G‘ Outlook

Re: Site SLAA062 Local Plan

Date Tue 05/05/2026 11:13

To Planning <planning@canterbury.gov.uk>; Consultations <Consultations@canterbury.gov.uk>

Cc JonBurr Clerk to Barham Parish Council

You don't often get email from_ Learn why this is important

--Email From External Account--

Dear Sirs
| write to give my full support to Mr Burr’s excellent letter below.

My wife and | are recent purchasers of a house in mand it is clear that the proposed development at
Site SLAA062 is both misconceived for the reasons stated in Mr Burr’s letter and inappropriate.

In addition to Mr Burr’s critically valid points | add the question of traffic. Valley Road is already a busy through
road including both the village shop and a very active school (for which parking is already stretched in the
mornings and afternoons) and the addition of 20 new houses (possibly with nearly 40 cars) with access on to
this road would not only be impractical but would have a serious and damaging impact on the locality.

| sincerely hope that this project will be shelved.

Yours faithfully

Nick Hills

Nick Hills

Sent from my MacBook

—————————— Forwarded message ------——-
From: Jon Burr
Date: Thu, 5 Mar 2026, 16:49
Subject: Site SLAA062 Local Plan

To: <consultations@canterbury.gov.ukconsultations@canterbury.gov.uk>,
<plannina@canterburv.aov.uk >

Good afternoon,

In reference to the local plan Focused consultation (Regulation 18) September 2025 and
corresponding Strategic Land Availability Assessment, | would like to raise some potential oversights



for consideration.

This is specifically related to policy ref R13 in the Focused consultation (Regulation 18) and
SLAAQ062 in the Strategic Land Availability Assessment, identified with the vague address Land
adjacent to Valley Road, Barham.

This land has been identified as ‘Site is suitable, available and achievable for the land use proposed'.
This is despite fully residing in the kent downs AONB, Barham conservation area and also under a
live countryside stewardship agreement. (please see attached)

I note that every other plot of land offered up in the call for sites in Barham has been deemed
unsuitable. SLAA169, SLAA199, SLAA224, SLAA251, SLAA274 are all in the same AONB and also
in Barham conservation area, and this has been given as the reason for rejection as suitable sites in
the Strategic Land Availability Assessment. The other sites in Barham give AONB and access as
reasons. (please see attached)

Most concerning is the disparity between SLAA062 and plots SLAA251 and SLAA274. These two
plots have been rejected on the grounds stated above, but share very similar if not identical
conditions, both agricultural land bordered by the Nailbourne river, to SLAA062 which has been
included in the plan. The main difference between the plots is that the housing opposite SLAA251
and SLAA274 is not in a flood zone, let alone flood zone 3b as the properties opposite SLAAQ0G2 are.

| please request that this discrepancy is addressed and SLAA062 considered for removal from the
local plan as per the other sites.

The risk of flooding to the properties in Valley road opposite the proposed site SLAA062 is very real,
and they have suffered flooding events in the recent past. The site slopes down towards the
Nailbourne river, and the concern is the rise in ground water caused by development. The site not
only encroaches on flood zone 2 and 3 but is also shown to have high groundwater vulnerability
(please see attached).

There has already been recent development granted ( CA/21/02835/FUL) on the brownfield site at
Barham court farm site ref SLAA034, which now must revise the drainage plan for groundwater. This
appears to be due the initial testing, that was included in the planning application, not being
representative of the true conditions of the geology, groundwater and water table at this site. This site
sits at the top of SLAA062 and therefore ground water will flow down toward the flood zone 3 on
valley rd.

| have attached the civil and drainage engineers report for Your consideration. As this has recently
been found to be the case, presumably, the assessment made in 2022 for SLAA062 would be based
on not up to date information?

The final point | would like to make is on the environmental impact of development.

The Nailbourne is a rare chalk stream Winterbourne. The effect on extra groundwater from
development on the flow and ecology of the river must be taken into account. Indeed, natural
England surely have realised the importance of the site to grant payments through the Countryside
Stewardship Scheme. (please see attached)

With these points in mind, | respectfully request that SLAA062 considered for removal from the local
plan.

Thank You.

Sincerely,

Mr Jonathan Burr





