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Dear Mr Hewitt 
 

  
RE: 14 Newport Street, Brighton BN2 3HL 

We were instructed by you to report upon the cavity walls in the above property.   
 
The property is a traditional Victorian property comprising basement, ground floor and 
first floor. The walls are made of brick and there is a pitched roof clad with Redland 49 
tiles.  The side wall of the rear extension measured 11 inches thickness.  Bricks were 
removed to the side wall of the rear extension and I noted that the wall was constructed 
of two leaves of stretcher bond with a very small (20mm) cavity between the two 
leaves.  Furthermore, in the area that was excavated, I noted a brick traversing the 
cavity. 
 

 
 
Therefore, I assume that the wall was built with two leaves of stretcher bond with bricks 
laid perpendicular in order to bind the two leaves together.  Therefore, this wall cannot 
be described as a cavity wall and therefore, any treatment to the cavity is irrelevant.   
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The rear wall of the rear extension is very thick.  The wall was measured as 16 inches 
thick.  This mystified me and I asked for an area of render to be removed.  Immediately 
noticed was a head brick indicating that this is not a standard cavity wall.  Firstly, a 
cavity wall would be expected to be made up of two 4½” leaves of brickwork with a 2” 
cavity.  The thickness of this wall greatly exceeds that and the presence of header 
brickwork allows me to safe in the assumption that this is not a cavity wall and therefore 
cannot be treated. 
 

 
 
The front wall was measured as 12 inches thick.  I managed to gain access under the 
floorboards and could view the wall through the air brick.   
 

 
 
Two leaves of 4½” brickwork was noted, with a cavity approximately 50mm thick.  With 
the aid of a torch and mirror, I managed to view the cavity and found a large amount of 
rubble in the cavity.  Indeed, the cavity up to the level of the airbrick was completely 
filled.  In my opinion, the cost of clearing the cavity would be prohibitive and an 
alternative should be found to cavity wall insulation.   
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I do not believe that this property is suitable for cavity wall insulation for the reasons 
stated above.  In order to raise insulation levels, insulation should be provided on the 
internal or external faces of the wall, taking care not to give rise to interstitial 
condensation problems. 
 
The property is thought to have been constructed circa 1890.  It is rare to find cavity 
wall construction in a property of this age and it is not surprising that such differences 
are found in the walls.  For properties of this age, cavity construction was yet to become 
standardised.  For this reason, the property should not be considered traditional cavity 
construction and, therefore, I advise that alternatives are sought to cavity wall 
insulation. 
 
Yours sincerely 
 

 
 
 
W H C Grumitt BSc MRICS  
RICS No.: 0085081 
For Grumitt Wade  
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