


limited lighting. Public transport is relatively infrequent. The location would
therefore be highly dependent on private cars and is particularly problematic for
older people and those with mobility difficulties. This raises serious concerns
about whether a development of this scale represents a genuinely sustainable
pattern of development.
There are significant drainage and flood-risk concerns. Rainwater currently runs
off and accumulates around the junction of Whitepost Lane and Newlands Lane.
The additional roads, driveways, parking and hardstanding associated with 67
houses could increase surface-water runoff and place further pressure on
existing drainage. The application should demonstrate that development would
not increase flood risk on or off site. Appropriate assessment of trees,
biodiversity, habitats and ecology is also required.
There are serious highway and road-safety concerns. Newlands Lane is a very
narrow and winding rural lane, in places effectively only wide enough for one
vehicle. Vehicles frequently use residents' driveways to pass one another, and
there is no footway on either side. An additional 67 homes would generate
substantial traffic and place further pressure on Newlands Lane and the A227,
which already experience congestion at peak times.
The surrounding roads are also used by agricultural machinery, including large
tractors, as well as horse riders, pedestrians and cyclists. Adding significant
residential traffic could increase conflicts with vulnerable road users and further
reduce highway safety and rural amenity. The potential cumulative effect of future
strategic infrastructure, including the Lower Thames Crossing, should also be
considered. The proposal should be assessed against the NPPF and National
Design Guide, particularly the requirements for safe, attractive, well-designed
and locally appropriate development.
I also have a particular concern regarding emergency access. I work as a
Consultant Paediatric Anaesthetist at Medway Maritime Hospital and, as part of
my on-call responsibilities, am required to attend emergency calls within 30
minutes. Before moving to my current home, I undertook journeys at different
times to ensure I could meet this requirement. I am concerned that additional
traffic generated by 67 homes could increase congestion and journey times on
Newlands Lane and the surrounding road network, potentially affecting my ability
to respond to emergencies within the required period. While my individual
circumstances are not themselves a determining planning consideration, they
illustrate the wider issue of the limited capacity and resilience of the local road
network and the potential consequences for emergency journeys more generally.
There is also significant history associated with the existing property and site.
Any historic structures, features or heritage significance should be properly
researched and assessed before demolition or removal.
For all these reasons, I strongly object to the application. The proposal would
extend development into open countryside, harm the rural character and
landscape of Culverstone, fail to demonstrate an adequate response to local
housing needs, increase reliance on private cars, add significant traffic to narrow
and unsuitable rural roads, increase highway-safety risks, place additional
pressure on drainage and infrastructure. For all the above reasons I strongly
object.

Kind regards

 


