PLANNI NG REF . 262159
PROPERTY ADDRESS : Upper Cul ham Lane

: RGLO8NP
SUBM TTED BY : M Jamie Law or
DATE SUBM TTED : 02/10/2026

COWENTS:
To whomit nay concern

I wish to object to this application

What concerns ne nost is the way in which this devel opnent has been
carried out. According to the applicant's own statenent, the track
and wal kway were constructed in February 2026, yet no application
was subnmitted at that tine.

The works were only identified after an enforcenent officer visited
the site in August 2026 following a conplaint relating to the w der
pol o proposal. By then, the devel opnent had apparently been in place
for aroundsi x nonths wi thout planning perm ssion

The fact that a retrospective application was only subnitted once

t he unaut hori sed works had been identified raises concerns that the
devel opnent proceeded in advance of the planni ng process being
conpl eted and may not have cone to the Council's attention had a
conpl ai nt not been nade.

In ny view, this should weigh heavily in the assessnent of the
pr oposal

| also have concerns regarding the accuracy of the information
submitted. The application formstates thatthere are no trees or
hedges on or adjacent to the site.

However, the Landscaping Details Statenment refers to established
hedgi ng surroundi ng the site, and photographs subnmitted with the
application appear to show both hedging and a mature tree

al ongsi det he track.

These di screpancies call into question the reliability of the
application docunents and rai se concerns about the accuracy of the
i nformati on being relied upon to determine this application

A further concern is the applicant's description ofthe works as
"tenporary neasures pending determ nation of the nmmin application".
If that is genuinely the intention, it is unclear why no specific
timescal e for renoval or restoration has been included within the
application.

W thout such a condition, there appears to be nothing preventing
wor ks described as tenporary fromrenmaining in place indefinitely
and effectively becom ng permanent.

Finally, whilst this application relates specifically to the
exerci se track and wal kway, the applicant's own statenent makes
clear that the works were undertaken in readiness for the polo
season. This

reinforces the inpression that the devel opnent is connected to the
wi der proposals for the site, despite those proposals not yet having



been deternined. This, together with the retrospective nature of the
application, raises serious concerns regarding the applicant's
approach to the planning process.

For these reasons, | object to the application and ask that these
concerns are fully considered before any decision is reached.

Jam e Law or



