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Dear Mr. White,  

 

Re: Lamberhurst Neighbourhood Plan - Regulation 14 

 

Thank you for consulting Kent County Council (KCC) on the Lamberhurst Parish 

Neighbourhood Plan, in accordance with the Neighbourhood Planning (General) Regulations 

2012. 

 

The County Council has reviewed the Neighbourhood Plan and for ease of reference has 

provided comments structured under the chapter headings and policies used within the 

Neighbourhood Plan. 

 

Parish Vision  

 
The County Council suggests that as the Public Rights of Way (PRoW) network in 

Lamberhurst consists of bridleways and footpaths, the opening text should be revised to state 

“well maintained Public Rights of Way will provide safe routes throughout to encourage 

walking and cycling.” 

 

 

History  

 

This section provides a good review of the history of the Parish but focuses on the early 

medieval and later periods. It should be noted that in addition to the iron age track, more 

than 250 prehistoric flints have been found in the Parish, mostly relating to the 

Mesolithic/Neolithic periods. These include at least one Neolithic axe. 
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The Neighbourhood Plan also mentions “an iron-age track-way” that runs through 

Lamberhurst. The School Hill/Broadway/High Street road is likely to have early origins, but 

although the claim is often made that it is iron age in date, there is, as far as KCC is aware, 

no particular evidence of this. It should be noted, however, that there are a number of other 

early trackways and droveways in Lamberhurst.  

 

The High Weald AONB Partnership has identified and digitised a number of early routeways 

across the Weald1, and it is important that these are conserved as important elements in the 

historic landscape of the Parish. The High Weald AONB Partnership, in collaboration with 

Tunbridge Wells Borough Council, has also developed a detailed historic landscape 

characterisation of the area that should also be considered by those preparing or assessing 

development proposals in Lamberhurst. Copies of this data can be obtained from the High 

Weald AONB Partnership or KCC Heritage Conservation.  

 

 

Chapter 7 – Landscape and Environment   

 

The inclusion of a paragraph that highlights public footpaths within the Parish is welcomed, 

however, it is requested that this text is amended to state ‘Public Rights of Way’. This is 

because there are two Public Bridleways that pass through the Parish, in addition to the 

Public Footpaths, providing higher rights of access for equestrians, cyclists and pedestrians.  

 

The text should also clarify that the KCC Public Rights of Way and Access Service has a 

statutory duty to ensure the network is recorded, protected and maintained.  

  

With regards to the supporting text, the draft Neighbourhood Plan should make reference to 

the County Council’s Rights of Way Improvement Plan (ROWIP). This will promote and 

reinforce successful partnership working to continue and deliver improvements to the PRoW 

network in Lamberhurst. Joint delivery of this strategic plan will ensure significant benefits, 

including access to additional funding opportunities. 

 

L1 - Green Spaces  

 

Studies have shown that green spaces provide considerable health and well-being benefits 

for the public, but these spaces will face increasing pressures from new developments and a 

growing population. There is a risk that the attractive qualities of green spaces will 

deteriorate unless appropriate steps are put in place to protect the sites and manage access. 

To cope with the increasing demands of a growing population, it is recommended that the 

Neighbourhood Plan seeks an increase in open space provision above that currently sought.  

 

The provision of high quality open green spaces and opportunities for outdoor recreation 

should be a priority. The Neighbourhood Plan for Lamberhurst should aim to increase the 

provision of accessible green spaces and improve opportunities to access this resource in 

relatively deprived areas.  

 

 
1 http://www.highweald.org/learn-about/landscape-stories/the-routeways-story.html 

http://www.highweald.org/learn-about/landscape-stories/the-routeways-story.html
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It is imperative that open spaces can be accessed through sustainable modes of transport. 

To encourage active travel, KCC recommends that the wording of this policy text should be 

strengthened to ensure that visitors can walk or cycle to open spaces. Alternatively, good 

public transport links with open spaces should be made available, so that the public is not 

dependent on private vehicle use for visiting these sites. 

 

Policy L2 Development within the AONB 

 

KCC is supportive of the inclusion of water course restoration and flood prevention within the 

Neighbourhood Plan. KCC would also recommend that Policy L2 should specify how 

drainage should be provided within new development - specifically that “a full sustainable 

drainage approach should be included within all new development such that the drainage 

system provides surface water quantity control, water quality protection, biodiversity 

enhancement and amenity provision.” 

Policy L3 – Landscape   

Lamberhurst village and the hamlets of the Parish sit within a landscape that is both historic 

and vulnerable. To understand and value landscape character fully it is important to consider 

its historic aspect. This means the pattern of tracks, lanes, field boundaries and other 

features that comprise the historic character of the modern landscape and which can shape 

future growth. The Kent Historic Landscape Characterisation (2001) and the Tunbridge 

Wells Historic Landscape Characterisation (2017) have identified the historic character of the 

landscape of Kent and are important tools for managing change.  

 

Policy L4 - Biodiversity  

KCC recommends that Policy L4 should refer to sustainable drainage systems that can 

provide an opportunity to enhance biodiversity. By way of an example, KCC recommends 

that the following text could be included: “Any development proposals should consider 

additional benefit of enhancing biodiversity though drainage provision”. 

The County Council also recommends that the wording of the policy is strengthened.  The 

use of the word “should” suggests that development proposals are not always required to 

protect/enhance the habitats of interest/designated sites. The County Council recommends 

that the policy should replace “should” with “must”, to ensure all developments 

protect/enhance natural habitats. KCC also recommends that the policy includes a statement 

that reiterates that developments must not impact designated sites or ancient woodlands.  

 

All applications will need to have Ecological Impact Assessments and the design of the 

development will need to be informed by the survey results – KCC recommends that the 

policy refers to the mitigation hierarchy (as described in British Standard BS 42020:2013), 

which involves the following step-wise process: 

 

• Avoidance – avoiding adverse effects through good design; 

• Mitigation – where it is unavoidable, mitigation measures should be employed to 

minimise adverse effects; 

• Compensation – where residual effects remain after mitigation it may be necessary to 

provide compensation to offset any harm; 
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• Enhancement – planning decisions often present the opportunity to deliver benefits 

for biodiversity, which can also be explored alongside the above measures to resolve 

potential adverse effects. 

 

Policy L5 - Water Management and Flood Risk 

 

The Lamberhurst Parish Neighbourhood Development Plan (July 2019) includes 

consideration of flood risk associated with the River Teise. KCC welcomes the inclusion of 

this policy within Neighbourhood Plan and that consideration of surface water management 

has also been noted within other policy areas.  

 

Policy L6 - Public footpaths and by-ways 

 

As stated within commentary on Chapter 7 of the Neighbourhood Plan, KCC recommends 

that reference is made to the County Council’s ROWIP to ensure continued working and 

delivery of improvements to the PRoW network in Lamberhurst.  

 

The inclusion of a specific policy for public footpaths and byways is welcomed and 

supported, however, it is requested that the wording of this policy is strengthened. It is 

suggested that the policy title is changed to ‘Public Rights of Way’, as this will encompass all 

the classifications of PRoW.  

 

KCC suggests that there should be a requirement for planning applications to show recorded 

PRoW on their plans. Where PRoW would be directly affected by development proposals, 

plans should clarify intentions for positively accommodating, diverting or enhancing paths. 

The policy should clearly state that planning applications that would adversely affect the 

existing PRoW network will not be permitted.  

 

It is requested that additional text is inserted into the policy wording, stipulating that 

applicants for new developments engage with the KCC PRoW and Access Service at the 

earliest opportunity. This would allow the County Council to review proposals for access 

improvements and consider appropriate developer contributions for PRoW network 

enhancements, which would ensure there are then sustainable transport choices available 

that provide realistic alternatives to short distance car journeys.  

 

With regards to the ‘Evidence’ text, the KCC ROWIP should be referenced within this section 

as it is a statutory policy document for PRoW, setting out a strategic approach for the 

protection and enhancement of PRoW. 

 

 

Chapter 8 – Community and Wellbeing  

 

The County Council is working with Tunbridge Wells Borough Council to ensure that the 

growth the Borough identifies is supported by the right number of additional school places 

where they are needed.  

 



5 
 

It is important that development takes account of Sport England guidance2. KCC 

recommends that the Parish Council reviews the guidance with consideration of the Sport 

England’s Facilities Planning Model, as well as Active Design Guidance.  Sport England's 

strategies for sport are very much focussed on tackling inactivity and supporting/encouraging 

under-represented groups to be active. The national Active Lives Survey indicates that 

approximately 25% of people nationally (24% now in Kent - 26% two years ago) are inactive 

and this is having knock on effects on physical and mental health, as well as individual and 

social/community development. Development should consider a mix of formal and informal 

areas/spaces (indoor and out), where people can be active. This can include walking and 

cycling routes and open spaces. 

 

Policy C2: Broadband and Mobile Infrastructure  

 

Where new developments and sites are being connected by full fibre (FTTP), network 

operators and developers should be encouraged to consider how the installation of this new 

infrastructure could support the deployment of better broadband infrastructure into existing 

area (e.g. through installing aggregating nodes in new fibre spines that could be used later).  

 

Whilst KCC would not expect new build housing schemes to directly fund the connection of 

adjoining premises, designing the network to allow future build out can create new 

opportunities to improve connectivity and should be encouraged. 

 

Policy C3 – Developer Contributions  

 

The Neighbourhood Plan is supportive of the links to the countryside and surrounding open 

space. However, the Developer Contributions section does not reference the enhancement 

of the PRoW that serve these connections. The increased population will undoubtedly add to 

the pressure and importance of the surrounding PRoW network. It is critical therefore that 

some general wording is included within this section to secure funding to ensure these highly 

regarded links are not degraded.  

 

New development provides opportunities to secure investment in the PRoW network, which 

could enhance opportunities for active travel and outdoor recreation across the Parish. 

Developer contributions could be used to upgrade existing routes or create new path links 

that address existing network fragmentation issues highlighted by the public. Consideration 

should therefore be given to the investment of planning obligation contributions or CIL 

funding into the PRoW network.  

 

The PRoW and Access Service would welcome engagement with the Parish Council to 

consider local aspirations for access improvements, the delivery of these projects and 

potential sources of funding for the works.  

 

 

 
2  https://www.sportengland.org/facilities-planning/planning-for-sport/playing-fields-policy/ 

https://www.sportengland.org/facilities-planning/planning-for-sport/aims-and-objectives/ 
https://www.sportengland.org/facilities-planning/planning-for-sport/planning-tools-and-guidance/playing-pitch-strategy-guidance/ 
https://www.sportengland.org/facilities-planning/planning-for-sport/planning-tools-and-guidance/facilities-planning-model/ 
https://www.sportengland.org/facilities-planning/active-design/ 

https://www.sportengland.org/facilities-planning/planning-for-sport/playing-fields-policy/
https://www.sportengland.org/facilities-planning/planning-for-sport/aims-and-objectives/
https://www.sportengland.org/facilities-planning/planning-for-sport/planning-tools-and-guidance/playing-pitch-strategy-guidance/
https://www.sportengland.org/facilities-planning/planning-for-sport/planning-tools-and-guidance/facilities-planning-model/
https://www.sportengland.org/facilities-planning/active-design/
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Chapter 9 – Housing and Design  

 

It should be noted that much of Kent has historically had a dispersed settlement pattern. 

Development between villages and hamlets and among farm buildings would in many places 

be consistent with the historic character of those areas. Historic England, KCC and Kent 

Downs AONB have published guidance on historic farmsteads in Kent that considers how 

rural development proposals can be assessed for whether they are consistent with existing 

character3. It is recommended that the Parish Council makes reference to this guidance.  

 

Policy D1 - Design of New Development  

 

Considering the value and importance of the PRoW network, it is requested that this policy 

text includes reference to the KCC ROWIP and the KCC PRoW & Access ‘Good Design 

Guide’. This guide is intended to aid decision-making and promote good design in PRoW 

and countryside access management. The guide applies to both urban and rural locations 

and is intended to complement and where appropriate, draw together relevant technical and 

design information, both national and local, that has already been published.  

 

It is also requested that additional text is inserted into the policy wording, stipulating that 

applicants for new developments engage with the KCC PRoW and Access Service at the 

earliest opportunity. This would allow the County Council to review proposals for access 

improvements and consider appropriate developer contributions for PRoW network 

enhancements, which would ensure there are sustainable transport choices available that 

provide realistic alternatives to short distance car journeys.  

 

The inclusion of this PRoW text within Policy D1 should ensure that the PRoW network is 

considered at an early stage of the design process and successfully incorporated into future 

developments. 

 

Policy D6 – Historic Environment  

 

KCC recommends that the policy objective for Policy D6 “To control infill and rebuilds” 

should be enhanced. The historic environment has the potential to contribute to the future of 

Lamberhurst and KCC would therefore suggest that this is amended to “to conserve and 

enhance the heritage of Lamberhurst”. 

 

A more comprehensive list of heritage asset types would be: 

 

Designated heritage assets: 

 

• Listed Buildings 

• Scheduled Monuments 

• Registered Parks and Gardens 

• Protected Military Remains (aircraft crash sites) 

 
3 http://www.highweald.org/downloads/publications/land-management-guidance/historic-farmsteads.html 
 
 

http://www.highweald.org/downloads/publications/land-management-guidance/historic-farmsteads.html
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• Conservation Areas 

 

Non-designated heritage assets: 

 

• Non-scheduled archaeological sites 

• Non-listed historic buildings 

• Historic landscape features 

• Historic parks and gardens 

 

Information about all of these can be found on the Kent Historic Environment Record. 

 

The Parish Council should note that Archaeological Notification Areas (ANA) should not be 

listed as heritage assets. They are simply a means by which Tunbridge Wells Borough 

Council is notified as to which planning applications KCC may wish to be consulted on from 

a heritage perspective. The ANAs should therefore be removed from this list. The reference 

to ANAs in paragraph B ‘Other heritage assets’ should also be removed. The final sentence 

of this paragraph would be better phrased as “Where a site on which development is 

proposed includes, or has the potential to include, heritage assets with archaeological 

interest, local planning authorities should require developers to submit an appropriate desk-

based assessment and, where necessary, a field evaluation. “ 

 

KCC recommends that both the Kent Historic Environment Record and the National Heritage 

List for England are identified as key evidence bases for this section. 

 

The text should also mention that the landscapes surrounding both Bayham Abbey and 

Scotney Castle are designated as Registered Parks and Gardens by Historic England. 

 

The title ‘Historic Asset List’ is confusing, as readers may be aware of ‘heritage assets’ as a 

term and ‘Local List’ as a term and will wonder what a ‘Historic Asset List’ is. It is also 

incomplete, with numerous heritage assets not included - such as Furnace Mill, Tollsyle 

Furnace, the medieval iron producing site beneath the A21 bypass and various hop-pickers 

huts. KCC recommends that it may be more suitable to change the name of the list to ‘Local 

heritage assets’ and to state that “In addition to the designated heritage assets, Lamberhurst 

contains numerous local heritage assets that contribute to the historic character of the 

Parish. Among these are…” 

 

It should also be noted that heritage assets, whether designated or non-designated, are 

often part of wider complexes than can be seen today. For example, iron mills like Furnace 

Mill are part of an industrial landscape that includes the mill site itself but also millponds, mill 

leats, slag heaps, accommodation, woodlands and tracks. It is important when considering 

the impact of development proposals on heritage assets that the integrity of these 

landscapes is maintained and that consideration is not only given to visible features. 
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Chapter 10 – Traffic and Transport  

 

KCC, as Local Highway Authority can confirm that the Neighbourhood Plan, and in particular 

the objectives of Chapter 10 (policies T1-T2), aligns with national, county and borough 

policies and therefore has no comments to make. 

 

Policy T1 - Sustainable Transport  

  

The inclusion of this policy is supported, as it would ensure that new developments provide 

opportunities for walking and cycling, enabling active lifestyles.  

 

 

Policy T2 – Traffic Management  

 

Rural lanes provide useful connections for Non-Motorised Users (NMUs) travelling between 

off-road PRoW. The potential for additional vehicle traffic along these country lanes is 

therefore a concern, as increased movements could introduce safety concerns for NMUs 

and potentially deter public use of the PRoW network. With this in mind, Policy T2 should be 

strengthened, requesting that developers submit traffic impact studies in support of their 

applications. Where negative impacts on NMUs are identified, developers should provide or 

contribute towards appropriate mitigation measures. 

 

 

Chapter 14 – Parish Feedback and Implementation   

 

It is requested that the KCC PRoW and Access Service is directly involved in future 

discussions regarding projects that will affect the PRoW network. KCC can then advise on 

the design and delivery of these projects, ensuring that new routes successfully integrate 

with the existing PRoW network. KCC would welcome future engagement with the Borough 

Council to consider local aspirations for access improvements and potential funding sources 

for the delivery of these schemes. 

 

 

Appendices  

 

Useful Definitions  

 

It is requested that PRoW are added to this definition section. Suggested text is:  

“A way over which the public have a right to pass and repass, including; Public Footpaths, 

Public Bridleways, Restricted Byways and Byways Open to All Traffic” 

 

Planning Context 

 

The KCC ROWIP should be referenced within this section as it is a statutory policy 

document for PRoW, setting out a strategic approach for the protection and enhancement of 

PRoW. 
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KCC would welcome continued engagement as the Neighbourhood Plan progresses. If you 

require any further information or clarification on any matters raised above, please do not 

hesitate to contact me. 

 

Yours sincerely, 

 
Stephanie Holt-Castle 
Interim Director - Environment, Planning and Enforcement  

 
 

 


