


on already oversubscribed schools in the wider area and lead to additional travel,
further exacerbating congestion and reducing sustainability.

3. Loss of Settlement Gap and Coalescence (NPPF Section 12)
The site forms an important gap between Meopham and Sole Street, helping
maintain their distinct identities. Development of this scale risks merging the two
settlements, resulting in coalescence and the loss of rural character.
The NPPF requires development to be sympathetic to local character; this
proposal represents a significant and harmful urbanisation of the countryside.

4. Environmental Impact (NPPF Section 15)
The development would result in the loss of greenfield land and potential harm to
biodiversity. Increased traffic will also contribute to air and noise pollution.
There are further concerns regarding surface water drainage and flood risk,
particularly given the scale of development and increased hard surfacing.

5. Sustainability Concerns (NPPF Sections 2 & 9)
The site is not well located for sustainable living. Limited access to services, lack
of secondary education provision, and reliance on car travel indicate that this is
not an appropriate location for a development of this size.

6. Scale and Overdevelopment
Up to 725 dwellings, alongside a local centre and associated infrastructure,
represents overdevelopment of a rural location. The scale is disproportionate to
the existing settlements and would place unacceptable pressure on local
services.

Conclusion
Although the provision of a primary school and local centre is noted, this does not
outweigh the significant harms identified-particularly the lack of secondary
education provision, infrastructure constraints, and the loss of the important gap
between Meopham and Sole Street.
For these reasons, the proposal conflicts with the National Planning Policy
Framework and should be refused.

Kind regards

 


