


- [ ] public transport,
- [ ] shops,
- [ ] recreational facilities,
- [ ] open spaces, and precious habitats for our wildlife,
- [ ] food production on areas of greenbelt - it is disingenuous to refer to these as
grey belt,
- [ ] Water - Istead Rise is subject to annual hosepipe bans.

These are already important considerations, and a potential 25% increase in
households would place substantial additional pressure on our infrastructure.
This scale of development absolutely cannot be justified.

Population growth in Istead Rise has remained relatively static according to
previous Census data, so there appears to be little evidence of a corresponding
local demographic increase that would generate demand for this scale of
additional housing. If the justification is instead based on meeting Gravesham-
wide housing requirements, then it should be clearly demonstrated why Istead
Rise has been identified as an appropriate location to accommodate that level of
growth, and how the proposed number of homes has been determined.

Irrespective of these concerns, where are the guarantees that these new
developments will not compromise food security? Development must not come at
the cost of our ability to feed ourselves. This is agricultural land, first and
foremost!

Brownfield first, Gravesham!

Kind regards

 


