Comments summary

Dear Sir/Madam,

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

Comments were submitted at 25/03/2026 8:43 AM from_

Application Summary

Address: Land North Of Camer Road Meopham Gravesend Kent
Outline planning application for up to 725 dwellings (Use Class C3), a new two-
form entry primary school (Use Class F1), a Local Centre (up to 500sgm of Class

Proposal: E floorspace), the provision of Public Open Space including sport and recreation
facilities alongside associated access, landscaping, parking, and infrastructure;
with all matters reserved except for access.

Case Officer: Mrs Katherine Parkin

Click for further information

Customer Details
Name:

Email:

Address:

l Downs Valley Hartley longfield

Comments Details
Commenter Type:

Member of the Public

Stance:
Reasons for comment:

Comments:

Customer objects to the Planning Application

Dear Sir/Madam,

| am writing to object to planning application 20260207 for the proposed
development at Land North of Camer Road, Meopham.

Although | do not live within the immediate area, | visit frequently to see family
and have come to understand and appreciate the character of the surrounding
countryside. What stands out most is the openness of the land and the clear
sense that this is part of the Green Belt, providing an important break from urban
development.

My objection is based on the principle that this land should not be buiit on.

The proposal seeks to develop a substantial area of Green Belt land for up to
725 dwellings. The purpose of Green Belt designation is to prevent urban sprawl,
maintain openness, and protect the character of rural communities. In this case,
those purposes would be fundamentally undermined. Once this land is

developed, the openness is lost permanently.

What makes this particularly difficult to justify is that there is no clear evidence
that building on this site is necessary. Across the country, and within many local



authorities, there are already large numbers of existing homes sitting empty,
alongside brownfield sites that should be prioritised for development. Releasing
Green Belt land in these circumstances feels premature and unnecessary.

The scale of the proposal also reinforces this concern. A development of this size
is not a small or sympathetic addition-it represents a significant and irreversible
expansion into countryside that currently serves an important planning purpose.

From the perspective of someone who regularly visits the area, the value of this
land lies in what it already provides: openness, separation, and a clear boundary
between developed and undeveloped space. These are qualities that cannot be
replaced once lost.

For these reasons, | strongly object to the application and ask that it is refused.

Kind regards



