From: Jessica Ferguson |

Sent: 23 August 2017 09:29
To: Simon Davis

Cc: Miles Young

Subject: RE: FP 161 17

Simor,

Thank you for providing the Highways Comments. We have taken the opportunity to raview these comments, along
with others received 1o date and respond as follows.

Thiz application seeks the variation of condition 15 of permission FP/133/08 in respact of delivery hours. The store
presently operatas from (800 fo 2300 seven days a week, however servicing and delivaries can currently anly fake
place between 0900 and 1800 of the same day. This application therefore seeks o vary condition 15 so that it mirrors
the prasent rading hours of the siore (between 8600 to 2300 daily). We understand that the condition was imposed
due o concerns regarding the impact of potential delivery vehicles on the highway network during peak hours.

We have reviewed the response received from the Highways Authorily who do not raise an objection to the
rodification of the condition but do raise concern with the hours proposed. iis staled that the presence of deliveries
during peak hours is likely 1o resull in vehicles backing onto the highway or wailing outside of the right turn lane. As
such, it is stated that there are a high number of pedesirian movemenis in the AM peak, which would be vuinerable o
ary congestion aither on site, or in the vininity.

Whiist we are plsased 1o note that the County doss not obisct 1o the altergtion of the delivery hours we have concemn
with the restriction of deliveries during the hours of 700 to 0300 and 16@ﬁ to 1300 which are deemed as the peak
fmes. in gddition, the reason for the continued restriction goes beyond the reason for which the condilion was
imposed La. o removs HGYS rom the highways network during i‘}d%j p@dk {}E‘i’iods The L,urremc,orramenr S reviive
arour d the potential ior congestion within the site iteslf and the safely of pedestrians. Indssd, the Counly have i‘:i.rﬂed
that they would net, in this inslance, "ralse any objeclions fo addiional HGVY's on the nebwork at peak times™.

The County note that the car park nas baen ohserved at peak limes at capacity wilh vehicles wailing outside of the
siore for a space. However, our onsiie observations, and informalion from the slore indicals thal the car park operaies
weil Indeed, it s noted thal on cocasion, some cuslomers have parked paralis! 1o the slore for convenience, however
the displacement of customer vehiclas by a HGY delivery is not problematic due io the spare capal iy within the car
;}arif Furthermaorg, aven if the car park werg 1o raach¢ apauiy due o the visibility of the sile from the junciion, itis
clsar o any p'* enhdl cusiomers wheather there is sufficien! space for them (o enter the site aﬂd park. Customers are
thergfore Hkely o redirect themseives o elther visii the slors igler or nol o visit at all. Any poleniial congeslion is
therefore a\wid“d by customers thamselves before they gven reagh th, gntrance (o the sile.

Notwithstanding the capacity of the car park, the site is designad 10 provids a dedicated space for delivery vehicies
that does not result in the loss of any spaces for customars. The site is relativaly spacious, as can be vzewud on the
attached photographs, as such delivery vehicles are able o pull-up adiacant 1o the stors without raducing the number
of car parking spaces or the capacity and safe operation of the car park.

indeed, the County acknowiedges the inclusion of echelon parking spaces in the car park which are located directly
opposils the area for delivery vehicles. Frony our onsile observations of these spaces during a delfvery, they are well
designed and operate successiully. The design aliows customers o access thess car parking spaces whlist a delbeory
lorry s parked adiacent without causing any impediment to them sniering or exiting the space. s a rave situation
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whereby a possible blockage is caused arising from this arrangement, and even when one does oocur this is only
momantary. Therefore a botllenack situation is highly unbikely 1o sonur, Notwithstanding this, such a sivation could
arise al any time of the day when a delivery iorry is atlending the siore, and would not just be limited o the peak.

The slore ing ucieg ihe provision of 18 car parking spacas. The Transporl Statement submilted with the griginal
application ant lpcﬂes thal, in the worst case scenario, therg couid be 2-3 vehicles per minute ac‘ceasinfﬂ“qr Iitaly!
ihe site, dmrq he paak hour, However given the nature of the stors, the majorily of this fralfic would be traffic that s
passing the sils and not new trips gensraisd by the sfore. The Transpori Revisw of the Proposed Slors undsriaken by
WEP also confirmed thal the Transport Staiement presents a worsl-case scenanio in raspeci of the forecast trips that
wolid be ganerated by the proposed development,

The car park has besn effsclively designed so thal the interaction balween delivery vehicles and cusiomers is limited.
Wiiist sr*e visits and siore observalions have indicated that the car park opsratss sificient y without reaching ﬁa;}ac" v,
should this cocur, dug o the visibility of the s ore, ar‘y cusiomers travelling fo the store can judge as io whether jiis
an appwprme e for tham o visit, Thus it is highly uniikely thal vehicles wouid back up onio the public highway and
would result in any safety concerns for pedgstrzana.

We are pleased 1o saa that there have only been a minimal number of obiections from residents, along with an
cbjection from Middieton-On-Bea Parish Council. The focus of these comments have been addressed within the
scope of this rasponsea. in addition, we are pleased 1o note a lack of objection from Feigham Parish Council.

Kind regards,
Jessica

Jessica Ferguson
Senior Planner
MEPP

21 Buckingham Street
London, WC2N 6EF

visit our wabsie at www. mrop.oo.uk

MERPE is g trading division of Martin Robeson & Pariners Lid (Registration Mo, 05328528},

From: Simon Davis [mailto:Simon. Davis@ arun.zov.uk]
Sent: 17 August 2017 11:16

Subject: FW: FP 161 17

Dear Jessica,
Please nots Highways comments just received,

Kind Regards

From: Debbie Farre!l [

Sent: 15 August 2017 18:32
To: Simon Davis

Cc: Planning.Responses
Subject: FP 161 17
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