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26 June 2006
Planning Policy Division
Mid Sussex District Council

Oaklands Road

Haywards Heath

West Sussex 

RH16 1SS

Dear Sirs,

Objection to Contents of East Grinstead Strategic Area Action Plan (EGAAP)

Objection to Contents of Sustainability Appraisal Report

Objection to Contents of Scoping Report

Objection to Option 2e – Worth Way and St. Margaret’s Loop

I disagree absolutely with many of the statements, plans and options contained in these documents. The statistics quoted in them do not support the conclusions drawn by their authors; for example, traffic flows are grossly understated largely because of the assumption that bus usage will grow by 3,000% and because the figures are based on 2,500 houses not 4,300.
The council has utterly failed to show that it can produce the infrastructure improvements or achieve the sustainability objectives required to justify the massive reversal of commitments it made in the current East Grinstead Local Plan, published as recently as May 2004.
Paragraph 12.87 of this plan rightly states that “The Worth Way is also designated as a Site of Nature Conservation Importance.  These bridleways are well used and are a highly valued recreational amenity for the residents of the town”  This was followed by one of the statutory devices that I believe gives the 2004 East Grinstead Local Plan the force of law:
Policy EG 19

The Worth Way (Worth Way Country Park, part of the High Weald Area of Outstanding Natural Beauty)  and Forest Way are identified as linear open spaces.  These routes will be safeguarded and any development which would inhibit or detract from their function as recreational footpaths and bridleways will not be permitted.
In writing your very misleading letter of the 19th April only to those residents living within 20 metres of Worth Way and St. Margaret’s Loop I feel that you have displayed a cynical disregard for the feelings of all the other residents of the town who 
were not told about it prior to the 26th April  Council meeting.  The few residents who were told had only seven days to gain access to and evaluate the above documents and 
consult with their councillors before EGAAP was aggressively pushed through for Public Consultation on 26th April.  
In my view, the destruction of so many acres of mature woodland so close to so many homes and so close to the heart of a town that is already suffering enormous traffic congestion, in order to make room for over 40% more traffic, makes no sense at all. It would be wanton destruction that would bring absolutely no worthwhile benefit to existing or new residents, while doing great damage to their quality of life.
I believe Table 22 of the Sustainability Appraisal Report totally misrepresents the extent to which EGAPP meets13 out of 18 (72%) of the sustainability objectives.  The attached revision of Option2e results illustrates my reasons for saying this.
My alternative suggestions are as follows:

1. Revise the Scope of the Pre-Submission Draft

In my view the current draft fails to comply with WSCC Structure Plan Policy NE3 (meeting local needs) because building houses in East Grinstead for people who will work in Crawley is not meeting local needs.  It merely ensures a massive increase in East/West commuting which is not sustainable.

MSDC is quite at liberty to scope back into its plan the option to locate the large scale mixed development elsewhere in the district and I maintain that the location should be as near as possible to job locations in Crawley.

The Structure Plan states that the large scale mixed development could be located on the west side of East Grinstead, not that it should be located there.

2. Improve Current Road Junctions in and Around East Grinstead

This would reduce the current level of damage to the environment and to the quality of life of existing and new residents and workers in East Grinstead.

It would also provide more scope for the sustainable implementation of the measures proposed in the next paragraph.
3. Integrate the EG Policies in the 2004 Plan into the Local Development Framework That is Currently Being Devloped


This would ensure that only sustainable development of affordable and open market housing would be allowed in and around the town.  It would deliver gradual scattered green and brown field growth that would give the town a better chance of preserving its historic character and sense of place.
Yours faithfully
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