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WEST SUSSEX COUNTY COUNCIL   DATE:  21st November 2016 
STRATEGIC PLANNING CONSULTATION 
 
 
FROM: Tim Townsend    TO: Arun District Council 
     FAO: Hilary Kernohan 
 
SUBJECT: LU/234/16/RES  -  Application for reserved matters relating to access, 
appearance, landscaping, layout and scale of the previously approved LU/63/11/. This 
application affects a Public Right of Way. 
   
LOCATION: Fitzalan Link Road, Worthing Rd (A259), East Street, Littlehampton, 
West Sussex. 
 
ADDITIONAL INFORMATION. 
   
RECOMMENDATION: 
 
Advice    Modification    More Information
  
Objection    No Objection    Refusal 
  
 
S106 contribution total (see below for breakdown):  £N/A (secured at outline stage) 
 

 
This is the third WSCC highways and transport response to the above planning application.  It follows 
submission of further information from the applicant’s Highway Consultant (Mayer Brown) in the form 
of the following in response to comments made in previous WSCC highways reports dated 21

st
 

September and 21
st
 October 2016: 

 
 

• Response to WSCC Reserve Matters Comments (Mayer Brown – Ref: PHF-MB-S278-GF-
RP-D-DS01 Revision P1 [Initial Issue] – November 2016) 

• Drawing No: PHF-MB-S278-GF-DR-D-S278-01 Revision P1 (Adoption Drawing) 

• Drawing No: MBTK160331-01 (Anticipated swept paths of 16.5m FTA articulated vehicle 
accessing Academy roundabout) 

• Drawing No: MBTK160331-02 (Anticipated swept paths of single deck bus accessing 
Academy roundabout) 

• Drawing No: MBTK160331-03 (Anticipated swept paths of combination articulated vehicle 
accessing Academy roundabout) 

• Drawing No: PHF-MB-S278-GF-DR-D-209-01 Revision P2 (Proposed S278 highway works 
site clearance drawing 1 of 2) 

• Drawing No: PHF-MB-S278-GF-DR-D-209-02 Revision P2 (Proposed S278 highway works 
site clearance drawing 2 of 2) 

• Drawing No: PHF-MB-S278-GF-DR-D-210-02 Revision P3 (Proposed S278 highway works 
general arrangement drawing 2 of 2) 

• Drawing No: MBPHFITZ-DS-01 Revision P2 (Proposed S278 highway works scheme overlay 
comparison drawing) 

  

X 

 

X 

 

X 

 

ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL LU/234/16/RES



2 

 

 
Summary position of Highway Authority. 
Comments below in green text reply to the headings as set out in WSCC highways response dated 
21

st
 September 2016: 

 
1. Account of how the design as currently submitted for this RES application compares 

with that considered as part of the outline application.  Account of design principles 
agreed at that time and how they have been applied to this RES application.  Although 
the main design principle of the road appears to be unchanged from the outline application 
(namely that the road will be an ‘all-purpose’ distributor road designed to carry traffic north-
south, linking with the existing Fitzalan Road to the south and the proposed ‘Southern By-
Pass’, due to be constructed north of (and including) the A259), the design does not meet 
WSCC’s Speed Limit Criteria for a 30mph road.  Previously, WSCC had stated that to 
achieve 30mph, any scheme would need to incorporate adequate design features to 
demonstrate likely suitability.  As submitted, it does not.  Therefore, WSCC considers the 
road is suited to a higher – likely 40mph - speed limit.  However, it will still be subject to 
some further changes and consideration of part of it having a 30mph speed limit (the 
southern section on the approach to the crossing point adjacent to the school sports pitches 
as this will tie in with the 30mph speed limit south of the school access roundabout).  A 
30mph limit is likely to be acceptable on this section only.  Also since the outline stage, parts 
of the design have altered.  The main changes are at the northern end of the scheme at the 
point the road joins Highdown Drive (where the road alignment has been moved generally 
eastwards – albeit with some minor alignment westwards further south) and at the Academy 
roundabout (where the roundabout has been enlarged slightly and alignment also moved 
eastwards).   
Further comments in response to the actual design as presented will follow elsewhere 
in this report. 

2. Confirmation of design standards now used.  Upon inspection of the submitted Technical 
Report (reply to Reserved Matters comments), the design standards are now quoted.  As 
stated above, the design does not meet WSCC’s Speed Limit Criteria for a 30mph road.  For 
the reasons set out in point 1 above, the majority of the road will need to be 40mph which 
aligns with the speed limit found on the A259 found north and the rest of the relief road being 
provided by the applicant.  A 30mph speed limit would be acceptable only for the southern 
section on the approach to the crossing point adjacent to the school sports pitches as this 
will tie in with the 30mph speed limit south of the school access roundabout.  However, the 
crossing should be changed to a signal-controlled ‘Toucan’ for road safety reasons and to 
further reinforce that section being 30mph.  As a new addition, the crossing needs to be 
safety audited and any recommendations agreed prior to determination of the application.  
Further information and amendments required from the applicant to show this. 
 

3. Copies of the Stage 1 RSA and DR supplied at the outline stage.  Copies of any Departures 
from Standard (DfS) and conclusions reached at the outline stage (and any changes that 
may or may not be proposed now).  The Designer’s Response to the Stage 1 Road Safety 
Audit undertaken as part of the outline planning application has been provided.  The 
Highway Authority is in agreement with all the recommendations made by the Audit Team.  
However, the designer rejects the recommendation made in item 3.12 (removal of [central] 
crossing point over new relief road).  Having reviewed it, the Highway Authority agrees with 
the audit team (NOT the designer) and requires that the crossing point referred to be 
removed for highway safety reasons.  This needs to be shown on an amended drawing.  
With regard to Departures from Standard (DfS) identified at the outline stage and whether 
any are carried-forward to the revised design as currently presented, the only one identified 
at this stage for this section of road is the one referred to as ‘Fitzalan Link – Omission of 
Transition Curves’.  This has been considered by the Highway Authority.  The conclusion 
reached is that the design as currently submitted is suitable for vehicles using this stretch 
(without transition curves) for a road designed to a 70kph (40mph) design speed.  Full details 
of the consideration process can be made available on request.  Further 
information/amendments required re. removal of uncontrolled crossing point.  
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4. Confirmation that all PRoW have been considered in-line with County advice.  Please see 

comments made in previous WSCC highways reports about legal requirements and 
comments made elsewhere in this report about physical changes to 
paths/routes/crossings.   
 

5. Landscaping plans and planting types adjacent to crossings etc.  Comments have been 
made via email directly to the planning officer.  Key points include maintaining visibility at all 
crossing points and junctions with the road; ensuring that any planting does not encroach on 
foot/cyclepaths running through the scheme and who will maintain planting/landscaping for 
sections of the scheme not intended to be offered for adoption.  Further information is 
required from the applicant to demonstrate and answer these points.  

 
Further Highway Authority comments in response to design. 
 

1. Red line boundary – This has implications for PRoW connection in south-western corner 
(north of Academy roundabout) – please demonstrate that an appropriate design can be 
accommodated and correctly interact with existing PRoW connection.  As shown, the 
existing path and the new paths do not appear to tie-in.  Also see 3 below.  Further 
information and alterations required. 
 

2. Bus layby south of Academy RBT – WSCC drawings for the section of road south of the 
Academy entrance do not appear to show the bus layby as suggested by the applicant.  As 
such, this matter is not concluded and a further response is required form the applicant on 
the subject of a northbound bus layby.  Further information and alterations required. 

 
3. Shared footpath/cycleways alongside both sides of the access road – On the western side 

at the point the PRoW joins the scheme, the alignment is very convoluted and may not meet 
appropriate design standards.  Please amend and remove bends etc.  This also applies to 
the ‘kink’ on the eastern side of the road found further north.  Also, because of the increased 
speed limit along the majority of the road, it is recommended that the footpath/cycleways be 
set-back from the edge of the carriageway by a minimum of 1.5m wherever possible.  Also 
because of the speed limit, a signal controlled crossing should be provided in this location 
(Toucan).  Any design should be Safety Audited before planning consent is issued.  Please 
provide amendments, Road Safety Audit and Designer’s Response. 
 

4. Refuge adjacent to Highdown Drive – Applicant should demonstrate that adequate kerb-to-
kerb width for vehicles is provided either side of the proposed pedestrian/cycle refuge and 
that the refuge itself is wide enough for pedestrian and cycle usage.  The full WSCC 
specification for refuges can be found on the WSCC website.  Further information and 
alterations required. 

 
5. Shared footpath/cycleway on south-eastern side of the Academy RBT - To be shown 

remaining as shared footway/cyclepath – NOT landscaping as shown on one of the 
landscaping plans.  Further information and alterations required. 
 

6. 0.5m margins - As shown in places alongside the road will not be suitable for planting 
(nothing will grow given the narrow width) – applicant to confirm how they intend to construct 
these.  Further information required. 
 

7. Surface Water Drainage – Design principles are currently being reviewed by WSCC – 
comments to follow. 
 

8. Adoption limit – who will maintain planting and other areas outside of proposed adoption 
limits?  Further information required. 
 

9. Street lighting considerations – what is proposed?  Further information required. 
 

10. Maintenance access and access routes to be identified alongside road (to permit vehicles to 
be parked clear of the road when maintenance is taking place) – Please show. 
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11. Road surfacing - Hot-Rolled Asphalt (HRA) as per WSCC policy.  NO FURTHER ACTION 

REQUIRED AT THIS STAGE.  
 

12. Access barriers alongside crossing points - Will be considered at detailed design stage.  NO 
FURTHER ACTION REQUIRED AT THIS STAGE.  

 
 

13. Construction Management Plan – A suitable plan will need to be agreed prior to any works 
commencing.  NO FURTHER ACTION REQUIRED AT THIS STAGE.  
 

14. Road signing strategy - A suitable plan will need to be agreed prior to the road opening.  
The obligation to do this will fall to Persimmon Homes and must include signing further afield 
on approaches etc. (essentially beyond red line boundaries etc.).  NO FURTHER ACTION 
REQUIRED AT THIS STAGE.  

 
Note to the Planning Case Officer. 
The Highway Authority will, as part of any S38/278 process following any grant of planning 
permission, check other details such as road thicknesses, surfacing materials, cross and long-
sections and detailed drainage design etc.  As such, it will be premature at this planning stage to 
discharge any conditions relating to matters to be considered as part of that S38/278 process.  WSCC 
officers will update the Planning Case Officer as such approvals are granted at the appropriate time. 
 
Please re-consult when replies have been received in response to the points made above requiring 
attention.  
 
Thank you. 
  
 
 
Tim Townsend 
Strategic Planning 
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