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PARTICULARS AND LOCATION

Planning Permission
Chenge of use of existinn agricult-
ural land to tnuring ecmravan site
with lakes & log cabins % provision
of golf driving range & construction
of .vehicular/pedestrian access in
scCordance with the plan received by
the Loecal Planning Authority from the

The East Lindsey District Councll

and Country Planning Act =<,
development referred to In Part |

¥.

-).
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therefore
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The proposal comprises develn
cantrary te the general prov
lan which incudes o presump

Reasons:- The Nouncil s Local ?Planning

isians

* Meldrum Lee & Gillatt, agents agent on 23rd January, 19291 -
A 22 Alnitha Road, ' LAND ADJACENT FUMNCOAST WORLD,
. fkegnesas, BUTL1INS HOLIDAY CENTRE,
Lincolnshire. ROMAN BAMK, IMGOLDMELLS.
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Part Il = Partliculars of Decislon

hereby glive notlice In pursuance of the provisions of the Town
that peralsslion has been refused for the carrylng ocut of the
hereof for the followling reasons:

nment in the open countryside and is

of the approved Lincolnshire
tion against surch development.

Autherity has approved a Local Plan

§Kegness and Ingoldmells which
qranting of planning permissinon for

for

includes a presumption

anainst the

developnent of the type propesed in

this location.

The develonment

wnould therefore constitute both an

inappropriate and undesirahle form and

scale af holiday

use which would

-

prejudice the Council's proposals for the area. '

3 Reason:~ The granting of planning permission for the scale and location }of
devplnpmnnt proposed would be premature in thet the proposal is conaldenn
to be o suhstantial that it would pre-empt decisions heing taken in thﬂ
preparetion of the EFast lindsey Local Plane. i
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b, Reason:t- The propossal if permiitted is likely to increase the vehiculaq’use

nf the exiating on tn
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5. Reéson:- The current proposal! indicates:thst access will also he on te BRaeck
"Lane (Drawino No. A135/06/8) which ia a narrow unclassified county rnad.
The earringrway of Back Lane is of insufficiant width to enable two cars to
pARS. Tt links the A52? Skegness Read with Walls Lane. The junction with-
the A2 is on the jaside o9f a hend; directly adjacent to an extisting garage
anyg in a loecation vhers visibilitv is restricted. It is considered that
&..the Jdanger and interruption that would he caused to other road useére on
pSkepness Noad by additionel vehiclea enterinn and leaving the substandard :
ﬁjunctiiq eannot he justified.
W TN .
A+ Ressont~- The propesal would alse result in additional vehicles entering and
}x_ledving Wallas Lane at the southern end of Back Lane. The junction of ¥Walls
~rLane with Romen Bank rises up a steep gradient and is not auitahle faor use
by cars towinng ceravans. The carriroeway of Halle Lene westwards from the
Back Lane jumction is too narrow for all vehicles to aatisfectorily pass.
..'If this proposal 18 granted it is likely to result in additional vehicles
*“ udlng Yalls Lane. The consequent danger and interrupition to other road
. users on Noran Bank by cars towing ecarmnvans on and ofif the Principal Road
' at the Walla Lane Jjunction canpnot be justified. : ' .

7. Reannn:- Fartiermore, it is ronsiderecd that there can he no jfustification
-f’_l;i'--':';_-e-rmitting the development as the additional traffic will cause . passing
vehfcliouy to averrun the 2dnes of the nrrrow carriaceway and vetrges of both- .
Bac!”* Lane nnd Wnlls Lane therehy causing en unaccentahle level of damage -to”

both and pnseible smtructural fnilure of the carriageway rdges.

. Reasont- It i8s also likely that further.appllcations of a similar nature .,
4 will follow on the land to the west of Roman Bank which will he difficult.
" "to refusae and consequently result in an unjustified increase in the

vehicular use of the sul-standard lanes.
’ ~




