

MEMORANDUM




From: Ian Jones			To: Mathew Philips
Public Protection Service Manager			Head of Service Planning Development 
	                                                                                             
Our Ref:				Your Ref: P/2024/0106

Date: 11-07-2024	

Town and Country Planning Act 1990

Town and Country Planning (General Development Procedure) Order 1996

Re: P/2024/0106, THE OLD REGISTRY 23 CHESTER STREET WREXHAM, LL13 8BG

NEWID DEFNYDD ADEILAD O DDOSBARTH B1 (SWYDDFA) I C1 (GWESTY FFLATIAU) YN CYNNWYS ESTYNIAD I’R TO / CHANGE OF USE OF BUILDING FROM CLASS B1 (OFFICE) TO C1 (APARTHOTEL) INCLUDING ROOF EXTENSION

Further to my previous memo dated 18-03-2024 and following receipt of the noise monitoring report 'Noise Impact Assessment, Site: The Old Registry, Wrexham' by e3p, Reference: 51-195-R1-2 Dated June 24. I make the following comments:

1) The report has identified that the façade on Chester Street falls within Noise exposure category (NEC) C of Technical Advice Note 11 (TAN 11) mainly due to traffic noise. This is defined in the TAN as:

Planning permission should not normally be granted. Where it is considered that permission should be given, for example, because there are no alternative quieter sites available, conditions should be imposed to ensure a commensurate level of protection against noise.

The report has shown that the rear of the property (facing the Council carpark) falls within NEC A and therefore would require no mitigation.

TAN 11 is viewed primarily to determine the suitability of an area for the building of new dwellings, however, for a conversion of an existing important or historic building there is a planning merit decision where the NEC is borderline. Particularly in this case which is not a permanent residential property. This section would support a Planning decision to approve this development despite the NEC C categorisation. However, so as to protect potential future occupiers should the usage change to a permanent residence I would recommend a suitably worded planning condition preventing such a use without an application for change of use.



2) Paragraph 4.2.2 has identified that the both facades of the building exceed the requirement to permit openable windows. The report details recommended mitigation and discusses potential impact from overheating as a result. I recommend Building Control be consulted in relation to this. 

3) In relation to passage of sound from neighbouring commercial units the report has recommended a minimum insulation specification and that pre-completion testing will be required to confirm compliance with this.	

[bookmark: _GoBack]The conclusions of the report are accepted and the proposed mitigation is sufficient to achieve the internal noise limits. On the basis of this report and proposed mitigation I have no objection to this proposal subject the proposed mitigation, as detailed in the report, being required by planning condition. 
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Ian Jones
Public Protection Service Manager
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