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Enviromneut&PWming 
Mid Suffolk DisUict Council 
13t lfi8h S1R:et Needham Martet 
Suffolk IP68DI 

OQrMsM~ 

We stroogIyobject to the building of three large two storey houses that are to bebuilt 
just offtbc Churd1 GreenLane Jeacfing to the Oruod1e. Our reason for this objection 
is that the lane is far 10nanow for any C8IS to p8SS each odJer. Also there is DO room 
to put a lay-byfur thispurpose. Thesteps to St Margaret's Church has already been 
encroscbed upon by wide lorries. Wdh widebuildingmadtines travellingup this laDe 
therewill probably be further damage inflicted.As regularparishioner's ofour 
Chun:h Wealso fee) thisCOlIlld be adanger to anyone who is visiting OW' churcb. 
Originally permission was granted fora Bungalow, which to our knowledge 00 

objection's wue raised, the revised plans to incorpomte three large dwellings aDd 
double garages for each house, does not argue well for the ptesent policy of the 
government to CDCOIInIgC the building of stadtt homes for theyoung first time buyers. 
Muchneeded in our rural villages. Onecan envisage larger families in these 
dwelliDgs ,each. with scvemJ cars. as their familiesgrow into adul~ all osiog this 
lane which wasnever meant to accommodatetheflowof~ traffic. 
Also, our concan's 2ft for pedestrians who frequently take theiryoungcbildrenand 
dogsfor a walk throogh 10 the Gnmdl~ A filvourite walk whichat themoment is 
known to besafe aDd pIeasanL We tberefore ask: that tbese plans are rejeckxl 

Yours sinceIdy 



Heather Morgan 
Planning Control Manager 
Environment Planning 
Mid Suffofk District Council 
131 High Street 
Needham Market 
Suffolk 1P6 80l 
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Your ref: 01111103 

08 December 200S 

Dear Ms Morgan 

I was recently in receipt of further correspondence in retation to the proposed 
development of three detached dweflings with garages on the land adjacent to 
Crofters, Church Green lane, Wattisfield. When this application was first discussed r 
wrote to Mid Suffolk District Council expressing my concern at the impact this 
devek> ent will have on the traffic usi the Lane. 

In addition, 1have had the opportunity to see the plans that have been submittedand I 
am now even more concerned on the environmental effect they will have. There could 
potentially be up to four cars per property not to mention all the trade vehides likely to 
use the lane which. whatever anyone says is totally unsuitable for a high volume of 
traffic, even following the so called improvements that have been made. 

Finally. I was very concerned to note that the Carter Jonas's report quotes Cmfters as 
being the only property affected by the devefopment and that the owners of Crofters 
they have no objections to the development. Considering that they are the vendors of 
the land 1consider thereopinion rather a biased. 

Yours sincerely 



7 December 200S 

Heather Morpa 
PlaDDiDg Control Manager 
EnviromneBt 4 PIaoniBg 
Mid-Suffolk District CooDciI 
131 Hip Street 
Necdbam Marbt 
Suffolk. IP6 8DL 

Re:	 PIaooiDg retereoce 22MI05/RES 
Reserved matters~ outline planning appJieatioo 0011103 

I wasdisappointed to Ieview the revised plans under theabove reference OD MODday. It 
is clear that IIIOSt of the major issues have DOl been addressed. 

The plansare for three largehouses to be built on land that bas beeD flooded within lite 
last five years. Raisingthe floor level to 250mm is not a meaningful mitigation eX flood 
risk. 

·f 

The numberof occnpants is related to the numberrI bedrooms; previonsly the~ were 13 
provided, now twelve. This is likelyto constitute a heavy bunJen on iDfrastnJctore, 
especiallywater usage and traffic 00 the lane. Given that thelane is a much-fmqueoted 
footpath I am very coocemt!dover the risk and dismptioa thatcan supporting twelve 
bedrooms will present. 

My major coocem is aile of sewage and waste water treatment. I DBderstaDd mat it is 
proposed to drain the sewage ~J*ms into theGnmdle. This is absolutely uOlM'np«ahle. 
The pubiic heath risk that is created by combining three iDdividual sewage systems 00 a 
flood-prooe field is very significant J can understand tbat BDy developerwin claim that 
these things w~ but no evidencehas been presented to show the reliability of these 
sewagesystems wheR jnUDdated with flood water. If there is any significant ovedlow, 
there is contamination risk to the GI11lldle itself and abe playingfields and thereafter to 
the boases thatnm along Hinderclay Roadon the otherside of die A143. The very 
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