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BY EMAIL

Dear Julie,

East Grinstead Neighbourhood Plan 

Thank you for your letter dated 9th January, which sets out the concerns of East Grinstead Town 
Council’s Planning Committee regarding how the District Council interprets and applies the East 
Grinstead Neighbourhood Plan policies.

A key concern of the Town Council is that where opinions differ on the interpretation of 
Neighbourhood Plan policies, the authors of the Neighbourhood Plan should have the final say on 
the interpretation and any subsequent decision. 

Firstly, it should be noted that Mid Sussex District Council is the Local Planning Authority with the 
responsibility for determining planning applications and must follow legal requirements in making 
its decisions. In line with planning law (the Planning and Compulsory Planning Act 2004) 
applications for planning permission must be determined in accordance with the development plan 
unless “material considerations indicate otherwise”. The Mid Sussex Local Plan and the made East 
Grinstead Neighbourhood Plan (EGNP) comprise the development plan documents for purposes of 
consideration of applications in the East Grinstead area, although increasing weight can be 
afforded to the emerging District Plan given the stage it has reached in terms of plan making. 

In addition, it is important to note that the National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF) is a material 
consideration (Para 196 of the NPPF makes this clear). The NPPF also makes clear (Paragraphs 
184 and 185) that neighbourhood plans must be in general conformity with the strategic policies of 
the Local Plan, must not promote less development than the Local Plan or undermine its strategic 
policies, and that that where policies are in conflict, neighbourhood plan policies only take 
precedence over existing non-strategic policies of the Local Plan. The supply of housing and the 
spatial distribution of development are strategic policies.

Your letter continues that where a planning officer takes a different view from the Town Council 
there should be a sufficiently detailed explanation of the justification of this alternative view. I agree 
with this and all officers’ reports on planning applications clearly set out the views made by the 
Town Council, and fully explain how the planning officer has taken Neighbourhood Plan policies 
into account when making recommendations on the determination of a planning application.

I turn now to the specific concerns set out regarding the application of the EGNP Policies EG5 and 
EG11. 
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Firstly, the Town Council’s interpretation of these policies is that all development proposals should 
be supported by an “appropriate assessment of the impact of the proposal on the highway 
network”. Your letter indicates that “it is not discretionary for Council officers to determine whether 
it is necessary” but this should be provided in all cases. The NPPF is clear that all developments 
that “generate significant amounts of movement should be supported by a Transport Statement or
Assessment” (Paragraph 32). The NPPF continues that in order to help developers understand 
what is required, local authorities should publish a list to make this clear. In conformity with the 
NPPF, Mid Sussex has a Local List which sets out these requirements. Our Local List reflects 
Paragraph 193 of the NPPF which states that “local planning authorities should only request 
supporting information that is relevant, necessary and material to the planning application in 
question”. In terms of where proposals should be accompanied by additional transport evidence,
Mid Sussex relies on the national and West Sussex County Council’s guidance and as such we 
only require planning applications of residential developments of 50 units or more or commercial 
developments above a certain size to be accompanied by a Transport Statement.

The same principles of proportionality equally apply to the application of EGNP Policy EG5 
requirement regarding the need for “a robust assessment of the environmental and visual impact”
of each development proposal.

I hope this has clarified has the legal context for Mid Sussex’s interpretation of the EGNP policies 
and I would be happy to discuss this with you further if you think this would help.

I note your comments regarding infrastructure planning in East Grinstead, and I agree that all the 
relevant authorities need to invest time and resources in planning for improved infrastructure, to 
address current congestion and to enable new growth in East Grinstead. As such I would be 
grateful if you would keep me informed about the work of your infrastructure planning group. 

Yours sincerely

Sally Blomfield
Divisional Leader for Planning and Economy 


