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        LINDSAY FROST Consulting Limited 

**Planning and Development ** Management and Training**  

** Flood and coastal erosion risk management** 

 

Report to:  Horsted Keynes Parish Council 

Date:  23 May 2019 

Subject:  Horsted Keynes Neighbourhood Development Plan:  Next steps 

 

Introduction 

1. The Horsted Keynes Neighbourhood Development Plan (HKNDP) covers the entire parish 

and will provide detailed planning policies to guide its development up to 2031, alongside 

the new Mid Sussex District Plan. The HKNDP has been in preparation since 2012. After a 

long period of residents’ surveys, evidence gathering, a “call for sites” to landowners and 

developers, developing a future vision and objectives, and plan drafting, the HKNDP was 

published for public consultation in April 2016. Views on the draft plan were considered and 

the HKNDP was formally submitted to Mid Sussex District Council (MSDC) in November 

2017.  

 

2. As required by law , MSDC carried out a further round of consultation during December 

2017 and January 2018 and appointed an independent Examiner to assess whether the 

HKNDP meets the statutory “basic conditions” , which are that the plan : 

 

• has regard to national planning policy 

• contributes to achievement of sustainable development 

• is in general conformity with strategic policies set out in the local plan 

• is compatible with EU obligations and human rights legislation 

 

3. The Examiner, Andrew Ashcroft, was appointed in May 2018 and started the work of 

assessing the HKNDP and the views received on it during the statutory consultation period.  

He raised a number of concerns which were outlined in a teleconference in June 2018, 

which included: 

 

• The extent to which the Sustainability Appraisal (SA ) , provided with the plan , 

meets EU obligations 
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• The HKNDP does not significantly boost the housing supply ( as required by 

national and local planning policy) and the SA did not properly consider 

“reasonable alternative” sites , or justify its chosen approach , which undershoots 

the MSDC development guideline 

• A range of development options need to be considered in some sites , not just one 

“amalgamated site” 

• The relationship of policy HK1 to local planning policy is unclear in respect of 

“unspecified housing sites adjacent to the settlement boundary” 

These concerns together led the Examiner to conclude that the plan would be unlikely to 

meet the basic conditions and so could not be recommended to proceed to referendum. 

 

4. At a meeting in December 2018, the Parish Council decided to withdraw the HKNDP and to 

carry out further work to address these concerns. I have been engaged to provide 

professional planning advice and review all relevant matters, with a view to amending the 

plan and formally resubmitting it to MSDC for further consultation, examination and a 

referendum. 

 

5. In addition to the above matters , the passage of time means that a number of other 

matters also need to be considered as part of the process of reviewing and updating  the 

HKNDP: 

 

• Updated national guidance in National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF) July 2018 

and February 2019 

• Adoption of the Mid Sussex District Local Plan ( March 2018) 

• Further work by MSDC on potential housing development sites in its Site Allocations  

Development Plan Document  

• Further sites submitted as part of the SHELAA process at MSDC 

• The Habitat Regulations Assessment (HRA) –European Court of Justice (ECJ)  

judgement in People over Wind and Sweetman v Coillte Teoranta ( Ireland)  and its 

impact on appropriate assessments under the Habitats Directive 92/43/EEC  

• Any other necessary updating and “tidying up” of HK NDP 

• Updated supporting documents : Sustainability Appraisal, Habitat Regulations 

Assessment , Basic Conditions Statement and Public Consultation Statement  

 

6. The matters outlined in paragraphs 4,5 and 6 mean doing more work on the following 

matters: 

 

• reviewing all the potential housing development sites and subjecting them to 

Sustainability Appraisal 

• drawing conclusions on the ability of the HKNDP to meet the housing development 

guideline figure for the period 2014- 2031 in the recently adopted Mid Sussex Local 

Plan ( 69 – 16 = 53 dwellings) 
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• updating the draft HKNDP to reflect conclusions on the above matters , and on 

other matters needing updating   

 

7. This report to the Parish Council represents my current professional assessment.  It may not 

necessarily represent the views of either the Parish Council ( who will need to consider 

whether they wish to endorse its conclusions , as a step towards publishing a revised 

HKNDP for consultation) or the District Council ( who are doing their own assessment as 

part of their work on the Site Allocations DPD , as indicated in paragraph 20 below). 

The HKNDP Vision and Objectives 

8. In the HKNDP  submitted for examination in November 2017 , the document sets out its 

vision ( what sort of place it would like the parish to be in 2031) and objectives ( how it 

intends to deliver the vision) , following extensive engagement with the local community  

 

 
VISION 
 
‘In 2031 Horsted Keynes remains an attractive rural village, centred on the village green, 
and is a desirable place to live, work and visit. It has a thriving local economy and is able 
to sustain sufficient essential services and facilities to meet most local needs. Homes are 
available for all stages of life and circumstances and there is a strong sense of local 
community which contributes to low levels of crime. Development has taken place in a 
sustainable way, at a scale and form that preserves the distinctive rural character, 
landscape and community ethos.’ 
 

 

9. The objectives for the HKNDP  were set out as follows: 

 

(1)Conserve and enhance the environment of the village in order to maintain its distinct 

rural identity and outstanding landscape setting 

 

(2) Maintain and enhance existing and establish new local services and facilities.  

 

(3) Meet Horsted Keynes’s housing needs over the plan period with emphasis on housing 

that addresses the needs of younger people and families to help maintain the village age 

profile.  

 

(4) Support local businesses and provide enhanced employment opportunities within the 

parish including home working.  

 

(5) Reduce the negative impacts of traffic and roadside parking on the village and 

encourage safe walking and cycling.  

 

(6) Minimise the adverse environmental effects of new development and support energy 

reduction and sustainable energy opportunities for the whole village 
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Meeting housing needs  

10. The Government’s national planning policies have attached great importance to increasing 

the supply of new housing, and the pace at which it is provided, over recent years. The 

NPPF ( paragraphs 59- 79) requires local planning authorities to meet “objectively assessed 

housing needs” and sets a “housing delivery test “ to assess their progress towards 

demanding housing targets . 

 

11. The role of neighbourhood plans in helping to meet housing needs has again been 

emphasised in Government guidance published only two weeks ago ( 9 May 2019) in 

updated  National Planning Practice Guidance on “Neighbourhood Plans”   

    

12. These requirements are carried through into the Mid Sussex District Plan, which proposes 

to provide 16,390 new dwellings from 2014to 2031, with an annual build rate of 876 

dwellings to 2024, rising to 1,090 dwellings thereafter. Housing provision is then 

apportioned around the district in line with a defined settlement hierarchy in policy DP6 of 

the Local Plan, with greater volumes of housing going to the larger settlements with the 

widest range of facilities and the best transport links, and lesser amounts to smaller 

settlements with fewer facilities and poorer transport links. 

 

13. Horsted Keynes is defined as a “category 3” settlement, or medium sized village, in policy 

DP6. These settlements “provide essential services for the needs of their own residents and 

immediately surrounding communities. Whilst more limited ( than in higher category 

settlements) , these can include key services such as primary schools, shops, recreation and 

community facilities, often shared with neighbouring settlements”  

 

14. Policy DP6 of the District Plan provides a guideline figure for new housing development in 

Horsted Keynes as follows: 

Guideline Number 

Minimum housing requirement from 2014 
to 2031 

69 

(Of which minimum requirement to 2024) 25 

Commitments and completions to 
01/04/17 

16 

Minimum residual required to 2031 53 

 

15. It is very important to understand that these guideline figures are a minimum provision and 

that housing provision in neighbourhood plans does not provide a “cap” on development. In 

fact, Government encourages such plans to go beyond the minimum, where possible. In 
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addition, commitments and completions are a constantly changing position : new 

development commitments can arise through the granting of planning permissions and 

some existing planning permissions can lapse , if they are not begun within three years  

 

16. Sites which are not in, or immediately adjacent, to villages are not normally considered to 

be sustainable locations for housing development allocations. This is because they are too 

distant from the services and facilities in the village, which will lead to more car journeys, 

and they are likely to have more impact on the landscape as separate developments in the 

countryside, rather than development which is seen as part of, or an extension to, an 

existing settlement. All of these factors make such sites less sustainable choices for 

development. 

 

17. The earlier submitted HKNDP ( November 2017) made provision for housing development 

in three land allocations at the Police House Field ( approx. 10 dwellings) ; Jeffreys Farm ( 

approx. 6 dwellings) and Westall House ( 8 independent living apartments within a care 

home and sheltered housing facility). The overall provision was, therefore around 24 units, 

8 of which were arguably within a residential institution (planning use class C2), rather than 

housing (C1).  Although the submitted HKNDP also allowed for some unidentified small sites 

around the edge of the village to come forward for development, this identified provision 

fell well short of the minimum provision required in the new District Local Plan. 

 

18. In view of uncertainty over their status and potential contribution to meeting housing 

requirements , it is recommended that the HKNDP does not rely on any “independent 

living” units at Westall House to meet the MSDC guideline figure.  

  

19. In reviewing the HKNDP, the key issue facing the Parish Council is whether it is now willing 

to address the housing development expectations in the District Local Plan, and in national 

planning policy, by allocating more land for development.  At its meeting in December 2018, 

the Parish Council considered several options and agreed that allocation of additional land 

should be considered.  

 

20. It is also important to note that MSDC are following up the District Plan with a Site 

Allocations Development Plan Document (DPD), which will identify development sites to 

deliver the strategy set out in the adopted District Plan.  Therefore, if sites are not provided 

by towns and parishes through the neighbourhood plan process, it is likely that they would 

be provided instead by MSDC in their DPD. It is understood that a draft DPD “Preferred 

Options “document will be published for consultation by MSDC later in summer 2019. 

 

21. Obviously , there are pros and cons in in identifying more land for housing development 

through the HKNDP:  
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PROS 
 

• Government again emphasising 
need for NDPs to contribute to 
meeting identified housing needs 
 

• Do not need to justify an 
exceptional case for reduced 
housing in comparison with MSDC 
guideline, making it easier at 
examination  

 
• Will be supported by those arguing 

for more housing to meet local 
needs and support local facilities 

 
• Better protection against 

speculative planning applications 
and appeals. 
 

• MSDC may make allocations 
anyway, but making them through 
the NDP gives more local control of 
the situation  
 

• If MSDC introduce a CIL , a higher 
proportion of receipts (25% instead 
of 15%) would go to the parish for 
spending on local infrastructure)  

 
CONS 
 

• May be additional impact of 
development on AONB landscape, 
heritage and local road network 
 

• May be more objections to the 
NDP as a result 
 

• Could leave the job to MSDC ,but 
cede control of the situation  

 

 

         Sites put forward by landowners and developers  

22. Landowners and developers have had the opportunity to put forward their sites for 

assessment as part of a “call for sites”. The most recent of these was carried out by MSDC 

as part of their Local Plan work. The sites are then subject to a “Strategic Housing and 

Employment Land Availability Assessment (SHELAA)”, by which they are assessed for 

suitability (in planning terms), availability (whether the owners and others with an interest 

are willing to make the site available for development) and deliverability (whether they can 

be developed within the plan period up to 2031).  

 

23. The sites put forward , in and around the village, through MSDC’s  SHELAA process are 

shown in the map below and are as follows below: 

 

663- Field 1 - Ludwell Grange, Keysford Lane 

664 – Field 2 - Ludwell Grange, Keysford Lane 

837- Land at Little Oddynes Farm, Waterbury Hill  

67 - Castle Field, Cinder Hill Lane 
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893 – Land west of Church Lane (Sledging field) 

748 -The Old Rectory, Church Lane  

945 – Land at Lucas Farm, Birchgrove Road  

781- Land south of Robyn’s Barn, Birchgrove road 

216 – Land at Police House Field, Birchgrove Road  

807 – Land south of Police House Field  

184 – Land south of St Stephen’s Church  

68 – Farm buildings, Jeffrey’s Farm  

780 - Land at Jeffrey’s Farm (north-east and south) 

 

 

 

24.  MSDC are currently still working on their assessment of the sites as part of their work 

leading to consultation on the Site Allocations DPD later in the summer. In December 2018, 

they agreed  a methodology for site selection  which takes into account the following 

factors:         

Part 1- Planning constraints 1) High Weald Area of Outstanding Natural 
Beauty (AONB) 

2) Flood risk 
3) Ancient woodland 
4) SSSI /Local Wildlife Sites /Local Nature 

Reserves 
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5) Heritage-listed buildings 
6) Heritage-conservation areas  
7) Heritage –archaeology 
8) Landscape capacity- sites outside AONB 
9) Trees / Tree Preservation Orders 

Part 2- Developability 
considerations 

10)  Highways/strategic road network 
11) Local road network/access to site 
12) Developability 
13) Infrastructure 

Part 3- Sustainability /Access to 
services 

14) Education-distance to primary schools 
15) Health-distance to GP surgery  
16) Services- distance to town/village centre 
17) Public transport  

  

25. It makes sense to use the same criteria for assessing these sites in the HKNDP. The impact 

of development on each site on the 17 criteria above is then graded , using a “traffic light 

system, dependent upon its potential impact , using the detailed assessment notes 

developed by MSDC: 

 

 Very positive impact 

 Positive impact 

 Neutral impact 

 Negative impact 

 Very negative impact  

 

26. The village and its surroundings are entirely covered by the High Weald AONB, making the 

local landscape of national importance and given statutory protection. In paragraph 172 of 

the NPPF, it states “Great weight should be given to conserving and enhancing landscape 

and scenic beauty in National Parks, the Broads and Areas of Outstanding Natural Beauty, 

which have the highest status of protection in relation to these issues”. 

 

27. A starting point for assessment is, therefore, the degree to which potential housing 

development sites impact on the landscape of the High Weald AONB. The Parish Council has 

sought the advice of the High Weald AONB unit on these sites. This advice takes the form of 

an assessment of each site against the five landscape components identified in the AONB 

Management Plan , which are : 

• Geology, landform water systems and climate ( topography and water courses) 

• Settlement ( historic settlement pattern and scale of development relative to 

settlement) 

• Routeways ( impact on adjacent historic routeways, ecology and archaeology) 

• Woodland ( on site and adjacent woodland and ancient woodland , including 

downstream) 

• Field and heath ( field systems and meadows/heathlands)  

The sites are also assessed against the AONB Management Plan’s objectives for public 

enjoyment and understanding, including views, enjoyment of rights of way and public open 
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space. This analysis leads to an overall conclusion of either  high, medium, or low impact on 

the AONB.  

28.  Taking all the 17 criterion together, but with particular weight on avoiding sites with high 

impact on the AONB and on seeking sites which are well-related to the existing form, 

function, and character of the village, I consider that most of the sites would not be suitable 

for housing development allocations in the HKNDP, nor promote the sustainable growth of 

the village.     

 

29. The conclusions emerging  from my work are that three sites appear to offer the best 

prospects as housing development allocations, which are: 

 

• Jeffrey’s Farm (68) ( Farm buildings) - 6 dwellings 

• St Stephen’s Field (184) – up to 30 dwellings 

• Land at rear of Old Police House( 216/807) – up to 30 dwellings 

This would enable the MSDC policy guideline to be met and give the HKNDP a much better 

prospect of meeting the “basic conditions” required. Although the total (around 66) is in 

excess of the 53 minimum required, there is the possibility of the requirement shifting back 

upwards if a current planning permission for change of use of a hotel to 12 flats at 

Ravenswood in Horsted Lane , Sharpthorne ( ref: DM/15/2013)  expires in June 2019. On 

the other side of the balance , there is also the likelihood of additional “windfall” housing 

development sites coming forward on unidentified sites through planning applications in 

the parish ( which will need to be monitored) and the possibility of social housing initiatives 

( which are discussed in paragraphs 41-43)  

         Potential sites for housing allocation 

30. The three sites highlighted in paragraph 29 above are now discussed in more detail  

Jeffrey’s Farm (68) (Farm buildings)   

31. This site of approximately 0.7 hectares is on the far side of Sugar Lane, which provides a 

very strong boundary to the village on the western side with attractive open countryside 

beyond. Sugar Lane is also a historic routeway. It comprises a set of farm buildings, mostly 

disused or used for storage.  Many of these buildings are in a poor, or even derelict, 

condition. As such, they detract from the appearance of the site. 

 

32. The site was allocated for development of 6 dwellings in the previously submitted HKNDP ( 

policy HK18) Redevelopment may offer the opportunity to improve the appearance of this 

part of the AONB, provided that : 

 

(a) it keeps to the footprint of the existing buildings  

(b) that it is designed to reflect a farmstead in open countryside and to minimise its impact 

on the wider area. This would require a “courtyard style” development, with parking 

contained within the buildings 
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(c) that it uses the existing access road rather than construction of a new road over to 

Sugar Lane 

(d) landscaping is provided to mitigate the visual impact from the surrounding countryside 

(e) any financial contribution required by MSDC Local Plan policy DP31 towards affordable 

housing is provided 

With these provisos, the impact on the AONB landscape is likely to be low. However, 

suburban style development of detached or semi-detached dwellings would not be 

appropriate in this location 

 

33. In contrast, larger scale development at Jeffrey’s Farm (sites 69 and 780) on the open fields 

to the north and south of the existing farm buildings would not represent sustainable 

development of the village. It would take large scale development over the well-established 

boundary of Sugar Lane into an area with a medieval and post-medieval field systems, with 

many mature trees and hedgerows and ancient woodland to the south-west. A previous 

planning application for 42 dwellings on site 69 to the north of the existing farm buildings 

(Ref. DM/16/3974) was refused in 2017. Such larger scale development would have a high 

impact on the AONB. Part of the site immediately to the north of the existing access road is 

not in the ownership of the site promoter and is understood to be covered by a covenant 

restricting development. 

          St Stephen’s Field (184)  

34. This site is approximately 1.2 hectares in extent and is well-related to the village. It lies 

immediately to the south of Hamsland, a modern housing development, and St. Stephens 

RC Church. The site is in an elevated position and slopes down gently towards the south-

east. It has previously been used as pasture. Access is provided directly to Hamsland. There 

is strong hedgerow and hedgerow tree screening on the south, west and east sides, which 
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could be further consolidated. Views in and out of the site are limited, apart from some 

adjoining properties. It has low impact on the AONB. The Horsted Keynes Conservation Area 

is located to the north-east of the site and there is some inter-visibility with the Grade II 

listed Wyatts , approximately 250 metres to the south-east   There are no significant flood 

risk or nature conservation issues 

                 

 

35. There has been concern locally on two matters related to this site: access and parking, and 

the future of the adjacent Constance Wood site to the west. Development of the site would 

unavoidably draw some additional traffic through the adjacent estate, where the roads can 

be congested with parked cars, particularly at evenings and weekends when working 

residents come home. Any parking issues could be addressed by better management of 

road space at Hamsland, or by provision of some off-road public parking either within the 

development, or nearby. The adjacent Constance Wood site is owned by MSDC, but has not 

been put forward for consideration through the SHELAA process as a potential housing 

allocation (either in the HKNDP or the MSDC Site Allocations DPD) and there are no current 

plans for development of the site. The St. Stephen’s Field development would be self-

contained and is not intended to facilitate longer term development on any adjacent site. 

 

36. It is recommended that this site be allocated for development of up to 30 dwellings in the 

HKNDP , subject to certain provisos: 

 

(a) the layout utilises the contours of the site to mitigate its impact on the wider area 

(b) beyond the entrance gap between the church and Summerlea, the access road be 

routed at least 5 metres away from the west and south sides of the site , in order to 

protect the root plates of existing hedgerow trees and allow for the strengthening of 

screening on these sides 

(c) strengthening of the tree screen on the south –east side in the direction of Wyatts 
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(d) provision of sustainable drainage systems within the site 

(e) provision of affordable housing in accordance with MSDC District Plan policy DP31  

          

         Land at rear of the Old Police House, Birchgrove Road 

37. The owners have submitted two sites to the SHELAA process. The smaller site (216) is 

approximately 0.26 hectares, just beyond the eastern end of the existing built up area and 

so well-related to it. It is an elevated corner site bounded on the north and east sides by 

main highways (Birchgrove Road and Danehill Road) and to the south by open farmland. It is 

not currently farmed. The site was allocated for approximately 10 dwellings in the 

previously submitted HKNDP (policy HK17) and has been assessed as having low impact on 

the AONB. Access would be provided off Birchgrove Road at the westernmost part of the 

site, furthest from the junction of the two main highways.  

                 

 

38.  A larger site (807) is sited immediately to the south of site 216. It is bounded on its south 

side by a dense screening belt with several mature trees, a gap through which passes a 

public footpath. It appears to be physically indistinguishable from site 216, but its position 

and greater extent gives it a moderate AONB impact. A public footpath crosses the site. 

 

39. If developed, the northern edge of site 216 would need to be handled sensitively. The 

Horsted Keynes Conservation Area adjoins site 807 at its north-west corner. On the 

opposite side of Birchgrove Road, Lucas Farm is a grade II listed building and historic 

farmstead .The frontage also includes a large oak tree. 
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40. It is recommended that the HKNDP allocates sites 216 and 807 for up to 30 houses , subject 

to these provisos: 

 

(a) access is provided  off Birchgrove Road immediately beyond the last existing house on 

that frontage, with no vehicular access off Danehill Road  

(b) the remaining frontage on Birchgrove Road up to Danehill Road accommodates a built 

frontage to present a new edge to the village, rather than the rear of properties within 

the development, and has regard to the listed buildings at Lucas Farm opposite  

(c) the layout utilises the contours of the site to mitigate its impact on the wider area 

(d) provision of sustainable drainage systems within the site 

(e) provision of affordable housing in accordance with MSDC District Plan policy DP31  

(f) safeguarding of open land along the line of the existing public footpath to retain its 

rural character as far as possible , which could also accommodate any necessary open 

space or play provision for residents and sustainable drainage systems 

(g) the existing screen planting along Danehill Road and on the southern side of the 

allocated site is retained and consolidated with further planting  

(h) retaining the large oak tree on the Birchgrove Road frontage  

            Community –led and self-build housing  

41. The Government is keen to increase diversity of supply in new housing and, in particular, 

wishes to promote self-build and community-led housing.  This also enables local housing 

needs to be specifically addressed in a way not possible with conventional commercial 

house building. A Community Land Trust (CLT) is being formed in Horsted Keynes with the 

aim of delivering projects to meet local housing needs. At the same time, a Local Housing 

Needs Survey is being carried out by Action in Rural Sussex (AiRS), with financial and other 

support from MSDC to provide up –to-date information on the number of households in 

housing need, the form of accommodation and tenure they need, and what they can afford 

to pay. This information is essential to designing a tailored scheme(s) to meet local needs. 

 

42.  Self-build housing is becoming more popular, but is still much less developed here than in 

many other countries. The Government’s Self Build and Custom Housing Act 2015 ( as 

amended) puts an obligation on local authorities to set up a register where people meeting 

certain eligibility criteria can express an interest , and then for the local authority to make 

provision of “serviced plots “ to meet local demand.  

 

43. If the Parish Council wishes to lend explicit support to a Community Land Trust , or some 

other similarly constituted local affordable housing provider, it could consider addition of a 

policy to the draft HKNDP setting out supportive arrangements for such an organisation to  

develop local housing initiatives , which could include: 

 

• requiring developers of larger housing sites to make land available free of charge , 

or at nominal cost, as an addition or an alternative to the affordable housing 

arrangements in MSDC District Plan policy DP31 
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• a “rural exceptions site” to provide affordable housing on a suitable site on the 

edge of the village 

• other self-build or community-led housing projects in the village 

If supported in principle, this would need detailed discussions with MSDC as both planning 

and housing authority, AiRS, and the emerging Community Land Trust to see if a suitable 

policy could be drawn up.  

Programme for the HKNDP 

44. If the Parish Council endorse the recommendations below, then the following programme 

for preparation of the HKNDP would be as follows:  

Action NDP Regs. Timescale 

Publish revised HK NDP for public 

consultation 

14 June-July 2019 

HKPC consider views and any necessary 

further amendments 

 
August- September 2019 

Submit HK NDP to MSDC  15 October 2019 

MSDC carry out further consultation 

and appoint examiner 

16 November- December 2019 

NDP Examination** 17 January –March 2020 

Receipt of Examiner’s report** 18,19 Spring 2020 

Referendum and formal adoption ** 20 Summer 2020 

 

 
RECOMMENDATIONS; 
 

The Parish Council is asked to: 
 
1.  Endorse the recommended package of housing development allocations in 

the HKNDP: 
 

• Jeffrey’s Farm (68) ( Farm buildings) - 6 dwellings 

• St Stephen’s Field (184) – up to 30 dwellings 

• Land at rear of Old Police House( 216/ 807) – up to 30 dwellings 
 
2. Consider whether it wishes to add a planning policy to the HKNDP to give 

support to the work of a Community Land Trust, or similarly constituted 
body, in developing projects to meet local housing need. 
 

3. Consider whether it wishes to approve and sign off detailed changes to the 
HKNDP documents arising  from 1 and 2 above , and the other matters listed 
in paragraph 5 of this report, prior to public consultation under Regulation 
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14 of the Neighbourhood Plan Regulations at a future meeting , or to 
delegate this task to a small number of council members . 

 
4. Endorse the proposed programme for remaining stages of the HKNDP set 

out in paragraph 39 above 
 

 

Lindsay Frost Consulting Ltd          20 May 2019 

 

 

 

 

 

 

       


