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Marshes which supports rare wildlife and therefore should be protected. The pollution
created would have a negative impact.

The notion that Merton Park would be a substitute for the Recreation ground is a fallacy.
Thanington is one of the poorer areas of Canterbury, the Recreation ground provides a place
not just for sports teams, but local children to play, and for residents to walk. It is a green
space that many would be deprived of. It has the potential to cause social issues when
children become bored and turn to vandalism.

The proposal for the development of Chartham Paper Mill to include 165 houses is also of
concern. Previous consultations have identified it to be unsuitable for housing due to the
high flood risk and possible implications for other villages and towns in controlling the flood
water. Not only is there chalk stream river but also underground springs. Whilst the disused
buildings are becoming an eye-sore, a more creative approach to the development of the area
is called for and the historic buildings need to be preserved.

It is of importance that the river is not polluted and the eco-system be unharmed.

There are Mill Houses on the opposite side of the road which have been neglected for almost
50 years. Should that area be developed, it would fit the original plan for 14 houses and
considerably reduce the harm the proposed plan would cause.

Kent is one of the driest counties in the country. We are still under a hosepipe ban with
Southern Water saying we do not have enough water. With the proposal for such a huge
increase in housing throughout the area, how would the Council propose the water supply is
provided and sewage dealt with?

Since many new developments in Kent still have unsold houses years after being built, can
such numbers really be justified?

Could the ‘real evidence’ for such a need also be put on public display, not a blanket
statement “We need these houses.” What are the criteria based upon, apart from political
will? At the public consultation it was stated the average household comprises of 2.6 people
—a lower figure than past statistics. Does this really justify the proposed building of
thousands of extra homes? It simply doesn’t.
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