
Paddock Wood, Darman Lane - Initial Report 
 

1. Background 

1.1 Property Address: 

• Land at Darman Lane, Paddock Wood, Kent 

 

1.2 Property Description 

• Approximately 190 acres of agricultural land. 

• Located to the south of the village of Laddington, to the north east of Paddock Wood. 

 

1.3 Current use: 

• Agricultural land 

 

1.4 Estimated percentage of land plotted and removed from title: 

• Approximately 20% 

 

We understand that approximately 63 acres of land on this site was transferred to a separate 

entity (s). 

 

1.5 Disposal possibilities, eg are there any obvious, accessible 
area / buildings that can be sold independently? 

• Part of the land is currently let to a private individual on a farm business tenancy for a rent 

of £3,000 per annum. 

• The majority of the land can be accessed via Darman Lane. 

• The western most plot does not appear to have any access. 



 

 

2. Paddock Wood, Darman Lane - Planning 

2.1 Current planning use / designation: 

• Agricultural land.  

• The land is not officially designated within the Maidstone Local Plan 2000 but we would 

comment that in an area such as this, land of this use class is effectively Green Belt land. 

This is supported by policy ENV9 in the Maidstone Borough Wide Local Plan 2000 and 

policy EP9 in the Kent and Medway Structure Plan 2006. Both of these policies support 

the protection of the best agricultural land. 

 

 

2.2 Opportunities for planning change and development: 

• We have been unable to contact the Duty Planning Officer at Maidstone Borough Council. 

• It is unlikely that the council would encourage development of the site even though it is not 

officially designated as green belt. 

• We would foresee local residents being hostile to any potential development. 

 

2.3 Comment on UKLI report: 

• The site is unlikely to be allocated for residential development within emerging Local 

Development Framework policy unless no alternative more sustainable site can be 

identified, which we believe is unlikely. 

• Limited development would be possible if to facilitate outdoor recreation use such as 

equestrian sports. 

• Development for agricultural use would be permitted. 

• The area mentioned as possible for residential development adjacent to Claygate road 

does not form part of the site. 

• The site areas appear to be approximately correct. 

 




