


surface issues are likely exacerbated by climate change (as ‘4’). How are these to cope with extra traffic 
and what provision is in place?  

6. Whitstable is a successful tourist destination. There is a likely change to the visual dynamic with the 
proposed developments, which will not be beneficial to the aesthetic offered to visitors. There seems to 
be no desire to protect the unique character of the town, as it becomes surrounded by additional 
housing. Has this been considered? 

7. What provision is in place to supply the same level of support from our emergency services given the 
increase in proposed residents? This encompasses GP appointments, police fire and ambulance service.  

There has been no clear evidence how Golden Hill has scored against alternative sites, whether cumulative 
impacts were considered or why this location is preferable to less constrained options. Without this 
evidence, the allocation is not justified. 
There are a number of existing Traveller sites scattered around the Whitstable area. It is unclear why 
existing sites can’t be expanded to meet the alleged need for further sites in the Whitstable area. 

On the basis of the above,  I am against the above proposed development and request your consideration. 

Thank you for allowing residents’ input to this consultation:  
Unlike some of the other developments locally, this seems to be progressing quicker for some reason. I note 
that a previous proposal for eight properties on this land was rejected for very similar reasons.  I look 
forward to hearing from you.  

Best wishes 
Andrew and Joanne Payne  




