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There are a few concerns | have here.

*We would always prefer for the RCV to enter and exit an estate/development forward first on all occasions.

*The plan
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A. Permeable asphalt with rolled-in shingle
B. Tanker turning area

C. Permeable sett paving to pathways and
parking areas

D. Wall 1.5m high and 2.0m high
close to Barn No.2
brick to match existing low
wall together with matching bond
lime based mortar
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Does not account for any cars parked on the road, this would make this turning and reversing area even tighter.
*The properties most North/to the right of the above map, are further from the closest point our vehicle can access than the preferred
pull and return distance. Assuming these properties are all going to be issued with their own household bin set up and not communal.



