
 

 

 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

16/10/2025 Our Ref: 6821/L1 

 

 

Dear Jen,  

 

Re: Bryn AD Facility Extension, Hengoed 

 

We understand that NRW has provided comments on the noise impact assessment 

undertaken for the extension to the AD facility. These comments are set out below in bold, with 

our responses below each point.  

 

Initial observations: 

 

Regarding the current background used in the submitted NIA, MID 4142 is explicit that 

whole site noise should be excluded from the measured residual noise. Where this is 

not possible a surrogate measurement may be used. If the applicant wishes to use a 

background level from a previously conducted survey (i.e. 2010 as proposed in the 

submitted Noise Impact Assessment), they should: 

 

• Provide sufficiently robust reasons why they are unable to undertake a new survey 

in accordance with the requirements of BS EN 4142:2014 + A1:2019 and the MID 

which should address in full any restrictions that prevent a shutdown of site-specific 

noise sources/activities and/or the inability to carry out a survey at a suitable 

surrogate location. 

 

As mentioned above, whole site noise (AD Facility) should be excluded from the 

background noise survey. Given the processing at the site, it is understood that shutting 

down all plant is not feasible for any prolonged length of time for safety reasons.  

Jennifer Price 

Bryn Power Ltd 

Gelliargwellt Farm 

Gelligaer Road 

Hengoed 

CF82 8FY 
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Finding surrogate measurement positions is likely to be difficult given the distance of 

receptors from site and attempting to get far enough away so as to not have any influence 

from the AD plant. Surrogate positions would likely be so far away that they would not be 

representative, or if closer, would be affected by AD plant. 

 

The site is a complex site with numerous uses, some of which are historic and form part of 

the background sound levels (i.e. quarry, farm activities etc.).  

 

 

• Confirm that the historic noise survey used in the submitted report was carried out 

in accordance with the requirements of BS 4142:1997 and the resulting background 

(LA90) did not include contributions from any sources currently associated with the 

existing and proposed site. 

 

The historic noise survey was carried out in line with BS 4142:1997. The resultant 

background sound levels did not include any contributions from the AD facility (as it was 

not built at the time). See further information below. 

 

 

• Include a review of the historic noise survey to ensure that any identified “off-site” 

activities or sources that are no longer present did not unduly contribute to the 

background sound level (e.g. differences in traffic volume between the present and 

the historic survey, any nearby construction activities, on or offsite sources and 

activities captured in the historic survey etc.). 

 

The following was set out discussing the environmental noise survey in the initial AD facility 

planning noise assessment report in 2015 (prior to the extension). 

 



  
 

 

  
 

 

Independent Acoustic Consultancy Practice 
 

Project: Bryn AD Facility Extension, Hengoed 
 

 

 

 

Ref: 6821/L1   Page 3 of 10  16/10/2025 

 



  
 

 

  
 

 

Independent Acoustic Consultancy Practice 
 

Project: Bryn AD Facility Extension, Hengoed 
 

 

 

 

Ref: 6821/L1   Page 4 of 10  16/10/2025 

 



  
 

 

  
 

 

Independent Acoustic Consultancy Practice 
 

Project: Bryn AD Facility Extension, Hengoed 
 

 

 

 

Ref: 6821/L1   Page 5 of 10  16/10/2025 

 



  
 

 

  
 

 

Independent Acoustic Consultancy Practice 
 

Project: Bryn AD Facility Extension, Hengoed 
 

 

 

 

Ref: 6821/L1   Page 6 of 10  16/10/2025 

 



  
 

 

  
 

 

Independent Acoustic Consultancy Practice 
 

Project: Bryn AD Facility Extension, Hengoed 
 

 

 

 

Ref: 6821/L1   Page 7 of 10  16/10/2025 

 

 



  
 

 

  
 

 

Independent Acoustic Consultancy Practice 
 

Project: Bryn AD Facility Extension, Hengoed 
 

 

 

 

Ref: 6821/L1   Page 8 of 10  16/10/2025 

 

 

 

 



  
 

 

  
 

 

Independent Acoustic Consultancy Practice 
 

Project: Bryn AD Facility Extension, Hengoed 
 

 

 

 

Ref: 6821/L1   Page 9 of 10  16/10/2025 

 

 

* While an assessment of night-time impacts may be considered a worse case 

where all operating sources and activities that contribute to impacts at receptors 

are identical to those operating during the daytime period, we would expect the 

applicant to justify this approach, confirming that all sound sources and activities 

included in the modelled nighttime scenario are identical to worst case daytime 

operation (e.g. processes active at the same level/load, intensity and or frequency 

of events etc.) including on-site traffic movements. 

 

The plant operates continuously 24/7 and therefore it is understood that processing noise 

is the same day and night – therefore night-time is more critical when background noise 

levels are lower.   

 

In the initial AD facility noise assessment in 2015, refuse vehicles accessing the site 

were not modelled as it was understood that vehicle movements would not materially 

increase compared to the operations at the IVCF building for which permanent planning 

consent existed. Therefore there were no changes to vehicles accessing this area of the 

site.  
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The NIA was submitted before the proposal to increase the throughput of waste. 

Therefore please also consider in your response the potential increase of daytime 

noise as a result of an increase in on-site traffic movements. 

 

We have been provided with the following information:  

 

Total existing vehicle movements of 16 per day which over an 8hr day, a robust 

assessment would allow for 4no in a 1hour daytime assessment period. 

 

We are advised this would increase to a total 20 per day which over an 8hr day would 

still allow for 4no in a 1hour daytime assessment period. 

 

The additional vehicle movements associated with the increase of throughput of waste 

are not therefore likely to increase in a worst 1hr daytime assessment and therefore the 

focus on the critical night-time assessment is still valid in our opinion. 

 

 

I trust the above responses provide clarification, however if you wish to discuss further, 

please do not hesitate to contact our office.  

 

Regards,  

 

 

 

Meirion Townsend 

BSc(Hons) MIOA | Director 

Hunter Acoustics  

 


