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Topic PF Response 

WSCC response and questions 

 

The Design of the A29 is seeking to align with WSCC Speed Limit Policy, 
however it should be noted there are some outside influences which has 
impacted and shaped the design process. 
 
Further to various meetings with WSCC on the road design in 2019 and 
2020 and prior to the submission of the Planning Application there was an 
agreement between WSCC highways team, WSCC A29 delivery team and 
The Southern Consortium that the A29 would be subject to a 30mph design 
speed. Reference to these discussions are highlighted in our Design 
Statement. In line with WSCC Speed limit policy the main elements are, the 
road will need to demonstrate that any design speed chosen is self-enforcing 
and this will be influenced by design speed related parameters but also by 
the road width, alignment and layout constraints (number and type of 
junctions, pedestrian crossings, frontage activity, accesses, bus stops and 
level of frontage development and associated activity). 
 
It is also worth noting that following the discussions highlighted above a 
30mph speed has been approved for northern section of the new A29. 
 
All of the above has been considered in the design, specifically the number 
of junctions, connections across the site (leading to crossings), Accesses 
and bus infrastructure 
 
From the WSCC Speed Limit Policy ‘For a 30mph limit there should be at 
least 30% of the route length with frontage development on both sides of the 
road, or 50% of the route length with frontage development on one side of 
the road’ Some frontage interaction is proposed and further detail is set out 
in the Design Principles Document (pages 29-31), which include the 
following for the A29 interface:  
“Building Line:  

• Buildings should create a continuous frontage along the A29 to achieve 
a degree of formality and enclosure. 

• Individual buildings should be parallel to the A29 with any set backs to 
dwellings to be minimised. Any set backs which occur should be at a 
consistent distance from the A29. Shared/private drives to the front of 
dwellings should be kept to a minimum. Where they occur, dwelling 
grouping should be symmetrical.” 
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For the section north of the railway where land parcels are proposed, these 
principles would  deliver at least 50% frontage along one side of the A29 and 
at least 30% frontage along both sides (excluding the embankment to the 
bridge as built form is set back and at a different level to the A29).  
 
The submitted planning application does not include land parcels south of 
the railway line; however in line with the endorsed Framework Masterplan it 
is anticipated that there would be frontage along much of this route. 
 

 

There are no departures from Standards, for the road alignment CD109 
horizontal and vertical design has been used including appropriate 
transitions. The horizonal alignment towards the south end on the road 
design still achieve 255r which is noted in table 2.10 of CD109 meeting the 

Desirable minimum R (superelevation 5%)  
  

 

Crossing point, both key and desirable have been considered and discussed 
at length with Officers to ensure connectivity across the site is included in 
the design. As shown on the drawings and in the DAS the site does contain 
some critical links and  desire lines East/West which have been reflected in 
the layouts.  
 
 
Types of crossing point and their interaction with the proposed junction have 
been considered alongside the design standards. As part of the Design 
Statement Pell Frischmann provided Technical Note on the type of crossing 
and how this aligns with traffic volumes and design speed. 
 
Specifically related to the Zebra crossings around junctions it remains critical 
that we provide a link across the site and these have been reflected in the 
design. In accordance with CD116 figure 3.53 the crossing points are shown 
in excess of 20m from the give way line. In accordance with LTN 1/20 the 
crossings are currently shown as segregated but as part of the design 
development and to decrease the footprint could be reduced to shared 
crossing points. 
 
As highlighted in our Technical Note the design speed is proposed at 
30mph. 

ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL BN/11/22/OUT



Responses to WSCC Comments                 Dated 17.05.22 

 

 

 

It should be noted that the bridge design has been developed alongside 
consultation with parties including WSCC, Network Rail, Environment 
Agency.  Following the grant of planning permission, there will be additional 
separate approval processes required for the detailed design of the bridge 
and the bridge design options will be finalised at this stage following 
consultation and approval from both WSCC and Network rail 
 
NMU facilities are to be segregated over both bridges. It is noted that LTN 
1/20 shows a desirable minimum width of 5.5m for segregated pedestrian 
and cycle routes, cl 10.8.12. This includes a 2m footway, 3m cycle track and 
a 0.5m clearance on one side. Therefore, the width of the bridge deck has 
been updated to reflect this in the attached Overbridge Options Report.  
Reference to table 6-3 has been removed from the drawing.  
 
 
The 4m wide paths under the bridge provide access to the bridge soffit and 
substructure. They also provide space to accommodate a combined 
footway/cycleway in line with the DAS.  The reference to a segregated route 
has been removed from the Overbridge Options Report.   
 
 

A29 BEW Rail Bridge (WSCC structure ref; 1779). 
Options Report 

 

Added. 

 
Agreed and amended accordingly 
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Agreed and updated in the Overbridge Options Report. “3m wide 
pedestrian access route” changed to “4m wide path”. This bullet point 
refers to access for maintenance and routine inspection only. 
 

 

The gradient of the segregated cycleway and footway over the bridge are 
driven by the carriageway gradient which is approximately 1:30. Please 
refer to drawings A13394-PF-ZZ-XX-DR-CD-00401 and A13394-PF-ZZ-
XX-DR-CD-00402.  
If required, additional NMU routes will be developed across the site to 
provide access to the bridge. 

 

Agreed and amended. Only the min. 5.8m required headroom is now 
shown in Figure 6. 
Red envelop line determines the minimum lateral and vertical clearances 
to the railway. 

 

Recommendation added to Section 6 

 
Figure updated and text amended. 

 
Title and text has been updated accordingly to reflect an in-situ box 
structure. 

 Amended. 

 

 
Figure updated. 

 

Updated to reflect 6 beams. 

General Arrangement 
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Updated accordingly. 

 

Drawing updated to indicatively show new services within the footways of 
the bridge.  Specific requirements to be confirmed during 
consultation/enquiries with Statutory Authorities (Utilities). 

 

Please note that in line with the DAS we propose a shared 
cycleway/footway to cross the new A29 alignment under bridge. The 4m 
wide path also provides access for routine inspections and maintenance. 
Overall dimensions for parking area to be developed as part of the design 
to ensure sufficient space provided for parking/turning heads, however the 
NMU route is to be maintained 

 

Agreed, drawings updated accordingly. 

 

A provision for a footway/cycleway has been provided under the bridge on 
both sides of the railway. This has been updated in the Overbridge Options 
Report. 

 

 
Agreed, updated accordingly. 

 

 
Agreed, updated accordingly. 

A29 BEW Lidsey Rife Viaduct (WSCC structure ref: 1780). 
Options Report/Technical Note. 
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Technical Note updated as required. 

General Arrangement 

 

Updated accordingly. 

 

Updated accordingly. 

 

Changed from Y6 to Y8 beams at 1.2m c/c. Alternatively W13 beams at 
3.25m c/c are included in the technical note. 

 

Cantilever reduced due to new Y beams and changes to the highway 
section. 

 

 
YE beams added. 

 

Access for routine inspections and maintenance to be incorporated in the 
design at a later stage. 
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Drawing updated to indicatively show new services within the footways of 
the bridge.  Specific requirements to be confirmed during 
consultation/enquiries with Statutory Authorities (Utilities). 

 

Initial conversations have been held with Stagecoach on the provision of a 
bus service at the site.  It has been suggested that a new route between 
Littlehampton and Chichester could be provided.   
 
Stagecoach has expressed a requirement to discuss the bus strategy and 
phasing further in a meeting between the applicant, WSCC and 
themselves.  It is therefore requested that a meeting is arranged on this 
matter.   
 
The masterplan accommodates a shared footway/ cycleway that connects 
the south eastern corner of the masterplan to Gospond Road.  This 
provides a legible and direct route to/ from Barnham Railway Station.   
 

 

The proposal to introduce the left-in/left-out arrangements for the interim 
junctions was as a requirement to ensure free flow of traffic along the 
proposed A29. Throughout consultation with WSCC and ADC the 
requirement was to limit the number of interim junction and to make the 
main junctions the facility for all movement.  
 
It is not unsual to have a left-in/left-out arrangement on this type of road 
and we have reinforced this approach with the introduction of a central 
island to stop right turning traffic attempting to be completed. The islands 
are introduced in accordance with the taper indicated in CD123 Table 6.1.1 
 
 

 

The speed of Lidsey road, specifically around the ‘Lidsey bends’ although 
indicated as 50mph is not the reflective of speed of vehicles travelling 
around the alignment, it is less due to the back to back curves just north of 
our proposed roundabout junction.  
 
As part of early negotiations with WSCC and ADC the location of the 
proposed A29 connection was considered a benefit in controlling speed in 
this area.  
 
A TRO strategy for the entire development will be developed as part of the 
detailed design and will include speed reduction in the location of the 
A29/Lidsey Road connection. 
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On the main A29 the cycle/footway is segregated, on the side roads it 
changes to shared. The transition can be developed further at the detailed 
design stage.  The interaction and specific layout of the segregated route 
and crossing is in line with LTN1/20  

 

The existing access into the Commercial buildings just north of proposed 
A29/Lidsey Road roundabout is to be maintained. PF drawing  A13394-PF-
ZZ-XX-DR-CD-00106 P06 attached 

 

An updated travel plan to include car sharing and car clubs is appended to 
this response.   
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An extensive pre-application discussion was held with WSCC and WSP to 
determine and agree the modelling approach, scenarios, inputs, and 
assumptions.   
 
To clarify, the modelling has included all traffic growth associated with 
committed, local plan, TEMPro and the proposed development for all of the 
traffic scenarios where appropriate.  It is understood that WSCC advised 
their consultant WSP on all of the housing commitments and local plan 
sites to be considered.   
 
The BEW development zoning and infrastructure parameters have been 
shared previously, but are attached for each of reference.   
 
In terms of the number of dwelling assumed for the other parts of the BEW 
allocation, the table below provides a summary 
 

Site Modelled in the BEW 
assessment 

Current Planning 
Scale 

Cala 350 No new information 
available 

Landacre and 
Boweries 

45 and 30 dwellings 45 and 30 dwellings 

Barratt 510 dwellings 550 dwellings 

Pye Homes 165 dwellings 180 dwellings 

 
It is acknowledged that the modelling has considered 55 fewer homes than 
the current planning assumptions.  To put this scale of development in 
context, the additional AM and PM peak hour vehicle trips have been 
calculated based on the agreed residential trip rates for the BEW 
development.  This equates to 25 and 26 vehicles in the AM and PM peak 
hours respectively and it is considered that this would not change the 
conclusions of the transport assessment.  It is also noted that these trips 
would not all have their origin/ destination in a single part of the BEW 
allocation, and therefore are further dispersed within the overall highway 
network. 
 
The modelling demonstrates that the scale of development considered in 
the outline application can be accommodated in 2031.  It is therefore 
reasonable to infer that the development can also be accommodated in the 
years proceeding 2031.  It would be appreciated if WSCC could also be 
more specific in their requirements rather than referring to “certain 
infrastructure”. 
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This is noted. Noise attenuation proposals would be similar to those being 
implemented in Phase 1 of the A29 realignment by WSCC. Full details 
would be developed at Detailed Design Stage. 
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