Stanmer Conservation Area, (review 2010).

The points I believe we should make are:-

1. We would like to have had the time to make contact with other Stanmer based organisations to hopefully come forward with a united voice on the issues raised but why is it necessary to have such a restricting time schedule if the Council really wants local consultation.

2. We would like to have been able to undertake a paragraph by paragraph assessment but the timescale already referred to prevents this, therefore, we can only make general comments.

3. We do not accept the reasons set out for removing the areas of woodland to the South of the A27 By-pass, indeed, the reasons given for extending the area to the North and East, to ‘frame’ the Park, can equally well be used for retaining the areas South, in that when ‘using’ the outlying parts of Great Wood for walking  (and other recreational activities) it is imperative that the remains of  Coldean Belt and Coldean Wood on the opposite side of the By-pass, which are highly visible from the Walks on the Great Wood southern  perimeter, remain protected by their Conservation Area status.

4. We support the proposed boundary extensions to the Conservation Area.

5. We feel strongly that the proposed boundary to the Conservation Area in North-West, Great Wood, is totally fictitious and that ALL Great Wood, through to Chalk Hill, Old Boat Corner, the Upper Lodges, Iron Square and the woodland areas between and connecting to the Village on it’s Northern side, should also be included in the Conservation Area, the reason again being the ‘framing’ of the Village put forward by yourselves.

6. The Friends staged a long and hard successful campaign over several years,  eventually persuading the Council, that the regular users of the Park did NOT want the existing small car-parks removed by creating a new large area on what is presently a pleasant large grass area to the South of the Lower Lodges, used for football and other pitches and by large events. We reject the view that the present traditional car-parks do not sit comfortably with the layout of the Park, however, we do have views about their now inadequate size and manner in which they should be better disguised.

7. Similarly, we do not accept the proposed removal of Lime, Cherry and other trees planted in the Park in recent years for being aesthetically and historically detrimental (a number of which have been privately provided in memory of deceased loved-ones). It must be remembered that the any park, woodland or open space is (unlike buildings which can be framed in the time in which they are constructed) a living organism which CANNOT be time constricted, for whatever man may try to do, it will continue to grow and develop and it should be allowed to so do, according to the trends of the day, without man inflicted restrictions.

8. FoSP consider it highly regrettable that the Review now seeks to revive issues previously raised (particularly in 6 and 7 above) and which have been the result of Council decision NOT to proceed with. We strongly feel that whilst the Council may wish to put these forward as long term objectives, the decisions taken in the past few years including that of not implementing pay car-parks should be  recognised and should be the subject of consultation with Stanmer Stakeholder Groups before being implemented at any time in the future.

MJG.

24 January 2010.

