Comments summary

Dear Sir/Madam,

Planning Application comments have been made. A summary of the comments is provided below.

Comments were submitted at 17/03/2026 1:01 PM fr_
Application Summary

Address:

The Woodlands 217 Wrotham Road Gravesend Kent

Proposal:

Case Officer:

Click for further information

Customer Details
Name:
Email:

Address:

Alterations to existing restaurant, including alterations to elevations, additional
works to accommodate plant, new corral and bin store, demolition of existing
single storey side extension with erection of new single storey side extension,
minor external work to existing parking bays, creation of patio and other
associated work.

Mrs Lisa Fisher

ersey Road Rochester

Comments Details
Commenter Type:

Member of the Public

Stance:
Reasons for comment:

Comments:

Customer objects to the Planning Application

| object to this application on the following material planning grounds:

The proposed development is located in close proximity to a school and a
children's park. This makes it an inappropriate location for a hot food takeaway,
given the potential impact on children’s health and wellbeing. The proposal
conflicts with established public health objectives, including those set out by NHS
England, which identify reducing childhood obesity and improving access to
healthier food environments as key priorities. Locating a fast-food outlet adjacent
to facilities used by children directly undermines these objectives.

The site is situated on an A road which already serves as a primary route in and
out of Gravesend and experiences significant existing congestion. A development
of this nature, particularly one with a drive-through element, would generate a
substantial increase in vehicle movements, including customers, delivery drivers,
and service vehicles.

This is likely to result in additional congestion, vehicles slowing or queuing to
enter the site, and increased tuming movements. These impacts would
significantly worsen existing traffic conditions and create a material risk to

highway safety.



The proximity to a school and park further intensifies these concerns. Increased
traffic and congestion would pose a direct risk to pedestrians, particularly children
travelling to and from these locations, especially during peak times.

In addition, such developments are commonly associated with increased litter
and noise, which would negatively affect the surrounding area, including the
nearby park and residential properties.

For these reasons, the proposal represents an inappropriate and unsafe form of
development in this location and should be refused.

Kind regards



