WEST SUSSEX COUNTY COUNCIL CONSULTATION

TO: Arun District Council
FAQ: Simon Davis
FROM: WSCC - Highways Authority
DATE: 19 May 2021
LOCATION: Land At Wings Nursery
Lidsey Road
Woodgate
PO20 3SU
SUBJECT: AL/20/21/PL

Demolition of Wings House & erection of 71 No.
replacement dwellings (70 net new dwellings),
access arrangements, sustainable drainage
measures, public open space, landscaping & all other
associated works (resubmission following
AL/46/20/PL). This application is a Departure from
the Development Plan.

New Technical Note received.

DATE OF SITE VISIT:

n/a (visited as part of the assessment undertaken
for previous proposals AL/117/17/0UT,
AL/32/19/0UT and AL/46/20/PL).

RECOMMENDATION:

More Information Required/Modification Required

$106 CONTRIBUTION TOTAL:

TBA

This is the second WSCC Highways (CHA) response to the above planning application for
demolition of Wings House & erection of 71 No. replacement dwellings (70 net new
dwellings), access arrangements, sustainable drainage measures, public open space,
landscaping & all other associated works (resubmission following AL/46/20/PL).

In 2017, 2019 and 2020, the CHA was consulted for comments in response to three
previous planning applications for residential development on the site under Arun District
Planning references AL/117/17/0UT, AL/32/19/0UT and AL/46/20/PL. The first two were
for 55 dwellings whereas the last one was for 81 units.

This response follows consideration of latest Technical Note produced by Bright Plan
Transport Consultants dated 16th April 2021 sent directly to the CHA. Comments below
should be read alongside the CHA’s previous response dated 26th February 2021.

Summary of previously requested additional information.
The following additional information was previously requested in order that the CHA can

consider the proposal further (sa ifaiic text alongside are latest CHA comments):

1. Tracking diagram for a refuse vehicle adjacent to plots 63 and 64. THa repdfy
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bounds negotiating a

;I'racking for.éA Aselléctiﬂdn- -(.)f vehiélés travelling north-

2.

stationary bus in the re-located bus stop north of the primary access.

Evidéhce of éorréépondence with Road Safety Audit to do with proposed

re-location of north-bound bus stop location.

3.

4,

- Risk of head-

1

Problem 3.1

a.

on collisions wi_th vehicles trying to pass

stationary bus -

- Long length of right

Problem 3.1.2

b

hand turning lane and risk of

C.

Overhan_ging trees and risk of facial injuries to pedestrians

Problem 3.4.1

d.

P‘roblem 3.4.2 - Concerns over ditch and whether users might fall in -

3 -

Problem 3.4

e.

Concerns over location of gullies in main access possibly

coinciding with pedestrian desire line -

5.1

Problem 3

f.

Provision of temporary signs to warn drivers of proposed

road changes - 77
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Updated Travel Plan with confirmation that an experienced external consultant
would be appointed in the role of Travel Plan Coordinator (TPC). And
confirmation that provision of a Personal Journey PIann|ng service will be provided
to all reS|dents of the development by the TPC

aII buIIet points under sub- head|ng |nternaI layout and parking’.
§ OO o black faxt}:

Turn|ng for a refuse veh|cIe is not demonstrated adjacent to plots 63 and 64. Zgs
. WS ve, Furthermore, another area of concern is the
width of the access road serving plots 5-10. This appears to be 4.1m wide which
is easily blocked if a vehicle were to park on it. Th|s shouId be W|dened toa
minimum of 4, 8m wide. :

IS T ook
\\ ‘\ R

Given the lack of service margins and location of some of the parking immediately
adjacent to parts of the internal roadways, the layout wouId not be su|tabIe for
adopt|on under S38 in its current gu|se i ¢

Parts of the Iayout glve a m|xed message W|th regard to user priority etc.
particularly where only a single footway is provided and then terminates before
what appears to be a shared-surface area. This needs to be shown better-defined
(one example being by plots 38 and 48). A coloured site plan should be
submitted showing improved def|n|t|on of how aII the dlfferent parts of the

on street h|erarchy f|t -together.

A Iarge number of the park|ng spaces appear to be narrow with a number in
confined spaces. This will make them difficult to use and un-attractive to users,
resulting in parking on-street. As such, all parking design should be re-visited
with regard to sizing/dimensions. Single spaces with no obstructions either-side
— should measure 2.4m wide and 5.5m long. Where driveways are ‘shared’ (so
household spaces next to one-another), driveways should be 6.0m wide. If
spaces are to be bounded by obstructions (e.g. walls, fences etc.), single spaces
should be widened to at least 3.5 wide and dual spaces to 7.0m wide. Where
garages are to be used, these should have internal measurements of 6m x 3m.
Access to the parking spaces for plot 43 is very restricted. EnIarg|ng the end of
the adJacent access road would assist W|th improving this. ST

Tact|Ie pavmg will be required within the Iayout at junctions and where paths are
Iocated opp05|te one- another (not fuIIy shown throughout the layout). 7

A form of access protect|on barr|er WI|| be requ|red at either-end of the proposed
path that Ieads from the access road serving plots 63-71 to the A29 (the path




8.

Provision of red boundary edglng to include aII on and off site transport mitigation
pl‘OposalS THIS i now shown gn £ O SIS C Ray

Conclusion.

Additional information is required to enable the CHA to consider the proposal further.
Full details of what is required is set-out in the text above. However, a summary of it is
found below:

1,

A N

o n

N

Refuse collection for private driveway - further information about how refuse
would be collected (evidence required from refuse contractor)

Position of northbound bus stop — further consideration of position of this in-light
of Safety Audit concerns

Road Safety Audit — further replies to points requiring replies as raised above.
And for the RSA Log, a WORD-format version required, please.

Travel Plan — Confirmation that an experienced external consultant will be used to
be confirmed.

Access roadway serving plots 5-10 - to be widened to 4.8m

Shared surface sections — rumble strips (or similar) to be added to the start of all
shared surface areas

Parking areas (+ dimensions of spaces) — Further information and modifications
required.

Please re-consult when the additional information set-out above is available, at which
time the CHA will consider the proposal further — thank you.

For expediency, a copy of this response has also been sent directly to the Transport
Consultant.

Tim Townsend
West Sussex County Council — Planning Services
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