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SUBJECT OF APPEAL 
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PROOF OF EVIDENCE OF RAMESH DEPALA 

 

QUALIFICATIONS 

 

i. I have a Bachelor of Arts Degree in Architecture from Greenwich University, and a 

Masters Degree in Architecture from Edinburgh University. I am eligible for 

membership of the Royal Town Planning Institute. I am a Planning enforcement officer 

have worked in the Camden’ Planning Service since 15 May 2017. I have been 

responsible for investigating and remedying breaches in planning regulation of varying 

degrees which includes residential, commercial and listed properties.  

 

ii. Prior to my employment with the London Borough of Camden I worked for Dacorum 

Borough Council, London Borough of Barnet and ARP Associates LLP as detailed 

below;  

Dacorum Borough Council   

 Planning Enforcement Officer from 02/2017 to 05/2017 

RE Ltd – (London Borough of Barnet / Capita) 11/2012 –12/2016 

 Senior Planning Enforcement Officer from 11/2012 to 12/2014 

 Principal Planning and Design Consultant from 12/2014 to 11/2016  

ARP Associates LLP  

 Planning and Design Consultant 11/2006  - 11/2012 

 

iii. I am familiar with the site and its context. 

 

1.0 Background 

1.1 The background information relevant to this appeal is set out in the proof of 

my colleague, John Sheehy. In this proof, I set out detail about my monitoring 

of the appeal site at the rear of 115-119 Finchley Road, London NW3 6HY 

(“the site”). 
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2.0 Monitoring Exercise 

2.1 In order to gather further evidence in relation to the operation of the site, the 

council monitored it over four weeks from late March until late April 2019.  

2.2 I was asked by colleagues in the enforcement team to monitor the site in an 

effort to better understand the impact of the use by Deliveroo. I was asked to 

note the amount of delivery motorbikes that visited the site, the number of 

incidents of conflict between motorbikes and pedestrians, and other measures 

relating to the operation of the use. I was asked to record my observations on 

a standard template. 

2.3 I visited the site on Sunday 21st April 2019 and arrived at approximately 

1900hrs. The following table sets out a summary of the evidence I gathered 

and the template I completed is attached as Exhibit RD01. 

Motorbike 
visits to 
site 

Incidents of 
Motorbike –
pedestrian 
conflict on 
pavement 

Motorbikes 
using 
stretches of 
pavement 
other than 
crossover 

Motorbikes 
parked over 
wide areas 
of pavement 

Noise from 
motorbikes 
audible in 
the vicinity 
of the site  

Smells/ 
Odours 
emanating 
from the 
appeal site 

114 0 1 No Yes No 

 

2.4 In summary I had witnessed multiple scooters coming to the property, parking 

on the front drive, then waiting and engaging in conversation with other drivers 

while they waited for their order. They would after a brief period enter and exit 

the building leaving with a package often encased in a box with a Deliveroo 

logo on it. There was one marshal present at all times and was often seen 

talking and giving direction to the drivers. I did not notice any smells but did 

find that the scooters were revved before they exited creating an 

unacceptable level of noise, what I believed to be a material impact to 

residential amenity. 
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EXHIBIT RD01 

Monitoring template for Sunday 21 April 2019 
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Allen Gillespie 

PROOF OF EVIDENCE 

FOR PUBLIC INQUIRY COMMENCING ON 30th of July 2019 

 

APPEAL SITE  

Rear of 115-119 Finchley Road, London NW3 6HY 

 

APPELLANT 

Roofoods Limited 

 

SUBJECT OF APPEAL 

 Enforcement notice issued for change of use from light industrial use (Class 

B1) to Commercial Kitchens and Delivery Centre (Sui Generis); and 

installation of external plant, including 3 extract ducts, 4 flues, 3 air intake 

louvres, 1 rooftop extract and 3 air condenser units. 

 

COUNCIL REFERENCE:  

EN17/1005 

 

PLANNING INSPECTORATE REFERENCE:  

 APP/X5210/C/18/3206954 
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PROOF OF EVIDENCE OF ALLEN GILLESPIE 

 

QUALIFICATIONS 

 

i. I am an enforcement officer (CMP) and have worked in the Camden’ Planning 

Service since July 2004. I have been responsible for dealing with planning 

enforcement matters in my current role and also in my former role as a 

planning site inspector. 

 

ii. Prior to my employment with the London Borough of Camden I worked for 

Camden Valuation Office which was a branch of the Inland Revenue. I worked 

there for ten years. 

 

iii. I am familiar with the site and its context. 

 

1.0 Background 

1.1 The background information relevant to this appeal is set out in the proof of 

my colleague, John Sheehy. In this proof, I set out detail about my monitoring 

of the appeal site at the rear of 115-119 Finchley Road, London NW3 6HY 

(“the site”). 

2.0 Monitoring Exercise 

2.1 In order to gather further evidence in relation to the operation of the site, the 

council monitored it over four weeks from late March until late April 2019.  

2.2 I was asked by colleagues in the enforcement team to monitor the site in an 

effort to better understand the impact of the use by Deliveroo. I was asked to 

note the amount of delivery motorbikes that visited the site, the number of 

incidents of conflict between motorbikes and pedestrians, and other measures 

relating to the operation of the use. I was asked to record my observations on 

a standard template. 

2.3 I visited the site on 10th April 2019 and arrived at approximately 19.00 and left 

at 21.00. The following table sets out a summary of the evidence I gathered 

and the template I completed is attached as Exhibit AG01. 
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Motorbike 
visits to 
site 

Incidents of 
Motorbike –
pedestrian 
conflict on 
pavement 

Motorbikes 
using 
stretches of 
pavement 
other than 
crossover 

Motorbikes 
parked over 
wide areas 
of pavement 

Noise from 
motorbikes 
audible in 
the vicinity 
of the site  

Smells/ 
Odours 
emanating 
from the 
appeal site 

84 - - Yes No No 

 

2.4 During the time I was observing the site 84 motorbikes and cyclists entered 

and left. They accessed the site from Finchley Road riding over a crossover. 

2.5 The vehicles had a branded Deliveroo box and many displayed an L plate. 

2.6 There was some congestion at the entrance to the site and at all times there 

were vehicles idling across the road outside the Odeon cinema waiting to 

access the site. 

2.7 A marshal was present at the entrance to the site the entire time however this 

did not appear to ease the congestion. 

2.8 Traffic on the main Finchley Road had to slow down in order to accommodate 

vehicles entering and leaving the site. 
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EXHIBIT AG01 

Monitoring template for Wednesday 10 April 2019 
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TOWN & COUNTRY PLANNING (DETERMINATION BY INSPECTORS) 

(INQUIRIES) RULES 2000 

 

 

Gary Bakall 

PROOF OF EVIDENCE 

FOR PUBLIC INQUIRY COMMENCING ON 30th of July 2019 

 

APPEAL SITE  

Rear of 115-119 Finchley Road, London NW3 6HY 

 

APPELLANT 

Roofoods Limited 

 

SUBJECT OF APPEAL 

 Enforcement notice issued for change of use from light industrial use (Class 

B1) to Commercial Kitchens and Delivery Centre (Sui Generis); and 

installation of external plant, including 3 extract ducts, 4 flues, 3 air intake 

louvres, 1 rooftop extract and 3 air condenser units. 

 

COUNCIL REFERENCE:  

EN17/1005 

 

PLANNING INSPECTORATE REFERENCE:  

 APP/X5210/C/18/3206954 
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PROOF OF EVIDENCE OF GARY BAKALL 

 

QUALIFICATIONS 

 

i. I have a Bachelor of Arts and Diploma in Urban Planning from The University 

of Westminster. I am eligible for membership of the Royal Town Planning 

Institute. I am a Principal Planning Officer and have worked in the Camden’ 

Planning Service since June 1998 where I have been responsible for the 

enforcement of regulations relating to planning control. 

 

ii. I am familiar with the site and its context. 

 

1.0 Background 

1.1 The background information relevant to this appeal is set out in the proof of my 

colleague, John Sheehy. In this proof, I set out detail about my monitoring of 

the appeal site at the rear of 115-119 Finchley Road, London NW3 6HY (“the 

site”). 

2.0 Monitoring Exercise 

2.1 In order to gather further evidence in relation to the operation of the site, the 

council monitored it over four weeks from late March until late April 2019.  

2.2 I was asked by colleagues in the enforcement team to monitor the site in an 

effort to better understand the impact of the use by Deliveroo. I was asked to 

note the amount of delivery motorbikes that visited the site, the number of 

incidents of conflict between motorbikes and pedestrians, and other measures 

relating to the operation of the use. I was asked to record my observations on 

a standard template. 

2.3 I visited the site on Sunday 7th April 2019 and arrived at approximately 

19:00hrs until 21:00hrs. The following table sets out a summary of the 

evidence I gathered and the template I completed is attached as Exhibit GB01. 
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Motorbike 
visits to 
site 

Incidents of 
Motorbike –
pedestrian 
conflict on 
pavement 

Motorbikes 
using 
stretches of 
pavement 
other than 
crossover 

Motorbikes 
parked over 
wide areas 
of pavement 

Noise from 
motorbikes 
audible in 
the vicinity 
of the site  

Smells/ 
Odours 
emanating 
from the 
appeal site 

110 11 2 Yes (1) No Not clear 

 

2.4 In summary I witnessed in excess of 100 scooters arriving at the site, parking 

on the front drive and the drivers waiting around and chatting together while 

they waited for deliveries. At times there was too many scooters to park at the 

top of the slip road on the drive and scooter drivers would wait on the slip road 

impeding pedestrians. 

2.5 I witnessed multiple incidents of conflict between the scooters and pedestrians 

crossing the drive, sometimes with multiple scooters blocking the drive while 

pedestrians were trying to cross. I also witnessed two scooters driving across 

the pavement. There was always a Traffic Marshall on duty who was talking to 

and providing direction to the scooter drivers. 

2.6 There was a smell of frying in the area but I could not be certain this 

emanated from the Deliveroo premises. The noise of the scooters engines 

was audible from across the busy road where I was watching from and I would 

consider it a nuisance. Some of the scooter drivers appeared reckless in their 

driving across the busy roadway in order to get on to the one way system 

going the opposite way. 
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EXHIBIT GB01 

Monitoring template for Sunday 7 April 2019 
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TOWN & COUNTRY PLANNING (DETERMINATION BY INSPECTORS) 
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Jennifer Watson 

PROOF OF EVIDENCE 

FOR PUBLIC INQUIRY COMMENCING ON 30th of July 2019 

 

APPEAL SITE  

Rear of 115-119 Finchley Road, London NW3 6HY 

 

APPELLANT 

Roofoods Limited 

 

SUBJECT OF APPEAL 

 Enforcement notice issued for change of use from light industrial use (Class 

B1) to Commercial Kitchens and Delivery Centre (Sui Generis); and 

installation of external plant, including 3 extract ducts, 4 flues, 3 air intake 

louvres, 1 rooftop extract and 3 air condenser units. 

 

COUNCIL REFERENCE:  

EN17/1005 

 

PLANNING INSPECTORATE REFERENCE:  

 APP/X5210/C/18/3206954 
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PROOF OF EVIDENCE OF JENNIFER WATSON 

 

QUALIFICATIONS 

 

i. I have a Bachelor of Arts in French and Spanish and a Masters Degree in 

Spatial Planning from Cardiff University. I am eligible for membership of the 

Royal Town Planning Institute. I am a Planning Enforcement Officer have 

worked in the Camden’ Planning Service since 21st May 2019. I have been 

responsible for investigating and remedying breaches in planning regulation of 

varying degrees which includes residential, commercial and listed properties. 

 

ii. Prior to my employment with the London Borough of Camden I worked for 

Westminster City Council for 2.5 years. During this time I formed part of the 

enforcement team. 

 

iii. I am familiar with the site and its context. 

 

1.0 Background 

1.1 The background information relevant to this appeal is set out in the proof of 

my colleague, John Sheehy. In this proof, I set out detail about my monitoring 

of the appeal site at the rear of 115-119 Finchley Road, London NW3 6HY 

(“the site”). 

2.0 Monitoring Exercise 

2.1 In order to gather further evidence in relation to the operation of the site, the 

council monitored it over four weeks from late March until late April 2019.  

2.2 I was asked by colleagues in the enforcement team to monitor the site in an 

effort to better understand the impact of the use by Deliveroo. I was asked to 

note the amount of delivery motorbikes that visited the site, the number of 

incidents of conflict between motorbikes and pedestrians, and other measures 

relating to the operation of the use. I was asked to record my observations on 

a standard template. 
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2.3 I visited the site on Saturday 6th April 2019 and arrived at approximately at 

19:00. The following table sets out a summary of the evidence I gathered and 

the template I completed is attached as Exhibit JW01. 

 

Motorbike 
visits to 
site 

Incidents of 
Motorbike –
pedestrian 
conflict on 
pavement 

Motorbikes 
using 
stretches of 
pavement 
other than 
crossover 

Motorbikes 
parked over 
wide areas 
of pavement 

Noise from 
motorbikes 
audible in 
the vicinity 
of the site  

Smells/ 
Odours 
emanating 
from the 
appeal site 

115 7 0 No Yes No 

 

2.4 I visited the site on Saturday 6 April 2019 with my colleague Katrina Lamont at 

19:00. The number of vehicles entering the site and other observations related 

to this were written down on a notepad. The results were then typed up on 

Monday 8th April 2019.  The above table sets out a summary of the evidence I 

gathered and the template I completed is attached as Exhibit JW01.  

2.5 Between 19:00 and 21:00, I witnessed 115 motorbikes and cyclists entering 

and leaving the site.  The vehicles entered the site from the south. The 

Deliveroo delivery boxes made it clear that the drivers were working for 

Deliveroo. I witnessed 7 incidents of pedestrian conflict, noteworthy examples 

included motorbikes having to brake sharply and pedestrians being required 

to walk around the vehicles.  

2.6 A marshal directed the vehicles in and out of the site during the full two hours.  

2.7 There were numerous near misses between vehicles when attempting to 

enter and leave the site due to the sheer quantity of motorcycles in the 

vicinity. This spilled over into the road, with drivers having to stop or slow 

down in order to facilitate the Deliveroo drivers’ entry or departure.  

2.8 At times there was not enough space for all the vehicles to fit into the neck of 

the site, meaning that several drivers parked across the road.  
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EXHIBIT JW01 

Monitoring template for Saturday 6 April 2019 
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Weekend monitoring form, 115-117 Finchley Road 

Page 1 of 2 

Location Ye Olde Swiss Cottage Outdoors Benches  

Date 06/04/2019 

Time 7pm to 8pm  

Officers Jennifer Watson and Katrina Lamont  

Delivery motorbikes visiting 
the site  
(Exact number) 

55 motorcyclists + 3 bicyclists  

Incident of motorbike/ 
pedestrian conflict on the 
pavement 
(number + details) 
 

5 pedestrians had to move around the motorcyclists  
 
 

Delivery motorbikes using 
stretches of the pavement 
other than the crossover 
(number + details) 

0 

Proliferation of delivery 
motorbikes over wide areas 
of pavement  
(number of areas + details) 

0 

Noise from delivery 
motorbikes audible in the 
vicinity of the site 
(Yes/ No + details of location) 

Yes 

Smells emanating from the 
appeal site 
(Yes/ No and details of location) 

No 

Litter from the appeal site 
on the pavement 
(Yes/ No + details of location) 

No 

5
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Continued… 

 

Page 2 of 2 

Time 8pm to 9pm  

Delivery motorbikes visiting 
the site  
(Exact number) 

 
60 

Incident of motorbike/ 
pedestrian conflict on the 
pavement 
(number + details) 
 

2 pedestrians had to move around the motorcyclists  
 

Delivery motorbikes using 
stretches of the pavement 
other than the crossover 
(number + details) 

0 

Proliferation of delivery 
motorbikes over wide areas 
of pavement  
(number of areas + details) 

0 

Noise from delivery 
motorbikes audible in the 
vicinity of the site 
(Yes/ No + details of location) 

No 

Smells emanating from the 
appeal site 
(Yes/ No and details of location) 

 

No 

Litter from the appeal site 
on the pavement 
(Yes/ No + details of location) 

No 
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Jonathon McClue 

PROOF OF EVIDENCE 

FOR PUBLIC INQUIRY COMMENCING ON 30th of July 2019 

 

APPEAL SITE  

Rear of 115-119 Finchley Road, London NW3 6HY 

 

APPELLANT 

Roofoods Limited 

 

SUBJECT OF APPEAL 

 Enforcement notice issued for change of use from light industrial use (Class 

B1) to Commercial Kitchens and Delivery Centre (Sui Generis); and 

installation of external plant, including 3 extract ducts, 4 flues, 3 air intake 

louvres, 1 rooftop extract and 3 air condenser units. 

 

COUNCIL REFERENCE:  

EN17/1005 

 

PLANNING INSPECTORATE REFERENCE:  

 APP/X5210/C/18/3206954 
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PROOF OF EVIDENCE OF JONATHON MCCLUE 

 

QUALIFICATIONS 

 

i. I, Jonathon McClue, have prepared this proof of evidence for the Public Inquiry 

into the appeal. I hold a Bachelor of Planning with Honours from the University 

of Auckland in New Zealand. 

 

ii. I have over nine years’ experience working as a Development Management 

Planning Officer, including over seven and half years in the United Kingdom. I 

was formerly a Principal Planning Officer at the London Borough of Redbridge. 

Since September 2014 I have been working in Camden Council’s Local 

Planning Authority and I was promoted to a Principal Planning Officer 

(previously a Senior Planning Officer) in May 2016.  During my professional 

career as a planning officer I have dealt with a wide range of planning 

applications including strategic, major, minor and householder development 

proposals. During my experience I have undertaken a number of planning 

enforcement duties, including monitoring breaches of planning control.  

 

iii. I am familiar with the appeal site. The evidence that I have provided for this 

appeal is accurate to the best of my ability and I confirm that any professional 

opinions expressed are my own. 

 

1.0 Background 

1.1 The background information relevant to this appeal is set out in the proof of my 

colleague, John Sheehy. In this proof, I set out detail about my monitoring of 

the appeal site at the rear of 115-119 Finchley Road, London NW3 6HY (“the 

site”). 

2.0 Monitoring Exercise 

2.1 In order to gather further evidence in relation to the operation of the site, the 

Council monitored it over four weeks from late March until late April 2019.  
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2.2 I was asked by colleagues in the enforcement team to monitor the site in an 

effort to better understand the impact of the use by Deliveroo. I was asked to 

note the amount of delivery motorbikes that visited the site, the number of 

incidents of conflict between motorbikes and pedestrians, and other measures 

relating to the operation of the use. I was asked to record my observations on 

a standard template. 

2.3 I visited the site on Friday 12th April 2019 and arrived at approximately 1900hrs 

until approximately 2100hrs. The following table sets out a summary of the 

evidence I gathered and the template I completed is attached as Exhibit JM1. 

Motorbike 
visits to 
site 

Incidents of 
Motorbike –
pedestrian 
conflict on 
pavement 

Motorbikes 
using 
stretches of 
pavement 
other than 
crossover 

Motorbikes 
parked over 
wide areas 
of pavement 

Noise from 
motorbikes 
audible in 
the vicinity 
of the site  

Smells/ 
Odours 
emanating 
from the 
appeal site 

114 16 49 No Yes Yes 

 

2.4 During my observations I witnessed a large number of scooters visiting the 

property. Some of the scooters used the vehicular crossing on Finchley Road 

and went down the driveway, while the majority gathered on the front drive. 

When the front drive was fully occupied by scooters, other scooter drivers were 

lined up waiting along Finchley Road from opposite the site outside the Odeon 

down to the traffic light junction. The drivers would walk down to the building 

and return with a package, before departing from the site to be replaced by 

another driver. While waiting the drivers would be engaged in conversation. A 

marshal in a high visibility vest was around during the observation. They would 

direct the drivers and engage with them while they waited. The scooters had a 

significant presence in the area, not only by way of their visibility but by their 

noise that is noticeable over background noise. I saw many instances of 

scooters occupying the pavement making three-point turns, and near collisions 

with pedestrians using the pavement. A number of pedestrians had to wait while 

scooter drivers occupied the pavement. On my walks around the area I could 

smell and hear the kitchen equipment. I also noticed scooter drivers exiting the 

rear of the site. In my view the operation was having a materially harmful impact 

on residential amenity.  
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EXHIBIT JM01 

Monitoring template for Friday 12 April 2019 
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PLANNING SERVICES 

 

TOWN & COUNTRY PLANNING (DETERMINATION BY INSPECTORS) 

(INQUIRIES) RULES 2000 

 

 

Katrina Lamont 

PROOF OF EVIDENCE 

FOR PUBLIC INQUIRY COMMENCING ON 30th of July 2019 

 

APPEAL SITE  

Rear of 115-119 Finchley Road, London NW3 6HY 

 

APPELLANT 

Roofoods Limited 

 

SUBJECT OF APPEAL 

 Enforcement notice issued for change of use from light industrial use (Class 

B1) to Commercial Kitchens and Delivery Centre (Sui Generis); and 

installation of external plant, including 3 extract ducts, 4 flues, 3 air intake 

louvres, 1 rooftop extract and 3 air condenser units. 

 

COUNCIL REFERENCE:  

EN17/1005 

 

PLANNING INSPECTORATE REFERENCE:  

 APP/X5210/C/18/3206954 
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PROOF OF EVIDENCE OF KATRINA LAMONT 

 

QUALIFICATIONS 

 

i. I have a Bachelor of Science Degree in Architecture from Queen’s University 

Belfast, and a Masters Degree in Spatial Planning from UCL. I am eligible for 

membership of the Royal Town Planning Institute. I am a Planning 

Enforcement Officer have worked in the Camden’ Planning Service since 6 

November 2016. I have been responsible for investigating and remedying 

breaches in planning regulation of varying degrees which includes residential, 

commercial and listed properties. 

 

ii. Prior to my employment with the London Borough of Camden I worked for 

London Borough of Brent as a Planning Officer for 2 years and 2 months. 

During this time I mostly accessed planning applications for residential and 

commercial sites.  

 

iii. I am familiar with the site and its context. The evidence that I have provided 

for this appeal is accurate to the best of my ability and I confirm that any 

professional opinions expressed are my own. 

 

1.0 Background 

1.1 The background information relevant to this appeal is set out in the proof of 

my colleague, John Sheehy. In this proof, I set out detail about my monitoring 

of the appeal site at the rear of 115-119 Finchley Road, London NW3 6HY 

(“the site”). 

2.0 Monitoring Exercise 

2.1 In order to gather further evidence in relation to the operation of the site, the 

council monitored it over four weeks from late March until late April 2019.  

2.2 I was asked by colleagues in the enforcement team to monitor the site in an 

effort to better understand the impact of the use by Deliveroo. I was asked to 

note the amount of delivery motorbikes that visited the site, the number of 
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incidents of conflict between motorbikes and pedestrians, and other measures 

relating to the operation of the use. I was asked to record my observations on 

a standard template. 

2.3 I visited the site on Saturday 6th April 2019 with my colleague Jennifer Watson 

and arrived approximately at 19:00. Observations and a tally of motorbikes 

and cyclists were jotted down on a notebook. Findings were then typed up on 

Monday 8th April 2019.  The following table sets out a summary of the 

evidence I gathered and the template I completed is attached as Exhibit KL01. 

Motorbike 
visits to 
site 

Incidents of 
Motorbike –
pedestrian 
conflict on 
pavement 

Motorbikes 
using 
stretches of 
pavement 
other than 
crossover 

Motorbikes 
parked over 
wide areas 
of pavement 

Noise from 
motorbikes 
audible in 
the vicinity 
of the site  

Smells/ 
Odours 
emanating 
from the 
appeal site 

115 7 0 No Yes No 

 

2.4 During the hours of 19:00 – 21:00, 115 motorbikes and cyclists entered and 

left the site. They accessed the site from the south travelling along Finchley 

Road riding over a cross over. Seven incidents of pedestrian conflict were 

noted, including instances whereby a motorbike would have to brake sharply 

and pedestrians would have to move around the motorbike. It was clear the 

motorbikes were in relation to the Deliveroo use as most of them had a 

branded Deliveroo delivery box on their vehicle.  

2.5 One Marshal appeared to be present during the entirety of the two hour 

surveillance. They appeared to mostly usher vehicles in and out of the site.  

2.6 There was notable congestion particular after the cross over whereby several 

motorbikes were crammed in. At times it was so congested, motorbikes 

parked across the road and the driver jay walked across the road to get to the 

site. 

2.7 There were often several motorbikes attempting to leave the site at the same 

time and others arriving to the site at the same time, causing traffic to slow 

down to accommodate them.  
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EXHIBIT KL01 

Monitoring template for Saturday 6 April 2019 
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Weekend monitoring form, 115-117 Finchley Road 

Page 1 of 2 

Location Ye Olde Swiss Cottage Outdoors Benches  

Date 06/04/2019 

Time 7pm to 8pm  

Officers Jennifer Watson and Katrina Lamont  

Delivery motorbikes visiting 
the site  
(Exact number) 

55 motorcyclists + 3 bicyclists  

Incident of motorbike/ 
pedestrian conflict on the 
pavement 
(number + details) 
 

5 pedestrians had to move around the motorcyclists  
 
 

Delivery motorbikes using 
stretches of the pavement 
other than the crossover 
(number + details) 

0 

Proliferation of delivery 
motorbikes over wide areas 
of pavement  
(number of areas + details) 

0 

Noise from delivery 
motorbikes audible in the 
vicinity of the site 
(Yes/ No + details of location) 

Yes 

Smells emanating from the 
appeal site 
(Yes/ No and details of location) 

No 

Litter from the appeal site 
on the pavement 
(Yes/ No + details of location) 

No 

5
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Continued… 

 

Page 2 of 2 

Time 8pm to 9pm  

Delivery motorbikes visiting 
the site  
(Exact number) 

 
60 

Incident of motorbike/ 
pedestrian conflict on the 
pavement 
(number + details) 
 

2 pedestrians had to move around the motorcyclists  
 

Delivery motorbikes using 
stretches of the pavement 
other than the crossover 
(number + details) 

0 

Proliferation of delivery 
motorbikes over wide areas 
of pavement  
(number of areas + details) 

0 

Noise from delivery 
motorbikes audible in the 
vicinity of the site 
(Yes/ No + details of location) 

No 

Smells emanating from the 
appeal site 
(Yes/ No and details of location) 

 

No 

Litter from the appeal site 
on the pavement 
(Yes/ No + details of location) 

No 
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No Officer Statement 
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