Comments summary

Dear Sir/Madam,

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

Comments were submitted at 28/02/2026 9:41 AM from-

Application Summary

Address: Altamirano Sole Street Cobham Gravesend Kent DA12 3AX

Proposal: QOutline application with all matters reserved bar access for the erection of a
bungalow to the rear of Altamirano.

Case Officer: Ms Amanda Cue

Click for further information
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.-’eham Road Gravesend
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Stance:

Customer objects to the Planning Application

Reasons for comment:
Comments:

Dear Planning Officer,
| write to object to the above application.

| am a long-standing visitor to Sole Street and spend considerable time at The
Gables assisting with childcare for my grandchildren. | walk the lane regularly
and am familiar with the physical character, traffic movements and spatial
arrangement of this small enclave. My objection is therefore based on direct and
repeated observation.

This part of Sole Street derives its identity from restraint. The spacing between
dwellings, the depth of plots and the informality of the access track together
create a semi-rural character that is increasingly rare. It is not an incidental
quality but a defining one.

The proposal seeks to introduce a dwelling into what is clearly rear garden land.
Even at outline stage, the principle is significant. Backland development of this
nature alters the morphology of the settiement pattern. It shifts the character from
linear and spacious to subdivided and incremental. Gravesham's Core Strategy,
notably Policy CS19, requires development to be informed by and sympathetic to
local context. In professional and personal judgement, this proposal fails that
test

The access arrangement warrants careful scrutiny. The existing lane is narrow,



without the characteristics of a standard residential estate road, and serves a
very limited number of homes. Its adequacy is contingent upon low intensity
usage. Introducing further residential activity, deliveries and visitor traffic will
inevitably change that dynamic. Suitability of access should be assessed not in
isolation but in relation to cumulative potential.

There is also the matter of precedent. If garden subdivision is considered
acceptable here, there is little logical basis to resist comparable applications on
adjacent landholdings. Planning decisions must consider foreseeable
consequences. Gradual intensification would fundamentally alter the character of
this locality.

The National Planning Policy Framework emphasises that development should
add to the overall quality of an area and be sympathetic to local character. The
proposed dwelling, by virtue of its siting and the intensification it represents, does
not achieve that objective.

| therefore respectfully request that application 20260117 be refused.

Kind regards



