COMMITTEE: PLANNING AND LICENSING

DATE: 8 OCTOBER 2002

SUBJECT: PLANNING APPLICATIONS
FOR VEHICLE FOOTWAY
CROSSOVERS

REPORT OF: DIRECTOR OF PLANNING,
REGENERATION &
AMENITIES

Ward(s): All

Purpose: To inform the Committee of the
factors determining Highway
Authority approval for vehicle
footway crossovers.

Contact: Dale Foden, Highway Manager,

Telephone 01323 415243 or
internally on extension 5243.

Recommendations:

The Committee is recommended to
note the contents of this report when
determining planning applications
requiring Highway Authority
consent for vehicle footway
Crossovers.

1.0 Backaround
11 Planning legidation requires that in gertain circumstances planning

consent isrequired for the conversior
standing areas that can accommodate
involves the formation of an access (
access) onto a classified road. The cg
Licensing Committee essentially perr]
access the hard standing area. Howe\
Highway Authority to construct a vel]
the footway is public adopted highwa

of private housing gardens to hard
vehicle parking, where the proposal
br the alteration of an existing
nsent given by the Planning and
nits vehicles to cross afootway to
er, consent is also required from the
icle access across a footway, where

.
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For certain classes of road, the High ' ay Authority has defined standards

that will only allow consent for a vehjcle footway crossover where there

!

is sufficient turning area within the currtilage of the property. Thisisto
prevent vehicles reversing out on to husy roads or bus routes with the
associated potential for vehicle colligons.
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When a planning application is subm
consent may or may not be granted fq
the Highway Authority will not grant
crossover if the proposed hard standi

required dimensions for aturning areg.

tted to the Committee, planning

or the hard standing area. However,
permission for a vehicle footway

ng area does not attain the minimum

14

The Highway Authority will also refuse consent for a vehicle footway
crossover where the construction would involve the removal of a healthy

tree located within the footway.

2.0

Minimum dimensionsfor privatep|

ar king spaces

21

The minimum turning area dimensior
Roads, an East Sussex County Cound
consultation with the Borough, Distri
Manual, published in 1995, sets out t
industrial estate roads, and associated
The Manual is based on national stan
as Policy by the County Council, the
footway network in East Sussex.

s are stated in the Manual for Estate
il publication produced in

ct and County Planning officers. The
he design criteria for residential and
highway works, within the County.
dards and has been formally adopted
Highway Authority for the road and

2.2

The figurein Appendix A illustrates
private off road parking space.

he minimum dimensions for a

3.0

Safety Audit

31

On anumber of occasionsin recent n|
Committee has consented to applicati
comments, on behalf of the Highway
consent should not be granted.

nonths, the Planning and Licensing
ons where the local highways
Authority, has recommended that




3.2

Following the decisions of the Planni
Eastbourne Highways group has requ
within the Transport and Environmer
Council could review the minimum d
response was to ratify standards and
consent should not be granted in such
dimensions could not be attained.

hg and Licensing Committee, the
ested that the Traffic & Safety group
t Department at East Sussex County
mension criteria. The subsequent
tonfirm that Highway Authority
circumstances where the minimum

3.3

In situations where the minimum dim
to be attained, or other circumstanceq
independent safety audit may determi
acceptable. The cost of the safety aud

ensions are only marginally unable
exist, then it is suggested that an
ne that the degree of risk is

it would be borne by the applicant.

4.0

Human Resour ce, Environmental,

Financial, Youth and Anti-Poverty

Implications

41

There are no Human Resource, Y out
from this report.

nor Anti-Poverty issues that arise

4.2

There are no financial implications tg

the Borough Council.

4.3

There are environmental implications
to the safety concerns.

associated with this report relating

4.4

When considering this report, the Co
liability that could arise should any &
reversing out of an approved hard st
footway crossover.

mmittee is asked to be mindful of a
ccidents occur due to vehicles
nding area across an unlicensed

5.0

Summary

51

It is appreciated that the number of v
whilst the on-street parking availabili
Consequently, it is obvioudly benefic
highway to an off road parking facilit

thicles per household isincreasing,
ty isrelatively constant.

al to remove vehicles from the

y. However, this cannot be

sanctioned where the safety of the mgtorist is compromised.

52

In an increasingly litigious society, tH
any departures from the relevant stan
criteriafor avehicle footway crossov,

e Highway Authority cannot permit
dards governing the minimum
er.




5.3 Where the minimum criteriaare onIy}Lmargi nally unattained, then the

Highway Authority would consider the findings of an independent safety
audit.

Norman Kinnish

DIRECTOR OF PLANNING, REGENERATION & AMENITIES

Background Papers:
The Background Papers used in compiling this report were as follows:

Manual for Estate Roads — Design Guide and Specification 1995 Edition.

To inspect or obtain copies of background papers please refer to the contagt officer listed above.




