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Hurstpierpoint & Sayers Common Parish Council: Community Governance Review Consultation 2 Local Resident Submissions
The findings look eminently sensible to me.
Terry, I have read the summary responses and can advise that I am content to leave matters as
currently exist.
My wife, REDACTED, also replied to the previous request for views but as she has subsequently
been diagnosed with mild dementia she will not be submitting views on the update.
Kind regards
REDACTED
Sent from my iPad
Taking your draft recommendations in turn, my comments are as follows:
1. I do not think it is helpful delaying a decision in order to allow for future developments which
may or may not happen. In any case in 2025 or 2029, there are just as likely to be yet more future
developments on the horizon. If such developments do progress, I think local residents should be
allowed the strongest possible representation at the earliest opportunity.
2. The population of Sayers Common is about 884, that of Albourne about 600, and that of
Twineham about 306. Albourne and Twinehaham successfully operate Parish Councils. Your
argument that the number of electors is not sufficient to support a financially sustainable parish
council does not appear to supported by the evidence coming from even smaller local
communities.
3. Just about every local organisation, be it Parish Council, Scout Group, or Trade Organisation has
difficulty recruiting officers. This point is irrelevant. I would, however, argue that it might be
somewhat easier to recruit Sayers Common residents to serve on a Sayers Common Parish Council
than onto one serving the bigger neighbour of Hurstpierpoint as well. I think Sayers Common
residents would be attracted by the idea that their efforts would principally benefit the local
community.
4. I think this sense of community has been present for some considerable time and is not a
recent thing. It is well evidenced by the time and effort put into setting up and running the
Community shop.
5. Agreed, but not necessary if Sayers Common had its own Parish Council.
6. and 7. From my comments you will appreciate that I do not agree with your recommendations.
I think Sayers Common should have its own Parish Council now.
Two general points. From my address you will note that I am a Hurstpierpoint resident and have
been for some 30 years. I have always been impressed by the community spirit present in Sayers
Common. It is equal to or stronger than that of Hurstpierpoint. They deserve their own Parish
Council and I see nothing of merit in your reasons for denying this.
Secondly, it is not clear from your communications who is putting these recommendations
together. Is it Mr Stanley, or are there other people involved? Presumably, the Scrutiny
Committee is made up of Councillors. May we know who these are, please.
I support the draft recommendations.
It is particularly important to act on recommendation 5, as well as actually being numerically fairly
represented (as they are ) they must feel fairly represented. Perhaps an agreed independent
external review would help.
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The Hurstpierpoint and Sayers Common Parish should remain as one body. Any perceived issues
regarding priorities and procedures should be addressed and acted upon accordingly to the
satisfaction of the parties involved. There should be no change to the area boundaries, residents
who have chosen to live in the village of Hurstpierpoint should absolutely not be put in the
position of finding themselves living in a different village! If Sayers Common does not feel that
they have enough land, they need to expand into the countryside, and not attempt to land grab
from a neighbouring village where people live. Hurstpierpoint has a strong identity and sense of
community. To find yourself not part of that anymore, against your wishes, would be awful! Not
to mention the potential damage to the value of your house. The reasons behind the request to
extend their reach is not clear and seems completely unnecessary in terms of upheaval and
potential distress for Hurst residents.
I believe that the sense of responsibility fostered by a dedicated Parish Council (PC) for Sayers
Common is a great idea. I feel that for some time the Sayers Common community has seen itself
as under represented within the current local government structure. Something like the creation
of a four or six seat PC for Sayers Common (with Clerk and office resources shared) would be a
great start and would become ever more meaningful as the population of the parish continues to
grow. It could also result in a smaller more focussed Hurstpierpoint PC.
In respect to the draft recommendations resulting from the initial Community Governance
Review, my further contribution to this debate is:
1. Agree – the future size and shape of housing in this area means that it is premature to be
reviewing governance arrangements as future requirements are unknown.
2. Agree – any additional cost in precept to residents would be unwelcome in the current cost of
living crisis. There has been no evidence of the financial viability of splitting the parish in two and
common sense suggests there would be in fact increased cost to residents as any economies of
scale would be lost.
3. Agree – it is extremely hard to get people to volunteer to be a councillor.
4. Agree – this is likely to increase along with housing numbers over time.
5. Neutral –there was only anecdotal evidence in the submissions, and many obvious errors eg
complaints about assets owned / managed by MSDC not the parish and responsiveness of West
Sussex CC. It would be unreasonable to ‘blame’ the parish for these issues.
6. Agree – However, a further review should happen only after housing (potentially 3,803 new
homes) has been built and occupied so that these new residents can have their say about their
community. This review should indeed incorporate a wider area BUT ALSO the geographical
boundaries such as the A23 that physically separate Sayers Common from the wider
Hurstpierpoint community – as someone on the other side of the A23 to Sayers Common yet
within the original proposed area of that new parish I do not identify with that village, rather I
visit, shop in, identify with Hurstpierpoint village.
7. Agree
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Further to the draft recommendations:
1. Agree – future requirements are unknown ahead of plans / agreement / building of over 3,800
new homes proposed. This will double the size of the village and significantly change its character
and the community needs.
2. Agree – There has been no proposed budget submitted therefore the financial viability of this
original proposal is unproven. There will be an inevitable loss of any existing economies of scale
plus duplication of offices / roles to run an additional organisation in the area.
3. Agree
4. Agree
5. Neutral –it would be helpful to publish any such complaints in a reviewable format with an
opportunity for response from the existing parish council before condemning them. There is no
quantifiable evidence in the submissions – rather some qualitative / anecdotal suggestions that
appear to be incorrect. For example, Sayers Common did not have to pay for its own village gates!
6. Agree – Buy only after the new homes have been developed and new residents engaged in the
review process - so the dates proposed are likely too early ie the homes will not be built and
occupied by then.
7. Agree
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I wish to reiterate my previous objection to the formation of a
separate parish council for Sayers Common.
I have been a Ward Councillor for Sayers Common since the Ward
was created, as part of Hurstpierpoint and Sayers Common Parish
Council and during that time the Parish Council has invested a lot
into Sayers Common. When Malcolm Heather, at that time my coWard Councillor, and myself were helped by the Parish Cauncil to
create a Community Shop in the village. When the Sayers Common
Village Hall Trustees oﬀered to have the shop located on its site, the
Parish Council took out a £30,000 loan to make a grant to the shop
and the village hall committees to help towards the cost of
refurbishing the premises.
One of the supporting letters to the ﬁrst consultation said th.e village
had to pay for the Village Gateways erected on the entrances to tthe
village - this was untrue. The Parish Council paid for all the gateway
signs for Hurstpierpoint and Sayers Common.
A few years ago I headed a working party to look at replacement of
the play equipment on the Reeds Lane play area. The council was
ready to put money in the budget to ﬁnance this. Then the 'Sayers
Meadow' development was allowed by the Secretary of State,
meaning there was an opportunity to have this ﬁnanced by S106
money, so the replacement was put on hold and phase one of that
relacement has now been completed, with phase two awaiting
completion of drainage work on the often waterlogged site.
The Council also had a bus shelter erected for the very few Northbound bus services that run through Sayers Common.
Last year the Parish Council's Community Engagement Committee
suggested that Sayers Common should have Christmas Lights
along London Road, where the Community Shop is located. They
agreed to ﬁnance six lampost lights at a cost of £9,000 and when the

shop committee were told about this they oﬀered to add a £3,000
grant to inrease the number of lights. The Parish Council has
undertaken the maintenance of these lights in future years. If Sayers
Common were to be granted its own Parish Council this would be
an extra expence to be added to the costs of running their Parish
Council, because the residents would not countenance the
Christmas Lights not being an annual event.e Parish Council.
As a councillor with over 30 years experience, I cannot see a
Sayers Common Parish Council being a viable proposition.
I would like to emphasise that the ONLY complaints I have received
over the years from local residents refer to things that are not in the
remit of the Parish Council, but are the responsibility of either Mid
Sussex District Council (the Ponds at Berylands) or West Sussex
County Council (the disgraceful and dangerous condition of
pavements

team - team email

communitygovernancereviews@midsussex.gov.uk

team - team name

the Democratic Services team

Reference number

REDACTED

Your representation

Local Resident

Your name

Malcolm Llewellyn

Contact email address

REDACTED

Conﬁrm email

REDACTED

Phone

REDACTED

Postcode

REDACTED

Address

REDACTED

Which review are you responding to?

Hurstpierpoint & Sayers Common Parish Council

Would you like to enter your response
below, or upload it?

Write

Your submission to the community
governance review

Responding to your draft recommendations each in turn:
1. Noted. With development under the Northern Arc around Burgess
Hill and the potential under the draft District Plan Review for a
signiﬁcant development of additional housing in the
Albourne/Sayers Common village areas it wold appear to be
premature to make any change in governance arrangements at this
time.
2. Noted. Given the extant Parish Council liabilities within Sayers
Common Village, any separation at this time would result in the loss
of the existing economies of scale and place a new Sayers
Common Parish Council in a potentially ﬁnancially challenged
position as liabilities are very likely to exceed projected income.
3. Noted. An existing vacancy within the Hurstpierpoint parish ward
has been open to all within the Parish. It was ﬁlled for a short period
by a resident from Sayers Common, but that individual resigned
shortly after being co-opted as they realised the commitment that
was required exceeded the time that they had available. The Parish
Council is still advertising that vacancy.
4. Noted. As Sayers Common continues to be subject to signiﬁcant
development, the community is developing its own identity. There is
no reason to believe that this will not continue over time.
5. Noted. This recommendation made would appear to be outside of
the scope of the CGR as published. The statistically insigniﬁcant
number of responses received by MSDC to the 1st public
consultation that may relate to this recommendation do not stand
scrutiny, or support the recommendation that has been made.
Indeed, the evidence would suggest the opposite is true, and even
that some of the supposed failings ﬂagged relate to MSDC and
WSCC liabilities and not even H&SC PC.
6a. This CGR has been hanging over H&SC PC since 2019. As
such, in the interim period, it has deliberately curtailed staﬀ numbers
and therefore by default this has reduced the planned programme of
change and services for the residents. Another review in 2025, or
even 2029, does not give the certainty that is required for the Parish

Council to invest in its staﬀ and the consequent services that are
required. It would also suggest that the 3803 houses ﬂagged in the
draft District Plan Review for the period 2031 to 2038 within LAB
and Albourne, will in fact be delivered in this decade.
6b. Any subsequent review must take account of the fact that the
current parish wards are constructs put in place in 2000 to support
the provision of 2 Councillors to represent Sayers Common village.
The boundaries of LAA and LAB do not reﬂect how the residents
relate to Sayers Common village and Hurstpierpoint village. The
A23, A2300 and the Jane Murray Way more appropriately deﬁne the
boundaries of any Hurstpierpoint ward. This must addressed and
not set as stated in the current report.
7. Noted. However, it is most unfortunate that the recent Boundary
Commission recommendation has eﬀectively lumped the existing
LAB into the new MSDC Downlands Villages ward. This will provide
considerable incoherence for the representation of the residents of
H&SC PC at MSDC. Furthermore, it has the potential to provide
conﬂicting positions when trying to represent those residents,
especially those who live east of the A23, and who are clearly not
"Downlands Villages", or have the perspective and needs that those
communities enjoy.
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