125.845

TP

/
//
//M4
// 126.46
///\ +
/ 126.49
///
oy Vegetati
DY\ egetation
o N 12648

«
o@//gf/
<SP Tarmac
/ .
126.50

+
126.51

+
126.58
Tarmac

+
126.53

26.50 126.52

rint Approx 722.5m?

N .

+\
126.64 %

Tarmac

Csl
126.293

Tarmac

Ridg
133.48

+
126.25

Tarmac

126.37

+
126.35

'9\? Tarmac

Ridg
133.07 ¥

Ridgy
133.86

Existing Built Footprint

+
126.53

126.48

Eave
129.85 ¥

Ridg
132.29 ¥

(2

+
126.89

Ridg
132.62 ¥
Eave
130.88
+
126.93
+
26.91

Ridg
132.27 ¥

Grass

Ridg
132.964F

+
126.90

S

126.94
+

o

% X
A\ 126.70

N
\ Tarmac

Ridg
136.25

No. 38 retained

Proposed Built Footprint

Client
ROM Developments HAYWARD

Project Title 0
Proposed Development architects
Hlnckley Rd 19 Station Road Tel: 01455 635 665
Burbage Hinckley

Drawing Tilo tg::gs:g\zhwe www.haywardarchitects.co.uk
Built Footprint Comparison

Scale Date Sheet Job No. Drawing No.
1:200 Dec 25

Author LJW Checked by A1 25/99 1 O

THE COPYRIGHT OF THIS DRAWING IS VESTED IN HAYWARD ARCHITECTS LTD.

REPRODUCTION IN ANY FORM, EITHER IN WHOLE OR IN PART IS FORBIDDEN WITHOUT THE PRIOR WRITTEN PERMISSION
OF THE COPYRIGHT HOLDER. DO NOT SCALE FROM DRAWING AND ONLY FIGURED DIMENSIONS ARE TO BE USED

Status

PLANNING




	Sheets
	10 - Built Footprint Comparison


