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W15963: L.and_adjoining Wrentham Church (WRE 011)

Background

Following a planning application (W135963) to use an area of land to the
north of St Nicholas' Church, Wrentham as a new burial ground an archaeological
cvaluation of the application arca was commissioned by Waveney District Council. The
evaluation was designed 1o assess the application area for archacological deposits, to
sxamuie their character and state of preservation, if present, and to assist in formulating
a programme of archaeological works for the site. This evaluation was carried out by the
Field Projects Division of Suffolk County Council's Archaeological Section in
ovember, 1993,

The application area is just over 0-5 hectare in size and lies adjacent to the
northem side of the panish churchyard (see Fig 1), Topographically the site has a gentle
slope and it overlooks a small stream which flows in a west-cast direction some 100
meires to the norih of the area in question. The highest point of the site is in it's south-
western corner.overall it has an a north/north-east facing aspect. The underiving drifi
geology on the site is made up of free draining sands and gravels.

Archaeologeal interest in the site is largely generated by it's close proximity
to the parish church,an arca where Saxon and Medieval settlement evidence might be
expected.In addition a Roman pottery scatter is known of some 300 melres to the west
of the application arca (WRE 006) and the site of Wrentham Hall (WRE 008) and ap
area ol settlement (WRE QU7).andicated by carthworks in a pasture field, is recorded
100 to 200 metres to the north-easi. It was also noted from Ordnance Survey maps that
a small complex of buildings existed in the south-eastern corner of the application arca
{zone 2 on Fig.2). However inspection of the site revealed that these buildings, which
were apparently stable blocks for the nearby Victorian Rectory, had been demolished.

Aldethod

As the application area was under a cover of crop stubble at the time of the
evaluation the investigation had to be camied out by means of mechanically excavated
trial trenches.Imuallv five small test pits (2 to 6 on Fig. 1) were mechanically excavated
by Waveney D.C. in order to test the geology of the site. These were observed and the
upcast spoil was examuned for archaeological finds. Following this work the evaluation
proper was started using a wheeled excavator equipped with 2 1-3metre wide,toothless
ditching bucket.In all seven trial trenches were opened up under constant archacological
supenvision (see Fig. 1 for trench locations). Each trial trench was mechanically
excavated (o the base of the subsoil and then hand cleaned and examined for
archaeological features and finds. Trench plans were drawn at 1:100 of those trenches
which revealed archaeological {eatures (trenches A B,D&E, see Fig.3).Sections, at 1:50,
were drawn of anyv features that were hand-sectioned (see Fig.3).In total the area of the
seven trial trenches came to 1,455 square metres or 2-7% of the application area.One
trial trench. A on Fig.1, was excavated along the road trontage on the eastern edge of
the application area as this was the most likely part of the site to contain evidence for
Medieval settlement. The other six trial trenches were excavated along the southermn edge
of the application area,C,D and E on Fig.1, and in the northern half of the site,B,F and
G on Fig.1.

Results (see Fig.3 for trench plans)



Context

0001
0002

0003
0004
000>
0006

Trench A

0007
0o0s
0009
0010

0011

0012
0013

0014
Trench R

0013
0016

Trench C

Trench D

0017

0018
Trench E

0019

Unstratified finds-none.
Test-pat,0-3m topsoil over 0-2m subsoil.
Finds-1 bs Medieval cware.
Test-pit,0-3m topsoil over (-2m subsoil.
Finds-1 base s Roman.probablv mid 2nd centurv,
Test-pit,0-25m topsoil.
Test-pir.0-3m topsoil over 0-1m subsoil.
Test-pit,0-3m topsoil over 0-1m subsoil.

Atit's northemn end trench A had 0-3m of topsoil over 0-4m of
subsotl. this latter layer disapeared 1o almost nothing at the
southern end of the trench,

Ditch section.
Finds- 1 bs Medieval cware.
Ditch section,part of 0007.
Smuall pit.
‘?Posthole
Finds- 1 burnt flint flake .
1 bs handmade.tlint gntied. lron Age.
Mhsturbed posthele. '
Finds-2 bs (joimng) Medieval cware.
Base to brck wall.
Southem end of trench heavily disturbed by Post Medieval
Building foundations.
Possible pit on eastern edge of trench.
This trench had 0-3m of topsoil over 0-4in of subsoil.
Unstratified finds-1 bs Medicval cware.
Posthole.
Finds-1 bs handmade.mixed sand inclustons,some very large
Hron Age.
This trench had 0-3m of topsoil onto sand/gravel,only features
noted were one modern pit and part of a modern wail
foundation.
This trench had 0-3m of topsoil over G-7m(east end) and 0-3mn
{west end) of subsoil. Latter laver an unitonn mid brown sandy
loam.
Unstratitied finds from subsoil.
TFinds-1 flint flake
1 bs.small.handmade. flint gritted.Iron Age.
1 base 5,8 bs Roman (3 rather ?Roman).
1 bs medieval cware,
itch remnant in base of trench D.
This trench had 0-3m of topsoil over 0-75m of subsoil.
latter an uniform mid brown sandy loam.
Unstratified finds from subsoil.
Finds-1 brick/tile frag.,one surface only,>28mm thick.
1 bs Roman.



0020 ?Pit, probably heavily truncated,with bumt sand around edge

and base.
Finds-1 bs handmade, flint gritted,red fabric(?burnt),Iron Age.
Trench F This trench had 0-3m of topsoil over 0-3m of subsoil. Only
feature a ceramic field drain 3m from it's western end.
0021 Unstratified find. 1 bs 2Roman.
Trench G This french had 0-3m of topsoil over 0-3m of subsotl,
no features noted.
0022 Unstratitied find,1 bs Roman,

(onclusion

The archacological evaluation carried out on this site indicates that it has had a
compiex histery ot landuse. This comaplex of past landuses affecting the archaeological
deposits on the site in a variety of wavs. An attiempt to illustrate how these different
activities have affected the survival of archacological deposits has been tried on Fig.2.

In the south-eastern comer of the appheationr area the building and demolition
of the Post Medieval stable blocks has largely desroved the archaeological potential of
zone 2 on Fig. 2. However to the north of zone2 an area of wntact archacologrcal deposits
appears Lo survive in zone 1,as demenstrated in the northern end of trench A.ln the
northern half of trench A two small, undated pits (0009&0014),4 posthole of probable
Iron Age date (0(110) and a Medieval ditch (0007) were located under some -3y 0-81n
of top and subsoil.

Along the southemn edge of the application area the three (renches excavated
indicated an area of recent disturbance (trench C) and a larger area with evidence of
Iron Age and Roman aclivity (zone 3 on Fig.2) which appears to have been severely
truncated. While trench D produced 1 Tron Age and 9 Roman pottery sherds, these all
came from a deep subsoil layer whach covers much ol the western hall of the site. The
onlv archacological features recorded in the western half of the site being a ditch
remnant in trench ID (0018) and a pit base in trench E (0020),both of which appear to
have been truncated.It 18 suggested that this truncation ot archaeological deposits in the
western half of the apphication may have been caused by extensive gravel quarrying
carried out in the Medieval or Post Medieval period. The deep laver of subsoil across
much of the site being the sieved residue from such extraction work. Trenches F and G
also had deep subsoil avers aithough there was little evidence for the destruction of
archaeological deposits in the north-westemn quarter of the application area.

Trench B was excavated in order 10 test the extent of the archaeological deposiis
noted in trench A above. This trench revealed a similar low density of archaeological
features with one possible posthole of probable Iron Age date.

Therefore it would appear that the only part of the application area with the
potential to reveal good evidence for past settlement is zone 1 on Fig.2. While there is a
maoderately deep laver of subsoil over zone 1 this layer is protecting an area of Iron Age
{¢2/2,500 vear old) settlement evidence and some later Medieval features Over the
remainder of the application area the evaluation results indtcate a poor survival of Iron
Age and Roman archaeological deposits.

I Newman, November, 1993,
Field Projects Division,
Archaeological Section,
Planning Dept.,
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MA&RlI M BERRIDGE LLB SOLICITOR, CHIEF EXECUTIVE

Tow igh Street

Lowestlt Suffolk NR32 1HS
Telephone (0502} 562111

Fax [0502) 589327 DX 41220

o imtn .

WAVENEY P\7 W
DISTRICT
COUNCIL [A/A

Your Ref JN/NJP 30.21
Our Ref ICPM/TC C21.8
Date 25 November 1993

When calling please ask for Mr. Miller
Dial Direct (05021 523251

Suffolk County Council,
Planning Department,
5t. Edmund House,
County Hall,

IPSWICH,

Suffolk,

1P4 1LZ.

Dear Mr. Newman,

Chief Executive and Clerk of the Council

W/5963: LAND ADJOINING WRENTHAM CHURCH - ARCHAEOLOGICAL EVALUATION

Thank you for your letter and enclosures of the 18th inst.

Please let me have your account as soon as possib{gf and also any guidance you
can give me on the likely cost that the District Council will be involved in,

in future archaeological works.

I will ask the Technical Department to arrange

the internal layout of the site, having regard to your report, but if you have
any further comments on this you might like to let me have then.

Yours sincerely,

Clloonn

Chief Valuer and Estates Officer,

for Chief Executive.

GUFFOLKCS.
PLAN%H%{@}EE:‘AHTMENI
R ,

B
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Mr L J Monkhouse

District Planning Officer
Waveney District Council
Rectory Road

Lowestoft

Suffolk NR33 0BX 30.10
R Carr
722021

23 November 1993

For the Attention of Mr Wooley

Dear Mr Monkhouse

W15963, Land Adjoining Wrentham Church

An archaeological evaluation has been carried out, I believe Mr
Miller, the Chief Valuer, has a copy. The results show that
there 1is archaeological evidence for Medieval settlement and
also some use of the area in the Iron Age and Roman periods.
For the bulk of the proposed area this archaeological deposit is
quite badly damaged by later disturbances and I am of the
opinion that neither its preservation nor systematic recording
can reasonably be regquired.

There is, however, quite good preservation of remains along the
northern half of the site adjacent to the road line. In this
area the archaeological deposit is over 60cm below present
topsecil and I believe it can be adequately preserved by a
suitably designed access road which I understand will cross it,
Equally the deposit would not be affected by the use of the area
for shallow interments of cremated remains.

I recommend that the design of the cemetery takes these points
into consideration, and with this in mind, I advise that there
need be no further archaeclogical work.

Yours sincerely

0% 52332
79 I Thantm | hoe .
for County Planning Officer m>w (7 }mqwn/vy M VtAJ




SUFFOLK COUNTY COUNCIL:
. COUNTY PLANNING DEPARTMENT
MESSAGE PAD/FILE NOTE
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ACTION

NOTE: The normal memorandum system should be used for communications
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Mr I Miller
Chief vValuer
Waveney District Council
Town Hall
High Street
LOWESTOFT
Suffolk
NR32 1HS : JN/NJP 30.21
Mr J Newman
18 November 1993

Dear Mr Miller

W/5963: Land adjoining Wrentham Church — Archaeological Evaluation

The report covering the archaeological evaluation of the above application
area has now been completed and I enclose two copies. A copy will also be
gent to our Conservation Division in Bury St Edmunds who will use the findings
of the report to advise on a suitable programme of archaeclogical works for
the site. A copy will alsc be sent to the landowners. In practice I would
expect that the north eastern quarter of the application area will be seen as
the main archaeological interest on the site (zone 1 on figure 2 of the
report) as this appears to be the part of the site where the archaeological
deposits are besat preserved. However, any recommendation for further
archaeological work on the site from our Conservation Division would depend on
the extent of ground disturbance that is likely to occur in zone 1.

To cover the cost of this evaluation work, an invoice will be sent in the near
future.

Should you have any gqueries over the report then please do not hesitate to
contact John Newman on the telephone number above.

Yours sincerely

for
County Planning Officer
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W15963:1.and adjoining Wrentham Church (WRE 011)

Backeground

Following a planning application (W15963) to use an arca of land to the
north ot St Nicholas' Church, Wrentham as a new burial ground an archaeological
¢valuation of the application arca was commissioned by Waveney District Council. The
evaluation was designed o assess the application area for archaeological deposits,to
examine their character and state of preservation, if present, and to assist in formulating
a programme of archacological works for the site. This evaluation was carried out by the
Field Projects Division of Suffolk County Council's Archacological Section in
November, 1993,

The application area is just over 0-5 hectare in size and lies adjacent to the
northern side of the parish churchyard (see Fig.1). Topographically the site has a gentle
slope and 1t overlooks a small stream which tlows in a west-east direction some 100
meires to the north of the area in question. The highest point of the site is in it's south-
western corner,overall it has an a north/north-east facing aspect. The underlving drift
geology on the site is made up of free draining sands and gravels.

Archaeologeal interest in the site is largely generated by it's close proxirmty
to the parish church,an area where Saxon and Medieval settlement evidence might be
expected.In addition a Roman pottery scatter is known of some 300 metres to the west
of the apphcation area (WRE 006) and the site of Wrentham Hall (WRE 008) and an
area of settlement (WRE 007),indicated by earthworks in a pasture field, is recorded
100 to 200 metres to the north-east.It was also noted from Ordnance Survey maps that
a small complex of buildings existed in the south-eastern corner of the application arca
(zone 2 on Fig.2). However inspection of the site revealed that these buildings, which
were apparently stable blocks for the nearby Victorian Rectory, had been demolished.

Method

As the application area was under a cover of crop stubble at the time of the
evaluation the investigation had to be carried out by means of mechanically excavated
trial trenches. Initially five small test pits (2 to 6 on Fig.1) were mechanically excavated
by Waveney D.C. in order to test the geology of the site. These were observed and the
upcast spoil was examined for archaeological finds.Following this work the evaluation
proper was started using a wheeled excavator equipped with a 1-5metre wide,toothless
ditching bucket.In all seven trial trenches were opened up under constant archacological
supervision (see Fig.1 for trench locations).Each trial trench was mechanically
excavated to the base of the subsoil and then hand cleaned and examined for
archaeological features and finds. Trench plans were drawn at 1:100 of those trenches
which revealed archaeological features (trenches A,B,D&E,se¢ Fig.3).Sections, at 1:50,
were drawn of anv features that were hand-sectioned (see Fig.3).In total the area of the
seven trial trenches came to 1,455 square metres or 2-7% of the application area.One
trial trench, A on Fig.1, was excavated along the road frontage on the eastern edge of
the application area as this was the most likely part of the site to contain evidence for
Medieval settlement. The other six trial trenches were excavated along the southern edge
of the application area,C,D and E on Fig.1, and in the northern half of the site,B,F and
GonFig 1.

Results (see Fig.3 for trench plans)



Context
0001
0002
0003
0004
00603
0606

Treach A

0007
0008
0009
0010

0011

0012
0013

0014
Trench B

0015
0016

Trench C
Trench D
0017

0018
Trench E

0019

Unstratified finds-none.

Test-pit,0-3m topsoil over 0-2m subsoil.

Finds-1 bs Medieval cware.
Test-pit,0-3m topsoil over 0-2m subsoil.

Finds-1 base s Roman.probably mid 2nd century.
Test-pit,0-25m topsoil.

Test-pit,0-3m topsoil over 0-1m subsoil.
Test-pit,0-3m topsoil over 0-1m subsoil.

At it's northem end trench A had 0-3m of topsoil over 0-4m of
subsoil, this latter layer disapeared o almost nothing at the
southern end of the trench,

Ditch section.
Finds- 1 bs Medieval cware.
Ditch section,part of 0007.
Smal! pit.
?Posthole
Finds- 1 bumnt flint flake
1 bs handmade.flint gritted, Iron Age
Misturbed posthole.
Finds-2 bs (joining) I\Iedlc»al cware.
Base to brick wall.
Southern end of trench heawly disturbed by Post Medieval
Building foundations.
Possible pit on eastern edge of trench.
This trench had 0-3m of topsoil over 0-4n of subsoil.
Unstratified finds-1 bs Medieval cware.
Posthole.

Finds-1 bs handmade, mixed sand inclusions,some very large

?Iron Age.

This trench had 0-3m of topsoil onto sand/gravel,only features
noted were one modern pit and part of a modern wall
foundation.

Thus trench had 0-3m of topsoil over 0-7m{east end) and 0-3m
{west end) of subsoil. Latter laver an unitorm mid brown sandy

loam.

Unstratified finds from subsoil.

Finds-1 flint flake
1 bs,small,handmade, tlint gritted,Iron Age.
1 base 5,8 bs Roman (3 rather 7Roman).
1 bs ?medieval cware.

?Ditch remnant in base of trench D.

This trench had 0-3m of topsoil over 0-75m of subsoil,
latter an uniform mid brown sandy loam.

Unstratified finds from subsoil.

Finds-1 brick/tile frag.,one surface only,>28mm thick.
1 bs Roeman.



0020 ?Pit,probably heavily truncated, with burnt sand around edge
and base.
Finds-1 bs handmade, flint gritted,red fabric(?burnt),Iron Age.
Trench F This trench had 0-3m of topsoil over 0-5m of subsoil. Only
feature a ceramic field drain 3m from it's western end.
0021 Unstratified find.1 bs 2Roman.
Trench G This trench had 0-3m of topsoil over 0-3m of subsotl,
no features noted.
0022 Unstratified find,1 bs Roman.

Conclusion

The archaeological evaluation carried out on this site indicates that it has had a
complex history of landuse. This complex of past landuses affecting the archaeological
deposits on the site in a variety of ways. An attempt to illustrate how these different -
activities have affected the survival of archaeological deposits has been tried on Fig.2.

In the south-eastern comer of the applicatiomr area the building and demolition
of the Post Medieval stable blocks has largely desroved the archacological potential of
zone 2 on Fig.2. However to the north of zone2 an area of intact archacological deposits
appears to survive in zone 1,as demonstrated in the northern end of trench A.In the
northern half of trench A two small, undated pits (0009&0014),a posthole of probable
Iron Age date (0010) and a Medieval ditch (0007) were located under some 0-510-8m
of top and subsoil. '

Along the southern edge of the application area the three trenches excavated
indicated an arca of recent disturbance (trench C).and a larger area with evidence of
Iron Age and Roman acuvity (zone 3 on Fig.2) which appears to have been severely
truncated. While trench D produced 1 Iron Age and 9 Roman pottery sherds,these all
came from a deep subsol layer which covers much of the western half of the site. The
only archaeological features recorded in the western half of the site being a ditch
remnant in trench D (0018) and a pit base in trench E (0020),both of which appear to
have been truncated.It is suggested that this truncation of archaeological deposits in the
western half of the application may have been caused by extensive gravel quarrying
carried out in the Medieval or Post Medieval period. The deep layer of subsoil across
much of the site being the sieved residue from such extraction work. Trenches F and G
also had deep subsoil layers although there was little evidence for the destruction of
archacological deposits in the north-western quarter of the application area.

Trench B was excavated in order to test the extent of the archacological deposits
noted in trench A above.This trench revealed a similar low density of archacological
features with one possible posthole of probable Iron Age date.

Therefore it would appear that the only part of the application area with the
potential to reveal good evidence for past setilement is zone 1 on Fig. 2. While there s a
moderately deep layer of subsoil over zone 1 this layer is protecting an area of Iron Age
(€2/2,500 year old) settlement evidence and some later Medieval features. Over the
remainder of the application area the evaluation resulis indicate a poor survival of Tron
Age and Roman archaeological deposits.

J.Newman, November, 1993,

Field Projects Division,
Archaeological Section,
Planning Dept.,
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LAURENCE MONKHOUSE, DISTRICT PLANNI

v SE, DISTRICT PLANNING OFFICER WAVENEY 'YT‘
Lowesoft Suffolk N33 0BX DISTRICT

For 0500 564982 OX 41220 COUNCIL

Your Fet @@ TW/TJIC/W15963
Qur Ref 5th November 1993
Date

When cating o i MR. WOOLLEY
en caling please ask for 593018

Dial Direct (0502}

Dear Sir

W15963 - PROPOSED CEMETERY,
WRENTHAM CHURCH, WRENTHAM

Department of Planning and Building Control

LAND ADJOINING

The Area 3 Planning Sub-Committee deferred the decision on the

-

X pe :
above appllcaticn to cnabkle =2

site meeting Lo take place.

This has been arranged for Friday 19th November 1993 and you are
invited to attend. It is proposed to meet at Wrentham Church at

2.15pm. A site plan is enclosed.

The site visits are fact finding exercises only and the
application will be considered in detail at the next scheduled

meeting of the Planning Committee.

Distridt Planning Officer

F.A.0. Bob Carr

Suffolk County Archaeclogy Unit

Archaeological Section
Shire Hall

Bury St Edmunds
suffolk IP33 2AR
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! Recaived 60(/( 93

-----------------------------

Mr L J Monkhouse Qayb Taken-........../..g .................
District Planning Officer
Waveney District Council
Rectory Road
Lowestoft
Suffolk NR33 0BX 30.10
Judith Plouviez

722024
19 October 1993

Dear Mr Monkhouse

Planning Application: W15963, Land adjoining Wrentham Church

This application affects an area next to the medieval church
with 65m of road frontage. There is a high probability of
medieval and possibly earlier archaeological deposits within
the area.

I recommend that, in order to establish the archaeological
implications of this application, the applicant should be
required, prior to determination of the application, to provide
at his expense an archaeological evaluation of the site as
suggested in DoE. Planning Policy Guidance 16 (November 1990),
para 21. The evaluation is likely to include archaeoclogically
excavated trial trenches on the site.

If I can provide further information I would be pleased to do
S0O. I am prepared to offer guidance to the applicant on the
archaeolegical work regquired, Mr J ©Newman of our Field
Projects division (Planning Department, St.Edmund House, County
Hall, Ipswich 1IP4 1LZ, telephone (0473) 265204) would be
pleased to supply an estimate of costs for the archaeological
work.

Yours sincerely

28043
for County Planning Ofiiger
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NOTICE TO WAVENEY DISTRICT COUNCIL OF AN

APPLICATION FORM DEEMED PLANNING PERMISSION

WI5A63 W

WP. 101

TOWN AND COUNTRY PLANNING GENERAL REGULATIONS
1976

District Technical Officer/Chief Exécutive
to seek permission for the following development

APPLICATION
Pursuant to Reguiation 4 {Council development)

Signature of Authorised Officer ‘—Z
making application A A A

Renuiationk R Rxivire davelgrrmentk
in Qutline
or Fully Detailed

or Submission of details under deemed permissio
No. W.

(delete whichever inappropriate)

Date 22 September 1993

For Office Use Only

Name of Project Officer
to contact

I. C. P. Miller

PART 1 — GENERAL {In this part the word “land” includes any building thereon}

A Describe the proposed development including the N
purpose for which the land and/or buildings are to. Cemet[a 'y
be used. 1f they are to be used for more than one J
purpose, give details.

B~ Address or location of the land to be developed, "
in sufficient detail to enable it to be readily identified. ‘tfa“d sdjoinine Hrenchan Churen
{Give O.S. Parcel No(s}. where appropriate). ronting » edged red on p

C Dimensions of plOt Frontage 210 feet Ares 1.5 acres appro:

Depth 310 feet

D  If permission is required for a limited period only,
state period. -

E  State the existing means of access to the land or _
buildings. Indicate ciearly on plans.

F If the proposed development involves the New access to be 40m from
construction of a new or the alteration of an existing Southern Boundary, to be agreed with
vehicular or pedestrian access to a highway, give Suffolk County Council
details and show on plans.

G How will surface water be disposed of ? Soak away
How will foul sewage he dealt with ? N/A

H  State the purposes for which the land and/or
buildings are now used; if used for more than one Agriculture

purpose, give details. 1n the case of vacant, derelict
or unused land please state the last use.




J Particulars of the applicants Prospective Has the vendor or
interest in the land (e.qg. owner, | purchaser lessor consented to the Yes
lessee, prospective purchaser, development ?
etc.)

PART It — Information required if the application relates to dweltings {including Flats)

K Details of No. of Residential Units No. of Car Spaces No. of Garages
Car Parking :

PART Itl — Information‘required if the application is for the construction of a building

L betails of Materials Colour and Texture or Profile

materials of
proposed - Walls

building(s)
ot Roof Covering

M  if extension or Materials Colour and Texture or Profile
part rebuilding - 7 ‘
give details of Walls

materials of :
existing building | Roof Covering

PART IV — Information required if the land or buildings are to be used wholly or partly for industrial,
commercial or other non-residential uses

N  The nature of the proposal
including, if for industrial use, a
brief description of the type of
processes to be carried on

O  The total floor area of:— Industry & Associated Uses Other Uses {give details)
(a} new building or extension {a)
(b) existing buitdings within (b)
same curtilage
P  The No. of At Present To be Employed in New |  Total on Completion of New
persons em- Emplovyed Building or Extension Building/Extension
ployed and to
be employed
Q  No. of Car Parking Existing Additional proposed Total on completion
Spaces availabie
within curtilage Staff
Visitors

R  The intended provi‘sions for loading
" and unloading of vehicles

S If for industrial use, the means of
disposal of any trade refuse or trade

effiuents

NOTE : Four copies of this form and four sets of plans to be completed and deposited with the District
Planning Officer.
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