[bookmark: _MailOriginal]Subject: Planning Application RM/26/101639 – Concerns Regarding Noise, Lighting, Privacy and Boundary Arrangements

Dear Planning Officer,

Re: Planning Application RM/26/101639
As residents of Bramley Gardens whose property directly adjoins the proposed school development, we recognise the benefits that improved educational and sporting facilities could bring to the wider community. We are not opposed to development in principle and appreciate the importance of investing in local schools.

However, having carefully reviewed the application documents and consultation responses, particularly the comments from the Environmental Advisor, we remain concerned that several important issues may not yet have been fully assessed or resolved. We would welcome further clarification regarding noise, lighting and privacy management before any decision is made on the application:

Noise Assessment and Acoustic Mitigation
The Environmental Advisor's response indicates that compliance with the Council's noise standards is dependent on the proposed acoustic bunds and barriers, particularly along the eastern boundary adjoining Bramley Gardens and around the proposed 3G pitch. We note the comment:

"Of course this will need to be acceptable by my ecology colleagues etc."

This suggests that the acoustic bund may not yet be confirmed in its current form.
As the Environmental Noise Assessment appears to rely on these measures to achieve acceptable noise levels, it is unclear whether the assessment would remain valid if the bunds or barriers are amended or cannot be delivered due to ecological, landscape, drainage or other constraints?

Given that some predicted noise levels already appear close to the applicable limits, this raises concerns regarding the adequacy of protection, particularly during evening use of the 3G pitch and MUGA until 10 pm.

We would therefore be grateful if the Council could clarify:

· Whether the noise assessment remains valid if the proposed acoustic bunds and barriers cannot be implemented as assessed?
· What alternative mitigation measures have been considered, and whether they would provide an equivalent level of protection for us?

Floodlighting and Light Pollution
We are also concerned by the Environmental Advisor’s observations regarding the assessment of external lighting associated with the development, particularly the floodlighting proposed for the 3G sports pitch and MUGA. We note the following comment:

“The report is mainly focused on ecology and not neighbouring residential receptors. Further information is required regarding glare for nearby receptors, a light trespass assessment demonstrating compliance with ILP GN01 obtrusive light limits at the nearest residential properties as well as confirmation of the sports lighting class (BS EN 12193 or equivalent) and evidence that the design complies.”

This suggests that the current lighting information may not yet provide a full assessment of the impact on our home. Given the proximity of the sports facilities to our residential property in Bramley Gardens, we remain concerned that insufficient information has been provided regarding how excessive artificial lighting could affect our bedrooms, living rooms, gardens and other private spaces, impacting sleep, wellbeing and enjoyment of our home.

Residential Privacy and Overlooking
We are also concerned about the potential impact of the proposed development on the privacy and enjoyment of our home and garden. The submitted plans show outdoor sports facilities, pedestrian routes and associated activity located close to our residential boundary. This has the potential to be intrusive into our property, particularly from the proposed MUGA, surrounding areas and school buildings.

Our property has historically benefited from a reasonable degree of privacy. The introduction of school and community activities near our boundary could significantly alter this, resulting in an increased sense of intrusiveness, both during school hours and evening/weekend community use.

It is unclear whether the impact on our privacy has been specifically assessed, or whether any sightline studies have been undertaken? While the proposed bund and acoustic fencing may help mitigate these concerns, we seek reassurance that these measures will be delivered and retained as proposed. 

Without effective screening, the proximity of the MUGA and orientation of the school buildings could result in intrusive overlooking of our property and garden, particularly during winter months when existing boundary vegetation provides reduced screening.

We would therefore seek reassurance that the acoustic bunds and barriers are implemented as without a closed fence our privacy will be severely compromised.

Conclusion
Having reviewed the consultation responses and supporting documents, we remain concerned that several key matters, including acoustic mitigation, floodlighting, residential privacy and boundary screening, have not yet been fully resolved.

In our view, insufficient evidence has been provided to demonstrate that our property will be adequately protected from noise, light pollution, and loss of privacy arising from the proposed development and associated sports facilities.

We would therefore be grateful if the Council could confirm these matters will be fully assessed and satisfactorily addressed before any decision is made, and that we can review and comment on any additional information submitted during the determination of the application.

Thank you for your consideration. We look forward to your response.

Yours faithfully,

Mr & Mrs Jonathan & Natalie Duggan
No 7 Bramley Gardens
Horton Heath
Eastleigh
Hants SO50 7QB

