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Date: 22 March 2021

SUBMITTED ELECTRONICALLY Our ref: 1354

Dear sirs,

Greater Norwich Local Plan Regulation 19 Draft Strategy and Site Allocations — Land to the north of
Caistor Lane, Caistor St Edmund

Introduction

These representations are submitted on behalf of Glavenhill Limited to the Greater Norwich Local
Plan (GNLP) Regulation 19, Consultation process.

The representations promote land to the north of Caistor Lane, Caistor St Edmund (GNLP site
reference GNLPO485R) for a new country park, a site for a much needed new primary school, in the
order of 180 new homes and a generous and beneficial package of community sought facilities
whilst also confirming that there are no outstanding technical (including highway) queries over the
site’s suitability for allocation (see Appendix 1 for proposed allocation boundary and indicative
masterplan).

These representations also document Glavenhill’s objection to the draft Spatial Strategy as it relates
to the Key Service Centre of Poringland and Framingham Earl as well as the GNLP’s approach to
Green Infrastructure and education provision.

Background

These representations follow numerous earlier representations, the most recent of which were
submitted to the Regulation 18, Stage C consultation process.

Glavenhill are pleased to note that the site has been reassessed as part of the GNLP Regulation 19
preparation process, albeit object to the fact that the site has once again been discounted for the
following reason:

“During Regulation 18C consultation the site promoter widened the eastern access point. This site is
not considered to be suitable for allocation due to highways constraints including carriageway width
and pedestrian facilities. Access from the west of the site would be very detrimental to the rural
character of that section of Caistor Lane and the surrounding landscape. The revised site access to
the east does not appear to provide a suitable standard and the carriageway is not wide enough.
However, the large number of committed housing sites is the principal reason that the GNLP does not
allocate more housing in this settlement, in order to allow local services to accommodate the growth
already planned.” (GNLP Regulation 19 draft Evidence Base Site Assessment Booklets Appendix B)

These representations provide Glavenhill’s response to the GNLP Regulation 19 draft, including the
South Norfolk District Council’s (the Council) reason for discounting the proposed allocation site,
relevant sections of the draft Growth Strategy as well as specific policies concerning the Key Service
Centre of Poringland and Framingham Earl.
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In summary of these representations:

- Whilst Glavenhill support the identification of Poringland and Framingham Earl as a Key
Service Centre in recognition of its function and sustainability, they object to the lack of any
new housing allocations being proposed within the GNLP Regulation 19 draft.

- Glavenhill consider the Council’s decision not to allocate more housing in order to allow local
services to accommodate the growth already planned, to be unjustified and therefore
unsound, as a significant proportion of the 547 dwellings suggested to benefit from planning
permission have now been delivered whilst local services remain within capacity.

- The Plan makes no provision for a new primary school for the Poringland area despite a
documented pressing current local need. The Council’s assessment of the proposed
allocation site pays no regard to its evidenced ability to accommodate and deliver an
appropriate, serviced site for the school and as such, is not positively prepared.

- The Plan makes no provision for new Green Infrastructure (beyond that allocated in the
existing Core Strategy) to the south of Norwich, despite identifying a pressing need for such
sites. Despite the draft Strategy identifying the benefits of delivering new green
infrastructure, officers have paid no regard to the benefits that a new Country Park on the
proposed allocation site can deliver. The Council’s discarding of the proposed allocation site
is therefore unjustified.

- Norfolk County Council Highway Officers have failed to provide a robust and accurate
assessment of the highway and access design information submitted by Glavenhill to the
GNLP Regulation 18, Stage C consultation process. Their most recent comments, received by
Glavenhill outside of the Local Plan process, are either inaccurate or can be effectively dealt
with through any future planning application, thus rendering their continued objections
unjustified. Highway officers have not responded to Glavenhill’'s comments on the western
access and its ability to be assimilated into the surrounding landscape as submitted in
response to the Regulation 18, stage c consultation document, notwithstanding the fact that
the Country Park could be accessed from within the proposed allocation site, thus
potentially negating the need for the western access.

- Itis for these reasons that Glavenhill contend that the draft GNLP is neither justified nor
positively prepared and is therefore ‘unsound’ when considered against the tests set out in
paragraph 35 of the National Planning Policy Framework.

- The allocation of land to the north of Caistor Lane in the form proposed, would rectify this
issue and is considered a ‘sound’ proposition.

Further information on each of these matters is provided in the following sections.
Housing Commitments and Service Capacity

Glavenhill support the inclusion of Caistor St Edmund within the Key Service Centre of Poringland/
Framingham Earl as indicated by Policies 1 and 7.3 of the GNLP Regulation 19 draft.

Caistor St Edmund, is physically and functionally connected to the wider urban area with its
residential population supporting and benefiting from it. The Poringland / Framingham Earl urban
area occupies a considerable number of services and facilities which have deemed the location an
appropriate one for additional growth over recent years and continue to support the vitality of the
local area.
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Key Service Centers such as Poringland / Framingham Earl are identified under draft Policy 1 of the
Regulation 19 Consultation Document as a third-tier settlement, with growth proposed to these
areas after the ‘Norwich Urban Area’, and the ‘Main Towns’. Despite their position in the hierarchy,
only 695 new homes are proposed to come forward through new allocations within all nine Key
Service Centres. This is considered unsustainable, disproportionate and unjustified.

One reason why such limited growth is being proposed for Key Service Centres is the significant level
of dispersed growth that is being directed to rural parts of the plan area. This dispersal strategy is
particularly pronounced within South Norfolk where 1,200 homes, on yet to be identified sites, could
all be allocated in small cluster villages in the rural parts of the District (outside of the old Norwich
Policy Area). Glavenhill object to this dispersal strategy, considering it unsustainable and in the
absence of a South Norfolk Village Clusters Site Allocations Document, potentially undeliverable. A
more sustainable, justified and positively prepared strategy would be to allocate additional land for
housing within the Key Service Centres.

With specific reference to draft Policy 7.3 of the GNLP Regulation 19 draft, Glavenhill object to the
Council’s decision not to allocate any additional sites for residential development within the
Poringland / Framingham Earl Key Service Centre. This decision appears to be neither justified or
positively prepared, nor to have been sufficiently tested and is therefore considered ‘unsound’.

The Council’s decision not to allocate more housing in order to “allow local services to accommodate
the growth already planned”, is considered by Glavenhill be unjustified and therefore unsound.
Contrary to the Council’s suggestion, a significant proportion of the 547 dwellings identified within
the draft Plan to benefit from planning permission have now been delivered and their impact is
already being felt (see Table 1). Based upon current rates of delivery, all dwellings currently
benefitting from planning permission are likely to be delivered within 2 Years of Plan’s adoption, if
not sooner. It is also important to note that the housing requirements should be regarded as
minimums (NPPF Paragraph 60) and every opportunity must be sought within the Local Plan to
“significantly boosting the supply of homes” (NPPF paragraph 59), an objective that Glavenhill
consider unable to be fulfilled through the lack of dwellings earmarked for the Poringland Area
under Policy 7.3.

Despite recent high levels of housing delivery within the Poringland area, it was demonstrated in
representations made by Glavenhill to the GNLP Regulation 18, Stage C consultation, that the
settlement and its existing services can accommodate additional development and in the case of the
land to the North of Caistor Lane, can, through its allocation, actively assist in the provision of new
infrastructure, including a new Primary School, which Norfolk County Council as the Local Education
Authority confirm is required; a site for a new community building and playing pitch, which the
Parish Council have requested; and a Country Park, to meet the needs of the existing population.

These needs can arguably only be met in the short to medium term through enabling residential
development of the sort proposed at Caistor Lane.
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Table 1 - Summary of Large Scale Housing Commitments within the Poringland Area

Site (major allocations / Commitment (dwellings) Committed / to be Commentary February
planning permissions delivered as of 31/03/20 | 2021
relating to more than 5 as presented in 2020
dwellings South Norfolk Housing

Delivery Document

(dwellings)
Land south of Stoke Road 232 50 Company website
West of The Street & 29 confirms all properties
(IN) North of Heath Loke complete and sold.
GA phase 2

0 available

David Wilson Homes

Land north of Shotesham 221 145 9 properties released of
Road, East of Carr Lane which 7 have been sold.
Norfolk Homes 138 available. Noting a

likely delivery rate of
circa 35 dwelling per
annum, units to remain
available for a maximum

of 4 years.

Land at Heath Farm 270 74 Company website
. . confirmed all properties

David Wilson Homes now sold.

0 available
Land west of Octagon 60 40 Site visit suggests that 39
Farm properties complete.
Bennett Homes Assumes 21 remain

available, albeit no
evidence of these
additional permitted
units coming forward in
the short term.

Primary School Provision

There is a known and documented unmet need for a new Primary School for the Poringland /
Framingham Earl Area.

Norfolk County Council has acknowledged the need most recently in their consultation response to
the Poringland Neighbourhood Plan (Regulation 16) Consultation (September 2019) as follows:

“The neighbourhood plan mentions that school expansion is necessary as there are pressures for
school places for local children. But it should be noted that there are constraints at the existing
school site and it is unlikely that it can be expanded. It is likely that primary school place demands
will continue, therefore, the neighbourhood plan should include wording referencing the following:
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the neighbourhood plan supports the Local Authority in providing a new school to deliver additional
primary school places for Poringland.”

A strategy to address this need was presented to Norfolk County Council’s Cabinet on 13 January
2020. Members endorsed the County Council’s Schools Local Growth and Investment Plan which
acknowledges the need for new provision within Poringland. Whilst the need is acknowledged and a
plan for investment agreed, there remains an unmet and urgent need for the County Council to
secure a suitable site for the school. The proposed allocation site at Caistor North is well located
within easy walking and cycle distance of the local population and can provide the necessary land to
accommodate a new serviced site.

The proposed site can be fully funded through the provision of 180 dwellings on site and with no
additional cost to the public purse.

This notable benefit of the proposed allocation site has been entirely overlooked by the Council in
their assessment of the proposed allocation site and fails to be mentioned within the Council’s
description of the Poringland and Framingham Earl area within the Sites section of the draft Plan.

This lack of recognition demonstrates that the Council has failed in their assessment of this site and
its full community offer. Their decision not to allocate the site is therefore neither positively
prepared nor justified.

Green Infrastructure Provision

The pressing need for additional, useable and attractive green infrastructure within Greater Norwich
(SANGS) in order to mitigate the recreational pressure created by proposed growth is well
documented within the existing Greater Norwich Core Strategy, recent Annual Monitoring Reports
and the Habitat Regulations Assessment which accompanies the draft Local Plan.

Despite this, there is no site identified within the GNLP Regulation 19 draft for a new Country Park
beyond the continued allocation of the Bawburgh Lakes site that failed to be delivered during the
last plan period. To the contrary, draft Policy 3 of the Regulation 19 draft requires new residential
development to pay a contribution towards the cost of mitigation measures at existing protected
sites (as determined under the Norfolk Green infrastructure and Recreational Impact Avoidance and
Mitigation Strategy plus an allowance for inflation) and the provision or enhancement of adequate
green infrastructure, either on the development site or nearby, to provide for the informal
recreational needs of the residents as an alternative to visiting the protected sites.

Glavenhill contend that the Greater Norwich Development Board’s approach to the natural
environment as set out in Policy 3, specifically the lack of any discernible or deliverable site for a new
country park for South Norfolk beyond that which has failed to be delivered through the existing
Core Strategy is ‘unsound’.

Glavenhill request that before any further strategic scale growth can be planned through the GNLP,
that South Norfolk Council establish a proposal for a realistic and deliverable new network of
SANG’s. This could be achieved in part, through the allocation and early release of the Country Park
at Caistor Lane.
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Access and Transport

The Settlement Assessment booklet for the Poringland area which was published along side the
GNLP Regulation 19 draft provides the Council’s commentary on the suitability of the proposed
allocation site, including comments from Norfolk County Council Highway Department on the
appropriateness of the proposed access and the impact of development on the local transport
network.

Within this document the Highway Department comments:

“Does not appear to be able to form accesses to an acceptable standard with suitable visibility splays
over highway. Impact of development traffic using highway network to west of development remains
a concern. Question ability to provide sufficiently wide carriageway and suitable pedestrian
facilities.” (page 111).

In response to these comments South Norfolk Development Management officers confirm that:

“The site was assessed as unreasonable for the Reg.18C draft plan, with concerns over the impact on
the landscape. During Reg.18C, the site promoter revised the access to the site. The revised site has
new evidence — is it now more acceptable?” (page 111).

Glavenhill’s transport consultants Rossi Long contacted Norfolk County Council to seek an answer to
the planning officer’s query.

The County Highway Officer’'s comments and Rossi Long’s response to them, is summarised at
Appendix 2.

In summary of Rossi Long’s response, there are no matters relating to the site’s access, accessibility
or transport impact that render the allocation unsuitable. There are no highway grounds for
discounting this site from allocation. To do so would be unjustified and therefore ‘unsound’.

These representations

These representations demonstrate that the proposed growth strategy for the Poringland area is
unjustified and is not positively prepared. Contrary to statements made within the GNLP Regulation
19 draft, there is capacity for additional residential growth in the Poringland area. There area
additional opportunities through the allocation of this specific site, to deliver additional much
needed new primary school and community facilities which the Council has failed to consider.

The benefits to be delivered to the area through the provision of a new Country Park at the site have
failed to be assessed by the Council. The discounting of this site as a potential green infrastructure
resource is unjustified.

The discounting of the site over access and highway concerns has also been demonstrated to be
unjustified. The proposed allocation can be safely and sustainably accessed and through proposed
enhancements to the foot and cycle path network and road layout, can be accommodated without
placing unacceptable pressure on the local transport network.

The proposed allocation site is a suitable, available and deliverable proposition which can deliver
much needed facilities which fail to be planned for.
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The allocation of the site is, as promoted by Glavenhill, justified, positive and a wholly ‘sound’
proposition.

Yours faithfully

Hannah Smith
Associate Director (MRTPI, AIEMA)
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Appendix 1 — Proposed Allocation Boundary and lllustrative Masterplan

www.lanproservices.co.uk >-

Registered Office 20 Central Avenue, St. Andrew’s Business Park, Norwich NR7 OHR Registered number 6593948 VAT number 932 990 302



NOTES

Do not scale from this drawing electronically or manually, use
written dimensions only.

All dimensions are in millimetres unless stated otherwise.

This drawing is produced for use in this project only and may not
be used for any other purpose. Lanproservices Ltd. accept no
liability for the use of this drawing other than the purpose for
which it was intended in connection with this project as recorded
on the title fields 'Purpose for Issue' and 'Drawing Status Code'.

This drawing may not be reproduced in any form without prior
written agreement of Lanproservices Ltd.

© Crown copyright and database rights 2017.

Ordnance Survey Licence Number 0100031673

CDM 2015

The Construction (Design and Management) Regulations
2015 (CDM 2015) makes a distinction between domestic
and commercial clients and outlines the duties you, as
client, have under Health and Safety Law (HSE).

These duties can be found at.

http://www.hse.gov.uk/construction/cdm/2015/responsibilities.htm

Itis your responsibility as client to make yourself aware
of your role within CDM 2015 and act accordingly.
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Appendix 2 — Rossi Long Consulting Response to Highway Officer Comments
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Project Ref: LF/SJB/191576 [Rev 01]

Date: 08 March 2021

Transport Note 01

Land north of Caistor Lane, Caistor St Edmund

1.0

2.0

Introduction

This Transport Note has been prepared by Rossi Long Consulting Ltd (RLC), on behalf of
Glavenhill Strategic Land, to support proposals for land north of Caistor Lane,
Caistor St Edmund, Norfolk.

The vision masterplan for the site includes a publicly accessible country park, residential
development of circa 180 dwellings, a serviced site for a new primary school of up to circa
420 places, together with a serviced site for a new community building, playing pitches and
open space.

This report should be read in conjunction with RLC’s previously prepared Transport Note
dated 04 March 2020.

The purpose of this Note is to provide comment and response to Norfolk County Council’s

(NCC’s) email review of the above proposals (as part of the GNLP process) received
01 February 2021.

Review of NCC Comments

The following paragraphs provide a summary and response to each of the key comments
provided by NCC in the aforementioned email:

NCC Comment:

It does not appear to be able to form access to an acceptable standard with suitable
visibility splays within the highway.

Response:

NCC’s comment contains no cognisance of the design assessment works undertaken to
date which provides evidence that access is deliverable. We would kindly refer NCC to the
attached RLC Drawing N0.191576_CL-01_P5.

A speed survey has been undertaken in this location which supports the visibility splays
provided (i.e. 2.4m x 90m in both directions).
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NCC Comment:

Impact of development traffic using the highway network to west of development remains a
concern, as these roads are generally narrow and suffer from poor visibility. Regardless of
previous permissions and the time restricted bus gate at Trowse, any significant
development that would encourage more traffic to use these routes will be resisted.

Response:

NCC’s comment is noted — it is agreed that the aim should be to avoid traffic to the west.
However, notwithstanding the unattractiveness the route to the west (for reasons given by
NCC), it is not considered that this route would be any more attractive for traffic from the
proposed site than for previous and current developments taking place a short distance to
the east.

There are, however, highway engineering solutions such as Traffic Regulation Orders for
access only which could be implemented if NCC consider appropriate.

NCC Comment:

The ability to provide a sufficiently wide carriageway and suitable pedestrian facilities is
questioned.

Response:

RLC has previously undertaken design works to demonstrate appropriate carriageway
width and suitable pedestrian facilities can be provided to/from the eastern site access east
along Caistor Lane, connecting to recent large-scale development — see attached RLC
Drawing N0s.191576_CL-01_P5, CL-02_P4 and CL-03_P3.

By providing these works, the development will also create a safe route to the east for
those residents walking/cycling to Poringland from existing dwellings on Caistor Lane.

Whilst pedestrian facilities can be provided from the eastern access west along
Caistor Lane (to connect with the proposed middle emergency access), no major works
such as road widening, etc. are deemed appropriate to the west so to not make travel in
this direction more attractive (see previous point raised by NCC). Pedestrian facilities will,
however, be provided within the site so to encourage access to the country park via this
route.

Pedestrian access from the west of the site will be provided both from within the site and
along Caistor Lane from the middle (emergency) access via a 1.8m/1.5m wide footway
along north of Caistor Lane to the eastern access where it connects to the aforementioned
proposed pedestrian facilities to the east.

NCC Comment:

A development of 180 dwellings plus a new primary school should be served from two
points of access with a 6.0m wide link road and a cyclepath as far as the school.

Response:

NCC’s emerging revised design guide no longer requires 2 points of access, with the focus
instead put on the internal layout of the site (e.g. internal loops, etc.), as has been
designed.
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The design provision of a 6m wide road with 3m wide cycleway (as shown on RLC’s
attached Drawing No0.191576 CL-01_P5) is taken from NCC’s emerging standards for
250+ dwellings, although it is considered that the 180 dwellings with (off-peak pm traffic)
school site would be adequately served by a 5.5m carriageway, not least as there is no bus
route or on-road stops needing to be accommodated.

NCC Comment:

Therefore, Caistor Lane must also be improved to the same standard from the site access
to the junction with Brickle Wood Ave, beyond which it was improved by BDW Homes to
this standard.

Response:

RLC Drawing No0.191576_CL-01_P5 shows a 3m wide foot/cycleway to Brickle Wood
Avenue.

Widening of Caistor Lane east of Brickle Wood Avenue was a requirement of the S278
Agreement for David Wilson Homes (DWH). On-site measurements show improvements
made to Caistor Lane east of Brickle Wood Avenue to be approximately 5.7m carriageway
width, with a 1.8m wide footway on its southern side.

On-site measurements show the minimum width of the carriageway and highway verge
along Caistor Lane from the proposed eastern site entrance to Brickle Wood Avenue to be
at least 9.6m wide, up to a maximum of 11.7m.

Whilst RLC Drawing No0.191576_CL-01_P5 shows that a 3m wide foot/cycleway is possible
and on-site measurements show a 6m wide carriageway is feasible, both previous
experience and the highway works associated with the DWH development at Brickle Wood
Avenue indicate that carriageway widening to 5.5m and footway provision of 1.8m would
be appropriate in this instance. On-site measurements show this to be achievable.

NCC Comment:

The proposed access to the Country Park would also be considered unacceptable, due to
the narrow carriageway width of Caistor Lane in the vicinity of this location, the lack of
footway provision and the poor junction visibility shown on the submitted plan. Additionally,
extending the 30mph speed limit further out into the countryside simply to include the
proposed junction would be likely to result in poor compliance and is not considered
acceptable.

Response:

It is acknowledged that carriageway width is indeed narrow and visibility below standard.
However, a 1-week ATC speed survey at this location shows the 85™ percentile speeds to
be approximately 38-39mph — i.e. significantly lower than the current 60mph speed limit at
this point.

Not only does the speed survey therefore support shorter visibility splays in this location, it
is also considered appropriate to reduce the speed limit on Caistor Lane to 30mph along
the entire site to past the proposed western access — so as to attenuate vehicle speeds
further.

Possible additional highway engineering solutions to attenuate speeds include a gateway
feature, Vehicle Actuated signs, and change in surface colour/texture.
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Finally, the western access can be removed from the proposals entirely, and still adequate
access could be provided by vehicle and by foot/cycle.

NCC Comment:

Proposed development site could be made more accessible by ped/cycle links to Highland,
The Ramblers and the Bennett Homes site currently under construction. However, none of
these developments provide an adopted highway to their boundary.

Response:

The Skittles Wood owners are offering its availability to Glavenhill for the scheme. Access
via Highland also exists and there is potential for connectivity to the Bennet Homes
development too.

NCC Comment:

The nearest bus stop is 500m from the eastern access, resulting in the entire development
being significantly more than this. NCC say new development should aim to be within
400m of a bus stop, if it is to provide good accessibility to sustainable means of travel.

Response:

It noted that 400m is ideal but not necessarily a show-stopper — the site is only slightly
further and, in any event, a range of facilities are within convenient walking distance.

A recent appeal decision saw inspector David Wildsmith approve some 350 new homes as
an extension to an Essex village on the basis facilities within the former PPG13s
recommended 2km. It can be further noted that 16 plots south of Caistor Lane at
Heath Farm won on appeal where it was also remarked of the accessible distance to range
local services.

NCC Comment:

The addition of a further 180 dwellings, a primary school and country park will generate a
further significant increase in slowing, stopping and turning movements on the B1332 to
the detriment of highway safety. This junction also has tight junction radii and substandard
visibility and would need to be improved, possible with a right turn lane (as required by
Bennett Homes), before development of the scale proposed would be considered
acceptable.

Response:

Improvements were not required by NCC for the recent David Wilson Homes development
at Brickle Wood Avenue just to the east.

Indeed, the DWH application had a junction capacity study undertaken along with other
detailed work that showed the junction to be operating well within capacity under the 2018
Base + Development scenario. NCC accepted this (and indeed further work was
undertaken on ‘worst case’ following local concerns). There have been no other significant
developments since the DWH development to affect capacity at this junction.

Furthermore, post-COVID there is likely to be less car movements with more working at
home and local recreation (e.g. the country park proposed), as confirmed by NCC
Highways on another recent large application.
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A PICADY junction assessment undertaken as part of a Transport Assessment to support
an application would confirm the available capacity of this junction.

3.0 Summary
This Transport Note has been prepared by Rossi Long Consulting Ltd in response to
comments received from Norfolk County Council Highways regarding development
proposals for land north of Caistor Lane, Caistor St Edmund, Norfolk.

In summary, the information within this Note shows that there are not likely to be any safety
or capacity reasons why the proposals should not be supported.

Luke Fairall Mike Lloyd
BA(Hons), MCIHT, MTPS BEng(Hons), CEng, MIStructE
Associate Director

Copyright

© This Report is the copyright of Rossi Long Consulting Ltd. Any unauthorised reproduction or
usage by any person other than the addressee is strictly prohibited.



A1

TREES TO BE REMIBVED
AS REQUIRED.

TYPE 2
6m CARRIAGEWAY + 3.0m FOOTWAY/CYCLEWAY

8m RADIUS ENTRANCE BELLMOUTH - SUBJECT TO
HIGHWAY AUTHORITY REQUIREMENTS

PROPERTY TO BB

SAFETY, HEALTH AND ENVIRONMENTAL INFORMATION BOX
& NOTES: THIS DRAWING IS TO BE READ IN CONJUNCTION WITH THE RISK
REGISTER PRODUCED FOR INCLUSION IN THE HEALTH AND SAFETY
PLAN. THE HAZARDS NOTED ARE IN ADDITION TO THE NORMAL
HAZARDS AND RISKS FACED BY A COMPETENT CONTRACTOR WHEN
DEALING WITH THE TYPE OF WORKS DETAILED ON THIS DRAWING.

CONSTRUCTION RISKS:
e NO SIGNIFICANT RISKS.

MAINTENANCE/CLEANING RISKS:
e NO SIGNIFICANT RISKS.

DEMOLITION RISKS:
e NO SIGNIFICANT RISKS.

NOTE:

1. DO NOT SCALE, IF IN DOUBT ASK.

2. ANY DISCREPANCIES FOUND ON THIS OR ANY OTHER DRAWINGS ARE TO BE

REPORTED TO AND RESOLVED BY ROSSI LONG CONSULTING BEFORE THE
COMMENCEMENT OF ANY WORK RELEVANT TO THE DISCREPANCY.

3. THIS DOCUMENT HAS BEEN PREPARED IN ACCORDANCE WITH THE SCOPE
OF ROSSI LONG CONSULTING'S APPOINTMENT WITH ITS CLIENT AND IS
SUBJECT TO THE TERMS OF THAT APPOINTMENT. ROSSI LONG CONSULTING
DEMOLISHED 1 ACCEPTS NO LIABILITY FOR ANY USE OF THIS DOCUMENT OTHER THAN BY
' 0\ ITS CLIENT AND ONLY FOR THE PURPOSES FOR WHICH IT WAS PREPARED
"., - | i AND PROVIDED. ONLY WRITTEN DIMENSIONS SHALL BE USED.
{ m B 2 '{ TREES/VEGETATION IN PUBLIC
'4, = 3| ) 6.0m il HIGHWAY TO BE REMOVED/TRIMMED IF 4. THIS DRAWING IS BASED ON A TOPOGRAPHICAL SURVEY CARRIED OUT BY
@ 3.0m REQUIRED. BB SURVEYS LTD AS DEPICTED ON THEIR DRAWING 2219-694-SU00 REV A,
| !! f— AND LANPRO SERVICES DRAWING 'SITE BOUNDARY".
i, 2
’f, ﬂ VISIBILITY SPLAY © ROSSILONG CONSULTING 2019.
| “ =2.4m x 90m
&2 | 2 | /S
ELECTRICITY POLE TO BE RELOCATED. o\ @“-“"“‘g\""d‘ s _l e = AT A e LEGEND
> (so)) L s ——r = DK BN =
PROPOSED NEW 1.8m FOOTWAY/CYCLEWAY TO VISIBILITY SPLAY = 2.4t x 90 - S |38\, ’7 R .t p, w&gﬁ-«_ﬁ‘&.ﬂw /L
= =2.4m x 90m S S : Al oK LIR4D) Z A _
LINK EASTERN ACCESS TO MIDDLE ACCESS g = ,Air- DY NIS=TES iy e ﬁg&gw__ﬁw S L AT
\ EE 7 A =" = i/ DKBN25DK Rl — L <— T FF SITE BOUNDARY
AN L | aE /K HB10U =7 —
SIGN ROST TO BE RELOCATED AT THE BACK OF LA 5 e 3 i DK/ BN25/DK 2> L ——TFF
THE FOOTWAY—‘ mz—-—rﬁmﬁ" DK® v [T —t e 7/4___,?,&&—/ 1
— £ TSN\ o= BK BNODK__s HBI00 DK &, - \_&?‘"’* S L e — ELECTRIGITY. POLE TO BE RELOCATED AT THE Loy
EE A e s S AKBNODK o ?ﬁ/""“’ ’E/_TI_/ BACK OF THE FOOTWAY: ASPHALT ROAD
im0 PKONZ b e P 9 3.0m WIDE FOOTWAY/CYCLEWAY TO
=] i DKBN o il EXISTING FOOTWAY AT BRICKLEWOOD
4 ——rEN2B DK HB! ¢
= DKBN 2 B ~ VEHICULAR AVENUE TO FACILITATE ACCESS TO
CROSS OVER. THE EAST. FOOTWAY CROSSOVERS
DROP KERB/TACTILE SIGN POST/TO BE REQUIRED AT ALL PRIVATE ACCESSES. NEW FOOTWAY
CROSSING. RELOCATED AT THE
BACK OF THE FOOTWAY
EMERGENCY ACCESS
\ SCALED HIGHWAY BOUNDARY
= | FROM OS PLANS RECEIVED
FROM NCC.
. __ ROAD KERB
HB2 (HALF BATTERED - 100mm FACE)
EF BACK EDGE OF FOOTWAY
— — —— —— — BULLNOSE KERB
BN
— — —— — DROPKERB
DK
FLUSH KERB
FK
e — _— _— _—_ VISION SPLAY
/—/
PRELIMINARY DRAWING:
THIS DRAWING IS FOR PRELIMINARY PURPOSES ONLY
AND MUST NOT BE READ AS A CONSTRUCTION ISSUE.
IT INDICATES DESIGN INTENT ONLY AND IS SUBJECT TO
AMENDMENT DURING FINAL DESIGN DEVELOPMENT.
P5 | REVISED TO GSL COMMENTS 02.03.20 | JL LF
P4 | REVISED TO NEW TOPOGRAPHIC SURVEY 24.02.20 | JL LF
P3 | REVISED TO NEW TOPOGRAPHIC SURVEY 17.0220 | JL LF
P2 | CYCLEWAY REVISIONS. 03.12.19 | CEW | LF
P1 | PRELIMINARY ISSUE. 03.12.19 | CEW | LF
REV  DESCRIPTION DATE BY AUTH
Rossi Long
= .
(<
Consulting
__ZHB100 s —
HB1Y) e j 16 Meridian Way, Norwich, Norfolk, NR7 0TA
L — R T: 01603 706 420 F: 01603 706 421 www.rossilong.co.uk
L L ARSI e A
— L f—F |
b7 L J CLIENT
1 A e
_______'____._.———-—'im" //,//’/ PROPOSED 3.0m WIDE
: L L L L FOOTWAYICYCLEWAY 70 JOIN Wi GLAVENHILL STRATEGIC
L S L FF EXISTING FOOTWAY AT BRICKLE
B0 L WOOD AVENUE
VA el L .
L L 7 7 L LAND LTD
K HRA0Q e ‘/'EF/’
00 /DK BNZE DK B — S L
) y—
ya—
L LT
T PROJECT
I LAND NORTH OF CAISTOR LANE
TITLE
DRAWN AUTHORISED DATE SCALE AT A1
CEW LF 03.12.19 |1:500
om 1om — 30m 40m PROJECT NO. DRAWING NO. | REV
| I 222l
SCALE 1:500 1 91 576 CL-O1 P5
STAGE:-



AutoCAD SHX Text
303380.000mN

AutoCAD SHX Text
303400.000mN

AutoCAD SHX Text
303420.000mN

AutoCAD SHX Text
303440.000mN

AutoCAD SHX Text
303460.000mN

AutoCAD SHX Text
303480.000mN

AutoCAD SHX Text
303500.000mN


A1

NOTES: THIS DRAWING IS TO BE READ IN CONJUNCTION WITH THE RISK
REGISTER PRODUCED FOR INCLUSION IN THE HEALTH AND SAFETY
PLAN. THE HAZARDS NOTED ARE IN ADDITION TO THE NORMAL
HAZARDS AND RISKS FACED BY A COMPETENT CONTRACTOR WHEN
DEALING WITH THE TYPE OF WORKS DETAILED ON THIS DRAWING.

& SAFETY, HEALTH AND ENVIRONMENTAL INFORMATION BOX

CONSTRUCTION RISKS:
e NO SIGNIFICANT RISKS.

MAINTENANCE/CLEANING RISKS:
e NO SIGNIFICANT RISKS.

DEMOLITION RISKS:
e NO SIGNIFICANT RISKS.

NOTE:
1. DO NOT SCALE, IF IN DOUBT ASK.

2. ANY DISCREPANCIES FOUND ON THIS OR ANY OTHER DRAWINGS ARE TO BE
REPORTED TO AND RESOLVED BY ROSSI LONG CONSULTING BEFORE THE
COMMENCEMENT OF ANY WORK RELEVANT TO THE DISCREPANCY.

3. THIS DOCUMENT HAS BEEN PREPARED IN ACCORDANCE WITH THE SCOPE
OF ROSSI LONG CONSULTING'S APPOINTMENT WITH ITS CLIENT AND IS
SUBJECT TO THE TERMS OF THAT APPOINTMENT. ROSSI LONG CONSULTING
ACCEPTS NO LIABILITY FOR ANY USE OF THIS DOCUMENT OTHER THAN BY
ITS CLIENT AND ONLY FOR THE PURPOSES FOR WHICH IT WAS PREPARED
AND PROVIDED. ONLY WRITTEN DIMENSIONS SHALL BE USED.

© ROSSI LONG CONSULTING 2019.

LEGEND

= SITE BOUNDARY

ASPHALT ROAD

NEW FOOTWAY

EMERGENCY ACCESS

SCALED HIGHWAY BOUNDARY
FROM OS PLANS RECEIVED
FROM NCC.

__ ROAD KERB
HB2 (HALF BATTERED - 100mm FACE)

=3 BACK EDGE OF FOOTWAY

M — —— —— — BULLNOSE KERB
BN
HEDGE WITHIN THE HIGHWAY — —— —— — DROPKERB
BOUNDARY TO BE TRIMMED. _ P DK
T e
y \——— S S = L=
ELECTRICITY POLE TO BE FOOTPATH TO 1.5m. A e—— e L M,ﬁgﬁz/‘ ” FLUSH KERB
BACK OF THE FOOTWAY. ==K BN oK
W — —— —— _— VISION SPLAY
DEMOUNTABLE BOLLARD TC \
/—/3—/ > v HBA 7
AR e \ PRELIMINARY DRAWING:
—t——1 s S ~ N\ S L= L====F—" 7 DK
— <—=="PK~ BN THIS DRAWING IS FOR PRELIMINARY PURPOSES ONLY
AND MUST NOT BE READ AS A CONSTRUCTION ISSUE.
IT INDICATES DESIGN INTENT ONLY AND IS SUBJECT TO
AMENDMENT DURING FINAL DESIGN DEVELOPMENT.
P4 REVISED TO GSL COMMENTS 02.03.20 | JL LF
P3 REVISED TO NEW TOPOGRAPHIC SURVEY 24.02.20 | JL LF
P2 REVISED TO NEW TOPOGRAPHIC SURVEY 17.02.20 | JL LF
P1 PRELIMINARY ISSUE. 03.12.19 | CEW | LF
REV DESCRIPTION DATE BY AUTH
16 Meridian Way, Norwich, Norfolk, NR7 0TA
T: 01603 706 420 F: 01603 706 421 www.rossilong.co.uk
CLIENT
GLAVENHILL STRATEGIC
LAND LTD
PROJECT
LAND NORTH OF CAISTOR LANE
CAISTOR ST EDMUNDS
TITLE
PROPOSED MIDDLE ACCESS
(EMERGENCY/PEDESTRIAN/
CYCLE ONLY)
DRAWN AUTHORISED DATE SCALE AT A1
CEW LF 03.12.19 |1:250
PROJECT NO. DRAWING NO. | REV
. i . ) . 191576 CL-02 P4
P STAGE:-

PRELIMINARY




A1

PROPOSED LOCATION FOR NEW SIGN
POST TO INDICATE START/END OF 30mph

ZONE.
/ /
/ /
% /
/
N 7
< //
N /
g N S
~\ Vo
> //
/ S
VISIBILITY SPLAY. // \gy
2.4mx50m /
/
/
/
\\ O\
\\ N
Om 5m 7.5m 15m 20m

I TN 00202
SCALE 1:250

INFORMAL ACCESS ROAD.

VISIBILITY SPLAY.
2.4mx120m

REPLACEMENT HEDGE TO BE LOCATED
BEHIND-SPLAYS

f:i SAFETY, HEALTH AND ENVIRONMENTAL INFORMATION BOX

NOTES: THIS DRAWING IS TO BE READ IN CONJUNCTION WITH THE RISK
REGISTER PRODUCED FOR INCLUSION IN THE HEALTH AND SAFETY
PLAN. THE HAZARDS NOTED ARE IN ADDITION TO THE NORMAL
HAZARDS AND RISKS FACED BY A COMPETENT CONTRACTOR WHEN
DEALING WITH THE TYPE OF WORKS DETAILED ON THIS DRAWING.

CONSTRUCTION RISKS:

NO SIGNIFICANT RISKS.

MAINTENANCE/CLEANING RISKS:

NO SIGNIFICANT RISKS.

DEMOLITION RISKS:

NO SIGNIFICANT RISKS.

1.

2.

©

NOTE:

DO NOT SCALE, IF IN DOUBT ASK.

ANY DISCREPANCIES FOUND ON THIS OR ANY OTHER DRAWINGS ARE TO BE
REPORTED TO AND RESOLVED BY ROSSI LONG CONSULTING BEFORE THE
COMMENCEMENT OF ANY WORK RELEVANT TO THE DISCREPANCY.

THIS DOCUMENT HAS BEEN PREPARED IN ACCORDANCE WITH THE SCOPE
OF ROSSI LONG CONSULTING'S APPOINTMENT WITH ITS CLIENT AND IS
SUBJECT TO THE TERMS OF THAT APPOINTMENT. ROSSI LONG CONSULTING
ACCEPTS NO LIABILITY FOR ANY USE OF THIS DOCUMENT OTHER THAN BY
ITS CLIENT AND ONLY FOR THE PURPOSES FOR WHICH IT WAS PREPARED
AND PROVIDED. ONLY WRITTEN DIMENSIONS SHALL BE USED.

ROSSI LONG CONSULTING 2019.

LEGEND

= SITE BOUNDARY

ASPHALT ROAD

NEW FOOTWAY

EMERGENCY ACCESS

SCALED HIGHWAY BOUNDARY
FROM OS PLANS RECEIVED
FROM NCC.

ROAD KERB

HB2 (HALF BATTERED - 100mm FACE)

— —— —— — BULLNOSE KERB

& BACK EDGE OF FOOTWAY

— — —— — DROPKERB

FLUSH KERB

- — VISION SPLAY

FK

PRELIMINARY DRAWING:

THIS DRAWING IS FOR PRELIMINARY PURPOSES ONLY
AND MUST NOT BE READ AS A CONSTRUCTION ISSUE.
IT INDICATES DESIGN INTENT ONLY AND IS SUBJECT TO
AMENDMENT DURING FINAL DESIGN DEVELOPMENT.

P3 | REVISED TO GSL COMMENTS 02.03.20 | JL LF

P2 | REVISED TO NEW TOPOGRAPHIC SURVEY 17.0220 | JL LF

P1 PRELIMINARY ISSUE. 03.12.19 | CEW | LF
REV ~ DESCRIPTION DATE BY AUTH

16 Meridian Way, Norwich, Norfolk, NR7 0TA
T: 01603 706 420 F: 01603 706 421 www.rossilong.co.uk

Rossi Long
Consulting

CLIENT

GLAVENHILL STRATEGIC
LAND LTD

PROJECT

LAND NORTH OF CAISTOR LANE
CAISTOR ST EDMUNDS

TITLE

PROPOSED WESTERN ACCESS

(C

OUNTRY PARK)

DRAWN AUTHORISED DATE SCALE AT A1

CEW LF 03.12.19 [1:250

PROJECT NO. DRAWING NO. | REV
191576 CL-03 P3

STAGE:

PRELIMINARY




A1

SAFETY, HEALTH AND ENVIRONMENTAL INFORMATION BOX
& NOTES: THIS DRAWING IS TO BE READ IN CONJUNCTION WITH THE RISK
o REGISTER PRODUCED FOR INCLUSION IN THE HEALTH AND SAFETY
o ; S PLAN. THE HAZARDS NOTED ARE IN ADDITION TO THE NORMAL
HAZARDS AND RISKS FACED BY A COMPETENT CONTRACTOR WHEN

DEALING WITH THE TYPE OF WORKS DETAILED ON THIS DRAWING.

CONSTRUCTION RISKS:
e NO SIGNIFICANT RISKS.

MAINTENANCE/CLEANING RISKS:
e NO SIGNIFICANT RISKS.

DEMOLITION RISKS:
e NO SIGNIFICANT RISKS.

NOTE:
1. DO NOT SCALE, IF IN DOUBT ASK.

2. ANY DISCREPANCIES FOUND ON THIS OR ANY OTHER DRAWINGS ARE TO BE
REPORTED TO AND RESOLVED BY ROSSI LONG CONSULTING BEFORE THE
COMMENCEMENT OF ANY WORK RELEVANT TO THE DISCREPANCY.

S 3. THIS DOCUMENT HAS BEEN PREPARED IN ACCORDANCE WITH THE SCOPE
Upper Stoke OF ROSSI LONG CONSULTING'S APPOINTMENT WITH ITS CLIENT AND IS
SUBJECT TO THE TERMS OF THAT APPOINTMENT. ROSSI LONG CONSULTING
ACCEPTS NO LIABILITY FOR ANY USE OF THIS DOCUMENT OTHER THAN BY
ITS CLIENT AND ONLY FOR THE PURPOSES FOR WHICH IT WAS PREPARED
AND PROVIDED. ONLY WRITTEN DIMENSIONS SHALL BE USED.

Poringland

© ROSSI LONG CONSULTING 2019.

SITE LOCATION PLAN

(1:20) KEY
=] SITE BOUNDARY
== BussToP
A SCHOOL
EXISTING
- FOOTWAY/CYCLEWAY
PROPOSED
FOOTWAY/CYCLEWAY
ENABLE PEDESTRIAN/CYCLE LINK
ooooooooooo ENABLE PEDESTRIAN/CYCLE LINK
PRELIMINARY DRAWING:
THIS DRAWING IS FOR PRELIMINARY PURPOSES ONLY
AND MUST NOT BE READ AS A CONSTRUCTION ISSUE.
IT INDICATES DESIGN INTENT ONLY AND IS SUBJECT TO
ENABLE PEDESTRIAN/CYCLE LINK AMENDMENT DURING FINAL DESIGN DEVELOPMENT.
[m P2 REVISED TO GSL COMMENTS 02.03.20 JL LF
WESTE RN Bus Stop P1 | PRELIMINARY ISSUE. 17.02.20 | JL LF

[m REV ~ DESCRIPTION DATE BY AUTH

ACCESS | “Busswr -
. Rossi Long
=

Consultin
j[ 16 Meridian Way, Norwich, Norfolk, NR7 0TA g

T: 01603 706 420 F: 01603 706 421 www.rossilong.co.uk

= I EASTERN BRICKLE
ACCESS AS PER CL-01.  WOOD GLAVENHILL STRATEGIC

MIDDLE
-EXTEND 30 mph ACCESS AVENUE LAND LTD
VILLAGE LIMIT -AS PER CL-02. \ =

WESTARDS LAND NORTH OF CAISTOR LANE
CAISTOR ST EDMUNDS

-AS PER CL-03.

TITLE

SITE LOCATION AND
ACCESSIBILITY PLAN

DRAWN AUTHORISED DATE SCALE AT A1

JL LF 17.02.20 |[1:2000

PROJECT NO. DRAWING NO. | REV
191576 CL-04 P2

STAGE:-

PRELIMINARY



AutoCAD SHX Text
624960.000mE

AutoCAD SHX Text
624960.000mE

AutoCAD SHX Text
624980.000mE

AutoCAD SHX Text
624980.000mE

AutoCAD SHX Text
625000.000mE

AutoCAD SHX Text
625000.000mE

AutoCAD SHX Text
625020.000mE

AutoCAD SHX Text
625020.000mE

AutoCAD SHX Text
625040.000mE

AutoCAD SHX Text
625040.000mE

AutoCAD SHX Text
625060.000mE

AutoCAD SHX Text
625060.000mE

AutoCAD SHX Text
625080.000mE

AutoCAD SHX Text
625080.000mE

AutoCAD SHX Text
625100.000mE

AutoCAD SHX Text
625100.000mE

AutoCAD SHX Text
625120.000mE

AutoCAD SHX Text
625120.000mE

AutoCAD SHX Text
625140.000mE

AutoCAD SHX Text
625140.000mE

AutoCAD SHX Text
625160.000mE

AutoCAD SHX Text
625160.000mE

AutoCAD SHX Text
625180.000mE

AutoCAD SHX Text
625180.000mE

AutoCAD SHX Text
625200.000mE

AutoCAD SHX Text
625200.000mE

AutoCAD SHX Text
625220.000mE

AutoCAD SHX Text
625220.000mE

AutoCAD SHX Text
625240.000mE

AutoCAD SHX Text
625240.000mE

AutoCAD SHX Text
625260.000mE

AutoCAD SHX Text
625260.000mE

AutoCAD SHX Text
625280.000mE

AutoCAD SHX Text
625280.000mE

AutoCAD SHX Text
625300.000mE

AutoCAD SHX Text
625300.000mE

AutoCAD SHX Text
625320.000mE

AutoCAD SHX Text
625320.000mE

AutoCAD SHX Text
625340.000mE

AutoCAD SHX Text
625340.000mE

AutoCAD SHX Text
625360.000mE

AutoCAD SHX Text
625360.000mE

AutoCAD SHX Text
625380.000mE

AutoCAD SHX Text
625380.000mE

AutoCAD SHX Text
625400.000mE

AutoCAD SHX Text
625400.000mE

AutoCAD SHX Text
625420.000mE

AutoCAD SHX Text
625420.000mE

AutoCAD SHX Text
625440.000mE

AutoCAD SHX Text
625440.000mE

AutoCAD SHX Text
625460.000mE

AutoCAD SHX Text
625460.000mE

AutoCAD SHX Text
625480.000mE

AutoCAD SHX Text
625480.000mE

AutoCAD SHX Text
625500.000mE

AutoCAD SHX Text
625500.000mE

AutoCAD SHX Text
625520.000mE

AutoCAD SHX Text
625520.000mE

AutoCAD SHX Text
625540.000mE

AutoCAD SHX Text
625540.000mE

AutoCAD SHX Text
625560.000mE

AutoCAD SHX Text
625560.000mE

AutoCAD SHX Text
625580.000mE

AutoCAD SHX Text
625580.000mE

AutoCAD SHX Text
625600.000mE

AutoCAD SHX Text
625600.000mE

AutoCAD SHX Text
625620.000mE

AutoCAD SHX Text
625620.000mE

AutoCAD SHX Text
625640.000mE

AutoCAD SHX Text
625640.000mE

AutoCAD SHX Text
625660.000mE

AutoCAD SHX Text
625660.000mE

AutoCAD SHX Text
625680.000mE

AutoCAD SHX Text
625680.000mE

AutoCAD SHX Text
625700.000mE

AutoCAD SHX Text
625700.000mE

AutoCAD SHX Text
625720.000mE

AutoCAD SHX Text
625720.000mE

AutoCAD SHX Text
625740.000mE

AutoCAD SHX Text
625740.000mE

AutoCAD SHX Text
625760.000mE

AutoCAD SHX Text
625760.000mE

AutoCAD SHX Text
625780.000mE

AutoCAD SHX Text
625780.000mE

AutoCAD SHX Text
303300.000mN

AutoCAD SHX Text
303320.000mN

AutoCAD SHX Text
303340.000mN

AutoCAD SHX Text
303360.000mN

AutoCAD SHX Text
303380.000mN

AutoCAD SHX Text
303400.000mN

AutoCAD SHX Text
303420.000mN

AutoCAD SHX Text
303440.000mN

AutoCAD SHX Text
303460.000mN

AutoCAD SHX Text
303480.000mN

AutoCAD SHX Text
303500.000mN

AutoCAD SHX Text
303520.000mN

AutoCAD SHX Text
303540.000mN

AutoCAD SHX Text
303560.000mN

AutoCAD SHX Text
303580.000mN

AutoCAD SHX Text
303600.000mN

AutoCAD SHX Text
303620.000mN

AutoCAD SHX Text
303640.000mN

AutoCAD SHX Text
303660.000mN

AutoCAD SHX Text
303680.000mN

AutoCAD SHX Text
303700.000mN

AutoCAD SHX Text
303720.000mN

AutoCAD SHX Text
303740.000mN

AutoCAD SHX Text
303760.000mN

AutoCAD SHX Text
303780.000mN

AutoCAD SHX Text
303800.000mN

AutoCAD SHX Text
303820.000mN

AutoCAD SHX Text
303840.000mN

AutoCAD SHX Text
303860.000mN

AutoCAD SHX Text
303880.000mN

AutoCAD SHX Text
303900.000mN

AutoCAD SHX Text
303920.000mN

AutoCAD SHX Text
303940.000mN

AutoCAD SHX Text
303960.000mN

AutoCAD SHX Text
303980.000mN

AutoCAD SHX Text
304000.000mN

AutoCAD SHX Text
304020.000mN

AutoCAD SHX Text
304040.000mN

AutoCAD SHX Text
624940.000mE

AutoCAD SHX Text
624920.000mE

AutoCAD SHX Text
624900.000mE

AutoCAD SHX Text
624880.000mE

AutoCAD SHX Text
624860.000mE

AutoCAD SHX Text
624840.000mE

AutoCAD SHX Text
624820.000mE

AutoCAD SHX Text
624800.000mE

AutoCAD SHX Text
624780.000mE

AutoCAD SHX Text
624760.000mE

AutoCAD SHX Text
624940.000mE

AutoCAD SHX Text
624920.000mE

AutoCAD SHX Text
624900.000mE

AutoCAD SHX Text
624880.000mE

AutoCAD SHX Text
624860.000mE

AutoCAD SHX Text
624840.000mE

AutoCAD SHX Text
624820.000mE

AutoCAD SHX Text
624800.000mE

AutoCAD SHX Text
624780.000mE

AutoCAD SHX Text
624760.000mE

AutoCAD SHX Text
304060.000mN

AutoCAD SHX Text
304080.000mN

AutoCAD SHX Text
304100.000mN

AutoCAD SHX Text
304120.000mN

AutoCAD SHX Text
304140.000mN

AutoCAD SHX Text
304160.000mN

AutoCAD SHX Text
304180.000mN

AutoCAD SHX Text
304200.000mN

AutoCAD SHX Text
304220.000mN


