


environment and quality of life for existing residents.

2. Inadequate public transport and reliance on private vehicles

Istead Rise has limited public transport provision, meaning that residents are
heavily reliant on private vehicles for access to employment, shops, schools,
healthcare and other essential services.

Increasing the local population without a corresponding improvement in public
transport provision is likely to result in a substantial increase in car and other
private vehicle use. This would further exacerbate congestion, parking pressures
and pollution and is contrary to the principle of sustainable development.

3. Inadequate pedestrian and cycling infrastructure

There are significant limitations to safe pedestrian and cycling access to and from
Istead Rise. In particular, there is a lack of continuous and safe pedestrian and
cycle routes that allow residents to access surrounding areas without having to
negotiate the A2 entry and exit junctions.

Additional housing should not be approved without appropriate consideration of
whether the existing walking and cycling infrastructure is capable of safely
accommodating the increased population. The development should not create
greater reliance on cars simply because safe alternatives are unavailable.

4. Pressure on local schools, healthcare and other public services

Additional housing would inevitably increase demand for local public services,
including GP and other healthcare provision, schools and other community
facilities.

Existing services already have finite capacity. I am concerned that the cumulative
effect of further residential development in Istead Rise and the surrounding area
could place additional pressure on these services without sufficient additional
capacity being provided.

The impact on local infrastructure and services should therefore be assessed
cumulatively across all relevant proposed developments, rather than considering
this application independently.

5. Loss of the character and identity of Istead Rise

I am also concerned about the continued erosion of the character and identity of
Istead Rise through incremental residential development.

Istead Rise has historically had the character and identity of a distinct village
community. Continued expansion risks gradually merging the village into the
wider Gravesend/Northfleet urban area, resulting in the loss of its distinct
character and the open and semi-rural setting that contributes to the area's
appeal.

Development should take proper account of the existing settlement character and
should not simply assume that the cumulative loss of open land and village
character is acceptable because individual developments may appear relatively
limited in isolation.

6. Additional pressure on utilities and infrastructure

The development would place additional demand on existing utility infrastructure,
including water supply, wastewater infrastructure and
telecommunications/broadband services.



Given the scale of development proposed in and around Istead Rise, it is
important that the cumulative impact on existing infrastructure is properly
assessed and that there is sufficient capacity to accommodate additional
residents without adversely affecting existing households.

Conclusion

For these reasons, I believe the proposed development would have an
unacceptable cumulative impact on Istead Rise. In particular, the proposal would
increase traffic and pollution, place additional pressure on already limited
infrastructure and public services, provide insufficient sustainable transport
alternatives, and contribute to the gradual loss of the village's distinct character.

I therefore respectfully request that Gravesham Borough Council refuse the
application

Kind regards

 


