
ISSUE NUMBER 159 ~ DECEMBER 2008           www.chichestersociety.org.uk                        Registered with the Civic Trust          

 

 
 

THE  CH ICHESTER  SOC I ETY 
  

NewsletteNewsletteNewsletterrr   
December 2008 
 

In this Issue:- 
 

Page 

2/3  The Graylingwell  

planning application 
 

4/5  The City Walls 

and Heritage Lottery 

Fund 
 

5 The District  

Museum  
 

6/7  Fishbourne past, 

present and future 
 

8/9  The Secretary’s 

Report to the AGM  
 

9 ChiSores 
 

10/11  Fishbourne and 

Chichester: the  

connections  
 

12/13 Cicestrian on 

the Council Tax 
 

13 The New Mayor 
  
14/15 The Chairman’s 

Report to the AGM  
 

16/17/18 Painters of 

the Provinces: The 

Smith Brothers of 

Chichester 
 

19  The Blue Cedar 

has gone 
 

20  Society Accounts 

to 31st August 2008 
 

20 Officers and  

Committee elected at 

2008 AGM 

 

Printed on Nine Lives 

recycled paper 

 

Amid all the talk of recession,  

repossessions and redundancies it is 

easy to miss some good news stories, 

especially in our own city.  
 

While we have some reservations, we 

have commended the approach of the 

developers for a comprehensive rede-

velopment scheme for the Graylingwell 

Hospital site and welcomed their re-

sponse to the consultation process. We 

particularly welcomed the intention to 

use the best elements of the existing 

buildings and landscape to make a dis-

tinctive and attractive community 

within Chichester (see pages 3 and 4).  
  
We are delighted that the plans for New 

Park centre have been approved by the 

District Council and wish the trustees 

well in raising the necessary funds. See 

picture and comment on page 9. 
 

While not happy with aspects of the 

new District Museum design, we 

strongly support the building of a new, 

larger, more central facility and are 

pleased that the District Council is  

taking note of our objections and those 

of the Conservation Area Advisory 

Committee (see page 5). 
 

We are delighted that the Heritage  

Lottery Fund has awarded a grant of 

£685,000 for a three-year programme of 

activity relating to the City Walls, in-

cluding repairs to the most critical 

parts, research, archaeology projects, 

and other tasks  (see pages 4 and 5). 
 

We plan to continue our own active 

programme in the coming year and 

hope you will continue your support, in 

particular by passing on the enclosed 

membership brochure to a friend.  

A Very Happy Christmas to all our Readers 

There is Some Good News to Celebrate 
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The Graylingwell Planning Application 
Members of the society have taken a 
full part in the community consulta-

tion that has been arranged by the 

Linden Downland LLP - the partner-

ship created for this project - during 
the last seven months. The planning 

team, led by John Thompson and 

Partners (JTP) has conducted a  
thorough and meaningful consulta-

tion, to which many Chichester people 

have responded enthusiastically.  
Many of their ideas have been taken 

up by the team and incorporated in an 

outline planning application for the 

whole site and a detailed application 
for the first phase. Together they form 

a ‘hybrid’ application that Chichester 

District Council is preparing for a  
decision before the end of December 

2008. 

Your Executive Committee has con-

sidered the application carefully on 

your behalf and has submitted com-

ments to the District Council. These 
comments are on the CDC planning 

applications website (08/03533/OUT: 

see associated documents, consultee 
reply).  

We commend the  

developer’s approach 
 

We commended the approach of the 

developer (Linden Downland LLP) 
for a comprehensive redevelopment 

scheme for the Graylingwell Hospital 

site and welcomed its response to the 

views of local organisations and  
people, expressed in the consultation 

process. We particularly welcomed 

the intention to use the best elements 
of the existing buildings and land-

scape to make a distinctive and attrac-

tive community within Chichester. 

The comments that we made to the 

council are described in the rest of 

this article. 

Movement and Transport 
The developers have suggested three 

access gates to prevent through traffic 
passing through the streets of Gray-

lingwell. These would be closed either 

at peak times or all day so that only 

buses and emergency and refuse  
vehicles could pass through. This 

means that traffic to and from about 

one-fifth of the homes would be able 

to use the two existing drives from 

Summersdale Road on the west, while 
the remainder would have to use 

Barnfield Drive from the east.  

 

While we supported the intention of 
this proposal, we did not think that 

enough consideration had been given 

to essential journeys within Grayling-
well when the gates were closed – for 

example, residents, deliveries,  

doctors, nurses and care workers, who 

would be forced onto a long detour 
using Westhampnett Road if they 

needed to visit homes on both sides of 

the gates. 

We suggested that the developer and 

the local authorities should prepare a 
detailed operational plan for the gates. 

 

Car Parking  

867 off-street car parking spaces are 

proposed for residents – that is 1.17 

spaces per home. On-street parking 
will not be possible as the new streets 

will be only 5 or 6 metres wide. We 

recommended the provision of addi-
tional parking spaces for those visitors 

who must use cars to visit homes in 

Graylingwell.  The Developer will 
prepare a Green Transport Plan to 

encourage residents to use the alterna-

tive transport that will be available – a 

much improved bus service and much 
better routes for cycling and walking. 

We suggested a car club to reduce the 

attraction of individual car ownership. 
We recommended that WSCC and 

CDC should adopt the Green Trans-

port Plan with controls to prevent 
unauthorised parking. 
 

(Continued on page 3) 

Some of the proposed homes (also on next page) 

 

The former Administration Building to be retained 
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Housing Mix 
 

We welcomed proposals to avoid  

obvious divisions between the differ-

ent types of home – 443 for private  
ownership and 295 to be provided by 

the housing association, whether for 

rent or shared ownership – as we 

thought that this would lead to a more 
cohesive community. The intention is 

to group the ‘affordable’ homes in 

small clusters of six or eight. 
However, we did see two problems 

that were likely to develop. The  

pressures on funding house building 

might encourage the developer to  
segregate the different forms of ten-

ure. We recommended that planning 

consent should be required for any 
change to the proposed distribution. 

Environmental differences between 

groups of private and ‘affordable’ 
homes might appear after occupation 

because of the expectations and  

perceptions of different residents. 

Management regimes would need to 
take account of these differences.   

We welcomed the proposal for a  

single management company for the 
whole development and pointed out 

the need to achieve a consistent  

standard in Graylingwell, regardless 
of tenure. 

Local Employment 
 

We were disappointed that more  
employment opportunities were not 

proposed within Graylingwell.  

Specifically, we recommended that 

the former administration building  
(proposed for residential) and Gray-

lingwell Farmhouse should be used 

for local businesses. 

Children’s Play 
 

We could not find sufficient chil-

dren’s play spaces in the residential 

areas. Although some play space will 

be available in ‘homezones’ around 
the houses, these will be shared with 

local traffic and may not attract par-

ents with small children.  
We recommended that sufficient  

traffic-free play spaces should be 

identified in the residential areas. 
 

Managing Public Areas 
 

We welcomed the proposal to set up a 
management company to look after 

the public areas once development is 

complete. This will be paid for by the 

residents and businesses of Grayling-

well. However we thought that  

features of wider benefit to all citizens 
of Chichester - the three tree-lined 

avenues leading to Graylingwell from 

the eastern and western accesses and 
Havenstoke Park - should be adopted 

and maintained at public expense.  

House Designs 

While we did not object to the simple 

form of the proposed houses and 

apartments, we think that there are too 
many facing materials and too many 

colours. We suggested that the archi-

tect should recognise that harmony 
can be obtained with a very limited 

palette of materials and colours, as 

illustrated by Arthur Blomfield’s 
original hospital buildings. 
 

Public Information 
 

Finally, we emphasised that the  

people of Chichester should continue 

to be fully informed of these propos-
als. We suggested a public exhibition 

be established for  a reasonable period 

using the material produced for the 
Members’ Public Briefing on 18th 

November after the briefing. 

 

 

John Pavitt 

(Continued from page 2) 

Havenstoke Park 
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The City Walls and the Heritage Lottery Fund 

Many of you will have seen the 

headline in the Observer, or heard 

on local radio, that the Chichester 

City Wall Project has been 

awarded £685,000. Where did this 

come from, and how was it  

obtained? 
 

About five two years ago, the Dis-

trict Council and particularly Anne 

Bone as Arts and Heritage Devel-

opment Manager Officer, realised 

that Chichester had a unique and 

under-recognised asset in the shape 

of the City Walls. The Walls are 

the only town walls in Britain 

which preserve the original Roman 

line, and are easily the most com-

plete circuit in the south of Eng-

land. Moreover, a walk round the 

Walls enables Chichester’s history 

to be traced, from original Roman 

work to periodic rebuilding when-

ever danger threatened – by King 

Alfred against the Danes, by Ed-

ward III against the French, and a 

quick patching-up against the 

Roundheads in the Civil War.  
 

In the end, we were fortunate that 

the Parliamentary order to flatten 

the Walls was disregarded, leaving 

the Georgian city planners to cre-

ate much of the promenade that we 

value today. The possibility of a 

grant from the Heritage Lottery 

Fund (HLF) stood out as a way of 

making all this and more much 

better known to the public from a 

wider area than just Chichester 

and, not least, offering some 

money for preserving what we 

have before sections of it crumble.  
 

A structural report from consulting 

engineers indicated several sec-

tions which have bulges or cracks. 

These can be monitored for now, 

but in the end some 60 areas for 

concern have been noted, on a 

timescale from 1 to 5 years. There 

are also points where access to the 

Walls Walk could be improved, 

though no-one wants to lose the 

informal charm of the Walls by 

putting up railings everywhere. 

The grant does not provide for a 

controversial bridge over Priory 

Road. Whatever the merits, the 

cost would have been too great. 
 

In order to attract a Heritage Lot-

tery Fund Grant, it is not sufficient 

that the work needs to be done. It 

has to be clear that there is support 

from the community at large. This 

community includes, first, the 

owners. About half of the Walls 

are owned by the Council; some, 

separately, by the Dean and Chap-

ter and by the Bishop; some by 

private owners. Secondly, there are 

the users. These were represented 

by the Walls Walk Trust who do 

the guided tours, the City Council 

and CRACG (the Residents Asso-

ciations’ Co-ordinating Group) and 

of course the Chichester Society. 

Our interest is of course in preserv-

ing the Walls, the Walk and the 

green space around as an amenity 

for residents and visitors. 
 

The bid, supported by all these in-

terests, was written in detail and 

given its final polish by a firm of 

consultants, Giffords. They 

checked with HLF headquarters in 

London that we were on the right 

lines. The bid was then couriered 

on the last possible day. If we had 

missed the deadline, the HLF 

would have been working from a 

much reduced budget, as money is 

diverted to the Olympics. 

(Continued on page 5) 
East Walls in autumn 

 

Roman Bastion and the Cathedral 
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The next stage is to appoint a 

Project Officer, paid for out of 

the bid, to make sure that all the 

various initiatives happen. This 

‘master of all trades’ (or, just as 

likely, ‘mistress’) will need to 

know the ins and outs of the 

tourist business to build up the 

status of Chichester. They will 

need to know something about 

construction, for repairs; about 

archaeology, for proposed exca-

vations; about education, for cre-

ating links to the curriculum 

suitable for school visits; about 

history, for researching records; 

about design, for new signage; 

and not least, to appreciate the 

sensibilities of the citizens of 

Chichester who have a justifi-

able pride in their walls. 
 

Watch out for action on all these 

fronts over the three-year limit 

imposed by the HLF, and be pre-

pared for events and celebrations 

as each part and indeed the 

whole project are completed. 
 

David Wilson 

(Continued from page 4) 
 

The Walls 

A Sussex Christmas: 26 Dec – 1 Jan 2009. 
Experience the traditions of Christmas past. 

Walk off the Christmas pud as you enjoy our 
traditionally decorated houses, crackling log 
fires, festive fare, music and stories from Tu-

dor to Victorian times. Come and enjoy a truly 
merry Sussex Christmas. 
 

Winter Half Term Week activities 

Mon 16 – Fri 20 Feb. Put on your winter wool-
lies and wellies, come to the Museum and 
warm up with a week of creative activities and 

countryside skills: outdoor trails, arts, crafts, 
and ideas to inspire accompanied children of 
all ages. From 11am – 4pm, under cover if 

wet. 
  

The Museum is open throughout the win-

ter. From Jan 3 until 25 Feb 2009, the Mu-
seum is open on Wednesdays, Saturdays and 
Sundays plus the half term week above. Enjoy 

the beautiful winter downland landscape, and 
the historic houses with their crackling log 
fires. (Museum open daily from 28 Feb.) 

Open 10.30am – 6pm. Adults £8.25; over 
60s £7.25; children £4.40; family (2+3) 

£22.65. Children under 5 free. 

The new District Museum  
a laudable concept but a flawed design 

We agree in principle to the concept 

of a museum in Tower Street which 
incorporates the bath ruins and which 
is both larger and closer to other visi-
tor attractions than the existing mu-

seum. We accept that financial con-
straints enforce making provision for 
some housing on the site. While ac-
cepting these principles we lodged an 

objection to the proposed design on 
the following grounds: 
 

Excessive height: The proposed us-

able space is more than double that of 
the existing museum. This require-
ment for so much space within tight 

site constraints has pushed the height 
to unacceptable levels. The proposed 
design has a maximum height of 
16.35m. (53.4 ft.) from street level. 

This we find unacceptable. The appar-
ent height of part of the museum has 
been reduced since the public consul-
tation stage by setting back the top 

floor over two thirds of the frontage. 
However, a ‘turret’ has been intro-
duced over the remaining one third 
that lies opposite an existing gap be-

tween No.5 Tower Street and the 
County Library.  
 

Inappropriate cladding on Tower 

Street face: To answer the council’s 
request for a civic building to signal 
the importance of the museum, recon-
structed stone panels of Techrete (with 

the pale grey stone aggregate exposed) 

have been chosen for the elevations 
that will be seen from Tower 
Street. We would prefer these panels 
to have been faced with West Sussex 

brick, which would be more in keep-
ing with the Street’s existing buildings 
and the proposed residential block.  
 

Inappropriate finish to the other 
elevations of the museum: The pro-
posed grey through-colour render was 
also used on the East Pallant side of 

the new Pallant House extension 
where it is already weathering un-
pleasantly and disagreeably.   
 

Inadequate provision for pedestri-
ans: The museum is expected to  
attract many more visitors, including 
schoolchildren. We suggest the south-

ern section of Tower Street should be 
re-paved from wall to wall and pedes-
trianised to provide a pleasant walk-
way to museum and library. Vehicle 

access would be restricted to times 
similar to those applying now in East 
Street . 
 

The Conservation Area Advisory 
Committee made similar objections. 
As a result, the Council’s own Devel-
opment Control South Committee  

rejected the design and it has now 
been referred back to the architects for 
further work.  
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Fishbourne Past, Present and Future 
Three unconnected events over a fif-
teen year period changed the face of 

Fishbourne. 
 

The first event was in April 1960 

when the local water company started 
to dig a water-main trench – and came 

across two mosaic floors. Preliminary 

excavations were carried out the fol-
lowing year on what turned out to be 

Fishbourne Roman Palace. Thus a 

quiet Sussex village became an inter-

national tourist attraction! 
 

The Appeal 
 

The second event happened in Octo-

ber 1969 when the then Rector, Ray 
Follis, called a public meeting to dis-

cuss a children’s play area for 

Fishbourne.  A committee began 
seven years of fund-raising which led 

to the purchase of land in Blackboy 

Lane. It was hard work but there was 

a fun element as well.  Fishbourne's 
floats involved a large number of the 

community and became a feature of 

the annual Chichester Carnival. 
"Tutankhamen" won the Champions 

Plaque in 1972. 
 

The original idea was to purchase 6 

acres but the landowner wanted to sell 
14 acres!  Contracts were finally ex-

changed in February 1977. The 

Fishbourne Playing Field Association 
now offers sporting facilities includ-

ing bowls, tennis, croquet, cricket and 

football, as well as a children’s play 

area and a multi-sport court. 
 

The New Centre 
 

A village hall was included in the 

original planning but all that could be 

afforded was an unwanted steel-
framed Lido building which, instead 

of being demolished, was collected 

and rebuilt on the site.  Fishbourne 
Club opened in December 1987 and 

after twenty successful years is to be 

replaced by the Fishbourne Commu-
nity Centre which will offer a wider 

programme to everyone in Fishbourne 

and the surrounding area. Particular 

attention is being paid to the needs of 
isolated people, the elderly and the 

youth of the area.  The community is 

now involved in another fund-raising 
campaign to ensure that the Centre 

will be ready to open for Christmas 

2009. 
 

The third event was the result of con-
cern in 1975 about the preferred route 

of the new A27 which cut straight 

through the middle of Fishbourne.  

There was at that time no distinctive 
village voice for Fishbourne.  Land to 

the east of Salthill Road came under 

Chichester City Council and the rest 
of the village came under Bosham 

Parish Council.  At a village meeting 

it was agreed to set up a Neighbour-

hood Council (a Government initiative 

which had just been announced) and 

this operated until 1987 when the first 
elections were held for Fishbourne 

Parish Council.  The Parish Council 

was awarded Quality Parish Status in 
2007. This year the village won the 

Calor West Sussex Village of the Year 

competition and councillors are now 

preparing their submission for the na-
tional finals. 
 

The record of Community involve-

ment was a great strength in 

(Continued on page 7) 

Vanishing Countryside: The developers have withdrawn their  

application to build on Bethwine’s farm– for the time being. 

Barbara Mosse and William Knott celebrate  
Fishbourne's float’s success in the 1972 Chichester Carnival. 
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Fishbourne’s application. It started 

with the Fishbourne Fireworks and 

the Carnival floats, which were the 

highlights of the fund-raising for the 
Field. The Church, unusually for these 

days, has a growing congregation and 

the popular Primary School is over-
subscribed.  All this and more is de-

scribed in The Fishbourne Book 

(edited by Mary Hand) which was 
funded by a Local Heritage Initiative 

grant.  The book sold out quickly but 

there are copies in Chichester Library. 
 

Fishbourne is not immune from the 
pressure to increase housing – and has 

indeed responded.  So far, new build-

ing developments have been well 

spaced out (in time if not always in 
density!) with the 70s seeing the Ro-

man Way and Newport Drive devel-

opments, the 80s seeing the larger 
Mosse Gardens and 2004 seeing the 

completion of the Flavian Fields de-

velopment.   
 

The recent application to build 200 
(potentially 400 or even 700) homes 

on Bethwine’s Farm alarmed the com-

munity so much that an Action Group 
was formed to provide a detailed case 

for rejection.  320 letters of objection 

appeared on the District Council web-

site and there was strong opposition 
from Bosham and Fishbourne Parish 

Councils – and from The Chichester 

Society.  The District Council report 
said the large development would do 

harm to the village and would not pro-

vide the level of services and facilities 
to contribute to “sustainable develop-

ment principles.”  The developers 

have withdrawn the application – but 

this may be a lull rather than a retreat.  
Watch this space! 
 

What of the future?  The Parish Coun-

cil will be consulting widely to estab-

lish priorities for the next five years in 
its second Village Plan. Expect fur-

ther development of the Community 

Centre, “Greening Fishbourne” and 
“sustainable development” to feature 

highly in the list! 
 

Geoff Hand 
 

Geoff Hand is Chair of the Commu-

nity Project Development Team and 

Vice-Chairman of Fishbourne Parish 
Council 

 

(Continued from page 6) 

 Before … and After…. 
The present Club (above) 

Artist’s impression of the new Community Centre  (below) 

 

(Above) Flavian Fields: the most recent development in Fishbourne 
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The Secretary’s Report to the 2008 AGM 
The principal job of a Secretary is, 

as the name implies, to write.  

Much of this writing is taken up 

with the continuing watch that 

your Executive Committee keeps 

on the planning application scene.  
 

Our Review Process 
 

At the end of each month I scan 

the website of the Chichester Dis-

trict Council for new applications 

which have been accepted in the 

last month. I then list these for the 

Committee, leaving out minor do-

mestic extensions but still paying 

special attention to the conserva-

tion area. You, as members, are 

welcome to email your concerns to 

me as well. 
 

For those applications that your 

Committee thinks unsuitable, let-

ters are written to the District 

Council and placed on their web-

site. It has become apparent that 

although we represent some 700 

people, our views can get diluted 

in the summary prepared for De-

velopment Committee councillors. 

For really important applications, 

we can and do write to the council-

lors individually; but this strategy, 

used often, could become self-

defeating. In the end, one needs to 

speak at public hearings and we 

have set up a rota for this. 
 

Over the last year we have ob-

jected to medium-to-large develop-

ments on either brownfield sites, 

or more recently greenfield sites 

on the edge of town. Vigorous op-

position is needed here, as CDC 

has not yet got a Local Develop-

ment Framework in place. It is 

therefore obliged by the Govern-

ment to give serious consideration 

to any site for development, de-

spite the well-known proposals for 

Graylingwell and the Barracks. 

The trend appears to be for devel-

opers to submit a speculative ap-

plication, even if they have little 

prospect of finding finance to 

build. Examples include Hunters 

Rest, - by the Esso garage on the 

Lavant Road - and land adjacent to 

Blackboy Lane at Fishbourne. So 

far, all these have been turned 

down or withdrawn. Proposals to 

build a block of flats on the site of 

a large house are still coming for-

ward, though less frequently than 

formerly.  
 

Telephone Masts 
 

Telephone masts continue to con-

cern us. The Graylingwell water 

tower was an excellent site be-

cause each phone company only 

needed one aerial there. Now that 

the phone companies have been 

given notice by English Partner-

ships, each company is looking for 

three separate masts to give the 

same coverage, typically at the 

Tennis Club, by Centurion Way 

and near Homebase! In this situa-

tion our policy is that masts should 

be in non-residential areas, built 

for shared use and inconspicuous 

or screened.  
 

Modernist Designs 
 

Another theme is modernist design 

in the Conservation Area. Mono-

liths worry us, as in North St and 

Eastgate Square, and possibly 20 

more locations. An ultra-modern 

building, reminiscent of the Pom-

pidou Centre, is proposed close to 

St John’s Chapel; although this 

(Continued on page 9) 

David Wilson 

Unwelcome monolith 

Telephone masts are planned near the tennis courts 
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design has divided opinion 

sharply. Most noticeably, the plans 

for the new District Museum ap-

pear to show an unrelieved bulk, 

out of character with its surround-

ings, and we also have concern 

over the proposed materials (see 

page 5 for more detail of our  

objections).  
 

Major Developments 
 

The Graylingwell and Barracks 

developments together are going to 

provide 1000 or more dwellings, 

helping to meet Government tar-

gets for this area. The Society sup-

ports these developments as one 

way of keeping the city from being 

submerged in the coastal urban 

sprawl. On pages 4 and 5 we sum-

marise our comments on the cur-

rent planning application for Gray-

lingwell.  
 

New Park Centre 
 

We saw early plans for the upgrad-

ing of the New Park Community 

Centre, and commend the Centre 

on imaginative use of a constricted 

site. We are delighted that the re-

vised planning application has 

been approved. We hope the Cen-

tre’s trustees will be successful in 

the fundraising required. The de-

sign proposed adds facilities, links 

the Centre to Jubilee Park, and up-

grades film projection so that we 

can enjoy not just box-office hits.  
 

The Walls 
 

Finally, news announced recently; 

the Walls Group – sponsored by 

the District Council but with repre-

sentatives of other organisations 

including me for the Chichester 

Society – has succeeded in obtain-

ing a Heritage Lottery Fund Grant 

of some £685,000. This will cover 

repairs, better access and signage, 

and education under the National 

Curriculum. 
 

David Wilson 

(Continued from page 8) 

New Park Centre: sowing revised north elevation as approved  

ChiSores 
Is there in this city some particular 
building or site that annoys you every 

time that you pass that way? We call 

such places Chisores, and some years 
ago we appealed to our readers to 

name their chosen blot on the Chich-

ester scene. Many members nomi-
nated the same building, and as a re-

sult of the publicity, the owners 

greatly improved their property.  
 

Another civic society, the Old Ports-
mouth Society, ran a similar cam-

paign and their members were unani-

mous in their choice, which was the 

notorious Tricorn car park, a hideous 
relic of 1950s concrete brutalism. It 

was demolished as a result. 
  
Just to start the ball rolling, I 

should like to nominate my special 

Chisore. This is the raised platform 

in Chapel Street, behind the 

G.P.O., which I call the Weedar-

ium, because it is covered in weeds 

and buddleias.  
 

That this utter mess, only a stone's 

throw from the Cathedral, should 

continue to exist is a disgrace to 

our City.  

 

Joy Crawshaw 
Joy is a Vice-President  

of the Society 
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Fishbourne and Chichester: The connections 
 

A fascinating illustrated talk by David Rudkin, recently retired Director of Fishbourne Museum, given at our AGM on 15th October 

David began with the celebrated painting (above) of 

Roman Chichester c.AD 100, commissioned by the Dis-
trict Council, looking west and showing it on a normal 

busy day, with the roads leading towards Fishbourne be-

yond.  
 

Both Chichester and Fishbourne became important in the 
late Iron Age. But originally there was a puzzle. Frag-

ments of pre-conquest (AD 43), high-status pottery called 

Arretine ware (see picture on next page), looking similar 
to the later Samian ware and made in Northern Italy, were 

being found on local excavations. To whom was it com-

ing? There were no signs of buildings. Some suggested 
that it was old stock arriving later with the Roman army. 
 

Archaeological digs in the 1980s uncovered three Iron 

Age round houses on the current Cattle Market site, and in 

1995, in Fishbourne revealed  another Iron Age round 
house. Coincidentally, it was cut through by a feeder ditch 

for a Roman aqueduct and produced a remarkable in-

scribed gold ring that had belonged to a previously un-

known Celt: Tiberius Claudius Catuarus. 
 

In the 1999 digging season, a V-shaped ditch containing 

more Arretine pottery was found, including cups and part 

of an 18” diameter platter (see picture at top of page 11) . 

The letters “TV” on the base of one, David said, showed 
literacy on the part of the owner, rare in Late Iron Age 

Britain. A bigger trench in 2002 showed similar finds dat-
ing from 10BC-25AD, almost 20 years before the Roman 

invasion of Britain. Also from the ditch, a decorative 

mount from a military scabbard, probably from the Rhine-

land, suggested a Roman military presence before the Ro-
mans came to stay, perhaps as part of an official trading 

station. 
 

An important link between Chichester and Fishbourne is 
the series of Iron Age Chichester Entrenchments, best 

seen at Brandy Hole Lane, where the bank survives to c.3 

metres high (see picture below). These discontinuous 

earthworks stretch around the north of Fishbourne and 
Chichester, from the Bosham Stream to the River Arun, 

separating off the area of Fishbourne (perhaps an adminis-

trative centre), Chichester (a market centre) and Selsey (a 
port of entry), where many Iron Age coins have been 

found on the foreshore. 
 

The Claudian Invasion took place in AD 43, but the  

Romans were probably welcomed in this area.  
Post-Invasion, similar things seemed to happen in Chich-

ester and Fishbourne. 
 

Large timber buildings: At Fishbourne the excavator 

thought they were store buildings/granaries for supplying 
the Second Legion under Vespasian, but it has since been 

suggested that they could predate 43AD. At Chichester, in 

Chapel Street, timber beam slots could also represent bar-
rack buildings. A legionary sword was found beneath one 

of them. However, some argue that the army presence was 

not as important as once thought. 

 
 

Pottery: Chapel Street had a pottery making wares of high 

standard. Possibly originally for the army, nevertheless it 

found its way to Fishbourne. Both Chichester and 

Fishbourne used large quantities of coarse-ware pottery 
from Rowlands Castle, but its kilns have not been properly 

excavated. Was it supplying Fishbourne via Chichester? 

Roof tiles from kilns at Dell Quay may also have been 
shared.  
 

(Continued on page 11) 

Part of the Late Iron Age Chichester Dykes/Entrenchments  in 

Brandy Hole Copse. 
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Food: There were clear differences here. Surviving ani-

mal bones show that cattle provided most of the meat for 

Roman Chichester, but at Fishbourne pigs and chickens 

were important. Hunting, fishing and wild fowling were 
enjoyed too.  
 

Stone buildings: Around 60AD, quality masonry build-

ings were constructed at Fishbourne, one of which may 
have been occupied by King Togidubnus. Around the 

same time, in Chichester, a temple was built to Neptune 

and Minerva by his authority. The dedicatory plaque is 

now set into the Council House wall.    
 

In 75-80AD the Palace itself was built, but for whom? 

Some believe Togidubnus was dead by then; other con-

tenders suggested are Legal Commissioners incorporating 

the late king’s territory into the Province, or, if the Palace 
was built slightly later, the Governor, Lucullus.  
 

Floor mosaics: The Chichester public baths were proba-

bly built at the same time as Fishbourne Palace. The sur-

viving piece of mosaic from the baths shows close simi-
larities to two black and white geometric mosaics at the 

Palace. 
 

Physical connections: There were almost certainly two 

roads leading west from Roman Chichester, one directly to 
the Palace, the other skirting it to the north. A masonry 

buttress is the only reminder of the West gate, but ground 

penetrating radar could provide more details. Excavations 
in the 1980s revealed what appeared to be the plough-

damaged road surface outside the entrance to the Palace.  
 

Further excavations uncovered two masonry and several 

timber buildings to the east of the Palace, possibly part of a ribbon-
development along the route between Chichester and Fishbourne. There was 

metal-working in iron, bronze and lead. There have also been accidental finds 

from the route suggesting the presence of temples or shrines.  A lead, remov-
able, horseshoe points to either a farrier or, more probably, is an offering. A 

miniature bronze goat, a cult animal in the worship of Mercury, was discov-

ered, similar to one found at Caerleon, South Wales. Finally, a “mother-

goddess” figure (see picture adjacent) was found in the early 1970s. This cult 
became popular with Gauls serving in the army. An inscription to The Mother 

Goddesses of the Homeland had previously been found in the Needlemakers. 
 

Palace wall to City wall: Stone  taken from the ruins of Fishbourne Palace 

after the fire around 275-280AD was probably incorporated into the Roman 
town walls. 
 

Further investigation is needed: at the Palace and further east. The Ship-

pams dig covered 2% of Roman Chichester and produced numerous finds, 

but 95% of Roman Chichester remains unknown! 
 

His illustrations of finds proved popular with the audience who enjoyed ex-

ploring the Celtic and Roman links in the district. 

 

This abridged summary of David’s talk was compiled by 

Pam Dignum and checked by David for accuracy. 
 

With thanks and acknowledgement to Fishbourne Roman Palace/

Sussex Archaeological Society for kindly allowing use of all the photos, 

apart from the picture of Roman Chichester for which thanks are due 

to Chichester District Council. 

(Continued from page 10) 

Mother Goddess figurine in oolitic lime-

stone, found at Willow Court in the 1970s. 

The west wing of  a mid-first century AD Building at 

Fishbourne. Its function remains uncertain. 

Arretine pottery from the ditch including cups and  

platters. Note the TV graffito. 
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Cicestrian on the Council Tax  
Not so long ago, the amount of 

cash extracted from our pockets to 

pay for local government services 

was such a small proportion of 

household expenditure that it was 

hardly noticed. 

How dramatically things have 

changed. For many people today, 

particularly pensioners, council tax 

is a severe and growing burden. 

And as our local councils mull 

over their budgets for next year in 

coming weeks, they should be 

acutely aware of this fact. 
 

Why the burden grew 
 

There are various reasons why the 

burden has increased so much. Not 

least is the exponential growth of 

council bureaucracy, partly down 

to the self-expanding nature of bu-

reaucracy itself, and partly to the 

ever-increasing duties placed on 

local authority by the Government. 
 

Bureaucracy doesn't come cheap, 

with pay rates now ahead of those 

in the private sector, and staff en-

joying copper-bottomed, inflation-

linked final salary pensions, by 

courtesy of the tax payer, way 

ahead of what most companies 

provide. 
 

Revolutionary change? 
 

The most drastic answer would be 

a revolution. This would involve 

following the recent American  

example, with major reductions in 

both the number of councillors and 

the number of officials.  
 

Maybe an elected executive board 

of about half a dozen mem-

bers would meet every so often to 

agree contracts for private sector 

companies to run different ser-

vices. 
 

The very notion that this could 

happen in the UK is, of course, pie 

in the sky, as is the concept of 

sweeping cuts in the number of 

MPs, which would again be fol-

lowing the US lead. 
 

A gradualist twin-track  

approach? 

 

So we are left with a twin-track 

way forward. On the one hand, a 

better and fairer way of paying for 

local government has to be found, 

and on the other a really searching 

new look should be taken at what 

local councils actually do, with a 

view to focussing on what is essen-

tial rather than desirable and on 

reducing duplication between  

authorities. 
 

How to pay for local services? 
 

Council tax is essentially unfair 

because it is based on notional 

property values, and takes no  

account of ability to pay. 
 

One political party believes local 

income tax is the answer, but this 

would be fraught with complexi-

ties, not least of which is the fact 

that a large proportion of council 

expenditure is covered by White-

hall grants, with amounts varying 

from area to area. It would 

also crack down unfairly on some 

households. 
 

The answer must lie in providing 

local authorities with the means to 

raise more revenue themselves. 

Some of them, including Chiches-

ter District Council, are already 

quite successful at this, but more 

avenues should be opened up. One 

suggestion is that councils should 

be able to spend money provided 

by vehicle excise licences, and by 

congestion charges. 

Maybe our councils should also be 

allowed to keep a bigger share of 

local business rates, of which the 

whole amount is now at present 

siphoned off by the Government 

and then, in large measure, given  

to other parts of the country. 
 

What councils should do 
 

As for looking at what councils do, 

the present two-tier system can 

lead to duplication and waste if 

applied without close co-operation 

between different authorities - both 

cross-district and county-district. 

Separate legal services, separate 

council tax collection systems - the 

list goes on. 'Enhanced two-tier 

working' is supposed to be the  

order of the day, but how far has it 

really got? 
 

Functions of councils should be 

reviewed. For example, Chichester 

District Council should take on all 

(Continued on page 13) 

County Hall takes the lion’s share of our Council Tax: see pie chart opposite 
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highways and pavements except 

A-roads from the county - it's 

crazy to have one authority mend-

ing pavements and another one 

sweeping them. This would allow 

the district to control both on and 

off street parking. 
 

As for cutting out unnecessary ser-

vices, maybe readers would like to 

write to the Editor with their own 

suggestions. 
 

For my own part, I would start in a 

small way by getting rid of council 

newsletters, which are little more 

than taxpayer-funded propaganda 

sheets. They present a spin-

doctor's-eye-view of local govern-

ment services, where everything in 

the garden is lovely. Unfortu-

nately, when council tax bills start 

dropping through letter-boxes, this 

is not a view shared by large num-

bers of electors. 

  

(Continued from page 12) Who gets our Council Tax? 

The New Mayor: Councillor David Siggs 
 

 
Inadvertently, we based our article on the new Mayor in our September issue on an outdated CV . We apologise to the 

Mayor for our error and for any offence caused. We include  a revised article below. 

The new Mayor was born in 1945, in 

Farnborough, Hampshire but moved to 

Chichester when only a few days old. 

His mother was born and raised in 

Chichester and his father was born in 

Uckfield, East Sussex. His father Tom 

was a City, District and County Coun-

cillor. He was Mayor in 1970/71 and 

died in July 2000.  
 

David was educated at Kingsham 

County Primary School, Lancastrian 

Secondary Modern School (now the 

Chichester High School for Boys) and 

Bognor Regis College of Further Edu-

cation. He left school aged 15 and 

started an Electrical Engineering ap-

prenticeship. He  was a member of the 

team that installed the very first com-

puter into County Hall and carried out 

the electrical installation work on the 

Rousillon Barracks Guardroom, Keep 

and Museum.  

He joined the Army in 1963 and trained 

as an Aircraft Engineer (Electronics & 

Instruments) in the Royal Electrical & 

Mechanical Engineers (REME). He re-

qualified as an Electro-Mechanical En-

gineer and saw service in England, 

Germany, Cyprus and Northern Ireland.  
 

David represented the Army in inter-

national Rally Sport as both a driver 

and navigator, rallying in England and 

Germany at International level. He 

left the Army in 1985 after complet-

ing 22 years with the Colours.  
 

He took up the position of General 

Manager with a publishing company in 

Brighton until it was bought by an Es-

sex-based company in 1996. He then 

formed his own computer services 

company in 1997.  
 

David was first elected to the City 

Council for 1991-1995 and since his re-

election in 1999 has served ever since. 

He has been Mayor (in 2002-03), Dep-

uty Mayor (twice) and City Bailiff.  
 

He is married with two adult sons. His 

wife Margaret works for Linda's Pan-

try/Tudor Catering. His elder son 

Richard is a Sergeant with Sussex Po-

lice and his younger son Michael is an 

engineer working with an offshoot of 
the Ford Motor Company.  
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The Chairman’s Report to the 2008 AGM 
This is my sixth Chairman’s report 

to an Annual General Meeting and 

I continue to believe that as Chich-

ester’s only civic society, we have 

a unique role in the city. We are 

devoted to preserving, protecting 

and improving its features of his-

toric or public interest, and the en-

vironment in the City and District.  
 

Our interests on your behalf in-

clude not only building develop-

ments. We are concerned about all 

the other local impacts on our daily 

lives: like traffic growth, gravel 

extraction, licensing laws, waste 

and noise. We don’t just respond to 

others; we have positive views too 

about the sort of city we want to 

live in.  
 

Our Committee Members’ 

Activities 
 

On our behalf David Laing has 

continued to play an active part in 

county-led discussions on traffic 

management and road layout in the 

Eastgate area. He helped to secure 

a northward flow of traffic in East 

Walls once it is reopened, reducing 

inner city traffic as called for in 

our policy paper Containing the 

Car.  
 

Our Secretary David Wilson has 

assiduously lodged reasoned objec-

tions to selected, unsatisfactory 

planning applications. His work 

has led to a heartening number of 

positive responses from the Dis-

trict Council or the developer con-

cerned.  
 

John Pavitt has done much of the 

detailed work on our appraisals of 

major developments, particularly 

Graylingwell, the District Museum 

and possible West Street improve-

ments. 
 

Chisoc influences the Conservation 

Area Advisory Committee through 

three of our Committee members 

who are on the Committee: John 

Templeton, David Wilson and 

Jean Symons.  
 

John Templeton has represented 

us on the South Downs Campaign 

in pushing for a National Park 

boundary closer to the city.  He 

also represents us on the new 

North East Chichester Forum con-

cerned with the redevelopment of 

the massive Graylingwell & Bar-

racks sites.  
 

I have represented Chisoc on the 

District Council’s Southern Gate-

way Forum concerned with im-

proving the canal basin and poten-

tial development sites like the bus 

station and garage. 
 

(Continued on page 15) 
Tony Dignum 

 

The Market Cross:centre of the city we love 



ISSUE NUMBER 159 ~ DECEMBER 2008           www.chichestersociety.org.uk                        Registered with the Civic Trust   15      

 

 

Gravel 
 

We are working with RAGE 

(Residents Against Gravel Extrac-

tion) in objecting to Tarmac’s ap-

plication for gravel extraction 

south of Lavant and NW of the 

city. We are particularly fighting 

the proposed routing of noisy 

gravel trucks down residential 

roads: Broyle Road and Spitalfield 

Lane or Orchard Street. The appli-

cation is now likely to be consid-

ered in February. 
 

Traffic 
 

We are concerned at the impact of 

rising traffic on the city. We have 

put forward radical and detailed 

proposals on the containment of 

the motor car within the city 

walls (see our March 2007 news-

letter). Sadly the policy develop-

ment process seems to have seized 

up, in the absence of a government 

decision on the A27 developments 
 

Our Communications 
 

The traffic issue is an example of 

our principle that it’s not enough 

to have reasoned opinions; we also 

need to communicate them effec-

tively to statutory bodies and the 

public. 

 

That’s why we copy our objections 

to planning applications to the 

Chichester Observer, continuing to 

achieve quite extensive publicity 

over the past year for our views.  
 

Our major communication channel 

continues to be our quarterly 

Newsletter, our main means of 

communicating with our members, 

councillors and other local bodies. 

Each issue has a range of relevant 

articles on our city, since March 

in colour!  
 

We also keep our webpage 

www.chichestersociety.org 

up to date.  
 

Thanks to Colleagues 
 

The Executive has had a busy year 

and I would like to thank all my 

fellow officers and executive col-

leagues for their enthusiastic and 

active support. We enjoy our job 

on your behalf and work well to-

gether. 
 

Your society also needs a strong 

membership to give weight to our 

opinions. We have produced a new 

membership brochure to make 

good inevitable losses of members 

over the past year.  
 

 

 

The Challenges ahead:  
 

1. The Local Development 

Framework is being revised, hav-

ing been rejected by the Govern-

ment Inspector, and it will now 

have to take account of the Gov-

ernment proposal to add even 

more new houses as part of a re-

vised South East regional plan.  
 

2. We still await detailed 

schemes for the Royal Mail sort-

ing office,  bus station and garage 

sites. 
 

3. We continue to oppose aspects 

of the planned gravel extraction to 

the north-west.  
 

4. We will be seeking the most 

appropriate development of the 

Barracks and Graylingwell sites. 
 

5. We are seeking to improve the 

design of the proposed District 

Museum. 
 

6. We continue to work to con-

tain the car within the city walls, 

although progress is very slow in 

the face of county inaction. 
 

7. There is a steady flow of new 

planning applications which re-

quire critical review and comment 

to ensure we preserve the best of 

our city.  
 

Summing up 
 

• We continue to be active 

on your behalf on a wide 

range of issues important to 

our members. 

• We have updated our main 

means of communication, 

the newsletter now in col-

our. 

• We have ensured our mem-

bership is committed to our 

current objectives rather 

than merely to a campaign 

35 years ago, and taken 

steps to attract new mem-

bers with a new brochure. 

 

Tony Dignum 

(Continued from page 14) 

 Eastgate gyratory racetrack: part of the case for Containing the Car 
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Painters of the Provinces: The Smith Brothers of Chichester 

The Smith brothers of Chichester 

represent a unique phenomenon in 

eighteenth-century British art. The 

mere fact that three brothers, sons 

of a Chichester baker, all became 

prominent professional artists 

would be sufficiently remarkable. 

Even more extraordinary, though, 

all three retained important con-

nections with Chichester through-

out their careers, two of the broth-

ers (George and John) maintaining 

a studio in North Street from about 

1750. 
 

Until the early 1700s, the art world 

in Britain was firmly centred on 

London; artists of any stature 

worked there, or at the country 

residences of their patrons. But the 

eighteenth century witnessed a 

great increase not only in the size 

of provincial towns and cities but 

also in their social and cultural so-

phistication. A distinguished artis-

tic career in the provinces began to 

seem a distinct possibility. The 

Smiths represent an intriguing 

midway point: they all worked in 

London, relishing the opportunities 

there for exhibiting and attracting 

patrons. But they also found a 

growing demand for their work 

among the professional classes in 

Chichester, and local landowners. 

George and John were thus able to 

divide their careers between 

Chichester and London. William, 

the third brother, spent many years 

working in Gloucester.  
 

Little is known about the private 

lives of the Smith brothers. Wil-

liam, the eldest and least talented, 

was born around 1707, and died at 

Shopwyke, near Chichester, in 

1764. George, the real talent in the 

family, was born around 1714 and 

died in Chichester in 1776. John, 

who was heavily influenced by 

George - to the point where it is 

hard to distinguish their work - 

was born around 1717 and died, 

like William, in 1764. ‘Their lives 

were as exemplary as their paint-

ings’ according to a Chichester 

Guide published after George’s 

death. Neither William nor John 

appears to have married, while 

George only married in 1766. The 

brothers were all buried at Litten 

cemetery, St Pancras, Chichester.  
 

By contrast, the Smiths’ public 

careers are well documented, 

partly because they took full ad-

vantage of the new opportunities 

for exhibition that opened up in the 

mid 1700s. George, in particular, 

was outstandingly successful in 

this arena, winning the first Soci-

ety of Arts prize ‘for the best origi-

nal landscape’ in 1760, and win-

ning it again in 1761 and 1763. 
 

The Smiths all painted portraits, 

landscapes, and still lifes, avoiding 

only the ‘higher’ genre of history 

painting. As portraitists they were 

never more than competent, and 

only William specialized in this 

branch of the profession. But in 

landscape and still life they were 

among the finest British artists of 

their time. 
 

In landscape, George and John 

were important pioneers. Land-

scape was a comparatively new 

(Continued on page 17) 
George, William, and John Smith. Mezzotint engraving (1765).  

By kind permission of Chichester City Council 
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genre. Until the late 1600s there 

was no tradition of landscape 

painting in Britain, and no notion 

that pictures of the British scene 

might be produced simply to give 

pleasure. The first native-born 

painters to specialize in landscape 

were Mathias Read (1669-1747) 

and John Wootton (c.1682-1764), 

who only began to make their 

mark around 1700, just before the 

Smiths were born.  
  

George and John were eclectic in 

their approach to landscape paint-

ing, and produced a dazzling vari-

ety of work. They drew on three 

distinct traditions, and innovated in 

all three. The English tradition, as 

far as there was one, tended to-

wards the topographical and pano-

ramic. The Flemish-Dutch tradi-

tion was principally concerned 

with quiet scenes of rural life: pic-

turesque cottages, boats on the 

river, peasants going about their 

business. The Italian tradition, by 

contrast, produced ‘ideal’ land-

scapes interpreting the Roman 

Campagna and surrounding moun-

tains in the light of classical no-

tions of a long-lost ‘Golden Age.’ 

Most of the Smiths’ landscapes can 

be related to one or other of these 

traditions, but they often mixed 

them up, and experimented with 

new motifs. 

  

George’s Landscape with Ruined 

Abbey, reproduced on this page, is 

a good example. In many ways it 

follows a standard Italianate 

model. A gently receding land-

scape is framed by tall groups of 

trees; a timeless group of cattle 

graze in the middle-distance; the 

whole is suffused with golden 

light. The picture evokes classic 

ground save for the initially incon-

gruous appearance of a ruined 

Gothic abbey where - according to 

convention - one would expect a 

classical edifice. The picture can 

be interpreted as ‘Italianizing’ the 

British scene or, more signifi-

cantly, ‘Romanticizing’ the Italian 

landscape, for Gothic ruins ap-

pealed to a new ‘Romantic’ taste 

which had begun to tentatively 

emerge in the 1740s. The poet 

Thomas Warton gave literary ex-

pression to this in the suggestively-

titled Pleasures of Melancholy 

(1745), writing ‘Beneath yon ru-

in’d abbey’s moss-grown piles / 

Oft let me sit, at twilight hour of 

eve’. The Smiths were among the 

first British artists to express this 

new sensibility with paint. 
 

In still life, too, all the Smiths were 

important pioneers. Again, there 

was nothing remotely like a British 

tradition until the late 1600s, and 

the first British still lifes tended 

merely to imitate contemporary 

Dutch and French examples. Dutch 

and French still life rejoiced in lux-

ury: expensive foodstuffs, glass 

and silverware, embroidered 

cloths, and so on. The distinctive 

feature of the Smiths’ still lifes, by 

contrast, is their clear preference 

for the simple and everyday. They 

appealed to an emerging middle-

class taste which rejected aristo-

cratic artfulness and pomp. ‘I in 

everything love what is simple and 

natural’ Richard Steele wrote in 

The Tatler in 1710, effectively an-

nouncing a new artistic creed. 
 

The best example is George 

Smith’s Still Life with Cheese, 

Beer and Bread (c.1753) repro-

duced overleaf. It was the most 

popular of the Smiths’ still lifes, 

and there are several surviving ver-

sions with only slight variations. 

‘Simple and natural’ in a disarming 

way, the painting represents the 

sort of yeomanly meal often en-

joyed in Fielding’s contemporane-

ous novels. Of course there is arti-

fice: the table is too small to actu-

ally serve food on, and the knife 

seems balanced on the very edge 

(inviting the viewer to take it up 

and partake of the edibles?). But 

the overwhelming impression is of 

simple things arranged simply, and 

it was doubtless the sturdy unpre-

tentiousness of the picture that 

made it popular in the 1750s. 
 

The Smiths are historically impor-

tant for three reasons. They quietly  

(Continued from page 16) 

(Continued on page 18) 

George Smith, Landscape with Ruined Abbey (1760s?).  

By kind permission of Chichester City Council 
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Painters of the Provinces: 

The Smith Brothers of 

Chichester 
 

helped create a distinctively Brit-

ish art at a time when the old, 

rather slavish reliance on foreign 

artists and foreign models was 

coming to an end. They helped 

take art out of the great houses and 

into the homes of the middle-

classes, the public galleries and 

exhibition rooms, where it could 

be enjoyed by a much larger audi-

ence. And they were among the 

first British artists to be associated 

with a provincial base, putting 

Chichester on the art lover’s map. 

It is entirely appropriate that the 

largest concentration of their sur-

viving work is still to be found in 

and around Chichester: in Pallant 

House Gallery, Goodwood House 

and the City Council House.  

 

David Chandler  

(Continued from page 17) 

George Smith, Still Life with Cheese, Beer and Bread (c.1753).  

Author’s Collection.  

 

 David is an Associate Professor at 

 Doshisha University, Kyoto 
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Our Blue Cedar has gone 
On 10th October 2008 a simple 

tree planting of a tulip tree took 

place on Edes House Green in 

front of County Hall. A tree 

now replaces the blue cedar 

probably planted some forty 

years ago but now thought to be 

dangerous. Any tree upright and 

healthy up to fifty years old or 

less cannot be dangerous and 

does not shed branches except 

under extreme weather condi-

tions (when any tree could be 

potentially dangerous). The big 

question arises: will the new 

tree be any better than the one 

cut down and destroyed? It is 

worse for not being evergreen. 

In terms of eventual size proba-

bly little more or much the 

same. 
 

How illogical can one get when 

it comes to trees? If the blue ce-

dar was in any respect danger-

ous then every tree is likewise. 

Of course, in another century’s 

time it could have grown into a 

very large and tall tree but so 

could its replacement. The re-

cords kept by the late Andrew 

Mitchell put the ultimate height 

of a cedar at 40 metres and that 

of a tulip tree at 36 metres.  
 

When it comes to really tall 

trees a 4 metre difference is not 

much to quibble about. If height 

is a real concern then it could be 

50 years or more before the blue 

cedar’s height would present a 

genuine problem.  
 

An alternative to uprooting 
 

In any case uprooting and de-

stroying a problem tree is not 

the only solution. Taking 2 me-

tres off the top of the cedar 

would have encouraged out-

wards growth rather than up-

wards. Far better than a brutal 

removal would be an assess-

ment in five years' time. In an-

other 30 years the branches 

could be braced to make it to-

tally safe. 
 

Trees vital to landscape 
 

When panic, fear, ignorance and 

a “health’n safety” obsession 

grip a council, trees suffer enor-

mously. Landscape, in addition 

to the natural terrain, relies on 

trees and buildings. Trees are 

therefore a vital ingredient. This 

is not the only fine specimen to 

have disappeared in the past two 

decades but this cedar is the first 

tree to disappear, I believe, from 

the city’s “Tree Trail”.  A city is 

made interesting by its buildings 

and trees and any loss from  

either group degrades the urban 

scene. Nothing can justify the 

destruction of this cedar at a 

relatively young age. 
 

Was the blue cedar an original 

incompetent choice? Is it, alter-

natively, a mistake to choose a 

replacement now from what I 

consider an inferior species? 

The loss is not quite as bad as 

that of the Eric Gill house but it 

is in a similar league.  It looks 

an unwise decision in arboricul-

tural terms. Did someone want a 

clear view from County Hall of 

Edes House? Sadly this is not 

the first cedar to go; I am aware 

of at least ten. 
 

Nigel Muir 

 
Nigel is a member of the Society 

and has been a tree specialist with 

local authorities. He has written 

on trees and landscaping  for over 

30 years.  

Books, 
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THE CHICHESTER SOCIETY 

Registered Charity No 268055 

Registered with the Civic Trust 

T  01243 536725  E chisoc@hotmail.com 
 

Patron: The Mayor of Chichester 

President: David Goodman 

Vice-Presidents: Joy Crawshaw and Ken Newbury 

Chairman: Tony Dignum 

Vice-Chairman: David Laing 

Secretary: David Wilson  

Treasurer: vacant (Chairman acting as Treasurer) 

Members of the Executive Committee:  

  Martyn Bell, Madeleine Keene, Cédric Mitchell, 

John Pavitt, Bill Sharp, Jean Symons, and  

 John Templeton  
 

MEMBERSHIP 
 

 

Annual Membership: £5 by Standing Order; 

£7 by cheque 

Under-18s: £2.50 

Joint Membership (double): £8.00 by Standing 

Order; £10 by cheque 

Corporate membership: £100.00 (one-off payment) 

Life Membership (60 and over): 

 £75 single; £ 100 joint 
 

 

Applications for membership and annual  

subscriptions to the  Chairman, Highgate House, 

West Broyle Drive, Chichester  PO19 3PP (01243 

538585) 

The Newsletter is published by The Chichester Society 

and printed by PurCoprint,  

1a Upper Redlands Road, Reading RG1 5JJ 
 

Editor: Tony Dignum 

Editorial Sub-Committee: Tony Dignum, Bill 

Sharp and David Wilson 

Advertising: Martyn Bell (01243 839704) 

Letters to the Editor to the Secretary,  

11 North Walls, Chichester PO19 1DA 
 

Neither the Editorial  Sub-Committee nor the Society 

necessarily subscribe to the views expressed by our 

contributors, but we believe that all shades of  

opinion should be expressed in this newsletter. The 

Editorial Sub-Committee reserves the right to edit as 

necessary any submitted articles and letters.  

Chichester Society Accounts for the Year to 31st August 2008 

 Income and Expenditure Account for the year to 31st August 2008  

       

  
Sep '2007 - Aug 

2008  

Sep '2006 - Aug 

2007  £ Change 

Income  £  £   

 Gift Aid on Subs & Donations 703  494  209 

 Interest Income 598  462  136 

 Newsletter Advertising 636  493  143 

 Publication Sales 10  9  1 

 Subscriptions & Donations 3,525  2,561  964 

Total Income  5,472  4,019  1,453 

       

Expense EC and General Meetings 372  371  1 

 Insurance 155  145  10 

 Newsletter 2,904  1,895  1,009 

 Office Admin expenses 436  350  86 

 Subs to Other Bodies 375  259  116 

Total Expense  4,242  3,020  1,222 

          

Net Income  1,230  999  231 

       

NET ASSETS  13,210  11,980  1,230 

Introduce a Friend! 
 

If you appreciate your membership of the Chichester  

Society then please introduce a friend as a new member, 
using our new brochure. A copy is enclosed and more are 

available on request to 01243 538585. 

 
Please note any new Standing Orders received will not be sent to 

the bank until after 1st January so that the first payment will not 

occur until 2009 - with a free month's membership for December 

2008. 


