
Agenda Item No. 3 

North Chichester County Local Committee 
 
14 November 2017 – At a meeting of the Committee held at 7.00pm at Hampers 
Green Community Centre, North Street, Petworth, GU28 9NL. 
 
Present: David Bradford (Member for Rother Valley), Janet Duncton (Member for 
Petworth), Kate O’Kelly (Member for Midhurst) and Viral Parikh (Member for 
Bourne). 
 
In attendance by invitation: Mr Lanzer (Cabinet Member for Highways and 
Infrastructure). 
 
In attendance: Adam Chisnall (Democratic Services Officer), Peter Lawrence 
(Principal Community Officer), Chris Dye (Area Highways Manager, Matt Davey 
(Director of Highways and Transport) Kieran Dodds (Infrastructure Manager), 
Richard Hammond (Project Manager Structures), Martin Funnell (Assistant Head of 
Resilience and Emergencies), Nick Burrell (Senior Advisor) and Laura Johnston 
(Democratic Services Officer). 
 
Welcome and Introductions 
 
21. The Chairman welcomed everyone to the meeting.  Members and Officers 
introduced themselves. 

 
22. The Chairman informed the attendees of the County Council’s current 
programme to highlight the need for more people to consider adoption and 
fostering.   
 
Declaration of Interests 
 
23. None declared. 
 
Minutes 
 
24. Resolved – that the minutes of the meeting held on 20 June 2017 be  

approved as a correct record and signed by the Chairman.  
 
Progress Statement 
 
25. The Committee considered the progress report on matters arising from 
previous meetings (copy appended to the signed minutes). 
 
26. Mr Chisnall introduced the report which gave updates on issues raised at the 
27 June meeting. 
 
27. Resolved – That the Committee notes the progress statement. 

 
Boxal Bridge Replacement 
 
28. The Committee considered an information report by the Director of Highways 
and Transport (copy appended to the signed minutes). 
 



29. Mr Lanzer introduced the report and explained the officers’ duty to ensure 
the safety and wellbeing of bridges.  The scoring mechanism used by the structures 
team had rated Boxal Bridge low and in need of replacement.  Replacement had 
been considered the most appropriate option to achieve the life expectancy 
requirements of the bridge.  Consultation discussions had taken place with 
Wisborough Green and Kirdford Parish Councils over the design of the new bridge.  
It was reported that the bridge was currently safe, but a design was needed for 
when replacement was required that adhered to highways regulations and 
improved pedestrian safety. 
 
30. The Chairman invited the public to ask any questions they had: 
 

• Noted that defects had been identified from bridge inspections that had not 
been resolved which had led to bridge’s deterioration.  The resident also 
highlighted the petition for the bridge which had more than 3,000 signatures 
asking for repair rather than replacement.  Reports had indicated that repairs 
would be 1/10th the cost of replacement. – Mr Lanzer reported that the 
professional view of structural engineers was that replacement was the best 
option for safety as safety for all bridge users must be considered.  Mr Lanzer 
referenced the ‘Frequently Asked Questions’ document which addressed 
concerns - 
https://www.westsussex.gov.uk/media/10588/boxal_bridge_faqs.pdf.  Mr 
Dodds commented that the identified defects would require major works to 
resolve.  Tax payer funds and safety issues were the main considerations for 
structure maintenance.  A maintenance budget was utilised for small works 
and an Asset Management Strategy was in place to consider whole life 
costings of assets.  A key consideration was investment versus return.  
Revenue repairs had to add value to the asset.  The proposed replacement 
would be expected to last 120 years. 

• Stated that Boxal Bridge was classed as a ‘non-designated heritage asset’ 
and so should be retained as if it had a graded status.  Similar bridges had 
been given a grade 2 status and so would not be replaced.  – Mr Lanzer 
commented that Boxal Bridge was not comparable with a grade 2 bridge.  
The ‘non-designated heritage asset’ status did not override safety 
requirements.  Planning permission would be sought if the environmental 
analysis showed that it was required. 

• Queried the ‘non-designated heritage asset’ designation and why it was not 
being maintained.  – Mr Dodds explained that contact had been made with 
the County Council and Chichester District Council’s heritage teams on this 
matter.  The status for Boxal Bridge required that any works had to be 
recorded.  The status did not add a historical value rating to the bridge.  Mr 
Dodds highlighted the requirements to adhere to safety needs and risk 
analysis as the local highways authority.  Engagement with Parish Councils 
for the bridge had gone above and beyond normal levels in order to hear any 
concerns and allow engagement on process.  Mr Lanzer explained that he 
had delayed the decision following the change in Cabinet Member, in order to 
listen to concerns and also liaise with the previous Cabinet Member to 
understand all the issues. 
 
 
 
 

https://www.westsussex.gov.uk/media/10588/boxal_bridge_faqs.pdf


• Highlighted the Parsons Brinkerhoff report which referred to safety issues 
with signage and vegetation.  – Mr Dodds reported that a traffic officer had 
reviewed the signage and it had been considered appropriate for the area.  
Mr Dodds explained that the Parsons Brinkerhoff report was limited in that it 
was designed to only meet national standards and would not give additional 
considerations to bridge design and other local factors. 

• Commented that there had been no injuries on the bridge.  – Mr Dodds 
showed examples of traffic collisions on the bridge which has caused damage 
to the bridge. 

• Queried why the other three bridges in the area were not similarly being 
replaced.  – Mr Lanzer explained that the other bridges were not showing the 
same level of deterioration.  

 
31. Resolved – That the North Chichester County Local Committee notes the  

update on Boxal Bridge. 
 

Speed Watch 
 
32. The Committee considered a briefing note outlining the process for Speed 
Watch (copy appended to the signed minutes). 
 
33. Resolved – That the North Chichester County Local Committee welcomed the  

note which had been requested at a previous meeting. 
 

Prioritisation of Traffic Regulation Orders 2017/18 
 
34. The Committee considered a report by the Director of Highways and 
Transport and Head of Highways Operations (copy appended to the signed 
minutes). 
 
35. Mr Dye introduced the report and explained that the Durbans Road scheme 
was awaiting speed data.  Once this data had been received it would be checked 
against the policy. 
 
36. Resolved – That the North Chichester County Local Committee agrees to  

progress the Durbans Road TRO, pending the outcome of speed data 
analysis. 

 
Community Highway Schemes – Update October 2017 
 
37. The Committee considered an information report by the Director of Highways 
and Transport (copy appended to the signed minutes). 
 
38. Mr Dye introduced the report and encouraged online applications from 
residents for 2018/19.  Applications would need to be received by July 2018. 
 
39. Resolved – That the North Chichester County Local Committee notes the  

report. 
 
 
 
 
 



Operation Watershed Active Communities Fund Update 
 
40. The Committee considered a report by the Director of Communities (copy 
appended to the signed minutes). 
 
41. Mr Lanzer reported that there was still funding available and encouraged 

more applications. 
 
42. Resolved – That the North Chichester County Local Committee notes the  

report. 
 
What If 
 
43. The Committee considered an information report on ‘What If’ (copy appended 
to the signed minutes). 
 
44. Mr Funnell introduced the report and explained that the programme had 
originated from the 2012 flooding with Parishes wanting to help the community 
during difficult times. 

 
45. Mr Funnell explained the different strands of the programme and how 
different areas were engaged with. 
 
46. Resolved – That the North Chichester County Local Committee supported the  

work of the programme and encouraged interested parties to contact 
Mr Funnell to find out more information. 

 
Community Initiative Funding 
 
47. The Committee considered a report by the Director of Law and Assurance 
(copy appended to the signed minutes). 
 
48. Resolved – That the North Chichester County Local Committee considers  

the Community Initiative Funding applications as set out in Appendix A 
and allocates the funding as follows: 
 
That the following grants are awarded: 

 
• 57/NC Petworth Town Youth Band, £1,200 towards equipment 

and instruments to support the band. 
 

• 64/SC Petworth Youth Association, £1,250.00 towards Petworth 
Youth Association Kitchen restructuring and refurbishment. 

 
• 73/NC Redford Village Hall, £1,250.00 towards external 

refurbishments. 
 

• 78/NC Midhurst and Easebourne Football Club, £1,250.00 
towards a club tractor. 

 
• 81/NC INTERIM Community Counselling, £510.00 towards an 

office start-up. 
 



That the following application is declined: 
 

• 51/NC Loxwood Fete, £611.97 towards 2 gazebos.  The 
committee felt that the Small Grant Fund would be more 
appropriate for this application. 

 
Nominations for Local Authority Governors to Maintained Schools and 
Academy Governing Bodies 
 
49. The Committee considered a report by the Executive Director Children, 
Adults, Families, Health & Education (copy appended to the signed minutes). 
 
50. Resolved – that the Committee approves the following nominations for  

reappointment under the 2012 Regulations: 
 

• Cllr K O’Kelly to the Rake C.E. Primary School for a four year 
term. 
 

• Ms Victoria Sheasby to the Wisborough Green Primary School 
for a four year term. 

 
Talk With Us (Open Forum) 
 
51. The Chairman introduced the item and advised that the open forum was an 
opportunity for comments and questions to be raised on items not already on the 
agenda, and over which the County Council has jurisdiction. The following issues 
were raised and responses made. 
 

• A question had been submitted in advance by a resident to address 
dangerous traffic on the A283 in Northchapel.   - Mr Dye resolved to look into 
the issue and contact the resident. 

• Question from resident regarding trade waste separation.  – Mr Chisnall 
explained that traders have their own contracts for waste and it was up to 
them if they separated waste or not. 

• Question from resident querying broadband roll out in Cocking.  – Mr Lanzer 
agreed to look into the matter and get back to the resident. 

• Question from resident querying pathway repairs in Rumbolds Hill.  – Mr Dye 
explained that the works had been deferred and that residents would be 
informed when a date was scheduled. 

 
Date of Next Meeting 
 
52. The Committee noted that its next scheduled meeting would take place on 6 
March 2018 at a venue to be confirmed. 
 
53. The meeting closed at 8.12pm 
 
 
 
 
 
Chairman 


