CDN/24/0096- Former White Moss Road Day Care

Responses from consultees:
-Highways- received 29/2
-EH- received 7/3

-MCC Flood Risk- received 1/3
-UU- received 13/3

Condition 6 (CMP)

Highway Services- 28/2- Subject to the Applicant having discussions with the council's Highway
Network Management teams via Email -highwaylicences@manchester.gov.uk and
highwaynetworkmanagement@manchester.gov.uk to discuss any requirements for

licensing, hoarding / scaffolding and any associated temporary pedestrian/traffic

management arrangements, this condition can be discharged.

EH- 7/3- | have reviewed the above and there doesn’t look to be anything additional to address our
previous comments regarding condition 6 CMP which | have included below for ease.

From a noise and vibration point of view we need the following:

Details of the maximum noise and vibration level at the site boundary during the work the contractor
will be working to. Vibration should not exceed 1.0mm/s PPV. Noise and vibration monitoring will be
required and details of monitoring locations will need to be provided. We can accept the comments
regarding actions taken should the monitoring confirm limits are being approached / exceeded but
the comments will need to confirm in such occurrence work will cease until the actions referred to
have been implemented. We will also need the receptors confirming in the CEMP

12/3- DS provided information to overcome EH concerns.
Sent to EH 12/3

EH-14/3-

Sorry, its still not sufficient. As previously requested, they still need to include the construction noise
limit at the site boundary with residential receptors and also confirm the vibration limit (which
should not exceed 1.0 mm/s ppv at the receptors). Also, we still need comment in the actions taken
section: should the monitoring confirm noise / vibration limits are being exceeded, work will cease
until the actions referred to have been implemented.

27/3- further information sent from Dave to satisfy condition 6. Sent onto EH for review. Asked
admin team to add to system.

4/4/24- further comments from EH:

Almost there with this one but not quite. | have reviewed the updated CMP which now includes the
vibration limit and comment to confirm that work will case where noise or vibration levels exceed
the limit which we can accept.

The last point to address is the noise limit at the site boundary as the submitted CMP suggests a
limit of 80-90dB which is excessive although only seems to be based on noise level from the piling rig
rather than all construction activities during the work. The noise level will need to be based on ABC



assessment methodology found in BS5228 and it is likely that the noise limit will fall within the 65 to
70dB Laeq over a 10 hour working day.

We just need to noise limit at the boundary amending based on the above comment and then we
should be able to discharge the condition so if they can amend that part and get it to back to us | will
review as soon as | can.
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