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Appendix 1 

WSCC Highways Pre-Application Responses 

  



WEST SUSSEX COUNTY COUNCIL - PRE APPLICATION CONSULTATION 
 

TO: Organisation: Highgate Transportation - FAO: Fiona Bennett 

FROM: WSCC - Highways Authority 

DATE: 5 July 2024 

LOCATION: Land north of Yapton Road Barnham Arun PO22 0AZ 

SUBJECT: Internal Reference: PRE-53-24 
240 dwellings on mostly undeveloped land north of Yapton Road with 
a new priority junction access to the south east of the site from 
Yapton Road. 

DATE OF MEETING: 5 July 2024 

RECOMMENDATION: Advice  
 
The Highways Authority has been consulted for pre-application advice in regard to the proposed 
development at Land north of Yapton Road. Comments made are referenced against relevant paragraphs 
within the submitted Technical Note (TN) where applicable.  

The site 

North of Yapton Road (B2233 subject to 30mph). The site currently comprises campsite, caravan storage, 
five dwellings and plant nursery and is accessed via a crossover arrangement. There is a 1m footway on 
northern side of Yapton Road in this location. A shared use path starts on the southern side of Yapton 
Road to the west, which begins at the Mill Gate development and extends c.160m past the Redrow Mill 
View development, where it then splits to on-road cycleway and separated footway. 

Sustainable Transport/Improvements 

Table 2.1 – it is noted that there are several amenities within walking and cycling distance.  

There are pedestrian refuge crossing facilities on the route westwards provided as part of recent housing 
development.  

The existing shared use path starts at Mill Gate development and extends across access/frontage of both 
new developments. Whilst there are opportunities for crossing along this route, the applicant should 
identify a location for informal crossing to the southern side, to link from the site into the existing shared 
use path, reducing the need for cycle travel on-road, toward amenities/ Train Station.   

PROW 

2.14 – part of PROW 325 is within the site – any designs for incorporating this route, or deviating, would 
be commented on by WSCC PROW Officers.  

PROW have been consulted and provide the following comments: 

Currently FP325 is closed due to Network Rail (NR) safety concerns over the at-grade crossing at its 
present usage level. They have produced a report and we have accepted their safety concerns and closed 
the FP accordingly. I believe NR are looking at alternatives such as a grade-separation, underpass or 
diversion. I am sure they will advise during any consultation. 

From our point of view, we would  

x support any NR requirement for a grade-separation over or under the railway 



x improvement of the path along its entire length south of the railway to at least a 2m wide path, 
surfaced to our specification so that we can reinstate the path and it is fit for the demands 
inevitable increased usage from this development will place upon it. 

 

Improvements to the surfacing on PROW outside of applicant ownership could be secured by financial 
contribution.   

You may wish to consult National Rail, it may be that a contribution towards crossing improvements would 
be sought considering the increase in footfall as result of development.  

Bus/Train 

The nearest bus stops are within 3-minute walk north-west of the site (village hall). Additionally, the 
Windmill stops can be reached to the east via the PROW and footway on Yapton Road – internal links to 
the PROW would be essential for pedestrian connectivity. We discussed the potential of an informal 
crossing to the southern side flagpole.  

The Realtime Officer has been consulted on whether they would welcome a contribution toward Realtime 
installation at these bus stops. Comments to follow.   

The new 500 route would benefit from promotion within the Travel Plan however the LHA is mindful that 
proximity of Barnham Train Station (within 10-minute walk/ 2minute cycle and features cycle parking) is 
also a benefit of the site location in terms of promoting sustainable transport. At planning stage, a 
Pedestrian/Cyclist Audit should be undertaken with focus on routes to the Train Station. This should 
identify any potential improvements in terms of pedestrian infrastructure along that route (e.g. 
crossings/localised path widening).  

Access 
 
2.39 – the study area for road traffic incidents is noted and accepted – the LHA may also undertake an 
internal review extending to nearby major junctions and assess whether there is any underlying pattern to 
recorded incidents, in highway safety terms. 
 
3.3 – Existing access widened to 5.5m, simple priority junction with shared footway/cycleway either side 
to tie into existing footway network. The plan shows the shared use path at 3m. Please show how this will 
tie into existing provision both west of site and into the narrower footway available east of site, 
considering applicant land/ extent of highway boundary available and existing footway widths. 
 
Swept path tracking of cars passing/refuse/fire appliance would be required within the access.  
 
2.46 – The 85th percentile recorded speeds are noted at 36.1mph eastbound and 35.7mph westbound. 
This would require 56m splay to west and 55m east. 
 
Internal Layout 
 
A draft plan has been provided of the internal layout. Whilst this is preliminary the LHA make the following 
observations: 
 

x Links into the PROW and pedestrian/cycle connectivity within site should be considered. 
 

x Material treatment/ widths for such links should be suitable.  
 

x There is not a threshold as such for when a second emergency access would be required – 
proposals would have to meet building regulations and fire service standards.  

 



x There appears to be many cul-de-sacs, we would encourage more looped connectivity which will 
also improve emergency access.  

 
4.5 / 4.10 – The approach to car and bicycle parking provision, using ADC adopted standards, is accepted. 
 
Capacity 
 
In terms of access form chosen and capacity – Fig. 2.3.1 within CD123, Design Manual Roads & Bridges, 
sets out that daily flows over 300 vehicles should be supported by a ghost right hand turn lane. Providing 
a ghost turning lane should therefore be the starting point. We discussed the limited width of Yapton Road 
and capacity modelling showing that a priority bellmouth junction would be workable. Nevertheless, we 
would expect full justification within the TA for access form chosen (i.e., can it be demonstrated through 
the RSA and capacity modelling that it is not required?). If LHA consider this a requirement, a Design 
Audit would also be required to check the design meets DMRB standards. 
 
2.45 – Accept that traditional peak hours will be used in capacity assessment. 
 
2.49 – the 2024 baseline data is also accepted. 
 
4.11 – committed development BN/142/20 (200 dwellings south of Barnham Station) 
 
4.13 – if other applications permitted nearby then these will be included 
 
There are live applications as part of BEW as well as Y/91/17 (Bilsham Road) and Y/92/17 (Drove Lane). 
Some of these sites may be included in TEMPro growth rates but it is down to the applicant to set these 
out and justify why they have not been included as committed development. 
 
4.15 – TEMPro growth rates 2024-2029 are proposed. 2031 end of local plan should be modelled as future 
year. This will take in to account maximum anticipated capacity scenarios to include committed 
development within the local plan plus any additional identified by the applicant.  
 
4.19 – Trip rates accepted (125 AM and 115 PM). TRICs outputs would be useful, as well as a comparison 
against existing trip generation from the existing uses on site. 
 
4.21 – The site access will be modelled as a staggered crossroad junction due to Mill Gate junction being 
c.35m north-west of site access. As per above – justification should first be given as to why a ghost right 
hand turn lane is not proposed. If this is considered a requirement then the modelling parameters will be 
altered.  
 
4.22 – No other junctions are proposed to be modelled. The LHA would advise that considering the 
anticipated AM/PM trips and anticipated traffic distribution, additional junctions to east and west may 
require modelling for capacity. The applicant should demonstrate anticipated vehicle numbers at nearby 
road network/junctions based on the proposed traffic distribution so that the LHA can further advise which 
nearby junctions would require capacity modelling. Generally, any junctions that see an increase of 30 or 
more movements during any hour should be modelled although considering nearby development and 
scope modelled under BN/142/20, further junctions may require capacity testing. LHA advise that the 
SoCG and TA for BN/142/20 is referred to as a starting point in respect to which further junctions should 
be modelled. 
 
Other Matters 
 
It should also be noted that BN/142/20 (200 dwellings) secured a contribution toward A27 works, it is 
advised that ADC/ National Highways advice is sought as to whether this would be required. 
 
4.30 – measurements of fire vehicle have been sent under separate cover; the overall length is 8470mm. 
 
4.34 – Arun refuse collection vehicles are 12m (12m by 2.55m refuse vehicle) 
 



4.35 – The Travel Plan and monitoring fee of £3815 would be secured by legal agreement. A copy of TP 
guidance can be sent on request.  
 
The Highway Authority would require the following documents to be submitted as part of any future 
application: 
 

x A site location plan scale (1:1250) with site boundary indicated 
x Schedule of existing uses including planning history with reference numbers 
x Description, including site layout plans, of the proposed development and schedule of uses  
x Summary of reasons supporting the site access/highways works proposals, including plan (scale 

1:250 or similar) with achievable visibility splays indicated 
x Design Audit of any proposed highway works, including plan identified departures from standards (if 

a right hand lane is considered necessary). 
x Final Stage 1 Road Safety Audit (RSA) of the site access and any proposed highway works, with the 

Road Safety Audit Response Report (RSARR) in word format for the LHA to edit as 
Overseeing Organisation, including any amended plans. 

x A Transport Assessment, including location plan of key services, availability of sustainable modes of 
transport and existing/future vehicular generation 

x A Travel Plan  
x Reference to supporting national, regional, and local planning documents and policies 
x Parking strategy, including provision of parking for all modes of transport  
x Proposed trip rates supported with TRICS outputs and site selection methodology  
x Junction capacity assessment in accordance with the WSCC Transport Assessment Methodology 

 
I have provided, below, some standard guidance relating to road design and current standards. 
 
There are two sets of guidance which govern road design: Manual for Streets (MfS) for lightly trafficked 
residential streets; and Design Manual for Roads and Bridges (DMRB) for all other roads, including rural 
roads. I have included links to both below. 
 
Manual for Streets:  
 
http://www2.dft.gov.uk/pgr/sustainable/manforstreets/pdfmanforstreets.pdf  
 
DMRB supplementary documents CD 109 (Search for "CD 109"): 
 
https://standardsforhighways.co.uk/dmrb/ 
 
WSCC supports the approach set out in MFS, which has been adopted guidance for residential street design 
since its introduction in 2007. Within this document there are some very useful references to visibility splays, 
turning circles and car parking layouts. The document does not however provide specific measurements for 
visibility splays, so:  
"X "Distances from the (kerb back) are typically: 
 

x 2.4 metres - for domestic single access points and shared or busy crossovers (this may be reduced 
to 2.0 metres in certain circumstances in consultation with the Local Highways Authority and subject 
to local context) 

x 4.5 metres - for busy junctions  
x 9.0 metres -major junctions  

 
"Y "Distances are based on vehicle speed, and for lightly trafficked residential streets MFS would be applied:  
 

x 20 mph - 25 metres 
x 25 mph - 33 metres 
x 30 mph - 43 metres 

 



For a road where the 85th percentile speed is in excess of 39 mph and for roads where MFS does not apply, 
CD 109 distances from DMRB would be applied: 
 

x 40 mph -120 metres 
x 50 mph -160 metres 
x 60 mph -215 metres 

 
I have attached a link to our Local Design Guide which provides further advice on how MfS is to be interpreted 
and applied within West Sussex. 
 
The ‘Additional Information’ section of the WSCC Pre-application advice for roads and transport webpage 
provides a range of additional advice and guidance which you may find useful in preparing your application. 
Please click the link below and navigate to the ‘Additional Information’ section. 
 
https://www.westsussex.gov.uk/roads-and-travel/information-for-developers/pre-application-advice-for-
roads-and-transport 
 
Here you will be able to access our Local Design Guide which provides further advice on how MfS is to be 
interpreted and applied within West Sussex. 
 
Parking 
For applications within Arun, Crawley and South Downs National Park any parking provision should be 
provided in line with the Planning Authorities adopted Supplementary Planning Guidance (SPG) which will 
set out parking standards for development in these areas. Within you will find recommended levels for cycle 
parking and also guidance on levels of Electric Vehicle charging points for new developments. 
 
Arun 
https://www.arun.gov.uk/supplementary-planning-documents-spds/ 
 
Crawley 
https://crawley.gov.uk/planning/planning-policy/local-plan/supplementary-planning-documents/urban-
design-spd 
 
South Downs National Park 
https://www.southdowns.gov.uk/planning-policy/supplementary-planning-documents/ 
 
For all other areas West Sussex County Councils latest parking standards which we adopted in August 2019 
as Supplementary Planning Guidance (SPG) should be used. This can be found at the link below under the 
‘Additional Information’ section. 
 
https://www.westsussex.gov.uk/roads-and-travel/information-for-developers/pre-application-advice-for-
roads-and-transport 
 
I trust you appreciate that any advice given by council officers for pre-application enquiries does not 
constitute a formal response or decision of the council with regard to the granting of planning permission in 
the future. Any views or opinions expressed are given in good faith, and to the best of ability, without 
prejudice to the formal consideration of any application, which will be the subject of public consultation and 
ultimately decided by the Local Planning Authority. 
 
Katie Kurek 
Planning Services 
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This message (including any attachments) is confidential and intended for the addressee only.  The material in it may also be subject to copyright protection.  If you are 
not the addressee you are notified that any use, review, disclosure, or copying of the information in it is prohibited.  If you have received this message in error please 
notify us and delete any copies of it.  Whilst we take sensible precautions we cannot guarantee that this message or any attachments are virus free. 
  
Please consider the environment before printing this email and any attachments. 
 

From: Alice Howse  
Sent: 15 September 2025 13:15 
To: Katie Kurek <katie.kurek@westsussex.gov.uk> 
Cc: Fiona Bennett
Subject: RE: (2413) Pre-App PRE-53-24 - Yapton Road - Vision Led Approach and Further Clarification  
 
Hi Katie,  
 
Many thanks for your email.  
 
We are not proposing to remove the number of households from TEMPro. 
 
You may be aware that we have been having discussions with Tim Townsend with regard to applications within West 
Sussex, ranging from 100 to 1,000 dwellings, and how to apply a Vision Led approach, i.e. Decide and Provide.  To be 
in accordance with NPPF and WSCC’s pre-app guidance, we have been informed that to demonstrate a Decide and 
Provide approach, we should not be using Core TEMPro Growth rates in our assessments going forward. Given that 
there is cross-over between the junctions we are proposing to assess in our discussions with Tim, and the junctions 
included within the assessment at Yapton Road, we consider that it is imperative to ensure that the assessment 
approach is aligned.  
 
We re-attach the TEMPro growth rates for ease of reference, which shows that Behavioural growth rates are still 
demonstrating an increase, i.e. applying the behavioural growth factor will not result in a reduction of background 
traffic on the network, i.e. the factor is above 1.0. The core growth factors were provided for information to 
demonstrate that there was not a significant difference between Core and Behavioural.  
 
Behavioural growth rates reflect expected changes in travel behaviour over time, based on car ownership and use, as 
well as a reduction in trip rates per person, due to remote working, online shopping and an aging population, as well 
as the gradual shift towards sustainable transport. Using Core growth rates is considered still a predict and provide 
approach, which does not align with NPPF and WSCC’s pre-app guidance which sets out that all development that 
generates significant amount of movement should be supported by a vision-led Transport Statement or Assessment. 
 
Therefore, please could you confirm that it is appropriate to apply the Behavioural growth rates to background traffic 
growth in our junction assessments, and not rely on Core growth rates. It should be noted that the robust target for 
reduction of trips will be applied to the proposed trip generation associated with the site, not the background traffic, 
which the growth rate will be applied to.  
 
With regard to the suggested 10% reduction, this has been taken from WSCC’s guidance on Travel Plans, which was 
provided as part of the pre-application discussions for this site (dated August 2021). We would be happy to increase 
this reduction as part of the Vision scenario if you were comfortable for us to do this. Would a 20% reduction before 
more acceptable for the Vision scenario?  
 
Further clarity on the above would be much appreciated.  
 
Happy to discuss.  
 
Kind regards, 
Alice  
 
Alice Howse 
Principal Transport Planner  
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I was wondering if you have had chance to review the below email with regard to PRE-53-24 and applying a Vision 
Led Decide and Provide approach to the capacity assessment.  
 
We look forward to receiving your comments.  
 
Kind regards, 
Alice  
 
Alice Howse 
Principal Transport Planner  
 

HighgateTransportation 

  
Highgate Transportation Ltd 
First Floor, 43-45 Park Street 
BRISTOL BS1 5NL 
Company Registration Number: 07500534 
  
This message (including any attachments) is confidential and intended for the addressee only.  The material in it may also be subject to copyright protection.  If you are 
not the addressee you are notified that any use, review, disclosure, or copying of the information in it is prohibited.  If you have received this message in error please 
notify us and delete any copies of it.  Whilst we take sensible precautions we cannot guarantee that this message or any attachments are virus free. 
  
Please consider the environment before printing this email and any attachments. 
 

From: Alice Howse  
Sent: 02 September 2025 09:14 
To: Katie Kurek <katie.kurek@westsussex.gov.uk> 
Cc: Fiona Bennett < uk> 
Subject: (2413) Pre-App PRE-53-24 - Yapton Road - Vision Led Approach and Further Clarification  
 
Hi Katie, 
 
I hope you are well.  
  
Further to the pre-application advice you provided under PRE-53-24, given the local and national movement 
(including as set out in the WSCC Highways Pre-Application Additional Information webpage) towards a decide and 
provide approach to capacity assessments, from the traditional predict and provide, please could you confirm that the 
following is acceptable for a forthcoming transport assessment: 

i.                  The use of Behavioural Scenario growth rates to be applied to traffic survey data, not Core Scenario 
growth rates. The Behavioural Scenario growth rates are as follows: 
a. AM – 1.0203 
b. PM – 1.0254 
We attach the TEMPro screenshots which shows how the Behavioural growth rates have been calculated 
(using the table contained in the DfT report TEMPro and NTEM Data Release Notes Additional Guidance) 
and the Core growth rates for 2024-2031 as a comparison 

ii.                The application of the Travel Plan target reduction to the single occupancy private vehicle movements 
(10%). It is not expected that the 10% reduction in single occupancy private vehicle movements will occur 
in year 1.  Given that the lifetime of the Travel Plan is five years, an assumption is made that there will be a 
2% decrease each year, i.e.  
a. Year 1 - 2028 – 2% decrease 
b. Year 2 - 2029 – 4% decrease 
c. Year 3 - 2030 – 6% decrease 
d. Year 4 - 2031 – 8% decrease 
e. Year 5 - 2032 – 10% decrease 
Therefore an 8% reduction will be applied to the Total Vehicle Trip Generation in the assessment year of 
2031 
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iii.               The Transport Assessment and Travel Plan will set out how the vision will be achieved, with the Travel 
Plan including Penalty Measures, such as additional sustainable travel vouchers, if the reduction in single 
occupancy private vehicle movements is not met 

  
Furthermore, we note from the written response (received 10th July 2024) the following was included, and we provide 
additional information or clarification in green: 
  

1. The Realtime Officer has been consulted on whether they would welcome a contribution toward Realtime 
installation at these bus stops. Comments to follow. Please could you confirm if you received comments from 
the Realtime Officer? See attached email  

2. We were asked to review the possibility of providing an informal crossing to the southern side flag pole 
adjacent to the Windmill Shopping Centre. We have reviewed this, and there is not enough highway land 
available to provide an informal crossing that is constructed to standard. Given that pedestrians can access 
the bus stop outside the village hall using the existing informal pedestrian crossing infrastructure, which is the 
nearest bus stop to our site, and that pedestrians can use the existing informal pedestrian crossing at the 
northern side flag pole to access the Windmill Shopping Centre, it is considered that there is appropriate 
existing infrastructure. This will be set out within the Walking and Cycling Audit. We trust that this is 
appropriate. This is fine although I would advise that considering scale of development that the audit, where 
possible, identifies where any other improvements could be made (e.g. side road crossings on pedestrian 
desire line to amenities that would benefit from dropped kerb/tactile etc).  

3. The applicant should demonstrate anticipated vehicle numbers at nearby road network/junctions based on 
the proposed traffic distribution so that the LHA can further advise which nearby junctions would require 
capacity modelling. Generally, any junctions that see an increase of 30 or more movements during any hour. 
The quantum of development is still to be finalised, however it is likely to be around 195-200 dwellings. We 
have set out the distribution for up to 200 dwellings (using TRICS v8)  onto the wider highway network, based 
on distribution taken from BN/142/20/OUT: 

  

Junction 
AM Total 
Vehicular 

Movements 

PM Total 
Vehicular 

Movements 
Site Access/Yapton Road 97 93 
Yapton Road/Church Lane 56 54 
Yapton Road/Lake Lane 56 54 
Yapton Road/Elm Grove 55 53 
War Memorial Roundabout 37 35 
Nyton Road Junction 28 27 
Yapton Road/North End 
Road Roundabout 

41 39 

Yapton Road/Bilsham Road 
Roundabout 

40 38 

  
Based on the above table, the capacity assessment will include for the following junctions: 

∑ Site Access/Yapton Road 
∑ Yapton Road/Church Lane 
∑ Yapton Road/Lake Lane 
∑ Yapton Road/Elm Grove 
∑ War Memorial Roundabout 
∑ Yapton Road/North End Road Roundabout 
∑ Yapton Road/Bilsham Road Roundabout 

  
This list reflects the junctions that were included in the Statement of Common Ground for BN/142/20/OUT. Please 
confirm that the junctions to be included within the capacity assessment are acceptable. yes 
  
Given the time that has passed since the pre-app meeting was held, please could you confirm that the updated list of 
committed development is acceptable: 

i. Land South of Barnham Station, Church Lane (200 dwellings) BN/142/20/OUT 
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ii. Land at Bilsham Road, Yapton (250 dwellings) Y/91/17/OUT 
iii. Land East of Drove Lane, Yapton (300 dwellings) Y/92/17/OUT 
iv. BEW Parcel SC1 (1,250 dwellings) BN/11/22/OUT 

 
Following should also be included: 

∑ Y/52/23/PL – 170 dwellings Land West of Bilsham Road, Yapton, BN18 0LA. 
∑ F/4/20/OUT – 1,500 dwellings at Land at Ford Airfield Ford 
∑ F/19/25 – 400 dwellings and secondary school land south of ford lane  

We always advise that the Local Planning Authority are asked about nearby sites that should be included – this 
should include any other BEW live apps that would impact war memorial roundabout. 
  
Happy to discuss. 
 
Kind regards, 
Alice  
 
Alice Howse 
Principal Transport Planner  
 

HighgateTransportation 

Highgate Transportation Ltd 
First Floor, 43-45 Park Street 
BRISTOL BS1 5NL 
Company Registration Number: 07500534 
  
This message (including any attachments) is confidential and intended for the addressee only.  The material in it may also be subject to copyright protection.  If you are 
not the addressee you are notified that any use, review, disclosure, or copying of the information in it is prohibited.  If you have received this message in error please 
notify us and delete any copies of it.  Whilst we take sensible precautions we cannot guarantee that this message or any attachments are virus free. 
  
Please consider the environment before printing this email and any attachments. 
 
 
 
CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organisation. Do not click links or open 
attachments unless you recognise the sender and know the content is safe. 

LEGAL DISCLAIMER  
This email and any attachments are confidential and intended solely for the persons addressed. If it 
has come to you in error please reply to advise us but you should not read it, copy it, show it to 
anyone else nor make any other use of its content. West Sussex County Council takes steps to 
ensure emails and attachments are virus-free but you should carry out your own checks before 
opening any attachment.  

 
CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organisation. Do not click links or open 
attachments unless you recognise the sender and know the content is safe. 
 
CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organisation. Do not click links or open 
attachments unless you recognise the sender and know the content is safe. 
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CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organisation. Do not click links or open 
attachments unless you recognise the sender and know the content is safe. 
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1.0 Introduction  

1.1 Highgate Transportation (HTp) have been appointed to prepare this Pedestrian and 
Cycle Audit to support the planning application for a proposed development of up to 
190 dwellings at Sunnyside, Yapton Road, Barnham. 

1.2 This Audit follows a Pre-Application Technical Note (ref: HTp/2413/TN/01) and 
accompanies a Transport Assessment (TA) (ref: HTp/2413/TA/01/A) which sets out all 
pertinent transport information relating to the proposed development.  This Audit 
should be read in conjunction with the TA, which includes the broader site context and 
background in greater detail. 

1.3 Following the planning submission of the Pre-Application Technical Note to WSCC, a 
response was received from WSCC Highways Authority (dated 5th July 2024), which states 
the following: 

‘At planning stage, a Pedestrian/Cyclist Audit should be undertaken with focus on routes 
to the Train Station. This should identify any potential improvements in terms of 
pedestrian infrastructure along that route (e.g. crossings/localised path widening).’ 

1.4 This Pedestrian and Cycle Audit seeks to fulfil this request from WSCC Highways, and 
will set out the following: 

i. Brief overview of the site context 
ii. Identification of trip attractors 
iii. Description of pedestrian and cycle routes to significant trip attractors 
iv. Review of the audit findings, including: 

∑ Description of deficiencies 
∑ Where apparent and appropriate, recommendations to mitigate or remove 

deficiencies 
∑ Other opportunities identified to improve pedestrian and cycle 

infrastructure 

1.5 As part of this audit, a visit to the area was made on Tuesday 23rd September 2025 
between 1030 and 1400 hours.  Photographs included in this report were taken and 
noted observations were made during this visit. 
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2.0 Site Context and Overview 

2.1 The site is located around 750 metres east of Barnham railway station, and is bounded 
to the north by the West Coastway Line, to the east by Public Right of Way (PRoW) 
Footpath 325 (which lies partially within the site boundary), to the south by the B2233 
Yapton Road, and to the west by a residential area.  Figure 2.1 shows the site and local 
area. 

Figure 2.1 – Site location and local area  

 

2.2 The site is currently occupied by five dwellings, a campsite, caravan storage and a 
nursery, with an existing access onto the B2233 Yapton Road. 

2.3 It is proposed that the existing access is widened from 3.3 metres to create a 5.5 metre 
wide, simple priority junction with a shared footway/cycleway on either side of the access 
which will tie into the existing footway network.   

2.4 It is proposed to surface the section of PRoW FP325 within the red line boundary to 
where it meets Yapton Road, to enable the route to be useable by pedestrians and 
wheelers.   
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2.8 Other areas which are likely to attract pedestrian and cycle trips include: 

i. St Philip Howard Catholic School and Barnham Primary School, both of which lie 
beyond Barnham centre but are within reasonable walking and cycling distance 
and could attract daily trips 

ii. Plant nurseries in northeast Barnham, which offer employment opportunities 
iii. Bognor Regis, Chichester, and Littlehampton, although outside of reasonable 

walking distance, offer a wide range of facilities and employment opportunities 
and can be accessed by cycle in under an hour 

iv. Neighbouring towns of Yapton, Eastergate, Westergate etc. will attract some 
employment and occasional leisure trips 

2.9 The local centre of Barnham and the railway station is considered the most significant 
trip attractor, and walking and cycling routes to this area form the focus of this audit, as 
requested by WSCC. 

2.10 The schools are considered the second most important trip attractors, and along with 
routes to the local centre/station are referred to as ‘key routes’ in this audit.   

2.11 Routes to other trip attractors are considered in less detail, and not all of these routes 
were observed on the site visit. 
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3.7 The footway on the north side of Yapton Road also continues west to Yapton, initially at 
around 0.8 to 0.9 metres wide.  Following a very brief section of restricted width at the 
signage indicating a change in the speed limit, widens to around 1.4 metres, eventually 
joining the footway network of Yapton. 

Yapton Road (southern side of carriageway) 

3.8 No substantial sections of usable footway are provided on the southern side of Yapton 
Road east of Edward Tompkins Lane, aside from a short section of footway around 2.0 
metres wide at the Windmill Shopping Village, and a stub of footway on the eastern side 
of Edward Tompkins Lane.  

3.9 West of Edward Tompkins Lane, a 2.8 metre wide shared use footway/cycleway is 
provided on the south side of Yapton Road.  This extends for around 160 metres 
westwards, including an uncontrolled crossing of Dollery Road, at which dropped kerbs 
and tactile paving are provided. 

3.10 The shared use footway/cycleway terminates around 30 metres east of the access to 
Barnham Village Hall, indicated by corduroy paving, and continuing westwards as a 
footway only.  The transition for cycles to proceed from the footway/cycleway westwards 
on Yapton Road comprises a dropped kerb allowing access to around 5.0 metres of 
mandatory cycle lane, which then terminates without further provision (photograph 2). 

Photograph 2 – Cycle transition (looking east) 
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3.15 The footway along Yapton Road continues, uninterrupted by junctions, to Barnham 
railway station.  Between Church Lane and the railway bridge over Yapton Road, the 
footway has a brief pinch-point around 0.8 metres wide, before widening to around 1.2 
metres.   

3.16 Under the railway bridge, the footway briefly narrows to a minimum of around 0.9 
metres.  Guard rails obstruct pedestrian crossing movements across Yapton Road 
towards Lake Lane, as shown in photograph 4. 

Photograph 4 – Footway under railway bridge 

 

3.17 Between the railway bridge and Barnham railway station, the footway is at least 1.6 
metres wide (although vegetation obscures some of the width of the footway) with a 
grass verge separating it from the carriageway until the station taxi rank, and continues 
to the railway station. 

3.18 Yapton Road becomes Barnham Road at its junction with Lake Lane.  Around 25 metres 
west of this point, the guard railing terminates, and an uncontrolled crossing with 
dropped kerbs, tactile paving, and a small refuge island, is provided across Barnham 
Road. 

3.19 Continuing west along the north side of Barnham Road, the footway narrows until 
reaching the access road for Barnham Trading Post, where dropped kerbs, but no tactile 
paving, are provided.  This informal crossing is unusual in that the dropped kerbs are in 
front of the give way line.  Photograph 5 shows the access road junction.   
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Photograph 5 – Barnham Trading Post access road junction 

 

3.20 West of the Barnham Trading Post access road, a footway around 1.5 metres wide 
continues into the local centre allowing access to shops and services. 

3.21 Other than the cycle infrastructure discussed in paragraphs 3.8 and 3.9, all cycling along 
this route is on-carriageway.  The speed limit of Yapton Road/Barnham Road in this area 
is 30mph, reinforced by repeater signs and roundels on the carriageway.  Traffic volumes 
were observed to be moderate and most drivers did not appear to exceed the speed 
limit, although vehicle speeds were not recorded. 

Alternative Routes 

3.22 There are limited alternative routes between the site and the local centre and railway 
station.  All routes identified are considerably less direct. 

3.23 One plausible alternative route for pedestrians only would be to use public footpath 324 
between Yapton Road and Goodacres, continuing into the local centre via Lake Lane.  
Footpath 324 was not visited but appeared narrow at its southern end.  This section of 
footpath includes a bridge across the railway line. 

3.24 Walking via Blossom Way and Garden Crescent would be an alternative to a circa 200 
metre long section of Yapton Road.  This route was also not visited, however the 
pedestrian facilities appear adequate. 

3.25 All other routes (e.g. via Murrells Field and Church Lane) are so indirect that they do not 
present reasonable alternatives. 
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Routes to Schools 

Barnham Road 

3.26 St Philip Howard Catholic School and Barnham Primary School lie beyond Barnham 
centre and therefore walking and cycling routes to these schools will initially follow the 
routes outlined above. 

3.27 The footway on the southern side of Barnham Road continues through the local centre 
and terminates a short distance north-west of Gospond Road.   

3.28 A Puffin crossing is provided across Barnham Road around 25 metres west of the 
entrance to Barnham railway station.  Around 60 metres further west, adjacent to a bus 
shelter, an uncontrolled crossing with dropped kerbs and tactile paving is provided 
across Barnham Road. 

3.29 On the northern side of Barnham Road, opposite the railway station, the footway is 
typically very wide (circa 4.0 to 5.0 metres).  Part of the footway is occupied by street 
furniture including a bench, and by seating for local cafes during the day, but this was 
not observed to obstruct the footway to the inconvenience of pedestrians. 

3.30 The northern footway crosses Saxby Close, where dropped kerbs and tactile paving are 
provided, then The Square, at which only dropped kerbs are provided.  The wide footway 
continues past shop fronts before narrowing to around 2.0 metres outside Barnham 
Barbers Shop. 

3.31 This footway continues, uninterrupted by crossings of side roads, for around 320 metres 
north-westwards to a crossroads junction with Elm Grove and Elm Grove South.  The 
footway width is typically around 1.8 to 2.0 metres wide, with the narrowest pinch points 
being around 1.3 to 1.4 metres wide for brief sections.  The footway is shown in 
photograph 6. 

Photograph 6 – Barnham Road footway (opposite Gospond Road) 
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Alternative Routes 

3.37 An alternative route to Barnham Primary School is available via The Square, Market Close 
and Farnhurst Road.  This route was not visited, but appears reasonably direct, following 
quiet residential roads after passing the local centre. 

3.38 The quality of the footpaths between The Square and Market Close was not confirmed 
but appear paved and of reasonable width.  The rest of the route follows quiet residential 
streets with footway provision.  The crossing of Market Close appears to lack tactile 
paving, however Google Street View in this area is out of date. 

3.39 There appears to be an entrance to St Philip Howard Catholic School from Gospond 
Road, but it is not clear if this is typically available for use for staff or students. 

3.40 It is also noted that pupils could walk to the Barnham Village Hall bus stop and catch a 
bus (service 500, 66C for travel to school and 66A for travel from school) to the Elm Gove 
bus stop to access either St Philip Howard or Barnham Primary School.  As set out in the 
Transport Assessment (HTp/2413/TA/01/A) the bus services along Yapton Road are very 
regular and high quality, providing future pupils with an attractive option for travelling 
to and from school by walking or bus.  

Other Routes 

To Employment and Nurseries  

3.41 The walking route, and the primary cycling route, follows the route towards the local 
centre before continuing north on Lake Lane.  The route then follows Goodacres and 
Fieldfare Lane, a short path, and then Songthrush Lane and Skylark Way. 

3.42 This route was not visited but appears to have adequate footway provision throughout, 
with all crossings that can be soon on Google Street View provide with dropped kerbs 
and tactile paving.  After Lake Lane, the route follows quiet residential streets which likely 
make for a pleasant environment. 

3.43 No dedicated cycle infrastructure is provided, except a short section of shared use path 
between Fieldfare Lane and Songthrush Lane.  

To Yapton 

3.44 The most direct route to Yapton follows the footway along the B2233.  Immediately west 
of the site, this footway is around 0.8 metres wide.  

3.45 At the signage for the speed limit change to, the footway narrows to a pinch point, and 
no kerb is provided. 

3.46 The footway steadily widens west of this point to a minimum of around 1.4 metres. 
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Photograph 8 – Footway between Barnham and Yapton 

 

3.47 The footway continues into Yapton, with dropped kerbs and tactile paving provided at 
each crossing, except at Church Road, where only dropped kerbs are provided. 

3.48 Pedestrian access to Yapton is also available via PRoW Footpaths 158 and YAP-200-1, 
the latter of which follows the route of the former Portsmouth and Arundel canal.  These 
footpaths are unpaved and likely become muddy in wet conditions. 

To Eastergate and Westergate 

3.49 The walking and cycling routes to Eastergate and Westergate follow the routes to the 
schools as far as the Elm Grove crossroads. 

3.50 The routes then continue along the B2233 Barnham Road towards the War Memorial 
Roundabout.  The footway appears of reasonable width throughout, with dropped kerbs 
and tactile paving provided at crossings as appropriate.  

3.51 On-carriageway cycling conditions are similar to other sections of the B2233 discussed, 
with a slight uphill gradient towards Eastergate. 
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3.52 Pedestrians and cyclists continuing to Westergate have the option of travelling via 
Church Lane (Eastergate) and Ivy Lane, with a shared use path connecting the two, as an 
alternative to the A29.  Church Lane lacks footways, but these roads appear to have low 
traffic speeds and volumes. 

Cycle Routes to Bognor Regis, Chichester, Littlehampton 

3.53 Cyclists travelling to Bognor Regis can use the Barnham Link cycle route.  This begins at 
the Church Lane junction with Yapton Road, uses the carriageway of Church Lane until 
joining an off-road link towards Charles Purley Way, where a network of shared use paths 
and quiet roads can be reached.  Hill Lane provides an alternative route to Church Lane.  
From the site to Bognor Regis centre via this route is around 5.0 miles. 

3.54 Cyclists travelling to Chichester can follow the B2233 and A29/Nyton Road towards the 
A27, where the Chichester to Norton Cycle Track can be joined.  This route is around 8.0 
miles between the site and Chichester centre.   

3.55 A less direct route is available to Chichester which follows the Barnham Link cycle route 
towards Bognor Regis, then follows shared use paths through North Bersted and along 
Bognor Road. 

3.56 The most direct route to Littlehampton follows the B2233 Yapton Road until its junction 
with the A259, where a shared use path (National Cycle Route 2) can be joined which 
continues to Littlehampton.  This route is around 4.8 miles between the site and 
Littlehampton centre. 

3.57 An alternative route to Littlehampton follows the Barnham Link, then uses a shared path 
along Charles Purley Way to join National Cycle Route 2.  This route is around 7.8 miles 
between the site and Littlehampton centre. 
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4.0 Audit Findings 

4.1 A review of the findings of the audit is set out below.  This includes: 

i. Deficiencies in the pedestrian and cycle infrastructure on the audited routes 
ii. Where apparent and appropriate, suggested courses of remedial action to be 

taken to mitigate or remove deficiencies 
∑ These suggestions may not be practicable due to constraints not apparent 

on the ground, and courses of action other than those suggested may be 
more appropriate 

∑ Recommendations made should not be construed as commitments to 
undertake any works 

iii. Other opportunities within the local area to improve pedestrian and/or cycle 
connectivity 

4.2 For the purposes of this assessment, deficiencies identified are grouped into one of three 
categories: 

i. Minor – May be uncomfortable, unattractive or inconvenient for some users, but 
likely accessible to the vast majority with no safety issues, or easily avoided 

ii. Significant – May be inaccessible for some users, or uncomfortable, unattractive 
or inconvenient to many users, with possible minor safety concerns 

iii. Serious – May be dangerous for some or all users, or highly uncomfortable, 
unattractive or inconvenient for a majority of users 

General Observations for All Routes 

4.3 The topography of this area is generally flat with only shallow gradients, which is unlikely 
to exclude anyone from walking or cycling in the area. 

4.4 The surfacing of the footways and carriageways appeared to be generally in good 
condition, and no major defects were observed. 

4.5 The B2233 is a moderately busy road, and vehicles did not generally appear to exceed 
the speed limit of 30mph during the site visit, which was not made during peak hours.   

4.6 Traffic volumes were low enough to allow comfortable crossing of the carriageway at 
uncontrolled crossings, and it is likely that many people with reduced mobility will be 
able to use the crossings where refuge islands are provided.  

4.7 Conditions for on-carriageway cycling appeared acceptable, and several cyclists were 
observed on the B2233 during the site visit.  However, the moderate traffic volumes and 
lack of dedicated infrastructure for any substantial distance may exclude less 
experienced cyclists, especially during peak hours, and do not provide attractive cycling. 

Routes to Barnham Local Centre and Station 

4.8 Figure 4.1 shows the locations of the deficiencies identified on the routes to Barnham 
local centre and railway station. 
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Figure 4.1 – Deficiencies on routes to Barnham local centre and station 

 

4.9 The deficiencies identified are as follows: 

1. Significant – Footway on north side of Yapton Road adjacent to site is narrow, with 
substantial stretches of footway around 0.8 to 0.9 metres wide, below the 1.0 metre 
absolute minimum set out in Inclusive Mobility - A Guide to Best Practice on Access 
to Pedestrian and Transport Infrastructure (2021).  This is too narrow for two 
wheelchair/mobility scooter/pram users to pass, and may be too narrow for use by 
some mobility scooters.  The footway is immediately adjacent to the carriageway 
and this will be uncomfortable for some users given the narrow footway width. 

The proposed site access arrangements include the widening of this footway to 3.0 
metres, which will address this deficiency.  No further recommendation is made. 

Photograph 9 – Footway along B2233 Yapton Road adjacent to site 
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2. Significant – Footway adjacent to the Murrell Arms drops to the carriageway, with 
no kerbs or tactile paving.  Visually impaired users may unknowingly enter the 
carriageway. 
An alternative route is available via the uncontrolled crossing across Yapton Road 
to the middle of the triangle of land by the Murrell Arms, however a minor deficiency 
(6) has also been identified at that location. 

If possible, a compliant dropped kerb and tactile paving arrangement should be 
provided here and as appropriate on the footway on the triangular ‘island’.   

Photograph 10 – Footway adjacent to Murrell Arms 
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3. Minor – At the village hall bus stop (westbound), the footway narrows to circa 1.0 
metre wide for around ten metres, longer than the 6.0 metre maximum set out in 
Inclusive Mobility.  This is particularly restrictive as bus passengers use this space for 
waiting, boarding and alighting buses. 

If possible, the footway should be widened; there appears to be highway boundary 
available to achieve this, but it is expected this would have been done if achievable 
so there are likely other constraints not identified.  Otherwise, regular vegetation 
management and ‘scraping back’ of soil creep will mitigate the issue.  Relocation of 
the bus stop could be considered though there is no obvious alternative. 

Photograph 11 – Village Hall bus stop (westbound) 
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4. Minor – Footway on the western side of the junction of Church Lane and Yapton 
Road narrows briefly to around 0.8 metres wide.  This is below the 1.0 metre absolute 
minimum set out in Inclusive Mobility.  This is too narrow for two 
wheelchair/mobility scooter/pram users to pass, and may be too narrow for use by 
some mobility scooters.  The footway is immediately adjacent to the carriageway, 
and this will be uncomfortable for some users given the narrow footway width. 

There does not appear to be space available within the highway boundary to widen 
the footway.  Regular vegetation management will mitigate the issue, but no other 
recommendations are made. 

Photograph 12 – Footway on western side of Church Lane / Yapton Road junction 
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5. Minor – No tactile paving provided at crossing between triangular ‘island’ near the 
Murrell Arms and footway to the west.  This may be uncomfortable or difficult to 
use for those with visual impairments. 

Appropriate tactile paving should be installed.  This may require the relocation of 
the dropped kerbs on the western side of the crossing. 

Photograph 13 – Western crossing of Church Lane near Murrell Arms 

 

  



Sunnyside, Yapton Road 
Pedestrian and Cycle Audit 

HTp/2413/TN/02/A                                                                                               Page 21 of 31 

 

6. Minor – Uncontrolled crossing to/from triangular ‘island’ over Yapton Road near the 
Murrell Arms has poor visibility to the west for pedestrians crossing from north to 
south. 

The visibility has not been measured and may be compliant, however the crossing 
may be uncomfortable for some users and may exclude those with reduced mobility. 

Cutting back or removal of vegetation within highway land may improve visibility.  
A controlled crossing could be considered, but is not necessarily recommended. 

Photograph 14 – Looking west on Yapton Road from crossing opposite triangular 
island 
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7. Minor - Usable width of footway is constrained under railway bridge, briefly 
narrowing to around 0.9 metres wide (below the 1.0 metre absolute minimum set 
out in Inclusive Mobility) at the northern end.  This is too narrow for two 
wheelchair/mobility scooter/pram users to pass, and may be too narrow for use by 
some mobility scooters.  Guard railings reduce perceived and actual risk to 
pedestrian safety but contribute to the restriction in width. 

Removal of guard railings could be considered, however the marginal increase in 
usable footway width must be weighed against a reduction in both perceived and 
actual pedestrian safety. 

Photograph 15 – Looking northwards on footway under railway bridge 
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8. Minor – There is no formal crossing arrangement at the access to Barnham Trading 
Post, noting that the dropped kerbs provided sit in front of the give way markings.   

As a more attractive and equally direct alternative route to most of the facilities in 
the local centre is available, this is only considered a minor deficiency, however this 
unusual arrangement is not accessible to all. 

If possible, painting of the give way lining to be in front of the footway, and provision 
of appropriate dropped kerbs and tactile paving, is recommended. 

Photograph 16 – Barnham Trading Post access (looking east) 
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9. Minor - A short section of cycle lane is provided for cyclists travelling westbound 
transitioning from the shared use path onto the carriageway.  No facilities are 
provided for the reverse transition for eastbound cycles, although this can be 
achieved following a right turn into Dollery Drive. 

The cycle lane serves as a visual indicator that cycles may be joining the carriageway, 
however it is likely that vehicles will generally disregard the cycle lane given the 
limited carriageway width available.  An over-the-shoulder observation is required 
of cyclists which may not be made in practice. 

It may be preferable to have cycles join and leave the carriageway at Dollery Drive, 
however, as this infrastructure has been implemented as part of a recent 
development, alternatives may have already been considered and rejected. 

Photograph 17 – Cycle transition (looking west) 
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Routes to Schools 

4.10 Figure 4.2 shows the location of the deficiencies identified on routes to local schools. 

Figure 4.2 - Deficiencies on routes to schools 

 

4.11 The deficiencies identified are as follows: 

10. Minor – No tactile paving provided across The Square crossing.  This may be 
uncomfortable or difficult to use for those with visual impairments. 

Appropriate tactile paving should be installed. 

Photograph 18 – Crossing at The Square 
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11. Minor – No footway provided on west side of Barnham Road between Gospond 
Road and Elm Grove crossroads.  This necessitates a double crossing for 
pedestrians wishing to continue along the south/west side of the road. 

Although ideally a second footway would be provided, the eastern footway and 
crossing facilities are of good quality and so this is not necessary.  

Photograph 19 – Barnham Road north of Gospond Road (looking north) 
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Other Routes 

4.12 Away from key routes, minor deficiencies, and deficiencies outside of the Barnham area, 
have been omitted for clarity and brevity.  Figure 4.3 shows the location of remaining 
deficiencies and opportunities identified on other routes. 

Figure 4.3 - Deficiencies and opportunities on other routes 

 

4.13 The deficiencies identified are as follows: 

12. Serious – At the speed limit change to 40mph, the footway is dropped to 
carriageway level, with no kerb provided, to facilitate vehicle access to adjacent 
driveways.  A short retaining wall, and the signpost for the speed limit signage, 
severely restrict the usable width for pedestrians.  The available width could not 
be safely measured. 

This section will be uncomfortable for most users, cannot be considered 
accessible for users with mobility aids or prams, and presents a safety concern 
for all users. 

A short section of kerb should be installed here to protect pedestrians.  Ideally, 
the retaining wall and signpost would be relocated to allow for additional 
footway width.  Alternatively, a pedestrian route between Yapton and Barnham 
could be provided on a different alignment. 
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Photograph 20 – Yapton Road footway at speed limit change 

 

13. Significant - Footway on north side of Yapton Road for around 250 metres east 
of PRoW Footpath 325 is narrow, with substantial stretches of footway around 
0.8 metres wide, below the 1.0 metre absolute minimum set out in Inclusive 
Mobility.  This is too narrow for two wheelchair/mobility scooter/pram users to 
pass, and may be too narrow for use by some mobility scooters.  The footway is 
immediately adjacent to the carriageway and this will be uncomfortable for some 
users given the narrow footway width. 

Where possible, the footway should be widened, ideally to a minimum of 2.0 
metres. 

  





Sunnyside, Yapton Road 
Pedestrian and Cycle Audit 

HTp/2413/TN/02/A                                                                                               Page 30 of 31 

 

Photograph 22 – Yapton Road between Barnham and Yapton 

 

 
4.14 Two opportunities were identified: 

15. The alignment of the Portsmouth and Arundel canal is currently an unpaved 
footpath, but has the potential to be an attractive walking and cycling route, as 
set out in the WSCC LCWIP, noting the success of similar ‘greenway’ schemes on 
former railway alignments and canal towpaths across the UK.  This would provide 
an alternative route between Barnham and Yapton and may be an attraction in 
its own right as a leisure route. 

16. The Barnham Link cycle route between Barnham and Bognor Regis does not 
appear to be signposted at the Barnham end (signage is present at the Bognor 
Regis end).  Installing signage would both assist users with navigation and 
promote the existence of the cycle route as a transport option.  Several locations 
where signage may be useful are indicated on Figure 4.3. 
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Summary of Recommended Improvements 

4.15 It has been demonstrated that the site is highly sustainable, especially when compared 
to the context of development in Arun.  Table 2.1 demonstrates how many local facilities 
and services are within walking distance of the site, and there are good quality existing 
public transport options available in the form of regular bus services and excellent rail 
connections, thereby providing future residents for genuine choice of sustainable 
transport options, reducing the reliability on the private car.    

4.16 The below is a summary of the suggestions for potential resolutions to identified 
deficiencies set out above.   

4.17 All of the below suggestions appear achievable based on the information gathered 
during the site visit, however there may be unidentified constraints that mean they are 
impractical or impossible, and this will be set out in the Transport Assessment 
(HTp/2413/TA/01/A).  

4.18 These are for information only, arising from this Pedestrian and Cycle Audit, and should 
not be construed as commitments to undertake any works: 

i. Widen footway along site frontage  
∑ This is included for within the proposed site access arrangement 

ii. Install dropped kerbs and tactile paving at the Murrell Arms east crossing 
iii. Install tactile paving at the Murrell Arms west crossing 
iv. Widen footway at village hall westbound bus stop 
v. Relocate give way markings and install dropped kerbs and tactile paving at 

Barnham Trading post access 
vi. Install dropped kerbs and tactile paving at The Square crossing 
vii. Provide kerbs at footway pinch point by the speed limit change on Yapton Road 

4.19 Implementing any of the suggested resolutions to the identified deficiencies would 
improve the existing sustainability of the site.  However, it is understood that not all 
suggested resolutions may be implementable due to land ownership or highway 
boundary constraints. 
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Appendix 1 
Key Routes Plan 
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Appendix 5 

Key Routes Plan   
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Appendix 6 

WSCC Highways Correspondence to Pedestrian/Cycle Audit   
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Appendix 7 

Active Travel England Planning Application Assessment Toolkit Appraiser Report 
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Appendix 8 

DfT Connectivity Tool Report 

  



Square ID 496450_104150

Local authorities Arun
West Sussex

Latitude 50.828862

Longitude -0.631887

Explore the score

Connectivity Tool Lite

Guidance

Overall

Type National score National distribution

Overall (except driving) 57 Slightly above average
(50-60%)

Public transport 63 Above average
(60-70%)

Walking 48 Slightly below average
(40-50%)

Cycling 58 Slightly above average
(50-60%)

Driving 79 High
(70-80%)

Education

Type National score National distribution

Overall (except driving) 52 Slightly above average
(50-60%)

Public transport 63 Above average
(60-70%)

Walking 42 Slightly below average
(40-50%)

Cycling 63 Above average
(60-70%)

Driving 79 High
(70-80%)
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Leisure

Type National score National distribution

Overall (except driving) 51 Slightly above average
(50-60%)

Public transport 59 Slightly above average
(50-60%)

Walking 40 Slightly below average
(40-50%)

Cycling 54 Slightly above average
(50-60%)

Driving 76 High
(70-80%)

Health

Type National score National distribution

Overall (except driving) 46 Slightly below average
(40-50%)

Public transport 54 Slightly above average
(50-60%)

Walking 35 Below average
(30-40%)

Cycling 51 Slightly above average
(50-60%)

Driving 72 High
(70-80%)

Shopping

Type National score National distribution

Overall (except driving) 65 Above average
(60-70%)

Public transport 70 High
(70-80%)

Walking 58 Slightly above average
(50-60%)

Cycling 67 Above average
(60-70%)

Driving 82 Very high
(80-90%)

Residential

Type National score National distribution

Overall (except driving) 60 Above average
(60-70%)

Public transport 64 Above average
(60-70%)

Walking 55 Slightly above average
(50-60%)
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Type National score National distribution

Cycling 64 Above average
(60-70%)

Driving 80 Very high
(80-90%)

Workplaces

Type National score National distribution

Overall (except driving) 54 Slightly above average
(50-60%)

Public transport 60 Above average
(60-70%)

Walking 37 Below average
(30-40%)

Cycling 53 Slightly above average
(50-60%)

Driving 71 High
(70-80%)
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Appendix 9 

Personal Injury Collision Report 
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Appendix 10 

Traffic Survey Data 
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Appendix 11 

Illustrative Masterplan 
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Appendix 12 

Swept Path Analysis of Illustrative Masterplan 

  


