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Drop-in event

The drop-in event was held at Ashington Community Centre on 10  July 2025 from
3.00pm - 7.00pm.

th

Information boards were displayed for the public to view the Proposals and discuss
with members of the project team (see Appendix 2).

These large, A1 size boards provided details of the site history, an overview of the
Proposals and benefits, consultation process and details of next steps, as well as
further information to respond to the areas of interest raised during the first stage of
consultation. 

Photos of the drop-in event

Printed questionnaires (see Appendix 3) were available for attendees to complete and
either leave in the ballot boxes provided or take home with a freepost envelope to
return at their convenience. 

An online form was also available on the day of the event via a QR code that
attendees could scan and fill out via their mobile device.

In total 44 people attended the drop-in event with 38 people leaving feedback at the
event. A further seven responses were completed via the project website. A full
breakdown of responses can be seen in section 5  of this report.



5 - CONSULTATION FEEDBACK

10

Detailed over the next few pages is a summary of the feedback received via the virtual
consultation, public exhibition, Freepost and online surveys. 

Over the two stages, a total of 65 responses were received - 20 during stage one via
the virtual consultation form and 45 during stage two through the in-person drop-in
event and feedback.

Key themes raised included concerns about traffic, particularly along Rectory Lane,
the capacity of local infrastructure, such as schools, GP surgeries and shops and
views on the scale of housing proposed in relation to village character and housing
need.

Stage 1: Virtual consultation - June 2025
As outlined on page 7, the applicant held a virtual consultation ahead of the in-person
event. This was detailed in the printed newsletter where participants were invited to
complete a short online feedback form, which was open from 21st June to 3rd July
2025.

A total of 20 responses were received and a breakdown of the feedback is included
below.

Breakdown of responses
The Applicant began by collecting demographic information shown on the right to
better understand who participated in the consultation. This helped ensure that the
consultation was representative and allowed the Applicant to identify how different
respondents might have varying views or insights.

What is your age?: Answered: 20 of 20

Answer Frequency

I live locally 20

Local councillor or elected representative 0

Member of a community group 0

I work locally 0

 Please indicate which of the following apply to you: Answered: 20 of 20

60 or older
9

50-59
7

40-49
3

30-39
1
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Respondents were then asked a number of qualitative questions regarding the local
area, services or facilities that could improve the area and what information would be
helpful to know more about at the upcoming drop-in event. There was also an
opportunity to provide further comments.

What makes Ashington a great place to live, and how could these Proposals
contribute to that? Answered: 18 of 20

Traffic along Rectory Lane (8 mentions)
Respondents frequently raised concerns about traffic along Rectory Lane, noting
ongoing challenges with congestion in the area.

Infrastructure capacity (8 mentions)
A number of respondents questioned whether the existing infrastructure could support
the proposed development.

Overdevelopment of the village (4 mentions)
Some respondents expressed concern about potential overdevelopment, pointing to
two other housing projects expected to come forward nearby.

General opposition to the development (3 mentions)
Several respondents expressed overall opposition to the Proposals, feeling they could
have a negative impact on the area.

Affordable housing (2 mentions)
A small number of respondents acknowledged the need for more affordable housing
but questioned how “affordable” would be defined.

Parking (1 mention)
One respondent raised concerns about current parking pressures and doubted the
development would improve the situation.

What local services or facilities would you like to see improved in
Ashington?  Answered: 18 of 20

Answer Frequency

Road infrastructure/parking/access 6

No issues with services but concerned about
development

2

Doctors’ surgery/dentist 2

Later/ more bus services 2

Concerns about the proposed development 1

Current infrastructure can’t cope 1

Prefer not to see more development 1

Affordable housing 1

Shops 1

School places 1
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What would you like to hear more about at the drop-in event in July?
Answered: 18 of 20

Infrastructure (4 mentions)
Some respondents raised concerns about the capacity of the current infrastructure and
sought clarification on how the development would address this.

Transport improvements (3 mentions)
some respondents were keen to know what material improvements would be made to
existing traffic issues in the village.

Neighbourhood plan (2 mentions)
Some respondents expressed concerns that the plans may not fully align with the
Ashington Neighbourhood Plan.

Environmental impact (2 mentions)
A couple respondents requested details of a full ecological impact study, the potential
impact of the proposed homes on the local water supply and whether brownfield
alternatives had been considered.

Unclear response (2 mentions)
Some responses lacked detail, with a few simply stating 'yes', offering limited insight.

Unable to attend (1 mention)
One respondent noted they were unable to attend the drop-in event.

Consider a different site (1 mention)
A suggestion was made to consider an alternative site.

Construction impact (1 mention)
A concern was raised about the impact of construction, particularly regarding how
developers will manage heavy traffic through the village if this development proceeds
alongside the nursery site project.

Type of housing (1 mention)
A respondent requested more information about the proposed mix of housing
types, including the location of apartment blocks relative to existing homes.

Bicycle storage (1 mention)
Question regarding the proposed bicycle storage and access arrangements.

Screenshot of the initial online survey
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Space was provided on the form for respondents to provide any final comments. Of
the 20 responses, 18 provided further feedback and this is summarised below. Where
multiple themes have been noted, these have been listed separately.

General opposition (6 mentions)
Opposition to the project was noted.

Infrastructure (5 mentions)
Concerns were raised about capacity at local schools, increased traffic from secondary
school transport and limitations of local shops.

Consultation and communication (3 mentions)
Some respondents sought clarification on the distribution of the consultation invitation
within the village. One respondent wanted to know whether stakeholders had been
engaged as part of the process.

Site suitability/layout (3 mentions)
Some respondents requested more information about the proposed housing mix,
including the location of apartment blocks relative to existing homes. There was also a
suggestion to consider alternative, urban or brownfield sites elsewhere in West
Sussex.

Pollution and environmental impact (2 mentions)
Concerns about ongoing air and noise pollution from nearby construction and the
potential for further emissions, water runoff and flooding as a result of new
development on greenfield land.

Traffic and access disruptions (1 mention)
Road closures and effects on local access related to private developments.

Application process (1 mention)
A question was raised about the planning process and how decisions on
development proposals are made.

Sustainability and energy efficiency (1 mention)
A request was made for more information on the energy efficiency of the proposed
homes.

Design (1 mention)
Feedback noted that the proposed architectural design and layout appeared
conventional, with a preference expressed for a more imaginative approach.

Habitat and biodiversity (1 mention)
Points made about habitat fragmentation, loss of biodiversity and disruption of
wildlife corridors caused by building on greenfield land.

Water supply (1 mention)
Concerns about regional water shortages and the strain an additional housing
development would place on existing supply.

Development scale and cumulative impact (1 mention)
Comments on the overall scale of development, potential population increase and
other proposed developments. 
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Stage 2: In person consultation -  10 July 2025
As outlined briefly on page 8, a printed feedback form was available at the public
exhibition, along with freepost envelopes.

An online version of the form was hosted via Survey Monkey. To encourage use of the
form, a QR code with a link to the online feedback form was placed on the final
information board. The online form was published on 10th July 2025, the day of the
drop-in event.

What is your age?: Answered: 43 of 45 Please indicate which of the following apply to you: Answered: 43 of 45

Note: Respondents were able to tick more than one option, if appropriate.

A total of 45  feedback forms have been received as of Friday 18  July 2025 and a
breakdown of the feedback is included below.

th

Breakdown of responses
As with the virtual consultation, the Applicant began by collecting demographic
information to better understand who participated in the consultation.

I live locally
41

I work locally
3

Other
1

60 or older
21

50-59
7

30-39
6

21-29
4

40-49
4

17-20
1
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Respondents were then asked to give their views on specific statements on the Proposals, the results of which are outlined in the table below. 

Once you have read all of the information on our exhibition boards, let us know what you think of our Proposals using the scale below: Answered: 44 of 45

   Answer choices
  

Strongly Support Support Not Sure Do Not Support
Strongly Do Not

Support

Providing 26 affordable homes for local people 3 6 1 6 27

Contributions to enhance local infrastructure and services 1 3 5 7 25

Creating a sustainable development with strong walking and
cycling links to the wider village

3 3 6 5 26

Biodiversity boost of at least 10% 3 1 6 4 28

A range of home sizes from 1-bed flats to 4-bed homes 3 1 6 4 28

Dedicated car and cycle parking for every home 2 5 0 7 29

New public open space 2 3 4 7 26

Design that respects and reflects Ashington’s village charm 2 3 3 7 27



Answer Frequency

Oppose the plans 42

I’m undecided 1

Neither support nor oppose 0

Support the plans 0

5 - CONSULTATION FEEDBACK

16

If the plans you have seen today were to be submitted to Horsham District
Council, what would be your position?: Answered 43 of 45

Space was provided for additional comments and out of the 45 responses, 38 provided
further feedback. This is summarised below. The Applicant has provided detailed
responses to the key themes raised throughout the entire consultation in section 6 of
this report.

The top three themes were as follows:

1.Traffic concerns especially along Rectory Lane: The majority of respondents
raised concerns about the current traffic issues along Rectory Lane.

2. Infrastructure: Questions were raised regarding the capacity of local
infrastructure, such as schools, healthcare services and shops to accommodate
additional residents.

3.Perceived overdevelopment of the village: Respondents expressed concern
about the scale of new housing relative to the village character

Other key themes included are outlined on the following page.

Screenshot of the second online survey
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As outlined on the previous page, as with stage one, the second feedback form
welcomed qualitative comments from participants. These have been summarised
below where a respondent has listed multiple issues in their response, these have
been counted separately. 

Traffic concerns (especially Rectory Lane) (26 mentions)
Concerns were raised about increased traffic on Rectory Lane and the potential for the
village to become busier and noisier. It was noted that traffic levels on Rectory Lane
are already significant, and additional development may add to this.

Inadequate infrastructure (schools, GPs, shops) (23 mentions)
Questions were raised regarding the capacity of local infrastructure such as schools,
healthcare services, and shops to accommodate additional residents. Uncertainty was
expressed about whether existing facilities can cope with an increased population.

Perceived overdevelopment of the village/need for houses (12 mentions)
Some respondents expressed concern about the scale of new housing relative to
the village character. Questions were raised about the proportion of new homes
planned for Ashington.

Parking (4 mentions)
Concerns were expressed about parking provision, particularly that new
developments may not allocate sufficient parking spaces for flats, potentially
leading to increased parking on nearby streets such as Rectory Lane. Existing
parking challenges near local amenities were also noted.

Comments on sustainable transport or green energy (4 mentions)
Views included scepticism about the practicality of cycling to other parts of the
village and questions about the assumptions used in traffic flow calculations.
Support was expressed for sustainable features like air source heat pumps and
solar panels, as well as requests for more walking and cycling routes.

Affordable housing (3 mentions)
Requests were made for clarification regarding the definition and cost of affordable
homes.

Support contingent on enhancements and road measures (3 mentions)
Some respondents expressed conditional support for additional housing, with
suggestions for improvements to the plans, such as more varied layouts and
inclusion of amenities. There were Proposals to restrict traffic on certain roads.

Neighbourhood Plan (2 mentions)
Comments referenced the neighbourhood plan and questioned whether the
proposed development aligns with it.

Environmental impact (1 mention)
Concerns were raised about flooding risk and the potential loss of green spaces
important for local biodiversity.

Existing amenities (play areas, open spaces) (1 mention)
It was noted that existing play areas may be located at a distance that is less
accessible for families with young children.

Construction concerns (1 mention)
Concerns were expressed about potential disruption during construction.

Consultation (1 mention)
Some respondents felt the consultation process did not fully capture community
views and questioned how feedback would influence decisions.

Design (1 mention)
Feedback noted a variety of building materials but described the layout as
conventional and somewhat cramped, with suggestions for increased spacing
between houses.

Footpaths (1 mention)
Doubts were expressed about the feasibility of proposed footpaths.

Privacy (1 mention)
The need to maintain privacy for existing residents was highlighted, including
replacing removed hedges and minimising overlooking.
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The Applicant is grateful for all feedback received during the consultation process. This feedback has been carefully reviewed and has informed the ongoing development of the
Proposals. The Applicant’s response to the key themes outlined in section 5 as part of the feedback throughout the entire consultation process can be seen below: 

Issue Applicant’s response

Traffic concerns

In developing our plans for the site, we have engaged with the local highway authority, West Sussex County Council, to agree the scope of the Transport Statement
required to accompany the planning application. In accordance with current national and local planning policy, the Council has recommended that the focus should
be on encouraging travel by sustainable modes. A Walking and Cycling Audit has been undertaken and identifies further improvements to the walking route along
Rectory Lane and the wider area to complement those being delivered as part of the neighbouring Chanctonbury Nurseries development. Financial contributions will
also be made available through the Community Infrastructure Levy, which could be used to fund further improvements across the local area.

Access to the site is proposed via a simple priority junction onto Rectory Lane, which has been designed in accordance with national guidance and in consultation
with West Sussex County Council.Our traffic modelling shows that Rectory Lane has sufficient capacity to accommodate the anticipated increase in traffic, which
forecasts an additional 36 two-way trips will be generated during the morning peak hour (8am-9am) and 32 two-way trips in the evening peak hour (5pm-6pm). 

As part of the planning application, we will submit a full Transport Assessment, which will model the performance of the site access junction, incorporate an
independent Road Safety Audit and include a Walking and Cycling Audit that identifies mitigation required to accommodate active modes of travel.  A Travel Plan
Statement will also be produced to promote sustainable modes of transport, including a travel voucher provided to the first occupant of each dwelling that can be
redeemed against cycling equipment or public transport season tickets.

Inadequate
infrastructure

As part of the planning application process, Horsham District Council and West Sussex County Council will assess the capacity of existing social infrastructure and
confirm whether financial contributions are required as part of the planning permission to enable improvements to local schools to be funded. 

Before any planning permission is issued, we will agree the appropriate financial contributions towards local services in a legal agreement with the Council, a Section
106 agreement, which will be tied to the planning approval. The application will also include a Community Infrastructure Levy (CIL) which is a financial contribution
based on the proposed floorspace of development. The CIL rate for 2025 is £184.56 per sqm, therefore based on the proposed floorspace of each dwelling, a
financial contribution in the region of £900,000 will be made to the Council who will decide how it is spent within the district. 25% of this contribution is paid directly to
local causes including the Parish Council. 

Perceived
overdevelopment of
the village/need for
houses

Local councils have to show that they can meet the demand for new housing in their area, demonstrating they can meet at least five years’ worth of housing demand. 

Horsham District Council currently only has enough land identified to meet about one year’s worth of housing need for the district, including the former Chanctonbury
Nurseries site and land West of Ashington School, which are both allocated in the Neighbourhood Plan. 

More land needs to be identified to help deliver the 1,357 homes required each year across the district. We are proposing 74 new homes in a planned and
sustainable location, which would make a valuable contribution towards providing the new homes needed in the local area. Our site has been previously allocated for
housing, making it a natural and appropriate extension to the village.
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Issue Applicant’s response

Parking

In line with Horsham District Council policy, parking provision has been designed in accordance with the dwelling size:
1 space allocated per 1-bedroom flat
1.5 spaces per 2-bedroom flat
2-3 spaces per 2- and 3-bedroom houses (including open car barns). 
3 spaces are provided per unit, which includes garages per 4-bedroom houses 

A total of 23 visitor parking spaces are provided across the site. 

To encourage more sustainable transport uses, cycle parking will be provided and is to be accommodated within garden stores located in the rear gardens of
each dwelling.

Comments on
sustainable
transport or green
energy

A Travel Plan Statement will be produced, which will provide a commitment to delivering a range of measures to promote sustainable modes of transport. This
includes a travel voucher provided to the first occupant of each dwelling that can be redeemed against cycling equipment or public transport season tickets. 

Improvements to the walking routes between the site and the village are proposed, as well as a scheme of improvements at bus stops on London Road.

All dwellings will have air source heat pumps and meeting building regulation standards which require a 31% reduction in carbon emissions. 

Affordable housing

The Proposals will deliver 35% affordable homes. This equates to approximately 26 affordable homes.

Our aim is to create a balanced community by building a broad mix of intergenerational and affordable new homes, helping people to get on to the housing ladder
or downsize in later life. 

Support contingent
on enhancements
and road measures

Thank you for your feedback, we appreciate you taking the time to share your feedback. All feedback was carefully considered prior to submitting a planning
application and where possible, fed into the final plans. 

Neighbourhood
Plan

The site has been previously allocated for housing in the withdrawn Local Plan, which identifies it as being considered suitable for housing by Horsham District
Council.
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Issue Applicant’s response

Environmental
impact

The proposed development will achieve 10% biodiversity net gain through both on-site and off-site measures. The homes will be built to Building Regs Part L
standard which requires a 31% reduction in CO2 emissions for all new homes.

The proposed development will be subject to a financial contribution to Horsham District Council and West Sussex County Council through S106 and Community
Infrastructure Levy contributions, which will help contribute to wider mitigation of environmental impacts.

Construction
process

Before any construction work starts, we will prepare and agree a detailed Construction Management Plan (CMP) and Construction Traffic Management Plan
(CTMP) with Horsham District Council. Together these documents set out the methods of work, how any impacts will be mitigated, site hours and delivery times,
and the routes for construction vehicles. 

We will continue to engage with local residents throughout construction to provide timely information and respond to any concerns.

Consultation

This consultation has been undertaken in line with Horsham District Council’s guidance, which encourages early community engagement prior to the submission
of a planning application. Two stages of consultation were held to provide maximum opportunity for residents to engage in the process, with an initial virtual
consultation followed by an in-person event with the project team. We will continue to engage with all stakeholders following the submission of the planning
application.

Design

Taking cues from the traditional architecture found throughout Ashington, the new homes adopt a traditional material palette, including red and buff bricks, white
render and brown and grey roof tiles, that are firmly rooted in the local context.

We have thoroughly considered the relationship with neighbouring properties within the proposed design, with enhanced planting buffers between existing and
future residents and appropriate back-to-back distances, with a 3m buffer between the scheme and Penn Gardens to allow for more significant planting.
Apartment blocks have been redesigned to step down to single storey at the north and south edges.  Please refer to the supporting Design and Access
Statement submitted as part of the application for further information. 

Privacy
The design has thoroughly considered the relationship with neighbouring properties, with enhanced planting buffers between existing and future residents and
appropriate back-to-back distances.
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Issue Applicant’s response

Application process Subject to planning permission work is anticipated to commence on site in Spring 2026 with the new homes completed by late 2027.

Footpaths

Improvements to the walking routes between the site and village are proposed, identified through a Walking and Cycling Audit that will accompany the Transport
Statement and to complement the improvements associated with the Chanctonbury Nurseries development. 

The proposed development will be subject to financial contributions to Horsham District Council and West Sussex County Council through Section 106 and
Community Infrastructure Levy (CIL) agreements. These contributions will help support improvements to local infrastructure and services, which could include
enhancements to existing footpaths, local facilities, or other community priorities. Discussions about the scope and allocation of these contributions are ongoing
and will be finalised through the planning process.
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The Applicant and project team will continue to communicate with all stakeholders and ensure they are informed as the plans progress. Further consultation will include:

Updates to stakeholders at key points in the process and to
subscribers to the mailing list.

At the time of submission, the project team have agreed to
speak at Ashngton Parish Council’s Planning Committee on
14  August. This will provide an opportunity to share the
plans and answer any questions members may have.

th

Updates to the project website at key points in the process. 

Computer generated image of the Proposals

Submission newsletter to report on the consultation findings
and outline next steps.

Elevation along the eastern site Boundary
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The Applicant has carried out a targeted and focused programme of community engagement with relevant stakeholders, comprising newsletters, a dedicated website page and two
phases of public consultation.

The Applicant and project team welcome the feedback received and will continue engagement with stakeholders during the post-submission period, as well as responding to
comments received during Horsham District Council’s consultation with statutory consultees and local residents.

Proposal benefits

74 high-quality new homes,
including 26 affordable homes 
for local people

A range of homes sizes to suit
all stages of life - from 1-bed flats
to spacious 4-bed homes

Design that respects and reflects
Ashington’s village charm, with high-
quality materials and architectural
detailing

Contributions to enhance
local infrastructure
and services

Dedicated car and cycle
parking for every home

Biodiversity boost of at
least 10% supporting local
wildlife and green space

New public open space
for recreation, play, and
community life

Improved pedestrian and cycle
links connecting to local services,
schools, and public transport
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Appendix 1 - Community newsletter
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Appendix 2 - Information boards
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Appendix 3 - Feedback form




