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COWENTS:

Subj ect: Objection to Application 241926 to Renove Condition 32
Restricting Nighttime Deliveries to Units 9 and 10

| amwiting to formally object to the application to renove
Condition 32, which restricts deliveries to Units 9 and 10 between
11: 00 PMand 7:00 AM | believe that retaining this condition is
essential to safeguard the residential anenity of the surrounding
area, including Lilly May Court and other nearby streets such as
Concorde Way, where ny fanily and | have lived for over seven years.
Condition 32 was included to mtigate adverse nighttinme noise

i mpacts, as noted by the Environnental Health Oficer. Renoving it
woul d have significant and detrinmental consequences for the
residents of this comunity. Below are ny detail ed responses to the
applicant's

ar gunent s:

1. Lack of Real-World Data: The applicant's reliance on predicted
noi se |l evel s based on hypot hetical workflows does not reflect the
potential reality once Units 9 and 10 are fully operational. Unti
actual delivery operations are in effect, it is inpossible to
accurately assess the noi se and disturbance that will arise.

2. Precedent and Conparisons with Adjacent Sites: Wiile it is true
that adjacent sites do not have restrictions, there are significant
di f ferences:

- The Noi se Act 1996 defines nighttinme hours as 11:00 PMto 7:00 AM
and nany busi nesses voluntarily adhere to these guidelines to

m nimze comunity disruption.

- Traffic data in the applicant's report (ACCON UK, Table 6) does
not di stingui sh between HGVs and standard residential vehicle
novenents, |eading to nisleading conclusions about noise inpacts.
-Lilly May Court was constructed after the conpany on the adjacent
site began operations, necessitating added protections for residents
t hrough Condition 32.

- Previously, only one light industrial organisation operated with
access to Viscount Way. Now, with 10 additional units designated for
i ndustrial and distribution use, the volune of industrial vehicles
will increase significantly, placing a disproportionate burden on

Vi scount Way and ancillary roads. Granting nighttine access to Units
9 and 10 sets a dangerous precedent for other units to request
sim | ar exenptions.

3. Viability of Daytine Deliveries: The current restriction does not
precl ude necessary deliveries but nerely limts themto reasonable
hours. There is no evidence to suggest that deliveries cannot be
schedul ed within these hours w thout undue hardship to busi nesses.
4. Noise Levels and WHO Qui del i nes: The applicant clains that
predicted nighttine noise levels will neet WHO gui delines, but these
predi ctions | ack transparency and are overly precise. The Noi se Act
1996 sets a clear standard of no nore than 34 dBA during nighttine
hours, and any deviation fromthis should be thoroughly

substanti ated. Moreover, the cunul ative inpact of increased
nighttine deliveries on residential streets |like Concorde Way and
Lilly May Court nust be accounted for

5. Broader Inpacts on Residents: The adverse effects of unrestricted
nighttinme vehicle access extend beyond Lilly May Court. Heavy-duty



trucks currently cause noticeable vibrations in buildings along

Vi scount Wy, including ny hone on Concorde Way. All ow ng additiona
nighttine HGV traffic would exacerbate this issue, disrupting the
peace and structural integrity of residential properties.

6. Current Disruptions from Construction Traffic: Since the
construction of the new units began, residents have already faced

i ncreased di sturbances, including work lorries, vans, and staff
vehi cl es parked al ong Vi scount Way. This has effectively turned our
smal | residential street into a business site, further highlighting
the need for strict delivery restrictions to protect our conmmunity.
Concl usion: The restriction on nighttine deliveries between 11: 00 PM
and 7: 00 AMis both necessary and reasonable. It ensures that
residents including famlies, the elderly, and those who work
irregular hours can enjoy uninterrupted rest, which is a basic human
right. Renoving Condition 32 would undermine the quality of life for
resi dents, jeopardize safety, and set a harnful precedent for future
applications.

For these reasons, | strongly object to the renoval of Condition 32
and urge the planning authority to uphold the existing restriction
in the interests of the community.



