Comments summary

Dear Sir/Madam,

Planning Application comments have been made. A summa
Comments were submitted at 25/02/2026 2:11 PM from

of the commenits is provided below.

Application Summary

Address: Land North Of Cherry Trees Ridge Lane Meopham Gravesend Kent
Retrospective change of use for the siting of 4 pitches for Gypsy / Traveller

Proposal: occupation to include one static, one touring caravan and one amenity building
on each pitch. Associated changes in land levels and hard / soft landscaping.

Case Officer: Mrs Lisa Fisher

Click for further information
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Comments:

Customer objects to the Planning Application

Hi, | strongly object to this proposal to cut down woodland on rural Green Belt
land and build on it

The area in question is Green Belt land in Culverstone Valley and the application
is to change it's use to accommodation - via caravan sites, additional amenity
buildings, hard-flooring for car parks etc. This is clearly against the council and
national development plans (including as | understand it the National Planning
Policy Framework and the Planning Policy for Traveller Sites).

Please note that | am not objecting because it's for a traveller site - | would also
object if someone cut down the woodland in order to build a house.

The site is next to open fields, accessed via a small road. Allowing it's use to be
changed will cause urban sprawl into the countryside, there are a lot of better
locations for a traveller site, nearer shops/trains/on existing brown-field sites, with
better access.

| also note that a nearby travellers’ site is currently mostly empty/overgrown, so
there is clearly not a need for more sites in this area.

| would also add that we can't set a precedent that (considerable) work can be
started on a site before planning permission is obtained, as has happened in this
case.



There are no special circumstances that would allow this development and it
clearly causes harm to the green belt, materially altering the character of the
land. Therefore the proposal clearly goes against national and local planning
policy and must be refused.

Kind regards



