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COWENTS:
condi tions.
For the reasons outlined, |I strongly urge the council to refuse this

application
I amwiting to express ny fornal objection to the above pl anni ng
application.

1. I nappropriate Siting

The application site is located directly in close proximty to
residential properties including ny owmn honme. The proposed use,
which is already taking place, involves uPVC wi ndow nanuf act uri ng
and

i ntroduces a level of industrial activity that is extrenely close to
housi ng. This type of operation is not well suited to such a

| ocation and sits unconfortably al ongside residential use. As a
result, it con flicts with planning policy which seeks to ensure
that devel opnent does not result in unreasonabl e i npacts on nearby
resi dents,

particularly in relation to noise, disturbance and hours of
operation.

2. Ongoing Operation |Is Al ready Causing Harm

In practice, the current activity on site operates nuch like a snal
scale sawm | |, producing regular high frequency cutting noise

t hroughout the working day. Noise is experienced on weekdays from
approxi mately 07:00 until 18:00 and on Saturdays. The tonal and high
pi tched character of the machinery makes this noise especially

noti ceable and difficult to ignore.

3. Length of COccupation Does Not Make the Use Acceptabl e

The application refers to the tenant having operated fromthe site
since 2017. Wile this provides background, it does not represent a
valid justification in planning terns. The length of tine an

unsui tabl e or unaut hori sed use has been in place does not nmake it
acceptabl e, nor does it |essen the ongoing and clearly experienced
i mpact on nei ghbouring residents.

4. Insufficient Noise Control Measures

The application suggests that the building contains insulation

i ntended to reduce the transfer of noise. However, in day to day
experience this has not been effective. Noise escape remains
significant, doors are frequently left open while machinery is in
use, and no neani ngful acoustic neasures such as barriers or

encl osures have been introduced. The landlord's unwillingness to
consi der additional soundproofing highlights a lack of commtnent to
reduci ng the inpact on nearby hones.

5. A Use Unlikely to Have Been Approved at the CQutset

If perm ssion for a B2 (General Industrial) use had been sought at
the outset, it is very unlikely that it would have been approved.
This is due to the imediate proximty of residential properties,



the noisy nature of the manufacturing process, and the rura
character of the site. The application seens to be intended to
retrospectively regularise a type of devel opnent that would not have
been considered appropriate if assessed fully fromthe begi nning.

6. Noi se | npact
The noi se generated by the existing operation is not typica
background industrial noise. It consists of high frequency, tona
cutting noise associated with uPVC fabrication. This type of noise
is widely recogni sed within acoustic guidance, including the
principles of BS4142, as being particularly intrusive and nore
likely to cause di sturbance even where overall sound |levels may not
appear excessive. In this case, the inpact is heightened by severa
factors: the tonal and intermttent nature of the machi nery, noise
escapi ng when doors are | eft open during operation, prolonged
exposure of up to ten hours per day, and operation during early
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