
From:  
Sent: 05 July 2020 15:50 
To: Charles Judson 
Cc:  
Subject: Proposed Sports Hall Reepham Application 20201183  
  
Dear Charles,   
Following my response to 20200847, also as a resident, and former Planner, I enclose my 
response in respect of 20201183. 
 
There are a number of concerns regarding the proposed location; 
 
- It is not located on the approved  Site Allocations DPD of 2016, namely REP 1, as required 
by the ‘Guidelines for Development' as the Sports Hall was one of the principal reasons for 
approving this allocation under the Site Allocations DPD of 2016, with a proposed plan for a 
Sports Hall and 121 homes submitted by SMG Architects in association with Hopkins Homes. 
 
- No justification is given, financial or otherwise, in any submitted document or the Design 
and Access Statement for not siting the Sports Hall within the approved allocation REP 1. 
Section 2.1 outlines 3 possible locations ‘within’ the School grounds, and omits to include a 
fourth location within REP 1. 
  
- The proposed access is through an existing well used car park, where a large number of 
coaches park all day and only an additional 8 spaces are shown within the proposed area. It 
is unlikely the scheme will satisfy the adopted 'Parking Standards for Norfolk' of the County 
Highway Authority. 
 
- The extension of 'built development’ along Whitwell Road was not favoured by Planning 
Officers when I discussed the possible allocation of the site opposite known as PO-48-02 
back in 2016. I was required to align the development boundary with the existing line of 
trees on the opposite side of Whitwell Road between the School sports field and Car Park. 
This allocation was then supported by Broadland Council at the penultimate DPD 
consultation, prior to the emergence of the Broomhill proposal.(see 2 attached plans) 
 
- Finally, you should be aware of the EDP/NN News published article of 27 June 2020 
regarding the proposed Sports Hall, where the Head Teacher Tim Gibbs states ‘ there were 
still a lot of uncertainties around the project, and work on the sports hall ‘would probably 
not start for another 5 years if at all’ - IF AT ALL.  This suggests that the application,  with no 
funding in place, is simply being submitted to justify the Broomhill Lane proposal for 
additional housing by Lovell, following the withdrawal of Hopkins Homes from the original 
scheme. 
 
This Sports Hall application should not be considered in isolation from the Broomhill Lane 
proposal, and there is an opportunity to look again at the Reepham Allocations in the 
current GNDP Review. 
 
As before I have copied this to Councillor Stuart Beadle, and as a matter of interest to John 
and Phil. 



Kind Regards 
Stay safe 

 
 

 
 



 
 
 




