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1 Executive Summary

This Design Note (Acoustics) provides substantiating information confirming that the Planning Addendum submitted by
Cartwright Pickard in June 2024 regarding the NOMA Plots 2 & 3, Angel Square development, will not incur any material
impacts to the scheme's ability to comply with the incumbent planning condition (20), which relates to environmental noise
protection due to new, externally-sited building services equipment servicing the amended scheme.

The following sections expand upon the confirmation stated in this Executive Summary in more detail.

2 Introduction

Cartwright Pickard have submitted a planning document to the Manchester City Council Planning Authority which describes
proposed changes from the consented NOMA Plots 2 & 3 scheme. This document is designated: "MEPC-2 Angel
Square_RevP_02" dated June 2024.

As such, this Design Note confirms that there will be no material impacts to the scheme’s ability to comply with the
incumbent environmental noise planning condition (20) re: new building services plant which have already been addressed
in Section 6 of the previously-issued Buro Happold Planning Report (Acoustics) ref: 0050930-3620-0-RP-0001 rev P03 dated
29th June 2022, resulting from the submission of this planning amendment.

Figure 2—1 below presents the cover of the Cartwright Pickard planning addendum review which documents the proposed
amendments to the consented scheme:
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Figure 2—1 Planning Addendum: MEPC-2 Angel Square_RevP_02 dated June 2024 (courtesy of; Cartwright Pickard)

This Design Note has been prepared for the sole benefit, use and information of NOMA (GP) Ltd for the purposes set out in the Design
Note or instructions commissioning it and shall be subject to the express contract terms with NOMA (GP) Ltd. BH assumes no liability or
responsibility for any reliance placed on this Design Note by any third party. All concepts and proposals are copyright © 1976 — 2024 Buro
Happold. All rights reserved. Issued in commercial confidence.
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3 Incumbent Planning Condition (Noise)

For reference, the incumbent Planning Condition relating to environmental noise protection due to new, externally-sited
building services equipment potentially adversely impacting the nearest-affected, noise-sensitive receptor(s) (NSRs), is
MCC Planning Condition 20 originally stipulated in; NOMA 2&3 Decision Notice Ref. 124973 dated 12t February 2020, which
is excerpted in Figure 3-1 below:

20) Before any Class A1, A2, A3, A4, B1a, and D1 uses hereby approved commences,
any externally mounted ancillary plant, equipment and servicing shall be selected and/or
acoustically treated in accordance with a scheme designed so as to achieve a rating
level of 5dB (LAeq) below the typical background (LA90) level at the nearest noise
sensitive location.

The scheme for each phase of development shall be submitted to and approved in
writing by the City Council as local planning authority in order to secure a reduction in
the level of noise emanating from the site prior to occupation of that phase of
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development.. The approved scheme shall be completed before the premises is
occupied.

Upon completion of each phase of development a verification report will be required fo
validate that the work undertaken throughout the development conforms to the
recommendations and requirements in the approved acoustic consultant's report. The
report shall also undertake post completion testing to confirm that the noise criteria has
been met. Any instances of non-conformity with the recommendations in the report shall
be detailed along with any measures required to ensure compliance with the agreed
noise criteria.

Reason - To minimise the impact of the development and to prevent a general increase
in pre-existing background noise levels around the site, and to safeguard the amenities
of the occupiers of nearby residential accommodation, pursuant to policies SP1, H1 and
DM1 of the Core Strategy for Manchester.

Figure 3—1 Excerpt of MCC Planning Condition 20 relating to environmental noise protection due to new, building services equipment

4 Requirements to comply with the relevant Planning Condition

Section 6 of the original Planning Report (Acoustics) identified the means for the consented scheme to comply with MCC
Planning Condition 20, by way of determining the limiting (i.e. maximum) noise impact level (Sound Pressure Level in dB
re: 2x10° Pa), when assessed at the location(s) of the nearest-affected NSR) required to be achieved (by all new plant
servicing the consented scheme, under cumulative operation and during the daytime period of; 07:00 to 23:00 hrs) in order
to demonstrate compliance with the requirements of the relevant planning condition:
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6  Noise Impact on Noise-Sensitive Receptors

%1 External Plant Noise Impacts

With regards te demonstration of compliznce with MCC Planning Conditicn 20), the target for extemally generated
ant: from Happold Planning
Repart (Acoustics) submitted for NOMA Plots P & Q (presented in Appendix &)

Furthermore, on the 12 August 2019, Sue Jones (MCC EHO) confirmed their agreement with the use of the “previous
measurements taken in the vicinity of the site as they are recent and representative”.

For reference. measured background noise levels, captured 25 part of the additional noise monitoring undertaken on
the 15 August 2018 survey are slightly higher (.. which would result n 2 less onerous noise target), than those measured
as part of the NOMA Plots P & Q planning submission, which are adopted in this assessment

%2  External Plant Noise Target

As indicated in Section 3.8.1. the lowest-measured background noise level (in terms of the "Lasasni” (d3) metric) was
scquired st (short-term) Location 2, curing the Janusry 2019 survey 3nd the correspnding plant noise target
(by application of MCC's Planning Consent 20) and Planning & Noise Technical Guidance (June 2022). ef Section 36.1.5)
s shown in the table below

Table 61

ns

[I——
B2s1s) (5700250 ]

a B s 3

Whilst specific plant selections and retail uses have nat been finalised at the planning stage. the most robust method in
terms of demonstrating compliance with planning requirements is to set target noise levels for plant at the
nesrest-affected. noise-sensitive receptars (NSR). It should be noted that the target given in the table above is a
“Rating Level" (a5 defined in 8541422014 A1:2018) and will therefore require correcting if the noise generated by the

sions or retail uses, i “impulsiveness™

or "tonality’)

it snould also be. are the targ ftems of, and if there are multiple
frems, then the sound pressure level of each would need to be lower to factor in the cumulative effect

it is considered ikely that the physical distances between the proposed mechanical piant (including: fresh aif intake.

o i of (2.9, their own facades), wil be

significantly less than the distances between th quipment locations and the fected NSRs. As such. it

s amicipated that the cumulztive noise impact due to all propased plant, when assessed at the proposed scheme

facacies, il likedy crive the spacified noise levels for all extemally located equipment In tum, this would result in a lower
imp: P ol 2 indicated in the above table
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Figure 4—1 Excerpt from Section 6 of the Buro Happold: Planning Report (Acoustics) (ref: 0050930-3620-0-RP-0001 dated 29/06/20)
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As such, the means to demonstrate compliance with MCC planning Condition 20 remains unchanged, in light of the
planning addendum submitted by Cartwright Pickard and therefore there are no material impacts affecting the proposed
amended scheme from being capable of complying with the same (i.e. unchanged) Planning Condition (Environmental
Noise).

For information, the same limiting noise impact level equivalent to an; Laeq,T 51 dB (when assessed at the location of the
nearest-affected NSR location) remains incumbent on the proposed amended scheme, in order to demonstrate compliance
with the requirements of MCC planning Condition 20.

5 Conclusion

Cartwright Pickard have submitted a planning addendum document detailing proposed amendments to the consented
scheme relating to the NOMA Plots 2 & 3, Angel Square development in Manchester. This Design Note provides
substantiating information confirming that there will not be any material impacts affecting the scheme’s ability to
demonstrate continued compliance with the relevant Planning Condition, regarding environmental noise protection due
to new, externally-sited plant servicing the scheme (MCC Planning condition 20), in light of the proposed planning
addendum.
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