
Agenda Item No. 3 
 

North Chichester County Local Committee 
 
7 October 2014 – At a meeting of the Committee held at 7pm at Duncton Village 
Hall.  
 
Present: Mr Michael Brown (Chairman), Mrs Janet Duncton, Ms Sandra James and 
Mr Gordon McAra. 
 
In attendance: Fiona Baker (Principal Community Officer) and Helena Cox 
(Democratic Services Officer). 
 
Welcome and Introductions 
 
22. The Chairman welcomed the public to the meeting and introduced the 
members of the Committee and officers present.  The Chairman also welcomed Bob 
Lanzer, Cabinet Member for Corporate Relations at West Sussex County Council, 
whose portfolio was responsible for County Local Committees. 

 
Declarations of Interest 
 
23. There were no declarations of interest. 
 
Minutes 
 
24. The Chairman informed the meeting that there were two sets of minutes to 
approve.  At the previous meeting the minutes had been queried as an accurate 
reflection of the Community Initiative Funding discussion and it had been agreed 
that signing the minutes would be deferred until the situation had been resolved.  
The Chairman was happy to report that this had been the case and that Fittleworth 
Parish Council had been successful in bidding for funds from the Bus Shelter Grant 
Scheme run by the County Council. 

 
25. Resolved – that the minutes of the meetings of the Committee held on 19 

March 2014 and 26 June 2014 be approved as a correct record and that 
they be signed by the Chairman. 

 
Urgent Matters 
 
26. The Chairman informed the meeting that two further Community Initiative 
Funding applications had been received since the deadline and due to the amount 
of funding still available the committee would consider these under agenda item 7.  
 
Progress Statement  
 
27. The Committee considered a report which provided updates on matters 
arising from previous meetings of the Committee (copy appended to the signed 
minutes). The Principal Community Officer (PCO) introduced the report. 
 
• Raising awareness of flood management measures – The PCO had met 

with Sussex Wildlife Trust, the Rivers Trust and Midhurst Town Council 
regarding running a Waterfair.  Midhurst Town Council was due to discuss 
this further at its next meeting and look to include other parishes.  An update 
would be provided for the next meeting. 



 
 

 
• Tractors travelling between Petworth and Chichester - The PCO 

informed the meeting that no response had been received to the Chairman’s 
letter to the company whose tractors regularly travelled in convoy between 
Petworth and Chichester.  A representative from Duncton Parish Council 
commented that in the past a telephone number had been given to Parish 
Councils to contact tractor companies if there were reports of tractor drivers 
being inconsiderate and asked if this could be pursued.  The Chairman 
agreed that this should be.  The PCO added that she would ask that this be 
raised with the local Police Community Support Officer at the next Chichester 
Joint Action Group meeting.  

 
Infrastructure Priorities - Outcome of Rogate Options Appraisal Study 
 
28. The Committee received a presentation from representatives of Rogate 
Parish Council describing the outcomes of the Rogate Options Appraisal Study (copy 
appended to the signed minutes) undertaken to assess the potential for making 
highways improvements works in the village.  Key points from the presentation 
included:- 
 

• Fiona Dix, Chairman of the Rogate Traffic Working Party thanked the 
committee for the opportunity to address the meeting and for the funding 
granted in order to fund the study. 
 

• This was the first of its kind in the South Downs National Park area and could 
become a blueprint for traffic management in the park area. 

 
• There was strong community support for the scheme.  In the Rogate Parish 

Plan in 2007, road safety was included as the most pressing problem.  Later 
in 2011, 95% residents supported a campaign for a reduction in speed limit 
and as part of the School Safety Zone proposals in 2012 it was found the 
road through the village was too dangerous for the lollipop person.  It was 
believed that residents felt inspired by the proposals which were supported 
by local businesses, the school, the church and local landowners.   

 
• The proposals should be seen as a total project as there were significant 

economies of scale for all the projects to run together.   
 

• The Parish Council would come back to the CLC at a future meeting with a 
refined project with projected costings. 

 
29. Questions/comments included:- 
 

• It was asked what sorts of things were proposed?  The meeting was informed 
that it included anything other than signage; the potential to remove central 
road markings, relocate side road markings to create a perception that the 
road was narrower and put permanent fixtures in the middle of the road.  
These were simple changes which had been tried and tested.  The scheme 
would try and affect the psyche of drivers. It was suggested that if this 
scheme was adopted by the County Council a number of other villages could 
do the same. 
 



 
 

• The Chairman highlighted that these were initial findings at this stage and 
that the people of Rogate were to take these to highways to progress. Once 
it was assessed how well any measures worked, following any necessary 
tweaks, it would be role model for other villages but emphasised the 
importance of making it local to a respective village. 

 
• It had been mentioned in the presentation that the village could have a 

centre point where people would be able to meet.  A resident asked where 
this might be.  Fiona Dix clarified that her point was more a question of 
addressing the balance between residents and traffic, so that traffic would 
travel slowly and allow residents to stop and talk outside the village shop 
rather than have a physical meeting place. 

 
• A representative from Loxwood Parish Council commented that they were in 

a similar position but were unaware that funding was available to fund a 
study of this kind.  Steve Williamson from Rogate Parish Council clarified that 
the first step was to understand how much the project would cost and then 
approach West Sussex County Council in the first instance but also look at 
other funding sources.  The Parish Council would be funding some elements 
and hoped that some funding could be awarded to the scheme from the 
South Downs National Park Authority. 

 
• Mrs Duncton commented that she had looked at schemes like this before and 

that she believed that with a little tweaking the scheme in Rogate would 
work.  It was not a matter of putting things in but changing the atmosphere 
of the village. 

 
30. Resolved  - that the Committee note the contents of the presentation and 

support West Sussex County Council officers further developing 
outcomes of the Rogate Options Appraisal Study. The outcome of input 
by officers will be fed back to the CLC over the coming months. 

 
North Chichester Community Initiative Funding (CIF) 
 
31. The Committee considered a report by the Director of Law, Assurance and 
Strategy, which sought decisions on applications received under the CIF scheme 
(copy appended to the signed minutes).  The Chairman highlighted that the amount 
of funding that the CLC had left to allocate and encouraged Parish Councils to go 
back to their parishes and see where the money could be used wisely and well in 
their communities.   
 
32. The Chairman described the two additional applications which had been 
received which had not been included in the published agenda papers.  The first 
was from Rogate Village Hall for £3295 towards of purchasing and installing a 
natural climbing, balancing and social play frame unit – for 7-16 year olds on the 
Rogate Recreation Ground.  The second was from Lurgashall Parish Council for 
£1,500 towards the costs of painting and restore the listed status phone box on 
Lurgashall Village Green.  Regarding the application from Lurgashall, a 
representative from Easebourne Parish Council commented that when they had 
purchased their phone box from BT they had been given the special paint in order 
to maintain it and asked if Lurgashall Parish Council had involved BT.  A 
representative from Lurgashall Parish Council was not in attendance.  Mr McAra 



 
 

highlighted that the telephone box in Midhurst was available to any interested 
parishes at the Town Council had decided not to keep it. 
 
33. Resolved –  

 
a) The following awards were made: 

 
434/NC, Rogate Village Hall, £1900 towards of purchasing and installing 
a natural climbing, balancing and social play frame unit – for 7-16 year olds 
on the Rogate Recreation Ground. 
 
438/NC Lurgashall Parish Council, £750 towards the costs of painting 
and restore the listed status phone box on Lurgashall Village Green 
 
b) The following application was declined: 
 
415/NC, Voluntary Action Arun and Chichester, £170, to purchase a 
tablet to allow volunteers to search for volunteering opportunities online as 
the Committee wished to support organisations that do things directly and 
this application would not do this but purely seek to co-ordinate the actions 
of others. 
 

Appointment of Authority School Governors 
 
34. The Committee considered a report by the Director of Communities 
Commissioning which set out proposed nominations to school governing bodies and 
the criteria for their appointment (copy appended to the signed minutes).  
 
35. Resolved - That the North Chichester County Local Committee approves the 
following appointment under the 2007 Regulations:- 

 
• Mr Jonathan Larbey to Camelsdale Primary School for a four year term. 
 
Talk With Us 
 
36. The Chairman invited questions from members of the public.  Questions were 
asked to which responses were given, including those set out below:- 
 
• A representative from Duncton Parish Council raised the issue of liaison 

between the County Council and Parish Councils regarding the maintenance 
of public footpaths, stating that Parish Councils should be more closely 
involved with assessing local footpaths and local volunteers should be 
involved where possible. Mrs Duncton commented that Parish Councils should 
receive regular emails from their Ranger.  A representative from Kirdford 
Parish Council stated that they had a good relationship with their Ranger and 
walked the paths every fifteen months; however, there was a problem with 
this timescale.  Mrs James stated that Public Rights of Way had been 
demonised in the County Councils cuts and that parishes should tell members 
what needs to be done better, suggesting that parish councils could become 
more involved by taking certain roles on.  Parish Council representatives 
present did not believe that parishes had the manpower for this.  The 
Chairman stated that it was the County Council’s legal responsibility for 
keeping footpaths accessible.  The Principal Community Officer (PCO) added 



 
 

that due to the extension in maintenance cycles, measures had been put in 
place to allow parish councils to help, and coordinated by the relevant 
Ranger. The Chairman concluded the discussion by confirming that the 
conversation would be communicated to the relevant officers at the County 
Council and it was suggested that this be an item on the next CLC agenda.  
 

• A resident from Beechwood Lane, Duncton addressed the CLC on two traffic 
related issues.  The first concerned safety issues on the two corners on the 
A285 through Duncton and that road marking needed to be replaced to 
become double white lines.  The second concerned signage at the entrance to 
Beechwood Lane.  As a no through road, inadequate signage caused a 
problem of vehicles having to turn around in the narrow lane, some of which 
were HGV’s, it was asked that a large sign which had been previously been 
destroyed could be replaced.  The Chairman responded that the County 
Council had spent a large amount of money and time on addressing the 
safety issues on the A285 and wasn’t sure what additional measures could be 
taken.  Regarding the signage at the entrance of Beechwood Lane, the 
Chairman suggested gaining the support of Duncton Parish Council and 
attracting support from the local community.  The CLC could be persuaded to 
support measures which had strong support from the Parish Council.  A 
representative from Duncton Parish Council confirmed that the County 
Council had given a lot of support to address the issue with the corners on 
the A285.  Mrs James asked if that all options had been considered and 
whether something completely radical might address the issue.   The PCO 
commented that the County Council’s road safety team were closely 
monitoring this part of the A285 and looking at incidents which were causing 
fatalities.   
 

• In relation to this, a representative from Graffham Parish Council enquired on 
progress to install double white lines on the Duncton straight (A285 outside 
of Petworth).  The PCO informed the meeting that the Traffic Regulation 
Order (TRO) for a double white line system was advertised in June and a 
report was being prepared for the Chairman, as local member, to approve 
with any complimentary measures.  These included bollards and transverse 
markings on the approach to the junction.  Overtaking signs would be 
removed.  One objection had been received.  It was hoped that the majority 
of work would be delivered by Christmas dependent upon the weather. The 
Chairman indicated that he would not be tardy in giving his approval.  In 
relation to the importance of support from Parish Council’s for schemes, Mrs 
Duncton commented that a resident in Ifold had approached her for a 30mph 
limit and that she had directed them to the Parish Council. 

 
• A representative from Midhurst Town Council wished to convey the Town 

Council’s disappointment on the result of the review of West Sussex Fire and 
Rescue Services and asked for confirmation of the status of the current 4x4 
vehicle based at Midhurst Fire Station.  Mrs Duncton believed that this would 
be upgraded and undertook to get in contact with Lee Neale, the Deputy 
Chief Fire Officer to get clarification. 

 
• A representative from Duncton Parish Council stated that the Parish Council 

highlighted that there was problem since the beginning of the year with 
‘Cabinet 4’ which provided Broadband to Petworth and Graffham. Residents 
believed the service would be available by April/May and a recent letter 



 
 

which had been sent out from the Cabinet Member for Residents Services on 
the issue of Broadband delivery did not mention Duncton. 
 

Date of the Next Meeting 
 
37. It was confirmed that the next scheduled meeting of the Committee would 
take place on 13 January 2015 at Compton and Upmarden Primary School, School 
Lane, Compton, PO18 9EZ. 
 
The meeting closed at 8.13 pm. 
 
 
 
 
CHAIRMAN 
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