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1. INTRODUCTION 
1.1   This document presents the Rudgwick Neighbourhood Plan (RNP) for the Rudgwick Parish. It 

covers the development plan for the Parish over the period 2019 to 2031 in concert with the 

Horsham District Planning Framework, 2011 to 2031. 

1.2   An application for the designation of the Parish of Rudgwick under Regulations 5 and 6 as a 

Neighbourhood area for the purpose of producing a neighbourhood development plan was 

received by HDC from Rudgwick Parish Council on 18 April 2016 i and following a period of 

consultation (4 weeks) the application was deemed to be compliant with Regulation 7 and 

approved by HDC on 28 June 2016 ii, see Figure 1. 

1.3   This enabled the Rudgwick Parish Council (RPC) to initiate the Neighbourhood Development 

planning process. 

1.4   The RNP has been prepared by the community through the Rudgwick Neighbourhood Plan 

Steering Group. 

1.5   The Plan was prepared in accordance with the Town & Country Planning Act 1990, the 

Planning & Compulsory Purchase Act 2004, the Localism Act 2011 and the Neighbourhood 

Development Planning Regulations 2012. The Rudgwick Neighbourhood Plan Steering Group 

has prepared the RNP to establish a framework for the future of the Parish and to set out how that 

vision will be realised through planning land use and local development over the plan period 2019 

to 2031.  

1.6   Rudgwick developed a Parish Plan in 2007 iii and a Rudgwick Parish Design Statement in 

2009iv. These provide an overview of the neighbourhood and a foundation on which to build the 

RNP but clearly required consideration for updates to match the current situation and longer-term 

emerging needs of the Parish. 

1.7   The purpose of the RNP is to structure development within the Parish and provide guidance to 

any interested parties wishing to submit planning applications for development within the Parish. 

The process of producing the RNP has sought to involve the community as widely as possible 

and the different topic areas are reflective of matters that are of considerable importance to 

Rudgwick Parish, its residents, businesses and community groups. 

1.8   Each section of the RNP covers a different topic. Under each heading there is the justification 

for the policies presented which provides the necessary understanding of the policy and what it is 

seeking to achieve. It is these policies against which planning applications will be assessed. It is 

advisable that, in order to understand the full context for any individual policy, it is read in 

conjunction with the supporting text. In addition, the RNP also sets out the Community 

Infrastructure Priorities. 

1.9   A segment of the Rudgwick Parish Council websitev hosts material relating to the development 

of the Rudgwick Neighbourhood Plan and this segment of the website was updated as various 

items were progressed (see http://www.rudgwick-pc.org.uk/neighbourhood-plan/). 

 

 

 

http://www.rudgwick-pc.org.uk/neighbourhood-plan/
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Figure 1 Rudgwick Neighbourhood Plan designated area 
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2. NATIONAL POLICY 
 

2.1 The National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF)  
 

2.1 The NPPF vi states: - 

"Neighbourhood Development Planning gives communities direct power to develop a shared 

vision for their neighbourhood and deliver the sustainable development they need. Parishes can 

use Neighbourhood Development Planning to set planning policies through Neighbourhood 

Development Plans to determine decisions on planning applications 

Neighbourhood Development Planning provides a powerful set of tools for local people to ensure 

that they get the right types of development for their community. The ambition of the 

neighbourhood should be aligned with the strategic needs and priorities of the wider local area. 

Neighbourhood Development Plans must be in general conformity with the strategic policies of 

the Local Plan. To facilitate this, local planning authorities should set out clearly their strategic 

policies for the area and ensure that an up-to-date Local Planvii  is in place as quickly as possible. 

Neighbourhood Development Plans should reflect these policies and neighbourhoods should plan 

positively to support them. Neighbourhood Development Plans and orders should not promote 

less development than set out in the Local Plan or undermine its strategic policies. 

Outside these strategic elements, Neighbourhood Development Plans will be able to shape and 

direct sustainable development in their area. Once a Neighbourhood Development Plan has 

demonstrated its general conformity with the strategic policies of the Local Plan and is brought 

into force, the policies it contains take precedence over existing non-strategic policies in the Local 

Plan for that neighbourhood, where they are in conflict. Local planning authorities should avoid 

duplicating planning processes for nonstrategic policies where a Neighbourhood Development 

Plan is in preparation". 

 

2.2 Consultation 
2.2   The Rudgwick Neighbourhood Plan Steering Group (RNPSG) has developed the Rudgwick 

Neighbourhood Plan through engagement with the community. This has included: 

 

• Public exhibition and consultation at the Annual Parish Meetings; 

• Publication on a designated area of the Rudgwick Parish Council Website; 

• Material presented in The Rudgwick Magazine, a free monthly magazine distributed to  

            all the dwellings in the Parish. 
 

2.3   Close liaison with Horsham District Council (HDC) has taken place on each of the topic areas 

covered by the RNP. 
 

2.3 Plan Review 
2.4   Notwithstanding the defined plan period to 2031, it is recognised that with anticipated changes 

to the NPPF at a national level, the requirement may be established that Neighbourhood Plans are 

reviewed periodically. The defining basis for Neighbourhood Plans is the Local Plan, in this instance 

HDC's HDPFviii. In the event that the HDPF is modified to meet the requirements of national planning 

policy changes, a consequential review of aspects of the RNP may be required. 
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2.4 Rudgwick Parish Neighbourhood Plan Approach 
 

2.5   On 19th March 2019, HDC indicated in a communiqueix on ‘The Future of Neighbourhood 

Planning’ that due to the preparation of a revised HPPF (denoted HPPF 2) there was a need to 

choose how unmade plans be approached. The appropriate extract of which is presented below. 

 

          Parishes with plans at and advanced stage of plan preparation  
 

A number of parishes have reached an advanced stage in the plan preparation 
process, (generally at regulation 14 or beyond). It is expected that these plans will be 
‘made’ by the time the Council submits its new local plan for Examination in the late 
summer of 2020. In this instance, the options are considered to be:  
 
1) Commence an early review of the neighbourhood plan to take account of any 
revised housing numbers which are allocated to the parish in the Local Plan Review. 
Any review of the neighbourhood plan should recognise the step-change in housing 
growth required for the area, it is likely that most parishes will need to give serious 
consideration to the release of greenfield land in their parish area. It is recognised 
that neighbourhood plans must pass a referendum. Parishes may wish to take a view 
on how additional greenfield development could be brought forward in a manner that 
would pass this particular hurdle.  
 
2) Retain the existing neighbourhood plan, but decide not to review it. Horsham 
District Council will instead lead the allocation of any sites in the parish to meet any 
revised housing numbers through the Local Plan Review, whilst consulting with the 
community. The District Council will also need to consider whether it is necessary to 
release additional greenfield land. This is tested by an independent inspector but 
there is no public referendum stage.  
 
With this approach the existing neighbourhood plan and any allocations would 
remain in place for the rest of its plan period, but the new local plan policies would 
supersede those in the neighbourhood plan if there are areas where the two are not 
in alignment.  
 
3) A hybrid option: Horsham District Council meets housing needs through the local 
plan process as set out in option 2. On adoption of the new local plan, the 
neighbourhood plan could still be reviewed to update on any policy issues considered 
to be relevant to the parish such as design or local greenspaces. The parish could 
also choose to allocate additional housing sites on top of those identified in the Local 
Plan if it wishes to do so.  

 

2.6 HDC was advised on 16th September 2019x that we believed the most appropriate option for 

Rudgwick, given the stage we are at with the development of our plan, is Option 3. 

 

2.7 Consequently, this plan has been built on the basis of a ‘Policy Based plan’ following Option 3 and 

will, therefore, focus on policy areas centred on the community, design guidance and local 

green spaces. 
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3. LOCAL CONTEXT 
 

3.1 Geography and Heritage 

 

3.1   The Neighbourhood Area follows the same boundary as Rudgwick parish which takes in six 

adjoining hamlets: these are Bucks Green, Cox Green, Rowhook, The Haven, Tisman’s Common and 

Rudgwick itself. Rudgwick (including Lynwick Street) is the largest community in the parish. The 

village is 6 miles west of Horsham mainly on the north side of the A281 road, and west of the A29 at 

Roman Gate. It is 6 miles from the A24 and 19 miles from the A3 providing road links to Guildford, the 

M25, London and the south coast. 

 

3.2   For planning purposes, Rudgwick is integral to the Horsham District Planning Framework 

(HDPF) which was adopted in November 2015. Rudgwick is categorised as a medium sized village in 

the HDPF with a population of 2,722 (2011), of which analysis has shown just under 2000 live in the 

Rudgwick built-up area1. It is considered to have a moderate level of services and facilities and 

community networks, together with some access to public transport. The village provides for some 

day to day/convenience needs of residents but relies on larger settlements such as Horsham, 

Guildford and Cranleigh to meet specialist requirements and entertainment. 

 

3.3   There is a primary school, a pre-school and one independent school as well as a Japanese 

boarding school in the parish. There is a convenience sized supermarket/post office, pharmacy and 

hairdressers in Church Street. Additionally, there is a medical centre with dentist’s surgery. There are 

pubs in Rudgwick, Tisman’s Common, Bucks Green, The Haven and Rowhook (five in all).  

 

3.4   A coffee shop and micro-brewery in Lynwick Street are new successful enterprises at the site of 

the now defunct brick works. A bus service (63) runs through the village once an hour, connecting 

with Guildford and Horsham, via Slinfold, Broadbridge Heath and Cranleigh.  

 

3.5   There is a small local taxi business. The Downs Link long-distance path provides recreational 

links between the towns and intervening countryside. 

3.2 Settlement pattern 
 

3.6   Rudgwick began as dispersed medieval farmsteads, most of which still exist today, each set in 

its own land, even though many are disassociated from the land, and much less isolated. Some had 

been first settled from the river Arun. The church, and its associated annual Trinity Fair, its 

neighbouring 17th century shop, and much later a pub, far from being a focal point, was peripheral on 

the high ground of the parish and county boundary. Gradually, there arose groups of farms and 

cottages mainly along the roads such as in Rudgwick itself, in Bucks Green, in Lynwick Street, in The 

Haven, in Rowhook (partly in Warnham and Slinfold) and in Tisman’s Common. The last named owed 

much of its settlement pattern to the gradual enclosure of its commons and cottages built on the 

roadside waste (which was not unique to Tisman’s), culminating in the Exfoldwood Enclosure Act of 

1854 with a concomitant increase in new homes.  

 

3.7   These processes took many hundreds of years, up to the 19th century, by which time the 

modern hamlets were recognisable as the forerunners of today, but still very loose-knit, or in the case 

of Rudgwick presenting the genesis of a linear village. 

 

3.8   The arrival of the railway and Rudgwick station changed all that, but very slowly at first. By the 
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Great War, the process of a shift in the centre of gravity from Rudgwick around the church to a new 

centre around the railway station had begun. However, the joining up of the two Rudgwick clusters did 

not occur until later, when a clear linear pattern emerged between the wars from Watts Corner to the 

county boundary (later still to Cox Green, not part of the parish until the 1990s).  

 

3.9   At the same time, a significant number of very large Victorian houses sprang up either next to, 

or replacing, some of the ancient farms. The first was at remote Hermongers in the east of the parish. 

Others followed, for example, Honeywood, Gaskyns, Pallinghurst and Bury St Austen’s. Other 

farmhouses were enlarged, for example Lynwick, Aliblastairs, Rudgwick Grange, Hyes and Swaynes. 

It is noticeable that this did not happen in The Haven, too far from the station. All were the work of 

wealthy newcomers, who also built lodges and cottages for their workers. Some of these locations 

have become clusters akin to hamlets in the present day as even more housing has been squeezed 

into their former farmyards, for example at Hermongers, Swaynes and Hale. Others such as 

Pallinghurst, Gaskyns and Honeywood have become institutions, two schools and a care home 

respectively. 

 

3.10 Meanwhile, from the 1920s the motor car began to influence settlement patterns more than the 

railway, both adding to the already growing Rudgwick village and also giving a new lease of life to 

Bucks Green. The one-time turnpike which now became the A281 had only marginally benefitted from 

the former but gained a new lease of life from the latter, as much commercial as residential, with the 

motor cars and coaches passing through. This had little effect in the outlying hamlets away from bus 

routes but did enable linear growth to join up Tisman’s Common to Bucks Green on Loxwood Road, 

and the equally linear Cox Green. A person reading a parish map in the 1950s could begin to discern 

a linear pattern from Tisman’s church (St John’s) to Cox Green, through Bucks Green and Church 

Street in Rudgwick. 

 

3.11 It was not until after 1945 that the last and most far-reaching change to settlement pattern 

occurred. The process began with new council estates, but soon with new private estates and 

accompanying population growth. This only affected Rudgwick itself, and only around the newer core 

dating from the railway era. However, none of these estate roads, in contrast to most villages, extend 

more than a short distance from Church Street, and do not join up to each other. This has 

perpetuated the linear morphology of the village and can be partly accounted for by the bounding 

physical geography of steep sided and wooded hanger valleys, Greathouse Hanger to the west, 

Gravatts Hanger to the east. 

 

3.12 Today, therefore, Rudgwick parish consists of a relatively nucleated, but still linear village, with 

most of the main services (but no railway station since 1965), a still distinctly separate Bucks Green 

(still with commercial land use), linear along the A281, Haven Road and Loxwood Road, together with 

a loose-knit pattern (with minor clusters) in Lynwick Street, Tisman’s Common, The Haven, Rowhook 

and Cox Green, not forgetting the dispersed farms, some with hamlet-like clusters in the heart of the 

Rudgwick countryside. 

 

3.13 Geographically, Rudgwick lies too far west in Horsham District to be part of the Gatwick 

Diamond economic area, and lies outside the South Downs National Park. Rudgwick is in the Low 

Weald, but has contrasting terrain, straddling the Arun valley, and with the high ground of the 

Rudgwick ridge in the North. Numerous small streams drain to the Arun, in the aforementioned north-

south valleys cut into the Weald clay, in which lenses of sandstone create many springs. The once 

flourishing brickworks in Lynwick Street is now being reclaimed for agriculture and its buildings house 

a successful range of small businesses creating employment. Other non-farm local businesses 

include Rudgwick Metals off Church Street and numerous small traders. Farming is dominated by a 

large dairy enterprise, R Harrison & Sons, and areas of arable farming in the east and south of the 
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parish. Horticulture has been a feature of Tisman’s Common for well over 100 years. Barnsfold 

Nurseries is the only firm left but has grown into a large business. 

 

3.3 Modern Rudgwick 
 

3.14 Analysis of Census 2001 and 2011xi data shows how the population of the Rudgwick 

neighbourhood plan area differs from that of Horsham District and England averages. 

 

3.15 Table 1 gives the population and number of households in Rudgwick, Horsham District and 

England as recorded in the 2011 census. In 2011, Rudgwick had a population of 2,722, and an 

average household size of 2.5 persons. This is slightly higher than the local and national averages. 

 

Item Rudgwick Horsham District England 

Population 2,722 131,301 53,012,456 

Households 1,086 54,923  22,063,368 

Household size 2.5 2.39 2.4 

Dwellings 1,114 56,516 22,976,066 

 
Table 1 2011 Census Data on Rudgwick and comparison with Horsham District and England 

Post 2011 Census Data 
2011 - 2016 

3.16 Housing completions data has been provided by Horsham District Council xii. This shows that 

there was a net gain of 9 dwellings in Rudgwick between 2010/11 and 2015/16. This equates to a rate 

of growth of just under 2 dwellings per year. 

 
2016 – 2019 

3.17 The result of the examination of planning records is given in Table 2. It can be seen that 35 are 

definitely built or will be by 2031.  

 

Planning Ref. Dwellings Name Location Permit Date 

DC/16/2925 1 Fordcombe Cox Green 21/04/2017 

DC/17/2354 2 Hermongers Deer Farm 12/01/2018 

DC/18/0316 1 Jasmine Cox Green 04/05/2018 

DC/15/1066 2 Farn Brakes Bungalows 28/08/2015 

DC/16/2668 1 Farn Brakes Semi House 21/02/2017 

DC/15/2066 1 Forge Cottage Haven Road 29/01/2016 

DC/17/1559 1 Hermongers Farm ????? 25/08/2017 

DC/17/2561 1 Weyhurst Farm Guildford Road 19/01/2018 

DC/15/0679 25 Summerfold Off Church Road 16/11/2015 

 
Table 2 Planning approvals for the Parish, 2016 - 2019 
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3.18 Table 3 indicates planning applications that have been approved but construction has not been 

started by 2019. 

 

Planning Ref Dwellings Name Type Location Permit Date 

DC/15/2524 2 Canfields Farm Barn Conversion Rudgwick 24/12/2015 

DC/16/0538 1 Hyesfield Agricultural 
Building 

Rudgwick 06/07/2016 

DC/16/1228 1 Howick Cottage Change of use 
from Class B8 to 

C3 

The Haven 25/07/2016 

DC/17/0239 2 Anchorage Farm Barn Haven Road 23/03/2017 

DC/16/2489 1 Morelands Barn Barn Naldretts Lane 30/06/2017 

DC/15/2789 1 Sweetlands 
Farm 

change of use to 
residential 
purposes 

equestrian use 

The Haven 20/10/2016 

Table 3  Permission granted but no construction started by 2019 

3.19 It is of value to note that the projections when the Design Statement was written in 2009 

suggested the population would top 3000 by the 2011 census. In practice this was not the case, partly 

because fewer new dwellings than expected were actually built in the 2001-2011 decade. 

 

3.20 Figure 2 shows the age profile for Rudgwick. The largest age group in Rudgwick is ages 45-65; 

at 33.3% this is higher than the Horsham proportion and substantially higher than the national figure. 

The proportion of age groups under 24 in Rudgwick is broadly similar to Horsham and nationally. The 

proportion of people aged 24-44 is substantially lower in Rudgwick (19%) than both Horsham (23.7%) 

and England (25.4%). The proportion of people aged 65-84 is slightly higher in Rudgwick (17%) than 

Horsham (16%) and England (14%). The proportion of people aged 85 or over in Rudgwick is similar 

to Horsham and England. 

 

 
Figure 2 Age Structure in Rudgwick (%) 
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3.21 Table 4 shows the change in the population by age group. It shows that the proportion of 

people aged 45-84 has undergone a considerable increase in Rudgwick between 2001 and 2011. 

There has also been a slight increase in the 85 and over age group. While this increase does reflect 

local and national trends it is far more substantial in Rudgwick. Declines in the 0-15 and 25-44 age 

groups reflect local and national trends. However, there has also been a decline in the 16-24 age 

group in contrast to the trend in Horsham and England. 

 

Age group 0-15 16-24 25-44 45-64 65-84 85 and over 

Rudgwick -2.9 -1.7 -4.8 +2.9 +6.2 +0.4 

Horsham -1.9 +0.5 -4.3 +3.1 +2.2 +0.5 

England -1.2 +1.0 -1.8 +1.6 +0.1 +0.3 

 
Table 4 Change in age structure of Rudgwick population 2001-2011 

 
Place of birth 
 

3.22 89.9% of Rudgwick residents were born in the UK. This is slightly less than Horsham (92%) but 

higher than the England average (86.2%). Of the 10% of Rudgwick residents who were born 

oversees, the majority have lived in the UK for 5 or more years, indicating no recent influx of 

international migrants. 

 

Local Household Profile 
 
Accommodation type 
 

3.23 Table 5 shows that the proportion of dwellings in Rudgwick that are detached is higher than 

Horsham and significantly higher than the national average. In turn, the proportion of semi-detached 

dwellings is in line with Horsham and both are lower than the England average, while the proportion of 

terraced dwellings is far lower than the local and national averages. The proportion of flats is 

significantly less than both the local and national averages. 

 

Dwelling Type Rudgwick Horsham England 

 
Whole house or 
bungalow 

Detached 61% 38.8% 22.5% 

Semi-detached 26% 26.8% 31.3% 

Terraced 3.5% 17.1% 24.5% 

 
 
Flat, maisonette or 
apartments 

Purpose built 
block of flats 

6.1% 14.4% 16.5% 

Parts of a 
converted or 
shared house 

1.6% 1.5% 3.8% 

In a commercial 
building 

1.1% 0.8% 1% 

Table 5 Accommodation type (households) 2011 

Household Tenure 
 

3.24 It is important to consider household tenure in the current stock and recent supply, and assess 

whether continuation of these trends would meet future needs. 
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Tenure Rudgwick Horsham England 

Owned: total 80% 74.5% 63.3% 

Shared ownership 0.9% 0.7% 0.8% 

Social rented 7.2% 11.6% 17.7% 

Private rented 9.7% 11.8% 16.8% 
Table 6  Tenure (households) in Rudgwick 2011 

3.25 Table 6 shows that the level of owner occupation in Rudgwick is higher than for Horsham and 

significantly higher than the average for England. The proportion of socially rented housing (rented 

from the Council or a Registered Social Landlord) is lower than for Horsham and much lower than the 

national average. There is a lower proportion of privately rented homes in Rudgwick compared to 

Horsham and England. 

 

3.26 Table 7 shows how tenure has changed in Rudgwick between 2001 and 2011. Home 

ownership in the area has decreased slightly and this reflects the trend locally and nationally. In turn, 

there has been a slight increase in renting, in both the private and social rental sectors. The rise in 

private renting in Rudgwick has not been as significant as locally and nationally. 

 
 

Tenure Rudgwick Horsham England 

Owned: total -3.8% -4.5% -5.4% 

Shared ownership 0.0% +0.1% +0.1% 

Social rented +1.3% +0.3% -1.6% 

Private rented +1.9% +4.2 % +6.9% 

 
Table 7  Change in tenure in Rudgwick 2001-2011 

 

3.4 Rudgwick Design Features 
 

3.27 This section is presented in the form of a description for each Hamlet in the Parish as the 

design features vary between the Hamlets. 

 

3.28 Tisman’s Common is characterised by its unusual tile hung cottages, several of which are tiled 

to the ground, rather than the more usual tiled upper walls with other materials below. There are very 

few modern styles here, and some small older cottages are smoke bay houses built on former 

common or waste. 

3.29 Bucks Green, not only has some very ancient timber framed houses, but also Edwardian 

semis on the A281 and 20th century semi-detached houses at Wanford Green, and on Loxwood 

Road, modern homes in a variety of styles. 

3.30 In The Haven many houses have no or very few neighbours. As a result each house can be 

seen as unique in its setting, though it is also true to say that many are old timber-framed houses, 

there being few modern houses in the hamlet. As elsewhere most of these have also been subject to 

change, some in keeping, others less so. 

3.31 Rowhook and the eastern ridge is also dispersed, with a number of houses in traditional style 

and rather more 20th century examples of less architectural merit both on the farms and along 

Horsham Road. 

3.32 Cox Green, with fewer houses, has mainly larger late 20th century modern homes of no one 

particular style in a linear pattern. 

3.33 Lynwick Street is well-endowed with older timber-framed houses, as well as some large 
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modern houses, some built in traditional style, at the Hawks Hill end. Other older houses are 

scattered over the western periphery of the parish. 

3.34 Old Rudgwick, including the Conservation Area in the north end of Church Street illustrates 

well the eclectic mix of styles and materials in walls chimneystacks and rooflines that characterise the 

houses and cottages built from late medieval to the 18th and 19th centuries, and it is this that has 

made much of it a Conservation Area. Modern 20th century houses link it to the centre of the village, 

whilst two new estates are recently completed or under construction. 

3.35 The centre of Rudgwick village, to the South of the above area, is very much a series of small 

estates and closes with just about every modern style of house from 1950s to 1990s represented. 

Generally, the houses in modern estates and have little architecturally in common with the older 

houses. 

3.36 Older traditional houses both on farms and along the village streets have a great variety of 

scale, styles and building materials, sometimes even within the same property. This gives opportunity 

for new-build housing and extensions or alterations to existing houses to reflect these varied styles 

and materials without resorting to one pastiche type or identical rows of similar houses. 

Rudgwick is fortunate to have a handbook of these older styles of timber-framed dwellings on which 

developers and householders can draw onxiii.  

 

Conservation Area 

3.37 The Parish has one Conservation area as below and a map is given in Figure 3. 

 

 

Conservation area 
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+ 

Figure 3 Rudgwick Conservation Area 

3.5 Infrastructure 
3.38 The principal road in the parish is the A281 running between Horsham and Guildford. Within the 

parish, the single carriageway cuts through the hamlet of Bucks Green and has several junctions and 

frontage accesses. The A281 has a poor accident record and there is only one safe pedestrian 

crossing point. The crossing of the Downs Link needs approaching with particular caution. Church 

Street is part of the B2128 to Cranleigh, via Cox Green. 

 

3.39 The issues of greatest and continuing concern to residents throughout the parish are the 

problems caused by the large volume of traffic, both small vehicles and HGVs using the A281 and 
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Church Street, that have experienced increasing traffic flows along routes used by pedestrians and 

children accessing the various schools and facilities in the parishxiv. The parish council has been pro-

active in promoting schemes to control traffic which is still considered to be in excess of a 

manageable threshold.  

 

3.40 The parish has a bus service to Horsham and Guildford although the Horsham destinations do 

not include direct access to Horsham hospital, whilst Horsham railway station is only served by early 

and late busses. There is no railway station in Rudgwick, the closest being Horsham and Billingshurst 

some 6 miles away. 

 

3.41 The parish has an extensive network of Public Rights of Way including the Downs Link, but 

currently there are neither cycle routes nor safe roads on which to cycle.  

 

3.42 Gatwick Airport is 14 km from Rudgwick and almost all of the parish is impacted by noise from 

aircraft activity as the parish lies under the regular flight paths used by Gatwick, see Figure 4. 

 

Figure 4  Flight paths from Gatwick over Rudgwick Parish 

 

3.6 The built environment 

3.43 The parish has just over 1,150 housing units (2019). A current development that is under 

construction will add 53 further dwellings in the next year or two.  

 

3.44 There are pockets of commercial activity, mainly around the A281 but no large concentrations 

of industry in the Parish. A survey of businesses showed over 100 enterprises, including many small 

units and the self-employed. Some of the small units are based at the location of the now defunct 

brickworks and are proving to be very popular. 

 

3.45 The parish is the home of an established private school and a village primary school. The 

primary school has adequate capacity for current pupils. A private Japanese Boarding School also 

thrives in the Parish. 

 

Rudgwick 
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3.7 Medical facilities 
3.46 Rudgwick has a purpose-built Medical Centre housing doctors, nurses and dentists. It was built 

at the location of the old Rudgwick railway station near the centre of the village. 

 

3.47 There is a local hospital in Horsham with a minor injuries unit, and another at Crawley, but the 

principal A & E hospitals are in Guildford (Guildford is more accessible, by bus with one change, or a 

car journey of about 40 mins), and Redhill (about an hour distant by road and with no convenient 

public transport connection). Within the parish there are some residential care homes, and a sheltered 

housing scheme, and a centre for holistic medicine. 

 

3.8 Sports and recreation 
3.48 The parish has extensive facilities with respect to sporting and recreational facilities. A King 

George V playing field provides facilities for football and cricket for both senior and junior players. At 

the same site there are tennis courts for use by the local club. The sports clubs have the benefit of a 

nearby building (King George V Building) maintained by the Parish Council providing changing rooms, 

showers and toilet facilities. Indoor activities can be held in the Parish Hall (Rudgwick Hall, Bucks 

Green). 

 

3.49 A smaller playing field is maintained further into the village at Churchmans Meadow where ad 

hoc games can be played along with a children’s play area. The facilities are managed by Rudgwick 

Parish Council and ‘Fields in Trust’. The nearest swimming pool is at Cranleigh, 5 miles distant 

 
 

3.9 Profile of the community today 

 

3.50 In summary, the key aspects of the profile of Rudgwick parish, as they relate to the Rudgwick 

Neighbourhood Plan, are as follows: 

• The proportion of people aged 45-84 has undergone a considerable increase in 

Rudgwick between 2001 and 2011.  

• There has been a slight increase in the 85 and over age group. While this increase 

does reflect local and national trends it is far more substantial in Rudgwick.  

• Declines in the 0-15 and 25-44 age groups reflect local and national trends. 

However, there has also been a decline in the 16-24 age group in contrast to the 

trend in Horsham and England 

• The majority of working residents drive to their employment with only a small 

percentage using the train. 

4. VISION AND OBJECTIVES 

4.1 Vision for Rudgwick 
4.1   This vision looks back from the year 2031 to review how the Rudgwick Neighbourhood Plan, 

written in 2019, has regulated and maintained the parish in the intervening years. 

 

Environment, Heritage and Sustainability 

1. The rural look and feel of Rudgwick has been maintained; new development has been in 
harmony with the character of the village and respected the design principles for housing 
development set out in the Parish Design Statement. 
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2. The village conservation area and the settings of approx. 100 listed buildings in the parish 
have been preserved. The village has also retained its pattern of six settlements, each 
retaining its scale and traditional character.  

3. All residents have easy and immediate walking access to the countryside via Rudgwick’s 
extensive network of Rights of Way. 

4. The Green Space Policy has ensured that green and open areas of significant value to the 
parish have been protected against development and so will be enjoyed in perpetuity by all 
residents.  

5. Careful planning has helped to ensure that levels of biodiversity across the parish have been 
maintained and sites of specific interest have not been threatened. 

 
Community, Housing and Economy 

6. Housing growth has not been at a pace that has outstripped the natural ability of the village to 
expand and has been preceded by infrastructure development, eg schools, roads, utilities, 
social facilities and local shops. In this way, the village has sustained essential services for all 
residents and retained its strong sense of community. 

7. More homes have been created for first time occupiers, thus sustaining a healthy age balance 
in the population. At the same time, elderly ‘downsizers’ have been able to stay in the village 
with appropriate home types having been built.  

8. New development has predominantly been within the Built-Up Area Boundary which has only 
been sensitively expanded following consultation with residents. There are no high-rise 
developments and no high-density housing estates. A clear delineation between Bucks Green 
and Rudgwick remains, with no infill south of the A281 and east of Haven Road (the natural 
barrier).  

9. Rudgwick has a thriving business community, with premises clustered at designated business 
parks where networking between businesses and efficient use of resources is a high priority. 
Homeworking is common and supported by hi-speed connectivity. These solutions provide 
local employment and reduce the amount of work-related travel. 

10. Rudgwick Primary School is able to offer places to all children in the village, ensuring no 
unsustainable travel to schools outside the parish. The village also has adequate community 
facilities for the 11-18 age group, including a modernised and thriving Youth Centre. 

 
Recreation and Amenities 

 
11. The King George V playing field facilities are all well used and support many different clubs, 

both senior and junior. Safe cycle/pedestrian routes from the field to the village are used by 
many residents, adding considerably to the general level of recreational use. 

12. The village halls in Bucks Green and Church Street are used extensively, are well maintained. 

 
 

Traffic and Transport 

13. Sustainable transport solutions serving Rudgwick include an affordable and regular shuttle 
bus running at least hourly between Guildford and Horsham and connecting to hospitals. 
Services are early and late enough in the day to support commuting. Many more people now 
use the bus services. Buses now frequently connect with Horsham station.  

14. Movement within the central core of the village is not dependent on the use of motorised 
transport, with infrastructures in place to support pedestrians and cyclists. Those who do 
need to travel in from more dispersed locations have been provided with car parking facilities 
of sufficient capacity and which avoid conflict with pedestrians and cyclists. 

15. The needs of those with limited mobility have been carefully considered with suitably 
designed pavements connecting key village facilities. 

16. Traffic safety has been a prime consideration in siting new developments. 
17. The access on the East side of Church Street from the Church to the shopping area and 

schools has been improved. 
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4.2 Rudgwick Neighbourhood Plan Objectives 
4.2   The main objective of this Neighbourhood Plan is to provide a roadmap for the development of 

the Parish that will ensure a managed approach is adopted to develop the Parish to meet the 

policies and vision detailed herein. To this end, the Plan should meet the approval of the 

parishioners and their collective objectives which have been encapsulated in this document as 

follows. 

1: To ensure that future development is consistent with protecting and sustaining the largely 
rural character of the Parish. 

2: To promote a balance of social mix and age distributions within the Parish, including the 
sustaining of the Youth Club and of the Book Exchange which provides services to the more 
elderly residents. 

3: To safeguard the character and heritage of the Parish with particular regard to design and 
development in the Conservation Area and the Hamlets that make up the Parish. 

4: To protect and enhance the natural environment of the Parish and to conserve and 
enhance areas of natural habitat. 

5: To encourage and sustain appropriate businesses within the Parish. 

6: To encourage cycling, walking and public transport services. 

7: To address traffic and parking issues in the Parish. 

8: To maintain and foster the Parish community spirit. 

9: To ensure the longevity of existing facilities and to look favourably upon further facilities 
being provided to match emerging sports and leisure needs. 

5. DEVELOPMENT STRATEGY AND POLICIES 

5.1 Built-Up Area Boundary 

5.1   The Parish of Rudgwick comprises six settlements with just two built up area boundaries. One 

of these is for the settlement of Bucks Green, whilst the other is primarily Rudgwick, but with a 

contiguous northern appendage relating to Cox Green. 

5.2   These two BUAB share services (e.g. Shops, Schools & Medical Centre in Rudgwick but 

Village Hall & Playing Fields in Bucks Green) but are distinct & separate otherwise, with a strategic 

gap. 

5.3   Policy 3 of the HDPF permits, in principle, development within a BUAB as such development 

is generally considered sustainable due to nearby provision of essential services.  

5.4   Development outside a BUAB is classified as development in the countryside and is severely 

restricted (HDPF Policy 26). However, HDPF Policy 4 recognises that settlements may need to 

expand their BUAB in order to grow and so permits expansion subject to five conditions. The first 

two note that any such proposed site must be allocated in the Local Plan or in a Neighbourhood 

Plan and adjoin an existing settlement edge and that the level of expansion be appropriate to the 

scale and function of the settlement type. 

5.5   The Rudgwick BUAB straddles Church Street, from the A281 Watts Corner junction up to the 

Parish Church, continuing northwards astride the B2128 into Cox Green. The Surrey County 

Boundary provides the northern limit to the settlement and also adjoins landscape of AGLV 

designation. 
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5.6   The Bucks Green BUAB straddles the A281 at the Haven junction, but then progresses 

westwards, south of the A281 to the Loxwood Road junction where it embraces only the west side 

of Loxwood Road. 

5.7   The existing BUAB therefore reflect & endeavour to preserve the existing linear settlement 

pattern of Rudgwick (including Cox Green) & Bucks Green, albeit the southern part of Rudgwick 

has evolved with development behind this linear frontage, in estate format. This pattern correlates 

with the nearness of centrally located local services.   

 

Policy 1: BUAB 

Development within the Rudgwick BUAB or Bucks Green BUAB will be permitted in accordance with 

HDPF policy 3. Outside these BUABs, settlement growth will be supported on sites allocated in 

conformity with HDPF Policy 4.  

 

To ensure that any development is contained within an existing defensible boundary and the 

landscape and townscape character features are maintained and enhanced thereby preserving the 

integrity of the settlement patterns which have evolved over many years, any site so allocated should 

not result in:- 

  

 Expansion of the Rudgwick BUAB 

 1) Into Lynwick Street, due to its rural nature and low density of housing relating to the 

              countryside 

 2) South of the A281, splitting the village across a trunk road 

 

Expansion of the Bucks Green BUAB 

     1)  East of the Loxwood Road, as this area is valued countryside with sporadic  

               housing and extremely rural 

   2)  Eastwards along the A281 & thereby coalesce with the BUAB of Rudgwick 

   3)  Beyond the Lynwick Street junction. 
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Figure 5  Rudgwick & Bucks Green Built Up Areas 

 

5.2 Basis of housing allocations in the Rudgwick NP 

5.8   As part of the process for preparing this plan there was a need to conduct a Housing 

Requirements survey to derive, from a bottom up approach, the potential increase in housing 

needs in the Parish over the period 2019 – 2031. Details of how this was performed are presented 

below. 

5.2.1 Housing Requirements 

5.9   The work on a Housing Needs Assessment was contracted out and the findings (July 2017) 

are presented in that report. 
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5.10 Subsequent work in March 2019 was conducted to further refine the Housing numbers and is 

presented in full at Annex A. Critically, paragraph 84 of the original report was re-drafted to read: 

“In light of the factors acting to increase demand, we recommend that the HDPF-derived target 

(which is the only one of the figures carrying statutory weight, in the sense that the Neighbourhood 

Plan must demonstrate conformity with it at its examination) is the most appropriate estimate of the 

minimum dwelling need in Rudgwick. Whilst this establishes a minimum, paying due regard to the 

other data sources suggests a range between 50-60 would be an appropriate target for Rudgwick. 

The top end of this range reflects the midpoint between all the data sources”. 

 

5.11  In summary, the revised figure of 50 to 60 (of which 19 units are already under construction 

as part of the Windacres/Rudgwick Metals development) dwellings has been accepted as our base 

number in relation to the current overall number of 1500 houses expected from the parishes by 

HDC. This does not mean the base number won't be increased when a new HDPF review is 

completed and the HDC numbers are potentially revised upwards. It does, however, give a 

measure on which to base what is viable and right for Rudgwick and is fully in conformity with the 

current Local Plan. 

 

5.2.2 Housing Mix & Style 
5.12  The Chilmark Consulting Report into Market Housing Mix dated November 2016 has specific 

recommendations for areas outside of Horsham Town. For ‘owner occupied’ homes, they are: 

 

• 1 Bed – 15% 

• 2 Bed – 45% 

• 3 Bed – 35% 

• 4/5 Bed – 5% 

5.13  Given the findings of the Housing Needs Assessment in paragraphs 60 & 61 it is felt that 

some further adjustment is needed to reflect the specific imbalances of Rudgwick’s housing stock 

i.e. 20.3% 1or 2 bed homes (v Horsham 34.5%) and 40.8% 4or 5 bed homes (v Horsham 28%). 

 

Policy 2: Housing Mix 

For sites delivering 10 dwellings or more, excluding social rented, affordable rented & shared 

ownership tenure dwellings, the housing mix should adhere to the following, unless there are 

compelling reasons to deviate based upon local demonstrable needs: 

 

   1 Bed – 15% (minimum) 

   2 Bed – 50% (minimum) 

   3 Bed – 30% (to balance) 

   4/5 Bed – 5% (maximum) 

 

5.14  The age demographic of Rudgwick was also noted in the Housing Needs Assessment (paragraphs 53 

& 54) with a recommendation that a proportion of new homes should be bungalows and also that there 

should be homes for the elderly to downsize into without having to leave the parish. 

 

5.15  Consequently, any proposed scheme for a site currently providing bungalows should at least maintain 

the same bungalow provision existing before the redevelopment. Also, any new development with new 

bungalow provision will be encouraged, subject to all other planning policies. 
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5.16  Rudgwick currently has very limited development of height greater than two-storey. The only 

current examples are The Martletts and Station Road flats. These properties are located at the 

very heart of Rudgwick Village, within 50m of the shops; part of the Martletts is actually above two 

of the retail units (Pharmacy & Hairdresser). Nowhere else in Rudgwick exceeds a two-storey 

height. 

 

Policy 3: Development Height 

Developments incorporating and/or retaining bungalows will be strongly supported as these help to 

meet the identified housing needs of older or disabled residents in the Parish. 

Development above two-storey in height will not be permitted unless: 

   1) It is within 100m of the Co-Op ‘parade’ of shops and 

    2) a clear local need is demonstrated and 

  3) the development will be in-keeping with immediately adjacent properties and 

   4) and, will then be limited to three-storey. 

 

 

5.2.3 Development Density 

 

5.17  This is typically expressed as DpH i.e. dwellings per hectare and is a useful measure to 

indicate how cramped a development scheme would be and also a broad-brush indicator of site 

over-development. The density can be expressed as ‘gross’ i.e. using the total ‘red line’ site 

acreage, but is more accurately expressed as ‘net’ by only including the developable land in the 

calculation. For example, SuDs & play areas would not be expected to be included in the 

determining the developable area. 

 

5.18  The map in Figure 6 shows an assessment of densities in the Rudgwick/Cox Green 

settlement boundary (aka Built Up Area Boundary – BUAB).  

 

5.19  A number of observations can immediately be made: 

 

• Density only occasionally exceeds 20, and then only marginally 

• Cox Green, to the North, has a low density, overall max of 5 DpH 

• Lynwick Street (East) has an overall max density of 10 DpH 

• Density South of the old railway line doesn’t exceed 15 overall 

• The higher densities are generally closer to the Village Centre (Co-Op) – as expected 

• The overall Rudgwick average is less than 20DpH 
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Policy 4: Housing Density 

 

Housing densities will be accepted that fit in with the existing street scene subject to the following: 

 

 (A) Development greater than a net density of 20 DpH will not be allowed unless: 

 1) For sheltered accommodation, flats or similar, or 

             2) The housing mix fully complies with Policy 2, or 

 3) Viability evidence based on Existing Use Land Value Plus 

                 (PPG Para: 013 Reference ID: 10-013-20190509) proves that the development would be 

                 unviable otherwise (generally be for brownfield sites with higher land values) in which 

                 case the maximum net density may be increased to 25. 

 (B) Development density should: 

 1) Respect and be in accordance with the density of neighbouring developed land 

     2) Follow the settlement pattern i.e. the higher densities are on those sites closer  

                  to the Village Centre & thereby local services. 

 

 

Rudgwick Metals Site 

5.20  This part brownfield site was specifically allocated by Horsham District Council as mixed use, 

employment units & residential, with a density of 30 DpH. The residential units were originally all 

proposed for sheltered accommodation, but the development is now actually for Market Units & 

Affordable Units (Rented and Shared Ownership). Horsham District Council has made it clear that 

this site should not be used as a precedent for any proposed new greenfield development.  
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Figure 6  Density Map for North Rudgwick 

 

5.2.4 Affordable Housing in the Parish 
5.21  The following lists the Affordable Housing stock in Rudgwick Parish, all of which are sited within the 

Rudgwick settlement boundary (BUAB).  

 

1. Furze Road: 12 Units  

2. The Sidings: 6 Units  

3. Foxholes: 12 Units 

4. Pathfield Close: 6 Units  

5. Queen Elizabeth Road: 6 Units 

6. Princes Margaret Road: 6 Units 

7. Tates Way: 6 Units  

8. Churchman’s Meadow: 14 Units  

9. Summerfold: 10 Units 

10. Rudgwick Metals: 19 Units  

11. Hawkridge :22 Units  

5.22  It is helpful to analyse the most recent three developments, as follows: 

 

• Churchman’s Meadow (RW/60/98) 
o 35 Homes with 40% Affordable (Rented 9, Shared Ownership 5) 

• Summerfold (DC/15/0679) 
o 25 Homes with 40% Affordable (Rented 6, Shared Ownership 4) 

• Rudgwick Metals (DC/16/2917) 

• 55 Homes with 35% Affordable (Rented 10, Shared Ownership 9) 
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5.23  On completion of the Rudgwick Metals development the total number of Affordable Homes in 

Rudgwick will therefore be 119 with 96 being Rented & 23 being Shared Ownership. 

HDPF Policy 26 sets the District’s overall policy for new Affordable Housing and notes that 70% of 

such additional housing should be Social/Affordable Rented and with the remaining 30% as 

Intermediate/Shared Ownership. This is a ratio of 2.33 to 1. 

5.24  Rudgwick is not an HDC priority area for Rented Affordable Housing to address the Housing 

Register due to the poor public transport links to Horsham, or even Guildford. However 

Intermediate Affordable (Shared Ownership) tenures do allow local ‘ownership’, with an initial 

reduced equity share in an expensive market. 

 

5.25  At the 2011 Census the overall Shared Ownership household percentage was less than 1%, 

whilst the Affordable Rent equivalent was in excess of 7%. This 2011 ratio of 8 Affordable Rented 

tenure to 1 Shared Ownership tenure will, on completion of the Rudgwick Metals site in 2020, have 

reduced to just over 4 to 1.   

 

5.26  Accordingly, given Rudgwick’s proportionately healthy existing stock of Affordable Rented 

tenure properties, Rudgwick’s Affordable Housing policy is to align with the Local Plan Policy 16 

but to prioritise Affordable Shared Ownership and other affordable routes to home ownership.  

 

5.27  This can be achieved by setting the Affordable Homes tenure target for Rudgwick to provide 

70% as Intermediate/Shared Ownership and 30% as Affordable Rented. 

 

Policy 5: Affordable Housing 

 

The RNP supports the provision of affordable housing in accordance with HDPF Policy 16. However, 

to address the shortage of shared ownership properties the percentages detailed below are 

encouraged; 

    1)  Affordable rented 30% 

      2) Affordable shared ownership 70% 

 

The allocation of Affordable Housing, especially rented, will be expected to follow a local connection 

scheme, giving priority to those working or living in Rudgwick (or where a close relative is living in 

Rudgwick). 

 

5.28  With this policy, by 2031 the following minimum projections apply from a 2011 base: 

 

• 143 Additional Homes Overall (1114 to 1257) – 12.84% increase 

• 23 Additional Shared Ownership Homes (10 to 33) – 224.22% increase 

• 20 Additional Affordable Rented Homes (80 to 100) – 25% increase 

• 100 Additional Market Homes – 9.77% increase 

5.29   The proportion of Affordable homes will then have increased from 8.1% to 10.6% of housing 

stock and also with the ratio of Affordable Rented to Shared Ownership, at a more appropriate, 3 to 1 

ratio for Rudgwick.   

 

 

Sheltered Accommodation 
5.30 Rudgwick has just one sheltered accommodation offering, Hawkridge, which is run by the 

Mount Green Housing Association. It has an age eligibility requirement of 55 or over and units are 

let on a social rent basis. There is a total of 22 units which comprise: 17 bed-sits, 4 one-bedroom 
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flats and a single two-bedroom flat. 

 

5.31 There is no ‘market based’ (sale or rent) sheltered accommodation in Rudgwick which can 

mean that those elderly homeowner residents wishing to downsize into such accommodation have 

no options within the parish as they are likely to be ineligible for Hawkridge due to its social rent 

tenure.  

 

Policy 6: Sheltered accommodation 
Developments which provide an element of ‘market based’ sheltered housing would be 
supported incorporating an appropriate mix of units for rent or sale.  
Sites should be within a convenient distance of local services and bus stops i.e. not 
necessitating the use by residents of private car for access to basic facilities. 
 

 

5.3  Site Allocation Considerations 

5.3.1 Call for sites  
 

5.32  The Rudgwick Neighbourhood Plan Steering Group instigated the required Call for Sites on 

26th February 2019. This was done using various media, namely: 

• RPC website 

• RPC Facebook page 

• Village Notice Boards 

• The Rudgwick Magazine 

5.33  The request is detailed below. 

 
RUDGWICK NEIGHBOURHOOD PLAN: CALL FOR SITES 

As part of the preparation of the Rudgwick Neighbourhood Plan, it is important for us to consider 
the merits of making site allocations for development in order to address local needs. We are 
therefore placing a call out to landowners in the Parish of Rudgwick who may have an interest in 
promoting their land for development. The Neighbourhood Plan is looking to address our needs over 
the next 15 years.  
If you are a landowner – or represent a landowner - and wish for your land to be considered for 
allocation in the Neighbourhood Plan, you are required to provide us with the following details: 

a) A clear statement of which types of development you wish your land to be considered for, 
e.g. residential, leisure, employment, etc.  

b) The area of the land in hectares. Please note that sites must be at least 0.5 hectares in size to 
be considered. 

c) A plan which clearly shows the extent of the land that you wish to be considered. Ideally this 
should be on an Ordnance Survey base or equivalent. 

d) An understanding of how the site would be accessed by vehicle and opportunities for linking 
in with existing footpath/pavement and cycle routes 

e) Any relevant planning history for the site, e.g. extant planning permissions that have not 
been brought forward. 

f) Any legal issues such as covenants restricting the use of the land. 
g) Whether there are any restrictions to your site coming forward in the short term. 

It is important that you submit your sites as part of the Neighbourhood Plan process. It establishes 
the principle of development of the land in question for that particular use. At present, much of the 
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land around Rudgwick is not established as land for development and so is unlikely to have a good  
prospect of securing planning permission for development; an allocation might change that.  
Equally however, it is important that the sites which are allocated contribute towards achieving the 
vision and objectives of the Neighbourhood Plan, as set by the community. Any site included in the 
Neighbourhood Plan still needs to apply for planning permission from Horsham District Council. 

If you have already made a submission to Horsham District Council in respect of its Strategic 
Housing and Employment Land Availability Assessment (SHELAA), we request that you also make a 
submission to the Rudgwick Neighbourhood Plan process if you wish for the site to be considered 
for allocation within the Neighbourhood Plan. The Neighbourhood Plan is focusing on potential local 
– as opposed to strategic – scale allocations so this is particularly important for small (non-strategic) 
sites. If you do not submit your site to the Rudgwick Neighbourhood Plan Call for Sites process then 
there is no guarantee that it will be considered through this process.  
We require all submissions to be made in writing by 5pm on Tuesday 2nd April 2019. Submissions 
must be made to the Rudgwick Parish Council office, Rudgwick Hall, Bucks Green, Rudgwick, West 
Sussex, RH12 3JJ 
 

5.34 A slightly later call for sites, intended to mop up any missing interest, was published in the 

April 2019 issue of The Rudgwick Magazine. The closing date in the article was 5 April 2019. 

 

5.35  The outcome of the call for sites is a list of 16 sites, when including those already in the HDC 

Strategic Housing and Economic Land Availability Assessment (SHELAA) for Rudgwick. The 

SHELAA for Rudgwick can be found in detail at the following website. 

https://www.horsham.gov.uk/__data/assets/pdf_file/0007/55807/SHELAA_RUDGWICK_DEC18red.pd

f 

5.36  These sites are listed in the table below (Table 8). 

 

  

https://www.horsham.gov.uk/__data/assets/pdf_file/0007/55807/SHELAA_RUDGWICK_DEC18red.pdf
https://www.horsham.gov.uk/__data/assets/pdf_file/0007/55807/SHELAA_RUDGWICK_DEC18red.pdf
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Ref. SITE NAME SITE ADDRESS TOTAL 

UNITS 

AREA 

Ha 

DENSITY 

DpH 

SA434 Land at junction of Church 

Street/Watts Corner 

Guildford Road, Rudgwick 12 1.11 10.8 

SA442 Land to the West of Church 

Street 

Land to the West of Church 

Street, Rudgwick 

18 2.2 8.2 

SA027 Land North of Bowcroft Lane Rudgwick N/K 0.7 --- 

SA082 Rudgwick Glebe, Lynwick 

Street 

Lynwick Street, Rudgwick N/K 1.53 --- 

SA327 Land to East of Woodfalls 

Manor 

Loxwood Road, Bucks 

Green 

6* 0.84 7.1 

SA336 Land West of Watts Corner Church Street, Rudgwick 16* 0.68 23.5 

SA526 Land adjoining the Blue Ship 

PH 

The Haven N/K 2.61* --- 

SA536 Anchorage Farm Haven Road N/K 1.04 --- 

SA574 Land North of Guildford Rd. Guildford Rd., Bucks Green 120* 4.87 24.6 

SA578 Land at Fairlee Guildford Road, Rudgwick 65* 2.17 30.0 

SA669 Swallow Ridge Lynwick Street, Rudgwick 6* 0.85 7.1 

SA683 Land East of Highcroft Drive Highcroft Drive, Rudgwick 6* 0.29 20.7 

SA702 Land adjoining the Old 

Parsonage 

North of Kelsey House 

Drive 

N/K 0.46 --- 

SA731 Land South of Bucks Green Haven Road N/K 1.6 --- 

SA529** The Fox Inn Guildford Road, Rudgwick 6* 0.37 16.2 

CFS 1 Off Church Street behind 

existing properties 

Land off Church Street 

behind existing properties 

and requiring the demolition 

of one of them to provide 

access 

N/K 0.75 --- 

CFS 2 Riverside Farm Land at Riverside Farm 

South of the A281 and next 

to Downs Link 

N/K 1.2 --- 

 

Table 8 Sites in the SHELAA, HDC Brownfield sites and Call for Sites (CFS 1 and 2) 

 

NOTES for Table 8 

 

* Data provided by developer. 

** Included in ‘Horsham District Council Brownfield Sites Register December 2018’ 

 

5.3.2 Site Allocation 
5.37 Due to the options presented in the HDC communique of 18th March 2019 and the approach 

outlined in section 2.4, the specific site allocations will be made by Horsham District Council who will 

lead the allocation of any sites in the parish to meet any revised housing numbers through the Local 

Plan Review, whilst consulting with the community. 
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5.4 Design of residential development 

 
5.38  As well as addressing the design requirements for new builds, this section also covers the 

Protection of the Conservation Area, Listed Buildings and Buildings or Structures of Character 

within the Parish. It summaries key aspects of the Rudgwick Parish Design Statement, which has 

played a key role in developing Rudgwick since its formal adoption as a SPD in 2009 and its 

policies still apply. 

 

 

Policy 7: Design Plan 
Applications which accord with the the Rudgwick Parish Design Statement and its Guidance, 
will be supported. Development should recognise and respect that the one Parish of 
Rudgwick comprises six distinct hamlets, each with its own design features. 

 

Rudgwick Design Statement 

5.39  The following is a summary of the main criteria in the Rudgwick Parish 
Design Statement:  

 

1. Materials and Architectural Detail 
The details of a building’s frontage can turn an ordinary house into something altogether more 

pleasing. On an older building many features assist in dating it and enable a series of additions from 

different periods to blend into an attractive whole.  

However,  

1 developers should avoid too much extra detail on new house frontages which some might 

describe as pastiche, that is to say, an incongruous hotchpotch, too often poorly finished in 

modern materials. When imitating historical styles, of which Rudgwick has plenty, from medieval to 

Edwardian, 

 2 developers should use architectural details which complement the whole and which sit well 

in the overall street scene. Some variety of complementary styles in a street is also desirable, rather 

than rows of identical houses. Colour of materials is important too, as is any landscaping, including 

climbing plants which enhance the frontage and add biodiversity.  

It is recognised that new buildings cannot replicate old, still less replicate the diversity of form and 

function found in, say, Rudgwick Conservation Area, but there are many ways in which historical 

styles may be reflected in modern form, including variety of roofline and height. Equally, there may 

occasionally be opportunities for contemporary architecture which succeeds in blending the old with 

contemporary style without detracting from neighbouring structures or the landscape. As in all 

villages, Rudgwick has acquired its share of buildings which, are poorly designed, so it is important 

we now build to a high standard.  

In a village like Rudgwick,  

3 any strikingly modern style of architecture would need to be of a particularly high standard, 

in context and position, to be acceptable.   In addition,  

4 we must design buildings which conserve energy, and  

5 are built, where possible, of local materials to be sustainable. 
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Building Materials 

6 Brick should be our main building material complemented by tile-hanging. Wealden bricks are 

darker than average, which complement our landscape but,  

7 new or reclaimed brickwork should match existing frontages. A number of houses in Rudgwick 

display an attractive chequered pattern of darker and lighter brick. 

Perhaps the most distinctive and best loved local style is half tile hung walls, easily achieved with 

modern tiling, but on older buildings best achieved with reclaimed hand-made tiles, and when 

combined with brick, or brick and timber, or lightly coloured rendering, quintessentially Wealden. 

8 Full or partial timber-framing is a style which is hard to achieve in modern materials and 

should be high quality. Use of stone is rare in Rudgwick, and is probably inappropriate, except in 

buildings where it is already present. Flint walling has been introduced to Rudgwick and is surely out 

of keeping compared with local sandstone or Weald clay brick and tile. The days when a Horsham 

stone roof made a statement of wealth are long gone, but it may be possible to obtain supplies for 

small projects from the local re-opened quarry.  

9 Tiles are the most acceptable roofing material, whether traditional hand-made or modern 

imitations, with the exception of existing 19th century slate roofs which should be extended in the 

same material.  

Barn style cladding or clapboard as an alternative to tile hanging is not out of place in Rudgwick, with 

examples in Church Street, but is more suited to rural barns or barn conversions, which are a valued 

element of many farmsteads.  

Building Features 

Historically,  

10 rooflines were hipped, or half hipped with gablets, perhaps with an outshot and a catslide 

roof. These and chimneys are easily replicated. Dormer windows, although common, are seldom 

original on older houses. They represent previous additions and should be used sparingly. 

Chimneystacks added to the variety of interesting rooflines of older houses which were not complete 

without a corbelled ‘Sussex stack’. It seems appropriate that developers should continue a tradition 

that began in the 17th century.  

11 Building higher than two-storeys is inappropriate in a village. 

Front doors make a strong statement. A solid or partly glazed timber door, whether painted or stained, 

adds aesthetic value. The addition of a porch may be practical and useful, but our oldest houses 

seldom had one. An enclosed or open-sided porch can also add interest to a plainer façade. A porch 

may be enclosed or open sided. However, consultation showed that simpler overhanging shelters are 

not popular with residents.  

Garage doors need not be ugly or garish and some thought should be given to their effect on the 

street scene. Side opening wooden doors could be considered as an alternative to metal especially in 

more rural areas, where the traditional open cart shed style is also particularly appropriate. 

Many older houses have swept top window openings, a feature also being used successfully on new 

properties. A variety of frame styles are used locally for casement or box sash opening. These include 

a Victorian and Edwardian style of smaller lights above larger ones, which may also be appropriate for 

new developments.  

12 These, and older box sash windows, usually Georgian or Victorian, should, if replaced, be 

authentic reproductions, and are appropriate in any new building. First floor windows set tight 
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under the eaves are a historical feature of many older cottages. Today, cottage style windows with 

large square panes may also be appropriate for new windows. However, leaded windows with square 

or diamond lights are rarely original, but if they have a long history in a house, will be appropriate. 

However, they look out of place in modern houses. Bay windows are found mainly on the Victorian 

and Edwardian houses in the village. Consultation suggests that they are not favoured by residents 

for new developments.  

The importance of windows and doors to the frontages of houses should not be underestimated. 

Fitting those of an inappropriate style may alter the character of a house in the process. There is great 

temptation today to use uPVC. However, this is particularly inappropriate for older houses. Timber, 

especially hardwood, provides good insulation. 

13 Styles of windows, doors and porches should match originals where possible, and reflect 

that of neighbouring properties, especially in the case of semi-detached buildings. 

We are privileged in Rudgwick to have a wealth of Listed historic buildings, timber-framed 13th to 16th 

century former open hall houses and 16th to 18th century smoke bay and chimney houses. Nearly all 

exhibit many changes over the centuries, with additional bays or wings added, some with a Georgian 

façade. 

14 Listed buildings should only be altered with respect and care. Several large Victorian houses 

of architectural note are also worthy of preservation.  

15 All our houses, whether in the more built up or rural areas of the parish are part of the 

street scene, but whatever their size or setting buildings should enhance the landscape and 

maintain the building line.  

2. The Street Scene & Garden Frontages 
The English front garden may be said to be the Cinderella of gardening as it is so often looked after 

unimaginatively, overlooked by garden designers and householders alike, and is also often paved 

over for parking. Yet it is this frontage that shows its face to the community and to visitors to our 

parish. 

16 As with buildings, the materials used should be sustainable - local to the area, minimising 

runoff, native species planted where possible. Opportunities to change front gardens for the better 

are a personal decision, and an opportunity to express individual good taste.  

17 Developers should ensure that planted frontages and their boundaries are integral to the 

design of the streetscape, not an afterthought. In a village, and more so in the hamlets and 

isolated properties of the parish,  

18 the temptation to make frontages too suburban should also be resisted.  

3. Boundaries 
Consultation showed that residents have definite preferences. 

19 Open-plan frontages are to be avoided in future development. Where they exist, their integrity 

should be maintained. Hedges are much more appropriately rural, though some kinds of fence and 

low walls are also liked. Indeed, historically, many cottages in the village would have had a low fence 

or wall in preference to a hedge. Residents strongly believe in a sense of enclosure of their private 

space. 

Native hedging species abound in the parish, and whether in a mixed hedge, or as the graceful line of 

a well-cut single species. Hedges can give seasonal interest and add to bird cover. Hedges are often 

used for reasons of sound insulation or privacy. 

20 High hedges detract from the street scene and should not be encouraged. Growth of all 

plants in our clay soil is vigorous. Yew, in particular, provides a native evergreen hedge if privacy is 

sought all year round, as many gardens in the Conservation Area demonstrate.  

21 Use of non-native evergreens should be avoided. Laurel (not native) is vigorous and better 

suited to large gardens. Of the deciduous species, hornbeam grows well in Rudgwick’s woodlands, 

where it was the timber of choice for the iron furnaces, and is an effective screen year-round, whilst 

hawthorn is also a very effective barrier hedge.  
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The traditional local village fence was a low picket fence (palisade), but for a more open feel post and 

rail fences, including the traditional Sussex cleft oak rail, may be appropriate.  

22 Panels or close boards, although acceptable for boundaries with neighbours are not suited 

to a rural frontage.  

If a brick wall is chosen, the low wall found in many older properties in the village is attractive. It 

should reflect the style of brick used in the property itself, and its neighbours. Sandstone walls are 

rare in the parish, though they look attractive. 

23 The use of non-local materials such as limestone, igneous and reconstituted stone is not 

encouraged. 

Whilst retention of ancient hedgerow trees is one of the delights of Rudgwick, the planting of young 

trees, especially if they are natives, is also of benefit to the whole community. It is a truism that 

Rudgwick has a much greater tree cover than in the past, with numerous specimen trees in older 

gardens worthy of preservation. All trees in the Conservation Area and many others have Tree 

Preservation Orders giving protection from removal or surgery without appropriate Local Authority 

permission. 

4. Entrances and Drives 
Not everyone requires a gate but, 

24 the entrance should match the boundary in style, height and materials. The traditional 

wooden 5-barred gate between wooden gateposts is popular, functional and attractive, whether in a 

double or single version. Picket gates are an alternative especially for pedestrian access.  

25 Care should be taken not to make over-elaborate entrances out of scale or out of keeping 

with the property.  

26 Sustainable drive construction must consider runoff, particularly if the slope is to the 

highway. On level ground shingle is appropriately permeable and attractive and may even be planted 

up sparingly. Hard surfaces, when laid new, can be made relatively porous, or drain to tanks for use 

as ‘grey water’. The use of paving or flags, in local stone, if available, or York stone, which is similar, 

is attractive. Modern brick paving is popular but ideally should complement the surrounding building 

materials. Brick paths in older properties look attractive. Tarmac creates undesirable runoff.  

27 If there is no alternative to parking in front gardens, serious thought should be given to 

sustainable solutions, such as the use of porous or permeable materials, paving only the line of 

wheel tracks, and careful planting to disguise the area, e.g., a gravel garden. Another option is to use 

plastic mesh infilled with soil and grassed over, which, if properly laid and maintained, will remain 

green and porous. 

28 The use of PIR security floodlights is considered unsustainable and obtrusive. Discrete 

movement-sensing courtesy lighting is more welcoming, minimising light pollution.  

29 Erection of communications or energy producing equipment on chimney stack, roof or 

frontage should be as unobtrusive as possible. 

The highway authority wishes to protect and maintain grass verges in front of properties. A sense of 

spaciousness is important to our community. Many verges have already been lost to road widening, 

lay-bys and entrance splays.  

30 It is also important to maintain and improve the flow of water in drainage ditches and 

culverts, where they still exist, some of which are in a much-degraded state.  

31 Kerbing and pavements are obvious forms of suburbanisation which should be avoided in 

truly rural locations. 

32 Consideration should always be given to off-street parking in any new development. Parking 

on the street may slow traffic but it also creates congestion.  

33 Street furniture should be kept to a minimum, and should blend in, an exception being the red 
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post boxes. 

34 Bus stops and shelters should be unobtrusive. Overhead cables and telegraph poles are 

tolerated but not liked.  

35 Street lighting should not be greater than at present and should be kept to a minimum. 

Away from built-up area such as Rudgwick itself and parts of Bucks Green 

 

36 the setting of properties, whether on the roadside or not, should be valued as an integral 

part of the countryside. Forms of suburbanisation and associated materials or planting, however 

minor, should not detract from their rural setting. A compromise should be made between planting 

and maintaining high hedges for biodiversity and security, and retaining views of and from properties, 

many of which seem hidden today.  

37 A developer or property owner should also take account of the visibility of buildings across 

nearby fields and from public rights of way. 

 

5.5 Rural Exception Sites 
 

5.40  Rural Exception Sites are small sites used for affordable housing in perpetuity where sites 

would not normally be used for housing. Rural exception sites seek to address the needs of the 

local community by accommodating households who are either current residents or have an 

existing family or employment connection. Small numbers of market homes may be allowed at the 

local authority’s discretion, for example where essential to enable the delivery of affordable units 

without grant funding. 

 

6. LOCAL ECONOMY 
 

6.1  Rudgwick Parish is a Rural Parish with its working population mainly commuting out of area, 

(2011 census; 2722 population, estimated 1878 economically active, 1086 Households), 

approx.72% of whom travel over 10km to work. There are approx. 100 active Businesses within 

the Parish Boundary, with many other Company Listings which result from people working from 

home or are dormant. 

6.2    There are two main areas of Business activity - The Brickworks in Lynwick Street with 25 

companies listed, and a small concentration of businesses in Bucks Green along the A281 

between Haven Road and Loxwood Road (see Annex C: Additional Maps) All the others are 

scattered about the Parish. 

6.3   Most of the concentrated ones are B1 or B8, e.g. Offices, Light industrial, Motor Vehicle 

related or Storage and Distribution. There are significant Farming activities, mostly Dairy. 

6.4   Estimates give the population working from home as 20%. To a greater or lesser degree this 

is accommodated by access to the Internet. Presently so called ‘Superfast’ Broadband is available 

via existing telephone land lines (via BT, Sky, etc.) with Fibre connections to local cable boxes 

from which existing telephone landlines connect individual properties. This can, theoretically, 

supply bandwidths of between 36 to 57 Mbits /second. There is an alternative approach to bring 

‘Fibre to Home’ capability to Rudgwick with cable being installed with Bandwidth in the area of 

100Mbits/second. This capability could lead to an increase in working from home in the future. 
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Policy 8: Business 

 

 1) The rural economy will be supported be it farming, light industrial or home working. 

   2) New or expanded industrial activity will be supported in the two main existing areas  

              (Old Brickworks or Bucks Green) 

   3) Ensure suitably fast broadband/Internet availability especially to those some  

               distance from the telephone exchange. 

   4) Protect productive farming land from development, such that the Parish plays its part in  

               feeding the nation. 

 

 

7. TRANSPORT 
 

7.1 Rudgwick and Bucks Green have an hourly bus service which runs to and from Guildford and 

Horsham via Cranleigh. Not all residents live within 400m of a bus stop. The service ends at 19.00, 

thus evening visits to Horsham and elsewhere are only possible by car. On Saturdays the service 

finishes earlier and there is no service at all on Sundays. 

7.2 There are two train stations, one in Horsham the other in Billingshurst. Billingshurst is the 

nearest medium sized settlement to Rudgwick however, there is no connecting bus service to and 

from Rudgwick.   

7.3 Housing development over the past 20 years has increased traffic movements not only within 

the BUAB of Rudgwick, but on the A281. 

7.4 There are two schools in the central area of Rudgwick, Pennthorpe, a private Junior and 

middle school and Rudgwick Primary, a state school.  Rudgwick Primary, through reputation 

attracts many pupils from outside the village, many from neighbouring Surrey. Both schools are 

situated close together at the bottom of the B2128 near the junction with the A281. Twice a day in 

term time traffic to these two schools is particularly heavy with significant queues to get on and off 

the A281. Pupils attending the Weald secondary school in Billingshurst are picked up by bus each 

morning and evening with the main pick-up and drop-off point outside Pennthorpe School; the 

Arriva bus to Cranleigh also stops outside Pennthorpe School. Both vehicles add to the morning 

congestion making crossing the road hazardous. 

7.5  There is currently no controlled crossing point for either school. There are also no dedicated 

cycle paths within the Parish, other than the Downs Link which serves a purely recreational 

purpose. 

Parking for the shops is also a problem at certain times of the day although there is a small car 

park (8 spaces) adjacent to the Co-op, this and spaces outside the shop are often full resulting in 

double parking and parking on yellow lines. An additional cark park serving the shops and school 

will be required to fulfil future needs. BT has a building with a large car park opposite the shops 

and close to the school which would serve this purpose if it could be purchased, or some other 

arrangement made with the company. 

7.6 An improved bus service would also be of benefit, particularly to Billingshurst railway station. 
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Policy 9: Road Safety 

Development that is aligned with the sustainable transport principles of HDPF Policy 40, will be 

supported. Consequently, proposals for development on allocated sites in Rudgwick should 

provide good pedestrian and cycle connections, notably to the shop and the school. For this shift 

to more sustainable transport to be effective, infrastructure improvements will be needed to 

improve road safety in the centre of the village. This would include improved pathways at the top of 

Church Street and potentially a cycle path, controlled crossings serving the two schools and near 

the top of Church Street, and a traffic calming scheme the length of Church Street. 

 

 

7.1 RNP - Cycle Use Provision 
7.7 There is no off-road provision for cyclists apart from the use of existing bridleways, where 

cyclists can legally ride. The A281 and increasingly the B2128 are busy roads and not at all 

conducive to the safety of cyclists. There are no cycle lanes. There are no shared use routes for 

pedestrians & cyclists. 

 

Rudgwick to Cranleigh 

7.8 This is possible using the Downslink (off-road) or Surrey Cycleway, a signed route using 

minor roads accessible at Cox Green. A key access point to the Downslink is by the Rudgwick 

Medical Centre/Gaskyns Close. This access needs to be formalised (e.g permissive path) and a 

ramp constructed suitable for cyclists, wheelchairs & mobility scooters. 

 

Rudgwick to Horsham 

7.9 Off-road, this is achievable by using the Downslink (part of the Sustrans National Cycle 

Network NCN223) to Slinfold & thereafter linking to the cycle route being prepared around the 

Broadbridge Heath Tesco. On-road you would go via Ellen’s Green & Rowhook, but this route 

does not completely avoid busy roads. 

 

Around Rudgwick Village 

7.10 Ideally there should be safe routes for cyclists, at least linking the Co-Op shop, the Bucks 

Green Playing Fields (including SkatePark) and the County Primary School. 

7.11 There is an opportunity to upgrade the footpath at Watts Corner (West) to provide a more 

pleasant and usable access for pedestrians that could also then be uprated to permit cycling. If 

some of the pavements on these linking routes could be made ‘shared use’ & perhaps widened, 

this would be extremely beneficial and an encouragement to cycle. 

7.12  The steep hill as Church Street ascends to the Kings Head pub, with Parish Church behind, 

is difficult terrain for cyclists in/amongst traffic where the brow of the hill also inhibits visibility. This 

area is also a necessary but informal crossing point for pedestrians due to lack of pavement (East 

side) and also the need to cross from the car park to the pub or church. A redesign to calm traffic & 

improve facilities for pedestrians & cyclists is necessary. Ideally this would incorporate a short 

stretch of cycle lane.  
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Policy 10: Access for Cyclists 

 

Any proposed development should consider and provide appropriate safe access for cyclists and 

storage/racks as appropriate . In particular, if a development can contribute land or rights of way to 

facilitate a safe cycle network linking the Co-Op, King George V Playing Fields and the Primary School 

then it will be expected to do so. Similarly, any development fronting Church Street in the vicinity of 

the Kings Head/Parish Church will, wherever possible, be required to consider and design for the 

safety of cyclists and also of pedestrians. 

 

8. INFRASTRUCTURE IMPROVEMENTS AND PROVISION 
8.1 Appropriate and well-functioning infrastructure is clearly essential to support the lives and 

wellbeing of any community.  In the case of Rudgwick there are various aspects of the village 

infrastructure which are already known to be under strain and inadequate to properly provide 

services to the community at its current level. It is, therefore, essential that these services are 

reviewed in the light of any potential new development and improved where necessary. If 

improvements to services cannot be made to support new development then the approval of such 

development should not be granted. 

 

Key Aspects of Infrastructure to be Considered, and their Impact on Potential Development 

• Water Supply 

• Water Disposal – Foul water and Rain water 

• Travel and Transport – Road Travel, Public Transport and other 

• Telecommunications – Landlines, Broadband and Mobile 

• Social Facilities – Shops, doctors, churches, schools, pubs etc. 
 

Water Supply 

8.2 Water supply in Rudgwick has been a recurring issue in Rudgwick for many years. This is 

particularly the case in the North part of the village and Cox Green. Water pressure is low and 

interruptions to supply are a common feature particularly in the summer. This is clearly a great 

inconvenience to residents and, in the case of the young and the elderly, a potential threat to 

health. As developments have been undertaken in this part of the village over the years, attempts 

have been made to encourage the water company to upgrade supplies without success.  

Developments such as Summerfold and Windacres plus several one and two new builds have 

added considerably to demand.  

 

We would discourage any additional development in the areas so affected unless the water 

company undertakes an upgrade programme. 

 

Water Disposal – Foul water and Rain water 

8.3 The northern end of the village is also poorly served with sewage drainage and in bad 

weather there are regular issues with sewage overflowing the system into people’s gardens. This 

is not helped by the fact that rain water disposal is also inadequate and much rainwater gets into 
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the foul water system adding to the overload. Rudgwick is on quite a steep slope running roughly 

north to south with additional run-off east and west towards the hangers. This can cause flash 

flooding any time of the year especially towards the southerly end of the village as the water 

accumulates. Again, the recent developments at Summerfold and Windacres plus smaller in-fill 

developments are adding to the problem and no upgrades have recently been undertaken or are 

planned.  

 

We would discourage any further development in areas affected by these issues unless and until 

improvements are made. 

Travel – Road and other 

8.4 Road travel in Rudgwick, especially at peak times, is already a major issue with several 

severe bottlenecks. The main traffic arteries in Rudgwick, Church Street and Guildford Road 

(A281) form an inverted ‘t’ with Cox Green to the North and Bucks Green on the A281 along the 

base. Whilst most of the traffic using Church Street is local, or is traffic to and from Cranleigh and 

beyond, the A281 carries a large volume of through traffic in both directions, east towards 

Horsham and west to Guildford. Large scale developments, both underway and planned, will 

significantly increase the volume of traffic. The speed limit either side of Bucks Green is the 

national limit of 60mph. 

8.5 The length of the 30mph limit though the village on the A281 is quite short and many traffic 

surveys over recent years have shown the average speed of vehicles to be well above the 30mph 

limit. The junction with Church Street is at one of the 30mph sections hence there is a tendency for 

traffic to be even faster on that section approaching the junction round a bend in the A281. This 

has resulted in many accidents over the years, some of them serious. At the other end of the 

30mph limit, coming from the Guildford direction the approach to Bucks Green is not obvious due 

to a deep dip in the road. The 30mph limit starts before that point but is largely ignored by vehicles 

approaching the junction with Lynwick Street. Hence, this is also a dangerous junction 

compounded by the pub opposite the junction and the adjacent junction with Loxwood Road. 

8.6 Traffic in Church Street is an issue in places, especially at peak times. The road is quite 

straight and although clearly a 30mph zone this is exceeded by many vehicles. The area outside 

the village shop is a blackspot with many vehicles often carelessly parked. Further south, traffic 

and parking at Pennthorpe school causes problems together with school traffic to the junior school 

turning into the side street. 

 

We would discourage any developments which would make traffic significantly worse near the 

already dangerous junctions on the A281.   

8.7 Apart from issues in some areas with obstructed pavements, either due to overgrown hedges 

or parked cars, pedestrians are generally well served with pavements. There is a section of 

Church Street south of the church which needs some improvement. There are additional issues for 

those using disability vehicles which would be improved if hedges were better trimmed and 

pavement parking discouraged. Rudgwick also has a very extensive network of footpaths and 

bridleways which are used by many people for recreation and accessing village facilities on foot or 

bicycle. The maintenance of these facilities by WSCC is to be encouraged as is their greater use 

by all in the village. Cycling is, in general, not a popular way to get about due to the steepness of 

Church Street and the side roads down into the hangers. The heavy and fast traffic on the A281 is 

also an issue for cyclists and it is difficult to see how this could be significantly improved due to 

restricted road width. 

 

 



39 
Pre-submission, December 2019 

 

Telecommunications –Mobile 

8.8 For mobiles, the signal on all networks is poor and in places non-existent. This is despite a 

large mast on the highest hill top above the village and consequently there is a need to improve 

mobile coverage in the parish. 

 

Policy 11: Infrastructure Improvements and Provision 

 

The linkage of any development with infrastructure provision noted in HDPF Policy 39 is strongly 

supported. Any proposed development should provide appropriate and timely infrastructure for the 

Parish to ensure that the development does not overload existing facilities. In particular, attention 

must be focussed upon the following for the new development:- 

 

• adequate and demonstrated Water Supply 

• Adequate and demonstrated Electricity Supply 

• adequate and demonstrated Water Disposal facilities – Foul water and Rain water 

• adequate and demonstrated Travel and Transport facilities 

• adequate and demonstrated Telecommunications –Broadband and Mobile 

• impact upon Social Facilities – Shops, doctors, churches, schools, pubs etc. 

with a clear infrastructure delivery plan to ensure that the environment and amenities of existing or 

new local residents is not adversely affected.  

 

 

9. SPORTS & LEISURE 

9.1 Sports 

9.1 The Parish of Rudgwick has a reasonable number of sports and recreation areas, namely in 

King George V playing fields towards the Bucks Green area of our village. The space we have is 

well used and serves an important role in the community life of our village, allowing our adults and 

children to enjoy healthy and leisurely pursuits. We wish to not only protect these, but to increase 

our recreation areas, where appropriate, to ensure that our village offers sport and healthy living 

for all ages within our village boundaries; moreover they should be accessible and suitable for 

modern day use.  

9.2 Rudgwick has several active sports clubs: 

• Rudgwick Tennis Club  

• Rudgwick Football Club  

• Rudgwick Cricket Club 

• Rudgwick Netball Club 

9.3 Currently three of Rudgwick’s Sports Clubs are based in the King George V playing fields 
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(Football / Tennis / Cricket):  

9.4 Rudgwick Football club currently has 3 adult teams sharing 1 pitch and the junior section runs 

12 teams on 3 pitches. 

9.5 Rudgwick Cricket Club has 1 adult team and 6 junior teams all using 1 pitch. 

9.6 Rudgwick Tennis Club has 2 adult teams and 1 junior team plus a full coaching programme of 

3 coaches using 4 courts. 

9.7 Rudgwick Netball has 1 adult team and 10 junior teams with no home matches due to lack of 

facilities. 

9.8 In summary, the sports clubs of Rudgwick are thriving, but quite simply do not have space to 

expand further. In a perfect world it would be super to have a MUGA, so that all clubs could use it 

for training and matches all year round. Plus, this would have the added benefit to include 

Rudgwick Netball club, so they could actually host home matches in the village of Rudgwick in the 

same area as all other sports teams in Rudgwick. 

 

Rudgwick Tennis Club has 4 all-weather floodlit courts with a clubhouse 

 

Rudgwick Football Club – West Sussex Football League Cup Winners 



41 
Pre-submission, December 2019 

 

9.9 Rudgwick Netball Club, despite not having a home venue in Rudgwick are Guiness World 

record holders having played Netball for 90hrs in a continuous match.  

9.10 Further recreational facilities in Rudgwick include a skate park, two child play areas, a vibrant 

Scout movement & two village halls.  

9.11 Proposals for leisure and community infrastructure will be supported where it can be 

demonstrated that no adverse impact to the amenity or character and appearance of the 

surrounding Rudgwick area will arise, and no adverse impact on the road network will occur. 

 

Policy 12: Sports & Leisure 

New or expanded facilities will be supported but should demonstrate that no adverse impact to the 

amenity or character and appearance of the surrounding Rudgwick area will arise, and no adverse 

impact on the road network will occur. They should also be proven economically sustainable given 

the rural nature of the parish and the accessibility of extensive facilities in nearby Horsham and 

Cranleigh. 

9.2 Allotments 
9.12  Given the rural nature of the Parish, allotments can facilitate the ongoing appreciation of 

nature and horticulture. An allotment scheme across the boundary with Surrey has closed and a 

new facility is strongly encouraged. 

 

Policy 13: Allotments 

Subject to compliance with other planning policies, a development that provides land for allotments 

in a suitable location will be favourably considered. 
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10. EDUCATION AND CHILD FACILITIES 
10.1  The Parish has several education and child facilities. 

 

1. Rudgwick Pre-school. An Ofsted outstanding provider based in the Scout Hut. The RNP 

should recognise its contribution to Village Life by providing support for additional equipment 

and staff training. 

2. Rudgwick County Primary School. A village school is an essential for the sustainable well-

being of a community. The school has a Pupil Admission Number (PAN) of 30 pupils giving a 

school size of 210 pupils. It is currently full but has a catchment area that extends beyond the 

boundaries of the village. It is important that the pressure of providing additional places as a 

result of expansion can be contained within the existing building. This RNP should factor in 

the demographic implications of increased housing with regard to the school. 

3. Rudgwick Youth Club. Holy Trinity Church finance the work of the Youth Leader in the Old 

Pavilion on the playing fields. The building is leased from the Parish Council. RNP should 

contain provision for both capital and maintenance, given that the existing building is not 

ideally fit for purpose. 

11. GREEN SPACES, TREES and ANCIENT WOODLANDS 
 

11.1  Rudgwick has several designated open spaces, and other informal areas, together with open 

spaces in the control of schools which are used by the public under strictly controlled conditions. 

Rudgwick has no Open Access land (right to roam). Rudgwick has no nature reserves, or other 

areas of special conservation other than SNCIs.  

11.2  Rudgwick has no areas designated as Local Green Spaces and this is a matter that the 

Rudgwick Parish Council considered correcting  

11.3 Twenty three possibilities were proposed for consideration by consultants commissioned to 

assist in correcting this deficiency. 

11.4 The consultants report concludes that seven of these are fully appropriate for being 

established formally as Local Green Spaces. 

11.5 This plan has chosen to adopt the HDC 203 Green Space Strategy 2013 - 2023 which is 

available at https://www.horsham.gov.uk/__data/assets/pdf_file/0009/9396/Green-Space-

Strategy.pdf. 

 “Great parks, countryside and green street scenes make for a better quality of life. A network of 

well-designed and cared for open spaces adds to the character of places where we want to live, work, 

play and visit. Green spaces also provide the vital green infrastructure that enables us to deal with 

floods or mitigate and adapt to climate change whilst providing wildlife habitats, amenity value, 

recreational value, sporting facilities and beautiful parks.” 

11.6  : The National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF) makes it clear that the identification of 

green areas for special protection and the designation of such areas as Local Green Spaces is an 

important part of the planning process. 

11.7  Consequently our policy is to recognise the seven areas detailed below by designating an 

area as Local Green Spaces, See https://neighbourhoodplanning.org/toolkits-and-

guidance/making-local-green-space-designations-neighbourhood-plan/Neighbourhood Planning 

Roadmap. 

 

 

https://www.horsham.gov.uk/__data/assets/pdf_file/0009/9396/Green-Space-Strategy.pdf
https://www.horsham.gov.uk/__data/assets/pdf_file/0009/9396/Green-Space-Strategy.pdf
https://neighbourhoodplanning.org/toolkits-and-guidance/making-local-green-space-designations-neighbourhood-plan/
https://neighbourhoodplanning.org/toolkits-and-guidance/making-local-green-space-designations-neighbourhood-plan/
https://neighbourhoodplanning.org/toolkits-and-guidance/write-neighbourhood-plan-roadmap-guide/
https://neighbourhoodplanning.org/toolkits-and-guidance/write-neighbourhood-plan-roadmap-guide/
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1. King George V Playing Fields – principally for its recreational value to the local 

community but including the Biodiversity area.  

2. Churchmans Meadow – principally for its recreational value to the local 

community.  

3.  Land at Foxholes Woods – principally for its recreation, tranquillity and 

potential wildlife value.  

4.  Holy Trinity Church yard  – principally for its history and tranquillity value.  

5.  Summerfold Open Space 

6.  Church Street (east side) in Conservation Area Wide Verge   

7.  Haven Road and Naldretts Lane open space  

 

Policy 14: Local Green Spaces   

To establish the seven areas indicated below as Local Green Spaces to be protected in accordance 

with the National Local Green Spaces policy (NPPF 11.10). 

1. King George V Playing Fields – principally for its recreational value to the local community 

               but including the Biodiversity area.  

2. Churchmans Meadow – principally for its recreational value to the local community.  

3.  Land at Foxholes Woods – principally for its recreation, tranquillity and potential wildlife 

                value.  

4.  Holy Trinity Church yard – principally for its history and tranquillity value.  

5.  Summerfold Open Space 

6.  Church Street (east side) in Conservation Area Wide Verge   

7.  Haven Road and Naldretts Lane open space 
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Policy 15: Green Infrastructure, Trees and Ancient Woodland 

 

Otherwise compliant Development that enhances Rudgwick’s Green Infrastructure will be positively 

considered. Climate Change requires a robust approach to tree retention, especially woodland.  

Any significant trees (defined as a tree that is over 3 inches in diameter at chest height) within 

development sites should be retained wherever possible, but if this is not the case then the 

Landscape Plans for the development must ensure that the residual number of trees after 

completion of the development is at least equal to, preferably greater than, the initial number. Any 

replacement trees should be of a similar ‘feasible’ scale and type to those removed. Dead or 

diseased trees should be replaced with healthy and not discounted. Replacement trees should 

preferably favour native species over non-native. Rarely and exceptionally, and only where fully 

justified, off-site replacement may be permitted but then with at least 2 replacement trees for each 

one lost.   

Given its rural nature, Rudgwick has significant tracts of ancient woodlands (see Annex C: Additional 

Maps) which will be protected from development as per statutory regulations. 

 

12  SUSTAINABILITY ASSESSMENT 
 

12.1  We have been advised that a full Sustainability Assessment is not required for this plan but 

a consultant produced a Sustainability Statement. Its conclusions are:- 

 

“The assessment shows that all of the policies in the Plan will have no significant effects (neither 

positive nor negative) on the delivery of sustainable development.  Policies generally make a neutral 

or positive impact but conflict may arise between those seeking to protect the character of the village 

and those covering the need for a mix of house types and tenure. “  
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13 EVIDENCE BASE 
 

Housing needs assessment 

Conducted for Rudgwick by South Downs National Park consultancy service. 

https://www.southdowns.gov.uk/wp-content/uploads/2018/03/Rudgwick-HNA-report.pdf 

Local Green space Assessment 

Conducted for Rudgwick by South Downs National Park consultancy service. 

Local Green Space Assessment, December 2019. 

Rudgwick Parish Design Statement 

Currently in force and on HDC website at; - 

https://beta.horsham.gov.uk/__data/assets/pdf_file/0011/66845/Rudgwick-Parish-Design-

Statement.pdf 

Call for Sites 

Details outlined on the link below: - 

http://www.rudgwick-pc.org.uk/neighbourhood-plan/ 

Traffic statistics 
 
WSCC Traffic database: - 
 
http://wstrafficdata.cdmf.info/Account/login 

 

Sustainability Statement 
Conducted for Rudgwick by South Downs National Park consultancy service. 

Sustainability Statement, December 2019. 

Consultations: Focus Groups set up in 2016 

• Business 

• Education 

• Environment 

• Health and Well Being 

• Sports and Recreation 

• Transport 
 

https://www.southdowns.gov.uk/wp-content/uploads/2018/03/Rudgwick-HNA-report.pdf
https://beta.horsham.gov.uk/__data/assets/pdf_file/0011/66845/Rudgwick-Parish-Design-Statement.pdf
https://beta.horsham.gov.uk/__data/assets/pdf_file/0011/66845/Rudgwick-Parish-Design-Statement.pdf
http://www.rudgwick-pc.org.uk/neighbourhood-plan/
http://wstrafficdata.cdmf.info/Account/login
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15 GLOSSARY 
 

ABBREVIATION MEANING 

AGLV Area of Great Landscape Value 

BUAB Built Up Area Boundary 

DpH Dwellings per Hectare 

HDC Horsham District Council 

HDPF Horsham District Planning Framework 

NPPF National Planning Policy Framework 

NPPF 2 National Planning Policy Framework version 2 

PAN Pupil Admission Number 

RNP Rudgwick Neighbourhood Plan 

RNPSG Rudgwick Neighbourhood Plan Steering Group 

RPC Rudgwick Parish Council 

RPDS Rudgwick Parish Design Statement 

SHELAA Strategic Housing and Employment Land Availability Assessment 

SPD Supplementary Planning Document 

SuDs Sustainable drainage systems 
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Annex A  HOUSING NEEDS ASSESSMENT 
 

Review and Update – Feb/March 2019 

Approved & Accepted by the RNP Steering Group on 18th April 2019 

Background 

As part of ongoing process to keep the Rudgwick Neighbourhood Plan (RNP) development 

informed, the Housing Needs Assessment (July 2017) has been reviewed. This is in the light 

of additional evidence gleaned from other ‘well advanced’ Neighbourhood Plans in Horsham 

District and also to bring the housing projection figures for 2031 up-to-date to include the 

Summerfold (Thakeham Homes) and Windacres/Rudgwick Metals (Berkeley Homes) 

developments etc. 

The original report specifically made reference to these 2 developments in both the 

Executive Summary and also paragraph 85 of the main report, but did not count them in 

projecting the 2031 total. Remember that the Horsham Local Plan (HDPF) currently runs 

from 2011 to 2031 and so the 2031 housing total is the extant goal. The Local Plan review 

(currently underway) will of course then extend this period to 2036 and provide a new 

target. 

The scope of the review and consequent update has been limited to the quantum of 

housing and not been in respect of the tenure and type of housing required. 

The review has been completed by a working group of members from the RNP Steering 

Group, comprising: 

• Nikki Denton-West 

• Heather Rogers 

• Paul Kornycky 

 

HDPF Allocation (starts para 26 in existing report) 

This method of determining a housing target for the RNP carries the most weight as it aligns 

directly with the Local Plan. Hence it is referred to as ‘HDPF-derived’ or the ‘fair-share’ of 

the 1,500 homes (minimum) expected to be allocated via Neighbourhood Plans. 

In the existing report, it was assumed (para 30) that Horsham (town), Southwater and 

Billingshurst would not provide any of these 1,500 homes due to their already being 

allocated strategic sites. However, we can now see from the emerging NPs, including the 
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Southwater and Billingshurst ones, that this is not valid i.e. they only exclude Horsham 

(town). In particular, Southwater and Billingshurst follow this approach, and include 

themselves in the ‘1,500 allocation’. 

Re-working of the apportionments to now only exclude Horsham (town) thereby reduces 

the RNP ‘fair-share’ from 71 to 54 homes (minimum). 

However, it is also possible to be even more accurate and go right back to the source as to 

how the 1,500 was first established and determine the directly related RNP contribution, 

rather than re-apportion it afterwards. When the HDPF was drawn up the 1500 

Neighbourhood Allocation was established from the 2014 SHLAA having removed all the 

‘commitments’. 

HDC actually reported to the HDPF Planning Inspector: “The identification of 1500 homes to 

be delivered through neighbourhood planning is primarily informed by the Strategic Housing 

Land Availability Assessment (SHLAA). The SHLAA Update, July 2014 identifies 714 

Deliverable (1-5 years) sites and 1475 Developable (6-10 years) sites which have the 

potential to come forward within the next 10 years (2014-2024). This provision equates to 

2189 sites which is significantly higher than the 1500 homes indicated in the Plan”.  

At that time the SHLAA for Rudgwick had just 3 ‘un-committed’ but developable sites 

(SA336, SA434 and SA442) totalling 46 dwellings. See Appendix (D). 

So, this most accurate and relevant method would give the RNP an HDPF derived target of 

46 (minimum). It is reasonable to take the average figure from the above two approaches 

(54 and 46) thereby giving a revised figure of 50. 

Other Data Sources/Methods (starts para 42 in existing report) 

The existing report then proceeded to compare or ‘test’ this minimum figure with other 

data sources (or methods), ultimately to establish a range for the RNP housing allocations. 

An additional 4 methods were used: 

• Share of Horsham Districts OAN housing target for 2031 based on DCLG 

projections 

• Projection of Rudgwicks dwelling completion rates 2001-2011 

• Projection of Rudgwicks dwelling completion rates 2011-2016 

• Projection of Rudgwicks planning permission rates 2011-2016 

Analysis of other emerging/advanced NPs shows that a further method can usefully be 

deployed. It is to establish Rudgwick’s share of the additional 16,000 homes (20 years x 800 

per year) over the Local Plan period 2011-2031. With this method it is possible to mitigate 

some of the inaccuracy in the DCLG/OAN method (see para 41) by specifically excluding the 
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major strategic site numbers, as reported in the HDC Authority Monitoring Report. The full 

metrics and logic for this method are shown in Appendix (B). 

The graph in Appendix (A) shows the 2031 dwelling number projections, now using all 6 

methods and with the reduced HDPF derived figure of 50. 

N.B. This replaces Figure 4 shown at paras 80/81 in the original report. 

The average 2031 dwelling figure is 1257. The HDPF derived method achieves 1247 homes 

at year 2031, i.e. 10 below the ‘all methods average’. 

Conclusion – Quantity of Housing Needed (starts para 80 in existing report) 

Paragraph 84 of the original report is hence re-written as:   

84. In light of the factors acting to increase demand, we recommend that the HDPF-

derived target (which is the only one of the figures carrying statutory weight, in the sense 

that the Neighbourhood Plan must demonstrate conformity with it at its examination) is 

the most appropriate estimate of the minimum dwelling need in Rudgwick. Whilst this 

establishes a minimum, paying due regard to the other data sources suggests a range 

between 50-60 would be an appropriate target for Rudgwick. The top end of this range 

reflects the midpoint between all the data sources. 

It is also understood that HDC have acknowledged that when the Windacres/Rudgwick 

Metals ‘allocated’ site was counted as a ‘commitment’ towards the HDPF figures the 

permission (DC/09/1623) was for a mixed use scheme including 36 homes, but with 2 

demolished for site access (see para 33). Since that time the permission expired and was 

replaced by a new permission (DC/16/2917) including 55 homes (53 net extra). The 

additional 19 homes to be built on that site can therefore to be credited towards our RNP 

allocation i.e. it is as though the RNP has already allocated a site there for 19 dwellings. 

Additional Builds post April 2016 

The existing report noted 9 extra homes from 2011 census to April 2016 cut-off (see para 

43). 

See Appendix (C) for a list of homes (potentially) gained beyond 2016 in Rudgwick Parish 

split between completed/started and un-started permissions. HDC practice is to only 

assume that 40% of un-started permissions will actually materialise. This report adopts the 

same practise. 

The 2031 housing projection for the HDPF-derived method incorporates these as well as just 

2 windfalls (i.e. currently unknown but assumed complete by 2031). N.B. We are not using 

these additional builds in any way to reduce the ‘fair-share’ NP allocation, merely to project 
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the housing total achieved by 2031, in order to equitably ‘test’ against the other five 

methods. 

 

Recommendation 

The working group recommend that the RNP Steering Group, at its next meeting, endorse 

this brief report of the review undertaken and adopt the revised housing range proposed 

therein. The revision is fully justified and evidenced and carefully checked by the working 

group for accuracy. Crucially it directly aligns the HDPF derived (fair-share of the 1500) 

minimum target to its correct source, as explained to and signed off by the HDPF Planning 

Inspector. 

Conclusion 

The RNP Steering Group met on 18th April and the above report, together with Appendices, 

were carefully considered. The Steering Group unanimously agreed to accept the report in 

full as an update to the original Housing Needs assessment dated July 2017. This would be 

communicated to HDC by the Chairman at the next opportunity. END 

 

Appendix A 
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Annex B TRAFFIC STATISTICS 
 

Traffic Statistics 

Obtained from:- 

 

http://wstrafficdata.cdmf.info/Account/login 
 

A291 data collected 2012 to 2019. 

 

Figure 7  Total traffic flow on A281 
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Weekday Average

12H(7-19) 8939 8878 9155 9297 9667 9805 9869 10052

16H(6-22) 10146 10094 10422 10584 10989 11141 11215 11431

18H(6-24) 10343 10291 10622 10780 11193 11350 11420 11631

24H(0-24) 10522 10471 10813 10980 11398 11571 11636 11862

7 Day Average

12H(7-19) 8131 8098 8365 8520 8816 8973 9001 9171

16H(6-22) 9208 9180 9498 9664 9986 10157 10189 10387

18H(6-24) 9407 9377 9698 9862 10191 10368 10395 10588

24H(0-24) 9589 9559 9887 10056 10390 10582 10602 10807

Weekday Average - Peaks

AM Hour 08:00 08:00 08:00 08:00 08:00 08:00 08:00 08:00

AM Flow 1039 1006 1025 1017 1046 1040 1020 1038

PM Hour 17:00 17:00 17:00 17:00 17:00 17:00 17:00 17:00

PM Flow 1013 982 1007 1004 1054 1070 1077 1106

7 Day Average - Peaks

AM Hour 08:00 08:00 08:00 08:00 08:00 08:00 08:00 08:00

AM Flow 830 807 825 823 844 841 827 841

PM Hour 17:00 17:00 17:00 17:00 17:00 17:00 17:00 17:00

PM Flow 883 861 885 883 924 937 936 966

http://wstrafficdata.cdmf.info/Account/login
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Figure 8  % growth in traffic on A281 over past 7 years 

 

Average traffic growth on A281 is 2 % per year. 
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Annex C  ADDITIONAL MAPS 
 

Ancient Woodlands 

 Rudgwick Parish features a number of ancient woodlands as defined by Natural England and these 

are shown below, the reference for the map is:- 

https://environment.data.gov.uk/DefraDataDownload/?mapService=NE/AncientWoodlandEngland&

Mode=spatial 

 

 

 

 

 

https://environment.data.gov.uk/DefraDataDownload/?mapService=NE/AncientWoodlandEngland&Mode=spatial
https://environment.data.gov.uk/DefraDataDownload/?mapService=NE/AncientWoodlandEngland&Mode=spatial
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Footpaths, map 
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Main Industrial Areas 
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End Notes, References 
 

i See letter dated18 April 2016 to HDC. 
ii See letter dated 28th June 2016 from Maggie Williams, Neighbourhood Planning Officer, HDC 
iii Rudgwick Parish Plan 2007, Webversionofplan.pdf  
iv Rudgwick Parish Design Statement, Currently in force and on HDC website at;- 

https://beta.horsham.gov.uk/__data/assets/pdf_file/0011/66845/Rudgwick-Parish-Design-

Statement.pdf 

v RPC website  http://www.rudgwick-pc.org.uk/neighbourhood-plan/ 
 
vi NPPF (1) https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/national-planning-policy-framework--2 
                   Covers all versions, 2012, 2018, 2019 
vii  For Rudgwick, this is the latest Horsham District Planning Framework 
viii HDPF https://beta.horsham.gov.uk/__data/assets/pdf_file/0016/60190/Horsham-District-Planning-
Framework-2015.pdf 
ix HDC  communique, On 19th March 2019,  The Future of Neighbourhood Planning’  
x E-mail to HDC (Gavin Curwen) from Ian Mac (RPC) dated 16th September 2019,  
xi Census data 2001 and 2011 
xii Housing completion data provided by Horsham District Council 
xiii  Diana Chatwin, Timber-Framed Buildings in the Sussex Weald - The Architectural Heritage of Rudgwick, 
1996 (book) 
xiv Consultation at Rudgwick AGM 2013. 
 
 

 

https://beta.horsham.gov.uk/__data/assets/pdf_file/0011/66845/Rudgwick-Parish-Design-Statement.pdf
https://beta.horsham.gov.uk/__data/assets/pdf_file/0011/66845/Rudgwick-Parish-Design-Statement.pdf
http://www.rudgwick-pc.org.uk/neighbourhood-plan/
https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/national-planning-policy-framework--2

