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Sent: 20 May 2026 23:11
To: Nicola.Pettifer

Subject: Concerns Regarding EIA Screening Assessment – Hornbrook Farm

Having reviewed the Screening Assessment for Hornbrook Farm, I remain concerned that the conclusion that no 
Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA) is required may underesƟmate the likelihood of significant environmental 
effects arising from the proposal. 
 
The Screening Assessment confirms that the proposal exceeds the Schedule 2 thresholds for urban development 
under the EIA RegulaƟons. In such circumstances, the key issue becomes whether significant environmental effects 
are likely when assessed against the Schedule 3 criteria. 
 
I am concerned that the assessment appears internally inconsistent in several important respects. 
 
Most notably, the conclusion acknowledges that there are likely to be significant effects on landscape character, 
visual ameniƟes and the seƫng of the High Weald NaƟonal Landscape. Despite this, the assessment sƟll concludes 
that EIA is not required. 
 
The site lies directly adjacent to the High Weald NaƟonal Landscape and occupies visually sensiƟve land forming a 
gateway approach into Horsham. Whilst the site itself may not fall within a designated area, its seƫng relaƟonship to 
the High Weald is clearly environmentally sensiƟve. 
 
I also remain parƟcularly concerned regarding flood risk and hydrological impacts associated with the Horn Brook 
corridor. The assessment acknowledges the presence of Flood Zones 2 and 3 and references climate change flood 
modelling, yet provides limited technical reasoning as to why these impacts are considered unlikely to be significant. 
 
As a riparian owner with direct experience of the brook during winter storm events, I have observed rapid flash 
flooding and substanƟal downstream water movement during periods of heavy rainfall. In my view, these maƩers 
require especially careful consideraƟon. 
 
The assessment also appears to rely heavily upon future miƟgaƟon measures, including a future FRA, LVIA, CEMP 
and ecological work, rather than demonstraƟng at screening stage that significant environmental effects are unlikely 
to arise. 
 
In addiƟon, ecological sensiƟviƟes including nearby SSSIs and habitat connecƟvity associated with the wider St 
Leonard’s Forest landscape appear to warrant more detailed consideraƟon. 
 
I would respecƞully request that these maƩers are carefully reconsidered as the applicaƟon progresses and that 
parƟcular regard is given to the cumulaƟve environmental effects, hydrology, landscape seƫng and ecological 
sensiƟvity of the site. 
 
Kind Regards 
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