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COWENTS:
Conmment on Pl anni ng Application 260921 bj ection to ScotchPartners
Noi se St atenent.

I wish to raise serious concerns about the reliability of the noise
statenent subnitted in support of this retrospective application
and ask the Council to disregard its conclusions for the foll ow ng
reasons:

1. No genui ne baseline exists.

The noi se statenent provides no assessnent of noise |evels before
the car park was replaced with the current outdoor entertainnent
area. Wthout a true "before" picture, the report cannot credibly
denonstrate that the devel opnent has had no nmaterial inpact on
residential amenity.

2. The assessnent period is not representative.

The readings on which this report relies cover |ess than 40% of the
pub's full weekly operating hours, and critically, do not include
any Friday, Saturday, or Sunday, the very days when the outdoor
area is nost heavily used. A report intended to characterise the

noi se i npact of a 150-cover venue cannot reasonably draw concl usi ons
while omitting its busiest days entirely.

3. More conplete data exists but has not been discl osed.

Residents were infornmed at a neeting with G eene King on 29 July
2026 that noise readings have in fact been taken tw ce an hour since
April 2026. W ask why this far fuller dataset has not been
submitted to the Council, and why the report instead relies on a
narrow and

unrepresentative w ndow.

4. The 17 June data is unreliable and appears nmanuf act ured.
Residents from Harmar Cl ose were present at the pub on 17 June,

whi ch appears to formthe basis of this report. W observed that the
outdoor screen was not in use that evening, and that staff kept
custoners inside with the doors and wi ndows cl osed throughout the
match. This was not a representative evening of normal pub
operation, and cannot reliably be used to characterise typica

noise levels in the newy created 'garden' area.

5. The report's own findings contradict its concl usions.

Despite recordi ng noi se | evels of 95 decibels, conparable to a
pneumatic drill, the report characterises this as mninmal or
insignificant. Residents do not consider this a credible or honest
assessnent of the inpact experienced.

6. The del ay between the survey and subnission is unexplained. The
survey itself was carried out between 16 and 19 June 2026, yet the
resulting report is dated 7 August 2026, and was not upl oaded to the
council portal until 10 August 2026, al nost ei ght weeks after the
data was col |l ected. Residents would wel cone an expl anation for why



it took Greene King so nany weeks to subnmit a report based on such
old data, ©particularly given the pressing tinmescales of the

pl anni ng

determ nati on which was nmeant to be 31st July 2026.

For these reasons, we ask the Council to treat the ScotchPartners
noi se statenent as unreliable and insufficient evidence on which to
deternmne this application



