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BRIEFING NOTE   
 
Mid Sussex District Plan 2014-2031-  Main Modifications – September 2017  
 
1.  The purpose if this Note is to set out a suggested response from the Parish Council to Mid Sussex District 
Council  on its Main modifications, published on 2 October 2017.  The consultation will close on 13 November 
2017.  
 
2.  The Strategic Policy working Group, at its meeting 12 October 2017, noted that the key issues affecting the 
Parish Council are:  
a) Policy DP2:  Science Park:  the requirements for the environmental impact have been strengthened.  
b) Policy DP5: Housing - has been amended to make provision for the increased housing numbers and the 

stepped housing trajectory requested by the Inspector. The Plan therefore makes provision for 876 
dwellings per annum to 2023/2024, and, subject to the outcomes of Habitats Regulations Assessment, for 
1,090 dwellings per annum thereafter to 2031.  

c) Policy DP9b: Land north of Clayton Mills, Hassocks – is a new policy which has been introduced to allocate 
Land at Clayton Mills, Hassocks for 500 new homes and supporting infrastructure. This is in the light of the 
Inspector’s findings regarding the need to strengthen the 5 year housing land supply.  

d) Policy DP6:  Settlement hierarchy: Neighbourhood Plans:  an expectation that NPs will be reviewed in the 5-
year period.  

e) Policy DP7: Burgess Hill: Provision for travellers fixed sites within the Northern Arc development. 
f) Policy DP2: Sustainable Economic Development – has been amended to reduce the extent of the strategic 

employment allocation at Burgess Hill from 30ha to 25ha with the 5ha contributing towards the housing 
allocation of the Northern Arc proposals.  The re-allocation of the employment land at Goddards Green to 
housing, as part of the Burgess Hill  Northern Arc.   

g) Policy DP5a: Planning to meet future housing need – is a new policy which has been added to strengthen 
the Council’s commitment to working with the other authorities in the Housing Market Area, and with Coastal 
West Sussex and the Greater Brighton Strategic Planning Board  

h) Policy DP6: Settlement Hierarchy - has been amended to include support for development of fewer than 10 
dwellings and to ensure that proposals do not represent under development of a site. The Policy also sets 
out the minimal housing requirement for each settlement.  

i) Policy DP19: Transport - has been amended to ensure that development which generates significant 
amounts of movements is supported by a Transport Assessment or Transport Statement. 

j) Policy DP24a: Housing Density – the Inspector requested that this Policy be deleted and that a reference to 
‘optimising’ capacity of sites is included in Policy DP24 on Design and Character. 

 
3.  The Parish Council has generally supported the development of the District Plan, but has previously raised its 
concerns on the following significant matters:   
a) Science  and Technology Park:  to  be situated on the A2300, south side, and wholly within the Parish.  The 

Parish Council has sought and largely obtained assurances about how the STP is implemented, to ensure 

that the development is not a simple business park or distribution centre.   

b) Housing at Goddards Green:  The Parish Council has previously resisted any of the Burgess Hill Northern 

Arc housing development south of the A2300, but accepted that the West End Farm area would be allocated 

for employment.  (Our Neighbourhood Plan policies  E1 and A3).  However, as the District Plan has 

developed it became necessary to bring forward housing sites that could be delivered in the near-term, in 

order to satisfy the 5-year housing land supply requirement.  MSDC therefore reallocated the West Farm site 

from employment to housing (about 170 houses), and thereby imposed a change on the Parish.  The 

concern of the Parish Council is that this allocation would lead to a ‘drift’ south of Gatehouse Lane and into 

the area west of Burgess Hill, closing the local gap between Burgess Hill and Hurstpierpoint.   

4.  The Main Modifications have introduced, as a late change to the District Plan, Policy DP9b – Clayton Mills, 
Hassocks – 500 houses, again to bring forward sites to satisfy the 5-year housing land supply.  This allocation 
follows that of 600 houses at Pease Pottage, designated for the same reasons.   
 
We are strongly of the view that such housing allocations to meet required targets beyond 2023/24 are 
unsustainable.  Significant sized housing sites on the edge of settlements will erode the existing settlement 
pattern, reducing the value of the countryside gaps between settlements and change the characteristics of those 
settlements and their surrounding countryside.    
 
5.  It is therefore suggested that the Parish Council respond as follows to the Main modifications consultation:   
 

1) The Parish Council generally supports the District Plan and looks forward to its adoption which will bring 

greater certainty to the planning process.  
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2) Policy DP2:  The Parish Council Neighbourhood Plan allocated employment land at the West End Farm 

site in Goddards Green, south of the A2300.  The reallocation of this area for housing  is therefore  

contrary to our Neighbourhood Plan policies.  Whilst acknowledging the need to meet housing targets 

we are concerned that this will increase opportunities for further housing development south of 

Gatehouse Lane and into the area west of Burgess Hill, imposing on the vital local gap between 

Burgess Hill and Hurstpierpoint.  Therefore, before the Planning Authority confirms any layout design for 

this development, we would be seeking safeguards and appropriate protections to inhibit such possible 

future development south of Gatehouse Lane.    

 
3) Policy DP9b:  Clayton Mills, Hassocks:  The Parish Council objects to the principle of allocations of large 

housing sites alongside existing settlements, without a clear District-wide strategic direction.  We are 

concerned that such large allocations distort the existing settlement patterns, leading to less sustainable 

developments stretching existing infrastructure, and eroding the valuable countryside between 

settlements which damages the countryside characteristics.  We suggest that the District Council 

undertakes a District-wide review to identify a single larger strategic allocation, in a location  which does 

not distort the fragile gaps between settlements and which can deliver the required homes along with 

the necessary planned infrastructure.   

 

RECOMMENDATION to COUNCIL :  The Council confirms its response to the District Plan 
Main Modifications consultation – October 2017.   

 
 
Stephen Hoyles 
CLERK TO THE COUNCIL 
18 October 2017 
 
 


