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COMMENTS:                                                                       
Re: Objection to Planning Application P/1476034 - Change of Use to              
B2/B8 at Unit 13, Wyvols Court Farm, Swallowfield
                              

                                                                               
1. Unsuitable Location - Direct Impact on Residential Amenity
                  

                                                                               
The application site is in close contact with residential                       
properties, including my own home. The proposed (and already                   
ongoing)
                                                                      
manufacturing facility introduces significant industrial activity in            
extremely close proximity to housing.
                                          

                                                                               
This conflicts with planning policy which requires that development             
must not result in unacceptable impacts on nearby residents,
                   
particularly in respect of noise, disturbance, and hours of
                    
operation.
                                                                     

                                                                               

                                                                               

                                                                               
2. Existing Use Already Causes Significant Harm
                                

                                                                               
The current operation produces constant high-pitched cutting noise              
throughout the day.
                                                            
	-	Noise occurs daily from approximately 07:00 to 17:00, and
                   

                                                                               
	-	Saturdays from 08:00 to 12:00
                                               
	-	The tonal, high-frequency nature of the machinery makes it
                  
particularly intrusive and alarming/distressing to pets/animals in              
the vicinity
                                                                   

                                                                               
The applicant's claim that there have been no complaints is                     
incorrect.  Concerns have been raised directly with the landlord on             
multiple
                                                                       
occasions, including requests to:
                                              
	-	Prevent early start times
                                                   
	-	Keep doors closed to reduce noise breakout
                                  
	-	Install sound mitigation (e.g. acoustic barriers)
                         

                                                                               

                                                                               
These requests were refused.
                                                   

                                                                               

                                                                               

                                                                               
3. Breach of Original Planning Use (Key Point)
                               

                                                                               
Planning history shows that the lawful use of Unit 13 was B1(c)/B8            
(now Class E(g)(iii)/B8)
                                                 

                                                                               
Critically, Class E(g)(iii) explicitly requires that:
                      

                                                                               
industrial processes must be capable of operating without detriment             
to  residential amenity
                                                        

                                                                               



The current use clearly fails this test.
                                       

                                                                               
The application is therefore attempting to retrospectively                      
legitimise an inappropriate and harmful use
                                    

                                                                               

                                                                               
4. "Time in Use" Is Not Justification
                                          

                                                                               

                                                                               
The applicant references that the tenant has operated since 2017.
              

                                                                               
This is not a valid planning justification.
                                    

                                                                               
The length of time an unauthorised or inappropriate use has occurred            
does not make it acceptable, nor should it lead to application                  
"granfather planning rights" when there is clear current and ongoing            
detriment being experienced by neighbouring residents.
                         

                                                                               

                                                                               

                                                                               
5. Inadequate Noise Mitigation
                                                 

                                                                               
The application suggests the building includes insulation to reduce
            
noise
                                                                          

                                                                               
This is clearly insufficient in practice.
                                      

                                                                               
	-	Noise breakout remains severe
                                               
	-	Doors are frequently open during operation
                                  
	-	No meaningful acoustic mitigation (e.g. barriers or enclosures)            
has been implemented
                                                           

                                                                               
The refusal by the landlord to install additional soundproofing                 
demonstrates a lack of willingness to mitigate impact.
                         
There is also no consideration given to the constant hum of plant               
vehicular noise throughout a Saturday which creates further
                    
disturbance
                                                                    

                                                                               

                                                                               

                                                                               
6. Conflict with Planning Policy
                                               

                                                                               
The proposal conflicts with both local and national planning policy,            
including:
                                                                     
	-	Requirement to protect residential amenity
                                  
	-	Requirement that rural employment development must be appropriate            
in scale and impact
                                                            
	-	Requirement that development must not result in significant                  
adverse  impacts from noise or operations
                                      

                                                                               

                                                                               

                                                                               
7. This Use Would Not Have Been Approved
                                       

                                                                               
Had a B2 (General Industrial) use been applied for at the outset,             
it is highly unlikely that permission would have been granted given:            
	-	The immediate proximity to residential dwellings
                            
	-	The nature of the industrial process (cutting/manufacturing                 
noise) 	-	The rural setting
                                                   

                                                                               



This application is effectively an attempt to invoke grandfather
               
rights concerning a use that would not have been acceptable if                  
assessed for the intended use at the outset.
                                   

                                                                               

                                                                               

                                                                               
8. Precedent and Cumulative Impact
                                             

                                                                               
Granting permission would set a dangerous precedent for:
                       
	-	Intensification of industrial activity in close proximity to                 
housing such as the applicants further proposal for heavy industrial            
development of Wyvols Court Units
                                              
	-	Erosion of protections for residential amenity in rural areas
               

                                                                               
9. Noise Impact - Technical Planning Concern
                                   

                                                                               
The noise generated by the current use is not typical background                
industrial noise, but consists of high-frequency, tonal cutting                 
noise  associated with uPVC fabrication.
                                       

                                                                               
This type of noise is widely recognised in acoustic guidance
                   
(including BS4142 principles) as being particularly intrusive and             
more likely to cause disturbance, even at lower overall decibel                 
levels.
                                                                        

                                                                               

                                                                               
Key concerns include:
                                                          
	-	The tonal and intermittent nature of cutting machinery
                      
	-	Noise breakout due to doors being open during operation
                     
	-	The prolonged daily exposure (up to 10 hours per day)
                     
	-	Operation during early morning and weekends
                                 

                                                                               

                                                                               
Given the immediate proximity to residential dwellings, this results            
in a significant adverse impact on residence in, and enjoyment of,
             
homes.
                                                                         

                                                                               
No formal acoustic assessment appears to have been provided that                
reflects real-world operating conditions (i.e. doors open, active              
cutting periods). Any such assessment would likely demonstrate that            
the impact exceeds acceptable thresholds.
                                      

                                                                               

                                                                               


