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COWENTS:
| amwiting to formally object to planning application P/ 1476034

I have 6 nmmin reasons for ny objection
1. Unsuitable Location - Direct |npact on Residents

The site is close to residential properties, including ny own hone.
The proposed (and al ready ongoi ng) use as a uPVC w ndow
manufacturing facility introduces significant industrial activity
in extrenmely close proxinmty to housing.

This is fundanmentally inconpatible with planning policy which
requires that devel opment nust not result in unacceptable inpacts on
nearby residents, particularly in respect of noise, disturbance,
and hours of operation.

2. Already Significant Harm

The current operation functions weekdays 07:00 to 17: 00, and
Saturdays from08:00 to 12: 00 the noise is intrusive to anyone
enjoying their outside space

Apparently the applicant clains that there have been no conplaints,
this is incorrect. | have previously conpl ai ned.

3. The application is attenpting to retrospectively legitimse
current use but industrial processes nmust be capable of operating
without detrinment to residential anenity

The current use fails this test.
4, "Time in Use" |Is Not Justification

The applicant says that the tenant has operated since 2017, this is
not a valid planning justification

The length of tine that sonmeone has been unauthorised or
i nappropriate wusing a facility does not nake it acceptable, nor
should it override the current harm bei ng experienced by residents.

5. This Use Wuld Not Have Been Approved originally

Had the current use been applied for at the outset, it is unlikely,
in nmy opinion that perm ssion would have been granted due to

- The inmedi ate proximty to residential dwellings

- The nature of the industrial process (cutting/ manufacturing

noi se) - The rural setting

This application is effectively an attenpt to regularise a use that
woul d not have been acceptable if properly assessed fromthe



begi nni ng.
6. Precedent and Cunul ative | npact

Granting pernission would set a dangerous precedent for future
industrial activity in close proximty to housing and the erosion of
protections for residential properties

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

Gven the imediate proxinity to residential dwellings, this results
in a significant adverse inpact on living conditions, including the
use of gardens and enjoynent of hones.

I know of no formal acoustic assessnment that reflects the current
oper ating conditions (i.e. doors open, active cutting periods).
Any assessnent would likely show that the inpact exceeds acceptable
t hr eshol ds.

Wthout a formal acoustic assessnent, the proposal fails to
denonstrate conpliance with accepted noi se standards and shoul d be
refused on this basis.

The current use has al ready caused sustained and unacceptabl e harm
to nei ghbouring residents. Granting B2 perm ssion would fornalise
and potentially intensify that harm

| strongly urge the Council to refuse this application

Yours faithfully,
JS Jones and EA Jones



