
 

 
i-T

ra
n

sp
o

rt L
L
P

G
ro

ve
 H

o
u

se
, Lu

tye
n

s C
lo

se
, C

h
in

e
h

a
m

 C
o

u
rt

B
a
sin

g
sto

k
e
, R

G
2
4
 8

A
G

T
e
l: 0

1
2
5
6
 3

3
8
6
4

0

 

  D
a
te

: 2
0
 A

p
ril 2

0
2
1
      R

e
f: D

S
/IT

B
1
4
6
7
9
-0

0
6
D

 
P

a
g

e
: 1

 T
e
ch

n
ica

l N
o

te
 

P
ro

je
ct N

o
: 

IT
B

1
4
6
7
9
 

P
ro

je
ct T

itle
: 

La
n

d
 S

o
u

th
 o

f F
o

rd
 La

n
e
 

T
itle

: 
S
ta

g
e
 1

 R
o

a
d

 S
a
fe

ty A
u

d
it –

 G
G

1
1
9
 R

e
sp

o
n

se
 F

o
rm

a
t 

R
e
f: 

D
S
/IT

B
1
4
6
7
9
-0

0
6
D

 

D
a
te

: 
2
0
 A

p
ril 2

0
2
1
 

 S
E
C

T
IO

N
 1

 
S

U
M

M
A

R
Y

 

1
.1

.1
 

R
e
d

ro
w

 H
o

m
e
s h

a
s su

b
m

itte
d

 a
 D

isch
a
rg

e
 o

f C
o

n
d

itio
n

 a
p

p
lica

tio
n

 (re
f: Y

/1
3
1

/2
0
) in

 re
la

tio
n

 to
 

p
la

n
n

in
g

 co
n

d
itio

n
s a

sso
cia

te
d

 w
ith

 p
la

n
n

in
g

 co
n

se
n

t Y
/8

0
/1

6
.  

1
.1

.2
 

A
s p

a
rt o

f th
is su

b
m

issio
n

, d
e
ta

il w
a
s su

b
m

itte
d

 fo
r th

e
 d

isch
a
rg

e
 o

f C
o

n
d

itio
n

 8
 in

 re
la

tio
n

 to
 th

e
 

tre
a
tm

e
n

t 
o

f 
P

u
b

lic 
R

ig
h

ts 
o

f 
W

a
y 

(P
R

O
W

) 
Fo

o
tp

a
th

s 
3
5
7
, 

3
5
8
 
a
n

d
 
3
5
9
 
a
s 

w
e
ll 

a
s 

cycle
 
ro

u
te

s 

th
ro

u
g

h
 th

e
 site

.  

1
.1

.3
 

A
ru

n
 D

istrict C
o

u
n

cil (A
D

C
) h

a
s co

n
su

lte
d

 W
e
st S

u
sse

x C
o

u
n

ty C
o

u
n

cil (W
S
C

C
) in

 re
sp

e
ct o

f th
e
 

p
ro

p
o

se
d

 d
isch

a
rg

e
 o

f co
n

d
itio

n
 8

, in
 th

e
ir ca

p
a
city

 a
s th

e
 lo

ca
l h

ig
h

w
a
y a

u
th

o
rity a

n
d

 fo
r th

e
ir 

re
sp

o
n

sib
ility fo

r th
e
 m

a
n

a
g

e
m

e
n

t a
n

d
 m

a
in

te
n

a
n

ce
 o

f th
e
 P

R
O

W
 n

e
tw

o
rk

.  

1
.1

.4
 

A
s p

a
rt o

f th
e
 re

sp
o

n
se

, W
S
C

C
 re

q
u

e
ste

d
 th

a
t a

 R
o

a
d

 S
a
fe

ty A
u

d
it o

f th
e
 P

R
O

W
s th

ro
u

g
h

 th
e
 site

 

w
a
s u

n
d

e
rta

k
e
n

 in
 a

cco
rd

a
n

ce
 w

ith
 th

e
 W

S
C

C
 R

o
a
d

 S
a
fe

ty A
u

d
it P

o
licy. A

 B
rie

f w
a
s su

b
m

itte
d

 to
 

W
S
C

C
 fo

r a
p

p
ro

va
l to

 e
n

a
b

le
 th

e
 R

S
A

 to
 b

e
 u

n
d

e
rta

k
e
n

 o
n

 a
n

 a
g

re
e
d

 b
a
sis. 

1
.1

.5
 

T
h

is T
e
ch

n
ica

l N
o

te
 su

m
m

a
rise

s th
e
 re

co
m

m
e
n

d
a
tio

n
s o

f th
e
 A

u
d

ito
r a

n
d

 d
e
ta

ils th
e
 re

sp
o

n
se

 o
f th

e
 

D
e
sig

n
 T

e
a
m

 in
 a

cco
rd

a
n

ce
 w

ith
 th

e
 G

G
1
1
9
 A

p
p

e
n

d
ix F

 fo
rm

a
t. 

1
.1

.6
 

F
o

llo
w

in
g

 co
m

m
e
n

ts re
ce

ive
d

 fro
m

 W
S
C

C
 o

n
 2

9
 M

a
rch

 2
0
2
1
, th

is re
sp

o
n

se
 h

a
s b

e
e
n

 u
p

d
a
te

d
 to

 

in
co

rp
o

ra
te

 fu
rth

e
r a

m
e
n

d
m

e
n

t to
 th

e
 d

e
sig

n
. 

1
.1

.7
 

F
o

llo
w

in
g

 co
m

m
e
n

ts re
ce

iv
e
d

 fro
m

 W
S
C

C
 o

n
 th

e
 1

6
th A

p
ril 2

0
2
1
 a

n
d

 th
e
 A

u
d

ito
r o

n
 th

e
 2

0
th A

p
ril 

2
0
2
1
 
in

 
re

la
tio

n
 
to

 
d

ra
w

in
g

 
IT

B
1
4
6
7
9
-G

A
-0

0
2
 
R

e
v 

F
, 

th
is 

re
sp

o
n

se
 
h

a
s 

b
e
e
n

 
u

p
d

a
te

d
 
a
n

d
 
fin

a
l 

d
ra

w
in

g
 IT

B
1
4
6
7
9
-G

A
-0

0
2
 R

e
v G

 h
a
s b

e
e
n

 issu
e
d

. 

 
 

AR
U

N
 D

ISTR
IC

T C
O

U
N

C
IL Y/131/20/D

O
C



 

 
La

n
d

 S
o

u
th

 o
f F

o
rd

 La
n

e

S
ta

g
e
 1

 R
o

a
d

 S
a
fe

ty A
u

d
it –

 G
G

1
1
9
 R

e
sp

o
n

se
 F

o
rm

a
t

  D
a
te

: 2
0
 A

p
ril 2

0
2
1
      R

e
f: D

S
/IT

B
1
4
6
7
9
-0

0
6
D

 
P

a
g

e
: 2

 S
E
C

T
IO

N
 2

 
R

O
A

D
 S

A
F
E
T

Y
 A

U
D

IT
 R

E
S

P
O

N
S

E
 

2
.1

 
P

ro
je

ct D
e
ta

ils 

T
a
b

le
 F

.1
: P

ro
je

ct D
e
ta

ils 

R
e
p

o
rt T

itle
: 

S
ta

g
e
 1

 R
o

a
d

 S
a
fe

ty A
u

d
it 

D
a
te

: 
M

a
rch

 2
0
2
1
 

D
o

cu
m

e
n

t R
e
fe

re
n

ce
 a

n
d

 R
e
visio

n
: 

R
S
A

-2
0
-1

9
3
-1

 

P
re

p
a
re

d
 b

y: 
F
e
n

le
y R

o
a
d

 S
a
fe

ty Lim
ite

d
 

O
n

 b
e
h

a
lf o

f: 
W

e
st S

u
sse

x C
o

u
n

ty C
o

u
n

cil 

 

2
.2

 
A

u
th

o
risa

tio
n

 S
h

e
e
t 

T
a
b

le
 F

.2
: A

u
th

o
risa

tio
n

 S
h

e
e
t 

P
ro

je
ct: 

M
e
a
d

o
w

 G
a
rd

e
n

s (La
n

d
 S

o
u

th
 o

f F
o

rd
 La

n
e
) 

R
e
p

o
rt T

itle
: 

R
S
A

 G
G

1
1
9
 A

p
p

e
n

d
ix F

 R
e
sp

o
n

se
 

P
re

p
a
re

d
 b

y
 (D

e
sig

n
 O

rg
a

n
isa

tio
n

) 

N
a
m

e
: 

D
o

m
in

ic S
m

ith
 

P
o

sitio
n

: 
A

sso
cia

te
 P

a
rtn

e
r 

S
ig

n
e
d

: 
 

O
rg

a
n

isa
tio

n
: 

i-T
ra

n
sp

o
rt LLP

 

D
a
te

: 
2
0
 A

p
ril 2

0
2
1
 

A
p

p
ro

v
e

d
 b

y
 (O

v
e
rse

e
in

g
 O

rg
a
n

isa
tio

n
) 

N
a
m

e
: 

T
im

 T
o

w
n

se
n

d
 

P
o

sitio
n

: 
P

rin
cip

a
l T

ra
n

sp
o

rt P
la

n
n

e
r 

S
ig

n
e
d

: 
 

O
rg

a
n

isa
tio

n
: 

W
e
st S

u
sse

x C
o

u
n

ty C
o

u
n

cil 

D
a
te

: 
 

K
e
y
 P

e
rso

n
n

e
l 

T
a
b

le
 F

.3
: K

e
y
 P

e
rso

n
n

e
l 

O
ve

rse
e
in

g
 O

rg
a
n

isa
tio

n
: 

W
e
st S

u
sse

x C
o

u
n

ty C
o

u
n

cil (W
S
C

C
) 

R
S
A

 T
e
a
m

: 
F
e
n

le
y R

o
a
d

 S
a
fe

ty Lim
ite

d
 

D
e
sig

n
 O

rg
a
n

isa
tio

n
: 

i-T
ra

n
sp

o
rt LLP

 

 

AR
U

N
 D

ISTR
IC

T C
O

U
N

C
IL Y/131/20/D

O
C



 

 Land South of Ford Lane

Stage 1 Road Safety Audit – GG119 Response Format

 

 

 
Date: 20 April 2021      Ref: DS/ITB14679-006D 

 

Road Safety Audit Decision Log 

RSA Problem 
RSA 

Recommendation 

Design Organisation 

Response 

Overseeing Organisation 

Response 
Agreed RSA Action 

2.1: Footpath 357 forms a public right of way that 

currently passes between the southeast and northwest 

extents of a field meeting footpaths 358 and 359 to 

southeast and Ford Lane to the northwest.  The field is 

set above the level of the Ford Lane carriageway with 

access gained via a set of 6 uneven concrete slab 

steps with a wooden handrail, up the grass 

embankment.  The Audit Brief that has been supplied 

to provide sufficient information to undertake this 

Stage 1/2 Road Safety Audit, states that the 

connections between the site and existing rights of 

way which are outside the redline boundary, are 

outside the scope of the Audit and that the current 

proposals are to provide footpaths within the 

application site. 

 

However, it is understood that there are aspirations to 

upgrade footpath 357 to a footway cycleway.  Whilst 

the existing connection between the footpath and 

Ford Lane allows pedestrian to walk up steps that are 

currently substandard and result in a pedestrian 

stepping straight onto the carriageway, the use of the 

connection by cyclists would result in the requirement 

for a bicycle to be transported up / down steps and 

could lead to cyclist falling and a personal injury or 

falling into the Ford Lane carriageway into the path of 

a vehicle resulting in a vehicle cyclist collision. 

It is recommended that 

the northern most 

section of footpath 357 

is reduced to 2 metres 

and measures are 

provided to deter use 

by cyclists with 

landscaping / planting 

provided either side of 

the staggered barriers 

to ensure that cyclists 

cannot bypass the 

measures. 

Accepted – the width of the 

footway has been narrowed to 2m 

and landscaping features have 

been identified on either side of 

the path/barrier to prevent by-

passing of the infrastructure. The 

revised design is presented in 

drawing ITB14679-GA-002 Rev G. 

 

31/3 – as part of the now approved 

S278 highway works, the steps are 

to be replaced by a ramped/slope 

arrangement. As the steps will no 

longer present a falling hazard to 

cyclists, the route has been 

reinstated at a 3m width in the 

design before transitioning to the 

approved S278 design. Staggered 

barriers are to be retained with 

landscaping measures to prevent 

by-passing. 

29/3 – it is my understanding that 

the steps currently providing 

pedestrian access to Ford Lane at the 

northern end of Public Footpath 357 

and referred to in the Safety Audit 

are to be removed and replaced by a 

ramp as part of the S278 works for 

Ford Lane. Please check and confirm 

is this is correct and refer to the 

Audit Team for any further 

comments. 

Reinstate 3m footway and provide 

staggered barriers with measures to 

prevent by-passing as identified in 

Drawing ITB14679-GA-002 Rev G. 
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RSA Problem 
RSA 

Recommendation 

Design Organisation 

Response 

Overseeing Organisation 

Response 
Agreed RSA Action 

2.2 The existing footpath 357 that passes through a 

field to the east of North End Road and south of Ford 

Lane in an unmade and narrow route that is uneven in 

places.  The proposals subject to this Stage 1/2 Road 

Safety Audit include the widening of the existing 

footpaths to 3 metres and the reconstruction with a 

225mm base course below 75mm of dust and 100mm 

of limestone type 1 topped with 25mm of limestone 

dust which will provide an adequate surface that is 

cambered to ensure surface water drains to the soft 

verges either side that are detailed on the landscaping 

plans associated with the approved application 

Y/112/20/DOC. 

 

The current proposals illustrated on dwg ITB16479-

GA-002 revision B included with the Audit Brief, 

identifies that staggered barriers are to be provided 

adjacent to all locations where the public right of way 

crosses the on-site roads.  The scheme drawing also 

identifies that raised tables or shared surface areas are 

to be provided where the footpath crosses the on-site 

roads and the landscaping plans indicate that the 

crossings are to be fairly open with no high-level 

planting provided in close proximity.  Whilst 

staggered barriers assist in slowing users to ensure 

that they proceed with caution, users tend to bypass 

the measures if a route is available.  It is therefore 

likely that users of the public right of way, will bypass 

the staggered barriers on the adjacent soft verge 

which is likely to become uneven as a result of use 

particularly during inclement conditions.  An uneven 

surface could give rise to trips, falls and personal 

injury. 

 

It is recommended that 

the staggered barriers 

are replaced with 

bollards that include 

reflective features to 

reduce the likelihood of 

users bypassing the 

surfaced route and 

crossing at a location 

away from the dropped 

kerb crossing points 

that benefit from tactile 

paving. 

Accepted – the staggered barriers 

have been removed from the 

internal aspect of the layout and 

replaced with bollards. The bollards 

with the fitted with reflective 

material, and also incorporate way-

finding for the Public Right of Way. 

The amendments are presented in 

drawing ITB14679-GA-002 Rev G. 

Accepted. Staggered barriers/bollards to be 

implemented in accordance with 

Drawing ITB14670-GA-002 Rev G. 

Refer to Additional Comment 

20/04/21 – Option 1 for further 

commentary at North End Road. 
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RSA Problem 
RSA 

Recommendation 

Design Organisation 

Response 

Overseeing Organisation 

Response 
Agreed RSA Action 

4.1: The proposals that are subject of this Stage 1/2 

Road Safety Audit include the provision of a surfaced 

3 metre route for pedestrians through a proposed 

development between footpath 358 and Church Lane 

to the south and Ford Lane to the north as illustrated 

on dwg ITB16479-GA-002 revision B included with the 

Audit Brief.  The proposed route is to cross the on-site 

roads that are to facilitate vehicular access, a number 

of times with two crossing of shared surface areas and 

two crossing of general carriageway where the 

crossing point is to be provided on a raised table.  

Each of the crossing locations is in-line where 

pedestrians walk towards the carriageway and are to 

consist of dropped kerbs that are understood to 

include an upstand of between 0 and 6mm and 

benefit from tactile paving.   

 

However, as illustrated on the scheme drawings, a 

minimum of two rows of tactile paving slabs are to be 

provided allowing for a minimum depth of 0.8 metres.  

Pedestrians could step across two rows of tactile 

paving and as such, visually pedestrians could enter 

the carriageway without warning.  The crossing points 

are to be provided at shared surface areas or where 

raised tables are provided and as such, vehicles should 

be proceeding with caution at a low speed, however, a 

pedestrian entering the carriageway and the path of a 

vehicle without warning, could lead to vehicle 

pedestrian collisions.  Furthermore, no tactile warning 

surface is provided adjacent to the stepped access to 

Ford Lane which could lead to pedestrians falling 

down the steps into the carriageway 

It is recommended that 

tactile paving is 

provided for a minimum 

depth of 1.2 metres 

where pedestrians walk 

towards a hazard i.e. 

carriageway of steps. 

Accepted – tactile paving depth as 

been increased to a minimum of 

1.2m through the scheme, and 

additional tactile paving has been 

incorporated on FP357 on the 

approach to Ford Lane. The 

amendments are presented in 

drawing ITB14679-GA-002 Rev G. 

Accepted. Tactile paving to be provided at a 

depth of 1.2m as shown in drawing 

ITB14679-GA-002 Rev G. 
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RSA Problem 
RSA 

Recommendation 

Design Organisation 

Response 

Overseeing Organisation 

Response 
Agreed RSA Action 

4.2: The proposals that are subject of this Stage 1/2 

Road Safety Audit include the provision of a surfaced 

3 metre route for pedestrians through a proposed 

residential development that is lightly trafficked and 

accommodates a network of footways alongside the 

on-site roads.  The scheme drawing provided with the 

Audit Brief, identifies that whilst pedestrian access to 

the site can be gained via connections to Public Right 

of Way 358 to the northeast, 358, 359 and to the 

south, and 357 to the northwest, a new link is to be 

provided to the via a shared footway cycleway facility 

to North End Road to the west.  Hazard warning 

tactile paving is to be provided where the proposed 

on-site footways meet the shared facility allowing 

pedestrians travelling from the development to 

become aware of the change in use and potential for 

cyclists, however, no tactile warning surface is 

provided where the shared facility crosses the existing 

North End Road footway.  Furthermore, no facilities 

are provided to allow cyclists level access between the 

shared footway cycleway and North End Road 

carriageway.  The lack of tactile warning surface along 

the existing footway could give rise to pedestrians, 

particularly the visually impaired, walking into the path 

of cyclists without warning and the lack of measures 

to allow level access between the carriageway and 

shared facility, could lead to cyclist falls. 

It is recommended that 

a hazard warning tactile 

surface is provided in 

accordance with 

national guidelines 

Accepted –  Section 278 

Agreement has been entered into 

for works to be undertaken on the 

highway outside of the redline 

boundary. However, corduroy 

paving and end of route signage 

has been incorporated into the 

revised design ITB14679-GA-002 

Rev G. 

 

31/3 – works on the highway form 

part of the Section 278 Agreement 

that has been submitted to and 

reviewed by WSCC. It is 

understood that Technical 

Approval has been issued for these 

works, and that these have been 

subject to Road Safety Auditing. 

Works on the highway are outside 

of the scope of the current Audit 

and the Auditor recommendations 

relate to measures within the site. 

Notwithstanding, the design has 

been updated to identify that 

dropped kerbs can be incorporated 

into the highway works, with 

suitable transition kerbs and 

corduroy/signage denoting end of 

route, in accordance with WSCC 

Standard Detail Drawing 

S278/S38/02. This change can be 

implemented as part of the works 

and recorded as part of the ‘as-

built’ drawings. 

29/3 – although the Designer’s 

Response refers to the provision of 

tactile and corduroy paving it does 

not reply to the Audit Team’s 

comments about lack of facility to 

permit cyclists to enter of leave 

North End road on the ‘level’. As 

such, this needs to be addressed and 

the Designer’s Response updated 

accordingly. 

Provide the pedestrian and cycle 

connection arrangements adjacent to 

North End Road as shown in Drawing 

ITB14679-GA-002 Rev G. 
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RSA Problem 
RSA 

Recommendation 

Design Organisation 

Response 

Overseeing Organisation 

Response 
Agreed RSA Action 

Additional Comment Option 1 – 20/4/21: The 

provision of give-way demarcation alongside the 

corduroy tactile paving to highlight the need for 

pedestrians to give-way to cyclists is not required as 

the tactile paving should ensure that pedestrians 

proceed cautiously, however, the provision of extra 

lining is not a road safety concern. 

Remove give way lining. Accepted – lining has been 

removed and the changes are 

presented in Drawing ITB14679-

GA-002 Rev G. 

Remove give-way demarcation. Give-way demarcation removed as 

per drawing ITB14679-GA-002 Rev G. 

Additional Comment –  Option 1 20/4/21: The 

provision of a single bollard replacing the previously 

proposed staggered barriers could lead to the route 

being utilised by motorcyclists. 

Recommend the 

provision of staggered 

barriers. 

Accepted – LTN 01/20 does not 

recommend the use of staggered 

barriers unless there is an 

exceptional circumstance. In this 

instance, the recommendation for 

the use of staggered barriers by 

the Auditor is considered to be an 

exceptional circumstance and the 

barriers have been incorporated 

into the revised drawing ITB14679-

GA-002 Rev G. A note has also 

been made on the drawing to 

enable further consideration by 

WSCC through the Exception 

Report process prior to installation 

as to the necessity for the barrier. 

Preference for bollard to be provided 

as per LTN 01/20 guidance. The need 

for staggered barriers to be 

considered through Exception Report 

process prior to installation, 

otherwise a barrier to be installed. 

Prior to installation of the staggered 

barriers an Exception Report is to be 

submitted to WSCC for consideration 

of whether barriers can be replaced 

by a bollard. If deemed appropriate a 

bollard will be installed consistent 

with bollards used across the site, 

otherwise the barriers will be installed 

as shown on Drawing ITB14679-GA-

002 Rev G. 

Additional Comment Option 2 – 20/04/21: although 

a give-way and corduroy paving is provided on the 

site boundary, cyclists will travel along adjacent 

section of footway leading to the dropped kerb and 

pedestrians walking along the North End Road 

footway are not warned of the potential for cyclists. 

Introduce measures to 

warn pedestrians of 

cyclists. 

Option 2 is not being pursued and 

the arrangement has been 

removed from the proposed 

scheme. 

No further comment. Option 2 has not been pursued. 

Additional Comment Option 2 – 20/04/21: The 

provision of a single bollard replacing the previously 

proposed staggered barriers could lead to the route 

being used by motorcyclists. We would recommend 

the provision of staggered barriers. 

Recommend the 

provision of staggered 

barriers. 

Option 2 is not being pursued, and 

the recommendation is dealt with 

as part of the Option 1 comments.  

No further comment. Option 2 has not been pursued. 
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