
From: Paul Nicholson (Plumpton) [mailto:paul.nicholson@plumptonpc.co.uk]  

Sent: 15 January 2014 14:53 
To: ldf 

Cc: Jean Stewart 
Subject: Lewes District Council - Local Plan Part 2: Site Allocations and Development Management 

Development Plan Document  

 
Dear Sirs,  
 
On behalf of Plumpton Parish Council, I have summarised our comments on the above document 
and submit these for your consideration as part of the consultation process thereon. 
 
1.The current housing allocation should be a maximum, not a minimum. 
There are various references to the total allocation for the district being a "minimum". The Council is 
concerned that this leaves the opportunity open for an increase in housing allocations part way 
through the plan period. This undermines the value of the documents if further allocation can be 
made later without legal challenge. 
 
2. The criteria for site allocations and timing in settlements without a legally binding 
Neighbourhood Development Plan is not defined. 
Sites are being allocated apparently arbitrarily and timings (availability aside) are unsubstantiated. 
There needs to be a much more transparent and defined allocation policy. To date, sites have been 
short listed based on Availability, Suitability and Achieve-ability but there is no further clarity 
provided as to why one site should be developed over another.  As a suggestion, a criteria might be: 
 

(1)          Brownfield before Greenfield 
(2)          Lowest environmental impact 
(3)          Settlements with the least amount of recent development (to allow settlements to 

evolve not be taken over) 
(4)          Geographic spread development (to avoid one settlement being hugely developed 

in the early years and whilst others are developed in the later years) 
(5)          Community benefit (e.g. unlocks beneficial community infrastructure or CIL 

payments) 
 
Currently, the vagueness appears to favour the landowners and the developers who may opt for the 
cheaper to develop greenfield sites first and leave the more expensive brownfield (lower yield) sites 
until last. The policies should favour communities, balanced development and greenfield protection. 
 
3. Allocation of sites for housing development should take into account any existing planning 
agreements. 
Any allocation of sites for potential development, appraised as referred to above, must take into 
account any existing planning agreements under s106 Town and Country Planning Act 1990. In 
Plumpton, Council is aware of the existence of a planning agreement dating from 1994 which was 
put in place for the development of market and affordable housing and the village hall.   Council 
considers that the allocation of housing sites on this land should not have been made under the 
Local Plan and that the existing 1994 document must be honoured.  
 
4. The allocation of sites for housing development should take into account affordable housing 
units achieved in any area.  
Council has worked with Lewes DC in determining the availability of Exception Sites within the parish 
for affordable housing.  One site has been successfully identified and development has now 
commenced. This site comprises 14 affordable units for occupation by persons with specific and 
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strong links to Plumpton.  Council considers that it is essential that this achievement is recognised as 
contributing to the allocation of future developable sites. To be clear, this means that Council 
considers that the future allocation should be reduced to 36 units (50 per SHLAA – 14 achieved 
affordable units). 
 
5. The options for Gypsy and Traveller Accommodation have not been defined. 
Whilst there is no suggestion in the consultation document that there will be a permanent traveller 
site in Plumpton, there is argued to be a considerable shortage (11 pitches needed by 2018) yet 
none have been identified. However, they will have to go somewhere. Council is categoric in its view 
that Plumpton has neither the capacity nor the infrastructure to support a settlement of this nature. 
It is important that the vagueness in relation to the availability of sites for this purpose does not 
allow them to be assigned without the appropriate consultation and analysis. 
 
6. The basis for determining the nature of housing in the absence of a Neighbourhood 
Development Plan is not defined. 
There are no policies relating to how the size/ nature of housing will be defined in any given 
location, nor how the needs for affordable housing and housing suitable for the over 65's will be 
encouraged and enforced. This is needed to ensure any housing developed is balanced to the need 
and not to the profit driven motives of developers. 
 
7. The plan compromises recreational space further despite already being below the target 
standard. 
There is a significant issue identified here, yet there are no allocation proposals to address it.  
Recreational space generally and also in Plumpton is already constrained and new development 
needs to bring additional space with it. Policies need to be in place to enforce this. 
 
8. The plan does not seem sufficiently holistic or long-term. 
Housing, infrastructure and recreational facilities are being considered in isolation. There needs to 
be alignment on the long-term plans across highways, education, social and housing. 
 
Should the District Council have any questions on this matter arising from Plumpton’s Parish 
Council’s response, please contact either myself or Jean Stewart, Clerk to Council. 
 

Paul Nicholson 
Chairman, Plumpton Parish Council 
paul.nicholson@plumptonpc.co.uk 
 

Please take a moment to look at the Parish Council Website at www.plumptonpc.co.uk 
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