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KEITH ANTHONY BERRIMAN - EXPERIENCE & QUALIFICATIONS.

| am an Incorporated Engineer, a Fellow of the Institution of Engineering & Technology,
a Fellow of the Institute of Highway Engineers, a Fellow of the Chartered Institution of
Highways & Transportation, and a Chartered Member of the Institute of Logistics and
Transport.

| have been engaged in the practise of highway and traffic engineering for more than
forty years, specifically in relation to considering and advising upon development
proposals.

| have worked in both the public and private sector since 1975, and have been an
independent consulting engineer since 1988.

| provide specialist highway, traffic and transport advice to developers, Local
Authorities, planning consultants, architects, and engineering consultants, on the
highway, traffic and transport aspects of all development proposals.

| have advised on all types of development proposals including, residential, commercial,
leisure, education, retail, and roadside services developments: having advised on small
and large examples of such projects.

Over the years, | have given highway and traffic evidence at many public inquiries,
including Section 78 inquiries. Local Plan Inquiries, and Roads Inquiries.

Formerly, | was Head of Highways Development Control at Essex County Council. | am
now Director of The Highway Traffic & Transport Consultancy Ltd (The HTTC Ltd).

| have visited the site and local highway network, and carried out investigations, for the
purposes of providing this report.

Keith A. Berriman
|.LEng., FIET, FIHE FCIHT, CMILT.

[The copyright of any work, or any part thereof, produced by The HTTC Ltd., remains with that company and the work
produced herewith can be used only in relation to this specific instruction by the client named in this TS. All other
rights reserved. Any other use requires the specific written permission of The HTTC Ltd.]
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1.00 Introduction.

1.01 The HTTC Ltd., is instructed by Capital Community Developments Ltd. to
produce this submission. This Transport Statement (TS) considers the highway, traffic,
and transport issues related to a proposal to construct 75 dwellings on land at Site
SSP 12, Rendlesham. This area is allocated by the Local Planning Authority (LPA) as
being acceptable for a residential development for approximately 50 dwellings. |
understand that the site has been allocated in a previous iteration of the local plan as
being acceptable for 75 dwellings. As set out later in this TS, this increase in dwelling
numbers, from fifty to seventy five dwellings, is immaterial in terms of the highway and
traffic issues. Rendlesham has been identified in the current local plan as a settlement
capable of accommodating more than the 100 dwellings allocated to it across two sites;

one of which is this site.

1.02 This 2019 application is the second planning submission for this 75 dwelling
development site. In highway, traffic and transport terms, this is much the same as the
original application from 2018. On that basis, this 2019 TS text is much the same as the
2018 TS text, but, with amendments that update that original TS, and which deal with
highway issues which were raised by Suffolk County Council Highways (the County
Highway Authority - CHA) at that time. Of significance is the CHA's confirmation (see
appendix KAB 12) that itis.....

satisfied that the development will not negatively impact upon the highway
network with regard to traffic flows.

1.03 The site location is shown at appendix KAB 1, with the site area and proposed
layout, being shown at appendix KAB 2. It will be seen that site takes access to the
adjacent highway network via Garden Square and Tidy Road, two existing residential
roads, the designs of which the County Highway Authority (CHA) has previously found
acceptable. The applicant company has sought to comply with current residential design
guidance in Manual for Streets (MfS) and the Suffolk Design Guide.
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1.04 Since the submission of the 2018 TS, the applicant company has entered into
discussions with the CHA to refine the street design and negotiate a lower level of
parking provision. It is understood that the layout, and parking provision, shown at KAB
2, are now broadly acceptable to the CHA. The applicant has submitted full size
drawings, to scale, of the layout, and it is recommended that these drawings be used for
any detailed design analysis. It will be seen that the development is made up of a

mixture of 26 houses, 12 maisonettes, and 37 apartments.

1.05 A Transport Statement (TS) is considered appropriate for this proposal as it is a
development with "anticipated limited impact" (PPG 06/03/2014). Indeed, as will be
seen from this TS, the likely transport implications of this proposal are demonstrated not
to be at any material level. In that regard, the NPPF 2019 states..

111. All developments that will generate significant amounts of movement should be
required to provide a travel plan, and the application should be supported by a
transport statement or transport assessment so that the likely impacts of the
proposal can be assessed.

1.06 Hence, it could be argued that a TS is not necessary, as the proposal will not
"generate significant amounts of movement". However, an application of this nature has
the potential to generate interest from local residents. So, this TS is submitted to assist
those residents, and the relevant authorities, in their consideration of the highway,
traffic, and transport issues. It is noted that both authorities have previously requested

that a transport document be submitted, with the CHA specifying a TS (see KAB 4).

1.07 The recently produced NPPF - February 2019, states........

109. Development should only be prevented or refused on highways grounds if there
would be an unacceptable impact on highway safety, or the residual cumulative
impacts on the road network would be severe.

As this will not be the case here, then this development should remain acceptable to the

CHA, and, hence the LPA, in highway traffic and transport terms.
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1.08 Additionally, paragraph 108 of the 2019 NPPF goes on to say....

a) appropriate opportunities to promote sustainable transport modes can be — or
have been — taken up, given the type of development and its location;

b) safe and suitable access to the site can be achieved for all users; and

c¢) any significant impacts from the development on the transport network (in terms
of capacity and congestion), or on highway safety, can be cost effectively
mitigated to an acceptable degree.

1.09 As demonstrated in this TS, this development proposal complies with all these
points, and in particular, will not contradict the NPPF 2019 guidance as set out at 1.07
above. As already confirmed, this has been accepted in respect of the 2018
submission. As this proposal is no different in terms of highway safety or capacity
impacts, the CHA should find the proposal similarly acceptable and reaffirm its

confirmation (see appendix KAB 12) that it is.....

satisfied that the development will not negatively impact upon the highway network with
regard to traffic flows.

It follows that this development should not be prevented or refused on highway grounds.

2.00 The proposed development.

2.01 This is a proposal to construct 75 dwellings on land identified in the Development
Plan as Site SSP12, which is a parcel of land to the north of the existing Rendlesham
Village residential estate (KAB 1). There will be two main access points to the
development area: one via Tidy Road; and, one via Garden Square. It is noted in the
CHA's comments at KAB 4, that the CHA previously requested information about the
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level of additional vehicle flows along Tidy Road (and thence Mayhew Road, Sycamore
Drive and Acer Road), but, expressed no interest in the additional vehicle flows along
Garden Square (and thence Sycamore Drive and Acer Road). Residents will have the
opportunity to use either of these access routes, likely depending upon their particular
destination, and their perception of the most convenient route from exactly where they
live on the site. For journeys external to the estate, residents will have the choice to use
two main junctions: the Acer Road junction (ghost island "T" junction) with the A1152;

and, the large five arm roundabout junction of Acer Road with the A1152/B1069.

2.02 | have visited the site and the surrounding highway network on several
occasions, during peak and inter peak periods. Neither of these junctions suffers from
any material level of queuing, confirming that spare capacity exists at these junctions to
deal with the low level of vehicle flows likely to be produced. | take the view that the low
level of additional flows at these junctions, and the distribution of those flows into
inbound and outbound movements will not add materially to either of these junctions.

3.00 Neighbouring uses and sustainability.

3.01 The LPA has allocated two sites in Rendlesham for approximately 100 homes, of
which this site has an allocation for "approximately 50 units" . | understand that this is in
pursuit of district-wide housing figures which themselves are minimum requirements.
Hence it is not restricted to a maximum of 50 units. The LPA has confirmed this site as
being acceptable for residential development, including in terms of sustainability. As will
be seen from the Village Asset Map at KAB 8, the site is well located to the "day to day
facilities" in Rendlesham, which include a junior school, children's nurseries, dentist,
medical centre, recreation area, care facility, bus stops, employment (including the
nearby Bentwaters Park commercial estate), post office, convenience store, and

community centre, which, is available for hire and which, as advertised,
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houses the Parish Council office but also hosts regular meetings by a range of local

organisations including the Rendlesham Social Club and Rendlesham Youth Group.

3.02 These facilities are all within the generally accepted maximum walking distance
of 2km, and most are within the Manual for Streets specified "walkable neighbourhood"
of 800m. They are all within easy cycling distance. Adequate footways and pedestrian
routes will be provided within the site to connect with existing pedestrian routes and
footways. Speed restraint devices within the development will limit vehicle speeds such
that cyclists should be comfortable cycling on the lightly trafficked residential streets.

4.00 Public Transport provision.

4.01 The Suffolk County Council website "Suffolk on board" shows current bus routes
and timetables for Rendlesham, and can be seen via these links.
https://www.suffolkonboard.com/content/downloadstream/4860/17153/file/2018-01-
07+63+64+65+800.pdf  and,
https://www.suffolkonboard.com/content/downloadstream/7544/30167/file/2018-01-

07+800.pdf
The same website includes school bus routes and indicates that various bus services

serve the local secondary school including WE 915, 916, 917 & 918. Please see this
link for full details.

https://www.suffolkonboard.com/school-travel/bus-getting-to-school/school-bus-

timetables/

The identified (non school) bus services provide public transport connections to:
Aldeburgh - Woodbridge - Ipswich i.e. Routes 63/64/65/800 and, Route 800 connects
to Rendlesham - Martlesham P&R - Ipswich Town Centre - London Road P&R,

as well as accessing various rail station connections for longer distance journeys.

Page 7 of 19



The Highway Traffic & Transport Consultancy

Registered in England & Wales Company No. 5652127

5.00 Development related vehicle flows and highway impacts.

5.01 For residential developments, the two way trip rate per dwelling usually falls
within a range of some 0.4 vph/dw to 0.9 vph/dw. The lower trip rates generally apply to
smaller dwellings and/or those which are well located to "day to day facilities", including
public transport connections. The higher trip rates generally apply to larger houses

which are poorly located to such facilities and with poor public transport links.

5.02 In order to assess the likely vehicle flows from the proposed 75 dwelling
development, a traffic survey was carried out of the existing 22 large detached
dwellings served via Garden Square. As this location clearly equates to that of the
proposed development (with the same day to day facilities and public transport links),
the calculated trip rates for the existing development can be used as a proxy for those
of the proposed development. Indeed, as the proposed development will include smaller
dwellings, the use of the Garden Square trip rate may overestimate the assessed

vehicle flows at the proposed development.

5.03 The results of the automatic traffic counter (ATC) survey are shown at appendix
KAB 5. As will be seen, these show an interesting vehicle flow pattern, with flows during
the A1152 network peak hours (8am to 9am & 5pm to 6pm - see ATC data at KAB 6)
not coinciding with the site peak hours (9am to 10 am & 4pm to 5pm - see KAB 5). This
is because most of the residents of Garden Square (and Gardenia Close) have interests
and lifestyles which do not contribute to vehicle flows during network peak hours. Partly
this is due to a shared interest in Transcendental Meditation, which, | understand, is
taught in this country by a registered educational charity, Maharishi Foundation and
partly due to working from home, working within walking distance in Rendlesham itself,

or being retired.
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5.04 Meditation times coincide with the network peak hour times, minimising the
impact of this proposal on those peak hours. The Rendlesham Parish website says of

the existing development, ...

There is a development within Rendlesham that is constructed in a very special manner in accord with ancient
principles of architecture in accord with Natural Law, the principles of Maharishi Sthapatya Veda. This kind of
architecture defines the orientation, placement and proportion of buildings to promote maximum comfort and good
fortune for the occupants. These principles have been applied in a beautiful Suffolk style to achieve cultural

continuity, see photos.

The full information can be found at..

http://www.rendlesham.suffolk.gov.uk/Maharishi Foundation 21221.aspx

5.05 This proposed development is also to follow these same architectural principles,
and it is expected that most of the new residents will have similar interests and lifestyles
as the current residents of Garden Square and Gardenia Close, and will be drawn to
this new development for this reason. As indicated, the current residents have peak
vehicle flows which do not coincide with the network peak hours. Therefore, peak
vehicle flows at the existing site, and the proposed sites, will not coincide with the
network peak hours. It is expected that most of the residents of the new development
will have similar interests and lifestyles and therefore a similar vehicle flow pattern. As
such, it is clearly appropriate to apply the recorded trip rates to the new development.
As indicated previously, the trip rates for the large detached Garden Square properties
will be applied uniformly to the mixed dwelling sizes of the new development, to produce

a worst case peak hour flow.

5.06 As will be seen at KAB 5, the following trip rate calculations are presented, based
on the ATC data from Garden Square (the full data can be provided to the CHA if

required).
22 DWELLINGS WITH ACCESS VIA GARDEN SQ.
OUTBOUND INBOUND TWO WAY

Network pk hour Av trip rate 8-9am = 2/22 = 0.09 vph/dw Av ftrip rate 8-9am = 2/22 = 0.09 vph/dw 0.18
vph/dwelling

[see KAB below] Av trip rate 5-6pm = 2/22 = 0.09 vph/dw Av trip rate 5-6pm = 1/22 = 0.05 vph/dw 0.14
vph/dwelling

Site peak hour Av trip rate 10-11am= 6/22 = 0.27 vph/dw Av trip rate 10-11am= 5/22 = 0.23 vph/dw 0.50
vph/dwelling

[as above] Av trip rate 4-5pm = 3/22 = 0.14 vph/dw Av trip rate 4-5pm = 4/22 = 0.18 vph/dw 0.32
vph/dwelling
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5.07 On the basis of the above calculated trip rates, the vehicle flows for the proposed
75 dwellings have been calculated for the network peak hour (the peak hour for vehicle

flows on the A1152 - see KAB 6), and for the site peak hour, as follows.

75 DWELLINGS AS PROPOSED

AM Network pk hr Av veh flow out =75 x 0.09 = 7 vph Av veh flow in =75 x .09 =7 vph 14 vph
PM Network pk hr Av veh flow out =75 x 0.09 = 7 vph Av veh flow in =75 x 0.05 =4 vph 11 vph
AM Site peak hr  Av veh flow out = 75 x0.27 = 20 vph Av veh flow in=75x0.23 =17 vph 37 vph
PM Site peak hour Av veh flow out = 75 x0.14 = 11 vph Av veh flow in=75x0.18 =14 vph 25 vph

5.08 At KAB 4, the CHA raised queries about the impact of the vehicle flows as

follows.

2. Consideration needs to be given as to whether Mayhew Road and in particular, Tidy Road could
accommodate the additional traffic flows associated with up to 75 dwellings. Factors such as road
width, footway provision and junction and forward visibility may be limiting factors. Advice can be
found in the Suffolk Design Guide.

3. Any development of greater than 50 dwellings should provide a Transport Statement with data and
analysis on the likely traffic movements. Specifically, for this location it should include a forecast of
the likely peak hour traffic impact on the signalised junction at Melton (A1152) so it can be
assessed within the Highway Authority’s ongoing modelling and monitoring of this junction.

5.09 In both cases (Tidy Road and Melton Crossroads), the peak vehicle flows from
the site will likely not coincide with the likely residential peak flow along Tidy Road, or
the likely peak flows at the Melton Crossroads, as the site peak flows take place after
the usual network morning peak hour (later than 8am to 9am) and before the usual
evening network peak hour (earlier than 5pm to 6pm). | note that, for the Woods Lane
site TA, that the peak hours were identified as 7.45am to 8.45am and 16.45pm to
17.45pm in 2013. The peak residential flows to the proposed site will likely not coincide

with these times either. In any event, the site peak hour flows are still of a low order.
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5.10 For the Tidy Road route, there is a need to assess what proportion of the
development flows will use that route, in preference to the Garden Square route. In
order to assist with this assessment, and the assessment of all trips via Melton
Crossroads, the residents of the existing 22 properties served from Garden Square
were asked to keep a week long, travel diary, itemising their trips off the estate. This
diary required the residents to confirm whether or not they had travelled through Melton
Crossroads on any particular day, and how many times. The results of this work

confirmed that 45% of all the Garden Square trips passed through Melton Crossroads.

5.11 Therefore, on a simplistic basis, one might say that all the residents who were
travelling to and from the west would use Tidy Road to travel to/from the Acer Road "T"
junction with the A1152.

5.12 On that basis, using the maximum calculated flows at 5.05:
for the network peak hour (0.45 x 14) a maximum of 6vph would use Tidy Road(3 out + 3 in)

for the site peak hour (0.45 x 37) a maximum of 17vph would use Tidy Road (10 out + 7 in)
A maximum flow of 17 vph (two way) will only occur in one hour of the day. This is a

flow of such a low order as not to be material in any proper consideration of the
potential highway safety and highway capacity issues related to this route.

5.13 For the impact on the Melton Crossroads during the network peak hours,
an addition of only 6 vph to the arms of the crossroads cannot have any material effect
on current conditions. This is particularly so when one considers that this small
additional inbound flow will be distributed across the arms of the junction such that
additional flows on each arm might only be 1 vph or 2 vph. For this junction, the peak
flows at the development site have no relevance as they do not coincide with peak flows
at the crossroads. This argument also applies to the existing Acer Road "T" junction
with the A1152, and the streets within the existing estate, as well as the whole of the
A1152 route, through Eyke, at the Wilford Bridge railway crossing, and at the
Woods Lane roundabout junction with the A12.
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5.14 For the impact on the Acer road junction with the A1152 roundabout,
observations confirm that this junction has significant spare capacity, with little queuing
on any of the arms. Again, the addition of (0.55 x 17) 9vph (4 in + 5 out of the site) to
this junction, spread over the various arms, will add only a maximum of 5 vph to the
Acer Road arm approach, and a only one or two vehicles per hour to other arms. This

argument applies to the B1069, Tunstall road, and all other routes in that direction.

5.15 Hence, the CHA's queries are answered, in that there will not be any material
level of additional vehicle flows affecting its specified locations, either during the

network peak hours, or the peak hours of the site.

5.16 The CHA's references to "road width, footway provision and junction and forward
visibility" as "limiting factors" are not understood. This is particularly so, in the context of
the site having two access points, leading to 5.5 m wide through roads with adjacent

footways, and with additional vehicle flows of only a low order.

5.17 Importantly, as | understand it, all the highway designs on the estate have been
discussed with the CHA. Additionally, it is noted that the LPA has identified the site as
being able to accommodate "approximately 50 units" (and previously, 75 units). It

appears likely that the CHA was consulted on the proposals, and accepted this level of
development. It appears that the CHA has assumed that all 75 dwellings will be served

via Tidy Road (KAB 4 - point 2). This is incorrect as two access points are provided.

5.18 The CHA refers to the Suffolk Design Guide (a year 2000 document) in relation
to its reference to "limiting factors". Since it seems that the LPA, and likely the CHA,

have agreed to a development of "approximately 50 units", it may well be that any
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discussion can only be about the difference in dwelling numbers between LPA's
adopted "approximately 50 units" and the currently proposed 75 dwellings. This is an
insignificant additional number in traffic flow terms (NB - the LPA previously proposed
75 dwellings). As will be seen later, there have not been any personal injury accidents
(collisions) recorded on the estate streets leading to the site accesses, which would

support a highway safety objection on any of the grounds stated by the CHA at KAB 4.

5.19 In any event, the Suffolk Design Guide does not reflect current advice given in
Manual For Streets (MfS). It is noted that, on the CHA's website states..

Please note that some aspects regarding highway design are now outdated

As far as | am aware, the current guidance, in Manual for Streets, does not specify
carriageway widths in relation to dwelling numbers. MfS confirms that the currently
proposed internal through route, and the external road network, of 5.5m carriageway
roads, is adequate for two hgv's to pass, which is more than sufficient for this

development proposal, where it is unlikely that two hgv's will meet only rarely.

5.20 | am aware of the concerns raised in the Rendlesham Neighbourhood Plan
(RNP) about highway issues. | have dealt with concerns about the A1152 route to the
A12. Indeed, all of the RNP concerns are responded to, due to the low level of

additional vehicle flows related to this proposal. Interestingly, | note the RNP comment...

13.07 Problems can occur when there is only one entry/exit site to developments. These can
cause bottlenecks and congestion at peak times of the day. To avoid these situations road
layouts need to be considered in practical terms of traffic flow and congestion assessment to
produce measures to prevent, rather than accept the inevitable.

This development has two access points, and as such, complies with the RNP wish to

dilute the impact of vehicle flows on the adjacent streets.
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5.21 Following from the resubmission of the 2018 information in Section 5.00 above,
in this 2019 TS, the applicant remains of the view that this will represent the likely actual
vehicle flow conditions at the site. However, as set out at KAB 9, it will be seen that the

CHA queried the 2018 submission as follows....

1. Development related vehicle flows and highway impacts: With regard to section S of the supplied
Transport Statement, it is noted that the calculated peak hour vehicle trip rates are very low due to the
travel patterns of occupiers of the surveyed area. As no guarantees appear to be provided about the
occupiers of the proposed dwellings (whether they will share the same travel pattems as the surveyed
area in perpetuity), a robust assessment of the impacts should be provided using another method such as
TRICS data. It is noted that we would expect peak hour 2-way vehicular trip rates of around 0.6 per
dwelling in this location.

5.22 To deal with this matter, the CHA was provided with the additional trip rate
calculations, as is set out at KAB 14. Having given due consideration to this additional

information, the CHA then concluded that it was.........

satisfied that the development will not negatively impact upon the highway
network with regard to traffic flows.

5.23 The CHA's letter at KAB 9 also included additional CHA requirements relating to

the following matters:

) Development Layout;
) Highway Access;
C) SCC Travel Plan Officer;
) SCC Public Rights of Way Team; and,
) SCC Passenger Transport.
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5.24 Further to the additional comments from the CHA at KAB 12 & 13, these matters
have been the subject of various discussions between the CHA and the applicant and

have been progressed as follows for the purposes of this 2019 submission.

a) Development Layout - this has been discussed with the CHA.

b) Highway Access - discussions are ongoing with respect to the adoption of
Garden Square. Garden Square has been included in the application area.

C) SCC Travel Plan Officer - residents' travel packs and multi-modal vouchers will
be provided as required. EV charging points will be provided as required.

d) SCC Public Rights of Way Team - the bridleway will be provided, as will the
financial contribution.

e) SCC Passenger Transport - the contribution will be made to the solar powered,
real-time, information screen.

5.25 On the basis of these matters having been discussed with the CHA, and the
CHA's acceptance that there will not be any negative impact on the highway network, it

is anticipated that no highway objections will be raised to this revised submission.

6.00 Injury accident data.

6.01 As already indicated, there will only be a low level of additional vehicle flows
related to this proposal. Hence it follows that additional vehicle flows at these low levels
will not have any material adverse highway impacts. There will not be any material

adverse impact on the potential for collisions/injury accidents or on highway capacity.

6.02 The government's Crashmap website (see KAB 7) shows only a single injury
accident having been recorded within the estate during the most recent three years

record period, along the likely internal routes to be used by occupants of this proposed
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development. This shows a single vehicle accident. The driver of the car was aged
between 65yrs and 74yrs. He sustained slight injuries. There was no record of any
collision with any object in the carriageway or outside the carriageway. It may have

been a collision with the kerb.

6.03 As regards the external junctions of the estate, two collisions were recorded at
the Acer Road "T" junction with the A1124:

i) the first involved a young van driver, turning left into Acer Road, colliding with a
car which was exiting along Acer Road, and causing slight injuries to the young female
passenger in the van; and,

ii) the second involved two vehicles turning right out of the junction, and what

appears to be a rear end shunt, which caused a slight injury to one driver.

6.04 None of these collisions point to any inherent highway safety issues, or traffic
safety matters of concern. The internal estate roads and the external junctions appear
to have a good accident record. There are no identified "high accident areas" (Planning

Practice Guidance website) affected by this development proposal.

7.00 Relevant Committed Developments (i.e. will proceed within three years).

7.01 | have been made aware of other housing proposals within Rendlesham Village. |
have also been made aware of the Yarmouth Road proposal, near Melton Crossroads.
The government's Planning Practice Guidance website defines "committed
developments" as...development that is consented or allocated where there is a reasonable
degree of certainty will proceed within the next 3 years.

| understand that two sites have been refused planning consent, and that the other
Rendlesham site of some 50 dwellings is unlikely to be built within the next three years.
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7.02 Notwithstanding this lack of committed developments, even if there were such
developments, the traffic impact of this 75 dwellings development is shown to be
immaterial, in terms of network peak hour conflicts, and is similarly so, in terms of the
vehicle flows related to the peak hour at the proposed site. It must always be
remembered that the peak hour flow at this site will occur in only one hour out of twenty
four hours. Any assessment of "overall impact" should always keep this in mind. For the
same reasons, no assessment of future vehicle flows on the network has been carried

out.

8.00 Parking, turning, loading, and unloading facilities.

8.01 As can be seen from the site layout plan, the application site includes areas for
car parking and turning related to the proposed dwellings. There is clearly adequate
space within the site to accommodate any such requirements for loading and unloading.

9.00 Travel Plan.

9.01 Itis noted that no request is made for a Travel Plan by the LPA in its
identification of this housing site in its policy document, nor has a request for a Travel
Plan been made by the CHA in its letter at KAB 4. This confirms my view that a Travel
Plan is not warranted for this site, in this location within Rendlesham. It has been shown
at Section 3.00 of this document that many day to day facilities are within easy walking
and cycling distance, with good connections between the site and these facilities. Bus
routes pass through Rendlesham which enable good public transport connections. It is
noted that the Planning Practice Guidance website states....smaller applications with
limited impacts may not need a Travel Plan. On the basis of these considerations, it is
confirmed that there is no need for a Travel Plan. This position has now been confirmed
by the CHA, at KAB 12.
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9.02 Notwithstanding the above, it is noted that the residents of Garden Square and
Gardenia Close currently have a car share programme which is in its infancy, but which
they will seek to bring to fruition in relation to this development proposal. Travel
awareness will be integrated into the marketing and occupation of the site e.g. the
provision of bus time table information, location of day to day facilities, including bus
stops, and walk/cycle routes and distances. | am also advised that existing residents
make good use of home shopping services and home working opportunities. The above
car trip reduction initiatives are as included, for example, in government guidance and in
the SCC travel plan information. It is important to note that these conditions and the
good sustainability of this location have contributed to the low level of vehicle flows

recorded for the existing residents.

10.00 Conclusions.

10.01 Network peak hourly vehicle flows are of a low order, as are site peak
hour flows, even when applying the CHA's required "robust assessment of the
impacts”. Thus, there will not be any material increase in vehicle flows along
Tidy Road/Mayhew Road, Garden Square, or at the Melton Crossroads, or
anywhere along the A1152 between Rendlesham and the A12. This situation also

applies to roads and areas to the east of Rendlesham.

10.02 The site has the benefit of two access routes which will result in the
"dilution"” of vehicle flows within the existing adjacent highways. The RNP
supports this approach. This also maximises easy access on foot and cycle to
Rendlesham and its day to day facilities (including public transport and the large
employment area at Bentwaters Park), thereby promoting sustainability, as

supported in the RNP's wish to create a sustainable parish. The proposal now
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provides improvements to further encourage sustainability, including: the solar
powered, real-time, bus information screen; residents’ travel packs and multi-
modal vouchers; EV charging points; and, the provision of a bridleway and

related financial contribution.

10.03 In view of:
a) the low level of additional vehicle flows;
b) the low level of vehicle flows on the adjacent highways; and,

c) the lack of any identified, high accident areas,

there will not be any unacceptable impact on highway safety, nor will there be any

severe residual cumulative impacts on the road network.

10.04 Hence, the 2019 NPPF confirms that this development should not be

prevented or refused on highways grounds.

10.05 Additionally, as regards the 2019 NPPF:

a) the opportunities for promoting sustainable transport modes are being
made available, given the type of development and its location;
b) safe and suitable access to the site is achieved for all people; and,

c) there are no significant impacts in terms of highway safety and capacity.

10.06 Therefore, as regards the information submitted within this TS, this
development proposal, for 75 dwellings, is acceptable in highway, traffic, and
transport terms.
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Your Ref: DC/17/4188/EIA @ Suffolk

Our Ref: STOUNR3711\17
Date: 11/10/17 County Council
Highways Enquiries to: ben.chester@suffolk.gov.uk

All planning enquiries should be sent to the Local Planning Authority.

The Planning Officer
Suffolk Coastal District Council

For the Attention of: Jane Rodens

Dear Jane

TOWN AND COUNTRY PLANNING ACT 1990
CONSULTATION RETURN DC/17/4188/EIA

PROPOSAL: Screening opinion - erection of up to 75 dwellings.
LOCATION: Site SSP12, Rendlesham
ROAD CLASS:

Notice is hereby given that the County Council as Highway Authority make the following
comments:

1. Please see adopted highway plan below, the roads shown in green are maintainable highway. As
can be seen, Garden Square is not adopted so it is envisaged that access could only be provided
via that private road with permission of the owner/s.

Endeavour House, 8 Russell Road, Ipswich, Suffolk IP1 2BX
www._suffolk.gov.uk
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2. Consideration needs to be given as to whether Mayhew Road and in particular, Tidy Road could
accommodate the additional traffic fiows associated with up to 75 dwellings. Factors such as road
width, footway provision and junction and forward visibility may be limiting factors. Advice can be
found in the Suffolk Design Guide.

3. Any development of greater than 50 dwellings should provide a Transport Statement with data and
analysis on the likefy traffic movements. Specifically, for this location it should include a forecast of
the likely peak hour traffic impact on the signalized junction at Melton (A1152) so it can be
asaessed within the Highway Authority’s ongoing modelling and monitoring of this junction.

4. The development should provide parking and manoeuvring areas in accordance with Suffolk
Guidance for Parking (2015) and a layout in accordance with the Suffolk Design Guide.

5. Suitable sustainable links to the existing network and local amenities should be provided in
accordance with paras. 32 and 35 of the NPPF.

This informal advice has been provided without the benefit of a site visit or detailed plans of the proposal
and subsequently, there may be additional issues and comments when further information is received.

Yours sincerely,

Mr Ben Chester
Senior Development Management Engineer
Strateqgic Development

The Highway Traffic & Transport Consultancy

KAB 4
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KAB 5
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our Ref: DCMER2374/FUL @S“ffﬂlk

Our Ref: 57TIMCOM2T38118
Date: 12/07/18 County Council
Highways Enquiries to: ben.chester@suffolk.gov.uk

All planning enqguiries should be sent to the Local Planning Authority.

The Planning Officer
Suffolk Coastal District Council

For the Attention of: Jane Rodens

Dear Jane

TOWMN AND COUNTRY PLANNING ACT 1990
CONSULTATION RETURN DCH82374/FUL

PROPOSAL: Proposed residential development of 75 dwellings, car parking, open space,
hard and soft landscaping and agsociated infrastructure and access.

LOCATION: Land to the North & west of Garden Square &, Gardenia Close, Rendlesham,
Woodbridge, Suffolk

ROAD CLASS: u

Motice is hereby given that the County Council as Highway Authonty make the following
comments:

1. Development related vehicle flows and highway impacts: With regard to section 5 of the supplied
Transport Statement, it is noted that the calculated peak hour vehicle trip rates are very low due to the
travel patterms of occupiers of the surveyed area. As no guarantees appear to be provided about the
occupiers of the proposed dwellings (whether they will share the same ravel pattems as the surveyed
area in perpetuity), a robust assessment of the impacts should be provided using another method such as
TRICS data. It iz noted that we would expect peak hour 2-way vehicular trip rates of around 0.6 per
dweliing in this location.

2. Development Layout. The layout of the development roads and footways do not provide adequate
pedestrian provigion within the site (relating to NPPF para. 35) due to a lack of footway provision and
subsequently, woukd not be suitable for adoption by the Highway Authority. Whilst shared surface roads
do not require footways, the other access roads should benefit from footways on both sides. In addition,
the Highway Authority would not consider the proposed layout for adoption due to junction spacing, lack of
visibility from junctions, centre line radius, road width, lack of clarity over road types, lack of service strips
and junction access radii.
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3. Highway Accessa. It is noted that there is one proposed direct highway access point onto Tidy Road.
The proposed access point to Garden Square does not ink directly to the highway as Garden Square is
not an adopted road. The access onto Tidy Rioad and the junction of Garden Sguare with Sycamore Drive
are considered adequate to serve a development of this scale.

Please consgider this a holding objection until points 1 and 2 are addressed. Highway related
planning conditions will be neceszary and will be supplied once the above comments are
addressed.

The following comments were received from SCC Travel Plan Officer; SCC Public Rights of Way team
and; SCC Passenger Transport:

SCC Travel Plan Officer:
Should the proposal be permmitted, the following conditions are recommended:

Condition: Within ane month of the first occupation of any dwelling, the occupiers of each of the dwellings
shall be provided with a Residents Travel! Pack (RTP). Nof less than 3 months prior fo the first occupation
of any dwelling, the canients of the RTP shall be submitfed fo and approved in writing by the Local
Planning Authonity in consulfafion with the Highway Authornty and shall include walking, cycling and bus
maps, latest relevant bus and rail imefable information, car sharing information, personalised fravel
planning and a multi-modal iravel voucher.

Reason: In the interests of sustainable development and health objectives as set out in the NPPF, and
policy OM20 of the Suffolk Coastal District Local Plan Core Strategy & Development Management Policies
{2013}

SCC can design and produce a fravel pack on behalf of the appiicant provided that a suitable Seclion 106
coniribution can be agreed.

Condition: Before the development hereby permitted is occupied full defails of the elecinic wehicle charging
points fo be instalied in the development shall have been submifted to the Local Flanning Authorty and
approved in writing.

Reason: To ensure that the development makes adeguate provision for eleciric vehicle charging points to
encourage the use of electnc vehicles in accordance with paragraph 3.4.2 of the Suffolk Guidance for
Parking and paragraph 35 of the Nafional Planning Policy Framework.

SCC Public Rights of Way team:
Shouid the proposal be pemitted, the following S106 contribution is requested:

We would like to request that a bridleway be created along the track which runs along the eastern side of
the site, as this would link the esfate to the wider countryside. The Rendiesham estate is currently poorly
zerved in terms of public rights of way and access to the countryside, therefore we feel that this link wouwd
help to fill that gap for this development and the wider estate.

Estimated Costs:

Compensation £3 337.50

Staiff and design time 12% £400.50
Contingency 10% £333.75
Ohrder-making cosis £4,000

Total £5.071.25

Endeavour House, 8 Russell Road, Ipswich, Suffolk IP1 2BX
wanw_suffolk.gov.uk
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SCC Passenger Transport:
Should the proposal be pemmitied, the following 5106 confribution is requested:

This site could be served by residents walking through fo the current routes and nof need additional
infrastruciure, but it would also make sense o add Sycamore Drive — thaf is already covered by a school
route and has stops in place builf when the roads were and just nof used up fo nrow. Forme, asa
mirimm, | wouwld request a £15k confrnbution for a solar-powered real fime screen af the stop on Redwald
Road opp Sparrowscroft Road as that already has a shelier and wouwld be the best bef for walking fo from
thiz site. If Sycamore Drive is going to be used there is space for a shefter and screen at the stop there
opposite Gardenia Close — which would be another £20k.

Yours sincerely,

Mr Ben Chester
Senior Development Management Engineer

Sirategic Development
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Frone Een Chester [mailto:Ben.Chester @suffolk, gov k]
Sent: 30 July 2018 1401

Ta kab@the-httc.co.uk
Cc: 'Steven'; 'Anthony Hardy'; ' Jeanie'; 'Jane Rodens'; Chris Ward
Suhject: RE: DC/18/2374/AIL - 75 DWELLIMNGS - REMDOLESHAM - SP12 - KAB o BC - 20713

Dear Keith,
Thank you for the responses to my GuUeries.

| am satisfied that the development will not negatively impact upon the highway network with regard to traffic
flows. Thank you for the additio nal assessment.

| will await contact from the applicant/designer with regard to the internal site layout roads and footways.
Travel Plan guery comments provided by SCC Travel Flan officer (copiedin):
Ir answer to the guestions raised by the consultont:

v The MuwitFmodol voucher showid be to the volue of two one month bus tickets from the site to [pswich.
Current fare informaotion con be found on https.Avww firstgroup commorfolk-s uffolk/tickets Aicket-orices.

If the resident does not want to redeem the bus tickets, o cycle voucher of equivoient value shouid be offered
to the resident instead.

v |rcon confirm thot no Residentiol Trovel Plan was requested by SCC or is reguired i our opinicn, ds
developments less than 100 in suffoik showd be focused on delivering upfront measures (i.e. provision of
information and one-off sustoincble transport megsures ) instecd of committing to o long-term monogement
strategy. This links in with the best practice for the concept of the Trovel Plon Statement for developments
between 50-80 dwelings in the DFT “Delivering Trove! Pions Through the Planning Process” guidarnce.

| am awaiting responses from our Passenger Transport and PROW officers regarding their 5106 contribution
requests. | will forward these as | receive themm.
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Public Rights of Weay Response

FROW are important for recreation, encouraging healthy lifestyles, providing green links, supporting the local
economy and promoting local toursm.

Please refer to the attoched plon.

We wouid like toreguest thot o bridiewaoy be cregted mlong the trock which runs clong the eastern side of the site, as
this would link the estote to the wider countryside. The Rendleshom estate is currently pooriy served in terms of
pubiic rights of waoy ond gocess to the countryside, therefore we feel that this jink would help to fill that gop for this
development and the wider estate.

Estimoted Costs:

Compensation £3,337.50

Staff and design time 12% £400.50
Contingency 10% £333.75
Order-moking costs £4.000

Total £8,071.25

There are no public rights of way within the site or connecting to it. The site has very limited prowision for
recregtional wsers, such as dog walkers, who will be obliged to drive off site to find suitoble locotions for recreation.
An occess network linked to the site couwld provide this informal green spoce [ @ new bridieway from the site to vy
Lodge Corner and hence the wider ROW network ).

The request 5 justified by reducing the need for new residents to drive elsewhere to find informal greenspace and
reducing on adiocent green spoce spaces which are [ikely to be within Rendiesham Forest SPA and the heothiond
5550s.

These routes currently exist as form trocks ond heodionds ond no surfocing or improvement work s proposed other
thon the provision of signs and waymorking, hence the modest finonoal request.

SCC Passenger Transport Response

Dear Keith,
Pleass see further comments relating to the SCC Passenser Transport 5106 reguest from SCC PT below:

As we gre deaiing with First's commercgoily operoted services we have no wey ot present of knowing wihe ther they
will divert these or enfrance frequencies to better serve the residents of the new site. Given the tight timings on the
routes aiready | suspect that First will not divert onto Spcomore Drive without the funding required to put on extra
bus into the service. As such the walk through to Redwald Rood will be the only option for the rew residents if they
want to get the bus.

To make the development sustaingble, residents must be encouraged to moke use of public transport ond that
megns moking using buses os egsy and attroctive os possible While we can provide timetobles aond ticket
information through trovel pians, the only aspect we as on outhority hove any controd over s the waiting
emaronment. Whot we provide at bus stops romps up from roised kerbs to shelters to scoreens. As the negrest stop
has the kert ond shelter o screenis the only thing extra that can be provided to enfance use by providing oocurate
information on when buses will arrive. They con also be used to communicate informaotion about known delgys,
conceliations or other problems affecting senices, agoin increasing confidence that the bus WILL turn up even if it
might be o bitiote,

Kind Regards
Ben Chester

Senior Development Management Engineer (East Suffolk)
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iv)  However, as County Highway Authority (CHA), | understand your request
for a more robust assessment. On the basis of the 0.6 vph per dwelling test that
you now require, the peak hour vehicle flows will be as follows.

75 dwellings x 0.6 vph = 45 vph (am and pm peaks as a worst case)
Using recorded infout vehicle flow proportions, gives.........

AM peak hr. 24vphout+ 21vphin
PM peak hr. 20 vph out + 25 vph out

45vph
45vph

This compares with the submitted [5.05 in the TS), and more likely scenario

below.
AM Sive peak b Av veh Now oul = 75 0027 = 30 veh Ay veli Now in = TExX 033 =17 vph 3T vpl
PM SHe peak hour Ay walh Mow cutl = 75 00,04 = 11 vph A oveh Now in = TR X 00 = 14 yph 5 vph

i.e. only 8 vph greater than the previously submitted, worst case, peak hour flows,
with a trip rate of 0.5 vph per dwelling say 4vph added to each access route in the
peak hour {only 2hrs out of 24hrs).

v) Distributing these flows, as set out in the 75 (5.08), 45% via Tidy Road
20 vph two way) and 55% via Garden Square (25 vph two way), gives peak flows

¥ s i

Tidy Road AM PK 11vphout+ 9vphin  =20vph two way
PM PK Svphout+ 11 vphout =20vph two way

Garden Sguare  AM PK 14vphout+11vphin =25 vph two way
FM PK 11lvphin+ 14vphout =25vph two way.

Hence this exercise simply reveals that, even with this robust trip rate, the actual
level of peak hour vehicle flows still remains at a low level. In simplistic terms, if
these were to be produced in a linear fashion throughout this theoretical peak
hour, then the average flow would be only 1 vehicle every thres minutes for Tidy
Road, and 1 vehicle every 2.4 minutes for Garden Square. If one would like to
imagine one vehicle passing, and then wait 3 minutes for the next one to pass,
that is very long wait. Of course the whaole of this small number of vehicles might
leave in, say, a 15 mins period. If that happenad, then there might be an average
flow of 1 vehicle every 45 seconds in Tidy Road. This is still a long period between
passing vehicles, but, of course, there will then be no other vehicles passing
during the remaining 45 mins. For the other 22 hrs of the day, vehicle flows will
be lower, or non-existent i.e. no material traffic impact will result.

wi) For the Melton Crossroads origntated flows, these will be distributed over
the four arms of the junction. For the worst case (am peak) there will be 11 vph
travelling toward the A12. The other % vph travelling toward Rendlesham will be
split over the other three arms, say roughly: 1 vph from The Street; 5 vph from
Woods Lane; and, 3 vph from Mealton Road. Allthese flows remain of such a low
order as to have no material impact on the highway network and junctions,
between Rendlesham and the A12. This is more so the case, as it still remains our
position that these peak flows will not take place during the network peak hours.
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