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When assessing the subjective impact of any new proposal it is important o consider the specific circumstancas of
the site. The characteristics of ition to faciors common o

zl noise irnpact assessments such as noise from the propoesa! and the existing neiss level comparisens.

the various sources must therefoere be considered in ad
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The document describes gudeline levels that are “essentially values for the onset of health effects from

&
nuise expasura’,

A table of guideline values is included, relating to adverse health effects, referred to as any temporary or
long term deterioration in physical, psychological, or social functioning that 5 associated with noise
exposure. The ing is an exiract from tha Table 4.1 Guidelineg values for community noise in specific

anvironments, document.
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Table 7726/75 - Guidaline Values for Community Noise
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We have usad the sleap disturbance” criteria stated above as the basis of cur assassment.
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sing the subjective impact of any naw proposal i s mportant to consider tha spacific
cireumsian of the site. The characteristics of the various sources must therefore be considered in
addition to factors cormnmon to all noise impact assessments such as noise from the propoesal and the

existing background naise level comparisons.
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abia T726/T4 - IEMA Assessment Criteria

in addition to the comparise 5 DGise levelis hefora and after tha proposed developmeni, i is important
to understand the potential subjective affect of such changes in the noise level. Table 77248/77 compares

the subjective response of typical subjecis to variations in sound pressure level.

Table 7726/T7 - IEMA Subjective Response
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We understand that no specific noise Umits or criteria have been set by Arun District Council's
Environmental Health department. However it has heen reguested that all potential sources of noise
disturbance be considered and that a neise managameni plan be produced in erder to prevant polential
nnise disturbance to the neighbouring residential properbies. Factors which have been taken inlo account

include the following:

o Associated noise produced by the proposed shuttle bus service which will be transferring staff to
and from the residence to the Butlin®s resort throughout the daytime periods
¢ 3peach hreakeut noise from kitchars, bedrooms and communal rooms

s Spesch from the rear suldoor smoking area

Taking into account the above we have therefore based the assessrent criteria on the following:
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fackbird Cottage

Cottage
!

® S as, Albert Road {eastern site boundary] « Approximately 11m from rear smaoking area

e P rs, Walton Avanue lwastarn \pproeximataly Z4m from rear smaoking area
o  Esplanads Grande oximately 40m from rear smoking area
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Tahla 7726/T9 details the predicted levals of spaach breakout from the proposed communal araas,
Table 7724/19 « Predicied Speech Lavels at Nearest Receiver Windows
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d not excesd the existing typical night-time

Tabd FTLITAN Noataiie Fha s b e e et Y \ = onvensieas e ohiibbia e mminvar b oo by ooy et
Table 7726/110 details the predicied notse tevels producad by shuttie bus movements al the nearast noisa-

sensitive windows {L.as Arerash

Fable 7726/T10 - Predicted Shuttle Bus Movement Noise at Nearest Receiver Windows

/

¢ ssment shows that the axisting night-Ume Lieq fhowr ¥ noreasa by HalB between
ours and 1o increase by &dB for the remainder of the day, with tha proposed minibus

aaver thase levels are expactad to be fower in reality due to the guigter noisa levels produced

by the proposed hyorid/electric vehicle.

A worst-oz
21:06-23:3

schedule,

it should be noled that the above levels are calculated prior to the noise mitigation measures delailad in

Section 7.0 being emploved.
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s T726/T11 and T12 show the calculated levels providing the above noise mitigation measures are employed.

Table 77246/T11 ~ Predicted Speech Lavels at Nearest Receiver Windows

This assessrment shows that the speech Lasopedes would not excesd the existing typical nighi-tirne Las ssams.

7
7

Table 7T746/T12 - Predicted Shutitle Bus Movement Noise at Nearest Receiver Windows

e &\k@\ \ \\\

NH_*T’T \w\\ RNNRE

SInE vs that the mwsting night-time Lasgthew will increase by up to 4-5¢B b

23:38 hours and to increase by 3dB for the remainder of the day, with the proposed muinibus schedule. However
these levels ars expected o be lowsar in reality due o the guieler noise levels produced by the propused

hybind/electrie vebicle,

We have been informed by the transport consultant, Systra, that there will not be a requirernent to increase the
number/frequency of shuttle bus trips due the increase of cagacity of the amended scheme. As such thare should

be no additional noise impact to the original proposals, with regards to vehicular movements,

N SN ey N T e oe gy e
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Measuremanis of the existing background noise levels at St Joseph’s, Bognor Regis have been undertakan., The
resuits of the measurements have been used in order to determins the reguired criteria for noise impact caused by

St Josaph's resident noise breakout as well as the moverments of the proposed shuttle bus.

A analysis has been underlaken to calculate the tikely noise impact from the proposad development to nearby
t-case assumpiions and

noise~sansitive receptors sifuated around the developmant site using a number of worsi-cs

STenarios.

The results of the assessment indicate that the potential noise impact of the redevelopment of 5t Joseph’s will be
minimat and should not adversely affect nearby residents providing the mitigation rmeasures stated in the proposed

noise managament plan are employed.

As such we suggest the planning application should not be refused on the hasis of adverse noise impact.
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T2/ T4 ~ Noise Data Used for aise Breakout Assesamaent
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