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Date: 5% December 2008

Dear Andrew,
Pluckley and policy CS6 of the Core Strategy
Thank you for the letter from you dated 20" November 2008 regarding the above issue.

| recognise the Parish Council’s desire to now not be included as one of the villages where
new development allocations are to be made in the Tenterden & Rural Sites DPD and it is
clearly unfortunate that a contrary view was expressed to the Core Strategy Inspector before
and during the Examination hearings.

As your letter implies, much flows from the interpretation of the Inspector's comments in his
Report. As set out in my previous letter, dated 28" October 2008, to the Parish Council, in
my view, the ‘provisionality’ written into the Core Strategy mainly relates to a reassessment
of local sustainability through a review of the sustainability matrix of services and facilities.
Understandably, the Inspector's report did not envisage a situation where there would be a
major change in local opinion on the desire for development and so this is not dealt with
expressly. Para. 4.210 of the Inspector’s report makes it clear that the wishes of local
residents can be taken into account but importantly | feel with the caveat that “‘whether
positive or negative, these need to be considered realistically having regard to other factors
affecting the suitability of a settlement for further development”. From this comment, | must
assume that the Inspector did not include Pluckley — provisionally or otherwise — in policy
CS6 on the basis of the Parish Council’'s representations alone.

Instead, he would appear to have taken a view (rightly or wrongly) based on both the relative
sustainability of Pluckley (from the matrix) and its potential to be a local service centre in that
part of the Borough. He recommended Figure 1 of the Core Strategy to be amended to
include Pluckley in this role.

Furthermore, the Inspector's amendments to policy CS6 itself, groups Pluckley with a list of
settlements ‘expected’ to comprise the third tier of villages, placing it above Challock and
Rolvenden for example, which are only regarded as ‘probable’ inclusions.

Given all of the above, my interpretation of the Inspector’s report is that a change of opinion
from the Parish Council, however strongly expressed that might be, would not on its own, be
sufficient justification for excluding Pluckley from the list of tier 3 settlements’.







