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COWENTS:

The followi ng are observations and coments based upon |iving next
to the proposed devel opnent plot for in excess of twenty-five years.
TPO Recogni ti on and Enforcenent

The sout hern boundary of the proposed devel opnent is covered by

TPO 0583-1993. Local devel opers have a poor reputation for felling
first and apol ogi si ng/ protesting i nnocence(i gnorance) second !

note that the application focuses on protecting the existing trees,
whil st work is underway, but nmakes few, if any, references to the
existing TPO. | would request that, should consent be given to this
application, it is conditional upon recognition of the TPO and never
cutting or pruning those trees to enable (say) nore sun to shine

on the rear patio.

Not only would that be in violation of the TPO but would potentially
be an intrusion on the current privacy of the rear garden of The
Hol | i es.

Privacy

The existing fence is sone 6 feet/2 netres high and provides a high
degree of privacy to the rear garden of The Hollies.

Again, | would request the any consent is conditional upon this,
explicitly, being naintained.

Dr ai nage

I note that sonme consideration has been given to a SUDS strategy. |
am not able to comment specifically on the maths but have a strong
feeling that it and the associ ated design is based purely on the
size of the specific plot and its requirenents.

Basically, it does not seemto take any account of the surrounding

t opol ogy/ hydr ol ogy.

| can state with absolute certainty that the gardens on the southern
boundary are effectively the top of the local water table. For
typically four nonths of the year, it is inpractical to wal k down
the lower half of The Hollies' garden. | would presune that the
devel opnent plot suffers in a simlar way. Hence the SUDS proposal

I can see no provision for what happens to any surplus water
captured by the SUDS design. Specifically including water flow from
nei ghbouring areas. The presunption is that any subsequent overfl ow
will flow "downstream to the plot on the western boundary and then

beyond.
Further, if the SUDS design includes rainwater capture fromthe roof
of the new property, it will increase the rate at which water is

collected overall and the likelihood of an overfl ow

Actual ly, the overall catchnent area for this water includes the
ght hand si de of Wodl ands Avenue, Roundabout Lane and the woods and
fields beyond

Hi storically, and recently, this has caused extensive floodi ng on
the Reading Road resulting in property danage - just "downstreant
fromthe proposed devel opnent - on the western boundary !

Two unaut horised and ill-considered changes to the areas "overal
drai nage systent, over the recent years, have undoubtedly not hel ped
the situation. The council have failed to reinstate the status quo,
and it would be a shane if this application was allowed to further



exacerbate the situation. | amnot against the approach in principle
provi ded the broader context is take into account.

Anot her recent devel opnent has been devel oped with a SUDS schene,
including what | would term"French Drains" into the inmediate

drai nage system Enpirical observation would suggest that this has
increased the rate of flowin the associated ditches with the
probability of an associated increased risk of downstream fl oodi ng.

I woul d request that this devel opnment's SUDS desi gn be | ooked at and
validated in this far broader context before consent is even

consi dered to be given.

SUMVARY

I do not object to this planning application in principle BUT it
nmust proceed after taking account not only of the specific
requirenents of the devel opnent but its potential inpact on

i medi at e nei ghbours and the surrounding area and flood risk
nmanagenent .



