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Background to this Working Document

This Working Document is the culmination of the work of this Focus
Group 0 bringing together in this revised version, all the key
background information from our previously published Working Paper

(April 2017), the do cument approved for the Reg.14 consultation event

in November 2017, together with further  subsequent research
undertaken in the light of public responses to that Reg.14 consultation .
The chief consequence of that further review and research was to add
one further site consisting of 3 adjacent parcels of land at Grand
Avenue (see pp 57 -63 of this report).

1. Introduc tion

As we outlined i n Hvidence FRepom (SER Ghedawn 6fs
Seaford is privileged to be located in one of the most beautiful
locations in the UK, nestled between the English Channel and
surrounded by the South Downs National Park (SDNB. But with this
privilege comes responsibility : we need to ensure that the natural
beauty, iconic locations, wildlife, biodiversity and our heritage assets

are enhanced and preserved for both current and future generations.

Part of our work was to undertake a Local Green Space Assessment

(LGSA) and this report sets out the work we have done and that we will

continue to consult on. This report therefore sets out

1. A brief overview of the Local Green Space (LGS ©O6criteriad as
i n the Gover nmeRahning PoltywRramework ( NPPH 1;

2. Our methodology to assess sites;

3. Our detailed assessment of the 12 sites which, based on the
evidence analysed, are extremely important to the Town and its
community, and we believe meet the strict LGS criteria;

4. A brief overview of the other sites that we looked at which we
concluded did not meet the LGS criteria and/or were already
subject to adequate National and/or District -wide policy.

2. The National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF) and Local
Green Spaces

The work of our Focus Group when undertaking the LGSA has been fully
guided, as is required, by the NPPF  (July 2018. Paragraphs 99 -101 in that
Framework set out pr ecisely what both a L GSis, and the criteria that it
must meet. It states 2

1 http://www.gov.uk/government/uploads/system/uploads/attachment_data/file/6077/2116950.pdf

2 Paragraphs 9801 of the National Planning Policy FrameWohk2018.
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99. The designation of land as Local Green Space through  local and
neighbourhood plans allows communities to identify and protect green

areas of particular importance to them. Designating land as Local
Green Space should be consistent with the local planning of
sustainable developme nt and complement investment in sufficient
homes, jobs, and other essential services. Local Green Spaces should
only be designated when a plan is prepared or updated and be
capable of enduring beyond the end of the plan period.

100. The Local Green Space designation should only be used w here

the green space is

a) in reasonably close proximity to the community it serves;

b) demonstrably special to a local c =~ ommunity and holds a particular
local significance , for example, because of its beauty, h istoric
significance, recreational value (including as a playing field),
tranquillity or richness of its wildlife, and

c) islocalin character and is not an extensive tract of land

101. Policies for managing development within a Local Green Space
should be cons igent with those for Green Belts.

3. Our approach & methodology

Progress up to April 2017.

Given the criteria set out in the NPPF, our Focus Group undertook the
following work to propose the selection of 8 sites that w e believe d,
based on the evidence, met the LGS criteria set out in the NPPF. It is
important to highlight that our Focus Group recognised:

a. That any site we proposed for LGS designation had to be fully
evidenced based,
b. Any site had to meet the strong criteria set out in the NPPF in detalil o}
ie . it coul d not 0sort of 6 or omaybeod
considered; and
c. That our role is to look at where we think the Seaford Neighbourhood
Plan (SNP can make recommendations which add to the policy
framework.

Given this, we undertook the following analysis:

1 Used all available data to create an initial list of 66 potential sit es
from a slightly longer list. The longer list included a small number of
duplications and/ or errors.

1 We did a n initial assessment of all 66. Of these 22 seemed to have
green space potential.
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1 We then did a more detailed assessment of these 22 sites, including
site visits, because we thought they might meet the LGS criteria set
out in the NPPF set by Central Government.

1 Ofthese 22, we originally identified 8 sites which we believe d m et the
LGS criteria.

An assessment of the other sites not taken forward is set outin ~ Annex C.
8 sites (numbered 2 -9 in Section 4 below ) were originally i dentified for
LGS designation and were consulted onin  November 2016. The same 8
sites were included in the Drop -in Session for the public in July 2017.

Progress since April 2017.

Following comments made by some members of the public at the July

2017 Drop-in session and subsequently, via the  SNP website, the
Neighbourhood Plan Ste ering Group (NPSG) decided that a Review of
LGS should be undertaken by an independent group. As part of this
Review, a local ecological consultant helped the review group to
assess the wildlife value of the 8 sites in the very short time available
This report appears as Annex D to this document. This Review, together
with discussions with the SDNP A, led to boundary amendments of 2 of
the sites, and the addition of 3  further sites, bri nging the total number of
proposed sites to 11 . The 11 proposed s ites in the draft SNP were
approved by Seaford Town Council (STQ on 19 October 2017 and
presented as part of the Regl4 consultation process . As stated in the
introduction above, the chief consequence of that consultation was
further review and research  which add ed one further site consisting of
3 adjacent parcels of land at Grand Avenue (see pp 57 -63 of this
report).

The 12 sites selected are set out in  Annex B, where the methodology,
and assessment is set out fully.

We are keen to emphasise that where a site has not met the LGS
assessment, it is not that we assume it can be used for development,

nor does it ear -mark land for development. What it means is that , given
the work we have undertaken we have concluded:

d. The site does not meet the strict crit eria set out in the NPPF and
there is not sufficient evidence to support a LGS designation; and/

or

e. A site is already subject to national or District policy. A good
example is the provision of recreation, sports and p lay where Lewes
DC already has a strong policy basis in place. We cover these issues

fully in our Evidence Report
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During this process, it was noted that a number of the sites in the initial

66 link together, or could potentially link together, in networks, or wildlife

co rridors, of green spaces, footpaths and twittens. We therefore
propose that STC should consider commissioning a Green Infrastructure
and Biodiversity review of the Town and/ or facilitate some or all of this
work by community engagement. The identification of wildlife corridors
and habitats could help to inform future decision making and provide
protection for important corridors.

As we stated in our ER, the original findings of our work up to April 2017

were used, and inform ed, the work of other Focus Groups to ens ure the
S\IP looked at a range of local needs and issues.

4. Sites proposed for LGS Designation

The following 12 sites are those that this Focus Group proposes for
de signation as LGS

1 Bishopstone Village Green 0.547 Ha | See Annex A
2 Blatchington Pond 0.423Ha | for map
3 Foster Close Footpath & Open Space 0.434 Ha | identifying
4 Land N. of South Hill Barn, Chyngton Way | 2.75 Ha each
Field location. The
5 Normansal Park/ Chalvington Fields not in | 1.693 Ha | Same
the National Park reference
6 | Princess Drive Green & old Grand |1.53Ha |number is
Avenue bridleway used there to
7 | The Crouch 2.780 Ha | identify the
8 | The Old Brickfields/site adj. to 47 Surrey |3.377 Ha | Proposed
Road site.
9 The Ridings (Lexden Road) 0.291 Ha
10 | Tidemills 18.741 Ha
11 | Land N. of Alfriston Road (4 plots) 4.19 HA
12 | Grand Avenue (3 sites) 14.50 Ha
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5. The Outcome of this report.

The Draft SNP (including the proposals in this paper), was approved by
Councillo rs at the STC meeting on 19 t November 2017. The following
text in the Seaford Neighbourhood Plan (pre -submission version) stated :

dPara6.34 The work undertaken on reviewing potential sites for designation as Local
Green Spaces is set ontfull in the Seaford Nepourhood Plan Local Green Spaces
Report. This reviewed a total of 66 sites against the criteria in the NPPF and
recommends the allocation of 11 of thedeetailed information about each of these
allocations is contained in Appendix B to this Neighboaattflan.

SEA 8 Local Green Spaces

The Neighbourhood Plan designates the following locations as Local Green Spai
shown on theProposals Map.

1. Blatchington Pond

2. Normansal Park/Chalvington Fields not in the National Park

3. Chyngton Way Field

4. The Crouch

5. Foster Close Open Space

6.The Ridings (Lexden Road)

7. Princess Drive Village Green and old Grand Avenue Bridleway
8. The Old Brickfields and site adj to Surrey Road

9. Tidemills

10. Bishopstone Village Green

11. Alfriston Road (4 sites)

Proposals for any development on these Local Green Spaces will only be permitted in very
special circumstances, for example, it is essential to meet specific necessary utility
AYFNI a0NHzOGdzZNE ySSRa +FyR y2 FEO0SNYyFGAGBS aras

This text for SEA8 will now be amended to reflect the unanimous decision of the Seaford
Neighbourhood Plan Steering group on 21 August 2018 to include the 3 sites at Grand
Avenue and to present this revised report for consideration by Seaford Town Conridl
October 2018.
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Annex A 0 The 12 Local Green Space s(hnumbered as in

Section 5 of this report and in Annex B below)
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Annex B -Proposed 12 Local Green Spaces

1 Bishopstone Village Green

Registered (1 August 1972 ) Village Green, Bishopstone BN25 2UE OS reference
TQ474011

Site Area: 0.547 Ha

Overview

Bishopstone Village G reen is situated in the Bishopstone Conservation Area 1976,
within the SDNP. The site was no t submitted as part of the ~ SNP consultation event
in November 2016 or July 2017 but was included following discussions with the
SDNPA, within whose borders it lies, and following consultation with Bishopstone
village residents.

Existing policies

The site is a registered Village Green (Confirmed in Land Registry 1972 )
https://www.gov.uk/government/uploads/system/uploads/attachment_data/fil
e/218584/village -green -1993.pdf ).

The land is owned by a charitable trust (the Willett Charitable Trust Bishopstone),
created on 8 February 2008 to hold the freehold title to the land. It is therefore in
private ownership, with the charitable objective " To administer and maintain an
open space to be known as Bishopstone village green for the benefit of the
inhabitants of the area of benefit and to be used forever as an area for informal
recreation play or other leisure -time occupations, a meeting place for
community events and for any other lawful purpose consistent with these trusts
and for the general benefit of the community. 0
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1 Bishopstone Village Green
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The evidence is given below and summarised in the matrix. E vidence is
categories 100bi -v LV IXUWKHU DVVHVVHG DV TKLJK: fPHGLXP- RU 9C

Criteria measure
100a 100b 100c
overview | i) i iii) iv) V)
a a high high | high high medium a

100a The site is in reasonably close proximity to the community it serves

1 The site is in the centre of Bishopstone village. (Population > 120 in 2011)

1 The site is 0.9 miles from the Seaford suburb of Bishopstone and 2.4 miles
from the centre of Seaford. Bishopstone railway station is 0.9 miles away
but across a busy main road. The Brighton & Hove bus sto p for No 12/12A
bus is 0.7 miles.

Criterion is met.

100b where the green area is demonstrably special to a local community
and holds a patrticular local significance, for example because of its
beauty, historic significance, recreational value (including as a
playing field), tranquillity or richness of its wildlife

Overview:

1 The site was not submitted as part of the ~ SNP consultation event in
November 2016 so no feedback is available. One mention of the site
was made in the SNP Survey response.

1 We believe that the evidence listed below demonstrates that the site is
special to the local community.

10
1 Bishopstone Village Green



