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| The Principal

acycled O 22477

Lancaster & Morecambe College
Morecambe Road

LANCASTER

LA12TY

Dear Sir,

000

. O
LGICCG@ ;;l

County Cuunci

(01772) 533860
(01772) 533550

martyn.ellis@property. lancscc.gov.uk

Your ref
Our ref PG/UE/UME/GEN
Date 19 November 2004

LANCASTER & MORECAMBE COLLEGE MORECAMBE ROAD LANCASTER

COMPLETION OF THE HEYSHAM TO M6 LINK

I write further to recent correspondence relating to the proposed Heysham to M6
road link, to provide a plan showing the scheme as it affects your college site.

The enclosed plan shows the intended route of the road at this point (the proposals
are superimposed in red), and it is apparent that there will be a major impact on

your area of ownership.

I would welcome therefore the opportunity to discuss the consequences of these
proposals and specifically whether the effect on your property/operation can be
mitigated through any amendment in the design treatment.

| look forward to hearing from you.

Yours sincerely

Qlh-2ea

Martyn Ellis MRICS
Principal Estates Surveyor
on behalf of the Head of Property

RECEIVED
2 4 NOV 2004

PRINCIPAL'S OFFICE

Martyn Ellis MRICS

Principal Estates Surveyor
Property Group « PO Box 26
County Hall » Preston « FR1 8RE
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The Principal 1 YA (o3
Lancaster & Morecambe College Mﬁ / ‘(;our ref PG/UELME/GE
Morecambe Road D;:treref 18 March 2005 Y
LANCASTER kY
LA12TY
Dear Sir,

LANCASTER & MORECAMBE COLLEGE MORECAMBE ROAD LANCASTER
COMPLETION OF THE HEYSHAM TO M6 LINK

| write further to my letter of 18" November regarding the above road scheme, and
wonder whether you have had the opportunity tc consider the matter as it affects
your college?

Development of the scheme is now at an advanced stage but | understand that
there remains an opportunity to discuss the potential for design variations with
certain owners. | would recommend that the potential for variations which could
mitigate the effects of the scheme should be investigated.

| lock forward to hearing from you.

Yours sincerely

S

S

Martyn Ellis MRICS
Principal Estates Surveyor ! 2 4 MAR 7005
on behalf of the Head of Property ‘

L0
Martyn Ellis MRICS [ |
Principal Estates Surveyor hf & ‘
- 2003-2004
Property Group « PO Box 26 S 1KAS S Supporing the Furat Econorny
I Cfl County Ha” ‘ PrESton ¢ PR1 BRE _ B i i | %ﬁﬁmssmom Workforze




Ce: file

Reply To: Ms Julie Wilkinson
Direct Dial:  01524-521238
E-Mail: Jowilkinson@lImc.ac.uk
Date: 23 May 2005

Ref: JWIDB/LTR/MG

FAOQO: Martyn Ellis
Principal Estates Surveyor
PO Box 26

County Hall

Preston

PR1 8RE

Dear Martyn

Mé/Heysham Link

Following the meeting with yourself and Tim Taylor and our telephone conversation
on 20 May 2005, the College is clearly taking the 1ssues very sernously.

The College wishes to plan for any effect the proposed M6/Heysham Link will have
on the College estate, buildings and facilities without incurring unnecessary costs.

The College is seeking guidance on reimbursement of costs incuwrred regarding

planning for the College’s future.

Please do not hesitate to contact me should you require any further information or

clarfication.
Regards.

Yours sincerely

Julie Wilkinson
Director of Corporate Services
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* Julie Wilkinson
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Dear Julig,

LANCASTER & MORECAMBE COLLEGE MORECAMBE ROAD LANCASTER
PROPOSED HEYSHAM TO M6 LINK

| write further to your letter of 23 May regarding the above, and subsequent
telephone conversation.

As discussed, the Council would not normally underwrite the costs of potential
claimants until either formal negotiations to purchase were instigated or the scheme
was considered to have achieved such certainty that mutual benefit was to be
gained by investing in the preliminaries to a CPO. In this case a planning
application is unlikely to be determined much before the end of the year, and hence
preparation works are premature for want of the greater certainty consent would
bring.

Whether costs incurred now (at a risk that the scheme does not ultimately proceed)
could be claimed retrospectively is difficult for me to advise upon. A guiding
principle of compensation under CPO is that the claimants must prove that the
various elements of their claim (professional fees being one part) were incurred as
a direct consequence of the scheme. Where the costs you have explained are not
demonstrably due to the scheme, they might be difficult to discern amongst a wider
business planning process, then you could have difficulty proving them for
compensation (the prematurity issue noted above might make it more difficult to
make the case that costs were legitimately incurred now).

| must advise, therefore, that you should take your own advice on the matter if it is
felt imperative that the Coliege invest significant cost in planning for the effects of a
CPO at this stage.

Martyn Ellis MRICS e
Principal Estates Surveyor Tf @%]
Property Group « PO Box 26 A '

&) County Hall » Preston « PR1 8RE 0 SG§ ==

REG MO 58190 Freperoy Graug

2003-2004
L Supporting the Rural Economy
| 2004-2005

Transtarrning the School Workforce



However in order to assist | would invite you to submit a list of the College’s
concerns in order that we might be able to provide some specific, albeit informal,
advice. Lancashire County Property Group has experience of similar scenarios
where college land has been affected by road schemes. For example, it might be
appropriate for us to undertake an early assessment of the practicaiities of
reconfiguring affected football pitches, car parks etc using our in-house landscaped
architectural service; such work being undertaken at our own expense.

| look forward to hearing from you further in due course.

Yours sincerely

s

Martyn Ellis MRICS
Principal Estates Surveyor
on behalf of the Head of Property



Cc file

Reply To: Ms Julie Wilkinson
Direct Dial:  01524-521238
E-Mail: J-wilkinson@fime.ac. uk
Date: 15 September2005
Ref: TW/B/LTR/MSE link

Mr M Ellis MRICS

Principal Estates Surveyor
Lancashire County Council
PO Box 26

County Hall

PRESTON

[ancashire

PR1 8RE

Dear Martyn

M6/HEYSHAM LINK
Further to our telephone conversation of yesterday, the College i1s seeking its own
advice in respect of the above and in order to respond to your letter, it is essential for
the College to receive copies of the revised plans.
The College needs to know what amendments are being proposed.
As soon as we have this information, we will be tn a position to assess the impact of
the proposals on the College estate and facilities and be able to make a formal
response to you and [ would be grateful if you could forward these to me as soon as
possible.
Thanking you for your assistance in this matter.

Regards

Yours sincerely

Julie Wilkinson
Director of Corporate Services

T



Cc File

Reply To. Ms Julie Wilkinson
Direct Dial:  01524-521238

E-Mail: Jowilkinson{@imc.ac.uk

Date. 26 October 2005

Ref: TWKEB/LTR/M6/Heysham Link Road
WITHOUT PREJUDICE

Mr M Ellis, BSc (Hons), MRICS
Principal Estates Surveyor
Lancashire County Council

PO Box 26

County Hall

Preston

PR1 8RE

Dear Martyn,

RE: PROPOSED HEYSHAM TO M6 LINK ROAD

In preparation for the meeting arranged for 1 November 2005, I write on behalf of the
College to outline our initial views upon the County Council’s proposals to construct
the new Heysham-M6 Link Road. The new road will bisect the College’s campus
from north to south, immediately to the west of the current building core.

The College has grave concerns about the proposals. The road will have a significant
detrimental impact upon the College which could seriously jeopardise the College’s
future on this site.

The College has a number of fundamental concems about the proposals which must
be addressed by the County Council as a matter of urgency. These include:-

1.

Effect on the campus during the construction of the road

All of the campus will be significantly affected during the construction
phase, through increased traffic movements, noise, dust and general
disruption to both staff and students. A substantial portion of the campus
will become a butlding site and a number of our buildings will be unfit for
use.

We are concerned that the disruption caused to College life during the road’s
construction will lead to a decline in student enrolment. A loss of student
numbers in one year means reduced funding for the College in subsequent
YEArs.

Q-5



Effect on the campus once the road has been constructed

The road will have a significant negative impact upon a number of key
buildings. Block F ( the Construction Trades Training Building) is only 5
metres away from the base of the proposed road embankment and Block E
(the A Level Access Centre) 1s only 24 metres from the road. Block F is
used for carpentry, joinery and bricklaying tuition and Block E is used for A
Level and Access to Higher Education teaching. Both these uses are seen as
growth areas for the College and therefore the facilities provided within each
block are considered of particular importance to the College.

We are of the view that the proximity of Block F and Block E to the new
road will render both buildings unfit to be used for their current, or any other
purpose. We are also considered about the impact which the new road will
have upon Rotary House, which is a training flat used for people with
physical disabilities and learning difficulties.

The College 1s curmrently laid out to present a “public face” along both
Morecambe Road and Tomisholme Road. The buildings which run along the
line of the proposed new road were not designed to be seen from the main
public approaches to the College and are therefore not of an appropnate
quality or appearance to present a dynamic public image of the College. This
could have a significant negative impact on the College at a time when it has
invested and continues to invest considerable capital resources on new
buildings and fabric upgrades to make the campus more attractive to its users
and potential clients.

Effect on parking and external circulation

Lancaster and Morecambe College is a regional College which atiracts
staff/students/visitors from Lancashire, Cumbna, North Yorkshire and
beyond. Sufficient car parking provision is, therefore, essential.

The proposats will result in the loss of at least 180 car parking spaces. The
car parks are already operating at full capacity and overflow parking
regularly takes place on Tomsholme Road and Russell Drive. Tt is therefore
certain that the College’s ability to service ils current population will be
seriously affected by the Joss of these spaces. Once again this could have a
very damaging effect upon the public’s perception of the College and its
ability to attract new students.

Effect on sporting and recreational facilities

The College has a thriving sports academy which 1s the largest growth area
for the College.

The College currently has three pitches on the area to the west of the

proposed road - one senior sized pitch, one suitable for 13-15 year old play
and a small training pitch.

b
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The playing fields will not only be physically separated from the rest of the
campus by the road proposal, but will also be severely reduced in size (from
a useable area of 2.8 to approximately 1.54 hectares). This will resuilt in the
loss to the College of the only senmior standard football pitch on which
‘football academy’ inter college matches are played.  The present
arrangement of playing fields and changing rooms allows players, coaches
and officials to access the pitches in match gear, within the control and safety
of the campus. The proposed arrangement will mean that they need to leave
the site and walk along/under the highway before re-entering College
ground.

The existing pitches are an extremely valuable resource to the College and
are in constant use. The demand for pitch usage is already so great that the
College hires an additional pitch at Salt Ayre leisure Centre for hockey.

Any reduction on the number or size of pitches within the campus is
completely unacceptable to the College as it would seriously jeopardise our
sports academy. The Sports Academy enjoys a high profile position in the
College and contributes enormously to the College’s local and regional
reputation. The negative impact of the road on this facility would be
damaging financially, due to the loss of income because of the smaller
number of students it could accommodate and also detrimental to the
College’s public image.

5. Effect on the campus environment and the student experience

The new road will create a very poor environment for staff and students with
noise and pollution from traffic. The road will dominate the campus and
seriously detract from the pleasant “grcen arca” cnvironment the College
currently benefits from.

The College is very concerned that the existence of the road and the negative
impact which it will have on the College will deter students from wanting to
attend the College which could lead to a significant loss of revenue for the
College.

o. Effect on future development proposals

Building development on the College campus is aiready constrained by the
need to maintain a margin of green space between the central core and the
predominantly residential properties on its boundaries, as well as the steep
slope to the easlern side. As well as resulting in a general loss of amenity,
the road proposal will further constrain future development. This could
seriously limit the College’s ability to develop and adapt to the demands of
the market and aftract new students.

Conclusion

As you can appreciale, these issues go to the heart of the College’s current and future
activities on this site and, unless these matters are resolved to the College’s

Sl 3



satisfaction we will, regrettably, be left with no option other than to lodge objections
to both the planning application for the new road and the proposed CPO.

The College has yet to receive copies of the revised plans for the scheme and
therefore we have been unable to consider the current proposals in detail and take
appropriate expert advice. Accordingly, we reserve the right to amend or add to the
1ssues raised 1n this letter once we have had the opportunity to consider the plans with
our advisors.

1 confirm that the meeting on Tuesday 1 November at 10.30 am will take place in the
Boardroom (B066) and will be attended by David Wood, Principal; Peter France,
Director of Finance; Frank Woodhams, Chair of the Corporation, Tony Capp,
Governor, Kathryn Jump, Eversheds Solicitors; John Kirton and Jon Sandford, Capita
Symonds and myself.

I would be grateful if you could let me know who is attending on behalf of Lancashire
County Council.

Regards,

Yours sincerely,

Julie Wilkinson
Director of Corporate Services



Eversheds LLP Tel +44 (0) 161 831 8000

Eversheds House Fax +44(0) 161 831 8888
70 Greal Bridgewater Street. DX 14344 Manchesler
Manchcsler Web www.eversheds.com
M1 SES

Mr M Ellis

Principal Estates Surveyor
Lancashire County Council
PO Box 26

County Hall

Preston

PR1 8RE

Dear Mr Ellis

Proposed Heysham to M6 Link Road
Our clients: Lancaster and Morecambe College

Date

Your Ref
Our Ref
Direct Dial

E-maii

24 November 2005

JUMPK/054829.010065
(0161 831) 8137
kathrynjump@eversheds.com

Thank you for taking the time to meet with us on 1 November 2005 to discuss the proposals
for the new Heysham/M6 Link Road. As requested, I am writing to summarise the issues
discussed at the meeting and to request the additional information required by my clients to
enable them to fully assess the impact which the new road will have upon the College.

Summary of issues discussed at meeting on 1 November 2005

My clients have a number of fundamental concerns about the proposed new road. Each of
these concerns were raised at the meeting and a way forward to address each concern was
1dentified. In summary, the College’s concems are as follow:-

1. The activities of the College will be seriously disrupted during the construction of the
road and a number of key buildings will be rendered unfit for use. The College will
only be in a position to make a full assessment of the likely impact which the
construction of the road will have upon the campus once it is in receipt of all the

information requested below.

2, The long term intrusive impact which the existence of the road will have upon
campus life. I understand that the Council are to produce a drawing which will show
the maximum level of mitigation works which are capable of being implemented

along the boundary between the road and the College.

Only on receipt of this

information will the College be able to assess the road’s frue impact.

3. The ramifications for the College of the road opening up a new public vista into the
campus and the impact which the road will have upon future development proposals.
The College is to consider these 1ssues further and produce evidence to support and

quantify their concemns.

4, The loss of car parking provision and sports pitches. The College is to prepare its
proposals for mitigating the impact which the road will have upon the existing car

parking facilities and sports pitches on the campus.

ly:’" ‘% Evershieds LLP is & limited liability partnership. regutered in England and Waics, regisiered number QC304063, repstered office Senator House, 85 Queen
g’ Vigtona Street, London EC4V 441

Y ? Regulmed by the Law Socicty A bar of the members’ names and theii professionn) qualifications is availablc for inspecuon at the abowe office

"‘_\ L[’ For a [ull list of our ofMces please visit www . cversheds.com

—
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As you are aware, the proposals for the new road have a very serious impact upon my clients
and will create significant uncertainty for the College over the next few years. My clients are
anxious to limit this uncertainty and avoid a protracted period of negotiation with the Council.
To progress discussions, we intend to prepare an initial heads of claim document which will
provide an overview of the College’s compensation claim in relation to the new road. This
can then be used as a working document to underpin the discussions which will take place
between us over the coming months.

Request for information

I understand my clients professional advisor in respect of highways and noise advice has
already requested various documents but to enable the College to fully assess the proposals
for the new road, I have been asked to request that the following documentation is provided to
the College by the end of this month:-

1. Any drawings showing details of the design or layout of the road, which have not
previously been provided te the College; we would also appreciate these in electronic
format, preferably DWG file;

2. All relevant Council/Committee reports and minutes which chart the Council’s
consideration of the proposals for the road. It would greatly assist my clients if the
Council could produce a brief explanation of the history behind the proposals for the
new road and the decision making and consultation process.

Costs

It 1s clearly in both the best interests of my clients and the Council that the College’s
concerns, and potential objection, to the new road are reselved as quickly as possible. To
achieve this, the College has to be in a position to properly assess the impact which the road
will have upon the campus and to take appropriate expert advice upon the issues. As you are
aware, this is by no means a straightforward situation and the costs involved will be
significant.

The College only has a limited budget to operate the College and all resources for this year
have already been allocated. To re-allocate these resources at this stage would undermine the
College’s financial position as it is operating in a demanding public sector environment.

This means that the College does not have the funds to effectively address and respond to the
road proposals, to undertake the work required to identify the appropriate mitigation measures
and to quantify its claim for compensation. Accordingly, I wrte to seek the Council’s
confirmation that you will indemnify the College in relation to the costs incurred in
undertaking the preliminary assessment of the road proposals and preparing a package of
proposed mitigation measures. The estimated fees for the next stage of work required to
progress this matter are:-

Legal fees - £4,500.00
Surveyors fees - £3,000.00
Highway and Noise consultants fees - £5,000.00

Architects fees - £10,000.00

S0



The College requests that the Council provides an indemnity for £22,500.00 to fund the initial
work required by the College. This will enable the College to effectively consider the
proposals and prepare a package of appropriate mitigation measures. This should obviate the
need for protracted negotiations and, hopefully, lead to an early settlement of the matters
between us.

In the longer run 1t should be noted that the College’s inability to properly fund its
consideration of, and potential objection to, the new road proposals could lead to an
infringement of the College’s human rights under Article 6 of the Human Rights Act 1998,
which in tum could form the basis of a legal challenge to the confirmation of any CPO made
to deliver the road scheme (Steel and Morris v The UK - 68416/01[2005] ECHR 103 (15
February 2005] ).

I look forward to hearing from you further in relation to this issue.

Yours sincerely,

Kathryn Jump
Associate
For Eversheds LLP
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SPORT North West
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23rd May 2007 Srtonig et A
Ms Julie Wilkinson RE(?EIVED%
Director of Corporate Services | CSM'S Office
Lancaster and Morecambe College
Morecambe Road 2 4
Lancaster MAY 007
LA1 2TY Action:

Copies: !

Diear Ms Wilkinson

Application No: 01/05/1584

Proposal: Censtruction of new highway (completion of Heysham to M6
link) and improvements to axisting highways.

Slte: Land to the north of Lancaster the route of the proposed highway
starting at the eastern end of the AB82 Heysham to the M6 link phase 1
and then running in an eastarly direction to connect with the Mé at
Junction 34

Thank you for your letter of 19" April 2007 relating to the above planning
application, and the enclosure of a copy of Lancashire County Council's
Statemnent of Case to be put forward at the forthcoming Public Inquiry
(Planning Inspectorate reference APP/Q2371///07/1200928 and
APP/Q2371/Vv/07/1200828).

The Statement of Case, at paragraph 4.1 (h), summarises Sport England’s
position with regards the proposed development, stating "Sport England did
not raise objection to the proposed development”.

Whilst Sport England’s correspondence relating to the proposed development
(dated 26" January 2006; 10™ July 2006, and; 12" October 2008) is a matter
of public record, 1 write ta clarify Sport England’s position.

Sport England advised that the Council ought to seek adequate compensatory
provision for loss of sport facilities through the introduction of
appropriately worded conditions.

Additional information was received, dated 18" September 2008, from Mr
Steven McCreesh, Group Engineer, on behalf of the application. This
information outlined proposed measures that could be undertaken to

compensate for the loss of playing field land:

. Realignment of the 2 existing pitches and works to improve drainage of
this land, which is currently poorly drained

. Indication that an additional sized junior pitch could be formed by the
College entrance

Astiay House, Quay Street, Manchestar M3 4AE
T 01681 834 0338 F (161 535 3678 E infoesportengland.org www.sportengland.org/northwest
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11: 66 A1524521320 LANCS AND MORE COLL FAGE

) Works could be undertakan by the County Council on behalf of the
College

. There exists scope to provide a resource cantribution in mitigation for
loss of sport facilities off site, such resource to be invested into
community sport in the locality to meet local needs, such provision to be
guided by Coliege requirements

. Additional land for car parking lost could be regained by a rationalisation
of the college site and allocation of additional land

. Access would be provided, as an underpass, to the 2 pitches (North
Wastern Sports Field).

. It was indicated that the pitch layouts as shown on plans provided are
only indicative, in that the precise Jocation of the pitches and scale of
safety margins would need to meet College requirements.

In response, Sport England concluded that the overall package as part of the
proposal would appear in principle to meet the requirements of Sport
England specific circumstance E4 of the playing fields policy, namely:

The playing field or playing fields which would be lost as a result of the
proposed development would be replaced by a playing field or fields of
an equivalent or better quality and of equivalent or greater quantity, in a
suitable focation and subject to equivalent or better management
arrangements, prior to commencementof development.

This was, however, subject to satisfactory details (re: value / specific works)
being provided and these matters being resolved through a planning
agraement to the satisfaction of sport providers affectad by the road
link.

In the absence of compensatory provision being achieved in accordance with
what was outlined, Sport England reserved the right to object to the proposed
development.

Having considered the decision taken at the Development Control Committee
held on 1% November 2006, it is clear that neither conditions nor a planning
agreement have been agreed which would enforce works to secure
replacement playing field land and pitch facilities in accordance with specific
circumstance £4.

Lancaster and Morecambe maintained objection to the proposals given the
impact of the scheme on the grounds: access and use of the playing fields,
and: loss of playing fields with significant implications for the development of
sport currigulum.

L |
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24/ 95/2007 11.06 01524521320

Given the above, it is not considered that Sport England’s concerns have
been satisfied. | therefore wish to confirn Sport Engiand’s ohjection to the
proposed development.

| have copied this letter to Lancashire County Council as Planning Authonty,
Govemment Office North West and to the Inquiry Programme Officer, that this
issue may be given further consideration at the forthcoming Public inquiry.

If you would like any further information or advice please contact me at the
address below.

Yours sincerely

B o

Matthew Rushton
Regional Planning Manager

Tal: 020 7273 1723
Fax: 0181 835 3678
e-mail: matthew rushton@sportengland.org



Current users of the College’s facilities

Morecambe Football Club
Morecambe Blades Fencing Club
Bare Rangers Junior FC
Heysham Atoms Rugby League Club
Morecambe Cricket Club
Warton Cricket Club

Mick Lomax Karate

Pilates class

Gifford Football

Akram Badminton

Hest Bank Badminton
Lancaster Bulldogs Wheelchair Basketball
Learning Support

Westgate Wanders FC
Patterson Badminton
Stagecoach Theatre Group
Halton Hotshots FC

Turner Football

Maher Table tennis

Mason Gillibrand Various Sports
Bentley Football

Lancaster Cricket Club
Lancaster Casuals FC

CSCC FC

Army Cadets

Lancaster and Morecambe Athletics Club
Morecambe Youth FC

Vale of Lune Rugby Club
Nomads FC

Cardiac Rehabilitation

Legal Beagles

Tap dancing

Gregson FC

Raymond Football

Morecambe Ladies FC

Singleton Football

Central Pier FC

LMC Trampolining Club

Halton FC

Sibilion Football

Fisher Football

Kitchen Junior Football

man_003\578937\1
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SPORTS CENTRE BOOKINGS AND USAGE

(Taken from an average week of peak time bookings)

MONDAY NO ATTEND
Trampolining 23.00 24
Torrisholme Badminton 32.00 32
Piates 10.00 16
Learning Support 17.00 12
Dancercise 25.00 12
Fencing 52.50 30

TUESDAY
Bond Football 23.00 12
Dragnall Football 30.00 10
Tap Dancing 25.00 10
Hest Bank 23.00 32
L & M Athletics 34.00 40
Siblion Football 17.00 8

WEDNESDAY

Cardiac Class 16.00 24
Trampolining 34.00 24
Patterson Badminton 12.00 4
Mason Gilibrand Various 30.00 10
Pilates 10.00 34
Bufldogs Basketball 15.00 10
Casuals Foothall 30.00 10
Fisher Football 30.00 20

THURSDAY
Turner 30.00 12
Bare Rangers 27.00 30
Bare Rangers 27.00 30
Legal Beagles 30.00 10
Raymond Football 30.00 15
Lomax Karate 33.00 25
Pilates x 2 classes 20,00 34

S o
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Trampolining

Bare Rangers

Fry Football

Air cadets
Singleton Football
Morecambe Youth

Westgate F.C
Trampolining

Central pier F.C
C.S5.CCEC

Stagecoach Theatre Group
Akram Badminton

Raymond football

Bulldogs Wheelchair Basketball
5 a side league

Christtan Group

Bare Rangers games

ERIDAY

24.00
75.00
30.00
32.00
30.00
52.00

SATURDAY

46.00
16.00
45.00
25.00
92.00
3.60

SUNDAY

30.00
46.00
80.00
42.00
30.00

o 1
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No Attending

24
60
10
20
10
35

40
24
30
30

120

10
16
40
40
100






