From: Toni keen

To: Tollitt, Nick

Subject: Re: Land Between Playing Field and Dereham Road, Beeston - Initial Highways Comments
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Sent: 14/10/2025 13:25:47

Dear Nick,

Thank you for your email, we also own the property known as ||| | | | [ | NI s sitc gives us
access to the land between the playing field and Dereham Road without impacting on Dereham Road.

Please see attached some ideas for the entrance to the site from Chapel Lane, this area is one of the widest parts of
Chapel lane and is also one of the slowest speed parts and has good visibility in both directions.

Please note these are just rough ideas due to the limited time scale as previously we were told this was one of

the prefered sites in Beeston so had not taken it further, of course the idea would need to be looked at by the
appropriate professionals.

I take it that all the proposed sites on Back Lane and Dereham Road all have the same insufficient
carriageway width problems.

Please let me know if you require any further information.

Thank you

Kind regards

I

On Thu, 2 Oct 2025 at 10:56, Tollitt, Nick <Nick.Tollitt@breckland.gov.uk> wrote:

Dear David,

As part of some recent informal stakeholder engagement with Norfolk County Council Highways, Breckland has
received some key concerns regarding your proposed development site at Dereham Road, Beeston. The initial
Highways comments are below.

“Dereham Road is of insufficient carriageway width to support development that will require widening of to 5.5 m
and provision of a 1.8m footway to Syers Lane. The development is unlikely to be of a scale that can provide the
required improvements. The necessary off-site works will require 3rd party land to provide safe and suitable
access.”

Clearly this is not a formal response from the County Council, and it remains confidential as it does not form part of
any public consultation. However, if the site were to be allocated in the new Regulation 18 draft plan, it is likely to
result in a formal objection from County Highways that will then be in the public domain and if unresolved could
result in the site not being taken forward to the next (Regulation 19) stage of the Plan making process.

With that in mind it is critical that these issues are resolved. Therefore, | would welcome any thoughts that you may
have including any information that you may have to address the concerns raised

It is important to note that the Draft Plan is expected to be considered by our Cabinet on 20 October.

Kind regards
Nick Tollitt

Planning Policy Officer
Breckland Council
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