APPENDIX B — PLAN COMPARISION (BETWEEN PREVIOUSLY REFUSED SCHEME)
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Figure 1 - Refused elevations (190522)
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Figure 2 - Current Proposal (191915)
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Figure 3 - Refused Site Plan (191915)
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Figure 4 - Proposed Site Plan (191915)
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Figure 5 - Refused Floor Plans (190522)
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Figure 6 - Proposed Floor Plans (191915)



