To: Head of Planning
Strategy & Planning Service
Rother District Council
Town Hall, Bexhill on Sea
TN39 3JX

FAO: Mark Cathcart
Date: 22/01/21

Ref: RR/2020/565

Location: 11 Ellerslie Lane, Moleynes Mead - Land at, Bexhill TN39 4LJ

Development: Redevelopment of land to provide 28 dwellings (6 x 4-bed 2 storey
homes, 15 x 3-bed 2 storey homes, 4 x 2-bed 2 storey homes, 1 x 3-bed 1 storey
home, 1 x 2-bed maisonette, 1 x 1-bed maisonette) and associated new access
roads, parking and external amenity areas.

Road Name or

Consultation

Number Date 2 June 2020

. . Ben Lenton 01273 336114
National Grid Contact
Reference 572612108769 Officer Details ben.lenton@eastsussex.gov

.uk

Recommendation:

No objection

Objection

No objection subject to the
imposition of conditions

Objection due to

insufficient information

Revised Response — 22/01/21

The development has been revised and will now consist of a total of 24 nr houses (4
x 2-bed, 14 x 3-bed and 6 x 4-bed), including 6 nr affordable (of which 2 x 2-bed and
4 x 3-bed), and 1 x 2-bed affordable maisonette and 1 x 1-bed affordable wheelchair-
accessible maisonette; thus 26 dwellings in total.

The internal layout has also been altered slightly.

| have no major concerns regarding the revised development proposal; however, the
following comments should be read alongside my previous response.

Parking Provision

The parking requirement based on my own use of the ESCC Car Parking Demand
Calculator is 59 spaces (48 allocated and 11 unallocated/visitor spaces). This is
based on all larger dwellings (3 bed+) being provided with 2 allocated spaces and

smaller dwellings and flats 1 space.




The submitted plan indicates that total of 54 car parking spaces are proposed,
including 9 visitor spaces. This parking provision is based on all houses having at least
one allocated parking space. The garages have not been considered as parking
spaces.

The parking provision indicated falls slightly below the level required; however, it is
noted that the driveways serving 7 of the dwellings have sufficient space to
accommodate additional parking, and therefore the overall parking provision is 61
spaces. The parking requirement is therefore met; however, a majority of the parking
is provided in a tandem arrangement and this is less likely to be fully utilised.

With this in mind the parking layout is not considered to be ideal; however, as the level
of parking proposed is in accordance with the Parking Demand Calculator an objection
on this basis could not be justified.

Parking space dimensions should meet the minimum requirements as previously
detailed.

Internal Layout

| have no major concerns regarding the internal layout; however, all previous
comments remain pertinent.

Conclusion

| have no major concerns regarding the revised development and therefore do not
wish to object; however, this is subject to the comments above and the comments
and conditions previously submitted being taken into account.

Executive Summary — 02/06/20
The development proposal is to provide 28 dwellings and associated new access
roads, parking and external amenity areas.

| have no major concerns regarding the development proposal and do not wish to
object; however, | recommend that any grant of consent includes appropriate
highway conditions.

The Development Proposal
The development proposal is for 28 dwellings on land at Moleynes Mead, 11 Ellerslie
Lane, Bexhill-on-Sea.

The proposed development will consist of a total of 26 houses (6 x 2-bed, 18 x 3-bed
and 4 x 4-bed), including 6 nr affordable (of which 5 x 2-bed and 1 x 3-bed), and 2 nr
2-bed maisonettes; thus 28 dwellings in total.



The site currently accommodates a large detached house, Moleynes Mead, and has
in the past been occupied by horse stabling and riding centre which is now defunct.
The site fronts both fronts both Ellerslie Lane and Fryatts Way, but currently has
access only to Ellerslie Road, shared with Molenyes Mead.

Fryatts Way is a cul se sac running from a priority junction on Ellerslie Lane, with
another, shorter cul de sac, Concorde Close, running off Fryatts Way at a priority
junction. serving a number of detached houses each with private off street parking
for two or more cars.

Ellerslie Lane forms part of a local distributor route.

Site History

The site has been subject to several previous planning applications relating to a 44
no. unit development (RR/14/226), a 35 no. unit development (RR/14/2019) and a 24
no. development (RR/2017/2452/P).

Two of the previous applications were designed with access provided from both
Fryatts Way & Ellerslie Lane. Planning application RR/2017/2452/P and the current
proposal, proposed access to the development off Fryatts Way only. The existing
access from Ellerslie Lane is to be retained as a private drive serving the existing
property Moleynes Mead.

The site conditions have not changed since the submission of the previous transport
reports and therefore the assessment submitted as part of this proposal is prepared
on the basis of the previously available data from 2013.

With this in mind my highway comments are also relatively unchanged.

Site Access

Of the 28 dwellings proposed, 7 are to be served by individual or paired vehicle
accesses directly off Fryatts Way. The remaining dwellings will be accessed via two
priority junctions off Fryatts Way with a 5m carriageway width and 5.5m corner radii.

| have no major concerns regarding the two main accesses off Fryatts way as vehicle
speeds on this residential cul-de-sac are low and good visibility is available in each
direction. The access widths and radii proposed are also considered to be appropriate
for a development of this type.

The submitted plans do not indicate the provision of pedestrian facilities leading into
the site. In order to provide safe access for pedestrians | would wish for the existing
footway on the east side of Fryatts Way to continue into the site for a suitable distance
on both sides of the two main accesses.

Dropped kerbs and tactile paving should be provided on either side of the two site
accesses for the benefit of pedestrians walking on the east side of Fryatts Way.

Taking into account the character of Fryatts Way | have no major concerns regarding
the individual accesses serving Plots 1, 7, 8, 9, 10 and 11; however, the extension of
Fryatts Way providing access to Plots 26, 27 and 28 is considered to be less than
ideal. Inter-visibility between vehicles accessing these properties and those using the



existing access serving No. 31/33 is likely to be restricted and as a result there is a
risk of conflict occurring. | would wish for measures to be put in place to improve inter-
visibility between the two accesses in order to ensure save access/egress.

It should be noted that the main access and the private driveways will need to be
constructed in accordance with ESCC specification with all works carried out by an
approved contractor and under the appropriate license or legal agreement.

Car Parking Provision

The East Sussex Residential Parking Demand Calculator has been designed to
calculate the number of parking spaces required at new residential development on a
site-specific basis. The calculator predicts levels of car ownership using information
relating to the site location (ward), unit type, size and the number of allocated spaces.

Based on my own use of the calculator the parking requirement based on a mix of 26
houses (6 x 2-bed, 18 x 3-bed and 4 x 4-bed), including 6 nr affordable (of which 5 x
2-bed and 1 x 3-bed), and 2 nr 2-bed maisonettes; thus 28 dwellings in total, is 60
parking spaces (50 allocated and 10 unallocated/visitor spaces). This is based on all
larger dwellings (3 bed+) being allocated 2 parking spaces and smaller dwellings being
allocated 1 space.

The submitted plan indicates that 55 parking spaces are proposed. It is acknowledged
that this level of parking meets ESCC requirements based on the affordable housing
being served by unallocated car parking spaces; however, it is considered appropriate
for all houses within the development to be provided with allocated parking, especially
as residents are likely to be dependent on travel by private car to some extent due to
the sites relatively inaccessible location. | therefore recommend that all dwellings are
served by allocated parking spaces as suggested above, with a minimum of 4
additional visitor spaces provided within the site (2 off each of the main spine roads).
This is considered necessary to avoid undesirable overspill of parking onto the
surrounding highway network, especially as a number of the dwellings are served by
parking spaces in a tandem arrangement which are less likely to be fully utilised.

It should also be noted that each car parking space should have the minimum
dimensions as set out below. Any space that does not meet these dimensions will
not count towards the overall parking provision.

— Parking Space — 5m x 2.5m (A minimum additional 0.5m will need to be
added to either or both dimensions where the space is adjacent to a wall(s) or
fence(s). Spaces in front of garages must be a minimum of 6m long to
maintain access to the garage)

— Disabled Parking Space - 5m x 3.6m

— Car Ports —5m x 2.8m

Where garages are still provided, they should be constructed to the following
minimum internal dimensions:

— 6m x 3m or 7m x 3m, if to be used for cycle parking (Any garage must be
positioned a minimum of 6m from the highway so there is sufficient space for



a car to park in front, access to the garage is maintained and to stop cars
parked in front of garage from creating an obstruction on the highway)

ESCC Parking Guidance recommends that the cycle parking requirements for a
residential development are as follows:

House 1-2 bed - 1 Space
House 3+ bed - 2 Spaces.

Internal Road Layout

A 5m carriageway width (the same as Fryatts Way) will be provided for the first 25
metres from the highway. Further into the development the carriageway width will
increase to 6m to allow for vehicle turning and manoeuvring.

The two main accesses and routes into the site are considered to be appropriate for a
development of this type and tracking drawings have been provided to demonstrate
that a large refuse vehicle is able to turn and manoeuvre in a safe and convenient
manner.

Pedestrian facilities leading into the site are not indicated on the submitted plan;
however, | would wish for the existing footway on the east side of Fryatts Way to
continue into the site on either side of the two main accesses. If continuous footways
throughout the site are not to be provided, the footways should stop at a suitable
location, at which point dropped kerbs and tactile paving should be provided to provide
a link with a shared surface.

Overall, |1 have no major concerns regarding the internal road layout in principle.
However, with regards to the road being put forward for adoption or being brought up
to adoptable standards | would like to make the following comments and observations:

e Clarification would be required regarding the extent to which the internal layout
will be put forward for adoption.

e The Highway Authority would wish to see the roads within the site that are not
to be offered for adoption laid out and constructed to standards at, or at least
close to, adoption standards

e We would not wish to adopt the car parking areas.

e Further information would be required regarding the surfacing, drainage and
lighting within the site.

e The guidance provided in the Good Practice Guide for Property Developers —
Refuse and Recycling at New Residential Developments within the Wealden
and Rother Areas should also be taken into account.

o With regards to waste collection it should be noted that residents should not be
required to carry waste more than 30m whilst waste collection vehicles should
be able to get within 25m of the storage point.



Road adoption would be secured though a s38 agreement. The extent of the highway
adoption will need to be agreed. A full safety audit on the internal road layout should
also be completed along with agreed lighting and highway drainage proposals. This
element of the proposal can be considered at Reserved Matters and S38 stage and
the ESCC Implementation Team should be contacted at an early stage to discuss this.

Accessibility

It is acknowledged that bus services are available on Turkey Road to the north and
Little Common Road to the south of the site; however, the walking distances are
considered to be excessive (600m to the north & 900m to the south). It is also noted
that the pedestrian links available are far from ideal in either direction. This is
particularly evident towards Turkey Road in the north where there are no footways
available on Ellerslie Lane. It is also apparent that there is no opportunity to improve
pedestrian facilities in this direction due to the narrow carriageway width and the lack
of highway verge available. The pedestrian route in this direction is therefore
considered to be poor.

To the south of the site a footway is available on Ellerslie Lane; however, there is a
stretch of road measuring approximately 50m (from the junction with Deerswood Lane)
where there are no pedestrian facilities available. As this is the most direct route to the
bus service on Little Common Road the lack of footway results in pedestrians being
forced to walk within the carriageway on a relatively narrow stretch of road where inter-
visibility between vehicles and pedestrians is poor. It would be preferred for this route
to be improved for pedestrians; however, it is acknowledged that the scope for
providing footways in this area is restricted by the narrow highway verge available on
either side of the carriageway. Whilst this is not ideal it is noted that an alternative
route to the bus stops on Little Common Road is available via Blackfield Avenue and
Courthorpe Drive. This is a slightly longer route than traveling via Deerswood Lane
and also poses steeper gradients; however, it is considered to be a viable option for
pedestrians. Additional routes to the A259 are also available via Summerhill Road and
Broadoak Lane.

Closer to the development the pedestrian facilities on Fryatts Way and Ellerslie Lane
are considered to be adequate.

Bexhill Community Bus provide a relatively infrequent bus service 11, providing four
journeys a day (Monday to Saturday), along Broadoak Lane, Courthope Drive,
Knebworth Road, Broadoak Lane and Warwick Road. If the proposed development is
granted consent, ESCC would request that Bexhill Community Bus consider revising
their route to encompass Blackfield Road and Summer Hill Road.

Therefore, as part of the development we would require a pair of new bus stops, placed
either on the new section of route in Summer Hill Road, or on the existing section of
route near the top of Knebworth Road. Ideally these should be secured through a
Section 278 agreement, with the developer undertaking local consultation. Both stops
will require raised kerbs, hard standing, bus stop poles and bus stop clearway
markings. The pedestrian route between the development and the bus stop locations
will need to be to accessibility standards too and therefore dropped kerbs and tactile
paving is required on either side of Ellerslie Lane close to the junction with Summer
Hill Road.



We also require the travel plan statement to be provided as part of the development
proposal to include provision for 1 month’s free travel on service 11, followed by 3
months discounted travel. This would need to be arranged between the developer and
Bexhill Community Bus.

Based on these observations the site is not considered to be well located from an
accessibility perspective and opportunity for improvements to be put in place as part
of the proposal is limited. Despite this, it must also be acknowledged that the site is
situated within a well-established residential area that has operated under these
circumstances for many years. For this reason, despite the limited opportunities for
non-car modes of travel available, it would be difficult to object to a proposal that is
unlikely to significantly disrupt the current status quo; however, we would wish to
secure the improvements as detailed above.

Trip Rates & Traffic Impact

In order to determine the level of traffic likely to be generated by the development the
Transport Reports submitted as part of the previous planning applications made use
of the TRICS database to compare the proposal with similar developments in the UK.

The previous traffic impact assessment was based on the previous proposal of 35
dwellings generating 17 trips in the AM Peak and 21 trips in the PM Peak. Using the
same trip rate, the level of traffic likely to be generated by the current proposal for 28
dwellings would be in the region of 14 trips during the AM Peak and 17 during the PM
Peak.

Traffic surveys were undertaken in 2013 to determine the existing traffic flows on the
surrounding highway network. The survey showed two-way traffic flows on Ellerslie
Lane at this location of less than 185 in the AM peak hour and less than 200 in the PM
peak hour.

Using this data, it is considered that the proposal would result in a material increase
in traffic on Ellerslie Lane; however, it was noted that the traffic flows on the road would
remain relatively low during the peak periods of the day.

It is acknowledged that Ellerslie Lane is narrow in places, particularly along the stretch
close to the Deerswood Lane/Ellerslie Lane junction to the south of the site and the
section leading towards Turkey Road in the north. This is less than ideal; however, the
flows on the road would remain relatively low post development (as indicated above)
and with alternative south bound routes available to development traffic wishing to join
the A259 a recommendation for refusal based on this concern alone would be very
difficult to justify.

A number of objections from local residents have raised concerns regarding the data
used in this assessment with the traffic surveys having been carried out in 2013. |
acknowledge that traffic flows may have changed slightly over the last 7 years since
the surveys were undertaken with other residential developments coming forward in
the area and also with travel patterns likely to have been affected by changes to the
highway network. However, it remains the case that the level of traffic generated by a
residential development of this size would be relatively low and therefore, despite



having concern regarding the restrictive nature of some stretches of road serving the
site, the developments impact on the highway could not be considered severe.

With this in mind my view therefore remains that the roads leading to the site will not
be adversely affected by the development traffic, and will continue to function in a
satisfactory manner and without detriment to highway safety.

| also remain satisfied that the Ellerslie Lane/Fryatts Way junction would continue to
operate well within capacity post development, especially as an assessment of this
junction carried out as part of the previous, larger development showed no issues with
queuing or congestion.

Travel Plan

A full Travel Plan is not required as part of the development proposal. However, a
travel plan statement is required, and this should follow the principles of a full Travel
Plan. As a minimum it is normally expected to include the following:

A description the site, its existing and proposed use, the number of residents,
An assessment of the site’s travel opportunities

Objectives — usually derived from analysis included in the Transport
Statement

Explanation of the proposed package of Travel Plan measures

A commitment to marketing and promoting the measures, sustainable travel
facilities

Resident notice board and public notice board providing information on
sustainable travel modes

— The provision for 1 month’s free travel on bus service 11, followed by 3 months
discounted travel. This would need to be arranged between the developer and
Bexhill Community Bus.

Construction Traffic Management Plan

This highway authority is keen to ensure that this development does not have an
adverse effect on the existing highway infrastructure and therefore request that a
Construction Traffic Management Plan is submitted to and agreed with ESCC prior to
the commencement of works to be secured by a relevant planning condition. This
would include a construction traffic routing agreement, hours of working, wheel
washing, and secured compounds for materials storage, machinery and contractor
parking.

Conclusion

| do not wish to object to the development proposal and include a summary of
highway measures required to ensure highway safety for the site and surrounding
network and to promote sustainability and accessibility to local services and
encourage provision for travel modes other than the private car.

S106/278 Agreement

The off-site works that | wish to secure as part of this development via a S106/278
agreement are:



Two new vehicular accesses into the site off Fryatts Way.

The provision of individual and shared crossovers off Fryatts Way

The provision of two new bus stops, placed either on the new section of route
in Summer Hill Road, or on the existing section of route near the top of
Knebworth Road.

Improvements to the pedestrian route between the development and the bus
stop locations to include dropped kerbs and tactile paving on either side of
Ellerslie Lane close to the junction with Summer Hill Road.

Recommendation

Subject to the agreement of the points raised above, the completion of a legal
agreement for off-site works and the following conditions | do not wish to restrict
grant of consent.

Conditions

1. The development shall not be occupied until details of the layout of the new
accesses and the specification for the construction of the accesses have been
submitted to and approved in writing by the Planning Authority in consultation with
the Highway Authority and the the development not be occupied until the
construction of the access has been completed in accordance with the agreed
specification.

Reason: To ensure the safety of persons and vehicles entering and leaving the
access and proceeding along the highway

2. The accesses shall not be used until appropriate visibility splays are provided in
each direction. The splays are to be cleared of all obstructions exceeding 600 mm in
height and kept clear thereafter.

Reason: In the interests of the safety of persons and vehicles entering and leaving the
access and proceeding along the highway

3. The development shall not be occupied until parking area have been provided in
accordance with the approved plans/details which have been submitted to and
approved in writing by the Planning Authority in consultation with the Highway
Authority and the area shall thereafter be retained for that use and shall not be used
other than for the parking of motor vehicles

Reason: To ensure the safety of persons and vehicles entering and leaving the access
and proceeding along the highway

4. The development shall not be occupied until cycle parking area have been provided
in accordance with the approved plans/details which have been submitted to and
approved in writing by the Planning Authority in consultation with the Highway
Authority and the areas shall thereafter be retained for that use and shall not be used
other than for the parking of cycles.

Reason: In order that the development site is accessible by non car modes and to
meet the objectives of sustainable development.



5. The development shall not be occupied until a turning space for vehicles has been
provided and constructed in accordance with the approved plans/details which shall
have been submitted to and approved in writing by the Planning Authority in
consultation with the Highway Authority and the turning space shall thereafter be
retained for that use and shall not be used for any other purpose;

Reason: To ensure the safety of persons and vehicles entering and leaving the access
and proceeding along the highway

6. Prior to the commencement of development details of the proposed surface water
drainage to prevent the discharge of surface water from the proposed site onto the
public highway and, similarly, to prevent the discharge of surface water from the
highway onto the site shall be submitted to the Local Planning Authority for approval
in consultation with the Highway Authority.

Reason: To ensure the appropriate management of surface water on and adjacent to
the highway and prevent an increased risk of flooding

7. The new estate roads shall be designed and constructed to a standard approved
by the Planning Authority in accordance with Highway Authority’s standards with a
view to their subsequent adoption as (a) publicly maintained highway

Reason: In the interest of highway safety and for this benefit and convenience of the
public at large

8. Prior to the commencement of development on site, detailed drawings, including
levels, sections and constructional details of the proposed road(s), surface water
drainage, outfall disposal and street lighting to be provided, shall be submitted to the
Planning Authority and be subject to its approval, in consultation with the Highway
Authority

Reason: In the interests of highway safety and for the benefit and convenience of the
public at large

9. No development shall take place, including any ground works or works of
demolition, until a Construction Management Plan has been submitted to and
approved in writing by the Local Planning Authority. Thereafter the approved Plan
shall be implemented and adhered to in full throughout the entire construction period.
The Plan shall provide details as appropriate but not be restricted to the following
matters,

« the anticipated number, frequency and types of vehicles used during construction,

« the method of access and egress and routeing of vehicles during construction,

« the parking of vehicles by site operatives and visitors,

* the loading and unloading of plant, materials and waste,

« the storage of plant and materials used in construction of the development,

» the erection and maintenance of security hoarding,

« the provision and utilisation of wheel washing facilities and other works required to
mitigate the impact of construction upon the public highway (including the provision of
temporaryTraffic Regulation Orders),



« details of public engagement both prior to and during construction works.
Reason: In the interests of highway safety and the amenities of the area.

10. No part of the development shall be occupied until a Travel Plan Statement has
been submitted to and approved in writing by the Local Planning Authority in
consultation with the Highway Authority. The Travel Plan once approved shall
thereafter be implemented as specified within the approved document. The Travel
Plan shall be completed in accordance with the latest guidance and good practice
documentation as published by the Department for Transport and/or as advised by the
Highway Authority.

Reason: To encourage and promote sustainable transport.

Informative

1. This Authority’s requirements associated with this development proposal will need
to be secured through a Section (106/184/171/278) Legal Agreement between the
applicant and East Sussex County Council The applicant is requested to contact the
Transport Development Control Team (01273 482254) to commence this process.
The applicant is advised that it is an offence to undertake any works within the highway
prior to the agreement being in place.

2. Section 38 Agreement of the Highways Act, 1980 — Provision of Adoptable Highway
The applicant is advised to enter into a Section 38 legal agreement with East Sussex
County Council, as Highway Authority, for the proposed adoptable on-site highway
works. The applicant is requested to contact the Transport Development Control
Team (01273 482254) to commence this process. The applicant is advised that any
works commenced prior to the Sec 38 agreement being in place are undertaken at
their own risk.

3. The Highway Authority would wish to see the roads within the site that are not to be
offered for adoption laid out and constructed to standards at, or at least close to,
adoption standards.

On behalf of the Highway Authority
For Director of Communities, Economy and Transport (sent by email)

HT401

THE AREA HIGHWAY MANAGER WILL REQUIRE NOTICE OF COMMENCEMENT OF WORKS
ON OR ADJACENT TO THE HIGHWAY. SEE NOTE m) OVERLEAF.

Notes to be read in conjunction with attached highway comments and conditions



(a) In urban areas the treatment of the radii shall be accordance with the requirements of the Highway
Construction Engineer.

(b) Any existing ditch shall be cleaned out to even fall and piped to a size to accept the maximum flow
of water likely to arise (internal diameter 300mm or as agreed with the Highway Construction Engineer).

(c) Where an existing access is to be stopped up the applicant is required to raise the existing dropped
kerb and make good the footway/verge and kerb.

(d) Any existing footway shall be made good with similar construction and surfacing.

(e) Where the edge of the carriageway is already defined by Continental Channel, dropped Continental
Channel sections (if available) or concrete channel blocks shall be used instead of dropped kerbs and
if necessary the transition between the constructions made in in-situ concrete to the satisfaction of the
Highway Construction Engineer.

(f) Any gates are to be set back a minimum distance of 5 metres (11 metres for farm or industrial
accesses) from the edge of the carriageway and are to open away from the highway.

(g) The applicant’s attention is drawn to the necessity to ensure that no surface water is allowed to flow
from the development onto the highway and similarly no surface water from the highway should be
allowed to flow into the site. The provision (by the applicant) of positive drainage measures may be
required to collect any flow of surface water.

(h) Any necessary alterations to the property or services of, any statutory authority or undertaker shall
be carried out at the expense of the applicant and under the supervision of such authority or undertaker
to their satisfaction.

(i) If the requirements outlined in these details and/or notes conflict with the requirements of the Fire
Officer then the Fire Officer’s requirements shall prevail.

j) Reference to Sub-Base (Type 1) in the access section diagram refers to graded granular sub base
complying with Clause 803 Specification for highway works (SHW), Amendment — February 2016.

(k) The County Council charges a fee for works on or adjacent to the highway and will expect you to
obtain a licence/ enter into a Private Works Agreement prior to the commencement of works. For
crossovers (and minor access works) ©please call 0345 6080193 or emalil
customer@eastsussexhighways.com For other highway works please call Transport Development
Control on 01273 482254 or email TDC at developmentcontrol.transport@eastsussex.gov.uk. The
Highway Inspectors require at least 15 days notice of your intention to commence works under a PWA
in order that the necessary utility service checks may be completed before works commence. Three
months notice is required for major schemes

(NYou must ensure that the contractor has ten million pounds public liability insurance and one of their
employees holds a current Supervisors New Roads and Street Works Act Certificate and at least one
operative on site should hold an Operators Certificate. A list of contractors with the required certificates
is available from East Sussex Highways and the Transport Development Control (TDC) team.

For crossovers (and minor access works) please call 0345 6080193 or emalil
customer@estsussexhighways.com For other highway works please call TDC on 01273 482254 or
email TDC at developmentcontrol.transport@eastsussex.gov.uk

(If you decide to use one that is not on the list, you must ensure that copies of the certificates are
supplied by the contractor to East Sussex Highways or the Transport Development Control Team).
(m) Your attention is drawn to the fact that your contractor will have to book road space under the Traffic
Management Act 2004. Please ask them to contact the Network Co-ordination Team on 0845 60 80
193 who will need at least 21 days notice of the commencement of works.

HT 407(2)






