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MAYFIELD AND FIVE ASHES PARISH COUNCIL  

--------------------------------------------------------------------- 

MINUTES OF MEETING OF MAYFIELD AND  

FIVE ASHES DEVELOPMENT COMMITTEE HELD 

AT LONDON HOUSE, HIGH STREET, MAYFIELD, 

ON MONDAY 6 NOVEMBER 2006 AT 1930 HOURS 

--------------------------------------------------------------------- 

 

 

 

 

SUMMARY OF MEETING 

 

• Vision Statement refined 

• Joint meeting on 2 October reviewed 

• South Street – Conversion allotment site to picnic area/garden – position with WDC 

reviewed 

 

 

ATTENDANCE 

 

Philip Dixon (Chairman) (PX)  Present and Voting 

Peter Deller   (PD)  Present and Voting 

Chris Lilly   (CL)  Present and Voting 

Paul Amans   (PA)  Apologies for Absence 

Garnet Shackel  (GS)  Present 

Iris Bruce   (IB)  Present 

John Coulter   (JC)  Apologies for Absence 

Leonard Trevellion  (LT)  Present 

Kathy Setford    (CS)  Apologies for Absence 

Ted Handley   (TH)  Not Present 

Steve Harland   (SH)  Present 

Geoff Gregory   (GG)  Present and Voting 

 

Councillors Present and Voting 4  Apologies for absence 1      Not present 0 Total 5 

Other Members Present 4 Not Present 1 Apologies for Absence 2                    Total 7 

  

 

Also Present 

David Thompson (DT) Parish Clerk 

Councillor Brian Redman WDC 

Mr John Coates 
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MINUTES 

 

1. COUNCILLORS DECLARATION OF INTEREST ON AGENDA ITEMS 

1.1. There were no declarations of interest. 

 

2. COMMITTEE MEMBERSHIP 

2.1. The Chairman welcomed to the meeting Councillor B Redman of WDC, who was in 

attendance to assist on AONB matters. 

2.2. The Chairman reported receiving advice from AIRS on a conference on people in rural 

areas to be held at Lewes on 29 November 2006.  PD would attend. 

 

3. MINUTES OF MEETING HELD ON 4 SEPTEMBER 2006 

3.1. It was noted that the minutes had been approved by the Full Council.  

 

4. ACTIONS 

4.1. Actions progress is as follows: 

 

MINUTE DESCRIPTION STATUS 

• 6D3/6.8 London House to be booked for exhibition.  

Now late January 2007. 
OPEN 

 

• 6D4/4.3 Arrangements for the 2 October meeting.  

AIRS and WDC to be invited.  Done. 
CLOSED 

• 6D4/4.4 Clerk to ask ESCC with regard to Village 

Hall funding methods. 
OPEN 

• 6D5/4.4 Clerk to circulate the NPF letter with 

regard to the Memorial Hall.  Done. 
CLOSED 

• 6D6/2.2 Chairman to investigate possible source of 

funds from ESCC Regeneration Unit.  

Reported not possible. 

CLOSED 

• 6D6/2.3 Establishment of funding roles for Village 

Halls with AIRS. 
OPEN 

• 6D6/6.5 First revision of action plans to be 

produced by September meeting by the 

Committee for presentation to the Full 

Council on     13 September 2006.  Done. 

CLOSED 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

5. CONSERVATION AREA  BOUNDARIES 
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5.1. BR drew attention to the need for the Parish Council to take a pro-active approach and 

make a contribution to the WDC Unstatutory Plan 2006-2011 and contribute to the local 

Development Framework (LDF).  WDC were developing views on the conservation 

areas and it was important that the Parish Council views were included. 

5.2. Background to these issues was the South East Region plan which requires Wealden to 

provide 8000 dwellings over the life of the plan, of which 4600 would be on the Sussex 

Coast and 3400 in North Wealden.  A build rate for North Wealden of 170 dwellings per 

year. 

5.3. Deadlines were tight with an April 2007 timeline for contribution to the Core Strategy.  

However if the deadline was met Parish views would be taken into account.  To achieve 

this the following was needed:  

• Parish Plan with amenities and boundary lines agreed, otherwise development would 

take place. 

• At the present time development and shop conversion was taking place, but in 

Wadhurst where actions had been taken it was not. 

• Listed buildings needed to be identified. 

• At the request of the Clerk, BR was ordering a number of large maps so that work 

could commence. 

• In conversations with the Assistant Conservation Manager at WDC it was 

ascertained that Mayfield and Five Ashes were next for review. 

• PX noted that this was an opportunity to enlarge the boundary if it was so wished. 

• Noting that developments at places like Mayfield College were already underway 

BR said he would help in any way possible. 

5.4. IB asked whether WDC would take any notice of the Parish Councils, and that in her 

view there was no longer a need for commercial sites.  BR commented that WDC would 

take notice of the Parishes, and indeed central government ruling ensured that 

consultation was properly carried out.  He considered that there was a need for 

commercial sites, because the people had decreed so and this was part of the current 

plan.  He noted that the Wealden population consisted of 40% who commuted outside 

the area and that Wealden had the lowest earnings levels in the South East.  Most firms 

employed less than 10 people and in a recent MORI poll Wealden had been identified as 

the second most desirable place to live in England. 

5.5. In answer to CL, BR reiterated the timetable requirements 

• Core strategy April 2007 

• Parish Plan “specifics” March 2008 i.e. 6 months to complete the task 

• There needed to be realism and give and take 

5.6. The Clerk would circulate the existing plan data pages for Mayfield and Five Ashes. 

ACTION DT 

5.7. PD noted that in this scenario extra houses would only add to further commuting.  BR 

replied that this issue had been brought up at the Parish Conference on 1 November 

2006 by DK and others. 

5.8. PX drew attention to article 4 of the ESCC conservation document.. 
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5.9. BR undertook to find out if the plans to be submitted needed a standard format. 

ACTION BR 

 

6 MAYFIELD MEMORIAL HALL 

6.1 The Chairman reported that three members of the Council PX, PA and CL had been 

instructed to develop options for the replacement of the Mayfield Memorial Hall, and 

presented to the Committee their draft for consideration. 

6.2 IB protested saying that a holding letter had not been sent out and that unnamed 

councillors had informed her that something was being considered.  DT apologised for 

not sending the holding letter, but stated that: 

• The Development Committee had been asked to examine funding options for the 

Memorial Hall. 

• DK had met with Freedom/Leisure to investigate funding possibilities. 

• No decision had been made by the Council. 

IB said that all she needed was to know whether the Council were going to support her 

project or not and noted that the facility requirement had long been known since they 

were fully consulted within the village 12 years ago.  She needed answers because she 

wished to submit a grant application to Wealden District Council and others.  In 

addition IB noted: 

• School wanted to place library in the new hall. 

• Surgery/health centre would need land. 

• The costings produced in the circulated paper were queried. 

PX agreed to remove the costings from the draft. 

ACTION DT (To send draft forward without Annex 2) 

6.3 A lengthy discussion followed, the key issues of a general nature were: 

• Whilst the PC did not wish to be the principle manager of any build of a new 

Memorial Hall, it would need to have representation on such a project in order to 

protect village interests. 

• It was noted that any café/restaurant options would compete with the village 

commercial interests. 

• The Parish Council in full session will decide the final outcome. 

• The proposals submitted here were a “strawman” for Parish Council consideration. 

• The key issues over the status of the “charity” may or may not aid development of 

the project. 

• It was noted that no survey had been carried out and that sizes of facilities quoted in 

the paper “were first shot”. 

• There was a view that the hall replacement did not need large extra facilities and 

needed to be kept simple. 

• The environmental area needed to be considered. 

• Biggest time constraints was fund raising. 

6.4 The Health Centre issues debated were: 

• Ideally a separate building would be required for the health centre. 
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• An area of 350 square metres was desirable, which is double that which exists now, 

but would allow for a practice with more than one doctor. 

• J Coates explained, and answered questions on the complexity of medical centre 

finances, which was in simple terms PCT would pay a rent based on valuation of 

District Auditor.  The Doctor pays the balance. 

• PCT must provide health facilities, but not necessarily in the village. 

• If the doctor’s family moved, the PCT would need to provide facilities. 

• In Mr Coates view the surgery must be in control of its own destiny.  The hall area 

was a site they could use.  It would be a private enterprise and would lease its land.  

Two sets of experts were drawing up plans. 

• Access roads to a separate surgery were considered to be a problem 

• Mr Coates commented on the risks on ownership.  The PCT would not sign a lease.  

It was possible to have an adjoining surgery with a party wall but it was difficult 

because of differing timescales.  He had not seen such a joint development, it had 

always been a nearby facility.  He noted that the funding of extras such as alternative 

medicine is not funded by PCT and has to be done privately.  Hence they must have 

control over the development when funding on this scale. 

• The surgery was seen as the keystone of future development since all residents 

benefit. 

6.5 The financial issues discussed were: 

• Building costs will vary substantially depending on purpose. 

• It was possible for the Parish Council to raise a substantial loan which would need to 

be repaid from the precept. 

• It was considered that an extra £10,000 needed to be placed in budget reserves, 

above that already voted to make £20,000 available for initial costs. 

ACTION DT TO ADVISE F&GP 

• A feasibility study was desirable within 6 months. 

• It was considered that the lease of land by the PC could be used to control the 

provision of facilities. 

6.6 It was agreed that the Clerk would advise IB and John Coates the result of the Full 

Council debate to be held on Monday 11 November 2006. 

ACTION DT 

7 PARISH PLAN QUESTIONNAIRE RESULTS 

7.1 Results had been received from the two primary schools, the total results were circulated 

by the Clerk and will be published in the Clerk’s Report for November, as well as being 

distributed to the two schools. 

 ACTION DT 

 

 

 

 

 

8 PARISH PLAN EXHIBITION 

8.1 The Parish Plan actions had been revised and are published electronically by CL and 

hard copy by the Clerk. 
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8.2 It was agreed that the Plan exhibition would go ahead using the Plan as a basis for 

discussion .  The planned date is January 2007 at London House on the last Saturday of 

the month.  The exhibition will consist of a number of A4 laminated statements, maps 

and question forms.  Hard copies of the statements will be prepared for residents. 

 

9 QUALITY COUNCIL APPLICATION 

9.1 The Clerk asked which plan should be used for the above application for Quality Status 

by the Parish Council.  It was agreed that the existing plan be used. 

 ACTION DT 

 

10 SOUTH STREET ALLOTMENT SITE 

10.1 The Clerk reported that he had asked Charles Lant, Chief Executive of WDC to 

intervene over the Parish Council desire to grass over the allotment site pending 

building.  A reply was awaited. 

 ACTION DT 

10.2 GS noted that there was a waiting list of nine people for allotments at the convent site 

and asked what the rules were for provision.  The Clerk reported that under the 1908 

Act it is a duty of a Council to provide allotments if six people or more declare a need. 

 

11 OTHER BUSINESS 

11.1 IB enquired about progress with the Mayfield roundabout.  It was reported that a 

scheme and contractor had been appointed, but ESCC had intervened because they 

wished to plant at Parish expense some 21 roundabouts in a standard format.  The issue 

was being contested. 

 

THE MEETING CLOSED AT 2205 HOURS 

 

THE NEXT MEETING OF THE MAYFIELD AND FIVE ASHES DEVELOPMENT 

COMMITTEE WILL BE: 

 

VENUE:  LONDON HOUSE 

DATE:  MONDAY 4 DECEMBER 2006 

TIME:  1930 HOURS 

 


