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Review of the Examiner’s failure decision
 on the Slaugham Parish Neighbourhood 20 year Plan
My general impression is that the Slaugham Neighbourhood Plan was perhaps overly ambitious and rushed considering that it is a very complex Parish with four villages and much of the Parish falls within an AONB, with its many restrictions and regulations. I have quoted directly, but inevitably I have had to paraphrase in certain instances.
Primary causes of failure
(mostly in the order in which they appeared in the Examiner’s report)

The EU Strategic Environment Assessments (SEAs) were very badly flawed in a number of respects. The Mid Sussex District Council indicated however that they were satisfied with the SEAs, but the Examiner most definitely was not!
Concerns were raised that social and economic issues were not given due prominence or considered at all in the SEAs. 
With regard to the CRtBOs (Community Right to Build Orders), no EIAs (Environmental Impact Assessments) were done and there was insufficient preparatory investigation.

The plans for housing development were not based on sufficiently robust evidence in terms of need, especially since much of the Parish falls within an AONB. An objective assessment of the real housing needs was lacking. There is constant criticism of the housing figure of 130 which seemed quite arbitrary to the Examiner.
Poor justification generally for proposed sites suggested for development. 
There was a lack of local awareness of the NP

Lack of ability to comment on possible areas for development.

A general lack of consultation.

Rushed consultation and lack of engagement with developers and the process was not judged to be representative. 

Little information was given about the outcome of community events. 
There was possible failure of inclusiveness for all interested parties. 
Lack of due regard for national policy or advice on housing.
Insufficient detail of what bodies had, or had not been consulted, (even if their interests were not affected).
There was a failure to allow a 6 week consultation period for the pre-submission plan. 
Missing documents on the CRtBO intended for publicity.

An unclear Consultation Statement.
Lack of structure and clarity in the plan.

Lack of a non technical summary on each environmental report.

Conformity references should have been clearly marked as not being part of the Policy itself.

The point was made that Utility service providers must be consulted.

There was confusion on the different housing Policies that needed to be conformed to.
Good points
The need for a strong vision in the NP was applauded, but with some amendment to bring it in line with the Framework.

Suggested monitoring and review processes.

