
Alan & 

 

Charlot t e Glancy
C/ O Banks Solut ions
8 0  Lav ina Way
East  Prest on
West  Sussex
BN1 6  1 DD

8 t h February  2 0 2 2

  Tunbridge Wells Borough Local Plan

Dear Sir,

We are local resident s, represent ing our f am ily , local resident s f rom t he 
Golden Green Associat ion and Keepkent .green subscribers. 

Dut y  t o Co-operat e- Issue 1

TWBC Dut y  t o Co operat e st at ement  prov ides ext ensive records of  
meet ings held w it h represent at ives of  t hose adjoining aut horit ies, w it hin 
t hese records t here is very  lit t le ev idence of  any  const ruct ive, product ive 
engagement  as required by  planning and government  guidance.

 A  majorit y  of  t he neighbouring LPA’s have highlight ed all t he way t hrough 
t he plan consult at ion process t hey  have major concerns regarding housing 
need and cross border issues af f ect ing t he locat ion of  housing and t he 
prov ision of  t he necessary  inf rast ruct ure.

Init ially  TMBC communicat ed w it h  TWBC 1 2 t h June 2 0 1 7 , highlight ing cross 
boundary  impact s on local highway net work, communit y  serv ices, 
inf rast ruct ure and air qualit y .

Furt her issues and lack of  progress, led t o TMBC holding 2  EGM’s dedicat ed 
t o t he TWBC local plan in 2 0 1 9 , and a robust  response t o Reg1 8  
consult at ion of  which t he planning of f icer request ed reassurance f rom 
TWBC t hat  TMBC would be a key  part ner regarding f ut ure inf rast ruct ure 
planning, t hat  are likely  t o have a signif icant  impact s on Tonbridge and 
surrounding set t lement s close t o t he borough boundary .

TMBC f urt her considered suit able response t o TWBC Reg 1 9  consult at ion by 
holding a f urt her EGM, Planning and Transport  Adv isory  Board on t he 1 7 t h 
May 2 0 2 1 , again TMBC reit erat ed it s prev ious comment s relat ing t o t he 
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import ance of  ensuring t hat  t he necessary  inf rast ruct ure and m it igat ion 
measures are f inalised and implement ed in a t imely  and ef f ect ive way.

Furt her comment ary  was made relat ing t o t ransport  ev idence base 
document s, underpinning t he Local Plan are inconsist ent  and unrealist ically  
opt im ist ic. There is a lack of  clarit y  regarding t he inf rast ruct ure 
int ervent ions required t o deliver a sust ainable plan, t he t ransport  
assessment s, modelling assumpt ions and proposed m it igat ions do not  t ake 
int o account  normal organic growt h and planned development  proposals in 
t he Borough of  Tonbridge and Malling or ot her neighbouring aut horit ies and 
t heref ore do not  adequat ely  address t he impact s of  t he local highway 
net work and t he consequent ial negat ive impact s on local communit ies.

“ The proposed m it igat ions are considered t o be insuf f icient  t o f ully  address 
all of  t he impact s on Tonbridge , f or example, increased t raf f ic f lows int o 
Tonbridge and surrounding v illages causing increased congest ion and a likely 
worsening of  air qualit y ” .

“ The highway impact s on t his Borough w ill ext end beyond Tonbridge, 
Hadlow, Golden Green and East  Peckham, f or example addit ional t raf f ic 
heading nort h along t he A2 2 8  t o access t he M2 0  and A 2 6  t owards 
Maidst one should also be addressed.”

“ The st rat egic sit e allocat ions w ill increase f lood risk t o t he area nort h of  
Tudeley /  Capel Parish, which is already  prone t o f looding, and t his w ill have 
adverse impact  on t he Medway f lood plain.”

“ Tudeley  Garden V illage mast erplan ant icipat es t he delivery  of  new local 
serv ice cent res af t er phase 3  and t he new secondary  school w ill be 
delivered even lat er. This w ill put  pressure on inf rast ruct ure in Tonbridge in 
t he short  t o medium t erm , which t he Local Plan seeks t o avoid t heref ore 
how w ill t hese impact s be m it igat ed?”

“ Aquif er Prot ect ion Zone, covers signif icant  cat chment  areas across t he 
common boundary  of  bot h aut horit y  areas, mainly  at  Upper Hayesden, 
Tudeley  and t he cent ral area of  Tonbridge.”

There is lit t le ev idence t hat  many of  t he issues raised by  TMBC have been 
addressed and some of  t he issues were init ially  raised in 2 0 1 7 , t his does 
not  demonst rat e a pro-act ive approach t o t he Dut y  t o Co-Operat e.

Is t his not  considered a f ailure t o comply? as def ined w it hin NPPF 
paragraphs 2 6  & 2 7  “  recognises t hat  ef f ect ive and ongoing jo int  working 
bet ween st rat egic policy  making aut horit ies and relevant  bodies is int egral 
t o t he product ion of  a posit ively   prepared and just if ied st rat egy , in 
part icular when det erm ining where inf rast ruct ure is necessary  and whet her 
development  needs t hat  cannot  be f ully  met  in one plan area can be met  
elsewhere.
In addit ion, paragraph 2 7  adv ises - t hat  in order t o demonst rat e ef f ect ive 
and on-going , jo int  working, st rat egic policy  making aut horit ies should 
prepare and maint ain one or more St at ement s of  Common Ground 
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document ing t he cross boundary  mat t ers being addressed and progress. in 
co-operat ing t o address t hese.

The Plan should be “ locally  led” , The Garden Communit y  prospect us st at es 
“ st rong local leadership is crucial t o developing and delivering a long t erm  
v ision f or t hese new communit ies. A ll proposals should have t he backing of  
local aut horit ies in which t hey  are sit uat ed, including t he Count y  Council in 
t wo t ier areas.”

Kent  Count y  Council Highways Reg 1 9  Response

 KCC Highways made ref erence w it hin t heir Reg1 9  submission t hat  f urt her 
modelling would be required t o prov ide ev idence relat ing t o specif ic 
st rat egic and sit e policies.
“ The Count y  Council as Local Highway Aut horit y  is concerned t hat  whilst  
t here are a number of  welcomed policy  proposals w it h regard t o promot ing 
sust ainable access and development , t he consult at ion requires f urt her 
highway ev idence t o just if y  t he Local Plan’s growt h st rat egy . It s current  
posit ion is t hat  it  requires f urt her support ing ev idence, t o an agreed 
met hodology  , t hat  accurat ely  ref lect s t he proposed growt h bef ore KCC can  
make a f ully  inf ormed decision.”

Considering t he import ance of  accurat e highway dat a and f urt her ev idence 
required t o det erm ine t he v iabilit y  of  t he larger sit es such as Tudeley  
Garden V illage ( STR/ SS3 )   and East  Capel ( STR/ SS1 ) , how can t he t hese 
sit es be included w it hin t he plan as v it al inf ormat ion has not  been produced 
or made public, prior t o t his exam inat ion.

Local Tunbridge Wells  MP Greg Clerk- Reg 1 9  Comment

‘  I Bef ore E’  - Inf rast ruct ure bef ore Expansion

“  Too of t en new development  t akes place bef ore- and in many cases 
w it hout  t he necessary  inf rast ruct ure being prov ided. This includes not  just  
road capacit y , but  prov isions f or GP surgeries, schools, public t ransport  
( buses and t rains) , drainage and sewage capacit y  and ot her aspect s of  
support ing invest ment .
 I st rongly  urge t he council t o emphasis in t he proposed plan and t hrough 
Examinat ion in Public a clear principle of  ‘ I bef ore E’  no expansion should 
t ake place by  way of  development  being st art ed unless t he support ing 
inf rast ruct ure is agreed f unded and const ruct ion st art ed or work 
commenced.’

STR/ SS3  is unsound as it  does not  meet  t he NPPF’s t est s of  soundness, It  is 
not  posit ively  prepared as t he cumulat ive impact  of  development  on 
Tonbridge & Malling has not  been assessed. It  is not  just if ied due t o 
reasonable alt ernat ives have not  been considered in det ail, TWBC have 
f avoured Tudeley  V illage over ot her sit es as t hese large parcels of  land are 
owned by  one compliant  land owner, rat her t han mult ip le land owners, 
ev idence demonst rat es t his sit e was not  even considered unt il t he very  last  
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minut e of  t he sit e select ion process, t his is why import ant  dat a set s and 
general sit e analysis are m issing.
It  is not  ef f ect ive as signif icant  inf rast ruct ure improvement s are required, 
which are not  f ort hcom ing, which is inconsist ent  w it h NPPF as t he 
subst ant ial t raf f ic impact s can not  be m it igat ed.

It  is ext remely  concerning t hat  t here is a lack of  const ruct ive engagement  
w it h key  st akeholders such as KCC and a number of  neighbouring LPA’s who  
have not  signed SOCG or have agreed at  t he very  last  m inut e  subject  t o 
condit ions t o allow TWBC t o adhere t o have t icked all t he boxes t o subm it  
t heir local plan.

Furt hermore t here is a dist inct  lack of  const ruct ive engagement  t o resolve 
t hese ext remely  crit ical cross border inf rast ruct ure and env ironment al 
issues, t raf f ic management  &  saf et y  schemes, air qualit y , cross border 
public serv ices and who pays f or what .

Given how lim it ed opt ions are w it hin Tonbridge and Capel due t o Green Belt  
and ANOB, The River Medway, f looding and t he exist ing railway  line 
crossings and inf rast ruct ure w it hin t he area ,t his w ill lead t o ext remely  
complex and expensive engineering challenges.
Tudeley  Garden V illage  S1 0 6  cont ribut ions alone w ill not  f und t his t ype of  
engineering, TWBC have f ailed t o illust rat e where t he addit ional f unding w ill 
come f rom? but  indicat e t hey  may be prepared t o borrow subst ant ial sums 
of  money t o bridge t he f unding gap as it  appears t he majorit y  of  t he S1 0 6  
payment s w ill be paid at  phase 3  and 4 .  

Conclusion;

TWBC’s st at ut ory  Dut y  t o Cooperat e under sect ion 3 3 A of  t he 2 0 0 4  Act  
has not  been discharged. The Council has not  in our v iew demonst rat ed 
act ive, const ruct ive and on-going engagement  w it h neighbouring 
aut horit ies. As def ined w it hin Dut y  t o Cooperat e f inal document , meet ings 
w it h major st akeholders once every  5  or 6  mont hs does not  demonst rat e 
regular ongoing engagement , t he mont hly  st akeholders meet ings have 
discussed various t opics, lit t le ev idence of  any  posit ive progress or act ion, 
addressing all t he major issues t hat  have been highlight ed w it hin t he 
consult at ion process. 
Comment s f rom major st akeholders, KCC, TMBC, SDC and MBC quest ions if  
t he appropriat e cooperat ion has t aken place.

The majorit y  of  t he housing growt h proposed w it hin t he Local Plan, comes 
f rom t he over reliance of  t wo large st rat egic sit es t o deliver bet ween 
6 7 %-6 9 % of   t he proposed newly  allocat ed housing supply .

Habit at s Regulat ions Assessment  Issue- 2

n/ c
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Sust ainabilit y  Appraisal Issue-3

 
There are several alt ernat ive growt h opt ions w it hin t he SA, t he Council have 
elect ed f or an opt ion t hat  has signif icant  landscape impact s, many 
env ironment al issues (  def ined by  Nat ural England’s comment s) .
The Scale of  Green Belt  Release (  t he removal of  1 0 0 ’s acres of  Green Belt  
Prime Agricult ural Land) , Major hist orical f looding issues, inf rast ruct ure 
v iabilit y  and delivery  concerns, Incomplet e and inaccurat e Highway dat a and  
lack of  ev idence which w ill led KCC t o conclude if  TWBC growt h st rat egy  is 
even v iable.  
Wit h up t o almost  7 0 % of  it s t ot al housing allocat ion f or t he plan period t o 
be sit uat ed in a t iny  populat ed Parish of  Capel t hat  borders anot her LPA 
Tonbridge & Malling.

Wit hin t he SA sit e f ilt ering process st age. a number of  sit es were dism issed 
as ‘non st art ers’  at  t he very  least  it  would have been a prudent  st rat egy  t o 
at  least  have bought  t hese sit es f orward and subject ed t hem t o f urt her 
sust ainabilit y  appraisal scrut iny . 
For example Frit t enden and Horsmonden were ruled out  on sust ainabilit y  
grounds and inadequat e t ransport  links, Paddock Wood Railway  St at ion is 
approximat ley  4 .5  m iles f rom Horsmonden, and Headcorn Railway St at ion is 
3 .2  m iles, St aplehurst  3 .8 m iles f rom Frit t enden versus Tudeley  Garden 
V illage at  4 m iles f rom Tonbridge railway  st at ion. 
A ll 3  parishes have lim it ed and irregular bus serv ices t hat  operat e primarily  
t o t ransport  school children t o Paddock Wood, Tonbridge, Tunbridge Wells 
and Maidst one.

In March 2 0 2 1  TWBC approved £ 2 2 5 million Business Park on t he out skirt s 
of  Tunbridge Wells prov iding 8 0 0 ,0 0 0  sqf t  of  warehouse and of f ice 
accommodat ion. The 3 3  acre sit e known as Kingst anding Tunbridge Wells is 
part ially  sit uat ed in ANOB and Green Belt , however t he neighbouring sit e at  
Cast le Hill which was bought  f orward in 2 0 2 0  as an alt ernat ive t o t he 
Tudeley  V illage w it h proposals t o prov ide 9 0 0 -1 5 0 0  new homes was 
dism issed by  TWBC f or inclusion w it hin Local Plan, despit e support  f rom t he 
local communit y  and Capel Parish. The main reason f or exclusion were t he 
sit e is sit uat ed w it hin ANOB and Green Belt . 

Let t er t o TWBC f rom TMBC 1 3 t h March 2 0 2 0 - Development  of  up t o 
7 4 ,0 0 0 sqm - Issues Raised. 

1. The Borough Council request s t hat  f ull considerat ion is g iven t o t he 
impact s of  t he development  upon t he highway net work and employment  
areas w it hin TMBC’s area and t hat  such impact s are appropriat ely  
m it igat ed at  t he right  t ime.

2.  The development  lies w it hin High Weald ANOB and, as such, t he LPA w ill 
need t o be sat isf ied whet her except ional circumst ances exist  f or t his 
major development  and t hat  it  w ill be in t he public int erest .
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KINGSTANDING BUSINESS PARK, TUNBRIDGE WELLS,KENT

The Cast le Hill proposals on t he f ace of  it  make so much more sense t han 
Tudeley  V illage as t he area has already  received subst ant ial invest ment  
improv ing inf rast ruct ure ( £ 1 0 0 +  Million) , locat ed w it hin  walking dist ance of  
Tunbridge Wells t own cent re and High Brooms Railway  st at ion and f ar 
superior t ransport  connect iv it y , t he sit e is already  accessib le t o 
independent  cycle pat hs prov iding easy  access t o Tunbridge Wells and 
Tonbridge.

3 1  st  July  2 0 1 8 ,TWBC ref used planning perm ission f or t he erect ion f or 
building, 6  B&B rooms associat ed w it h t he Poacher and Part r idge Public 
House of  which is closely  sit uat ed t o t he proposed Tudeley  V illage sit e.
Reason given f or t he ref usal Impact  on t he landscape, harmf ul t o t he rural 
charact er of  t he area, r isk of  f looding, which is likely  t o result  in a risk t o 
human lif e f rom f looding.

It  is very  conf using t o underst and TWBC’s policies regarding development  
w it hin ANOB and Green Belt , as it  appears small businesses and indiv idual 
applicat ions are w it hheld on Landscape, Green Belt  and ANOB issues but  
larger st rat egic sit es are not .

The except ional circumst ances t hat  TWBC claim  is relevant  f or t he Green 
Belt  release at  Tudeley  V illage and East  Capel, highlight s t he Councils int ent  
t o promot e large st rat egic development  sit es in pref erence t o t he many 
brown f ield and ot her sit es t hat  have been ment ioned w it hin Reg 1 8 ,&1 9  
consult at ions, reject ing f urt her suggest ions t hat  it  may reconsider it s 
overall development  growt h st rat egy , t o det erm ine regenerat ion of  
Tunbridge Wells f irst  bef ore considering t he removal of  Green Belt  upon it s 
boundaries.

The SA st at ement  indicat es t hat  t he loss of  Green Belt  is just if ied under 
except ional circumst ances, f rom t he inf ormat ion t hat  is publicly  available, it  
appears t o ignore guidelines set  out  w it hin NPPF paragraph 3 7 ’  st rat egic 
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policy  making aut horit y  should be able t o demonst rat e t hat  it  has exam ined 
f ully  all ot her reasonable opt ions f or meet ing t he ident if ied need f or 
development .

The SA does not  ment ion t hat  Tudeley  Garden V illage area has already  
ef f ect ively  experienced  Green Belt  removal, as t he area has been subject  t o  
development  prev iously  in 2 0 1 4 , Hadlow Place Solar Farm and ext ensive 
quarry ing at  St onecast le Farm Quarry .
 A lt hough TWBC demonst rat ed t hey  have considered KCC Wast e and 
Minerals Plan regarding saf eguarded areas f or f urt her m ineral ext ract ion 
t hey  f ail t o highlight  t hat  t here are 2  neighbouring areas t o t he Tudeley  
V illage sit e t hat  are saf eguarded by  KCC f or f ut ure m ineral ext ract ion, a 
new quarry  at  Mot e Farm and a ext ension t o t he exist ing St onecast le Farm 
Quarry .
 There is no ev idence available t o demonst rat e t hat  considerat ion/ analysis 
has been undert aken t o allow f or  f urt her m ineral ext ract ion, t he cumulat ive 
impact , noise, dust , air qualit y  and  healt h and saf et y   implicat ions t hat  
f urt her quarry ing w it hin close proxim it y  of  t he Tudeley  Garden V illage w ill 
have.
Who w ill want  t o purchase a house over looking working quarry  sit es?

How can Tudeley  V illage and East  Capel sit es be just if ied w it hout  det ailed 
Green Belt  st udies and Landscape and V isual Impact  Assessment s or 
Biodiversit y  Assessment , especially  as t hese parcels of  land represent  
almost  7 0 % of  t he Borough’s housing requirement ?

The Luc Green Belt  St udy  St age 3 , Assessment  of  Green Belt  A llocat ions 
Final Report  ( Nov 2 0 2 0 ) , Clearly  highlight s t he removal of  Green Belt  at  2  
of  largest  St rat egic Sit es of  Tudeley  and East  Capel w ill have a major impact  
upon t he Green Belt  w it h an overall assessment  of  High compared t o all t he 
ot her allocat ions, considered w it hin t he plan t o be low t o moderat e.

Of  t he 4 3 7  sit es submit t ed f or inclusion w it hin t he SHELAA process , 3 2 3  
sit es were reject ed.

Ot her Aspect s of  Legal Compliance- Issue-4

The Council has not  engaged const ruct ively , ef f ect ively  on an ongoing 
basis, f ailed t o consult  t he public relat ing t o st rat egic mat t ers, or t hose 
t hat  have signif icant  impact s af f ect ing t wo or more local aut horit y  areas.

Ignored 9 5 % of  public responses f rom t he init ial consult at ion and object ions  
rev iew, regarding Tudeley  Garden V illage and East  Capel as well as init ial 
comment ary  subm it t ed by  UK’s largest  nat ional house builders, ot her 
mandat ory  key  st akeholders and neighbouring LPA’s who highlight ed major 
concerns relat ing t o lack of  inf rast ruct ure, sust ainabilit y  of  t he t wo 
st rat egic sit es (  cont inued reliabilit y  of  mot or vehicles) , and t he overall 
v iabilit y  of  t heses st rat egic sit es.

Engagement , especially  relat ing t o larger more complex sit es , is crit ical. 
The great er t he engagement  w it h t he local communit y , as well as t he 
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Council and ot her key  st akeholders, t he more weight  can be given t o any  
mast er planning approach.

The Local Plan has been at  least  5  years in gat hering v it al ev idence and 
dat a  t o enable TWBC t o present  a Local Plan, it  appears t hat  crit ical 
inf ormat ion and dat a which should det erm ine t he validit y  of  t he plan 
remains absent , it  is underst ood t hat  f urt her inf ormat ion w ill be released 
af t er t his exam inat ion w it h Supplement ary  Planning Document s, g iven t he 
uncert aint y / concerns t hat  have been highlight ed by  key  st akeholders would  
it  not  be unreasonable t o request  key  inf ormat ion prior t o t he exam inat ion 
conclusion. 

Part s of  t he plan are not  locally  led, Capel Parish Council have object ed t o 
t he plan since concept ion, as TWBC pressurised councillors t o sign NDA’s 
prior t o any  public disclosure of  Tudeley  V illage and East  Capel weeks in 
advance of  releasing det ails of  t hese sit es publicly .

A  small number of  v illage hall present at ions were of f ered t o Capel resident s 
prior t o Reg 1 8  consult at ions which were generally  held at  short  not ice w it h 
lim it ed inf ormat ion/  det ail.

Due t o Covid 1 9  rest rict ions TWBC recognised t hat  it  had not  been possib le 
t o undert ake as t horough an exercise as t he more t radit ional means of  
engagement  w it hin t he communit y . Despit e local communit y  and councillors  
request ing TWBC delay  t he plan unt il Cov id rest rict ions were eased, t hese 
request  were ref used.

The Reg 1 9  consult at ion was ent irely  int ernet  based consult at ion which led 
t o t he exclusion of  a very  import ant  element  of  t he communit y  who do not  
have access t o t he Int ernet , t he inabilit y  t o engage or comment  w it hin t his 
consult at ion.

The web based consult at ion port al proved t o be ext remely  dif f icult  f or many 
members of  t he public t o nav igat e and populat e t heir own comment s. A  
large number of  people revert ed t o subm it t ing t heir comment s v ia a 
print able of f line f orm , which was very  cumbersome t o complet e requiring 
ext ensive copy ing and past ing, due t o t he complexit ies and general un-user 
f r iendly  f ormat  t his discouraged many people (  especially  elderly  )  f rom 
making t heir own represent at ions.

Hadlow Est at es Public Charet t e Consult at ion was by  Inv it at ion only , t hese 
exhib it ions were held in a hot el in Tunbridge Wells, not  in Capel Parish, only  
1 4 5  at t ended, clearly  demonst rat ing t his was not  a exhib it ion available t o 
all of  t he local communit y , t his can not  be deemed as a public consult at ion, 
t hese inv it at ions were aimed at  key  st akeholders, local councillors and 
select ed members of  t he communit y .

The absence of  public exhib it ions and reliance of  v irt ual public/  communit y   
correspondence  have excluded many people w it hin t he local communit y  
f rom engaging w it hin t his consult at ion.   
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Vit al inf ormat ion/  report s were not  available publicly  unt il a f ew days  prior 
t o Reg 1 9  consult at ion despit e being available int ernally  weeks prior t o t he 
consult at ion.

The Plan was submit t ed f or approval of  TWBC f ull cabinet / council, we would  
urge t hat  t his approval process is closely  exam ined as v it al document s were  
held w it hin a secure/  conf ident ial  int ernal sit e of  which several councillors 
did not  access prior t o vot ing.

MINUTES of a meeting of the Tunbridge Wells Borough Council, duly convened and held virtually 
at 6.30 pm on Wednesday, 3 February 2021

“Councillor Pound raised a point of order that Councillor Hayward’s moving of a closure motion 
did not constitute his speech on the business of the motion (Council Procedure Rule 13.4.1). 
The Mayor, on the advice of the Legal Officer, ruled that Councillor Hayward may speak on the 
motion. 
Debate included consideration of the following additional points: • Several important components 
of the Plan, including the Paddock Wood masterplan and the Paddock Wood Flood Appraisal, 
were missing from the public documents. Drafts of some of the documents were only available 
through the members’ password protected site. 7 • It was believed that some members had not 
accessed the members’ site before the day of the meeting and not all members had attended 
the available briefings through the Planning Policy Working Group. 
• The subject was hugely complicated, not all information was openly available in a timely 

manner. 
• There seemed to be pressure to progress the Plan against a self-imposed deadline, the 

potential risk of unrestricted development was unlikely in practice. Time should be taken to 
ensure the protection of the environment in the interests of residents.”

Conclusion

Wit h Sevenoaks and Tonbridge and Malling Local Plans f ailing t o be adopt ed 
w it hin t he last  1 2  mont hs, it  now appears t o have prov ided an arms race, 
bet ween all neighbouring LPA’s t o achieve a compliant  Local Plan. Wit h t he 
sole ambit ion t o be t he f irst  LPA w it hin t he area t o achieve government  
housing t arget s at  any  cost .  
Considering t he number of  Garden V illages / Towns  and development  w it hin 
Green Belt  /  ANOB t hat  are proposed across t he neighbouring LPA’s all w it h 
quest ionable def erred  inf rast ruct ure proposals it  illust rat es a very  alarm ing 
pict ure,as well as t he removal/ loss of  many rural communit ies.

Thank you f or your at t ent ion

Yours f ait hf ully

A lan & Sarah Chilvers

On behalf  of  resident s f rom Golden Green Associat ion and Keepkent .green
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