


Response to Highways Technical note – Submission Document F51d (Appendix 4 A10 Headroom West
Winch)

From reviewing the West Winch A10 Headroom Analysis Technical Note produced by WSP, we would make
the following observations:

• The Headroom Analysis Technical Note suggests that there is available capacity for up to 350 dwellings,
however, the proposed modifications to Policy E2.1 in Document F51 (Paragraph 46) caps the number of
dwellings that can come forward ahead of the WWHAR to 300. It is considered that the number of units
that could come forward ahead of the WWHAR should be based on the technical analysis undertaken rather
than local opinion not supported by technical evidence.

• Given the proximity of development sites within the West Winch Growth Area, it is considered that any
headroom capacity on the A10, (prior to the WWHAR or completion of a new link between the A10 and
A47), should be available to other developments within the West Winch Growth Area and shouldn’t be tied
explicitly to the Hopkins Homes development.

• The Technical Note refers to using data from collection point ATC 5 to inform the link capacity assessments
and the calculation of the headroom capacity on the A10. Figure 1 within the Technical Note shows ATC 5
being located on the A47 and not on the A10 and should be clarified.

• The traffic flows from the October 2022 surveys used within the Headroom Capacity Assessment are
significantly higher than data previously collected or shared by WSP from 2018. Previous 2018 flows
provided by WSP for the A10 showed a peak of 845 vehicle northbound in the AM Peak and 1,068
southbound in the PM Peak.

• It is noted that there were a number rail strikes in October 2022 that may have impacted the baseline traffic
data used within the headroom assessment. Clarification should be provided as to whether the data used
within the headroom assessment is likely to have been impacted by the rail strikes. Traffic flows on or
around rail strikes could be expected to be higher than normal.

• Given the sensitivities of the headroom assessment to changes in baseline traffic flows, (which are widely
accepted to vary as much as 10% per day), could a more representative figure for baseline traffic flows be
calculated from the data collected rather than simply using the peak traffic flows in each direction on the
A10 from across the month. It is common that 85% percentile figures are used in transport assessments
opposed to simply a daily peak figure.

• It is unclear whether the new traffic surveys undertaken in October 2022 and used in the Headroom
Capacity Assessment, have been used in other transport assessments in support of the West Winch Housing
Access Road (WWHAR). Information provided within other Local Plan Review supporting information
(Documents F48 and F48a) use data from 2018 which is argued by WSP and BCKLWN as demonstrating a
reliable representation of existing traffic conditions.

• It is acknowledged that a significant amount of junction and network modelling has been undertaken to
support the development of the West Winch Housing Access Road (WWHAR) and supporting studies. We
would question whether the results from these assessments support the findings from the headroom
analysis undertaken.

Proposed amendment to Main Modification

Based on the evidence set out above, we are of the view the proposed Main Modification proposed to Policy
E2.1 relating to the development thresholds prior to the WWHAR is not sound. As such, the following
amendments are proposed to the Main Modification.




