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COWENTS:

I ama nmenber of The Earley Hone Guard Social dub (EHGSC) and am
writing to register ny objection to planning application ref. 261809
relating to the forner religious neeting roombuilding, nore
recently used as a martial arts gym |ocated at 20 Pitts Lane.

The proposal seeks to introduce a noise-sensitive residential use on
land directly adjacent to an established active |licensed premn ses
nanely the EHGSC whi ch was opened in 1947 and is a val uable | oca
asset used by many not only as a Social dub but as a venue for
various group neetings, celebrations and other gatherings and a

pol ling station.

This proposal represents an inconpatible |and-use conflict that
directly violates the Agent of Change principle as set out in

Par agraph 193 of the National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF)
which states that existing businesses should not have unreasonabl e
restrictions placed on themas a result of devel opnment pernitted
after they were established.

Li censed premi ses are recognised as vital community and cul tura
assets within the NPPF. Permitting a poorly designed residentia
unit next door places the Club at the risk of potentially
chal l enging future restrictive Noise Abatenent Notices or licence
revi ews which would adversely affect its future viability.

By introducing this dwelling within close proximty to and with

bal conies to the rear elevation and 1st and 2nd fl oor w ndows

overl ooking the EHGSC this devel opnent places its existing business,
Iicensing conditions and |ongevity under direct and unreasonabl e

t hreat .

A Noi se I npact Assessnent should be provided by the applicant before
the council can safely conclude that this site is suitable for
residential use.

Shoul d the council be minded to approve the application conditions
shoul d be attached including a requirenent for a | egally binding
Deed of Easenent for Noise to protect our valued Social Cub from
future

litigation.

In addition to the above objection, | agree with comments nade by
others that the design of the property is strikingly different to
other existing properties in the surrounding area and creates a | oss
of privacy for other nei ghbours.



