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COWENTS:

| strongly object to planning application nunber 242575 to extend
the operational hours of Units 7 and 8 at Heron industrial Estate,
Spencers Wod from 0700 to 1800 hours, to 0500-2300 hours on
weekdays, to neet a specific operational requirenent by the tenant
of units 7 and 8. My objections relate to the adverse inpact on
residenti al

anenity.

It should be noted an attenpt to extend the operational hours in
2001 by way of planning application 010417 was refused for reasons
of 'unacceptabl e disturbance', citing policy LD3 of the Berkshire
Structure Plan: devel opment proposals will only be pernitted where
they do not give rise to an unacceptabl e i npact on the environnent,

i ncluding serious harmto the character or appearance of an area, or
the anenities of neighbouring | and uses.

There are no new pl anning grounds to afford favoured treatnent of
the current application. Current policies are in place to protect
residential anmenity. Anmong themare: CPl dealing with Sustainable
devel opnent and states: Avoid areas where pollution (including

noi se) may inpact upon the amenity of future occupiers. CP3

dealing with General Principles for devel opnent and states: planning
perni ssi on

will be granted for proposals that: a) Are of an appropriate scale
of activity, mass, layout, built form height, materials and
character to the area together with a high quality of design

wi thout detrinent to the anenities of adjoining | and users including
open spaces or

occupi ers and their quality of life.

Policy TB20: dealing with Service Arrangenents and Deliveries for
Enpl oyment and Retail Use states at paragraph 1. Pl anni ng perm ssion
will only be granted for commercial devel opnent proposal s t hroughout
t he Borough that denonstrate: a. There is no harnful inpact on the
anenity of adjoining land uses in terns of noise, funmes and

di st ur bance.

The Extensions of operating hours being applied for are: 0500 to
0700 hours and 1800 to 2300 hours, anounting to 7 hours each day and
35 hours for the week- a daily increase of alnobst two thirds

(649 .

Mor eover, the extended hours in the early hours of the norning and
very late at night, would have a di sproportionate negative inpact on
residents' anenity, as the threshold for nuisance and di sturbance
fromnoi se woul d be nuch | ower during the extended hours
(0500-0700hrs and 1800hrs to 2300hrs), than during the current
operating hours. The units concerned virtually abut two residenti al
dwel lings to the south of the site whose residential anenity would
be catastrophically affected through repetitive sounds of bangi ng
and vibration generated by the normal running of the operation. A
mtigation plan is part of the planning application, but in practice
will not deliver the

mtigations prom sed. There has been a history of breaching the
operating hours condition by the tenants of units 7 & 8 in recent
nont hs. No guarantee can therefore be given that the mitigation plan
wi Il be adhered to.



The planning is to neet a specific operational requirenent by the
tenant of Units 7 and 8. Planning permssion for the operation of
an Industrial Estate at this location was for the whole site,

subject to a condition to restrict operating hours because of its
close proximty to residential dwellings. An attenpt in 2016 by
Lanbs Farm Busi ness Park to expand their operating curtilage to neet
the specific

requi renent of a prospective tenant was di sm ssed at appeal. See
decision notice relating to planning application 162594 in which the
I nspector stated " | have had regard to the letter fromthe Managi ng
Director of XXXXX Limted. | do not doubt that the proposed business
unit would neet the current requirenents of this conpany and coul d
facilitate its future growmh. However, | am not persuaded, on the
basis of the evidence before ne, that it has been fully denonstrated
that there are no other appropriate business units within the

Bor ough, or el sewhere, that could adequately cater for the needs of
this particul ar conpany".

An expansi on of operating hours for two units on this site is not
conpatible with its surroundi ngs conprising residential dwellings to
the north, south, east and west. No anpbunt of theoretica
mtigations referred to in the planning statenent can be relied upon
in practice. Furthernore, references to the nunber of lorry journeys
during the expanded hours are of little value; any novenents during
t he extended operating hours will have an adversarial effect on the
residents and, will be very difficult to 'police' and enforce

Furt hernore, the location does not have Core Enpl oynent Area Status
and is not entitled to preferential consideration over the council's
policies in place to protect residential amenity.

These are ny reasons for objecting in the strongest possible terns
to this planning application, which also clearly states the
operating ho urs for the whole site will be kept under review and,
can only nean, the owners are on a journey to have the site operate
24/ 7.

Thank you for considering ny coments.



