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Neighbour Comments 

Lana 

Thanks for your email notifying me of the additional planning application, which has been submitted to discharge 

other conditions of permission 2017/0586/OUT.  

I instructed our own Environmental Consultants, MAS Environmental, to review the noise impact assessment 

which has been submitted as part of application 2019/0857/RD. 

Please find attached the report from MAS, which I would summarise as follows: 

- MAS have raised some specific concerns regarding the noise impact assessment undertaken by Stroma 
Built Environment, which they consider to be extremely poor in terms of substance and reliability.  

- The noise assessment was undertaken over 2 days on the 27th & 28th August, meteorological records 
indicate that the conditions were high temperatures peaking at 30 degrees Celsius with a wind direction 
emanating from the south south easterly and east south easterly on the 27th and south west and west 
south west on the 28th. Therefore, the EMR site was ‘upwind’ of the proposed site when in fact the 
reporting conditions chosen should have been down wind from EMR towards the development site. 

- The SBE report is not in accordance with British Standards as it does not report the wind direction or 
temperature – the above data has been provided by MAS. 

- The SBE report claims to be ‘long term’ monitoring, measurements over 2 days cannot be considered 
long term. The noise survey appears to have begun around 1pm on the 27th and completed at 9am on 
the 28th, this is less than one day and insufficient to provide a representative dB LAeq value. 

- The SBE report does not specifically consider any noise impact from EMR Lincoln. MAS have therefore 
reviewed this based on noise information they have from our site dating back to 2018 in connection 
with another residential application. The typical worst case noise levels during the operation of EMR 
(continuous loading of Shear) around 60-61dB LAeq,T at 70m north of the site and the maximum peak 
sound levels LAeq 100ms were typically around 83dB. Adjusting this for a distance of 290m (the distance 
between EMR and the proposed site) the readings would equate to 48-49dB LAeq and 71dB 
respectively. 

- The noise level of 48-49dB will be acceptable in an open plan office setting where windows are closed. 
- The peak/maximum noise event (handling/tipping) would be perceptible in an open plan office, but 

would be masked by other noise telephone/printers etc. The peak noise would however cause an 
impact if there are separate cellular offices, meeting or training rooms proposed particularly on the 
western façade. 

- As a result of this MAS are recommending that the specification of the glazing should be increased by 
an additional 9dB to provide additional sound reduction. 

 

Building 2A is the first phase of development and is on one of the plots furthest from the EMR site and therefore 

noise mitigation on future phases is going to be of critical importance as the development moves closer to the 

EMR site. 

The above summary and MAS report also highlight significant failures in the methodology of the noise impact 

assessment submitted by the developer, particularly in relation to the duration of the assessment and the 

prevailing weather conditions. The requirement for potential noise mitigation will become more of an issue with 

later phases and so it will be very important that adequate noise assessments are undertaken or reflect the data 

we have provided for the EMR site.  

I would ask that the recommendation to increase the glazing specification is considered when determining this 

application. 

Can you please confirm if this email is sufficient on its own or if I need to submit via the planning website as 

well? 

Regards 

Simon 
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