


The proposal fails to meet Policy CS19 which requires safe access and that
development does not cause severe traffic congestion. The road network is
already at breaking point. The A227 is already at capacity, the surrounding lanes
are narrow, frequently gridlocked, and unsafe for increased volumes of cars,
delivery vans and service vehicles. A development of 725 homes could mean
1,450 extra cars and associated delivery vehicles. Foxendown Lane, one field
over is suitable for one car at a time and gridlocks now when Camer Road or
Wrotham Road is busy, it simply cannot cope with more. Every access from
Foxendown Lane is on a blind bend, at Camer Road and Wrotham Road, the
increased traffic would be too dangerous.
Parking at local shops is already extremely difficult, and increasing car
dependency conflicts with sustainable development principles (NPPF, paras 110-
113).

3. Greenbelt and Wildlife and Biodiversity Loss
The site is greenbelt under policy CS02, this proposal is not exceptional
circumstances and fails to protect the openness of Greenbelt. The proposal is a
violation of landscape and character (Policy CS12 &CS19) and would have a
detrimental effect on the rural environment. This development would also connect
two villages, Meopham and Sole Street in violation of local plan.
The site and surrounding area support extensive wildlife, including: badgers,
hedgehogs, owls and bats, amphibians and small mammals
The scale of this proposal would fundamentally reduce habitat connectivity. The
ecological assessment does not adequately account for cumulative loss created
by several simultaneous applications.
4. Pressure on Local Infrastructure
Local GP surgeries and Darent Valley Hospital are already at capacity, with long
waiting times and no funded expansion. Schools, buses and local facilities would
also be overwhelmed. The application provides no credible mitigation. Dr Mounty
has stated his surgery is already at capacity.

5. Cumulative Overdevelopment
This proposal sits alongside other additional home applications assessing it in
isolation is misleading; the combined impact is severe and unacceptable.

Conclusion
For reasons of drainage risk, highways unsuitability, ecological harm, and
insufficient infrastructure capacity, I respectfully request that this application be
refused.

Kind regards

 


