
Introductory Points 

• In the Asheville Public Safety Committee meeting of June 1, Councilwomen Sheneika 

Smith, Kim Roney, and Sandra Kilgore unanimously passed a motion to send the city’s 

proposed noise ordinance with a change to recommended decibel limits to the full City 

Council for consideration at its June 22 meeting.  

• The Coalition of Asheville Neighborhoods (CAN) is strongly opposed to the motion, 

which significantly increases recommended decibel limits in the proposed noise 

ordinance.   

• The motion directly undermines the City’s top two guiding principles for a new noise 

ordinance: (1) “excessive noise is a public health, welfare and safety hazard” and (2) “the 

community has a right to an environment free from excessive noise that may degrade 

their quality of life or diminish property values”.      

• The Councilwomen arbitrarily chose Wilmington’s model based on a short-sighted and 

misguided notion of how to stimulate economic recovery for the music and performance 

industries.    

• Furthermore, they made this recommendation without first-hand experience of what these 

increased decibel levels really mean and without an appreciation for the very real 

suffering caused by excessive, unwanted noise.  

• They made this recommendation without regard for Asheville stakeholders’ concerns for 

public safety, health and well-being--concerns continuously cited over the years as well 

as in that very meeting.   

Bias Toward Music/Performance Industries  

• The councilwomen’s discussion leading to their decision was stunning for its lack of 

thorough analysis and consideration for stakeholders’ concerns.  They did not discuss the 

negative impact of excessive noise on residents’ lives, and they demonstrated a clear bias 

in favor of giving excessive license to music and performance noise in the guise of 

economic recovery.   

• Moreover, they did not even connect the dots of their questionable logic that equates 

excessive noise with more jobs.  
 

Equity and Socio-Environmental Justice 

• The motion’s recommended increase in decibel levels would result in a serious 

deterioration of health, well-being, and quality of life for many Asheville residents, those 

who live downtown as well as in other neighborhoods, like Kenilworth, impacted by 

unacceptably high levels of noise pollution from commercial and industrial sources. 

• On May 25, the Asheville City Council voted to authorize the purchase of 50 Asheland 

Ave. for a mixed-use downtown development to include affordable housing.  The Public 

Safety Committee’s recommended high level of decibels would force a vulnerable 



population of future residents to be exposed to health and safety risks from nearby 

sources of excessive noise beyond their control and in stark contrast to the City’s stated 

policies on equity.    

Decibels 

• The Councilwomen failed to demonstrate an understanding that decibel levels are 

measured using a logarithmic scale, like the Richter scale for earthquakes, in which each 

increase in 10 dB represents a multiplication of intensity by 10.  

• They also failed to point out that the human experience or perception of hearing 

approximately doubles with each 10 dB increase.  And, conversely, how a small decrease 

in decibels can mean a significant decrease in potential damage to hearing.   

• Nonetheless, they decided to increase recommended decibel levels as high as 70 and 75 

decibels--unacceptable, unsustainable, and unhealthy levels.  

• Residents of downtown Asheville and many other neighborhoods are already forced to 

live with unacceptably high levels of noise.  They would be forced to accept continuous 

noise equivalent to an operating vacuum cleaner (75 decibels) surrounding their 

residences.    

 

Wilmington and Asheville 

• One size does not fit all. Wilmington and Asheville could not be more different in terms 

of population density, topography, nature of central business districts, and proximity of 

industrial and commercial sources of noise pollution to residential areas.   

• The proposed change would inappropriately and unjustifiably apply Wilmington’s overly 

permissive noise ordinance to Asheville.   

• Wilmington’s ordinance prohibits decibel levels above 75 in daytime and 70 at nighttime, 

as measured at the site of complaint.  

• Asheville needs a noise ordinance that accounts for the complexities presented by a 

mountainous environment, zoning border issues, population density, and the serious 

concerns of its residents.   

• That is why the Coalition of Asheville Neighborhoods (CAN) continues to advocate for a 

nighttime limit of 45 decibels in residential areas, based on the recommendations from 

the American Public Health Association and the World Health Organization.  

Expectations for Our Elected Officials 

• We expect our elected City Council members to be informed and responsible decision-

makers, to be dedicated to improving the lives of residents, and to develop the 

community and its resources in a safe, socially just, and ecologically sustainable manner.     

• We expect them to make decisions in a fair and thoroughly vetted manner with 

consideration for the potentially negative impact of those decisions on residents’ lives.   



• The committee passed the motion in a stunningly swift manner without informed 

discussion, without critical analysis, and without expression of compassion and concern 

for the suffering of the residents of Asheville.  

• The councilwomen demonstrated not only their lack of understanding of the serious 

threat posed by noise pollution, but also their lack of understanding of the real suffering 

of those who are forced to live with noise pollution. 

• Clearly, the Councilwomen had not been thoroughly briefed and had not studied the in-

depth resources that CAN has made available on the issue. 

CAN’s Role and Recommendation 

• The Councilwomen’s swift decision dismissed CAN’s years of hard work and 

collaboration with the City to draft a new noise ordinance that would make Asheville 

more sustainable, more equitable, and much more livable for its residents.  

• The effort has required a great deal of in-depth analysis and thorough understanding of 

this complex issue, necessary steps to make well-reasoned, appropriate recommendations.   

• However, the Councilwomen rejected the idea of continuing to refine and improve the 

current proposed ordinance.  Instead, they were eager to move the ordinance forward 

with one change only—an increase in decibel levels based on their misguided and 

unsubstantiated idea of economic development.  

• CAN is dismayed that its consolidated public input has largely been ignored, eroding our 

trust and confidence in the process.   

• We urge the City Council to reject the Public Safety Committee’s motion of June 7, 

2021.  

 


