
Memo
Date: 1-9-2010

To: Simon Chivers

Cc: Anita Ward

From: Roger Evans

Subject: N6/2010/1776/MA

Simon

I understand that the original application was refused, partly on noise grounds, and that on 
appeal certain agreements were reached before this new application was made. Nevertheless,
I have looked at this new application together with details of the suggested conditions and 
would comment as follows.

There are no specific figures provided in the noise report for LAeqs for the relevant time 1.
periods or precise details of the measuring positions. However from the NEC category 
information and the graphs provided I have attempted to assess the noise exposure 
across the site. 

The facades facing Broadwater Road in block 3 and in the units in the terrace to the 2.
South of Block 3 will need façade protection to ensure the levels indicated in BS8233 
are not exceeded. This will not be possible without the provision of acoustically 
attenuated mechanical ventilation. Trickle vents will only provide background ventilation, 
the 15dBA maximum attenuation provided by partially open windows is insufficient, so 
purge ventilation can only be achieved this way. This is also the case for the South 
elevation of block 3 and the North elevation up to a point 50m back from the North East 
corner of the block. This only applies to the bedrooms and living rooms in these 
locations.
Compliance with condition 10 should ensure that any other units needing extra 
attenuation will be identified. 

I considered Block 4 in connection with railway noise, specifically the façade facing the 3.
railway. I think this is marginal in terms of needing additional façade protection. However 
condition 10 applies so with the benefit of accurate figures this can be assessed. 

Block 4 has an enclosed internal courtyard so sound reverberation could inevitably be a  4.
problem. This will be entirely dependant on the behaviour of the residents and would 
preferably have been addressed by a different design rather than the resolution being an 
enforcement issue.  



I think the specification for noise attenuation measures is adequately covered in 5.
condition 10 and that condition 11 is unnecessary. 

I trust that the above is helpful – please note I will now be away until the 21st of September

Roger Evans  


