


activity cannot properly be assessed. The applicant's own noise and vibration
report admits the plant to be installed is "unknown."
(3) Road unsuitable for further HGV traffic:
KCC Highways confirms Queens Farm Road is "very narrow in places," with
unresolved concerns about HGV routing via the weight-restricted Green Farm
Lane. Given the road already struggles with two cars passing safely, any
additional HGV movement is unsustainable on this substandard rural lane.
(4) Cumulative harm from Apex Business Park should count against, not excuse,
this scheme:
Local evidence already documents HGVs unlawfully using weight-restricted
Green Farm Lane to serve Apex Business Park and Queens Farm units, with a
Lorry Watch scheme in place to report breaches. The Dickens Country Protection
Society's own consultee response cites these breaches in urging tighter control
of this site. Approving further commercial floorspace compounds a problem the
Council has not resolved, rather than justifying it.
(5) Existing agricultural traffic is not a fair comparator:
KCC's acceptance relies on the site "already" seeing occasional, seasonal
agricultural vehicle movements. Continuous commercial deliveries by vans and
HGVs differ in frequency, unpredictability and character, and should not be
waived on that basis.
(6) Heritage, vibration and lighting risks:
The site sits directly opposite the historic Queens Farmhouse within the
Conservation Area. Vibration from heavier vehicles and plant is unquantified
given the unknown end-use, and no lighting scheme has yet been fixed, risking
light spill onto neighbouring historic properties at night.
(7) Conclusion:
For the reasons set out above, I ask that the Council refuse this application.

Kind regards

 


