Consultations Team
Canterbury City Council
14 Rose Lane
Canterbury, CT1 2UR

12 October 2025

Subject: Objection to Proposed Site Allocations in the Draft Local Plan
(Focused Consultation 2025)

Dear Consultations Team,

We are writing to formally object to the proposed site allocations in the current Draft
Local Plan, specifically concerning The Plan’s proposals for the Whitstable area.
we find the plan unacceptable due to its negative impact on the local environment,
existing infrastructure, and the character of the community in Whitstable. While we
acknowledge the district's need for new housing, these specific proposals do not
represent sustainable development and have not adequately addressed their
impact on key issues (making the Plan unsound).

Our objections focus on the following sites and specific material considerations:

Site N20: Land East of Chestfield Road (opposite Brooklands)
« Proposed development: Approximately 150 new dwellings.
« Grounds for objection:
o Highway safety and traffic congestion: The development of 150
houses will significantly increase vehicle movements on Chestfield
Road and its junction with A2990 Thanet Way, which is already
congested, particularly at peak times. There are significant concerns
that the local road network cannot safely absorb this additional traffic.
Also, in light of the proposed Brooklands development, this extra 150
houses would see Chestfield extended almost up to the Blean woods.
o Character of the area: The proposal fails to respect the existing
character of the surrounding area, with lower-density development in
the Chestfield Conservation Area. The proposed density of new
housing is out of keeping with the semi-rural feel of this location.
o Noise pollution: Development on this site would expose new residents
to noise from the nearby A299. The mitigation measures detailed in
the plan appear to be inadequate.
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We also object to Policy W4 as the improved accessibility created by the new A299

| junction would trigger opportunistic development along the A299 corridor and would
be almost impossible to stop under the present planning regulations. The effects of
such developments have not been assessed.

Noting what we have learned from the recent planning application, we object to |
the plan to build houses and a secondary school at Bodkin Farm (site W6) for
the following additional reasons: -

1. Highway Safety: the pedestrian pavement of Herne Bay Road under the
railway bridge at Chestfield Station is too narrow to be used safety by large
numbers of teenagers as well as other commuters and parents / children
walking to and from Swalecliffe Primary School.

2. Other safety issues; the platform width at Chestfield Station is too narrow to
be used by large numbers of teenagers waiting for (and alighting from)
trains. This issue has already been raised by British Transport Police.

3. Green Gap. The site lies in the officially recognised Green Gap between
Chestfield and Herne Bay and therefore should not be used for urban
development. The only reason it was justified in the draft Plan was that it
would provide a much-needed secondary school for the benefit of the
community. However, having demonstrated above that it is unsuitable for the
intended secondary school, the proposed development should be removed
from the draft Local Plan. If this development goes ahead, it will serve as a
precedent for other developments in the Green Gap, which will then cease to
exist.

For these reasons, we formally ask the council to reconsider these
allocations. The relevant sections of the Draft Local Plan are unsound. We
request that these concerns are taken into consideration during the
decision-making process.

rew Campbell Patrica Campbell






