
From:                                 Jonathan Sewell-Rutter <jonathan@dwellarchitecture.com>
Sent:                                  09 October 2025 07:05:58 UTC+01:00
To:                                      "Andrew Horrell" <Andrew.Horrell@midsussex.gov.uk>
Cc:                                      "Chair" <chair@scayneshillcentre.org>; "Stephanie Channell" 
<stephanie@dwellarchitecture.com>
Subject:                             RE: DM/25/1887 - Scaynes Hill Millennium Village Centre
Attachments:                   NIA excerpt the old post office Dec 2023.pdf

Dear Andrew 
 
Thanks for the efforts that you and your colleagues in EH are taking in progressing this 
application. 
 
The testing and report prepared by DAA as specialists in the field is offered as representative as 
required by BS4142.  We do not propose commissioning any further tests or reports to 
substantiate, but to support their findings I attach in confidence an excerpt from an NIA 
commissioned by us for a site in the same postcode at a similar distance setback from the 
A272.  You’ll see on page 8 that the minimum overnight background noise recorded over a 3-
day sampling window was the same as DAA recorded at the Millennium Centre at 36dB, and 
the weighted average is considerably higher at 41dB.  Whilst pub noise might be an influencing 
factor in this average, the same can be said of live music events occurring ad-hoc at the 
Millennium Centre and it is the minimum that is of particular relevance.  To this end we offer 
DAA’s work as entirely representative in the context of this other independent survey taken in 
the locality.
 
In terms of the plant noise spl output and decay to the neighbouring receptor, it’s reasonable to 
assume that these will be consistent if operating during the day or night at 31dB.  The plant 
noise is therefore 5dB lower than the background level at night.  Therefore we contend again 
that this is a non-issue.
 
Whilst the likelihood is that the plant will not operate overnight, our preference is to avoid a 
condition preventing this, or requiring re-application, should it be necessary.  If EH remain 
unsatisfied with this then they can propose conditioning hours of use, however in light of the 
evidence presented the Council should ensure that imposing such a condition is both 
reasonable and necessary.
 
Kind regards 
 
Jonathan 
 
From: Andrew Horrell <Andrew.Horrell@midsussex.gov.uk> 
Sent: 07 October 2025 14:52
To: Jonathan Sewell-Rutter <jonathan@dwellarchitecture.com>
Subject: DM/25/1887 - Scaynes Hill Millennium Village Centre
 
To Mr Sewell-Rutter, 
 



DM/25/1887 – Scaynes Hill Millennium Village Centre, Lewes Road, Scaynes Hill - 
Upgrading of heating plant to include installation of air source heat pumps including 
caged outdoor condenser units. 
 
I have received comment from our environmental health team who have stated the 
following: 
 
“I understand that the plant at this site will be used outside the hours specified in the 
acoustic report. 
 
The nighttime background level measured for this site seems quite high considering the 
daytime level recorded. In addition, monitoring was only carried out over a short period. 
I’m not therefore convinced that the background levels measured are representative as 
required by BS 4142. Please will you make the applicant aware that if this development 
were to be granted permission, should noise complaints be received then the Council is 
duty bound to investigate and take formal action where there is evidence of statutory 
nuisance. It therefore makes sense to properly assess the application and address any 
potential noise issues at the planning stage.
 
As the assessment carried out by the DAA group only assesses impact of the plant 
during the daytime, given the above comments, if the plant will be used between 23.00 
and 07.00, can the applicant please provide a BS 4142 assessment for the nighttime 
period. They may also wish to ensure that a representative nighttime background level 
is used in the assessment”.
 
Can you clarify the situation and if required provide the additional details. 
 
On a separate note, as you may be aware, the Village Centre is on land owned by Mid 
Sussex District Council and in these circumstances the applications have to go to 
planning committee, the next committee is 13th November, obviously this is beyond the 
current determination date and therefore can I ask for extension of time until the 17th 
November to allow for this to take place.
 
I look forward to hearing from you. 
 
Kind regards, 
 
Andrew Horrell BA (Hons) MSc Town Planning 
Planning Officer 
Development Management 
 
andrew.horrell@midsussex.gov.uk (mail to andrew.horrell@midsussex.gov.uk) http: 
//www.midsussex.gov.uk 
 
01444 477446 
 

mailto:andrew.horrell@midsussex.gov.uk
mailto:andrew.horrell@midsussex.gov.uk


Working together for a better Mid Sussex 
 

 
 
The information contained in this email may be subject to public disclosure under the 
Freedom of Information Act 2000. Unless the information contained in this email is 
legally exempt from disclosure, we cannot guarantee that we will not provide the whole 
or part of this email to a third party making a request for information about the subject 
matter of this email. This email and any attachments may contain confidential 
information and is intended only to be seen and used by the named addressees. If you 
are not the named addressee, any use, disclosure, copying, alteration or forwarding of 
this email and its attachments is unauthorised. If you have received this email in error 
please notify the sender immediately by email or by calling +44 (0) 1444 458 166 and 
remove this email and its attachments from your system. The views expressed within 
this email and any attachments are not necessarily the views or policies of Mid Sussex 
District Council. We have taken precautions to minimise the risk of transmitting software 
viruses, but we advise you to carry out your own virus checks before accessing this 
email and any attachments. Except where required by law, we shall not be responsible 
for any damage, loss or liability of any kind suffered in connection with this email and 
any attachments, or which may result from reliance on the contents of this email and 
any attachments. 
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 Site Plan (Google Imagery 2022, The GeoInformation Group) 


   
 The surrounding area is predominantly residential, with The Farmers Inn public house located to the 
south. It is important to note that there are a significant number of existing residential dwellings along 
Hillcrest Lane, which are a similar distance to the pub buildings and external areas as the proposed 
development. As the pub noise levels are presumably acceptable at these existing dwellings, it would 
be expected that the same is true of the proposed development which is the focus of this report. 
 
 The site is located within the jurisdiction of Mid Sussex District Council. 
 


 


3.0 ENVIRONMENTAL NOISE SURVEY 
 


An automated environmental noise survey was undertaken from approximately 14:00 hours on Friday 24 


November 2023 to approximately 14:00 hours on Monday 27 November 2023. This time frame was 


undertaken to coincide with a typical noisy weekend event from the pub; an ‘open mic and jam night’  


live music event advertised at 19:00 on 24th November 2023. 


Weather conditions were mainly dry and with light winds. The conditions were therefore deemed 


generally suitable for the measurement of environmental noise. 
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3.1 Measurement Procedure  
 


Noise monitoring equipment was located at the following location: 


 


 
 
 


 
This location is shown on the following plan.  


 


 


 


 


 


Measurement Location Plan (Google Imagery 2022, The GeoInformation Group) 


 


                                    


Position Description 


Position A The microphone was located on a boundary fence of 
the proposed development overlooking the pub, in a 
free-field location. 


A 
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3.2 Equipment 


Details of the equipment used for the survey are summarized in the following table: 
 


 


Description 
 


Manufacturer Type Serial Number 


Type 1 Sound 
Level Meter 


Svantek 971A 124647 


 


Calibration of the equipment is traceable to national standards. Calibration certificates are available upon 


request. Calibration certificates for the equipment, traceable to national standards, used in this survey 


are available upon request. 


Calibration checks were carried out prior to and on completion of the survey, with no significant 


calibration drift observed. 


 


4.0 SURVEY FINDINGS  
 


The following section uses the following acoustic terms: 
 


A-weighted noise levels are frequency-weighted in a way that approximates the frequency response of 


the human ear and allows sound levels to be expressed as a single figure value. The A-weighted level is 


therefore a measure of the subjective loudness, rather than physical amplitude. 


L90 is the noise levels that is exceeded for 90% of the measurement period. It reflects the quiet periods 


during that time and is often referred to as the "background noise level". It is often used as a basis for setting noise 


emission criteria.  


Leq is the level of a notional continuous sound that would deliver the same sound energy as the actual 


fluctuating sound over the measurement period. This may be thought of as the "average" level during 


the measurement period. 


Lmax is the maximum noise level during the measurement period. 
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4.1   Noise Level Results  


The noise survey results are presented in the graph below, showing the A-weighted L90, Leq and Lmax noise 
levels measured during each consecutive 15-minute period of the survey. 


 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 


 
 
 


The measured modal background (L90) noise levels are presented in the table below: 
 


Position 


Modal Background L90 


dB re2x10-5Pa 


Daytime 
(07:00   – 23:00) 


Night-time 
(23:00 – 07:00) 


Position A 42 36 


 
The measured minimum background (L90) noise levels are presented in the table below: 


 


Minimum Background L90 Noise Levels 


Position 
Daytime 


(07:00   – 23:00) 
Night-time 


(23:00 – 07:00) 


Position A 39 36 
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The measured daytime LAeq (16 hour) and night-time LAeq (8 hour) are presented in the table below: 
 


 


Leq Noise Levels 


Position Daytime 
(07:00   – 23:00) 


Night-time 
(23:00 – 07:00) 


Position A 48 41 


 
The measured representative night-time (23:00 – 07:00) Lmax noise levels are presented in the table 
below: 


 
 


Night-time (23:00 – 07:00) Lmax Noise Levels 


Position Lmax Noise Levels 


Position A 53 


 
 


4.2  Noise Climate 


During the periods that we were present at site, the subjectively dominant noise source was local traffic 
noise. 


 
 


5.0 RELEVANT PLANNING POLICIES AND NOISE ASSESSMENT GUIDANCE 
 


5.1 Noise Policy Statement for England 
 


The Noise Policy Statement for England (NPSE) was published in March 2010. The NPSE is the 


primary statement of noise policy for England and applies to all forms of noise other than 


occupational noise. The NPSE sets out the long term vision of Government noise policy which is 


to:  


“Promote good health and a good quality of life through the effective management of noise 


within the context of Government policy on sustainable development.”  


“Through the effective management and control of environmental, neighbour and 


neighbourhood noise within the context of Government policy on sustainable development:  


• avoid significant adverse impacts on health and quality of life;  


• mitigate and minimise adverse impacts on health and quality of life; and  


• where possible, contribute to the improvement of health and quality of life.”  





