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COMMVENTS:

Pl anni ng ref 260613
Dear Sir/Madam

| amwiting to object to the above planning application as a | oca
resident living imediately next to the site.

1. Inpact on Residential Amenity

The unit is directly adjacent to residential properties, including
the one | live in. The proposed use as a uPVC wi ndow nmanufacturing
facility introduces a level of industrial activity that feels out of
pl ace so close to housing.

Pl anning policy is clear that devel opnent should not have an
unaccept abl e i npact on nearby residents, particularly in terns of
noi se and general disturbance. In nmy experience, that threshold has
al ready been exceeded.

2. Ongoi ng Noi se and Di sturbance

The current use already generates a significant anount of noise on a
dai ly basis. This includes:

* Regul ar operation fromaround 07:00 to 17:00 on weekdays

* Saturday working from approximately 08:00 to 12: 00

* Hi gh-pitched cutting noise frommachinery, which is particularly
noti ceable and difficult to ignore

The nature of the noise is not just general background sound it is
sharp and repetitive, which nmakes it nmuch nore intrusive over |ong
peri ods.

3. Previous Concerns Raised

It is not accurate to say there have been no concerns. |ssues have
been raised directly with the landlord in the past, including
requests to:

* Avoid very early start tines
* Keep doors closed to reduce noi se
* Consi der additional soundproofing

These requests were not taken forward, and the situation has not
i mproved.



4, Suitability of the Use

From ny understanding, the previous |awful use required that any
i ndustrial activity should not negatively affect nearby residential
anenity.

Based on the | evel of noise and di sturbance currently experienced,
it is difficult to see how the existing or proposed use neets that
requirenent. The application appears to be attenpting to fornalise a
use that is already causing problens, rather than addressing them

5. Noise Mtigation

Whil e the application suggests the building has sone | evel of
insulation, this does not reflect what is experienced in practice.

* Noise is clearly audible from nei ghbouring properties

* Doors are often open during operation, allowi ng sound to carry *
No effective additional nitigation (such as acoustic barriers)
appears to be in place

Wt hout neani ngful inprovenents, the inpact on nearby residents is
likely to continue.

6. Policy Considerations

The proposal does not seem consistent with planning policies that
aim

to:

* Protect residential anenity
* Ensure rural enploynent uses are appropriate in scale and inpact

* Prevent significant adverse effects from noi se

Even where enpl oynent uses are supported, they should not cone at
the expense of the living conditions of nearby residents.

7. OQverall | npact

G ven how close the unit is to residential properties, it is
difficult to see how a general industrial (B2) use would be
appropriate in this location.

The I evel and type of activity currently taking place would likely

have been a key concern if assessed fully at the outset, and the
i npact bei ng experienced now reflects that.

Concl usi on

The current use is already having a noticeable and ongoi ng i npact on
nei ghbouring residents. Granting pernission for B2 use woul d
effectively formalise this situation w thout adequately resolving



t he
i ssues.

For these reasons, | respectfully ask that the Council refuses this
application.

Si ncerely,
Mont gonmery Tim Al l en



