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COWENTS:
I wish to fornmally object to this retrospective planning
application.

Thi s devel opnent was carried out w thout prior planning perm ssion
It is our understanding, fromny parent in |law s nei ghbours, that a
previ ous application was subnitted in 2012, which required forna
public consultation including residents attending the counci

offices to engage with planning officers. That application was

wi t hdrawn. The applicant nonet hel ess proceeded with construction

wi t hout any

application or conmunity consultation a del i berate circunvention
of the planning process that should weigh heavily agai nst the grant
of retrospective perm ssion

NO SE AND AVENI TY | MPACT

The devel opnent has caused a significant and ongoing | oss of anenity
to nei ghbouring residents. Noise fromthe expanded rear area
penetrates into adjoining hones even when all w ndows and doors are
cl osed. On warm days, residents are forced to seal their hones
rather than ventilate themnnaturally and the noise remains clearly
audi bl e regardl ess. Residents have al so | ost enjoynent of their own
gardens when the pub is hosting outdoor events.

The noi se recurs throughout the year across a continuous cycle of

sporting events: weekend Prem er League football, Rugby Union
i nternationals, the UEFA Euros, and the upconing FIFA Wrld Cup. The
Wrld Cup is of particular concern | ate-ni ght fixtures running

into the early hours of the norning are expected to be especially
di sruptive. The situation has becone so untenable that ny elderly
parent-in-laws are planning to stay at our hone during sone of the
ganmes to escape the noise. No resident should be forced to | eave
their own hone due to an unauthorised devel opnent.

COVPLAI NTS AND LACK OF ACTION

Conpl ai nts have been nade to the Anti-Social Behaviour team at WBC
and directly to the operator, G eene King. G eene King have

i ndi cated they would take action but have not done so. This
under m nes any confidence that approval would bring neani ngful

i mprovenent.

CONSULTATI ON CONCERNS

Notification for this application was limted to a small nunber of

i medi atel y adj oi ni ng properties, despite the noise inpact extending
considerably further. | request that the local planning authority
consi der whether wider re-notification is required before this
application is deternined.

CONCLUSI ON
This application should be refused. The devel opnent was built
wi t hout perm ssion, followi ng the withdrawal of a previous



application after consultation. It has caused, and will continue to
cause, material harmto the anenity of nei ghbouring residents, and
retrospective permssion should not be granted.



