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The site for the se-called Large Burton Estate which would see 70O hormes bulit on greentiald fand

Site earmarked for building sparks concern about extra traffic

Exelusive

by Vicky Castle
veastle@thekmgroup.co.uk
CGickycastishn

Plans ta build 700 new homes
on a greeniield site in I{en-
nington lmown as the Large
Burton Estate have been
revealed.

The ecniroversial develop.
roant is aheady facing oppo-
sition from Kennington resi-
dents and wazd inermher Cll
Philip 5ims has hranded the
Droposals unnecessary.

If approved, the huge
estate would streich from
the Conhingbrook Holo} up
te Orchard Lane, across apri-
<ultural Jand.

Cllr Sims said: “Tt is a long
way ghead yet but I'rn not
unliappy that this has come
culearly becauseit gives res.
idents some time to under-
stand what’s involved and
make their comments,

“The idea js misguided, to
say the least, because some-
thing would need to be done
todeal with all thetraffc that
it would create.

“Seven hundred homes
would typicaily own 1,400
vehicles 2nd 50 the ninmbey of

Clir Philip Sims « “It's
misgulded’

velicle movements would be
many thousands perday, but
there areno plans to enbance
the main roads,

“I do not think it's neces-
sary and 1 do not thipl the
residents woukl be support-
ive of a development of this
scala,

"Worrled residents have
come to me saying ‘what’s
going on, we do not want
this'.”

Clr $ims said the plans wilt
form part of Ashford Bor-

+“Ashierd Boraugh Counci
ke all local austhorities, |s.
“required-to.produce a locaf
_plaryevery 25-30 years,”.
-detailing patentlaf sites for.
: develnpmenttu mzel'the
--censtant need fos extra .
‘houglng, LT
** Landowners caine
Aforward with suggestio
of development sites, vihlch
“Ehen underge astring.of
environmentat tests and
other exarninations to:
determine thelr sultabiity.”
- Publicstionof the - "
draft Lacal Plan 203015
‘expectedin early Aprll,

ough Council’s Local Plan

2030, which looks at potential
developiments across Ashford
aver the next 25 yeays.

The so-called Largs Burton
Estate- opposite the existing
Little Burton Estate - is one
part of the whole develop-
ment plan for the borough,
Which iz due to be made pub-
lic in earty April,

¥ the plans gat the thumbs
up from residents, develop-
ers would be likely to sub-
mit applications aroand 2020.

way ahead vet but I would
like residents to share {heir
views eaty.”

The proposed site runs
alongside {he Downsview
Guesthouse, which has
racenily been sofd by Hobbs
Paiker te a mystery couple
for nearly £1 million,

However Cllr Siins insisted
that the Large Burton Estate
plans ware “entirely sepa-
rate” from the guesthonse’s
recent sale.

Cli Sims added: "It is alang

He also added that the des-l
ignated land is grade one
agricultural land and has'
Lbeen ruled by the National!
Plannmgl?o]icyﬁa.muwnﬂ;!
as “only to be considered;
under exceplional ci.rcum—i
stances,”

Hesaid: “There avencsuch
exceptional circumstances|
causing this siteto be chosen. |

“Lhave always maintaizer;
that T will oppose any signil-'
icant developruent in Ken-
nington, witless the road
infrasiructureis improved to
copewith extra iraffic move- .
metits.

“Thave not found anybody
who bsin support of such pra-
Dogals.” i

Residents wishing to share .
their views on the propos-
als should write te Ashford i
Borough Council planning |
afficer Simen Cole at siron. |
cole@ashford.gov.uk or Cily
Sims at philip.sims@ashford.
gov.ule, H

=i

‘= What do you think of this
proposal? Write lo Kentish
Express, 34-36 North Street,
Ashford, TN24 8.R or emait
us at kentishexpress@®
thelimgroup.coul
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by Vicky Castle
veastie@thelimgroup.couk
ulekycastlentt

“Thisizjust the tip of the iceberg
and could be the next Chilming-
ton Green.”

A worried councitior has spo-
ken of his coneern over plans to
build mm‘e then 700 houses in

the pro-
pﬂsals‘slunlﬁ’anﬂ ‘suspleious'.

Cllr Winston Michael
(Houghton Aluph and Fas
said he believed the proposed
development on the agricultur-
allyrich land stretehing from the
Conningbrook Hotel to Orchard
Lane would open the door to
thousands more hoes on the
sile.

He said: “The likelihcod is we
could see thousands more homes
within the deveiopinent at the
expense of our precious Jand.

“] arm despiy suspicious of this,
and I do not understand why
Ashford Rosough Covnell (ABC)
is wading back into a sensitive
area of development.

“If this site gets put forward
for the Leeal Plan, it would open

Clir Winston Michasi at the site of the proposed devalopment near Conningbrosk Hotel and
Orchard Lane Kennington, and our coverage of the story last visak

Estate plans
are tip of the

iceberg’

Fickre: Faul Atas FHA2254

the foodgates for other develpp. ~————————— ~— innodoubt residents want {hese
ments on other greenbelt sites 'We could sep sites drapped now and ave pre-
‘because the protection of them pared o take direct actton.
would vanish, thwsands more “Asamatier of decency, integ-
"Secondly, {s this part of a big- rity, and seli-respact the council
ger schems waiting n the back- — flomes at the expense  shouwddrop themnow:
ground? . " The Kenningtonsile isreported  Burton - is lileely to feature, the Local Plan it has alyeady
“Wonlgltnotseethishappen  OF OUF Precious land’  to bave been put forward for A council spokesman insisted  besu tirough stringant teste,”
. in the next fve years but it wiit ABC’s Local Plan, earmarking  sites in the Jocai plan were st
behidden away in the Local Plan It as a potential avea for deved-  al the speculation stage ey
and then be b bt up again in a ing {] tent  opment, He said: "H's a very long proc- = What do you think? Write to
six vears — which is what hap-  was likeclosipg the stable door  Publication of the dvaft Local ess, and at this stage we donot  Kenlish Express, 34-36 North
pened with Chilinington Green.  after the horse hac halted. Plan 2030 is expected in carly Tmow what i s golng where, Strest, Ashford, TNP4 BIR or email
“It crept into the Loeal Plan,  “Council leadersshould belefi  April and the sife — dubbed Blg  “Ifadey teintc  kenlishexg grelipcouk

‘Readers'views: You said it on Facebook and Kent Online:

! Karen Erasinqtun “]'he
cotnci demonstrated plans

] S'b&\ns North "It ] easy to say .
no mare heuses when you ali

_qunna hloodv bulld ihejmu s

sfor the.Cenningbraok Lakes . Rave ahouse already. Itsgar ~* "
develupmant In County Square * - ~Impossible to get a house at m\r =
A cotple of years Backand " age.| wel:ome e :

l.expressed my concerns at -
“the Increased traffic-and nnt
-nouqh roads, facll&ies o -
. suppiort such growthin that
‘drea. The council even calied, ;
. me agaln afte wards tu ask my
cvigws :
- *The expansfon in our-towa

\ou rapid. Thanl( You Clr S k
“ Such a shame from wihat vias ¢

“Eiate Mrall-bnfda.n “We " - alovely toem and cuuntryside

‘need more schools, surgerles, - . ‘wherevillages surraunded -

denliils,a blgger hospltal, a o ‘Ashforet Instead of being -

clenn-up of the towm centre - -enguifed hv them. A cwinq
- : shamed”

. -] D&sqrunﬂeduoler "Well .
. - Ahat's me done. Lived hare 51
. years and I'm dane. T've ha.d
‘enouh of Ashford and its -
rapidty expariding Urban spravi; - -
.Uit's now a lousy towd and. X
- there'sa lack of larelhunght hy i
- oy cosnell,

o )
MP. asldng them not to. builda
magsive estate at fhe end of mv
“garden:Vhey did; of course. It -
*would be hamen]nq teqardless
IS -

=] Ba:rb Dwyer mo:asslue
‘Asliford countlls have iarqely
- ignored the, public’ ‘s dppeals for
fhaiast 40.00d years, and look
< What a terrific Job they've done
turning a quaint market tawn
Into-anabsohife ¥4esvese,
" "Yes, thefe [s ademand f
ousing byt it's afférdab
housing peopIe need nat mori
exacitivé homes-and buy-te-
5-¢0 make the we[l off-even

Mike Shanheri: "We{l done.
lir Sims.-You wnﬁwetmyvote.
- “"5hame that there:are not -,

moreofyoufu havetbeb lIs t

elits'a'nd i\ou!lng
eed to-any feinale.in
P countqr wihio gets ha

i
] seqthn of Chart Roa
|t doesi't nake any
dlffErenc lww mich s
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No council plans
for Kenningto

1was pleased to read that Ian Wolverson is
still talding an interest in the development
of Ashford, even in an avea on the
opposite side of the town to what will be
Chilmington Green (KE, February 11).

However, I was disappointed that he
stated the Kennington land is “clearly
destined for development” in clear
contradiction to the facts as given in the
Greater Ashford Development Plan.

The plan was reviewed by an inspector
in 2008 and the land in Kennington (now
called KE2 to KIt4) was comprehensively
rejected as appropriate for development.

This was as a result of the council
requesting it be removed from the agenda
(due to the overwhelming objection of
residents) and by Bovis removing its
development application.

1 hape Mr Wolverson and others will
refer to the relevant document reporting
the inspector’s decision — Ashford Urban
Sites and frastructure DPD Inspector’s
Report, pages 16 to 17 - which is still
available on the ABC website.

1stood for election to the council to
ensure all residents were involved in
determining the future of the area they
live in.

1 was present at the council meeting
when then leader the late Cllr Peter Wood
stated that the residents of Kennington
would determine what development was

| undertaken in their ward.

T am confident that the principle that
vesidents determine what happens in their
avea is still the sfatus quo.

If you disagree, or even agree, with the
housing development, then please say so.
Clir Philip Sims
Kennington ward, Ashford Borough Council

...But building
doubts remain

Once again Ashford Borough Council
is looking at building in Kennington on
Grade 1 agricultural land the planning
inspector previously dismissed as being
unsuitable.

The council supposedly supports the
National Planning Policy Framework,
which states; “Local planning authorities
should talte into account the economic
and other benefits of the best and most
versatile agricultural land.

“YWhere significant development of

KENTISH

XPRESS

-

kme B

: = |
The Express's coverage of housebuilding
proposals

agricultural land is demonstrated to be
necessary, local planning authorities
should seek to use areas of poorer quality
land in preference to that of ahigher
quality.’

Why waste taxpayers money by
including this site in the new Local Plan
and then having to defend the decision to
the planning inspector once again?

Tt doesn’t make sense, unless the council
wants to set a precedent that all high-
grade agricultural land is fair game for
development?

Or is there some other hidden agenda?
Martin Hopkins
Clarke Crescent, Little Burton Farm

‘Scurrilous’ deal
claim rejected

Clly Winston Michael in his letter about
proposed housing in Kennington (‘Prime
1and must be saved from homes’, KE,
February 11) criticises Kennington
Community Forum (KCF). saying they
“should be at the forefront of this so why is
their voice nowhere to be heard?”

He goes on to state: “Residents wonder
whether a deal was struck with couneil
leaders in order to obtain ‘parishing’.”

Clr Michael will surely recall that KCF
hosted two public planning workshops
in 2014 which gave all residents an
opportunity to comment on the sites
submitted for consideration in the Local
Plan to 2030.

QOur evidence-based report to ABC
reflected the strong opposition of residents

to the three sites east of the Canterbury |
Road, and our report forms part of ABC'’s
assessment.

Tt is difficult for the forum to make any
meaningful comment based solely on
reports of a draft proposal leaked by Cilr
Philip Sims, and it would have been helpful |
if Cllr Michael had shaved with the forum
the findings from his discussions with
ABC, in the same way he has shaved them
with Boughton Aluph & Eastwell Parish
Couneil. If these sites are included we shall \

‘oppose them as vigorously as possible.

Accusing the forum of doing a deal to
obtain parishing is scurrilous. To imply |
that the forum and the borough council |
conspired to achieve the successful ‘
outcome of a community council for
Kennington does little credit to his position
as a councillor. :

Chris Morley
Kennington Community Forum chair

Opposition to new
homes is weird

We need many more new homes in

Ashford, as is evident from the numbers
of local homeless folk (squatting on our
pavements too), and town planners tao.

Ashford is in expansionist mode. The
strong terms in which opposition to house-
building is being expressed seems weird.
There appears to be only one reason for it,
which sadly is the selfish one: the property
value one,

Since the environmentalist and valuable
farmland arguments opposing new house-
building in the Ashford area ave flimsy and
largely spurious, one wondexs at the heat
of the opposition to expansion of Ashford’s
housing stock — certainly here on the
Express letters page recently.

One wonders, too, at the reality of the
expressed concern or motives of the
various council town planning committees
and the rationale of the coumcil members
responsible,

No one is being dragged to the guillotine
scaffold, just new homes being built soon
for new neighbours and any of us already
here as Ashford progresses and, hopefully,
more of us are more Prosperous.

The main question should about
the number of homes to be built, with
good roads and socialjcommercial
infrastructure and preferably more of
the more affordable type and fewer of the
executive houses.

David Berrie
Elmn Cottages, Wye Road, Boughton Lees,
Ashford
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New h@mes in the
pipefine - at least

Stalos: Work has started

Extraparks: Gffsiveal parkieg spacas, new
arcess routes and agreen eea

2 large Burten, Keanington
DBesilapara: Bovis Homes

Should eonsider

brownfield sites

We, aza family, wish toregister our
objection to the proposal to build the
The Large Burton Estate estate of
over 700 Lomes in Kenninglon.

Our ohjections are specifically as
follows:

1. We understand the proposed
site comprises Grade L agriculiural
land, which the National Planning
Paolicy Framawoik defines as “only
1o be congidered in exceptional cir-

s, Asfaras wesye aware,
no exceptional circumsiances axist

* which wonld permit such develop-

‘ment on this site, Why, therefore, is
thigsite being considered for devel-
opment aver other brownield sites
in the area?

2. We understand there avenaplans
toenhance themainyoadswhichres-
idants of the proposed new estate
would uss, Willesborough Road

. and the A28, .Tahnvetmiollnwing

concerns regarding

@) wulesbmmghamia already
narrow, particularly at the Sshaped
bottleneck near the Blackwall
Hoad junction. The increased vehi-
cle movement caused by the pro-
posed new estate would only serve
to worsen the existing congestion
preblems, and helghten the danger
caused by juggernauds travelling to
end from the factories. Moreover, as
thisroad isthe ruain access for ambu-
laxices fravelling to and from William
Harvey Hospital, the increased con-
gestion poses a very real threat to
those sufferlng from Hfe-threaten-
ing conditions {e.g, strokes) where
prompt Lospital treatment is vital.
As Bre engines also frequently use
‘Willesborough Road as a “short-
cut”, the potential delays and corre-
sponding threat to life is once again
helghtened.

(b) Willesborough Road is also
4 connection point between Ken
nington and junction 10 of the M21).

" primary and secordary scl

Glfr Winston Michael on the proposed development area near |

Conningbraol Hotel

porary building-hardly suitable for
such a population "explosion”. Exist-
ing doctors’ and dentists’ surgeries
are already full, as are the axisting

hoals, with
the Towers Secondary School in par-
ticular already having to cut staif to
deal with budget difficulties. We pre-
swme that the praspective new resi-
denlsofsuchanestate havenot been

counted in Ashford’s existing popula- |
| way to llaying thelr concerns.
ties supposed to cope with suchan
infhex? © posal for 1,360 homes has been in

tion, sn how are the existing amend-

4, Such alarge naw housing estate
would inevitably cause Increasec
pressure on existing utllity services

d vehicle will

" oply serve to worsen braffic conges-

tion onwhal is already

electricity, water, drain-
Ageand sewerage. Weuecomemal!
about the cor

‘busy maolorway junction.
(e} The AZ8, heing a small urban
roadrather amotarvay, already

" suffers frequent txaftic build-up dur-

ing rush-hour periods. As a family,
we regutarly travet from Kenning-
tonto Ashiord Tniernational Station
by car, and often find that the jour-
ney time can be close to 60 minutes
Gurhag rush- hnurfm what |se§fec

of “overiead”, and the difficulties
this wonld cause to existing house-
‘holds in the Kannington area.

We therefore call upon ABC {o
yeconsider the proposal to develop
“I'ha Large Burton Estate” in Ken-

on.
Nir B E Cellins & krs V J Collins
Canferbury Road, Kenalngton
Mr G § Holmon & Mrs H M Holman

tiveiya
vehicle movement will only serve to
exacerbate what is alveady a seriovs
problem, particularly when Opera-
tion Stack is in operation.

3 A housmg estate n-f over 700
homes would inerease the popula-
ﬁnnumah(mﬂbyatmstl.wn peo-
pleor more, yetthere appear tobene

expand existing amenities o
servesuch anincrease. The Wilifam
Harvey Hospital already suffersfrona
lacit of hed-space and long waiting
lists, and cancer treatment in pastic-
ular has been dovmgraded toa tem-

TheRidge, ingten

I am prowd to
represent ward

n email coirespondence ta me over
the previous weelt, Chyis Merley of
the Kennington Community Forum
said heunderstood that 1 was report-
g in good faith cancerns raised by
resldents in my ward over the Ken-
nington development proposal.

He al30 said he nnderstood that T

toimply
anything move.

I was therefore surprised to sid
Tis comment to the contrary ir last
weeld's Jetters page (‘Scurrilous’ deal
claim rej

Having fivst raised this matter with
{he Kennington Commumity Forum
inDecernber and having received no
response, residents will now wel- |
come a statement that goes some |

‘And on a point of clarity, the pro-

the public domain since January
2014 and that these sites should ge-
forward alse knowm by a key mem-
ber of the Feruin who s acouncillor.
My commitment as a councitlor
to voice the views and concerns of
regidents - no matter how uncom-
fortable this may sometimes prove to
be —is mportant to both me and the
ward Tam proud Lo represent.
Winston Michael,
Ashiord Independent Caunclllor
Boughton Aluph and Eastwell ward

Infrastructure
cannot take it

[ strangly object to the building of

G

ticularly, totally, The infrastructure
can't talte it, nar can anything else.

As residends we oppose the Large
Burton development in KI.I].!I[[“BA
ton. This has already been chucks
out before, We don’t want any lavga ©
developmant now or ovey. .
David Smith, |
Kennington
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We must plan for borough's

by Vicky Castle
veastle@thekmgroup.co.uk
@vichycastlaiit

Ashford Borough Council (ABC)
has refused to rule out plans for
a huge development on a contro-
versial site in Kennington.

'The prospect of 700 new homes
‘being built on the so-called Large
Burton estate in Kenningion has
sparked huge opposition from
residents who have called for
the site to be protected.

Cllr Philip Sims, ward mer-
ber for Kennington, branded the
proposals “unnecessary and mis-
guided’ and vowed to oppose any
significant development without
improvements to the roads.

But a council spokesman this
week refused to deny the site
could be developed.

He said: “As we stated previ-
ously, we have o plan for the
borough’s housing needs in the
tuture and that means the coun-
cil has {o consider a range of
options as to how best to meet
that need.

“The Local Plan process pro-
vides the opportunity for peo-
ple to comment on and propose
various alternatives but it is

Large Burton
plans not
ruled out’

ne ]

future housing ne

not appropriate to comment on
rtumours and speculation at this
point. A draft plan is anticipated
to be published for public consul-
tation in May 2016.

“We would like to assure res-
idents that any propesals in a
draft local plan are then put to
full public consultation and an
independent inspector will con-
sider all responses when the plan

is examined.

The plans will form part of.

ARC's Local Plan 2030, which
looks at potential developments
across Ashford over the next 25
years.

The so-called Large Burton
Estate —opposite the existing Lit-
tle Burton Estate —is one part of
the whole development plan for
the borough, which is due to be

eds, says council

Ashford borough councillor
Clir Philip Sims

made public in May.

If approved, the huge estate
would stretch from the Conning-
brook Hotel up to Orchard Lane,
across Crade 1 agricultural land.

The National Planning Policy
Framework (the NPPF) defines
CGrade one agricultural land as
‘only to he considered in excep-
tional circumstances,’

B The entish Express has been
inundated with latters from
cencerned residents opposed

to the Large Burton plan. See
letters special en page 16




Media Update
Letters

Kentish Express

Lorrles parked cutside homes in
Wotton Road, Seuth Ashford

Lorry drivers are
avoiding chaxges

I have jist read with amusement
the eomments by Ashford Berough
Couneil’s parking manager, Jo Fox,
claiming that drivers don't choose to
park in the roads cvernight rather than
the traclt stop (Eriat Schema Success
Sees Birl To Stop Muisance HGVs
Extended, KT, March 17).

I think she needs to see what me and
1y neighbours have been putting up
with every weeltend for the past two

years.

1told alorry driver to go to the truck
stop and not park ouside my housa
towhich hereplied "but you have lo
pay to park there” — that wasjust last
weekend,

This picture is the uswal view from my
front room at weekends.

Sharen Waisen
Walten Read, South Ashiord

Dualling road will >
achieve very little

Clir Winston Michael a¢ the site of the peoposed Large Burton development
Ficture: Faul Amos FU4ZIIZSE

More countryside at risk g

By pressing ahead wilh the Kennington
Large Burtan development, is public
reactign to be tested on developing high-
grade agriculturaf land?

The guestlon Is asked because an
assessment of the Kennington sites

precedent, While parish councifs, forums |
and residents understandably laok fo |
protect their own for now, they should
recognise that unless Kennington sites
are opposed, the review In 2022 may

wiell syratlow them as developers gladly
should have seen them dropped to a axploit. ‘
lovrer sultabllity scere than the other 200 Far those that cry for more housing,
submitted sites, )

1sn't 15,000 enough? And what : l
conslderation do they give o our hard-
warking nurses, doctors and teachers,

15 "parlc and ride incvitablé" a signal en |
Tuture housing numbers? There are many |
great things happening for cur town and ‘

Why the need to test this? With
developmients already deflivered and
anather circa 15,000 new homes in the
pipeling, the urban 2rea may well run
out of development lznd, vilth & need
for urban boundaries to he extended
in preparatlon for the 2022 Local Plan
reviers. ennington sites offer the

quality of Ufe must play a hig part,
Winstan Michael
Ashjord Independent counciflor

KCC Highways Department are now
about fo bring the town centre shops |
to their Imees with 18 weelts of road

23" March 16
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Even more tr

make

With reference to the proposed
recommendation to build the
new Large Burlon Estate in
Kennington, [ am strongly
opposad tn any ferm of addi
ticnal howsing n fhis area. At
pealc times the traffic is ridicu-
lous at hest and withno ptans
| to enhance the current road
| lavouts T think this would be
unbearable for the residents
aiready living in the area.
Already when the main Can-
terbury Rond is busy the Little
Burton Estate, where [live, is
used as a cut through, eaus-
ing traffic to be bacleed up in
. the estate, With most house-
holds now having at least iwo
cars, and with families usually
more, this will mean a further
1,400 plus cara going through
tuis aves every day. ltis ridicu-
1ous to even contemplate the
local area heing able to handle
thisamount of traffic with the
current road layouts, There
will not only be the inmediate
impact of delays on hese roads
bt also the added pollntion.
Furthermore 1 believe the
land in which this develop-
‘ment is proposed is Primary
Grade I Agricnltural Land
and should therefore only be
. considered for development
in exceptional circumstances.
Sumlytru-uughnmihe.hshfmd
arap thereave other sites that
arsnot of this Gradaand other
gites that will not make such
significant issuejimpact in
yegards to traffic and the lives
of the people already living in

ot

et nraa?

the surrounding area?

1f yous take a lock at Crest
Nicholson’s Finberry devel-
opraent in Ashiord this Is a
good exanple of a new hous-
ing estate being buill ina logi-
cal place with good read infra-
structure, Maybe the people
who came up with the idea
of the Large Burton Estate in

should take alnolc

at the Crest Nichalson devel-
gpment and realise that anew
development in the proposed
site in Kennington is con-
pletely impractical.
Clair Wilfinson
Little Burton, Kennington

B We strongly object to the
preposed develapment on The
Large Burton Estale.

The land 13 primaxily Grade
T Agricutiural Land and there-
fore should only be considered
for development in ‘excep-
| tional circumstances', There
i are MO exceplional clreum-

stances.
‘Thefield in question isliable
{0 Nooding. Public footpaths
crose this area and it is a pop-
wlar route for walking groups,
Plapning permisgion for
300 plus homes at Conning-
brook laites has already been
granted, and if this develap-
ment goes ahead there would
be a greatly increased flow of
traffic along the existing Ken-

The prospect of 700 new homes being built on the
so-calied Large Burton estate in Kennington continues
to see letters from readers and residents flood in o us.

- avoad vhich is a short cut
betwesn the A28 and junciion

19 of the 20 and an access |

route to The William Harvey
Hospital. This road is already
full to capacity at certain thnes
of the day, and is a divergion
voute for any broblems which
may occar on the M20and A20,
particulayly when Operation
Stack takes place, The emer-
gency services nead good
access to this road, and at the
mament the road 12 not suit-

moment £he road iz not suit-
able for the heavy amount of
traffic is alveady has.

if the propesed 700 houges
were to be given planning
permission ~ in addition to
the 300 Conningbrool Lales
‘hames --what would happen to
tha 2,000 additional cars which
would need to use this read for
journeys?

‘With all the other develap-
ment going on in and around
Ashford how is the existing
Wwilliam Harvey Hospital
going Lo cope, haaring in mind
the area covered by thie hospi-
tal extends out to Chilbham,
Chaying. Romney Marsh and
the Folkestone/Dover areas
as well ag fhe huge popula-
tion Ashfozd now has. There
i3 a national shortage of con-
sultants, doctors, nurses etc
and the same applies to GP
surgerles, and dentists in the
locality. They ave ali fult ta
capacity. Any further devel-
opment will necessitate mere
and mere pecple having need
of medical and dental services.

Will a second hespital be
Budlt so cover this eventual:
ity? The same applies to edu-
cation — there will be & need
for further schools te ba built
and again there is currentiy a
shortage of teachers,

Another fmportant factor
0 be considered is the local

nington/Willeshorough Road | sewerage works. The sroell it

emilsal times now shows it is
obviousty almostup toits full
capacity. Witlanew sewerage
plant be built?

Finally, there are plenty of

| hrownfield sites within the

Ashiord area which ave avail-
able for development.

There is beautiful country-
side ayound Ashford - why
spoll it for everyone by build-
ingaverit.

We have lived in Ashford
2ll of our lives and have seen

all of our 1IVes ana NAve seei
ihe destruction of what was a
beantifnl market towm, and the
subsequent sprawl of develap-
‘ment. We appyeciate housing
needs to be bullt, but please
not on greenfield siies.

Sryen and Ghristine Strange,
Johm

Newingion Close, Kennington

\
1 strongty object to Lhe 700
honses they want to build on
agricullural Jand. To build
on agrieuttural land should

: be oniy in excepiional ch-

cumstances and thexe are no
exceptional circumstances in
this case.

The other very important
point which ABC's planning
department should tale inte
consideration is the iraffic
congestion,

This scheme will add 1o the
already vongested roads from
the Conningbrook rounda-
bout, especially the Canter-
bury Read traffic which builds
up at peal times from the Old
Milh pub, cressing the Willes-
borough Read down Lo the
George Williamn Way cross-
roads, George Willlam Way is
already used as a cut through

| to avoid Canterbury Road,

thie wouid increase tenfold
if the proposed houses were
‘built, su by present day cal-
culations this would add 1,400
plus vehicles.

Here's another selection of your views on the issue

George William Way runs
through the Little Burton
egtaie and was never buiit for
heavy tratfic, just Jocal resi-
dents, If the build was ellowed
Geonze William Way would be
anaceidentwaiting to happen,
Mo thought has been put into
the cengastion ov road plan-

ning.
Joy Paoley
Wye

& Regarding (e Large Bur-
ton development, people keep
yaising the issne of T00 new
hames off tha A2070 in Ken-
pingten and they &xpress
coneern about the impact they
wowld have on the lacal infra-
structure, but the fignre isa't
just 700, it is move like 1,000
beeause the green ilght has
already been given for aboul
another 300 houses to be built
fust the cther side of the rail-
vray line, next to the Julie Rose
stadivum.

That site is still in Kenning-
tonand they will feed intothe
same Willesborough Read,
theyeby exacerbating theyrob-
lems thet already exist.

Ted Prangne!|

Kennington

LETITEr]

@ Why oh why do they feel the
need to buiid over 700 homes in
Kennington?

1 realise it is much easier
to build on virgin faymland
thar on & browmfield site, bue
thiis Jand shouid be producing
food for usaltin the future. As
Iundsrstand it thereis nopro-
vision for road improvements,
and what about water, sewage,
dociors, schools ere?

ostimportant of all - wheie
are the jobs for the occupants
of these 700 houses? Why can-
not infill housing be built on
brownfield sites scattered
arsund the own and bring

town? 1t world also smarienup
S0 ATeas.

R Waldron

Kennlngton

B Consitucting 700 new hemas
in Kennington would require
a substantial investment and
adjustment to the supportieg
infrastructure and the tewnas
awhole so § would like to see
that thisisalso being reviewed
and whal changes are to be
oposed.

1 strengly object to 700 new
homnes baing built ir: this area
without the correct supporting
steps being takes.

David Biden
¥ennington

some well needed life into the'




