier.  

Membership 

There are a total of 682 members (including 210 life 

members) compared to 761 (231 life) a year earlier. 

 

Please take this newsletter to a non-member and per-

suade them to join! 

INCOME/£ 2013-4 2012-3 

Subs/Donations 4841 3412 

Gift Aid 919 523 

Newsletter advert 856 765 

Bank interest 49 23 

Events 59 -132 

Sundries 15 0 

TOTAL 6739 4591 

   

EXPENDITURE/£   

Newsletter 3405 3314 

Publications 217 907 

New Brochure 649 0 

Insurance 190 190 

Meetings incl Hall Hire 397 481 

Local Plan publicity etc 24 202 

Administration 173 190 

Professional Services 13 646 

Subs to other  bodies 550 50 

   

TOTAL 5618 5980 

   

PROFIT/LOSS 1121 -1389 

Abbreviated Accounts 

The full accounts were approved at the AGM on 

22 October 2014. A full copy is available on the 

Society's website or by post (please enclose a 

stamped addressed envelope) from the Treasurer at 

11 North Walls, Chichester PO19 1DA. 

The figures here are given net i.e. income less ex-

penditure for any given item; the full accounts 

show income and expenditure separately.   

The Westgate Fields underpass does not appear as 

the grant of £9500 from WSCC almost exactly 

matched expenditure on the project. 
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The Editor’s Spot 

Readers may well have noticed the 

new look to the front page. The 

main reason for the change is to 

introduce a logo for the Society, 

something we have been lacking.  

The intention is to provide some 

consistency across our publications 

and also to reflect the change in 

our website. Let us know what you 

think via editor@wiggins.me.uk. 

 

Finally a “thank you”  email from 

member Terry Timblick : 

 

“Unless I missed it, there was a 

serious omission at the AGM (Oct 

22): no one thanked our offic-

ers and committee members 

for  another year of excellent ser-

vice on behalf of us all.” 

 


