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Notes:
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Query the need for new footpath kerb edge along

full extent of existing road to meet 3.2m ATAG

compliance - a lot of work for marginal gain

Keeping existing kerb edge would create a short
run of footpath approx 10m long with siightly

o reduced 3.0m width to accommodate all proposed S . t B

items beyond.
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- Gap in barrier fence 1.5m for
@ ) = adapted cycles.
- Query ATAG Guidance if
pedestrian crossing markings to
— match at 1.5m fence opening widh

or min. 2.7m wide?
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(12)[31]
pedestrian steps 1.4m wide

(1.2m wide between handrails)

ATAG DE104 Steps (Pg 331)

ATAG 12.3.7 (Pg184)

(14)(15)[35][36][37]
Cycle shelter has been relocated to the patio.
New cycle racks have a much larger accessible

McDonald's

o 7 space and are now in view of customers in the —
festuarant
. Restaurant = |((16)[18](38][39] —_
. revious pinch points between corral and Minimum distance / access opening between barrier and 1 1 ——
<hlter slong ravel routeremoved NG100 Sttt ot oo gt 154 > —_—
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ATAG notes 3.5m but this is NOT a cycle route. i —_—— ——
— Gycle access i also easier for customers 1 ‘ CI —_
T arriving via the road route ATAG 14.8.17 (Pg 244) | | \ . . — —_———
\ . Accessitle bays and patofencing adjusted 0 provide [ | ‘ _——
(O] I | =] e to both sdes of parking bay. Guardral in font of | | | | | | ~— —_ -
N = _ bays is so create an enclosed patio for safety of | | | | | | _
= | ‘ (13)[321133][34] : 5 = e man) o ssctue e R R R R
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Tesco PFS 1% | | |
DT crossing point opening between |\, B - 1
{ance harta - 1.om minmum or |
L adapted cycles. (4)[12][13][17][19] L— — (XX) Round brackes refers to
o Podestian crossings shoud be at (9)[25][26][27][28] [14] Croseing peint min 2.1 o shared use pth I —— |numberestemsinemaition
least width of approach path. 5 Minimum clear opening of - Low level rubber Cyists encouraged to dismount with relevant ]] Claire Hall (dated 24/11/2023) ——
o pedestrian footpath to rear of EV 'sleeping policement’ 'No Cycling’ signage. Would not expect I ey — — —
”n Formal crossing must not be less , charge bays between barrierand | fadded o contral island cyclists 1o cycle over the crossings and 1! —_——
<= than 2.7m. Markings to match at ] stest umiture BV satoy bollard at bays to prevent vehicles through the outdoor seating area ] [XX] square brackets refers to —_—— — ——
= 5 wide BUT ATAG tates min = o= 1.8m. _ pasaing acros. P — ‘ nmbersd s rom Highways e ——
[@ e ATAG notes 3.5m but tis is NOT af o A g1\ 7 < kerb crossing island. Corduroy directional | Opseratons e dted —_— —
N paving replaced with standard tactile paving. | 55230101RECON 26.10.23) ~— — — — —

ATAG 1237 (Pg 184) & 9.17.10
(Pg 107)

(7)[22][23]

cycle route. Min. 1.5m clear is
noted as acceptable.

/ Pedestrian crossing markings are
2.7m wide.

ATAG 9.17.10 (Pg 107)

Unsegregated shared use pedestrian footpath
within site needs to be 3.2m wide

? | overrunning of kerb island is only partial
upper body swing of HGV and NOT the
wheels. This is not counted as overrunning

ATAG 12.3.7 (Pg 184)
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Scale in metres (1:500)

(2.5+0.5+0.2).
i vould e the DT lans & porking (2)[10]
adjusted inboard with a reconfiguration of the To meet ATAG compliance the intemal
(5 19 [21] island parking resulting in a loss of -3No. McD. pedestrian footpath needs to be 3.2m \
o )19 proposed bays. This would detrimental to the (2:6+0.5+0.2) for a 'primary cycle route’ ]
— S Al crossings should be at least the width proposal provision. 1 .
— — of approach paths. Formal crossings If outer site route s primary; would the
= = — must never be less than 2.7m. ATAG DE401 (Pg 380) - [intemal Tesco path be considered 'less busy Lc
= secondary route'? If so, the minimum path
sing crossing markings approx. 2.7m [ s 2.5m as shown
Adjacent footpath increased to 3.2m 1 —_———
ATAG compliance. Note the current Tesco access route is —_— — — -
2.4m wide with frequent 1.5m —— — — Q
Crossing markings must be increased to + |restricted pinchpoints between bollards. e o2l
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