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To: Rupert Clubb, Director: Communities, Economy and Transport. ESCC.


Dear Rupert

This last week,  planning consent has been given by Eastbourne Borough Council (EBC) to a proposal for 72 new homes on the site of a former BT operation just east of the Whitley Road railway bridge and close to a distributor road, the A2012. The ESCC parking standards suggest 60 parking places should accompany the development: EBC has allowed 88,  a huge increase to your standard allocation. The reason given for the departure from ESCC's recommendation is 'to reduce the risk of overspill'. However, more relaxed parking has led in the past - and continues to result in - more traffic and short trips. Those short car trips make walking and cycling difficult - including to school - and also degrade the public realm and reduce opportunities for its enhancement. 


In the meantime, construction is under way of new homes on a site close to the ex BT development just to west of the railway bridge (Ex SERCO Yard and Bedfordwell Pumping Station) and in this case adjacent to the A2021. I'm not clear of the parking standards that have been applied to this development, but am anxious about the potential for traffic generation presented by these developments, its negative impact on development and delivery of sustainable, healthy alternatives, and effects on air quality. The BT development itself - if well designed - would be a welcome addition of new homes provision, but surely, the almost 50% increase above ESCC's applied parking standards are undermining the 'active travel' policies adopted by local and national government. 

In respect of the BT site consent, officers' recommendations (attached) refer to the Horsey Sewer cycle way (an excellent facility as far as it has been built) and ongoing development of the cycle strategy recommendations for the town (Sustrans Report). These recommendations include the route designated 210.2/3/4. They also refer to provision of two bus stop installations being equipped with 'real time' information displays though there's no reference to any improved frequencies in service. There's recognition of the development's close proximity to the town centre and potential barriers to walking and cycling, but there seems to be insufficient awareness of the great potential of sustainable transport to meet accessibility needs in a far more efficient and healthy way than the car based lifestyles promoted by the over generous parking.

Before the development is completed, can the following considerations be addressed?

Education trips: Only one school is mentioned in the officers' report as being important in terms of safe and easy access: Bourne School. In fact the (incomplete but developing) cycling and pedestrian routes between the site and the following schools should be considered: Stafford Junior School, Roselands Infants School, Tollgate Junior School, West Rise Junior and Infant Schools, St Katherine's College (Secondary) school, Thomas a Becket Catholic Infant and Junior School. All will be connected to the pedestrian and cycle infrastructure in the locality of the new development. It is reasonable to assume that parents of young children living in the BT site development will be considering not just Bourne School (6.5.11), but all of the ones I've listed. Accessibility to all of these establishments will be made more difficult by additional traffic and especially 'school run' trips but all local car trips. The officer's recommendations as they appear in the attached, do not appear to sufficiently address this issue. There is a danger that childrens' freedoms will be curtailed if there are not serious efforts to reduce car trip numbers. Conversely, there are within our grasp great opportunities to be exploited.

Bus services: Dialogue with local bus operators will be important at an early stage in respect of all new developments but certainly the ones I've referred to. The potential bus market has changed in this area with more dwellings already and through these developments, more to be delivered quite soon. 

Cycle/pedestrian Infrastructure: Pedestrian route quality is impaired in Cavendish Avenue/Whitley Road by cars parked in what were gardens, and in some cases too large for the space, resulting in overhang of the pavement. Overwhelmingly, vehicles are reversed onto the road which could deter parents from permitting their children to walk to school thus potentially adding to school run traffic for those with cars available. These impairments are insufficiently addressed in the officers' report (6.5.11).

A separate but related point: the route 210 on the Sustrans plan could usefully be linked across Whitley Road railway bridge to route 310. Traffic flows across the bridge are quite high (5,000 - 10,000 per day). Traffic congestion here occurs frequently at several times during the day and can only worsen with that generated by the new developments.

In terms of financing this infrastructure, it is always worth mentioning the relatively low cost and high value for money characteristic of well planned pedestrian and cycle links and complementary measures, especially if planned alongside housing and other developments and not in isolation as is too often the case. I am also aware that Eastbourne Borough Council has an unspent sum of £40,000 in its budget for cycle infrastructure. Worryingly, it is in the 'Revenue Budget' so could be lost!


Finally, the Hailsham - Polegate - Eastbourne 'sustainable transport corridor' (Movement and Access Study) recommendations are potentially a huge and welcome set of interventions. Can you please provide an update on progress? 

I attach the report to Eastbourne BC Planning Committee and also 'Transport for New Homes' - a report on how better to integrate planning and transport decisions.


I hope this is useful!

Best Wishes,

Derrick Coffee
(County Officer, Campaign for Better Transport - East Sussex)

