
HORSTED KEYNES NEIGHBOURHOOD PLAN 

ADVICE NOTE ON NEXT STEPS FOLLOWING MEETING WITH EXAMINER, 26.06.18 

 

1. The Examiner made clear that the reason he would be minded to fail the Neighbourhood Plan is 

because the Sustainability Appraisal (SA) does not demonstrate that all the reasonable options have 

been considered. 

 

2. There are therefore two options available to Horsted Keynes Parish Council (HKPC) and Mid Sussex 

District Council (MSDC): 

a. Withdraw the Plan from Examination and go back one, or possibly two stages. In this case, 

notice would be given that the Plan had been withdrawn from Examination, no report 

would be issued and no reason has to be given as to why the Plan has been withdrawn 

(although in practice this may be a difficult line to hold if pressed); or  

b. Continue with the examination of the Plan but expect it to be failed. 

 

3. If the Plan is withdrawn from Examination, it is likely (but not certain) that you will only need to go 

back one stage (to Regulation 16 – Submission Stage). However, more substantial amendments to the 

Plan itself may require going back to Regulation 14 (Pre-Submission Stage). Advice would be needed 

from MSDC on this, depending on the changes that are actually made. 

 

4. If HKPC decided that it wished to continue with the Examination then it would have to agree this with 

MSDC because they are lead authority for the Regulation 16 and Examination stages. It is likely that 

MSDC may object to continuing with the Examination but it is not possible to be certain of this at this 

stage. 

 

5. If the Plan is withdrawn from Examination, there are two possible options: 

a. Amend the SA to demonstrate that all reasonable alternatives have been considered and 

to demonstrate that the revised Policy HK1 can deliver the housing requirements 

(including possibly through the District Plan Site Allocations process if new sites become 

available); or  

b. Amend both the SA and the Plan. 

 

6. The advantage of just amending the SA is that this is simpler and less work. The potential risk is that 

the Plan could still be exposed to challenge unless the SA can fully address all possible areas of 

uncertainty. Whether this can be achieved is difficult to ascertain until this is considered in more 

detail. 

 

7. The advantage of amending both the SA and the Plan are that this will provide a more robust Plan with 

a better chance of withstanding legal challenge. It can also pick up other points of concern raised by 

the Examiner, such as reflecting how the site allocations can better be incorporated into the wider 

village. The disadvantage is that this is likely to take slightly longer to prepare. However, this additional 

time would not be significant and only if there were major changes to the Plan would there be any 

risk of having to go back to Regulation 14 stage (which would add quite significantly to the timescales). 

 



8. In amending the SA, there are certain considerations that fall out of the Examiner’s reasoning and how 

it applies to the next steps: 

a. It needs to show that all ‘reasonable alternatives’ have been fully considered. 

b. HKPC would need to be sure that, in considering reasonable alternatives, any new sites 

that have come forward through the MSDC SHELAA process have been assessed. I would 

not envisage the need for a new Neighbourhood Plan Call for Sites process. 

c. Another reasonable alternative is to assess smaller parcels of larger sites that were put 

forward. Ultimately these are still likely to be unsustainable because of their impact on 

the AONB, but this would need to be determined through the assessment. 

 

9. If the Plan were to be amended, this should consider the following: 

a. Whether to remove the Sugar Lane allocation if the landowners are not willing to make it 

available (without the amalgamated Sugar Lane site being allocated). 

b. Whether to remove the Westall House allocation given that it has been granted planning 

permission and conditions are currently being discharged.    

 

10. I am busy up to 25th July when I go on leave, until 9th August. I estimate that I could get the work done 

by the third week of August. It will be important not to rush this and we will need to carefully review 

the Examiner’s note and agree timescales with MSDC. 

 

11. In terms of responsibilities, clearly it is for HKPC to make the decision as to whether to withdraw the 

Plan from Examination and if so, then how to proceed. It would be my responsibility then to (i) assess 

any new sites; (ii) update the SA document; and (iii) if deemed to be necessary, and with your 

guidance, update the Plan. This would need to be done in close liaison with MSDC. 


