
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
Mr J Boot 
BY EMAIL ONLY 

Our Reference: N/A 

Date: 22 October 2021 
 
 

Dear Mr Boot, 
 

Tunbridge Wells Borough Council (TWBC) response to Reg 14 edition of the Draft 
Horsmonden Neighbourhood Development Plan (NDP) 

 

Thank you for the invitation to TWBC to provide comments on the above. 
 

I have set out general comments first, followed by more detailed comments on the NDP. 
 

I am very keen that the detailed comments are not read as criticisms: rather, they are suggestions 
as to how policies, which are (in the main) supported, could potentially be strengthened. 

 

It is also considered most appropriate that the wording and drafting most closely reflects that 
produced through the neighbourhood planning process, and therefore even if the TWBC approach 
may be to draft wording slightly differently, comment has only been made if it is felt it is of tangible 
benefit. For that reason, the absence of comment on particular pages or policies should not be 
interpreted as not being supportive (or as being critical). 

 
 

General comments: 
 

Relationship between NDP and adopted/emerging Development Plan 
 

TWBC supports and takes an active role in advising and supporting the neighbourhood planning 
process by sharing evidence and information and ensuring that any emerging NDPs are both in 
general conformity with the strategic policies of the Development Plan and consistent with national 
policy. 

 
At this time, as you are aware, the Development Plan comprises the TWBC Local Plan (2006), Core 
Strategy (2010), the Site Allocations Local Plan (2016) and Kent Minerals and Waste Local Plan 
2013-30 (2020). The new Local Plan 2020-2038 was subject to Regulation 19 consultation which 
ran from 26 March to 4 June and is due for submission towards the end of October 2021. 

 
For those NDPs that are already made at the time of adoption of the TWBC Local Plan, the NPPF is 
clear that, where policies in the NDP are in conflict with the policies in the Local Plan, these will be 
superseded by the Local Plan policies. An assessment will be made of all policies in made NDPs 
ahead of the adoption of the Local Plan as to whether the policies within these would be superseded 
by the policies in the Local Plan. 



 

With this in mind, the comments provided on the NDP below therefore reflect this: we have sought to 
suggest ways that the policies/supporting text could be amended to “future proof” the NDP if the 
PSLP is adopted after the NDP is “made”. 

 

The Horsmonden Draft NDP is considered to be a well-produced document, and it is obvious from a 
review of the evidence base that a huge amount of work has gone into the assessment of sites, 
views, character, environment etc. TWBC Officers have been particularly impressed with the work 
and drafting of the policies and supporting text around the policies. 

 
In general, the Draft NDP is supported, and TWBC is keen to assist and support the NDP group in 
the production of the Reg 15 version. 

 
Formatting/terminology comments 

• Paragraph numbering throughout the entirety of the document would be 
useful to aid with referencing 

Noted 

• Consistency of text layout - sometimes it is broken in to two columns (like an 
article), other times the text stretches over the whole page. Can make reading 
it complicated when it comes to the two columns, as not sure whether to read 
down or move across. 

Noted 

• The NP needs to meet accessibility requirements under Public Sector Bodies 
(Websites and Mobile Applications) (No. 2) Accessibility Regulations 2018. See 
attached TWBC Gospel Of Online Documents (GOOD) for further guidance. 

Follow up with 
graphic 
designer 

• Reference to TWBC site allocations/polices – please use ‘PSLP’ version for 
policy numbering/site name as opposed to Draft LP. 

Change to 
SLP 

• It is recommended that the text seeks to avoid terms such as “our NDP”. It is 
appreciated that the NDP will ultimately be subject to referendum, and 
therefore can be considered to be representative of the residents of the parish, 
but it is considered more appropriate that such references are removed 
because when the plan is ‘made’ it becomes part of the borough’s 
development plan and a TWBC document. 

Two 
amendments 
made 

• Graphs and charts – overall they are quite clear, but some could benefit from 
percentages/unit of measure for clearer analysis, for instance Figure 14, page 
30. 

Graphs and 
charts are to 
be amended. 

• SWOT analysis – currently Figures, might be more suitable as tables. This 
would require a ‘list of tables’ section alongside the list of figures. It might be 
worth considering whether these SWOT tables would be better placed as an 
appendix. 

Swots to be 
summarised in 
document and 
moved to 
Consultation 
Statement. 

• The policy and project boxes should be of a distinctively different colour to 

differentiate them  

Change made. 

• Detailed comments, broken down by section of the plan: 

Page/Para Policy Details Proposed Change  
Contents Page    

p3 List of chapters 
within the Plan 

To include paragraph/chapter 
numbering for ease of reference 

Difficult to change. Check with 
graphic designer. 

Glossary    



 

p4 TWBC are 
referred to as 
the local 
authority 

Refer to as Local Planning Authority Changed 

p4 Reference to Draft 
LP 

Any reference to the Draft LP 
should be in relation to the 
Regulation 18 version. The 
Regulation 19 Pre-Submission 
Local Plan (PSLP) should be 
referred to in all other instances. 

Changed. Clarify whether we 
should be referencing the 
Submission Local Plan (SLP or 
PSLP) 

Introduction    



 

 

Page/Para Policy Details Proposed Change  

Paras 1-2 Introductory 
paragraphs about 
the designated 
area 

Ensure tense is correct – “is” to 
“was” the first step for 
Horsmonden PC in preparing 
a Neighbourhood Plan 

Done 

Paras 1-2 First reference to 
Tunbridge Wells 
Borough Council 

Insert (TWBC) after Done 

Introduction, p5 Introductory 
paragraphs and 
background 
information 

Perhaps more background 
information could be provided 
in this section – for instance 
the role of an NDP and the 
process behind it, and the 
scope of an NDP for enabling 
residents to shape their own 
neighbourhood 

Will be added. 

Chapter 1 
Overall Strategy 

   

2nd para Horsmonden 
Parish 
Council), the 
tier of 
government 
in the 
UK closest to 
the grass- roots, 
has its own 
Sustainable 
Development 
Policy which states: 

Remove bracket and reword 
sentence to read better, for 
example “Horsmonden 
Parish Council, the first tier of 
local government,” 

Done 

First two sub-sections Sustainable 
Development and 
The Role of 
Neighbourhood 
plans 

Perhaps these sections would 
fit better in the introduction. 
This would provide a good 
opportunity for setting the 
planning scene and could 
contain the first reference to 
TWBC Local Plan. 

Done 

Para 4 of 
Neighbourhood 
Planning 
subsection. 

The Localism 

Act 2011 made 
provision for 
neighbourhood 
plans to have 
the same weight 
in planning 
decisions as the 
Local Plan for the 
area covered by 
the NP (i.e. 
Horsmonden 
Parish). 

It could be worth adding 
when 'made' they form part 
of the LPA's statutory 
development plan for the 
borough. 

Done 

Introduction to 
Horsmonden NDP, 
1st para 

The plan making 
process 

Include reference to the 
various stages of the plan 
making process (Reg 14 and 
Reg 16 submissions), The 
Neighbourhood Plan is tested 
against what are known as the 
Basic Conditions as set down 
in legislation. It will be against 

Done 



 

these criteria that the 
independent examination will 
focus. 

Summary 
of 
community 
engagement, 1st para 

Activities listed 
earliest to latest 

In chronological order Checked – they are 

Text within 
summary of 
community 
engagement 
subsection 

Reference to 
PSLP Sites HO1, 
HO2 and HO3 

For clarification, we suggest 
that you introduce these at 
the same time and set out 
that they are policies from 
TWBC’s PSLP, and that all 
references to the sites 
contain brackets to set out 
the PSLP allocations for 
clarity. 
Full policy number should be 
given, AL/HO1 etc Correct 
address for Policy Al/HO3 
should be used (and also for 
other allocation policies): 
AL/HO3 refers to Land to the 
east of Horsmonden (and in 
other parts of the plan where 
applicable where Bassetts 
Farm is referred to). It is 
noted that the 
Plan acknowledges that HO1 
has planning approval, but it 
may be worth adding the 
following 

Done 



 

 

Page/Para Policy Details Proposed Change  
  details: 18/01976 

approval for 49 
dwellings, granted 26 
March 2021 

 

Horsmonden Parish 
Profile 

References to 
‘district’ 

should be ‘borough’ Changed for whole document 

Horsmonden Parish 
Profile 

Reference to 
2021 Census 
data 

Update if new data becomes 
available. 

We might be lucky 

The vision “It will have 
diversified to 
allow 
improvements 
in 
transport…” 

Use of diversified – perhaps 
refer to the fact that 
new development will 
deliver some of these 
improvements 

Review with PC and HNP SG 

Housing and 
Development 
paragraph 

Reference is 
made to the 
number of 
sites as 225- 
305. 

Update to reflect PSLP figures 
of 240 – 320 dwellings. (note: 
the HO3 allocation now 
includes the previously 
approved scheme, Land at 
Bassetts Farm) 

Done 

A challenging planning 
landscape 

References to 
the TWBC 
Local Plan 
preparation 

Needs to be updated to refer to 
the TWBC PSLP Reg 19 
consultation and subsequent 
submission of the Local Plan to 
the planning inspectorate, and 
any further updates as 
relevant. 

Done 

A challenging planning 
landscape 

Final para: 
‘TWBC housing 
policy for 
Horsmonden is 
identified as a 
strategic policy’ 

Clarification is required – it is 
presumed that this refers to 
PSTR/HO1 and not any of the 
Development Management 
policies in Section 6 of the 
PSLP 

Noted and amended to reflect 
this. 

Figure 2 Illustrative 
map of main issues 
and options 

LBD boundary The NDP LBD boundary at 
the eastern end of 
Horsmonden (intersecting 
HO3) is different to the TWBC 
LBD (as shown in the PSLP). 

Noted and will be amended for 
Reg 15 version. 

Chapter 2 Access 
and Movement 

   

Figure 2 Map New Medical 
Centre 

Presumably this is an 
indicative location within 
allocation AL/HO3. Key to 
map should state this 

Noted and will be amended 
for Reg 15 version. 

Figure 2 Map AONB The ‘green triangles’ on the map 
don’t correspond clearly with the 
key 

Noted and will be amended for 
Reg 15 version. 



 

Figure 2 Map Area 
indicating 

policy 
AL/HO3 

Site allocation area does not 
correspond to the site area 

shown in the TWBC PSLP, 
Map 62 

Noted and will be amended for 
Reg 15 version. 

First sentence, p14 ‘…our HNP’ Remove ‘our’, for reasons 
explained above 

Amended 

Box: Planning 
summary, p14 

Currently 
phrased a bit 
negatively 
(opening lines) 

It is the perfect opportunity for 
the HNP to sell itself and what it 
can offer in terms of policies to 
achieve good access and 
movement, for example 
"Although there are some 
limitations…HNP can provide 
policies to address access and 
movement 
in the village, in line with 
the borough council's 
Transport Policies." 

Thank you, a useful suggestion. 



 

 

Page/Para Policy Details Proposed Change  
    

Pavement Study, 
p15 

Suggests 
widening of 
pavements for 
social distancing; 
also reference to 
physical 
distancing in next 
para 

May be preferable (and will be 
more likely to stand the test of 
time) to refer to problems that 
arise from narrow pavements, for 
example difficult when using a 
child’s buggy/holding a child’s 
hand 

Thank you a useful amendment. 

Bottom 
paragraph on 
left side of p16 

“this chapter 
reviews…the 
empirical 
evidence” 

Perhaps have this sentence 
nearer the top, as the evidence 
has already been presented 
above. 

Moved to beginning of chapter. 

Policy 2.3 and 
Policy 2.4 

Adequate 
pavements and 
safe pedestrian 
crossing 

The text of both policies is the 
same, and so we suggest 
deletion of one policy to avoid 
repetition. 

2.4 deleted. 

Policy 2.1 Policy Box: refers 
to development 
proposals for new 
housing 

This policy could be 
relevant for all types of 
development, not just for 
housing. 
Subsequent policies refer 
more generically to 
‘development proposals’ 

Amended. 

Project 2.1, p26 Project to deliver 
daily commuter 
bus service to 
station 

Note: policy should refer to 
‘commuter’ bus not ‘commuting’ 
bus 
Have the costings been 
calculated and agreed? This 
would inform the viability of 
the service referred to in the 
project box 

Amended. Costs to be sought. 

Policy 2.3 Adequate 
pavements 

What is meant by adequate? 
 

The term ‘development 
proposals’ this won’t apply to all 
types of application 

Amended to ‘in line with the 
Manual for Streets’ 

Policy 2.4 Policy wording Does this policy duplicate that of 
2.3? Can they be combined for 
clarity? 

For discussion. 

Policy 2.5 School crossing 
patrol to be 
funding by new 
development 
contributions over 
a minimum of 5 
years 

It is noted that developer 
contributions from 
individual developments 
must be reasonably related 
in scale and kind. 

Deborah to supply follow 
up comments. HNP to get 
costs of providing a school 
crossing patrol. 

Policy 2.6 Policy wording Can this policy be 
combined for clarity and 
succinctness? 

The policies are for a 
slightly different scenario 
(2.6 village centre and 
2.7 all developments) so 
would probably be left as 
they are. 



 

Policy 2.7 New Parking These standards reflect those for 
a Zone B area in TWBC’s 
emerging standards; 
Horsmonden is located within 
Zone C and is therefore subject 
to slightly higher proposed 
standards. This consequently 
requires correction, or 
alternatively, 
justification for proposing a lower 
standard. 

Amended to the higher proposed 
standards 2.5 for 4+ house. 

Chapter 3 
Business and 
Employment 

   

Para 1, p29 Horsmonden 
Village 
website 
quote 

Suggest that it would read 
better to include the website 
text and then refer to the 
Horsmonden village website 

Amended. 

Planning 
summary, 
p29 

TWBC polices Refer to TWBC PSLP ED 
policies specifically on retention 
of employment land (Policy ED 
2). 

Added as footnote. 

Figure 14- 
Business 
questionnaire 
response, 
p30 

Presentational The chart should include 
percentages/unit 

Will redo chart to show % 

Policy 3.1, p30 Wording 
amendment 

Remove ‘fully’ from ‘unless fully 
justified’. 

Amended 

Policy 3.2 p31 Simplify policy 
wording 

Remove ‘demonstrably’ to 
simplify. Are there any particular 
development proposals or 
circumstances in mind? 

Amended – don’t believe this 
references a specific site. 

Policy 3.3, p31 Policy wording Reference to light industrial use 
being Use Class E should be 
B1(c). 

Amended 



 

 

Page/Para Policy Details Proposed Change  
  It is worth considering whether 

the policy could be more similar in 
approach to PSLP Policies ED 4 
Farm Diversification and 
particularly ED 5 Rural conversion 
in the Limits to Built Development, 
which refers to supporting 
conversion of existing rural 
buildings and supports them 
being converted to business uses. 
It is important to ensure that the 
policies are not conflicting. 

 
It may also be helpful to consider 
the Permitted 
Development Rights (PDR) in 
place, set out at paragraph 
6.473 in the PSLP. 

Michael Thornton to advise. In the 
narrative we could include some 
text stating that we will be 
supporting the SLP policy and 
explain this in the Consultation 
Statement. 

Policy 3.4, p32 Clarity required The Policy could be made 
clearer on what is envisaged. 
For instance, size and scale of 
development, and what 
constitutes a retail outlet. 

Michael Thornton to advise. 

Policy 3.5 Combining policies 
3.2 
and 3.5 

We would suggest combining 3.2 
and 3.5 together. They are also 
very general and permissive, and 
we would suggest adding a caveat: 
‘… will be supported, subject to 
compliance with other relevant 
policies in this Plan and with 
national policy. 

 Text amended and combining the 
two will be addressed in Reg 15 
plan. 

Policy 3.6 Housing for Local 
workers 
– clarity required 

Query the last sentence as it 
could be difficult to enforce. 

 

The policy could be clearer on its 
expectation and who it is referring 
to (ie rural workers). There 
should be evidence to back this 
up. 

 
PSLP Policy H3 includes details of 
local connection test for affordable 
housing 

 

The independent examiner for 
Lamberhurst stated that My 
conclusion is that a specific, 
parish based, local connection 
allocation policy does not fall 
within the definition of a policy for 
the use and development of land, 
but is rather proposing a housing 
allocation policy. As such I will be 
recommending the policy can be 
deleted although the supporting 
text can refer to the Borough 
Council’s housing allocation 

Policy 3.6 has been deleted 
although some supporting text 
has been retained to 
encourage developers / TWBC 
to make provision for key 
workers and local employees. 



 

policy. 
 

Also, unclear if this policy refers 
to market and/or affordable 
housing 

Chapter 4 
Community 
Health and 
Leisure 

 ‘Chapter 4 Community 
Infrastructure’ might be a more 
appropriate name (see 4.1 below) 

Would this help Horsmonden win 
more infrastructure levy? 

First priority, 
p35 

New medical 
facility at 
Bassetts 
Farm 

Add policy number and correct 
title for allocation (see 
comments above) 

Added. 

Health 
paragraph, p36 

Allocation numbers Refer to PSLP figures of 225-305 
dwellings 

Amended to 240 to 320. 

Policy 4.1 Clarity on village Specify the village ‘of Horsmonden’ 
The policy refers to financial 
contributions, and so is essentially 
an infrastructure policy, thus 
justifies changing chapter name 
so it fits better within this 
section. 

Amended. 

Policy 4.2 Allotments 
– clarity 
required 

Specify larger developments. 
Justification for the need for new 
allotments needed. 

Do you mean to state AL/HO3? 



 

 

Page/Para Policy Details Proposed Change  
  Reference to 10 min walking 

(and every walking reference 
in the plan) to be deleted 
due to differentiation in 
walking pace. 

This approach is widely used 
(Tenterden Design Codes) 
and so we propose to 
explain it in the text.  

Policy 4.2 Wording below policy box Add policy number and 
correct title for allocation (see 
comments above) 

Added. 

Policy 4.3 Thresholds Larger developments should be 
50+ ?. ‘Very’ large developments 
remove the ‘very’. 
Where did these thresholds 
come from? 

From PSLP Policy OSSR2 
although the wording very large 
developments isn’t used. Will 
amend ‘very’.  

Policy 4.3 Reference to 
‘Sports Ground’ 

Clarify required about the 
location/facility being 
referred to. 

Also include a footnote 
clarifying Horsmonden 
Sports Ground and the 
PSLP LGS reference 
number 136. 

Policy 4.4 Walking distance May not be 
necessary to include 
due to differentiation 
in walking speeds or 
add “approximately” 
before. 

Added 
approximately. 

Chapter 
5 
Design 
and 
Style 

   

Design 
principles 
in general 

Widely supported The use of AECOM and 
the character analysis 
group to inform design 
principles is very 
positive. This is good urban 
design, to analyse and then 
design at every level based on 
this analysis. 

I’ll pass on your comments 
to their team. 

Legibility of 
policy 

Structure The policy is a bit confusing as 
it reads more like a report than 
a policy chapter. A lot of the 
information provided would 
probably be better within a 
supporting document, perhaps 
as a summary report of the 
baseline information? It may 
help to review it from the point 
of view of a developer or 
homeowner and how it can 
actually be used as a 
tool. 

We’ll have a look at re-
arranging / editing the chapter 
into a more logical order. 



 

Supporting 
text within 
the chapter 

 The supporting text should 
really explain each of the 
policies more succinctly. The 
text should be at the beginning, 
with the supporting text 
underneath relating to each of 
the policies. Then as part of 
the supporting text, I think it 
would be more user friendly to 
pick out those headline 
elements of character that 
summarise what is locally 
distinctive to the Borough, 
based on the findings. 

 

Design 
guidelines 

Use of questions to 
make more engaging 
and provide a tool for 
developers/homeowners 
to use 

They could pose these as 
questions, such as do the 
boundary treatments reflect the 
local pattern of 
hedging/chestnut 
fencing/picket fencing? As the 
design guidelines have been 
developed, it would work best 
to keep it fairly short, 
summarise, and then signpost 
to the guidelines as they have 
done. The High Weald colour 
study could also be 
signposted. 

There are questions included in 
the design guide. 

Point two Heigh/form layout Suggest adding in scale, 
external appearance, and 
density to strengthen the 
wording/approach 

Thank you, useful suggestions. 

Point three Quality materials Could add ‘and local where 
possible’ to ‘good quality 
materials’ and perhaps use 
this as the opportunity to 
mention the High Weald 
Colour Guide. Would it be 
better to give more strength to 
the design guidelines in the 
first sentence 
‘expected to demonstrably apply’ 
the Horsmonden Design 
Guidelines, or something like 
that? 

Thank you, useful suggestions. 

Point six High Weald AONB 
Design Guide 

The policy may need further 
explanation… do they mean 
‘where appropriate’, as in, 
those parts of the parish within 
and adjacent to the AONB? 

Surely just because the village 
lies just outside the AONB 
boundary the design and 
character is very much in 
keeping.  



 

 

Page/Para Policy Details Proposed Change  

N/A Impact on 
residential 
amenity 

There is no mention of impact 
on the residential amenity of 
existing neighbouring properties 
in this policy. 

Good point. Added to policy. 
Michael Thornton to have a look 
at SLP EN1 Section 6 and 
advise. 

Chapter 6 
Housing and 
Development 

 Why is it called housing and 
development when the 
chapter is just referring to 
housing…should it be ‘housing 
development’? 

Good point. I’ll put it to the SG & 
PC 

Introduction: First 
para 

Allocation numbers Refer to PSLP figures of 225-305 
dwellings 

Amended. 

Para before 
policy box: 
Policy 6.1 

Reference to 
‘exception 
sites’ 

Clarification required: additional 
sites in additional to Policies 
AL/HO1, 2 & 3, or ‘rural 
exception sites’ for specific local 
connection housing needs? Or 
sites that aren’t allocated? 

 

Policy 6.1 Formatting Numbering is wrong, and the first 
sentence doesn’t need a 1 in front 
of it. Point 2, should be at borough 
level. 

 

Policy 6.1 Affordable 
housing 
definition 

The affordable housing 
definition in the NPPF is much 
wider than that which is set out 
in the policy and it should reflect 
the latest national policy. 
Policy H3 PSLP sets out 
minimum affordable housing 
requirements. This policy does 
not provide any indication of 
thresholds for the delivery of 
affordable housing. Suggest that 
rather than saying ‘where 
applicable’, for clarity the TWBC 
PSLP Policy H3 should be 
referred to. 

 

The preamble to policy 6.1 refers to 
‘exception 
sites’ – this should be defined: 
does this refer to ‘windfall sites’ 
or ‘rural exception’ sites? 

The text ‘where applicable’ has 

been replaced with ‘in line with 
PSLP Policy H3’ 

Policy 6.2 Windfall 
residential 
development. 
The term ‘infill’ 

Not sure why infilling is for 
developments of 1-5 in the policy 
when reference is made to small 
windfall as between 1-10 in the 
supporting text. 
Further clarity required on why 
infill is 1-5 and why it doesn’t 
come under windfall 
development. 

Refer to Michael Thornton 



 

Policy 6.4 Enforcing the 
policy 

It is outside the scope of planning 
policy. Planning policies cannot 
be used to override statutory 
legislation in respect of retaining 
affordable homes in perpetuity 
and right to buy. New affordable 
homes can only be retained in 
perpetuity if they are built on a 
rural exception site i.e., outside 
the limits to built (LBD) 
development. If they are secured 
on a site within the LBD we can 
secure first lets for local people, 
and by agreement with the 
Registered Provider, we can 
advertise them for local people for 
the re lets but this cannot be 
bound by planning law ‘in 
perpetuity’. Affordable housing 
built in the rural areas can only 
have an exemption from the right 
to acquire if it is a ‘Designated 
Protected Area’ under the 
Housing, Right to Enfranchise Act 
2009. The Right to Buy is a 
statutory instrument that Council 
tenants have. The Council do not 
have stock in this Borough and 
therefore it is the Right to 
Acquire that RP tenants have 
that is applicable for us. 

Noted. This policy will be replaced 
with text explaining how this is 
outside the scope of planning 
policy. 

Policy 6.5 Enforcing the 
policy 

It is outside the scope of 
planning policy. Planning policies 
cannot be used to set out 
how/who can access affordable 
housing. This is the role of the 
Council’s Housing Allocations 
Policy. TWBC can 

Noted. This policy will be 
replaced with text explaining 
how this is outside the scope of 
planning policy. 



 

 

Page/Para Policy Details Proposed Change  
  use the S106 Agreement to 

prioritise affordable housing to 
be allocated to households with 
a strong local connection to the 
Parish, (3 years residence not 
5) or through employment. 
However, they must 
also qualify for 
affordable housing i.e. 
be in Housing Need as 
per our Allocations 
Policy. 

Noted. This policy will be 
replaced with text explaining 
how this is outside the scope of 
planning policy. 

Policy 6.6 Replacement 
Dwellings 

Does this apply to buildings 
anywhere? See TWBC PSLP 
H10 Policy – replacement of 
existing dwellings outside the 
LBD. This approach should be 
reflected in the NP. 

Michael Thornton to advise. 

Chapter 7 
Landscape and 
Environment 

   

Introduction box, 
p60 

Local context This statistics for the NCA 
apply to a wide geographical 
area and seeing as one of the 
purposes of a NDP is to reflect 
local circumstances it would be 
more useful if figures were 
provided for 
the Parish rather than the NCA 
as a whole. 

These are provided in the 
following paragraphs. 

Furnace 
Pond 
reference, 
p60 

Wildlife status It is a Local Wildlife 
Site not a Local Nature 
Reserve. 

LNR reference 
replaced with LWS. 

Furnace Pond in 
Local Green 
Space table, p65 

Designation of site The site cannot be designated 
as it falls outside of parish 
boundary. 

Part of the site falls within the 
parish boundary. The 
intention is to retain this part 
of the site in the list of 
proposed LGS. 

p64, Local 
Green 
Spaces 

“Local Green Spaces 
were 
accessible, well-
used and maintained 
and safe” 

Wording needs to clarify 
that this relates to the 
proposals considered. 

Additional text to clarify. 



 

p65 Table Clarity on table The table needs a title. The 
table is unclear in parts. For 
example, Fromandez Drive is 
neither proposed by TWBC or 
in the HNP, although there is 
counter argument column 
which implies the site should in 
fact be designated. It is 
perhaps more appropriate to 
rename the final column “HNP 
comments” and review the 
group’s comment for each. 
The “TWBC ‘comment on 
criterion’” column also does 
not accurately reflect the 
comments in TWBC’s latest 
Local Green Space 
Assessment document – direct 
quotes suggested. It is noted 
that the HNP is proposing 
additional sites not assessed 
by TWBC; however, it should 
be noted that site AS_39 
(Green Space in Bassetts 
Farm) in TWBC’s Local Plan is 
also proposed for 
designation but has not been 
assessed in the HNP. 

Table title has been added. 
The TWBC column has been 
deleted. Reference is made to 
TWBC’s PLSP assessment. 
The Heath Village Green is to 
be coloured / listed separately. 
Should we add in the Bassets 
Farm site?  

Figures 43 
and 44, p66-
67 

 It is noted that the boundary for 
site 1 (Furnace 
Ponds) is slightly different 
to those proposed by TWBC 

Will be referred to GIS mapper. 

Figure 45 - 
Important Views 
table, p68 

Important 
views 
description 

Rather than just describe the 
view it would be helpful to have 
set out what is important about 
or in the view e.g., is the 
foreground or the distant view, 
is a feature or combination of 
features, 
enclosed/open etc. 

As explained this text was from 
the original workshop. 
However, Figure 48 List of 
views to be protected by policy 
7.2 could be amended to 
include ‘what is important 
about or in the view’ as you 
suggest. 

Policy 7.2 
Protecting 
important views 

Policy wording Refer to the map in the policy Text amended to reference Figs 
47 and 48. 

Policy 7.3 
Biodiversity 

Policy wording The policy could be 
strengthened, for instance 
including reference to the 
Defra Biodiversity Metric 
through a biodiversity gain 
plan. See TWBC PSLP 
Policy EN 9 Biodiversity Net 
Gain. 

The supporting text has been 
amended as suggested. 



 

 

Page/Para Policy 
Details 

Proposed Change  

Policy 7.4: Trees and 
hedgerows & Policy 7.5: 
Development adjacent 
to Ancient Woodland 

Policy 
wording 

There is no absolute impediment to the loss of 
protected trees or hedgerows, but they should be 
avoided if at all possible. 

 

It is recommended to combine the two tree policies 
together, as they both refer to ancient woodland 
and veteran trees but are separated in the 
document. In Policy 7.4 would suggest the wording 
is more generic to include important trees (not just 
veteran and ancient). 

This has 
been 
amended. 
 
This has 
been 
amended. 

Policy 7.7 Policy 
wording 

Whilst it is acknowledged that some lighting 
doesn’t require planning permission, it may be 
useful to refer to lighting standards, including the 
Institute of Lighting Professionals (ILP) Guidance 
Note GN01: The Reduction of Obtrusive Light. See 
TWBC PSLP EN 8 Outdoor Lighting and Dark 
Skies for more details. 

 

Policy 7.8 
Development within the 
AONB 

Policy 
wording 

Too prescriptive and goes beyond the NPPF - 
development should contribute to AONB MP 
Objectives. PSLP Policy EN 19 The High Weald 
Area of Outstanding Natural Beauty states that 
proposals “should demonstrate a positive 
contribution to the objectives of the AONB 
Management Plan”. We suggest a similar approach 
is used for Policy 7.8. 

Amended as 
suggested. 

Policy 7.9 Policy 
wording 

How is damage defined, this term isn’t normally 
used in respect of the AONB. 

Michael 
Thornton to 
advise. 

 

Concluding comments 

 
I trust the above is of assistance. It may be pertinent to schedule a meeting for mid/late November 

to go through any queries raised by the above comments, including redrafting of any policy wording 

where appropriate, and to discuss the next steps for the NDP. 

 
Please do not hesitate to contact me in the meantime if you wish to discuss this in further detail. 

Yours sincerely, 

 

 
 

Stephen Baughen 
Head of Planning 
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