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COWENTS:
I wish to reconfirmny-objection to this re subnission on the sane
grounds as per ny original objection .

I note the resubm ssion of the application largely centres on the
repositioning of the base services and dwel lings in geographic
location and with it a snmall reduction in housing total and housing
type fromd40 to 38, a simlar small reduction in the percentage of

af fordabl e housing and the introduction of a SUDS drai nage system
for water runoff/drai nage nanagenent.

Wth regard to the latter, assuming it can be succesfull, it is
likely to require continuous nonitoring, inspection and nai ntenance
for the TOTAL LI FETI ME OF THE HOUSI NG wi t h ongoi ng and repeati ng
costs for

VBC.

The SUDS STRATEGYY, its design in detail and justification of system
design has little or no nention.

This inclusion acknow edges that there is a problemw th groundwater
and drai nage nanagenent as pointed out in ny original objection. It
appears that the applicant has "noved things around geographically
quoting the need from WBC comments on | andscapi ng and vegetati on
needs etc to create a "softer link" to the wldlife/ nature area
bei ng established to the south. But, interestingly, what it doesn't
highlight is the need arises also frompotential water drainage

bl ens and fl ooding potential on the |and from groundwater,
groundwat er run-off and fromthe Bl ackwater flood plain water |eve
change

problens conming to the site fromthe south

From t he hydro-geol ogi cal and geotechni cal point of view nmany
questions still remai ned unanswered including the suitability of the
SUDS systemin this environnent, foundations and foundati on design
inrelation to substrate clay and the PRACTI CAL REALITY of the water
tabl e probl ens and NOT just applying theory using various bodies

i nformati on nuch of which is nodelled or theoretical, and nostly

i nformati on geographically at a distance fromthe site |acking val ue
to the ACTUAL year by year situation on the ground.

These are issues that will not go away in both short and long term
an d will remain as they do with present land in the area. Housing,
public spaces and private land nearly is already continually
affected on a continuing annual basis with water | evel and fl ood
potential including waterlogged gardens, water |ogged allotnents,
and housing wth structural and wal | danp probl ens.

From a hydro-geol ogi cal, and geotechnical point of viewthis site
will always renmain problematical which should restrict |and use.

Wth regard to , education, health, sustainability, wal kways,

port, food/provisions supply the re-application has little or no
change. The background/nature of the situation with regard to these
i ssues, as conmented on by many objecting parties, including

i ndividuals and the Parish Council remains the sane.

The proposed "5 year limted once a day bus service" which is nade a
point of, seens rather irrelevant to the transport issue and



education and shop, health and sustainability issues and objector
comments are gl ossed over.

Separately one nust wonder if the design of housing with cladding
fits the area and al so does the nove of dwellings also a create
nore 2 bedroom acconodati on and a hi gher density of housing

i ncluding a nuch hi gher percentage of affordable housing then
required by WBC

gui del i nes which | believe now to be maxi nrum gui deline of 40%

Al'l previous comments relating this application which conflicts with
the Finchanpstead plan remain valid and al so one nust consider the
application in relation with the contents and recomendati ons , of
the forthcom ng Wki ngham 2025 pl an.

The character of Finchanpstead Village is at risk and the site
unsust ai nabl e from nmany viewpoints and | re-confirm ny objection

Prof C D G een

Retired Professor Geol ogy



