From: Buczak, Maria

Sent: 04 September 2018 12:09
To: James Kenny

Cc: David Easton

Subject: URGENT: Historic England comments on Planning Application Y/92/17/0UT
Importance: High

Dear James

Please find attached a letter from Historic England which provides information relating to the planning application
Y/92/17/0UT. The information concerns a potential track-way which could be impacted by the development and
which was brought to our attention by a member of the public, Julie Robinson.

We think it is important that you are aware of this additional information and our comments, as we understand that
you are the main archaeological advisor for this case. A copy of this letter also goes to Arun DC.

This email also contains supporting information from Mrs Julie Robinson.

If you have any questions or would like to discuss, please don’t hesitate to contact me
Kindest regards
Maria

flaria A Buczak

Assistant Inspector of Anclent Monuments for Kent and Sussex
Davelopment Management Team: Planning Group

Historic England: Eastgate Court, 185-205 High Street, Guildford, GUL 3EH
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We are the public body that helps people care for, enjoy and celebrate England's spectacular historic environment,
from beaches and battlefields to parks and pie shops.
Follow us: Facebook | Twitder | Instagram  Sign up to our negwslatier

We're creating a list of the 100 places which tell England's remarkable story and its impact on the world; listen to our
podcasts to see what's made the list. & History of England in 100 Places sponsored by Ecclesiastical.
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AV Historic England

SOUTH EAST OFFICE

Mr James Kenny

Conservation and Design
Chichester District Council

East Pallant House, 1 East Pallant

Chichester

West Sussex

PO19 1TY Planning Ref: Y/92/17/0UT
Our Ref: PO0754551

Dear Mr Kenny,

Planning application Y/92/17/0OUT is an outline application for 300 dwellings and
associated works and landscaping at land east of Drove Lane, Yapton, BN18 OEB.
The application is currently under consideration by Arun District Council; with a
decision deferred until September. You gave planning advice about this application.
We have been contacted by a member of the public, Julie Robinson, about her recent
research into the historic significance of Drove Lane as an ancient track-way. We think
you should be made are of this so that it can be taken into account in consideration of
the planning application. A copy of this letter also goes to Arun DC.

Your advice about the archaeological issues included the need for the “archaeological
potential of the site to be further investigated in order to identify deposits of interest
that might be present and to implement appropriate measures for their preservation.”
You recommended that a programme of archaeological works therefore be added as a
condition to any planning permission granted. We (Historic England) did not consider
the application as it did not meet the criteria for us to be consulted or offer advice.

Julie Robinson, a resident of Yapton, has drawn to our attention her assessment of the
historical significance of Drove Lane which she considers to be part of a very ancient
drove route between Felpham and the Weald. We include with this letter her evidence
and information in support of her statement. We agree that ancient routes and track-
ways can have historical significance and that it might be appropriate to protect some
of these for their character and place in the landscape, and the physical archaeological
record that they may preserve. Where sections of ancient track-ways now remain
undisturbed by later development these may have added significance and potential.
Mrs Robinson considers that Drove Lane is likely to represent one of the few sections
of the Felpham-Weald drove route that still survives largely intact.

The most recent master-plan for the proposed development at Yapton (Y/92/17/0UT)
does show that part of Drove Lane would be disturbed through the creation of a new
access into the site, although the intention is to retain Drove Lane as a public right of
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SOUTH EAST OFFICE

way. It may also be impacted upon by plans to landscape (e.g. plant trees) and
physically upgrade the lane as a cycle/pedestrian way. This could impact both its
archaeological (evidential) value; and its appearance and character, which contribute
to an understanding of its significance.

The track-way is not a designated heritage asset and nor do we think that it is of
proven equivalent significance to such a designated asset. We nevertheless
acknowledge it has some heritage significance and the likely impact the development
could have upon this. We therefore note that, in accordance with the NPPF, its
significance should be described as part of the planning application (para. 189). Any
harm to its significance should be avoided or minimised where possible in order to
conserve it in a manner appropriate to its significance (paras. 184 & 190). Unless the
track-way were to be judged to be of a significance equivalent to a scheduled
monument then NPPF para. 197 is most applicable along with para. 199 for mitigation
of any harm by the recording of significance.

The desk-based assessment (TVAS, 2017accompanying the planning application
makes no mention of the track-way and hence its heritage significance. We
understand that you have recommended that a programme of archaeological
investigation be added as a condition to any planning permission granted. We would
therefore like to bring this heritage asset and its potential importance to your attention
so that it may be included within any such programme, or so that you may otherwise
advise on the best way to avoid, minimise or mitigate harm to it; as you see fit.

If you have any questions or would like to discuss this further, please do not hesitate to
contact me. | am also sending a copy of this letter to Arun DC. If they are minded to
grant outline permission then the issues for the track-way may be most appropriately
covered as part of planning conditions and reserved matters.

Yours sincerely

Maria Buczak

Assistant Inspector of Ancient Monuments)

cc: Mr Easton, Arun District Council

EASTGATE COURT 195-205 HIGH STREET GUILDFORD SURREY GU1 3EH \§\\\\\
< Y St

HistoricEngland.org. uk R

ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL Y/92/17/0UT



7%

\

%,

)

%,

y,
\

% %
W

%
o

SN
X
N

v\%\

W
\\\.

Y

3
&\«\

s
477
i,

%
v

7
i
P

%
W
v
\\\M
7 N7
woh
.
W

)

S
P 4
%
7%

w

z,
vV 2
5
\\«\
b2
GG

Yy,

oy
v
w\\\\x
T

Yo
y
V7
7,
b
7

it

Vs
§
Y

§
Y
y,
%

Surnmary of a lecture

the Sussex

ing

Tollowi
Srehasaieg

s

given

foty

} Sy

A

AGHM on Vrd June 20HE,

FESRRR

TR

®artin Beli

ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL Y/g2/17/0UT










.

=
3 -
0
2 '\\\\\\

s

2 \\.\\\‘:._"




P Kendall Esq

Principal Inspector of Ancient Monuments
Historic England

Eastgate Court

195-205 High Street

Guildford

Surrey

GU1 3EH

21 August 2018

Dear Mr Kendall

Re: URGENT - Planning Application Y/92/17/0UT — (Arun District Council) — Drove Lane, Yapton,
Waest Sussex

From research that | have myself carried out very recently (in regard to trying to upgrade Drove Lane
from a footpath to a bridleway) all the evidence would appear to point to Drove Lane being part of a
very ancient drove route between Felpham and the Weald. In view of the amount of dense
development that has taken place along the coast, | should have thought that this is probably one of
the very few remaining that have not been built over and spoilt and, in the light of the knowledge we
now have of this relationship between the people of the Sussex Coast and the Weald, possibly
deserving of special protection.

Historic England itself acknowledges that ancient routes and trackways have often not been accorded
the research and protection that they deserve. | was therefore disappointed to note that the route of
Drove Lane was not noted by yourself as requiring special investigation or potential protection from
the large strategic development that Arun District Council has put into its most recent approved Local
Plan, and which is now the subject of the above planning application. | also think that you should not
place your trust in the local authority carrying out a proper appraisal of this, since | gather that the man
from the archaeological department has been re-assigned to planning, and another lady from the
department who seemed quite good has left.

A decision on this application was deferred until September. May | please urge you to have a look at
what | am sending to you. | have previously brought this to Arun District’s attention, but they are not
likely to take notice of a housewife from Yapton! | am sending this by email, together with the
following attachments:
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a) — Route of Footpath 155 — Felpham Church to top of Drove Lane - (route seen on Yeakell & Gardner
1778, Yapton Tithe Map, etc.) | believe this old public right of way probably represents the old drove
route up to Yapton, which then would have gone north up Yapton Lane and across the South Downs.

b) Outline of route from Felpham to Fittleworth (using modern roads).

c) Picture of map | created from HER data of 2 mile radius of Drove Lane showing all the Bronze Age,
Roman and historic farmstead settlement areas.

d) Summary of recent talk given by Martin Bell, Professor and President of the Sussex Archaeological
Society at their AGM - please note final paragraph in particular.

The following is an extract from the Victoria County History for Felpham about the landholding of
Shaftesbury Abbey with its wealden outliers:

“Agricuiture.

The Anglo-Saxon estate called Felpham in 953 had detached land in Egdean or Fittleworth, Kirdford, and
Petworth which included both houses and common woodland pasture. {In. 379} Agricultural statistics given for
Felpham in Domesday Book seem also 1o relate to a much larger area than the parish, {fn. 380} and the manor
stili had holdings in Egdean and Fittleworth in 1500, {fn, 3811 In 1341 the ninth of sheaves was worth nine times
as much as those of fleeces and lambs together, indicating predominantly arable farming. Flax, hemp, and
apples were grown at that date and cattle and pigs kept, while the rectory estate as well as the manor had
tenants. {fn. 3821 Medieval farms, besides those in the nucleated settlements of Felpham, Flansham, and
Ancton, possibly included the outlyving demeasne holdings of Innerwick and Quterwick, {fn. 383} and Hoe farm
north-west of Flansham. {fn. 384}

Please excuse my writing directly to you, but | do think it would be a shame if it were realised too late
that this is an old route that is deserving of special attention in view of the probable rarity of such
surviving routes along the Sussex coastal plain. All the indications are that the landowner/farmer
concerned has every intention of offering more land along the route for residential development.

Kind regards.

Yours sincerely

Julie Robinson (Mrs)
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