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For purposes of this Plarhe use ofAppendix,Annexe andSchedule are used as follows:

An Appendixis included at the end of the plan because it is too large for the body of the plan
but needs to le referenced for clarity. The aim of the appendices is to add greater details,
visuals and aid for better understanding.

An Annexeis a standalone document/report which can be read in its oight but supports the
main document.

A Sheduleis similar to the appendix but is a list which is too wieldy/detailed to be included in
the main text of the plan so is cited at the end of the plan.
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Battle occupies a unique place in the history and consequential development of the United
Kingdom. When the decision was taken on 13 April 2015 by Battle Town Council to prepare a
Neighbourhood Plan for Battle CiAarishunder the Localism Adaif 2011, this was done with
sensitivity so as to preserve the special features of our community. This includes Battle town
itself, the village of Netherfield and tHeamletof Telham. Under this Act, several new rights and
powers to allow local communitgeto shape new housing development was introduced, including
the provision of a Neighbourhood Plan. This forms the statutory planning document by which
local development requirements can be outlined. A Neighbourhood Plan Steering Group was
formed, composeaf Councillors, volunteers from the local community, and with additional help
from advisors, brought in as necessary to contribute their expertise in their field.

We work closely with Rother District Council, who offer advice and assistance, along with ou
professional consultant, Moles Consultancy. And we have, at all stages, sought the views of the
local community.

A survey document was delivered to every household early in 2016, and feedback was evaluated
the results can be seen on the website. Subsely, two Public Consultations were held, one in
2017, the other in 2019. Feedback from these consultations were analysed and the resulting
information can be seen on our websit®ww.battleneighbairhoodplan.co.uk

Residents are kept up to date by the website, Facebook, and regular articles in the local press, the
town council newsletter etc.This Neighbourhood Plan aims to have a positive impact on the
future development of Battle, and addressnse issues faced by thearish such as affordable
housing, smaller homes for the elderly and young people of Bagish It is also an
encouragement for the community to consider some of the aspirations that are beyond the scope
of the Plan but are nevertiess achievable through working collectively.

In the course of developing the Neighbourhood Rtaur priority has been to balance the delivery

of the required housing without seriously harming the character of our settlements or the AONB.
We have had to recognise the pressure for housing development required by Central Government
and RDCyet take ful account of the historic nature of the Civil Parish of Battle

The Steering Group wishes to thank the community for their continued involvement and support
throughout the preparation of the Neighbourhood Plan. This inciydest and present members

of the Group, and as Chair | must specifically thank my fellow members of the Steering Group,
Battle Town Council; the Clerk and Assistarthe Clerk for all their hard work and dedication.

An electronic copy of this Plan can be found onlinéhtip://battleneighbourhoodplan.co.uk

Margaret Howell
(Chairman of the Steering Group)ne2021
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Introduction

1.1.1 The town d Battle marks the world renowned site of the Battle of Hastings in 1066, which gave
the town its name.The town began with the erection of the Abbey by the Norman victors as a
penance for the dead of the battle and afterwards, and to mark where, KingdHaes killed.
The town grew up in the late eleventh century to provide the trades required for the building
work: there were over a hundred houses by 1105 and their sites can still be ttdead/l
encouraged the town with grants titencedor fairs aaxd markets, the lastattle market
survived until the 1960s to be replaced by a new library and housing close to the (now)
TenSixtySiroundabout.Building of G a | NE @efpn in telgsddy ivelfth century for the
needs of the local population, a function it still serves. Development of the town, north and
south, was along one of the principal High Weald ridges.

1.1.2 Battle Parishhas many characteristics which determine that this is a different, renowned part
of the country, with an historical dimension dating back more than a millennium. It is of
International as well as National importance, but in common with many rural comrasrat
the present time is required tplan its development for the future.

1.1.3 In orderto ensure thatParishgrowth is planned in a manner which brings the community on
board, a Neighbourhood Development Plan is being prepared. From this point the
NeighbourhoodevelopmentPlan will be referred to as Neighbourhood Plarhis will focus
on housing development, employment, parking, highways, heritage and design.

1.1.4 'What is neighbourhood planning? Neighbourhood planning givesmonties direct power to
develop a shared vision for their neighbourhood and shape the development and growth of their
local area. They are able to choose where they want new homes, shops and offices to be built,
have their say on what those new buildired®uld look like and what infrastructure should be
provided, and grant planning permission for the new buildings they want to see go ahead.
Neighbourhood planning provides a powerful set of tools for local people to plan for the types
of developmenttomde G KSANJ O2YYdzyAleQa ySSRa FyR gKSNB
Ad FEAIYSR gAGK GKS aGNI 0S3IAO0 (ESGMRGKer figrR  LINA 2 N
Planning Practice Guidance Paragraph: 001 Reference-1440190509 Revisidate:
09 05 2019)

1.1.5 ANeighbourhood Plashouldsupportthe strategicdevelopmenteedsset out in the relevant
Local Plan/ Core Strategy and plan positively to support local development (as outlined in the
National Planning Poli&yamework).

1.1.6 TheBattle Ciyl Parish Neighbourhood PlgBattle CP Nshould address the development and
use of land and include land use policies. This is becdusseEcessfuht examinationand
referendumthe Planwill becomepart of the statutory Development Plan once it hbsen made
(brought into legal force) by the planning authority. Applicatitersplanningpermissionrmust
be determined in accordancewith the Development Plan, unless material considerations
indicate otherwise (see section 38(6) of the Planning@achpulsory Purchase A04).

1.1.7 TheBattle CP NWas led by extensive public consultation and prepared by a steering group of
volunteers representing a range of interests acrossiidsh

1.1.8 The Battle CP NFhas been prepared in accordance with the Neighbowd Planning
Regulations 201Z heLocalismAct2011andDirective2001/42/ECon StrategicEnvironmental
Assessment.

1.1.9 Battle TownCouncil applied and was designated a Neighbourhood Byaasolution CB14/80
on the 13th April 2015See the Area Designati®anMap (Figure 1)

1.2 Neighbourhood Area DesignatieBelineated by the Civil Parish Boundg@sge following page).
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1.3

13.1

1.3.2

1.3.3

134

135

1.3.6

1.3.7

The Planning Policy Context

National Planning PolicfFramework

Neighbourhood Plasmhave been prepared in England since provided for in the R6@4lism
Act. TheNationalPlanningPolicyFrameworkKNPPF 200)®utlineswhataNeighbourhoodan
can do.

The NPPF 2019%eplaces the preexisting Planning Policy Statements (PPSs) and Guidance
Notes (PPGS).

TheNPPF 2018etsout the D 2 @ S NJ/ Wi&hingtbhciesfor Englandlt was publishedon

27" March 2012 updated on 24 July 2018nd revisedon 19" February 2019The National

Planning Policy Framework isfaS@ LI NIi 2F (GKS D2@SNYYSyidQa NEB
system less complex and easier to understand. It vastly reduced the number of pages of national
policy about planning.

The National Plaring Policy Framework must be taken into account in the preparation of
Local andNeighbourhood Plasmand is a material consideration in planning decisitiiséates
thatin orderto be consideredsoundaLocalPlanshouldbe consistentwith national planning

policy.

Planning Practic&uidance

On 6 March 2014 , the then Department for Communities and Local Government (DCLG), now
called Ministry of Housing, Communities and Local Government (MHCLG) launched this
planningpracticeguidanceweb-basedresource Forthe first time, planningpracticeguidance

is now available entirely online in a usable and accessible way. Important information for any
user of the planning system previously only published in separate documents can now be
found quickly and simply. It contains a very useful guidanceasseon NeighbourhoodPlans.

You can link easily between the National Planning Practice guidance, as well as between
different categories ofjuidance.

Local Planningontext

AllNeighbourhoodPlansmustbe in generalconformity with the strategicpoliciesfor anarea

(which is generally taken to be a Council's Core Strategy or equivalent Local Plan) as well as
have regard to the National Planning Policy FramewsdB&F 200)2and accord with European
Legislation. The local statutory plangi context for preparation of th®attle CP NHs the

Rother Core Strategy (adopted in September 2@dih sets out the broad planning strategy

for Rother District up to 2028. The Core Strategy forms part of the statutory Development
Plan for the Districalongside those saved policies in the Local Plan 2006 not replaced by the
Core Strategy(Supersede@006policiesareidentifiedin Appendixl of the CoreStrategy.)

The Core Strategy does not allocate specific sites for development, this is done in a separate
document called The Rother Development and Site Allocations (DaSA) Loc#Virlanthe

Core Strategy set the strategic policies of the Local Plan, while ttidise DaSA are generally

@A S 6 SR -8 (aNJ GigREgH @riportant and warranting statutory expressiorhe DaSA
implements the development strategy and core policies set out in the Rother Core Strategy.
The DaSA Local Plan was adopted by RotlsériddiFull Council on 16 December 2019, having
been found sound by the Inspector appointed to oversee the public examination process,
subject to the inclusion of the Main Modifications and changes to Policies Maps as set out in
the Appendix to his report.
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1.3.8  Strategic EnvironmentaAssessment

The Localism Act 2011 requires neighbourhood plans to not breach and be otherwise
compatiblewith EUand HumanRightsobligations.It isnot the casethat everyneighbourhood
planwill needanenvironmentalassessmentf the type normallyassociatedvith the process of
preparing Local PlamNeighbourhood Plas Battle CP NPmay trigger various EU Directives
(including the Strategic Environmental Assessment Directive (SEA) and Haipdetive(HRA))
andmayneedto undertakeadditionalproceduresandassessmendepending on the scale and
impact of the plamproposals.

1.3.9 AStrategicEnvironmentalAssessmentSEAjs a procesdo identify likely significanteffectsof a
plan orpolicy on the environment. An SEA provides technical details of likely effects of the
proposal and sets out a management and monitoring framework to help mitigate and track any
impacts. The SEA focuses on impacts on the natural environment with somedlimite
consideration of human population needs and mateaidets.

1.3.10 Draft neighbourhood plan proposals should be assessed to determine whether the plan is likely
to have significant environmental effects and this process is commonly referred to as a
screening opinion request. The requirements are set out in the regulations of the Environmental
Assessment of Plans and Programmes Regul&2@aiv.

1.3.11 Followingthe submissiorof ascreeningopinionfor the draft Battle Civil ParisiNeighbourhood
Plan, Rother District Council (as the responsible authority) had to determine whether or not a
full Strategic Environmental Assessment and/or a Habitats Regulations Assessment are
required. In accordance with the Regulations, Natural Engladdidtoric England and the
Environment Agency were consulted on the findings of the screening report for a five week
period.

1312 | F gAYy 3 NBIFINR (2 GKS adomyYAraairzy FyR GKS 0O2yad:
the Plan would be likelyothave significant environmental effects. On this basis, a Strategic
EnvironmentalAssessments required for the proposedBattle Neighbourhood Plan. With
regards to the Habitats Regulations and whether an Appropriate Assessment is required, the
Council cacludes that the proposed Neighbourhood Plan is not likely to have a significant effect
on European designations. SEgpendix Hor the screeningpiniondetermination letter.
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2.1  The PlarProcess

2.1.1  Neighbourhood Plas have been prepared in England since being provided for in the 2011
LocalismAct.

2.1.2  The Plan preparation process has been led byBhtle Towy 2 dzy OAf | & GKS Wl dzl
under the Regulations. The preparation of the Plan has been delegated tBatttie CP NP
Steering Group (hereafter referred to as the Steering Group), whiclademp of volunteers
from the Parish

2.1.3 A summary of the statutory Plan process ifoflews:

§ Step 1: Designating neighbourhood area and if appropriate neighbourfboat

§ Step 2: Preparing a draft neighbourhood plat©oder

§ Step 3:Presubmission publicity &nsultation

§ Step 4: Submission of a neighbourhood plan or Order proposal to the local planning
authority and submissionpublicity &consultation
Step 5: IndependerExamination
Steps 6 and 7: Referendum and Making the NeighbmagPlan or Order (bringing it
into force commonly known as adopting tRé&n).

w wn

2.1.4 If aPlanmeetsthe basicconditionsandis successfuait the independentexaminationjt isthen
put to a Parishreferendum. A majority vote will lead to the Plan becoming part of the
Development Plan for thRarishand is used when determining future development decisions
alongside the current Local Planning Authority Local Plan and the National Planning Policy
Franework(NPPF 2019

2.1.5 Only a draft Neighbourhood Plan or Order that meets each of a set of basic conditions can be
Lldzi G2 F NBFSNBYRdzY YR 0S WYIFIRSQ®d ¢KS ok aic
Schedule 4B to the Town and Country Planningl880 as applied to neighbourhood plans by
section 38A of the Planning and Compulsory Purchas20@dt
The basic conditions are:

a. having regard to national policies and advice contained in guidance issued by the Secretary
of State it isappropriate to make the order (or neighbourhopthn).

b. having special regard to the desirability of preserving any listed building or its setting or any
features of special architectural or historic interest that it possesses, it is appropriate to make
the order. This applies only €@rders.

c. having special regard to the desirability of preserving or enhancing the character or
appearance of any conservation area, it is appropriate to make the order. This applies only to
Orders.

d. the making of the order(or neighbourhood plan) contributes to the achievement of
sustainabledevelopment.

e.the making of the order (or neighbourhood plan) is in general conformity with the strategic
policies contained in the development plan for the area of the authority (orpary of that

area).

f. the making of the order (or neighbourhood plan) does not breach, and is otherwise
compatible with, EU obligationEor exampleprescribed conditions are met in relation to the
Order (or plan) and prescribed matters have been compliéih W connection with the
proposal for the order (or neighbourhoqguian).

2.1.6  There are other basic conditions that apply to a neighbourhood plan besides those set out in
the primary legislation and is in Regulations 32 and 33 of the Neighbourhoaui®jdGeneral)
Page9 of 96



Regulations 2012 (as amended):

the making of the neighbourhood plan does not breach the requirements of Chapter 8 of Part 6
of the Conservation of Habitats and Species Regulations 2017, which set out the habitat
regulation assessment process for land use plans, including considefaheretfect on habitats

sites. (See Schedule 2 to the Neighbourhood Planning (General) Regulations 2012 (as amended)
in relation to the examination dfleighbourhood Plas)

2.1.7  The Plan has been developed with the community being consulted or keptiefbalong the
way. This stage of the Plan is called th@nFProposal @mission¢ Regulation b statutory
stage of the Plan development.

2.18 Initial consultation and call for potential development sites was sent out to all households,
asking for inpu into the key components of the plan and planning consultants Moles
Consultancy was employed to help with fRkan.

A full description of theBattle CP NPRprocess is included in the Consultation Statement
document. A summary of the production of the Ptardate includes the following:
8§ Questionnaire to community asking for their input into the key components of the

NeighbourhoodPlan

Battle Civil ParisiNeighbourhood Plan Young Persons Survey 2019

Call forSites

Land ownergresentations

Vision andbbjectivesconsultation

Call for sites Communityonsultation

Reg.14 Consultation

w W W W W W

2.2 Community Engagement

2.2.1  Twoway communication with the local community during tReighbourhood Plais vital for its
success and ultimate support through the referendum. It has been important to engage with the
whole community including key stakeholders throughout the process.

2.2.2  Communicatiorand consultation,in variousforms, playeda majorrole in formulatingthe Plan
and allowing residents and other relevant stakeholders the opportunity to take part in defining
the Neighbourhood PlanA full description of the community engagemembcesssincluded
in the ConsultatiorStatementdocument.

2.3 Evidence Base Overview

2.3.1  Evidencecanbe both quantitative (factsandfiguressuchascensusdata) aswell asqualitative(e.g.
opinions givenn consultationresponsesand bothshouldbe used tosupport the decisiomaking
andthe policies thahave beerdevelopedor the NeighbourhoodPan.

232 TheD 2 @S Ny pladnihg Guilance (pa@d0)statesthat: & (i KiSHe® (i & DE Q efidericeil 2 F
required for neighbourhood planning. Proportionate, robuestidence should suppothe choices
made andhe approachaken. Theevidenceshouldbedrawnupon toexplainsuccincththe intention
andrationaleof the policiesn the draftneighbourhood_Jt I y X €

2.3.3  Wetherefore startedwith a reviewof the RDCvidencebaseusedfor the LocalPlanandthen built
uponit to addresghe objectivesvhichwere identified. We alsoreviewedall existingdocuments
and strategies for thé?arishand the published statistical information and data including the
Office of National Statistics and Census data. Due to the size of these documents, they need to
be reviewed separately but have been listedAppendixEof thePlan.
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3.11

3.1.2

3.1.3

3.1.4

3.2

3.2.1

Economic
activity

category

Spatial Characteristics of thRarish

TheParishof Battle comprises three distinct parts within tRarishboundary, namelghe hamlet
of Telham, Battle Town and Netherfield. THikage ofNetherfieldis separated from Battldown

by agricultural land, some forestry and open spaeésereas the hamlet of Telham is connected
to Battle by ribbon development on the south sidé/hilst nearly all areas within the boundary

have some historic significance, Battle itself is of naﬂi@mml international importance with the

a{Sytl O¢f

olddGfS ANRdAzyRZ
profile established over many centuries. It also acts as a service centre for a large rural hinterland

LA = 7

which stretchesdr outside itsParishboundary. The entir€arishalso falls within the High Weald

Area of Outstanding Natural Beauty and retaining the 1970 designated conservation area status is

of paramount importance.

Within Battle Civil Parish there are twogignated (electoral) wards for Rother [DNbrth Battle

including Netherfield & Whatlington (Whatlington is outside the Civil Parish) and South Battle
includingthe hamlet ofTelham.

Thehamletof Telham acts as a gateway to both the village oivBrost and the largesettlement

0é

of Hastings and St Leonards. Enclosed by agricultural land it services a small community and acts

as aGreenGap in the fight against urban sprawl. As with mieainletsit is somewhat isolated by

its economidifficulties.

The area classed as Netherfield runs from the bottom of Netherfield Hill, Netherfield Road onto

Darwell Hill terminating at Darwell Hole.

housed the majority of the Mountfield workforce at that time.

Economy

This area profile provides key characteristics of the local economy.

Economic activity and inactivity in 2011

This dataset showthe percentage oéconomic activity and inactivity amongst those ageer46

from the 2011 Census.

All
people
aged
16-74

Geography

England
and

Wales

South

East

East

Sussex

Rother

Battle

3.2.2 A person aged 16 to 74 is described as economically active if, in the week before the census, they

100.0

100.0

100.0

100.0

100.0

All
economically

active

69.7

72.1

68.1

63.4

66.2

Employee

52.2

54.2

48.2

43.2

45.8

Self -

employed

9.7

11.0

13.4

14.8

15.3

Unempl

oyed

4.4

3.4

3.6

3.2

25

Econo

mically

active
full -
time

student

3.4

3.3

2.8

21

2.6

All
econo
mically

inactive

30.3

27.9

31.9

36.6

33.8

Long -
term
sick or
disabled

4.2

2.9

4.1

4.1

2.8

Looking
after
home
or

family

4.3

4.4

4.2

4.3

4.6

Retired

13.8

13.7

17.8

225

19.6

Economically
inactive
student

(includi ng
full -time

students)

5.8

5.2

4.0

3.8

5.4

Houses border the main routes through the village bu
due to historic associations with British Gypsum an estate was constructed at Darvel Down, which

Other
economic
ally

inactive

2.2

1.8

18

19

15

were in employment as an employee or sethployed, not in employment, but were seeking work

and ready to start work within two weeks, or not in employmenif waiting to start a job already
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3.2.3

3.24

Unemployment

category

Gender

All

people

Females

Males

Source:

obtained and available. Fdlme students who fulfil any of these criteria are classified as
economically active and are counted separately in the-tiukk student' category of economically
active-they are not includd in any of the other categories such as employees or unemployed.

A person aged 16 to 74 is described as economically inactive if, in the week before the census, they
were not in employment but did not meet the criteria to be classified as 'Uneyeaglo This
includes a person looking for work but not available to start work within two weeks, as well as
anyone not looking for work, or unable to worfor example those who are retired, looking after
home/family, permanently sick or disabled. Studemiko fulfil any of these criteria are also
classified as economically inactive. This does not necessarily mean-timéukducation and
excludes students who were working or in some other way were economically active.

Source: 2011 Census, Office for biaai Statistics

Unemployment in 2011

This dataset shows the number and percentage of the economically active population, aged 16
74 who were unemployed, by gender, age groups and whether or not they have ever worked and
length of unemployment from the 2011 Census.

All usual Percent Percent Percent Percent who Percent
residents unemployed unemployed unemployed are long -term who
aged 16 to aged 16 -74 aged 16 -24 aged 50 -74 unemployed have
Geography 74 never
worked
England
and 41,126,540 4.4 12 0.8 17 0.7
Wales
South
6,274,341 3.4 0.9 0.7 1.3 0.4
East
East
374,518 3.6 1.0 0.8 15 0.4
Sussex
Rother 62,861 3.2 0.9 0.8 1.3 0.4
Battle 4,590 25 0.8 0.7 1.0 0.5
England
and 20,735,149 35 0.9 0.5 15 0.6
Wales
South
3,168,086 2.8 0.7 0.5 12 0.3
East
East
191,970 2.8 0.7 0.6 12 0.3
Sussex
Rother 32,498 25 0.7 0.6 11 0.3
Battle 2,382 24 0.6 0.6 1.0 0.4
England
and 20,391,391 53 15 11 2.0 0.8
Wales
South
3,106,255 4.1 12 1.0 14 0.5
East
East
182,548 45 13 11 17 0.6
Sussex
Rother 30,363 3.9 13 11 1.6 0.6
Battle 2,208 2.6 11 0.8 1.0 0.6

2011 Census, Office for National Statistics
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Employment by industry in 2011

3.2.5 This dataset shows the percentage of people in employment agetd 1§/ industry from the

2011 Census

Industry
2
o
°
=
S
Geography = _'?3:
= = o
S T g
2 s s
£ e} @
@ = 8 c % -8
2 ) 5 = o Y
@ =1 5} o o S
= = 8 = a o
g 2 2 B 5 2
= E) (] o < E
< < = @) = =
England and
100.0 2.3 8.9 7.7 15.9 5.0
Wales
South East 100.0 2.1 7.2 8.0 156 5.2
East Sussex 100.0 2.1 6.1 94 16.0 4.1
Rother 100.0 3.0 57 10.1 149 3.8
Battle 100.0 2.9 56 10.3 126 3.2

Source: 2011 Census, Office for National Statistics

Employment by occupation in 2011

Accommodation and food service activities

o
o

5.0

5.6

5.6

53

Information and communication

B

o

N

N

N

Professional, scientific and technical activities
Public administration and defence; compulsory

Administrative and support service activities
social security
Human health and social work activities

Finance, insurance and Real estate

Education
Other

ol
®
o
o
IN
©

6.

=)
©
©
[N
[N
3
o

.0

5.9 7.5 5.2 6.0 101 116 5.1

5.9 6.2 4.5 55 103 156 5.7

6.3 6.6 4.6 55 100 152 5.8

6.6 8.7 4.9 6.2 118 143 5.0

3.2.6 This dataset shows theercentage of all people in employment aged by occupation from

the 2011 Census.

England and Wales

South East

East Sussex

Geography

Rother

Battle

30 40 S0 G0 T

[u] 10 20 [u]

Percentage

Source: 2011 Census, Office for National Statistics

20

=]

q

0

Jo]

B Managers, directors and senior officials

B Professional occupations

O Associate professional and technical occupations
W Administrative and secretarial occupations

O Skilled trades occupations

O Caring, leisure and other service occupations

W Sales and customer service occupations

O Process, plant and machine operatives

M Elementary occupations
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3.3

Population and households

This area profile provides key characteristics of the local populatiofanseholds

Population by age groups in 2011

3.3.1 This dataset shows the resident population by broad age groups from the 2011 Census.

Age All people
Geography

England and

A 56,075,912
South East 8,634,750
East Sussex 526,671
Rother 90,588
Battle 6,673

Percent aged Percent aged
0-14 15-29
17.6 19.9
17.8 18.6
16.1 15.9
14.6 13.3
17.2 14.8

Source: 2011 Census, Office for National Statistics

Population by ethnic group in 2011

Percent aged

30-44

20.5

20.4

17.2

14.4

15.1

Percent aged
45-64

25.4

26.1
28.0
29.3

29.1

3.3.2 This dataset shows the population by ethnic groups from the 2011 Census

Ethnicity All people

Geography

England and

Wales 56,075,912

South East 8,634,750
East Sussex 526,671
Rother 90,588
Battle 6,673

Percent All
White

Percent All
Mixed
86.0 2.2
90.7 1.9
96.0 14
97.1 11
97.4 1.1

Source: 2011 Census, Office for National Statistics

Population density and area in hectares in 2011

Percent All Asian

or Asian British

7.5

5.2

1.7

1.2

1.0

Percent All Black

or Black British

3.3

1.6

0.6

0.3

0.4

Percent aged
65+

16.4

17.2
22.7
28.4

23.9

Percent other

ethnic group

1.0

0.6
0.3
0.2

0.1

3.3.3 This dataset shows the area in hectares and also the population detisdiyis, the number of
persons per hectare from the 2011 Census.

Measure
Geography
England and Wales
South East

East Sussex
Rother

Battle

Area in hectares

15,101,354

1,906,965

Density (persons per hectare)

3,180

Source: 2001 and 2011 Census, Office for Nati@tatistics

3.7

4.5

3.1

1.8

21
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Population in urban and rural areas in 2011

3.3.4 This dataset shows the percentage of people living in urban and rural areas from the 2011 Census.
The 2011 rurabrban classification (RUC2011) for small area geographies provideal/arban
view of datasets at output area (OA), super output area (SOA) and ward level. Data presented here
are aggregated from the output area level classification. An output area (OA) is treated as 'urban’
if it was allocated to an area with a poputatiof 10,000 or more. The rest is treated as 'rural’.

Urban/Rural Urban Rural

Age group All people 0-15 16-64 65+ All people 0-15 16-64 65+
Geography

England and Wales 81.5 82.9 824 764 18.5 17.1 17.6 23.6
South East 79.6 80.2 805 75.7 20.4 19.8 19.5 24.3
East Sussex 74.0 74.2 74.5 72.7 26.0 25.8 255 27.3
Rother 47.7 44.1 454 541 52.3 55.9 54.6 45.9
Battle 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0

Source: 2011 Census, Office for National Statistics

3.4 Households

Household composition in 2011

3.4.1 This dataset shows the total number of households and percentage by household type from 2011
Census. A householddefined as one person living alone, or a group of people (not necessarily
related) living at the same address who share cooking facilities and share a living room, sitting
room or dining area. Household composition here classifies households accordirge to t
relationships between householders.

Household sub - All Percent all one person Percent all family Percent all other
type households households households households
Geography
England and

23,366,044 30.2 61.8 7.9
Wales
South East 3,555,463 28.8 63.9 7.4
East Sussex 231,905 32.8 61.2 6.1
Rother 40,877 34.0 60.9 5.1
Battle 2,865 315 63.6 4.9

Source: 2011 Census, Office for National Statistics

3.5 Transport

3.5.1 The town of Battle is used as a conduit to facilitate access to a number of industrial complexes on
the outskirts of Hastings and St Leonards via the A2100, in addition to its new use as a transport
corridor facilitating an approach to the new Hastiad@exhillLinkroad (A2690). This has generally
increased the problems associated with additional transportation within the confines of our
historic town, such as illegal parking and congestion. This has not improved the environment for
those living, workig or shopping along Battle High Street. There has also been an ongoing
problem with coaches associated with the transportation of visitors to the town to access the
historic centres, such as the Abbey, which offload their passengers arounibthey Greerin
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3.5.2

3.5.3

3.54

front of the Abbey, causing additional congestion at most times of the year. Whilst Battle Station
is situateda short distance from the High Streeiccessing its services is not helped by the distinct
lack of public transport within th@arish Thestation provides regular services to both London
and to St.Leonards Warrior Square ahthstings. Connecting services are available to Ashford,
Eastbourne and Brighton from Hastings as well as Gatwick Airport via Tonbridge.

Netherfield, part of which is situated dhe B2096, Battle to Heathfield Road, suffers from a lack

of public transport requiring the constant use of private vehicular traffic to access medical services,
recreational facilities and employment, due to isolation and lack of investment over a
considerable period of time. This has resulted in a dramatic increase in the number of households
needing 34 cars to enable household family members to access a variety of different pursuits at
peak periods. The deriorating state of the highway system around the rusaittlement of
Netherfield indicates that a substantial investment would be required to make this village into a
rural business hub and therefore an employment-Bpbt. Netherfield has a limited buservice
operated by Battle Area Community Transport (B74) and Stagecoach (8b5¢hool days only

The hamlet ofTelham, is situated between Battle and Hastings along the A2100 with additional
areas situated along Telham Lanehdisa church and a Public House. Public transport plays a
greater role in the lives of the local inhabitarhist is limited by the poor infrequentbusserviceto
various local destinations.

Car ownership

Access to a car in 2011
This chart shows thpercentage of households by number of cars or vans owned or available for

use by that household.

England and Wales

South East

B Households with no cars

B Households with one car

O Households with two cars

B Households with three cars
OHouseholds with four cars or more

East Sussex

Geography

Raother

Battle

O 10 20 30 40 S0 &0 FO O 80 90 100
Percentage

Source: 2011 Census, Office for National Statistics
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Number of cars in 2011

This dataset shows the number of cars or vans, includingcampany car or van if available for

private use, the number of households in the area and the number of cars/vans per household.
Also shown ishe percentage increase in households, cars and vand,the number of cars/vans per

355
household since 2001.

Measure All cars or vans in the area
Geography
England and Wales 27,294,656
South East 4,803,729
East Sussex 292,118
Rother 54,241
Battle 4,028

All households

23,366,044
3,555,463
231,905
40,877

2,865

Source: 2011 Census, Office for National Statistics

Travel to work

Method of travel to work in 2011

Number of vehicles per household

12

14

1.3

13

14

This dataset shows which modes of transport are used by those who anmegloyment to get to

their place of work, by broad transport type. The information in this table has been produced using
only people's response to method of travel to work questions in the 2011 Census this data is not

3.5.6
comparable with 2001.
Mode of All people Percentage of
travel to aged 16 -74 in people who
work employment work at or
mainly from
Geography e
England
26,526,336 54
and Wales
South
4,260,723 6.6
East
East
239,319 7.9
Sussex
Rother 37,583 9.6
Battle 2,910 9.2

Percentage of
people who
use public

transport

16.4

12.1

11.4

8.9

10.8

Source: 2011 Census, Office for National Statistics

Percentage of Percentage of

people who people who
use a private walk or cycle
vehicle
64.0 13.6
66.8 13.9
66.8 13.3
68.8 12.1
67.3 12.4

Percentage of

people who use

another mode

of transport

0.6

0.7

0.6

0.7

0.4
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Distance travelled to work

3.57 This dataset shows the distance travelled to work by those who are in employment. The
information in this table has been produced using both a person's place of work and their method
of travel to work andherefore 2011 data is comparable with 2001.

England and Wales
South East
:=-\' .
= E'Woaork mainly at or from home
m
= East Sussex M Less than 10km
o
g O10km to less than 30km
M 30km and over
O Other
Rother
o .
] 10 20 30 40 S0 B0 7O B0 ©0 100

Percentage

Source: 2011 Census, Office for National Statistics

3.5.8 Travel to/from schools

The western segment shown in Figure 2 from Claverham Community College (CCC) to Battle Abbey
isanoriginalBattdl 3 8 A RSy 1 Q& LINR LR alt 1y2¢6y |a GKS . FGdGf
is likely to be implemented in several small segments when ESCC funding becomes available within
their Local Cycling and Walking Infrastructure Plan. The BSG proposal fiteeMZlommunity
Aspirations Battle and Telham Ambition 2. Overall due to narrow roads, considering traffic
RSyaAridAasSa SalLISOAFfteée RdNAy3I GKS aaoOKz22f Nzyé
station the requirement for offoad routes is considerei be a very important priority
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3.59 The town ofBattle has grown in size over many centuries and is the central character within the
CivilParishof Battle. Like most high streets in the area it runs Nevilestto SouthEastand is the
central hub of not only theTown that bears its name, but also tfe hamlet of
Telhamand Netherfield. Commercial and residential properties-emist not only on the High
Street but throughout th& own At the Northern endhe TenSixtySisoundabout exitonto North
Trade Road, generally supporting a single row of ertgs either side of the highway as well as
the Battle Recreation ground ar@averhanCollege. The houses back onto the Beech Estate
farmland on one side, together with arable and pasture on the other.

3.5.10 At the southern end Battle Hilhasa similar residentialayout as that describedor North Trade
Road whichexists up to and including tHeamletof Telham.

3.511 A third of the way along the High Stredtere is a junction with Mount Streetwhich has
15" through to the 28" Centuryarchitectural properties

3.5.12 The Battle Conservation Area relates to the town centre, Battle Abbey and the historic battlefield
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amendments to the boundary were adopted by Rother District Council in 2006 following a
| 2y aSNDIFGA2Y

https://www.rother.gov.uk/wpcontent/uploads/2020/01/Battle_Conservation_Area_Map.pdf

3.6.1 Battle Conservation Area was designated in JaB&1 by East Sussex County Council and
Environment) Additional details can b®und on the Rother District Council website

3.6 Conservation Area
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3.6.2

3.6.3

3.7

3.7.1

3.7.2

The towncentreforms the histoic core, and consists of a central High Street, Withunt Street
forming a junctionat the northern end andhe Abbey Gate House at its sotghstern endwith

the mediaeval precincts wall beyond it. The High Street is continued to the-sasthin Upper
Lake and Lower Lake. Almost all the buildings in these four streets date fromgimeezith
century or earlier. It is this part of Battle which is contained within the designated Conservation
Area.

The most northerly section of the Conservation Area is formed by the Mount Street group of
properties: 17 to 21 (the Old Court Houseyether with 72. The boundary then takes the rear line

of the properties on the east side of Mount Street to the footpath which runs parallel with the
Y2NIK &ARS 2F GKS | A3 KOldpeaneR %rid dthe ChiirchaHallNbgetker / K dzN
with the properties to the east, are then included. The field boundary to the north and the hedge
and tree belt to the east are then taken as the boundary, to Marley Lane. At the junction of Marley
Lane with Lower Lake, the property Lake House is included. Thelaguthen follows a south
easterly direction to the immediate rear of 1 to 22 Lower Lake before turning across the road and
down to include Lake Cottage. The whole of Abbey Grounds and the battlefield are then included
in the Conservation Area. From theedfern edge of the Long Plantation the boundary then runs
parallel to the High Street in a northest direction along the existing footpaths as far as Western
Avenue. The properties on either side of the High Street as far as 37 on the south side and 39 on
the north side form the northwestern boundary of the Conservation Area, together with the rear

of the properties on Mount Street.

Development from an Historic PerspectiveThe Town of Battle

The town of Battle marks the worl@énowned site of the Battle of Hastings in 1066, which gave
the town itsname.

The town began with the erection of the Abbey by the Norman victors as a penance for the dead

of the battle and afterwards, and to mark where, the King said, King Harsddilled. The town

grew up in the late eleventh centuty provide the trades required for the building work: there

were over a hundred houses by 1105 and their sites can still be traced. Henry | encouraged the
town with grants of licences for fairs antarkets, the last of which survived until the 1960s to be

replaced by a new library and housing cltsthe (now) TenSixtySix roundaboSta | NBE Q& / K dzND
was begun in the early twelfth century for the needs of the local population, a function it still
serves. Development of the town, north and south, was along one of the principal High Weald
ridges. The 2017 Battle Tapestry on display in BtN® Qa / KdzZNOK Ay . FddtS R
accurate fashion the creation of the Abbey and tben up t01115.




3.7.3 Senlac Hill and the area south of the town are protected by English Heritage as a historic battlefield
and designated as an Archaegical Notification Arealhe early history of Battle is evidenced in
the mediaeval Battle Abbey Chronicle and in the substantial research work in the late twentieth
century of Eleanor Searle.

3.7.4 By 1367 theaumberof houses in Battle had doubled to 2idith the town eluding the worst long
term effects of the Black Death. The Abbey gatehouse was fortified in the fourteenth and early
fifteenth centuries as armed incursions from France became rinegeient.

3.75 Until the dissolution of the Abbey in 1588KS LJF NAAK gl a | WNRelt LISOd
local autonomy from the Crown to the exclusion of the diocese of Chichester; elements of this
status survived until the nineteenth century and today in the title of Dean for vicar. It is thought
that, arising from this, the pattern of land ownership changed little. As a result, unusually, the
structure in the centre of Battle of the mediaeval burgages with accompanying strip plots is largely
intact, as the plan shows. So, many of the narrow buildindgspilo the High Street are still
recognisably mediaeval in dimension and many shop fronts can still be paced in perches. The
026y Qa YSRQHigh Btteét, URpRrNBd Lower Lake and Mount Stebs been a
designated conservation area since 1970nglavith large areas of countryside to the south. In
the conservation area virtually all the buildings are listed, and date from the eighteenth century
or earlier: 23 predate 1500; 9 are from the sixteenth century; 24 from the seventeenth; and 28
from the d@ghteenth century. In all in 2009 there were118 listed buildings in Battle town centre.

100 0

[ e S—

SCALE

Long narrow mediaeval plots in BattleBlue=mediaeval daARRf S0 dz2NBHK ¢
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3.7.6 The landed families owning the Abbey aftdre dissolution required little from thelocal
community and so the town shrank in size to around-130 houses at which it stabilised until the
eighteenth century. During this period of three centuries leather working, legal services, iron
making, clockmaking, tanning and gunpowder manufactlrecame local trades at various times,
reasonably prosperously. There was little disruption from the Civil War. Eighteenth century facades
were often placed on the front of older buildings but as Child of Conquest, Building Battle Town:
An Architectural Hitory 1066¢ 1750 by David and Barbara Martin and Christopher Whittick (2016)
aK2gazs GKS 26y OSYyuNB NBGFrAya Ada FyaAaldzsS OKI
Rest, at opposite ends of the High Street, illustrate the timber construcisorally hidden under
GGt SQa DS2NHAFY FyR fFGSNI FIFOFRSad . NBgAy3I ¢
andAy GKS t13S yAySGiSSyuk IyR SIEN¥e& GgSyadaSik O
of jam and chutney.

3.7.7 In the nineteenth century Battle; then very rural and somewhat isolated by the awful Sussex roads
-G acquired a gas works (1838), union workhouse (1840), railway (1852), reservoir (1854), police
station and magistrates court (1861) and new cemetery (1862). The CesytRf 1850,
following an investigation into the poor sanitary conditions in Battle, resulted in many
improvements to public health in theown, sustained by a Sanitary Board. The 1840 former
workhouse now Frederick Thatcher Place (named after its aatjtwith its unique architecture
¢ marks the start of rural Sussex to the west of then.

Frederick Thatcher Place, originally the union workhouse, later a hospital, nesidential

3.7.8 In the twentieth century a turning point was the purchase of Battle Abbey by English Heritage in
1976, ushering in an era for thiewn of greater organised tourism, of which heritage
understanding is a key part, promoted by Battle Town Council, BattleyABadtle Museum of
Local History and Battle and District Historical SocietyetdgeLottery -funded heritage trail is
being established and a widefclaimed stainless steel sculpture at the north end of the town
commemorates in modern style the evsrof 1066.

3.7.9 There have been introductions of modern housing near to the centre of Batélstraint has so
FIN 6SSy SESNODAASR 0SSOl dzaS 27 dppedan&O2y2YA 0 O ¢
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Development from an Historic PerspectivéNetherfield and Telham

3.7.10 Netherfield,to the north west of Battle, had 13 households recorded in the Domesday Book of
1087, and a thousand years before that a trackway from the coast used by the Roraginave
32yS GKNRdAzZAK (KS me aiber (@d EngliSmaddr® fild) réhn@sius of fits
strongly rural character that still exists today. But the current appearance of the village also tells
of a more recent history. In the early nineteenth century the artist Joseph Turner often stayed
wil K WalR WFHO1Q CdzA ft SNIJft20Fftftes LIAYyGAYT (GKS g2
towards Beachy Head. In 1859 the church of St John the Baptist was built, a gift to the village from
Lady Webster in memory of her husband Sir Godfrey WelndtBattle Abbey. In the same year
she also gave the schoolhouse, which was to close in 1961. Later, in 1874, came mining of gypsum
in the area, which continues as a source of employment today with a plasterboard processing
plant, warehouse and offices etherfield still has a partially fille y 2 NA IA Yyt WoSft f
recent times, in 1941, a Wellington bomber crashed near the village after being hit during a
bombing raid in France, killing three of the Polish crew. There is a memorial to thentonext
Doctors Farm on the B2096.

3.7.11 Telham (Old Englidhlla, a hill), at the soutfeast end of the Neighbourhood Plan area, lies on an
ancient ridge pathway; nineteenth century excavations at Black Horse quarry found evidence of
much earlier habitdabn by prehistoric creatures. hayhave been at Telham Hill that William,
5dz1 S 2F b2N¥IYyR&sX 2y KA& ¢l & dzZLJ FNRY (GKS O2 ad
of 14 October 1066. The more recent history of Telham is nineteenth centurglaiek Horse pub
(formerly the Horse and Groom) was built in the AiBDOs; and the Church of the Ascension was
constructed in 1876 at the initiative of Dean Crake of Battle for locals not wishing to walk to St
al NBQaT f20Fft f ILAnkbBoaly(SNR {AKNS ! LNEOXKA® FHYR / NI 1 SQa
funds in his will for the upkeep of thehurch.

Archaeology

Extract follows of a summary from East Sussex Historic Environment Record (ESHER). See details
in Battle CP NP websitkttp://battleneighbourhoodplan.co.uk/wp
content/uploads/2020/07/BattleParishHistoricEnvironmentSummary2018.pdf

3.7.12 The modern Civil Parish of Battle has a wealth of evidence for past human activity for all periods
from Mesolithic to the present daylhis is reflected in the fact that there are three scheduled
monuments, 172 listed buildings, one conservation area, one registered park/garden and one
registered battlefield. The extensive archaeological interest of the Civil Parish is represented by
29 achaeological notification areas, 434 recordaoh- designated heritage assets (including 78
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3.7.13

3.7.14

3.7.15

buildings and 38 historic farmsteads as well as other structures and artefacts) and 120 recorded
archaeological surveys, watching briefs or archaeological exoasatiCollectively this
information provides an insight into the occupation of the area by people over the last ¢.10,000
years.

Geologically and topographically the area is defined by two main sandstone ridges which intersect
at Caldbec Hill; thesleave historically been the main ways through @il Rrish.

The earliest definite evidence bimanactivity in the Civil Parish is for the presence of Mesolithic
hunter-gatherers (10,00Q 4,000BC) who appear to be utilising the margins ofiRBvede valley

and its tributaries. At present there is little evidence for the early farmers and monument builders
of the Neolithic, however the area continued to be used for hunting and foraging, with finds of
stone axes suggesting some clearance ofdrdeis very likely that archaeological evidence for
occupation and settlement during the Neolithic will be located in the future through academic
research or larger scale modegrcavations.

By the Bronze Age period (2,3300BC) the firshints of a settled habitation are seen, including a
possible burial mound, and it is likely that the first significant deforestation of the area begins.
There is little evidence so far of early Iron Age activity in the Civil Parish but by the end ohthe Ir
Age much of the Weald is being used for the extraction and processing of iron ore. This industry
continues into the Roman periodyut came under the control of the Roman Navy (Classis
Britannica) who established major iron production settlement in theeast at Beauport Park,
where remains of the bath house (a Scheduled Ancient Monument) can still be seen. These
industrial sites would have been supported by agricultural sites and other infrastructure, including
a network of roads. Towards the end of tReman period production appears to go into decline,
and after the Roman withdrawal (c. 410AD), it is unclear if the area continued to be used and
settled. However, the Domesday Book confirms that by the end of the Saxon period settlements,
many of which wee in woodland clearings, had be&a- established. Netherfield (the adder
clearing) is one of these settlements and was owned by Goda, sister of Edwa&dnfessor.
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3.8

3.8.1

3.8.2

3.8.3

3.8.4

3.8.5

3.8.6

Facilities and Services

The Town of Battle provides the majority of facilities and services which sustain the residents of
the whole CivilParishof Battle. It has sustained a vibrant community not only with its historical
heritage but the amenities that it offete residents ad tourists alike

The Battle Memorial Hall, a High Street full of a diverse range of shops, cafes and public houses
give residents and visitors alike the facilities they need to make the Town a venue for an evening's
entertainment or a place to shajor a variety of goods and services.

There are two doctor's surgeries within the Town, one at 36 High Street and one located opposite
Battle Station in a modern premises known as Telham House, Station Approach. There is also a
Chiropodist and twdental Surgeries, one along the High Street and another in Mount Street.

There are 4 main stream schools within the Town conurbation. The first is Battle and Langton
Church of England Primary School, which is situated on Market Road, Bettherfield Church

of England Primary School which is situatedDarvel Down Netherfield and Claverham
Community College, located on North Trade Road, Battle. There is also Battle Abbey School which
is an Independent School located within Battle Ablaeyl one of the top 130 schools in the
country.

The Town has an Auction House located at a venue which originally began life as the local cinema
for the Town and uses an old Granary Building within the former Station Yairsl.located on

Lower Lak in Battle just down the road from one of the two petrol stations which service the
town.

Battle is on the main railway line between Hastings and London and runs regular services
throughout the day and evening to and from Charing CrossthadCanmon Streetrushhour

services. By travelling southwards to St Leonards Warrior Square and Hastings, Coastway services
to Brighton, Eastbourne and Ashford can be accessed. By travelling northwards to Tonbridge,
services to north Kent and Surrey (includi@gtwick) can be accessed. The Town has a small
number of infrequent dagtime bus routes to Bexhill, Heathfield, Hawkhurst and Hastings.

oddl 2y A4 N} AYQa

3.9.1

The following are the key constraints and can be seen on the maps following:
KeyServices
Economic Context
Broadband Speeds
Roads
Environmental and habitat Designations
Historic Environment
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3.10 SWOT Analysis of Battle

This SWOT analysis was originally drafted in 2015 (and subsequently elaborated); it represents early
Steering Group analysis of the known issues withinBatle CP NFSince then many consultations have
modified ideas somewhat into what is now theiyjhbourhoodPan. It is interesting to note hoywover

time, comments and understandings have improved the Plan detail; however this historic SWOT analysis
provided important basic underlying commentary on issues that remain to this day in the Plan

STREGTHS

Internationally recognised
centre of historic value
u A diverse friendly community
Accessibility
1] High quality of built and natura
environment

(=h
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4.1 Vision
Through a combination of questionnaire surveys, public consultations, email correspondence
and conversationsith local businesses, the Steering Group were able to collect the views of
the Parishioners on what they wished to see for the future of th&aish. A total of 987
responses were received to tietion in Rural Sussex 2016 Parish Survey (AiIRSyepresents
a response rate to the survey of 34.5%he five top item respondents felt the neighbourhood
plan should cover are as follows: Any newesoke must have adequate infrastructure facilities
in place or provision is made to install prior to building construction (88fonsey Minimum
on-site parking for two vehicles (54&sponsey Development designs should respect character
of the area (85responsey New building sites in the countryside should be modest in size (490
responsespnd New estates should not be larger than the existing settlement to which they
adjoin (445responses These kegnspectsvere grouped tancludeFarming Environmentand
CountrysideCommunity, Infrastructure and Local Economy, Housing and Development; and
Transporand Traffic.

4.1.2 The vision and objectives herein were presented to both the community andidhaCouncil
asasoundbasisfor proceedingwith the Battle CP NPTherewere variousconsultationevents
which informed the vision angbjectives.

The Vision for Battle seeks to capture the purpose and aspirations favhibée Parish It
therefore forms the basis on which tlbjectives and proposed policies will be formulated.

Our Vision Statement is:

All thecommunities within the Civil Parishkish to create a safe and friendly
environment where peopléoth local and othersyant to live, work and
play. This goal will be et through engagement with the local community
YR aK2dz R RANBOGfe NBTFTESOG GKS 02 Y\
secure the future through the formulation of policies and objectives, which
not only support sustainability, but also developm#mit enhances and
respects the unique historic nature thle area These strategies will pay
particular attention to the ecological, agricultural, public enjoyment and
intrinsic values of th€ivilParish The preservation of owountrysideand
heritage is a priority.

4.2 Objectives

TheVisionisanimportant statementof what Battle Parishwill aspireto overallbut more specific

objectives are needed to deliver this. The objectives provide a framework to deliver
developmentand other changeghat conserveand enhancethe sustainabilityof Battle, in a

balanced approach to social, economic, and environmental factors. They reflect the nature of

the Parishand the direction the local community wants the Plan to take, especiadigdaring

the longterm future of those community and environmentalassets most precious tolocal

people. Theyalsoacceptand welcome changethat will enablethe communityto grow in a

sustainable way. The objectives which seek to address the issues identified have been grouped

into themes and will be used to develop thelicies that will form the basis of the Plan.

NOTE: The following list of objectives have been identified by the community as the key issues which are
important to them.Therefore, those elgments that sgek to highligr]t laqd isguesyvill be acjdressed yi o
policies within the Plan. Nonlamza S A a4 dzSa> IyR UKSNB¥2NB 2dz0daA RS U
be addressed via Community Aspirations.
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OBJECTIVE Residential Development Sites

The community acknowledges it is required to include in the plan the housing numbers set up
by the Government and Rother District Courccit least475 for Battle andhe hamlet of
Telham andat least48 for Netherfield The aim is for development sitesthin the defined
Development Boundaries to reflect not only the AONB character of the locality but to embody
the design principles embodied in the Battle CP Design Guidelines and the High Weald Housing
Design GuideWhere possible theroposedocationsshould minimise local impaend address
sustainability, environmental and spatial considerations, by robust assessment of all the factors
which appy to the application.

OBJECTIVE Traffic Mitigation Measures:

To require thatTransportAssessments are undertaken for all development proposals within
the Civil Parishin order to consider the wider implications and associated costs of traffic
movements on the environment and local infrastructure with an overall aim of reduction in the
impactof traffic movementsand improvements for sustainable travel modes.

OBJECTIVE The Maintenance ofcreenGaps:

To formulate a policy that not only recognises the separate identities of the village of
Netherfield and the hamlet of Telham and their umégrelationship to Battle Town established
over centuries, but enables them to retain the landscape characteristics of the High Weald
AONB and prevent urban sprawl through creative solutions within the overall strategic aims of
the Core Strategy

OBJECTBE/4: Developments should meet the needs and wishes of the community:
Development objectives must reflect the wishes of the community as evidenced from survey
results and demonstrable needs identified through forums and exhibitions together with
comments received through letters, emails, monthly articles in the local neveszagpl Battle
Town Council newsletter and meetingith various stakeholders within the Parish of Battle.

OBJECTI\AE The Protection of Open Spaces and the Countryside

Plans must restrict the use of land for development which is primarily alreadydeus$ the
development boundaries and has been designated as AONB. In addition, information that has
been gathered by the Group on a number of identifiable green spaces which have yet to be
afforded protected status, but would be lost for the purposespmirg, leisure and agricultural

uses if policy decisions were to change within the RDC Strategic Aims, must also be given that
protection. To protect and enhance our existing and future open spaugsnew development
proposal should conserve and enhartbe environment, ecosystem and biodiversity, ensuring

that it gives protection toheritage assetshabitats and provides appropriate movement
corridors for wildlife.

OBJECTIME Protection of Heritage Assets within thBarishSettlements

A community is defined by its most important assets and where there are additional historical
attributes attached to those assets no major changes should be allowed that would change the
character of the town or other areas of the district which enjoy suishohy. Whilst this will
influence development proposals for historic as well as listed building it reflects the
communie Wéhes and is essentially what attracts the many thousands of tourists to the area
every year.lt is important that the presencefdelow ground heritage assets (both known and
unknown) is properly considered at an early stage in development proposals.

OBJECTIVE Enhance the role of Tourism within thBarish
Diversity improves the experience of tourism, and thereby increasesttmber of tourists
within the Parish as it caters for a variety of experiences to be satisfied. One afghieational
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aims within the Neighbourhood Plan is to encourage the placement of public art exhibits around
all areas of theParish These are bag funded by public subscriptions and developer
contributions. This initiative will lead to many permanent exhibits withinRlagish

OBJECTIME The enhancement of Village/Town Centres within ti@&vil Parish

The separate communities which makp the CivilParish of Battle are being encouraged to
provide the facilitiesg whether social, sporting or otherwise desired by the residents and
visitors alike, with possible allocation by Battle Town Council of the Community Infrastructure
Levy moniesvhich may be used fagnhancing and developintose facilities. An example of
this objective is thembitionto set up a part time health provision in Netherfield.

OBJECTIMVE To alleviate where possible the Traffic Congestion within tRarish

Battle Town Council will seek to lobby appropriate authorities to address poor parking facilities,
volumes and speeding traffic. From the surveys conducted, residents have commented on
being concerned about safety measures within Pa&rish The Plan seeks tighlight both
sustainable travel and capacity/safety improvements.
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Each policy is numbered and set out in the format of coloured boxes. It is accompanied by a
reference to its conformity with the National Planning Policy Framewdf&PF 2019and the

Local Plan where relevant. The Local Plan context foBhite CP NiB the Rother Local Plan.

The final text will include a short explanation of the policy mitand a justification where
relevant. There is also a reference to the relevant key evidence base documents which supports
the policy.

The policies should be read in conjunction with the evidence base documents. To aid
identification, policies havbeen coded as indicated below.

Policy coding
CODE POLICY AREA
HD Housing and Development
IN Infrastructure
EN Environment
ET Economy and Tourism

5.1 Housing and Development

Policy HD1: Development Boundas

The Plan designates Development Boundaries for Battle and Netherfield as shdwapsriand

2 in Appendix Cof the Plan, for the purpose of identifying policies, which relate to the
acceptability, or otherwise of development proposals falling within dsiole the development
boundary, as set out within the development plan.

Conformity list of references
NPPF 201%ara 23

Battle CP N®bjective 1:Residential Development Sites

The community acknowledges it is required to include in the plarhthesing numbers set up by

the Government and Rother District Coungilt least 475 for Battle and the hamlet of Telham and

at least 48 for Netherfield. The aim is for development sites within the defined Development
Boundaries to reflect not only the AONBaracter of the locality but to embody the design
principles embodied in the Battle CP Design Guidelines and the High Weald Housing Design Guide.
Where possible the proposed locations should minimise local impact and address sustainability,
environmentd and spatial considerations, by robust assessment of all the factors whichtappl

the application.

RDC policyPolicies OSS 1&RA2 RA3and EN1

Key Evidence base referendgattle CRCharacter Appraisgfnnexe 2andAction in Rural Sussex
2016 Parish Survey (AiRSigh Weald Housing Design Guide.
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5.1.1 Policy intent:This policy establishes the key spatial priority for the Plan. It sets the policy direction
for all its other policies by steering new development into the established settlement ipahsh
by continuing to exert strong control over development progeselsewhere in the countryside
areas of theParish The definition of the development boundary has particular significance in
relation to the location of housingut is also relevant to the location of other new development.
reference to the High WealdGNB Management Plan 2032024 should be made and the
requirement that all development should conserve and enhance the natural beauty of the. AONB

Policy HD2: Site Allocations
The Neighbourhood Plan allocates the following sites for residential develapme

Netherfield

w b9 b{mMnu SGLINIL 2F b9ncyv 2KAUGS | 2dzaS t 2dz GNB
w b9npl FYR b9npNI {gltt2é6 .INYy 2FF .wundcY | LIL
Battle and the hamlet of Telham

w .!oml DfSy3a2NBESY FLILINREAYI{iSt& mp ReStfAy3Ia
w . !lard lt Caldbec House, Caldbec Hill: approximately 5 dwellings

w .!'mMm O]l FNRENBY | LIWINBEAYFGSt&@ uwun ReStEtAY

The Plan designates these sites for housing development as shown on the Proposals maps, Refer
to AppendixCto the Plan:Maps 3 and 4a and 4b

Any sites that are allocated in Battle Civil Parish will be subject to compliance with other relevant
policies in the development plan and the following criteria:

1. the provision of a range of house types in accordance with Policy HD3 of this Plan;

2. theprovision of appropriate landscaping and accessible green space within the site;

3. an Ecological Impact Assessment (EclA) in line with best practice and Blafutaf | Yy RQa a i |
advice;

4. a minimum of 10% biodiversity net gain in the form ofsite oroff-site enhancements;

5. the provision of appropriate vehicular and pedestrian access into the site and where
appropriate links to the footpath and cycle network;

6. where appropriate the implementation of a programme of archaeological work in accordance
with a written scheme of investigation, which has been submitted by the applicant and approved
in writing by Rother District Council;

7. the layout is planned to ensure future access to existing water and/or wastewater
infrastructure for maintenance andpsizing purposesnd

8. the provision of the necessary infrastructure required, as a result of the development, to make
it acceptable, with special attention to education provision and flood prevention (fluvial and
pluvial).

Conformity list ofreferences

NPPF 201%aras. 814 and 68, 69 and 78

Battle CP N®bjective 1:Residential Development Sites

The community acknowledges it is required to include in the plan the housing numbers set up by
the Government and Rother District Coungilt least 475 for Battle and the hamlet of Telham and

at least 48 for Netherfield. The aim is for development sitéthiw the defined Development
Boundaries to reflect not only the AONB character of the locality but to embody the design
principles embodied in the Battle CP Design Guidelines and the High Weald Housing Design Guide.
Where possible the proposed locatiosBould minimise local impact and address sustainability,
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5.1.2

environmental and spatial considerations, by robust assessment of all the factors whighiappl
the application.

RDC policyRDC Core Strategy policy for Battleolicy BAT Policy Framework foBattle OSS1
Overall Spatial Development Strategy and RA1 Villages

Key Evidence base referendgattle CRCharacter Appraisghnnexe 2)AECOM Site Assessments
Battle CDesign Guideline@nnexe 1andAction in Rural Sussex 2016 Parish SufA&é3sS)

Policy intent:This policy seeks to contribute to the achievement of sustainable development by
meeting the housing needs which have been tested in the RatbealPlan.

The policy identifies the sites for residential development. Infill development will be considered
acceptable within the built up area, subject to tReliciesof this Plan, the RD®f Srategy 2014

and other material planning considerations. Additional allocations will only be made if the
identified housing sites do not proceed and the Batliwril Parish Neighbourhood Plasill be
reviewed at least every 5 years to ensure deliverability of the allocations.

The position relating to the published Housing Land Supply at Battle &sAqiril 220 was as
follows:-

Permissions
Completions (01/04/ 2020
Area Target | (01/04/2011-
31/03/2020 Small Large | Small site Exception
sites sites windfalls sites

Residual
requirements

Battle 475 39 55 378 9 N/A 14

The outstanding requirement for Battiecludeslarge-site outline permissioffior 220 dwellings at
Blackfriars

The figure for Netherfield is 23, as before.

Large Site .
. Large Site .
Area Core Strategy Largg Completions Permissions Residual
Site Requirement (01/04/2013 - (01/04/2020) requirements
30/10/2020
Netherfield 48 0 25 23

NOTE: These figures were provided by RDC as at 1 Rgxil 20
The current residual housing allocation for Battle stands & dwellingsand for Netherfield at
23 dwellings as at 1 April 2D.

There is no minimum number of ndtvellings for a site to count towards the Battle total. This is
not the case for Netherfield however. In line with the Core Strategy, small site completions and
commitments do not count towards the individual village targets as there is an overall windfall
allowance figures for the Rural Areas as a whdleerefore the minimum number of dwellings on

a site for it to be counted towards the Netherfield target would be 6 (net).
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Policy HD3: Housinlylix

Housing developments will be expecteddsliver a range of house types, including affordable
housing in accordance with the requirements set by Policy DHGL1 of the Development and Site
Allocations Local Plan, which may include shared ownership homes. Housing developments will
also be encouragedvhere appropriate, to include an element of single level dwellings and, where
practicable, sheltered accommodation to meet the needs of the elderly and people with
disabilities, thus enabling them to remain independent and within the community for asaeng

is possible.

Conformity list of references

5.1.3

NPPF 201%aras 61 and 69

Battle CP N®bjective 1:Residential Development Sites

The community acknowledges it is required to include in the plan the housing numbers set up by
the Government andéRother District Counail at least 475 for Battle and the hamlet of Telham and

at least 48 for Netherfield. The aim is for development sites within the defined Development
Boundaries to reflect not only the AONB character of the locality but to embodydéisgn

principles embodied in the Battle CP Design Guidelines and the High Weald Housing Design Guide.

Where possible the proposed locations should minimise local impact and address sustainability,
environmental and spatial considerations, by robust assesit of all the factors which appto
the application.

RDC policypotentially reflected in policies OSS1 and R&dre Strategy Policy LHN1 Achieving
Mixed and Balanced Communities and DaSA Policy DHG1 Affordable Housing

Key Evidence base referendgattle CRCharacter Apprais§innexe 2)AECOM Site Assessments
andBattle CPDesign Guideline@nnexe 1)

Policy intent:

The Framework sets out that at leash% of homes on major sites should be affordable with
exemptions for Build to Rent, purpose built elderly or student accommodatiorhsidf or wholly
affordable proposals to provide a majority of2bedroom dwellingsThe intention is to conform
GAUK w5/ Qa 5F{! LRtAOe 51| hgs(c2@3hac@ksSYSa 2F wmn
The definition of Affordable Housirmgn be found ifAnnexe2 of the NPPB019 and is defined as
housing for sale or rent, for those whose needs are not met by the market (including housing that
provides a subsidised route to hom&oership and/or is for essential local workers); and which
complies with one or more of the followirggfordable housing for rent, starter homes, discounted
market sales housing and other affordable routes to home ownership.
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Policy HD4: Quality of Design

Proposals for all development must plan positively for the achievement of high quality and
inclusive design, at the same time demonstrating they have sought to conserve local
distinctiveness and the aesthetic qualities ofditonal rural settlements and buildings found in

the conservation areas and their setting. Applications, which propose sympathetic designs that
reflect the connections between people and places with regard to the existing density, scale,
massing, landsca&pand biodiversity considerations will be supported. Innovative design will be
supported where it is proposed in accordance with the Battle CP Design Guidelines and the High
Weald Housing Design Guide. Applications must give priority to the use of |localcular
building materials. The Battle CP Design GuidelinesXeexe 1to the Plan) and the High Weald
Housing Design Guide will become mandatory sources for the local planning authority to assess
the impact of the planning proposals.

Conformity listof references
NPPF 201%aras. 12431

Battle CP N®bjective 1:Residential Development Sites

The community acknowledges it is required to include in the plan the housing numbers set up by
the Government and Rother District Courcit least475 for Battle and the hamlet of Telham and

at least 48 for Netherfield. The aim is for development sites within the defined Development
Boundaries to reflect not only the AONB character of the locality but to embody the design
principles embodied in theddtle CP Design Guidelines and the High Weald Housing Design Guide.
Where possible the proposed locations should minimise local impact and address sustainability,
environmental and spatial considerations, by robust assessment of all the factors whigtiappl

the application.

RDCpolict 2f AO8 9bo FyR F84820AFGSR GRSHBAIY LINAYOAL

Key Evidence base referenc®attle CPCharacter AppraisajAnnexe 2) Battle CPDesign
Guiddines (Annexe 1) TheHigh WealdHousingDesign Guidend Action in Rural Sussex 2016
Parish Survey (AIRS)

5.1.4 Policy intent:The policy applies to all developmeitew build homes, commercial property and
other buildings and alterations to existing properties that require planmegnission or listed
building consent This attention to detail will ensure that development and materials respect the
local character and location.

Design quality should be considered throughout the evolution and assessment of individual
proposals and pplications that can demonstrate early, proactive and effective engagement with
the community, to delivery high quality designs, will be looked upon more favourably.
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Policy HD5Protection of LandscapeCharacter

Development proposals, which have the potential to have an impact on the landscape should be
informed by landscape and visual assessment to identify site characteristics and views, which may
be affected and to inform required landscape mitigation. The gtesif new landscape features
should happen at an early stage in the design process to ensure they are well integrated into new
developments. New development proposals should consider and correctly interpret the
landscape character of their location to procke the most appropriate locally distinctive design
solution for the development supported from a biodiversity perspective. Landscape schemes
should therefore:

1. integrate new development sympathetically with its surroundings;

2. enhance the setting afew buildings;

3. create a higlguality environment in, which to live and work;

4. promote quality landscape schemes, which are sensitive to the locality and provide local
distinctiveness; and

5. species chosen for landscape schemes should be native bnwlgbrovenance where possible.

Developers will be expected to submit a landscape led masterplan to accompany all major
development proposals and particularly those in sensitive locations, in the Green Gap.
Landscaping schemes should seek to retain ratand seminatural habitats. The lotgym
management of soft landscape features should be secured.

(The definition of major development is defined by the Government as a housing development of
10 or more dwellings or a site area of more than ldeStares.)

Conformity list of references

NPPF 201%aras. 127, 153 and 170

Battle CP N®bjective 3:The Maintenance ofsreenGaps:To formulate a policy that not only
recognises the separate identities of the village of Netherfield andhémelet of Telham and their
unique relationship to Battle Town established over centuries, but enables them to retain the
landscape characteristics of the High Weald AONB and prevent urban sprawl through creative
solutions within the overall strategic aim$the Core Strategy.

RDC policyRother District Core Strategy Policy EN1 (Landscape Stewardship)

Key Evidence base referenddattle CRCharacter Appraisghnnexe 2)Green Gag\nalysisHigh
Weald Housing Design Guide and Battle CP Dé&zigielinegAnnexe 1)

5.1.5 Policy intent: The policy is intended to encourage developers to think about the landscaping as
integral to the design
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Policy HB: Integration of New Housing
Proposals for new housing must ensure that the neemes are visually integrated with their
surroundings

Conformity list of references

5.16

NPPF 201%ara68

Battle CP N®bjective 4:Developments should meet the needs and wishes of the community:
Development objectives must reflect the wishes of the community as evidenced from survey
results and demonstrable needs identified through forums and exhibitions together with
comments received through letters, emails, monthly articles in the local nevespapd Battle
Town Council newsletter and meeting#h various stakeholders within the Parish of Battle.

RDC policyRother District CS policy LHN1 &2

Key Evidence base referencAction in Rural Sussex 2016 Parish Survey (AIRS), Feedback from
201702y adz GFGA2y &l @S @2dzNJ aleéé |yR CSSRol Ol ¥

Policy intent:Evidence gained through ttearishwide Survey indicates that it is important that
any new housing is fully integrated to the community and its shops and facilities.

Policy HIO: Protection of GreenGap
The Plan designasdhe areaidentified in Appendix D asa Green Gap where development will
only be supported if it maintains the openness of the area.

Conformity list of references

5.17

NPPF 201%aras. 127, 153 arid70

Battle CP NFObjective 3:The Maintenance ofsreenGaps:To formulate a policy that not only
recognises the separate identities of the village of Netherfield and the hamlet of Telham and their
unique relationship to Battle Town established owenturies, but enables them to retain the
landscape characteristics of the High Weald AONB and prevent urban sprawl through creative
solutions within the overall strategic aims of the Core Strategy

RDC policyCore Strategy Policy OS$&e of DevelopmerBoundaries, Policy RA3Landscape
Stewardship

Key Evidence base referenc@reen Gap Analysis and Development and Site Allocations (DaSA)
Strategic Gap Background Paper (Rother District Council) March 2016 and Updated Strategic Gap
Paper (RotheDistrict Council) July 2019

Policy intent: Although the land outside the settlement boundariesli®adydesignated as High

Weald AONB which offers policy protection from developmandl is also protected by being

within an area of thehighest level of landscape protectioeyidence gained through thBarish

wide Survey indicates that it is importatd protect the strategic gaps to maintain the separate

identities of surrounding villages and Battle.

The RDC definition ditrategicG LJ 6 { DO Aa Wry I NBIF 2F fFyR gKAOI
of settlementst YR LINP G SOG GKSANI AYRAGARdzZ £ OKI NI OG SN
ThisGreenGap Policy will afford extra protection from risk of coalescence between Battle and the
surounding villages.
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Policy HB: Town Centre Boundary
The Plan designates the Battle Town Centre Boundary as shomMapi® in Apendix Cof the
Plan to retain and enhance existing town centre uses.

Shopping and related commercial development in Classef Béantroduced on
1st Sep 2020 shall be focussed within Battle town centre.

Within the main shopping area, as definedMap 6, the loss of existing ground floor retail space

will be resisted ad proposals will be supported for the introduction of new shops and
refurbishment of existing premises, subject to suitable layout and design details. Shop fronts and
lighting in the Conservation Area must bekieeping with the character of the consenat area

as described in the Character Appraisal report. Whenever the opportunity permits there is a
requirement to maintain and restore historic shop fronts, which make a positive contribution to
GKS I NBFQa OKI NI Ot SN

Where planning permission is requir@ew housing developments will not be supported within

the defined Town Centre Boundary unless they conform to the Battle CP Design Guidelines and
the High Weald Housing Design Guide and are situated behind the High Street frontage or are
located above gyund floor level (apart from the entrance).

Conformity list of references
NPPF 2019%ara 85

Battle CP NP: Objective &he enhancement of Village/Town Centres within the Civil Parish: The
separate communities which make up the Civil Parish of Battle are being encouraged to provide
the facilities- whether social, sporting or otherwisedesired by the residents and visifoalike,

with possible allocation by Battle Town Council of the Community Infrastructure Levy monies
which may be used for enhancing and developing those facilities. An example of this objective is
the ambition to set up a part time health provision inthNerfield.

RDC policyCore Strategy Policy OSS2se of Development Boundaries, Policy BAlamework
for Battle and Policy BT1

Key Evidence base referencBattle CP Character Appraisal (Annexe 2), Green Gap Analysis,
Development and Site Allocatio(@aSARother District CoungjlStrategic Gap Background Paper
(Rother District Council) March 2016 and Updated Strategic Gap Paper (Rother District Council)
July 2019.

5.18 Policy intent:The superseded Local Plan 2006 Policy EM13 previously set out the main shopping
area for Battle town centre but this policy was not brought forward as the District Council expects
the NP to address this allocation. Therefotteis policy is neededo protect the vitality and
viability of the town centre as required by National policy.

For planning purposes, town centres as defined in the National Planning Policy Framework
comprise a range of locations where main town centre uses are concentrated, ngleitdy and

town centres, district and local centres (and so includes places that are often referred to as high
streets).

The policy aims to retain and enhance existing businesses to ensure town centre vitality and
viability.
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The town centre forms the &ioric core. It consists mainly of Mount Street, the High Street, Upper

Lake and Lower Lake, which have not been developed in depth. Itis dominated by the C14th Abbey

DI 6SK2dzaSx o0daAtd G2 LINRPGSOG GKS ! 0 @fanshad®yOf | A YA
other listed buildings, within the medieval burgage strip plots. The area was designated a
Conservation Area in 1970. The historic battlefield site, which extends to the south of the Abbey
buildings, is a protected heritage site. To thetd&s National Trust land and other land visually

exposed in the countryside. The town centre is also the commercial heart of Battle, catering not

only for local residents and those of the surrounding area, but also the many visitors attracted by
thetowy Q&4 KSNARGF ISP

It is concluded that the Town Centre growth potential is very limited because it is entirely within
the conservation area and almost all buildings have an historic designation. It should be noted that
Battle Town Council has agreed to makeagplication for UNESCO World Heritage Status.
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5.2 Infrastructure

Policy IN1: Traffiévitigation

Applicationsfor all new development that will generate a significant increase in traffic must
provide aTransport Assessment and demonstrate how the proposed development are required
to improve, or at least maintain traffic calming measures and not be detrimental to existing safety
measures. Applications must also show what additional measures are reqoired taken to
reduce the impact of traffic movements generated by the new development.

Conformity list of references
NPPF 201%ara 72 and 81

Battle CP NFObjective 2:Traffic Mitigation MeasuresTo require that Transport Assessments are
undertaken for all development proposals within tkivilParish in order to consider the wider
implications and associated costs of traffic movements on the environment and local
infrastructure with an overall ainof reduction in the impact of traffic movements and
improvements for sustainable travel modes.

RDC policyTR1 and TR4

Key Evidence base referencéction in Rural Sussex 2016 Parish Survey (AiiRSBattle CP
AnalysisStudy

5.2.1 Policy intent: TheParishsurvey identifies traffic has a major impact on tarishand therefore
the policy intends to get development to consider how traffic could be mitigated as part of any site
being developed.

Policy IN2: Maintain andmprove Existing Infrastructure

Where planning permission is required, new and/or improveflastructure, including utility
infrastructure, will be encouraged and supported in order to meet the identified needs of the
Parish, subject to the following criteria:

1. the proposal would not have significant harmful impacts on the amenities of surmogind
residents and other activities;

2. the proposal would not have significant harmful impacts on the surrounding local environment;
and

3. the proposal would not have significant impacts on the local road network.

Conformity list ofreferences

NPPF 201%ara 72 and 81

Battle CP NFObjective 9:To alleviate where possible the Traffic Congestion within tRarish

Battle Town Council will seek to lobby appropriate authorities to address poor parking facilities,
volumes andspeeding traffic. From the surveys conducted, residents have commented on being
concerned about safety measures within the Parish. The Plan seeks to highlight both sustainable
travel and capacity/safety improvements.
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5.2.2

RDC policyTR1 and TR4

Key Evidene base referenceAction in Rural Sussex 2016 Parish Survey (AiRSBattle CP
AnalysisStudy.

Policy intent:infrastructure requirements is a significant aspect of any proposal and this policy
seeks to encourage provisioniofrastructure for the community where neededhis policy seeks

to ensure that the necessary infrastructure is provided and a locally distinctive approach to
development and the impact of development which forms the core of Neighbourhood Planning as
setout on Part 6, Chapter 3 and Schedule 9 of the Localism Act 2011

Policy IN3Parking andNew Development

Car Parking should where possible be accommodated within the curtilage of the dwelling in the
form of a garage and/or parking space astibuld be in accordance with East Sussex County
Council Parking Standards for Development, which seek to provide an appropriate level.
Development proposals will be supported only if they include the appropriate level-sfretft
parking consistent witlthe current East Sussex County Council Parking Standards. Proposed
developments not meeting the ESCC Parking Standards for adequatecetf parking will only

be supported where they make provision for equivalentsifeet parking nearby.

Conformity list of references

5.2.3

NPPF 201%®Paras36/39/40 Section 4nd102

Battle CP NFObjective 9:To alleviate where possible the Traffic Congestion within tRarish

Battle Town Council will seek to lobby appropriate authorities to address poor pdédiligjes,
volumes and speeding traffic. From the surveys conducted, residents have commented on being
concerned about safety measures within the Parish. The Plan seeks to highlight both sustainable
travel and capacity/safety improvements.

RDC policyPolicies TR1 and TR4

Key Evidence base referencéction in Rural Sussex 2016 Parish Survey (AilRSBattle CP
AnalysisStudy, High Weald Housing Design Guithel East Sussex County Council Parking
Standards foDevelopment

Policy intent: New development must seek to ensure that routes are kept clear to allow the free
flow of traffic but also designed to ensure pedestrian safety. The way in which car parking is
designed into new residential development will have a majoedaffon the quality of the
development.

Where parking cannot be provided-aurtilage, thepolicy intends to adopt the parking strategies
DG6 in the High Weald Housing Design Guide.
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Policy INk: PedestrianProvision andSafety

All new housingdevelopments must provide safe pedestrian access to link up with existing
footway networks, for example ensuring that residents can walk safely to public transport
services, schools and other key community services, including retail and medical fagiiges.
Plan supports highways or other transport improvements that facilitate safe access for
pedestrians and cyclists through and between all parts of the community, and the footpath
linkages between settlements.

The Neighbourhood Plan will, where appr@te, require proposals to:

1. provide safe links connected to the existing network for cycling and walking between the
railway station, the town centre, and all the Battle schools, with due regard to the needs of all
users including those with mobility isss;and

2. provide links for future developments of the cycling and walking network, to provide safe off

road routes (e.g. Battle Schools Greenway) and extend access to the public transport nodes.

Conformity list of references

NPPF 201%ara$91,102 and 104

Battle CP NPbjectives:

Objective 2:Traffic Mitigation MeasuresTo require that Transport Assessments are undertaken
for all development proposals within th@ivilParish in order to consider the wider implications
and associated costs of traffic movements on the environment and local infrastructure with an
overall aimof reduction in the impact of traffic movements and improvements for sustainable
travel modes.

Objective9: To alleviate where possible the Traffic Congestion within the Parish:

Battle Town Council will seek to lobby appropriate authoritieaddress poor parking facilities,
volumes and speeding traffic. From the surveys conducted, residents have commented on being
concerned about safety measures within the Parish. The Plan seeks to highlight both sustainable
travel and capacity/safety imprements.

RDC policypolicies TR1ITR2and TR, Specific community safety policy (CO6); also policy EC4 in
respect of mixed uses

Key Evidence base referencéction in Rural Sussex 2016 Parish Survey (AiRSattle CP
AnalysisStudyand EastSussex County Council Parking Standards for Development

5.24 Policy intent: The policy gives encouragement to solutions which support reductions in car usage
and therefore support a pattern of development which, where reasonable to do so, facilitees t
use of sustainable modes of transport and promotes healthier lifestglassafe environment for
the user. Battle Town Council supports this by developing the Battle Schools Greenway, as shown
in Figure 2 on page 19 of this document.
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5.3 Environment

Policy EN1Local Green Space Designations

The Plardesignates the locations describedSchedule Iand shown orMaps 4 and §Refer to
Appendix Go the Plan) as Local Green Spaces under the Neighbourhood Plan in accordance with
paragraph 100 of the NPPF 201%®roposals for any development on the land will not be
supported other than in very special circumstances or if it is essential to meesseageutility
infrastructure needs and no alternative feasible site is available.

Conformity list of references

NPPF 201%aras. 99 and 100

Battle CP NRObjective 5:The Protection of Open Spaces and the CountrysiB&ns must
restrict the use ofand for development which is primarily already outside of the development
boundaries and has been designated as AONB. In addition, information that has been gathered
by the Group on a number of identifiable green spaces which have yet to be affordedtebte
status, but would be lost for the purposes of sport, leisure and agricultural uses if policy decisions
were to change within the RDC Strategic Aims, must also be given that proteioprotect

and enhance our existing and future open spacasy rew developmentproposal should
conserve and enhance the environment, ecosystem and biodiversity, ensuringt thates
protection toheritage assetd)abitats and provides appropriate movement corridors for wildlife.

RDC policyPolicies CO3 and ENsovide context; envisage proposals via Site Allocations or
Neighbourhood Plans

Key Evidence base referendeocal Green Spadenalysisand Action in Rural Sussex 2016 Parish
Survey (AIRS)

5.3.1 Policy intent: Local Green Space designation is a way to provide special protection against
development for green areas of particular importance to local communities. Althaligh the
Parishis in the AONB, the designation gives those sites additional local benefit.
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Policy EN2Conservation of theNatural Environment, Ecosystems andBiodiversity
Planningproposals will not be supported where development would result in an unacceptable
loss, or damage to, hedges, ditches, verges, trees and greensspacé@g or as a result of
development unless the benefits of the proposed development outweigh the amenity value of
the trees or hedgerows in question. Development proposals must also be designed to retain well
established features of the environment, amtosystem, provide net gains for biodiversity,
including hedges, ditches, verges, trees and green spaces of good arboricultural and/or amenity
wherever possible together with the habitats alongside them including ponds and green corridors.
Proposals shodl protect Local Wildlife Sites and protected and notable species and habitats
including town dwelling species. Where possible, development proposals should incorporate swift
bricks or install swift boxes into building designs to support the vulnerablé pojfiulation of

Battle town.

The Battle Character Appraisahfiexe2) will be used as a reference to assess the impact of the
proposals.

Conformity list of references
NPPF 201%aras. 17@ 183

Battle CP NPDbjective 5:The Protection of Opeispaces and the Countrysid®lans must
restrict the use of land for development which is primarily already outside of the development
boundaries and has been designated as AONB. In addition, information that has been gathered
by the Group on a number adéntifiable green spaces which have yet to be afforded protected
status, but would be lost for the purposes of sport, leisure and agricultural uses if policy decisions
were to change within the RDC Strategic Aims, must also be given that prote@ioppotect

and enhance our existing and future open spacasy new developmenproposal should
conserve and enhance the environment, ecosystem and biodiversity, ensuringt thates
protection toheritage assetd)abitats and provides appropriate movement corridors for wildlife.

RDC policyThe relevant policies in the RDC Comat8gy are Policy BAL: (ix) Policy Framework
for Battle, Policy EN1: Landscape Stewardship and EN5: Biodiversity and Green Space. DaSA Policy
DENA4: Biodiversity and Green Space also applies.

Key Evidence base referendeocal Green Spaces AnalyBiattle CPCharacter Appraisghnnexe
2)and Action in Rural Sussex 2016 Parish Survey (AiRS)

5.3.2 Policy intent: The policy seeks to conserve the landscape and scenic beauty iRatfigh
Although there is protection in the AONB, thEPPF 201@nakes it quite clear that these areas
should be conservedThe mitigation hierarchy requires developments to avoid harm to
biodiversity in the first instance, then to adequately mitigate it or dssaresort compensate for
it.

The Policy therefore requires biodiversity gain from developments and to minimise any impact.
The above policy should be read in conjunction with RDC CS Policies EN1 and EN5.
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Policy EIS: The High Weald AON&nhd Countryside Protection

Development within the High Weald Area of Outstanding Natural Beauty (AONB) will only be
supported where it conserves and enhances the natural beauty of the parish and has regard to
the High Weald AONB Management Plan. In padigcuwhere relevant to the proposal or its
location, development must demonstrate that it will:

1. take opportunities to restore the natural function of all watercourses to improve water quality,
to prevent flooding and enhance wetland habitats;

2. reflect the settlement pattern of the neighbourhood, use local materials that enhance the
appearance of the development and support woodland management;

3. relate well to historic route ways such as ancient droveways and not divert them from their
original course or damage their rural character by loss of banks, hedgerows, verges or other
important features;

4. not result in the loss or degradation of Ancient Woodland or historic features within it and,
where appropriate will contribute to its egoing mangement;and

5. conserve and enhance the ecology and productivity of fields, trees and hedgerows, retain and
reinstate historic field boundaries, and direct development away from medieval or earlier fields,
especially where these form coherent field systamth other medieval features.

Conformity list of references

NPPF 201%aras. 17@ 183

Battle CP NFObjective 5:The Protection of Open Spaces and the Countrysiddans must
restrict the use of land for development which is primarily alreadtside of the development
boundaries and has been designated as AONB. In addition, information that has been gathered
by the Group on a number of identifiable green spaces which have yet to be afforded protected
status, but would be lost for the purposed sport, leisure and agricultural uses if policy
decisions were to change within the RDC Strategic Aims, must also be given that prot€oction.
protect and enhance our existing and future open spaeas;, new developmenproposal
should conserve and enhance the environment, ecosystem and biodiversity, ensuririg that
gives protection tdheritage assetdabitats and provides appropriate movement corridors for
wildlife.

RDC policyThis is explicit in Ch. 5. Spatial \fisisupported by a number of policies, notably OSS1,
OSS3, RA2 EN1, DaSA chapter.1@aSA Policies DEN1:Maintaining Landscape Character and
DEN2:The High Weald Area of Outstanding Natural Beauty(AONB)

Key Evidence base referencB8attle CPCharacter AppraisalAnnexe 2)and Battle CP Local
Heritage ListSussex Biodiversity record centre informatidhe High WealdONB Management
Plan(20192024)and East Sussex Historic Environment Re¢BSHER) 2020.

5.33 Policy intent: The policy seeks to protect the distinct open rural character of Rlagishas
explored in theBattle CRCharacter Appraisal. Retaining the open character is valued by residents
and tourists and crucial fanaintenance of visual separation in the gaps between settlements.
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Policy EM: Historic Environment

Heritage assets in the Parish and their settings, including designated heritages such as listed
buildings, Battle Conservation Area, tthesignated Battlefield, Scheduled Ancient Monuments, a
listed park and garden (including Battle Abbey, RomBritish iron working site in Beauport Park,

Bowl barrow in Petley Wood) will be preserved and enhanced for their historic significance,
includingthe contribution made by their settings and their importance to local distinctiveness,
character and sense of place.

Conformity list of references

NPPF 201%®Paras. 18402

Battle CP NPObjective 6:Protection of Heritage Assets within thdarish Settlements A
community is defined by its most important assets and where there are additional historical
attributes attached to those assets no major changes should be allowed that would change the
characte of the town or other areas of the district which enjoy such history. Whilst this will
influence development proposals for historic as well as listed building it reflects the con&m@riit
wishes and is essentially what attracts the many thousands of tsudghe area every year. lItis
important that the presence of below ground heritage assets (both known and unknown) is
properly considered at an early stage in development proposals.

RDC policyEnvironment chapter, notably policy EN2

Key Evidence base referencBattle CRCharacter AppraisgAnnexe 2)Battle CPLocal Heritage
Listand the Battle CP Heritage Charterd Battle Conservation Area Appraisal 20B@stSussex
Heritage EnvironmerfRecordand East Sussex Histoimvironment Record (ESHER) 2020.

5.34 Policy intent: The Historical heritage of Battle is paramountheTpolicy seeks to promote a
positive strategy for the conservation and enjoyment of the historic environment for future
generations to come. Idoing so, it recognisgthat heritage assets are an irreplaceable resource
and conserve them in a manner appropriate to their significance.
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Policy EIS: Locallylmportant Historic Buildings Other Sructures and Other Non-designated
Heritage Assets

The heritage assets set out3thedule 2nd illustrated inviap 8are identified as nofesignated
heritage assets, which are of substantial local architectural and historic significance and
contribute to the Parish distinctivesss. Proposals affecting such assets will be assessed based on
the scale of any loss or harm set against the significance of the asset.

Conformity list of references

NPPF 201%aras. 18402

Battle CP NPODbjective 6:Protection of Heritage Assets within thé arish Settlements A
community is defined by its most important assets and where there are additional historical
attributes attached to those assets no major changes should be allowed that would change the
characte of the town or other areas of the district which enjoy such history. Whilst this will
influence development proposals for historic as well as listed building it reflects the congmQriit
wishes and is essentially what attracts the many thousands of tsudgshe area every year. lItis
important that the presence of below ground heritage assets (both known and unknown) is
properly considered at an early stage in development proposals.

RDC policy:Environment chapter, notably policy ENghd Rother Public Realm Strategic
Framework

Key Evidence base referend®attle NPCharacter Appraisabnexe 2, Battle CRHeritage
Charter and Historic Englamd.isted Buildingand Battle Conservation Area Appraisal 2006
Battle CP Local Heritage Lgftlon-designated Assetsnd East Sussex Historic Environment
Record (ESHER) 2020.

5.35 Policy intent:The policy seeks to protect heritage assets that are not in the Historic England list
but are considered to be of sigitént local architectural or historic interest
Rother District Counadilid not holdany Local Lists within the distristit identified non-designated
heritage assets during the planning processes, in both the development management process and
the site allocation proces#\ separate working group has been formed by Battle Town Council that
has developed a heritage charter which inclutles identification of local heritage assets which
are not protected by English Heritage listing.
The Local Planning Authorityas received recommendations for the local heritage listing of
buildingsand othernon-designatecheritage assetffom BattleTown Council.In accordance with
NPPF para 18®%) determining applications, local planning authorities should require an applicant
to describe the significance of any heritage assets affected, including any contribution made by
their setting. The level of ®Id F Af aK2dzZ R 6S LINRPLRNIAZ2YI OGS (2
than is sufficient to understand the potential impact of the proposal on their significance
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5.4 Economy and Tourism

Policy ET1Tourism and Local Economy

Small scale and appropriate tourism development in the Civil Parish of Battle will be encouraged
where:

1. it will help sustain the local economy and help assist local businesses to remain viable;

2. itis in keeping with the character of the area and éineenities of neighbouring properties and
minimises visual impact through sensitive site location and design

3. it minimises the impact of the proposal on the wider character of the High Weald AONB
landscapeand

4. it will not cause or exacerbate angvere traffic problems and will promote sustainable
transport.

There will be a presumption against the loss of the following tourism sites and facilities:
White Hart (Netherfield),

Kings Head (Mount Street, Battle),

The Bull (High Street, Battle),

Abbey Hotel (High Street, Battle),

The Chequers (Upper Lake, Battle),

The Railway (Lower Lake, Battle),

Black Horse (Telham)

Almonry and gardens (High Street, Battle)

Battle Museum of Local History (High Street, Battle)

Battle Abbey and grounds

John the Baptist Church (Netherfield),

Battle Baptist Church (Mount Street, Battle),

Our Lady Immaculate and Saint Michael (Mount Street, Battle),

St. Mary the Virgin (Upper Lake, Battle),

Battle Church of the Ascension (Telham)

Beauport Park Golf and Qaty Cluh

Bannatyne Spa Hotel

1066 Country Walk (As shown on Ordnance Survey map: Explorer124),

1066 Malfosse Walk (ISBN 97®0309905-6),

/| KAt RNByQa ¢NI AfF X

Country Trail*,

Heritage Trail*,

Battle Sculpture Trail*

Conformity list of references

NPPR019 Paras 83 and 84

Battle CP NFObjective 7:Enhance the role of Tourism within thBarish Diversity improves the
experience of tourism, and thereby increases the number of tourists withifPtresh as it caters

for a variety of experiences to be satisfied. One of the aims within the Neighbourhood Plan is to
encourage the placement of publart exhibits around all areas of tHearish These are being
funded by public subscriptions and developer contributions. This initiative will lead to many
permanent exhibits within théarish

RDC policyPolicies OSS1 and RAL support rural service ceslge and provides for sustainable
growth, Core Srategy Policies BA1 (iv) (v) & (vi); RA2: EC6; EC7 and DaSA Policies DEC3

Key Evidence base referendderitageTrails
* http://www.battletowncouncil.gov.uk/community/battletown-councit7838/battle-town-trail 1
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5.4.1 Policy intent:The policy seeks to encouratgairism and local economin pursuit of encouraging

tourismand the local economyBattle Town Council is actively seeking World Herisaajeis for thetown,
andthis would have a significant potential impamt employment, retail and hospitality.

Policy ET2Community Facilities

Proposals that will enhance the viability and/or community value of any property, which is
included in the list set out i®chedule 4will normally be supported. Proposals that result in the
loss of such a property or imggificant harm to its community value will be resisted, unless it can
clearly be demonstrated the continuing operation of the property is no longer economically
viable. This would mean the site has been marketed at a reasonable price for at least aryear f
that and any other suitable employment or service trade uses and no interest in acquisition has

been expressed

Conformity list of references

NPPF 201%aras8, 91¢ 93

Battle CP NRDbjective8: The enhancement of Village/Town Centres within tRévil Parish:

The separate communities which make up the Civil Parish of Battle are being encouraged to

provide the facilities; whether social, sporting or otherwisgdesired by the residents and
visitors alike, with possible allocation by Bafflewn Council of the Community Infrastructure

Levy monies which may be used for enhancing and developing those facilities. An example of

this objective is the ambition to set up a part time health provision in Netherfield.

RDC policyEmployment strategyrad Land review (ESLR), Ch. 16 Economy and respective spatial

development strategies

Key Evidence base referenciction in Rural Sussex 2016 Parish Survey (AIRS), The Assets of

Community Value (England) Regulations 2012

5.4.2 Policy intent:The policy is intended to provide protection to the assets which meet the Local
dz K2 NR G & Qa ONR O SIMBdhedule/4theiPkas. f A 23 A& Ay Of dzRS

The Localism Act 2011 has introduced the Community Right to Bid, which gives eligible

organisations such as Town and Parish Councils, and defined community groups the opportunity
to nominate (an) asset(s) (building or land) they believe to be important to their community well

being, to be listed by the Local Authority as an Asset of ComynMaiue. This aims to ensure
those buildings and amenitiezn be kept in public use and remain an integral padoshmunity
life where possible, and thus reduce the trend in recent years of communities losing local

amenities and buildings of importance them. The Town Council has identified a proposed list

of assets and will need to apply to RDC for inclusion of these sites on the local planning

FdziK2NAG@Qa NBIA&AGSNI 2F 'aasSaa 2F /2YYdzyAaide
community orgaisations within Battle with an opportunity to bid to acquire the asset on behalf
of the local community, if it is placed for sale on the open market, under the Community Right to

Buy Regulations.
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Policy EB: CommunityLeisureand Qultural Facilities

Proposals to sustain or extend the viable use of existing community leisure and cultural facilities
(SeeSchedule pand the development of new facilities will normally be supported if they comply
with other policies in this Neighbourhood Plan particular, the Plan will encourage and support
the provision of dual use facilities for schools and for the community if any such development
proposals are likely to be brought forward. Development proposals must consider and where
appropriate alleviatehe adverse impact of any development on existing community and cultural
facilities. The continued investment in the community facilities of the Civil Parish, which will
include the use of CIL receipts to upgrade and maintain these where appropriatedbthee
identified needs of the community will be supported.

Conformity list of references

NPPF 201%aras 28 and 92

Battle CP N®bjective 8:The enhancement of Village/Town Centres within the Civil Parish:
The separate communities which make up @il Parish of Battle are being encouraged to
provide the facilitiesg whether social, sporting or otherwise desired by the residents and
visitors alike, with possible allocation by Battle Town Council of the Community Infrastructure
Levy monies which may be used @arhancing and developirthose facilities. An example of
this objective is thembitionto set up a part time health provision in therfield.

RDC policyPolicies CO6 and EC4

Key Evidence base referencAction in Rural Sussex 2016 Parish Survey (AmiSjommunity
Aspirations (Section 7 in this document)

5.43 Policy intent:The policy seeks to protect the existiogmmunity facilitiesas listed irSchedule 5
while encouraging the development of new facilities where needed.
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6.1
6.1.1

6.1.2

6.1.3

6.14

6.1.5

Implementation, Monitoring &Review

Neighbourhood planning giveemmunities direct power to develop a shared vision for their
neighbourhood and shape the development and growth of their local area. They are able to
choose where they want new homes, shops and offices to be built, as well as, have their say
on what thosenew buildings should look like.

The Neighbourhood Plan, if approved in the referendum, will become part of the Rother
Development Plan. Its policies will therefore cathe full weight of the policies in the
development plan and, iBattle, they will have precedence over the netrategc policies of
w2iKSNRa [20Ft tflyk/ 2NBE {GN)rGS3e dzyft Sa
Applications will then be determined BDQza A y3 G KS LRt AOASa 02y
Plan.

N QX

The Plan will be monitored by tieownCouncil oran annual basis, using the planning data
collectedby RotherDistrictCounciandanyother datacollectedandreported at a Parishievel
that is relevant to the plan. THEownCouncil will be particularly concerned to judge whether
its policies are being effectively applied in the planning decjziocess.

The extensive survey work carried out to create this plan identified a number of issues and
projects that residents feedre important but which cannot form part of the Neighbourhood
Plan as they do not relate to land use. It is intended that these issues will be picked up and
dealt with by theTownCouncil via a Community ActiBran(s).

The Town Council proposes to complete a formal review of the Plan at least once every five

yearsor earlierif necessanyto reflect changesn the LocalPlanor the NPPF 2019National
Planning Policy Framework) and other local/national factors relevant teldne
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Introduction

7.1.1 The Community Aspirations have be&mther developedfollowing extensive engagement
within the community through several consultations (see parh8, carried out during the
creation of this RIn. A significant number of issues have been identified, that do not form part
of the Neighbourhood Plan spatial analysis related to land use. Neverthilesscomplete
understanding of the Civil Parish (CP) it is vital that the aspirations are kaogmcan be
delivered over time

7.1.2 Battle Town Council will convene an Implementation, Monitoring and Review Working Group,
comprised of Councillors and volunteers, for the duration of the Plan (i.e. up to 2028). Itis
intended that the Workingsroup will progress the Community Aspirations as listed, through
negotiations on how facilities and services can be provided during the Plan period and beyond.

Background and Location

7.1.3 Battle Civil Parish, which includes the villageNetherfield and the hamlet of Telham, has
challenging historical and geographical restrictions to overcome in order to satisfy the
D2OSNYYSYyiQa yR w2GKSNI5AaGNROG / 2dzy OAt Qa ow

7.1.4 The community has givensitview to Battle Town Council and the Battle Civil Parish
Neighbourhood Plan Steering Group regarding their aspirations that should be addressed in the
O2yGSEG 2F G(KS D2@SNYYSyid |yR w5/ Qéhanflepalza A y 3 |
Telham and & dwellings for Netherfield. It should be noted that RDC has ruled (several times)
that Netherfield must be considered separately with its own housing target number, which
cannot be absorbed into the target number for Battle ahd hamlet ofTelham.

7.1.5 The former market town centre of Battle is dominated by the historic Battle Abbey gatehouse
and 1066battle site, which attracts tourists from all over the world but its linear development
results in traffic bottlenecks.

7.1.6 This linear, contoutop nature of the CP settlements creates a challenge in gaining a common
view for proposed developments from the residents who have concerns about access to the key
facilities and services which are foreseen as potentially becoming over burdened by anddcreas
number of residents.

Concerns

717 ¢KS NBAARSY(GaQ KAIKSal O2yOSNya FNB F2N 1Se
currently centred on the town area. The village of Netherfield and the hamlet of Telham have
their own unique challeges. Netherfield has a small linear contbop street scene but is
dominated by a concentration of dwellings in Darvel Down, as a consequence of its historic links
to the gypsum mineThe hamlet offelham however lacks a demonstrable centre leavingbtd
to being swamped by developments from outside the CP to the south east.
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7.1.8

7.1.9

7.1.10

7.1.11

7.2

721

722

7.2.3

7.2.4

7.25

7.26

7.27

Throughoutthe consultations there has been some concern from residents that there is a vital
need to safeguard the conservation area and its historic buildimgch attract tourism,
bringing vitality and prosperity to the town.

tKSaS NBaARSyi(iaQ OASsa 6SNB I GKSNBR FNRBY FAL

Action in Rural Sussex (AIiRS) survey report April 2016
Have Your Say Public Consultation April 2017
PublicConsultation May 2019

YouwgPersons Surve3019

Regulation 14 consultation February 2020

arwNPRE

It is important to remember that neighbourhood plans are not able to deliver all the aspirational
projects proposed by residents, however, by compiling thig khows the intent of Battle Town

/ 2dzy OAf Q& LYLIX SYSydlrdA2ys az2yAd2NAy3 YR wSGA
developments.

Based on the community responses, we have formulated the Battle CP aspirations into a list of
Ambitions,detailed in the following sections. NOTE: Not shown in any specific priority order,
which, over time, will be determined by the Implementation, Monitoring and Review Working
Group.

These could potentially be addressed by Battle Town Councilghrthe use of the Community
Infrastructure Levy (CIL) and other sources of funding which may become available.

AMBITION X Battle andthe hamlet of Telham: To reduce road traffic congestidioth local
and through traffig especially at peak times

To reduce the amount of school traffic, particularly from journeys outside the Parish, the children
of local residents should be given priority in local schools.

To encourage the use of school transport for children to and from the town oleBatt

¢t2 O2Y&aARSNI I &A0GS F2NJtIFN] 9 wWARS 2y GKS LISN
for tourist and visitors to reduce pressure on the limited central car parking facilities in Battle.

To consider the prohibition afoach/buses (i.e. those not working as scheduled services) from
allowing passengers to alight at the Abbey Green; and to signpost coaches/buses to the RDC
provided free parking in the Market Street car park.

To introduce Civil Parking EnforcemenPE} which will help prevent argbcial parking and
AYO2YaARSNI S GRNRBL) 2FFaé¢ GKIFG OFdzasS GNIyaadl?z
CPE has been agreed and will be introduced in late 2020.)

To introduce a lowering of traffic speed#h the introduction of 20mph zones. (NOTE: Including

A2100 declassification, after the Queensway Gateway Road to the A21 is completed, to then
Fff2¢ aLISSR NBRdAzOGA 2yoadakey). G KS /t Q& dz2NB Iy KN

To encourage developments that are closétte town to help reduce congestion and encourage
walking and cycling.
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7.3 AMBITION Zz; Battle andthe hamlet of Telham: To improve footways and pedestrian safety

7.3.1 To improve safe walking and cycling by encouraging and promoting funding fd3aittle
Schools Greenwag proposal that offers an offoad route from Claverham College to Battle
Abbey via Park Lane. (Battle has been the subject of an ESCC/Sustrans survey that proposes,
within the ESCC Local Cycling and Walking Infrastructure Plextession for safe walking and
cycling to the east of the High Street to include the Railway Station and beyond.)

7.32 To consider requests for footway extensions on main access roads under planning applications
as required.

7.3.3 To improve existingobtways and in some cases extend them to enable walking on both sides of
major roads, e.g. sections along Hastings Road, North Trade Road, Marley Lane and Caldbec Hill.

7.34 To require connected sharadse paths (i.e. for pedestrians and cyclists) in ewelopments
to encourage walking and cycling, e.g. a direct route between Blackfriars and the Railway Station.

7.35 To introduce additional controlled crossings at strategic locations, e.g. Battle Hill.

74 AMBITION & Battle, Netherfield andhe hamlet of Telham: To protect and encourage wildlife,
flora and fauna within the Civil Parish.

74.1 To extend and include in all new developments wildlife protection zones connected to existing
verges to provide green corridors. (It is vital thia¢se development verges are connected to
existing wildlife protection zones.)

742 To limit light pollution at new developments by the use of dewel lighting and/or timed
lighting. (RDC have adopted the High Weald Housing Design Guide, policy DB9iswhi
O2yOSNYySR G6AUK AGRIN] ailASa¢é¢ LINBaAaSNBIGAZ2Yy DU

743 To protect the existing local green spaces within the Civil Parish. NOTE: See Local Green Spaces
Analysis.

744 ¢2 Ay OfdzZRS SKSNB | LILINRLINAI GS & ag A Bliiovegid| aé |
level. (NOTE: Already forms part of High Weald Housing Design Guide, policy DG10 which has
been adopted by RDC. The Plan, Regulation 15 document, will include protection in policies EN2
/ EN3.)

7.5 AMBITION 4¢ Battle and the hamlet of Teham: To monitor for adequate provision of
Community Facilities and Amenities

751 ¢2 Y2YAG2NI F2NJ I RSljdzr S LINP@GAAaAAZ2Y 2F 520302NRa
7.5.2 To monitor for adequate provision of Dental and other health facilities.

7.5.3 To monitor for adequate prasion of recreational amenities, such as:

a youth activities community centre

a Senior Citizens group community centre

a swimming pool to encourage fitness and fun

the skate ramp to be redeveloped

improved sporting facilities

additional meeting space at the Emmanuel Centre (supporting, amongst others,
Blackfriars residents)

geegeeeg
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7.54

7.55

756

7.6

7.6.1

7.6.2

7.7

7.7.1

7.8

781

7.82

7.83

7.84

Tolobbyfor adequate provision of:
w Public toilets (e.g. at Abbey end of town)
w Electric Vehicle charging points, particularly in car parks.

Toconsider extending street lighting where there is a strong public demand.

South East Water recommend the need of a mandatory housing standards for water use which
would support water efficiency on new buildings and promote the collaboration bet\Begtte

Town Council and developers. All dwellings should aim to meet the water efficiency standard of
110 litres/person/day. These are in line with South East Water
https://corporate.southeastwater.co.uk/abodtis/our-plans/waterresourcesmanagemernt

plan-2019/
https://corporate.saitheastwater.co.uk/media/2901/sew five year business plan 2020

2025.pdf

AMBITION & Battle andthe hamletof¢ St KI YY ¢2 LINRPGSOU (G(KS ¢25yQ:

To ensure that nevbuilt dwellings should be in keeping with tharacter of the Civil Parish by
adhering to the Battle Civil Parish Design Guidelines and the High Weald Housing Design Guide.

To encourage the restriction of developments to less than 20 dwellings per new site.

AMBITION &, Battle, Netherfield andthe hamlet of Telham: To improve local public transport

To encourage engagement with bus operators (including Battle Area Community Transport) and
ESCC to improve the frequency of local bus services, whichnafileslocal residents without
personal transport to travel to larger towns in the area on a more frequent basis and help
alleviate private car use. NOTE: Bus routes and timetables available at:
www.cartogold.co.uk/EastSussex/map.html#east _sussex_county map

AMBITION 7 Netherfield: To reduce local congestion and improve footways

To reduce the amount of school traffic around Darvel Down and particdtartyjourneys from
outside the village of Netherfield. The children of local residents should be given priority in local
schools.

To encourage the use of school transport for children to and from the village of Netherfield.

To improve footvay provision in and beyond the village centre to encourage walking:

w Footpath between Darvel Down (starting at the Village Store) to Village Hall and then to the
church.

w Footway between Darvel Down and NE NS102, via NEO1.

To introduce a loweringf traffic speeds with the introduction of 20mph zones. NOTE: Possibly
with some speed control humps.
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7.9 AMBITION & Netherfield: To improve car parking
7.9.1 To encourage enforcement of estreet parking measures within the village.

7.9.2 Towork towards the provision of a public car park in Netherfield (e.g. opposite the school with
GAY YR 2dzié LI NJAYy3IOOD

7.10 AMBITION 9 Netherfield: To ensure adequate provision of Community Facilities such as:
7.101 To work towards the provision of adequate parti A YS 52 O 2 NDa& & dzZNHSNE o
7.102 To work towards the provision of a pérne Pharmacy and other health facilities.

7.103 Tolobbyfor adequate provision of recreational amenities, such as:
w Organised youth activities
w Senior Citizens grougtivities
w Encouraging the use of the existing sporting facilities

7.104 Tolobbyfor adequate provision of:
w Electric Vehicle charging points

7.105 To consider extending street lighting where there is a strong public demand, installed-at
level to minimise light pollution.

7.11 AMBITION 10 Netherfield: To improve infrastructure and utilities

7111 ¢2 Y2YAU2N) RS@OSt2LIySyida Ay bSOIKSNFASER Fid (K
which are made to providadequate infrastructure both on and off site for a net long term
improvement.

7.112 To encourage engagement with electrical power infrastructure suppliers to reduce the number
of outages.

7.113 To encourage engagement with water companies to mitigat [bss of water supply during
electrical power outages in certain areas of Netherfield.

7.114 Tolobby for improvementsd the speed and connectivity of higgpeed broadband services.

7.11.5 South East Water recommend the need of a mandatory housarglards for water use which
would support water efficiency on new buildings and promote the collaboration between
Battle Town Council and developers. All dwellingsukhaim tomeet the water efficiency
standard of 110 litres/person/dayThese are in lewwith South East Water
https://corporate.southeastwater.co.uk/abodtis/our-plans/waterresourcesmanagement

plan-2019/

https://corporate.southeastwater.co.uk/media/2901/sew five year business plan 2020
2025.pdf

7.12 AMBITION 1k Battle, the hamlet of Telham and Netherfield: To encourage a diverse mixture
of dwellings.

7.121 To encourage the development of affordable housing and more tourist tayt
accommodation close to the main attractions of the CP.
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Community plan

Community plans are produced through collaboration betwe
local residents and representatives of public, voluntary and
private sector organisations and businesses. Community plg
seek to influence and inform public bodies, organisatiors an
other service providers about the priorities for people in the
plan area.

Community right to build

The community righto-build process is instigated by a
wo2YYdzyAlle 2NHIyAal A2y Q 6K
bring forward specific development propdsdor the benefit of
the community. This might include community facilities and
affordable housing.

Core strategy

A plan setting out the spatial vision and strategic objectives
the planning framework for an area.

Habitats Regulation Assessment

This § a requirement for plans that are likely to lead to
significant effects on European sites of nature conservation
importance.

Local Planning Authority

A local planning authority is the local authority or council tha
empowered by law to exercise statry town planning
functions for a particular area of the United Kingdom

Localism Act

TheLocalism Act 201ihcludes five key measures that underp
0KS I2FSNYyYSyiQa | LIINRBI OK

NA 3K G &
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w/ 2YYdzy A e
wbSAIKO2dNK2 2R
wl 2dza Ay 3

wD Sy S NI df comjet@riseNJ
WIYLRSSNAYI OAGASE YR 2(KSE

National Planning Policy
Framework NPPF 2019

TheNPPF 2018ets out the planning policies for England.
This was a key part of the reforms to make the planning sys
less complex and more accessjldad to promote sustainable
growth.

The Framework sets out planning policies for England and h
they are expected to be applied. It provides guidance for loc
planning authorities and decisieiakers, both in drawing up
plans and making decisions abglanning applications

National Planning Policy
Statements and guidance notes

Planning policy guidance notes, and their replacements
planning policy statements, are prepared by the government
after public consultation to explain statutory provisions and

provide guidance to local authorities and others on planning
policy and the operation of the planning system. The majorit
of planning policy statements and guidance notes have beel
superseded by th&lPPF 2019

Neighbourhood area

A neighbourhood area has twe formally designated for a
neighbourhood plan or order to be produced
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Neighbourhood Development
Order

A neighbourhood development order can directly grant
planning permission for certain specified kinds of developme
within aneighbourhood area.

Neighbourhood Plas

New type of plans introduced by the Localism Act2011. The
will be prepared byfown ouncils, or constituted
Neighbourhood Forums, and develop detailed planning polig
for aTown (or part of them) in general conformity with the
O2dzy OAft Qa [201Ff tfly 2NJ[5C

Planning Advisory Service

ThePlanningAdvisory Servickelps councils provide faster,
fairer, more efficient and better quality planning services. Se
www.pas.gov.uk

Qualifying Body

This can be described asTawn Council, @arishCouncil,
organisation or body designated as a neighbourhfmrdm,
authorised to act in relation to a neighbourhood area for the
purposes of dleighbourhood Plan

Statement of Community
Involvement

A document setting out how the authority will consult and
involve the public at every stage in the production of tloeal
Development Framework.

Statutory Consultees

Statutory consultees for the purposes of neighbourhood
planning are defined within the Neighbourhood Planning
(General) Regulations

Steering Group

A steering group is a committee of individuals made up of
community representatives who will drive forward the
neighbourhood planning project on behalf of tliewn Council.

Strategic Environmental
Assessment

Strategic environmental assessment (SEApistEematic
decision support process, aiming to ensure that environmen
and possibly other sustainability aspects are considered
effectively in policy, plan and programme making.

Town and Country Planning Act

1990

The Town and Country Planning Act 199an act of the British
Parliament regulating the development of land in England ar
Wales.
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Appendix B: List of Neighbourhood Plan Policies

Housing and Development
Policy HD1: Development Boundes

Policy HD2: Site Allocations

Policy HD3: Housingix

Policy HD4: Quality of Design

Policy HD5Protection of LandscapeCtharacter
Policy HB: Integration of New Housing
Policy HD: Protection of the Green Gap
Policy HB: Town Centre Boundary

Infrastructure

Policy IN1: TraffiMitigation

Policy IN2: Maintain antinproveExistingInfrastructure
Policy IN3: Parking aridew Development

Policy IN4: PedestridProvision andafety

Environment
Policy EN1: Local Green Space Designations

Policy EN2Conservation of th&latural Environment,Ecosystems an@iodiversity
Policy ER: The High Weald AONB and Countryside Protection

Policy EM: Historic Environment

Policy EN: Locallyimportant Historic Buildings,Other Sructures andOther Non-designatecHeritage

Assets

Economy andlourism

Policy ET1: Tourism ahdcalEconomy

Policy ET2Z2ommunity Facilities

Policy E3: CommunityLeisureand Qultural Facilities
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