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With the centenary of the outbreak of 

the First World War being commemo-

rated later this year, I have noticed that 

already the iconic Lord Kitchener 

poster is being used and abused for a 

whole variety of reasons, including a 

version on the cover of the Radio 

Times with Jeremy Paxman as Kitche-

ner! With this in mind I make no ex-

cuse for modifying the poster’s famous 

phrase and saying, “Your Society 

Needs You”. 

 

You will find elsewhere in this News-

letter a job advertisement (see page 19)

for a new Treasurer . I’m all too aware 

that most people join an organisation 

and gladly pay their annual subscrip-

tion to support the organisation’s aims, 

objectives and activities, and are per-

fectly happy to support in this passive 

way. This is absolutely fine. However, 

societies like ours can only survive 

through the active participation of a 

small core group who are prepared to 

give of their time to keep the organisa-

tion active and vibrant year after year. 

Last year we celebrated the Society’s 

40th anniversary. This milestone was 

achieved in no small part through the 

efforts of a succession of officers and 

committee members since 1973.  

With the ever-present threat to Chich-

ester from developers, eager to build 

countless houses on our green and 

pleasant land, we need our members to 

consider seriously what they can offer 

to help the Society. 

 

Please consider: 

 Sharing this newsletter with a friend 

- this will help in .... 

 Recruiting a friend or neighbour to 

join the Society  

 Becoming active either by ’stuffing’ 

newsletters, helping to organise 

events or, more generally, simply 

join the Executive Committee. 

 

If you feel that you can play a part in 

the Society’s work then do contact me 

or any other officer of the Society for a 

chat. Contact details are on the back of 

this newsletter. 

 

I started with Kitche-

ner but I’ll end by   

paraphrasing John F 

Kennedy – “Ask not 

what your Society can 

do for you, but what 

you can do for your 

Society.” 

Your Society needs YOU! 

Our Chairman, Richard Childs, asks for practical assistance 

NEWSLETTENEWSLETTENEWSLETTERRR   
T H E  C H I C H E S T E R  S O C I E T Y  

Farewell to Friends 

We say farewell to two 

loyal supporters of the 

Chichester Society: 

Nicholas Frayling, the 

Dean, has retired; and 

Colin Channon, editor 

of the Observer, has 

moved  to be editor of 

Essex daily papers . We 

wish them both well! 
Working to preserve the 

best of the old but sup-

porting what’s new and 

good. Will you join in? 
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Prompt action on potholes,  but it only went so far 

The original planning permission for ‘temporary’ hoard-

ings by the Fishbourne Crossing ran out ages ago. The 

hoardings themselves were unsightly enough, disfiguring 

a residential area, but even worse after they’d fallen down 

and lost their paint - not so much ‘The Big Price Drop’ as 

‘The Big Hoarding Droop’! 

 

Tesco was finally forced kicking and screaming to do 

something about the site under threat of enforcement ac-

tion, and responded in the most parsimonious way possi-

ble. Instructions were given to their contractors  just to 

renew the panels at the front.  Behind the hoardings, and 

all too visible from the new bridge, is an abandoned 

wasteland. It’s high time that Tesco gave a bit more 

thought to the appearance it presents locally. 

A Scruffy Supermarket Site 

One of our members who lives in West Street was afflicted 

by a pothole outside her front door; a repeated thump as 

each bus dipped into it followed by a shower of gravel 

swooshed out of the pothole. Once a complaint had 

reached WSCC ‘LoveWestSussex’, they were out there 

and mended it the next day. 

 

So thanks in plenty to those who organised the repair on 

the spot. But only two cheers because the process of re-

porting a pothole online with IDs and passwords seems 

unnecessarily complex, and baffles many; and as can be 

seen from the photo, the road surface adjacent needed 

treatment too. We fear that one plugged pothole will soon 

be replaced by two, one on either side of the original. A 

system re-think needed? 

Top; Origi-

nal pothole 

2½ feet wide 

and over 6 

inches deep. 

 

Bottom: A 

quick repair  

for the pot-

hole itself, 

but how long 

will the road 

on each side 

last? 

The  unsightly dump that the hoardings only par-

tially conceal. 

As  this goes to the printer, we learn that two of 

our projects have been successful. 

 

The Daffodil Field We, and many others gave 

evidence at the inquiry. The Planning Inspector 

agreed with our view that the strategic  gap be-

tween Chichester and Lavant, and the view of the 

Downs north of Chichester should be preserved. 

The developers’ appeal against CDC refusal of 

planning permission was turned down.  

 

New Life for a Chichester Mural 

The Chichester Society has been awarded a 

County Council grant to refresh the mural in the 

underpass between Chichester College and the 

Station. When complete, the result will be a much 

improved community asset – and a nice way to 

celebrate the Society’s recent 40th anniversary. 

We’ll tell you more as the project develops. 

STOP PRESS 
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The banks on the Walls behind 

County Hall have become an eye-

sore, growing nettles and  thistles 

a-plenty in recent years.  

 

Now however, this part of the 

Walls Walk will be brightened up  

by laying wildflower turf, and 

made attractive to residents and 

visitors alike. 

 

It had been hoped to lay the turf 

last Spring but the weather was 

too cold. Species have been cho-

sen so that there will be flowers 

between April and September. Or 

longer if the weather is mild. The 

species included in the 900m2 of 

turf are all native to the U.K. and 

have been selected with the pre-

vailing dry and shady conditions 

in mind. 

 

The turf was supplied by Wild-

flower Turf, who had the contract 

for all the turf laid in the Olympic 

Park, as well as at many historic 

houses throughout the country. 

(http://www.wildflowerturf.co.uk/

wildflower-turf/#) 

 

It is low maintenance. The con-

tractor recommends a cut in Au-

tumn to control the grasses, and 

removal of this cut and  fallen 

leaves. No watering or fertiliser is 

needed. 

 

We look forward to a colourful 

display this Spring and Summer! 

 

Thanks to Justin Jones of CDC 

Parks and Open Spaces who or-

ganised the work, and  to the Her-

itage Lottery Fund who funded 

this as part of the City Walls pro-

ject, managed by Andy Howard. 

 

How many plants will you find 

this year? 

Three  cheers for the people that are beautifying the Walls! 

The Walls have been given a makeover with wildflower turf by CDC Parks and Open Spaces, using 

money provided by the Heritage Lottery Fund. 

From the top: 

- North  Walls behind County Hall, April 2004 

- Laying wildflower turf, North Walls, October 2013 

- Wildflower turf in Olympic Park 2012 

Grasses  

 Crested 

Dogstail 

 Sheep’s  

Fescue 

 Red Fescue 

Flowers 
 Autumn 

Hawkbit 

 Betony 

 Birdsfoot 

Trefoil 

 Bladder 

Campion 

 Catsear 

 Cowslip 

 Cranesbill 

 Greater 

Hawkbit 

 Knapweed 

 Lady’s  

Bedstraw 

 Marjoram 

 Meadow 

Buttercup 

 Meadow-

sweet 

 Musk  

Mallow 

 Oxeye Daisy 

 Ragged  

Robin 

 Red  + White 

Campion 

 Red Clover 

 Ribwort 

 St John’s 

Wort 

 Salad Burnet 

 Self-heal 

 Scabious 

 Sorrel 

 Toadflax 

 Tufted Vetch 

 Wild Carrot 

 Yarrow 

 Yellow  

Rattle 
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"The proposed bridge was always 

going to be a nuisance … but … 

the current plans … would make it 

virtually impossible for me to re-

tain my independence of travel". 

This submission to CDC Planning 

Department is quite an indictment 

of a bridge which is supposed to 

make life easier for users of the 

Fishbourne level crossing. Most 

damningly, the writer, a relatively 

elderly lady, makes it clear that 

she expects to lose even the ability 

to do the regular Tesco shop. The 

comment sits alongside a wealth 

of others which claimed that the 

bridge would be somewhere be-

tween a bit of a nuisance and a 

considerable obstacle. So, how did 

things get to such a stage?  

 

How should it look? 

The design should have been 

based on the Government’s own 

Local Transport Notes (LTN). 

These Notes cover everything im-

aginable, from technical aspects 

like widths and turning circles, 

through to making infrastructure 

as attractive as possible to users. 

 

And how does the Fishbourne 

bridge measure up? Well, at the 

first sign of difficulties (unex-

pected underground utilities), and 

after CDC officers advised against 

a first design on aesthetic grounds, 

Network Rail (NR) seems to have 

simply given  up on the Notes; 

saying in an email to the Chiches-

ter Society's Secretary "The point 

about the DfT [Local Transport 

Notes] is that it’s guidance only".  

 

Given that NR's crossing-closure 

programme is funded by central 

government, you might have 

hoped that NR would observe 

government policies reflected in 

the Notes. Despite this scant re-

gard for guidance, Chichester has 

ended up with a bridge which  

nevertheless is a distinct improve-

ment for some - particularly for 

mobility scooter users, but also for 

Bishop Luffa School for whom 

the new alignment provides much 

more direct access – but unneces-

sarily worse for others. 

How has it turned out? 

The re-alignment has turned the 

previously quick East-West cross-

ing into a lengthy detour. On an 

out-and-back journey over the 

ramps, you are now sent out of 

your way by a distance compara-

ble to a lap round an Olympic sta-

dium. And if you have a child in a 

pushchair, with heavy shopping, 

you don't want to be detouring 

round Olympic stadiums, let alone 

ones with ramps. Even if you usu-

ally try to be "green", the car starts 

to look alluring for such trips. 

 

Moreover, by common consent 

the bridge isn't the thing of beauty 

which the Notes call for. And the 

felling of a pleasing line of ever-

green trees, to make way for the 

southern ramp, has exposed tatty 

Tesco site hoardings. The area, 

with additional litter, is distinctly 

less appealing than before. There 

are vague plans to replant some 

screening, but that depends on an 

unspecified ‘planning gain’, plus 

Tesco’s co-operation, not evident 

A Bridge too Far - And too steep, too tight round the bends, and way too narrow 

Bill Sharp looks at the Fishbourne Bridge from a cyclist’s point of view 

The Chichester Society would have preferred a 

subway, but commented vigorously on the need 

for a wider passage. 

Left: diagram showing 2.5m width suggested by LTN  for a 

path carrying cyclists - before pedestrians are present too! 

The LTN want an extra 0.5m on each side if it’s a bridge. 
 

Right: As predicted, congestion and confusion when  a 2m-

wide bridge is built instead of a 4m one.. 

Small text 

says 1metre 

0.5m & 1m. 

‘Dynamic 

envelopes’ 
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from the long neglect of their back 

lot (see page 2). 

 

Perhaps worst of all, the central 

span on the bridge is just 2 metres 

wide, despite the Notes stipulating 

"A width of 3 metres should gen-

erally be regarded as the pre-

ferred minimum on an unsegre-

gated route" (i.e. a route with both 

cyclists and pedestrians) and also 

despite WSCC Highways recom-

mending an even wider 4 metres 

to cope properly with the high 

"urban" levels of use here. Was 

someone determined  to build a 

bridge to a budget, instead of 

budgeting for a properly compli-

ant bridge? 

 

Finally, there are the turning cir-

cles on the hairpin bends on the 

ramps. At one stage, I told CDC 

that I believed these were not up 

to the LTN minimum stipulated 

dimensions for the tandems and 

cycle trailers which use this part 

of National Cycle Route 2. The 

Notes state, too, that new infra-

structure should "anticipate non-

standard cycles". So CDC quizzed 

NR, who responded that the rec-

ommended turning circles were 

"easily achieved". This didn't feel 

right. So I took advice from some-

one in the industry. His comments 

implied that NR has apparently 

confused a radius with a diameter! 

Certainly, I've had trouble at these 

bends on a test run on a tandem, 

and my wife has run straight into 

the railings at the first turn on a 

test run in our new cargo trike. 

What went wrong? 

NR should have been using an 

experienced design team for this 

far-from-straightforward "high 

priority" project. So how did such 

sharp hairpin bends appear?  And 

why is a narrow shared-use track 

good enough in this heavily used 

crossing on a national cycle route? 

And why did they not provide a 

bridge adequate enough to allow 

people to cycle over it effectively 

in perpetuity? What they said was 

that people would be allowed to 

cycle for "as long as common 

sense and mutual respect …. pre-

vail" - not quite the same thing! 

 

I'm disappointed that the District 

Council didn't hold Network Rail 

to higher standards.  But the CDC 

officers’ mindset from the start 

seems to have been to provide the 

planning committee with "a really 

positive report" [quoted from a 

freedom of information request] 

even before there were any firm 

designs to consider. The same 

mindset is present in the final Re-

port when the problems are dis-

missed with a remark that there 

may be "some inconvenience for 

cyclists". There’s no consideration 

of  objections such as "This 

scheme would prevent me from 

crossing the railway line" . 

 

For that matter, nor can I find 

where this Report details the LTN 

guidance that 3 metres is the pre-

ferred minimum width, let alone 

the 4 metres recommended by 

WSCC Highways. I can't even 

find anything to reflect CDC's 

own Environmental Health team's  

restrained comment that to en-

courage a “modal shift” away 

from car use it is "critical that the 

bridge is of adequate width". In-

deed, I can't find the Chichester 

Society's objection either. 

 

Safety for some 

Does all that really matter when 

there are also safety issues ? Well, 

yes. While safety concerns are a 

real issue, they shouldn’t be over-

played. They must be balanced by 

the fact that new infrastructure 

will stay in place for decades. So 

it should have been important not 

to rush the job. "Measure twice, 

cut once" still holds good. 

 

Can any lessons can be drawn? I 

think a key lesson is that when 

disparate local voices start saying 

that something is wrong, they 

should be listened to no matter 

how expert the "experts" may 

seem, and no matter that other lo-

cal groups are keen to rush ahead.  

So, next time the local Sustrans 

Ranger expresses concerns that a 

design is so substandard that some 

cyclists may detour onto a nearby 

fast-moving dual carriageway, I'm 

hoping the CDC case officer will 

show more evidence of concern 

than the brush-off response: 

"Alternative routes do exist …. 

These I would suggest are clearly 

less safe, but that is their own in-

dividual choice"! 

Left: Is this real-

ly what is meant 

by ‘attractive 

design’ ? 

Right: Sarah 

Sharp trying 

(and failing) to 

round the hair-

pin bend on her 

cargo trike. No 

more shopping 

at Tesco, then! 
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Georgian City: a plan for the preservation and improvement of Chichester 

What would the famous town planner of the 1940s, Thomas Sharp, have made of our new Local Plan? 

What makes Chichester special? A 

report commissioned by Chiches-

ter Corporation in 1949 still has 

resonance in 2014. Thomas 

Sharp’s words, here edited from 

the opening chapter, are a warn-

ing to us all as CDC finalises its 

Local Plan to build east and west 

across our cherished countryside.  
 

Our cathedral cities are still, and 

indeed more than ever, the most 

civilized of the places where we 

live. But of all cathedral cities, it 

is the smaller ones that have the 

characteristic quality in the great-

est measure. There, it is less com-

promised, more all-pervading. The 

large-grown places, in spite of the 

continued dominance of their cen-

tral parts by the cathedral, seem 

now to be cities with cathedrals 

rather than cathedral cities. Even 

Canterbury and Salisbury are 

growing over-big and over-busy. 

Lichfield and Wells remain with 

Chichester as the places that most 

maintain to-day the character of a 

'cathedral-city'. 

 

City and Cathedral 

While most of our cathedrals 

stand somewhat apart from the 

commercial heart of their city, 

each sequestered in its close, the 

cathedral at Chichester now fronts 

straight onto one of the city's four 

main streets, more continental 

than English in its siting. It was 

not originally so. But this unchar-

acteristic situation adds to the 

character of Chichester, for it 

brings the Cathedral into still 

greater dominance than its soaring 

spire and its great free-standing 

bell-tower would alone give it. 

Moreover, on its remaining sides, 

the Cathedral has all the qualities 

of calm and serenity in cloisters 

and close which the rest of our 

cathedrals have. So that one un-

English trait, added to those which 

are common, serves to make 

Chichester a very special cathedral 

city. 

 

But it is not only the unusual rela-

tionship of cathedral and city that 

gives Chichester its special im-

portance. The city has kept its old 

quality in a way that no other 

place in England has. There is the 

host of little churches under the 

very shadow of the Cathedral: the 

old hospitals and schools: the 

Bishop's Palace, the Deanery, and 

the houses of the canons in their 

own quarter: the richly-wrought 

Market Cross: an almost perfect 

circuit of City Walls: and the 

mound on which a Norman castle 

stood. And in one respect espe-

cially does Chichester maintain its 

early character. Generally in me-

diaeval times there were large gar-

dens and orchards behind the solid 

street frontages. And that is how it 

is in Chichester even today. 

 

A renaissance city 

In spite of being in the very centre 

of the city, the Cathedral has kept 

an unusual freedom. To the south, 

beyond the city walls, it faces 

straight on to the meadows of the 

open country - not merely on to an 

'open space' of trim gardens, but 

just onto ordinary green fields 

where cattle and sheep graze as if 

in the shadow of a village church. 

Though the railway runs beyond 

these few fields, it serves well to 

keep back the scattered building 

that has taken place to the south of 

it: and the effect here remains very 

like most cathedral cities until 

about 150 years ago. 

 

But though mediaeval features 

survive in the ecclesiastical build-

ings, Chichester is essentially a 

'renaissance' city. Here is a quite 

extraordinary number of buildings 

of that period from about 1650 to 

about 1850  when English archi-

tecture was incapable of dullness 

or ugliness. English towns of that 

period were as handsome as any 

towns that have ever been built. 

And moreover they were real 

towns: they were places to live in 

rather than collections of monu-

mental buildings. In the walled 

city, and at the entrances to it, the 

architectural flavour is still almost 

wholly ‘Georgian’.  Chichester is 

the least spoiled example now re-

maining in England of a naturally-
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grown as distinct from a deliber-

ately planned renaissance town. 

 

Variety in Harmony 

It displays remarkable variety in 

harmony in all its streets, in the 

four main streets as well as in the 

little lanes that run through the 

quarters between. In them all there 

are buildings of varying sizes, 

used for many different purposes, 

built of different materials, and 

finished to many different colours. 

They consort happily together and 

produce the most lively and pic-

turesque effect not just within 

each street. The variety between 

the streets themselves produces 

contrasts that enliven the whole; 

between wide dignified West 

Street and narrow winding Tower 

Street with its humbler cottages: 

between North Street's varied fa-

cades, the passage-like Lion Street 

and the composed forms of St. 

Martin's Square: between East 

Street's straightness and the 

curved Pallants, fronted by large 

and gracious houses: and between 

all these and the quarter occupied 

by the Cathedral. In the extent of 

all this variety in harmony, Chich-

ester has no rival in England. And 

it is not merely that the walled city 

is almost all Georgian and yet all 

varied: even as Georgian it is out-

standingly good. 

 

The importance of Scale 

Chichester has happily maintained 

its special character in the subtle 

but extremely important quality of 

scale, which is still essentially do-

mestic. Neither commerce nor the 

public utilities have brutalised it 

as they have so many places. The 

gasworks may be unhappily situ-

ated, but their scale is not disas-

trous. Even the large new County 

Council offices, albeit near to the 

Cathedral, and at least as big as it, 

have been so situated that the 

scale of the city as a whole, and 

the sovereign architectural rights 

of the Cathedral in particular, are 

unaffected. 

 

Chichester Unique! 

But special as Chichester is, and 

precious as it is in the true sense, 

there is nothing at all of 

'preciousness' about it. And that, 

of course, is an added delight. 

There is nothing of self-conscious 

charm here, no exploitation of 

richness. The city has the good 

fortune not to be 'quaint.' It has no 

high reputation among tourists: its 

qualities are not romantic: they are 

merely good. So it has escaped the 

indignity of becoming a 'beauty-

spot,' of selling its living soul in 

the exploitation of its past glories. 

No: it is a living and lively as well 

as a lovely city: living a busy  

everyday 20th century life in its 

most uncommon 18th century 

streets: supplying the needs of its 

surrounding countryside: a thriv-

ing county town as well as a  

cathedral city. And that, perhaps, 

is its most special quality of all; 

that, being special in so many 

senses, it remains essentially natu-

ral and ordinary. 

Thomas Sharp went on to make 

nine recommendations, two of 

which have a special resonance 

today: 

1. Size of City: Plans should pro-

vide for a possible growth 

within the next two decades for 

a population of 18,500 to 

19,000, or at most to 20,000.  

2. Limits of growth: The main 

built-up area of the city should 

not extend beyond the present 

bypass on the east and south, 

the proposed bypass on the 

north, and the Midhurst Rail-

way on the west. 

Four views of the Cathedral in its 

city setting. Would Thomas Sharp 

have waxed so lyrical about the  

modern buildings? Variety -yes. 

In Harmony - well ... 
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An Investigation into The Georgian Priory 

Richard Brownfield moved into one of the houses in Westgate which was part of the ‘Georgian Priory’ 

only to find that there was more there than meets the eye! 

Georgian Priory is an entirely spu-

rious name which was created in 

1988 when the Abbey Building 

Society (later The Abbey Nation-

al) bought the old Theological 

College Buildings and converted 

them into 11 residential units. One 

of the conditions of sale was that 

the name should not refer in any 

way to the Theological College. 

We moved into 9 Westgate, which 

is the last house in the Georgian 

Priory complex, at the end of 2012 

and the shape of the house was so 

unusual that I decided to investi-

gate the history. 

 

A Roman suburb 

Since Roman times there had been 

a road from the gate at the end of 

West Street, which led first to 

Fishbourne, where Cogidumnus 

had his palace and then to the 

camp at Portchester.  A “suburb” 

grew up outside this gate and be-

came known as Westgate. There 

had been a Tannery on the south 

side of the road alongside the La-

vant stream probably from the 14th 

Century. Following the damage 

caused in the Civil War, the hous-

es were rebuilt with four public 

houses and a brewery on the north 

side. By 18271 the brewery was in 

the possession of the Henty Fami-

ly, who built an imposing House 

in 1851 (now 52 Westgate).   

 

In 1762 the road to Portsmouth 

had been upgraded to a turnpike 

12 miles long, with three tollhous-

es. The West Gate itself was de-

molished in 17732 but a number of 

houses still encroached on the car-

riageway and caused what became 

known as “The Bottleneck”, 

which remained until 1963. 

 

History revealed in maps 

The earliest map of the area that I 

have found in the West Sussex 

Records Office is the one drawn 

by John Norden in 1596. This 

shows houses on both sides of the 

road by the Lavant Stream, which 

ran a different course to today (the 

old culvert still exists). Maps of 

1769 and 1812 show the footprint 

of buildings, but it is difficult to be 

sure whether these still exist today. 

 

However, on the St Bartholo-

mew’s Tithe map of 1845 the pre-

sent buildings can be identified. 

Researching the buildings is com-

plicated by the difficulty in identi-

fying which documents refer to a 

particular building, because street 

numbering was not introduced un-

til the late 19th century, when num-

bers appeared in the census and 

Kelly’s Directory. They started at 

the gate and went continuously 

along the south side of the road to 

number 30, then crossed the road, 

with numbers 31-54 back to the 

gate on the other side. After the 

’45 war the numbers were changed 

to even numbers on the north side 

and odd on the south. In 1988 the 

numbers were changed yet again, 

when the Georgian Priory devel-

opment took place. 

 

The Theological College 

Between the wars, the Theological 

College was situated in the old 

Henty house, renamed Gillett 

House, on the north side of the 

road.  In 1935 the College ac-

quired a large house at 3 Westgate 

with “beautiful gardens and play-

ing fields”, which was believed to 

be dating from the 17th century, for 

additional accommodation, . 

 

Eighteen students and 2 members 

of staff lived there in 20 bedrooms 

with 4 WCs and 4 bathrooms. It 

was re-named Marriott House. The 

College was evacuated during the 

war and when they came back, 

An extract of the 1846 St Bartholomew’s parish tithe map shows the mod-

ern 3 & 4 Westgate with a courtyard and garden behind. It was surveyed 

by E. Fuller of Chichester. By courtesy of  and © WSCC Record Office. 
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Gillett House was sold whereupon 

Marriott House became the main 

building. 

 

Notable residents 

Before it was bought by the Col-

lege, 3 Westgate had been occu-

pied for nearly 75 years by two 

generations of the Tyacke family. 

Nicholas Tyacke was a physician 

at the West Sussex, East Hants 

and Chichester Infirmary and 

twice served as Mayor of Chich-

ester.3 In the 1861 census, just af-

ter the death of his first wife, 

Nicholas was living in the house 

with 10 members of the family 

and 5 servants. After his death in 

1900 his son George, who had 

qualified as a solicitor, lived with 

his family at number 3 until his 

death in 1933, after which it was 

sold to the College. The house 

appears to have consisted of the 

main house, now number 3, the 

building now numbered 5 and the 

stable yard with extensive land 

behind. 

 

Next door, 4 Westgate was a more 

modest family house, which ap-

pears on the Tithe map, and which 

in 1891/2 was the residence of 

Thomas Russell from the well-

known Chichester family of pho-

tographers. By the census of 

1901 this house was occupied by 

a builder and decorator, John 

Ogburn Holt.  He was also 

Mayor of Chichester in 1907 and 

1908, and became an Alderman 

in 19144. From at least 1914 to 

1921 he was also a JP. In 1922 a 

William George Robinson, who 

had lived with his family in 

Somerstown before the First 

World War, moved in.5 He lived 

there until the house was sold to 

the College in about 1969.  

 

Modern conversions 

The College first adapted 4 West-

gate as student accommodation 

but in 19755 it was converted to 

offices and a large kitchen. Fol-

lowing the sale to the Building 

Association in 1987, the house 

was divided in two and a number 

of outhouses were incorporated 

into the building, which accounts 

for the strange.shape, The two 

parts were re-numbered 7 and 9 

Westgate. With regard to the rest 

of the College, number 5 has been 

divided from the main house; 

there are 5 apartments in number 3 

and there are 3 properties, includ-

ing the converted stable, around 

the old stable courtyard. 

 

 

 

Sources:  

1. Roy Norman “A Documentary 

History of Chichester” Chap. 18 

p.187 

2. British History on-line 

http://www.british-history.ac.uk/

report.aspx?compid=41660 

3. Obituary BMJ May 19 1900 

4. Anne Scicluna, “A Chain of 

Mayors”, p.29 

5. Kelly’s Directory WSCRO. 

6. Planning Applications,  

  Chichester District Council For the Diamond Jubilee in 1897, mock gates were constructed on the 

sites of the old city gates. This shows how West Gate might have looked 

before it was demolished, (View from Westgate towards the Cross) 

Chichester Theological College  on the corner of Westgate in 1966 

http://www.british-history.ac.uk/report.aspx?compid=41660
http://www.british-history.ac.uk/report.aspx?compid=41660
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There are many recipes for suc-

cess: Mick and Joyce Tidy seem to 

have hit upon a winning formula 

with their ‘corner shop’.   Chich-

ester is blessed with an eclectic 

mix of retailers, and one of them is 

the ‘Good News’ newsagent in the 

heart of town. It is run by the 

Tidys, together with a great team 

of young and well-trained assis-

tants, including son James, who 

like the others has done his ‘paper-

boy’ apprenticeship.  Mick says, 

“In my opinion, a successful paper

-boy will do well in most walks of 

life; it gives an excellent ground-

ing in self-discipline”. 

Chichester gets Good News! 

The ‘Good News’ story really be-

gins in 1990, when Mick, a quali-

fied plumber, and Joyce, a sales 

negotiator with Whiteheads estate 

agents, decided on a change in ca-

reer. This decision was brought 

about by  Mick’s serious illness 

which prevented the physical con-

tortions demanded of plumbers.  

Running a shop appealed to both 

of them. Luckily, Joyce’s favour-

ite uncle owned a successful news 

agency in Maidenhead, and gave 

them valuable advice and encour-

agement.  

 

When the St Martin’s Street prem-

ises came up for sale, they took 

the plunge.   ‘No.5’ was a fine 

corner location, in a brand new 

reconstruction of central Chiches-

ter’s only bomb-damaged proper-

ty.  For Joyce, the location had 

fond girlhood memories; she had 

often met her friends in the old 

bomb-site under the tree which 

still stands in the St. Martin’s Tea 

Rooms garden.   

 

 

When do you start work? 

As I met Joyce and Mick at 10:30 

a.m., a comfortable hour for me, 

they quickly revealed that they 

had already done half a day’s 

work! The ‘Good News’ crew 

keep hours that would make the 

rest of us (bakers excluded) shud-

der.  Taking turns on a strict ros-

ter, a team member is at the shop 

by 4:30 a.m. to receive the news-

paper delivery from the wholesal-

er. Then two vans for local distri-

bution are loaded, before the shop 

opens for the “early bird” cus-

tomers at 5 a.m.  In their words: 

“We get Chichester going!” 

 

A quart in a pint pot 

For those readers unfamiliar with 

the premises, it’s worthwhile tak-

ing a peek inside this ‘little’ shop. 

I say ‘little’, advisedly – only 330 

ft2 of floor space (30 m2 in ‘new 

money’).  Within, you can find 

much of what you need on a daily 

basis: newspapers and 100+ mag-

azines; a “Wonka-esque” selec-

tion of chocolate and sweets, as 

evidenced by the trail of home-

ward bound schoolchildren drop-

ping in, and a well-stocked cold 

cabinet and sandwich unit to meet 

the needs of local ‘nine-to-fivers’.  

Most unusually and nostalgically 

for me as an ex-tobacconist, you 

find an amazing stock of smoking 

paraphernalia. The almost forgot-

ten pipe tobaccos such as  ‘Three 

Nuns’ and ‘Erinmore’ are dis-

played along with a decent selec-

tion of pipes and cigars, as well 

as a full range of popular ciga-

rette brands, including  the latest 

fad, ‘E-cigarettes’. 

A Really ‘Good News’ story  

John Wichers continues his series on local shops with a visit to our best established newsagent 

Left: the early risers; Mick and Joyce Tidy at left.  

Right: the bag with all the  lottery scratchcards which have won at the ‘Good News’ shop. 
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in Mundham, and having so little 

distance to travel are always mar-

vellously fresh and hardy.  

 

‘Better News’ for some 

The shop also shares in the excite-

ment of their customers’ lottery 

tickets, if not in their winnings.  

The biggest win being a punter 

who, having had a “really bad 

day” at Goodwood, bought a tick-

et on the way home.  Two weeks 

later he came back to have a quiet 

word with Mick: he had won 

£2.5m! 

 

‘Good News’ manages to compete 

successfully as an ‘independent’ 

retailer, in direct rivalry with su-

permarkets which all have large 

areas given over to newspaper and 

magazine sales. Success is down 

to a combination of the ‘open all 

hours’ discipline – the first cus-

tomers appearing at 5am and the 

last ushered out of the door at 

6pm – and a fierce loyalty shown 

by their regulars who value being 

treated as individuals and with old

-fashioned courtesy . 

 

Unusual customers 

Every now and then an unusual 

punter steps through the door. “A 

gentleman came in for a cigar”,  

Joyce recounts, “and walked out 

with £156 worth of Havanas, 

thrilled to have found such a qual-

ity selection!”  Mick smiles and 

nods, “What about the time, just 

before Christmas…  It was gone 

seven, we had already closed 

when there was a rapping on the 

window - an American lady on 

her way to the airport wanted a 

small souvenir to take back home.  

So we opened up and a while later 

she walked out, having done her 

Christmas shopping and had spent 

over £100!” 

 

These are exceptions as ‘Good 

News’ depends very much on its 

regulars. The average daily foot-

fall is up to 800, and exceeds 

1000 on Saturdays.  A most 

charming story that Joyce tells, is 

of the disabled lady living in a flat 

over the shop. “Talking of 

‘regulars’”, she recollects, “We 

would get a phone call from her, 

giving a complete shopping list.  

The good lady would then lower a 

basket from her window and the 

order would be hoisted up!”    

 

Inside and outside 

One of the most attractive features 

of the ‘Good News’ shop front is 

that it always seems to be carnival 

time. The shop door is surrounded 

by banks of colourful potted 

plants. I asked Joyce what gave 

them the idea. She explained that 

when they first took over the busi-

ness there had been a few trays of 

flowers and bedding plants placed 

hazardously on the pavement.  

Joyce was so afraid of someone 

tripping and hurting themselves 

that they bought two special 

stands and then had to fill them…

with more flowers!  These are 

supplied daily from North Farms Scenes from a busy shop   
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Must Whitehouse Farm become a suburb with 5,000 residents? 

We make no apology for continuing to feature the Draft Local Plan in this issue, and probably succeed-

ing issues as well. It is, after all, the plan that will direct developments around Chichester, not  merely in 

15 years’ time at the end of the Plan, but will also affect what happens in the decades after that. 

 

One of our members, Vivian McPhee, starts the ball rolling with a personal view on  Whitehouse Farm 

Congratulations if you have man-

aged to wade your way through 

the submission draft of the Local 

Plan and its accompanying docu-

ments! The plan is meant to en-

sure that housing goes in the best 

places and that 30% is affordable 

(i.e. that provided to households 

whose needs are not met by the 

market whether rented for social 

purpose or provided through vari-

ous schemes to make it afforda-

ble). Apparently the “West of 

Chichester Strategic Location”   

(why not “Whitehouse Farm”?) is 

suitable for up to 1,600 houses. 

Whitehouse Farm is a greenfield 

gap between Chichester and Fish-

bourne and thus is irreplaceable. 

 

Who wants development at 

Whitehouse Farm? 

The development of this area rep-

resents an attractive proposition to 

the owner, the company that holds 

the option to develop, and mem-

bers of the Council. As I walk 

there most days, I wonder whether 

they are the only winners in this 

process. How can we be sure that 

our elected representatives have 

made the right decisions for 

Chichester?  

 

It is all too convenient to recom-

mend land in single ownership for 

such a large proportion of Chich-

ester's housing needs. I think it is 

unlikely that the Inspector will 

remove it from the Plan when it is 

proffered with such force by the 

Council. 

 

There are assurances in the plan 

that the wildlife (including bats, 

water voles, barn owls and ancient 

woodland) will be protected by a 

management plan dealing with 

green infrastructure requirements. 

But when large developments are 

complete there can be gaps be-

tween intentions and delivery. 

Will the management plan deal 

with the orchids, the green wood-

peckers displaced from the fields 

adjoining Brandy Hole Copse, the 

egrets that visit flooded areas and 

the raptors often seen hunting 

overhead? 

 

A haven for wild life 

Why are the people of west 

Chichester not up in arms at the 

prospect of the largest housing 

allocation between them and Fish-

bourne? Why is it left to the very 

few to express concerns about 

traffic, loss of habitat, flooding 

and affordability?   Those actively 

promoting this land clearly be-

lieve many will be keen to live 

there.  

 

 

Uncommon 

flowers at 

Whitehouse 

Farm in 

summer 

2013: top 

left , spotted 

orchid; top 

right, marsh 

orchid; bot-

tom, ragged 

robin. 
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If you think like me that there are 

major issues about this location, 

take a walk on the farmland in 

summer through glorious patches 

of orchids, watch the wildlife and 

you might begin to feel uncom-

fortable. In winter experience the 

flooded soggy fields and brim-

ming ditches. Listen to the roar of 

the A27 on the higher parts and 

you might also wonder about fu-

ture residents. 

 

Effect on existing residents 

It is envisaged that the develop-

ment will take the form of “a new 

neighbourhood, maximising the 

potential for integration with ex-

isting land uses and communities 

on the western side of the city.”  

Some in Parklands are working 

hard to object. I wish them well.  

 

What about the potential detri-

ment to existing “neighbour-

hoods”? Try to access Chichester 

down the B2178, that racetrack 

into the city from Funtington. 

New residents will be encouraged 

to cycle into the city, to the hospi-

tal or to work. A dedicated cycle 

lane must be created up to Nor-

wich Road. Where are these in-

trepid cyclists heading? Will they 

not resort to their cars in bad 

weather as do the majority?   

 

When the high density site is com-

plete, will the 30% (it used to be 

40%) affordable housing be occu-

pied by those local people in 

need? As the queues of traffic into 

Chichester swollen by cars from 

the new estate (let us not flatter it 

by calling it a neighbourhood) 

snake their way into the city trap-

ping the residents of Parklands 

and East Broyle, what will we do? 

Sigh and tut?   

Any chance of follow-up? 

The plan is full of comforting 

words and good intentions. I am 

left with many concerns. Will 

there be staff resources on the 

Council to ensure that all the stra-

tegic locations are developed in a 

manner which enhances Chiches-

ter, protects wildlife, helps the 

community to adjust and holds the 

developer to account before he 

moves on to profit from his next 

greenfield site?  

I objected to the inclusion of this 

site never doubting that the Coun-

cil intended to include it. I hope 

there are sufficient people around 

with enough clout to ensure that 

the Council lives up to the bold 

statements in the Local Plan.  he 

bold statements in the Local Plan 

 

 

Raptors seen 

in meadows 

close to 

Whitehouse 

Farm:  

left, a kestrel 

(Fishbourne); 

right,  

a buzzard  

(Vinnetrow) 

 

Whitehouse Farm from  

Centurion Way 
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Westhampnett finds itself on the receiving end! 

Bill Harding, Vice-Chairman of the Parish Council, explains the unprecedented pressures 

Westhampnett used to be a small 

village community connected to 

Maudlin within the Parish of 

Westhampnett, approximately two 

thirds of which lay within the 

Goodwood Estate.   

 

In the last few years this normally 

quiet village, nestling in the once 

known ‘strategic green gap’ which 

isolated it from Chichester by 

farmland and the Lavant river, is 

now under threat of being con-

sumed by developers and Chich-

ester District Council’s (CDC’s)

need to meet housing figures at 

the expense of existing residents.   

 

Massive development 

The developer’s proposals, backed 

by CDC, put forward a scheme for 

1,500 houses on the Old Place 

Farm land off Madgwick Lane.  

Westhampnett Parish Council 

(WPC) challenged CDC’s pro-

posal and provided proof that the 

land was a flood plain and affect-

ed by a sound restriction zone 

from Goodwood aerodrome.   Af-

ter due consideration CDC re-

duced their proposal to 500 houses 

on the farm land east of Madg-

wick Lane and north of Stane 

Street.   

 

WPC are still contesting the via-

bility of this proposal as it is our 

contention that the area is less 

than stated by the developers i.e. 

10 hectares rather than 12 hec-

tares .  WPC have identified other 

sites within the parish which could 

accommodate up to 350 houses 

but have been ignored by CDC.  

 

Pressure on infrastructure 

The March School is full, traffic 

congestion into Chichester from 

the east is already a serious prob-

lem and will be compounded by 

this proposal.  

 

WPC are contending with the 

Neighbourhood Plan, the 500 

house proposal, inadequate drain-

age and foul water containment, 

abysmal road surfaces and the 

continuing use of Stane Street and 

Madgwick Lane as race tracks 

from weekend drifting exponents* 

at Chichester Park Hotel rounda-

bout.  

The developer would like to put 

1,500 houses here, on Old Place 

Farm, between the Goodwood 

aerodrome and the Lavant flood 

plain (top photo); but under CDC 

proposals would be restricted to 

this area off Madgwick Lane  - 

always assuming there is no ap-

peal (bottom photo; the roofs of 

March School are in the back-

ground) 

 

* also called ‘boy racers’ 
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And now a Travellers’ Site 
 

As if this little community did not 

have enough to deal with, CDC 

have informed us that a half acre 

site has become conveniently va-

cant in the Stane Street depot and 

is just the right size for a Travel-

lers Transit Site.  This site will 

accommodate up to 10 caravans 

and associated vehicles which in-

cludes a trailer, 2 cars and the car-

avan, each bay will have an amen-

ities block with under floor heat-

ing. All the foul water will be 

pumped into Stane Street sewer-

age system. 

 

The Council depot site will under-

go a major remodelling pro-

gramme allowing the half acre site 

facing Stane Street to become the 

Transit Site for the sum of 

£1million; £630k is approved 

from Government funding and the 

balance will be contributed by 

multi-agency agreement from sur-

rounding authorities. 

 

Local opinion ignored 

Democracy was seen to operate 

when a petition signed by 94.5% 

of parishioners and letter of oppo-

sition containing 25 questions was 

presented to CDC Cabinet. How 

did CDC respond? By granting 

approval for the proposal which 

can now be submitted for planning 

permission. 

 

Who will check the rules? 

The Transit Site will be open 24 

hours a day to pedestrian and car 

traffic. Caravans will only be al-

lowed on and off the site during 

supervised hours of 09:00 – 17:00 

by the use of height restricted bar-

riers.  The provision of this  

Transit Site will allow the Police 

to exercise Sections 61 and 62 of 

the Criminal Justice Act giving 

the Travellers the option of leav-

ing illegal sites in favour of the 

Westhampnett Transit Site by pre-

booked appointment and payment 

of site fees.  

 

The duration of their stay is lim-

ited to 12 weeks and a non-return 

policy within that time operates 

for 12 weeks after leaving the site.  

If this option is refused the Police 

will be enabled to escort them 

from the County.  

 

As part of an agreed consultation 

process CDC have assured the pa-

rishioners of Westhampnett that 

the existence of a Transit Site in 

other areas has not resulted in an 

increase in crime. WPC have also 

been allowed to take part in the 

discussions and design process for 

the project.  

The number of cars waiting outside the March School at the end of the 

school day is an indication of how popular (and how full) it is. 

WESTHAMPNETT 

CHURCH 

 
Westhampnett Church has one 

of the longest histories of  any 

of the local churches. There was 

a stone church on the site from 

about 710 AD, only a little after 

St Wilfrid brought Christianity 

to Sussex, and much of the 

chancel dates from this period.  

 

The church was enlarged to its 

present size in the 14th century, 

and there has been some Victo-

rian restoration since. 

 

It is reputed to have the largest 

variety of building stones of any 

church in Sussex, being so far 

from any good sources of stone 

that its builders had to make do 

with whatever came to hand.  

The most unusual stones are the 

two pieces of Roman tile to the 

right of the porch, complete 

with Roman graffiti. 

Sports fans, on the other hand, 

may like to search for the grave 

of James Lillywhite, the captain 

of the first English cricket team 

to tour Australia, in 1877. 
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Our Latest Response to the Local Plan 

Your Committee has been trying to persuade the Council to make more use of brownfield sites 

Your Executive Committee still 

considers that the plan should 

make more use of brownfield land, 

implying an expansion at 

Tangmere instead of greenfield 

sites at Whitehouse Farm etc. 

Here is a summary of what we 

submitted to the Council in the fi-

nal consultation, much of which 

echoes our earlier responses 

 

Neighbouring Authorities 

We could not find evidence in the 

Draft Plan of consultation with 

councils to the north and east of 

Chichester. As there is a ‘Duty to 

Co-operate’, this may mean that 

housing numbers are inaccurate. 

Indeed, if the Inspector finds that 

this Duty has not been taken up, 

the whole Plan may be summarily 

thrown out. It may turn out that no 

Plan at all will force some proper 

strategic thinking. 

 

Housing Locations 

We still consider  that the District 

Council has fallen in with plans 

submitted by developers, and not 

shown evidence of independent 

strategic thought.  The conse-

quences have been a Plan which 

abandons the concept of ‘strategic 

gaps’ which preserve Chichester 

as a compact city, and endorses the 

siting of development on good 

quality agricultural land.  

 

To the West, Whitehouse Farm in 

addition appears to be a site which 

will need expensive infrastructure, 

and will overload road networks. 

To the East, we think there is room 

for some development around 

Westhampnett but that this should 

be restricted to prevent adverse 

effects on local employment at 

Rolls Royce and Goodwood. 

 

Revitalising Tangmere 

Our solution to provide needed 

housing is to expand Tangmere to 

become a hub in its own right. 

While we realise that this expands 

the village substantially, we think 

this could be turned to advantage. 

It would put housing in a definite 

settlement, not a sprawl; it would 

use largely brownfield land; it 

would be easy to create good links 

to both road and rail; and it would 

make viable better community fa-

cilities than at present. 

The current state of play 

The deadline for final comments 

on the Draft Plan was  January 

6th 2014. Once these comments 

have been examined, the Plan 

will be submitted to the Council 

for approval on April 24th and, if 

approved, sent to the Secretary of 

State. He will appoint an Inspec-

tor to carry out a Public Examina-

tion of the Plan during the sum-

mer. The Council hope that the 

Plan will be approved and adopt-

ed by October 2014. 

Why build on this (Whitehouse Farm from Centurion Way) … 

… when this is available (the former airfield at Tangmere )? 

Photo © Simon Carey, licensed for re-use under Creative Commons 

License http://www.geograph.org.uk/reuse.php?id=236235 
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Responses to the Draft Local Plan highlight real problems 

What local organisations say about the Plan - and Chichester is not alone! 

Rolls Royce “Development on the scale proposed…

would significantly erode the core principles that 

originally led the BMW Motor Group to select Good-

wood as a suitable location for the new 

Rolls Royce facility” 
The Horsham Society Newsletter for February 

 
… The proposal to put the bulk of the new housing 

- 2500 homes - in an orphan settlement north of the 

A274 is simple political expediency. By the 

[Horsham District] Council’s own assessment in 

2012 the site is less suitable than Southwater or 

Billingshurst. … We simply cannot keep add-

ing houses to existing communities with-

out creating a loss of social identity.  

Chichester Harbour Conservancy 
‘The importance of the AONB, its harbour water, 
landscape and ecological levels of protection SPA, 

SAC, SSSI etc is critical to the area and is intrinsi-
cally linked to wider development in the District 
and these issues should be articulated from the Con-

servancy … CDC Plan needs to match Havant BC 
Plan which states that  "Development will be per-
mitted where it......MEETS the policy aims of 
the Chichester Harbour”  

 CPRE Sussex  

... conclude that CDC has failed to 

provide any credible, up to date, 

housing requirements, and therefore 

the 5 year housing supply needs alter-

ing. There is already a 5 year housing 

supply, if the housing requirements 

are correctly reviewed. … West of 

Chichester strategic site is environ-

mentally and socially unsustainable 

under NPPF 7 and 8 - proximity to 

AONB of the Harbour. 

Chichester Residents Associations Group 

objects because … the Plan’s str
ategy is 

‘unsustainable and unbalanced’: in partic-

ular traffic growth and poor infrastructure. 

But also failure to allow for the City’s histor-

ic character – which implies a buffer with no 

development on east and west margins … In-

effectual joint working between CDC and oth-

er Authorities has not considered alternative 

strategies ...N
ot consiste

nt with NPPF empha-

sis o
n ‘sustainable development’ 

Tangmere Parish council “The 
strategic site West of Chichester 
could accommodate 3000 new 
houses if the density were in-
creased. That would allow the bulk 

of the housing in the plan period to 

be in the most sustainable location, 

that is at Chichester City”.[They 
would say that, wouldn’t they - 
Ed.] 

Havant Borough Council 

“is unable take any unmet 

need from Chichester Dis-

trict”…
 owing to sites pro-

tected by the Birds and Habi-

tats Directive, the Harbour 

AONB…
’  

Southern Water propose amendments to pol-

icy to include “Development will be depend-

ent on the provision of infrastructure [by the 

developer] for adequate wastewater convey-

ance and treatment to meet strict environmen-

tal standards. (Policy 16) and “A policy that 

promotes water efficiency in areas outside the 

Chichester (Apuldram) catchment is necessary 

in order to ensure that the Local Plan con-

forms to the NPPF (Policy 19) 

Surrey County Council  

comment that there is mini-

mal information on the loca-

tion of the sites [in the 

north of the District] and 

the County want to under-

stand the implications for 

education and highways  

The Goodwood Estate opposes the Plan because it is 

‘woefully inadequate’ in responding to the district’s her-

itage – and ignores guidance published in the NPPF, by 

English Heritage and a 2005 landscape character study 

commissioned by CDC  … the Plan fails to acknowledge 

in its proposals the Estate’s contribution to the econ-

omies of Chi and W. Sussex  
Civic Voice on brownfield sites (PR, Jan 2014) 

 

Civic Voice has long advocated a “smart growth” 

approach that targets development in our urban 

areas taking a brownfield first approach …

Freddie Gick [Chair of Civic Voice] finished by 

saying ““Houses on 'brownfield sites' may be 

more challenging and expensive to build, but it is 

evident that a large part of the housing crisis 

would disappear if existing planning permissions 

were implemented, and if existing housing stock 

was used more effectively. The day may come 

when we have to go into existing Green Belt and 

countryside to meet the housing need but we're a 

long way from that at the moment. The Prime 

Minister should take note of these comments 

from one of the members of his Policy Unit  

[i.e. Nadhim Zadawi - see next page, Ed.].”. 
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Does the right hand know what the left is doing? 

Richard Childs finds himself baffled by contradictions in government statements on planning 

Since becoming Chairman of the 

Chichester Society I take more 

notice of planning issues reported 

in the national press. I can’t help 

feeling that members of the pre-

sent coalition government are 

making up planning policy on the 

hoof. 

 

Woodland wobbles 

The New Year started with the 

Environment Secretary, Owen Pat-

erson, suggesting that developers 

could be allowed to build on an-

cient woodland if they planted 100 

times as many new trees else-

where by way of compensation. 

Apart from the quality that comes 

with a woodland which has exist-

ed for centuries, much valued by 

the public, there seems to me to be 

a fundamental flaw in Mr Pater-

son’s reasoning.   

 

If a developer has sufficient land 

to plant a hundred-fold trees why 

doesn’t he build on that land rather 

than destroying the ancient wood-

land?  It would be like destroying 

Kingley Vale to build a housing 

estate but in return planting a 

small forest at Shopwyke Lakes! 

Does localism exist? 

Later in January we had reports 

about proposals from the Lib 

Dems for two new ‘garden cities’ 

to be built in the South - a new 

Cleggopolis as Boris Johnson 

called it. Nick Clegg had indicated 

that such new cities could be built 

in Buckinghamshire, Oxfordshire 

or Warwickshire. Apparently a 

Lib Dem spokesman had said that 

the National Planning Policy 

Framework (NPPF) allows such 

huge developments. 

 

More or less at the same time it 

was reported that Nadhim Zahawi 

MP, a senior adviser to the Prime 

Minister, had stated that loopholes 

in the NPPF were allowing devel-

opers to undermine the Govern-

ment’s good intentions to deliver 

bottom-up planning and he called 

on the planning minister to make 

significant changes to the NPPF to 

stop intense attacks by rapacious 

developers. Mr Zahawi said, “The 

damage this is doing to our flag-

ship policy of localism is im-

mense, and if it continues, the 

physical harm it is doing to our 

countryside will become the defin-

ing legacy of this Government.” 

Who fixes the numbers? 

Closer to home, in a recent report 

in the Chichester Observer, I noted 

that Arundel MP Nick Herbert, in 

commenting on Arun District’s 

Local Plan challenged the Coun-

cil’s recommended housing num-

ber figures for the district and 

said, “The National Planning Poli-

cy Framework is clear that a local 

plan can deliver a lower number of 

houses than the objectively as-

sessed need ‘...if any adverse im-

pacts of doing so would signifi-

cantly and demonstrably outweigh 

the benefits...’ I believe this failure 

to consider the sustainability of 

the proposed housing numbers is a 

serious failure of process.” 

 

Is planning law simplified? 

These examples suggest that in 

creating the NPPF, irrespective of 

the rights or wrongs of sweeping 

away thousands of pages of plan-

ning legislation, valuable case law 

has also been swept away. In ef-

fect we are starting from scratch 

with decisions predicated on the 

NPPF’s mantra of ‘presumption of 

sustainable development’. 

 

The Government has created a 

new Wild West with developers 

racing across the countryside stak-

ing their plots to build thousands 

of houses, now unfettered by sen-

sible planning regulation. And 

don’t you believe, as our local pol-

iticians would have us believe, 

that having a Local Plan in place 

will save us. With an Environment 

Secretary advocating chopping 

down ancient woodland, it is clear 

that the lunatics are well and truly 

in charge of the asylum!! 

Ancient yews - or substitute planting? If ancient woodlands can be replaced by cloned saplings (which is why 

Denmark is so badly affected by ash dieback), why not go the whole hog and plant fake trees? Yew trees at 

Bignor Hill; telephone mast at Cuckfield. 
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Meet your committee (the series continued) 

Trevor Redman, a Cicestrian from way back, introduces himself 

My association with Chichester is long standing.  I was born in Bognor 

Regis, but both my parents and two of my grandparents were Cicestri-

ans. My mother was born at 1, Franklin Place*, the site of my grandfa-

ther’s sanitary engineer’s business, and my father at 10 Market Road, 

where his father was a tailor.  My maternal grandfather’s family moved 

into the city about 1860 and lived mostly in Cavendish Street, although 

I believe that earlier generations lived in the city in the late 1600’s. 

 

My personal recollection goes 

back to 1947 when my grandfather 

was in the Royal West Sussex 

Hospital. As a child sporadic visits 

on the 31 Southdown bus from 

Bognor were exciting outings and 

trips to Priory Park with my broth-

er are remembered with pleasure.  

 

From 1978 to 1981, my wife and I 

lived in Orchard Street, before be-

ing moved due to my job, and it 

was at this time that I first joined 

the Chichester Society. I now live 

in Petworth. 

One of our most active early members, Penny Knowles died on 9 Janu-

ary aged 91. Despite living in Aldwick, Penny joined the Society in 

late 1973 and threw herself into our campaigns against the destruction 

of numerous listed Georgian and Victorian terraces to create a dual car-

riageway ring road, and a superstore and office blocks at Crane Street/

Chapel Street. 

 

Her finest hour was in 1976 when she and our Vice –President Joy 

Crawshaw occupied a historic barn and a Georgian house in St Pancras 

during what became known as the ‘Eastgate Sit-In’. Although the gyra-

tory scheme went ahead, it was shifted to save the barn which was sub-

sequently given an award for the best residential conversion! For our 

25th anniversary newsletter in 1998, in an entertaining account of the 

Sit-In,  Penny wrote: ‘it was a company of like-minded people, ap-

palled at this latest desecration of our much-loved city. The enthusiasm 

and camaraderie is something I shall never forget, and unlike some 

protests these days there was no violence on either side.’  

 

History repeated itself in 1977 on Penny’s own doorstep. Learning that 

Aldwick duck pond was threatened by a large roundabout, she founded 

the Aldwick Preservation Society to save the pond. The roundabout 

was shifted, and the duck pond is now managed as a much-loved amenity. In 1989 Penny was given an award 

by Arun District Council for her work as President of Aldwick Preservation Society. In October we were de-

lighted to welcome Penny and her daughter Rachel to our 40th anniversary lunch at Chichester College, where 

Penny met old friends including Joy Crawshaw and we rolled back the years.  Penny was one of our most 

outstanding members and we mourn her passing. 

John Templeton 

In Memoriam 

Penny Knowles 

Could you be our Treasurer? 

Our Treasurer, David Wilson, has 

said that he will have to give up the 

job after the AGM in October. 

Could you take this on? 

The post entails managing the ac-

counts, keeping proper records of 

income and expenditure, and doing 

the banking. At intervals the Treas-

urer reports on the Society’s finan-

cial position to the Committee. 

Annually, a claim for Gift Aid is 

submitted to HMRC and at the end 

of the year the accounts are sent for 

audit. There is regular liaison with 

the Membership Secretary to ensure 

that the Address List matches the 

subscriptions paid. 

A basic knowledge of EXCEL 

spreadsheets is necessary, as well as 

the ability to use a simple account-

ing package. Please contact David 

on 01243 536725 for more details if 

you can help with this. 

 

*By chance in the 1970s also the 

home of our founder David Goodman  
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Your Executive Committee is 

looking for … 

 

People who can help put newsletters 

in envelopes. Our original team has 

gone down in numbers as time has 

passed. Could you help on the 

morning of the first Friday in each 

of March, June , September and De-

cember (or at least for most of 

them)? Ring the editor - 536725. 

 

And after a 40th anniversary year in 

which the committee chose which 

events to pursue, we’d like to hear 

from you as to what you want next. 

Again, contact 536725. 


