
Date 14th February 2023 

  

Development Management Services  Planning,   

North East Lincolnshire Council,  

New Oxford House, 2 George Street,   

Grimsby, North East Lincolnshire, DN31 1HB  

  

  

RE: Planning Application DM/1109/22/FUL  

(Pleasure Island)  

  

Sirs,  

I object to the above application on the grounds it is for retailing and residential use alone 
and not the leisure and tourism it purports to be.   

No seaside resort would consent to an application of this nature on prime foreshore real 
estate so close to the seafront and previously given to leisure usage.   

Moreover, this application contravenes existing development plans for the area and has 
public right of way issues. How this application has ever seen the light of day requires 
explanation.   

For consent to be given to this application a reversal of public policy by the authority is 
required. This would be unusual when this is a private initiative and not a public one 
sponsored by NELC.  

This application is for a fundamental change of use and lacks any commercial or 
developmental credibility. It is nothing more than a speculative exercise in Lidl's quest for 
expanding its estate and one of many such.   

Consent to this application will have far-reaching ramifications to existing and future 
applications and will set a planning precedent that will undermine the tourist economy of 
Cleethorpes.   

The reported agent for this application is Lichfield's. It appears most likely these are 
representing Lidl alone.   

Also mentioned is YPG Projex Ltd as architects which uses the business address of Ming 

not Ming Yeung.  

he choice of this site is wholly specious and 
unworthy of the reputable professionals I know them to be. The Ramsdens site cannot ever 



have been under serious consideration being so close to the Aldi merely yards away. Lidl 
does not go head-to-head with Aldi in locating real estate. The paucity of suitable sites for 
food retailing is long established in Cleethorpes  there are none, otherwise Cleethorpes 
would already have them.  

It is also curious Lidl are considering this site when the demographics of the catchment 
differs markedly from their other local stores. The Pleasure Island site is located in a more 

ily sit with their 
established customer base.  

It seems highly improbable this application is the consortium bid it portrays itself to be with 
 

The application is therefore presented as one when it is in effect two separate applications - 
one from Lidl to build a supermarket and another from a different party for consent to build 
residential units.  

This is supported by drawings for the Lidl store and retailing being produced by a company 
working for Lidl (SMR) while the remainder of the drawings (hotel, chalets, etc) are 

 

It appears Lidl has no involvement in aspects of this application other than the supermarket 
and this raises the issue of how this application is being funded if it is to materialise.   

The likelihood is that we have a development of a supermarket by Lidl through the purchase 
of the required land on this site from the other parties to this application.  

This is likely projected to fund the development of the residential units in this application.  

It appears any hotel, leisure unit, or other retail units mentioned in this application are only 
ever likely to be built using the same Lidl formula  they buy land from the other party to 
this application and construct themselves.   

The parties to this application (other than Lidl) appear only interested in residential 
development of this site. It also requires mentioning they appear insufficiently funded to 
complete a transaction of this reported size.   

This is very clearly an underhand application to build a supermarket on a site where consent 
would be refused by presenting this application as a leisure development along the lines of 

ot a tourist development.   

this linkage is a cause for concern as the Centre Parks company has no connection to this 
application.   

   
Centre Parcs are self-contained resorts offering accommodation and amenities for leisure 
and recreation. They command a much larger acreage than the Pleasure Island site. They are 
holidays offered on a package basis. The company operating these sites solicits its own 
tourist clientele.   

   



Aldi has already been warned off any development on the nearby Meridian Point site (which 
does not have food retail consent) and here we have yet another food retailing application 
on a prime foreshore site even closer to the seafront.   

Should consent be given to this application it is likely the Meridian Point development will 
submit an application along similar lines for food retailing. An opportunity then presents 
itself for Tesco to open another spoiler Express store (as it has with the Market Hotel site in 
Grimsby close to a Lidl store) to damage the economy of this proposed Lidl site.   

has witnessed tidal inundation in the past. The site is a known flood risk and unsuited to 
year-round occupation.   

It is also irresponsible for this application to include two lakes which torrential downpours 

locate.   

 

development.   

These are unlikely to be built in this number other than on the instalment plan  a few at a 
time for the reason their sale is likely to be required to fund further building. The eight-year 
construction cycle mentioned in the application endorses this view and is likely to be an 
understatement.    

I cite the ridiculously slow development of the residential transformation of the former Birds 
Eye factory on Ladysmith Road and the prolonged presence of eyesore hoardings (also 
reported to involve this applicant).   

It is preposterous a cycle hire facility is mentioned when the applicants should be aware 
residents are likely to be long term and vehicle users. It is utterly risible to include a two-
storey cycle hire facility. This is one of the many exaggerated claims this application makes 
and appears intent to influence tourist claims for the application when none exist.   

It is also instructive this number of units is very close to the number found on the Fitties.   

Their size is also preposterous  reported in the press as 10 or 8 berths (translated into 
English this would mean 4 or 5 bedrooms). This would relate to a community of more than 
two thousand inhabitants. Even with four residents per chalet the number is around 1000. 
This is a significant influx for local public services to carry, not least of which would be 
school places.   

Further press reports suggest the developer is seeking a sale price for each of these chalets 
of between £120k and £220k.   

This places this development in a higher price band than many residential properties in the 
surrounding area and at a far higher level than it is credible can be sustained on the basis of 
Cleethorpes tourism.   



The plots we are informed would be sold freehold. We would have owner occupied chalets 
with no apparent management of rental opportunity for tourist occupation (unlike the 
arrangements that exist at Thorpe Park).   

The application mentions provision for a management centre. This appears merely a 
distractor giving the impression this is a holiday park being actively operated. This is hardly 
likely when the chalets are offered freehold and the asking price most likely out of range of 
any tourist Cleethorpes has ever seen. This management centre appears unlikely ever to be 
built or required.   

This leaves open year-round usage by owner occupiers, notwithstanding any planning 
restriction limiting such occupation to a shorter period. If occupiers are paying council tax 
they are residents and not tourists.   

This application is not for a tourist park as claimed but for a housing estate by another 
name.   

Given the reported asking price purchasers are certain to use these chalets as their primary 
residence and not their secondary residence as a restricted consent for occupation would 
require.   

It is preposterous to claim chalets in this price range would attract the tourist or the investor 
offering tourist lets. Any letting of such units is likely to be to locals on the basis of year-
round occupancy.  

history in residential house building and renovations offered for sale only to be let due to a 
lack of buyers.   

The nature of any such letting also gives rise to concerns when good tenants are in short 
supply while the problematic abound. Should letting to local homeless occupy the site the 
tourist economy of the surrounding operators is likely to be damaged.   

It appears that part of the Pleasure Island site already has consent for caravans. However, a 
caravan (static or touring) is moveable whereas a chalet (or lodge) is fixed and is not. The 
two are separate and distinct and this application is seeking a fundamental change of use.   

Should consent be given for year-round occupation of residential development on this site it 
is almost certain similar consents will have to be given for both the Fitties and eventually 
Thorpe Park.   

Indeed, should these chalets be sold freehold and occupied as a primary residence it is 
certain a repeat of the Fitties debacle would follow and numerous planning applications for 
year-round occupation on adjacent tourist sites would follow.   

Should these be granted the materials used in this initial construction will likely change to 
more traditional bricks and mortar and a fully-fledged residential estate will develop to 
consume the surrounding tourist estate.   

Consent here would leave this site and the Fitties sandwiching both Thorpe Park and 
Pearl/Beachcomber sites.  



Should Thorpe Park caravans become owner occupied as a result of consent of this 
application there would be nothing for Bourne Leisure to offer tourists under their Haven 
brand. The likely sale of the site to a residential developer would surely follow.   

It should be noted both Thorpe Park and Pearl/Beachcomber are now owned by private 
equity investors and these often asset strip and sell on.  

Should this be for residential development Cleethorpes would cease to be a tourist 
destination by reason of having little or no accommodation for conventional stays. There is 
no such thing as a day visitor only seaside resort - all resorts depend on visitor 
accommodation.   

Of relevance to this application is another currently pending decision. This is reference 
DM/0778/22/FUL. This is for a new build on a vacant plot on the Fitties.   

The agent differs to this application as does the applicant who is a local estate agent. This 
application has met with a number of fierce objections. However, the applicant here (Adrian 
Smith) has publicly expressed interest in constructing new build properties on vacant land 
on the Fitties estate.   

There are further alarming parallels to be drawn with the Fitties experience.  

Chalet valuations have risen to levels previous thought unlikely. The Land Register appears 
to show one chalet with a valuation of £220k. Given the restricted occupancy of the site this 
is eyewatering. A few other chalets are close to the £200k mark and this is likely to be 
connected to a number of recent planning applications for demolition and rebuilding 
(despite the area being designated as Conservation).   

The difficulty here is explaining these high valuations in the absence of discernible excess 
demand forcing up prices. There are very few registry transactions on the Fitties estate.   

This leaves a number of open questions: Who are the buyers at these inflated valuations? 
Are these transactions contrived on the basis of cost of construction rather than market 
value determined by demand?   

A 148-bed hotel would the largest in the area. It is clearly intended for the business guest 
and unlikely to offer any advantage to the tourist industry on which Cleethorpes depends 
unless it markets to tour operators (the largest of which has recently failed) and this appears 
not to be the case. The claim is made that 318 full time jobs would be created in this aspect 
alone. This is entirely unsubstantiated.  

No operator of this hotel is named (and is likely to be difficult to find with a Premier Inn so 
close) and we are informed through the press that this hotel would serve the sub-contractor  
(who usually lodge on Isaacs Hill) and is hardly indicative of either an up-market 
establishment or of serving the tourist.   

It is unlikely ever to be built and only intended to disguise the true intent of the application 
which appears to be consent for a supermarket and residential development and nothing 
more. To compound matters this application seeks consent for a further 74 hotel beds in a 
second hotel.   



Their purpose appears to be to create a space in the proposal for later usage for further 
retailing. A likely application for a consent variation would follow and it is disturbing press 
reports already cite Home Bargains as an interested party. It is likely any garden centre 
mentioned in this application would solely consist of a shelf or two within the Home 
Bargains store.    

Should Home Bargains build on this cite it is likely to impact The Original Factory Shop on 
Meridian Point. The two do not usually go head-to-head as the Factory Shop generally seeks 
niche locations to avoid direct competition.   

The notion this hotel incorporates a casino is just ridiculous. The likelihood of Cleethorpes 
-

is one of the many distractors inserted into this application to improvise credibility were 
none exists.  

Costa Coffee is mentioned and a drive through facility established. This like many of the 
claims in this application appears unsubstantiated. It appears reasonable to assume the 

not the applicant. A Starbucks site is already in place at the nearby Meridian Point.  

Mention is made in the application of a food hall offering flexible space for pop-up food and 
drink operators. This is a circuitous and disingenuous disguising of indoor market stalls 
unlikely to generate substantial tourist revenues. It does not sit well with the hotels and the 

indoor market next to a hard discounting food retailer as Lidl is.   

Mention is made of a leisure unit. The accompanying statements indicate this is likely to be 
an amusement arcade. It is a further example of a distractor seemingly intended to 
persuade planners this is something other than what it actually is. It offers the tourist 
nothing and requires finding an operator.   

These glaring mismatches betray the woeful intellectual inadequacies of the entire 
application. Distractors abound clearly giving the impression this application is a tourist 
development when it very certainly is not.  

The claims for employment numbers are presented unsubstantiated and do not appear 
based on operator experience  other than Lidl no operator is named.  

The construction of the supermarket will carry short term opportunities, but there appears 
no likely development of the rest of this application without other parties funding and 
carrying out construction themselves. This leaves chalet construction which is likely to be 
small scale and offering few employment opportunities. This is likely to be where the eight-
year construction cycle is directed.   

Further specious claims are made on the value to the public purse this application would 
offer. There is no visible evidence of the basis for these claims and no mention of the likely 
outgoings the authority would incur. The scale of the residential development is likely to 
incur school places with residents using the development as a primary home and not a 
secondary home.   



It is illuminating this application has seemingly come from those with local connections.  

Seaside Getaways Ltd uses the Liverpool business address of Ming Yeung who is listed as a 
director along with Adrian Smith whose other business interests operate from local 
(NELincs) addresses. However, Ming Yeung appears not to have a financial interest in the 
company and is not listed as a shareholder at Companies House. The shareholders are listed 
as Adrian Smith and a Latvian national. This company appears to have no employees and its 
capital is £100. This is hardly sufficient funding for a project of this reported size (variously 
given as between 50 and 100 million, though now given without any substantiation as £65.9 
millions). It is also the case the company was subject to a compulsory striking off order at 
Companies House though this was later rescinded.   

YPG FAB 2 Ltd uses the same Liverpool address as Seaside Getaways Ltd. Ming Yeung is not 
listed at Companies House as a director of this company. Adrian Smith and the same Latvian 
national who are listed as shareholders in Seaside Getaways Ltd are directors. Two 
shareholders are listed at Companies House and these are Adrian Smith and a second 
Latvian national. This company has also been subject to a compulsory strike off order (later 
rescinded) and again appears insufficiently funded for a project of this reported size.   

project) appear to influence credibility for an application woefully flawed and unworthy of 
consideration.   

It also requires mentioning Mr Yeung's main business vehicle reportedly collapsed with 
debts around seven million pounds. It is impossible to imagine the source of funding for a 
project of this reported size.  

Furthermore, the public record appears to show the Pleasure Island site was acquired 
through the purchase of Dewarsavile Enterprises Ltd which was set up by the previous 
owner and which operated Pleasure Island. Initially ownership of this company was filed as 
Clearance Expert Ltd (another Adrian Smith owned company).   

The company is now showing the sole shareholder as Church Lane Humberston Ltd which is 
wholly controlled by Adrian Smith and which appears to have sustained financial losses 
shown in the last accounts.   

This application therefore appears to come from Lidl and one other party which appears to 
be Adrian Smith. This hardly constitutes a consortium.   

Additionally, using the names of prominent national businesses as prospective tenants (as 
the applicant reportedly has) in support of this application appears misleading.   

It is likely the applicant does not have any firm undertaking from any of the firms so 
mentioned that commit to this proposal without the consent this application seeks.  

Public statements from the applicants claim the Pleasure Island site was purchased for a low 
six figure sum.  

It is more likely to be a considerably lower figure as the site was extensively asset stripped 
by the previous owner and there would surely be a need to eliminate any continuing 



also lacked planning consent other than for tourism. Had retail consent for this site been 
thought feasible it would surely have been submitted by the previous owner.   

It should be noted there is no public evidence the previous owner made sufficient efforts to 
dispose of the business as a going concern.  

Also conspicuous by its absence is public evidence of any NELC intervention unlike in 2010 
when a sudden closure of the site incurred a NELC response.    

-figure bracket 
without any work being done by the applicant.  

Such a lucrative windfall would be accompanied by an even larger return should the 
proposed residential chalets be sold at the prices announced.   

In addition, it appears much of the remaining site would be sold to other parties rather than 
developed by the applicant further adding to this lucrative windfall and without requiring 
substantial applicant funding.  

The present eyesore status of the site is indicative of known developer stratagems whereby 
a site is left to fall into decay in the hope planners will grant any consent just to remove the 
eyesore. It is pertinent to point out other authorities might well have issued an enforcement 
order by now to clean up the site.   

Yet another stratagem of developers is to obtain consent of any kind only to later seek a 
variation resulting in a markedly different project to the original.      

The applicant offers in support a public response consultation report. This is clearly highly 
unscientific in nature, selective in presentation, and offers no explanation of how solicited 
responses were filtered out. It was also conducted in a far too short a window with not 
enough publicity and on a very small sample unlikely to be representative. This is not 
independent of the applicants.   

Since the public release of notice of this application further responses in support of this 
application can be found on the NELC Planning Portal.  

These positive conclusions for the application conflict with the negative public responses 
published locally in the press and this requires explanation. In the light of the brevity of 
some of the supportive comments on the Planning Portal their probity is open to question. 
This is indicative of a concerted attempt to influence public responses in the applicants 
favour and requires both investigation and explanation. It raises the possibility such 
comments were solicited and not independently offered.  

The applicant also offers a market survey update in support. This was commissioned by the 
applicant and is also not independent of them. It uncritically accepts the premise that the 
Pleasure Island site was closed due to falling revenues. This was the justification offered by 
the previous site owner and which conflicts with earlier press statements that in the 
previous year or so business had been good enough for a healthy bank balance to be held. It 
takes no account of what can only be described as the eccentric management of the 



previous owner when closing the site with summary dismissal of all staff on the grounds a 
change of ownership arrangements was taking place in the family. The only conclusion to be 
drawn from the site closure is the previous eccentricity continued with an asset strip in 
preference to sale as a going concern.   

It is therefore highly contentious for this market update to claim no other operator could be 
found for the site when clearly it would require substantial investment after the asset strip 
and all this in a market where the hospitality sector was under strain due to lockdowns and 
price inflation.  

This application is merely a cynical attempt by Lidl to obtain consent of a highly contentious 
nature, on a site never given to retail development, by reason of disguising their true intent 
with an implausible scheme lacking credible partners.   

The gross implausibility of this application renders it highly unlikely any hotel, or structure 
other than residential chalets and further retail units, will ever be developed leaving open a 
massive house building undertaking on prime foreshore real estate.   

It is astonishing a company of Lidl's standing should be party to this when it is seemingly the 
work of one individual whose public business record appears to show is insufficiently funded 
for a scheme of this dimension and seemingly has no previous experience of this nature. 
They should not be lining the pockets of one individual with a get rich quick scheme that 
would damage Cleethorpes tourism should this site be lost to it.   

Recent press postings by the public raise troubling, though unsubstantiated, matters of a 
business nature outside the remit of planning control and adding to the controversial nature 

 

I repeat, no seaside resort would grant consent of this nature on such an important site for 
tourism on which the resort's economy depends.  

The Pleasure Island site is prime foreshore real estate and always offered an amenity to 
attract, amuse, and entertain the tourist to the resort. This application does none of this.   

This application is for a private initiative, yet consent requires a change of public policy 
which can only be with the consent of the political leadership at NELC.  

The question has to be whether NELC place the public interest above private and 
commercial interest.  

The decision on this application will be seen by Cleethorpes residents as a monumental 
statement by the authority of its commitment to the town as a civic entity and its status as a 
tourist destination and seaside economy.   

The domino effect is all too evident should consent for this application be given.   

I object to this application as a member of the public. It should be refused consent and 
dismissed out of hand.   

  

  



Gerry Walker 

58 Elliston Street  

Cleethorpes 

DN35 7HU.  

  

  

  















I object to the amended plans submitted January 2025 in relation to the Pleasure 
Island application (Ref: DM/1109/22/FUL) on the following grounds: 
  
This is not just another decision to be made, for the application contravenes existing 
policy. Consent here would grant food retailing which is already denied on the 
adjacent Meridian Point site.   
  
Neither is this application about flood risk alone.  
  
This is an application where consent would set a precedent with far reaching 
ramifications for Cleethorpes tourism and further planning control.  
  

1. This application is for two separate proposed developments and not the 
single development it purports to be. Lidl appears not to be funding the 
entire development  only their own store and associated retailing. It is 
opportunistic for Lidl to attempt to gain planning consent by the device of 
using another development for a site where their own application alone 
would be unlikely to succeed.   

2. This application describes a tourist holiday park which is a gross 
misrepresentation to disguise the fact this is a residential development in 
every respect. The developer proposes to sell the freehold of each unit at 
prices that preclude other than owner-occupation that would be all year-
round (notwithstanding, and in violation of, any planning constraints).  

3. The Kings Road (Pleasure Island) site is unsuited to retail development. On 
the opposite side of the road the Meridian Point development has seen the 

original rationale of the development. Despite this store's rebirth under 
another name, 
unit. This retailer seeks niche locations that are unopposed and is likely to 

store be developed nearby.  
4. It is likely that Tesco (who have already made submissions in respect of this 

application) would seek to oppose any Lidl development on the Pleasure 
Island site. They have previously opposed the Lidl store on Cromwell Road 
Grimsby by siting an Express (convenience store) at the former Market Hotel. 
The Meridian Point site having a vacant unit that would be large enough for a 
mid-sized store (not convenience) is likely to attract Tesco. (Should any mid-
sized Tesco store be located next door it is likely to sell clothing in 
competition with Meridian Labels). It is also the case that any Lidl store on 
Kings Road together with a larger Tesco at Meridian Point is likely to impact 
the Hardy's Road retailing which serves the same catchment. The 
convenience store in Hardy's Road is likely to be impacted and this also hosts 
a post office the community cannot afford to lose. Meridian Point does not 
appear to have consent for food retailing, though any such application denied 
consent is likely to succeed on appeal should Lidl be permitted to open on 
the Pleasure Island site.  



5. Any restricted consents (should this application succeed) on the extent of 
annual occupancy for the residential part of this application is likely to be 
subject to a future application for a variation. Should any application for 
variation to extend the occupancy to year-round be denied it is likely to 
succeed on appeal when part of the site already has consent for year-round 
occupancy (though not for permanent fixtures as chalets are).  

6. The ramifications for this application being given consent are far reaching. It 
is likely that Fitties tenants would seek all-year occupancy if this is given to 
the Pleasure Island site. Furthermore, the likely domino effect might extend 
to Thorpe Park (now Haven Cleethorpes Beach) and the adjacent 
Beachcomber (now Pearl Cleethorpes). Both are now owned by private 
equity interests who generally seek to sell on and leverage asset value. 
Should the Pleasure Island site have year-round residential consent it is likely 
both these tourist parks will seek similar. This is likely to ultimately lead to 
the whole of the tourist accommodation offer that Cleethorpes has being lost 
to full scale residential development. Blackstone (the US owner of Bourne 
Leisure/Thorpe Park) has already sold the freeholds of the three Butlins sites 
to institutional investors before disposing of the remainder of that operation 
to a third party. Should the freeholds of the Haven and Pearl sites be 
disposed of in this same manner it is highly likely they would interest a future 
residential developer.  

  
This is an application for a fundamental change of use. 
  
Consent for year-round occupancy is residential development when chalets are sold 
freehold for prices between £120-220k, (as reported). It is highly unlikely these 
chalets will be occupied other than as an only (primary) residence and not as a 
second home and holiday home as this application claims.  
 
Where residents each pay council tax the whole site cannot be considered a business 
proposition as a holiday park for tourists.  
 
With owner-occupation is likely to come a public services demand and none of this 
has been factored into this application.  
 
The number of chalets is similar to the Fitties and might easily give rise to a 
population increase in the range of one thousand or more. Signhills school would 
serve this catchment and is already oversubscribed to consider just one element this 
application involves.  
  
This application is about one issue alone  the setting of a precedent for year-round 
and therefore residential occupation of a prime tourist location and damage to the 
seaside economy of Cleethorpes.  
 
I object to this application in its entirety.  
  
 Gerry Walker 
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the co-location of the two retailers may be beneficial from a trading perspective, there is 
no reliance or functional relationship which would mean that disaggregating the Lidl store 

redevelopment of the former Pleasure Island site, it is unlikely that the scheme would be 

 

Telford and Wrekin & Anor v SOS 

 
 

around 2.6 km walking distance 
from the defined PSF within Cleethorpes Town Centre and 1 km from the nearest Local 
Centre  



here 
planning applications come forward on sites allocated in the development plan through the 
sequential test, applicants need not apply the sequential test again

a sequential test has not already been done for a development of the 
type you plan to carry out on your proposed site

the exception test may need to be reapplied if 
relevant aspects of the proposal had not been considered when the test was applied at the 
plan-making stage, or if more recent information about existing or potential flood risk should 
be taken into account



Planning policies and decisions should 
contribute to and enhance the natural and local environment by  minimising impacts on 
and providing net gains for biodiversity
 



plan unless 











































































































































































CComments for Planning Application DM/1109/22/FUL

Application Summary
Application Number: DM/1109/22/FUL
Address: Former Pleasure Island Theme Park Kings Road Cleethorpes North East Lincolnshire
DN35 0PL
Proposal: Demolition and removal of all existing buildings and structures on site, alteration to
existing access from Kings Road and formation of new points of access from Kings Road,
installation of hardstanding bases to accommodate up to 272 holiday lodges with associated
parking, access roads, servicing, hard and soft landscaping (including creation of outdoor activity
space), replacement bridge over buck beck and erection of ancillary holiday resort buildings,
erection of 2 x hotels, restaurants and cafes, a leisure unit (size increased), 2 x retail units (one
with garden centre) and drive thru coffee unit all with car parking, access roads, servicing areas,
hard and soft landscaping and use of the existing lake for fishing with associated erection of angler
hub (see cover letter Jan 25 for detailed breakdown). Amended Information June 25 - Retail and
Leisure Study, Sequential Test, FRA, NPPF Note. Amended Plans for Coffee Unit Feb 26 and
Amended HRA March 26
Case Officer: Cheryl Jarvis

Customer Details
Name: Mrs Helen Smith
Address: 10 Fairway Court Cleethorpes DN35 0NN

Comment Details
Commenter Type: Member of the Public
Stance: Customer made comments neither objecting to or supporting the Planning Application
Comment Reasons:
Comment:Whilst I think this is a great opportunity for this area I am concerned that we will lose the
pathway between North Sea Lane and Anthony's Bank. This is a lovely route with an abundance
of wildlife and foliage. I use this daily and hope it can be retained.
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CComments for Planning Application DM/1109/22/FUL

Application Summary
Application Number: DM/1109/22/FUL
Address: Former Pleasure Island Theme Park Kings Road Cleethorpes North East Lincolnshire
DN35 0PL
Proposal: Demolition and removal of all existing buildings and structures on site, alteration to
existing access from Kings Road and formation of new points of access from Kings Road and
Meridian Road, installation of hardstanding bases to accommodate up to 272 holiday lodges with
associated parking, access roads, servicing, hard and soft landscaping and erection of ancillary
holiday resort buildings; erection of 2 x hotels, restaurants and cafes, a leisure unit, 2 x retail units
(one with garden centre) and drive thru coffee unit all with car parking, access roads, servicing
areas, hard and soft landscaping; and use of the existing lake for fishing
Case Officer: Cheryl Jarvis

Customer Details
Name:  Jim Wright
Address: 27 Parker Street Cleethorpes

Comment Details
Commenter Type: Member of the Public
Stance: Customer made comments neither objecting to or supporting the Planning Application
Comment Reasons:
Comment:Assuming this application is to be determined by the planning committee rather than by
delegation to the case officer, might a site visit by committee members be helpful in advance of
the debate and decision?







CComments for Planning Application DM/1109/22/FUL

Application Summary
Application Number: DM/1109/22/FUL
Address: Former Pleasure Island Theme Park Kings Road Cleethorpes North East Lincolnshire
DN35 0PL
Proposal: Demolition and removal of all existing buildings and structures on site, alteration to
existing access from Kings Road and formation of new points of access from Kings Road and
Meridian Road, installation of hardstanding bases to accommodate up to 272 holiday lodges with
associated parking, access roads, servicing, hard and soft landscaping and erection of ancillary
holiday resort buildings; erection of 2 x hotels, restaurants and cafes, a leisure unit, 2 x retail units
(one with garden centre) and drive thru coffee unit all with car parking, access roads, servicing
areas, hard and soft landscaping; and use of the existing lake for fishing
Case Officer: Cheryl Jarvis

Customer Details
Name: Mr Jim Wright
Address: 27a Parker Street Cleethorpes

Comment Details
Commenter Type: Member of the Public
Stance: Customer made comments neither objecting to or supporting the Planning Application
Comment Reasons:
Comment:Please save the trees,

Please.



CComments for Planning Application DM/1109/22/FUL

Application Summary
Application Number: DM/1109/22/FUL
Address: Former Pleasure Island Theme Park Kings Road Cleethorpes North East Lincolnshire
DN35 0PL
Proposal: Demolition and removal of all existing buildings and structures on site, alteration to
existing access from Kings Road and formation of new points of access from Kings Road,
installation of hardstanding bases to accommodate up to 272 holiday lodges with associated
parking, access roads, servicing, hard and soft landscaping and erection of ancillary holiday resort
buildings; erection of 2 x hotels, restaurants and cafes, a leisure unit, 2 x retail units (one with
garden centre) and drive thru coffee unit all with car parking, access roads, servicing areas, hard
and soft landscaping; and use of the existing lake for fishing (Amended Plans September 2023
with increased floor area to retail unit, removal of access from Meridian Road, replacement bridge
to buck beck and amended site levels)
Case Officer: Cheryl Jarvis

Customer Details
Name: Mr Jim Wright
Address: 27a Parker Street Cleethorpes Cleethorpes

Comment Details
Commenter Type: Amenity Group
Stance: Customer made comments neither objecting to or supporting the Planning Application
Comment Reasons:
Comment:
The ornithology surveys are now likely to be out of date and probably need to be revised.

Since the original ones were completed, the site has become increasingly wildlife-friendly, with
several new bird species almost certainly present.

Of most significance is the likely breeding presence of cuckoos.

As last year, a male bird has established a territory at Pleasure Island and can be heard calling
daily in the tall trees during May and early June.

Cuckoos typically target reed warblers to lay their eggs, and the latter is a species that breeds in



the reedbed of the on-site lake.

As the plan stands, the reeds will be cleared to accommodate anglers, so reed warblers will be
lost to the site - and hence cuckoos, too, will be lost.

The loss of reed warblers would be a disappointment, but not a calamity - there are other sites in
North East Lincolnshire where it breeds.

The loss of cuckoos would be devastating because this is almost certainly the last breeding site in
Cleethorpes - with possibly only one or two other sites (at best) elsewhere in the borough.

The cuckoo is an icon summer species - it is NEL's equivalent of the ospreys at Loch Garten or
the puffins at Bempton in Yorkshire.

The agent for the applicants claim that "nesting opportunities" will be created, but how do you
create a nesting opportunity for a bird that does not make a nest?

There is nothing in the mitigation to safeguard either the reed warblers or, crucially, the cuckoos.



CComments for Planning Application DM/1109/22/FUL

Application Summary
Application Number: DM/1109/22/FUL
Address: Former Pleasure Island Theme Park Kings Road Cleethorpes North East Lincolnshire
DN35 0PL
Proposal: Amended Plans and Description for demolition and removal of all existing buildings and
structures on site, alteration to existing access from Kings Road and formation of new points of
access from Kings Road, installation of hardstanding bases to accommodate up to 272 holiday
lodges with associated parking, access roads, servicing, hard and soft landscaping (including
creation of outdoor activity space) and erection of ancillary holiday resort buildings, erection of 2 x
hotels, restaurants and cafes, a leisure unit, 2 x retail units (one with garden centre) and drive thru
coffee unit all with car parking, access roads, servicing areas, hard and soft landscaping and use
of the existing lake for fishing with associated erection of angler hub (see cover letter for detailed
breakdown).
Case Officer: Cheryl Jarvis

Customer Details
Name: Mr J Wright
Address: 27a Parker Street CLEETHORPES DN35 8TH

Comment Details
Commenter Type: Member of the Public
Stance: Customer made comments neither objecting to or supporting the Planning Application
Comment Reasons:
Comment:Given that the paved footpath between the Premier Inn and Cleethorpes Country Park
would be on a different site, should it not be subject a separate planning application?



CComments for Planning Application DM/1109/22/FUL

Application Summary
Application Number: DM/1109/22/FUL
Address: Former Pleasure Island Theme Park Kings Road Cleethorpes North East Lincolnshire
DN35 0PL
Proposal: Amended Plans and Description for demolition and removal of all existing buildings and
structures on site, alteration to existing access from Kings Road and formation of new points of
access from Kings Road, installation of hardstanding bases to accommodate up to 272 holiday
lodges with associated parking, access roads, servicing, hard and soft landscaping (including
creation of outdoor activity space) and erection of ancillary holiday resort buildings, erection of 2 x
hotels, restaurants and cafes, a leisure unit, 2 x retail units (one with garden centre) and drive thru
coffee unit all with car parking, access roads, servicing areas, hard and soft landscaping and use
of the existing lake for fishing with associated erection of angler hub (see cover letter for detailed
breakdown).
Case Officer: Cheryl Jarvis

Customer Details
Name:  J. Wright
Address: 27a Parker Street Cleethorpes DN35 8TH

Comment Details
Commenter Type: Member of the Public
Stance: Customer made comments neither objecting to or supporting the Planning Application
Comment Reasons:
Comment:The most recent bat survey states (4.8) that "the buildings are of limited suitability for
the bats to remain over the wintering hibernation period".

There is no evidence to substantiate this claim. If the buildings support roosts in summer, they will
also support them in winter.

With loss of habitat and declining numbers of flying insects, bats have become scarce to extinct in
most wards of the borough, so Pleasure Island represents a Cleethorpes 'stronghold', especially
as it is home to at least four different species.

Bats enjoy a high degree of legal protection.

It is imperative that, in advance of the application being determined, the developer describes in
precise detail how it intends to ensure those at Pleasure Island are safeguarded.



CComments for Planning Application DM/1109/22/FUL

Application Summary
Application Number: DM/1109/22/FUL
Address: Former Pleasure Island Theme Park Kings Road Cleethorpes North East Lincolnshire
DN35 0PL
Proposal: Amended Plans and Description for demolition and removal of all existing buildings and
structures on site, alteration to existing access from Kings Road and formation of new points of
access from Kings Road, installation of hardstanding bases to accommodate up to 272 holiday
lodges with associated parking, access roads, servicing, hard and soft landscaping (including
creation of outdoor activity space) and erection of ancillary holiday resort buildings, erection of 2 x
hotels, restaurants and cafes, a leisure unit, 2 x retail units (one with garden centre) and drive thru
coffee unit all with car parking, access roads, servicing areas, hard and soft landscaping and use
of the existing lake for fishing with associated erection of angler hub (see cover letter for detailed
breakdown).
Case Officer: Cheryl Jarvis

Customer Details
Name: Mr J Wright
Address: 27a Parker Street Cleethorpes DN35 8TH

Comment Details
Commenter Type: Member of the Public
Stance: Customer made comments neither objecting to or supporting the Planning Application
Comment Reasons:
Comment:The data from the September 2024 survey confirms the extreme importance of the
buildings and many of the trees to bats.

It states: "Numerous bat roosting opportunities are present within the site, associated with former
theme park buildings (23) and potentially the more mature trees, particularly those present on the
southern boundary of the former park."

What then has persuaded the applicant's consultancy to make this apparently contradictory
statement: "No impacts on sites designated for bats are predicted from the development."

How can this be the case when all the buildings and trees have ben earmarked for removal?

For bats, the impact would be devastating.

The report prompts the inevitable question: what would happen to all these bats if they were to be
displaced? At a time where habitat is being lost by the day, where would they go? Or would they



simply be allowed to perish?

Is there any proposal to build a structure to which they could relocate? If so, it is not included in
the application.

If no acceptable proposal is forthcoming, I would oppose this application.

The consultancy's description of the colony as being of 'parish' value seeks to minimise their
value.

Whatever their status elsewhere in Britain, bats - including pipistrelles - are scarce and declining in
Cleethorpes.

This is our parish and we have a right and a responsibility to insist that biodiversity is safeguarded.

The bats are emphatically of value. They need to be cherished, not sacrificed to the whims of a
development consortium.



CComments for Planning Application DM/1109/22/FUL

Application Summary
Application Number: DM/1109/22/FUL
Address: Former Pleasure Island Theme Park Kings Road Cleethorpes North East Lincolnshire
DN35 0PL
Proposal: Demolition and removal of all existing buildings and structures on site, alteration to
existing access from Kings Road and formation of new points of access from Kings Road,
installation of hardstanding bases to accommodate up to 272 holiday lodges with associated
parking, access roads, servicing, hard and soft landscaping and erection of ancillary holiday resort
buildings; erection of 2 x hotels, restaurants and cafes, a leisure unit, 2 x retail units (one with
garden centre) and drive thru coffee unit all with car parking, access roads, servicing areas, hard
and soft landscaping; and use of the existing lake for fishing (Amended Plans September 2023
with increased floor area to retail unit, removal of access from Meridian Road, replacement bridge
to buck beck and amended site levels)
Case Officer: Cheryl Jarvis

Customer Details
Name: Mr Jim Wright
Address: 27a Parker Street Cleethorpes Cleethorpes

Comment Details
Commenter Type: Member of the Public
Stance: Customer made comments neither objecting to or supporting the Planning Application
Comment Reasons:
Comment:
From report to NELC Cabinet December 20, 2023:

" TP1 Healthy trees and woodlands will be protected, retained and managed to ensure healthy
growth, development and species diversity.

"No tree will be felled or pruned without good reason as set out in our Tree Management
Guidelines."

From NELC press release December 20, 2023:

"The value of trees cannot be underestimated. They reduce flooding by taking in water, create
habitats for nature, make us feel better, clean our air by absorbing toxins, and reduce carbon
dioxide. Planting and caring for our trees can only be a good thing for North East Lincolnshire.

"It is hoped that the Tree Strategy will support and encourage private landowners to care for their



own trees, and increase the number of trees on their land.

"With the national average for tree canopy coverage at 15.8% and North East Lincolnshire below
the national average with recommendations to achieve a minimum of 15%, it is vital that work
continues to deliver a tree population that will benefit all people who work and live here."



CComments for Planning Application DM/1109/22/FUL

Application Summary
Application Number: DM/1109/22/FUL
Address: Former Pleasure Island Theme Park Kings Road Cleethorpes North East Lincolnshire
DN35 0PL
Proposal: Demolition and removal of all existing buildings and structures on site, alteration to
existing access from Kings Road and formation of new points of access from Kings Road and
Meridian Road, installation of hardstanding bases to accommodate up to 272 holiday lodges with
associated parking, access roads, servicing, hard and soft landscaping and erection of ancillary
holiday resort buildings; erection of 2 x hotels, restaurants and cafes, a leisure unit, 2 x retail units
(one with garden centre) and drive thru coffee unit all with car parking, access roads, servicing
areas, hard and soft landscaping; and use of the existing lake for fishing
Case Officer: Cheryl Jarvis

Customer Details
Name:  J Wright
Address: 27a Parker Street Cleethorpes

Comment Details
Commenter Type: Member of the Public
Stance: Customer made comments neither objecting to or supporting the Planning Application
Comment Reasons:
Comment:

Please can I request that the comments of NELC's highways department and NELC's ecology
officer are now included in the List of Documents?

For the sake of transparency, they should be posted in advance of a decision being made by
either the case officer, under delegated powers, or the planning committee.



CComments for Planning Application DM/1109/22/FUL

Application Summary
Application Number: DM/1109/22/FUL
Address: Former Pleasure Island Theme Park Kings Road Cleethorpes North East Lincolnshire
DN35 0PL
Proposal: Demolition and removal of all existing buildings and structures on site, alteration to
existing access from Kings Road and formation of new points of access from Kings Road and
Meridian Road, installation of hardstanding bases to accommodate up to 272 holiday lodges with
associated parking, access roads, servicing, hard and soft landscaping and erection of ancillary
holiday resort buildings; erection of 2 x hotels, restaurants and cafes, a leisure unit, 2 x retail units
(one with garden centre) and drive thru coffee unit all with car parking, access roads, servicing
areas, hard and soft landscaping; and use of the existing lake for fishing
Case Officer: Cheryl Jarvis

Customer Details
Name: Mr Jim Wright
Address: 27a Parker Street Cleethorpes Cleethorpes

Comment Details
Commenter Type: Member of the Public
Stance: Customer made comments neither objecting to or supporting the Planning Application
Comment Reasons:
Comment:
The ecologist's report identifies 58 bird species as having been recorded during recent summer
surveys of the site.

Almost all of these are dependent for feeding/roosting/nesting/cover on the mature trees and
shrubs - more than 100 of which are earmarked by the applicant for removal.

To the list of summer bird species can be added up to 10 more which will have gone unrecorded
because they are winter-only visitors.

If the trees/shrubs are removed, yet another precious North East Lincolnshire habitat for these
birds will be destroyed.

As a consequence, almost 70 species, including the foreshore's last remaining breeding
nuthatches and goldcrests, risk being lost from the site - almost certainly forever.

Assuming they can be implemented (and enforced), I therefore support the recommendations of
NELC's trees officer for rigorous planning conditions which might at least part-safeguard the site's



parkland heritage.

May I also request imposition of a further condition prohibiting any entire clearance of the
tree/shrubs before individual phases of the proposed development begin.

It would surely be remiss to allow the whole site to be totally laid waste even before any
construction works are required.



CComments for Planning Application DM/1109/22/FUL

Application Summary
Application Number: DM/1109/22/FUL
Address: Former Pleasure Island Theme Park Kings Road Cleethorpes North East Lincolnshire
DN35 0PL
Proposal: Demolition and removal of all existing buildings and structures on site, alteration to
existing access from Kings Road and formation of new points of access from Kings Road,
installation of hardstanding bases to accommodate up to 272 holiday lodges with associated
parking, access roads, servicing, hard and soft landscaping and erection of ancillary holiday resort
buildings; erection of 2 x hotels, restaurants and cafes, a leisure unit, 2 x retail units (one with
garden centre) and drive thru coffee unit all with car parking, access roads, servicing areas, hard
and soft landscaping; and use of the existing lake for fishing (Amended Plans September 2023
with increased floor area to retail unit, removal of access from Meridian Road, replacement bridge
to buck beck and amended site levels)
Case Officer: Cheryl Jarvis

Customer Details
Name: Mr Jamie Rennie
Address: 23 Uplands Road Leicester LE2 6PB

Comment Details
Commenter Type: Member of the Public
Stance: Customer made comments neither objecting to or supporting the Planning Application
Comment Reasons:
Comment:I have looked at the plans and I approve of the applications - however - I disapprove of
the lodges. The reason behind the disapproval is Cleethorpes don't need another set of lodges
when there is Cleethorpes Beach Holiday Park (formally Thorpe Park Holiday Centre) right next
door. I don't want Haven Holidays to be affected by these plans. Like I say, I approve but don't
approve of the lodges.



CComments for Planning Application DM/1109/22/FUL

Application Summary
Application Number: DM/1109/22/FUL
Address: Former Pleasure Island Theme Park Kings Road Cleethorpes North East Lincolnshire
DN35 0PL
Proposal: Demolition and removal of all existing buildings and structures on site, alteration to
existing access from Kings Road and formation of new points of access from Kings Road,
installation of hardstanding bases to accommodate up to 272 holiday lodges with associated
parking, access roads, servicing, hard and soft landscaping and erection of ancillary holiday resort
buildings; erection of 2 x hotels, restaurants and cafes, a leisure unit, 2 x retail units (one with
garden centre) and drive thru coffee unit all with car parking, access roads, servicing areas, hard
and soft landscaping; and use of the existing lake for fishing (Amended Plans September 2023
with increased floor area to retail unit, removal of access from Meridian Road, replacement bridge
to buck beck and amended site levels)
Case Officer: Cheryl Jarvis

Customer Details
Name: Mr Wayne SevenKurz 
Address: 67 Colin Ave Grimsby

Comment Details
Commenter Type: Member of the Public
Stance: Customer made comments neither objecting to or supporting the Planning Application
Comment Reasons:
Comment:I Broadly support this application however would like the following points considered 1.
Access to Meridian point appears to be degraded on the plans as a consequence of a narrowing
of the access Rd. I note removable bollards to allow the proposed site users or owners separate
access, this is a popular car park currently well used by the public, why should access be reduced
and or secondary access be controlled by a private party?
2. I note that there appears to be insufficient disabled car parking bays for example six in a car
park of 76 for Lidl. We have an aging population more bays should be considered in all car parking
areas.
3. The height of the proposed fencing for the garden centre will be aesthetically challenging in an
area that should be attractive.
4. Eight years to complete seems an unduly lengthy amount of time.
5. There appears to be no condition to securely maintain the site during construction against
trespass and even occupation by unauthorised persons.
6. There should be a condition imposed ensure these are used for holiday makers and to disallow
permanent (all year round) residency
Thank you.



CComments for Planning Application DM/1109/22/FUL

Application Summary
Application Number: DM/1109/22/FUL
Address: Former Pleasure Island Theme Park Kings Road Cleethorpes North East Lincolnshire
DN35 0PL
Proposal: Demolition and removal of all existing buildings and structures on site, alteration to
existing access from Kings Road and formation of new points of access from Kings Road and
Meridian Road, installation of hardstanding bases to accommodate up to 272 holiday lodges with
associated parking, access roads, servicing, hard and soft landscaping and erection of ancillary
holiday resort buildings; erection of 2 x hotels, restaurants and cafes, a leisure unit, 2 x retail units
(one with garden centre) and drive thru coffee unit all with car parking, access roads, servicing
areas, hard and soft landscaping; and use of the existing lake for fishing
Case Officer: Cheryl Jarvis

Customer Details
Name: Miss Lorraine Mills
Address: La Corbiere Lock road North cotes

Comment Details
Commenter Type: Member of the Public
Stance: Customer made comments neither objecting to or supporting the Planning Application
Comment Reasons:
Comment:This site is crying out for development but it doesnt seem too have anything for children
off any age really or adults for that matter.
Cleethorpes needs entertainment indoor and outdoor too attract families too want too come and
have a holiday . A casino doesn't really do it.
More lodges more fishing pools . Still nothing too keep families wanting too stay there .
Small theme park may have been a better addition



CComments for Planning Application DM/1109/22/FUL

Application Summary
Application Number: DM/1109/22/FUL
Address: Former Pleasure Island Theme Park Kings Road Cleethorpes North East Lincolnshire
DN35 0PL
Proposal: Demolition and removal of all existing buildings and structures on site, alteration to
existing access from Kings Road and formation of new points of access from Kings Road and
Meridian Road, installation of hardstanding bases to accommodate up to 272 holiday lodges with
associated parking, access roads, servicing, hard and soft landscaping and erection of ancillary
holiday resort buildings; erection of 2 x hotels, restaurants and cafes, a leisure unit, 2 x retail units
(one with garden centre) and drive thru coffee unit all with car parking, access roads, servicing
areas, hard and soft landscaping; and use of the existing lake for fishing
Case Officer: Cheryl Jarvis

Customer Details
Name: Mrs Mary  Peel 
Address: 33 , Johnson Street Cleethorpes

Comment Details
Commenter Type: Member of the Public
Stance: Customer made comments neither objecting to or supporting the Planning Application
Comment Reasons:
Comment:But no all year round campsite for caravans & campetvans.
I do agree with the chalets.
But the land behind you it's like a campervans campsite during the summer.



CComments for Planning Application DM/1109/22/FUL

Application Summary
Application Number: DM/1109/22/FUL
Address: Former Pleasure Island Theme Park Kings Road Cleethorpes North East Lincolnshire
DN35 0PL
Proposal: Demolition and removal of all existing buildings and structures on site, alteration to
existing access from Kings Road and formation of new points of access from Kings Road and
Meridian Road, installation of hardstanding bases to accommodate up to 272 holiday lodges with
associated parking, access roads, servicing, hard and soft landscaping and erection of ancillary
holiday resort buildings; erection of 2 x hotels, restaurants and cafes, a leisure unit, 2 x retail units
(one with garden centre) and drive thru coffee unit all with car parking, access roads, servicing
areas, hard and soft landscaping; and use of the existing lake for fishing
Case Officer: Cheryl Jarvis

Customer Details
Name: Mrs Sarah  fletcher
Address: 38 Humberston Fitties Humberston Grimsby

Comment Details
Commenter Type: Neighbour
Stance: Customer made comments neither objecting to or supporting the Planning Application
Comment Reasons:
Comment:The land at the moment is an eyesore and needs improvement. My concerns are for
access .



CComments for Planning Application DM/1109/22/FUL

Application Summary
Application Number: DM/1109/22/FUL
Address: Former Pleasure Island Theme Park Kings Road Cleethorpes North East Lincolnshire
DN35 0PL
Proposal: Demolition and removal of all existing buildings and structures on site, alteration to
existing access from Kings Road and formation of new points of access from Kings Road and
Meridian Road, installation of hardstanding bases to accommodate up to 272 holiday lodges with
associated parking, access roads, servicing, hard and soft landscaping and erection of ancillary
holiday resort buildings; erection of 2 x hotels, restaurants and cafes, a leisure unit, 2 x retail units
(one with garden centre) and drive thru coffee unit all with car parking, access roads, servicing
areas, hard and soft landscaping; and use of the existing lake for fishing
Case Officer: Cheryl Jarvis

Customer Details
Name: Mr David Rear
Address: 70 Marlborough wat Cleethorpes Cleethorpes

Comment Details
Commenter Type: Member of the Public
Stance: Customer made comments neither objecting to or supporting the Planning Application
Comment Reasons:
Comment:My concern is my uncertainty of YPGs ability to follow through on their part following
their previous history of bankruptcy and missing deadlines on local projects.
I hope they don't become detrimental to the project, cost the council / tax payer ££ and have been
vetted accordingly
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