Comments summary

Dear Sir/Madam,

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

Comments were submitted at 02/09/2026 11:07 AM from

Application Summary
Address: Land North Of The Drove Way Istead Rise Gravesend Kent DA13 9JY
Development for up to 100 residential dwellings (Class C3), including the
Pronoask formation of new accesses from The Drove Way, the provision of new areas of
posal- public open space and all other associated infrastructure and ancillary works (all
detailed matters reserved other than means of access).
Case Officer: Ms Rebecca Harrison

Click for further information

Customer Details
Name:

Email:

Address:

.'he Drove Way Istead Rise Gravesend

Comments Details
Commenter Type:

Neighbour

Stance:
Reasons for comment:

Comments:

Customer objects to the Planning Application

| am objecting to this application of the grounds that it goes against constraints
relating to this property.

A. WATER SUPPLY. The plan does not provide enough evidence that there is a
reliable and adequate water supply to support the size and location of the
proposed development.

B. HOUSING NEED. There is insufficient evidence to show that the level of
housing proposed is necessary, deliverable and consistent with genuine local
need.

C. SITE ALLOCATION. The plan does not clearly justify of evidence why the
proposed site, in its chosen location and scale is suitable, sustainable and
deliverable.

D.TRANSPORT AND INFRASTRUCTURE. There is insufficient evidence that
existing or planned transport networks and infrastructure have the capacity to
support the proposed development. There is no local raillway station and the bus
service is unreliable.

E. BIODIVERSITY & CLIMATE RESILIENCE. This plan does not adequately
protect and enhance biodiversity or demonstrate how development will be climate



resilient in line with national policy to protect natural habitats resulting in
catastrophic environmental consequences.

F. COMPLIANCE WITH EVIDENCE AND POLICY. The plan fails to provide
robust evidence and is not consistent with the local evidence base or with
national planning policy.

| therefore submit that the Draft Local plan is NOT SOUND because it is:

1. NOT POSITIVELY PREPARED

2. NOT JUSTIFIED

3. NOT EFFECTIVE

4. NOT CONSISTENT WITH NATIONAL OR LOCAL POLICY

For alll these reasons | do not believe that the Draft Local Plan offers the
assurance needed that the proposed scale and location of development can be

delivered sustainably and, above all, lawfully.

| urge this Council to address these fundament concerns.

Kind regards



