


submitted and reviewed before the application is determined. There are also
unresolved questions concerning foul sewer capacity, groundwater protection
and the proposed use of deep bore soakaways. Infiltration rates appear to have
been assumed rather than established by on-site testing. These issues need to
be properly investigated before deciding whether this site can safely
accommodate a development of this scale.

I am concerned about the ecological impact as well. While the application refers
to a 28.65% biodiversity gain for hedgerows, the submitted habitat figures show
on-site habitat units reducing from 25.37 to 17.80, a loss of approximately
29.82%. The proposed solution depends on securing biodiversity units
elsewhere, but these do not appear to have been secured. The site and its
boundaries also provide habitat for wildlife including bats, and there remain
unresolved questions concerning the removal of trees and potentially important
hedgerows.

More broadly, I am very concerned by the amount of important evidence that
appears still to be outstanding. This includes a Landscape and Visual Impact
Assessment, agricultural land classification survey, Stage 1 Road Safety Audit,
ground investigation and infiltration testing, water quality assessment and
coordinated ecological assessment. These are not simply questions about the
appearance or detailed layout of the development. They are relevant to deciding
whether development of this site is acceptable in principle.

Although this is an outline application, granting permission would establish the
principle of residential development here and the proposed 67 dwellings. The
Council should therefore have all the evidence necessary to understand the
consequences before making that decision, rather than allowing fundamental
matters to be resolved afterwards.

I am also concerned about cumulative development in this area. Other
substantial housing proposals would feed traffic onto the same A227 corridor.
The combined effect on highway safety, congestion, drainage, infrastructure and
local services needs to be properly assessed. Considering each development
separately risks significantly understating the overall impact on Culverstone,
Meopham and surrounding communities.

For these reasons, I ask Gravesham Borough Council to refuse application
20260815. At the very least, the application should not be determined until the
outstanding assessments have been submitted and properly considered, with
further public consultation where appropriate.

Given the scale of the proposal, its Green Belt location and the significant local
concern, I also request that application 20260815 is determined by the Planning
Committee rather than under delegated powers.

Kind regards

 


