From Brooks W/ son, David C
Sent: 19 January 2006 11:01
To: Dyl an Bradl ey

Cc: Borysiew cz, Leszek K
Subj ect: We

Dear M Bradl ey,

Pr of essor Borysiew cz has passed your enmail of 16 January to nme for a
reply.

As you will be aware, the planning application to which you refer dates
back sone time. Principally the College objected to the origina
application on the grounds of health and safety due to the poor road
crossing arrangenents associated with the devel opnent. W di d however
make it clear at the tine that if the local authority had agreed to
install a pedestrian crossing, our objections could have been

al | evi at ed.

In addition, if the applicant in question had proposed a different
entrance route | can assure you we would not have | odged our fornal
obj ecti on.

Turning to the objection on flood Iighting, this was rai sed because the
original application referred to operating hours of 08h30-17h30 Monday
to Friday and it was not understood why it was necessary to instal
flood lighting, purely to save 1 hour of daylight in w nter nonths.

As you know, our plans for a science park in We are at an early stage
and we will take into account such issues in making our own proposals.
As you can see, with some m nor anmendnents, this scheme could have

pr oceeded.

| hope this has addressed your enquiry.
Yours sincerely,
Davi d Brooks Wl son, FCI'S, FCT, FCM

Director of Estates
| mperial Coll ege



