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COWENTS:

We live on the border of this industrial estate, their car park is
next to our property. Hol nes Dodsworth, who occupy units 7 and 8,
have been a constant source of noi se nuisance, since noving in 3 or
SO years ago

They have been breaching the current planning hours, for the entire
tinme. They nake noise as early as 3AMin the norning. There are
constant HGV novenents at unsoci abl e hours.

In the winter, they start their delivery vehicles up, from5: 30AM
and | eave them runni ng.

Despite leasing with the new owners of Heron Industrial estate,
not hi ng has changed. It's only since they have sought planning, that
t he noi se has reduced.

There were never any noi se issues, prior to themrenting the units.
They have clearly operated, and taken the | ease, know ng the
restrictions, and never sought to operate within the permtted

hour s.

Asking to operate from5amto 1lpm is not acceptable. Firstly, they
al ready operate outside of these hours, with no regard for the

nei ghbouring residential properties. Secondly, on the basis that
they haven't adhered to current planning restriction, for business
hours, | can't see howthey will going forward, if anything, they
will just abuse the restriction further

It worries us, that this is just the start, of the new owners of the
site, changing the hours for the whole site.

We bought our property, knowing the current restrictions. Qur son
suffers from ADHD, Autism and other sensory 'disabilities'. He is
regi stered di sabl ed wi th Wki ngham Borough Council, and attends a
scho ol for children with additional needs. The noise fromthe

i ndustrial estate has disrupted his (and our) sleep on nmany

occasi ons. These kind of disruptions have real consequences for his
wel I being, and have detrinental effect on all of us.

| don't believe that the type of business Hol nes Dodsworth operate,
is suited to a residential area

I would also reiterate, they took the | ease on those 2 units,
knowi ng they weren't suitable for their needs, and are now trying to
seek 'retrospective' permission to operate froman unsuitable site.

There nust have been good reason for the current restriction to have
been put in place, decades ago. At that point in tine, there weren't
nearly as nany residential properties in the vicinity. Now the area
has expanded, and the surroundi ngs have becone nore urbani sed,

i ncluding reduction of speed linits.

To allow a business, that by its very nature, is noisy, and needs to
operate at unsociable hours, within an |larger donestic environnent,
is at odds with how the surroundi ngs have changed, to reflect the
anmount of residential devel opnent and increased |ocal foot traffic.
Not to mention, that they al so border a prinmary school

To allow themto continue, does not set the right president, and in
my view, will encourage other businesses on the site to 'abuse' the
system



