Fantasy scheme
dreamed up by
remote planners’

Action group LAMRBS
(Locals Against Mayfield
Buﬂﬁngﬁprﬁwﬂhmﬂnljr
comprised of residents liv-
ing close tothe proposed
site where Mayfield plans
tobuild.

In Juneit organiseda
- meeting about Mayfield
Market Towns' intention
tobuild10,000 homesand |
attracted more than 4oo
residentsat St Paul's Cath-
olie Collegein Burgess
Hill, where a panelof MPs,
councillors and represent-
- atives of other organisa-
tions were present,

mchardﬂuwd,ls

they have sought to under- |
mine local democracyin
the preparationof thisun-
sustainable proposal.
“The mountains of Ap-

Pposals fora‘splitsettle-
ment’ - completely without
“the knowledge or permis-
sion of the villagers living
“The honsing numbers
they want to imposaon
HorshamDistrict ave ri-
diculans; many thansands
| morehousesthancanbe

| accounted for by their
unwanted proposal. This
makes nonsense of the
claim that it would bein-
‘stead of the so called ‘add-
ons’ to existing townsand
villages. That wasjusta
spurious ploy designedto
“hoodwink people intosup-
destruction ofthonsands
ofacres of beautiful Sus-

| sex countryside,

i “Thisplanisinnoway
sustainable. Thesiteisan
| important wildlife habi- -
| tat,onafiood plainseven .
miles from the railway
lina-Mayfields' own study
statesthat it will generate -
tens of thonsands new car
Jjourneys every day; how
canthatbegreen? .

“If Mayfield got its way,
the iconic view from Dev--
ils Dyke would be ane large
urban sprawl peppered -
by new sewage treatment
plants, power stations,
wind farms, retailand in-
duruin]pu&n;ndmam—
pnndedmﬂsgntm,:nﬂ
| Brighton’s Tungs' would be
- gone forever,” ¥

- ‘Threatis very real’
- says campaigner

Dr Roger Smith, speaking for
CPRE Sussex-Horsham Dis-
trict, told the County Times:
*Mayfield Market Towns
submission in response to
Horsham District Council’s
Horsham District Planning
Framewuorkisasignificantstep
intheiratiemnpttogain approval
for their proposed new town.

*Tojustify their proposal
they are seeking to convinee
the Planning Inspectorate that
a house-building targel ofal
least 20,000 new houses - far
inexcess of the 13,000 consid-
ered to be just-about-sustaina-
ble by HD'C- be imposed on the
district.

“The threat posed by May-
fleld is therefore very real, and
itisnotconfined solelytothear-
ea targeted for their new town.

“This is because 15,000 of
theofthe 20,000 houseswould
be built on countryside else-
where in Horsham district, in-
chiding north of Horsham and
Southwater, though Mayfield
isalsopressing foranew setile-
mentol5.000at anunspecified
locationelsewhereinHorsham
district.

“Mayfield and the other de-
velopers who are also seeking
toimposchugehouse-building
targetsonthedistrictaredoing
sointhe belicfthat the Planning
Inspectorate willdecideintheir

‘Redevelo

favour - and that public opin-
ion and opposition will prob-
ably count for nothing in the
decision-making process.
“Cynicism and concerns
about the quality of decision-
making isunderstandableand
for good reason - because the
planning system often seems
tobe skewed in favour of devel-
npers.
*It is vital therefore that
all who are concerned for
the future of our district, the
countryside and the natu-
ral environment, ensure that
elected representatives - MPs
and distriet councillors - are
fully aware that the culeome of
the fortheoming Examinstion
in Public (EiP) of the Horsham
District Planning Framework
and the unprecedented threat
to the district’s countryside is
of major consequence and that
the house-building targets now
being pressed forby developers
areexcessiveand unaceeplable.
“Itisessential, too, that allor-
ganisations and action groups
formed to defend communi-
tiesagainst inappropriateand
harmfuldevelopment
the hugetargetsat the EiP. And,
thedon't-build-in-rmy-backyard
build-in-someone-else’s ap-
proach favoured by some will
play into the hands of develop-
ers, 50 best notemployiL”

derelict

buildings for housing’

Henfield resident Kenneth
MclIntosh =aid: “I do much
prefer organic growth to meet
local housing needs and do
support local sustainahle de-
velopment, and Mayfield's pro-
posalsdonol Moat my boat.
*Our unigue Sussex Low
Weald and ils villages need to
be protected for those in our
surrounding towns and tour-
ists to breathein and takein
the peace and beauty that is
theirsforevertocnjoviorever.
“To deseribe the 10,000
home a ‘garden city” when it
iz only through building high-
density housing in order tore-
coup land purchase costs and
achievethe highprofit margins
demanded iz laughable.
“Green spaces do not cre-
ate profits toa developer. Vizit
Crawley (New Town) and see
how much has gone under
concrete and tarmac through
infilling of the original de-

Low Weald deserves better
than this.

“Serious threats do loom:
The 1946 New Towns Act has
naot been removed from the
statute book and can be used
with relative ease and impu-
nity.

“To counter these threats
we do have to work with our
local authorities when they
ask for support to their plans.
We have Lo find out how our
politicians and not just those
corrently in office stand on
Mayfield’s proposals and on
housing issues.

“Tobetter protectour natu-
ral and built environment we
needtolobby forexisting poli-
cyframeworksonhousingde
velopment and théir guiding
prineiplesto beupheld.

“Weneed to better support
exiting policies on the use of
derelict land and the redevel-
opment of derelict buildings



