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1. INTRODUCTION

The information provided within this document includes the principles of how the
development will be managed from an environmental perspective during construction.

These principles will then be expanded and detailed within the Construction Phase Health &
Safety Plan and development environmental plans.

General Considerations

All contractors will be inducted and made aware of the requirements of the Construction and
Ecological Management Plan (CEMP) and will be monitored by the site management teams to
ensure compliance.

Itis accepted that construction of this nature within a residential environment will cause some
disruption to those living and working in close proximity and it is Barratt and David Wilson
Homes North Midlands responsibility to ensure any disruption is kept to an absolute practical
working minimum.

Construction works and delivery of materials shall not be carried out generally outside the
following times:

Monday to Friday - 0730-1800hrs
Saturdays - 0800-1300hrs
Sunday and Bank Holidays: No work where noise is audible at the site boundary

There may be a requirement to do some night working or working all hours of the weekend if
or when closures are required.

The site will be accessed by the construction of a new dual lane 3 arm roundabout on
Normandy Way with footways and cycleways to service the new housing development with
associated street lighting furniture.

The construction of the roundabout will be facilitated by a temporary S184 access.
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2. VEHICLE PARKING — OPERATIVES AND VISITORS

Parking will be made available on the construction site for operatives and site visitors.

The location of the parking is detailed on the Site Execution Plan (reference Appendix A). This
will also be detailed within a site-specific Traffic Management Plan, but the principles to be
followed will be as follows:

Parking to be retained within the confines of the development site.

Parking will be within a defined area and close to the main site offices and facilities.

Hardcore areas will be provided for parking. The hardcore will be well compacted and
laid on a geotextile membrane laid on sub soil.

No parking will be allowed along Normandy Way itself or on surrounding residential
roads.

LOADING AND UNLOADING OF PLANT & MATERIALS

Deliveries of materials and plant will be unloaded and loaded within the confines of the
construction site.

Most loads delivered to and from site will be covered.

Delivery of materials shall not be carried out outside the following times 0730-1800hrs Monday
to Friday, 0800-1300hrs on Saturdays, however, there may be a requirement to do some night
working or working all hours of the weekend if/when closures are required.

Avoid deliveries between 08:00-09:30 and 15:00-16:30 to prevent clashes with school drop-off
& pick-up times, due to close proximity of the Dorothy Goodman School and traffic from the
Community Hospital on Ashby Road.

Any vehicles that must wait for off-loading will be parked on roads within the confines of the
development site, in specified lay down areas.

All the above will be included within the site-specific Traffic Management Plan as part of the
developments Construction Phase Health & Safety Plan.

All contractors and suppliers will be issued with an information sheet clearly stating
acceptable delivery times and traffic management routes as part of our internal order issue
protocols.
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No construction traffic will access the site via Ashby Road; appropriate signage will be erected.
Please refer to the Site Execution Plan for the site access that is appended to this Construction
Management Plan.

The main access to the site which has Qutline Planning Permission, is located on Normandy
Way, this will via the construction of the S278 roundabout. Please see roundabout proposal on
Appendix C.

The construction of the roundabout will be facilitated by a $184 Temporary Access, which will
be to the east of the roundabout. This will only be required for the construction of the
roundabout, which is approx. 17 weeks.

Following completion of the roundabout construction, the temporary access will be made
good and constructed as per the approved S278 design. Please see Temporary Access proposal
on Appendix B.

4. SITE COMPOUND LOCATIONS

Site compounds will be securely fenced with, as a minimum, 2.00 m high hoarding and will be
situated within the confines of the development away from the site entrance to prevent the
possibility of delivery traffic queuing onto the highway and away from sensitive receptors such
as adjacent homes.

The compound locations for both Barratt Homes and David Wilson Homes North Midlands are
clearly defined within the development Site Execution Plan and may be subject to relocation
within the development should the execution plan require such a change.

5. STORAGE OF PLANT AND MATERIALS

Materials are to be stored within the secure site compound/storage areas which shall be
located away from sensitive receptors.

Valuable materials and equipment and materials sensitive to the weather will be kept within
locked steel containers or within the newly constructed buildings. Palleted materials will be
kept within designated areas and covered as appropriate. Plant will be locked and stored
within designated areas outside working hours.

6. WHEEL WASHING FACILITIES

During the infrastructure construction phases, there is the potential for delivery vehicles,
visitors to site and construction vehicles to track mud onto adjacent roads. This will be
managed through regular road sweeping.

Excess surface water, which could contribute to mud build up, will be minimized through
making drainage live at the earliest availability, using trapped gullies. Additionally, all external
works are designed to prevent surface water discharge onto the highway through on plot
drainage.
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Construction activities will be phased to minimize vehicle movements off completed highway
surfaces, which will reduce the potential for mud and dust to be created. Internal highways
will be regularly swept by our own mechanical attachment to our forklift trucks. All vehicles
will be checked for mud prior to leaving the site, with signage to remind visitors to do so.

7. CONTROL OF DUST AND DIRT

The following measures are to be imposed upon all contractors undertaking works on the
development and these will form part of the contract documentation with Barratt and David
Wilson Homes North Midlands:

Hard surfaces (stone) to be provided for haul routes — roads to be constructed to base
course level.

Temporary haul routes are to have a hardcore surface as a minimum and are to be
damped down in dry and windy conditions.

During prolonged periods of dry weather haul road/tarmac surfaces shall be made wet
using a towed water bowser.

No water to be discharged from the site on to the public highway.

Road sweepers are to be utilised on adjacent trunk roads and within the development
when necessary. Any sweeper arisings will be deposited by the waste carrier away
from site at a licensed tip.

Stockpiles of loose materials are to be retained on site for the minimum period of time.

Topsoil piles are to be sealed to stabilise the surface.

Hardcore used for haul roads and site compounds to be stockpiled for re- use.

Burning of waste on site is not permitted.

. A speed limit of 10mph is to be imposed on all vehicles within the development site
during the construction period.

. Debris netting will be installed on selected areas of heras fencing where dust/dirt is
likely to impact local residents/infrastructure.

. Sheeting/Terram is to be placed on selected stockpiles of material where dust/dirt is
likely to impact local residents/infrastructure.
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8. SITE WASTE MANAGEMENT PLAN and WASTE AUDIT

In accordance with the Barratt and David Wilson Homes North Midlands Site Waste
Management process, a site waste management plan will be developed for the construction
phase.

Barratt and David Wilson Homes North Midlands typically recycle 98% of all waste generated
from our developments, a statistic we are continually looking to improve upon.

The objectives of the site waste management plan are;

Retain as much as possible of the excavated material on site or within the development
area.

Control the removal of waste that has to be removed primarily using recycling and
where this cannot be achieved, disposed of responsibly to a licensed tip.

In order to mitigate the amount of waste generated, Barratt and David Wilson Homes North
Midlands will require their contractors to do the following;

Identify the waste types that are likely to be produced and aim to reduce the amount
of waste as much as possible, through identifying routes to re-use or recycle materials.

Control access to storage areas to minimize risk of theft or damage.
Store any materials away from sensitive locations in fenced off areas.
Label all waste storage and skips, detailing the type of waste.

Employ a just-in-time policy to deliver materials in order to reduce the storage time
and therefore waste on site.

Encourage using recycled materials and recycling of any materials used on site rather
than disposing of them (including timber, aggregates, soil, tarmac, bricks, masonry,
concrete and glass), e.g. hardcore used for haul roads and site compounds to be
stockpiled and re-used for following contracts.

On all Barratt and David Wilson Homes North Midlands sites, waste is split into the below
various streams;

Wood

Timber

Light Weight Compactable
Plasterboard

Metal

Mixed Waste
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9. ECOLOGY WORKS

Zebra Ecology carried out an Ecological Impact Assessment Report (March 2024) for the
development. This report was informed and an extension of the Ecological Appraisal report
from July 2023.

As part of the report, there were no constraints identified due to protected species other than
precautionary procedures to prevent injury or harm to any potential foraging badgers, of
which there is evidence around the edges of site. There has since been a survey carried out,
more details on this below.

In order to facilitate the Temporary Access, the existing verge and vegetation will be required
to be removed. We have proposed for these works to be completed outside of bird nesting
season.

Below are findings from the report, included in Appendix D.

Badgers

The site was assessed in February 2026 for evidence of badger activity within the site
boundary and within a 30m buffer of the site boundary where there may be badger access.
4 No. setts were identified outside the site boundary; however, their respective 30m

disturbance buffers extend into the site and are therefore applicable for further monitoring.

Currently, ecology specialists will monitor for badger activity over 21-day period from 04.03.26
to 25.03.26. If no activity is witnessed, the setts will be closed.

If any badger activity is recorded, a license from Natural England will be required to legitmise
any works that have the potential to disturb badgers such as earthworks or construction
within 30m of the sett.

Great Crested Newts

No great crested newts were recorded within any of the ponds during any survey visits.

Breeding Birds

2 No. surveys were completed during the 2024 breeding bird survey season. The breeding bird
surveys were conducted in June and July 2023, as per the latest Bird Survey Guidelines.

In total, 117 registrations for 23 species of bird have been recorded during the survey visits.
The breeding bird assemblage utilising the site was typical of the on-site habitats, mainly
comprising common and widespread bird species.

The survey notes that the habitat across the site represents a low level of importance for
breeding opportunity for common and widespread bird species identified during the survey
efforts.
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All vegetation clearance will be carried out outside bird nesting season, and an ecologist will
be present if any issue occurs in bird nesting season.

Bat Activity

Occasional bat activity was recorded during the walked transect surveys of at least five
species. Most of the activity recorded was from common pipistrelle bat breed.

Any trees that noted bat activity are proposed to be retained.
Riparian Mammals

No riparian mammals (i.e. water vole, otter) or evidence of these protected species have been
recorded on-site.

10. ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION

Spillage prevention measures must be put into place during all site works such as spill kits,
Gulliblok to be used on all gullies on site. There will also need to be a site pollution action plan
put in place so that significant spillage occurs and there are clear directions for what action
must be taken.

Prior to any discharge into the existing sewer, as per the approved storm water drainage
design, the outlet headwall, flow restrictor and pond along with silt trap must be in place, we
will also use coir (or similar approved) at the outfall headwall to further prevent any silts or
suspended solids from entering any watercourse.

In addition to the measures outlined above — silt discharge is prevented at source through the
utilisation of the Gulliblock product. Additionally, the surface waters will discharge via
Hydrobrake manholes in the 4 No lagoons before discharging into the existing system —
allowing for further separation of any sediment.

Post-construction and during occupation the designed systems will be in place to prevent a
detrimental environmental impact. All foul water will be discharged into in its entirety to the
adoptable systems that surround the site. As aforementioned, the storm system will be
discharged into the attenuation basins west of the site. The permanent design of the
attenuation basins allows for particulates and sediments to be captured by the landscaped
basin, prior to discharge into the brook which improves the water quality. A resident-funded
management company will be employed to maintain the attenuation basins, which will ensure
that the effectiveness of this system is upheld continuously.

Water Quality and Surface Water Run-Off

The site is located wholly within flood zone 1, which is land defined as having a low probability
of flooding from rivers or seas. The nearest EA Flood Extents are located approximately 1.6km
north of the site, attributed to the River Tweed. An Unnamed Ordinary Watercourse (UOW)
flows adjacent to the western boundary of the site, and outfalls to the River Tweed
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approximately 2.0km downstream of the site.

The unnamed ordinary watercourse is on the western boundary of the development with all
the lagoons out-falling to this watercourse.

The site is not at risk from coastal/tidal inundation.
Measures during Construction

The site’s surface water run-off will be controlled with regular site visits focusing on SW
management. This SW management will be monitored on a 4-weekly basis by the Barratt and
David Wilson Homes North Midlands Technical Team.

The SW will be constantly reviewed by the Technical Team as construction progresses to
ensure the principles of the SW management are adhered to throughout the construction
phase of the development.

Soil Management Plan

Barratt and David Wilson Homes North Midlands and our contractors will implement the soils
management strategy for the development and review its control and effectiveness on a
monthly basis and revise as necessary. This is to ensure the control of spoil movements both
on and off site are carried out at an appropriate time to ensure the control of dust, surface
water flows and mud on roads is minimised.

In order to prevent surface water run-off from exposed sub soils and the mobilization of silts
Barratt and David Wilson Homes North Midlands and their contractors will ensure:

e Works are undertaken in accordance with a spoil management plan and a surface
water management plan.

e The earthworks phasing highlighted within the plan are located away from sensitive
surface water receptors.

Stock piled spoil arising are to be located within a standoff zone of at least 5m from
site boundaries and stockpiles sealed or sheeted if required to prevent dust.

All surface water channels or inlets will be gulley bagged/ bunged depending on the
proximity of the stripped topsoil. If required, silt fencing should be erected at the base
of any stockpile to control run-off or geotextile membrane can be used to cover
stockpiles (aiming to limit soil erosion from rainfall).

Noise Mitigation

Noise mitigation measures may be required for certain operations which will take place during
development process, these may include but are not limited to the following.
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Movement of machinery

Excavation of soils in rock.

Breaking of surface materials by mechanical breakers.
Demolition.

Crushing of stone and concrete materials.

Tree and hedge trimming works.

Unloading and loading of lorries

It is accepted that construction of this nature will cause an elevation of noise above the
average baseline dBA. Therefore, the development site will work to the max decibel level at
the site boundaries of 75dBA. In the event of any excessive noise operations Barratt and David
Wilson Homes North Midlands are to ensure control measures are in place, providing the
correct level of attenuation to 75 dB for the duration of the permitted working hours
referenced within Section 1 — Introduction.

Nuisance from noise emitting operations will be controlled by the following methods.

Noise operations will be risk assessed to ensure the task is necessary and if an
alternative method or equipment can be used to mitigate noise.

Modern machinery will be utilised.

The use of noise attenuating barriers will be used for specific operations in localised
areas which may create excessive noise. For example, rock breaking beyond the 75dBA
limit.

Noise bunds will be built if required to protect sensitive receptors such as existing
residential properties if this is deemed required.

A Noise Impact report was produced by BWB Consulting in January 2026 and noted no issues
with noise levels within the development except for the area where the Muga is proposed.
Please see report which is included within Appendix E.

All best practicable means will be used to minimize, as far as reasonably practicable, the levels
of noise, dust and vibration to which neighboring residential premises will be exposed. Where
possible, best practice mitigation measures will be carried out at all times, although it may not
be possible to fully comply during emergency situations and during occasions where adverse
weather conditions such as prolonged periods of dry or windy conditions occur.

11. PILING

For plots that will have a piling design solution, see requirements below:

In assessing the impact of any piling operations, the contractor will comply with the
recommendations set out in the relevant current British Standard BS5228 Part 4 “Code of
practice for noise and vibration control applicable to piling operations”.

Where practicable pile driving shall be by jacking. The use of conventional impact hammers
should, wherever possible, be avoided. Any pile driving is to be carried out by plant equipped
with a recognised noise reducing system.
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12. TRAINING

As part of Barratt and David Wilson Homes North Midlands SHE procedures, the following will
be employed to ensure environmental objectives are met throughout the duration of the
project:

Site specific induction for all operatives before commencement works on the
development.

SHE briefing to all personnel throughout the duration of the project to suit.

Our own internal SHE audit team will inspect the site and assess against our specific
development plans.

Engagement meeting will take place with work force on a quarterly basis and recorded.
All site management have been trained in Environmental Awareness.

Barratt and David Wilson Homes North Midlands hold a current ISO14001 Certificate.




APPENDICES

Appendix A: Site Infrastructure Execution Plan
Appendix B: Site Access $S184 Layout
Appendix C: Site Access $278 Layout
Appendix D: Ecology Appraisal

Appendix E: Noise Report
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FPCR &

Ourref: 13713 /KD / JIM

Haroon Lulat
Barratt & David Wilson Homes

20% February 2026

Dear Haroon

RE: Land North of Normandy Way, Hinckley - Badger Pre-Commencement Survey

The following letter has been prepared by FPCR Environmental and Design Ltd. (FPCR) on behalf
of Barratt & David Wilson Homes and provides the results of an update badger survey at land
north of Normandy Way, Hinckley (central OS grid reference: SP 42576 95913), hereafter
referred to as the 'Site’.

Due to the sensitive nature of this species, effects arising from disclosure of badger activity
evidence and sett lacations, this document is strictly confidential. It must not be distributed,
published, or atherwise released into the public domain.

This letter has been prepared to satisfy condition 27 of the reserved matters (Hinckley &
Bosworth Borough Council reference: 25/01143/REM) which specifies:

“No development shall take place (including ground works or vegetation clearance) until an
updated badger survey has been submitted to and approved in writing by the Local Planning
Authority. This survey is to be carried out within 6 months of the likely commencement of works
on site. It is to include details on mitigation measures for badgers if necessary (such as badger
gates). All works are to proceed strictly in accordance with the approved document.”

Relevant Legislation

Badgers are protected under the Protection of Badgers Act 1992". This act is based on the need
to protect badgers from baiting and deliberate harm or injury. The act makes it an offence to:

o Wilfully kill, injure, take possess or cruelly ill-treat a badger, or attempt to do so; and

bsi~mowm
FPCR Environment and Design Ltd | Registered in England Na. 7128076 o Proudly URBA
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Page 2 of 6

e To intentionally or recklessly interfere with a sett. Sett interference includes disturbing
badgers whilst they are occupying a sett, as well as damaging or destroying a sett or
obstructing access routes.

A sett is defined as: “Any structure or place that displays signs indicating current use by a
badger”.

Work that disturbs badgers whilst accupying a sett is illegal without a licence; badgers may be
disturbed by work near the sett even if there is no direct interference or damage to the sett.
Generally the types of activity requiring a licence include:

e Using heavy machinery (generally tracked vehicles) within 30m of any entrance to
an active sett;

e Using lighter machinery (generally wheeled vehicles), particularly for any digging
operation, within 20m;

¢ Light work such as scrub clearance or hand digging within 10m.

Licences only allow works to be carried out between July and November inclusive.

Methodology

In order to satisfy condition 27 of the above reserved matters, an update badger survey of the
whole Site, plus a 30m radius to the Site (where accessible) was undertaken on the 10t of
February 2026 by suitably experienced ecologists from FPCR.

The survey aimed ta identify any significant changes in the presence or absence of badger setts,
latrines, runs, or other signs of commuting and/or foraging activity in comparison to previous
survey results. The assessment was undertaken in accordance with standard badger survey
methodologies and best practice guidance?.

Results
The update badger survey undertaken on the 10% of February 2026 identified evidence of badger
activity and active setts within the Site or surrounding 30m radius.

The survey recorded:

Sett Number Entrance Activity

of Holes Classification s

Entrance cleared of debris. No
evidence of freshly excavated
spoil by the sett nor

Disused . surrounding area. A defined run

S1 - Outlier - 1 Partllally leading to and from the
Parl:cjall%/ Active entrance is present. No recent
used -

footprints, guard hairs, latrines,
or bedding material recorded
within the vicinity however,

2 2 Harris, S., Cresswell, P. & Jefferies, D. 1989. Surveying Badgers. Occasional publication of the Mammal Society No.9

FPCR Environment and Design Ltd | Registered in England No. 7128076 i
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Sett Number Entrance Activity

of Holes Classification s

several snuffle holes were
recorded along hedgerows.

Entrance cleared of debris. No
evidence of freshly excavated
spoil by the sett nor
surrounding area. A defined run
leading to and from the
entrance is present. No recent
footprints, guard hairs, latrines,
or bedding material recorded
within the vicinity however,
several snuffle holes were
recorded along hedgerows.

Disused
-2
Paritally
used -1

Partially

S2 - QOutlier Active

Entrance filled with debris and
overgrown, with no evidence of
freshly excavated spoil by the
sett nor surrounding area. No
clearly defined or well-used run
leading to or from the entrance.
No recent footprints, guard
hairs, latrines, or bedding
material recorded within the
vicinity. The entrance edges
appeared weathered. Within
close proximity rabbit
footprints were recorded
leading to rabbit warrens.

Disused

S3 - Qutlier >

Inactive

Entrance filled with debris and
leaf litter, with no evidence of
freshly excavated spoil by the
sett nor surrounding area. No
clearly defined or well-used run
leading to or from the entrance.
No recent footprints, guard
hairs, latrines, or bedding
material recorded within the
vicinity. The entrance edges
appeared weathered, with
cobwebs present across the
opening, indicating lack of
recent mammal activity.

Disused

S4 - Qutlier 1

Inactive

FPCB Environrr?ent and.Design Ltd | Regi.stered in England No. 7128076 enVi ron m ent
Registered Office: Lockington Hall, Lockington, Derby, DE74 2RH & d .
esign
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Sett

Number
of Holes

Entrance

Activity
Classification

Reasoning

S5 - Qutlier

Disused
-2

Inactive

Entrance filled with debris and
leaf litter, with no evidence of
freshly excavated spoil by the
sett nor surrounding area. The
area within proximity was clear
and likely may be used by
foraging mammals but no
clearly defined or well-used run
leading to or from the entrance.
No recent footprints, guard
hairs, latrines, or bedding
material recorded within the
vicinity. The entrance edges
appeared weathered.

S6 - Qutlier

Disused
-2

Inactive

Entrance filled with debris and
leaf litter, with no evidence of
freshly excavated spoil by the
sett nor surrounding area. The
area within proximity was clear
and likely may be used by
foraging mammals but no
clearly defined or well-used run
leading to or from the entrance.
No recent footprints, guard
hairs, latrines, or bedding
material recorded within the
vicinity. The entrance edges
appeared weathered.

S7 - Outlier

Disused
-1
Paritally
used -1

Partially
Active

Entrance cleared of debris. No
evidence of freshly excavated
spoil by the sett nor
surrounding area. A defined run
leading to and from the
entrance is present. No recent
footprints, guard hairs, latrines,
or bedding material recorded
within the vicinity.

S8 - Outlier

Disused
-4

Inactive

Entrance filled with debris and
leaf litter, with no evidence of
freshly excavated spoil by the
sett nor surrounding area. No
clearly defined or well-used run
leading to or from the entrance.
No recent footprints, guard
hairs, latrines, or bedding
material recorded within the
vicinity. The entrance edges
appeared weathered, with

FPCR Environment and Design Ltd | Registered in England No. 7128076
Registered Office: Lockington Hall, Lockington, Derby, DE74 2RH
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Sett Number Entrance Activity

of Holes Classification s

cobwebs present across the
opening, indicating lack of
recent mammal activity.

Entrance somewhat cleared of
debris. No evidence of freshly
excavated spoil by the sett nor
surrounding area. A defined run
leading to and from the
entrance is present. No recent
footprints, guard hairs, latrines,
or bedding material recorded
within the vicinity. Within close
proximity rabbit footprints
were recorded leading to rabbit
warrens.

Paritally
used -1

Partially

S9 - Qutlier Active

Entrance covered in vegetation,
with no evidence of freshly
excavated spoil by the sett nor
surrounding area. No clearly
defined or well-used run
leading to or from the entrance.
No recent footprints, guard
Inactive hairs, latrines, or bedding
material recorded within the
vicinity. The entrance edges
appeared weathered. Within
close proximity rabbit
footprints were recorded
leading to rabbit warrens.

Disused

S10 - Outlier 1

Entrance covered in vegetation,
with no evidence of freshly
excavated spoil by the sett nor
surrounding area. No clearly
defined or well-used run
leading to or from the entrance.
No recent footprints, guard
Inactive hairs, latrines, or bedding
material recorded within the
vicinity. The entrance edges
appeared weathered. Within
close proximity rabbit
footprints were recorded
leading to rabbit warrens.

Disused

S11 - Outlier 1

FPCR Environment and Design Ltd | Registered in England No. 7128076 i
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Discussion / Conclusion

Badger activity was recorded throughout the Site during the updated badger survey. Evidence
comprised active setts and numerous snuffle holes, predominantly associated with boundary
habitats. These habitats are functioning as established foraging and commuting corridors for
badgers and other terrestrial mammals.

Active badger setts were confirmed and present a constraint to the proposed development.
Setts S1, 52, 57, and S9 are classified as active.

The current planning layout (drawing reference: HAB56/101Ce, Rev: E) for development
indicates proposed residential development within close proximity to these setts. In accordance
with the Protection of Badgers Act 1992, warks undertaken within 30m of an active sett that
have the potential to cause disturbance would be likely to require a licence fram Natural
England.

All identified setts will be subject to direct or indirect impacts under the current development
proposals. At this stageit is recommended that setts $1,52, 57, and 59 are subject to monitoring.
If monitoring confirms activity and disturbance cannot be avoided closure under licence will be
required. It should be noted that lLandowner permission will be required to facilitate monitoring
of Setts S1and S2, as these are located outside the Site boundary.

Sett monitoring would typically comprise a minimum of 21 consecutive days of camera
surveillance to establish current levels of activity and to inform and support licence application.

All works should follow precautionary measures te avoid harming or killing badgers these are
detailed within the Construction and Environmental Management Plan.

We trust the information above provided satisfies the condition requirements of the Local
Authority, but if you have any further queries, please do not hesitate to contact me.

Yours sincerely

FPCR Environment and Design Ltd | Registered in England No. 7128076 i
Registered Office: Lockington Hall, Lockington, Derby, DE74 2RH F P R g(ndVI r(.)n m ent
C esign

Derby | Dorking | Exeter | Sheffield | Wareham | York



Le=mmm——

-

|
A
-
83
/'.
.
Thusl drawing '5 the property of FPCR Enviri

unauthorised person, either whaolly or in par

Ordnance Survey material - Crown Copyright. Allrights reserved. Licence Number: 100C

- gy
Ch oy

il P

Whstlied Faimn

s6

-
s
"..---—-.,.
-
3
& e
4
’
r
r ]
] I
1 [
[ 1
L] .
1
A
.
.
o

ol

Mo andy vy

the condition it is not reproduced, retained or disclos

30 (Centrer

nment and Design Ltd

slive.c

-

¥ -~ L 2 % & .
856M\CIS\E - Badgers\13856 Badger Survey (12.02.26)\1385

712 e: mail@fper.co.uk w:

fper.co.uk

heS

‘\

-
L DPY g

lincklzy and Doswarth

Commw ity | lospital

-

~ Eunnye de Ferm

ss Pond

. Greage

=

Achiby_

- FPCR!

0 50 100m

Site Boundary

Badger Sett (with reference)
@ Outlier Sett - Partially Active

@ Outlier Sett - Disused
10m Sett Buffer
20m Sett Buffer

30m Sett Buffer

Field Signs
B Notable Non-Badger Sign

Snuffle hole

CONFIDENTIAL:
NOT TO BE RELEASED INTO THE PUBLIC DOMAIN

drawn date

20/02/26

drwn/chkd

KD / 1Im

client

BDW North Midlands

project

Hinckley North - Phase 2

title scale

BADGER SURVEY RESULTS PLAN 1:2,250 @ A3

number rev

FIGURE 1 -

environment
& design



APPENDIX E




a= BWB

A GAF GROUP COMPANY

ADVISORY

Barratt Homes

Normandy Way

Hinckley

Noise Impact Assessment

256309

www.bwbconsulting.com



Normandy Way

Noise Impact Assessment
March 2026

256309

ADVISORY

Barratt Homes

Normandy Way

Hinckley

Noise Impact Assessment

March 2026

Page | i



Normandy Way

Noise Impact Assessment
March 2026

256309

DOCUMENT ISSUE RECORD

Document Number:

BWB Reference: 256309_001_PO2

Revision Status Author: Checked: Approved:
lan Wallbank BSc Luke Pickering Sam Ellwood BSc
POl 07/01/2026 Issue (Hons) MIOA BSc (Hons) MIOA (Hons) MIOA
lan Wallbank BSc
(Hons) MIOA Luke Pickering Sam Ellwood BSc
Po2 05/03/2026 Issue James Storey Bsc | BSc (Hons) MIOA (Hons) MIOA
(Hons) AMIOA
Notice

This document has been prepared for the sole use of the Client in accordance with the terms of the appointment
under which it was produced. BWB Consulting Limited accepts no responsibility for any use of or reliance on the
contents of this document by any third party. No part of this document shall be copied or reproduced in any form
without the prior written permission of BWB.

Page | ii



Normandy Way

Noise Impact Assessment
March 2026

256309

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

This noise impact assessment has been prepared by BWB Consulting (BWB) on behalf of
Barratt Homes (the Client) in support of a reserved matters application for a proposed
residential development comprising 406 dwellings (The Site).

A baseline noise survey was undertaken to inform the outline application in January 2022 and
has been used for the basis of the subsequent assessment. A detailed noise assessment has
been undertaken in accordance with current standards and guidance; and a condition
enforced by Hinckley and Bosworth Borough Council.

Predictive noise modelling has demonstrated that all private garden areas are expected to
achieve the upper guideline level of 55 dB Laeq16nin accordance with BS 8233. Therefore,
mitigation will not be required to reduce noise levels in outdoor living areas of any dwelling.

The assessment shows that with appropriate noise mitigation measures including the provision
of appropriate glazing and ventilation strategies, noise break-in from road and farm noise
can be adequately controlled in accordance with BS 8233 guidance.

Noise from the unmitigated MUGA is expected to exceed AGP guidance noise levels at the
nearest receptors. Mitigation has been recommended in the form of a suitable glazing and
ventilation strategy for affected dwellings.

An assessment of overheating has found that some dwellings are expected to exceed the
criteria given in Approved Document O. For these dwellings, the simplified method cannot
be applied due to the influence of external noise. Consequently, dynamic thermal
modelling, following the procedures of CIBSE TM59, is required to assess the risk of
overheating under redlistic occupancy and environmental conditions.
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INTRODUCTION
Instruction

BWB Consulting (BWB) was instructed by Barratt Homes (the Client) to undertake a Noise
Impact Assessment in support of a reserved matters application for a proposed
residential development comprising 406 dwellings (The Site).

This assessment has been undertaken based on the results of a baseline noise survey on
the Site. The results of the survey have been assessed in accordance with current
standards and guidance.

The purpose of this Technical Note is to address the following Planning Condition relating
to noise:

“Any forthcoming Reserved Matters application shall include a scheme for protecting
the proposed dwellings from noise from the adjacent road network and the adjacent
farms has been submitted and approved by the Local Planning Authority. All works
which form part of the scheme shall be completed before any of the permitted
dwellings are first occupied”

Where appropriate, consideration has been given to noise mitigation measures to
reduce noise levels at noise sensitive receptors.

This report is necessarily technical in nature, so to assist the reader, a glossary of acoustic
terminology can be found in Appendix A.

Site Setting

The Site currently comprises several existing structures amongst open farmland. The Site
is bound by Normandy Way to the south with existing commercial and residential
premises situated beyond. To the west the Site is bordered by Phase 1 of the
development with Stoke Road beyond. To the north-west lies an existing farm with an
existing residential building. To the north, the Site is bordered by open farmland with
Hinckley and Bosworth Community Hospital to the north-east. To the east, the Site is
bordered by residential dwellings off Ashby Road.

The location of the Site is shown in Figure 1.1.
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Figure 1.1: Site location

(] site Boundary

Proposed Development

1.8 The proposed development comprises 406 dwellings with a MUGA close to the east
boundary of the Site. The proposed site layout is shown below in Figure 1.2.
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STANDARDS AND GUIDANCE
National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF)

Published in December 2024, this document sets out the Government's planning policies
for England. It makes the following reference to noise in the section entitled Conserving
and enhancing the natural environment:

“187.  Planning policies and decisions should confribute to and enhance the natural
and local environment by:

[..]

e) preventing new and existing development from contributing to, being put at
unacceptable risk from, or being adversely affected by, unacceptable levels
of soil, air, water or noise pollution or land instability. Development should,
wherever possible, help to improve local environmental conditions such as air
and water quality, taking into account relevant information such as river basin
management plans.”

It also makes the following references to noise in the Section entitled Ground conditions
and pollution:

"198.  Planning policies and decisions should also ensure that new development is
appropriate for its location taking into account the likely effects (including
cumulative effects) of poliution on health, living conditions and the natural
environment, as well as the potential sensitivity of the site or the wider area to
impacts that could arise from the development. In doing so they should:

a) mitigate and reduce to a minimum potential adverse impact resulting from
noise from new development —and avoid noise giving rise to significant adverse
impacts on health and the quality of life7;

b) identify and protect tranquil areas which have remained relatively
undisturbed by noise and are prized for their recreational and amenity value
for this reason.

72 See Explanatory Note to the Noise Policy Statement for England (Department
for Environment, Food & Rural Affairs, 2010)."

BS 8233:2014 Guidance on Sound Insulation and Noise Reduction for Buildings

This standard provides guidance for the conftrol of noise in and around buildings. The
guidance provided within the document is applicable to the design of new buildings,
or refurbished buildings undergoing a change of use, but does not provide guidance
on assessing the effects of changes in the external noise levels to occupants of an
existing building.
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2.4 The guidance provided includes appropriate internal and external noise level criteria
which are applicable to dwellings and office for steady external noise sources. It is
stated that it is desirable that the internal ambient noise level does not exceed the
following criteria set out in Table 2.1 below:

Table 2.1: Summary of internal ambient noise levels to be achieved in habitable rooms

Internal noise level criteria (Lae, 7, dB)

B Loeztan Daytime Night-time
(07:00 - 23:00hrs) (23:00 - 07:00hrs)
Resting Living room 35 -
Dining Dining room/area 40 -
S[eepmg - Bedroom 35 30
(daytime resting)

2.5  Whilst BS 8233:2014 recognises that a guideline value may be set in terms of Sound
Exposure Level (SEL) or Larmax for the assessment of regular individual noise events that
can cause sleep disturbance during the night-time, a specific criterion is not stipulated.
Accordingly, reference has been made in this assessment to the World Health
Organisation (WHQ) 1999: Guidelines for Community Noise.

2.6  With respect to external amenity space such as gardens and patios it is stated that it is
desirable that the noise level does hot exceed 50 dB Laeq 1, With an upper guideline value
of 55 dB Laeq1 Which would be acceptable in noisier environments. It is then confirmed
that higher external noise criteria may be appropriate under certain circumstances such
as within city centres urban areas, and locations adjoining the strategic transportation
network, where it may be necessary to compromise between elevated noise levels and
other factors such as convenience of living, and efficient use of land resource.

World Health Organisation (WHO) 1999: Guidelines for Community Noise

2.7  The World Health Organisation (WHQO) guidance: 1999: Guidelines for community noise
includes guidance for individual maximum noise events during the night-time. This
document draws upon guidance from Vallet and Vernay, which states:

“For good sleep, it is believed that indoor sound pressure levels should not exceed
approximately 45 dB Larmax more than 10-15 times per night"

Sport England Design Guidance Note - Artificial Grass Pitch (AGP) Acoustics -
Planning Implications, 2015

2.8 The above guidance document expands on the general technical advice already
available from Sport England. It provides details of acoustic implications associated with
such facilities and follows on from an acoustic research programme involving detailed
analysis of relevant noise guidance documents and site testing in a range of locations.

2.9 It proposes appropriate noise criteria and assessment methods and outlines practical
measures that can be applied to reduce noise in particularly sensitive areas.
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It refers to the World Health Organisation (WHQO) document Guidelines for Community
Noise (1999) which provides guidance for outdoor living areas that states that to avoid
‘moderate annoyance' during the daytime and evening the noise level should not
exceed 50dB Laeq1. WHO guidelines for residential development are typically calculated
over a 16-hour daytime period. For an arftificial grass pitch, a 16-hour assessment period
may not fruly reflect the noise impact as it considers times of use and non-use. It is
suggested an appropriate assessment period is for one hour, Laeqg,1n as this is typically the
period for a community sports session on an AGP.

The document identifies that, from measurement data, a typical free-field noise level of
58dB Laeqin at a distance of 10 metres (m) from the side-line halfway marking has been
determined as representative for noise from an AGP. The document goes on to state
that, when a site is in an open location, noise levels of 50dB Laeq,1n can be achieved at
a distance of 40m at 1.5m above local ground height.

Approved Document O (Overheating Mitigation)

This document provides guidance on how to comply with Part O of the building
regulations. The aim of Part O of the building regulations is to protect the health and
welfare of occupants of the building by reducing the occurrence of high indoor
temperatures. Approved Document O (ADQO) provides guidance on how to comply
with Part O of the building regulations and applies to new residential development only.

Paragraphs 3.2 and 3.3 of ADO refer to noise within bedrooms at night. It is considered
that the intention is to manage the impact from sound generated from all non-natural
sources. Sources such as road, rail and air traffic, sources of an industrial or commercial
nature, and sounds arising from entertainment venues are all within scope.

Paragraph 2.10 of ADQ lists the means for removing excess heat as:

“"Opening Windows

Ventilation louvres in external walls

A mechanical ventilation system

A mechanical cooling system”

Paragraph 3.2 of AD-O states:

“In locations where external noise may be an issue (for example, where the local
planning authority considered external noise to be an issue at the planning stage), the
overheating mitigation strategy should take into account of the likelihood that windows
will be closed during sleeping hours (11pm to 7am).”

Paragraph 3.3 of AD-O states:

“Windows are likely to be closed during sleeping hours if noise within bedrooms
exceeds the following limits.

(a) 40 dB Laeqraveraged over 8 hours (between 1'lpm and 7am).
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(b) 55 dB Larmax more than 10 times a night (between T1pm and
7am).”

The document goes on to state that ventilators and windows should be open as
required based on the overheating mitigation strategy. Where there is a natural
ventilation strategy using open windows, the extent to which windows will need to be
opened will depend on the physical arrangement, environmental conditions, and the
number of room occupants, as determined in the CIBSE TM5%9 dynamic thermal
modelling.

The Association of Noise Consultants (ANC) issued a guide in November 2024 entitled
"Approved Document O Noise Guide".

Table 1 of this guidance document is replicated in Table 2.4 and defines the noise levels
at moderate and high-risk locations when considering the simplified assessment

method.

Table 2.4: Noise Levels Using the Simplified Method

Moderate Risk

Parameter High Risk Location .
Location
Laeq, sh averaged over 8 hours (between 11pm and 45 dB 50 dB
7am)
Larmax more than 10 times a night (between 11pm 60 dB 65 dB
and 7am)

For clarity, the above table suggests that the sound insulation performance of the
external building fabric when a window is open wide enough to comply with the
guidance in ADQ, is only in the region of 5 dB for high risk locations (where the opening
is larger), and 10 dB for moderate risk locations (where the required window opening is
smaller).

Where the simplified method cannot be used, dynamic thermal modelling is required
following the procedures of CIBSE TM59. The equivalent area of the open windows
required to mitigate overheating determined through thermal modelling can then be
used to determine internal noise levels and compare against the ADO acoustic criteria.

Consultation with Hinckley and Bosworth Borough Council

In January 2022, consultation was undertaken with Mr. Simon Smith, Senior
Environmental Health Officer at Hinckley and Bosworth Borough Council via email. A
response was received from Mr. Smith on 21st January 2022, agreeing to the
methodology.

Following the baseline noise survey, further consultation was undertaken with Mr Smith,
where it was also agreed that noise associated with the existing commercial premises
to the south need not to be considered within the assessment as road traffic was
dominant during periods of observation.
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2.24  As part of the consultation, Mr Smith noted that should the existing farm remain as an
operating premises, consideration should be given to the impact of noise associated
with farm operations within the assessment.

2.25 Mr Smith provided further correspondence on 18th October 2023 in which he advised
that he had been out to the Site to investigate whether plant noise from Hinckley and
Bosworth Community Hospital to the north-east would pose a noise constraint. Mr Smith
confirmed that having visited the Site, he was satisfied that noise from plant associated
with the hospital need not be considered.
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3. BASELINE NOISE SURVEY

3.1 A baseline noise survey was undertaken to inform the outline application in January
2022. The results of which have been utilised to determine noise levels incident on the
Site due to road fraffic on Normandy Way to the south. The measurement location
adopted during the survey is identified in Figure 3.1.

Figure 3.1: Baseline Noise Survey Location

Legend

=) Site Boundary
§ ® Measurement Location g

Contains OS data © Crown copyright (2024) e

Survey Methodology

Noise Medasurement Location 1 (ML1)

3.2 Noise measurements were undertaken at ML1 over a 24-hour period commencing at
15:00 on Thursday 27t January 2022. The microphone at ML1 was established at 1.8 m
above local ground level and at 15 m from nearside kerb edge of Normandy Way to
the south. The noise climate at ML1 was dominated by road traffic on Normandy Way.
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Measurement Equipment

3.3 The baseline noise survey was undertaken using the Class 1 specification noise
measurement equipment detailed in Table 3.1. Equipment was calibrated using a
portable calibrator immediately before and after the measurements with no significant
drift in calibration observed. The sound level meter, pre-amplifier and microphone were
cdlibrated to UKAS standards at an accredited laboratory within the 24 months prior to
the measurements. The portable calibrator was calibrated within the 12 months
preceding the date of the survey.

Table 3.1: Noise Measurement Equipment

Position Equipment Make & Model Serial Number
Sound Level Meter SVAN 971 60745
Microphone ACO 7052E 64535
ML Preamp SV18 66815
Calibrator B&K DBO311 449050

Meteorological Conditions

The weather throughout the survey remained conducive to environmental noise
measurement, it being dry with winds <6ms-1.

Measurement Results
3.4  Asummary of measured sound pressure levels at ML1 is presented in Table 3.2 and

3.5 Table 3.3 below. Further details of the survey data are presented in Appendix B.

Table 3.2: Summary of Measured Sound Pressure Level at ML1

Start Time Period (T) dB Laeqt dB Laso 2 | dB Lafmax®
Daytime 27/01/2022 15:00 16-hours 62! 56 -
Night-Time 27/01/2022 23:00 8-hours 56 37 74

T logarithmic average Laecq,15mirs Noise level between 15:00 — 23:00 on 27/01/22 and between 07:00 — 15:00 on 28/01/22
2 arithmetic average Laso,15mine duting measurement period
3 10" highest Lamax noise levels during measurement period

Table 3.3: Summary of Octave Band Measured Sound Pressure Levels at ML1
Sound Pressure Level (dB) per Octave Band (Hz)

Daytime 70 64 60 53 59 56 46 39
Night-Time 63 57 53 45 52 50 40 30
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4. ASSESSMENT

4.1 This assessment considers noise from roads, farm and the proposed MUGA on proposed
sensitive receptors.

Noise Model

4.2 A detailed noise model has been generated in order to calculate the impact of road
fraffic noise from Normandy Way and the roundabout on the proposed residential
dwellings, based on the following methodology:

¢ The noise model was set up to apply the noise prediction methodology set out in the
1988 Department of Transport and the Welsh Office document Calculation of Road
Traffic Noise for road fraffic noise sources;

¢ Mapping of the Site and the surrounding area was calibrated into the noise model
based on known Ordinance Survey grid reference poinfts;

¢ Cround topography was approximated using publicly available Lidar Data from
DEFRA;

¢ Off-site buildings which would provide screening to the Site have been incorporated
as reflective facades;

o To reflect the local ground cover, ground absorption was set to G = 0.5 (50%
acoustically absorptive ground);

¢ The model was sef to include second order reflected noise from solid structures;

¢ The noise model has been calibrated using original on-site measured noise levels.
Corrections have been applied at the roundabout to the south of The Site, where
a lower speed has been assumed.

4.3 Figures 4.1 and 4.2 present the predicted noise contours across the site from road traffic
on Normandy Way.
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Figure 4.1: Daytime Road Noise Contours at 1.5 m Height, dB Laeq,16h

=) Site Boundary
[ Proposed Buildings

Daytime Road Traffic Noise
Contours, dB LAeq,16h
I >=85.0 dB(A)

N 80.0-84.9 dB(A)

[ 75.0-79.9 dB(A)

[ 70.0-74.9 dB(A)

[ 65.0-69.9 dB(A)

[ 60.0-64.9 dB(A)
[C7155.0-59.9 dB(A)
[150.0-54.9 dB(A)
[145.0-49.9 dB(A)

[ 40.0-44.9 dB(A)

[ 35.0-39.9 dB(A)
[1<=34.9 dB(A)

Map data: Google, Maxar Technologies © Copyright (2026)
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Figure 4.2: Night-time Road Noise Contours at 4 m Height, dB Laeqsh

= Site Boundary
[ Proposed Buildings

Night-time Road Traffic Noise
Contours, dB LAeq,8h
I >=85.0 dB(A)

[ 80.0-84.9 dB(A)
[ 75.0-79.9 dB(A)
[ 70.0-74.9 dB(A)
[ 65.0-69.9 dB(A)
[ 60.0-64.9 dB(A)
[C7155.0-59.9 dB(A)
[150.0-54.9 dB(A)
[145.0-49.9 dB(A)
[ 40.0-44.9 dB(A)
[ 35.0-39.9 dB(A)
[1<=34.9 dB(A)

Map data: Google, Maxar Technologies © Copyright (2026)

g AT

A maximum noise level of 74 dB Larmax has been used in the assessment for dwellings
closest to the road, where the measurement position was a similar distance from the
road as the proposed worst-case dwellings. For dwellings further back into the site, Larmax
has been calculated based on propagation from a point source.

External Daytime Noise Levels

Due to the acoustic screening provided by proposed intervening buildings, the model
calculates that in all instances external garden amenity areas will, in all cases, be lower
than 55 dB Laeq,16h and in the vast majority of cases will be lower than 50 Laeqg,1sn. These
levels are considered acceptable based on BS 8233 guidelines.

Internal Noise Levels

The results of the noise modelling and calculations indicate noise levels at the worst
affected receptors of 62 dB Laeqish and 56 dB Laeqsn for daytime and night-time,
respectively. The night-tfime Larmax Noise level is 74 dB.
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Assuming a 15 dB loss through a partially opened window, this would result in internal
noise levels of 47 dB Laeq.16h aNd 41 dB Laeq,sn for daytime and night-time, respectively. A
partially opened window would also result in an internal noise level of 60 dB Larmax during
the night-time. Therefore, the criteria of 35 dB for the daytime and 30 dB and 45 dB LaF,max
for the night-time, are likely to be exceeded/met, assuming partially opened windows.
Consideration has been given to mitigation in Section 5.

Noise from Farm Operations

Consideration has been given to potential noise impacts from the existing farm situated
within the cenftre of the Site, which is served by an access road extending to the north-
east boundary.

From a review of available information, the farm appears 1o be solely arable farming
and therefore likely to operate on a seasonal basis. As the baseline noise survey was
undertaken during the winter months, operations at the farm were not considered to be
typical.

To inform the assessment, measured library data of similar operations have been
considered. Given the nature of the operations, it is considered likely that the most
dominant source of noise will be from vehicle movements within the farm and along the
access road. Tractor movements have therefore been considered for both the daytime
and night-time periods.

In the absence of specific noise measurements, data for a tractor pass-by is included in
Table 4.1 which is considered to be representative of a tractor travelling along the Site
access road.

Table 4.1: Summary of Historic Pass-by Noise Data Used in Assessment

Pass by at 10m,
BS 5228 Ref

dB LAF,max

Tractor towing trailer Cd4, item 75 79

The noise levels from a tractor passby has been calculated using the Method for mobile
plant using a regular well-defined route (e.g. haul roads) from BS 5228-1:2019+A1:201471,
which is shown below:

SWL = Lamax@iom + 28

In calculating the level of noise produced by tractor pass-bys on the site access road,
two fractor movements have been assumed and vehicle speed of 10mph (16kmph)
have been accounted for. The following equation has been used:

Laeq,1hr=Lwa-33+10l0g,, Q-10log,,V —1010g,, (d) (Bs5228-1:2009+A1:2014(F.6)).

Where:

1 British Standards Institute (2014}, British Standard (BS) 5228-1:2009+A1:2014 — Code of practice for noise and vibration control on construction and open
sites. Part 1: Noise
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Lwa sound power level of the plant;
number of vehicles per hour; and
\% average vehicle speed in km/h.

d distance in m.

Table 4.2 calculates the level of noise from the farm access road as per the calculation
detailed in BS 5228-1:2009+A1:2014. The sound power level used in equation F.6 has
been derived from the sound pressure level in Table 4.1.

Table 4.2: Calculation of Noise Level from the Access Road

: : Sound pressure
: Number of vehicles Average vehicle
Period . i level of access
per hour period speed in km/h

road at 9m Lagg 11

Day 107 2 16 55

Based on the worst-case dwelling distance of 9m from the access road, the above
indicates that at worst, this would achieve the recommended upper guideline threshold
of 55 dB Laeq,1in line with BS 8233.

Assuming a 15 dB loss through a partially opened window, this would result in internal
levels of 40 dB Laeq1n for daytime and night-time periods, the criteria of 35 dB for the
daytime and 30 dB for the night-time, are likely to be exceeded, assuming partially
opened windows. This represents a worst-case scenario, where the farm access road is
not likely to be used continuously.

A partially opened window would also result in an internal level of 64 dB Larmax during
the night-time which would exceed the criteria of 45dB Larmax. HOwever, given that this
criterion should not be exceeded more than 10-15 times per night, and vehicle pass-bys
will likely be the only dominant source within the site itself, it is considered unlikely that
there would be more than 15 pass-bys during the night-time period. Therefore, the
predicted Larmax level is considered 1o be acceptable.

Consideration will be given to mitigation of farm access road noise in Section 5.
Noise from the Proposed Sports Pitches

An assessment has been undertaken to determine the potential noise levels generated
by the proposed MUGA at existing and proposed residential receptors. Reference has
been made to available assessment guidance set out in Sports England AGP Acoustics
Note to estimate likely noise levels associated with the proposed MUGA.

The Sports England AGP Acoustics Note document has been compiled to enable
assessment of artificial grass pitches and presents reference assessment data based on
empirical measurements of sports sessions. It sets out a reference assessment level of
58 dB Laeginr taken at 10 m from the sideline halfway marking of a pitch as the
representative worst-case source level for use in assessing noise propagation from these
types of activities.
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The proposed MUGA has been included in the noise model as an area source at 1.5m
height, calibrated to a sound pressure level of 58 dB Laeq1at 10 m from the half way line
in accordance with AGP guidance. The resultant noise contours are shown below in
Figure 4.3.

Figure 4.3: Noise Contours from Proposed MUGA

=) Site Boundary
[ 1 Proposed Buildings

Proposed MUGA Noise
Contours, dB LAeq,1h
I >=85.0 dB(A)
[ 80.0-84.9 dB(A)
[ 75.0-79.9 dB(A)
[ 70.0-74.9 dB(A)
[ 65.0-69.9 dB(A)
[ 60.0-64.9 dB(A)
[[7155.0-59.9 dB(A)
[C150.0-54.9 dB(A)
[145.0-49.9 dB(A)
[ 40.0-44.9 dB(A)
[ 35.0-39.9 dB(A)
[ <=34.9 dB(A)

NS

It is considered that the facades of the nearest plots could be exposed to noise levels
in the region of 55 dB Laeq,1nr based on the noise contours shown in Figure 4.3.

Assuming a 15 dB loss through a partially opened window, this would result in an internal
noise level of 40 dB Laeq,16n fOr the daytime. Therefore, the criteria of 35 dB Laeq,16n fOr the
daytime is expected to be exceeded at proposed dwellings closest 1o the sports pitches
and further consideration to mitigation is warranted.

Overheating

Consideration has been given to the balance between habitable noise levels within
internal spaces and thermal comfort. This assessment is based on guidance set out in
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ADQO, the ANC "Approved Document O Noise Guide" and the predicted noise levels at
the facades of proposed receptors.

As this is a moderate risk location as defined in ADO, the resulting outside-to-inside level
difference for window openings necessary to satisfy the simplified method of ADO is
expected to be 10 dB in line with the guidance in the ANC "Approved Document O
Noise Guide".

Therefore, to show the adopted criteria as stated in Approved Document O is achieved
using the simplified method, the noise level at the facade of proposed properties should
not exceed the following during night-time:

a. 50 dB Laeqr, averaged over 8 hours (between 11pm and 7am).
b. 65 dB Larmax, more than 10 times a night (between 11pm and 7am).”

Based on the predicted road noise levels, these criteria are exceeded at some
dwellings. Figure 4.4 shows the proposed dwellings which are expected to exceed the
criteria given in ADO and the ANC Approved Document O Noise Guide.

It should be noted that farm access road noise levels are not expected to exceed ADO
criteria at the nearest receptors, where the access road is not expected to operate
continuously through the night.

Page | 23



Normandy Way
Noise Impact Assessment
March 2026

256309

4.29

4.30

For proposed dwellings indicated with red hatch in Figure 4.4, the simplified method
cannot be applied due to the influence of external noise. Consequently, dynamic
thermal modelling, following the procedures of CIBSE TM59, is required to assess the risk
of overheating under redlistic occupancy and environmental conditions. As part of this
assessment, the equivalent openable window areas necessary to mitigate overheating
will be identified. These window areas can then inform an internal noise assessment,
allowing comparison with the ADO acoustic criteria.

For proposed dwellings not highlighted in Figure 4.4, the internal noise criteria for ADO
are met. Openable windows could be a viable strategy for mitigating overheating
without compromising the internal acoustic environment. However, confirmation of the
overheating strategy requires completion of a TM59 assessment.
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MITIGATION

In Section 4, it has been determined that consideration should be given to mitigation
measures to protect the amenity of sensitive receptors associated with the proposed
development.

Internal Noise Levels — Road and Farm Noise

In order to assess the noise mitigation required to ensure an adequate level of protection
against noise, it is appropriate to explore in the first instance the protection that could
be afforded by the sound insulation performance of the external building fabric, and in
particular the glazing elements.

Detailed noise break-in calculations have been undertaken in accordance with the
rigorous method from section G.2 from BS 8233 based on the frequency spectra
measured on Site and the following assumed dimensions and assumptions;

¢ Room dimensions of 3m (width) x 3 m (depth) x 2.5 m (height);
¢ Double glazed window dimensions of 1.8 m (width) x 1.2 m (height);

e External building fabric elements shall achieve a sound reduction performance of
at least Rw + Cr 48 dB;

e Areverberation time of 0.5 seconds; and

¢ Assumed ventilator(s) provide an equivalent area of 8000 mm?2 per habitable
room, in accordance with Approved Document F.

To achieve the daytime internal noise criterion of 35 dB Laeqi1¢n adopted for this
assessment, based on the facade closest to Normandy Way experiencing 62 dB Laeq,1¢h
free-field at the facade, areduction of 27 dB would be required for habitable rooms. To
achieve the internal criteria of 30 dB Laeqsn and 45 dB Larmax during the night-time,
adopted for this assessment, a reduction of up to 29 dB would be required for habitable
rooms.

The ventilation required for each dwelling is shown in Figure 5.1 with the details of the
glazing and ventilation in Table 5.1.
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Figure 5.1: Glazing and Ventilation Requirements

Glazing 29 Rw+Ctr; Vents 40 Dn,e,w+Ctr V7,
[ Glazing 25 Rw+Ctr; Vents 36 Dn,e,w+Ctr [ : : P

Table 5.1: Example Glazing and Ventilation Requirements

Equivalent
. Example Area and
Colour Example Glazing Rw + Cir VenfinF:ion Dnew+ Ctr Number of
Ventilators
8 mm/ CGreenwood Assumed
Red (6-16mm) / 4 mm 29 2500EA + 1 40 3no.
double glazing Acoustic Set ventilators
4 mm / Greenwood are required
Green (6-16mm) / 4 mm 25 2500EA 36 fo meet
double glazing 8000mMm?

5.6 For dwellings that are located further back into the Site that benefit from screening
provided by the development itself, shown with no colour indicator on Figure 5.1, it is
likely that standard double glazing and hit and miss ventilators will be sufficient to
mitigate noise to acceptable levels.

5.7  The octave band sound reduction index levels for the specified glazing and ventilation
is provided in Tables 5.2 and 5.3 below.
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58

59

Product

8 mm /

glazing

(6-16mm) / 4
mm double

Table 5.2: Advised Glazing Specification

BWB

Octave Band Sound Reduction (SRI) (Leq dB)

22 21 28 38 40 47 52

29

4 mm /

glazing

(6-16mm) / 4
mm double

21 17 25 35 37 31 36

25

Table 5.3: Advised Ventilation Specification

Octave Band Level Difference for Ventilators (Leq dB)

Product Dn,e,w + Cir
Greenwood
2500EA + 1 32 41 39 36 42 44 45 45 40
Acoustic Set
Greenwood

2500EA 39 45 44 40 35 34 38 38 36

The above presents solutions to satisfy the proposed internal ambient noise limits within
habitable room during normal ventilation conditions.

Table 5.4 shows the resultant internal noise levels in the worst affected rooms and
demonstrates that BS 8233 and WHO guidance can be met subject to implementation
of the mitigation recommended in this section.

Table 5.4: Predicted External and Internal Noise Levels with Mitigation, dB

Highest Predicted External Noise

Dwelling Level, Free-field, dB Resultant Internal Noise Level, dB
Category
Laeq,16h LAFmax Laeq,16h LAFmax
Red 62 56 74 34 28 45
Green 57 51 69 33 27 45

No indicator

Facades with no colour indicator achieve recommended internal noise levels

with standard double glazing and hit and miss ventilators
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MUGA Mitigation

The assessment in Section 4 has identified that noise from the unmitigated MUGA is
expected to exceed AGP guidance noise levels at the nearest receptors. As such,
mitigation options have been explored.

It is recommended that noise can be suitably mitigated using the 'green’ glazing and
ventilation strategy on affected dwellings. Figure 5.2 shows dwellings where 25 dB Rw +
Cr glazing and 36 dB Dn.ew+ C vents are required.

Figure 5.2: MUGA Noise Mitigation
[ Glazing 25 Rw+Ctr; Vents 36 Dn,e,w+Ctr
N\ .-"’: ~ 7 %

e,

. N
7 e 27

NG .t
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CONCLUSIONS

A baseline noise survey was undertaken to inform the outline application in January 2022
and has been used for the basis of the subsequent assessment. A detailed noise
assessment has been undertaken in accordance with current standards and guidance;
and a condition enforced by Hinckley and Bosworth Borough Council.

Predictive noise modelling has demonstrated that all private garden areas are
expected to achieve the upper guideline level of 55 dB Laeq,16n in accordance with BS
8233. Therefore, mitigation will not be required to reduce noise levels in outdoor living
areas of any dwelling.

The assessment shows that with appropriate noise mitigation measures including the
provision of appropriate glazing and ventilation strategies, noise break-in from road and
farm noise can be adequately conftrolled in accordance with BS 8233 guidance.

Noise from the unmitigated MUGA is expected to exceed AGP guidance noise levels at
the nearest receptors. Mitigation has been recommended in the form of a suitable
glazing and ventilation strategy for affected dwellings.

An assessment of overheating has found that some dwellings are expected to exceed
the criteria given in Approved Document O. For these dwellings, the simplified method
cannot be applied due to the influence of external noise. Consequently, dynamic
thermal modelling, following the procedures of CIBSE TM59, is required to assess the risk
of overheating under realistic occupancy and environmental conditions.
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Noise

Noise is defined as unwanted sound. Human ears are able to respond to sound in the
frequency range 20 Hz (deep bass) to 20,000 Hz (high treble) and over the audible range of 0
dB (the threshold of perception) to 140 dB (the threshold of pain). The ear does not respond
equally to different frequencies of the same magnitude but is more responsive to mid-
frequencies than to lower or higher frequencies. To quantify noise in a manner that
approximates the response of the human ear, a weighting mechanism is used. This reduces
the importance of lower and higher frequencies, in a similar manner to the human ear.

Furthermore, the perception of noise may be determined by a number of other factors, which
may not necessarily be acoustic. In general, the impact of noise depends upon its level, the
margin by which it exceeds the background level, its character and its variation over a given
period of fime. In some cases, the time of day and other acoustic features such as tonality or
impulsiveness may be important, as may the disposition of the affected individual. Any
assessment of noise should give due consideration to all of these factors when assessing the
significance of a noise source.

The most widely used weighting mechanism that best corresponds to the response of the
human earis the 'A'-weighting scale. This is widely used for environmental noise measurement,
and the levels are denoted as dB(A) or Laeq, Laso efc., according to the parameter being
measured.

The decibel scale is logarithmic rather than linear, and hence a 3 dB increase in sound level
represents a doubling of the sound energy present. Judgement of sound is subjective, but as
a general guide a 10 dB(A) increase can be taken to represent a doubling of loudness, whilst
an increase in the order of 3 dB(A) is generally regarded as the minimum difference needed
to perceive a change under normal listening conditions.
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Acoustic Terminology

Term

dB (decibel)

Description

The scale on which sound pressure level is expressed. Sound pressure level
is defined as 20 times the logarithm of the ratio between the root-mean-
square pressure of the sound field and a reference pressure (2x10-5Pa).

A-weighted decibel. This is a measure of the overall level of sound across
the audible spectrum with a frequency weighting (i.e. ‘A" - weighting) to
compensate for the varying sensitivity of the human ear to sound at
different frequencies.

LAeq,T

Laeq is defined as the notional steady sound level which, over a stated
period of fime (T), would contain the same amount of acoustical energy
as the A - weighted fluctuating sound measured over that period.

Lamax

Lamax is the maximum A - weighted sound pressure level recorded over the
period stated. Lamax is sometimes used in assessing environmental noise
where occasional loud noises occur, which may have little effect on the
overdll Leq noise level but will still affect the noise environment. Unless
described otherwise, it is measured using the 'fast' sound level meter
response.

Lio and Lso

If a non-steady noise is to be described it is necessary to know both its level
and the degree of fluctuation. The Ln indices are used for this purpose, and
the termrefers fo the level exceeded for n% of the time. Hence Lio is the
level exceeded for 10% of the fime, and the Ly is the level exceeded for
90% of the time.

Sound Power Level, Lw

logarithm of the ratio of a given sound power to the reference sound
power. Such power level in decibels is ten times the logarithm to the base
ten of the ratio. unless otherwise specified, the reference sound power is 1
pPW.

Sound power is the total sound energy radiated by a sound source and
measured in watts (W). Sound power level

Free-field Level

A sound field determined at a point away from reflective surfaces other
than the ground with no significant conftributions due to sound from other
reflective surfaces. Generally as measured outside and away from
buildings.

Facade Level

A sound field determined at a distance of Tmin front of a large sound
reflecting object such as a building facade.

R/Rw

R is the laboratory measurement of the sound insulating properties of a
material or building element in a stated frequency band

Rw is the weighted Sound Reduction Index a single number quantity which
characterises the airborne sound insulation of a material or building
element over a range of frequencies, based on laboratory measurements.

Dne/Dne,W

Dne is the laboratory measured level difference of a building element
which has been normalised to a referenced absorption of 10m2

Dne,wis the weighted element-normalised level difference. This is a single
number quantity which characterises the airborne sound insulation of a
building element over a range of frequencies, based on laboratory
measurements.

Spectrum Adaptation Terms (C and Cx) the single number rating method
defined in BS EN ISO 717 uses a standard reference curve to determine the
weighted value of airborne sound insulation. The spectrum adaptation
ferm Cris used fo take info urban traffic noise.
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APPENDIX B: Noise Survey Data
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Hinckley North
ML1 - Time History Graph

27th - 28th January 2022
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