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Horham Blueprint Business Neighbourhood Plan 

Consultation Statement - APPENDIX E – List of comments received at Regulation 14 and Forum responses 

Regulation 14 representations 

1. Arun Business Consortium Ltd, Horsham Gospel Hall Trust and South Downs Education Trust 

2. Blunts Way Green Residents’ Group 

3. Resident 

4. Resident 

5. Anonymous  

6. Resident 

7. Highways England 

8. Horsham District Council – see separate sheet 

9. Historic England 

10. West Sussex County Council Asset Management and Estates Department 

11. Horsham Society 

12. Vail Williams 

13. Natural England 

14. North Horsham Parish Council 

15. Resident 

16. Resident 

17. Southern Water 

18. Sport England 

19. WSCC Services 

20. Responses from Questionnaire 

21. Resident 

22. WSCC Highways 

23. WSCC Resource Asset Team 

24. Friends of Horsham Park 

25. Comment received from pop-up shop display 
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Responses to the online questionnaire – 147: 

 

  
Strongly 
agree Agree 

Neither 
agree or 
disagree Disagree 

Strongly 
disagree 

No 
response 

HB1 33% 26% 10% 5% 18% 9% 

HB2 30% 31% 12% 7% 11% 9% 

HB3 38% 29% 9% 8% 5% 10% 

HB4 36% 27% 12% 7% 5% 12% 

HB5 39% 29% 10% 4% 5% 13% 

HB6 46% 29% 7% 3% 5% 10% 

HB7 37% 34% 10% 4% 3% 11% 

HB8 36% 34% 11% 5% 3% 11% 

HB9 31% 33% 16% 3% 5% 11% 

HB10 55% 15% 7% 7% 7% 7% 

HB11 60% 13% 2% 8% 12% 5% 

HB12 48% 26% 10% 5% 2% 9% 

HB13 43% 29% 14% 5% 3% 5% 

HB14 40% 33% 14% 4% 2% 7% 

HB15 53% 27% 10% 1% 2% 7% 
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Table 1: Summary of comments received, by policy. Note HDC comments are in Table 2 (below Table 10) 

Full responses can be found in the evidence folder, where respondents are categorised by their Reference number 

Ref. Respondent Feedback  Forum Response / Suggested amendment to Plan 

 General 

1.  1. Arun Business 
Consortium Ltd, 
Horsham Gospel 
Hall Trust and South 
Downs Education 
Trust 
 

There is also a need to provide for burial grounds and a care home for elderly members of 
the Church. 
 
Reflect the needs of ‘standalone’ groups 

Noted – this is a district wide need. 
 
 
Noted. 

2. 2 3. Resident Can we include anything on flooding? Group agree that this is not a significant problem, and would 
largely be dealt with by other agencies or at planning 
application stage. That said, surface water/drainage issues 
are considered within the current NP design policy. 
 

3. 3 4. Resident Need more space for GPs (Riverside Surgery) This is within the BUAB and planning policy currently does 
not limit expansion 

4. 4 5. Anonymous Details some typos/ amendments Noted. 

5. 5 7. Highways 
England 

No comments Noted. 

6. 6 11. Vail Williams NDP based on 2015 plan, not emerging plan. Does not allocate housing. 
Presents a site for allocation. 
 
 
 

The NDP has to be in conformity with the current HDPF, 
which was published in 2015. The emerging Plan has not yet 
reached Regulation 19, therefore limited weight is attached 
to it. The NDP does not need to allocate housing. Review of 
NDP planned once the emerging local plan has been made. 

7. 7 12. Natural 
England 

No specific comments on the Plan. Noted. 
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Ref. Respondent Feedback  Forum Response / Suggested amendment to Plan 

8. 8 15. Resident There are references to establishing a parish council in the unparished areas. I would not 
refer to this in this document as it could be counter-productive although I personally support 
such a move. 

This is considered in Chapter 11 of the NDP. 
 

9. 9 19.WCSS Services The County Council have no overriding concerns about the transport impacts of the Horsham 
Blueprint Business Neighbourhood Plan. 

Noted. 

10. 10 26. Resident There is too little infrastructure (particularly hospital beds, GPs schools and roads) to support 
the thousands of homes already built and planned.  Until these deficiencies are remedied, 
further housing would be foolhardy and would seriously diminish the quality of life and 
wellbeing of Horsham residents old and new. 

Outside scope of NP. 

11. 11 20. Questionnaire 
responses 

1) Horsham Society consider that both Chesworth Farm and Rookwood should be noted for 
     their importance within the Plan.  
 
2) Whilst the Plans notes that there are a number of small community halls available, it  
    does not make a strong case for a centrally placed, Community Centre. 
 
3) In section 13, where a number of 'non policy' issues are listed as requiring consideration  
    and action amongst the list of partners, there is no reference to Horsham Society. 
 
4) In 11.1 and 12.5 there is reference to possibly forming a Town Council. Horsham Society  
    are of the view that one is needed. This could be achieved by North Horsham enlarging  
    its area, to form a wholly new Town Council, otherwise the initiative should come from  
    Blueprint. 
 
5) At present there is a shortage of 3 bed houses for young couples, and this should be  
    addressed to allow families to remain in the town 

1.Chesworth is included in Policy HB10. Rookwood is 
mapped as part of the wider network of GI in Policy HB10. 
 
2.The need for one centrally placed community hall has not 
come out strongly from the consultation, however this was 
before the proposal to transform the Drill Hall into 
apartments. The HDC proposal would be to reinstate a 
community hall at Highwood, but this is not central enough. 
Therefore include a clause in the Community Facility policy 
to support proposals that would deliver a centrally located 
Community Hall. 
 
3. Agreed and this will be amended. 
 
 
4. Noted. 
 
 
 
 
5. this is addressed in HB2 (a) 
 

12. 12 Allowing any land close to rivers to be built upon will be seen as a mistake by future 
generations. Better use of land for housing already exists is far better than building on 
existing green spaces within the plan area. Allowing development on Rookwood Golf Course 
would be a very backward step.  WILL RESIDENTS WISHES BE HEARD? 
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Ref. Respondent Feedback  Forum Response / Suggested amendment to Plan 

13. 13 As mentioned before, I think the main problem with the plan is its weakness in terms of 
protecting green space in and around Horsham. By all means, knock down buildings and 
replace them with ugly flats and houses, but do not build on areas which are vital to other 
species and to our own wellbeing. And remember, in light of this winter's excessive rainfall, 
concrete and brick does not absorb water; grass and trees do.  
I would like to put in a special note regarding Muggeridge field - this is vital as an extension 
of the Chesworth site and building here would be an appalling decision. Not only is the 
skyline and view from this field amazing but it is also an important area for birdlife and a 
wonderful entry point to the Chesworth farm site, which is lovely but becoming increasingly 
isolated due to the imbecility of local landowners whose properties adjoin the site. Reducing 
the green areas around the Chesworth site any further could be catastrophic for the local 
wildlife. Also, the field absorbs a lot of rain water which would otherwise flood down to the 
Brighton Road, to an area which already suffers from flooding in periods of heavy rain. As I 
mentioned in a previous missive, I would have no hesitation in suing the council were they to 
build on Muggeridge field and cause my house to flood.  

The plan identifies a network of green infrastructure and 
specific locations to designate as Local Green Spaces. 
 
Muggeridge Field has been assessed as not meeting the 
strict requirements of the NPPF criteria for Local Green 
Spaces. 
 
Flooding is considered in every planning application already 
and the NPPF includes national policies relating to 
development on flood plains. 

14. 14 Building adjacent to Warnham nature reserve and next to A24 would be very damaging as 
would building along the Rookwood Golf Course are. This is an attractive green space......NOT 
ABLE TO READ..this is an area that is essential for the maintenance of wildlife in all its forms. 
Say "no" to building on Rookwood Golf Course. Need good public transport for all new 
developments . The park, small park areas walks along the river essential for physical and 
mental health. Table tennis and lounge areas using empty shops - attractive and useful 
amenities. Consideration should be given to not  only age friendly but ability/ disability 
friendly 

The NP is not allocating sites. The NP cannot halt 
development deemed ‘strategic’ by HDC – in any case HDC 
proposals are out to consultation and not set in stone.  

15. 15 Current employment facilities need improvement.  Industrial sites could be relocated to 
outside the town.  The Fire Station site could be reutilized as an annex to Horsham Plan. 
 
An excellent plan - shame the Rookwood site is not highlighted. 

Rookwood is mapped as part of the Network of GI and a 
new section has been included in the Community Facilities.  
The challenge here is that it has been identified as a 
potential strategic site. 

16. 16 Everyone should contribute to council tax. Horsham is too over crowded. Need to plant more 
trees rather than shop them down. There are already too many houses here. Roads already 
too busy. Flooding at the new housing development site. 

Noted. 

17. 17 Flooding already happens to houses backing onto Red River - more houses, more flooding as 
there is nowhere else for the water to go as experienced this winter 2020. 

See previous responses on flooding. 

18. 18 Good document but it really is a herculean effort to understand it all. Summaries are good. Noted. 

19. 19 Green spaces and corridors - these need to be preserved for wildlife and the well being of 
existing residents.  For example the Rockwood Golf Course which is close to Warnham 

Covered in HB10. 
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Ref. Respondent Feedback  Forum Response / Suggested amendment to Plan 

Nature Reserve.  Also Horsham needs to preseve its standing as a market town and not 
become close to other towns.  

20. 20 HB 10, 11 & 14. Rookwood golf course needs to be specifically mentioned in the policies to 
give it importance as green space, green infrastructure and leisure facility. It is more or less 
ignored in the Blueprint. This area needs any and all protection we can give it within the 
Blueprint to stop it becoming a housing estate. The Blueprint needs to try and give 
protection to Rookwood. 

Rookwood is identified on the GI map and will be included 
in the facilities map. A new set of clauses have been added 
to the GI policy to ensure that any GI that might be 
impacted by development has to ensure a net gain in 
biodiversity.  Also amended text in Community Facilities 
section to ensure that LA policy is followed wherever a 
recreational facility is proposed to be developed and 
effectively lost. 

21. 21 HDC's plan include permitting development on Rookwood Park Golf Course.  I am 
fundamentally opposed to this on the grounds of loss of one of the few town amenities.  The 
impact on the Warnham Nature Reserve and wider environmental impact.  Rookwood Golf 
Club is a precious local reserve that should be preserved and invested in. Not run down by 
HDC. 

See comment 20 re Rookwood and noted about Warnham 
Nature Reserve, whose role has been strengthened in the 
Plan. 

22. 22 Housing developments should not be allowed until the supporting infrastructure e.g. roads 
are in place 

Noted. 

23. 23 Housing is necessary but please put the infrastructure in to support this. Doctors, Schools 
etc. 

Noted. 

24. 24 I agree with much of that is in the plan. To use this to inform Council about the needs of the 
residents present and future. - green spaces; adequately sized homes; facilities to support 
residents - entertainment, schools, health facilities; and green spaces 

Noted. 

25. 25 I am generally in support of the aims of the plan but think that some aspects will need to 
remain flexible - in particular the potential conflict of maintaining the appearance of the 
existing housing stock and equipping it to face the challenge of decarbonisation to combat 
climate change. 

Noted. HB4 addresses this. 

26. 26 I fear that money speaks and good intentions will give way for profit (?whose pockets?) Noted. 

27. 27 I have major concerns about the effect newhousing with have on traffic entering Horsham. I 
wonder how this can be controlled.  Is the Park and Ride effectivce.  Parking in Horsham is 
expensive but this does not discourage people coming in.  Bus lanes may help.   
Potential flooding - probably not your remit. 

Noted. HB12 seeks to encourage walking and cycling. Road 
infrastructure is the remit of WSCC. 
 
Agreed. 

28. 28 I hope this is more than a PR exercise and notice will be taken of local peoples concerns Noted. 

29. 29 I personally feel that Horsham is becoming too large and eventually you'll ruin the town. 
 

Noted. 
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Ref. Respondent Feedback  Forum Response / Suggested amendment to Plan 

Already crime is increasing and the town is looking scruffy especially poor road cleaning. 
 
HDC and WSCC should  build a new town rather than ruin an old town. 

Noted. 
 
Noted. 

30. 30 I support having a Town Council.  I query one of the boundaries in the proposed Brighton 
Road conservation area.  It includes 2 houses in the locality of where I live that certainly 
aren't old enough or of merit to be included in the conservation area.   
The population for the unparished area doesn't seem enough.  

Noted – the proposed Conservation Areas are in fact 
beyond the scope of the Neighbourhood Plan but are 
included in the document to record the aspiration to 
address this via the relevant processes. The group discussed 
this and agreed to leave the boundary as it currently is cast; 
while some individual houses may not be of the same age, 
the purpose of the area is about the street scene as a whole. 
 
 
Re population – noted – the overall population in the About 
the Area is felt to be correct. Additional data to be added to 
the Appendix to represent the (now amalgamated) Park 
Ward figures. 

31. 31 I understand we need some extra housing but the infrastructure is inadequate now without 
putting more pressure on everything. The residents of the town deserven to be better served 
than they are at present. Merryfield Drive/ Redford Avenue and Greenway have become car 
parks and pollution etc is rising across the town as we know have so many traffic lights 

Noted. 

32. 32 I wish to give my sincere congratulations to the Horsham Blueprint team in their 
achievement in getting the Neighbourhood Plan completed. I strongly agree with the 
proposals in the Plan and I am fully aware of all the hard work that has gone into achieving 
the Plan. It is essential, I feel, that all areas of the Horsham District are covered by a 
Neighbourhood Plan.  

Noted. 

33. 33 I'm not certain if this is relevant but is there any way that properties above shops could be 
returned to housing? In may cities this is common and invigorates the area. Pushing housing 
to the edges of Horsham might be suitable for some but with high transport costs etc why 
don't we refurbish some of the central properties. 

This is something we could add into the action table at the 
end – the government grant that existed for this has now 
ceased, but could be something CIL could be directed to – 
understanding reasons why flats remain empty and grants 
to help bring them back into use? 

34. 34 In essence the Blueprint offers a very balanced plan for further development in the 
unparished part of Horsham. It recognises the need for new housing and business 
opportunities while emphasising the importance of retaining the town's character and style. 
Issues of environmental impact, sustainability and community facilities have all been 
addressed. A particular strength is the fact that the local community was actively consulted 

Noted. 
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Ref. Respondent Feedback  Forum Response / Suggested amendment to Plan 

on the plan and feedback from this process has been incorporated into the draft document; 
this was not a consultation in name only. 

35. 35 Include Rookwood Golf Course as a protected and retained green space in Horsham 
Blueprint 

See comment 20. 

36. 36 Keep Rookwood golf course as the new buildings we have to have will contain golfers As above. 

37. 37 Location of development; I live in Spencers Road near the golf course that has been 
earmarked for development.  I strongly object to this development.  Horsham has expanded 
so much in the last 10 years but the infrastructure; lack of hospitals/GP clinics/schools is not 
sustaining the community.  Additionally housing is not the answer.  Also we need to keep our 
green spaces; not build houses on them.  

Noted. 

38. 38 Loss of all our green spaces also loss of birds and animals at Warnham Nature reserve which 
is so important for everyone 

Noted. 

39. 39 Making improvements to traffic-free cycle access into town from the forest area. By 
encouraging more alternative forms of transport we reduce the use of cars. Green areas to 
be maintained/sustained and invested in where necessary. Muggeridge Field and Hornbrook 
to be kept as green spaces. Hedgerows encourage wildlife diversity & to maintain ????? & 
green spaces in the Beu's Acre area 

Noted. Muggeridge was not assessed as meeting the LGS 
criteria, which are very strict. 

40. 40 More places for youngest to meet up with friends in a safe environment. Easy access for 
elderly people to get around town. Keeping with same building structures so other new 
builds don't look out of place and ugly. 

Noted. 

41. 41 Need better drainage in lots of areas.  More building areas; more run off.  Drains not cleared. 
 
Flood plains - leave as flood plains; MOST IMPORTANT 

Flooding is dealt with primarily by the district and 
Environment Agency. 

42. 42 Need more independent shops! If new housing make provision for provision for parking not 
on residential roads 

Noted – addressed in Policy HB6. 

43. 43 New builds need to be suitable for human habitation - some of the new "luxury" flats (eg 
Prewitts mill" are too tiny for any quality of life. Flats and homes need to be large enough  to 
live in not merely EXIST in. Affordable homes need to be truly affordable and should not be 
undesirable "cast offs" (eg next to railway tracks, highways etc) 

 Noted – the plan stresses the need for High Quality 
development adhering to national guidance, but ultimately 
is bound by Building Regulations, when it comes to what 
must be delivered. 

44. 44 New Street cannot be one way up - as cars accelerate fast up Barrington Rd Opposite. We 
need traffic calming in above road. 

Add traffic calming as a non-policy action, relevant to New 
Street but potentially other roads in the town too. 

45. 45 No building on Rookwood Course.  Government policy is to retain leisure facilities and 
expand them.  

See comment 20. 
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Ref. Respondent Feedback  Forum Response / Suggested amendment to Plan 

46. 46 No indication of where the new hospital will be. Not improvement of infrastructure or 
rebuilding railways.  There will be too many people for the area. 

Hospital provision is outside the scope of the NP. 

47. 47 Non Policy Actions (pg 62) 
Ref 7 
iii. point conflates two disparate things (vegetation acting as carbon sinks and reducing air 
pollution) this is not correct. Vegetation can do both, but by acting as a carbon sink, it 
doesn't reduce air pollution and vice versa.  In this paragraph the use of hedging to reduce 
air pollution would be relevant.  

 
 
 
Noted and amend. 

48. 48 Non-policy Actions: 
Point 7; There is a need to produce a verge cutting regime that encourages flowering plants 
rather than just cut to keep a green sward. Low, flowering plants are valuable assets for bees 
and these are regularly removed "because they look untidy". 
Point 10; ought to be a priority action, please. 
Point 14; Note the inclusion of bridleways here but, again, this should be priority 
considerations. 

Reflect in the non-policy actions section. 

49. 49 Over the last few years there has been a huge increase in the number of houses in the wider 
Horsham Area. Neither the wider plans, beyond Horsham Town Centre, nor this one make 
and provision or recommendations for changes to schools, hospitals or wider road and rail 
infrastructure. Whilst other bodies might be responsible for these surely this plan must 
include observations and recommendations and what is needed. 

Noted and additional information added to the aspirational 
sites section. 

50. 50 Part of Horsham's appeal is green space, trees and well maintained verges.  Without this it 
loses it appeal and sustainability.  Local plans and neighbourhood plans stress that wellbeing 
must be  considered.  Low crime, fresh air, quiet spaces improves well being and reduces the 
cost on social and public services.  Therefore these considerations must be included as part 
of sustainability assessments.  Continual maintenance on poorly conceived 
designs/developments negates any "green" sustainable measures. 
 
I would like consultation  

Noted. 

51. 51 Perhaps a referendum on having a Town Council that is non political and none of those 
elected serve as councilors anywhere else 

Noted. 

52. 52 Planning and Community services in general: I fear too much ...from HDC .... REmoval of 
community services, unsightly development one can only conclude the council would 
welcome no council tax & the provision of no public services. Drill Hall Pires Place, short term 
focus on west Street, but little investment elsewhere. 

Noted. 
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Ref. Respondent Feedback  Forum Response / Suggested amendment to Plan 

53. 53 Please take note of all our comments.  This very beautiful town is worth fighting for and 
whilst change is growth, remember too big can be just THAT; BIG not productive.  Protect 
our Town please - thank you. 

Noted. 

54. 54 POLICY HB11: Local green spaces F24  Summary of typed submission. Would like to see the 
land south of Athelston Way (Muggeridge Field) designated as a local green space on the 
grounds that it meets the NPPF criteria. a) It is close proximity to the community it serves....it 
is within a short walking distance of many houses via the public bridleway. (b) As some one 
who has lived in a house overlooking Muggeridge Field for 43 yrs my family have enjoyed the 
beauty and tranquility of the field over the years we have used it for dog walking, horse 
riding and training  for marathons. We and our neighbours have also enjoyed wonderful 
panoramic views of Denne Hill and countryside beyond as the field rises gently to the 55 
metre contour at Picts Hill. Muggeridge Field is an important recreational and wild life asset 
for residents of the town & recent sightings include deer, foxes, pheasants, barn owls and 
badgers. Nightingales have also been heard. (c) It is local in character because it has areas of 
housing on the northern and eastern boundaries. It covers 4.1 hectacres so it is not an 
extractive tract of land. 

See previous notes on Muggeridge Field 

55. 55 Pushing the boundary to include North Horsham Parish Council would be beneficial. More 
community more power. Having more of a combined voice for the whole of Horsham would 
reduce the influence as to who has power. 

Noted – the legislation allows for no overlap of NP area 
boundaries.  

56. 56 Re: the Drill Hall - as a long term resident of the town I'm concerned about the plans to 
demolish the hall. I have connections with Air Cadents who use it quite a lot 

Noted. 

57. 57 Rookwood Golf Course needs to remain open due to it being a good community place for 
sports and leisure.  Also is a lovely venue for family parties and weddings.   

Noted. 

58. 58 Rookwood should not be developed at all due to its proximity to the wildlife site and 
Horsham by-pass noise and pollution. HB 10,11,15   MOST OF ALL WE REQUIRE A TOWN 
COUNCIL Now that Roffey parish (North Horsham) has a dedicated centre I would expect the 
new parish (Horsham Town) to have the same. The Drill Hall would be ideal (HB 14) 

Noted. 

59. 59 Save the "Drill Hall" I hope we can find a way of upgrading & preserving this wonderfull 
building and increasing its utilisation. The growing community needs places for people to 
socialise with common interests. The town is in danger of losing its soul. 

Noted. 

60. 60 Stop "rabbit warren" style new build estates going up. Horsham has lost its identity because 
of this. Horsham doesn't have the infrastructure in place to support extra housing. Roads are 
increasingly getting busier, schools jammed packed. Save the Drill Hall and get rid of Jeremy 

Noted – hence the Character of Development policy. 
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Ref. Respondent Feedback  Forum Response / Suggested amendment to Plan 

Quinn, he's worse than Boris Johnson. Horsham and Crawley need to remain separate towns. 
Stop building / destroying green field sites. 

61. 61 Thank you for all the work you have put into it Noted. 

62. 62 Thank you for doing this Noted. 

63. 63 The plan is great, but I do not believe the reality will get anywhere near it. Noted. 

64. 64 The proposed development of Rookwood Golf Course seems to be poorly thought out. It is 
one of the few local amenities Horsham has and with the increased growth of Horsham 
should be developed and improved not destroyed for a few more houses.  The impact on the 
Warnham Nature Reserve will be disastrous.  Also it is a space used by the whole community 
for walks and exercise. 
 
Including Roolwood Golf course as an area of development should be refused as it is an asset 
for the whole community and the council when it originally allowed development of this  site 
from common land to golf course said it would remain protected. 

Noted. 

65. 65 There doesn't seem to be any affordable housing going up anywhere. my daughetr and 
grandson have to rent at high prices.  

The definition of AH is set nationally, and the NP has to 
conform to this. 

66. 66 Trafalgar appears to be under represented in relation to local green space when this area has 
such high density housing. It would be imperative to keep the Rookwood area as a green 
space as it provides not only environmental biodiversity but accessible, inclusive sport, 
recreational and community facilities. I am totally against the current commercialisation of 
Horsham Park. The Park needs to be an accessible area for residents to enhance there 
wellbeing. Allowing fee paying events excludes this green space from residents and robs 
them of an area needed for mental and physical wellbeing. Excessive noise from the park 
also excludes a large number of people with sensory and special needs. 

Two of the most significant green spaces are already 
designated as ‘village greens’ (Dog and Bacon & Cootes 
Green) – therefore they are already protected and the LGS 
designation is not assessed as offering any additional 
benefit. 
Note Rookwood – see comment 20. 

67. 67 Use brown field sites for development and if necessary redevelop existing housing sites to 
meet modern needs rather than encroach onto green field sites 

Included in HB1. 

68. 68 very lose policies - all of which could be ???? or "re-interpretted" so why bother except to 
placate Government requirements. ""Design" is referred to (????vernacular) so why is "New 
England" style so prevalent in new developments. Sussex has a distinct vernacular - why isn't 
this encouraged? 

The policies in the plan must be as relevant to a very small 
planning application as they are to a large-scale one. Policy 
HB3 seeks to encourage development that relates, in term 
of character, to the local surroundings.  

69. 69 We are concerned that loss of in town surgeries to outside Denne District will make it 
difficult for in town residents to visit doctors. 
 
We are unhappy about the plans for Rookwood Golf course and the Drill Hall 

Noted – this is outside the scope of the NP. 
 
 
Noted. 
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Ref. Respondent Feedback  Forum Response / Suggested amendment to Plan 

70. 70 Well done; a very good document Noted. 

71. 71 When creating new developments planners must bear in mind that they are building a 
community for the next 100 or 200 years. Overdeveloped spaces create confined spaces very 
stressful for the residents who have to suffer them. I am lucky to be able to live in a wide 
street built in the 1960s when gardens were big and even front gardens spacious. Modern 
houses cater to an imaginary set of little people, who in planners' opinion have no desire for 
outside fresh air. This is patently wrong. Remember the new high rise slums built in the cities 
post-war... They have now been knocked down. What heritage does Horsham wish to leave 
for the future? Fodder for the next wrecking ball or delightful communities , very desirable 
for future residents, as in Poundbury or popular Cotswold villages. We are not seeking the 
twee. But we are seeking to leave behind a heritage that will be appreciated for generations 
to come. 

Noted. 

72. 72 With increased housing must consider infrastructure. Public transport currently not sufficient 
to serve the town. Bus services very limited on evenings and weekends commuting by bus to 
work within the area is impossible. 

Noted. 

73. 73 Yes, the starting point of an environmental plan is to clean up and to keep clean the town 
from litter, there is a distinct problem of discarded litter, cigarettes, plastic, cans, etc. A 
strong enforcement is required, starting with publicity, education and then strong 
enforcement, a more frequent collection and emptying of bins in the more outlining areas. 
The use of cctv to catch offenders, naming and shaming people. How many people are 
actually fined for littering? 
A programme of respect of the environment at schools and publicity with the public. At the 
roundabouts signs could be displayed asking people to dispose of litter correctly and pointing 
out the fine. A lot can be done and Horsham could well set an example to other towns.  
 

Noted – add to the non-policy action table. 

Vision and Objectives 

74. 74 9. Historic England Support Noted. 

75. 75 14. North Horsham 
PC 

Support Noted. 

76. 76 16. Resident 
 
 
 

Support Noted. 

POLICY HB1: LOCATION OF DEVELOPMENT 
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Ref. Respondent Feedback  Forum Response / Suggested amendment to Plan 

 

77. 77 9. Historic England Land of the Cricket club is included within BUAB, although the cricket fields would not 
normally be considered to qualify as a built up area, and that this area lies adjacent to the 
Horsham Conservation Area and could contribute positively to its setting. Is it the intention 
to promote this land for development, and, if so has the potential impact on the conservation 
area, including the desirability of preserving or enhancing its character or appearance, been 
given special attention? At present, its placement within the boundary would represent a 
presumption in favour of its development and seems to be in conflict with Policy HB11. 

Agree that this site would be better placed outside the Built 
Up Area and this should be amended on the map and 
mentioned in the supporting text. 

78. 78 11. WSCC Assets Suggests that by not allocating housing, the NP is contrary to NPPF presumption in favour of 
sustainable development. 
 
Give details of a potential site to be considered. 

NDPs do not have to allocate housing. Discussions with 
HDC led to the group to conclude that the NP would not 
allocate sites, in light of the emerging Local Plan. An early 
review of the Blueprint Plan would take place to consider 
implications off the Local Plan once it is adopted. 

79. 79 20. Why can’t “trade” with neighbouring areas? Why is the golf course not considered? The 
policy in my opinion poorly defines the conditions - building on green site should not be 
permitted. At all. Ever. Even brown sites need to be considered on case by case basis. 
Why are building houses when we can’t take care of people living in them?! 

The NP does not set the overall housing figures for the 
district. The NP does not seek to allocate homes.  
 
The gold course is considered as an important part of the 
Green Infrastructure, and is mapped as such as part of 
policy HB10. 

80.  2.Friends of 
Horsham Park 

Agree to avoid coalescence with neighbouring settlements. 
Agree that Rookwood, Warnham Nature Reserve and the Riverside green-blue corridor to 
Chesworth Farm should be outside the built up area and should not be allocated for 
development and that other brownfield sites should be considered first.  We question 
whether the wording of HB1 gives adequate protection to these green spaces, especially as 
the plan correctly documents at 4.10 that this is a top priority for residents.   
Quote the ‘Space to Thrive 2019- A Rapid evidence review of the benefits of parks and green 
spaces for people and communities’ by Sheffield Hallam University and Sheffield University 
 

 

81. 80  We do not have the infrastructure to cope with all the planned housing. We want green 
places to encourage nature and our future children enjoy green spaces   

Noted. The NP does not allocate housing. It contains 
policies safeguarding green spaces. 

82. 81 The location off new house farm onto crawley road, is a terrible decision, this road is busy 
enough and will cause traffic jams, pollution and no easy access to crawley/ redhill hospitals 
in an emergency 

The NP does not allocate this site, nor does it have control 
over planning application decisions already taken. 
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83. 82 No further development north of Horsham,  and preservation of the green belt between 
Horsham/Crawley 

The NP can only include policies related to the 
neighbourhood area. 

84. 83 Policy B (ii) seem unnecessary because it would be covered under B(i). i.e. Utilities 
infrastructure would likely be an appropriate countryside use. 

This is strictly correct, but sets it out very clearly. 

85. 84 The section of green infrastructure shown on the south side of Millais Sports Field seems to 
be part of the school grounds, so i am not quite sure why this is identified separately.  
To the east side of Millais Sports Field there is an old field boundary bordering Comptons 
Lane (not on School property and divided by a pavement). Can this be Green infrastructure?  
Should the maps not show desired Conservation Areas as well as existing ones? 

The map to be amended. 
 
 
 
Designating Conservation Areas is not in the gift of the 
Neighbourhood Plan process. These are identified as a 
separate action.  

86. 85 More pollution,  not enough services  Noted. 

87. 86 It is a positive declaration of where development should take place Noted. 

88. 87 These should be in line with the National Design Plan The policy conforms to the NPPF. 

89. 88 Not enough GPS and Hospital beds without all this extra housing. Provision of local health services is dealt with by the CCGs, 
who would input into any planning application coming 
forward. 

90. 89 Development only if improved infrastructure ie transport and health services and not on any 
exiting green space. Not all green space is on your plans. 

The NP cannot safeguard all green space, which would 
simply serve to restrict development – it has identified the 
most valued Local Green Spaces and set out the network of 
green infrastructure that should be preserved. 

91. 90 I agree, but as the Draft Report states (point 4.6) that there is a 'surplus of sites, I would 
expect any location of development to be within the designated 'built up area' only. 

The NP directs development to within the BUAB.  

92. 91 Muggeridge Field should be in the designation of Local Green Spaces The rationale behind not including this as a LGS is included 
in the evidence base. 

93. 92 Retain any green spaces, and trees near to town centre as much as possible  LGS and green infrastructure network has been identified. 
Strengthen policy  

94. 93 My comments below outline why no more development should happen within the 
boundaries of Horsham.   

Noted. 

95. 94 I am deeply saddened that HDC has identified Rookwood as a potential are for more new 
houses. 

See comment 20. 

96. 95 I disagree totally with the plan to build at Rookwood it will severely impact on warnham 
nature reserve and the surrounding wildlife and countryside our town green space es are 

See comment 20. 
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disappearing by the second and all the council can think about is£££££££... I have lived here 
25 years and it’s being ruined... keep Horsham green please 

97. 96 Why destroy a green belt such as Rookwood golf course and the Nature reserve with 
buildings when the world is crying out for green areas - Land to the north of the bypass has 
already been allocated for a new town? judging by the number of houses  

Noted. 

98. 97 Good IF carried out as stated. Noted. 

99. 98 Too much housing development. No hospital and not enough schools. Too much traffic and 
delays in Horsham because the road are inadequate and often an after thought to problems. 
Council need to push back on Government because it is irresponsible and dangerous to 
proceed with these plans in their current form  

Noted. 

100. 99 In meeting housing needs for first time buyers and smaller properties, new developments 
should be undertaken within this boundary since they are close to local amenities and 
transport links.  The demographic of those looking to live within these areas are less likely to 
need a car or require recreational space in consideration of the natural resources locally. 

Noted. 

101. 10
0 

Areas SA098 and SA073 should not be removed from the list of possible development. 
Nothing should be allowed to break the current natural barrier along Leechpool woods.  
Areas SA060 and SA298 should also be removed. The Chesworth area is an important 
nature reserve and recreation area. 
Area SA 570 is detached from the rest of the town and less than ideal. 

This is a Local Plan issue. 

102. 10
1 

I support paragraph A and C but I don’t support paragraph B.  In the Draft Local Plan, Horsham 
District Council has proposed that two neighbourhood areas, which are outside the built-up 
area boundary, be allocated for housing development, i.e. Rookwood Golf Course and 
Hornbrook Farm.  The main threat to areas outside the built-up boundary is the allocation of 
land for development by Horsham District Council, so the inclusion of paragraph B iii makes 
paragraphs A and C completely ineffective – it enables Horsham District Council to continue 
to develop the areas outside of the built up area boundary.  I strongly disagree with 
paragraph B iii.  The allocation of areas outside of the built-up area boundary for housing 
development should no longer be permitted. 

These are included in the emerging Local Plan and 
responses should go to the Local Plan Consultation. 

103. 10
2 

I don't agree with the caveat around policy point Biii that building should be allowed outside 
the built up boundary on sites allocated by HDC.   

Noted, however strategic site allocations are beyond the 
remit of the NP. See comment 77 however with regard to 
the Cricket field. 

104. 10
3 

The development area includes land which is currently local green space and sporting/ 
community use i.e the land surrounding rookwood golf course. This should be excluded from 
development boundary. 

See comment 20. HDC are considering Rookwood as a 
strategic site, which would place it beyond the scope of the 
Neighbourhood Plan, however Policy HB10 has been 
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strengthened to enable emphasise additional biodiversity 
benefits required. 

105. 10
4 

No building in or near a flood plain This is already covered by national policy. 

106. 10
5 

The plan will allow building outside of the already built-up area; we must not allow the town 
to spread any further and we need the plan to stop further spread from occurring. There is 
not enough protection for currently undeveloped green spaces. 

HB1 directs development to within the BUAB. 

107. 10
6 

Challenging the local council and developers is a must Noted. 

108. 10
7 

B(iii) means that this policy is meaningless, as has been proved by the proposed development 
on Rookwood Golf Couse and Hornbrook Farm. The countryside around the immediate edge 
of Horsham is beneficial to wildlife and residents and is one of the reasons why people want 
to live in Horsham. The district is large so why spoil a town that has already had an enormous 
amount of new development.   

Rookwood is identified as Green Infrastructure, but the NP 
cannot stop strategic developments. 

109. 10
8 

The use of brownfield sites should be encouraged over and above the use of greenfield sites. Agreed and HB1 seeks to achieve this. 

110. 10
9 

A: Agree to avoid coalescence with neighbouring settlements. 
Agree that Rookwood, Warnham Nature Reserve and the Riverside green-blue corridor to 
Chesworth Farm should be outside the built up area and should not be allocated for 
development and that other brownfield sites should be considered first.  We question 
whether the wording of HB1 gives adequate protection to these green spaces, especially as 
the plan correctly documents at 4.10 that this is a top priority for residents.   
Horsham Town is very congested/already saturated.  The existing green spaces in the Town 
area need to be protected – in the same way that London Parks have been protected to 
enable easy access to green space for densely populated areas and to reduce air pollution in 
urban areas.  Local residents need to be able to use green space without having to get in cars 
and travel outside the built up area.  The ‘Space to Thrive 2019- A Rapid evidence review of 
the benefits of parks and green spaces for people and communities’ by Sheffield Hallam 
University and Sheffield University concludes that 
1. Physical health, mental well being and life satisfaction are all enhanced through access to 
and use of parks and green spaces 
2. Parks create important opportunities for social integration 
3. Parks provide opportunities for community engagement and local residents value the 
chance to be involved in designing and improving their green spaces 
4. Parks and green spaces highlight inequalities in society – care must be taken that 

Noted 
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minorities are not marginalised 
5. Parks and green spaces enable people to connect with nature which in turn brings benefits 
in terms of wellbeing 
6. There are economic benefits of parks and green spaces. 
The report provides evidence  that our parks and green spaces are critical and should be 
managed in a way where they are not seen as a cost or a potential site for development, but 
should be invested in and maintained to a high quality, supporting health and well being and 
encouraging connections with nature.  Horsham Towns residents know this instinctively and 
hence why protecting our greenspaces was identified as a top priority for the Blueprint plan. 

111. 11
0 

We must keep Rookwood green see comment 20. 

112. 11
1 

Where is the Trafalgar site? It is unclear exactly what is meant by this – possibly 
Rookwood or other green spaces in Trafalgar (note the two 
that would be relevant are already protected as Village 
Greens). 

113. 11
2 

We must ensure that Horsham's "green fringe" is maintained. Development within the built-
up area boundary must be prioritised in all cases. 

HB1 seeks to achieve this. 

POLICY HB2: MEETING LOCAL HOUSING NEEDS 

114.  1.Arun Business 
Consortium Ltd. 

The requirements of the Consortium in relation to appropriately sized and available family 
housing are also set out in detail in the attached submissions. It is considered that 
opportunities for self-build or custom build development (including residential, community 
or commercial) should be supported by any forthcoming plan for Horsham Town. 

 

115.  14.North Horsham 
DC 

Agree with Aim 2.  

116.  24.Friends of 
Horsham Park 

Agree, but unsure about viability of bungalows given shortage of land. 
 
B and C: concerned about developers not delivering against ah requirements. 
 
Glossary – would like a more detailed definition of Affordable Housing 
 
We would like to include the idea that, in common with countries like Germany, developers 
are required to finish the infrastructure upgrades first before any houses are built. This could 
also extend to social housing being finished before the main houses are built. Too often, half 
way through the process, developers find that they haven't made enough profit to build the 

The group discussed this point but agreed to retain the word 
bungalows.  
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old people's home, the surgery or the school/need to cut back on the number of social 
housing units. 
 
Should also be mandatory for the developer to advise the Council of any increases in sale 
prices during the course of selling and advise the council how this will increase any 106 
contributions the builder should be making to HDC. 
 
Agree with Aim 1. Pose questions as to whether there is a need for social housing and should 
NP address this. 
 
 

117. 11
3 

 Not just the size needs to be considered, but an analysis on the strain the new housing will 
cause to the local services (GPS, schools, roads). The town has a few bottle necks and 
building within the town will impact the people already living in Horsham. What do you do 
about them? 

The impact of any given development is undertaken at the 
application stage. It is the remit of WSCC (as education and 
highways authority) and CCGs (health) to model future need 
and supply and to ensure this is planned for – they will also 
feed this into any live planning applications. 

118. 11
4 

 If it is meeting LOCAL housing needs and not those of Crawley, Brighton, etc The NP primarily focuses on Local Need, however it must 
conform to national and strategic policy, and there is an 
expectation that NPs will also deliver against wider need, 
e.g. for the district. Housing cannot be prioritised for those 
already in the town – the housing list is held by HDC on a 
district wide basis, and is based on priority need. 

119. 11
5 

 Especially need bungalows and one bed apartments. Noted. 

120. 11
6 

 Horsham is being over built on, we do not need this amount of Houses, especially with the 
large estate going up off the crawley by pass 

The NP is not allocating any homes. 

121. 11
7 

 Any future development sites  MUST restrict the number of 4 bedroom properties in favour 
of  smaller first purchase homes;  NO cramming in order for developers to squeeze in the 
maximum number of properties to their advantage. 

Policy HB2 is seeking to prioritise smaller homes (in terms of 
number of bedrooms) 

122. 11
8 

 A balance needs to be kept between providinf housing and an adequate infrastructure.  We 
appear to be coming a dormitory town and the transport infrastruture; particularly the road 
network is inadequate. The fuure development of North Horsham will put additional strain 
on the'bypass' which will not be solved by the creation of new roundabouta.  Additional if 
Rookwood Golf course was developed this would only add to the bad situation. 

Noted. 
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123. 11
9 

 Should there be a reference to minimum housing space standards, to prevent so minute 
office conversion under Permitted Development ? 

Noted – the NP has to conform to Building Regs. 

124. 12
0 

 Many houses are unaffordable  Noted – affordability definition is a national one and we 
have to operate with that. 

125. 12
1 

 Housing should be adaptable enough to meet the needs of the occupants, either as a family 
grows, people age, or as physical needs change to avoid the need of having to move house. 

Noted. 

126. 12
2 

 As above we need affordable home developments only. Noted. 

127. 12
3 

 Priority should be given to residents already living in Horsham and West Sussex and 
restriction should be given to 'buy to let' property investors. Adequate parking should be 
provided for each property. This should not be at the expense of squeezing in additional 
housing units. 

See above. 

128. 12
4 

 The majority of house will not be priced low enough to be affordable to younger house 
buyers who live in this area and wish to remain so, but in their own properties. 

See above. 

129. 12
5 

 Paragraph C - if the required level of affordable housing cannot be met, development should 
be rejected.  There will always be reasons put forward why requirements cannot be met. 

Development can be deemed unviable, but HB2 (c) 
addresses this. 

130. 12
6 

 Horsham (or should I say soon to be known at Crawsham!) has enough housing now.  As for 
building on Rookwood Golf Course - a totally brainless idea - it is a great spot for inexpensive 
round of golf, good for dog walking, The Barn for food - more housing, more road congestion 
- enough is enough. 

Noted. 

131. 12
7 

 Prices of property need to be half what they are currently to make them affordable for 
locals. Else we are simply encouraging more Londoners 

Noted. 

132. 12
8 

 I cannot understand why Horsham has to make land available for Crawley and the costal 
towns. 

Noted. 

133. 12
9 

 Priority for 'local people' See above 

134. 13
0 

 The housing needs are being met by other developments around Horsham that have better 
connections to schools and train stations such as Broadbridge heath developments and Fay 
gate with a new schools and a train station!  

Noted. 

135. 13
1 

 If previous builds are anything to go on they are their for the people wishing to move to the 
Horsham area and not priced for the local younger people that are desperate for them 

Noted. 

136. 13
2 

 Minimum focus on middle to expensive housing; more terraces and mixed housing See Policy HB2. 
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137. 13
3 

 Not enough amenities to support this level of growth. No consideration to environmental 
issues. 

Noted although there is a section on environmental design 
and environmental policies. 

138. 13
4 

 The delayed Highwood development and slow sales of the large expensive housing units 
being developed in this area is a clear sign that smaller more affordable homes are required 
with Town Centre locations. 

Noted. 

139. 13
5 

 The housing allocation for Horsham as set by central government bears no relation to local 
needs. It assumes that house prices are an accurate reflection of need. They're not. If they 
were, we should be building everything in West Chiltington, where prices are highest. 
 
The current system does not focus on providing the housing we need (ie social and 
affordable sale/rent). Right now, we don't need one single new 3-4 bed commuter home. So 
long as we keep building houses at above the current average price, our targets will increase, 
not decrease. Infinitely. 

Noted. 

140. 13
6 

 Local housing needs appear to be inflicted onto the Town Centre rather than statistically 
assessed from local need. We appear to be taking on housing numbers from other areas in 
the district. 

Noted. 

141. 13
7 

 All expansion should be owned  by Housing Association Noted – we have an Aim to try to enable this. 

142. 13
8 

 Please stop building large houses.  They should be 2 bed terraced houses to cater both for 
the young familities and the elderly who don't always want to live in a flat.  Any development 
permitted must ensure that the developer can't wriggle out of providing 35% affordable 
homes.  Please ensure that the developer puts in the infrastructure before being allowed to 
sell any houses. 

Noted – see HB2. 

143. 13
9 

 What are "local housing needs"? No-one NEEDS to live in the area, and the more people we 
cram in, the more stretched our public services become. We should stop thinking about 
squeezing people in and start thinking about what capacity the area can feasibly hold. I 
would strongly suggest that we over-filled our local capacity some years ago. 

Add definition of ‘local housing need’ to glossary, using the 
NPPF definition. 
 
  

144. 14
0 

 It is not practical to 'pepper pot' affordable housing within new developments and dedicated 
sites should be used. Furthermore, a commuted sum should not be accepted in lieu of the 
provision of social housing - the developer should be instructed to provide affordable 
housing, within the government guidelines, either on the development or an adjacent site. 

Noted although the group would wish to steer away from 
‘ghettoising’ affordable housing areas. 

145. 14
1 

 A; Agree a mix is required for different needs, including adapted housing for those in 
wheelchairs, but we question whether provision of bungalows is realistic given the pressure 
on land?   

Noted – the First Homes government consultation may be a 
way of addressing some of these concerns, however that is 
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B and C: There must be far stronger requirements for developers to provide lower cost 
housing and not get away with reducing the number of affordable homes after planning 
permission has been granted. By just making them pay a commuted sum we are trapped in a 
cycle of needing more land to provide lower cost housing because land earmarked for this 
has been used for larger, more profitable dwellings for the developer.   
For clarity and transparency it would be helpful to have a more detailed definition of 
‘affordable’ than given in the glossary.  What will developers be obliged to provide?  
We would like to include the idea that, in common with countries like Germany, developers 
are required to finish the infrastructure upgrades first before any houses are built. This could 
also extend to social housing being finished before the main houses are built. Too often, half 
way through the process, developers find that they haven't made enough profit to build the 
old people's home, the surgery or the school/need to cut back on the number of social 
housing units. 
It should also be mandatory for the developer to advise the Council of any increases in sale 
prices during the course of selling and advise the council how this will increase any 106 
contributions the builder should be making to HDC.  
Agree there is a need for a hostel.  
Aim 1: Housing Co-operatives – this is an interesting idea.  Affordable housing is still not 
affordable for many of our key workers who have to commute into the town eg difficulties in 
recruiting nurses and even teachers.  Would the Housing Co-operatives alleviate this?  Is 
there still a need for social housing and why is this not addressed in the plan? 

still in the early stages, having just completed its 
consultation phase. 

146. 14
2 

 A and B   Disagree with  C.  We need social rented housing not affordable C - should not be 
permitted to commute 

Noted. Social-rented is one type of affordable homes – the 
exact mix would be determined by Clause A of Policy HB2. 

147. 14
3 

 Housing needs should be Horsham housing needs not the wider District council needs. Noted – see above, dealt with in Clause A of Policy HB2. 

POLICY HB3: CHARACTER OF DEVELOPMENT 

148. 14
4 

3. Resident Provides a long list of historic assets, sculptures and event space that should be safeguarded. Many of the green spaces are already covered by LGs/ GI 
 
Historic assets – many in CA/ Horsham Park  
 
Sculptures – agree that these should be considered in 
Horsham Society’s update to the local list.  

149. 14
5 

4. Resident Can we include [text not showing] in period pre 1945? Agreed. 
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150. 14
6 

9. Historic England  B. i. we wonder if this should be more specific in identifying how the character of these 
approach routes should be preserved or enhanced. Could their green character be 
improved by adding tree planting or roadside green space or is there opportunity to 
reduce visual clutter by consolidating and rationalising traffic signs? 

Bii: might be helpful to add "... and to conserve those features identified as contributing to 
the character of the area or addressing issues that detract from character". 

Agreed – add to policy. 
 
 
 
 
Agreed – amend policy. 
 

151. 14
7 

16. Resident On highways approaches: May I suggest that added to that are key locations in and around 
the town centre and the approach from Horsham Park towards the town centre. Over the 
years many opportunities to add buildings with architectural distinction have been passed up 
in favour of the purely functional. Blueprint's specific support for beautifully designed 
flagship buildings which can be appreciated by not only current but also future generations 
could begin to change the mood. 

Agreed to retain the policy to approaches in to the town. 

152. 14
8 

20. 6.11 needs reference to the work that Horsham Society is currently carrying out for 
Horsham District Council.  The existing Local list is incomplete so revision is overdue and 
now taking place. Until formally approved by HDC Council, developers need to take into 
account the work in progress list.  I can give more details if needed. 
This should be clearly stated in the HB3 Policy Box. 
 
Aim 2 - how are the Neighbourhood Councils working with Horsham Society on the Local 
List update? This is meant as "how can they help Horsham Society?" 

This is referred to and in Aim 2. 
 
 
 
 
 
Group to note and this would be considered as part of the 
delivery of that Aim. 

153.  Agree in principle but the wording of paragraph A leaves everything open to individual 
interpretation.  We don't want architecture that is solely tied to the past - need room for 
modern 21st-century style but someone can always argue that this doesn't fit the location.  
As a policy, it doesn't stipulate or exclude anything so becomes meaningless.  

The policy defines the existing Character Areas, from which 
new development can take its cue. We have already 
included in Policy HB3, “Innovation in design will be 
supported, however, where this demonstrably enhances 
the quality of the built form in a character area”. 

154.  Although we need to harmonise, we do need to accept new concepts of design where 
appropriate. 

Noted. See above. 

155.  Any new developments should be away from roads, not built on kerb sides and have 
adequate parking. 

Noted. Latter included in Policy HB4. 

156.  As an existing market town, care should be exercised to avoid an overload of new build 
modern dwellings potentially destroying the appeal of this traditional area. 

Noted – relates to comment above. 

157.  Figure 6.1 is wholly inaccurate. Housing in Swindon, Kempshott and Purton Road is Edwardian 
and Victorian and is not depicted as such. 

The map has been amended to reflect this, although it 
should be noted that the map is an indicator of era as 
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opposed to being absolutely precise. Its intention, as stated 
in the plan, is to characterise the ‘impression’ of the area 
rather than being completely factual to each building. 

158.  Focus should be on Sussex character and very mixed dwellings. The group agreed that the focus should be on ‘good design’ 
and a ‘mix of design and dwelling types. 

159.  It's very important to retain the character of the town. Yet right now HDC is trying to demolish 
the Drill Hall and dig up Rookwood. 

Noted. 

160.  Modern ugly blocks of flats do nothing for the beauty of horsham as an area Noted. 

161.  Overcrowding will become an issue.  One Bewbush is enough for West Sussex. Noted. 

162.  Please get the entrances to the highway approaches improved and appealling. This is included in the policy. 

163.  Rookwood golf course is the only major green space in Trafalgar and should be maintained 
as such. This strongly reinforces the character of a market town. 

See comment 20. 

164.  Should reference be made to include The National Design Plan? Reference to this has been added. 

165.  The character of these developments is not in-line with older more established areas. To do 
so would require less dense developments and retention of larger areas of green space and 
woodland areas. 

 

166.  The overall style of Horsham has to be preserved! People come to Horsham for its charm, 
overbuild it and people will stop coming. How do you make the town special? 

Noted. 

167.  These houses are being built on an Area of outstanding beauty off new house farm, 
thecwoods have rare orchids, buzzards, deer and many woldlife in them, this area provides 
recreation for many people ie Ramblers, dog walkers , clubs etc  

The AONB is outside the BUAB. 

AIM 2 

168.  9. Historic England Support This work has not yet been undertaken so is presented as 
an Aim. 

169.  20. Aim 2 Agree: 
To enable the historic character of Horsham town to be retained, we should safeguard 
access to Horsham stone for repair of Horsham stone rooves.  This should be considered by 
developers as part of their site assessment ie if the stone needs to be extracted before 
building. 

Noted. 
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170.  24.Friends of 
Horsham Park 

Agree. We should safeguard access to Horsham stone for repair of Horsham stone rooves.  This 
should be considered by developers as part of their site assessment ie if the stone needs to be 
extracted before building.  
 

Agreed and reference is made to this in the plan. 

POLICY HB4: DESIGN OF DEVELOPMENT 

171. 8 9. Historic England Priority should be given to residents already living in Horsham and West Sussex and restriction 
should be given to 'buy to let' property investors. Adequate parking should be provided for 
each property. This should not be at the expense of squeezing in additional housing units. 

Noted. 

172.  19. WSCC Services The majority of house will not be priced low enough to be affordable to younger house buyers 
who live in this area and wish to remain so, but in their own properties. 

Noted. 

173.  24.Friends of 
Horsham Park 

Strongly Agree. 
 
Existing hedgerows and trees need to be retained and building and landscaping for the 
community/inclusion should be considered at the outset, not as an afterthought.  All new 
major developments should include adequate green space within the design. 
 
The need for adequate car parking is critical.  We should be adopting the European approach 
of building homes with basement parking to maximise the use of land. 
 

Noted and this is included in the Design policy. 

174.  20. 1. Para 6.15 refers to the Everyman Cinema. It states the design did not take into the 
account of those clients with a disability. This is not correct and disabled users have found 
access and use quite adequate. I suggest this comment is removed. 
2.  States that car parking for new developments should conform to WSCC parking 
standards. HDC Overview and Scrutiny Committee commissioned a Task and Finish Group to 
examine this. They found the WSCC policy is inadequate. 
3.  The document correctly emphasises the need to install energy and water systems to 
assist energy reduction. However, it does not cover the need to make houses themselves 
crime proof. By this I mean the installation of proper security locks on all external doors, 
garages and outbuildings, the use of laminated glass on accessible windows and doors and 
the installation of security lights, cameras and burglar alarms. These are difficult and 
expensive to put in retrospectively, but much cheaper if installed as part of the original 
build. The same applies to Fire and CO2 monitoring systems. 

Amend text: The Everyman Cinema There have been 

examples of public buildings  is an example of where it’s 

been reported that it has been difficult for members of the 

public…. 

 
 
2. include “as a minimum” 
 
 
3.Dealt with in HB4(d) 

175.  Agree that existing hedgerows and trees need to be retained and building and landscaping 
for the community/inclusion should be considered at the outset, not as an afterthought.  All 
new major developments should include adequate green space within the design. 

Noted. 
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The need for adequate car parking is critical.  We should be adopting the European approach 
of building homes with basement parking to maximise the use of land.  

176.  Constant monitoring of building  to ensure environmental concerns are fulfilled. Noted. 

177.  Horsham is and will always be because of its location a market town - it can only cope with so 
much in terms of outside development, car parking and not making it an impossible place to 
visit and shop because road access is just what it is - and should stay so.  I have known 
Horsham since 1965 and lived here since 1981 - it is in all fairness becoming a place where I 
do not enjoy heading into town anymore - no more developments please. 

Noted. 

178.  I am wary of following Secured by Design too rigidly, since this discourages permeability of 
design , ie twittens and connections.  I suggest adding to the end of HB4(d) "...while 
maintaining permeability of access between sites" 
 
There needs to be a reference in the HB4 to give priority first to pedestrians and cycles (as 
NPPF) and that these should be included as a basic design requirement not, as so often 
happens, added as an afterthought. 
Each site should require a Cycling Strategy; the larger the site, the more important. 
HB4 (i) should include cycles. Sadly WSCC standards for cycle provision is very weak. 
HB4 should avoid street clutter and pavement obstructions, such as Electric Vehicle Points.  
HB4 should require a minimum number of EV point. Apologies, I cannot reference a figure 
 
Tree planting and green spaces should be a fundamental requirement of designs, proving 
space for large trees on large sites and green space whether possible with maintenance and 
management plans in place. Each site should require a Landscape and Management 
Strategy; the larger the site, the more important. 

The group agreed to leave as it is. 
 
 
 
This is addressed in HB12(a). 
 
 
Agreed. 
 
 
 
 
Tree planting is included in the Design Policy. 

179.  I generally agree with the principles although must stress that a blanket enforcement of 
Lifetime homes, cycle storage, off-street parking and disabled access policies discourage a 
development.  This needs to be considered on a case by case basis to ensure a development 
stacks. 

All of these guides are just that – guidance – it is noted that 
all planning applications would need to be reviewed on a 
case by case basis. 

180.  It is important that there is adequate drainage as too much development creates too much 
run off. 

Covered in (h) 

181.  More use of green power required - Solar Power See HB5 

182.  Need to comply with the latest recommendations, not regulations, as building regs are 
constantly improving but the regs fall behind current proposals. 

Noted. 
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183.  Particular consideration with regard to lighting should be highlighted. Light pollution and the 
need for security are priorities and "Good by Design" from Horsham Society provides some 
important guidance. 

Good By Design principles considered in the policy. 

184.  Policy HB4A should say "Development proposals are REQUIRED to achieve the 'Built for Life' 
quality mark.  Just encouraging it means nothing. 

Built for Life complements planning requirements, but is 
not a requirement in its own right. The National Design 
Guide has also been referenced, which constitutes 
government guidance. 

185.  The building of leasehold houses should be restricted as these have given the impression that 
this housing is more affordable than other local housing. It is not. Adequate flood defenses 
should be put in place to not only protect newly built houses, but also existing houses that 
have previously never had exposure to flooding whilst the land was undeveloped.  

Noted. 

186.  The character of the area should be incorporated into the new development, including 
maintaining building lines and frontages - e.g. front gardens. The developer should be 
encouraged to construct some 'modern style' housing where appropriate. 

Noted. 

187.  The design should avoid the replacement of open spaces with "wildlife corridors" or more 
accurately, alleyways between high wooden fences, as seen in south Horsham developments.  

Noted. 

188.  The developers claim to be designing and building communities that with blend in with and 
add to the existing buildings, but in many cases, the designs show little or any resemblance to 
what has been established over many years. 

Noted. 

189.  The principles are good, the reality is hopeless. Design plays a minimal role in new building in 
Horsham. We haven't built a single building worth preserving for decades. This is particularly 
true of all the new housing, which consists of bland suburban developments which could be 
located anywhere in the country. Design is not considered until far too late in the planning 
process. 

Noted. 

190.  There has been a lot of poor quality development in prominent locations in Horsham town 
centre. The design policies need to be strong to stop this happening in the future. 

Noted. 

191.  These houses will totally destroy the area of outstanding beauty, which we have grown to love Noted. 

192.  These should be in line with the National Design Plan Noted. 

193.  They need to be as energy efficient as possible Noted. 

194.  Ugly , coronation street houses no character Noted. 

POLICY HB5: ENERGY EFFICIENCY AND DESIGN 

195. 9 9. Historic England support Policy HB5 bullet B. although suggest the wording could be improved with a little 
careful revision. 

Noted and this clause has been reworded. 
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196.  19.WSCC Services Para. A. criterion h - Providing the infrastructure for adequate electric vehicle charging points 
for each dwelling, where new parking provision is expected to be made. Reference could be 
made to WSCC Parking Guidance Principle B – Electric Vehicle Charging Infrastructure (para. 
4.7 & 4.8).  
 

Agree and include reference here. 

197.  14. North Horsham 
PC 

Support Noted 

198.  24.Friends of 
Horsham Park 

Strongly agree 

 

 

199.  20. Buildings should be designed with far better insulation both to conserve heat and repel cold Noted. 

200.  Funding to help with energy efficiency schemes Noted. 

201.  Grey water systems are expensive to install and maintain and should not be enforced. We are recommending, not enforcing. 

202.  I expected to see more ideas about facilities for extensive recycling. The list is not exhaustive in the policy. 

203.  I hope every new build has a heat source pumps and air pumps and solar panels to be included 

in every new build.  

Noted. 

204.  I think you could have gone further in retaining energy within the property Noted. 

205.  I would like to see more on-site zero carbon technologies such as wind power in addition to 

solar panels. Also use of air source heat pumps which if used on a community facility basis 

would save significant amounts of carbon fuel. 

Ground source heat pumps on larger development  projects should be in the energy mix. 

In Australia provision is made in housing designed to harvest rainwater and make use of it for 

drinking, cooking as well as flushing toilets. This technology should be adopted in Britain. It is 

unacceptable in this day and age to build housing without making each house independent 

of the national water network. There is not enough water to go around. We could either 

create local lakes for  rainwater storage adequate for each development or storage next to 

or beneath each house. 

Rainwater Harvesting is the third largest source of water in Australia, after surface water 

(dams) and groundwater. Rainwater Harvesting provides an independent estimate of 274 

billion litres annually. According to the ABS one in four, or 26% of Australian houses have a 

rainwater tank. (rainwaterharvesting.org.au) and 

Noted. 
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(https://atlantiscorporation.com.au/rainwater-harversting/) 

  

206.  In line with the need for a move away from fossil fuel dependency Noted. 

207.  It is imperative for future generations that buyildings are as energy efficient as possible and 

recycles water and uses renewal energy. 

Noted. 

208.  It is important that the policy explicitly supports retrofitting of existing historic buildings, 

because this is often costly and subject to VAT so the owner has a tendency to not update and 

then demolish, cf Horsham Drill Hall. 

Noted. 

209.  Make sure minute details are adhered to. Noted. 

210.  More pollution due to more energy more people  Noted. 

211.  Needs to be stronger than encouraged Noted. 

212.  One drawback to new builds is there are unofficial rules and covenants which prevent or delay 

the installation of equipment for more severely disabled residents. By this I mean Hoist for 

bathing etc. We need to ensure these can be installed easily. 

Covered in Policy HB4. 

213.  Pollution, access from this estate onto the crawley road will cause disruption to many people, 

traffic jams, people trying to get to crawley/ redhill quickly for emergencies  

Noted. 

214.  Recycling of rain water needs to be mandatory for new builds. Fast charge points whenever 

there is alterations to a property to be included with any planning consent by H.D.C. 

Noted. 

215.  Should be to the highest energy saving with todays technology inc. max insulation Noted. 

216.  Solar panels, rainwater harvesting and increased levels of insulation are necessary Noted. 

217.  The developer should be encouraged to provide 'low carbon' designs and to incorporate 

charging points for electric vehicles and fibre optic cabling. 

Noted. 

218.  The government is not setting high enough standards for energy efficiency. All new houses 

buildings should zero carbon. From today.  

Noted. 

219.  This comment relates to a potential conflict between the establishment of new conservation 

areas and the need to tackle climate change by decarbonising domestic energy supplies.  I 

am using my own house as an example, but the comment applies to other house in the area 

also. 

I live in a semi-detached house on the corner of Oakhill and Burford Roads.  The pitched, 

tiled roof has two principal slopes, one facing south west, the other facing north east.  The 

This is now reworded within Policy HB5. 
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first of these is ideally orientated to accept solar panels which, if connected to a battery, 

would maximise the amount of solar energy I could create, store and use.  

This roof slope faces Oakhill Road.  As I understand the situation, the planning rules currently 

in place would allow me to install solar panels on that slope without the need to obtain 

planning permission.  If, however, my house was in a conservation area, I would not be 

allowed to install panels on that slope.  As a result – because the other roof slope faces north 

east and is not suitable for installation of solar panels – I would not be able to contribute to 

the battle against climate change. 

This leads to a wider comment about the section in the Blueprint dealing with Energy 

Efficiency and Design (Page 26) which refers primarily to new development and makes only 

passing comment on the existing building stock.  Recent reports state that the contribution 

made to the total output of greenhouse gases in the UK by the existing housing stock is 

significant, and that retrofit measures – improvements in insulation, installation of low-

carbon heating and hot water systems – are seriously lagging behind what is needed.  Many 

of the necessary measures that have been taken and are being promoted have an effect on 

the external appearance of buildings – externally applied wall insulation and air source heat 

pumps, for example.  Given the priority the Government is placing on the fight against 

climate change and everything that flows from it, surely this aspect should be given more 

consideration in the Blueprint document.  

220.  Useful to add that the re-application of depleted/rechargeable power supply units for social 

housing, once commercialised, will improve energy efficiency. [South East Climate Alliance 

SECA is looking at this]. 

Noted. 

221.  Whilst the new dwellings do contain many energy efficient designs, the technology is hardly 

new or ground breaking. 

Noted. 

222.  Why don’t all new houses have photo voltaic panels built into their rooves? Noted. 

223.  Buildings should be designed with far better insulation both to conserve heat and repel cold Noted. 

224.  Funding to help with energy efficiency schemes Noted. 

225.  Grey water systems are expensive to install and maintain and should not be enforced. Noted. 

POLICY HB6: RETAINING AND ENHANCING THE VITALITY AND VIABILITY OF HORSHAM TOWN CENTRE 
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226. 10 14. North Horsham 
PC 

Support Noted 

227.  24.Friends of 
Horsham Park 

Strongly agree  
We would like to see more on making the Town Centre more attractive through use of trees 
and plants – for example Piries Place where an opportunity was lost to create a stunning tree 
focused courtyard to provide a pleasant and shaded community space/seating area instead 
of a bleak space.  
 
Agree that more community space/infrastructure is needed 

Noted and tree planting is actively encouraged in the Plan. 

228.  20. A vital feature, already under threat with many retail premises regularly changing hands or 
closing - leaving unsightly gaps in the shopping area. 

Noted. 

229.  Actions not warm words are required Noted. 

230.  Building on Rookwood takes away valuable green space. Noted – see comment 20. 

231.  Connectivity of the various areas requires careful consideration and signage requires 
reviewing. 

Noted. 

232.  Cycling and mobility scooter provision is essential as the population grows Dealt with in transport section 

233.  Horsham benefited greatly from the by-pass being built in the early 1990s and the 
regeneration and design of the roads in and around the Carfax and Bishopric. However, none 
of the new plans offer any solutions to the oncoming grid-lock that will occur as these new 
developments feed more and more traffic on to existing roads. We do not want the foolish 
solutions of London and Brighton (congestion zones and 20 mph limits) foisted upon us, but 
clearly thought out improvements that will benefit all. 

Noted, but outside remit 

234.  Horsham town is becoming a ghost town with many shops closing, rent is too high and 
companies move on 

Rent is outside NP scope. 

235.  Horsham use to be a market town. It’s now grown so large. Horsham is still a market town. 

236.  It is important the the town is kept vibrant and appealling for residents and to encourage 
visitors 

Agree 

237.  It is vital that we retain a mix true of office, commercial, retail, leisure and housing in the town 
centre. Horsham has lost its to largest employers and more and more of us commute 
elsewhere. This must be killing the viability of the town centre. 

Agree 

238.  Look at ways of keeping independent stores in Horsham  Agree 

239.  Maintain as many of our older buildings that we can, reduce business rates Business rates is outside NP remit. 
 

240.  No more sweeping away character. Think about  See Design and Character policies. 
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241.  No to pop up shops, they suck life out of mainstay shops by parasiting at hay times; e.g. 
calendar shop at Xmas 

However, they can be an important first step to those 
wishing to open a store and ‘test’ it out. 

242.  Only to note that a lot of people do arrive in Horsham by car and we must not negate this. Car parking dealt with in transport section. 

243.  The comment on merging shop fronts to make larger size units is OK, but this must not be too 
prescriptive. There have been problems in Horsham when some larger stores want to merge 
two units but cannot find the land lords. In fact, you may like to add the need for an up to 
date landlord register for shops etc. 

The group has deleted this clause in light of HDC comments 
and the desire not to stifle retail opportunities. 
 
Additional action has been added in section 13, to explore 
the creation of a landlord database. 

244.  Retain the town centre as it is The policy seeks to retain the vitality of the centre by 
encouraging a mix of uses. 

245.  Retaining and enhancing the town centre shops may depend on business rates and other 
overheads and should be considered to further encourage enterprise. 

Outside NP remit. 

246.  The aspirations are good but they mostly have no budget attached. Noted – this will be added as an additional bullet in the 
implementation chapter. 

247.  The cost of Business Rates has a significant effect on the diversity of business especially 
regarding independent local businesses which should be encouraged. The rates changed to 
such businesses should be minimised. 

Outside NP remit. 
 

248.  The town is overwhelmed by vapor shops, coffees and barber shops. And Phone shops repair 
shops, shouldn’t HDC do something to restore the variety of shops and bring the level of the 
town up?  One Crawley is enough in West Sussex. 

We cannot stipulate type of shops coming. 

249.  I do support the idea of pop up shops! Noted. 

250.  There are now more chains in horsham making it into a city type of shopping centre, local 
businesses can’t afford the high rents . 

Noted. 

251.  This will only happen if there is better and affordable public transport and parking charges are 
reduced by HDC.  

Outside NP remit. 

252.  Vitality and viability should be prioritised for that of the residents and there needs to live in 
the area not just a tourism hotspot. This means reducing housing developments to normalise 
the availability of services and green space. 

Many shops rely on visitors to sustain themselves. 

253.  We need more independent retailers who are not currently encouraged by the business rates 
in the town.  Also the current car parking charges are a deterrent to people coming into the 
town.  Agree that mixed development of retail, leisure and living is important. 

Agreed but rates is outside NP remit. 

254.  We would like to see more on making the Town Centre more attractive through use of trees 
and plants – for example Piries Place where an opportunity was lost to create a stunning tree 

Agreed and tree/planting is included in the policies. 
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focused courtyard to provide a pleasant and shaded community space/seating area instead 
of a bleak space.  

Refer to public realm policy – make mention of the public 
realm strategy in that polity 

255.  Agree that more community space/infrastructure is needed Noted. 

256.  Where retail units are owned by out of town companies it needs to be understood by these 
companies the suitable level of rent (given the location) for retail units in the area covered by 
the Neighbourhood Plan. Often rent is increased at too high a rate and this forces local 
businesses to close down. 

Outside NP remit. 

POLICY HB7: A WELCOMING PUBLIC REALM 

257. 11 9. Historic England We feel the wording of the first paragraph could be stronger in making this a requirement 
rather than 'encouraging consideration'. 

Agree – amend to say: "where development proposals 
would represent an opportunity to enhance the public 
realm in an area that has been identified as in need of 
improvement and the scale and nature of development, 
including use, expected increased pedestrian or vehicle 
traffic, including servicing, such enhancements will be 
secured either through the development or through a 
Section 106 agreement with the Council". 

258.  24.Friends of 
Horsham Park 

Strongly agree. 
Trees and flora also form part of creating a welcoming Public Realm and should be 
specifically included.  This is critical at the Gateways to the Town where attractive verges and 
roundabouts have a big impact.  These need to be adequately funded and maintained. 
 

Noted. 

259.  20. A number of these policies overlap. Over the last few years 1000s of additional houses have 
put a massive strain on the welcoming public realm concept. For example John Lewis is a 
great addition but the traffic generated kills the town for much of the day at the weekend. 

Noted. 

260.  Agree: Broadly support Policy HB7 except: Sharpening the individual identities of the 
particular ‘quarters’ of the town. It is unclear what this means in practice. The emerging 
Public Realm Strategy considers that as the town is relatively small there is a need to provide 
greater consistency e.g. in the use of paving materials which are neutral in appearance and 
which will act as positive contributor to enhancing the appearance of our historic assets. This 
will enhance and increase the town's overall image and identity and support the other 
policies aimed at a successfull town centre. Horsham Town Centre currently, image wise, 
punches below its weight. There is an overiding need to improve the Carfax - the historic 
heart of Horsham by decluttering, extending the pedestrian realm and make itv easier to 
move and walk around. The quarters are not defined. It is important to get the balance right 

Noted. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



Horsham Blueprint Business Neighbourhood Plan 

Consultation Statement 

 

33 

 

Ref. Respondent Feedback  Forum Response / Suggested amendment to Plan 

between enhancing the town asa whole and how improvements can also reflect more 
localised character e.g Queen Street. 
 
Strongly Disagree: The permissive policy towards A Boards. They serve no purpose other 
than to clutter and detract from the visual appearance of the historic core and are a barrier 
to movement particularly for people with visual impairments and mobility issues. The RNIB 
has complained to West Sussex County Council and Horsham about 'A' Boards.  Policy should 
be rewritten to declutter and remove all A boards except in exceptional circumstances. This 
will allow for better ease of movement, reduce visual clutter and will enhance the 
appearance of the town centre's historic buildings. Attractive, well designed and inviting 
shopfronts with changing diplays, with design policies to support, will have far more impact 
in meeting the other policy objectives being advanced. 
 
'A' Boards by definition are: obtrusive in appearance, cause visual clutter and have naturally 
led to a proliferation of signs (I counted circa 13 A Boards in the section of the Bishopric 
nearest Albion Way) as traders seeing their neighbours erect them feel compelled to do the 
same, appear dominant or overbearing in the street scene and cause significant harm. The 
excessive number of boards combined with unnecsssary street bollards and other over 
provided street furniture is currently have a signficant impact on the town's visual 
appearance and function. Decluttering will allow the Carfax and surrounding steets to 
function more effectively by creating space for markets, events and assisting movement. The 
majority of historic towns in the country have grasped these principles - Chichester, 
Winchester, Chester, Cambridge etc.    

 
 
 
The detail really falls more into licensing as opposed to 
planning policy. Policy HB7 seeks to minimise ‘clutter’ for 
accessibility and aesthetic reasons. 

261.  All we keep finding is new housing being built in any small space.  Noted. 

262.  Any improvements will serve to enhance the town. Public art, such as sculptures should be 
located in the town centre - it is not necessary to extend such art to major residential 
developments. 

Noted, although this has been informed by the 
consultation. 

263.  Aspirations are good, reality is not. Noted. 

264.  Cycle Access and contraflow cycle access is needed across both the Carfax and Lynd Cross  See transport section. 

265.  Cycle and walking ways should not be created at the expense of traffic flow, as we have seen 
with the recent downgrade of A281 Broadbridge Heath bypass, created to reduce traffic but 
instead has created significant additional traffic within Briadbridge Heath Bulkage and 
adversely affected villages businesses. 

As above. 

266.  Horsham is a place that is changing fast the feel of a quaint market town has long gone, 
every bit ofvgreen space is now being built on, we are being smothered by concrete 

Noted. 
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267.  Horsham is in danger of becoming a faceless conurbation that will not be welcoming as it is 
at the moment. Horsham is known as  "Market Town" with a welcome to all, which must be 
protected at all costs. 

 

268.  Many local people are unable to get into the centre of town because of poor transport links 
or because they do not run good services particularly at night and weekends. 

Noted. 

269.  NOTE; HB7, part A.b.consideration too should be made for horse riders and should include 
bridleways within the list of priority access routes.  

There is only a very limited number of bridleways (suitable 
for horse riders) in the area, but this will be added, as they 
do exist, although walking and cycling should remain the 
priority. 
  

270.  Policy HB7A   I'd like to see a consistent  and original style of street furniture adopted.  In the 
Piries Place development we lost a lot of distinctive ironwork (lamp standards, etc) which 
tied together the Piries Place / Carfax area and contributed to Horsham's overall image.  That 
was a backwards step that I would like to see reversed. 
Policy HB7C.   Leave public Green Spaces free of public art and concentrate on making the 
green spaces attractive through planting and wildlife interest.  Man-made objects don't 
"enhance" green space - keep them in built-up areas. 

This is covered in Clause A i 
 
 
 
 
Noted, although this is a personal opinion. 

271.  Signs and car parks need updating. Noted and in non-policy actions 

272.  The COucnil dont share your view, all they want to do is sell off the assets we have Noted. 

273.  There is a suggestion that we divide the town centre into quarters with different signage, 
paving etc. This has some merit, but in a small area, like Horsham town centre can start 
excess clutter and confusion. 

The purpose is to acknowledge the various quarters and 
enable them to be differentiated – as per the town centre 
masterplan. 

274.  Town centre - please keep shops for choice - feel town centre is focused too much towards 
young & cafe culture 

Noted. 

275.  We need to have open spaces as well as entertainment and sports facilities Noted. 

276.  We need to retain Chessworth Farm and Rookwood Golf course. See environmental policies. 

277.  We would add that trees and flora also form part of creating a welcoming Public Realm and 
should be specifically included.  This is critical at the Gateways to the Town where attractive 
verges and roundabouts have a big impact and can provide nectar and berries to support 
wildlife.  These need to be adequately funded and maintained. 

This is included in Policy HB3 and is supported through a 
non-policy action. 

278.  Yes for those from London whom commute as it is becoming a home from home for them . Noted. 

POLICY HB8: HORSHAM AS A SUSTAINABLE VISITOR DESTINATION 

279.  24.Friends of 
Horsham Park  

Strongly agree.   
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This section needs to make more of the local green assets we have for visitor attraction, 
particularly Warnham Nature Reserve which has the potential to be enlarged and become 
even more of a draw for visitors. 
   
If Rookwood is demonstrably no longer viable as an 18 hole golf course, Warnham Nature 
Reserve could be enlarged, more trees planted for carbon capture to crate a community 
forest and the existing Golf centre be converted to an eco hotel, perhaps named the Shelley 
hotel so as to make the most of our association with our most famous resident.  As a 
Romantic poet – this would be consistent with Shelley’s love of nature. 
 

280. 12 20. As a historic market town, Horsham is a viable tourist destination and tourism equates to 
income. The major entrances to the town require improvement, to provide a welcoming feel. 

Noted and entrance points are included in Policy HB3 as 
needing enhancement. 

281.  Can’t think who would want to visit this town it’s losing all its charm. Noted. 

282.  Dependent upon the surrounding road/rail communication  and practical parking plus 
adequate bus services. 

Noted, although this is beyond the scope of the NP. 

283.  Encourage people to rent out parking space, create a register?  Agreed and included as a non-policy action. 

284.  Great that we have certain themed attractions (Americana etc) but the market stall holders 
say nothing is co-ordinated so that they support the (American, Italian, French etc) theme! 

Include in the non-policy action table. 

285.  HB8.C I would disagree with.  Until such times that we all have a TARDIS, parking must be 
provisioned for.  

The NP seeks to safeguard existing space, but the aspiration 
is to discourage car use from the centre, where everything 
is walkable/ cycle-able.  

286.  Horsham Town needs to be able to deliver its functiality to those who are resident first and 
for mist. If green space and recreational land is being destroyed then it fails on both fronts. 

Noted. 

287.  I would not encourage anybody to move to Horsham. We are moving away from West 
Sussex after being here for 40 years   

Noted. 

288.  In order for Horsham to a remain sustainable visitor destination, the plans need to include 
suitable attractions, facilities and most importantly easy access and reasonably priced 
parking nearby. 

Noted – the policy supports this. 

289.  Love to see a boutique hotel opened. The policy would not restrict this. 

290.  Not sure we have the facilities in the town to attract visitors; the Museum is excellent but for 
many a niche; the Capitol lacks investment an increase in independent and unusual shops 
might help. 

Noted. 

291.  Present amenities and shops need caring for.  Noted. 
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292.  Remove parking charges post 6 p.m. to encourage night time economy and people to eat 
out.  

Include as a non-policy action. 

293.  There is not many places that are the old Horsham town to visit, the Causeway and museum 
is the only place, everywhere shops are closing, turning into charity shops 

Noted – policy HB6 seeks to encourage a mixed use town 
centre that would help to address this. 

294.  This section needs to make more of the local green assets we have for visitor attraction, 
particularly Warnham Nature Reserve which has the potential to be enlarged and become 
even more of a draw for visitors.   
If Rookwood is demonstrably no longer viable as an 18 hole golf course, Warnham Nature 
Reserve could be enlarged, more trees planted for carbon capture, to create a community 
forest, and the existing Golf centre be converted to an eco hotel, perhaps named the Shelley 
hotel so as to make the most of our association with our most famous resident.  As a 
Romantic poet – this would be consistent with Shelley’s love of nature. 

Green assets are addressed in the Environment chapter. 

295.  This would not be aided by building on every green space. Noted. 

296.  Visitor destination. Does this mean more traffic? Not necessarily, as per the policy and criteria relating to 
parking. 

297.  We need a good hotel of at least 4* standard with conference facilities etc. Lots of visitors, 
especially from abroad will only accept this as their minimum standard. 

Noted and the policy would not restrict this. 

298.  Yes a good place for tourists but soon to be full of houses , more people.  Horsham is a small 
town it cannot cope with an influx of people .  

Noted. 

299.  Yes we must do everything possible to encourage people to visit the town  Noted. 

POLICY HB9: PROTECTING EXISTING AND ENCOURAGING NEW  COMMERCIAL PREMISES AND LAND  

300. 13 1. Arun Business 
Consortium Ltd, 
Horsham Gospel 
Hall Trust and South 
Downs Education 
Trust 

 

Support Noted. 

301.  14. North Horsham 
PC 

Support Noted. 

302.  24.Friends of 
Horsham Park 

Strongly agree. 
 

 

303.  20. A good objective but does this mean more empty sites in Horsham centre? The policy is seeking to retain employment sites for 
employment and not lose them to, for instance, housing. 
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This will aid the local economy and is in line with both the 
HDPF and the emerging local plan. 

304.  Aspirational development sites: HB25 Hurst Road – Redevelopment of Hurst Road should not 
be allowed to encroach on Horsham Park.   

Agreed. 

305.  HB9 B (c) access is created, not just maintained or enhanced.  Otherwise is there is none at 
present, then there never will be. 

Noted- add ‘created’ to policy wording 

306.  Home working is the thing today, so only manufacturing is feasable in the long term Noted. 

307.  If we permit the conversion of commercial premises for residential accommodation, Horsham 
will become little more than a dormitory town. Therefore, the conversion of commercial 
building should be discouraged. There should be dedicated areas for commerce and 
businesses encouraged to the town. 

Policy HB9 seeks to do this. 

308.  Land should be developed to sustain continued employment and not 'commuter' employment 
for existing population of the town. 

Noted, although the NP cannot influence where workers 
come in from. 

309.  Mostly people will be home working with todays technology, so only manufacturing probably Noted. 

310.  New commercial premises should not be encouraged. Noted, however disagree. 

311.  Providing these premises are for local employees but that would be difficult to control Noted, although the NP cannot influence where workers 
come in from. 

312.  Re-use existing spaces and empty premises. Do not build any more until these are full.  Noted. 

313.  Shops closing and town losing its identity with all the extra buildings  Noted. 

314.  The commercial space available in the town centre and near the station is outdated and 
typically late 70s, early 80s.  The infrastructure is poor and these buildings are not appropriate 
for modern methods of working.  Provision for new commercial offices needs to be considered 

The NP is not seeking to allocate sites in the plan. It has set 
out aspirational sites, where redevelopment may take 
place, but this is likely to be covered in the HDPF/ emerging 
local plan. 

315.  The deveelopment of the Novartis site would be a start - it has been left to deteriorate!! Noted. 

316.  The loss of Novartis and the failure to turn this site into a tech hub shows the lack of foresight 
and scale of work needed. The plan must go much further towards establishing Horsham as a 
tech and STEM hub given our proximity to London and Brighton and the educated and highly 
mobile population we have.  

Noted. 

317.  The proposal to relocate the fire station to a site on the A24 is not supported - its removal 
from the centre of the town will increase response times for incidents on the east side of the 
railway, which is not acceptable 

This is beyond the scope of the NP as the decision has been 
taken. 

318.  The protection is not nearly good enough. Permitted Development needs to be unpermitted. 
It threatens every employment centre with being converted into substandard housing, 
because there's more money in housing than anything else. 

Outside remit of NP 



Horsham Blueprint Business Neighbourhood Plan 

Consultation Statement 

 

38 

 

Ref. Respondent Feedback  Forum Response / Suggested amendment to Plan 

319.  The sites stated in Aim 3 of this section should be allocated in supporting the 
business/employment  requirements of the plan, rather than residential, where residential 
demands are already being considered, as listed in other areas of the Plan. 

The sites can (and probably should) deliver a mix of 
commercial/ recreational and housing. 

320.  We do not need this, green spaces are being ripped up for concrete Noted. 

321.  We dont need concrete we need trees to help us breath with all the pollution that extra cars 
and people will bring  

Noted. 

322.  We need employers to come back to Horsham - how are you going to make this happen? Why 
there is a hidden list of ‘aspirational developments’ - for residential use? Almost the whole 
Queen street? 

See comment 319.  
There are many variables in play that attract employers to 
an area. The NP can only consider the planning aspects but 
the Business Improvement District, for instance, may put in 
place promotional activities to complement this. 

323.  We need to help and encourage start ups especially in the technical/computer/gaming world. Noted – and the policy would support this. 

Aim 3 - Aspirational sites 

324.  23.WSCC Resource 
Asset Team 

WSCC will actively support future proposals to put this land forward for residential / mixed 
use redevelopment. 
 

Noted. 

325.  24.Friends of 
Horsham Park 

Aspirational development sites: HB25 Hurst Road – Redevelopment of Hurst Road should not 
be allowed to encroach on Horsham Park 

Agreed and plan amended to state this. 

POLICY HB10: GREEN INFRASTRUCTURE AND DEVELOPMENT 

326. 14 10. WSCC Assets WSCC do not support the designation of specific sites as ‘Green Infrastructure’ especially 
when these are not publicly accessible areas of land and are used for other purposes such as 
grazing land. Land to the rear of Athelstan Way is a grazed, open field with very little existing 
offer in terms of ‘Green Infrastructure’.  
 
The supporting text to Policy HB10 states ‘green infrastructure assets of the Neighbourhood 
Plan Area should be maximised and made properly accessible’. Stand-alone green fields used 
for purposes not incidental to public enjoyment should not be designated on the back of this 
statement. If the Forum would like to make these areas publicly accessible then they should 
consider the development potential of these sites which would provide green infrastructure 
improvements and public access.  
 

The group disagree, given that this particular site lies 
adjacent to Chesworth Farm and forms a wildlife corridor 

327.  16. Resident no mention of Leechpool and Owlbeech, both treasured spaces that deserve 
recognition and a Blueprint embrace. 
Also Roookwood? 

Response refers to HB10, but more relevant to HB11 – the 
two areas of woodland noted are not within the 
neighbourhood area. 
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328.  19.WSCC Services The LLFA suggests that consideration could be given to Horsham Pond with regards to 
development of a multi-functional improvement scheme and the ‘daylighting’ of one of the 
principal watercourses that feeds the pond. Realisation of this has the potential to reduce 
downstream flood risk, reduce pollution risk and improve water quality, and deliver wider 
biodiversity and amenity benefits. 

This is within Horsham Park and therefore afforded a level 
of protection. It is also identified (by way of the Park) on the 
Green Infrastructure map). 

329.  21.Resident 2) Rookwood must be preserved and plans to build housing on it must be abandoned.  If the 
golf course is unprofitable, Rookwood should be re wilded and this excellent resource 
preserved for the community.  It’s value has been proven particularly in the Covid 19 crisis as 
it is within 2km of most residents and an ideal place to walk whilst obeying the social 
distancing guidelines.  Other nasty viruses will come out of China in the future, so our Council 
must preserve Rookwood for future virus crises as well as the ongoing general good of 
Horsham residents. 

See comment 20. 

330.  20. All these green spaces must be protected. While Chesworth Farm and the Riverside walk are 
highlighted it must be remembered that there are many other spaces that need protection 
from development I think of places like Bens Acre and the Red River walk  

Bens Acre is included as a Local Green Space designation 

331.  22. WSCC Highways A number of WSCC Schools have been designated as ‘Green Infrastructure Identified by 
Horsham Society’. We object to proposals that the Schools and their playing fields are 
included as green infrastructure, for the reasons set out above, namely that they are already 
protected due to their status, and that there may be a future requirement to increase the 
capacity of the schools to accommodate additional children. 
 

School Playing fields provide an important component of 
the Green Infrastructure Network and can provide for 
important habitats and ecological benefits to an area. 

332.  22. WSCC Highways 
and 23. Resource 
Asset Team 

Concerned that land at Owl Beech is designated as ancient woodland on the GI map: The land 
at Owl Beech is held by West Sussex County Council on behalf of our highways department. It 
is required to ensure that the road remains safe and can be well maintained.  Future highways 
requirements are as yet unknown.  However, we would be concerned if the land became 
unavailable for any necessary future improvements to take place. Would like to have this land 
removed. 
 

Suggest that this designation as Ancient Woodland is a 
national designation, not one imposed by the NP, and it is 
therefore an important part of the GI network. Retain. 

333.  22.WSCC Highways 
and 23. Resource 

Asset Team 

Oppose inclusion of land at Athelstan Way as GI – see response Ref 315. See comment 326. 
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334.  24.Friends of 
Horsham Park 

Strongly agree. 
 
HB10A – strongly agree. 
 
HB10B – strongly agree - However, there is limited evidence that tree planting effectively 
offsets the effects of air pollution, dense hedge plantings are far better. In fact, dense avenues 
of trees can exacerbate air pollution, by creating a ‘canyon’ effect in streets and trap pollution 
at pavement level. We would therefore like to see added the need to plant hedges and other 
planting to support wildlife as well as to make our green spaces more attractive.  Verges too 
could be planted with nectar rich flowers and berry bearing plants. 
 
HB10C - Strongly agree with HBC that Chesworth Farm is an important site and should be 
protected/developed as a Nature Reserve. 
 
HB10D - Strongly agree that the Riverside walk provides a critical blue and green corridor as 
well as a lovely recreational resource for residents.  Protected status should be provided for 

this corridor.  

 
In HB10 we would like to see a specific proposal to protect, enhance and where possible 
enlarge Warnham Nature Reserve.  The Blueprint Site and Identification and AssessmentHB2 
concludes that the Northern part of Rookwood golf course is not suitable for development 
because it is within Flood Zone 3.  However, the draft Local Plan has revealed this is being 
ignored by developers and shows how vulnerable WNR is (and parts of the Riverside Walk) to 
the impact of development on adjoining land.  Potential developers are not required to assess 
the impact on the reserve, only on the land on which they will build.  Therefore, the Blueprint 
Plan needs to be more specific in protecting Warnham Nature Reserve. 
 

Noted. 
 
 
 
Agreed and policy amended to note the role that 
hedgerows can play. 
 
 
 
 
 
Agreed. 
 
 
Noted. 
 
 
 
 
Noted and agreed. The entire policy has been strengthened 
and a new clause has been added to this effect, along with 
supporting text. 

335.  20. Chesworth farm is a huge natural asset to the town providing fantastic walking and other 
recreation facilities and is likely to become an SSSI in the longer term. The council clearly 
invest in this significantly and its highly valued by the wider Horsham population. It is 
therefore vitality important the Muggeridge field which backs onto and over looks both the 
allotments and Chesworth is also protected proving a boundary between the farm and the 
built up areas around it. Should Muggeridge field be lost to developers it won’t be long 
before the farm itself is tagged. 

See previous comments on Muggeridge 
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336.  Developers should be made to plant trees, etc as and when they remove existing - 
Roffey/Rusper roundabout area for instance. We know they take as long as they can when 
they have finished 

This is addressed in the Plan. 

337.  Green corridors must be protected and maintained. Additional ones connecting should be 
installed 

Policy HB10 seeks to do this. 

338.  Green spaces are there by nature - irreplaceable. They need to be protected at all costs. Noted. 

339.  Green Spaces are under pressure for housing. This must be resisted until all possible 
alternatives are eliminated. 

Noted. 

340.  HB 10 should also include reference to hedges - need to retain where necessary and not 
destroy as a result of development. 

Agreed. 

341.  I am disappointed that the Roodwood Golf Course seems to have, on my reading, scant 
proection and in view of recent published develpment proposals seems in danger of being 
concreted over.  It currently borders the riverside walk, is a natural play area and a wildlife 
corridor.  Trafaglar ward has a dearth of green spaces and thia area provides a natural 'green 
lung' on this side of town/ 

See comment 20. 

342.  I strongly support the nomination of Chesworth Farm and Muggeridge Field as areas of 
important green infrastructure.  HDC’s Green Infrastructure Strategy makes it clear that that 
green infrastructure is important to the local community and provides many benefits.  It is 
very important to protect the green infrastructure identified in Figure 8.1.  Without strong 
protection, Horsham District Council will continue to allocate some of these areas for 
housing development, as they have just done for Rookwood Golf Course in the Draft Local 
Plan.  I strongly disagree with paragraph A because it fails to provide strong enough protect 
for our green infrastructure.  In particular, the inclusion of the word “should” means that 
paragraph A is desirable but not compulsory for proposals to follow.  Also, the phrase “with 
the aim of delivering a net environmental benefit” means that housing development can 
take place on green infrastructure provided a net benefit is delivered.  I would like this to be 
changed so that housing development on green infrastructure is not permitted. 

We have to conform to national and strategic policy. 

343.  I support Chesworth Farm becoming a Nature Reserve.  Noted. 

344.  I’d have liked to see that there are other sites people can go and plant trees!  Noted. 

345.  It is essential that 'green areas' be maintained, providing areas for leisure pursuits, for the 
residents of Horsham. Rookwood golf course needs to be included within this category. 

Noted. 

346.  Keep Rookwood green; keep all existing green spaces within Horsham boundaries.  Noted. 

347.  More of this. Noted. 
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348.  Muggeridge Field has been identified as part of Horsham's Green Infrastructure whch is good 
news. However this might not be sufficient to protect it long-term (see HB11) 

Noted. 

349.  No inclusion of Rookwood See comment 20. 

350.  p47 Insert at s9.6 (Cycle park and ride hub infrastructure) (iii) "via Littlehaven station" A cycle 
rental system will be needed between Littlehaven and the proposed Rusper Road sports 
hub/community hall.  

This has been addressed in the non-policy actions. 

351.  Planting more trees - verges/ green spaces not just "pretty trees" but native species such as 
oak, hazel, birch, beech. Request for more funding from HDC and WSxCC. Reforestation of 
green fields. 

Insert word ‘native’ 

352.  Protect and create green corridors Noted. 

353.  Protect golf course as a nature reserve Noted – but see HDC comments. 

354.  Rookwood park, Horsham Park and Chesworth Farm to be protected ad infinitum, also 
cemeteries and allotment sites. Last two to become nature reserves when no longer used  

Noted. 

355.  Strongly agree with the need to ensure the benefits of green space to counter the 
development pressure.   
Strongly agree with HB10 A – the connective chains of green space are critical. 
Strongly agree with HB10 B the need to plant additional trees to capture carbon and to 
provide habitat for wildlife.   However, there is limited evidence that tree planting effectively 
offsets the effects of air pollution, dense hedge plantings are far better. In fact, dense 
avenues of trees can exacerbate air pollution, by creating a ‘canyon’ effect in streets and trap 
pollution at pavement level. We would therefore like to see added the need to plant hedges 
to counter air pollution and other planting to support wildlife as well as to make our green 
spaces more attractive.  Verges too could be planted with nectar rich flowers and berry 
bearing plants. 
Strongly agree with HB10 C that Chesworth Farm is an important site and should be 
protected/developed as a Nature Reserve. 
Strongly agree with HB10D that the Riverside walk provides a critical blue and green corridor 
as well as a lovely recreational resource for residents.  Protected status should be provided 
for this corridor.  
In HB10 we would like to see a specific proposal to protect, enhance and where possible 
enlarge Warnham Nature Reserve.  The Blueprint Site and Identification and Assessment HB2 
concludes that the Northern part of Rookwood golf course is not suitable for development 
because it is within Flood Zone 3  However, the draft Local Plan has revealed this is being 
ignored by developers and shows how vulnerable WNR is (and parts of the Riverside Walk) to 

Noted. 
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the impact of development on adjoining land.  Potential developers are not required to 
assess the impact on the reserve, only on the land on which they will build.  Therefore, the 
Blueprint Plan needs to be more specific in protecting Warnham Nature Reserve.  

356.  The areas along the Riverside Walk should be maintained. Building new houses on the 
adjoining golf course will create further construction traffic, local traffic and affect 
environmental balance. 

Noted. 

357.  The intent of the policy is fine but some aspects are unclear. For example, figure 8.1 
identifies 'associated green infrastructure' this is not defined anywhere and it is not dealt 
with specifically in policy HB10. Neither is it defined in the Glossary. The policies should be 
specific and relate to the proposals map. HB10 should be clear that Chesworth Farm will not 
be developed as well as encouraging the Management Plan. 

Add to glossary 
 
 
Add to retain Chesworth Farm 

358.  The massive ongoing, planned and proposed development outside of the area considered in 
this plan have a major impact on the amount and quality of green spaces in the Area. They 
greatly reduce the habitat for wildlife and the quality of life for the inheritance of Horsham. 

Noted. 

359.  The plan goes nowhere near far enough in its attempt to protect local green spaces. These 
spaces MUST be protected without fail. Currently, as we attempt to cope with the 
coronavirus, more and more people are turning to green field sites as areas to spend time for 
fresh air, fitness and just to get out of the house in safety. Imagine how hard this would be 
were our green spaces diminished even further. How could we observe the "2 metre rule" if 
our green spaces were reduced in size?  
Obviously, it is not only people who benefit form green space. Wildlife is having a pretty bad 
time at the moment - take a minute to peruse the latest State of Nature Report and you will 
see how much trouble many once-common species are in. We must remember that we share 
this planet with thousands of other species and we must ensure that they have enough 
space to thrive. We cannot moan about the South Americans decimating their rainforests 
when we concrete over every bit of green space and build houses there. We also need to 
ensure that green areas are large enough to hold viable populations of wildlife and that they 
are linked by corridors, not isolated.  
Basically, this part of the plan is pathetic and needs a lot more work. Once species have 
gone, that's it, we won't get them back. We need to think beyond our own needs. 

Noted, but the NP cannot simply block every green space as 
this would be contrary to national policy and strategic 
(HDC) policy. 

360.  The policy does not include the strangely worded 'other green infrastructure' which includes 
Rookwood Golf Course and the parts of the Riverside Walk which flow up the East side of the 
town. Both of which are in the designated areas for concern.Despite strong support for the 
Riverside Walk, there is no mention of the protection that should be given to the North and 
Eastern Sections of the designated walk. Plans for Rookwood Golf Course could include, 

See previous comments on Rookwood and the Warnham 
Nature Reserve. 
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taking it back into Warnham Nature Reserve and thus being able to make the Riverside Walk 
much more of an enjoyable experience, by running it all along the river beside the golf 
course instead of having to go up Pondtail Road. This part of the report is very disappointing. 

361.  The policy lacks protection for important green areas such as land at Rookwood. The area 
labelled 'associated green infrastructure' should be deemed protected local green space as it 
is the lungs if the surrounding urban area and provides key space for those with disabilities 
and mental health illness. 

Noted. 

362.  There is a mood to just plant trees. I agree, but they need to be the right type and in the right 
place. We need to be vicious at preventing unnecessary removal for other than disease or 
safety reason. I personally am not so enhanced with the need to preserve some ancient 
woodlands which are in name only and actually full of "scrub" trees with no real value. We 
need to look at other things like heathland etc, which are actually more carbon friendly. 

Agreed and add ‘native’ 

363.  There is no infastructure we desperately need a big hospital, it is a matter of life and death 
now, as Redhill is too far, crawley has reduced a lot of its services and Horsham hospital 
needs to expand for the needs of its people 

Noted. 

364.  This Blueprint needs to address Warnham Nature Reserve and Rookwood Golf Course - two 
green areas that contribute enormously to green corridors around Horsham and which 
would suffer irreparable degradation if subject to development.  
Policy HB10D seeks to encourage "play facilities" on the Riverside walk.  Why?  There is 
provision for this elsewhere in the Blueprint so the green infrastructure should be regarded 
as an opportunity to provide refuges of peace and quiet.  It should be acknowledged in the 
policy that wildlife is frequently sensitive to disturbance so wildlife corridors need to be 
places of calm and quiet or we will lose their value. 

See comments 20 and 334. 

365.  This is disappointing because between HB10 and HB11 it need to cover creation of green 
spaces and a major emphasis on tree planting and green buffer zone.  There is no desire 
towards green development, just maintenance of the existing.  
Surely there should be much more on developing and protecting WLNR as a wildlife refuge 
and the protecting the green spaces in Rookwood Golf Course, especially now HDC want to 
develop the whole area for housing. 

Clause A talks about the creation of space. 

366.  We must not lose green open spaces such as Rookwood Golf Course to more housing 
development 

Noted. 

367.  What green infrastructure Its being all built on.   Noted. 

368.  Why is Rookwood golf course not referenced as a green space? It is one of the few in 
Trafalgar! 
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369.  WHy no provision for solar farms? It stops development and retains biodiversity This is covered in HB5 (c) 

370.  With the addition of all the new housing, there has been a notable increase in the number of 
cars leaving Horsham at morning and returning in the evening rush hour. Over the lasrt 2 
years on average I need to leave 20min earlier to get out and on my way (FYI I work from 
home as often as possible to reduce my carbon impact). This does not sit well along claims to 
be green plus the loss of trees and hedgerows goes against the climate agenda, 

The Transport section seeks to maximise opportunities for 
walking and cycling, as far as the NP can. 

371.  Yes green land but not with more concrete and cars . The wild life are suffering.  My child has 
suffered walking with all the extra cars polluting the roads  

As above. 

POLICY HB11: LOCAL GREEN SPACES 

372. 15 2. Blunts Way 
Green Residents’ 
Group 

Application for inclusion of Blunts Way Green The group has discussed this and agree that the space in 
question constitutes a wide verge, therefore it would not 
meet the LGS criteria. 

373.  3. Resident Would like to see Rookwood; Warnham Nature Reserve and a host of other sites included. See comments 20 and 334. 

374.  17. Southern Water Proposes amendment: proposals for built development on Local Green Spaces will not be 
permitted unless it can be clearly demonstrated that it is required to enhance the role and 
function of that Local Green Space or in very special circumstances, for example where it is 
essential to meet specific necessary utility infrastructure needs and no feasible alternative 
site is available. 

This wording is not required as it is adequately covered in 
NPPF 145 and 146. 

375.  24.Friends of 
Horsham Park 

Strongly agree. Noted. 

376.  20. As stated above, the plan does not do anywhere near enough when it comes to protecting our 
local green spaces. For instance, the suggestion of building on Rookwood golf course could 
have a devastating negative impact on the wildlife at Warnham Nature Reserve. We MUST 
protect our local green spaces and local wildlife.  

Noted – Clause A of HB10 considers the creation of space. 

377.  But it’s very important to keep them clean from litter  Noted and this is included as a non-policy action. 

378.  Commerce should NOT in this case take precedence over amenities.  Noted. 

379.  For me, the protection of green spaces is the most important aspect of the Neighbourhood 
Plan and of all the green spaces the one that is of most importance to me is Muggeridge 
Field (land south of Athelstan Way).  Since Muggeridge Field hasn’t been designated as a 
Local Green Space, I strongly disagree with this policy.  Furthermore, if the plan isn’t 
updated to include Muggeridge Field as a Local Green Space I will have to vote against the 
Neighbourhood Plan in the referendum. 
 
In the Local Green Spaces Review document, Muggeridge Field was discounted in stage 1 

See previous comments on Muggeridge Field.  The 
Blueprint has extensively engaged with local people and a 
comprehensive audit of green spaces was assessed drawn 
from a range of sources, not least the work of the 
community-led Horsham Society. 
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with the comment, “Criteria 4 - This field is located off Athelstan Way. Whilst it is crossed by 
footpaths, in itself it is not felt to be suitable for Local Green Space designation.”  Criteria 4 
refers to the Government Guidance (paragraph 018 Ref ID: 37-018-20140306), which says, 
“Areas that may be considered for designation as Local Green Space may be crossed by 
public rights of way. There is no need to designate linear corridors as Local Green Space 
simply to protect rights of way, which are already protected under other legislation.”  
Muggeridge Field isn’t a linear corridor and the reason for designating it as a Local Green 
Space isn’t to protect a right of way.  Therefore, it should not have been discounted in stage 
1 and it should have gone on to the evaluation against the NPPF criteria in stage2. 
 
Muggeridge Field satisfies the criteria stated in paragraph 100 of the NPPF: 
 
a. It is in close proximity to the community it serves.  There are areas of housing on two 
sides of the field and it is within a short walking distance of many houses via the public 
bridleway. 
 
b. It is demonstrably special to the local community and holds a particular local significance.   
I am very fortunate to live on the eastern boundary of the field so I benefit from the 
beautiful landscape of the field every day.  Since the field is on a hill, many houses have a 
view of it, not just those along the boundary but also houses set well back from the field.  
Hence the field is important in giving the area its semi-rural setting.   
I also walk and run along the bridleway on the western side of the field several times a week, 
enjoying the tranquility of the field and the beautiful natural grassland landscape.  Most of 
all I enjoy the wonderful panoramic view from the top of the hill, across the field to the 
countryside beyond.  From my house, I see lots of other people using the field for 
recreational activities: walking, cycling and running.  I also see wildlife in the field including 
deer, foxes, pheasants, barn owls and badgers.   
The fact that Muggeridge Field is on a hill and its close proximity to housing makes it a very 
special and significant place to the local community. 
 
c. It is local in character because there are areas of housing on the northern and eastern 
boundaries.  It covers an area of 4.1 hectares, so it is not an extensive tract of land. 
 
The Local Green Spaces Review document, explains that the Steering Committee conducted 
their own research on green spaces and then they themselves went through a subjective 
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selection process to designate areas as Local Green Spaces.  The advice provided by Locality 
says that engagement with the community is an essential part of planning for green spaces.  
However, Horsham Blueprint didn’t engage with the community as part of their selection 
process and they failed to take into account comments sent to them about the importance 
of Muggeridge Field by myself and my neighbours in December 2019.  I know that the 
Steering Committee had very limited resources so I can understand why they went through 
the process that they did.  I just hope that they will now listen to the local community and 
will designate Muggeridge Field as a Local Green Space. 

380.  Green spaces and area: maintaining and developing this is vital for a growing town. The 
current spaces such as Warnham Nature Reserve, Southwater Country Park and Horsham Park 
are popular and increasingly busy. This will increase with the increase in housing and 
population. We need more space. A large amount of development is in the form of 
apartments, these residents need outdoor space for recreation exercise and for healthy 
mental health. Environmentally - green space, biodiversity all required for a better standard 
of living.  

Noted and as per previous comments on including clause to 
create green space. 

381.  Green spaces are essential as building provides minimal gardens Noted. 

382.  Green Spaces are essential for our wellbeing Noted. 

383.  Green Spaces are vital. They have to be retained at all costs Noted. 

384.  Green spaces should be registered, to ensure their longevity. Noted. 

385.  Have you looked at Muggeridge Field and also the small triangle adjacent to the bridleway off 
of Arun Way as local green spaces. 

The group has undertaken a comprehensive audit of local 
green space. The assessment has shown that these spaces 
will not meet the strict NPPF criteria. 

386.  Horsham is an attractive place to live because of the green spaces - let’s not loose them  Noted. 

387.  Horsham park and cemeteries need to be preserved  Noted. 

388.  How can one agree to a plan that will destroy our green belt Rookwood and Nature Reserve Noted. 

389.  I am disappointed that the Roodwood Golf Course seems to have, on my reading, scant 
proection and in view of recent published develpment proposals seems in danger of being 
concreted over.  It does not seem to qualify as a green space - I think this shouls be 
reconsidred.   It currently borders the riverside walk, is a natural play area and a wildlife 
corridor.  Trafaglar ward has a dearth of green spaces and thia area provides a natural 'green 
lung' on this side of town/  It is also part of the flood plain and in view of future climate changes 
shouls be left as a water soak. 

Noted – see comment 20. 

390.  I am strongly opposed to any plans to develop upon existing green spaces, in particular 
Rookwood Golf Course. This is a valuable green space to residents of north west Horsham, for 

Noted- see comment 20. 
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walking, dog walking and of course playing golf. This valuable asser should be protected at all 
costs for the enjoyment of all Horsham residents. 

391.  I would want Rookwood golf course added.  Noted – see comment 20. 

392.  It is important to protect the existing green space for future generations. Noted. 

393.  It is not clear why the YMCA football pitch at the end of Gorings Mead has not been assessed 
as a Local Green Space. It passes all of the tests in para 100 of the NPF in that it is close to the 
community it serves, it is demonstrably special and it is not an extensive tract of land. It is not 
clear why this has not been assessed. Instead it is labelled as 'associated green infrastructure' 
and not afforded any protection from development. 

The football pitch has been recognised as a recreational 
facility and that facility is protected by way of HDC Policy 43 

394.  Limit new housing and push back on Government until existing population can be provided 
for. 

Noted but beyond scope of the NP. 

395.  Muggeridge field is used by walkers, cyclists and runners to access Horsham hill and is the 
traditional and historic route down to Chesworth house. It should be added to this list.  

See previous comments on Muggeridge Field. 

396.  Muggeridge Field should be designated a Local Green Space. It meats all the criteria 
specified by the NPPF.  
1. It is close to the community it serves which is a) the houses immediately on or near its 
Northern and Easter borders , b) the whole of  South East Horsham and c) also people do 
come from all over to admire the views, use the Bridleway on the elevated Western side  
and see the wild life. This is in constant use for walking, cycling,  jogging and nature study as 
local people admire the Field and what it has to offer.  
2.It is demonstrably special to the local community for its beauty, its uniquely glorious views, 
its very easy access and closeness to the community, its tranquility while being so close to 
urbanisation, and for its wild life sightings in its inspirational unspoilt setting.  
3.   It is very local in character as it is not an extensive tract of land but a small gem of unique 
beauty and interest to so many local people . 

As above. 

397.  Muggeridge Field should be included as a local green space. This meets the NPPF criteria in 
every single way.  
The footpath at the top of the field is used daily by dog walkers, nature lovers and 
photographers and enables them to see the extensive views to the south over Muggeridge 
field and the richness of wildlife. Because Muggeridge field is on a hill, the view of it can be 
enjoyed by many residences in the south of the neighbourhood and also from the countryside 
to the south of Horsham. 
Personally I have seen barn owls, deer, badgers and numerous other species of birds on the 
field. It would be devastating not to retain this beautiful part of our neighbourhood.   

As above. 
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398.  Muggeridge Field. 
The area has a wide range of flora and fauna, and is seen as a tranquil space alongside 
Chesworth farm. It provides an oasis of calm, green space and is very frequently used by the 
local community for recreation, exercise and enjoyment of the countryside. This area also 
supports a lot of wildlife, including newts, snakes, owls, bats, deer, badgers, frogs,toads, 
foxes and numerous other birds and animals. We use the land frequently for recreational 
purposes and take great pleasure in seeing and enjoying the wonderful wildlife. This land 
can be easily accessed from several points to provide good public access and provides 
enjoyment for many local people. Our young grandchildren take pleasure in playing in the 
field and viewing the wildlife from their treehouse.  
The topography of the land provides users with sweeping views towards the town centre 
and South towards the river and Denne Hill area. There are a large number of residential 
properties in the immediate area and as such the land can be readily enjoyed by local 
residents without the need to drive or park a car near the field. The bridleway is also used by 
local people for cycling, running and walking. This is a relatively small area of land that 
provides a high degree of enjoyment for all visitors and surrounding property owners many 
of which are low lying bungalows. This relatively small field connects the local people to the 
countryside giving a semi-rural setting for local residents.  

As above. 

399.  Mustn’t build on Rookwood. As above. 

400.  Need to be actively listed and preserved Noted. 

401.  Need to retain ALL green space and provide more. Noted. 

402.  No inclusion of Rookwood Noted. 

403.  p51 Need two separate tables to clarify the difference between current provisions and future 
plans included as 'commentary.' Inconsistent as elsewhere, plans appear inside blue boxes to 
spell out what exactly the Local Planning Authority proposes to do. 

Noted and the table has been made clearer. 

404.  Please can we protect the land south of Athelstan Way (known locally as Muggeridge Field) 
by designating it as a local green space. 
This land passed from Horsham Council to the District Council in the early 1970’s with the 
expectation that it would be used to build a school with a playing field.  The school was not 
built, but I believe the land is still designated for educational purposes.   
Subsequently the land was considered for inclusion in the Horsham District Local Plan as a 
possible site for housing, but the Inspector’s report recommended that it should not be 
included. 
More recently an application was made for building 70 dwellings on the site (DC/11/0224) 
but this was rejected on the grounds that it would cause serious harm to the character and 

See above. 
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appearance of the attractive open countryside on the south side of Horsham.  I do not think 
this objection has lost any validity over the following years. 
The field adjoins Chesworth Farm and could sensibly become part of it (it might once have 
been part of the farm) and this was suggested after the last planning enquiry. 
It has been open area available to local people and tracks across it can be seen in aerial 
photos.  In recent years West Sussex County Council have tried to deny access by fencing the 
land and by occasionally leasing it for grazing.   However it has remained a visual amenity. 
Chesworth Farm is mainly open land with hedges but very few trees.    A good use of 
Muggeridge field would be as some form of plantation for a variety of trees which would 
enhance the area and reduce the run-off of water which is becoming an increasing problem.    
We need more trees to help clean the air and filter water and trees would help reduce 
pollution and provide shelter wildlife. 
The bridleway from Arun Way to Chesworth Farm along the top of Muggeridge Field is the 
only access from the east.  It can be very wet at the top of the hill and this route can get 
extremely muddy.  Provision of an alternative route through Muggeridge Field would make 
the access more readily available.    
Please protect this land as it would be far better to use as an amenity for local people than 
to allow it to fall into the hands of developers. 

405.  Please see above comment regarding making the 'associated green infrastructure' label for 
Rookwood area to be able an essential Local Green Space for residents with disability and 
mental illness. 

Noted. 

406.  Rookwood Golf Course is an important green space for people and wildlife and should be given 
similar protection. 

Noted. 

407.  support fields in trust status for Horsham Park Noted. 

408.  Thats being built on, farm land, my children loved wstching the local farmer plougjing his 
fields, now he selling them off for houses 

Noted. 

409.  There is not enough protection for green spaces. Rookwood is to be developed by our own 
council. Chesworth is down for potential development. So are areas of St Leonards Forest. 
Further out, suburban sprawl has been permitted in Broadbridge Heath, North of Horsham 
and Southwater. And Horsham Park does not have full legal protection. 

Noted. 

410.  We already have fields and green areas that are being ruined through the greed of housing 
development.  

Noted. 

411.  What green spaces its been used to put any type of house on the land.  Noted. 

Section 9 Transport and movement 
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412.  19.WSCC Services para 9.1  
Developers can only be required to mitigate the impact of their development, in accordance 
with CIL Regulation 122. Whether pedestrian crossing points or travel plans should be 
provided would be assessed on a case by case basis. Various aspects of proposed development 
will determine whether crossings/ travel plan would be required to make development 
acceptable in planning terms and will be based on site specific assessments and scale of 
development proposed. 

This has been noted in the text. 

POLICY HB12: ENCOURAGING SUSTAINABLE MOVEMENT  
 

413. 16 9. Historic England support Policy HB12 (C) as responding to the historic features of the neighbourhood plan 
area and the threats affecting them. 

Noted. 

414.  19.WSCC Services Check numbering. 
 
A: suggests amendment to make more flexible. 
 
Paragraph B (this should be marked C) criterion a - Each development will be assessed on a 
case by case basis and it may be considered more appropriate to provide shared surface rather 
than separate footway/cycleway in some circumstances, when assessed against local and 
national guidelines. Pavement widths should also be provided in line with WSCC guidance 
where necessary. 

Agree and amend. 
 
Para A amend to: To ensure that residents can access social, 
community, public transport, schools, the town centre and 
other important facilities, all where appropriate new 
development should ensure safe access to link up with the 
existing footpath and cycleway network, and key movement 
routes that are identified in the Local Cycling and Walking 
Infrastructure Plan for West Sussex. 
 
Amend text to acknowledge this. 
 

415.  24. Friends of 
Horsham Park 

Strongly agree  

416.  20. A feature of Horsham are the 'Twittens' which ensure connectivity of the various residential 
and commercial areas. Both the Twittens and footpaths should be recorded and registered to 
ensure their continuance. 

Noted and this is included. 

417.  Better transport links required no mention of buses, trains.car parking Car parking dealt with in other policies, where relevant.  
NP has limited scope over bus provision and trains. 

418.  Cycling and mobility scooters should have special provision to encourage same Amended to mention ‘mobility vehicles’. 

419.  Cycling provision needs to be improved. We need to move away from the silly cycling provision 
on North Parade and Broadbridge Heath where parking on the lanes is allowed. 

This is included in the policy. 
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420.  Electric bus and taxi services should be the norm within the town area Agreed and additional clause added to encourage the 
provision of fast charging points – for e.g. taxis, buses, cars, 
in public car parks and areas? 

421.  Everywhere will be too crowded and all these new houses will bring more traffic onto our 
already crowded roads 

Noted. 

422.  Free parking for electric vehicles for the next 5 years and at lease one e bus See above. 

423.  I don’t see a lot of logic between the rest of the policies and this one - the main get away 
points of Horsham don’t fall in the discussed areas.  

Noted. 

424.  I strongly agree BUT wish there was even more consideration for bridleways and other 
facilities for horse riders and other types of horse transport. While this may not be entirely 
possible in the centre areas the fringes of Horsham are. After all, Horsham was almost 
founded on the horse industry! 

This is an interesting point as the respondent is correct in 
the etymology of the word ‘Horsham’ relating to horses. 
However, there is an extremely limited number of 
brideways in Horsham at the moment and HB7 seeks to 
protect these and enhance connectivity where feasible. 
Additional text added to the section and to Clause D. 

425.  I support extra cycle and pedestrian paths but these must be in addition to existing roads. 
I also oppose any 20mph limits. The money can be better spent elsewhere if the cost/benefit 
ratio is apt. Measures should be taken to reduce traffic jams. However I must applaud the 
decision to keep away speed bumps; not only can they increase air pollution by 10,000 times 
(ITV report) but delay emergency vehicles and lead to deaths. 

Noted. 

426.  Make walking easier and pleasanter.  Noted – links to public realm policy too. 

427.  Movement if the people get out of their cars and start walking instead of polluting the roads 
. School runs are the worse and mornings on Brighton road . 

Noted. 

428.  Not at the expense of existing roads closing that wood redirect traffic to other parts of the 
town causing more traffic delays and pollution. 

Noted. 

429.  Obvious "T" missing in title. 
9.1 needs a link tot the Local Cycling and walking infrastructure Plan (LCWIP).  
9.3 The importance of Horsham's own LCWIP needs to be emphasised as a key driver on 
cycling and walking network, not a generic government one.  
9.5 The diagram here unfortunately does not represent HDC's choice of main routes only 
which are limited to only 5 in total. This diagram in 9.5 is desire lines, but not where HDC are 
choosing to work, since HDC are concentrating on primary routes only, not a network with 
crossing cutting. So this diagram is a good target of primary and secondary routes to form a 
network. 
9.6 there are five primary routes, not four. Apologies, I cannot identify the fifth without the 

Noted – amend. 
9.1: Agree and link to be provided. 
9.3: this is covered in 9.4 
9.5 – the work is ‘in progress’ 
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WSP documentation. 
9.7. Again this is misleading since on the main five routes form part of the LCWIP, the 
network is not planned. 
 
Policy HB12 B (c) is tricky since what is essential to one (say EV chargers) is street clutter to 
others.  

430.  Promote use of electric scooters, bikes and other innovative electrical personal  transports we 
don't even know about as yet 

Noted – see above comments. 

431.  the reduction of carbon dioxide and nitrous oxide is an important part of improving the 
environment for the community 

Noted – hence the need for this policy. 

432.  There needs to be a specific policy imperative to improve the Brighton Road which is currently 
unsafe to pedestrians (especially young children). This is a result of the eroded kerbs, 
degraded surfaces and speed of cars. 

The supporting text has been amended to reflect this. 

433.  Traffic wardens currently refuse to deal with parking in cycle lanes.  Local buses are insanely 
uncomfortable and noisy.  I have been on better buses in rural Guatemala. 

Noted, but outside the scope of the NP. 

434.  Walking cycling and as we age mobility scoters need to be bale to get around happily together Agreed and mobility vehicles have been added. 

435.  We need a comprehensive cycling/walking/mobility vehicle network across Horsham. 
Currently we have one of the worst provisions in the country. Scattered stretches of cycle 
path that disappear just when you need them most, at busy junctions. 
 
Cyclists etc cannot share narrow roads with cars. Space needs to be made, if necessary by 
implementing a wide area one way system. 
 
Imaginary lines on a map and a few signs do not constitute a cycling network. 

This is the purpose of the LCWIP, which is work in progress. 

436.  We need to emphasise the need for shared spaces and not diverge to one method of transport 
at the expense of others. Better public transport is essential. I would point out that I would 
love to spend more time in the town centre, eat and drink etc, but we have no public transport 
after 1900. 

Noted – this is mentioned. 

POLICY HB13: PROVISION OF SPORT, LEISURE AND RECREATION FACILITIES 

437. 17 14. North Horsham 
PC 

Support Noted. 

438.  24.Friends of 
Horsham Park 

HB13A: agree with proposals for (d) and indoor skate park facility, which should be 
considered alongside the redevelopment of the Horsham Skate Park. The empty Staples site 
could be an ideal location for an indoor skate park – indoor skate parks if planned with care 

Noted 
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can be combined with other facilities for young people such as climbing walls. If they have 
separate entrances, they can be combined with indoor children’s play facilities.   
 
Indoor skate parks are ideal for providing different sessions for different users – 
BMX/scooters/in-line skaters/skateboarders/different age groups/girl only sessions.  Indoor 
skate parks also provide employment opportunities for young people eg for coaching those 
new to the sport or wanting to develop advanced tricks. 
 
Para 10.4 Suggest replace ‘exotic’ with non-native trees in paragraph describing Horsham 
Park.  
 
Skatepark redevelopment: Provide feedback on the retention of the wooden skatepark: which 
needs to be undertaken hand in hand with indoor provision, which could be wooden and 
outdoor in concrete. Interim solution would be for the current outdoor skate park to combine 
both – see response for fuller detail. 
 
Play facilities - We strongly support the additional play facilities in Horsham Park. Some of 
these should  be formed from natural materials - logs and boulders - as recommended by the 
'Space to Thrive 2019'  report as a means of encouraging connections to nature. 
 
Recreation for social inclusion: In this section of the plan we would like to add the principle of 
providing recreation facilities that promote social inclusion.  For example, in London parks, it 
is popular to have a communal BBQ area with fixed BBQs, picnic benches and bins.  This 
enables different elements of the community to mix and for larger social groups to picnic 
together.  A site part way between the skate park and the children’s playground would be 
suitable as this area is not used for sport or festivals, is not near housing and it would 
encourage people away from the two lawns in front of Park House which are congested on 
sunny days.   
 
Horsham Park: support for protecting the park is essential. A Fields in Trust protection would 
protect the park in perpetuity, freeing everyone to focus on how to get the best out of this 
asset for the residents of Horsham and for wildlife. The Park is vulnerable to being nibbled 
away as the Council comes under increasing pressure to find land for development.  It needs 
protection against short term gains (eg funds from selling parts of the park to developers) and 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Agree and replace wording. 
 
 
Noted and text amended to reflect this. 
 
 
 
 
Agreed and policy wording amended to reflect this. 
 
 
 
Agreed and incorporating. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Agreed. 
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we need to protect the park in its entirety for the growing population of Horsham, for future 
generations, for wildlife and because it forms part of the green corridor in the town.  
The Park, like other green spaces, in the area, provides huge benefits for physical and mental 
well being and should not be seen as a cost, or something to plunder, but as an asset to 
protect, enhance and enjoy.  This does not mean the park should not change at all – there is 
huge potential for it to be used to assist in combatting climate change, in countering pollution 
and supporting biodiversity. 
 

439.  20. Agree but not at the expense of eroding or degrading existing wildlife corridors. Noted. 

440.  All very over priced leisure places. Only great place is Warnham nature reserve at the moment. 
Until Horsham D/C decide to start building around it. So we will be loosing this area.  

Noted. 

441.  A youth club The detail on youth provision has been expanded. 

442.  Consideration should be given to the provision of changing facilities at certain leisure 
locations. 

The text has been amended to include this. 

443.  Could solar powered street lights be introduced to the park to make it safer in the early 
evening and winter?   

This would fall under the remit of the Friends of Horsham 
Park. 

444.  I feel it is of upmost importance that Horsham Park is set up as a Field in Trust with a Deed in 
Designation. It is a green lung to the centre of Horsham town. 

Noted – the NP supports this. 

445.  I find that the maps are wholly inaccurate. Fig 10.1 has not included Rookwood Golf Course 
which is a sport and leisure provision. It also has not included the river that runs through this 
green space which is currently highly used locally by the community for fishing whom have a 
low carbon highly inclusive sporting and leisure pursuit. This needs updating and protecting. 
The barn at Rookwood also serves as community and cultural facility. 

The maps are not inaccurate, however they have been 
amended to show the additional recreational sites such as 
Rookwood Golf Course and the River Walk and YMCA 
football pitch. 

446.  I think we are getting good provision and of a wide variety. We need to resolve the provision 
of a local running track. 

Noted. 

447.  If you want people to use the facilities, advertise them - Broadbridge Heath I gather is 
excellent but not enough information is out and about to promote it.  I don't visit Tesco so 
don't see it apart from on the A24 heading north! 

 Noted. 

448.  Keep what there is and add new extra in fringe areas.  Noted. 

449.  More could be done Noted. 

450.  more than adequately catered for Noted. 

451.  No inclusion of Rookwood Noted. 

452.  Seems 'me too.' Not ambitious enough if serious about future plans. Sports hub should 
support new skills for new sports.(eg) For 'Hundred' cricket, time-lapse photography and 

Noted. 
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virtual cricket pitch. For snowboarding, investment is needed in a simulator to develop 
snowboarding and skiing skills. These ideas would need additional lottery fund support. 

453.  Strongly disagree with losing Rookwood Golf Course and open area which are filling up fast. Noted – see comment 20. 

454.  The provision of sporting facilities should be broadened to include a certain amount of 
"upgrading" of public "pitches". Many of our football pitches in Horsham Park and Bennetts 
Field, for example, do regularly become waterlogged during the playing season severely 
restricting use. Improving the drainage of these areas should be encouraged. 

The policy has been slightly amended to note this. 

455.  The YMCA football pitch at the end of Gorings Mead is not even identified on figure 10.1! 
Surely some degree of protection should be provided to existing sports pitches. 

See comment 445.  Protecting of existing pitches is included 
in HDC policy. 

456.  Upgrade the Capitol. restore The Drill Hall and actively promote for more community 
activities; support activities in the Park e.g. the Bowls club.  Allow temporary activities in the 
Park such as Ice rink,  

This future of the Drill Hall is already in question and 
therefore cannot be safeguarded by the Neighbourhood 
Plan. 

457.  We have good sports facilities but regarding countryside walking etc this is being concreted 
over 

Noted. 

458.  We have leisure centres but would be nice if there were cheaper options , more affordable 
for those that cannot afford to send there children their . 

Noted. 

459.  We should keep golf courses as already losing Ifield Golf Club to housing  Do we want to lose 
another golf course especially as so many new people moving into the area. 

Noted. 

460.  Why is golf not mentioned? Noted. 

POLICY HB14: COMMUNITY AND CULTURAL FACILITIES 

461. 18 1. Arun Business 
Consortium Ltd, 
Horsham Gospel 
Hall Trust and South 
Downs Education 
Trust 

 

Support for independent schools; places of worship inc. halls (to serve district wide need) Noted. 

462.  14. North Horsham 
PC 

North Horsham Parish Council  recognise the need for indoor activities for children and young 

people and support the aims of the policy statement on p54 for the provision of sport leisure 

and recreation activities especially with regard to the visions for Horsham Park that will benefit 

all residents in the Horsham area. 

Noted. 



Horsham Blueprint Business Neighbourhood Plan 

Consultation Statement 

 

57 

 

Ref. Respondent Feedback  Forum Response / Suggested amendment to Plan 

The Parish Council also supports the retention of community halls with a more diverse usage 

as laid out on p55 and reinforce statement 10.14 which highlights the need for more allotment 

or community growing space. 

463.  24.Friends of 
Horsham Park 

Strongly agree.  We would like to see community space subsidised by HDC: eg The Drill Hall, 
Park Barn rather than the non-competitive prices charged which lead to under-usage. 
 

Noted. 

464.  20. A lot of places are closing, halls being shut, services disbanded Noted. 

465.  Although I agree with much of the content here it does not go far enough. We must also 

consider the heritage of our existing community and leisure facilities and not lose sight of their 

location and accessibility to users. Remember too that bicycle parking should also be 

considered in providing for access. 

Noted. 

466.  As mentioned in the document, The Drill Hall is likely to be demolished in the near future. The 

unparished areas of Horsham lack power and influence. We need a Town Council to promote 

the town's interests. 

Noted and this idea is included in the plan. 

467.  Considering the proposals to redevelop the Drill Hall: A location of equivalent size can not be 

considered adequate when the loss of a historic building is also considered. 

Noted. 

468.  However, they have to be appropriate to modern needs. These change and we should not 

preserve things we are not using. 

Can I add that there are comments in the document that we should consider moving to a 

parish council for the 3 unparished areas. I agree entirely, but I would not refer to it in this 

document as it may be counter productive. 

Noted. 

469.  Keep Drill Hall in town centre Noted – but maybe outside our remit. 

470.  Keep the Drill Hall and encourage more use of it.  As above 

471.  More could be done to connect the WWII Canadian troops (Owlbeech Woods) with museum 

artefacts. Also the derilect ROC Nuclear Bunker at Chesworth Farm allotments could be 

renovated as an occasional tourist attraction (as has happened at Cuckfield)  

Would be a non-policy action 

472.  Need community centres  Policy supports this 

473.  Please include Rookwood Golf Course and Barn on the maps as a community and Cultural 

Facility. 

Noted and see mapping comment above. 

474.  Please retain the Drill Hall.  there is no community hall in the south side of Horsham.  Noted. 
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Ref. Respondent Feedback  Forum Response / Suggested amendment to Plan 

475.  Provide greater support for 'evening class' activities which are not linked to qualifications.  

Safeguard and exp[and the library facilities. 

Agreed. 

476.  The current community assets need to be protected and maintained & improved - destroying 

these lessons the character of the town and any new replacement will not measure up to what 

was lost. 

Noted. 

477.  The proposed replacement for the drill hall does not meet the requirement of A(a) because it 

is on the outer edge of the town rather than at its heart, and cannot be reached easily without 

using a car - too far to walk and no public transport 

Noted, although the NP has not yet been made. 

478.  We need places for the elderly to meet that are free and help them get into the community.  Noted. 

479.  We would like to see community space subsidised by HDC: eg The Drill Hall, Park Barn rather 

than the non-competitive prices charged which lead to under-usage. 

Noted. 

480.  With the demise of the town Hall and the possible loss of the Drill Hall, Horsham requires a 

central community facility. Rookwood would not be suitable, being too remote to the town 

centre and with problems accessing the site. The Drill Hall site would be ideal, being centrally 

placed and with excellent parking facilities nearby. Consideration should be given to either (a) 

converting the existing building or (b) demolishing a providing a new hall. 

Noted. 

481.  With the threats by HDC to the Drill Hall, this should be named as a essential cultural centre, 

alongside the Capitol 

Noted. 

POLICY HB15: ALLOTMENTS AND COMMUNITY GROWING SPACES 

482. 19 14. North Horsham 
PC 

Support. Noted. 

483.  24.Friends of 
Horsham Park 

Strongly agree.  

484. 20 20. Absolutely essential Noted. 

485.  Additional areas of allotments need to be made available for new developments. Noted. 

486.  Allotments and 'growing spaces' are an essential part of the community, and as such they 
should be retained. Consideration should be given to requiring developers providing such 
facilities on new developments. 

Noted. 

487.  Allotments must be preserved Noted. 

488.  Allotments should be permanent places for the benefit of residents  Noted. 
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Ref. Respondent Feedback  Forum Response / Suggested amendment to Plan 

489.  As stated, importance to maintain public access along the Riverside Walk. Drastic 
improvements need to improve evenness of routes for disabled mobility scooters 

Noted. 

490.  Community allotments are very important and should not be superseded by 'growing spaces' 
as they act as a biodiverse area unlike the occasional planting squares. 

Noted, although both have their place in modern living. 

491.  Keep all existing allotment space and provide more space. Noted. 

492.  Let’s have more community planting options!  Noted. 

493.  Lots more, but users will have to pay for them. I like the idea of communal growing spaces. Noted. 

494.  once again green space that should be retained Noted. 

495.  preserve all that  currently exists to promote interest in next generations Noted. 

496.  Use any (small) spare patches for planting fruit trees (and vegetables etc?) Noted. 

497.  Very important but again but be kept clean from litter Noted. 

498.  Vital community asset Noted. 

499.  We like the idea of community growing spaces. Noted. 

500.  We need Allotments for people to enjoy, we have a allotment and welcome the produce 
community spirit on there that this brings 

Noted. 

501.  We need more allotments and they shouldn't be guilt on Noted. 

502.  Yes allotments are great but should go to people in flats as they dont have a garden. Noted. 

Non Policy Actions 

503.  24.Friends of 
Horsham Park 

Ref 7 iii. point conflates two disparate things (vegetation acting as carbon sinks and reducing 
air pollution) this is not correct. Vegetation can do both, but by acting as a carbon sink, it 
doesn't reduce air pollution and vice versa.  In this paragraph the use of hedging to reduce air 
pollution would be relevant. 

 

Evidence 

504. 31 10. WSCC Assets LGS Review: Muggeridge Field 
do not support the fact that it clearly states ‘This field is located off Athelstan Way. Whilst it 
is crossed by footpaths, in itself it is not felt to be suitable for Local Green Space designation.’ 
This is an incorrect statement. The site bound by stock proof fencing and private land signs. 
In accordance with the West Sussex PROW mapping system, iMaps, neither permissive paths 
nor formal public rights of way are located within the site.  
 
 

Noted and agree to amend text within the Local Green 
Space Review.  

Additional policy suggestions 
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Ref. Respondent Feedback  Forum Response / Suggested amendment to Plan 

505. 33 17. Southern Water It is suggested that the plan could provide support to schools within the plan area and the 
need to provide additional school places due to the level of development coming forward in 
the area over the plan period. 

This was discussed and agreed it was outside of the remit 
of the NDP. 

506.  25. Pop up shop Matter raised by one of the public claiming expertise, concerns the Millais all-terrain pitch 
mentioned in HB13. He claimed that the 3G rating described as an upgrade is out of date & 
no longer used as the material can cause burns – he said the current approved rating is 5G.  
 

Reference has been made in the policy, however it is 
important to note that technologies beyond 3G (4G, 5G, 6G 
etc.) have not been yet recognised by sports governing 
bodies. 
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Table 2 - Horsham District Council Comments to the Submission Horsham Blueprint Business Neighbourhood Plan 

 

New words to be inserted are in bold. Words to be deleted will be crossed through. 

REF NP Paragraph 
No. / Policy 

No. 

Suggested Change / Comment Response from Forum / suggest amendment 

1.  General comments It would be useful to know if the Forum is considering setting a review 
date for the NP in light of the Local Plan review work. 

This is addressed in Section 11. At 11.2, we could clearly state 
that the NDP should be reviewed shortly after the emerging 
Local Plan has been adopted, in order for any significant 
changes to be addressed through the NP. 

2.  General Comments Although not essential – many NP’s contain a Foreword from a 
chairperson. 

This could be included in the next version and could provide a 
brief summary of the work and thank those involved. 

3.  General Comments Not all pages seem to have page numbers. For example – after page 21 
there are no following page numbers. 

Address as part of final proof read. 

4.  General Comments Many of the policies refer to figures which are inserted amongst the 
text within the NP. It is not clear if these form part of the suite of 
policies maps. However – it is recommended that actual policy 
wording should refer to the policies map and not to figures. 

Amend policy wording in all cases to refer to the Policies Map. 

5.  General Comments There are some typos within the Plan. Please note that chapter 9 is 
called ‘Ransport’ within the contents table and the actual chapter 
heading. 

Address in final proof read. 

6.  Paragraph 1.13 It is recommended that reference is made to policies/housing figures 
set out in the HDPF relating to housing numbers for Neighbourhood 
Plans in order to provide 
some context. 

Agree and add these in. 

7.  Paragraph 3.2 Objective 3 – Objectives tend to feed into the vision and provide the 
overall means for achieving the vision. It is recommended that 
reference is made within the vision to community, resilience and social 
groups. 

Agree to incorporate into the overarching vision. 

8.  Objective 5 – As a mostly urban area, Horsham Blueprint is capable of 
providing housing for all sectors and groups of people and a range of 
housing needs. 
Therefore, this objective appears quite restrictive as it refers to young 
people/first time buyers and downsizers. 

The type of housing needed locally has come from the feedback 
to ongoing engagement – suggest we amend the objective to:  
 
“To encourage new housing that addresses local housing need, 
in particular targeting providing opportunities for first-time 
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REF NP Paragraph 
No. / Policy 

No. 

Suggested Change / Comment Response from Forum / suggest amendment 

buyers and young families to move into or remain in the area 
and provide opportunities for older people wishing to 
downsize.”  
 

9.  Objective 8- reference should be made in the vision to matters related 
to the local economy so that this objective can link into the vision. 

Noted and amend vision to address this. 

10.  Objective 9 – reference should be made within the vision to climate 
change. 

Agree and amend vision to address this. Yes as long as meaning 
not altered. 

11.  Paragraph 4.1 It should be clear to the reader of the NP where HDC has identified 
potential housing allocations within the Blueprint area. 

The sites noted in ELP are not yet agreed therefore it would be 
premature to mention them here in detail. 
 

 

Amend text to: Whilst the Neighbourhood Plan does not make 

housing allocations, HDC’s emerging local plan has identified 

potential housing allocations within the Blueprint area.  

 
12.  Figure 4.1 For clarification – the key to the figure/plan shows a black coloured 

boundary as Policy HB1 – Location of development but the title to the 
figure/plan states that it is the Built Up Area Boundary. Do the two 
names for the boundary mean the same 
thing? 

This is effectively the same thing. For clarity, we will change the 
map title, in the top left, to BUAB 

13.  Page 13 and 14 The reference to Figure 4.1 features on both of these pages. All 
references to the figures on page 14 are muddled (see paras 4.6 and 
4.7). 

Agreed – this is a simple amendment of the names of the 
Figures. 

14.  Paragraph 4.13 As above – information relating to the housing allocation within the 
HDPF for neighbourhood plans should be referenced in this paragraph 
together with any views on whether the Horsham Blueprint NP will be 
reviewed in light of the Local Plan Review. 

Make reference to the ‘offer’ from HDC in 2019 for groups to 
not allocate and instead take an early review of their plan in 
light of the emerging Local Plan (once made).  
 
Include ‘Aim1’ the intention would be to review the NP shortly 
after ELP is made… 
 
*will mean the other Aims will need renumbering. 



Horsham Blueprint Business Neighbourhood Plan 

Consultation Statement 

 

63 

 

REF NP Paragraph 
No. / Policy 

No. 

Suggested Change / Comment Response from Forum / suggest amendment 

15.  Policy HB1 Subsection A- The wording of the policy should be as follows: 
 

Development in the Blueprint Neighbourhood Area shall primarily be 
focused within the built-up area boundary as shown on the Policies 
Maps in Section 14 of this 
Neighbourhood Plan. Coalescence with neighbouring settlements is not 
to be permitted. 
 
Existing policies within the HDPF provide guidance to matters relating 
to coalescence and an emerging policy in the Local Plan Review will 
cover this issue. The NP should not prejudice future sites coming 
forward which will require the release of greenfield sites around what is 
primarily the main settlement in the district. 

 
Subsection B – the wording - ‘it relates to necessary utilities’ needs to 
be clear – does this mean utility infrastructure? 

 
Subsection C – this requires further clarification. Does the reference to 
‘greenfield’ relate to sites within the BUAB or outside or both? If within 
BUAB – what does it include - open space/recreational grounds? Does 
it refer to all types of development? It is suggested this part of the policy 
is deleted unless further explanation can be provided. 

Do not agree to include the word ‘primarily’ as part (b) provides 
further detail for development beyond the BUAB.  
 

On the coalescence point, Policy 27 of the HDPF (and Policy 29) 

of the emerging plan do tackle this, so agreed we are simply 

repeating here.  

 

Make reference to the HDC policies in para 4.12 of NP. 

 

Coalescence will be only be permitted where it meets the 

criteria within the Local Plan or it successor. 

 

And mention conformity to this in the policy. 

 

 

 Subsection B: amend for clarity:  

 
“it relates to necessary utilityies infrastructure;  

 

 

Subsection C: Add the words ‘on the edge of the BUAB of the 

Blueprint Area.’ to the policy. “Adjacent to / or beyond” 
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REF NP Paragraph 
No. / Policy 

No. 

Suggested Change / Comment Response from Forum / suggest amendment 

 

 

 

16.  Policy HB2 It is recommended that this policy is removed. The NP is not 
allocating housing sites and this policy may cause some confusion. 
The HDPF provides a policy on housing (Policy 16) and there is no 
need for a NP policy to repeat the same policy position. In addition, 
there is no robust evidence which supports the policy nor a market 
assessment report completed for the NP regarding housing needs 
and the type of housing in demand within the Blueprint area. It 
appears the details within the policy have been based on the results 
of consultation feedback only. 

 
Matters relating to design will be addressed through Policy HB4. It is 
doubtful that criterion B can be enforced. It is considered to be too 
onerous and too prescriptive and not required. Criterion C is addressed 
within the HDPF and the Local Plan 
review. 

The ELP has not yet been made, therefore it makes sense for 
the NP to strengthen these points. Also based on consultation 
feedback. 
 
Amend Clause B to relate to ‘major development’ (as defined 
in the NPPF) (+ add to glossary). 

17.  Page 20 Please check that the web links are correct. Ref 10 no longer works. Amend to: 
https://www.horsham.gov.uk/__data/assets/pdf_file/0019/630
91/Horsham-Character-Statement-and-Appraisal.pdf  

18.  Policy HB3 It is recommended that the wording of this policy is reviewed so that 
it can usefully provide guidance to applicants and for decision 
making. What does ‘make a positive contribution to the visual impact 
of the main highway approaches’ mean?  
 
A number of the documents referred to within the policy are now 
several years out of date and pre-date the NPPF. Are these still 
relevant and do they comply with national planning guidance? It is 
possible that the proposed ideas regarding improvement to highway 
approaches could be better addressed through CIL 

On the positive contribution to the highways approaches, 
Historic England said: 
 

“we wonder if this should be more specific in identifying how 

the character of these approach routes should be preserved or 

enhanced. Could their green character be improved by adding 

tree planting or roadside green space/verges or is there 

opportunity to reduce visual clutter by consolidating and 

rationalising traffic signs?  

https://www.horsham.gov.uk/__data/assets/pdf_file/0019/63091/Horsham-Character-Statement-and-Appraisal.pdf
https://www.horsham.gov.uk/__data/assets/pdf_file/0019/63091/Horsham-Character-Statement-and-Appraisal.pdf
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REF NP Paragraph 
No. / Policy 

No. 

Suggested Change / Comment Response from Forum / suggest amendment 

contributions.  

Floral planting (bulbs/shrubs) 

 

 

Suggest that we could say something like: 
 

 
i. Make a positive contribution to the visual impact of the 

main highway approaches into the Area, which are: 
Brighton Road, Harwood Road, Crawley Road, 
Wimblehurst Road, Warnham Road, Guildford Road and 
Worthing Road. Such improvements could include 
adding tree planting or roadside green space, or 
reducing visual clutter by consolidating and 
rationalising traffic signs and contributions from new 
major development in the neighbourhood area will be 
used to enable this. These contributions will be 
collected through Section 106 Agreements or the 
Community Infrastructure Levy mechanism.  

Note that a resident feedback suggested some additional 
highways approaches/key locations. 

  
 

Bii: might be helpful to add "... and to conserve those features 

identified as contributing to the character of the area”. 

 

On the documents referred to, this are referenced as providing 

guidance so I think we should still refer to them. 
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REF NP Paragraph 
No. / Policy 

No. 

Suggested Change / Comment Response from Forum / suggest amendment 

19.  Policy HB4 There are several subsections within this policy that 
applicants/developers are expected to address and cumulatively 
these will be quite onerous. It is recommended that the policy is 
reworded so it is focussed on the key issues of most importance to 
the NP area.  
 
Are the guidance notes cited relevant and up to date with national 
planning policy?  
 
Subsection (f) is not usually a matter that can be delivered or 
controlled through planning policy however, it is suggested that the 
policy is written to allow for flexibility in delivering the requirement 
so that it is seen as something that is desirable within developments 
rather than an absolute requirement. 

The policy is not expecting developer to deliver ALL the 
criterion, rather to show how they have sought to address 
them. 
 
Amend to: 
 

“Development proposals will be expected to demonstrate how 
they have considered and sought to address the following 
matters:”  
 
 
All new residential, commercial and community properties within 
the Horsham Blueprint Business Neighbourhood Plan area should 
be served by a superfast broadband (such as full fibre) 
connection.  

 Policy HB5 It is recommended this policy is reviewed and refined. As it stands – it 
is not clear whether development should take all of the criteria on 
board. The policy should be worded so there is flexibility embedded 
within the criteria – so it is clear that when a particular development 
cannot achieve one of the criterions (for practical reasons), then this 
would not render the scheme unacceptable.  
 
In addition, much of it may be repetition of existing policies in the 
HDPF or the emerging Local Plan Review. Cross reference to other 
policies within the Horsham Blueprint NP and/or the HDPF is 
recommended. 

I think we can address this by adding an additional sentence to 
section A, beneath the criteria, to say “where a development 
cannot achieve one or more of the criteria (for practical 
reasons), then this would not render the scheme 
unacceptable, providing a robust demonstration can be made 
by the developer” 
 
 
Disagree that there is repetition in the NP – aside from 
perhaps the EV charging point.   

20.  Figure 7.1 This comes after Figure 7.2 – there is no page number. Agree numbering has gone awry – pick up in proofread 

21.  Figure 7.2 This map is too small to read and would be better inserted within the 
Plan at A4 size similar to Figure 7.1. 

Agree numbering has gone awry – pick up in proofread – and 
enlarge map 

22.  Policy HB6 This policy should refer to a policies map so it is clear what the 
boundary of the town centre is. It should also be clear where the 
secondary shop frontage areas are (and the primary). It is unlikely 
that criterion C will be enforceable especially the reference to 

Agreed – add detail of primary and secondary frontages to the 
policy map (and figure: 7.1 (which is actually 7.2) 
 
The group were in two minds about criterion C, so agree to 
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REF NP Paragraph 
No. / Policy 

No. 

Suggested Change / Comment Response from Forum / suggest amendment 

supporting small, local businesses. What is the criteria for being a 
local business? It is recommended that is deleted. 

 
In light of the HDC draft Local Plan. Secondary retail frontages may 
be under review. The emerging Blueprint should acknowledge 
this. This policy may need recasting in light of the Local Plan 
Review? 

 
Under the current retailing climate and some parts of the high street 
are marginal it is advised why would we want to discourage merging 
units if this made them more 
economically viable. Why discourage - what is the reason? How 
would we judge any adverse impact? 

delete. 
 

The enlargement of shop units, or the merging of multiple shop 
units will be discouraged where it is considered that such 
activity will have an adverse impact on the diversity of the local 
shopping experience.  

 
Review in light of the made ELP. 

  

23.  Policy HB7 The first part of Subsection A is too wordy and could be made more 
succinct and focussed.  
 
Nevertheless, the council is in general support of this policy in 
principle but exclude reference to A Boards as this is a licencing issue 
not planning. As part of the public realm strategy we will be looking to 
remove most A boards from the town centre due to their number and 
dominant appearance whilst also inhibiting access particularly for 
people with visual impairments.  
 
Clarification is sought what ‘help to tackle issues identified in the 
Neighbourhood Plan supporting documents’ actually means. 
Reference to other documents should include the date of the 
publication.  
 
Point Ab) – needs to be more succinct.  
 
 
Point Ae) – what is the signage strategy? 

Refine the first part as follows: 
 

  
 
“Development proposals that have the potential to provide public 
realm improvements, which help to tackle issues identified in the 
Neighbourhood Plan supporting documents (such as Good By 
Design) and the Horsham Town Centre Vision” +reference. 
 

“Development proposals that have the potential to provide 
public realm improvements, which help to tackle issues 
identified in the Neighbourhood Plan supporting documents 
and the Horsham Town Centre Vision, should consider and 
address those opportunities as part of their scheme. In 
particular, proposals should seek to:” 
 
Point Ab: 

 
b. Provide for pedestrian and cycle movement as a priority, 
including making provision for those with mobility 
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REF NP Paragraph 
No. / Policy 

No. 

Suggested Change / Comment Response from Forum / suggest amendment 

requirements, making appropriate connections to existing 
footpaths, cycle paths and rights of way, in accordance with 
the primary movements routes protected in Policy HB12 
[name of policy]to improve connectivity and movement 
within the town.  
 
Point e: Contribute to improved wayfinding and signage for 
the town centre, provided that they can be satisfactorily 
integrated within their surroundings  
(in the actions Section 13 – include an action on improving 
signage in and around the town) 
 
D: Within the Plan area, proposals for an advertisement 
and/or signage (including A-Boards)  
 
 
 
 

 

24.  Policy HB8 Reference to links to sustainable forms of transport and accessible by 
foot or cycle route might be useful to include within the policy. The 
policy should be consistent with WSCC Parking guidance. 

Add a criterion to this effect: 
 
“- it to links to sustainable forms of transport and is accessible 
by foot or bicycle” 
 
c: Dedicated parking provision should only be made where it is 
demonstrated as being exceptionally necessary should be 
consistent with WSCC Parking guidance. 
 

25.  Policy HB9 General support but notes reference should be made to 
current PD rights to convert offices to residential for 
completeness. 

Amend: 
 

Subject to Permitted Development rights(, which 
enable the conversion of offices (Use Class B1a) to 
residential (Use Class C3),) Aapplications for a change 
of use of existing commercial premises to an activity 
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REF NP Paragraph 
No. / Policy 

No. 

Suggested Change / Comment Response from Forum / suggest amendment 

that does not provide employment opportunities will 
be resisted unless it can be demonstrated that the 
commercial premises or land  

 
26.  Policy HB10 The policy should refer to a policy map rather than a figure (in this 

case figure 8.1 is referenced). 

 
Objection to section D – Riverside Walk – last sentence. It is 
suggested the following is removed: this protection extends to the 
pockets of green space associated with and aligned to the walk, as 
defined on Figure 8.1, some of which are designated as Local Green 
Spaces. As worded – this part of the policy may 
be prejudicial to potential development sites options coming forward 
as part of the Local Plan Review. 

Agree and amend in Policy text. 
 
 
Disagree – leave as is, Green Infrastructure network should be 
protected. A review once ELP is made – the ELP specifically 
seeks to identify networks of green infrastructure through 
neighbourhood plans. 

27.  Policy HB11 It is suggested that the LGS sites are listed within the policy and that 
reference is made to the policies map only.  Mention of policies map, 
figure 7.1 and Appendix C is confusing. Please note that figure 7.1 is 
incorrect.  
 
The Forum is encouraged to make sure all LGSs accord with the 
guidance provided within the NPPF and that all landowners have been 
informed of the inclusion of their site within the NP.  
 
Figure 8.2 is too small a scale to correctly identify the boundary of 
each LGS. These will need to be shown accurately. Background 
evidence does not adequately address why sites are local in character. 
Objection to two of the sites outlined in paragraph 8.14 and thus to 
two of the proposed LGS as follows: 

 Site D13 Sports Ground, Cricketfield Road. It is accepted 
that this is an important parcel of land but the quality of 
the land management depends on the future viability of 
the sports club. In addition, protection of this space is 
already covered by a policy within the HDPF and including 

Agree and amend. 
 
 
 
 
Agreed and group has achieved this. 
 
Provide insets of the map. 
 
 
 
 
 
Site D13: Sports Ground – we think they are referring to Policy 
43, which protects the facility, but not necessarily in its current 
position. – agree.  Also protect for historic reasons. Was a gift 
from a local benefactor for the purposes of the community. 
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REF NP Paragraph 
No. / Policy 

No. 

Suggested Change / Comment Response from Forum / suggest amendment 

it within the NP provides another layer of protection which 
is unnecessary. 

 F11 – Bennetts Field. Although no objection in 
principle, there are buildings on this site which 
might be converted to other uses. 

 
 
Site F11: Bennetts Field – there are changing rooms on this 
site. Designating as a LGS does not stop buildings being 
redeveloped, but they would have to adhere to Green Belt 
restrictions. Group has considered this. 

  Horsham District Council has several local assets under their control 
which have been identified for local green space designation or 
identified as part of the green infrastructure network. Whilst, at the 
time of writing no formal decision has been made on options 
presented in the Regulation 18 Local Plan consultation document, 
Horsham District Council reserves the right to object on proposed 
local green space designations which could prejudice potential 
strategic growth proposed by the Local Plan Review and thus conflict 
with the government’s 
housing agenda to positively plan for the District. 

Noted. 

28.  Policy HB13 Reference to Policy 10 – should that read Policy HB10? Agreed and amend. 

29.  Aim 3 Aspirational 
Development 
sites 

The plan does not allocate development sites but potential 
development sites would come forward through the local plan 
review. It is suggested the plan acknowledges this and HDC look 
forward to working with the local community in being forward the 
best proposals to benefit the community. 
 

Agree and add in text: The plan does not allocate 
development sites but potential development sites would 
come forward through the local plan review. 
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 Specialist Comments  

30.  Landscape officer Clarification is sought on how would the ‘provision of tree and 
hedgerows planting programme to enhance the traditional street scene 
of the town…’ will be 
implemented, see section 7 under environment and green spaces 
(13 non policy actions). 

Add: Horsham in Bloom; local Friends groups; conservation 
groups. 

31.  Tree Officer Having had a look through this one, I see nothing to report on the 
‘planning’ tree front – looks very well written. 

 
It is noted the intention to plant more trees (policy HB10(B)), 

Noted. 

32.  Historic and 
Conservation 
officer 

The draft plan is in line with national and local policy with regard to the 
historic environment. 

 
Para 6.9 is partially repeated in para 6.10. 

 
Reference to Appendix B is recommended to be removed as these 
areas have not yet been assessed in any great detail and may cause 
confusion with building owners. 
 

 
Policy HB4 could also include a reference to the National Design Guide 
and in particular the ten characteristics. 

Noted. 
 
 
Review paras 6.9 and 6.10 to reduce duplication. 
 
Appendices incidentally need checking. Keep in. In the appendix, 
add text to essentially repeat the text from 6.7. 
Plus link 6.7 to the appendix. 
 
 
Agree - add into supporting text and refer to in policy, plus add 
to evidence base list. 

 

 

 


