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| object to the propose development for the following reasons —

Un-adopting Drake Avenue

The plans dated 24/9/13 show the proposed un-adopted road ending at number 6 Drake

Avenue. This has now been extended to include up-to number 12 Drake Avenue on the plans
dated 7/3/14. Were the residents of Drake Avenue asked if they wanted an un-adopted road
which could be prane to neglect by a private landlord? | know of nobody consulted regarding

this.

These home owners need to be consulted since this has wide reaching implications. | feel an un-
adopted road is a backwards step when a great many un-adopted roads are trying so hard to
become adopted thus eliminating the cost and responsibility. Who will be responsible for the
repairs to a road not covered by NCC and not owned by the homeowners on it? | object to this
road being taken over by Saffran Housing without being cansulted.

Parking provision on Drake Avenue

On Drake Avenue how many cars are you providing space to park for? This looks to be about 4
spaces for 12 houses. Going by the parking standards for Norfolk 2007 - 1 space per 1bed unit, 2
spaces per 2 or 3 bed unit, 3 spaces per 4 or more bed unit. The 12 houses on Drake Avenue
have 3 bedrooms so require 24 parking spaces not 4. This road 15 incredibly busy when the field
at the end is in use. Parking at these times is on the grass verge opposite and can easily extend
onto Beatty Road. What are the plans to cater for this?

You will be providing 22 parking spaces for this proposed development of 12 dwellings, ! can
only see 20. Where are the missing 2? Are any of the parking spaces for this proposed
development located on Drake Avenue?

Children travel to schoo] and play in this area and would be put at additional risk by the
increased traffic flow down this quiet cul-de-sac.

Loss of parking of Salisbury Road

This would cause severe parking problems if the parking facility currently provided by 'The Great
Yarmouth Borough council {Off Street) Free Parking Places Order 1999, were lost. There
desperate need for parking by the school, local residents, tourists etc. This gefiRBA
cause a severe loss of amenity to the Jocal neighbourhood.

Car/ Cycle parking

Car parking needs to be as per - the Norfolk.gov.uk website -

These standards assume a car parking space of dimensions 5.0m x 2.5m for spaces with short
term/high frequency of turnover. For communal residential parking and for longer term/low



frequency of turnover parking a minimum space size of 4.8m x 2.4m will be accepted as

recommented by Design Bulletin 32.
When parking is provided at right angles to the access roadway, a minirmum aisle width of 6.0m

is required to enable vehicies to enter and leave the parking spaces with minimum manoeuvring.
It is assumed that car-pasking layouts will be designed to make the most efficient use of
available land, and include suitable landscaping.

Parking areas should be constructed and drained to an adequate standard so that the spaces
provided are available at all times, e.g. they are not subject to flooding.

 believe the parking spaces on this development are too cramped.

You have not taken into account the following requirement for cycie parking either -
Cycle parking class C3

None for individual houses with garages or rear gardens for a garden shed. For flats and
developments with communal parking - Residents 1 space / unit Visitors: 1 space / 4 units.

Type 6 road

The plans state that the development will have type & roads.

As per Norfalk Residential Design Guide — February 1998’ prepared, among others, by MrM P
Dowling, Borough Planning Officer, GYBC.

A type 6 road is for a mews area with a speed limit of 12mph.

Residents have a straight run along this road and wilt undoubtedly drive faster than this down
what is a tiny road. This is incredibly dangerous, particularly for children unaccustomed to this

type of road.
*The road must be 5.8m min including a 1m over run’.

What are the dimensions you have created? it was measured by a iady at the planning office at
4.5m.

There also needs to be access from a ‘type 1, 2 or 3 road”.

NCC do not use these classifications instead they use A,B,C.. or unclassified. Drake Avenue is
unclassified and as such does not fall within the categories suitable as an access road.

Emergency ACCess

There is insufficient room for emergency services to attend should there be need for fire,
ambulance and police at the site together. The proximity to existing resident’s fences could
prove an additional fire hazard due to the proposed development units being 1m away.

Referencing the planningportal.gov.uk document Part B of schedule 1 to the Buildings
Regulations 2000 (amended)



“tern 16.11 ‘Turning facilities should be provided in any dead-end access route that is more than
20m iong {see diagram 50). This can only be hammerhead or turning circle, designed on the
basis of Table 20.’ Table 20 states that a fire and rescue service vehicle requires a minimum
turning circle of 19.2m’.

| have measured the gap between Sandringham Avenue and Biake Road to be 15m, there is
therefore insufficient room to provide a turning circle for a pump type appliance and the ‘dead-
end access route’ s considerably longer than 20m.

Referring to diagram 50 it states that “a rescue service vehicle should not have to reverse more
than 20m from the end of an access road’. Due to the nature of the land involved and the Scania
Emergency One fire engine used in Great Yarmouth, this is against building regulation thus
prohibiting this development.

ownership of land

| object that there was "a vague mention of letting the residents buy the {and’ nearly 10 year
ago, at a point when the councll was in no position to sell it, since the ownership was
‘apparently’ unknown. Suddenly the ownership is known and belongs to the council (in 2013} -
hut no residents are asked if they wish to buy it, nor consulted or given any options before
Saffron housing arranged a deal with the council. This deal affects everybody in the surrounding
area but was arranged without any consultation with us, seemingly as an underhand way of
pushing it through without opposition. | find the lack of consultation by counciors, particularly
those representing this ward reprehensible.

Effect on local residents Amenity and Environment

This development is not in keeping with the tocal area. The local area consists of some of the
most expensive and desirable houses in Great Yarmouth. They are 3 or 4 bedroomed detached
or semi-detached 2 storey homes occupied by homeowners who have aspired to live in this
sought after area, In order to own these homes these people have worked hard and strived to
achieve what they have. They appreciate and respect the privacy and peace and quiet and have
formed a community of like-minded people. Our shared objection to this development has
brought these neighbours together in a way that we are alt proud of. This proposed
development is totally wrong for the harmony of this quiet neighbourhood, of young families,
working and retired couples, people who have raised their families hare and may have lived here
for decades.

They are rated as bands C & D and are privately owned and occupied by the owners, for the
most part. This proposed development will be for band A social housing, the majority of which
are 1 or 2 bed bungalows, crammed into a slither of land, completely at odds with the existing
residences.

At a recent council meeting a councillor stated that if the development went ahead it would be
*a slum within 10 years’



Great Yarmouth Borough Strategic tand Availability Assessment Review 2012 stated that the
“site is unsuitable for residential development’.

Local Development Framework Housing Land Avallability Assessment 2010 ‘concluded that
residential development on the site should be discounted’, from a briefings note to the
Corporate Management Boa rd 19/10/10 by Peter Warner.

Great Yarmouth Borough-Wide Local Plan / Adopted Version: February, 2001 Policy HOU15 2.5.2
states’ All housing development proposals... will be assessed according to their effect on
residential amenity, the character of the environment, traffic generation and services. They will
also be assessed according to the environment to be created, including appropriate car parking
and servicing provision'.

2.5.1 states ‘All new housing development proposals should have regard to their effect on
existing residential property or other adjacent tand uses, the character of the ervironment in
which they are located, the need for adequate access for dealing with traffic generation
(including approach roads) and the provision of adequate services’.

2.5.3 states ‘In assessing proposals for development the Borough Council will have regard to the
density of the surrounding area. Sub-division of plots will be resisted where it would be likely to
lead to development out of character and scale with the surroundings’.

£.2.11 states ‘in regard to the natural environment the scattered nature of settlements is one of
the characteristic features of the local landscape. Areas of open landscape surrounding the main
urban area and other settlements provide a physical separation between those settlements and
in some Instances form landscape extensions into the built up area. It is important to safeguard
those areas, which prevent urban sprawl and the coalescence of settiements. The green wedges
not only provide a welcome break between settlements but also provide the most readily
accessible countryside to residents for recreational and leisure pursuits’.

10.6 states ‘In regard to amenity space in urban areas that developments which would erode the
pravision for amenity, open space or any other land which contributes positively to the
community or street should be refused’

| agree with the above and suggest that in reading this it is inevitable to conclude that this
proposed development causes complete loss of amenity for the focal neighbourhood and a lass
of a well-used community asset- This land has been the responsibility of the council for a great
many vears, yet has been almost completely neglected to the detriment of people fiving in the
area. The coundil should cherish this space, tidy it and develop it into a parking area and
maintained garden area. Local residents feel this Is the best use of this land and would support
something along these lines if consulted.



Great Yarmouth Borough Council Mr B M and Mrs S A Griffen
Customer Services 8 Blake Road
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Great Yarmouth Borough Council
Planning Services

Development Control

Town Hall

Hall Plain

Great Yarmouth

Norfolk

NR30 2QF

Dear Sirs,
Planning Application 06/14/0168F |
Location: Salisbu outh

In response to your letter dated 20° March 2014, we are writing to express our concerns about the
proposed development of 12 residential units at Salisbury Road, Great Yarmouth.

Our main concern relates to parking in the area. The Great Yarmouth High School car park is
insufficient to service all of the school’s employees as it is. The overspill tend to park on the car park
where the housing development is proposed and on Blake Road and Salisbury Road. We understand
that the school will shortly mcrease its capacity from 500 students to 900. This will mean additional
staff (presumably almost double the current amount) and additional parents dropping/collecting their
children by car as well as additional coaches/buses taking students off site during the day. Where are
these people going to park in an already densely populated area where parking is insufficient to meet

existing needs?

We note from the plans that several of the properties are 4 bedroomed and the proposed parking for
the properties is insufficient to service the number of people who will likely be living in the units, let
alone any visitors that they might have.

There is already an issue with cars being parked on kerbs and in such a manner that blocks the road.
These road infractions are likely fo be more frequent if the proposed plan goes ahead (dve to the
insufficient parking and increased population) in which case how will the emergency services gam
access in the event of an emergency? Our own properiy backs on to the land where the development is
proposed. What access would emergency services have if there was a fire at the rear of our property?

We understand that the units will be used to house vulnerable people. No further information has
been made available, so far as we are aware. We have concerns as (o the type of vulnerable person
that will be residing so close to the school not to mention our own property.

The plans do not allow for any proper garden space despite some of the properties being 4 bedroom.
Where will the children that will be housed play? The preposed unit is likely to lead to an increase in
anti social behaviour which will be to the detriment of the local community.



The sewers at the top of Blake Road tend to flood whenever there is a large downpour of rain and the
appropriate agency have to deal with this issue. What impact will the proposed development have
upon the sewerage system that is in place? Is it not the case that the land has already been assessed

and deemed unsuitable for residential properties?

The proposed development is not central and there will be an impact upon the public transport
services which are already heavily used by the children travelling to and from school. Additional bus
service would be required and there would be an expense to the council in providing for this.

Another concern that we have relates to the Highways Agency and the ‘unadopted” status of the roads
on site of the proposed development. Whose responsibility will it be to build and maintain the roads?
Apgain how will the emergency services access the proposed units and the properties either side on
Blake Road and North Denes Road in the event of an emergency?

The local residents are so fundamentally against this development (as evidenced by a local resident’s
meeting which you will undoubtedly have been made aware of} that there is a definite prospect of
hostility and potential for breaches of the peace if the development goes ahead Not ideal
crreumstances for a housing estate which is proposed for vulnerable people?

We do not feel that we have been properly consulted about the proposed development, especially
prior to the land being sold to Saffron Housing. Our views have not been properly canvassed. Where
objection has been raised to the development this does niot appear to have held any weight or been
taken info account when decisions have been made. We have not been given the opportunity top
purchase the land directly at the rear of our property We would be extremely interested in this had
there been a formal offer, not least given that the entire piece of land has reportedly been sold for £1

We are vehemently against the development being approved as drawn. The land, m our view, is not
suitable for residential use and is already a vital resource to the local community for much needed
parking space. If the Council wishes to relinquish responsibility for the fand (and the costs that will be
associated with that) then the land should have been gifted or sold to the adjoining houses or else

gifted or sold {0 the school for parking
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Jill K. Smith

From: Dean A. Minns

Sent: 08 April 2014 16:47 .
To: Jill K. Smith )
Subject: FW: Planning Applicatiph 06/14/0168/F
Jill

Dean Minns

Group Manager Planning

Great Yarmouth Borough Council

Telephone: 01493 846420
E-mail- dam@great-varmouth.gov.uk

Website: www.great-yarmouth.gov.uk
Correspondence Address: Town Hall, Hall Plain, Great Yarmouth, Norfolk NR30 2QF

Great Yarmouth Borough Councli - Customer Focused, Performance Driven

It takes 24 trees to produce 1 ton of office paper! Think... is it really necessary to print this email?

From: Dean A, Minns

Sent: 08 April 2014 16:46

To: 'Pippa Futter-South'

Subject: RE: Planning Application 06/14/0168/F

Dear Mrs Futter-South
1 acknowledge receipt of your correspondence.

Regards

Dean Minns
Group Manager Planning
Great Yarmouth Borough Council

Telephone: 01493 846420
E-mail: dam@great-yamouth,gov.uk

Website. www.great-yarmouth.gov.uk
Correspondence Address: Town Hall, Hall Plain, Great Yarmouth, Norfolk NR30 2QF

Great Yarmouth Borough Council - Customer Focused, Performance Driven

it takes 24 trees to produce 1 ton of office paper! Think... is it really necessary to print this email?

From: Pippa Futter-South [mailto:pippafuttersouth@yahoo.cg.uk]
Sent: 08 April 2014 14:47

To: Dean A. Minns
Subject: Planning Application 06/14/0168/F



Dear Mr Minns

Ref: Planning Application No.06/14/0168/F - proposed development of 12 affordable residential units with associated
landscaping, parking & highways works by Saffron Housing.

Further to my letter of objection dated 2nd April, which was hand-delivered 1o the Town Hall, please find attached a letter detailing
further objections.

1 have also attached a copy of my first objection letter.

1 would be grateful if you could acknowledge receipt of both letters and give them due consideraticn.
Many thanks for your assistance in this matter.

Kind regards

Mrs P Fuiter-South



Mrs Futter-South

76 North Denes Road
Great Yarmouth
Norfolk

NR30 4LU

Great Yarmouth Borough Councit
Planning Services

Development Control

Town Hall, Hall Plain

Great Yarmouth

Norfolk, NR30 2QF

2™ April 2014
For the attention of Mr Dean Minns, Group Manager (Planning)

Dear Mr Minns

Reference:  Planning Application No.06/14/0168/F
Proposed development of 12 affordable residential units with associated
landscaping, parking & highways works by Saffron Housing.

Thank you for your letter dated 20™ March 2014 in which you informed me of the above planning
application. | write in cannection with the above planning apphcation. | have examined the plans
and | know the site well. [ wish to make you aware of a number of strong chjections that | have
with regard to the proposed development. As an immediate neighbour to the site of the proposed
development, | am of the opinion that the proposed development will have a serious impact on
my standard of living. | object strongly to the development of these residential units in this
location and my specific objections are as follows:

1. Local Development Framework Housing Land Availability Assessment, 2010

As part of the Local Development Framework Housing Land Availability Assessment in 2010, an
appraisal of the land took place and the assessment review concluded that residential
development on the site should be discounted. This was referenced in a briefing note to the
Corporate Management Board 19/10/10 by Head of Planning Peter Warner (see appendix A).

Great Yarmouth Borough Strategic Housing Land Availability Assessment Review (SHLAA) of
2012 - Site Is not suited to development

Great Yarmouth Borough Strategic Housing Land Availability Assessment Review of 2012 noted
that the land between Barnard and Salisbury Road, Great Yarmouth (Ref GR15} was deemed
unsuitable for residential development (see appendix B). The report states the following “The site
is tightly constrained by its shape and location, between the backs of two terrace rows. The north
and south of the site are not wide enough to accommodate a dwelling whilst still managing to
accommodate access to the rear. It is for these reasons the site is deemed unsuitable for
residential development”. The SHLAA map also states that the land between Barnard and Salisbury
Road, Great Yarmouth {Ref GR15) in “not currently developable” (see appendix C).



2. Detrimental impact upon residential amenities

Great Yarmouth Borough-Wide Local Plan / Adopted Version: February 2001, Policy SO2 0.6.4;
New policy S02 development will only be permitted where community facilities, essential
infrastructure, services and other amenities are adequate or where there is a firm undertaking or
agreement to make necessary or appropriate provision that is relevant and directly related to the

proposed development.

Great Yarmouth Borough-Wide Local Plan / Adopted Version: February 2001, Policy HOU7 2.3.9:
Policy HOU7 states that new residential development may only be permitted if the following

criteria is met:

» The proposal would not be significantly detrimental to the form, character and setting of
the settlement

» Al public utilities are available including foul or surface water disposal and there are no
existing capacity constraints

» The proposal would not be significantly detrimental to the residential amenities of
adjoining occupiers or users of land

Great Yarmouth Borough-Wide Local Plan / Adopted Version: February 2001, Policy HOU15
2.5.2: Policy HOU1S states alf housing development proposals including replacement dwellings and
changes of use will be assessed according to their effect on residential amenity, the character of
the environment, traffic generation and services. They will also be assessed according to the
quality of the environment to be created, including appropriate car parking and servicing provision

Great Yarmouth Borough-Wide Local Plan / Adopted Version: February 2001, 2.5.1: The plan
states all new housing development proposals should have regard to their affect on existing
residential property or other adjacent land uses, the character of the environment in which they
are located, the need for adequate access for dealing with traffic generation (including approach
roads} and the provision of adequate services.

Great Yarmouth Borough-Wide Local Plan / Adopted Version: February 2001, Policy HOU16
2.5.3: Policy HOU17 states in assessing proposals for development the Borough Council will have
regard to the density of the surrounding area. Sub-division of plots will be resisted where it would
be fikely to lead to development out of character and scale with the surroundings.

Great Yarmouth Borough-Wide Local Plan / Adopted Version: February 2001, Policy HOU16
2.5.3: Policy HOU16 states a high standard will be required for all housing proposals. A site survey
and landscaping scheme will be required with all detailed applications for more than 10 dwelfings
these should include measures to retain and safeguard significant existing landscope features.

Great Yarmouth Borough-Wide Local Plan / Adopted Version: February 2001, 7.6.4: states in
regards to surface and foul water disposal that both Anglian Water Services Limited (AW) and the
Environment Agency consider that, in assessing new development proposals, they will expect
applicants to provide or indicate the provision of o comprehensive drainage strategy for all new
development areas. This is to ensure that the surface water drainage system is both adequate in
terms of copacity and that effluent and possible pollutants are not discharged to watercourses.
Detailed feasibility studies may be required to determine the optimum focation and route {both in
terms of practicality and cost) for both foul and surface water drainage systems.
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| am concerned that the proposed development is in contravention of these policies. it does not
respect local context and street pattern, in particular the scale and proportions of surrounding
buildings, and would be entirely out of the character of the area, to the detriment of the local
environment. The proposed development is for social housing specifically 8 x one-bed bungalows,
2 x two-bed bungalows and 2 x two-bed semi-detached two-storey houses proportions of which
are a great deal smaller than neighbouring properties so the scale and design of the development
is entirely out of keeping. The layout and siting, both in itself and in relation to adjeining
properties is inappropriate and unsympathetic to the appearance and character of the local

environment.

The proposal will demonstrably harm the amenities enjoyed by local residents, in particular the
loss of safe parking areas, valuable open space and the right to enjoy a quiet and safe residential
environment. It is also detrimental to the form, character and setting of the neighbourhood. In
addition, it will place a burden on the water and sewerage drainage system.

The proposed development will also result in the loss of existing views from neighbouring
properties and would adversely affect the residential amenity of neighbouring owners as well as a
the potential for a drop in property value.

3, Adequacy of Infrastructure and drainage

Great Yarmouth Borough-Wide Local Plan / Adopted Version: February 2001, Policy HOU7 2.3.9:
Policy HOU? states that new residential development may only be permitted if the following
criteria is met:

> Al public utilities are available including foul or surface water disposal and there are no
existing capacity constraints

Great Yarmouth Borough-Wide Local Plan / Adopted Version: February 2001, 7.6.4: states in
regards to surface and foul water disposal that both Anglian Water Services Limited (AW) and the
Environment Agency caonsider that, in assessing new development proposals, they will expect
applicants to provide or indicate the provision of a comprehensive drainage strategy for oll new
development areas. This is to ensure that the surface water drainage system is both adequate in
terms of capacity and that effluent and possible pollutants are not discharged to wotercourses.
Detailed feasibility studies may be required to determine the optimum location and route {(both in
terms of practicality and cost) for both foul and surface water drainage systems.

| believe the proposed development goes against the above policies. The existing sewerage system
has failed twice before. | am concerned about the impact of the proposed development on
surrounding properties in terms of drainage and in placing undue pressure on the current
sewerage system. | am concerned about the potential risk of the sewerage system malfunctioning
again and contaminating land close to my property. The SHLAA report states that “Anglian Water
have indicated that infrastructure upgrades for sewerage treatment would be required- which
could include flow attenuation for foul water connection. No capacity for surface water sewers -
5UDs solution would need to be explored” {see appendix B).



4. Environmental Habitats and Impact

Great Yarmouth Borough-Wide Local Plan / Adopted Version: February 2001, Policy HOU 4 2.3.3;
Policy HOU4 proposals for residential development in excess of 10 dwellings will be required to
comply with the following criteria:

» There will be no loss of sites of landscape or wildlife importance

I am concerned that the proposed development contravenes the following laws regarding
protected species: Wildlife and Countryside Act (1981) {as amended); the Countryside and Rights
of Way Act, 2000; the Natural Environment and Rural Communities Act (NERC, 2006); and by the
Conservation of Habitats and Species Regulations (2010). | am specifically concerned about the
impact on the bat population in the local environment. The proposed development site is home
to bats, which can be seen in this area over the summer months. Any development will jeopardise
bat nesting sites. The Bat Preservation Trust states that “legislation dictates that any structures or
place which a bats use for shelter or protection are protected from damage or destruction
whether occupied or not”. The proposed development is within 500m of the North Denes SPA (see

appendix B).

| am also concerned about the level of contaminants thought to be located at the site of the
proposed development due to its previous uses. The Environmental Protection Act 1990 Part 11V
stipulates in its legislation that a council is required to inspect its area and determine whether any

iand is “Contaminated Land” {see appendix D).
5. Protection of valuable open space

Great Yarmouth Borough-Wide Local Plan / Adopted Version: February 2001, 8.2.11: states that
in regards to the natural environment the scattered nature of settlements is one of the
characteristic features of the local landscape. Areas of open landscape surrounding the main urban
area and other settlements provide o physical separation between those settlements and in some
instances form landscape extensions into the built up area. It is important to safeguard those
areas, which prevent urban sprawl and the coalescence of settlements. The green wedges not only
provide a welcorne break between settlements but also provide the most readily accessible
countryside to residents for recreational and leisure pursuits.

Great Yarmouth Borough-Wide Local Plan / Adopted Version: February 2001, Policy NNV5
8.2.12: states that in regards to the natural environment development would not impinge on the
physical separation between settlements.

Great Yarmouth Borough-Wide Local Plan / Adopted Version: February 2001, 8.2.17: states in
regards to open space in settlements that open spaces within built areas are a valuable and non-
renewable resource. Parks, playing fields, school fields, informol open space, private open space,
allotrents and cemeteries con provide opportunities for recreation, relaxation and also form
wildlife refuges in the urban environment.

Great Yarmouth Borough-Wide Local Plan / Adopted Version: February 2001, Policy REC11 10.6:
stotes in regards to omenity space in urban areas that developments which would erode the
provision of amenity, open space or any other land which contributes positively to the community
or street scene should be refused,



1 am concerned that the proposed development is in contravention of these policies. The
proposed dwellings will alter the area and amount to cramming. it will result in the loss of valuable
open space and amenity enjoyed by local residents and visitors to the area.

6. Highway safety, inadequate parking and the impact on Traffic

Great Yarmouth Borough-Wide Local Plan / Adopted Version: February 2001, Policy HOU 4 2.3.3;
Policy HOU4 proposals for residentiai development in excess of 10 dwellings will be required to
comply with the following criteria:

> Sotisfactory access could be made availoble and traffic generated by the proposal would
not have a significant effect on the focal highway network
% There will be no loss of sites of landscape or wildlife importance

Great Yarmouth Borough-Wide Local Plan / Adopted Version: February 2001, 3.6.2: stotes in
regards to car parking provision that the most recent survey (1993) concluded: “It Is evident that
there is still not enough car parking capacity available within the Great Yormouth town centre or
the seafront holiday areas to satisfy demand and future increases in vehicle ownership and usage.

Great Yarmouth Borough-Wide Local Plan / Adopted Version: February 2001, Policy HOU15
2.5.2: Policy HOU15 states all housing development proposals including replocement dwelfings and
changes of use will be assessed according to their effect on residential amenity, the character of
the environment, traffic generation and services. They will also be assessed according to the
quality of the environment to be creoted, including appropriate cor parking and servicing provision.

Great Yarmouth Borough-Wide Local Plan / Adopted Version: February 2001, 2.5.1: Plan states
oll new built housing development proposals should have regard to their effect on existing
residential property or other adjacent land uses, the character of the environment in which they
are located, the need for adequate access for dealing with traffic generation {including approach
rogds) and the provision of odequuate services.

The proposed development would have an adverse impact on the area adjacent to the site as well
as the surrounding area. | believe it is contravention of the above policies.

The proposed development includes dedicated parking spaces for each new residential unit and a
few for visitors to the development. This will result in the loss of the car park currently located on
this land, and would significantly reduce the current number of car parking spaces available to
existing residents, local workers and visitors to an unacceptable level. The current arrangement is
a valuable amenity for this neighbourhood (see attached photographs A).

This proposal could lead to vehicle overhanging the adopted highway verge/road to the detriment
of other road users inevitably putting more of a burden on highway safety. Overspill parking will
occur on Blake Road, Salisbury Road and Collingwood Road, which will reduce the available road
width to the detriment of road safety. Exiting these roads at certain times during the day is
hazardous as cars already park on junctions causing obstruction (see attached photographs B/C).

The proposed development will generate a significant increase in the volume of local traffic
around the area of the development, which will compromise the safety of pedestrians, particularly
schoolchildren walking to and from Great Yarmouth High School, and other road users.
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7. Detrimental impact on tourism

Great Yarmouth Borough-Wide Local Plan / Adopted Version: February 2001, 3.6.2: states in
regards to cor parking provision that the most recent survey (1993) concluded: “It is evident that
there Is stifl not enough car parking copacity available within the Great Yarmouth town centre or
the seafront holiday areas to satisfy demand and future Increases in vehicle ownership and usage.

Great Yarmouth Borough-Wide Local Plan {2001},Policy TR20 5.9.2: states in areas of ‘residential
and/or holiday accommodation’ development of vacant plots, and reconstruction, extension or
alteration of buildings that requires the grant of planning permission will anly be permitted if the
applicant con demonstrate that the

» local highway network would be capable of accommodating traffic attributable to the

propasal
% the development can be adequately serviced
» car parking can be provided in accordance with the council’s parking and servicing

standards

| am concerned that development will result in significantly reduced parking feading to a negative
effect on tourism. My road has a mix of private dwellings, multiple occupancy housing and tourist
accommodation. The area of North Drive attracts holidaymakers throughout the season who
utilise parking facilities in the area of the proposed development.

8. Emergency Access

The proposals for internal movement within the site are unacceptable and will create conflicts
between pedestrians, cyclists, vehicular movements and in particular emergency vehicles as the
land sited for development is not wide enough for vehicles to turn safely. Moreover, should an
emergency incident take place in one of the properties to the centre of the development this will
lead to a backup of emergency vehicles on the access road within the site, causing further risk and
barriers to emergency vehicles carrying out their business.

9. Ownershlp of Land is Unclear

Great Yarmouth Borough Strategic Housing Land Availability Assessment Review of 2012 states
within the report “...site ownership is unknown. Without concluding the actual ownership of the
land, the intentions to develop cannot be confirmed, therefore it is considered that the site is not
immediately available for development” (see appendix B).

10. Planning History

A planning application 06/05/0632/0 was made by the Council’s Property Services Unit in August
2005 for a two-storey dwelling House but this was withdrawn 18/09/2006, prior to determination.
Local Residents objections to this development included loss of privacy and concerns about
overlooking. Local residents were supportive that the area be used for car parking. (see appendix
A). The SHLAA report stated, “The site is constrained by its irregular site layout and is unable to
accommodate proposed residential potential at this density. The constraint is unlikely to be
overcome as the size of the site does not altow sufficient flexibility” (see appendix B).



11. Human Rights Act and Noise disturbance

The proposed development will affect me directly by preventing me from enjoying my property in
the same way as | do now. Increased noige from cars driving and parking behind my house will
cause disturbance in what is currently a quiet area. Noise and disturbance from an additional 32
residents in close proximity to my own property will have a detrimental impact on my privacy and
the quiet enjoyment | currently have in my garden. In line with the Human Rights Act, Protocol 1
Article 1, | have a right to peaceful enjoyment of all my possessions, which includes my home and
other land. Additionally, Article 8 of the Human Rights Act states that “a person has substantive
right to respect for their private and family life”. My private and family life encompasses my home
and my surroundings.

12. Support of local community groups

People of North Yarmouth (PoNY) is concerned about the proposed development, particularly its
impact on local parking and road safety.

Brandon Lewis MP has indicated that he is concerned that the proposed development will
negatively affect residents specifically in regards to road safety and parking.

The planning application states in Section 14 that the land is vacant but | dispute this. A proportion
of land is set aside by Great Yarmouth Borough Council to provide free parking and is operated
under the Great Yarmouth Borough Council (off street) Free Parking Places Order 1999 (see
attached photographs A). This designated car park s utilised by local residents, by Great
Yarmouth High School staff and by customers of the Post Office and McColl’s convenience shop. It
is also used as parking for delivery vehicles for the shop. It has been enjoyed by local residents as a
public right of way having been used for aver 50 years, and provides safe access for High School
pupils to the school playing fields located off Drake Road.

I trust that my objections will be put before the Planning Committee in due course prior to a
decision being made on this application and that my objections will be taken into consideration
when deciding the application.

Yours faithfuily,

Mrs P Futter-South



Mrs Futter-South

76 North Denes Road
Great Yarmouth
Norfolk

NR30 4LU

Great Yarmouth Borough Council
Planning Services

Development Control

Town Hall, Hall Plain

Great Yarmouth

Norfolk, NR30 2QF

8™ April 2014
Eor the attention of Mr Dean Minns, Group Manager {Planning)

Dear Mr Minns

Reference:  Planning Application No.06/14/0168/F
Proposed development of 12 affordable residential units with associated

Jandscaping, parking & highways works by Saffron Housing.

Further to my letter dated 2™ April 2014, (for which | am awaiting acknowledgement) which
outlined my objections to the above planning application, | now write to outline further
objections.

As an immediate neighbour to the site, } am of the opinion that the proposed development will
have a serious impact on my standard of living. 1 object strongly to the development of these
residential units in this location and my specific objections are as follows:

1. Highways Act 1980 Part 1ll Section 31

31.1 Dedication of way as highway presumed after public use for 20 years: Where a way over
any land, other than @ way of such o character that use of it by the public could not give rise at
common law to any presumption of dedication, has been actually enjoyed by the public as of
right and without interruption for a full period of 20 years, the way is to be deemed to have
been dedicated as o highway unless there is sufficient evidence that there was no intention
during that period to dedicate it.

| object to the proposed deviopment on the basis that it contravenes the Highway Act 1980.
The public and, more specifically, my neighbours, the local community, visitors, schoolchildren
and | have all, in one way or another, used this piece of land without interruption for a full
period of 20 years. At no time has the owner erected a notice inconsistent with the dedication
of the way as a highway and in the absence of proof of a contrary intention the public have
enjoyed this amenity for a considerable length of time.



2. Access tn public highway

My property has enjoyed uninterrupted use of access from the rear of its garden directly onto
the adepted public highway for over 50 years. | object to the proposed development, as this
will infringe on my quiet enjoyment of this access onto this valuable community amenity green

space.

3. Protection of water supply

| am concerned that the proposed development may result in contamination of the water
supply and water table as the land is contaminated due to its previous use. | am concerned
therefore about the consumption of safe drinking water.

4. Building Regulations 2000 for England and Wales which came into effect April 2007

The distance between my boundary wall and the rear boundary wall of Blake Road is
approximately 19 metres. | am concerned that the proposed development does not meet the
minimum requirements for the safe access of fire/emergency vehicles. | note from the above
regulations that the turning circle for fire appliances needs to be 19.2 metres and that these
vehicles should not reverse more than 20 metres, Fire appliances are not standardised
appliances either, which is problematic. The proposed development will compromise safety.

5. Loss of public amenity and public safety

I object to the proposed development on grounds of public safety. Great Yarmouth High School
currently has 900 students and pupil numbers are set to rise considerably, to 1,400 within five
years. The school has used the land proposed for development for over 50 years as a safe and
accessible route to their playing field. The development will result in the loss of this valuable
public amenity and prevent the safe passage of children between school and playing field. | am
concerned that this development will directly impact safeguarding of pupils and staff from the
high school, | have a vested interest in Great Yarmouth High as it is the catchment school for
my child and this development will undoubtedly cause concerns about the safety of my child in
accessing the school’s facilities.

I also object to the development on the grounds that this amenity is utilised for parking, and
the proposed development will result in the loss of valuable parking spaces utilised by local
residents, high school staff and parents and visitors to this area.

I further object on the grounds that this development will result in the loss of public access to
and the enjoyment of this well-used, valuable open space and amenity for its existing users,

Yours faithfully,

Mrs P Futter-South



Mr. Minns
Mr. & Mrs, J. Capon

Great Yarmouth Borough Council 15 Blake Road
Planning Services Great Yarmouth
Development Control NR304LT
Town Hall, Hall Plain

Great Yarmouth

Norfolk NR3G 2GF

07/April/2012
For the attention of Mr. Dean Minns, Group Manager {Planningj

Dear Mr. Minns
Ref: - Planning applicatio

We would like to strongly object to the above application for the following reasons.

. The ownership of the land is unclear.
. The council has recently rejected the site as unsuitable for development (SHLAA of 2012).

. Planning has previously been denied because of problems getting the emergency services in and out of
the site,

. Isthere really a case for cramming A rated dwellings between two D rated properties. Surely our
ratable value will have to be adjusted downwards in keeping with the proposed dwellings.

. This access will be further restricted by the proposed layout of the site as vehicles will only be able to
enter or leave the site one at a time as there 1s not room for a double roadway. Which could have a
devastating effect if one car was 1o block the way in or out.

. My human rights to continue to enjoy the unrestricted access and peaceful guality of life we have
enjoyed behind our property.

.The road is unadopted, and Norfolk county council does not intend to change this status, Who will pay
the upkeep. | hope that burden will not fall on the rate payer.

.The site is not wide enough for suitable habitable dwellings to be crammed in-between the two existing
houses either side of the proposed development.

. We have previously requested to buy the piece of land behind our property (see attached)
Should we nct have been given the same opportunity as Saffron Housing to purchase for a norminal fee.



. There is government money available to develop areas for the good of the community, would that not
be a better option.

Jt would be better for the environment to allot the areas behind the existing buildings, with an
unadopted path down the centre, for a nominal fee of course, to those who wish to extend their
gardens or build alletments creating a more environmentally friendly green space in an aiready built up
area. Which would benefit the Birds frogs, and other wildlife that already inhabit the area.

. The area to the front of the proposal is currently used by the school as an overspill car park as well as
by customers using the lacal convenience store.

» The school is going to increase the number of pupils by 900. This is only going to add to the existing
parking problems.

-The school children use the passage as a safe route to the playing field.

. We already have reoccurring Drainage problems in the immediate area, this proposal can only add to
those problems. Who will foot this bill when we have drainage problems in the future.

- The proposal will piace a large number of single people with various needs into a family orientated
area, this will cause some problems. This is not acceptable.

. Trade vans i.e. Plumbers Electriclans and Builders use the area while working locally keeping the
surrounding roads free of congestion.

| have attached some photographs of the areas parking problems, and my previous application to
purchase the area behind my property as well as the photograph from this week's Mercury which
demonstrates the narrowness of the proposed area,

- Drake Avenue will become a through way. It is already congested when the playing field is in use, what
aiternative parking will be made available.

Thank you for taking the time to read our objections, | hope you will be able to appreciate some, if not
all of our concerns.

Let us keep Yarmouth Great.

Mr. & Mrs. ). Capon
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R O RS W i e
Property Services

Town Ha'

Hall Plait

Great Yarmoutt

Norfolt
Yarmouth NR30 20F

ugh Conncal
Piease ask for: Mr D Colmar
Direct Line: (01493) 84612¢

Mr & Mrs J Capoen )
15 Blake Road Switchboard: {01493) 85610(
GREAT YARMOUTH Fax (01493) 84840¢
Norfolk NR304LT DX 41121 — Great Yarmouth -

Web: www great-yarmouth.gov.ut
Email. dke@great-yarmouth.gov.ut

Our Ref. DKC/PM251

26 September 200¢

Dear Mr & Mrs Capon

PLANNING APPLICATION 06/05/0632/0

ERECTION OF A TWO-STOREY DWELLINGHOUSE AT SALISBURY ROAD (FORMER
RAILWAY LAND) GREAT YARMOUTH NORFOLK

Thank you for your letter of 14 September.

Your desire to purchase the area of land directly behind your house is duly noted, however, al
present the future use of the whole of the land is undecided and on that basis it would not be
prudent to sell you the piece of land that you requested.

| hope this is of assistance to you.

Yours sincerely

i

D K Colman
Valuation Surveyor
for Head of Property Services

Head of Department - Robin Neve
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Are new homes being

‘squasd’ onto land?

8y LUCY CLAPHAR
lucy.claphamearchani.uz.muk
D TR R ~
Oppositionls mounting agatnst plans
1o build 12 affordable homss.on a thin
strip of land In Great Yarmouth
Residents living around the site
off Sallsbyry Road are so concerned
ghout fhe bid to build 10 bungalows
and two houses on it they have now
formed a commitiee to fight the

Yl .

The plot, 2 marrow uorrudor
of former rallway land between
Sandringham Avenue and Blake
Road. is used by residents as an area
for parking, as well as a spot where
choldren can play and is a poptlar
short cut for high school students
walking to their playing fields

Those living newrby are concernad
that too msny homes are being
squashed onto the land and fear for
the impaet it wiil have on parking
nnd Toad salety

On Wednesday mote¢ than 40
residemts met to discuss the plans
and pledged t Oght the develogment
after forming a commitiee

Fippa Fatier-South from North
Denes Road, l& among those

The mum-of-one s¢id None of us
have anything agaiust what they're
trying to achieve, It's the fact it's this

land.
“We'raconcernsdabont ropd safoly,
the roads are chock-a-block blogk
with the school, You cant pull qut
of Blake Read and Collingwood Ruad

in the morninges, and emetrgenty
vehicles, how are they going fo turn®
“And thess bungalows arms golng Lo
be built 2 metre away from of the
batks of pur neighbours’ fences™
Mrs Futter-South, 42, said the
land - which is owned by Lreat
Yarmouth Bovough Council had a
history of ial 1 bt

council for a £1 last year, gud it hadt
taken residents’ comments un board

following a pubiic display

John Whitelock, Saffrons
divector of new buainess, added
“Qui architects have produced
s sympathetic design with nc
overlooking, and modifications wers
made where possible in responze to
comments received from the opan
information event ”

Clir Colin Fox, ward member
for Yarmeuth North, undersiood
residents’ concarns and said he hed
called By @ discussion when the
council recently debated what to do
with the land.

‘My chelce was always that 1t should
be direct countil howsing But I'm
d in the sense thai because

regidents had heen left particnlady
“fyugtrated” by the lack of updates
and eohsnitailon from the authority
about the Saffron plans.

“Pheir uegotiation wtih the
tommunity to see how people feel
ahont this piece of land has been
very hit und miss ' she added

Saffren Housing, which bought
Trafalgar House and the old fire
station in Great Yarmouth from the

T
1t's 2 housing association they're not
wying to squeeze in shoehoxes to gel
the most posskble morey” he added

“We do have 4 serlous problem
with the amownt of. housea anil
available to us, We have got people
wanting 10 downsize and we don't
have the houses {to put them 1n]

“This is an attempr to Wy and
uddress {hose necds 30 people can
stay in their communities.”

cmgmmmmmmmmnmmd

mmmmmwmmmhmmsmmnum
+ the wast la ssrmarked for developinent

e

Piotunes: JAMES BASS

g
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Great Yammouth Borough Council Naomi Hills
Planning Services 30 Blake Road
Development Control Great Yarmouth
Town Hall, Hatl Plain Norfolk

Greet Yarmouth - - NR30 4LT
Norfolk = -

NR30 2QF

07 April 2014 YZ é_L/ /4

For the attention of Mr. Dean Minns, Group Manager (Planning)

Dear Mr. Minns,

t am writing to strongly object to the above proposed development.

| have several reasons for my objections. My first objection is related to the cramped nature of the
development itself. | currently live in a property which will back directly onto the development and from
the plans which | have seen at the open evening with Saffron Housing, the property behind my home
is only a metre away from my fence. { do appreciate that some consideration has been made to
design the proposed bungalows to try 1o ensure that we are not overlooked, however, my home is one
of the few which is located an higher ground on Bliake Road and anything higher than five feet in
height, in the proposed site, is visible from my property and garden. |, amongsl many others, currently
enjoy a quiet and peaceful area, which this propesed development will eradicate.

My next objection is related to parking. Most houses on our road have driveways which are used and
yet, the road is stili congested. As the proposed site is currently used for a large quantity of vehicles
from the local community, this proposed development, with the increased local population and their
visitors, will only create more of a congestion protlem.

Dusing school hours and evening activities at the school, we already have a large build-up of traffic
and parked vehicles. The junction at the south end of our road is often difficuft to navigate out of, as
there are vehicles parked on double yellow iines and single white lines, which obscure my view,

I also have concemns about the envirenmental impact this develapment will have upon the local
wildlife. We currently enjoy many types of wildlife and even bats during the summer months.

| appreciate that there is & need for more homes, but | feel that this tocation is not sujtable and the
proposed units are detrimental to the visual impact of the area, as they look out of place to the
existing buildings. Currently, the grounds of Northgate hospital is under potential development for
more housing in the area and | feel that concentration should be focused on larger plots of fand,
rather than a narrow strip of land at the back of my home.



| trust my objections will be taken into consideration when deciding the application.

Yours sincerely,

Naomi Hills



dtee el
Great Yarmouth Boraugh Council o o it ==

Planning Services 39 Blake Road
Development Control Greal Yarmouth
Town Hall, Hall Plain Norfolk

Great Yarmouth NR30 4ALT
Norfotk

NR30 2QF

07 April 2014

For the attention of Mr. Dean Minns, Group Manager {Planning)

\idential units-Sali

Dear Mr. Minns,

Further to the above planning application, | have taken the opportunity to examine the plans in full,
and as | have lived in North Yarmouth for the past 37 years, | feel that | know the site and community
well Therefore, | have a number of strong objections relaling to this proposed development, which

are as follows

Adverse effect on the residential amenity of neighbours

) currently live in a property which neighbours the proposed site and this development will have a
large negative impact on my standard of hving. The Increased noise and disturbance of traffic from the
potential residents and their affiliates will negatively mpact on the current tranquility and natural

wildlife of the area.

| have seen many varieties of birds (such as Magpies, Blue tits, Yellow tits and Robins), and frogs and
newls within the boundary of my property During the summer months, the proposed development site
1s home to a Jarge quantity of bats, and | am concerned what this development will do the local
wildlife.

As | work within a stressful industry, | gained solace from spending 2 lot of my free time, with my
family, In my back garden. However, the inereased noise and disturbance from the potential 32
residents, in extremely close proximity to my boundary (a praposed unit is only one metre away from
my fence} would be detrimental to my family and | Also, my property is at the higher elevation of
Blake Road and | am able to currently see approximately 24 inches of the opposite boundary fence of
Sandringham Avenue, over my own fence (please see attached photo). 1 currently appreciate and
enjoy my current view from my property. Therefore, this proposed development unit would cause loss
of privacy and create overlooking.

| feel that this proposed development alse coniravenes the Human Right Act, which states that | have
the right to peaceful enjoyment of all my possessions { Protocol 1, Article 1}, which obviously includes
my home and garden, and Article 8 which states that “a person has substantive right to respect for
their private and family life”



Over Davelopment of the Site

This site is not much greater than a back passage between two rows of terrace houses. This is furlher
enforced by the report provided by the Great Yarmouth Borough Strategic Housing Land Availability
Assessment review of 2012 (Reference GR15).

The report stated that the site is “ightly constrained by its shape and location” and “the North and
South of the site are not wide enough to accommodate a dwelling whilst shil managing to
accommodate access to the rear. It is for these reasons the site is deemed unsuitable for residential
development™. This report followed on from a Local Development Framework Housing Land Review in
2010, which concluded that *residential development for the site should be discounted”.

As recent as December 2012, The Agenda for the Yarmouth Area Commiltee outlined a proposal for
eight semi detached bungalows with a covenant m place for residents aged over 55, via the Head of
Planning and Business Services. This never came to fruition due to access issues for the emergency
services. Now this proposed development, which has a greater number of units, does not seem to
have this same problem, which | find very confusing and confradictory. Especially as the Chairman
indicated within the Agenda, that the Northern area of the site “could, conceivably, be incorporated
into garden extensions fo properties on Sandringham Avenue or Blake Road” 1 live in one of these
properties and was never contacted regarding this, so presumably, due to the lack of access for the
emergency services, the discussion of garden extensions was never needed.

Therefore, the current proposals for vehicular movements within the proposed development will not
allow vehicles to turn safely or allow the emergency services to respond in a timely manner, if an
incident occurs in the centre of the development.

Effect of the Development on the Character of the Neighbourhood

Currently, the Salisbury Road (South) end of the site Is used as a safe parking area for residents,
tourists and visitors to the town (from the local Guest Houses and Hotels), staff and visitors of Great
Yarmouth High School and of other local employers. Many OAPs use that area to park when visiting
the local post office A vast number of vehicles appear when there are evening activities at the High
School At times, there are over 25 vehicles parked within that area (please see attached photo) with
the surrounding roads completely full of vehicles. The remamder of the site is a valuable open space,
which is used by many people (not just those that live directly around the site). Therefore, this isa
valuable amenity for the local residents and this proposed development would take that away with no
alternative provided,

The Great Yarmouth Borough Wide Local Plan { Adopled Version: February 2001, 8.2.17 states that
open spaces within built areas are a valuable and non-renewable resource. Parks, playing fields,
school fields, informal open space, private open space, allotments and cemeteries can provide
opporlunities for recreation, relaxation and also form wildlife refuges in the urban environment. The
Policy REC11 10:6 also states that developments which would erode the provision of amenity, open
space or any other land which centributes positively to the community of street scene should be
refused.



Therefore, | believe thal this proposed development contravenes those policies. It will completely
affect the day-to-day lives of the local residents and impact negatively on the local economy, tourism
and highway safety.

There are minimal rented properties within the local area, as this is a highly desired area to five in
Great Yarmouth, and we all appraciate and care for the area. These social housing units will no doubt
have a detrimental effect on the local area and has the potential to look uncared for, with no
covenants in place 1o restrict the type of resident.

Itis also to be noted that following on from the public consultation, we were informed that these
proposed units would be Councll Tax Band A. Blake Road is currently Band D and Sandringham
Avenue is Band C. | do not believe that this is the correct location for a development such as this by

the Councils own banding system.

Yisual Impact of the Development

The proposed unils are completely out of character in terms of appearance with the existing
development of the area and they are on the verge of being hideous. There has been no attempt to
keep in fine with the traditional exterior view of the local area.

The scale of the proposed houses, are a great deal smaller than the current surrounding houses and
the whole development does not follow the traditional layout of the local area, with all the units to be
crammead in (hence a property one metra away from my boundary) and Is therefore, not sympathatic
to the local environment, it 1s only over-bearing The Great Yarmouth Borough Wide Local Plan /
Adopted Version: February 2001, Policy HOU17 states that the Borough Council will “have regard to
the densily of the surrounding area. Sub division of plots will be resisted where it would be likely to
lead to development out of character and scale with the surroundings”.

1 am also concerned that Norfolk County Council will not be adopting the area, which leaves the
maintenance of roads, landscaped areas and drainage in the hands of the developer. There is the
polential for this area to becorne unsightly and unkempt. This is not keeping In line with the current
image of the area.

Impact on Highway Safety

As previously detailed, the current use for the South end of the site is a safe parking area, which
would no longer be available to the local residents and visitors. The number of remaining spaces is
unacceptable for the local community. There are minimal spaces for visitors on the proposed
development, and this would also increase the need for more parking within the area.

There are currently highway safety issues with the amount of vehicles that appear during the day and
these already park an junctions and white lines causing obstructions. This development will only make
matters worse. It was recently announced In December 2013, that Great Yarmouth High School are to
increase their student capacity from 900 to 1400 over the next five years. This will also put burden on
highway safety and the need for additional parking. | fear it will only be a matter of time that a young
student wilt get seriously injured, if this proposed development gets approved.



Drainage

The existing sewerage system of the local area has historically failed many times before. | have seen
Anglian Water having to jet wash the south end of Blake Road, where sewerage had exited onto the
road. i fear that the increased residentia! units, with the increased hard standing (and removing
natural drainage), will only make matters worse and will contaminate people homes. [ fesl that this
proposed development contravenes the following:

The Great Yarmouth Borough Wide Local Plan / Adopted Version: February 2001, Policy HOU7 2.3.9
states that “new residential development may only be permitted if the following criteria is met: All
public utilities are available including foul or surface water disposai and thers are no existing capacity
constraints."And the SHLAA report (GR15) also states "Anglian Water have indicated that
infrasiructure upgrades for sewerage treatment would be required- which could include flow
attenuation for foul water connection. No capacity for surface water sewers- SUDs solution would
need to be explored.”

Summary

| have lived in North Yarmouth all my life and | felt a degree of achievement when | purchased the
properly on Blake Road, due to the highly desirable nature of the area. Ultimately, these units do not
fit in with the existing development of the area 1feel that there are betier uses for this fand, which
would accommodate the needs of the local community better. For instance, it could be a long stay car
park, park area or sold to the residents whose land backs onto it.

| trust my objections will be taken into consideration when deciding the application.

Yours Sincerely

’

(,

Wesley Hills
Enci.
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Great Yarmouth Borough Council Jeanette Damell

Planning Services ) o 4 Alma Road, Dairy Court
Development Control | LD Qw'iwh

Town Hall, Hall Plain : drfol ¢ ¢

Great Yarmouth londema / l NR30 3HE

Norfalk e — VL

NR30 20F

08 April 2014

For the attention of Mr. Dean Minns, Group Manager (Planning)

Dear Mr. Minns,

| am writing {o strongly object to the above planning application.

1 am extremely concerned that this development will increase road traffic and will cause an accident,
potentially to a schoot child, This is due to the current large volume of traffic and inconsiderate parking
and this development will only make matters worse. There does not appear 1o be enough parking on
the plans to accommodate the potential residents and their visitors’ vehicles. The High School has
also recently announced plans 1o increase their capacity by another 500 children, which will aiso bring
increased volumes of iraffic. The removal of the current car park at the site will also contribute to this
and this car park, and open space, is easily seen as a valuable commadity to the local community. |
also use the car park when | require the local post office, and have previously used it to take my child
to the school.

Yours sincere}y—-

Jeanette Damell



Speak at Committee

1 moved into the above address five weeks ago and peaid a pramium price for the property due to its location | chose
it duse to the fact that it was not overlooked at the frort or back and had no property behind me The searches
completed did not find any planning applications so | am very diseppointed by this

This development will totally run my peace, outtook, secunty end the way that | feel about living here. | am
devasteted and certainly would not heve purchased this house if 1 had been aware of this prior to buying.

| have been amazed by the volums of cars parking elong this road aiready and find it very difficutt to get out in the
moming when leaving for work. This development will add to this chaos

{ note that the local school children walk safely down the proposed devalopment site to thetr school playing field on
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morming when leaving for work. This developmert will add to this chaos.
| note that the local school children walk safely down the proposed development site to their schoo! playing field on
the other side of the Bamard bridge This development will stop that.
You majg‘r feure‘l1 that | am a NIMBY but the width of the land would meen that these dweliings would practically " be in
my back yard"
| am absclutsly amezed thet it 1s even being considered on such a small strip of land that locals and neighbours
currently have access to from their own gardens and use for access, parking, walking, short cut and safe access for
the school children




- [~ Mrs H Wells

47 Blake Road
09 APR 201 Great Yarmouth
' NR30 41.T

01493 ° ..,

]

Dear Dean Minns,

"
I'refer to the proposed development 96/14/0168/E of 12 affordable residential
units with associated landscaping, farki ighway works, Sailsbury
Road, Great Yarmouth, Norfolk,

I wanted to voice my opinion on a number of issues.

After viewing the proposed plans I am concerned with the number of
bedrooms therefore the amount of people living in the dwellings. How many
of these people will own a car ? I feel this will have a major effect on the car
parking which is already horrendous during term time due to Great Yarmouth
High School staff using the area for parking. Also when the schools pool is
open to the public in the evenings again we are over loaded with non
residents parking on the road. You only have to take a look at the grassed
areas on the pavements at this end of our road to get an idea. We pay
premium Council Tax rates for you to look after our streets !

Drainage is a concern, during heavy rain the drainage cannot cope. | am
certam that the extra dwellings will only add to the problem.

I believe that the ownership of the tand is unclear and that also a previous
planning application was withdrawn in September 2006,

Just recently more affordable housing was built at the Beach Coach Station
but only 7 of the properties have been sold so far and a large percent of them
was by a certain housing association at a marked down price.

When I moved to the area with my husband and two small children in August
2012 I never expected to have buildings butted directly against the rear fences
of our new home. When we purchased our home we believed that we would




always have full access to the rear outside area and this includes access by
emergency tenders.

Will there be a review of council tax banding ? I believe the new builds will
be in band A. Neighbouring roads are in C and D bands.

Finally 1 feel that residents in the area have not been kept up to date from the
very beginning and other roads like Hamilton, Walpole and Churchill not
being informed at all.

1 appreciate the titne you will take to read my correspondence.
+ I

Sincerely

Hollie Wells



D Minns, ‘
Great Yarmouth Borough Council, :' 09 APR 2D #
Town Hall, Hall Plain, L ———
Great Yarmouth,
Norfolk,
NR30 2QF
74 North Denes Road
Great Yarmouth
Norfolk
NR30 4LU

For the attention of Mr D Minns,

Reference Planning Applicatio —06]14/0168lﬁposed development of 12 affordable residential units
with associated tandscaping par] ‘Highways works by Saffron Housing,

We wish to voice some objections in connection with this development As a neighbour where this
development will occur | have reason to believe this will impact not only my property but my standard
of living. We enjoy the privacy and quiet that this property brings and it was one of the main reasons |

purchased this property in the first place, | feel your development wilt reduce the privacy and
cantentment | feel in my own home.

We have spent a great deal of time creating our idyllic garden and fee| that this development wilt
significantly reduce the amount of time we would spend in our garden due to the development
encroaching on our privacy. We enjoy the natural wildlife which uses our garden and surrounding
gardens as their habitat and we are concerned for the well-being of the wildlife if these plans were to be
approved. We feel this would disrupt the natural balance that we have worked hard to create.

We also feel that this would impact on the traffic and parking arrangements in the area. We feel this
development would bring more cars and traffic into an already congested area, due to the school and
parents. Parking is already an issue for ourselves and other neighbours in this area and you would just
be adding to an existing problem.

We are also concerned for the safety of the pupils attending Great Yarmouth High school as adding extra
traffic and parking spaces around the area will impact on the safety of the young children crossing the
roads every afternoon and morning to access their school.



We are also extremely worried that this development will have an impact on the value of our property.
We feel this will make our property less attractive to prospective buyers if there came a time when we
would like to relocate.

Our family have owned this property for the last 48 years and we feel that we are due an opinion on this
matter. We feel it would sighificantly affect the way we live and devalue all the work we have put into
this property over the years. We feel that this will not only affect us but a significant amount of
residents in the local area and also the generations to come.

Yours Sincerely
N 1

-

/

lulie and Timothy Watts



~ 17, BLAKE ROAD,
of 08/14/0168/F ./ GREAT YARMOUTH,
NORFOLK,
NR304LT &% - 04 DO
Dear Sir,

We wish to make the following objections to proposed development of
twelve affordable units off Sailsbury Road.
(1) These units are too close to cur back garden fences.
{2)There could also be an issue with the sewage backing up
inte our properties as we already get this with heavy down pours.
{(3)Noise levels at the moment the only noise is from the children going
up to the playing field {which is only Monday to Friday} and only lasts
a few minutes.
{#)The parking is already an issue as cars are always parked on the cormer
causing havock and close accidents, and Blake Road 1s not wide snough
and parking Is on one side only, but the school teachers dont care and park
where they like.{as enclosed photo's will show).
(5)We purchased this house § years ago had we known then the intention of
band A properties being built in our back yard we could have purchased
& house in another part of Yarmouth or any where that did not have a dissruptive
element to close by, this was to be our last home after retirement

I hope you can look into this dreadful planning aplication and see it from our side
of the situation.

Your faithfully

Mr, & Mrs Lione.
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Dorota and Krzysztof Bort
72North Denes Road
Great Yarmouth

Great Yarmouth Boruogh Council
Planning Services

Development control

Town Hall, Hall Plain

Great Yarmouth

Norfolk, NR30 2QF

(8.04.2014
For the attention of Mr Dean Minns, Group Manager (Planning)

Dear Mr Minns

T,
Reference; Planning Application Ne06/14/016
Proposed development le residential units with associated landscaping,
parking &highways by Saffron Housing

Thank you for your letter dated 20.03.2014 in wich you informed us of the above planning
application, We write in connection with the above planning application, We have examined the
plans and we know the site well.As an immediate neighbours to the site of the proposed
development ,we are of the opinion that the proposed developmnent will have a serius impact on
our standard of living.

First and most important is a SAFETY for our children and theirs walk to school. We using this
land as way to school because North Denes Road with the traffic especially with the buses and
narrow footpath is dangerous to using this pairt .The proposed development will generate a
signifiocant increase in the volume of local traffic around the area of development,wich will
comromise the safety of pedestians ,particulary schoolchildren walking to the and from Great Y
Yarmouth High School ,Nort Denes Junior School ,Alderman Swindell Infant School and other
road users.

EMERGENCY ACCESS The proposal for internal movement within the site are unacctebleand
will create conflicts between pedestrians,cyclists,vehicular movements and in particular emergency
vehicles as the land sited for development is not wide enough for vehicles to turmn safely.

That development wiil result in significantly REDUCE the current NUMBER OF CAR PARKING
SPACES avaible to existing residents,local workers and visitors to an unacceptable level.

Proposed development will have NEGATIVE IMPACT ON WILDLIFE (bat population in the local
enviroment),

We trust that our objections will be put before the Planning Committee ain due course priortoa
decision being made on this application and that my objections will be taken into consideration
when deciding the application.

Yours faithfully



iternet Consnlte

ion Relere

v and the worry over the development is
s now there Is going to be

this coas happenGybe will have fo take some of the blame Flease consider this as an

{1 bekieve this will have a adverse effect on my health.| am worried about itn
talking its toll.| emworriad thet if the children from the sehool cannot use the roadway as it

a tarrible aceident. t believe f
objechon, Thank you




W
d

1 heve recently moved into this address, five weeks ago, with ne planning applications showing Up on my SUNVays.

| cannot ses the benefit to anyone from this development or the poirt of it for the council for a reported profit of 50p
| understand that the High School students use the passage as safe access from their school to their playing field.
The devaloprment will increase the pressura on the already difficut situation with parking In this ares.

Having walked down the plannsd site | can see that many properties backing onto the land have open access oro it
and 1n sorme instances this access is for targe vehicles and caravans This access will be demed if the plans are
agreed to07?

| do not believe that this site is appropnate for this or any development




Appiication Referonte '
i corts Commeit?

r Lyle & oLise Lyle

Our property is on the corner of Salisbury Rd & North Denes Rd, and our back door faces the opening to the
proposed building site. Ve have been in this house for 12 years and parking is especiglly difficult in this erea. The
volume of traffic on a wesk day during rush hour is dangerous for pedesinans and car users alike, especially et the
start of a school day  The opening to the proposed building sits is not very large and turning traffic would definitely
increase the risk of an accident. Because our back door faces the opening, we woutld definitely be disturbed by any
buitding work noise, espacially heavy lorries tuming on fofoff the site  Also, the loss of a quiet/safe walk to North

TV L




i

Denes School would be detrimental

I to all familles who regularly use this route

We beiieve this area is at full capacity regarding development and we sirongly urgs the council to refuse plarring

permission.
Yours faithfully

Pete & Lovise Lvle

oweczs
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9 Sandringham Avenue
Great Yarmouth
NR30 4DY

8/4/2013

Objection to proposed developmefit 06/14/0168/F

| ebject to the propose development for the following reasons —

Un-adopting Drake Avenue

The plans dated 24/9/13 show the proposed un-adopted road ending at number & Drake
Avenue. This has now been extended to include up-to number 12 Drake Avenue on the plans
dated 7/3/14. Were the residents of Drake Avenue asked if they wanted an un-adopted road
which could be prone to neglect by a private landlord? | know of nobody consulted regarding
this.

These home owners need to be consulted since this has wide reaching implications. | feel an un-
adopted road is a backwards step when a great many un-adopted roads are trying so hard to
become adopted thus eliminating the cost and responsibility. Who will be responsible for the
repairs to a road not covered by NCC and not owned by the homeowners on it? | object to this
road being taken over by Saffron Housing without being consulted.

Parking provision on Drake Avenue

On Drake Avenue how many cars are you providing space to park for? This looks to be about 4
spaces for 12 houses. Going by the parking standards for Norfolk 2007 - 1 space per 1bed unit, 2
spaces per 2 or 3 bed unit, 3 spaces per 4 or more bed unit. The 12 houses on Drake Avenue
have 3 bedrooms so require 24 parking spaces not 4. This road is incredibly busy when the field
at the end is in use. Parking at these times is on the grass verge opposite and can easily extend
onto Beatty Road. What are the plans to cater for this?

You will be providing 22 parking spaces for this proposed development of 12 dwellings, | can
only see 20. Where are the missing 27 Are any of the parking spaces for this proposed
development located on Drake Avenue?

Children travel to school and play in this area and would be put at additional risk by the
increased traffic flow down this quiet cul-de-sac.

Loss of parking of Salisbury Road

This would cause severe parking problems if the parking facility currently provided by “The Great
Yarmouth Borough council {Off Street) Free Parking Places Order 1999, were lost. There is a
desperate need for parking by the school, local residents, tourists etc. This development would
cause a severe loss of amenity to the local neighbourheod.



Car/ Cycle parking
Car parking needs to be as per - the Norfolk.gov.uk website -

These standards assume a car parking space of dimensions 5.0m x 2.5m for spaces with short
term/high frequency of tumover. For communal residential parking and for longer term/low
frequency of turnover parking a minimum space size of 4.8m x 2.4m will be accepted as
recommended by Design Bulletin 32.

When parking is provided at right angles to the access roadway, a minimum aisle width of 6.0m
is required to enable vehicles to enter and leave the parking spaces with minimum manoeuvring.
It is assumed that car-parking layouts will be designed to make the most efficient use of
available land, and include suitable landscaping.

Parking areas should be constructed and drained to an adequate standard so that the spaces
provided are availzble at all times, e.g. they are not subject to flooding.

| believe the parking spaces on this development are too cramped.

You have not taken into account the following requirement for cycle parking either -

Cycle parking class C3

None for individual houses with garages or rear gardens for a garden shed. For flats and
developments with communal parking - Residents 1 space / unit Visitors: 1 space / 4 units.

Type 6 road

The plans state that the development will have type 6 roads.

As per Norfolk Residential Design Guide — February 1998’ prepared, among others, by Mr M F
Dowling, Borough Planning Officer, GYBC.

A type 6 road Is for a mews area with a speed limit of 12mph.

Residents have a straight run along this road and will undoubtedly drive faster than this down
what is a tiny road. This is incredibly dangerous, particularly for children unaccustomed to this
type of road.

*The road must be 5.8m min including a 1m over run’.

What are the dimensions you have created? 1t was measured by a lady at the planning office at
4.5m.

There also needs to be access from a ‘type 1, 2 or 3 road’.

NCC do not use these classifications instead they use A,B,C.. or unclassified. Drake Avenue is
unclassified and as such does not fall within the categories suitable as an access road.

Emergency Access

There is insufficient room for emergency services to attend should there be need for fire,
ambulance and police at the site together. The proximity to existing resident’s fences could
prove an additiona! fire hazard due to the proposed development units being 1m away.



Referencing the planningportal.gov.uk document Part B of schedule 1 to the Buildings
Regulations 2000 (amended)

“ttem 16.11 ‘Turning facilities should be provided in any dead-end access route that is more than
20m long {see diagram 50). This can only be hammerhead or turning circle, designed on the
basis of Table 20 Table 20 states that a fire and rescue service vehicle requires a minimum
turning circle of 19.2m’.

1 have measured the gap between Sandringham Avenue and Biake Road to be 15m, there is
therefore insufficient room to provide a turning circle for a pump type appliance and the ‘dead-
end access route’ is considerably longer than 20m.

Referring to diagram 50 it states that ‘a rescue service vehicle should not have to reverse more
than 20m from the end of an access road’. Due to the nature of the land involved and the Scania
Emergency One fire engine used in Great Yarmouth, this is against building regulation thus
prohibiting this development.

Ownership of land

| object that there was ‘a vague mention of letting the residents buy the land’ nearly 10 year
ago, at a point when the council was in no position to seil it, since the ownership was
‘apparently’ unknown. Suddenly the ownership is known and belongs to the council {in 2013) -
but no residents are asked if they wish to buy it, nor consulted or given any options before
Saffron housing arranged a deal with the council, This deal affects everybody in the surrounding
area but was arranged without any consultation with us, seemingly as an underhand way of
pushing it through without opposition. ! find the lack of consultation by councillors, particularly
those representing this ward reprehensible.

Effect on local residents Amenity and Environment

This development is not in keeping with the local area. The local area consists of some of the
most expensive and desirable houses in Great Yarmouth. They are 3 or 4 bedroomed detached
or semi-detached 2 storey homes occupied by homeowners who have aspired to live in this
sought after area. In order to own these homes these people have worked hard and strived to
achieve what they have. They appreciate and respect the privacy and peace and quiet and have
formed a community of like-minded people. Our shared objection to this development has
brought these neighbours together in a way that we are all proud of. This proposed
development is totally wrong for the harmony of this quiet neighbourhood, of young families,
working and retired couples, people who have raised their families here and may have lived here

for decades.

They are rated as bands C & D and are privately owned and occupied by the owners, for the
most part. This proposed development will be for band A social housing, the majority of which
are 1 or 2 bed bungalows, crammed into a slither of land, completely at odds with the existing
residences.



At a recent council meeting a councillor stated that if the development went ahead it would be
*a slum within 10 years’ .

Great Yarmouth Borough Strategic Land Availability Assessment Review 2012 stated that the
‘site is unsuitable for residential development’.

Local Development Framework Housing Land Availability Assessment 2010 ‘concluded that
residential development on the site should be discounted’, from a briefings note to the
Corporate Management Board 19/10/10 by Peter Warner.

Great Yarmouth Borough-Wide Local Plan / Adopted Version: February, 2001 Policy HOU15 2.5.2
states’ All housing development proposals... will be assessed according to their effect on
residential amenity, the character of the environment, traffic generation and services. They will
also be assessed according to the environment to be created, including appropriate car parking
and servicing provision'.

2.5.1 states ‘All new housing development proposals should have regard to their effect on
existing residential property or other adjacent land uses, the character of the environment in
which they are located, the need for adequate access for dealing with traffic generation
{including approach roads) and the provision of adequate services’,

2.5.3 states ‘In assessing proposals for development the Borough Council will have regard to the
density of the surrounding area. Sub-division of plots will be resisted where it would be likely to
Jead to development out of character and scale with the surroundings’.

8.2.11 states ‘In regard to the natural environment the scattered nature of settlements is one of
the characteristic features of the local landscape. Areas of open landscape surrounding the main
urban area and other settlements provide a physical separation between those settlements and
in some instances form landscape extensions into the built up area. It is important to safeguard
those areas, which prevent urban sprawl and the coalescence of settlements. The green wedges
not only provide a welcome break between settlements but also provide the most readily
accessible countryside to residents for recreational and leisure pursuits’.

10.6 states ‘In regard to amenity space in urban areas that developments which would erode the
provision for amenity, apen space or any other land which contributes positively to the
community or street should be refused’.

| agree with the above and suggest that in reading this it is inevitable to conclude that this
proposed development causes complete loss of amenity for the local neighbourhood and a loss
of a well-used community asset. This land has been the responsibility of the council for a great
many years, yet has been almaost completely neglected to the detriment of people living in the
area. The council should cherish this space, tidy it and develop it into a parking area and
maintained garden area. Local residents feel this is the best use of this land and would support
something along these lines if consuited.

Regards

Miss S Nile and Mr R Platt



Mr Futter

76 North Denes Road
Great Yarmouth
Norfolk

NR30 4LU

Great Yarmouth Borough Council
Planning Services

Development Control

Town Hall, Hall Plain

Great Yarmouth

Norfolk, NR30 2QF

o™ April 2014
For the attention of Mr Dean Minns, Group Manager {Planning)

Dear Mr Minns

Reference:  Planning Applicatiop'No.06/14/0168/F
Proposed development-e Fordabie residential units with associated

tandscaping, parking & highways works by Saffron Housing.

Further to my letter dated 2" April 2014, {for which | am awaiting acknowledgement) which
outlined my objections to the above planning application, | now write to outline further
objections.

As an immediate neighbour to the site, | am of the opmion that the proposed development will
have a serious impact on my standard of living. 1 object strongly to the development of these
residential units in this location and my specific objections are as follows:

1. Highways Act 1980 Part lll Section 31

31.1 Dedication of way as highway presumed after public use for 20 years: Where a way over
any land, other than a way of such a character that use of it by the public could not give rise at
common law to any presumption of dedication, has been actually enjoyed by the public as of
right and without interruption for a fuil period of 20 years, the way is to be deemed to have
been dedicated as a highway unless there is sufficient evidence that there was no intention
during that pericd to dedicate it.

| object to the proposed deviopment on the basis that it contravenes the Highway Act 1980.
The public and, more specifically, my neighbours, the local community, visitors, schoolchildren
and | have all, in one way or another, used this piece of land without interruption for a full
period of 20 years. At no time has the owner erected a notice inconsistent with the dedication
of the way as a highway and in the absence of proof of a contrary intention the public have
enjoyed this amenity for a considerable length of time.



2. Access to public highway

My property has enjoyed uninterrupted use of access from the rear of its garden directly onto
the adopted public highway for over 50 years. } object to the proposed development, as this
will infringe on my guiet enjoyment of this access onto this valuable community amenity green
space.

3. Protection of water supply

| am concerned that the proposed development may result in contamination of the water
supply and water table as the land is contaminated due to its previous use. lam concerned
therefore about the consumption of safe drinking water.

4. Building Regulations 2000 for England and Wales which came into effect April 2007

The distance between my boundary wall and the rear boundary wall of Blake Road is
approximately 19 metres. | am concerned that the proposed development does not meet the
minimum requirements for the safe access of fire/emergency vehicles. | note from the above
regulations that the turning circle for fire appliances needs to be 19.2 metres and that these
vehicles should not reverse more than 20 metres. Fire applhiances are not standardised
appliances either, which is problematic. The proposed development will compromise safety.

5. Loss of public amenity and public safety

| object to the proposed development on grounds of public safety. Great Yarmouth High School
currently has 900 students and pupil numbers are set to rise considerably, to 1,400 within five
years. The school has used the land proposed for development for over 50 years as a safe and
accessible route to their playing field. The development will result in the loss of this valuable
public amenity and prevent the safe passage of children between school and playing field. | am
concerned that this development will directly impact safeguarding of pupils and staff from the
high school. | have a vested interest in Great Yarmouth High as it is the catchment school for
my child and this development will undoubtedly cause concerns about the safety of my child in
accessing the school's facilities.

1 also object to the development on the grounds that this amenity is utilised for parking, and
the proposed development will result in the loss of valuable parking spaces utilised by local
residents, high school staff and parents and visitors to this area.

| further object on the grounds that this development will result in the loss of public access to
and the enjoyment of this well-used, valuable open space and amenity for its existing users.

Yours faithfully,

Mr D Futter
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Mr Dean Minns
Planning Services

Development Control
Town Hall
Hall Plain
Great Yarmouth
PONY NR30 2QF
c/o 15 Jellicoe Road
Great Yarmouth
Norfolk
NR30 4AX

10" April 2014

Dear Mr Minns

Re: Planning Applicatjén: 06/14/0168/F
affordable residential tmi

{ am writing to you to submit an objection to this propesal on behalf of the People

)

Proposed development of 12
ry Road, Great Yarmouth, Norfolk.

Of North Yarmouth community group. The matter was discussed at a recent

public meeting and several points of concem were raised regarding this proposal.

The grounds under which we submit this objection to the proposal relates to a

variety matters.

1. Highway Safety ~ The current traffic volumes have not been taken into

account. The area is heavily used by vehicles taking and collecting their
children to the high school. There are daily deliveries to the local shop
and the loading bay for this is accessed from the proposals side of the
piece of land. The high numbers of students getting to and from school
by foot are also not considered within these proposals as adding an
additional road and homes may cause accidents.

2. These proposals do not take into account what the piece of land is

currently used for and has been for over the last twenty years. In Section
10 of the proposal it states that there are no current car parking spaces
and after the development this will be increased to 22 car parking spaces.
These spaces will be taken up very quickly by other local residents,
school users or shop and Post Office users.

. In Section 14 of the planning application, it states that the site is currently
vacant and no description of the use of the current site has been stated.



This site is currently used for car parking for local residents that have no
on street parking facilities, the overflow car parking needs for High School
staff, car parking and the delivery bay for the local shop and the only post
office in the area, as well as for car parking for several tourism related
businesses in the area that have no car parking facilities for their guests
As previously stated this has been the case for over 20 years. This siteis
already heavily used with an average of 25-30 parked vehicles dunng the
school term. If there is an event being held at the school than up to 50
vehicles can often be seen parked in this area.

. The site is also used by those local residents that do not have a garden
area to take their children to play as it is a safe area as there are no traffic
risks.

_ This site also contains the public footpath that leads to the High School's
playing fields which are located at the end of the area the other side of the
Bamard Bridge. The school have been using this footpath for well over
20 years and their continued right of access to their grounds, along a safe
footpath are not mentioned in these proposals Obviously this needs to
be added back into the new plans as it can not be seen as safe for school
children to access their playing fields from a road when they have been
using the public footpath for sc many years.

. Nor do these proposals take into account the need for the school to
safeguard their students getting them to and from their playing fields. The
types of tenants that could be housed within these proposed dwelling will
need to be discussed with the school as the intention is to build on the
schools access route to their own playing fields.

The use of this “vacant land” is the safest way for the children from the
northern end of the town to access their high school as there are no
school crossings providing a safe crossing over the Barnard Bridge area
of town, enabling them safely to access alternative routes to school.

. Traffic Volumes - Due to this location being opposite the only High School
in Great Yarmouth, there is a significant amount of traffic that uses this
area. The surrounding roads are heavily used and it ts very dangerous at
certain times of days for residents fo even exit their own private driveways
due to the high volume of traffic. The traffic is much higher at certain
times of day which is also the same time of day in which local residents
are Jeaving their homes to go to work. The traffic volumes remain high
like this for the 40 weeks a year that the high school is open.

. The volume of traffic on the surrounding roads is already currently high
with many grass verges being lost on residential streets. People are
parking their vehicles on them due to already insufficient car parking



spaces in the area for residents and for the staff and users of the high
school. Nat all homes on the surrounding streets have their own
driveways and garages. These residents frequently use the proposed
piece of land to park.

10. Drainage and sewerage concems. In Section 11 of the proposal it states

1l

12.

that foul sewerage will be disposed of into the main sewer and that the
proposal will connect to the existing drainage system. It has been
reported and noted for some time that the existing sewage system has
failed twice before resulting in residents experiencing flooding as well as
the drains overflowing in the street. The proposals to build additional
dwellings will cause a significant amount of addition use and pressure of &
current sewerage system that already needs upgrading. No mention of
this is enclosed within the proposais. | understand that this matter is
already subject to discussion elsewhere at present. | also note that
Section 12, Development is adjacent to DOE surface water flood risk —
Please look into the latest assessment of Blake Road for this conceming
issue.

Section 9 of the proposal states that the vehicle access and hard standing
surface of the new development will be gravel. This will increase the
nolse volumes and levels to the local residents due to how close the new
dwellings will be to current home owners.

Section 17 of the proposals state that the dwellings will be used for
«Social Rented Housing”. This is not in keeping at all with the properties
in the surrounding areas as the properties that are adjacent to this
proposal are privately owned residential dwellings.

As previously mentioned these points were all raised by local residents at the
recent public meeting of the PONY. Please accept the above as an objection to
these proposals and | would appreciate you confirming the receipt of this letter.

Yours sincerely

Mrs P Waters-Bunn
Chairwoman of PONY



Jill K. Smith

From: Dean A. Minns

Sent: 14 April 2014 10:28
To: Jill K. Smith -
Cc: plan

Subject: Fw-06/14/0168/F .
Dean Minns

Group Manager Planning
Great Yarmouth Borough Gouncil

Telephone: 01493 846420
E-mail: dam@great—yarmouth.gov.uk

Waebsite. www.great-yarmouth gov.uk
Correspondence Address. Town Hall, Hall Plain, Great Yarmouth, Norfolk NR30 2QF

Great Yarmouth Borough Council - Customer Focused, Performance Driven

It takes 24 trees to produce 1 ton of office paper! Think. .. is it really necessary to print this email?

From: Marshall, David [mailto; e j
Sent: 16 April 2014 17:20

To: Dean A. Minns

Subject: 06/14/0168/F

Dear Sir,
06/14/0168/F

| am writing with reference to the above planning application. 1 would like to object to these buildings being built, for a
number of reasons, as follows.

The first, is that they will be directly located at the bottom of our back garden. We feel we will be overlooked and it will
be an invasion of privacy.

The second is that we feel that band A or B properties shouldn’t be located between band C and D properties as this
will affect the area we live in, not only because we feel it will bring down the value of our property, but because we feel
it will have a detrimental effect on the area.

The third is that parking on Blake Road is already a massive issue with cars over-spilling from the high school car park.
Cars also currently over-spill from the area thatisto be built on —which is also used as a car park at the present time,

onto Blake Road.

The fourth is that we would not have direct access to/ from the back of our property, as this would be blocked up to
enable the build to go ahead.



The above are personal reasons as to why we object to this application, because if these houses/ bungalows are built
we will no longer have the privacy which we bought our house for three years ago. We moved from a mid-terrace which
was overlooked from every direction, thinking we would have more privacy here,

But we also object from a community point of view, as fallows.

We feel that land could be better used if it were to be made community space, perhaps a playground for children. As
council tax payers, we are outraged that this land has all but been given away for nothing {or a very, very minimal fee)
so that houses can be built and the council profit from them.

If we had known the land were up for sale, we would have liked the opportunity to purchase some, so that we could
have extended our garden. We know of several other homeowners who feel the same.

We hope you will take our comments into consideration.
Regards

David Marshall / Julia Butterfield
29 Blake Road

This message s intended exclusively for the individus! or enfity to which 1t is atdressed This commurilcation may contain information that is propretary,
privileged, confidential or otherwise legally exempt from disclosure. 1f you are not the named addresses, or have been Inadvertantly and erronecusly
raferenced In the address line, you &re nat authorized to read, print, retain, copy or disseminate this message or any part of it If you have received this
message in error, please notify the sender iImmediately by e-mail and delete all copies of the message.



Chair: Russell Byer
GY North against Development

Great Yarmouth Borough Council

Planning Services 35
pevelopment Control o f
Town Hall, Hali Plain (’( 0 &

Great Yarmouth Lo
Norfolk, NR30 2QF AERR

ot April 2014
For the attention of Mr Dean Minns, Group Manager (Planning)

Dear Mr Minns T
= -.\‘:\

Reference: Planning Application N 706/14/0168/F/
Proposed development of 12 aﬂoiidalgle reglderitial units with assoclated
landscaping, parking & highways works by Saffron Housing.

On behalf of residents in North varmouth, I would like to thank you for your recent
jetter detailing the above planning application. I write on behalf of local residents in
my capacity as Chair of the GY North against Development committee. 1 have
studied the plans and I am familiar with the site. 1 would like Lo bring to your
attention a variety of compefling objections that have been raised by the residents
regarding the proposed development. Householders near the site fael that the
proposal will have a significant effect of thelr standard of living and they strongly
object to it. I have detalied their objections below.

« The site Is not suitable for development of this kind

An appraisal of the site was carrled out in 2010 (Local Development Framework
Housing Land Availability Assessment) and it was concluded that residential
development of this site should be discounted. Furthermore, another assessment
was carried put in 2012 (Great Yarmouth Borough Strategic Housing Land Availabiity
Assessment Review) and It was noted that the site was deemed unsuitable for any
residential developments. The report declared, “the site is tightly constrained by its
shape and location, between the backs of two terrace rows. The north and south of
the site are not wide enough to accommodate a dwelling whilst still managing to
accommodate access to the rear. It is for these reasons the site Is deemed
unsuitable for residential development”.

« There will be a damaging effect on residential amenities

The Great Yarmouth Borough-wide Local Plan / Adopted Version: Februaty 2001,
Policy SO2 0.6.4 states that development will only be permitted where community
facilities, essential infrastructure, services and other amenities are adequate of
where there Is a firm undertaking or agreement to make necessary or appropriate
provision that is relevant and directly related to the proposed development.

The Great Yarmouth Borough-wide Local Plan/Adopted Version: Februsry 2001,
Policy HOU? 2.3.9 states that new residential development may only be permitted if
the following criteria is met:



» The proposal would not be significantly detrimental to the form, character and
setting of the settlement

« Al public utilities are avatiable including foul of surface water disposal and there
are no existing capacity constraints

« The proposal would not be significantly detrimental to the residential amentties of
adjoining cccuplers or users of land

The Great Yarmouth Borough-Wide Local Plan / Adopted Version: February 2001,

Policy HOU15 2.5.2 states all housing development proposals including replacement

dwellings and changes of use will be assessed according to their effect on residential

amenity, the character of the environment, traffic generation and services. They will

also be assessed according to the quality of the snvironment to be created, including

appropriate car parking and servicing provision,

The Great Yarmouth Borough-Wide Local Plan / Adopted Version: February 2001,
2.5.1 states all new housing development proposals should have regard to their
affect on existing residential property or other adjacent land uses, the character of
the environment In which they are located, the need for adequate access for dealing
with traffic generation {including approach roads) and the provision of adequate
services.

The Great Yarmouth Borough-Wide Local Plan / Adopted Verslon: February 2001,
Policy HOU16 2.5.3, Policy HOU17 states In assessing proposals for development the
Borough Council wiil have regard to the density of the surrounding area. Sub-division
of piots will be resisted where It would be likely to lead to development out of
character and scale with the surroundings.

The Great Yarmouth Borough-Wide Local Plan / Adopted Version: February 2001,
Policy HOU16 2.5.3 states a high standard wili be required for all housing proposals.
A site survey and landscaping scheme will be required with all detailed applications
for more than 10 dwellings these should include measures to retain and safeguard
significant existing landscape features.

The Great Yarmouth Borough-Wide Local Plan / Adopted Version: February 2001,
7.6.4 states In regards &0 surface and foul water disposal that both Anglian Water
Services Limited (AW) and the Environment Agency consider that, in assessing new
development proposals, they wiit expect applicants to provide or indicate the

. . This
is to ensure that the surface water drainage system Is both adequate in terms of
capacity and that efiuent and possible pollutants are not discharged to
watercourses. Detalled feasibillty studies may be required to determine the optimum
iocation and raute (both in terms of practicality and cost) for both foul and surface
water drainage systems.

Residents In the area of the proposed development are concerned that it contravenes
these poficies. It does not respect lacal context or street pattern, in particular the
scale and proportions of surrounding builldings, and it would be out of the character
with the existing area, to the detriment of the local environment.

The proposal of eight 1-bed bungalows, two 2-bed bungalows and two 2-bed houses
to be used for social housing is out of keeping with the existing dwellings - the
proposed homes are considerably smaller and are of a significantly dissimilar style.



Their intended positioning is unfitting and not sensitive to the current form and
appeal of the immediate area.

This development would profoundly damage the features valued by the community,
particularly the loss of safe car parking provision, important green space and the
right to benefit from 3 safe, quiet residential location. It would aiso be detrimental
o the nelghbourhood’s appearance, appeal and setting, and add further pressure to
the already strained water and sewerage systems.

The scheme would also have a damaging effect on the views currentiy cherished by
neighbouring dwellings and would unfavourably affect the residential amenity of
nearby homeowners as welt as lead to an Inevitable reduction In property vaiue.

« There are concerns regarding inadequate infrastructure and dralnage

Great Yarmouth Borough-Wide Local Plan / Adopted Version: February 2001, Policy
HOU7 2.3.9 states that new residential development may only be permitted i the
following criterfa is met:

« All public utilities are avallabie including foul or surface water disposal and there
are no existing capacity constraints

Great Yarmouth Borough-Wide Local Plan / Adopted Version: February 2001, 7.6.4:
states in regards to surface and foul water disposal that both Anglian Water Services
Limited (AW) and the Environment Agency consider that, in assessing new
development proposals, they will expect applicants to provide or indicate the
provision of a comprehensive dralnage strategy for all new development areas. This
Is to ensure that the surface water drainage system is both adequate In terms of
capacity and that effluent and possible pollutapis are not discharged to
watercourses. Detaijled feasibility studles may be required to determine the optimum
tocation and route (both in terms of practicality and cost) for both foul and surfage
water drainage systems.

Residents are concerned that the proposed development goes agalnst these policles.
The present sewerage system has failed twice before. They are further concerned
about the proposed development’s impact on neighbouring properties in terms of
drainage and adding extra pressure on the existing sewerage system. There are
fears about the possible risk that the sewerage system will malfunction again and
contaminate land close to neigbouring properties. It is stated in the SHLAA report
that “Anglian Water have Indicated that infrastructure upgrades for sewerage
treatment would be reguired- which could include fliow attenuation for foul water
connection. There is no capaclty for surface water sewers - SUDs solution would
need to be explared”.

e The Impact on the environment

Great Yarmouth Borough-Wide Local Plan / Adopted Version: February 2001, Policy
HOU 4 2.3.3 - proposals for residential development In excess of 10 dwellings will be
required to comply with the following criteria:

» There will be no loss of sites of landscape or wildlife importance

Residents are concerned that the proposai contravenes the following laws relating to
protected specles:



The Wildlife and Countryside Act (1981) (as amended)

The Countryside and Rights of Way Act, 2000

The Natural Environment and Rural Communities Act (NERC, 2006)
The Conservation of Habitats and Species Regulations {2010).

Residents are particularly concerned that the development would impact on the locai
bat population. The site Is home to bats that can be seen during the summer
months. Any development will threaten bat nesting sites. The Bat Preservation Trust
states that “legislation dictates that any structures or place which a bats use for
shelter or protection are protected from damage or destruction whether occupied or

not”.

The proposed development Is also within 500m of the North Denes SPA (Special
Protection Area}.

There are further concerns about the quantities of contaminants suspected to be
located at the site of the proposal because of its previous uses. The Erwironmental
Protection Act 1990 Part 11V stipulates in its legislation that a councll is required to
inspect its area and determine whether any jand is "Contaminated Land”,

+ Protection of valuable open space

Great Yarmouth Borough-Wide Local Plan / Adopted Version: February 2001, 8.2.11
states that in regards to the natural environment the scattered nature of settiements
Is one of the characteristic features of the local landscape. Areas of open landscape
surrounding the main urban area and other seitiements provide a physical
separation between those settlements and In some instances form lendscape
extensions into the built up area. It is important to safeguard those areas, which
prevent urban sprawl and the coalescence of settlements. The green wedges not only
provide a welcome break between settlements but also provide the most readily
accessible countryside to residents for recreational and ielsure pursuits.

Great Yarmouth Borough-Wide Local Plan / Adopted Version: February 2001, Policy
NNVS 8.2.12 states that in regards to the natural environment development would
not impinge on the physical separation between settlements.

Great Yarmouth Borough-Wide tocal Plan / Adopted Verslon: February 2001, 8.2.17
states In regards to open space in settlements that open spaces within bulit areas
are a valuable and non-renewable resource. Parks, playlng fields, school fields,
informal cpen space, private open space, allotments and cemeteries can provide
opportunities for recreation, relaxation and also form wiidilfe refuges In the urban
environment.

Great Yarmouth Borough-Wide Local Plan / Adopted Version: February 2001, Policy
REC11 10.6 states in regards to amenity space In urban areas that developments
which would erode the provision of amenity, open space Or any other land which
contributes positively to the community or street scene shouid be refused.

Residents are concemed that the proposal contravenes these policies. The proposed
dwellings will change the area and amount to cramming. This wili lead to & loss of
valuable open space and amenity that residents and visitors to the area currently

utilise.



« Impact on highway safety, parking provision and traffic

Great Yarmouth Borough-Wide Locat Plan / Adopted Version: February 2001, Policy
HOU 4 2.3.3; Policy HOU4 proposals for residential development in excess of 10
dwellings will be required to comply with the following criteria:

« Satisfactory access could be made avallable and traffic genersted by the proposal
would not have a significant effect on the local highway network
« There will be no loss of sites of landscape or wildlife importance

Great Yarmouth Borough-Wide Local Plan / Adopted Version: February 2001, 3.6.2
states in regards to car parking provision that the maost recent survey (1993)
concluded: “It Is evident that there Is stlll not enough car parking capacity available
within the Great Yarmouth town centre or the seafront holiday areas to satisfy
demand and future increases in vehicle ownership and usage.

Great Yarmouth Borough-Wide Local Plan / Adopted Verslon: February 2001, Policy
HOU15 2.5.2 states all housing development proposals including replacement
dwellings and changes of use will be assessed according to thelr effect on residential
amenity, the character of the environment, traffic generation and services. They wiil
also be assessed according to the quality of the environment to be created, including
appropriate car parking and servicing provision.

Great Yarmouth Borough-Wide Locai Pian / Adopted Version: February 2001, 2.5.1 -
Plan states all new bullt housing development proposals should have regard fo their
effect on existing residential property or other adjacent iand uses, the character of
the environment in which they are located, the need for adequate access for dealing
with traffic generation (including approach roads) and the provision of adequate
services.

The development being proposed would undoubtedly have an undesirable effect on
the area bordering the site as well as the wider area. Residents feel strongly that It
contravenes these policies.

The proposal incorporates dedicated parking spaces for each new dwelling and for
some visitors to the site; it does away with the current car park on the site.
Consequently, there will be a significant reduction in car parking spaces used every
day by by existing residents, workers and visitors. 1t has also besn noted that there
are not enough parking spaces allocated for the residents within the units. This
means that the proposat could lead to vehicle overhanging the adopted highway
verge/road, which would be detrimental to other road users, ultimately impacting on
highway/road safety and exacerbating an already stressful local parking issue.

Overspill parking will doubtless take place on Blake Road, Salisbury Road and
Collingwood Road, which will lessen the avallable road width, agaln impacting on
highway/road safety. Exiting these roads at peak times is already hazardous as cars
currently obstruct the junctions; the development wilf only make matters worse,

The proposal wili cause a considerable Increase In traffic volume In and around the
area of the development, which will compromise the safety of pedestrians and road
users, particularly schooichiidren making their way to and from Great Yarmouth High
School.



* The Impact on tourism

Great Yarmouth Borough-Wide Local Plan / Adopted Version: February 2001, 3.6.2
states in regards to car parking provision that the most recent survey {1993)
concluded: “It is evident that there Is stifi not enough car parking capacity available
within the Great Yarmouth town centre or the seafront holiday areas to satisfy
demand and future increases in vehicle cwnership and usage.

Great Yarmouth Borough-Wide Local Plan {2001),Policy TR20 5.9.2 states in areas of
sresidentiai and/or holiday accommodation’ development of vacant plots, and
reconstriuction, extension or aleration of buildings that requires the grant of
planning permission will only be permitted if the applicant can demonstrate that the

s local highway network would be capable of accommodating traffic attributable to
the proposal

+ the development can be adequately serviced

o car parking can be provided in accordance with the council's parking and
servicing standards

Residents are concerned that, because of the development, there will be a significant
reduction in parking, which will lead to a negative effect on tourism. North Denes
Road has a mix of private dwellings, multiple occupancy housing and tourst
accommodation while North Drive attracts tourists throughout the summer season,
many of which use the parking facllities in the area of the proposal.

« Emergency Access

The proposals for Internal movement within the site are unsatisfactory and will
create conflicts hetween pedestrians, cyclists and vehicular movements (particularly
emergency vehicles, as the area of land in question is too narrow for vehicles to turn
safely). Llkewise, if an emergency should occur at one of the proposed new
dwellings that is positioned towards the centre of the development there will be
access problems for emergency vehicles due to the limited size of the development’s
access road, causing further threat to emergency services carrying out their duties.

« Isgues concarning iand ownership

Great Yarmouth Borough Strategic Housing Land Availability Assessment Review of
2012 states within the report ®. site ownership is unknown. Without concluding the
actual ownership of the land, the Intentions to develop cannot be confirmed;
therefore it Is considered that the site is not immediately avallable for development”.

o Planning History

The Council’s Property Services Unit made a planning application for a two-storey
dwelling house (06/05/0632/0} in August 2005 but this was withdrawn 18/09/2006,
prior o determination. Local residents’ objections to this development included loss
of privacy and concerns about overlooking. Local residents were supportive that the
area be used for car parking. The SHLAA report stated, “The site is constralned by its
irreguiar site layout and is unable to accommodate proposed residential potentiat at
this density. The constraint is unlikely to be overcome as the slze of the site does
not allow sufficient flexibility"”.



« Human Rights Act and Nolse disturbance

The proposed development of these properties will directly affect many residents by
preventing them from enjoying thelr properties as they do now. Increased vehidle
noise behind existing properties will cause disturbance in what is currently a quiet
area. Noise and disturbance from 32 extra residents in close proximity to existing
properties will have & harmful effect on the privacy of many residents who currently
try to enjoy the peace and quiet of their gardens. In line with the Human Rights Act,
Protocol 1 Article 1, residents have a right to peaceful enjoyment of all ther
possessions, which includes their home and other land. Additionally, Article 8 of the
Human Rights Act states, “a person has substantive right to respect for their pnvate
and family life”. The private and family lives of local residents are encompassed by
their homes and surroundings.

+ Support of local community groups

The local coramunity group, People of North Yarmouth (PoNY), is alarmed about the
proposal, particularly how it will impact upon iocal parking and road safety.

Brandon Lewls MP has indicated that he has concerns that the proposal will have a
detrimental effect of residents specifically with regard to road safety and parking.

The planning application states in Section 14 that the land is vacant but local
residents dispute this. A proportion of land Is set aside by Great Yarmouth Borough
Councll to provide free parking and is operated under the Great Yarmouth Borough
Council (off street) Free Parking Places Order 1999, This car park Is used on a daily
basis by local residents, by Great Yarmouth High School staff and by customers of
the Post Office and McColl's convenience shop. It's also used as a parking area for
delivery vehicles for the shop. It has been used by tocal residents as a public right of
way for over 50 years, and provides safe passage for schoofchildren to access the
school playing fields located off Drake Road.

T trust that these chjections raised by local residents will be submitted before the
Planning Committee in due course, and that they wiill be taken into consideration
prior to a decision being made on this application.

Yours faithfully,

ussell Byer
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¥ 53 Brandon Lewis MP
~ Member of Parllament for Great Yarmouth
Office of Brandon Lewis MP
Sussex Road Business Centre
Planning Department _ Sussex Road
Great Yarmouth Borough Council | Gorleston
Great Yarmouth
NR30 2QF
8™ April, 2014
Dear SirMadam,

I am contacting you in relation to the proposal to build 10 units of
affordable housing in the Salisbury road area of Great Yarmouth. The relevant planning
application code is 08/14/0166/F

I have been contacted by a number of constituents who are concerned about this development
for a range of reasons. 1 therefore conducted a survey of nearby properties; 1 have enclosed a
copy of their responses to me, which I hope will be considered when assessing this
application for approval.

Thank you for your help in this matter.
Yours Sincerely

S

Brandon Lewis MP
Great Yarmouth

Email: office@brandonlewis.org
Telephone: 01493 652 928
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Salisbury Road Housing Survey

1.

[

Were you aware of plans by Saffron Housing Trust, to build 10 bungalows and 2
houscs between Salisbuvy Ruad and Drake Avenuc?

Yes|[ | NolJ

Did you attend the public exhibition. held at Great Yarmouth High School in early
December?

Yes| ] No |}
Do you support the plans to build affordable housing in this particular area?
Yes| ] No l'\/]

Do you think there is a problem with excessive traffic in the Salisbury Road,
Sandringham Avenue, Blake Road and Barnard Avenue area?

Yes [ No| |

If yes to question 4. do you think this problem would get worse if this development
goes ahead?

Yes, alittle [ ] Yes,alot| 4 No[ ]

Are there problems with parking in your area? If so, where?

e w /O 7%: -,3};/:09/, c*‘w/of {é{.&/t’o//l. ijdﬁﬂ&c‘

If yes to question 6, do you think this problem would get worse if this'development
goes ahead?
Yes, a little [+ ] Yes. alot | ,( No| |

Do you have any other comments you would like to make about these proposals?
How will e popils aceys R @“d%c
lold 7
P9 £

Emaii: office @brandonlewis.org
Telephone: 01493 652 928



P

1

Name:
Address:

Email:

Salisbury Road Housing Survey

1. Were you aware of plans by Saffron Housing Trust, to build 10 bungalows and 2
houses betwoen Saii:Turj Ruad and Drahe Avenuc?

Yes|[ } No [

2. Did you attend the public exhibition. held at Great Yarmouth High School in early
December? i

Yes|[ ] No [\]/
3. Do you support the plans to build affordable housing in this particular area?

Yes[ ] Nol |

4. Do you think there is a problem with excessive traffic in the Salisbury Road.
Sandringham Avenue, Blake Road and Barnard Avenue area?

Yes [ Nol ]

5. If yes to question 4, do you think this problem would get worse if this development
goes ahead?
Yes, alittle [ ] Yes.alot [ ] Noj| ]

6. Are there problems with parking in your area? If so, where?

7. If yes to question 6. do you think this problem would get worse if this development

goes ahead?
Yes, alittle [ ] Yes, alot] | No| |

8. Do you have any other comments you would like 1o make about these proposals?

Emaii: ofhce@brandonlews.org
Telephone: 01493 652 928
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Salisbury Road Housing Survey

1. Were you aware of plans by Saffron Housing Trust, to build 10 bungalows and 2
houses between Salisbury Road and Drake Avenue?

Yeshl®  Nof ]
2. Did you attend the public exhibition. held at Great Yarmouth High School in early
December? 4
/
Yes|[ ) No [p¥’
3. Do you support the plans to-build affordable housing in this particular area?
Yes|[ | No [

4, Do you think; r¢ is a problem with excessive traffic in the Salisbury Road.
Sandringhany’Avenue, Blake Road and Barnard Avenue area”

Yes [\]/ Nol[ ]

5. If yesto question 4. do you think this problem would get worse if this development

goes ahead? p
Yes. alittle [ | Yes,alot| } No|{ ]
6. Are there problems with parking in your area? If so. where? J
"'-,"f‘” £ ‘s—} 'C_- {k. " L—".L {‘j'il
- =
7. If yes to question 6. do you think this prgifem would get worse if this development
goes ahead?
Yes, alittle [ ] Yes, alot [\] No| ]

8. Do you have any other comments you would like to make about these proposals?
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Email. office@brandonlewis.org
Telephone: 01493 652 928




Mrs Futter-South
76 North Denes Road
Great Yarmouth
Norfaolk
NR30 41U
Great Yarmouth Borough Council
Planning Services
Development Control
Town Hall, Hall Plain
Great Yarmouth
Norfolk, NR30 2QF

2™ April 2014
For the attention of Mr Dean Minns, Group Manager {Planning)

Dear Mr Minns

Reference:  Planning Application No.06/14/0168/F
Proposed developm ‘ordable residential units with associated

landscaping, parking & highways works by Saffron Housing.

Thank you for your letter dated 20" March 2014 in which you informed me of the above pianning
application. } write in connection with the above planning application. | have examined the plans
and | know the site well. | wish to make you aware of a number of strong objections that | have
with regard to the proposed development, As an immediate neighbour to the site of the proposed
development, | am of the opinion that the proposed development will have a serious impact on
my standard of living. 1 object strongly to the development of these residential units in this
location and my specific objections are as follows:

1. Local Development Framework Housing Land Availability Assessment, 2010

As part of the Local Development Framework Housing Land Availability Assessment in 2010, an
appralsal of the land took place and the assessment review concluded that residential
development on the site should be discounted. This was referenced in a briefing note to the
Corporate Management Board 19/10/10 by Head of Planning Peter Warner (see appendix A).

Great Yarmouth Borough Strategic Housing Land Avallability Assessment Review (SHLAA) of
2012 - Slte Is not suited to development

Great Yarmouth Borough Strategic Housing Land Availability Assessment Review of 2012 noted
that the land between Barnard and Salisbury Road, Great Yarmouth (Ref GR15) was deemed
unsuitable for residential development (see appendix B}. The report states the following “The site
is tightly constrained by its shape and location, between the backs of twe terrace rows. The nerth
and south of the site are not wide enough to accommodate a dweiling whilst still managing to
accommeodate access to the rear, It is for these reasons the site is deemed unsuitable for
residential development”. The SHLAA map also states that the land between Barnard and Salisbury
Road, Great Yarmouth (Ref GR15) in “not currently developable” (see appendix C).



2, Detrimental Impact upon residential amenities

Great Yarmouth Borough-Wide Local Plan / Adopted Version: February 2001, Policy 502 0.6.4;
New policy SO2 development will only be permitted where community facilitles, essential
infrastructure, services and other amenities are adequate or where there is a firm undertaking or
agreement to make necessary or appropriate provision that is relevant and directly related to the
proposed development.

Great Yarmouth Borough-Wide Local Plan / Adopted Version: February 2001, Policy HOU7 2.3.9:
Policy HOU7 states that new residential development may only be permitted if the following
criteria is met:

» The proposal would not be significantly detrimental to the form, character and setting of
the settlement

¥ Al public utilities are available including foul or surface water disposal and there are no
existing capacity constraints

% The proposal would not be significantly detrimental to the residential omenities of
odjoining occupiers or users of land

Great Yarmouth Borough-Wide Locatl Plan / Adopted Version: February 2001, Policy HOU15
2.5.2: Policy HOU15 states all housing development proposals including replacement dwellings and
changes of use will be assessed according to their effect on residential amenity, the character of
the environment, traffic generation and services. They will also be assessed according to the
quality of the environment to be created, including appropriate car parking and servicing provision.

Great Yarmouth Borough-Wide Local Plan / Adopted Version: February 2001, 2.5.1: The plon
states all new housing development proposals should have regard to their affect on existing
residential property or other adjacent land uses, the character of the environment in which they
are located, the need for adequate access for dealing with traffic generation (including approach
roads) and the provision of adequate services.

Great Yarmouth Borough-Wide Local Plan / Adopted Version: February 2001, Policy HOU16
2.5.3: Policy HOU17 states in assessing proposals for development the Borough Council will have
regord to the density of the surrounding areg- sub-division of plots will be resisted where it would
be likely to lead to development out of character and scale with the surroundings.

Great Yarmouth Borough-Wide Local Plan / Adopted Version: february 2001, Policy HOU1é
2.5.3: Policy HOU16 states a high standard will be required for ofl housing proposals. A site survey
and landscaping scheme will be required with all detailed opplications for more than 10 dwellings
these should include measures to retain and safeguard significant existing landscape features.

Great Yarmouth Borough-Wide Local Plan / Adopted Version: February 2001, 7.6.4: states in
regards to surface and foul water disposal that both Anglian Water Services Limited {AW) and the
Environment Agency consider that, in assessing new development proposals, they will expect
applicants to provide or indicate the provision of a comprehensive drainage strategy for all new
development areas. This Is to ensure that the surface water drainage system is hoth adeguate in
terms of capacity and that effluent and possible poliutants are not discharged to watercourses.
Detailed feasibility studies may be required to determine the optimum location and route (both in
terms of practicality and cost) for both foul and surface water drainage systems.
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| am concerned that the proposed development is in contravention of these policies, 1t does not
respect local context and street pattern, in particular the scale and proportions of surrounding
buildings, and would be entirely out of the character of the area, to the detriment of the local
environment. The proposed development is for social housing specifically 8 x one-bed bungalows,
2 x two-bed bungalows and 2 x two-bed semi-detached two-storey houses proportions of which
are a great deal smaller than neighbouring properties so the scale and design of the development
is entirely out of keeping. The layout and siting, both In itself and in relation to adjoining
properties is inappropriate and unsympathetic to the appearance and character of the local
environment.

The proposal will demonstrably harm the amenities enjoyed by local residents, in particular the
loss of safe parking areas, valuable open space and the right to enjoy a quiet and safe residential
environment. It is also detrimental to the form, character and setting of the neighbourhood. In
addition, it will place a burden on the water and sewerage drainage system.

The proposed development will also resuit in the loss of existing views from neighbouring
properties and would adversely affect the residential amenity of neighbouring owners as well as a
the potential for a drop in property value.

3. Adequacy of infrastructure and dralnage

Great Yarmouth Borough-Wide Local Plan ] Adopted Version: February 2001, Policy HOU7 2.3.9:
Policy HOU?7 states that new residential development may only be permitted if the following
criteria Is met:

Al public utilities are available including foul or surface water disposal and there are no
existing capacity constraints

Great Yarmouth Borough-Wide Local Plan / Adopted Version: February 2001, 7.6.4: states in
regards to surface and Joul water disposal that both Anglian Water Services Limited {AW) and the
Environment Agency consider that, in assessing new development proposals, they will expect
applicants to provide or indicate the provision of a comprehensive dralnage strategy for all new
development areas. This is to ensure that the surface water droinage system is both adequate in
terms of capacity and that effluent and possible pollutants are not discharged to watercourses.
Detailed feasibility studies may be required to determine the optimurm location and route (both in
terms of practicality and cost) for both foul and surface woter drainage systems.

1 believe the proposed development goes against the above policies. The existing sewerage system
has failed twice before. | am concerned about the impact of the proposed development on
surrounding properties in terms of drainage and in placing undue pressure on the current
sewerage system. | am concerned about the potential risk of the sewerage system malfunctioning
again and contaminating land close to my property. The SHLAA report states that “Anglian Water
have indicated that infrastructure upgrades for sewerage treatment would be required- which
could include flow attenuation for foul water connection. No capacity for surface water sewers -
SUDs solution would need to be explored” {see appendix B).



4. Environmental Habitats and Impact

Great Yarmouth Borough-Wide Local Plan / Adopted Version: February 2001, Policy HOU 4 2.3.3;
Policy HOU4 proposals for residential development In excess of 10 dwellings will be required to
comply with the following criteria:

% There will be no loss of sites of landscape or wildlife importance

| am concerned that the proposed development contravenes the following laws regarding
protected species: wildlife and Countryside Act {1981) (as amended); the Countryside and Rights
of Way Act, 2000; the Natural Environment and Rural Communities Act (NERC, 2006); and by the
Conservation of Habitats and Species Regulations (2010).1am specifically concerned about the
impact on the bat population in the tocal environment. The proposed development site is home
to bats, which can be seen in this area over the summer months. Any development will jeopardise
bat nesting sites. The Bat Preservation Trust states that “legisiation dictates that any structures or
place which a bats use for shelter or protection are protected from damage oF destruction
whether occupied or not”. The proposed development i within 500m of the North Denes SPA (see
appendix B).

| am also concerned about the level of contaminants thought to pbe located at the site of the
proposed development due to its previous uses. The Environmental Protection Act 1990 Part 11V
stipulates in its legislation that a council is required to inspect its aréa and determine whether any
land Is “Contaminated Land” (see appendix D).

5. Protection of valuable open space

Great Yarmouth Borough-Wide Local Plan / Adopted Version: February 2001, 8.2.11: states that
in regards to the natural environment the scattered nature of settlements is one of the
characteristic features of the Jocal landscape. Areas of open landscape surrounding the main urban
area and other settiements provide a physical separation between those settlements and in some
instances form landscape extensions into the built up area. it is important to safeguard those
areas, which prevent urban sprawl and the coalescence of settlements. The green wedges not only
provide a welcome break between settiements but also provide the most rendily accessible
countryside to residents for recreational and leisure pursuits.

Great Yarmouth Borough-Wide Local pian / Adopted Verslon: February 2001, Policy NNV5
8.2.12; states that In regards to the natural enviranment development would not impinge on the
physical separation between settlements.

Great Yarmouth Borough-Wide Local Plian / Adopted Version: February 2001, 8.2.17: states in
regards to open space in settlements that open spaces within built areas are a valuable and non-
renewable resource. Parks, playing fields, school fields, informal open space, private open space,
allotments and cemeteries can provide opportunities for recreation, relaxation ond also form
wildlife refuges in the urban environment.

Great Yarmouth Borough-Wide Local Plan / Adopted Version: February 2001, Policy REC11 10.6:
states in regards to amenity spoce in urban areas that developments which would erode the
provision of amenity, open spoce or any other land which contributes positively to the commuhity
or street scene should be refused.



1 am concerned that the proposed development is in contravention of these policies. The
proposed dwellings will alter the area and amount to cramming. it will result in the loss of valuable
open space and amenity enjoyed by local residents and visitors to the area.

6. Highway safety, inadequate parking and the Impact on Trafflc

Great Yarmouth Borough-Wide Local Plan / Adopted Version: February 2001, Policy HOU 4 2.3.3;
Policy HOU4 proposals for residential development in excess of 10 dwellings will be required to
comply with the following criteria:

» Satisfactory access could be made available and troffic generated by the proposol would
not have a significant effect on the local highway network
$ There will be no loss of sites of landscape or wildlife importonce

Great Yarmouth Borough-Wide Local Plan / Adopted Version: February 2001, 3.6.2: states in
regards to car parking provision that the most recent survey (1993) concluded: “It is evident that
there is still not enough car parking capacity available within the Great Yarmouth town centre or
the seafront holiday oreas to satisfy demand and future increases in vehicle ownership and usage.

Great Yarmouth Borough-Wide Local Plan / Adopted Version: February 2001, Policy HOU15
2.5.2: Policy HOU15 states oll housing development proposals including replacement dwellings ond
changes of use will be assessed according to their effect on residential amenity, the character of
the environment, traffic generation and services. They will also be assessed according to the
quality of the environment to be created, including appropriate car parking and servicing provision.

Great Yarmouth Borough-Wide Local Plan / Adopted Version: February 2001, 2.5.1: Plan states
all new built housing development proposals should have regard to their effect on existing
residential property or other adjacent land uses, the character of the enviranment in which they
are located, the need for adequate access for dealing with traffic generation (including approach
roads) and the provision of adequate services.

The proposed development would have an adverse impact on the area adjacent to the site as well
as the surrounding area. | believe it is contravention of the above policies.

The proposed development includes dedicated parking spaces for each new residential unit and a
few for visitors to the development. This will result in the loss of the car park currently located on
this land, and would significantly reduce the current number of car parking spaces available to
existing residents, local workers and visitors to an unacceptable level. The current arrangement is
a valuable amenity for this neighbourhood (see attached photographs A).

This proposal could lead to vehicle overhanging the adopted highway verge/road to the detriment
of other road users inevitably putting more of a burden on highway safety. Overspill parking wili
occur on Blake Road, Salisbury Road and Collingwood Road, which will reduce the available road
width to the detriment of road safety. Exiting these roads at certain times during the day is
hazardous as cars aliready park on junctions causing obstruction (see attached photographs B/C).

The proposed development will generate a significant increase in the volume of local traffic
around the area of the development, which will compromise the safety of pedestrians, particularly
schoolchildren walking to and from Great Yarmouth High School, and other road users.
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7. Detrimental Impact on tourism

Great Yarmouth Borough-Wide Local Plan / Adopted Verslon: February 2001, 3.6.2: states in
regards to car parking provision that the most recent survey (1993) concluded: “It js evident that
there is still not enough car parking capacity available within the Great Yarmouth town centre or
the seafront holiday areas to satisfy demand and future increases in vehicle ownership ond usage.

Great Yarmouth Borough-Wide Local Plan (2001),Policy TR20 5.9.2: states in areas of ‘residential
and/or holiday accommodation’ development of vacant plots, and reconstruction, extension or
alteration of buildings that requires the grant of planning permission will only be permitted if the
applicant can demonstrate that the
> local highway network would be capable of accommodating traffic ottributable to the
proposal
» the development can be adequately serviced
» car parking can be provided in accordance with the council’s parking and servicing
stondards

| am concerned that development will result in significantly reduced parking leading to a negative
effect on tourism. My road has a mix of private dwellings, multiple occupancy housing and tourist
accommodation. The area of North Drive attracts holidaymakers throughout the season who
utilise parking facilities in the area of the proposed development.

8. Emergency Access

The proposals for Internal movement within the site are unacceptable and will create conflicts
between pedestrians, cyclists, vehicular movements and in particular emergency vehicles as the
land sited for development is not wide enough for vehicles to turn safely. Moreover, should an
emergency incident take place in one of the properties to the centre of the development this will
lead to a backup of emergency vehicles on the access road within the site, causing further risk and
barriers to emergency vehicles carrylng out their business.

9. Ownership of Land is Unclear

Great Yarmouth Borough Strategic Housing Land Availability Assessment Review of 2012 states
within the report “...site ownership is unknown. Without concluding the actuat ownership of the
land, the intentions to develop cannot be confirmed, therefore it is considered that the site is not
immediately available for development” (see appendix B).

10. Planning History

A planning application 06/05/0632/0 was made by the Council’s Property Services Unit in August
2005 for a two-storey dwelling House but this was withdrawn 18/09/2006, prior to determination.
Local Residents objections to this development included loss of privacy and concerns about
overlooking. Local residents were supportive that the area be used for car parking. (see appendix
A). The SHLAA report stated, “The site is constrained by its irregular site layout and is unable to
accommodate proposed residential potential at this density. The constraint is unlikely to be
overcome as the size of the site does not allow sufficient flexibility” {see appendix B).



11. Human Rights Act and Noise disturbance

The proposed development will affect me directly by preventing me from enjoying my property in
the same way as | do now. Increased noise from cars driving and parking behind my house will
cause disturbance in what is currently a quiet area. Noise and disturbance from an additional 32
residents in close proximity to my own property will have a detrimental impact on my privacy and
the quiet enjoyment | currently have in my garden. Inline with the Human Rights Act, Protocol 1
Article 1, | have a right to peaceful enjoyment of all my possessions, which includes my home and
other land. Additionaily, Article 8 of the Human Rights Act states that “a person has substantive
right to respect for their private and family life”. My private and family life encompasses my home
and my surroundings.

12. Support of local community groups

People of North Yarmouth {PoNY} is concerned about the proposed development, particularly its
impact on local parking and road safety.

Brandon Lewis MP has indicated that he is concerned that the proposed development will
negatively affect residents specifically in regards to road safety and parking.

The planning application states in Section 14 that the land is vacant but | dispute this. A proportion
of land is set aside by Great Yarmouth Borough Council to provide free parking and is operated
under the Great Yarmouth Borough Council (off street) Free Parking Places Order 1999 {see
attached photographs A). This designated car park is utilised by local residents, by Great
Yarmouth High School staff and by customers of the Post Office and MeColl's convenience shop. It
is also used as parking for delivery vehicles for the shop. it has been enjoyed by local residents as a
public right of way having been used for over 50 years, and provides safe access for High School
pupils to the school playing fields focated off Drake Road.

I trust that my objections will be put before the Planning Committee in due course priorto a

declsion being made on this application and that my objections will be taken into consideration
when deciding the application.

Yours faithfully,
—

Mrs P cutter-South
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Briefing Note to: Corporate Management Board — g™ Qctober, 20§10,
Cabinet — 20th October 2610,

Report by Head of Pianning and Oevelopment
Subject Land north of Salisbury Road
Subject:

This note brigfs members on the issuss regarding the petentiaf for developing
the former raltway land between Salisbury Road and Barnard Avenue, Great
Yamouth,

This note has been Prepared in response to the recent Independent Yarmouth
Councillors Scrutiny Mesting, It is understood that the Mesting has indicateqd
that the land should he considered for a residential use,

The land in question is former raiiway land which has been used variously as
a thoroughfare and car parking over the vears since its acquisitior, by the
former County Borough Council, from British Railways in the early 1960's.

In terms of recent planning history, a planning appiication was made by the
Council's Property Services Unit in August 2005 for a two-storey dwelling but

overcome anti-social behaviour and rubbish dumping issues, The planning
application also raised a potential land contamination Issue arising from its
former railway use. Details attached. Representations fecaived from residants
are retained on the planning application file and are available fgr Inspection at
Maltings House and at the Cabinet mesting.

The land has also been assessed as part of the Local Development
Framework Housing Land Avalilabiiity Assessment, 2010, The results of the
appraisal are attached and this discounts residentiaj development on the site.

Detalls of the assessment are attached (identified as Site GR1 5),

Cabinet's auidance and { ot instructions are requested

Peter Warner
Head of Pianning and Development
11" October 2010

\&



N e

Site Address
GR1S Land besween Barnard and Salisbury Road's, Great Yarmouti
' i Current/Previous Land Use
0.51 Brownfleld Vacant/Derelict Land No Planning Status
leantihcatise Sertiemeni Lisit:
Site not in Planning Process MNational Land Use Database Yes

Description of Site

The site is located behind both Blake Road and Necth Denes Road, and sdjacent to Salisbury Road antt Barnard Avenue. The site is currently lef
vacantiand, situated at the rear of properties fronting on 1o Blake Road and North Denas Road. The site is very long and harrow tue to its prev
listing as a disused railway. The surrounding land use Is residential (terrace).

1) D6/05/0632/0, SALISBURY ROAD, {FORMER RAILWAY LAND), GREAT YARMOUTH. ERECTION OF 2 STOREY DWELLING HOUSE, Withdrawn
18/09/2006.

Surtabiiity Suminary

The site is within Great Yarmouth. The site is considered to have good access to a range of facilities - access to three (secondary school, range ¢
shops and a GP surgery).

Highways DC: Access via Salisbury Road. Acceptable for small scale development only, low density private drive

The site is within 500metres of the North Denes SPA, however consultation with Natural England has not highlighted any potential concerns o

overall risk to the 5PA.
Anglian Water have indicated that infrastructure upgrades for sewerage treatment would be requdred- which could include flow attenuarion fo

water connection. No capacity for surface water sewers- SUDs solution would need to be explored.

The site Is tightiy constrained by its shape and lecation, between the backs of two terrace rows. The north and south of the site are not wide e
to accommodare a dwelling whilst still managing to accommodate access to the rear. It Is for these reasons the site is deamed unsuitable for
residential development.

Availatiliy Surmary

The site was included in the SHLAA as a site that is cumently vacant or derelict. Therefore tha site is ot an expression of interest and the site
ownership fs urknown. Without concluding the actual ownership of the land. the intentions to develop cannot be confirmed. therefore it is
considered thai the site is not immediately avallable for development.

Alrovaotisty Sommeaiy
The site is constrained by Its irregular site layout and is unable to accommodate praposed residential potential at this density, The constraint is
undikely to be overcome as the size of the site does not allow sufficient flexibitity.

The site is considered to be constrained on the grounds of its suitabiity, due to the unsuitable access arrangements ana unsvitable site positio
fayout,
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MEMORANDUM __________
From the Head of Environtiéht &-Health .-

i I— -y o e
To: Head of Planning and De\rel::vpmenti“‘“"““'""‘"2 o S
y - " i = %l Al
BtenfommMERMaEy ;
cc: David Nudd e e N
Date: 23 Sepiembef 2005 .....................................................
Our Ref: (5Y/2058/00000/00000/DET/VU Your Ref: 08/05/0632/C
Please ask for; David Thompson Extension No: 611

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION ACT 1990 PART llA
DEVELOPMENT AT SALISBURY ROAD

| refer to the above development &t Salisbury Road which | understand is a brownfiel:
site and may contain contaminants from this or other previous uses.

Therefore, if Committee is minded to approve the application, | would recommend th
following conditions:

1.  Prior to the commencement of the development and fo the satisfaction of th
Head of Environmental Health, a site investigation shall be carried out to asses
whether the land is contaminated. The investigation shall include details of know
previous uses and possible contamination arising fram those uses,

If contamination is found or suspecied t0 exist, a scheme to remediate the site to
standard sulfable for its proposed use shall be forwarded to and approved by the Hez
of Environment and Health.

{Note: the applicant is strongly advised to contact Environmental Health at &
early stage).

.
Prras

David E Thompson
Technical Officer

\g

. £



Great Yarmauth Borough Council {off street] Free car park - A




Great Yarmouth Borough Council {off street) Free car park — A continued




Blake Road/ comner of Salisbury Rd - B




Salisbury Road Parking (at various times throughout the day) - C




Salishury Road Parking {at various times throughout the day) — € continued




Salishbury Road Parking (at various times throughout the day) — C contiued




Mr M Sones & Miss L Griffen

8 Blake Road
Great Yarmouth
Norfolk
NR304LT
4% April 2014
Great Yarmouth Borough Council !
Planning Services 'ONV
?:;El?-lpfﬂem Control Great Yarmouth Borough Coungil
n Ha Customer Services
Hall Plain
Great Yarmouth
Norfolk TAPR 2
NR30 2QF
Dear Sirs,

Planning Applicatién 06/14/0168F
ngﬂtigll; SQHSI!!!!! ROAT- Ot afmgut!!
In response to your letter dated 20™ March 2014, we are writing to express our concerns about the
proposed development of 12 residential units at Salisbury Road, Great Yarmouth,

Our main concern relates to parking in the area. The Great Yarmouth High School car park is
insufficient to service all of the school’s employees as it is. The overspill tend to park on the car
park where the housing development is proposed and on Blake Road and Salisbury Road. We
understand that the school will shortly increase its capacity from 500 students to 900. This will
mean additional staff (presumably almost double the current amount) and additional parents
dropping/collecting their children by car as well as additional coaches/buses taking students off
site during the day, Where are these people going to park in an already densely populated area
where parking is insufficient to meet existing needs?

We note from the plans that several of the properties are 4 bedroomed and the proposed parking
for the properties is insufficient to service the number of people who will likely be living In the
units, let alone any visitors that they might have.

There is already an issue with cars being parked on kerbs and in such a manner that blocks the
road. These road infractions are likely to be more frequent if the proposed plan goes ahead (due to
the insufficient parking and increased population) in which case how will the emergency services
gain access in the event of an emergency?

We understand that the units will be used to house vulnerable people. No further information has
been made available, so far as we are aware. We have concerns as to the type of vulnerable person
that will be residing so close to the school not to mention our own property.

The plans do not allow for any proper garden space despite some of the properties being 4
bedroom. Where will the chifdren that wili be housed play? The proposed unit is likely to lead to an
increase In anti social behaviour which will be to the detriment of the local community.

The sewers at the top of Blake Road tend to flood whenever there is a large downpour of rain and
the appropriate agency have to deal with this issue. What impact will the proposed development



have upon the sewerage system that is in place? Is it not the case that the land has already been
assessed and deemed unsuitable for residential properties?

The proposed development is not central and there will be an impact upon the public transport
services which are already heavily used by the chiidren travelling to and from school. Additional
bus service would be required and there would be an expense to the council in providing for this.

Another concern that we have relates to the Highways Agency and the ‘unadopted’ status of the
roads on site of the proposed development. Whose responsibility will it be to build and maintain
the roads? Again how will the emergency services access the proposed units in the event of an
emergency if the roads are damaged?

The local residents are so fundamentally against this development (as evidenced by a local
resident’s meeting which you will undoubtedly have been made aware of) that there is a definite
prospect of hostility and potential for breaches of the peace if the development goes ahead. Not
ideal circumstances for a housing estate which is proposed for vulnerable people?

We personally only purchased our property in August 2013 and, other than a brief questionnaire
from our own MP, we have received no real information about the plans until your recent letter of
20,03.14. Our views have not be consulted properly until now when the land has already been sold
to Saffron Housing for the princely sum of £1 and plans are well established.

We are vehemently against the development being approved as drawn. The land, in our view, Is
not suitable for residential use and is already a vital resource to the local community for much
needed parking space. If the Council wishes to relinquish responsibility for the land (and the costs
that will be associated with that) then the land should have been gifted or sold to the adjoinmng

houses or else gifted or sold to the school for parking.

We realise that the government incentives for selling the land to the Housing Association would
have been alluring but in our view the sale was made with no thought to the interests of the local

community or the town as a whole.
Regards

Mr M Sones &
Miss L Griffen
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7 Blake Road
reat Yarmouth
Norfotk
NR30 4LT
4™ April 2014
Planning Officer, 0 n/\ \ Great Yarmouth Borough Coungil
Great Yarmouth Borough Council Customer Szrvices
Town Hatl
Great Yarmouth - 7 APR 2014
Norfolk
NR30 2QF

1 wish to nbject to the above planning application.

1. Although the planned properties are one story high they will have a detrimental effect on
the properties on the odd number side of Blake Road by cutting out sunlight. As the site is
very narrow the planned buildings will be situated very close to the perimeter.

2. This area is classified as a car park and is used on a daily basis At the moment parking on

Blake Road is horrendous, and with closing of the car park it would then become very
dangerous.

3. How much will the Great Yarmouth Borough Council compensate the residents for the loss
of value on their properties?

4, The proposed site is not really suitable as it was originally railway lines.
5. This site is also used by the students of Great Yarmouth High School to gain access to the

playing field on Drake Avenue,

Please consider the area with a High School on Salisbury Road and the residents in this part of Great
Yarmouth.

Yours sincerely

Sandra Singleton
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