
 
Parish Clerk – Stephanie Dubas Email: chalvingtonwithripeclerk@gmail.com Phone: 07353990253 

Chalvington with Ripe Parish Council (CWRPC) 

Summary of the Draft Local Plan for Consultation 

The draft local plan is open for consultation and contains Eight sections, four of which request feedback to 11 

questions. There are further supporting documents which have no questions, however, you can feedback on 

each.  

The full plan can be accessed on this link: https://www.wealden.gov.uk/UploadedFiles/Draft-Focused-Local-Plan-

Accessible-Version.pdf 

We provide our summary for CWRPC as follows: 

Section 1: Introduction 

• Describes structure of the document. 

NO QUESTIONS FOR CONSULTATION 

 

Section 2 Key Characteristics: 

• Our District 

• Population 

• Health & wellbeing 

• Housing 

• Transport 

• Economy 

• Town Centres 

• Climate Change 

• The Natural Environment 

• Quality of built environment 

NO QUESTIONS FOR CONSULTATION 

 

Section 3 Spatial Strategy: (6 Questions) 

SS1: 

• Defining our Draft Spatial Strategy  

• Housing 

• Economy 

• Infrastructure 

• 20 Minute Neighbourhoods 

SS2: Provision of Homes 

• Provision and Location of Homes 
Table 5 Draft distribution and amount of housing growth up to 2042 on a Parish basis:  
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• Further Testing of the Distribution of Housing Growth 

Two sites bordering CWR are: 

 

 
 

Question 1  
a) Do you agree with the updated draft Policy SS1: Spatial Strategy for Wealden, and if not, why?  
b) Is there an alternative spatial strategy that we should be considering through this Local Plan? If so, please 
set out what the alternative spatial strategy should contain and why? 

• Achieving sustainable housing growth 

A key element of the draft spatial strategy is the provision of a range of new homes in Wealden District. The 
Local Housing Need (LHN) calculation under the ‘standard method’ annually for Wealden District is 1,457 dpa. 
Over the plan period from 1 April 2025 to 31 March 2042, this equates to a need to deliver 24,769 homes.  

• Sustainable Settlements and the Settlement Hierarchy 

Those settlements with the most services and facilities and a good level of public transport and accessibility 
are the most sustainable settlements in the district. This includes Type 1 to Type 4 settlements. These 
settlements will be provided with a development boundary (except for Pevensey Bay), and will remain the 
focus for growth, given the services and facilities available to provide sustainable development. The table 
below identifies the settlement hierarchy for Wealden 

"Type 6 Residential Settlement" refers to a classification 
referenced in the Wealden District Council draft Local Plan 
for small villages or hamlets with few or no services and 
facilities. Key details regarding this designation include: 
 
• Definition: It is a classification for rural settlements 
where further, large-scale development is considered 
unsustainable. 

• Characteristics: These areas generally lack essential services and infrastructure. 
• Planning Context: In the context of the Wealden draft Local Plan, these areas are often scrutinized to 

prevent urban sprawl and to protect the character of the countryside or conservation areas. 

New housing (allocations and windfall) development is supported in the district’s most sustainable 
settlements. There are no sites for our area.: 



 
This site was identified as a possibility as it had expired planningpermissions, however, it was rejected: 
Deanland Wood Pack, Deanland Road, Ripe 

 
Question 2  
a)    Do you agree with draft Policy SS2 (Provision of Homes), and if not, why?  
b)   Do you agree with the list of potential sites, the amount of development, and/or the issues identified in 
tables 6 (alternative scenario) associated with draft Policy SS2 – Provision of Homes? 

• Gypsy, Traveller and Travelling Showpeople 

Table 7 Potential Sites for Gypsy and Traveller Accommodation 
No Sites in or bordering CWR. 

Question 3  
a)    Do you agree with draft Policy SS3 Gypsy, Travellers and Travelling Showpeople – Accommodation 
Needs, and if not, why?  
b)    Do you agree with the list of potential sites, the amount of development, and/or the issues identified in 
table 7 associated with draft Policy SS3 – Gypsy, Traveller and Travelling Showpeople – Accommodation 
Needs? 

• Retail Provision and Town Centres 



 
noted that ‘capacity’ does not equate to ‘need’. No mention of sites. (see Annex 2 of the NPPF) 

Question 4  
Do you agree with the updated draft Policy SS4: Retail Provision and Town Centres, and if not, why? 

• Economy 

A key element of the spatial strategy is the delivery of employment land to meet the needs of the district. 

  
Question 5  
Do you agree with the updated draft Policy SS5: Provision of Employment Floorspace, and if not, why? 

 
Further sites include: 

o Land to the south of the Woodland Centre, A22, Whitesmith 
o Land at Laughton Park Farm 
o Land between Station Road and Old Swan, Hailsham 
o Ashdown Business Park Extension, Maresfield 



Question 6  
a) Do you agree with the updated draft Policy SS6: Strategic Employment Allocations, and if not, why?  
b) Do you agree with the list of potential sites, the amount of development, and/or the issues identified in 
table 11 associated with draft Policy SS6 – Strategic Employment Allocations? 

 

Section 4 Climate Change: (2 Questions) 

• The climate change policies within the Local Plan will seek to support and facilitate the Council’s 
decarbonisation plans, address climate change impacts as well as support the Council’s overall Climate 
Emergency Actions 

• Sustainable Drainage: Sustainable Drainage Systems (SuDS) should be multi-functional, integrated into 
the site layout from the outset and be tailored to site specific conditions. The Council will expect SuDS 
to contribute to green and blue infrastructure, climate resilience, and nature recovery through 
naturalistic and infiltration-based systems, where feasible. Developers should reference the CIRIA 
SuDS Manual and pollution hazard indices to ensure appropriate treatment design 

Question 7  
Do you agree with the draft Policy CC8 Sustainable Drainage and Protection of the Pevensey Levels SAC and 
Ramsar Site, and if not Why? 

• Coastal Change Management: The Council is now proposing a Policy for Coastal Change Management 
(CC9) and the associated spatial designation of a Coastal Change Management Area (CCMA) as part of 
this consultation stage. For plan making purposes the South Downs National Park Authority (SDNPA) 
has responsibility for the Cuckmere area. Wealden District Council is the planning authority for the 
area of coast to the east of Eastbourne up to the boundary with Rother District Council at Normans 
Bay. The Council considers it necessary to designate a CCMA and associated planning policy for areas 
of Pevensey Bay where long term coastal erosion risk cannot be 
mitigated with certainty. The PPG also advises that residential 
development should assume a 100-year lifetime, and non-residential 
development a 75-year lifetime, reinforcing the need for long-term 
planning policy controls.  

Question 8  
a) Do you support the designation of the CCMA at Pevensey Bay and do you have any comments on its 
boundary?  
b) Do you have any other comments on the wording of the draft policy?  
c) Should the Council consider this policy now and include it within the Wealden Local Plan, or consider it as 
part of a future review of the Local Plan when funding for future delivery phases for the Shoreline 
Management Plan may provide more certainty on the protection of the coast?  
d) Should an Article 4 Direction be applied to remove permitted development rights for residential and 
commercial properties within the CCMA? This would include extensions, outbuildings, hard surfacing, and 
other forms of development that could increase vulnerability or hinder managed retreat.  
e) Do you support the removal of the development boundary for Pevensey Bay to ensure that new windfall 
development is steered away from this location, which is at risk from coastal change?  

 

Section 5 Housing (3 Questions) 

• To meet the district’s need for affordable housing, all residential development proposals of 10 or more 
units (net), or proposals for 6 or more units (net) within the High Weald National Landscape, or sites 
of 0.5 hectares or more outside the High Weald National Landscape, will be required to provide on-
site affordable housing. Affordable housing will be expected to be provided at a level of 35% of the 
total number of dwellings.  



• The Council will expect a tenure mix of 55% social rent, 25% affordable rent and 20% through other 
affordable routes to home ownership, including shared ownership, First Homes, Rent to Buy and other 
types of intermediate accommodation. In the case where First Homes are provided, at least a discount 
of 30% will be expected to ensure that the actual housing cost is genuinely affordable for first time 
buyers within Wealden. 

• Where it can be proven that the affordable housing requirement cannot be achieved, due to economic 
viability, there will be flexibility in meeting stated targets. 

 
Question 9  
Do you agree with the updated draft Policy HO8: Affordable Housing, and if not, why? 

Gypsy, Travellers and Travelling Showpeople (GTTSP) 

• Gypsy, Travellers and Travelling Showpeople are distinct groups of people who have their own ways of 
life, traditions and cultures. Although the population of Gypsy, Travellers and Travelling Showpeople 
may be underestimated, it is reported that there are around 300,000 travellers in the UK and from the 
Census figures published in 2021 (latest data available), shows that 394 residents of Wealden District 
identified as a ‘Gypsy or Irish 141   Chapter 5   Housing Traveller’ with a further 104 residents 
identifying as 'Roma’ 

• National planning policy then confirms that criteria should be set to guide allocations where there is 
an identified need and that a criteria-based policy should be included in a Local Plan to provide a basis 
for decisions in case ‘windfall’ applications come forward 

Question 10  
Do you agree with the updated draft Policy HO9: Gypsy, Traveller and Travelling Showpeople - Site Criteria, 
and if not why 

 

Section 6: Site Allocations 1 Question) 

• The Council has identified ‘site allocations’ which are integral to the delivery of the Local Plan. 

Site allocations bordering CWR: 



 

 
Question 11  
a) Do you agree with the updated draft Policy SA1: Housing and Mixed-Use Site Allocations, and if not, why?  
b) Do you agree with the site allocations listed within this policy and if not, what are the reasons for this? 

 

Section 7: NO QUESTIONS FOR CONSULTATION 

• Monitoring & review 

 

Section 8: NO QUESTIONS FOR CONSULTATION 

• Glossary 

 

Continue…….  



Further Supporting documents: 

  

In the document: Sustainability Appraisal Part 1 (1).pdf Chalvington with Ripe is noted as Type 6 

residential settlement as noted above in Q1 as a classification for rural settlements where further large-

scale development is considered unsustainable. 

In the document: Sustainability Appraisal Part 2 Parish Site Assessments (1).pdf 

Chalvington with Ripe is noted as follows: 

In the document: Sustainability Appraisal Part 2 Parish Site Assessments APPENDIX B - Detailed Site 

Assessments.pdf 

Chalvington with Ripe is noted but included in the plan above for Q2. Deanland Wood Pack, Deanland 

Road, Ripe: Residential development rejected. 

In the document: Sustainability Appraisal Part 1 APPENDICES 1 - 4.pdf 

Chalvington with Ripe is noted but included in the plan above with this note below as additional item: 

file:///C:/Users/dstef/AppData/Local/Temp/MicrosoftEdgeDownloads/60de0c62-284a-4bbc-b980-c43f973e54f4/Sustainability%20Appraisal%20Part%201%20(1).pdf
file:///C:/Users/dstef/AppData/Local/Temp/MicrosoftEdgeDownloads/a24e0eae-38b7-409f-968f-50cefa6956d4/Sustainability%20Appraisal%20Part%202%20Parish%20Site%20Assessments%20(1).pdf
file:///C:/Users/dstef/AppData/Local/Temp/MicrosoftEdgeDownloads/bb29c979-0d22-416a-9d8a-7c7b355fb148/Sustainability%20Appraisal%20Part%202%20Parish%20Site%20Assessments%20APPENDIX%20B%20-%20Detailed%20Site%20Assessments.pdf
file:///C:/Users/dstef/AppData/Local/Temp/MicrosoftEdgeDownloads/bb29c979-0d22-416a-9d8a-7c7b355fb148/Sustainability%20Appraisal%20Part%202%20Parish%20Site%20Assessments%20APPENDIX%20B%20-%20Detailed%20Site%20Assessments.pdf
file:///C:/Users/dstef/AppData/Local/Temp/MicrosoftEdgeDownloads/309edf4b-8ac6-47a8-b785-43e51d0486e5/Sustainability%20Appraisal%20Part%201%20APPENDICES%201%20-%204.pdf


 

In the document: Infrastructure Delivery Schedule V2 - Final Draft.pdf Chalvington with Ripe is not noted. 

In the document: Sustainability Appraisal Part 3 Strategic Site Assessments.pdf 

Arlington is noted as a possible site under SA REG. 18 (2):  

 

file:///C:/Users/dstef/AppData/Local/Temp/MicrosoftEdgeDownloads/01a2362a-a838-4c2c-a663-f34d54bc049c/Infrastructure%20Delivery%20Schedule%20V2%20-%20Final%20Draft.pdf
file:///C:/Users/dstef/AppData/Local/Temp/MicrosoftEdgeDownloads/d7b1310c-1b9c-49f3-930f-9ca857277cdf/Sustainability%20Appraisal%20Part%203%20Strategic%20Site%20Assessments.pdf

