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West Sussex County Council response to the Arun Local Plan 2011-2031 

Publication Version consultation 

The Arun Local Plan Publication Version sets out how Arun District Council will 

plan for future development up to 2031. Following the current period for 

representations (Regulation 19 of the 2012 Town & Country Planning (Local 

Planning) (England) Regulations), Arun District Council is intending to submit the 

Local Plan to the Secretary of State. Following submission of the Plan, a public 

examination heard by an independent Planning Inspector is expected to be held. 

This note sets out officer comments upon the proposed submission documents, 

highlighting key issues and suggesting changes which the County Council is 

requesting be made to the Local Plan prior to its adoption by Arun District 

Council. 

Transport 

The County Council has supported Arun District Council with the preparation of 

the Arun Transport Study for Strategic Development and on the basis of a 

technical assessment of the work carried out, supports its conclusions. For the 

level of development tested in the study in Option 2 (which best reflects the 

Local Plan development strategy), there is reasonable confidence that the 

package of transport infrastructure improvements including the A29 realignment 

and package of smarter choices measures (or a similar package of measures) is 

likely to provide sufficient mitigation so that any residual cumulative impacts 

would not be severe. This is the key test imposed by the National Planning Policy 

Framework (NPPF). This is subject to the identification of a package of measures 

to address residual issues on the B2233 and Barnham Village centre in addition 

to the mitigation measures proposed in the transport study. 

For the Enterprise Bognor Regis (EBR) sites, Table 8.3 of the Local Plan provides 

indicative ranges of gross floor area (GFA) that could be accommodated. These 

sites were included in the assessment of Local Plan employment sites set out in 

the Arun Transport Study for Strategic Development. However, the indicative 

GFAs for the sites in Table 8.3 in the Local Plan are higher than those tested in 

the transport study. The tested traffic generation for Oldlands Farm is likely to 

be significantly lower than the potential allocation depending on the preferred 

Use Class. There may also be variation in traffic generation for the other sites 

depending on the preferred GFA and Use Class. This is unlikely to cause 

significant issues given the findings of the transport study, which identified 

significant residual capacity at the key A29 / Bognor Regis Relief Road junction, 

and did not identify any other junctions in the local area around the EBR sites as 

approaching capacity. The A259 / B2132 junction at ‘Comet Corner’ was 

however shown to be approaching its capacity, so there is a possibility of a 

contribution being required towards mitigation at this location. Further 

consideration will need to be given to assess the cumulative impact of the EBR 
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sites when undertaking further work to prepare a Transport Assessment as part 

of the evidence base for the Local Development Order. 

Please note, the Arun Transport Study for Strategic Development did not test a 

development scenario to include proposed housing at Ford or Fontwell. Policy H 

SP1 identifies Ford and Fontwell as potential locations for housing growth later in 

the plan period. It is acknowledged in the policy that there is currently 

insufficient evidence to establish a quantum of housing growth in Ford and 

Fontwell. As part of the preparation of a Site Specific Development Plan 

Document (DPD) therefore, an assessment of the cumulative impact of proposed 

development on the transport network will need to be undertaken as part of the 

evidence base. It is suggested that this requirement is reflected in Policy H SP1. 

Policy H SP1: For the transport and movement part of the Barnham / Eastergate 

/ Westergate strategic housing allocation, it is suggested that the following bullet 

point is added: 

‘Provision for regular bus services linking the site with Bognor Regis and local 

facilities and employment.’ 

Policy T SP1: Please refer to ‘public transport services’ only – this is part of a 

wider provision of passenger transport services and should not be referred to as 

a separate concept in this policy. 

Policy T DM1 (c): Please note, County Council car parking guidance includes 

guidance on cycle parking provision. It is suggested that reference to this 

guidance is separated from reference to pedestrian facilities in this policy. 

15.3.4: Please note, the A259 Bognor Regis – Chichester improvements were 

not tested as part of the transport mitigation package. 

Policy T SP3 (e): For clarity, it is suggested that this scheme is renamed as the 

‘Enterprise Bognor Regis Link Road’. This will ensure consistency with the Coast 

to Capital Strategic Economic Plan and how the County Council currently refers 

to this scheme.  

Building Conservation & Archaeological Heritage 

There are welcome references to the historic environment throughout the Plan. 

However, there are some factual points of clarification: 

3.16: Please remove ‘five’ and replace with ‘seven’ Scheduled Monuments. 

Table 16.1: Please revise the table of Scheduled Ancient Monuments (SAMs) to 

include Tote Copse Castle keep and note the national ID numbers for the SAMs 

are as follows: 

• Becket’s Barn, Pagham - 1002982 

• Tote Copse Castle, Aldingbourne – 1012180 

• Tortington Priory – 1021459 
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• Littlehampton Fort – 1005809 

• Climping Medieval earthworks – 1005828 

• Blackfriars (Maison Dieu) Arundel (north of Mill Road) – 1005865 

• Angmering Roman villa – 1015886 

Infrastructure Provision & Implementation 

22.1.3: Please amend the second sentence to read: ‘the relocation or 

redevelopment of Littlehampton Fire Station’. 
 
Glossary 

24.1: Please add the definitions of a Scheduled Ancient Monument (SAM) and 

Registered Park or Garden. 

Sustainability Appraisal Non-technical Summary 

For Objective 5 in the Sustainability Framework, it is unclear why the ‘number of 

current and planned car-free developments’ has been included as an indicator 

when there is no car-free policy in the Local Plan. 

For Objective 6 in the Sustainability Framework, ‘schedule’ monuments should 

read ‘scheduled’. 

Ford and Fontwell spatial options: Given that there is currently insufficient 

evidence to establish a quantum of housing growth in Ford and Fontwell, it is 

suggested that reference to specific housing figures is removed from this 

section. 

West Sussex County Council 

11th December 2014 


