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(8)[11](25]
istanco bawoon anco barrirs =
o minmam o adaptod vl

fence barriers = 1.5m minimum for
adapted cycles.

least width of approach path

Formal crossing must not be less
than 2.7m. Markings to match at
1.5m wide BUT ATAG states min.
2.75m wide?

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

DT crossing point opening between |\

Pedestrian crossings should be at

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

(10)[20][29]
Footpath width 1.5m between
retaining wal & barrer fence.

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?

ATAG 12.3.7 (Pg184)

(7)[22][23]

Kistingbus ot hasaeacy
oo romoved. Batave bus e
oo lonaer acive. ot revant o

proposal.

©)21]

ATAG DE401 Pg 380

=

Keeping existing kerb edge would create a short
run of footpath approx 10m long with siightly
reduced 3.0m width to accommodate all proposed
items beyond.

(11)[30]

between handrails.

1:20 desirable maximum gradient

ATAG 10.7 Existing Routes - Pass with
Statement (g 132)

ramp with 2.0m desirable minimum
ramp surface width & 1.8m

compliance must project o
esulting in works o hi

pedestrian steps 1.4m wide
(1.2m wide between handrails)

ATAG DE104 Steps (Pg 331)
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Notes:
All drawings to be read in conjunction with all
other drawings as noted on issue sheet.

(14)(1:5)

restuarant.

shelter along travel route removed.

ariving via the road route

[35][36][37]
Cycle shelter has been relocated to the patio.

New cycle racks have a much larger accessible
space and are now in view of customers in the.

Previous pinch points between corral and

Cycle access is also easier for customers

McDonald's
Restaurant
NG100

(16)[18][38][39]
Minimum distance | access opening betwoen barrer and
sirest furniture at narrowest paint = 1.54m

ATAG notes 3.5m but this is NOT a cycle route.
ATAG 14.8.17 (Pg 244)

Accessible bays and patio fencing adjusted to provide
access to both sides of parking bay. Guardrail in front of

~
(13)[32][33][34] H
4No. standard cycle stands (8No.
cycles); 1No. accessile stand
(INo. cycle) & TN lockable store |~
(2No. cycles). Total cycle provision | ]
[ s

ATAG Table 14.4 & Fig 14.25

(Pg245)

bays is so create an enclosed patio for safety of

Minimum clear opening of
pedestrian footpath to rear of EV

charge bays between barrier and
street funiture EV safety bollard at

point = 1.8m
cycle route. Min. 1.5m clear is
noted as acceptable.

Pedestrian crossing markings are
2.7m wide.

ATAG 9.17.10 (Pg 107)

[25][26][27][2é]‘~

ATAG notes 3.5m but this is NOT af—+

[14]

Low level rubber
'sleeping policement’
added to central island
bays to prevent vehicles
passing across.

customers (children) from escaping in immediate

[proximity to the road after exiting the entrance doors

Ar— -
[15]
Previous painted pedestian walkway revised
10 show rased kerl

| |
+
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(®)119]121]

Al cossings shoud b a least hewidh
o soovoaeh pave. Formal crossings
e never e oss tan 3.1

Existing crossing marki prox. 2.7m

(2)10]

Unsegregated shared use pedestrian footpath

within site needs to be 3.2m wide
(2.5+0.540.2)

This would require the DT lane & parking to be
adjusted inboard with a reconfiguration of the
island parking resuling in a loss of -3No. McD
proposed bays. This would detrimental o the

proposal provision.

ATAG DE401 (Pg 380)

—_————— -

@23]7119]

Painted footway replaced with new raised
kerb crossing island. Corduroy directional
paving replaced with standard tactile paving.

? | 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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@19

minimum 2.7m,

'No Cycling’ dot signage.

types of cycles.

30 nz e

Crossing point min 2.7m for shared use path, ——
Crossing point must match adjacent footpath

width. Crossing markings must also match
Cyclists encouraged to dismount with relevant

Minimum width of 1.5m required between
bollards, chicane bariers to accommodate all

ATAG 12.3.7 (Pg 184) & 9.17.10 (Pg 107).

To meet ATAG compliance the intemal
pedestrian footpath needs to be 3.2m
(2.5+0.5+0.2) for a 'primary cycle route’.

If outer site route is primary; would the
- |interal Tesco path be considered ‘less busy
secondary route'? Ifso, the minimum path
widith s 2.5m as shown.

Adjacent footpath increased to 3.2m
ATAG compliance.

Crossing markings must be increased to
by +0.5m to 3.2m to match approach
width.

Cyclists encouraged to demount with
relevant 'No Cycling' signage.

ATAG 12.3.7 (Pg 184)

Note the current Tesco access route is
2.4m wide with frequent 1.5m
+|restricted pinchpoints between bollards.

additional comments (left)

ATAG DE401 (Pg 380)

(XX) Round brackets refers to
_ {numbered s in emait rom
Clare Hal (dated 24/1112023)

[XX] square brackets refers to
numbered tems from Highviays
Obssrvations feter dated

12023 (REF:
BS230101RECON 26.10.23)
|{received by D A Thomas)
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(1]

increased to 3.2m

ATAG 12.3.7 (Pg 184)

Width of footpath at crossing point

1.1m high close board fence to
reduce pedestrian shortcutting
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REV. DATE. DRAWING REVISIONS. BY. |CHECKED

GENERAL NOTES:

All works are to be undertaken in accordance with the Building

Regulations and the latest British Standards.
Al proprietary materials and products are to be used strictly in
with the i
All dimensions to be checked on site prior to construction.

Al isks assessed to comply with the designer's responsibility

under the C: ion (Design ions 2015.
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