
AFFORDABLE HOUSING WORKING PARTY  
 

MINUTES OF THE AFFORDABLE HOUSING WORKING PARTY HELD ON 16th MARCH 2011  
WHICH COMMENCED 7PM AT NORTH MUNDHAM VILLAGE HALL NORTH MUNDHAM 

 
Present: Sam Irving (Rural Housing Enabler Chichester District Council), Lynda Grange 
(Chichester District Council), Denia Turnbull ( Chairman North Mundham Parish Council), Tim Russell 
(North Mundham Parish Council), Frances Neave (North Mundham Parish Council), Ian Sedgley 
(Resident), Julie Holt (Resident), Claire Dalgliesh (Resident) and District Councillor Stephen Quigley.  
 
In attendance: Mrs Louise Chater (Clerk to North Mundham Parish Council) 
 
07.11 Minutes 

 
On a proposal by Ian Sedgley, it was RESOLVED to agree and sign the 
minutes of the affordable housing working party meeting held on 9th 
February 2011. 
 

 

08.11 Apologies  
 
None required.  
 

 

09.11 Matters arising from the minutes 
 
Parish Council elections – the Parish Council election did not affect the 
progress of the project as the work had commenced prior to the election 
period.  

 

 

10.11 Housing Need – Update  
 
One extra household had been added to the housing register since the last 
meeting, it was considered that the number would remain stable and as 
such the matter was closed.   
 
It was noted that if residents wished to apply for one of the properties then 
they should submit an application to join the housing register as soon as 
possible.  
 

 

11.11 Policy Changes – Update 
 
The District Council had received further information but was not in the 
position to disseminate this information as the situation was changing 
constantly.  Sam would provide relevant information in due course.  
 
It was noted that the registered providers of housing were required to place 
their bid to Chichester District Council for funding for the next financial year 
by 4th May.   
 
Sam advised that the Rural Housing Allocation Policy was currently in 
consultation with the registered housing associations, and upon receipt of 
the comments from the registered housing associations the policy would be 

 



reviewed before presentation to the Council.  
 

12.11 Potential Sites  
 

1. Land negotiation – Sam advised that negotiations were progressing 
with both the Stoney Meadow Site and the land east of Palmer Place 
site.  Due to the difficulty in locating the landowner for the land east 
of Palmer Place the negotiations on this site were not as advanced.  

2. Site issues – Stoney Meadow – concern was expressed that with the 
layout shown on the architect’s initial sketch the landowner and 
District Council planning might have issues with the access to the 
adjacent field. Concern was expressed that the access issues 
associated with the land west of Aylwin Place were not repeated by 
making the adjoining field inaccessible to the landowner.   
 
It was considered important that the appropriate number of parking 
spaces was allotted to the site due to the closed proximity to the 
school and car park.  If additional parking spaces were provided then 
people visiting the school/village hall might start parking in the 
residential parking.  Consideration should be given to allocating 
parking spaces to properties when the houses were completed.  
 
It was considered that drainage issues within the parish might be 
used to fuel objections to the proposed development.  
Consideration might be given to installing a small bore pumped 
rising main straight to the pumping station.   
 
A more significant planted boundary would be required to the west 
of site.  
 

3. Architect’s Initial Sketch Sam advised that an architect’s initial 
sketch was only available for the Stoney Meadow site because the 
other site was not so far advanced. 
 
The initial plan included 12 units in keeping with the rural location.  
The distribution of properties consisted of 3 no. 1 bed bungalows, 4 
no. 3 bed houses, 3 no. 3 bed houses and 2 no. 4 bed houses, built 
round a central courtyard with 18 parking spaces which allowed for 
1.5 parking spaces per property.   
 
It was noted that the site had been designed in order to maximize 
the solar gain and had the potential to install a rainwater harvesting 
tank in the central courtyard.  In addition the scheme included a 
public open space which only had pedestrian access.  
 
It was noted that all the properties would be built to lifetime home 
standard which was different to a fully adapted house; 
consideration might be given to the detached bungalow being 
designed as a fully adapted house, but only if the register showed 
the need.  
 

 



It was noted that the initial layout sketch showed the three and four 
bed houses all in the same row, and it was suggested it would be 
better to mingle the larger houses with the two-bed ones to give a 
better social mix as the larger families grow up. 

 
It was noted that the architect’s sketch was only a plan and did not 
include the design of the properties.  It was noted that the main 
vernacular in the area was brick built houses, some with flint details 
and Sussex hips.  It was requested that consideration be given to the 
installation of false chimney’s and granite sets adjacent to the brick 
courtyard. 
 
It was noted that street lighting might be required to ensure that the 
development complied with the secure by design requirements.  It 
was noted that each property would be fitted with a PIR fitting.  If 
street lighting was required it was requested that consideration be 
given to installing low level lit bollards.   
 
East of Palmer Place the landowner had been located and 
discussions were taking place.  The site boundary had been passed 
to HydeMartlet and an architect had been appointed.  The same 
housing mix would be used for the proposed design and access 
would be required for the remaining field.  
 
Sam confirmed that a full spectrum of artist impressions for both 
sites would be available for the annual parish meeting to be held on 
19th May 2011. 

 
13.11 Canal Footpath  

 
Denia advised that County Council owned the canal but did not own the 
boundary in the field adjacent to Stoney Lodge.  It was requested that 
consideration be given to provide access from the open space and adjacent 
to the southern boundary.  This would provide safe access to the entire 
stretch of the proposed footpath.  
 

 

14.11 Public consultation  
1. Date of meeting - It was agreed that the public consultation event 

would take place on Thursday 19th May 2011 in the large hall of the 
village hall from 3.00pm - 6.00pm; it was noted that Sam Irving, 
Austin Wade (HydeMartlet) and the architect would be available to 
answer any questions or discuss the designs and any issues that the 
parishioner might have with the proposed designs, in addition there 
would be a comments box for parishioners.  The exhibition would be 
immediately followed by the Annual Parish Assembly where they 
would make a short report to the meeting.  

2. Publicity – the clerk requested information from Sam for inclusion in 
the parish assembly invite which would be distributed to each 
household.  
 

 

15.11 Community Shop/post office   



 
It was agreed to raise the issues at the Annual Parish Assembly and make a 
request for the volunteer base required to run the enterprise, noting that 
experience from other projects indicates that a pool of 25 volunteers is 
needed.  If following the consultation at the annual assembly the response 
was positive then further investigations would be made.  
 

16.11 Any other business  
 
Nothing further. 
 

 

17.11 Date of next meeting  
 
As the working party had not seen any plans for the site east of Palmer Place 
and concern had been expressed with regard to the access issues at the 
Stoney Meadow site it was agreed to hold a meeting at 6.15pm on 5th April 
2011, before the presentation was made to the parish council.  

 

 
Meeting closed 8.35pm  
 
 
 
Signed __________________________________ Chairman of Affordable housing working party  
 
 
 
Dated ___________________________________ 


