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Reference: 06/18/0384/F 

    Parish: Mautby   

    Officer: Mrs G Manthorpe 

                                                                                    Expiry Date:  13-09-19 

 

Applicant:   Norfolk County Council 

 

Proposal:    Relocation of wood yard with erection of building with associated 

hardstanding and retention of existing wood storage areas 

 

Site:  Mautby Lane, Decoy Wood (Land at)  

 

 

REPORT 

 
1.      Background / History:- 

 
 

1.1 The site comprises 0.90 hectares and proposes the erection of a building, 

improvements to the road and hardstanding. The building has been reduced in size 

during the application process and is now proposed to measure 30mx20m giving 

a floor area of 600m2. The eves are proposed 4.6m and the proposed ridge height 

is stated to be 7.3m.  

  

1.2 The application seeks to use areas for covered and open wood storage, including 

a main working area. The supporting statement states that the application has been 

submitted by Norfolk County Council (NCC) and the existing tenant of a woodyard 

business has recognised that it would be beneficial to relocate the business to 

another site within the parish. The application site is, according to the supporting 

information, more than 400m from the current site.  

 

1.3 There is no history for the site specific; however there is history for the use of the 

wood yard to the north which comprises agricultural determinations, applications 

for planning permission including change of use of land to the south of the site 

(existing site not application site) and an application for established use, reference 

06/16/0280/EU for existing use of site importing, cutting, splitting, storage and 

distribution of firewood which was granted in 2016.  

 

1.4 The site is located adjacent a scheduled monument, the  Second World War Heavy 

Anti-Aircraft (HAA) Battery located 345m east of Decoy Farm, Mautby which is a 
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material consideration in the determination of the application and will form a major 

part of the assessment.  

 

   

 

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

at the Town Hall during opening hours.  

 

  2.1    Parish Council – The Parish Council have objected to the application and provded 

(31st May 2019) the following comments: 

 

             Mautby Parish Council would in general wish to support local business and 

employment and would have no objections in principle were it not for the proximity 

to and potential effects on neighbours of the site. 

 

             The PC thus requests that the reasonable concerns and view of the neighbours 

are fully taken into account when determining the application. The PC further notes 

that it considers things would have been better all round had the applicant (Norfolk 

County Council) been able to propose a more suitable location for the 

development.  

    

 

  2.2    Neighbours – There have been 33 objections to the application from residents, 

societies members/historians and the local gun club, they are summarised below, 

and a selection is included at the end of this report: 

 

• The development will have a significant adverse impact on the setting of the 

Scheduled Monument.  

• The application is contrary to paragraphs 193, 194 and 195 of the National Planning 

Policy Framework.  

• The monument is rare and has the potential to improve the understanding of the 

this type of military site.  

• As a close neighbour I feel there must be other sites where this business could 

expand to without disrupting the lives of neighbours.  

• The application does not allow for any parking for gun club members or the public 

(reference the statement that they will allow access for the public to the monument)  

• It would be in the public interest to maintain the woodland as it is with the exception 

of removing trees that are impacting the existing buildings.  

• Changing a green site to a brown site is not supported.  

• The access is dangerous. 

• The increase in traffic will cause disturbance to nearby occupiers.   

• There are bats, owls and badgers (not an exhaustive list) on the site. 

• The submitted reports are out of date and/or out of sync with each other.  



 

Application Reference: 06/18/0384/F               Committee Date: 11th September 2019 

• The application has a various inaccuracy, for example the application states that 

there is no hazardous waste on site although hard and softwood dust arising from 

the cutting of wood is a carcinogen. This is covered by the control of substances 

hazardous to health.  

• The application states that there is no water course within 20m which is untrue.  

• The application states that the site has been used for wood storage since 2005 – 

there is no evidence to support this.  

• The noise assessment is incorrect and contains arithmetic errors. 

• Should the Planning Authority approve the application conditions should be 

appended (list of 13 suggested).  

• Trees should be protected and preserved, there is a national campaign to do more 

to protect wildlife.  

• The information submitted with the application states that 47 trees will be removed, 

there is no mention of other trees to be removed throughout the rest of the site.  

• Backing out of the site, with a banksman, cannot be correct. 

• An easterly wind will cause noise to travel, the noise report is incorrect and the 

removal of trees will exacerbate the noise.  

 

Local residents also commissioned a health and safety report on the proposed site 

activities.  

 

There have been 4 letters in support of the application, three from neighbours and one 

from a now councillor which are summarised below: 

 

• The application is entirely comprehensive and affords neighbours the 

consultation that was previously denied.  

• The Hall Farm Site is established as under a CLUED (Certificate of Lawful or 

Established use). 

• The application could be conditioned re working hours and noise. 

• The application has considered points such as access, screening, distance 

from dwellings etc. 

• As a council you should be supporting rural business in rural areas. 

• All of the necessary checks have been carried out.  

• This application will allow the ‘old gun site’ to be maintained to a degree.  

• This would provide employment in rural areas.  

• This would free up another small holding at Hall Farm for possible further 

employment.  

• There are no difficulties on the surrounding road network. 

• This is an ideal secluded spot.  

• The application, if approved, would prevent further degradation of the 

structures. 

  

2.3      Highways –   No objection to the application.  
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2.4    Broads Authority -  Object to the application, comments in full attached to this                           

report.   

 

    2.5     Strategic Planning – Notes the significance of the schedule monument and trees.  

 

2.6    Assistant Grounds Manager and Arboricultural Officer –  If the tree loss is off set 

with suitable replacement planting this will be acceptable to maintain the amenity 

value of the woodland.   

 

   2.7    Natural England – Natural England considers that the proposed development will 

not have significant adverse impacts on Natura 2000 sites or Sites of Special 

Scientific Interest.   

 

             Your decision should be guided by paragraph 172 of the National Planning Policy 

Framework with gives the highest status for conserving landscape and scenic 

beauty in National Parks, the Broads and AONBS, which have the highest status 

of protection in relation to these issues. The landscape advisor/planner for the 

National Park will be best placed to provide you with detailed advice about this 

proposal. 

 

             You should have regard for those statutory purposes in carrying out their functions 

(section 11A(2) of the National Parks and Access to the Countryside Act 1949 (as 

amended). 

 

   2.8     Environmental Health  – Great Yarmouth Borough Council Environmental Services 

gives the following advice and potential planning conditions with respect to the 

above referenced proposal. 

 

             Noise 

             Clearly the proposed development/relocation, is one that will be a source of noise, 

and this noise will be audible at times to some of the properties in the vicinity. 

Indeed, the Parish Council, and residents may be aware that the Council has 

investigated complaints about noise from the existing woodyard location, over 

several years. However, the Council has not witnessed a statutory noise nuisance 

(where it may serve a noise abatement notice to control the noise), from the 

existing operation, and nor is it likely to in future, with the current activities. 

 

             The proposed development/relocation would be further from residential properties 

than it is at present, and would also include some physical noise attenuation 

measures, as well as mitigation, which are not included within the existing site and 

operations. Considering this, it is highly unlikely that a statutory noise nuisance 

would be created by the development. However, separately from these 

Environmental Health matters, the Council’s Local Planning Authority would 



 

Application Reference: 06/18/0384/F               Committee Date: 11th September 2019 

consider, and decide whether this noise would be detrimental to the amenities of 

the area, and thus whether to grant, or refuse planning consent. 

 

             The Acoustics consultant is known to the Council, and in measuring, and 

calculating the potential noise from the development, they have made reasonable 

assumptions in the report. 

 

            Should the Local Planning Authority desire the noise levels to be reduced further 

than proposed by the applicant, then this would be possible with more physical 

noise attenuation, such as installing larger acoustic barriers. However, this could 

increase the visual impact of the development. 

 

             Should the Local Planning Authority grant planning consent for the proposed 

development, then it is essential that the Noise Mitigation Strategy and measures 

on pages 24-25 and Appendix E of the applicant’s acoustic report, are conditioned 

as requirements. Additionally, to eliminate the annoying beeping reversing alarm 

noise, a better alternative than using a ‘white noise’ or broadband noise reversing 

alarm, would be for all vehicles on site to have ‘in-cab’ reversing noise from 

sensors, which is best practice for noise and health and safety, and similarly to 

those now found in private cars. Also, if consent were granted, restrictions should 

be placed via planning conditions to prevent the business – and thereby the 

potential for noise – from growing further, by preventing an increase in the number 

of full time equivalent employees, throughput, and output of wood, or any 

extension to working hours. 

  

   2.9   Forestry Commission – Confirmed that they are not a statutory consultee as the 

site does not comprise ancient woodland.  

 

   2.10  Twentieth Century Society – The development would harm a scheduled ancient 

monument, an asset of the highest significance. The Society’s concern is that the 

proposed development will detrimentally affect this rare and recently designated 

site, both by directly affecting the visual appearance of the site and destroying the 

legibility of the remains. 

 

  2.11  Historic England – Objects to the application and recommends refusal – full 

response attached to this report.  

  

  2.12    Brandon Lewis MP- Object, full comments attached to this report. Objection echo’s 

the recommendation for refusal from Historic England and states that the 

monument, in its entirety, must be preserved for the benefit of future generations. 

 

  3         National Policy:- National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF) 
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3.1 Paragraph 2: Planning law requires that applications for planning permission be 

determined in accordance with the development plan, unless material 

considerations indicate otherwise. The National Planning Policy Framework must 

be taken into account in preparing the development plan, and is a material 

consideration in planning decisions. Planning policies and decisions must also 

reflect relevant international obligations and statutory requirements. 

 

3.2 Paragraph 7: The purpose of the planning system is to contribute to the 

achievement of sustainable development. At a very high level, the objective of 

sustainable development can be summarised as meeting the needs of the present 

without compromising the ability of future generations to meet their own needs. 

 

3.3    Paragraph 8: Achieving sustainable development means that the planning system 

has three overarching objectives, which are interdependent and need to be 

pursued in mutually supportive ways (so that opportunities can be taken to secure 

net gains across each of the different objectives):  

 
a) an economic objective – to help build a strong, responsive and competitive 

economy, by ensuring that sufficient land of the right types is available in the right 

places and at the right time to support growth, innovation and improved 

productivity; and by identifying and coordinating the provision of infrastructure;  

 

b) a social objective – to support strong, vibrant and healthy communities, by 

ensuring that a sufficient number and range of homes can be provided to meet the 

needs of present and future generations; and by fostering a well-designed and safe 

built environment, with accessible services and open spaces that reflect current 

and future needs and support communities’ health, social and cultural well-being; 

and  

 

c) an environmental objective – to contribute to protecting and enhancing our 

natural, built and historic environment; including making effective use of land, 

helping to improve biodiversity, using natural resources prudently, minimising 

waste and pollution, and mitigating and adapting to climate change, including 

moving to a low carbon economy.  

 

3.4   Paragraph 48. Local planning authorities may give weight to relevant policies in 

emerging plans according to: 

            a) the stage of preparation of the emerging plan (the more advanced its 

preparation, the greater the weight that may be given); 

             b) the extent to which there are unresolved objections to relevant policies (the 

less significant the unresolved objections, the greater the weight that may be 

given); and 
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            c) the degree of consistency of the relevant policies in the emerging plan to this 

Framework (the closer the policies in the emerging plan to the policies in the 

Framework, the greater the weight that may be given). 

 

3.5    Paragraph 55. Planning conditions should be kept to a minimum and only imposed 

where they are necessary, relevant to planning and to the development to be 

permitted, enforceable, precise and reasonable in all other respects. Agreeing 

conditions early is beneficial to all parties involved in the process and can speed 

up decision making. Conditions that are required to be discharged before 

development commences should be avoided, unless there is a clear justification. 

 

3.6     Paragraph 83. Planning policies and decisions should enable:(partial) 

 

          a) the sustainable growth and expansion of all types of business in rural areas, both 

through conversion of existing buildings and well-designed new buildings; 

           b) the development and diversification of agricultural and other land-based rural 

businesses; 

           c) sustainable rural tourism and leisure developments which respect the character 

of the countryside; and 

 

3.7      Paragraph 84. Planning policies and decisions should recognise that sites to meet 

local business and community needs in rural areas may have to be found adjacent 

to or beyond existing settlements, and in locations that are not well served by public 

transport. In these circumstances it will be important to ensure that development is 

sensitive to its surroundings, does not have an unacceptable impact on local roads 

and exploits any opportunities to make a location more sustainable (for example 

by improving the scope for access on foot, by cycling or by public transport). The 

use of previously developed land, and sites that are physically well-related to 

existing settlements, should be encouraged where suitable opportunities exist. 

 

3.8    Paragraph 109. Development should only be prevented or refused on highways 

grounds if there would be an unacceptable impact on highway safety, or the 

residual cumulative impacts on the road network would be severe. 

 

3.9    Paragraph 179. Where a site is affected by contamination or land stability issues, 

responsibility for securing a safe development rests with the developer and/or 

landowner. 

 

3.10  Paragraph 180. Planning policies and decisions should also ensure that new 

development is appropriate for its location taking into account the likely effects 

(including cumulative effects) of pollution on health, living conditions and the 

natural environment, as well as the potential sensitivity of the site or the wider area 

to impacts that could arise from the development. In doing so they should:  
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           a) mitigate and reduce to a minimum potential adverse impacts resulting from noise 

from new development – and avoid noise giving rise to significant adverse impacts 

on health and the quality of life; 

           b) identify and protect tranquil areas which have remained relatively undisturbed 

by noise and are prized for their recreational and amenity value for this reason; 

and 

           c) limit the impact of light pollution from artificial light on local amenity, intrinsically 

dark landscapes and nature conservation. 

 

3.11     Paragraph 193. When considering the impact of a proposed development on the 

significance of a designated heritage asset, great weight should be given to the 

asset’s conservation (and the more important the asset, the greater the weight 

should be). This is irrespective of whether any potential harm amounts to 

substantial harm, total loss or less than substantial harm to its significance. 

 

3.12   Paragraph 194. Any harm to, or loss of, the significance of a designated heritage 

asset (from its alteration or destruction, or from development within its setting), 

should require clear and convincing justification. Substantial harm to or loss of: 

 

           a) grade II listed buildings, or grade II registered parks or gardens, should be 

exceptional;  

           b) assets of the highest significance, notably scheduled monuments, protected 

wreck sites, registered battlefields, grade I and II* listed buildings, grade I and II* 

registered parks and gardens, and World Heritage Sites, should be wholly 

exceptional63. 

 

           Footnote 63: Non-designated heritage assets of archaeological interest, which are 

demonstrably of equivalent significance to scheduled monuments, should be 

considered subject to the policies for designated heritage assets. 

 

3.13    Paragraph 195. Where a proposed development will lead to substantial harm to 

(or total loss of significance of) a designated heritage asset, local planning 

authorities should refuse consent, unless it can be demonstrated that the 

substantial harm or total loss is necessary to achieve substantial public benefits 

that outweigh that harm or loss, or all of the following apply: 

 

      a) the nature of the heritage asset prevents all reasonable uses of the site; and 

 
           b) no viable use of the heritage asset itself can be found in the medium term 

through appropriate marketing that will enable its conservation; and 

 

           c) conservation by grant-funding or some form of not for profit, charitable or public 

ownership is demonstrably not possible; and 
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          d) the harm or loss is outweighed by the benefit of bringing the site back into use. 

 

3.14   Paragraph 196. Where a development proposal will lead to less than substantial 

harm to the significance of a designated heritage asset, this harm should be 

weighed against the public benefits of the proposal including, where appropriate, 

securing its optimum viable use. 

 

3.15   Paragraph 197. The effect of an application on the significance of a non-designated 

heritage asset should be taken into account in determining the application. In 

weighing applications that directly or indirectly affect non-designated heritage 

assets, a balanced judgement will be required having regard to the scale of any 

harm or loss and the significance of the heritage asset. 

 

3.16    Paragraph 198. Local planning authorities should not permit the loss of the whole 

or part of a heritage asset without taking all reasonable steps to ensure the new 

development will proceed after the loss has occurred. 

 

3.17    Paragraph 199. Local planning authorities should require developers to record and 

advance understanding of the significance of any heritage assets to be lost (wholly 

or in part) in a manner proportionate to their importance and the impact, and to 

make this evidence (and any archive generated) publicly accessible64. However, 

the ability to record evidence of our past should not be a factor in deciding whether 

such loss should be permitted. 

 

3.18   Paragraph 200. Local planning authorities should look for opportunities for new 

development within Conservation Areas and World Heritage Sites, and within the 

setting of heritage assets, to enhance or better reveal their significance. Proposals 

that preserve those elements of the setting that make a positive contribution to the 

asset (or which better reveal its significance) should be treated favourably. 

 

3.19   Paragraph 201. Not all elements of a Conservation Area or World Heritage Site will 

necessarily contribute to its significance. Loss of a building (or other element) 

which makes a positive contribution to the significance of the Conservation Area 

or World Heritage Site should be treated either as substantial harm under 

paragraph 195 or less than substantial harm under paragraph 196, as appropriate, 

taking into account the relative significance of the element affected and its 

contribution to the significance of the Conservation Area or World Heritage Site as 

a whole. 

 

3.20    Paragraph 202. Local planning authorities should assess whether the benefits of 

a proposal for enabling development, which would otherwise conflict with planning 

policies but which would secure the future conservation of a heritage asset, 

outweigh the disbenefits of departing from those policies. 

 



 

Application Reference: 06/18/0384/F               Committee Date: 11th September 2019 

4         Core Strategy – Adopted 21st December 2015 

 

4.1    Policy CS2: Growth within the borough must be delivered in a sustainable manner 

in accordance with Policy CS1 by balancing the delivery of new homes with new 

jobs and service provision, creating resilient, self-contained communities and 

reducing the need to travel. To help achieve sustainable growth the Council will: 

(partial) 

 

           c) Ensure that new commercial development for employment, retail and tourism 

uses is distributed in accordance with Policies CS6, CS7, CS8 and CS16 

 

4.2       Policy CS6 – Supporting the local economy 

           The Borough of Great Yarmouth has a diverse local economy. It is the main service 

base in England for the offshore energy industry and has a thriving seasonal visitor 

economy. To ensure that the conditions are right for new and existing businesses 

to thrive and grow, there is a need to continue to strengthen the local economy and 

make it less seasonally dependent. This will be achieved by: (partial) 

 

           h) Encouraging the development of small scale business units, including those that 

support the rural economy and rural diversification.  

 

           j) Minimising the potential loss of the best and most versatile agricultural land by 

ensuring that development on such land is only permitted if it can be demonstrated 

that there is an overriding sustainability benefit from the development and there 

are no realistic opportunities for accommodating the development elsewhere. 

 

4.3      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.     

 

4.4       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: (partial) 

     

           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 
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            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 

 

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

possible 

 

4.5     Policy CS11: The Council will work with other partner authorities and agencies to 

improve the borough’s natural environment and avoid any harmful impacts of 

development on its biodiversity, geodiversity, landscape assets, priority habitats 

and species. This will be achieved by: (partial) 

 

          d) Ensuring that the Norfolk Coast Area of Outstanding Natural Beauty (AONB), the 

Broads and their settings are protected and enhanced  

 

          g) Ensuring that all new development takes measures to avoid or reduce adverse 

impacts on existing biodiversity and geodiversity assets. Where adverse impacts 

are unavoidable, suitable measures will be required to mitigate any adverse 

impacts. Where mitigation is not possible, the Council will require that full 

compensatory provision be made 

 

           h) Ensuring that all new development appropriately contributes to the creation of 

biodiversity and/or geodiversity features through the use of landscaping, building 

and construction features, sustainable drainage systems and geological exposures 

 

4.6     Policy CS12 – Utilising natural resources 

 

           The use and protection of natural resources is essential to the overall quality of life 

of the borough and to support wider social and economic sustainability objectives. 

This will be achieved by: 

      

           a) Ensuring that all new non-residential developments maximise the level of energy 

efficiency achieved through passive design and construction techniques, and with 

appropriate consideration given to the reduction of construction waste, siting, 

massing, orientation, internal design, use of materials, insulation and heat recovery 

 
            b) Encouraging all new non-residential developments to incorporate an element 

of renewable, low carbon energy in the final scheme 

 

4.6     Policy CS14: New development can result in extra pressure being placed on existing 

infrastructure and local facilities. To ensure that the necessary infrastructure is 

delivered the Council will: (a to f) 
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            e) Seek appropriate contributions towards Natura 2000 sites monitoring and 

mitigation measures.  

 

  5         Local  Policy :-  

 

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

 

  5.2    Paragraph 213 of the National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF) states that due 

weight should be given to relevant policies in existing plans according to their 

degree of consistency with the NPPF. The closer the Local Plan is to the policies 

in the NPPF the greater the weight that is given to the Local Plan policy.  The Great 

Yarmouth Borough Wide Local Plan was adopted in 2001 and the most relevant 

policies were ‘saved’ in 2007. An assessment of policies was made during the 

adoption of the Core Strategy December 2015 and these policies remain saved 

following the assessment and adoption. 

 

  5.3    The Saved Policies listed have all been assessed as being in general conformity 

with the NPPF and add further information to the policies in the NPPF, while not 

contradicting it. These policies hold the greatest weight in the determining of 

planning applications. 

 

 

5.       Policy emp18:  

           Proposals for small scale businesses within existing settlements will be permitted 

provided the applicant can demonstrate that: 

 

           (A) The proposed use would be compatible with and not significantly detrimental 

to adjoining and/or surrounding land uses, or result in adverse affects to occupiers 

of neighbouring premises; and, 

 

           (b) Adequate access, parking and service arrangements can be provided; 

 

 

6     Emerging policy – Local Plan Part 2:- 

 

6.1     SETTLEMENT OVERVIEW  

 

          The settlement area of Mautby comprises a handful of small farmsteads, barn 

conversions and sporadic individual dwellings which do not relate to a discernible 

centre. No allocations are proposed in Mautby. Any new development considered 

in Mautby, where this lies within the Great Yarmouth plan area, will be treated as 

the countryside (without defined development limits) and will be judged against the 

policies in the Core Strategy and Development Policies in this plan, specifically 

Policy G1-dp. Draft 
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7        Habitat Regulations Assessment considerations: 

 

7.1 “European” or “Natura 2000” sites are those that are designated for their wildlife 

interest(s) through the Conservation of Habitats and Species Regulations 2017 

and constitute the most important wildlife and habitat sites within the European 

Union. The Council has an adopted policy approach, the Habitats Monitoring and 

Mitigation Strategy, prepared alongside the Part 1 Local Plan (and most recently 

updated at the Policy & Resources Committee meeting on 5th February 2019).  

 

7.2     The application is for a commercial venture and while the proximity to designated 

areas is noted this has not triggered the need for a bespoke shadows habitat 

regulation assessment.  

 

8     Relevant legislation: Copies of relevant sections at Appendix A1.  

 

8.1      Planning (Listed Buildings and Conservation Areas) Act 1990 

  

8.2      Ancient Monuments and Archaeological Areas Act 1979 

 

8.3  National Parks and Access to the Countryside Act 1949 

 

9         Designation:- Full listing at appendix A2. 

 

9.1     Heritage Category: Scheduled Monument 

          List Entry Number: 1455654 

          Date first listed: 23-Jul-2018 

          Date of most recent amendment: 18-Dec-2018 

 

9.2      Summary 

           The standing, buried and earthwork remains of a Second World War heavy anti-

aircraft gun battery known as YH4 in military records. It is located to the east of 

Decoy Farm, Mautby Lane, within a wooded area on high ground to the north of 

the lower-lying marshland of the River Bure, and comprises four gun 

emplacements, a command post and a sample of its access road. 

 

10       Local finance considerations:- 

  

10.1    Under Section 70(2) of the Town and Country Planning Act 1990 the council is 

required when determining planning applications to have regard to any local 

finance considerations, so far as material to the application. Local finance 

considerations are defined as a government grant such as new homes bonus or 

the Community Infrastructure Levy. The application has been assessed and there 

are no financial implications that would impact the determination of the application.   
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11      Assessment 

 

11.1   The proposal seeks approval for the relocation of wood yard with the erection of a 

building with associated hardstanding and retention of existing wood storage 

areas. The application has undergone revisions over the past year to seek to over 

come objections from statutory consultees. During the time that the application has 

been with the Local Planning Authority, the ‘Second World War  Heavy Anti Aicraft 

(HAA) Battery’ has been scheduled under the Ancient Monuments and 

Archaeological Areas Act 1979 as amended as it appears to the Secretary of State 

to be of national importance. The details within the list entry at the paragraph 9-9.5 

of this report. It is noted within the objection received from Historic England that 

the application site includes an area designated as a scheduled monument and no 

application has been made for Scheduled Monument Consent which would be 

required before any works within this area were undertaken. Historic England also 

state that given their concerns about the application as a whole, it is unlikely that 

they would recommended to the Secretary of State that consent be granted should 

an application be submitted.  

 

11.2   The supporting statement submitted in support of the application states that the 

application’s revisions have reduced the size of the development and made a 

number of amendments in order to seek to overcome the objections. The 

amendments included the reduction in size of the structure, widening and re-use 

of the existing access to Mautby Lane and to locate access some 15 metres to the 

north of the existing access to serve the wood yard activity and agricultural activity 

with the closure of the existing access and new hedge planting. The plans also 

stated that the access would be re-configured to exclude any part of the ancient 

monument designation however at 11.1 above Historic England note that there is 

still infringement on the designated site.    

 

11.3  The application site forms an area of woodland. The Forestry Commission have 

responded to the application stating that the woodland is not ancient woodland and 

that they are not statutory consultees. The have provided additional information to 

assist although, as they have assessed, this is not truly applicable to the application 

in question.  

 

11.4  The supporting statement includes reference to the land having been used for 

storage of timber products, cut timber, logs and wood within specific areas for a 

number of years, primarily using existing hardstanding areas. There is no planning 

history for the site and no application for established use has been submitted. As 

such this statement is not agreed with and has very limited weight in support of the 

application. 
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11.5    The revised application has sought to overcome the various objections, including 

the objection from the Broads Authority. The Broads Authority executive area is 

given a status equivalent to a National Park.  The amended plans set a tree line 

between the proposed building and the boundary of the site with additional 

planting. In addition, there is a proposed 2.5m high acoustic fence proposed 

forward of the building line to the south west of the proposed building. The 

application site is approximately 10 metres from the boundary with the Broads 

Authority.  

 

11.6  The Broads Authority have objected to the application on the grounds of the 

significant adverse impact on the Broads Authority Executive Area and on the 

grounds of the impact on the scheduled monument. The Broads Authority’s 

objections are attached in full at the end of this report and the salient points are 

below: 

  

          ‘ I am of the view that the construction of a building of a very significant size and 

scale here will have an adverse impact on the appearance of the area, due to its 

intrinsic visibility with the landscape, and will consequently also have an adverse 

impact on the character of the area. Whilst there are other buildings within this 

area, particularly on the valley sides, they tend to be small scale and isolated (often 

of an historic nature, such as churches) or farm buildings, rather than industrial as 

is proposed here. 

 

           The impact on the landscape will be exacerbated by the activities associates with 

the operation, with the stored raw materials and finished product representing an 

incongruous intrusion in this rural landscape, whilst the noise and dust resulting 

from the industrial processes will impact adversely on the rural character to the 

detriment of the tranquillity currently experienced. It is accepted that there are 

agricultural activities and operations locally which do generate noise and 

disturbance, however these tend to be intermittent and are to be expected within a 

very rural and agricultural area. It is not considered that a commercial industrial 

operation such as that proposed here is comparable. 

 

          The Broads is designated as of equivalent status to a National Park and its 

landscape is accorded the highest level of protection. The introduction of the 

development proposed adjacent to the Broads boundary (on three sides) would 

adversely affect the character and appearance of the landscape and the 

experiential qualities of it. For these reasons the Broads Authority raises a strong 

objection to the application.’ 

 

11.7    When assessing the application, the impact on the Broads Authority is a material 

consideration that holds substantial weight. As can be seen from the comments 

above, the assessment is that the impact of the development as a whole is viewed 

as detrimental to the Broads Authority Area and should be refused for this reason. 
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The Broads Authority comments make an important distinction between 

agricultural use and the industrial use applied for. While the definition of agriculture 

includes the use of land as woodland as per below: 

 

           “agriculture” includes horticulture, fruit growing, seed growing, dairy farming, the 

breeding and keeping of livestock (including any creature kept for the production 

of food, wool, skins or fur, or for the purpose of its use in the farming of land), the 

use of land as grazing land, meadow land, osier land, market gardens and nursery 

grounds, and the use of land for woodlands where that use is ancillary to the 

farming of land for other agricultural purposes, and “agricultural” shall be construed 

accordingly; 

 

11.8    The use of the land for a wood yard with associated activities would introduce an 

industrial use into the countryside. While the National Planning Policy Framework 

supports the diversification of rural enterprise and taking into account that this is a 

relocation of an established use situated approximately 440m to the north of the 

application site the assessment as to the appropriateness of the use should be 

made. The application is accompanied by an acoustic assessment and while there 

are no objections from Environmental Health they do make a note that should the 

Local Planning Authority want to reduce the impact of the noise further this may be 

possible with additional physical noise attenuation. Environmental Health do not 

object to the application although state that the mitigation as put forward within the 

assessment submitted on behalf of the application is essential. The mitigation 

suggested includes an acoustic fence which is considered detrimental to the 

character of the area. It is assessed that the application should not fail on the 

grounds of noise; although, further confirmation regarding the potential levels 

should the trees be removed may be required. The impact of the physical 

attenuation is sufficiently adverse to the setting of the scheduled monument when 

assessed in conjunction with the other aspects of the development to be 

significantly detrimental.  

 

11.9  The application proposes to remove 47 trees from the site. According to the 

information submitted in support of the application, the trees to be removed are 

category B and C trees. The trees, as per the consultation from the Forestry 

Commission do not form part of an ancient woodland however they do form part of 

the existing landscape which is important to the setting of the Broads. The value of 

the trees is noted by the Assistant Grounds Manager and Arboricultural Officer. It 

is accepted that the applicant has sought to mitigate the impact of the loss of the 

trees by demonstrating replanting; however, it is assessed, on balance, that the 

trees contribute significantly to the value of the area with specific regard the Broads 

Authority Executive Area and the Scheduled Monument and their removal to 

enable this application is not supported. In addition their removal would have a 

detrimental impact on the biodiversity of the area and is therefore contrary to policy 

CS11 of the Core Strategy.  



 

Application Reference: 06/18/0384/F               Committee Date: 11th September 2019 

 

11.10  The development lies adjacent to the scheduled monument described as ‘The 

standing, buried and earthwork remains of a Second World War heavy anti-aircraft 

gun battery known as YH4 in military records’ which, among other points,  ‘provides 

an exceptional insight into the development of anti-aircraft measures during the 

Second World War, with it being a significant, visible reminder of the nature of 

home defence during the conflict.’ Scheduled monuments are afforded the highest 

level of protection and significant weight should be applied to their preservation 

and protection.  

 

11.11  Historic England have objected to the application, as has the Historic Environment 

Service from Norfolk County Council owing to the adverse impact on the scheduled 

monument and surrounding area. Historic England comments, in full at the end of 

this report detail at length the reasoning for the objection and the reason that they 

are requesting refusal of the application. These comments are adopted by the 

Local Planning Authority and should be read as forming part of this report.  

 

11.12 In addition to the comments which have been received  from Historic England, the 

comments below from the Norfolk County Council Community and Environment 

Service, which again form part of the Local Planning Authorities assessment of the 

applicant and are agreed with in full: 

 

11.13 ‘As stated in our previous advice the proposed development is located within the 

boundary of a known heritage asset - the site of a Second World War Heavy Anti-

Aircraft gun battery - part of which is protected as a designated heritage asset 

(scheduled monument). The original proposal lay partly within the boundary of the 

scheduled monument. Although the development proposal has been amended so 

that it lies outside of the boundary of the scheduled monument it is still located in 

very close proximity to this designated heritage asset and wholly within the 

boundary of the associated non-designated heritage asset.  

 

 11.14The size of the proposed building has been reduced and its position slightly 

amended. However, the proposed building is still of such a scale, and in such 

proximity to, the designated heritage asset that it will have an adverse impact upon 

its setting. The eaves height of the proposed building is 4.6m. The ridge height is 

not specified on the amended drawings, but is stated in the amended supporting 

statement as being approximately 7.3m. To put this in context, the Second World 

War structures within the scheduled monument (the command post building and 

gun emplacements) are all approximately 1.5m in height. Consequently, the 

proposed building will be approximately five times the height of the structures within 

the adjacent designated heritage asset and will have a footprint roughly twice that 

of the command post building.  
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 11.15 The amended proposal includes a new access road that will pass through the area 

of the former sewage treatment plant associated with the HAA battery site. The 

remains of the sewage treatment plant form part of the non-designated heritage 

asset. The proposed access road would result in the removal of all three of the 

surviving above-ground Second World War structures in this area. As indicated in 

our previous advice, the western part of the overall HAA battery site, which 

comprises the non-designated heritage asset, contributes to the understanding 

and significance of the designated heritage asset (scheduled monument). We wish 

to reiterate that any further harm to, or loss of, the non-designated elements of the 

overall heritage asset would therefore have an adverse impact on the significance 

of the designated heritage asset. The now-proposed removal of surviving 

structures within the non-designated heritage asset would actually have a greater 

physical impact on the overall heritage asset than in the original proposal and 

would, in turn, have an additional adverse impact on the significance of the 

scheduled monument.  

 

11.16  Paragraph 194 (2019) requires that, “any harm to, or loss of, the significance of a 

designated heritage asset (from alteration or destruction, or from development 

within its setting), should require clear and convincing justification. No clear 

justification is given in the amended supporting statement for the harm to the 

designated heritage asset that would occur through the loss of the adjacent non-

designated structures associated with the former sewage treatment plant or, 

indeed, the impact of the new building upon its setting  

 

 11.17 The amended supporting statement argues that the proposed development, will 

“secure an optimum viable use for the site”. From a historic environment 

perspective we do not consider this to be the case. It had not been demonstrated 

that the potential for alternative uses with greater public-benefit have been fully 

explored with respect to paragraphs 192 and 196 of NPPF (2019).  

 

 11.18 Having considered the amended proposal, we do not believe that it has significantly 

reduced the harm to the setting of the designated heritage asset. Through 

increased physical impact on the non-designated elements of the overall heritage 

asset the amended proposal has, in reality, increased the aggregate adverse 

impact on the designated heritage asset.  

 

 11.19 With this in mind we consider that, when weighed against the requirements of 

paragraphs 193 – 197 of NPPF (2019), there is still insufficient justification for the 

harm that will occur to both the designated and non-designated elements of the 

heritage asset at the proposed development site. We agree with the comments 

and recommendations made by Historic England on the amended details and 

concur that the application should not be approved in its current form.’ 
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11.20  The applicant has submitted and had updated reports pertaining to arboriculture, 

ecology and roosting in support of the application. This information submitted in 

support of the application is beneficial as it has sought to alleviate concerns 

regarding the impact on protected species, bats specifically, and the value of trees. 

While the application has demonstrable significant adverse impacts that cannot be 

overcome the supporting information is acknowledged as received and relevant to 

specific aspects of the application and would hold more weight were a positive 

recommendation being made.               

 

 12      RECOMMENDATION: -  

 

 12.1  The National Planning Policy Framework recognises the support for rural enterprise 

at paragraphs 83 and 84. The proposed use is a use suited to a rural location 

provided that the impact is not so significant that the harms would outweigh the 

benefits of a business that could be deemed a diversification from agricultural land 

use. The size of the business proposed at the location subject to the application 

will cause an industrial processing and storage and distribution site to be 

developed within the countryside. The site, as detailed above, is bounded by the 

Broads Authority area which is to be treated in the same manner as a national park 

and adjacent to a scheduled monument, a designation that is afforded the highest 

level of protection within the country.  

 

12.2  When assessing the application it is found that, on balance, the harm to the 

scheduled monument and to the Broads Authority Executive Area is sufficient to 

outweigh any positive outcomes that the application may bring and it is 

recommended that, for the reasons given above, given by statutory consultees and 

as attached to this report, the application be refused.    
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Appendix 

 

 

A1         Relevant legislation: 

 

A1.1      Planning (Listed Buildings and Conservation Areas) Act 1990 

 

           Section 72 General duty as respects conservation areas in exercise of planning 

functions. 

 

           (1)In the exercise, with respect to any buildings or other land in a conservation 

area, of any [F1functions under or by virtue of] any of the provisions mentioned in 

subsection (2), special attention shall be paid to the desirability of preserving or 

enhancing the character or appearance of that area. 

 

A1.2      Ancient Monuments and Archaeological Areas Act 1979 

 

A1.3      1 Schedule of monuments. 

 

           (1)[F1The Secretary of State] [F1Historic Environment Scotland] shall compile and 

maintain for the purposes of this Act (in such form as [F2he] [F2it] thinks fit) a 

schedule of monuments (referred to below in this Act as “the Schedule”). 

 

           (2)The Secretary of State shall on first compiling the Schedule include therein— 

           (a)any monument included in the list last published before the commencement of 

this Act under section 12 of the M1Ancient Monuments Consolidation and 

Amendment Act 1913; and 

           (b)any monument in respect of which the Secretary of State has before the 

commencement of this Act served notice on any person in accordance with section 

6(1) of the M2Ancient Monuments Act 1931 of his intention to include it in a list to 

be published under section 12. 

 

           (3)Subject to subsection (4) below, [F3the Secretary of State] [F3Historic 

Environment Scotland] may on first compiling the Schedule or at any time 

thereafter include therein any monument which appears to [F4him] [F4it] to be of 

national importance.[F5 The Secretary of State shall consult the Historic Buildings 

and Monuments Commission for England (in this Act referred to as “ the 

Commission ”) before he includes in the Schedule a monument situated in 

England. ]   

A1.4      Section 2 Control of works affecting scheduled monuments. 
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           (1)If any person executes or causes or permits to be executed any works to which 

this section applies he shall be guilty of an offence unless the works are authorised 

under this Part of this Act [F20or by development consent]. 

 

            (2)This section applies to any of the following works, that is to say— 

           (a)any works resulting in the demolition or destruction of or any damage to a 

scheduled monument; 

 

           (b)any works for the purpose of removing or repairing a scheduled monument or 

any part of it or of making any alterations or additions thereto; and 

 

           (c)any flooding or tipping operations on land in, on or under which there is a 

scheduled monument. 

 

           (3)Without prejudice to any other authority to execute works conferred under this 

Part of this Act, works to which this section applies are authorised under this Part 

of this Act if— 

 

           (a)the Secretary of State [F21or Historic Environment Scotland] has granted 

[F22written] consent (referred to below in this Act as “scheduled monument 

consent”) for the execution of the works; and 

 

           (b)the works are executed in accordance with the terms of the consent and of any 

conditions attached to the consent. 

 

          [F23(3A)If— 

 

           (a)works to which this section applies have been executed without being 

authorised under this Part; and 

 

           (b)[F24the Scottish Ministers grant consent for the retention of the 

works,][F24consent for the retention of the works is granted by the Scottish 

Ministers or by Historic Environment Scotland, the works are authorised under this 

Part of this Act from the grant of the consent. 

 

           (3B)References in this Act to scheduled monument consent include consent under 

subsection (3A) above.]         

 

A1.5  National Parks and Access to the Countryside Act 1949 

 

A1.6      11A Duty of certain bodies and persons to have regard to the purposes for which 

National Parks are designated. 

          (1)A National Park authority, in pursuing in relation to the National Park the 

purposes specified in subsection (1) of section five of this Act, shall seek to foster 
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the economic and social well-being of local communities within the National Park 

F38... and shall for that purpose co-operate with local authorities and public bodies 

whose functions include the promotion of economic or social development within 

the area of the National Park. 

 

          (2)In exercising or performing any functions in relation to, or so as to affect, land in 

a National Park, any relevant authority shall have regard to the purposes specified 

in subsection (1) of section five of this Act and, if it appears that there is a conflict 

between those purposes, shall attach greater weight to the purpose of conserving 

and enhancing the natural beauty, wildlife and cultural heritage of the area 

comprised in the National Park. 

 

A2         Designation:- 

 

A2.1     Heritage Category: Scheduled Monument 

          List Entry Number: 1455654 

          Date first listed: 23-Jul-2018 

          Date of most recent amendment: 18-Dec-2018 

 

A2.2      Summary 

           The standing, buried and earthwork remains of a Second World War heavy anti-

aircraft gun battery known as YH4 in military records. It is located to the east of 

Decoy Farm, Mautby Lane, within a wooded area on high ground to the north of 

the lower-lying marshland of the River Bure, and comprises four gun 

emplacements, a command post and a sample of its access road. 

 

A2.3     Reasons for Designation 

 

          The standing, buried and earthworks remains of the Second World War heavy anti-

aircraft (HAA) battery at Mautby, comprising four gun emplacements, a command 

post and a sample of the site's access road, are scheduled for the following 

principal reasons:  

 

          * Survival: as a well-preserved Heavy Anti-Aircraft battery which retains its core 

structures including a command post and four gun emplacements, both retaining 

evidence of their original fittings;  

 

          * Rarity: not only has it been identified as one of a small number of complete or 

near complete Second World War gun batteries, but it is probably the most 

complete HAA battery in England constructed with four gun emplacements to the 

Directorate of Fortifications and Works (DWF) specification drawing DFW55483/1; 
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           * Period: as one of the few obvious and tangible facets of Britain’s wartime air 

defence system, one which stands testament to a specific form of C20 warfare and 

to national defence policy; 

        

          * Potential: the gun emplacements and command post will enhance our detailed 

understanding of the construction, function and use of this military site type in 

Britain, along with Aircraft Command's advances in gunnery and military tactics 

during the course of the conflict;  

 

           * Diversity: although the domestic site and sewage treatment plant have been lost, 

it is still a legible ensemble, in which the functioning of the gun emplacements and 

command post is strongly sensed and the military experience readily captured; 

 

           * Historic interest: it provides an exceptional insight into the development of anti-

aircraft measures during the Second World War, with it being a significant, visible 

reminder of the nature of home defence during the conflict. 

 

A2.4      History 

 

          One of the major threats to Britain during the Second World War was the strategic 

bombing campaigns of the German Luftwaffe. To combat this danger major 

installations and ports were provided with heavy anti-aircraft (HAA) gun sites and 

almost 1000 were constructed nationally. The standard weapons deployed at these 

sites were 3.7 inch and 4.5 inch calibre heavy anti-aircraft guns, operated by almost 

275,000 men, supplemented by women soldiers from the Auxiliary Territorial 

Service (ATS) from 1941 onwards. Along with gun emplacements, which were 

usually arranged in groups of two, four or eight, the operational structures of a 

typical HAA gun site consisted of a standard set of components, including a 

command post, a radar platform, a gun store and a magazine for storing reserve 

ammunition. A variety of typical military hutting made up the domestic section of 

the site, usually a combination of Nissen and timber huts placed on concrete 

building platforms. Most domestic sites also had workshops and garages, and very 

often a sewage treatment plant. HAA sites were also provided with structures for 

their close defence, with light anti-aircraft (LAA) gun pits, searchlight 

emplacements and pillboxes being common. Due to their inflexibility, the majority 

of Second World War HAA sites were abandoned during the course of the war, but 

a small number were retained as part of the Nucleus Force and adapted for Cold 

War use.  

 

           As was the case elsewhere in the country (with the exception of London) Norfolk's 

HAA batteries were organised into Gun Defended Areas (GDAs), each protecting 

one or more targets or Vulnerable Areas (VAs). The battery at Mautby (known from 

military records as site YH4) was one of five HAA batteries deployed to defend 

Great Yarmouth as part of the Yarmouth and Lowestoft GDA. Its extent was 
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identified from an aerial photograph taken in 1945 as part of the Norfolk Coast 

National Mapping Programme (NMP), which was undertaken between 2002 and 

2006. The photograph shows the battery occupying a rectangular-shaped area, 

aligned east-west, immediately to the east of Decoy Farm, on the edge of the 

higher ground to the north of the River Bure marshland. Four, square-shaped gun 

emplacements, placed in a semi-circle on the east side of a command post, are 

depicted at the east end of the site, while twenty-four domestic buildings with 

pitched roofs and concrete bases are recorded at the west end. A concrete service 

road is also documented, running from the site's main gate on Mautby Lane to a 

loop around the command post, with offshoots to each gun pit. An area of disturbed 

soil on the east side of the site was identified as the possible remains of a LAA gun 

pit for the ground defence of the site.  

 

          Although the date of the battery's construction is unknown, the square plan-form of 

the gun emplacements suggests that the operational element of the site was built 

after the Directorate of Fortifications and Works issued specification drawing DFW 

55483/1 in September 1943 for a new form of emplacement that could 

accommodate 3.7 inch guns equipped with the No 11 Machine Fuze Setter (MFS). 

Trials undertaken in the summer and autumn of 1943 found that the existing 

octagonal-shaped emplacement (DFW 55414) gave insufficient space for 

ammunition storage in relation to the enhanced rate of fire obtained from the new 

equipment, while the design and siting of the ammunition recesses slowed the 

crew’s ability to load the gun at the new pace made possible by the MFS. Following 

discussions at the War Office on 26 August 1943 to settle the final specification, it 

was concluded that a square-shaped emplacement was required as this form 

would allow more space for the larger number of spent cartridges created by the 

faster rate of fire, which could be accumulated in the corners of the gun pit during 

operation. The new design, of which variants were also probably built, was to have 

four ammunition recesses and, instead of an on-site magazine, a trench shelter 

was provided for each emplacement, together with a personnel shelter, to which 

the gun pit would have easy access.  

 

           While it is known from military records that the batteries deployed to defend Great 

Yarmouth were in existence by June 1942, it is not clear whether a battery at 

Mautby had been built by this date. An analysis of Great Yarmouth's Second World 

War defences, which was undertaken as part of the Norfolk Coast NMP, suggests 

that site YH4 was originally located at the town's racecourse, probably as a mobile 

HAA unit, before being moved 4km to the west, to Decoy Farm, Mautby, at a date 

post-September 1943.  

 

           An aerial photograph taken of the site in July 1946 shows that all the structures 

depicted on the 1945 photograph were still standing, with the presence of motor 

vehicles illustrating that the site was still in use. Under the Nucleus Force scheme 

three of Great Yarmouth’s batteries were retained to form part of the post-war HAA 
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layout. The batteries at West Caister (YH1) and Gorleston (YH2) were Battle 

Headquarters (BHQs), with their weapons remaining in situ, while Mautby (YH4) 

was designated an ‘Off site’, with its weapons and fire-control instruments stored 

in nearby depots. However, with the development of nuclear weapons and surface-

to-air missiles rendering conventional anti-aircraft artillery of this type obsolete, the 

site was abandoned shortly afterwards.  

 

          An aerial photograph taken in March 1955 shows that most of the domestic 

buildings and structures associated with the sewage treatment works had been 

demolished, while aerial photographs taken in September 1970 and June 1981 

show that tree planting had taken place to the south of the access road, around 

the two southern emplacements and to the west of the command post. Tree 

planting has subsequently taken place around the two northern emplacements and 

in the area of the former domestic site.  

 

           Since the late C20 the command post has been used by a local gun club, with an 

internal wall being removed to create an indoor shooting range. 

 

A2.5      Details 

 

           Principal elements: the standing, buried and earthwork remains of a Second World 

War heavy anti-aircraft gun battery known as YH4 in military records. It is located 

to the east of Decoy Farm, Mautby Lane, within a wooded area on high ground to 

the north of the lower-lying marshland of the River Bure, and comprises four gun 

emplacements, a command post and a sample of its access road. 

 

           Description: the remains of the HAA battery stand within an irregular shaped area 

with maximum dimensions of 207m east-west by 116m north-south. The four gun 

emplacements (centred at NGR TG 48807 10989, TG 48825 10968, TG 48820 

10940 and TG 48803 10917) stand at the eastern end of the site, arranged in a 

semi-circle on the east side of the command post. Facing east towards Great 

Yarmouth, the emplacements, which measure 13m square, are all identical, with 

concrete block walls and a single gateway placed in the corner closest to the inner 

service road. The walls stand 1.7m high from the internal floor of the emplacement 

and are cement rendered externally. All are externally protected by earthen banks, 

which survive to a height of about 1.2m. The emplacements all retain gun holdfasts 

embedded within concrete centre sections of the emplacement floor. The presence 

of 10 vertical members protruding slightly above the floor of the gun pit suggests 

that the holdfasts are a version of Holdfast AA Mounting No 2 which was capable 

of accommodating both 3.7 inch and 4.5 inch guns. The remainder of the floor 

surface, although largely concealed by vegetation, is believed to be tarmac. 

Internal ammunition recesses with concrete block walls and reinforced concrete 

roofs project from the centre of each emplacement wall, with each emplacement 

having four recesses in total. Placed outside each emplacement, immediately to 
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the right-hand side of the entrance, is a semi-sunken crew shelter with concrete 

block walls and a reinforced concrete roof. Their entrances are positioned away 

from the emplacement and lie perpendicular to the emplacement entrance itself. 

The interiors, which are revetted with corrugated iron and brick, are accessed by a 

short flight of reinforced concrete steps set between concrete block blast walls. The 

command post (centred at NGR TG 48790 10955) stands at the centre of a 39.6m 

radius semi-circle formed by the gun emplacements. Constructed from brick with 

a reinforced concrete slab roof, it is a roughly rectangular, single-storey, semi-

sunken structure with a north-south alignment. Although its design largely follows 

that of DFW 55402 (the main type of command post used for permanent 3.7 inch 

and 4.5 inch guns from 1941) the Mautby example differs slightly in that it has a 

different entrance arrangement and a flat-roofed annexe, probably a later addition, 

on its west side. The concrete bases of various instrument mountings survive in 

three linked areas on the east side of the building, which is enclosed but open to 

the sky. In operation these mountings would have housed an identification 

telescope, the predictor (a mechanical computer) and height finder. These open 

areas also provide access to the interior of the command post through three 

doorways. Two are now (2018) bricked-up, with the southernmost doorway 

adjacent to the height finder mounting now (2018) being the single point of access. 

Concrete steps descend into two square-shaped rooms at the south end of the 

building. These in turn provide access to the main interior space which comprises 

a long, rectangular room, the central part of which originally housed the plotting 

room. The internal walls that separated the plotting room from the transmission 

room to the south and the telephony room to the north were removed in the late 

C20 to create an indoor rifle range.  

 

           A concrete service road runs from the former site entrance on Mautby Lane (NGR 

TG 48471 10964), at the western end of the site, to the gun emplacements at the 

eastern end. From the former entrance (now enclosed by a late-C20 barred gate) 

it curves in a south-east alignment for a distance of about 207m before turning 

north-east to form a tear-drop shaped loop around the command post, with 

offshoots to each gun pit. 

 

           Extent of Scheduling: the area of protection, which is shown on the accompanying 

map extract, includes four gun emplacements, a command post and a sample of 

the battery's access road. It does not include the area formerly occupied by the 

domestic camp or sewage treatment plant, as the survival of these features is 

fragmentary. 

 

          The scheduled area is bounded to the east and part of the south side by field 

boundaries formed by tree lines and hedge rows. The remaining section of the 

south side opens onto woodland while the north side opens onto agricultural land. 

A 2m buffer has been included along the north and south sides of the access road 

for the support and protection of the monument. 
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Heritage Category:

Scheduling

1455654List Entry No :

County:   Norfolk

District:   Great Yarmouth

Parish:    Mautby

Each official record of a scheduled monument contains
a map. New entries on the schedule from 1988 onwards
include a digitally created map which forms part of the
official record. For entries created in the years up to and
including 1987 a hand-drawn map forms part of the
official record. The map here has been translated from
the official map and that process may have introduced
inaccuracies. Copies of maps that form part of the
official record can be obtained from Historic England.

This map was delivered electronically and when printed
may not be to scale and may be subject to distortions.
All maps and grid references are for identification
purposes only and must be read in conjunction with
other information in the record.

List Entry NGR: TG4876510942
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Modern Ordnance Survey mapping: © Crown Copyright and database right 2018. All rights reserved. Ordnance Survey Licence number 100024900.
Marine mapping: © British Crown and SeaZone Solutions Ltd 2018. All rights reserved. Product licence number 102006.006. 2 September 2019Print Date:

Second World War Heavy Anti-Aircraft (HAA) Battery, 345m east of Decoy Farm, Mautby
This is an A4 sized map and should be printed full size at A4 with no page scaling set.
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