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In this issue we summarise the latest draft Lg
Development Framework from the CDC and
outline our own response to the consultation
process. As a Society we have consistently
posed a large increase in housing numbers i
and around Chichester. We have done this
out of a crude nimbyism but because we reg
our City as a valued and vital part of our
national heritage and the character of our Ci
depends above all on its modest scale.

The threat to scale

Furthermore, as we wrote in our September E - i i £

2002 issue, when summarising our case to the Whitehouse Farm; a possible site for housing
government Inspector who was considering the beyond Centurion Way

County Structure Plan to 2016tie key argu- heajth and education facilities, sewage disposal
ment the Society has made against any substgg-

tial development around Chichester, is that it o .
will harm the character of our unique and In this issue we accept that in thg short term the
beautiful City by changing its scale. ChichestérPC has to set out a plan for siting the new

is a special case. Therefore, instead of over- '0Using and on pages 2-3 we set out our pro-
building, the Government should declare it asP0S@IS on where these should go. If we have to

an Area of Outstanding Urban Heritage, with N2ve the housing we hope it will be of a high
special planning protections like an AONB. standard. On Pages 4-5 we give updates on the
two largest housing developments in and

“Chichester’s uniqueness, we have stated to the,nd Chichester that are now in progress,

Inspector’s Examination in Public, derives fromamely at Graylingwell and the Barracks.
its character as a compact City, complete with

cathedral, former priory and castle mound set!ncréasing supply and reducing demand

in a walled enclosure with a street pattern datin the long run we hope that the coming Gen-
ing back to Roman times. Increasing the City'sral Election campaign will include debate on
scale by extending its built up area beyond thBow we might use existing homes more effi-
present lines would add, inevitably, to traffic ciently and so reduce the need for new homes.
volumes and the busyness of the City centre. Tinese might include grants to those downsizing
so doing it would threaten the character of thgpossibly combined with higher council tax on
City.” larger homes), higher taxes on second and

More houses but no new infrastructure empty homes, using unused floors above shops,
and grants for conversion to flats to accommo-

The Government has laid down that the Soutlyate the increased proportion of single and two-
East Regional Plan is the basic policy frame- memper households. There may be some

work for housing and other planning elementsyrogpect that our relative economic decline will
to 2026. Hence the CDC must provide 9,600 giscourage the continuance of the recent high
additional homes from 2006-26, (7,100 of thete of net immigration! More might leave and

south of the National Park). The Council is lefteywer come than envisaged in the planners’
with no alternative but to identify where these yrgjections.

homes are to go, yet without any assurance that ,

other parts of government will provide the In the meantime, we commend to the CDC our

funding for the necessary accompanying infra@Wn proposals to site the 355 new homes per
structure; for examples, road improvements, year up to 2026 mandated for the District south
of the new National Park boundary.
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Shortly before Christmaghiches-
ter District Council (CDC)
launched a consultation on optior e

for major housing development ir g
the District from 2011 to 2026.

The Requirement ||

The context of the Council's work
is the requirement in the South
East Plan (SEP) for a substantia|
number of new homes across the
Region, apportioned District by
District. For the coastal plain ared
of Chichester District (south of th
National Park) the SEP required
the District Council to identify
land to provide for an average of
355 new homes per annum from

2006 to 2026. Any shortfall to Fursrgon®
date on the 355 per annum rate
will have to be made up during = =
2011-26. b

The SEP decreed that the major- ;
ity of this new housing should be
provided “at Chichester City or,
if not possible, at other suitable

.........

HET WITTERBAGY

locations in the District"We do Legend
not accept that so many new N haarth of Chichester District, ‘Rest of West Sussax
homes should be provided in ' Sussex Coast S Region
Chichester and its environs. South Downs National Park Future South Downs National Park
However, we recognise that the || 20UNdary and north/South divide fee cem our feocn 1105 tisives ey
. . ! . . Of Ch|CheSter D|Str|Ct Fulurs South Déwra Nabians Park 2500 dwsllings sogurermint
CDC in its consultation is re-
quired to suggest a number of
options as to where the required 2020-2026. vate housing market and availabil-

new housing might be located.
Those options affecting the City Phase 1: 2006-14

areOpt_lon 1, where all maj(_)r Chichester is fortunate in that twq]ousing p|anned on the two major
strategic development (mainly  maior prownfield sites are alreadsites.

housing but also offices or facto- yyailaple for major housing devel-
ries) would be located on opment: the former Graylingwell Phase 2 : 2014-20

greenfield land at one or more  ,¢pjtal and Roussillon BarracksPhase 2 is a different matter. The
sites on the edge of the City, Or  Thege sites, together with smalleHighways Agency has indicated
Option 2, with less development  gjiag within the City already com-that further major development at
on the edge of the City but SOme pjeteq; currently being built or  or south of Chichester can only
at villages such as Tangmere,  \yith planning permission, should take place if and when the capac-
Southbourne, Selsey or East et the Phase 1 requirement of ity of the overloaded A27 bypass
Wittering/Bracklesham. 2,840 homes (8 years x 355) up thas been substantially increased,
The SEP said that strategic devel2014. and similarly the Environment
opment should be carried out in 3\hether this total can be achieve@9ency has said that the

Phases: Phase 1, 2006-2014; i depend on the state of the IDriApuIdram sewage works, which
Phase 2, 2014-2020; and Phase 3, treats effluent from the City into

ity of public funds to finance the
significant amount of affordable
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home per week over the 6 year
period!

Phase 3: 2020-26

Finally, Phase 3, from 2020 to
2026, caused the Committee a
great deal of heart searching.

acceptable only if the A27 had
been upgraded by building a fly-
over at the Fishbourne roundabout,
coupled with a bypass west of
Stockbridge to link the A286 from
the Witterings to the A27. Other
requirements would include the

Land for 2,130 more h_omes mUStupgrading of the sewage works, a
be found, though admittedly only pus service, and a direct pedes-
if both the bypass and the sewagerian/cycle route to the City centre.

works have been substantially
upgraded, which is a big ‘if’. But
estate agents and housing devel-
opers have already teamed up

Chichester Harbour, would requiravith landowners of large
major investment to cater for
large-scale development after ~ -west, east and north-east of the
Phase 1. No Government funds City, all pressing for their sites to
have as yet been programmed foe chosen.

these capital works. The Committee shares the view

After much deliberation, the Ex- 0f most Society members that
ecutive Committee agreed that to'€nough is enough' and that
meet much of the Phase 2 re-  Chichester's character would
quirement of some 2,130 homes, be eroded if subjected to a ma-
the best site would bBangmere, jor influx of new development

3 miles east of the City, where anThe City’s boundaries between
extensive area of brownfield land town and country are clearly de-
remains available following the fined in the current District Local
closure decades ago of the BattlePlan and have held firm for dec-
of Britain airfield. Here there is  ades through good planning pol-
space for at least 1,500 homes icy. The City was compact

and for expansion of Tangmere enough for every amenity to be
Business Park. New developmentwithin easy reach of most resi-
could help to pay for improved  dents without the need to use a
community services and public car. But if the Council did not
transport, including new bus ser- identify sufficient land to accom-
vices from the village to Barnhammodate 2,130 more homes in
station and Bognor as well as a 2020-26 , the result would be a
more frequent and direct bus ser-legally sanctioned free-for-all. In
vice to Chichester.

A further 350 homes might be
provided atSouthbourne 5
miles west of Chichester, which

Picture 12.1 Option 1 Chichester Clty

inappropriate developments re-
fused by the Council might be
permitted by the Government In-

greenfield areas to the west, south

It was also suggested tHaast
Wittering and Fishbourne might
be capable of accommodating 350
homes each, with the remaining
balance of 180 located at various
small brownfield sites around the
villages on the coastal plain.

The Committee firmly rejected any
greenfield development west, east
or north-east of the City, which
would eat into the green country-
side and threaten the narrow gaps
between the City and the surround-
ing villages.

To conclude, this consultation is
an informal stage in the lengthy
process of producing the Dis-
trict's Core Strategy which is due
to be published later in the year
and will be subject to a formal 6
weeks' consultation. The Council
says it does not at present have
any preferred locations or pre-
ferred strategy in mind. We can
only hope that in the end it con-
curs with ours!

John Templeton

the absence of an up-to-date plan,

Tengmene
Lo

T Southboume

¥

already has community facilities
including shops, library, college
and sports centre, and frequent
bus and train services between
Chichester, Havant and further
afield. The remaining balance of
280 homes could be provided at
various small brownfield sites
within Chichester or elsewhere
on the coastal plain; surely

achievable and less than one newnodate 1,250 homes. It would be

spector following a successful C”I'F"!E%ﬁ“‘ _
appeal.
The Committee reluctantly agreed
that the site described vaguely in :
East WiHerrg & Bracklesham

the document asosth west of the
bypass probably the triangle be-
tween Stockbridge, Apuldram
Lane and the A27) would be the
least worst option of the sites adja
cent to the City. It could accom-

Gclany

Picture 13.1 Option 2 - Chichester and the
southern hubs
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The joint developers of Grayling-
well are Linden Homes and
Downland Housing Association ,
part of the Affinity Sutton Group.
Detailed planning permission for
Phase 1 (110 homes) and outline
permission for the balance (640 J\
homes) was granted by CDC on 19 ikl
August 2009. The development is to
be known as “Graylingwell Park”
after the developers bowed to a
storm of local protest (including
ChiSoc) at the proposal to call it I/ |/ /s8]
“Livingwell Park”. The build pro- : '
gramme is currently phased over 7-8
years.

Phase 1is located in the north-west .
corner of the site and in the old Ad- Ph ne h well under w
ministration Building (the latter to  Havenstoke Park. e O © houses well under way
be converted to flats). 50% will be The Homes and Communities new multi-use Hall: about two-
affordable housing (54 affordable Agency (HCA) remains the land-  thirds of the artists’ studios, and the
homes and 56 private homes). Theowner and requires the developer t§/ater Tower. The Section 106
timetable for delivery of Phase 1 is observe strict compliance with the agreement W'th.c.:DC requires all the
dependent on market conditions busustainability requirements, includ- Community facilities to be renovated
all the affordable homes have beening delivery of the Combined Heat &"d fittéd out as fit for purpose. The
pre-sold to Downland Housing As- and Power (CHP) facility. Chapel must be available once 262

sociation. The Phase 1 build pro- T, - i homes are occupied; and the new
: i e outline permission included 9 ]
gramme is estimated to take 18 p multi-use Hall must be available

) . Phases but some might be com-  \\hen 50% occupancy (375 homes
months but this could slip. bined; thus the next detailed applicas reacheo(l). pancy ( )

Delivery of the landscaping of tion could combine 3 or 4 Phases. ) _
Havenstoke Park is required as a The next detailed planning applica- | "€ CDT will be underwritten by .
planning condition of Phase 1. The tion could be made this spring. %&Zﬁg&el‘igf? uer;tllsltAha;?ae;gV:e -
Havenstoke cafe will be used as the-q buildings to provide commu- 9 y .

sales and marketing suite from this Board is already in place to establish

o nity facilities are to be endowed t0 ihe cDT. Immanuel Church has
month, initially to market the Phasehe community Development declared an interest in utilising the
1 homes, but will ultimately becomer ¢ (CDT), namely the Chapel, a

a café and changing facility for Chapel for a variety of religious and

non-faith based community uses. It
is envisaged that the community
facilities will be open to Summers-
dale and Roussillon Park residents
in particular and also available more
widely to everyone in the Chichester
area.

The developers have set up a
Community Liaison Panelfor

local stakeholders on which ChiSoc
is represented. The first meeting was
held in November 2009 and another
is expected later in March.

Tony Dignum

Left: the new Havenstoke café
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Just a day before we posted our D¢ -
cember newsletter, the Homes and,

Communities Agency (HCA), the |
national housing and regeneration -
agency, announced that contracts |-
been concluded with ZeroC, the su
tainable housebuilder, for the deve
opment of 17 acres of the Roussillg
Barracks site, to be known as
Roussillon Park The rest of the sitg
(the homes to the north, the Keep,
chapel and the northern half of The
Green) will be retained by the Minis
try of Defence.

We set out the developer’s plans irgss== =
our December issue. Hugo Reeve, e

announcementThe redevelopment 260-270 homes (80% houses), almost

of Roussillon Barracks presents a all 2-3 storeys, and 4Q%_Wi|l be af- provided at '_[he rate of 1.5 spaces per
rare opportunity to open-up an areafordable hous!n_g. As |nd|cc_51ted to ushome but _thls means no more spaces
that was previously closed to the Iagt year, tradltlonal_ materials (red than th_e site ha_ls at present. Open
public, and to reconnect it to the ex-Prick, clay or slate tiles, Wooo_len space is also similar in area to that at
isting community whilst respecting doors and window frames) will be present.

its strong military heritage. ZeroC's US€d but the design traditional "Withrq e will pe three east-west cycle
ambition is for a highly sustainable & contémporary twist”. We did not ., tes and car access into the site
and thriving new neighbourhood, to 96t greater clarity about whatthe )y rom Broyle Road: by the Keep
complement the growing communinfiuoted phrase will actually mean.  onq 4t one other point to the south.

in north-east Chichester.” ragi s:lniiet?]i;hfeggzhéiiﬁ;‘év?ﬁer%‘g\?eWere will be a cycle route south to
The developer invited local people t .~ Wellington Road. The site is well
b PEOP "Bper so we hope the developer ill gopyeq by buses from Broyle Road

attend a public consultation event ajyet his way. and Summersdale Road, Community

the Assembly Room on Friday®9 = o - S .
and Saturday 30January. On FridayH'gh standards of construction will facilities will be available only on the

morning representatives of the deveti’—e insiste_d on _frqm contr_actors and Graylingwell site nearby.

oper, the architects and engineeringN® HCA Is insisting on high stan- |, the workshops concerns were ex-
consultants gave presentations as digrds Of sustainability. Rainwater ,.eqqed about some homes having
the HCA. These were followed by aW!ll b€ captured and used for WCS iract vehicle access on to Broyle
design workshop split into three ~ 21d washing machines, cutting pipeg g4 and Summersdale Road. There
groups covering design, traffic & ~ Water usage by around 50%. Wiringy, 45 150 criticism of the longer
transport, and sustainability in whictfd Piping for solar panels will be - gyaight stretches of road within the
comments and concerns could be Nstalled, greatly reducing the cost afje 55 encouraging speeding and
raised and recorded. On the Saturd&} 1ater installation of the panels. qcing visual interest. It was

the responses to residents’ concerns€ating will be from biomass districy qqested some bus stops needed to
were presented. On both days there!€ating units for every 30 0rso o' moyed and Summersdale Road

was an exhibition of the initial pro- omes. Purchasers of homes will  ya¢ic caimed by a series of specific
posals. have to accept strict covenants 9OVharking bays on the road.

_ _ _ . erning extensions, windows and _
It is expected a planning applicationggoors, paint colours, satellite dishes!n the feedback session on Saturday,

for the housing will be made during 5nq other excrescences. Z_eroC had cle_arly captured our
the summer. The south-west corner . _discussion points and looked like
will be the subject of a separate | he layout reflects the military tradi-; 4 nting their plans to meet
application for sheltered housing, a flo" With straight roads on a grid patz jicisms. Al in all the 30 or so
home for older people or student  t€N- The traffic engineers’ road signgiengees left feeling pleased with

accommodation. and yellow paint will be conspicuousyjs significant project and hopeful
by their absence, as recommended i i will be a credit to our City.

The design proposed was similar toyne pepartment for Transport's _
that outlined last year. There will be«\janyal for Streets”. Parking will be Tony Dignum
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Plans for the new District Museum

at Tower Street, Chichester are
moving forward after Chichester
District Council nominated their
preferred main contractor.

The contractor was selected at Full
Council in December after a tende

evaluation process. At the time of
writing they were in formal con-

tract discussions with the Council.

CllIr. Nick Thomas, Portfolio
Holder for Culture and Sport at
Chichester District Council, says:

“It's great that we are moving for-

ward with the plans for a new mu-

seum; it is a marvellous project
that will really benefit the commu-
nity.

“The current museum building in
Little London has many good fea-

)

-

Mosaic from Chilgrove villa, in the Lavant valley.

tures but the service and the needs

of the museum-users have now
outgrown it. It is a listed building,
it is not easy to find if you do not
know Chichester well and is too
small for the vast collections the
museum now has. It is also hard
for people with mobility problems
to access much of the gallery
spaces on the first floor. The new

museum at Tower Street offers a Reginorum and other archaeology.
solution to these problems and anThe remains of the baths were dis-
opportunity to show more of the covered in the 1970s and will be a
rich cultural history of the district permanent exhibit within the mu-
in one place.” seum. The displays within the
Museum will be about the story of

H;eé'tte’ i\;vzlucrr;;t?t ;hgar:ea;ko;uwe whole District over many thou-
Y, y P sands of years. It will show how

contains the remains of the Romaﬁ1 . C
; . e City and District we see today,
baths of the City of Noviomagus have b)(/een shaped by the past. y

The Council has already appointed
Event Communications to develop
the strategy for the exhibitions, to
design the display systems and the
opening exhibitions. Event Com-
munications are award-winning
designers who work throughout
Europe. Among their other recent
projects are The Collection, Lin-
coln and the redisplay of Kelvin-
grove Museum and Art Gallery in
Glasgow.

The museum team will now work
with Event’s designers on select-

One of the exhibits the new museum
workforce, 1930’s — the site was then
owned by the Prior family. When the area was demolished in the 1860's t
business was commemorated in the road name Woolstaplers.

ing the stories and objects to be
near Woolstaplers will dispiay'sPr  ysed in the first exhibitions at

part of the Woolstaplers’ besines - Tower Street. The new museum is
also an opportunity to show more
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“Jupiter stone” — found in construction of the Post Office ithhe 1930's

of the collections, including itemshelp offset costs. For further in-
too large for the current museumformation on the Tower Street
such as the Chilgrove mosaic  Museum, please contact me, Arts
(currently at Fishbourne Roman and Heritage Development Man-
Palace). Dated to thd'4¢entury  ager at Chichester District Coun-
this mosaic shows many design cil, on 01243 534793 or email
similarities to those at Bignor ~ abone@chichester.gov.uk.

(also in the District). The mosaic
will be displayed in the ground
floor gallery of the new museum.

Anne Bone

The Jupiter stone, weighing about
one ton, is currently housed in the
Guildhall but will be moved to the
new museum. It is a very rare sur-
vival from Roman Britain and is
the upper part of a column, mak-
ing clear to the citizens of Novio-
magus the backing of the gods for
the Emperor. It would have sup-
ported a bronze statue. The natd
ralistic figures show how Roman
ised art was introduced to the
main public square of the City. It
was found in the construction of
the Post Office on West Street in
1935 and was almost smashed
into hardcore until locals saved if.

Books,

—

The Tower Street museum is paf
of a broader scheme, designed lpy
Keith Williams Architects, which
includes a residential develop-
ment. The Council will sell the
residential development in Tower
Street, and the current museum
building in Little London, once
the new museum has been built| to

Chisoc Date for Your
Diary

Annual General Meeting

Wednesday, 20th October
at 7 00pm
in
The Assembly Room
North Street
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The CCAAC is a body set up by theearings of the Development Con-

District Council to advise on plan-

ning applications within the Con-
servation Area at the centre of

trol Committee of CDC, opposing
the current plans for the develop-
ment of the Girls High School site

Chichester. It has representativesas student flats (a matter still not

from professional societies such asettled) and suggesting modifica-
RIBA, from interest groups such asons to the design of the new Dis-
the Victorian Society, and not leadrict Museum.

from residents and from the Chich-l-he CCAAC is concerned about

ester Society itself. It differs from
the Chichester Society in concern

ing itself solely with the Conservay

tion Area — thus the development
of Graylingwell, of much concern
to the Chichester Society, is out-
side the CCAAC remit. The
CCAAC, having qualified archi-
tects and planners, can take a

much more specialist and detailed
approach. Three members of Chi-Shop fronts

Soc’s Executive Committee sit on
the CCAAC: Jean Symons, John
Templeton and David Wilson: the
former two sit as representatives
of other organisations.

AsRichard Coleretired this year

as Chairman of the CCAAC, we
thought it appropriate to ask hirh
we could print a summary of his

unauthorised developments in the

Conservation Area. Too often

commercial premises act first and. o

apply for permission later, withoutiNexcusably is simply boarded up.

at any stage checking on the Couf: little thought would show that
cil's design guidelines. Some 30 SOMe decoration, a m_ural perhaps,
cases were noticed and reported, §puld make the premises into an

which enforcement action has beg#tractive marketing prospect. The
taken by the Council in 20. CCAAC is also flatly puzzled as to

why shop tenants are so reluctant
to display their street numbers.

There has been a considerable inVWe need to convince traders that a

crease this year in the number of Stylish appearance across all shops
applications relating to shop fas- is a unique selling point for Chich-
cias, perhaps related to economicester, and adds to the trade they
hard times with one shop closing get. To help this, the Chairman had
and another taking its place, or distilled the Shopfront Guidelines

with shops being converted to (in booklet produced by CDC down to
many cases, back to) residences.an A4 sheet which could be more

The CCAAC is concerned about €asily assimilated by those in a

Annual Report to the Committee’sthe lack of imagination shown by hurry.

AGM held in January. This fO”OWSagents when a shop closes, a pri

below:

Planning Applications

m§treetscape

Streetscape development, in line
with the proposals put forward by

example being Bay Trading in
North Street(see aboveyvhich

Although all Conservation Area
planning applications are com-
mented on, this advice is usually
only a line or two. However in ma

jor cases, one or other member of

the Committee will speak or write
in detail. In the last year, addi-

tional information was submitted
to the Planning Inspectorate in a

BDP Consultants, has been taking
place - but slowly. The redesign of
the Little London car park has
worked well, though Eastgate,
while ticking all the right boxes,
has in some way failed to promote
the pedestrian over the motor car.
A chance event, the necessary fell-
ing of the lime tree in West Street,

peals, one relating to the proposed has opened eyes as to what might
offices behind St John’s Chapel, become a dramatic unveiling of
the other opposing the re-design|of the Cathedraldee picture at left).
the Market House (Buttermarket The next streetscape item to watch
gates. In both these cases, the In- for is the replacement of street
spector upheld the recommended lights under a West Sussex Private
refusal. The CCAAC also spoke at Finance Initiative scheme. It is
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To Horsham

During the year, the CCAAC made
its annual visit to a neighbouring
town to compare problems and
strategies, in 2009 to Horsham.
The committee members noted
that although there is no Advisory
Committee to Horsham District
Council, their role is taken on by
the Horsham Society. The District
Council has a management agree-
ment with the County to look after

Above: Horsham bus station

Above: street clutter

Below: The Committee visits
Horsham

_ i the City centre, and this local
hoped that lights can continue to o550 nsibility does seem to have
be fixed to buildings, to avoid C'“tkept the worst excesses of

ter, but that the rigid spacing  a_poards under control. Horsham
which put a light o_ff centre on the 5 pe proud of the design of its
Corn Exchange will not be re- e\ pys station, and we hope this
peated. can be repeated at the ‘transport

. _hub’ proposed for Chichester
The CCAAC has been conductingg;ation.

a campaign on street clutter. While

one or two signs do not have an Conservation Team
impact, a multiplicity of them can

downgrade the conservation ValueFhe conservation team at the Dis-

of the City centre. We are increas- . :
ingly obstructed by A-boards, trict Council has been strengthened

visually and physically. Nor does as a result of restructuring, and the

the County Council, responsible Chairman looked forward to a
for Highways, help. Their signs close co-operation between the

may all be justified by the manual,team and the CCAAC.

but the accumulated piecemeal

effect is damaging. New Chairman

Finally to the new Chairman, Alan
Green. A Cicestrian by birth, Alan

has an encyclopaedic knowledge
of the City, and not only its Geor-
gian aspects. He is also active in
the Residents’ Group, CRACG,
representing Southgate Residents,
Chairman of the Friends of St
John’s, and a chorister at St Paul's.

Richard Cole
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Fernleigh in North Street will be
remembered by many local resi-
dents as a centre of youth activity
particularly the Cellar Club of the
late 1960s and early 1970s. This
and later adaptations changed the
interior of the one-time family
home almost out of recognition,
although its facade survives as ong
of the most impressive in Chiches;
ter. At the end of December 2009
the West Sussex County Council
'mothballed’ the building pending a
review of options for the future
and we trust that its importance
will be sufficiently recognised to

L . SIONS. _ _
nspire s_ympathe © -deCISIO S porch' and mentioned 'one remarkt755 for £6 per year. A marriage
The social and architectural o :

gt : able feature - its flints, employed settlement thirteen years later de-
historian Alec Clifton-Taylor ot histicated ibes the sit havi
chose Chichester as one of the 'Sl a far more sopnisticated way :SC” €S Ine site as having a

- Vi an by the Romans or in the Mid-Banquetting house buildings and

English Towns' which he pre- dle Ages’. The bedinni fth 4" An 1804 | ificall
sented on BBC TV in 1978. The 9le Ages'. The beginning of the  yard’. An . ease speci |(I:a y
nineteenth century saw a tendencgnentions 'cellars and solars' as part
to revert to an earlier style of of the property. Fernleigh's cellars
building and Fernleigh with its ~ today have the original slab stone
knapped flints, laid in courses, floors with rubble walls and brick
with dressings of pale yellow infill here and there. Arch-headed
brick, is an outstanding example adpenings now filled in, indicate the
tWe revived fashion. former doorways between the vari-
pous cellars which extend to the full
width of the main building. The
wine cellar retains its barrel-vault
brick ceiling and a small, filled-in
window opening faces onto North

flints of Fernleigh were inserted in
the retaining mortar, a process
called 'galletting’ or 'garreting’,
producing extra strength and - as
in the case of Fernleigh - a fine
decorative effect. Clifton-Taylor
was impressed. He called 40 Nor
Street 'a stately Regency house At the beginning of the eighteent
with a gracious Tuscan Doric century the site, 40 North Street,
had a malthouse beside the dwel-
Below: Detail of flint wall linghouse which was rented in

Street.

In the early nineteenth century
Charles Cooper, coal merchant,
bought the entire 40 North Street
site for £1,250 after which he de-
molished all the existing buildings.
It was he, therefore, who built the
fine house which became known
as Fernlee or Fernleigh. Charles
Cooper sold the lot to Richard
Murray for £3,210.The Murray
family was of major importance in
the City. John Murray was mayor
in 1800 and his illustrious brother
George was one of Nelson's most
distinguished captains and his
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memorial is in the Cathedral.
George built what is now the Ship
Hotel in North Street as his home
between 1804 and 1806 and his
brother Richard is recorded in the
1805 Land Tax as the proprietor of
the almost-opposite Fernleigh site.
By December 1807 stood theadi
that newly-erected messuage or
dwelling house ... with the coach
house stable and other buildings ...
and the piece of ground lying in
front...and behind .. An 1819
plan shows not only the layout of
the property but the detailed de-
sign of the garden. Richard was
both a banker and merchant
draper, becoming mayor in 1808.
Above: The basement showing original
beer, wine and coal cellars, a bottle slab stone floors™
room, boot and shoe room, larder
and so on. The store had water laemhd bedroom 'for a Man' above.
. There were folding doors be- The alderman and banker Charles
tween the dining and drawing Townsend Halsted purchased all
rooms on the ground floor, with  this from Benness Adames' execu-
nt@e latter and morning room hav- tors for £1,750 'and removed his
Ing French windows onto the ve- residence thereto'.

An 1874 plan of the property
shows the kitchen, yard and privy
on the south side of the house, a
stable and covered yard by the
north side passageway, a conser
tory along the rear of the house,
with a hothouse and shed in the
garden. Greenhouses, a vinery a
a thatched summer house in the ) |
south west corner were added Iaté?nda' The kitchen had a servantsy Mrs. Maria Halsted's death in
and paths criss-crossed among th%ntrance from the street and the 1927, Wyatt and Son again auc-

flowerbeds. tv;']?j mer;lsrroomrs overrthe ﬁ'tghg Ntioned Fernleigh. The detailed sale
and scullery were approached by particulars note four good servants'

Wyatt and Son auctioned stairs. A broad staircase (still t00ms on the second floor and a
Fernleigh at their property sale there) led up to the first floor with servants' hall amona the domestic
foom in Bast Street In November a WC on the stairway. Bedrooms offices. There is s egcial mention
1889. The sale particulars give a and dressing rooms were on the of Gas .and water Igid on. The four
full description of the house inte- first and second floors. There Wer%argved mahoaany oillars in the
rior. In the basement were the  three stalls in the stables, a harne Sorwavs of t%\e grgwin r0om and
room and a coach house with a lo e magogany mantelpi%ce in the

library were to be removed by the
vendors. It was then sold in the
December to the West Sussex
County Council. Fernleigh was to
be used as administrative offices -
and this was the end of private
ownership of the site.

Below; The first landing **

Cynthia Bacon

Cynthia is a former member of
ChiSoc’s Executive Committee .

Photographs marked ** by kind
permission of David Norton,
photographer, Bognor Regis
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Twelfth Night has long since come
and gone, and Christmas 2009 is a
distant memory.

But controversy over the annual
display of festive lights in the City
centre is showing all the signs of
lingering on well into 2010, and
even beyond, before it is finally
resolved.

Paying for the lights

The problem is all about money.
Years ago, the Christmas lights
received substantial backing from
local traders.

Companies like Marks and

Spencer and other leading mem-
bers of the Chamber of Commerce
contributed significant sums to-

wards the cosThey recognised times, an ever-increasing share oshopkeeper, and nothing at all was

the burden has been borne by theforthcoming from the district

that while the display was obvi- . i wh . ) "
ously enjoyed by many local IoeO_glllty co;mm , whose mcomg is  council.
ple, it also helped to draw in shopt awn ffoma precept on the Should residents pay?

pers from further afield, and tills nouseholders of the City. The question facing Chichester

jingled away merrily as the moneySince 2001, the City council has Society members, nearly all of

rolled in. spent some £270,000 on the lightg,, 1% 5<cime are residents of the
and has already provisionally ear-

o City, is whether they feel it is right
mgrked ?153000 n its budggt for that they should foot the entire bill.
this year's display - if there is one

which receives a share of the rateﬁowever contributions from trad-ThiS is really a point of principle.
paid by businesses. ers have dwindled. Just £50 was Spread over the precept payers of

The financial picture has now  received in 2009 - the total used ti'¢ Whole City, the sum per house-

changed dramatically. In recent i ) old is small. But it has to be rec-
g y run into thousands - from one IocaOgnlseol that while we all like to

see the lights, the principal benefi-
ciaries are retailers in the City cen-
tre.

And while retailers have been hav-
ing a bit of a rough time lately, so
have many householders, particu-
larly the elderly, who make up a
significant proportion of the local
population.

The likes of Marks and Spencer,
and indeed many other stores, are
still running up respectable profits,
which hopefully will continue to
increase as the recession eases.
And while | personally am quite
happy to see a small percentage of
the precept | pay go towards the

Another regular contributor was
the district council, the authority
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display, | don't see why we
householders should carry the
entire burden.

A subsidy to retailers?

Effectively, we are providing a
subsidy for the retailers, which |
reckon is unacceptable.

Shortly before Christmas, a local
free newspaper carried an article
in which traders complained vig-
orously about what they consid-
ered to be the poor quality of the
lighting display.

The message to them and to oth
shopkeepers is that they should
be prepared to put their money
where their mouths are.

They would not expect to get ad-
vertising or business promotions
for nothing. Just like these, the
Christmas lights are another way
of attracting customers for them.
There is no such thing as free
Christmas lights. Somebody has
to pay, and at the moment the
sole payers are the people who
happen to have a house or flat
in the City.

# 3

a)
-

We have asked you for your emaitonsultation.
addresses in our last 3 issues.
Thank you if you are one of the
135 member households who ha
already respondedf. you don't
have an email address, don’t

worry and just ignore this appeal.\yie do not propose to email the

With expensive postage rates it isnewsletter because of its file size
becoming even more important to?d We believe the hard copy
save postage costs where possib@VeS you a quality product.

increasingly, organisations like We would like to build up our
ours communicate with their file of members’ email
members by email. addresses much further and

_ would appreciate you advising
To write to all members now cost$ g ¢ yours if you have not al-
in the order of £170 (at the ready done so by sending an
second class, small rate), whereag il to
an email is free.

In emailing members we have

Jeen careful to use the “bee” or
blind copy facility to keep mem-
bers’ email addresses confidentia

. chisoc@hotmail.com
We have already used our file of

email addresses to send subscripRest assured that your email
tion reminders; to advise memberaddress will not be passed on to
of the dates of the Roussillon Barany other organisation or person
racks Consultation; and to circu- and will be used solely for

late our response to the CDC’s communicating with you on
Local Development Framework ChiSoc matters.

Let the City Council know!

Cicestrians should be making
their views known to the City
council in coming weeks.

The lights could well become an
issue when council election time
comes around next year, particu-
larly as there are signs of contin
ing financial pressure on local
government as a whole.

There is an imposing sentence i
the Bible starting 'let there be
light." Anyone who wants to cry
'let there be light' in Chichester
City centre should only be able tq
add 'and it was so' if there is hard
cash on the table from sources
other than local residents.

Sadly, given the religious signifi-
cance of Christmas, Mammon
appears to be holding the whip
hand.

Cicestrian

)
!

(

$
(.
3

(
&"4

Member Brian Hopkins writes:

“I am not sure if ‘The Summersdalé
Lake’ outside the One Stop shop if
The Broadway qualifies as a Chi-
sore? It was there for about three
weeks continuously in November
and periodically previously and
since. ltis, indeed, a regular feature

after heavy rain. Not what one ex- to be an almost completely blocked
pects at almost the highest point in up drain. When the ‘lake’ is very fu
the City of Chichester! it sometimes outflows across the

“I am unsure of the cause. It seemsSouthern end of Highland Road and
into the drain on the opposite side @

“Presumably, if the blockage is nea
the drain cover, it is the responsibil
ity of WSCC Highways? But, if fur-
ther along the pipe, possibly of
Southern Water? | do not know if
people have complained to the rele
vant authorities.”

the road with no apparent problems|.

=
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_ ) ) left money to provide these silver Above: The Joanne Barnham silver
The City Council has an importaniyoplets ‘for the better furnishing ofoblets
collection of silver acquired over the mayor's table.” She gave thengelow: A silver goblet of the Charles |
many years. Most items were pré-g ‘my gift, not for any vain ostenperiod
sented to the Council but others {ation but the rather to more en-
were given to individuals by the courage other good and well dis-
Council for service to Chichester yosed people to do the like.’
but later returned to Council. The
most important items are a series The goblets have been described
of silver goblets. Some of these as the work of an ‘accomplished’
of considerable antiquity while  silversmith. They bear a maker’s
others are more modern copies. mark of CC with a tree between.
This may have been the mark of
The Joane Barneham Silver one individual or possibly a mark
Goblets used by a workshop. Sir Charles
Jackson’s booEnglish Gold-
After the Mayor’s ring, the oldest smiths and their Markiilustrates a
items of the City Council regalia  sjmilar mark with more stylised
are a set of three sixteenth Centurwees used main|y on Church Plat
silver goblets. They have a Londogf the early seventeenth century. A
assay mark and date letter for  \yell known pair of triangular-
1591. Each has a tapered cylindriframed English silver candlesticks
cal bowl engraved with the Chich-pejieved to be the earliest surviv-
ester arms and inscrib&df the ing pair, have the identical mark to
Guifte of Joane Barneham Weed-these goblets. This mark has not

dowe in Januarie 1592In her been identified with a particular
will Joane Barneham, a widow,

D
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individual or workshop which mayand wondered who else had drunk
be due to the loss of many recordfom that goblet in the last four
in a fire at Goldsmiths’ Hall in hundred years.

1681. It has been said that the _

maker of these goblets was both A silver goblet of the

skilled and innovative in the desig@harles | period

and that it would be not unreason-

able to suggest that they remain tA&is is similar to those of Joane

earliest survivors of a new and ultBarneham and has the same silver-
mately successful form. smith’s mark but is a little shorter

and with a more bulbous baluster.
English silver secular goblets of o _
this date are exceptionally rare ant iS engraved on the inside sayin
usually smaller than these. While that it was “Sold by the Chicheste
one silver goblet of this period is Corporation in August 1836.” On

rare, a set of three is extremely rafige outside it says ‘Presented to the
and valuable. Mayor and Corporation of Ports-

mouth in 1895 by Robert East.” At
Once every four years a Charter some point it was returned to the
Dinner is held at the end of the lifeChichester City Council by the
of each Council to mark the grant City of Portsmouth Corporation.
of a new Royal Charter in 1974. In

1999 | presided as Mayor ata  a silver goblet of the

Charter Dinner and gave instruc- .
tions that the silver goblets shouIolcommonwe{jllth period

not just be placed on the tables forr
decoration but used to drink from.
| drank from one of the Joane

= Q

Above: A Georgian silver goblet

his is similar in size to the previ-

ous item, with a London assay let. They are inscribed ‘Presented
mark on the bowl and foot and to J. W. Loader Cooper Esq. by the
Barneham goblets, looked at the dated 1652. It is inscribed ‘The gifMayor, Aldermen and Councillors
names of the former mayors on thef Mr William Madgewick 1654." of the City of Chichester in grate-
boards round the Council Chambey _ _ ful recognition of his services as

A Georgian silver goblet Town Clerk, 1899-1936." They
were left to the City Council by the
recipient in his will.

Below: A silver goblet of the
Commonwealth period This silver goblet with a gilt inte-
rior was presented to the City

Council by a Miss Dare, a repre-

sentative of the late Mr. M. T.
Knott, in 1948. Barry Fletcher

Itis inscribed, ‘Presented by the Thjs is the second in a series of
Corporation of Chichester to Mr. garticles on the City Council’s
Thos. Knott as a testimonial of hisregalia.

faithful and meritorious service

whilst he was President of the

Guardians of the City.’

There was a President of the Poor
Law Guardians each year for many
years but it is not clear why Mr.
Knott deserved to be honoured in
this way.

Two silver goblets

One of these is a replica of the ear-
lier Charles | goblet and the other a
replica of the Commonwealth gob-
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Chichester College is the 1.%arg-
est Further Education College in
England with an income of £48
million in 2008/9 and employs
1,400 staff at sites in Chichester,
Brinsbury, Littlehampton and
Bognor Regis.

Progress

In 2008 over 16,000 people stud-
ied with Chichester College. Of
these over 4,000 16-18 year olds
studied A levels and vocational
subjects while around 7,000 adults
studied part-time and leisure
courses at the College. In addition

1,000 Year 10 and Year 11 braced the opportunities offered bgind used their feedback in improv-
students (14 and 15 year olds)  eqycating international students, ing its performance and facilities.
studied vocational subjects on day, hich has resulted in Chichester As a result Chichester College has
release from their schools. 2,500 ¢gjlege having the largest internabeen seen as a leader in this field
international students from 100 {jona| business of any Further Edwnd in 2007 Dr Parker was named
countries came to the College.  c4tion college. “Principal of the Year” for his
There are also 1,000 apprentices work with students.

who train with the college as well T college’s achievements under

as working, and over 800 people g jeadership have been recog- People
took work related courses at their nised many times. The College

employers. has been awarded five Beacon Chichester College has also an-
. . nounced that Mrs Shelagh Le-
_ . Awards, including most recently . .
Chichester College announced in e association of Colleges Bea- 92 currently Chief Operating

January that its principal, Dr Rich-con Award for Lifelong Learning Officer at the college, r3«’:15 been

ard Parker, will be retiring in the i, 2007. The College was also appointed as Dr Parkers_ succes-

summer of 2010. recognised as a Centre of Voca- 50T Mrs Legrave, who lives in
Midhurst, was selected by the

) _ tional Excellence in six industry . .
During Dr Parker’s leadership of <octors and in 2007 became one Gf°Verning Body from a national

Chichester College he has focusefle first organisations to receive field after a rigorous interview
consistently on ensuring that all 0 Training Quality Standard for process that included staff, stu-
courses are of h'gh quality and thgs york with employers. In 2005 dents aqd members of_the local
there is somgthmg on_o_ffer for  the College received the Queen’s and business community as well as
everyone. His clear vision has  anniversary Prize for Further and 3°V€MO"s:

helped the College grow and it is pigher Education in recognition of, . I Chai .
now one of the largest Further i’ excellent achievement in inter- 1 oo fances Russell, Chairman o
Education colleges in the UK, Withhatjonal work, one of only three the Governing Body, said¥e are
over 16,000 students choosing t0 £ yrther Education colleges to re- Vo', S2d that Richard will be leav-
StL_de thert_a_every year, some travieive the award that year. ing the College. During his time
elling significant distances to do with us he has led the College with
so. Dr Parker also led the mergergne of the outstanding elements ﬁlear vision that staff h"?‘l\lle to-

of Brinsbury College at Pulbor-  p parker's principalship has beeri;f.l y supported and we will miss
ough with Chichester College, Crepjis commitment to ensuring that - However, we are delighted
ating a successful unified organisgne College listened to its studentd Shelagh will be the next Prin-
tion. He also recognised and em-
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cipal and confident that she will
build on the College’s strengths.”

Echoing the sentiments expressed
by Frances Russell, Principal Dr
Richard Parker sail am abso-
lutely delighted that Shelagh has
been appointed as the new Princi-
pal. We can now work together
over the next nine months to ensure
a smooth transition. | am sure She
lagh is just the person to lead
Chichester College to even greate
success and to achieve our ambi-
tion of being recognised as a truly
outstanding Colleg.”

=

Plans

Over the last few years Chicheste : :
College has been working on major Mrs Sheila Legrave and Dr Richard Parker

plans for deyelopment N FESPONSG oy College was not alone. Acrosgin teaching blocks, which date
to the Learning and Skills Coun-

cil's (LSC) programme “Buildin the country major schemes were imack to the 1960s and 1970s. The
Colledes fol? th% Euture” Whils% the pipeline. Unfortunately the  core structures of the blocks re-

g ; LSC did not seem to be aware thahain sound, the plan therefore will
there may have been some con- h : it had stimulated b : h block back to |
cerns about parking from the projects it had stimulate e to strip each block back to its

: . ) amounted to a commitment of apframe, reclad and completely refit
neighbours in Chichester, overall . | " I he i :
there was a great deal of support prc_)xw_natgy £8 billion, vastly out- the interiors.

§tr|pp|ng its budget. By the end of
for the proposed redevelopment 0 . . . .
Chichester Collede. Spurred on yMmmer 2009 it was clear that thefbe Governing Body is faced with
; ge. opurre -Would only be help for a lucky 13,a careful balancing act. £30m is

the promise of substantial fmanm%nd Chichester College was not ansufficient to carry out the original
support from the LSC, the Col- 9 y 9

lege’s Governing Bodv seized thethis list. plans but it will make a good start.
g g y The Governing Body’s intention is

opportunity to change from a PO nce the position was clear, the to develop a rolling programme of

Zsria?ji)lrnfergg/eerlgzlrg:;/te (I)ofpltrg igtnt](_&:_ollege’s Qoverni_ng Body imme- buil(_ji_ng and refurbishme_nt. As
puses at Chichester and Brinsburd.'ately r_e\_/le\_/ved its plans to see suﬁ|C|ent funds are repaid, new
For Chichester the plans were to %_hat_ activity it could undertake loans will be taken out to fund each
bring back the training facilities with its own resources. The Col- new Phase of redev_elopment. I_n
currently based in three industrial lege ha_ls the ability to invest someeffect the C_ollege will be returning
units on Terminus Road, improv- where in the order of £30m gnd to planned mcremenf[al develop_—
ing the experience of stljdents o 90vernors set out to determine howents. The cru_C|aI dl_fference will
cated there and also to provide fothIS mlght_ be used to best effect be that these will be in the context
planned growth in student num- E)fetween its two campuses. The of a masterplan for the redevelop-
bers. Most importantly the redevep'ghesft priority is being given t_o men_t of the whole campus over
opment provided the opportunity treplacmg a_ramshagkle collec_tlon coming decades, e_nabllng _the Gov-
upgrade the College’s facilities O portacabins at I_?;nnsbury with erning Body to a(_:hleve, ultimately,
uSina the very latest technolo i’esnew accommodqt_lpn for staff, stuits vision of creating a 21Century

9 y 9'€Syents and IT facilities. The priorityacility to support 2% Century
In Chichester the prize for commi@t Chichester is seen as creating t_eaching and Iear_ning for the bene-
ting up to £30m of the College’s new accommodation on campus tit of the community the College
resources was something of the enable the return of the facilities serves.

from Terminus Road. Thereafter

order of £140m from the LSC to the intention is to focus on a This article is kindly contributed by
enable the vision of major redevel: . Chichester College as a paid-for

: ._Phased refurbishment of the three )
opment to become a reality. Chich- advertorial.
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The Fishbourne Road crossing is the
pedestrian link for Fishbourne Road
East with the rest of the City. It is
also the most direct pedestrian routg
from Fishbourne and for anyone
wanting to access Tesco on foot
from the City

This is the busiest pedestrian level
crossing in the County. Residents
from Fishbourne and Parklands
want to see improvements to the
crossing. The strongly-sprung gates
are a particular problem to the eld-
erly, infirm and those using mobil-
ity scooters. For mums with push
chairs and young children, crossing
safely is a real problem. Cyclists
have difficulty squeezing through,
holding the gate in one hand and
wheeling their bike with the other.
There have been several fatal inci-
dents in recent years, as well as a
number of near-misses.

A train thunders past. Notice the bend giving a driver limited visibil
and no chance to stop if the lady below had had her wheel stuck on the

o _ track.
This dismal record has raised the

crossing’s priority according to Net-
work Rail's checklist. This, com-
bined with considerable pressure
from, Fishbourne Parish Council,
local County Councillor Louise
Goldsmith and local residents for
over 10 years, has led to Network
Rail putting forward proposals for
either a bridge or a subway. Either
option would cost around £2million.

Partly as a result of popular prefer-
ence and partly because of land
ownership issues with a subway, thg
most likely outcome is the ugly
footbridge as illustrated.

ChiSoc’s Committee would much
prefer a subway which would be
short, unobtrusive and direct. A de-
cision is expected from Network

Rail this year. Tony Dignum Below: the proposed footbridge with long gentle slopes for the disabled
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Fingerposts at left are currently ad-
vertised by Architectural Street Fur-
niture Ltd as DDA compliant

http://www.findtheneedle.co.uk/

products/2461210-finger-post-

signs.asp

We hope that with regular re-
painting, the existing signposts
will be close enough to DDA re-
guirements to remain for a long
while yet, with their distinctive
crests originally supplied by the
City Council.

David Wilson

Chichester Society members will got put off in the expectation of
be aware of proposals to replace forthcoming replacement. Now it
the existing fingerposts with is hoped that money will be avail]
monoliths — two of which have  able in the new financial year’s
appeared, one in North Strat  budget for this repainting, and tha
bottom right)and one in Eastgate this will enhance the appearance
There was a planning application the Conservation Area.

for these and a further twenty at

various points around the City. ey associated with the Disability

In the longer term there is a probt

of

Your Committee had opposed thisyjscrimination Act. If new finger-

consistently, disliking the ‘plastic’

appearance in the heart of a tradi,5qe they must conform to the

tio_na_l City, not only preferring th_e DDA. In particular, there may be
existing fingerposts but also mainyigiicyities for those with poor vi-

posts are put up, or replacementsapove: Existing fingerposts with City

crest on top
Below: the North Street monolith with
its usual A-board escorts!

taining that the monoliths could  gjon ynless these guidelines are

not in any case carry enough infofg, \wed (current Chichester
mation to replace the A-boards 8Stingerposts in brackets)

was intended. A full account of
our objections, written by David
Laing, appeared in the September
2008 newsletter.

We are delighted that the planning
application for all twenty-two
monoliths has now been with-
drawn, though it is not clear what
the status of the present two is, in-
deed if they are any longer legally’
permitted! In the meantime, the
existing fingerposts have suffered
‘planning blight’ having become

Capital lettering should be 3
minimum height of 65mm
high (40mm)

Finger boards should be
90mm deep(85mm).
Lettering should be white
(gold or silver)on a black
background.

The height of the bottom of
the finger board should be &
least 2.2m above ground
level, with not more than 5
boards on a post.

it

less and less legible as re-painting
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The Highways Agency (HA) is plan-
ning to construct a new footbridge
over the A27 connecting Whyke and
Hunston. It is to be located just west of
the junction with Whyke Road (the
B2145), near Kingsham Primary
School. lItis a high priority for the
Agency as there have been two fatali-
ties on the A27 at this location.

The Highways Agency have funding
for the construction of the footbridge.
Construction was proposed to begin
this month (subject to funding which
has been confirmed by the HA) and

last for four months.

The benefits of the footbridge are ex-
pected to be a safe crossing point over
the A27 for pedestrians, cyclists and
wheelchair users. An arch bridge with

ramps and stairs is proposisete pic- | order to obtain an objective, third
ture). It woul_d be 42.2metres_ Iong WitVEarty appraisal of the design the

a 2 metre wide walkway. At its higheshyigge proposals were submitted to
point it is proposed to be 13 metres  the Commission for Architecture and
over the roadway. Cyclists would not the Built Environment (CABE) Design
need to dismount. Review Panel. Their response

The colour of the bridge has yet to beincludes the following

decided. Let’s hope it is not the inap- ‘In our opinion, the proposed construc-
propriate bright blue of the Tangmere tion falls short of any design ambition.
footbridge erected in 2008. HA appar-The design requires refinement, the

ently favour a green colour. abutments and the proposed arch app¢
. L i clumsy and the configuration of the
Chichester District Council would ramps, particularly of the handrails, is

have to provide a small section of langinsyccessful.

to allow the project to proceed. ‘We suggest that in rethinking the ap-
As was reported to the CDC Executiv®roach to this bridge, an experienced
Board in January: bridge architect is appointed. We sup-

“Unfortunately, the Highways Agency port th_e local authority’; ambition an_d
commitment to developing an ambitiou

engineers omitted to include the Dis- \uti hich contribut vely t
trict Council in consultations that were;SO ution which contributes positively to

undertaken. Planning officers, who
have only just become aware of the
proposal, have concerns that the de- We must hope a compromise can be
sign of the bridge is ‘unremarkable’ reached so that an acceptable design
and believe that a more interesting angfin be built within the HA budget.

port this proposal in its current form’.

he environment. We are unable to supt

ar
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creative structure is required and that
this could be achieved within the avail-

able budgets. Tony Dignum
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