Hi Planning Responses,

Could the below email thread please be uploaded to the above application file please?

Kindest regards,

{7 Stoy ut home  Protect the NHS * Save lves

Dear Councillor Staniey,

Thank vou for your email in relation o planning application BR/B6/20/PL and the Weast
Sussex County Council response I Arun as Local Planning Authority,

Piease find below my response to each of your questions

1. What rationale is used when saving in a "worst-case scenario” 17-21 parking spaces
could be nacessary? Surely a developmaent with capacity for 52 peopie targeting in the
developers words “professional tenants” the worst case is 527

The rational the deveioper has adoptad o this is that not everybody shall own & car

who resides in this development; this is supportaed by relevant iocal Cansus

Data. They have taken Travel to Work Census Data for the Arun 017 Middle Super
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Cutput Area that covers Bognor Regis and this states 45 5% of people travel to work
by car. They hava alsg used a survey database called TRICS which contains survey
data from various sites around the counitry and conciuded that 55% of residents could
travel by car. They have than applied these percentagss to the numbser of uniks
propossd (o forecast the Hikely cars associated with the units (e 45% of 38 units = 17
& 559% of 38 units = 21},

Notwithstanding that the applicant should have actually applied their forecast
percentage modal splits to the forecast total number of people residing in the uniis
rather than the total number of units proposed, WSCC have undertaken further checks
and still consider that based upon the parking survey there is sufficient availability of
parking not to cause a road safety issue. From checking Census Car Ownership data
for the outpul arsa that this site Hes within, 34 .4% of households do not have agcess
o a car, Whilst 50.3% of households have access o 1 vehicle, 11.35% of househoids
have access to 2 vehicles, 3.3% 3 vehicles and 0.7% of households have access to 4
vehicles, If these levels of car ownership ware replicated at this development, which
would be considerad a worst ¢ase scenario, because gaenerally the larger the size of the
property the larger vehicle ownership is, and these ars amall properties, the following
leveals of car ownership could be forecast:

Number of cars Percantage of Mumber of bedsits | Number of cars
households %% in development of | associated with

38 devslopment

O 34.45% 13 8

i 50.3% 1g 19

2 11.3% 4 8

3 3.3% 1 3

& 0.7% ¢ 8]

Totat 100% 37 {dug to 30
rounding issues)

A forecast could therefore be that 30 cars could be owned by future residents of this
development based upon cansus car ownership data for this area of Bognor, This is
stightly higher than that forecast by the applicant howsaver given that the parking
survey has demonstrated avallability of 116 car parking spaces within a 200m walk
from the site; it s not considersed 10 be able to justify a reason 1o refuse on transport
grounds. However, it has been agresd that officers shall undertake a site visit to the
area to review parking leveals,

P

Could vou provide an explanation of what a “beat survey” actually entails, [ can ensure
you in my experience of representing the community in that area thers is not a “good
number” of spaces avatliabie.

A parking beatl survey i a survay o record the occupancy of parking spaces and
involves walking the survey area and recording how many potential parking spaces are
secupied and how many aren’t. This survey was undertaken by the applicant on 5%
and 6 of February 2020 at Sam and 1am; to capture the higheast parking demand
from rasidential units. The survey was underiaken in accordance with the Lambeth
Parking Survey Methodology, which is considered to be the industry standard in thess
bypas of surveys.

How was conclusion arrived at that 30% of parking spaces in the area are unsure?

€22

The survey will have informed this assertion from the applicant. The cutcome of the
survey will have resulted in the applicant concluding the total available spaces within
200m from the site would aguate to 30% of spaces available to park within,
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4. What evidence do you have that suggests 52 “professional tenants” will in fact require
bess parking spaces then the “worst-casea scenarin” providad,

As referred to above in the response to question 1 the evidence is based upon Census
car ownership data.

One final point that T would like to make is that WSCC as Highway Authority only comment
on the road safety implications of overspiil car parking from a development. For issues
associated with parking amenity for existing residents in the area this would be down the
arun District Council as planning authority to consider,

I hope this explains how we have assessed the application but if vou have any further
questions then please do ask,

Kind Regards
Alison

Dear Alison,
| hope this finds you well
| was very surprised to read the transport assessment that has been provided for the above planning application.

May | ask a few questions,

1. What rationale is used when saying in a “worst-case scenario” 17-21 parking spaces could be necessary?
Surely a development with capacity for 52 people targeting in the developers words “professional tenants”
the worst case is 527?

2. Could you provide an explanation of what a “beat survey” actually entails, | can ensure you in my experience
of representing the community in that area there is not a “good number” of spaces available.

3. How was conclusion arrived at that 30% of parking spaces in the area are unsure?

4. What evidence do you have that suggests 52 “professional tenants” will in fact require less parking spaces
then the “worst-case scenario” provided.

| have copied in ClIr Patel as he represents this ward at a County Council level and | am sure is just as concerned
about this situation as | am.

Regards,
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Matt.

Clir Matt Stanley

Marine Ward, Bognor Regis

Cabinet Member for Technical Services

Chairman of Bognor Regis Regeneration Sub-Committee
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Important Notice This e-mail is intended exclusively for the addressee and may contain information that is confidential and/or privileged. If you are not the intended
recipient (or authorised to receive it for the addressee}, please notify the sender and delete the e-mail immediately; using, copying, or disclosing it to anyone else, is
strictly prohibited and may be unlawful. Any views, opinions or options presented are solely those of the author and do not necessarily represent those of Arun District
Council. The information in this e-mail may be subject to public disclosure under the Freedom of Information Act 2000, therefore we cannot guarantee that we will not
provide the whole or part of this e-mail to a third party. The Council reserves the right to monitor e-mails in accordance with relevant legislation. Whilst outgoing e-mails
are checked for viruses, we cannot guarantee this e-mail is virus-free or has not been intercepted or changed and we do not accept liability for any damage caused. Any

reference to "e-mail” in this disclaimer includes any attachments.
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LEGAL DISCLAIMER

This email and any attachments are confidential and intended solely for the persons addressed. If it has come to you
in error please reply to advise us but you should not read it, copy it, show it to anyone else nor make any other use
of its content. West Sussex County Council takes steps to ensure emails and attachments are virus-free but you
should carry out your own checks before opening any attachment.
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