Schedule of Planning Applications Committee Date: 16 November 2016

Reference: 06/16/0537/F

Parish: Caister
Officer: Mr J Beck
Expiry Date: 20/12/2016

Applicant: Mr A Youngs

Proposal:  Modification to comer of building by cutting of corner

Site: 57A Tan Lane, Caister

REPORT

1.1

1.2

1.3

Background / History :-

The site is located to the south side of Tan Lane, opposite Clay Road close to
the Caister lifeboat car park. The area is predominantly residential in nature
formed of dense dwellings.

The appilication is for the removal of a front facing corner of the property adjacent
to the access to Sand Dune Cottages.

An application was refused by committee in 2015 largely due to the impact upon
the character of the area. There have been previous applications on the site since
1990 as detailed below:

06/95/0692/F - Sand Dune Cottages rear of 57A Tan Lane, Remove occupancy
condition to allow residential use of bungalows — Withdrawn 12/09/1995

06/95/0735/F - Sand Dune Cottages rear of 57A Tan Lane, Relaxation of
condition to allow extended habitation period for bungalows i.e 1%t March-14""
January — Refused 17/10/1995

06/95/0845/F - Sand Dune Cottages rear of 57A Tan Lane, Relaxation of
condition to allow extended habitation period for bungalows 1%t March-14%
January — Refused 19/01/1996

06/96/0699/F - Sand Dune Cottages Tan Lane, Relaxation of condition to allow
occupation of cottage 3 during winter months by caretaker — Refused 24/10/1996
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06/96/0872/F - Sand Dune Cottages Tan Lane, Relaxation of condition to allow
occupation of cottage 3 during winter months by caretaker — Approved
31/01/1997

06/97/0933/F - Sand Dune Cottages Tan Lane, Renewal of planning permission
No. 06/96/0872/F for occupation of cottage 3 during winter months— Approved
19/12/1997

06/98/0215/F - Sand Dune Cottages Tan Lane, Renewal of planning permission
No. 06/97/0933/F for occupation of cottage 3 during winter months— Approved
12/05/1998

06/14/0457/F — 57 Tan Lane (rear of), Variation of condition 2 of planning
permission 06/81/0807/F to allow year round holiday use — Withdrawn
17/09/2014

06/14/0751/F — 57 Tan Lane (rear of), Variation of condition 2 of planning
permission 06/81/0807/F to allow year round holiday use — Refused 17/03/2015,
Appeal allowed 30/12/2015

06/15/0607/F — 57A Tan Lane, Modification to corner of building to improve
access and visibility to private drive — Refused 17/12/2015

2 Consultations :- All received consultation responses are available online or

21

2.2

at the Town Hall during opening hours.
Parish Council — Object. Will not improve access for vehicles.

Neighbours/Members of Public — There have been 53 Neighbour objections
alongside 3 letters of support and a petition in support with 33 signatures. Please
note that some comments have come from the same address:

A summary of some of the main objections are found below:

* Impact to character and heritage.

¢ No benefit

e The application is for the gain of another site
e No change in previous application

¢ Loss in business floor space

A summary of some of the main comments in support are found below:
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2.3

2.4

3.1

4.1

e Improves access
e Improves public safety

Highways — No objection.

Notes that the proposed visibility once modified will not accord to current
standards and will only aid vehicles and pedestrians approaching from the west
and it is not likely to help those leaving the private access. However it will offer a
minimal improvement. In a separate correspondence Highways recommended
conditions regarding a traffic management plan.

Building Control — No comment.

Local Policy :- Saved Great Yarmouth Borough-Wide Local Plan Policies
(2001):

Policy BNV18 — The Council will require alterations and extensions to buildings
to be sympathetic to the character of the building to be extended and to its setting.

Adopted Core Strategy

Policy CS9 — Encouraging well-designed, distinctive places

High quality, distinctive places are an essential part in attracting and retaining
residents, businesses, visitors and developers. As such, the Council will ensure
that all new developments within the borough:

a) Respond to, and draw inspiration from the surrounding area’s distinctive
natural, built and historic characteristics, such as scale, form, massing and
materials, to ensure that the full potential of the development site is realised;
making efficient use of land and reinforcing the local identity

b) Consider incorporating key features, such as landmark buildings, green
infrastructure and public art, which relate to the historical, ecological or geological
interest of a site and further enhance local character

¢) Promote positive relationships between existing and proposed buildings,
streets and well lit spaces, thus creating safe, attractive, functional places with
active frontages that limit the opportunities for crime
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4.2

d) Provide safe access and convenient routes for pedestrians, cyclists, public
transport users and disabled people, maintaining high levels of permeability and
iegibility

e) Provide vehicular access and parking suitable for the use and location of the
development, reflecting the Council's adopted parking standards

f) Seek to protect the amenity of existing and future residents, or people working
in, or nearby, a proposed development, from factors such as noise, light and air

pollution and ensure that new development does not unduly impact upon public

safety

g) Conserve and enhance biodiversity, landscape features and townscape quality

h) Minimise greenhouse gas emissions and the risk of flooding, through the use
of renewable and low carbon energy and efficient site layouts and building
designs, in accordance with Policy CS12

i) Fulfil the day-to-day social, technological and economic needs of residents,
visitors and businesses by ensuring the provision of capacity for high speed
digital connectivity, suitable private and communal open space, cycle storage and
appropriate waste and recycling facilities

Applicants are encouraged to engage with the Council’s Development Control
section early on in the design process through pre-application discussions to help
speed up the planning process and ensure that the selected design is the most
appropriate for the site.

Policy CS10 — Safeguarding local heritage assets.

The character of the borough is derived from the rich diversity of architectural
styles and the landscape and settlement patterns that have developed over the
centuries. In managing future growth and change, the Council will work with other
agencies, such as the Broads Authority and Historic England, to promote the
conservation, enhancement and enjoyment of this historic environment by:

a) Conserving and enhancing the significance of the borough's heritage assets
and their settings, such as Conservation Areas, Listed Buildings, Scheduled
Ancient Monuments, archaeological sites, historic landscapes including historic
parks and gardens, and other assets of local historic value

b) Promoting heritage-led regeneration and seeking appropriate beneficial uses
and enhancements to historic buildings, spaces and areas, especially heritage
assets that are deemed at risk
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5.1

5.2

6

6.1

6.2

c) Ensuring that access to historic assets is maintained and improved where
possible

d) Regularly reviewing heritage designations and designating additional areas,
buildings and spaces for protection where justified by evidence

e) Carrying out, reviewing and implementing Conservation Character Appraisals
and, if appropriate, management plans

f) Designating new Conservation Areas and amending existing Conservation
Area boundaries, as appropriate

National Planning Policy Framework

Paragraph 58 - Respond to local character and history, and reflect the identity of
local surroundings and materials, while not preventing or discouraging
appropriate innovation.

Appraisal

The site is on the Southern Side of Tan lane opposite the junction with Clay Road.
To the east is the coast and the Caister Life Boat car park. The site is
immediately adjacent a narrow private access to Sand Dune Cottages.

The area is predominantly formed of residential units with some holiday units
positioned to the rear of the site. There are some businesses in the vicinity
including a hairdressers which is within the application site. The area is
characterised by dense residential housing which are largely terrace housing
along Tan Lane with a greater mixture of types and ages of properties on Clay
Road. The frontage of the unit is typical of a number of properties on Tan Lane.

Assessment :-

The application is to remove the north east corner of 57 Tan Lane and reposition
of the entrance. The unit beneath is commercial, but there is a flying freehold unit
above which is also effected by the proposal.

The application states that the purpose of the alterations are to allow for a better
turning angle into the driveway. The design and access statement goes into
further detail and states that the amended entrance will improve access to Sand
Dune Cottages in light of its year round occupancy. It is recognised that the
access is relatively narrow and with limited visibility looking both east and west.
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6.3

6.4

6.5

6.6

6.7

Accordingly Highways have been consulted on the application and they have not
objected to the development subject to conditions. They state that the
improvement will be slight and the access would stil not conform to
current/existing standards. However in light of the development representing an
improvement (albeit minor) they do not object. They have requested a condition
whereby a scheme of parking for the construction workers is agreed and they
have also requested a Construction Traffic Management Plan and Access Route
to be agreed prior to commencement of the works.

It should be noted that a number of objectors and the parish council have
questioned the overall benefit of this proposal whilst there was a petition in
support of the application which focused on the improvement of safety. After
consultation with the highway department it is considered that the development
will not create harm to the public highway and may represent a gain in terms of
visibility and safety; the weight of this gain must be weighed against other factors
which is a matter for the committee to decide.

A previous application to remove the corner of the property was refused by
committee last year. Since planning application 06/15/0607/F was determined
there have been changes regarding how the access is used. Planning application
06/14/0751/F was successfully appealed which allowed for all year occupancy for
the holiday units to the rear of 57 Tan Lane. Potentially this will increase the
intensity of use for this access. This change has been alluded to in the design
and access statement whereby they have quoted policy CS8 of the adopted Core
Strategy in that the application supports a tourism use.

The application should be assessed on its own merit based on what is submitted
as part of the planning application as opposed to any perception of future
development. If the applicant has applied for planning to improve the access of
another property(ies) then this is within their remit. The design and access
statement submitted with the application does state that the alterations to the
property are to improve the access which will aid the holiday uses to the rear.
The application should not be determined on any perceived future developments
which are not included as part of this submission. In determining this application it
does not grant any rights of access.

The alterations are to the front of an existing property and will be visible to the
street scene. A large proportion of the objections objected to the impact the
proposal will have upon the character and the heritage of the area. The previous
application was refused by committee largely on these grounds and it would be
for the committee to decide whether they still believe this to the case. Saved
policy BNV18 of the Borough Wide Local Plan and policy CS9 of the adopted
Core Strategy require all developments to be sympathetic to their surroundings
and relate well to landscape and other buildings. The development will result in
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6.8

6.9

71

7.2

the loss of a relatively modest part of the building and it should be noted that the
building is not listed nor is it within a conservation area.

The conservation department was consulted on the proposal and have provided
two potential design options that would help mitigate any impact to character that
the committee can consider.

The development will result in 3 modest loss to the business floor space however

the loss is not considered significant and would not result in result in a substantial
loss to Caister’s retail offer.

RECOMMENDATION :-

The recommendation is to approve the application subject to the following
conditions:

Highway conditions stated in the highway departments comments.
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Recommendations from Caister Parish Council

06/16/0525/F 2 Fascia signs and 1 projecting sign, internal opening hours
sign at 7 Yarmouth Road, Caister NR30 5DL for (Midlands
Co-operative, Hermes Road, Lichfield, WS13 6RH)

Recommendation - No Objection

O o . o
~~ 06/16/0537/F ,/ Modification to corner of building by cutting off corner at 57A
“ee——""" Tan Lane, Caister NR30 5DT for (Mr A Youngs)

Recommendation - Object unanimously, will not improve the access for
vehicles

06/16/0546/F Alterations to build dining room to replace approved
conservatory 06/14/0290/F at 30 Reynolds Avenue, Caister
N30 5QE for (Mr and Mrs K Roberts)

Recommendation - No Objection







Nichola Kemp
e —— 57 Tan Lane
Caister on Sea

NR3O DT

| would like to support the planning application that Mr Youngs has submitted.
live in this building with my voung daughter. We use the acress daily to get to
the back of our property. Tan Lane can be very busy and any improvement in
visibility would make me feel safer.

Also there is a lack of parking around Tan Lane. Sand Dune Cottages allow me
to park on their car park and | would be more confident doing this if the access
was improved.
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We strongly support Mr Youngs in his planning application. We would be
grateful of any improvement of the access. We are open all year round and as
the number of visitors increase the access is obviously used more.

Since 59 Tan Lane have installed a post outside of their propertv it is
more difficult to tumn into the access. There is a lack of parking for residents
and people who work in the area and as we have 10 parking spaces we do not
mind helping this situation during our quiet periods.

Public safety is top priority. Tan Lane can be busy as there are a number
of businesses trading there. There are often large delivery vehicles that can
block visibility; therefore, cutting the corner of 57 Tan Lane would help
immensely.
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We the undersigned would like to add our support to Mr Andrew Youngs
and Miss Lynette Langton in their attempt to re-design the corner of the
building at 57 Tan Lane Caister to help improve the entrance and exit from
Tan Lane to the rear of 57, 57a, 59, 61 and Sand Dunes Cottages which
will help improve the safety of pedestrians and motorists alike using Tan ~

Lane and the above properties. (75l iu{oz291f L
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With reference to application 06/1 6/0537/F. | wish to object to proposal to

two non residents whose businesses nNamely 57a Tan Lane, Hairdressers
and 57 Tan Lane which is a renteq property with access to its rented
garage whose garage is down private Passage.

Sand Dunes chalets, holiday accommodation only has also right of
€asement for access for its holiday visitors.

ltis to be noted also that 57b Tan Lane has been missed off proposal
Plan by stint of the usage of an outdated ordnance Survey map which
occurred before on previous proposal 06/15/0607/F. This wasg amended
when complaint was registered by objectors who noticed this over site on
proposal 06/1 5/0607/F. This has occurred again with an outdated map on
NeW proposal, we must take issue with this because it Clearly states in
making an application an up-to-date map must be Submitted! Is it the
intention of Proposer who owns anqg rents out 57b Tan Lane an his Solicitor
to mislead the G.Y.B.C planning dept, they do not seem to obey strict
planning application criterig and hope by omission this will help the
Proposal! 57b Tan Lane,s only access is via and onto private Passageway
and one wonders why this has been omitted for a second timel

itis only seen when viewed from in front! What sort of rationale jg that to ”
destroy local heritage! A structural ang character alteration is g structural ‘
and character alteration end of story!



chalets!

Now to get to my main objection which is in total agreement with the
refusal of the planning committee of the previous Proposal 06/15/0607/F
on the grounds of loss of character and structure of building and street
view. May all previous objections by all objectors be included against this
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Mr Gareth Hacon
61 Tan Lane
Caister—on'Sea
Great Yarmouth
Norfolk

NR30 5DT

Ref: 06/16/0537/F

Consequent!y, the Borough Council, a5 local Planning Authority, considers that
t

the proposal is contrary to policy BNV18 of the adopted Borough-Wide Local Plan,”

old part of Caister«on-Sea. Tan Lane has a Very unique position of having shops off
the main High Street that were born with traditionaj heritage ang Character. Parker
Planning Services notes this proposa] isn't for Andrews Hairdressers as stated on

Parker F’!anm‘ng Services notes policy CSg "To ensure the tourism sector remaing
strong, the Council partners wijj:

a) Encourage and support the upgrading, expansion ang enhancement of existing
visitor accommodation ang attractions to megt the changes in consumer demands
and éncourage year-roung tourism”



attract visitorg through advertising, through competitive pricing and providing
upgraded chalets with medern living standards.” Parker Planning Services on behalf
of Sand Dunesg holiday chalets site owner believe that policy CS8 can be used to
Permanently alter buildings not residing on Sang Dunes holiday chalets site?? A
previous Highways site inspection and an inspectorate report noted that the width of
the private Passage verses the amount of traffic along Tan Lane and Clay Road will
have no noticeable impact on vehicles entering and exiting the private road leading
as a result Sand Dunes Was given permission for all year round
holiday use with restrictions of holiday stay. Nothing the Highways or the
inspectorate report said anything about g 'emoval of a major part of the building
nearby to allow alj year round holiday use? Parker Planning Services proposai

and building width. Sand Dunes holiday chalets angd Andrews Hairdressers (including .
residential home above) are on two Seéparate plots of land as noted by the map.

residential property above!” The two properties wilj be Severely impacted, this is not
- & minor alteration, jf you ask any reputable builder what he/she considers a minor
alteration thig would not be jt!l You ask any reputable builder what he/she
considers a major alteration this would be jtli

forever
change the character of this old part of Caister-on-Sea. Parker Planning Services
further misleads the application by describing Sand Dunes holiday chalets sitting

behind 57 Tan Lane, whilst only a small amount is behind 57 Tan Lane two thirds of
“Sand Dunes holiday site sits behind 59 and g1 Tan Lane ang the private drive is
Owned by 59 Tan Lane with rights of easement for surrounding residents.

I ask that the Great Yarmouth Borough Council uphold its original democratic
decision and stick with the origina| refusal as a Mmajor alteration to two buildings wili
be to a form that is uncommon and not in the Character with the Surrounding area




Mrs Trudy Ledet
8 Clay Road,
Caister-On—Sea,
Great Yarmouth,
Norfolk

TR T v pie vt
Reference 06/1 6/0537/F

Application Modification to corner of building by cutting off corner
Location: 57a Tan Lane, Caister-on-Sea, Great Yarmouth, Norfolk, NR30 5DT

1 am fiercely Opposed to any alteration to corner of 57a Tan Lane on the grounds of
loss of character to a building or heritage value in “The Old Part of Caister-on-Sea”.
The bottom of Tan Laneis usually known as the old part that of which is near the

“beach around Clay Road, Victoria Street (200 year old) “Ship” Public House, Beach
Road and Tan Lane, as Opposed to the new parts comprising of bungalows and
housing estates that have stretched West and North over the Iast 50 to 60 years,
The old part has heritage value as it is associated with the old loca] fishing
community and iifeboat station.

These old buildings should be preserved angd remain in character ang structure as it
is deemed possible and not altered to accommodate non residents and business for
reasons that appear negligible and whimsical for no obvious reasons that would
hecessitate an alteration as seveigas taking the full corner of the building.

It would appear that the alteration woulg have it at best minimal benefit to the non
residential proposer and it does beg the question “Who would benefit” as it clearly is
not the proposer who at great potential cost has proposed this.

every six months assuming that it is refused again and again to be called a nuisance
and a continual drain on tax payers money and time.

ATTM“M:\B 4’;{_&:\1 K&"\; 3— Zc‘*{fu ';Ark o I) W7y CTA_ pfz\ua [ S’Q'L 06/ S'%é ) /1:‘
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Yours Sincerely ‘

Trudy Ledet
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This is a definitive democratic judgement by a legal experienced planning

committee and canniot see the sense of challenging this judgement by the
proposers agent that appears to relate wholly to sand dunes chalets and not

Yours Faithfully _.
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We/l wish to object to proposal 06/16/0537/F for the modification of corner
57a Tan Lane or as so eloquently put " cut the corner off " which sounds like
an act of butchery! This is an unnecessary proposal to widen this opening of
a private passage not for the benefit of the proposer but as permeates
through t he proposal the benefit of sand dunes chalets!

The proposer gains no possible benefit for the loss of character with this
structural alteration but the village/town would have the character of a
building unnecessarily altered in a part of * old Caister " that preserves the
heritage and history of the fishing community for over 100 yrs, the lifeboat
stations old and new and the recreational area around the beach area that
includes Tan Lane, Clay Rd, Victoria Street, and Beach Rd.

We totally agree with the judgement on previous proposal 06/15/0607/F
that also applies to 06/16/0537/F, please refer to the attached print out.
Almost the same alteration that was democratically refused by G.Y.B.C
planning committee. It seems trite to challenge this judgement by local
objectors and experienced planning committee in an effort to further
interests of sand dune chalets by using proprietor of 57b Tan Lane as a
proxy proposer, basically a back door method for Sand chalets perceived
benefit who has no rights over private passage save right of easement an
access. We hope commonsense prevails and this senseless proposal will
again be refused.

Yours Faithfully




‘sNorfolk Courty Councl ~ Commnyamniepmera

County Hall
Martineau Lane
Norwich
NR1 28G
Jason Beck NCC contact number; 0344
Great Yarmouth Borough Council 800 8020
Town Hall | Textphone: 0344 800 8011
Hall Plain
Great Yarmouth
Norfolk
NR302QF ——
Your Ref: | 06/16/0537/F " ; My Ref: 9/6/16/0537
Date: 21-September 2016 Tel No.: 01603 638070
Email: stuart.french@norfolk.gov.uk
Dear Jason

Caister on Sea: Modification to corner of building by cutting of corner
57A Tan Lane Caister GREAT YARMOUTH NR30 5DT

Thank you for your recent consuitation with respect to the above.

The proposals are to improve access visibility and is presumably to be an aid for both
vehicular and pedestrian traffic, and indeed it is accepted that the visibility is restricted
from the private means of access to the side of 57A Tan Lane.

The private means access is off an unmade track over part of which is a public right of
way (Caister Footpath No 4) and whist not a vehicular highway, in that vehicles may use
this with the consent of the land owner, there is obviously some permitted vehicular use

Whilst the proposed visibility improvement does not accord with any standard and which
to some extent only will aid pedestrians and vehicles approaching from the west, and |
suspect it will prove of little value to vehicles leaving the private means of access.
However, it is nevertheless a minimal visibility improvement and given it will primarily aid
pedestrians in seeing vehicles emerging from the private access, | therefore have no
objection to the proposals.

However, given that this proposals may also affect a Public Right of Way | would request
that your authority also consult with the Norfolk County Council's Public Rights of Way
Officer.

Yours sincerely

Stuart french

Highways Development Management & Licensing Officer
for Executive Director for Community and Environmental Services

£
www.norfoik.gov.uk 5@_;_”

" INVESTORS
& IN PEOPLF



Jason Beck

From: Jason Beck

Sent: 10 October 2016 10:19

To: Jill K. Smith

Subject: FW: 06/16/0537/F - 57A Tan Lane Caister Gt Yarmouth

A further consultation response

JASON BECK
Planning Officer (Development Control)

Great Yarmouth Borough Council

Tel: 01493 846388
E-mail: jp@great-yarmouth.gov.uk

Website: www.great-yarmouth.gov.uk

The information contained in this emaii is intended only for the person or organisation to which it is
addressed. If you have received it by mistake, please disregard and notify the sender immediately.
Unauthorised disclosure or use of such information may be a breach of legislation or
confidentiality and may be legally privileged.

Emails sent from and received by Members and employees of Great Yarmouth Borough Coungil
may be monitored.

Unless this email relates to Great Yarmouth Borough Council business it will be regarded by the
Council as personal and will not be authorised by or sent on behalf of the Council. The sender will
have sole responsibility for any iegal actions or disputes that may arise.

Correspondence Address: Town Hall, Hall Plain, Great Yarmouth, Norfolk NR30 2QF

From: French, Stuart [mailto:stuart.french@norfolk.gov.uk]
Sent: 10 October 2016 09:51

To: Jason Beck

Subject: 06/16/0537/F - 57A Tan Lane Caister Gt Yarmouth

Hi Jason

Further to our telecom this morning and my earlier response, notwithstanding any response from
the PROW Officer, should your Authority be minded to approve this application | would
recommend the following conditions be appended to any grant of permission.

SHC 28 No development shall commence until a scheme detailing provision for on-site
parking for construction workers for the duration of the construction period has been
submitted to and approved in writing by the Local Planning Authority, including
having a temporary closure order in place if required. The scheme shall be
implemented throughout the construction period.

1
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Regards

Stuart

Stuart French

Reason: To ensure adequate off-street parking during construction in the interests
of highway safety and so as not to cause obstruction to a Public Right of Way

Prior to the commencement of any works a Construction Traffic Management Plan
and Access Route which shall incorporate adequate provision for addressing any
abnormal wear and tear to the highway (including the Public Right of Way, Cister on
Sea FP4), maintaining rights of access, and the nature and timing of deliveries and
for maintaining rights of access and/or for any temporary_closure order, shall be
submitted to and approved in writing with the Local Planning Authority in
consultation with Norfolk County Council Highway Authority together with proposals
to control and manage construction traffic using the 'Construction Traffic Access
Route’ and to ensure no other local roads are used by construction traffic

Reason: In the interests of maintaining highway efficiency and safety

For the_duration_of the_construction_pe riod_all_traffic_associated_with_the construction
of_the_development_wilI_compIy_with_the_Construction_Trafﬁc_Management_PIan_and
use_onIy_the_'Construction_Trafﬁc_Access_Route’_and_no_other_local_roads_unless
approved_in_writing_with_the_Local_Planning_Authority_in_consultation_with_the
Highway Authority.

Reason;_ _In_the_interests_of_maintaining_highway_efficiency_and_safety;

Highways Development Management & Licensing Officer
Developer Services

Environment and Transport

Community and Environmental Services

Direct Dial: 01603 638070

Mobile: 07717 861558

E-mail: stuart.french@norfolk.gov.uk

Norfolk County Council
General Enquiries: 0344 800 8020 or information@ norfolk.gov.uk
Website: www.norfolk.gov.uk

To see our email disclaimer click here http://www.norfolk.gov.uk/emaildisclaimer
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—For—Buiilding Control Manager | MyRef: 06/16/0537/F ™
—Erom=TJevelopment Control Manager Date: 15th September 2016

Case Officer: MrJ Beck

Parish: Caister On Sea 4

Development at:- For:-

57A Tan Lane Modification to corner of
Caister building by cutting of corner
GREAT YARMOUTH

NR30 DT

Applicant:- Agent:-

Mr A Youngs Parker Planning Services Ltd
§7A Tan Lane Mr J Parker

Caister Dragonfly House St James Plac
GREAT YARMOUTH NORWICH

The above mentioned application has been received and I would be grateful for your comments on the
following matters:-

Ke HnStEE Coernpenq SRirrt

Please let me have any comments you may wish to make by 29th September 2016,

COMMENTS:

199 /¢



H

i,

i

3 3

‘i_. N '._.., s e 5
sl S L L

LXIRTING WHITE ainnik

a %’mz i ::;
MATIH LAFL4 o
]

s

I A b S MR ot s
5
{
*
i
4
S
i
]
¥

7 ;
? %
| |
; }
A
A R SR N TR S C—

m»...wm-q.‘ et <ain it
-
-
1

R e T us:

;...,im_,i
*
1
i
!
)

SRILK H?Wﬁ

o8 wur*i R

PROPOSED FRONT

I S REMOVL 10N
| SR 3 A BULOIRS Ry

MOy ko




i
R T T I O
A TTH LS

A el

B

EXISTING WHYTE afnptp

PROPOSED FRONT

RLPDIINONED

RISV toakem
BURD WY MLy
MOTEY i



T AR RS € AL S e IR _.”Tm_

|
|
N

s o oo

e e e s 3 e e et e e« e

=

02 9ny 6 -

e WNEING g -

LOS 0BUN "HINOWUVA 1¥3u0 |
YILSIVY CINY T NYL E.i

e T

£y

L

e T ———

s e e 72 v o 1

%’l a4
Ly




Weavers

Cotts

Nett House

64

57

55a

Wydale

"

Sand-Dunes
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Great Yarmouth Borough Council
Town Hall, Hall Plain, Great Yarmouth, NR30 2QF

57a Tan lane
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