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COWENTS:
To Whiom It May Concern,

Subj ect: Objection to Planning Application Nunber 241926

| amwiting to formally object to the proposed variation of
condition 32 of planning consent 213106, as detailed in planning
application 241926, for the site at Headl ey Road East, Wodl ey, RGb
4SN.

My objections are based on the foll owi ng grounds:

Noi se Pollution: The proposed lifting of delivery timng
restrictions for Unit 9 to all ow 24-hour deliveries is likely to
result in

i ncreased noise levels at all hours of the day and night. This wll
significantly inpact the quality of life for residents in the
surroundi ng area, nmany of whomare famlies with young children and
elderly individuals who are particularly sensitive to noise

di st ur bances.

Traffic and Safety Concerns: Allowi ng unrestricted delivery tines
could lead to increased traffic congestion on Viscount Way, a road
that is already busy during peak hours. The additional heavy vehicle
traffic poses a safety risk to pedestrians and cyclists, especially
considering the proximty of local schools and residential areas.

Envi ronmental Inpact: The increase in delivery vehicles wll
contribute to higher levels of air pollution, which is detrinmenta
to the health of local residents and the environnent. The proposed
noi se nanagenent plan for Unit 9 does not adequately address these
concerns.

Precedent for Future Applications: Approving this variation could
set a precedent for future applications to lift simlar
restrictions,

|l eading to a cunul ati ve negative inpact on the community. It is
essential to maintain strict control over delivery timngs to
protect the residential character of the area.

In conclusion, | urge the planning conmttee to reject this
application to vary condition 32. The potential negative inpacts on
noi se levels, traffic safety, environnmental health, and conmmunity
wel | -being far outwei gh any benefits that nay be derived from
lifting the delivery tinmng restrictions for Unit 9.

Thank you for considering ny objections.

Yours sincerely,
John Irwin



