
Questions and Answers from Wealden District Planning 

In general residents seem to be against any development in Uckfield. I guess this is understandable 
in the shadow of the 1000 homes at Ridgewood and potentially 150 North of Mallard Drive. 

I have a few specific questions: 

1. Do the homes North Of Mallard drive need to provide SANGS?. Is there some sort of holdup 
that is preventing this development that has planning permission from being started?  

Yes, a SANG will be required to mitigate the Mallard Drive development. Currently this development 
has Outline Planning Consent only. They have submitted a Reserve Matters application however 
SANGS and SAMMs are required to be in place for this application to be determined positively.  

2. It has been suggested that the SANGS for the Ridgewood development could potentially 
mitigate the impact of more homes than the 1000 currently proposed. Is this the case and if 
so how many homes can be mitigated by this facility?  

Whether or not the Ridgewood SANG may mitigate any additional homes to the 1,000 is to be 
determined and work is being undertaken to assess this. The Strategic Sites Local Plan states that the 
SANG will be for the development only. If there is any spare capacity it is likely that there will only be 
minimal amounts, however, again this will be determined over the coming months. 

3. There is a piece of land within the SHA boundary that is not part of the current 
development. The owners (Wimpey) have pointed out that the full strategic allocation of 
1000 has been granted to Welbeck which leaves no development potential for this part of 
the SHA site. Will Wealden be allowing more homes than detailed in the Local Plan in order 
to use this site?  

Unless the nitrogen deposition issue is resolved it will not be possible to allocate further 
development in the Uckfield area above the 1,000 dwellings unless there is no impact on 
Ashdown Forest that would arise from such development. i.e. development on brownfield 
land or a conversion etc. It is therefore unlikely that the Wimpy site will be allocated for 
development at this current time.  

4. The new SHLAA is to include “Economic” development potential (now SHELAA). My 
understanding is that these sites would not require SANGS but would need to mitigate any 
increase in traffic. Is that correct?  

Yes. It would be the case that development would not be permitted unless it resulted in less or 
neutral traffic movements from that existing on a site.  

5. Is Wealden Council looking at the potential to develop “Economic” sites on sites that 
previously were unsuitable for housing due to SANGS requirements?  

We are currently working on a new Wealden Local Plan and we will be going out to Consultation on 
an Issues and Options document later this year. This will identify options across the district in 
relation to the economy. This work is progressing currently so I am unable to comment as to what 
the strategy will be. The consultation will seek to shape the strategy. 

6. Many of the respondents at or event were concerned about the increasing growth in the 
town and the pressure on services and amenities. The Ridgewood farm development plan 
includes many “Potential” and “Possible” things. What is the process for development of 
these facilities where the need assessment and finance for them is held by another body? 
(eg Schools provided by ESCC, Doctors Surgeries provided by NHS England (or local CCG?) 
Who would be responsible for the development of things like Community Halls, shops and 
the “potential” pub? 



WDC have been working in partnership with infrastructure providers throughout the plan 
making process to identify requirements for facilities such as schools and health care 
services etc, to ensure that there are additional services planned to support future 
development. Strategic infrastructure requirements are outlined in the Infrastructure 
Delivery Plan (IDP) which is revised and updated on a regular basis. Where facilities will be 
required to be provided on site, the land will be secured through a legal agreement. 
Provision, delivery and funding will be through a number of mechanisms, depending upon 
the type of infrastructure required. WDC continue to work through these complex processes 
with infrastructure providers, including ESCC, the CCG’s and NHS England throughout  the 
plan making process. This process includes the assessment, planning, phasing and funding of 
these services. This is a on-going process that will continue through the Wealden Local Plan 
review. Where local facilities such as shops, pubs, community halls are outlined, the land 
would normally be identified by the developer and offered as a serviced site either through 
a development agreement (the developer may work with a pub chain for example) or for 
sale on the open market. Further more detailed provision and local social and community 
facilities – such as the village Hall in the Ridgewood development – will be outlined in the 
IDP to support the submission version of the Wealden Local Plan currently under review, 
and in subsequent updated IDP’s. 

7. Has any consideration been given to the fate of the Uckfield Police station site in the event 
that it closes as predicted in the near future?  

We are aware that the Police are looking to rationalise their property, however, as set out above, we 
will be looking at options for development including the Uckfield Retail allocation (as set out in the 
Core Strategy) later this year. 

8. There have been lots of calls for upgrading the Uckfield Bypass to Dual carriageway to allow 
for the extra traffic from new development not just in Uckfield but also in Hailsham and 
Polegate where this road is used to get to London. This is presumable down to East Sussex 
County Council Highways but can you tell me if it is something that is being reviewed? 

There are currently no plans to upgrade the Uckfield by-pass. As part of the Wealden Local 
Plan review however, there will be a need to review in conjunction with ESCC as Highway 
Authority and the Highways Agency (now Highways England) responsible for trunk roads, 
the impact of any additional growth on the roads within the District.  Should there be a 
requirement to make any further improvements to the roads of Wealden, including the 
Uckfield By-pass, these will be incorporated into the new Wealden Local Plan and 
Infrastructure Delivery Plan. Any requirement to improve or upgrade existing roads, will be 
determined through comprehensive highway studies and modelling. 

 

 


