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TRANSPORT and COMMUNITY INFRASTRUCTURE 

REF. RESPONDENT COMMENTS 

6 Kent County 
Council 

The County Council as Local Highway Authority has no comments on the 
Neighbourhood Development Plan as currently drafted. 

1 Biddenden 
Parish Council 

Concerns about impact of increased traffic as a result of proposed housing 
development in East End. 

33 Russell Cruse In general – This section should stress far more forcefully that car traffic is not 
something the parish should be recommending. 

30 Rolf Bakker 
and Corinne 

Embayments should be proposed for buses (e.g. at the new school and in the 
high street) so that stationary buses don’t cause congestion and stagnation of 
flow throughout the village. 

28 Peter Nuttall As I understand the current status, the Infrastructure Development Plan is still 
very much a work in progress.I therefore think we need to include in the NDP 
the village wish list which can then be transferred and worked with TWBC very 
much like the Local Plan….items from my perspective that need to be included 
are increased mini van/hopper bus and ultimately AVs, to serve trips to 
Cranbrook and Hawkhurst as well as Tenterden. 
In addition a similar bus service to support commuting, school/college 
attendance etc to be commenced to Staplehurst Station. 
Centre of Benenden landscaped to facilitate safe and comfortable walking 
around the village as well as providing traffic management measures to slow 
down vehicular traffic. 
The policies as written generally have a high expectation of provision from 
developers. I would have thought that the key stakeholders are HMG, KCC, 
TWBC and PC. 

40 Tony Fullwood Objective: In order to ensure the objective carries forward the sustainable 
approach from other chapters and takes account of the NPPF, the following 
additions area proposed to the Transport and Community Infrastructure 
Objective: To prioritise infrastructure improvements, minimise and mitigate 
the impact of traffic growth, ensure that new development is well located and 
supported by sustainable transport links, enhance connectivity....... 

40 Tony Fullwood Principal Aims: No other chapter of the NDP contains a Principal Aims section 
and it is unclear how they relate to the objective. Perhaps this section is 
already covered by the Objective and projects already contained within the 
chapter. 

40 Tony Fullwood Reasoned Justification: The following paragraph appears to be out of date now 
that the distribution of development has been concluded in the NDP. Either the 
development to be considered will be the housing allocations (which have 
already taken into account the transport impacts and requirements of each 
site) or will comprise windfall development which is likely to be minor in scale 
(and certainly not of a scale where the residual cumulative impacts on the road 
network would not be severe (the NPPF test at Para 109). As written the 
paragraph appears to envisage further development beyond that supported in 
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the NDP. I would suggest the following amendment be included: However, the 
Plan could highlight localised traffic capacity and safety issues, or infrastructure 
deficiencies that would need to be addressed. Strike through remaining text. 

13 TWBC Page 73, third para: reference to NPPF 2018 - should be NPPF 2019 

40 Tony Fullwood Parish Infrastructure: Transport - The analysis of infrastructure deficiencies 
should extend across all transport modes: Roads: eg Benenden and Iden Green 
crossroads; increasing and inappropriate traffic on rural lanes; poorly 
maintained roads including the "switchback" between Benenden & Iden Green. 
Pedestrians: eg Well connected links in Benenden; incomplete footways in Iden 
Green; no suitable footpath connection between Iden Green & Benenden. 
Cycles: eg speeding traffic and constricted roads and lanes make cycling 
dangerous. Public Transport: from existing Para. The hopper service is a pilot 
scheme which appears to run a restricted service around midday and 3pm on 
weekdays only, and is therefore limited. The road map should be expanded to 
include the Public Rights of Way. 

6 Kent County 
Council 

Policy T1  
The inclusion of this policy is supported, as it would ensure that new 
developments provide opportunities for walking and cycling, enabling active 
lifestyles. 

13 TWBC Page 76, Policy T1: suggest inclusion of wording along lines of "subject to 
meeting relevant national policy or legislative requirements". 

78 Savills on 
behalf of 
Benenden 
Hospital 

Policy T1 - The Society suggest that the clause "subject to viability 
considerations" is added to the end of draft Policy T1 

13 TWBC Page 77 Policy T2: Suggest rewording as such: "….road access to/from 
developments provides safe access to, and transit past, new housing: this 
may include slowing the flow of traffic" 

6 Kent County 
Council 

Policy T2  
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 include wording that 
requires developers to 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. 

78 Savills on 
behalf of 
Benenden 
Hospital 

Policy T2 - The Society request that the wording of Policy T2 is altered to read 
"Developers will be required to demonstrate that road access to/from 
developments acts to slow the flow of traffic where possible and provide safe 
access to, and transit past, new housing". 

33 Russell Cruse Policy T2 5.2.2 Remove “without risks to other road users”. 
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13 TWBC Page 77, Policy T3: As detailed before, there is some conflict between 
emerging TWBC parking policies and NPD parking policies: therefore suggest 
that this policy only refers to NDP policy. As the test for requiring 
contributions is whether that it is necessary to mitigate the impact of new 
development, the occasions where a contribution towards a parish project of 
increased parking could be justified are fairly limited, although such examples 
could include: On-site parking being is provided at less than the minimum 
standards; being necessary to ensure there was adequate visibility through the 
removal of on-street car parking. 

78 Savills on 
behalf of 
Benenden 
Hospital 

Policy T3 - The Society request a clause is added to the end of draft Policy T3 
which reads "subject to not adversely affecting the viability of the proposed 
development. 

40 Tony Fullwood Policy T3: There is no evidence which indicates the need for additional public 
car parking in Iden Green. Almost all properties are served by off-street parking 
within the plot with little evidence of on-street parking. The limited community 
facilities are all supported by adequate car parking. In any event the emphasis 
should be on improving provision for sustainable transport, not additional 
public car parking. There are no allocated car parking sites within the NDP. The 
policy as written is not justified and would fail the tests included within Circular 
11/95: Use of conditions in planning permission. Reference to providing 
increased parking in and around Iden Green should be deleted from Policy T3.  

32 Mary Cruse Policy T3 - There should be no mention of car-parking spaces in either 
Benenden or Iden Green. Emphasis should always be upon the convenience of 
pedestrians, cyclists and riders. 

33 Russell Cruse Policy T3 – This policy should not be here. The principle should be that car use 
should be minimised and the provision of more parking will encourage more 
cars. This policy should be removed. 

13 TWBC Pages 77, 78 & 79, and Policies T4, T5 and T6: As above, as the test for 
requiring contributions is whether that is necessary to mitigate the impact of 
new development, it will be necessary to indicate why a particular contribution 
is necessary, and to have costed and implementable schemes to justify the 
amount sought; Whilst the matters sought are very commendable, having this 
justification will be key. 
In terms of policy T5 - it is recommended that the NDP Group liaise with the 
electricity suppliers to ensure that there is sufficient capacity in the sub-
stations to deal with the additional use from electric vehicle charging points at 
the rate required through the policy. 

77 Savills on 
behalf of 
Benenden 
Hospital 

Policy T4 - The Society suggest that draft Policy T4 is reworded to read 
"Developers should strive to contribute to parish projects designed to improve 
provision for children's play areas in all three main settlements within the 
parish where possible. Developers should also strive to support projects 
designed to meet the health and well-being needs of residents where 
possible". 
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6 Kent County 
Council 

Policy T5 The County Council recommends that the Plan has a focus on energy 
and low emissions as opposed to climate change within this policy. 

79 Gladman 
Developments 

Policy T5 - Gladman acknowledge the need to accommodate private vehicles in 
new development proposals, however, the requirement for electric charging 
facilities alongside new dwelling needs to be balanced against the practical 
ability of the local grid to supply sufficient baseload. Before any such policy is 
pursued, engagement with the main energy suppliers should have been 
undertaken in order to determine network capacity to accommodate any 
adverse impacts ............. 

77 Savills on 
behalf of 
Benenden 
Hospital 

Policy T5 - The Society consider that draft Policy T5 should be reworded to read 
"Developers will aim to provide 1 electric car charging point per dwelling and 
will endeavour to contribute to projects designed to reduce the impact of 
pollution emitted by cars such as providing a payment towards a mini-bus for 
the Primary School, encouraging walking/cycling by providing safe paths and 
planting native hedging (see also Policies HD4 and LE9) to screen new 
developments from the roadway and passing traffic and will be designed to 
shield the public from air pollution. Developers will also be expected to provide 
additional electric car-charging points for visitors to the parish in publicly 
accessible places such as Benenden Village Hall car park, Iden Green Pavilion 
car park, and Benenden Hospital car parks, where this does not adversely 
affect the viability of the proposed development". 

77 Savills on 
behalf of 
Benenden 
Hospital 

Policy T6 - The Society also has no objection to draft Policy T6 in principle and 
would be willing to provide a commensurate contribution towards superfast 
broadband as part of the development of the North East and South East 
quadrants. 

35 Gerard 
Conway 

Policy T6 - Mobile telecommunications is covered by existing national and 
district policy/guidelines. It is a complex and evolving area (both in terms of 
technology & policy). ………. 

28 Peter Nuttall Throughout the report the mobile/broadband issue is given quite rightly high 
priority. Given the recent announcements from HMG to address this issue is it 
still appropriate to give this issue such prominence?? 

33 Russell Cruse Page 71 under “Road and byways” – don’t limit the speed limit 20mph limits 
to outside schools. Many areas of the parish would benefit from such measures 
and this desire should be stated. 

33 Russell Cruse Page 80 – Please remove the terms “scoping” and “scoped out”; they are not 
English. 

32 Mary Cruse Page 81 - Traffic Mitigation - Walkhurst Road must, with other rural areas, 
apply for Quiet Lane status, and must also, prior to the building of the hospital 
sites, be made Access only and/or 20mph. There is no possible way that it can 
safely maintain its Rural Lane status otherwise. The immense increase in traffic 
flow already makes it hard to walk, cycle or ride safely along the lane. If the 
NDP it to promote NPPF 2018 Para 102 regarding cycling, Walkhurst Road 
needs protection from excess volume and speed of traffic. It can otherwise 
never be used as a safe route to the village for non-motorised travellers. 
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30 Rolf Bakker 
and Corinne 
Corbett-
Thompson 

We all agree the need for additional housing but the burden that small 
villages have to carry is disproportionally heavy. In 2017 or so the demand 
for housing in Benenden was put at 8 dwellings or so. Now we are getting 
ca 100 additional houses, meaning a ca 20% increase. Clearly, this is a lot. 
With that, traffic is one of the biggest issues. In the 7 years we have lived 
here, we have seen a steady increase in traffic, largely due to new 
developments in surrounding towns and villages. This is set to continue 
with development in Benenden, no matter where the new developments 
ultimately will be. All traffic will make use of the main roads that meet at 
the cross roads and we welcome traffic calming measure at the cross roads. 
The infrastructure policies could be drawn up a bit more specifically. Whilst 
the 20 mph zones are welcomed, we believe the 30 mph should be pushed 
further back as well. The 30 mph limits are currently far too close too close 
to the cross roads (nobody slows down at the 30 mph signs)  

 

 


