


landscapes, including the Kent Downs National Landscape.

3. Loss of Biodiversity and Ecological Impact

The site comprises agricultural land and biodiverse woodland copses, including
Bundells Shaw, which support a wide range of wildlife such as bats, birds of prey,
and other protected species. The scale of development, together with increased
light and noise pollution, would result in significant and likely irreversible
ecological harm. The proposed mitigation measures are unlikely to adequately
compensate for these losses.

4. Infrastructure Capacity and Local Services

Local infrastructure is already under considerable strain. GP surgeries serving
Meopham and Istead Rise are operating at or near capacity. There is insufficient
evidence to demonstrate that healthcare, education, and other essential services
can accommodate the substantial population increase arising from this
development.

5. Highway Safety and Traffic Impact

The development is expected to generate a significant increase in traffic,
potentially adding over 1,000 additional vehicles to local roads. Access via
Camer Road and Norwood Lane raises serious concerns regarding congestion,
highway safety, and the ability of emergency vehicles to access properties
efficiently. Increased traffic would also contribute to worsening air quality.

6. Accessibility and Transport Sustainability

Public transport provision in the area is limited. The local train station lacks step-
free access, making it unsuitable for many users, including those with disabilities
and families with prams. This undermines the sustainability credentials of the
proposal and increases reliance on private vehicles.

7. Flood Risk and Drainage

The existing open fields play an important role in natural drainage and flood
mitigation. Development of this scale risks increasing surface water runoff and
exacerbating flooding issues already experienced in surrounding areas, including
Norwood Lane and Wrotham Road.

8. Climate Change and Sustainability

The loss of open land, which currently acts as a carbon sink, conflicts with
climate change objectives. Large-scale housing development in this location
would increase carbon emissions through both construction and long-term car
dependency.

9. Cumulative Impact

The cumulative effects of this and other developments in the surrounding area
have not been adequately addressed. The combined strain on infrastructure, the
environment, and local services must be fully assessed.

Conclusion

For the reasons outlined above, I strongly object to this proposal. The
development constitutes inappropriate development in the Green Belt, would
result in significant environmental harm, and would place unacceptable pressure
on already overstretched infrastructure and services.




