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Item 6 53 Watling Street, Dartford  19/01043/FUL 
 
COMMENTS 
During the site visit Members requested more clarity on the air quality monitoring in 
the area and how this may have changed over recent years.  The Environmental 
Health scientific officer advises that the air quality monitoring station in Brentfield Road 
(to the north of the application site) has recorded falling levels of particulates in the air.  
The national air quality objectives are 40 µg/m3 for NO2 and PM10. The Council 
monitors NO2 through diffusion tubes across the Borough. In 2015 NO2 levels were 
recorded at 41.0µg/m3, in 2016 these had dropped to 36.1 µg/m3 and the most recent 
recorded monitoring in 2017 had dropped again to 32.5 µg/m3.  Government modelling 
predicts that these levels are likely to fall further in the future (due predominantly to 
the improvements to car engines). The modelling undertaken with regard to the 
development confirms that levels for both NO2 and PM10. across the site will not 
exceed the air quality objectives in the future and therefore residential development is 
acceptable. Environmental health therefore confirm that a reason for refusal based on 
air quality could not be substantiated for the proposed residential development of this 
site.  
 
 
One of the neighbour representations raised comments that the existing sewage 
system in the area cannot cope. For clarity this is not a planning consideration because 
the water authorities are under a duty to provide water and foul drainage for new 
developments and charge the developer accordingly. This is therefore a matter for the 
developer to resolve with Thames Water.  
 

 

 
Item 7 Block Of Lock-Up Garages Rear Of Keary Road 19/01472/FUL 
 
Comments from Organisations update 
 
Since the report has been published comments have been received from Southern 
Water. These do not object to the application and comment in relation to work in 
proximity to existing sewers and the need to protect existing infrastructure. These are 
construction matters for the applicant and the comments received have been passed 
to the applicant and the agent. 
 
 

  



 
Item 8 Former Council Depot, Mead Crescent 19/01473/FUL 
 

There is a small error in para 31 of the report. The report states that the provision of 

two storey dwellings on this site is, “…unlikely to be unsuitable...” The report should 

report read, “…is unlikely to be suitable… “ 

 

 

Item 9  2 The Chenies, Wilmington  19/01445/FUL 

 

NEIGHBOUR NOTIFICATION  

 

Since the report was written an additional representation was received from a nearby 

resident who has already written in to object to the application. The matters raised 

have already been referenced in the report. 

 

Item 10  Dunwich, Red Street, Southfleet  19/01445/FUL 

 

NEIGHBOUR NOTIFICATION  

 

One further letter of representation has been received, which comments: 

‘Generally I am in support of the application which will result in a development of a 

relatively tired property, bringing it in line with renovated neighbouring properties. My 

main concern is not so much a planning matter but more in relation to the technical 

solution that will be used to excavate the basement. The foundations / walls to the 

rear right hand side of the basement garage will be just over 3 metres from the rear 

left hand side of my house and the obvious concern is that building works will not 

undermine my own foundations. I wonder if a condition relating to agreeing the 

excavation solution with Building Control in advance of any excavation works may be 

appropriate.’ 

 

The comments raised with regard to the basement are not, however, planning 

considerations as they are covered by separate legislation. 

 


