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1.0 Background and Introduction

1.1 A Design and Access Statement was submitted to 
the County Planning Authority in April 2007 as a part of the 
planning application for the Bexhill to Hastings Link Road.  
This was accompanied by detailed drawings of the scheme 
and an Environmental Statement, which considered the 
environmental effects of the proposed development. 
The Planning Authority has sought additional information to 
supplement and clarify the Environmental Statement.  Some 
of the issues raised by the Authority have an effect upon the 
design of the scheme and those issues are considered within 
this addendum to the Design and Access Statement of April 
2007.

1.2 This document sets out the issues raised but within a 
structure similar to the original Design and Access Statement.  
Where elements of the original Statement are modified by 
this addendum, they will be indicated. Where sections of the 
original Statement remain unchanged, that will be indicated.  
Other information in here should therefore be considered to 
be additional to the original Statement.

1.3 Issues raised by the Planning Authority

1.3.1 The issues listed below are selected from the Regulation 
19 list which the Planning Authority has raised.  These issues 
have been considered within this Addendum Design and 
Access Statement and their effects have been considered 
within the Addendum Environmental Statement:-  

Landscape
1.3.2 (37) Fuller information is required on the design 
appearance of the scheme at the Bexhill end including 
information about tree loss and working clearances in the 
former railway cutting, etc. This should include detailed cross 
sections and new photomontages. Far greater certainty over 
what can / will be achieved in the proposed footprint needs to 

“Chapel Path”, (the pedestrian route to the adjacent schools) 
more specific information in plan form and section illustrating 
the extent and potential impact of elevating this section of the 
new road is required.

1.3.12 (54) The two photomontages illustrated on Figure 
13.16.11. 02, entitled “Photomontage 24 – Urban Viewpoint 
016” are incorrect and misleading as any trees would have to 
be planted behind, rather than in front of the new fence. New 
photomontages should be prepared by the applicant.

1.3.13 (55) Figure 13.16.11, entitled “Photomontage 26 – Urban 
Viewpoint 020” is also incorrect and misleading as it claims to 
illustrate how London Road would look when the new road 
has been built and in 15 years time, but fails to show: -
The new Link Road, as opposed to the retained London 
Road
The elevated section of the new Link Road that would be 
required to enable the “Chapel Path Underpass” to be 
constructed at the point where the existing houses are shown 
demolished
Any details of the junction with Belle Hill, (and associated 
clutter), in the distance
Any details of the new junction with the Link Road, (which 
would have been to the right of the view illustrated). 
New photomontages should be prepared by the applicant 
Wildlife

1.3.14 There are contradictions with regard to the distance of 
Marline Woods SSSI from the road. This needs reviewing. See 
specifically Table 12.4 and maps in the Design and Access 
Statement. The same issue arises for Combe Haven SSSI. 
Confirm that land from the SSSI’s will not be lost as a result of 
the scheme.

1.3.15 Ancient Woodland is a BAP habitat and should be 
included in the list of habitats to be lost (section 12.4.3.)

1.3.16 The mitigation strategy fails to recognise the ecological 

be given.
1.3.3 (38) Provide ZVI on the base engineering of the road 
to demonstrate the effectiveness of the bunding and clarify 
points raised in detailed comments.  
1.3.4 (39) Provide detailed information on the contouring 
interface with noise fencing at bridges.
1.3.5 (41) Avoid engineered landform to parts of the 
greenway and equestrian routes and confirm generally how 
the landscape earthworks are to achieve appropriately graded 
landforms
1.3.6 (47) Provide fuller fencing details together with, it is 
hoped, a rationalisation of the fencing.
1.3.7 (48) Clearly demonstrate where the 50 dB(A)contour 
will be relative to the greenway etc.  
1.3.8 (49) Provide full details of how the landscape 
management of the proposals is to be implemented, 
presumably linked to the ecological management proposals 
and a statement on the lifespan of the management works 
and ring fenced funding.

Townscape
1.3.9 (51)1:500 drawings are required at ‘key points’ in order to 
be able to assess the likely environmental impact at particular 
locations, for example: -

• The new Ninfield Road Overbridge at Sidley.
• The new Woodsgate Park Overbridge.
• The new London Road Junction.
• The setting of the Chapel Path Underpass.
• The Belle Hill Junction at the southern end of the 

scheme.
• The Queensway Junction at the northern end of the 

scheme.

1.3.10 (52) A detailed planning application, “typical structures” 
that are ‘not to scale’ is not acceptable. More detailed drawings 
are required. 

1.3.11 (53) In order to assess the environmental impact of the 
new Link Road being elevated above the height of the existing 
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functioning of the valley as a whole and the damage that 
fragmentation and disturbance will result in. Need greater 
consideration of connectivity of existing habitats, in particular 
linear features such as watercourses and hedgerows that can 
provide wildlife corridors, the loss of which could impact on 
the movements of species. The mitigation and compensation 
strategy fails to address the importance of intra-specific and 
inter-specific interactions and those between organisms 
and habitats. Species isolation has also been inadequately 
addressed

1.3.17 The proposed mitigation strategy fails to address the 
significance of severance on ecologically valuable and priority 
UK BAP habitats and species. For example the watercourse 
crossings are inadequate for a road scheme of this size. 
Further consideration and improvement to the design of the 
clear span bridges is required to provide a greater width on 
either side of the watercourse.

1.3.18 Greater detail on management and monitoring of 
habitats, particularly mitigation / compensation habitats, is 
needed.

Summary
1.4 The issues have been summarised for the purposes of 
the Addendum Design and Access Statement, as follows:-

1.4.1 A fuller design is required of the southern end of the 
scheme in the urban area.  This would provide greater certainly 
over what can be achieved.

1.4.2 Provide more detail of key points in the townscape, 
including structures and junctions.

1.4.3 Provide more detail of the Chapel Path underpass and 
its relationship to the proposed road.

1.4.4 Explain how the earthworks design was developed in 
respect of visual screening of the road and noise attenuation 

and illustrate this with Zones of Visual Influence and noise 
contours.

1.4.5 Provide more detail of the contouring at the interface of 
noise fencing with the earthworks at the bridges in the rural 
part of the scheme.

1.4.6 Clarify the relationship between the Greenway and 
earthworks.

1.4.7 Provide fuller details of fencing in the rural part of the 
scheme.

1.4.8 Provide more details of how landscape and wildlife 
management is to be implemented and ring fenced funding.
1.4.9 Clarify the physical relationship between the scheme 
and Marline Valley Woods SSSI.

1.4.10 Clarify the effect of the scheme upon Ancient 
Woodland.

1.4.11 Provide more detail of how the scheme seeks to 
maintain the connectivity of habitats and minimise wildlife 
severance.  More detail will be provided of slight modifications 
of the scheme, at this stage, to help maximise connectivity 
within the area post construction of the scheme.

Provide an updated schedule of proposed mitigation and 
compensation measures   

1.5 Consultation and Strategy

1.5.1 Consultations have been held with the Planning 
Authority and its statutory consultees in order to help clarify 
their requirements.

1.5.2 It was agreed that more detailed design would be 

carried out on the southern part of the scheme, in the urban 
area.  This work is illustrated in the Addendum Design and 
Access Statement.  The effects of these details have been 
reviewed but no change has been needed to the assessment, 
as a result.

1.5..3 Consideration has also been given to the detailed 
comments provided by the Planning Authority’s landscape 
consultant, where these are referred to in the issues raised by 
the Authority.
 

2.0 Scheme Context

2.1 No issues were raised in respect of this part of the 
Statement.  However, one issue has changed within the 
Planning Context for the scheme.  The County Council’s 
Cabinet has now approved the Development Strategy and the 
Implementation Plan for the proposed Pebsham Countryside 
Park.  Hastings Borough Council’s Cabinet has also approve 
the documents and Rother District Council has already 
approved them.  This paves the way for the creation of the 
park and its management, part of the area of which embraces 
most of the mitigation and compensation areas associated 
with the Link Road scheme. 

3.0 Design Philosophy and Parameters.

3.1 This section of the Design and Access Statement 
continues to provide a lead for the way that the scheme is 
designed and the inevitable change is managed.  As detail is 
added to the scheme throughout the detailed design process, 
this will still be used, as it has been for anything within this 
addendum.
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4.0 Route Selection and Consultation

4.1 No issues have been raised about the route selection 
process.  Some further information is given in the Addendum 
Environmental Statement about consultation.

5.0 Engineering Design of the Preferred Route

5.1 The engineering design of the scheme has not changed 
since the submission of the Planning Application.  However, 
this addendum provides some additional information to assist 
in the understanding of the proposals.

Greenway Design
5.2 The integration of the Greenway with the landform 
is important to the landscape character of the place.  The 
landform would be constructed to accommodate the Greenway 
in such a way as to integrate the levels of the new path with 
adjacent vegetated areas.  The application plans were based 
upon computer generated plans from engineering design 
software.  One if the effects, was that some of the proposed 
earthworks were shown diagrammatically, rather than with 
contours.  Where this occurred, more detail has been added 
to the drawings to show the proposed contours. These details 
have been incorporated into drawings 208/31/32 later in this 
Statement.  There are no changes to the proposals, only more 
detail shown.

Structures
5.3 More detail is provided here of the Chapel Path 
underpass.  The drawings and cross sections illustrate the 
levels which would be associated with the proposed Link 
Road and Chapel Path itself.  Of particular design importance 
has been the clear line of sight from London Road, through 
the underpass.  There would be no blind spots, which could 

lead to it being unattractive to users, children and vulnerable 
people in particular.  The open nature of the underpass will 
provide an attractive and safe crossing point for those being 
dropped off or collected on the east side of the road. 

5.4 Scaled drawings are provided, at 208/31/36, of the 
bridges in the southern part of the scheme.  Further illustrative 
details are provided at 208/31/37 and 208/31/38.  The exact 
details of finishes have not been finalised and would be 
expected to be the subject of planning conditions.  It is expected 
that textured concrete finishes would be the dominant material 
when viewed from the Link Road.  From the Ninfield Road and 
Woodsgate Park Road the parapets would be of brick finishes 
to reflect the local character.  

5.5 Further illustrative details of the rural bridges are shown 
on the drawings 208/31/39 to 208/31/56.  The designs represent 
the current level of detailed design but further modifications will 
be made at the detailed design stage.  For instance, particular 
attention will be given to minimising the severance of wildlife 
corridors beneath the free span bridges over water courses but 
adopting the principles of “green engineering design” set out in 
the addendum to the biodiversity chapter of the Environmental 
Statement.   These details are therefore not yet shown on the 
plans included at this stage.    

5.6 In the rural area, noise fences would be required on the 
structures which cross streams and rivers.  In order to be fully 
effective the height of the screen would need to be continuous 
up to the adjacent mounding.   The intention would be to return 
the fencing over the structures into the mounding and retain 
the height of the fence as it meets the mounding.  The base 
of the fencing would be shaped to the shape of the mounding 
to maximise the effectiveness of the measures.  The drawing 
indicates the relationship between fencing and mounding.

5.7 Subject to the outcomes of the detailed Dormouse 
and other wildlife surveys, structures which have an impact 
upon the passage of fauna and continuity of habitats would 

be slightly modified to incorporate wildlife features.  Similarly, 
where features such as bat roosts can be incorporated to 
mitigate or compensate for the loss of other such features, 
they will be incorporated into the structures.  Typical examples 
of these features are shown on the scaled structures drawings. 
Dormice would be provided with “tunnels”, mainly in a north 
– south direction on Ninfield Road bridge and north – south 
and east - west on the rural structures.  These would be inset 
into the concrete structure and be covered with weld-mesh 
and incorporate brush wood.  They would be connected to 
the adjacent habitat by timber rails associated with fences 
and embedded in the vegetation.  The “tunnels” would be at 
high level and would be flush with the internal finish of the 
bridge walls so would not be conspicuous on the structure. 
This feature will be incorporated into the rural over-bridge, 
particularly over the rivers but more information is given in 
chapter 6 of this addendum.  

5.8  Bat roosts would also be provided on appropriate 
structures following the results of the detailed wildlife surveys.  
These would be designed according to best practice at the 
time and could be installed into similar channels set into 
the concrete walls to the dormouse “tunnels” but could be 
prefabricated wooden chambers bolted into the channels.  
These would be in sections of about 2m in length, split into 
cells.  They would be designed for ease of maintenance and 
inspection.   

5.9 The exact details and locations of both Dormouse 
“tunnels” and bat boxes to be provided on each structure 
cannot be determined at this stage and will be agreed with 
the Planning Authority when sufficient wildlife information is 
available closer to the time of construction.

5.10 The original Design and Access Statement provides 
the available detail of retaining walls near the Ninfield Road 
bridge.  At this stage it has not been possible to carry out 
further detailed design because of the need for detailed soils 
investigation to inform the design.  However, as previously set 
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out, it is expected that they would be constructed in bored 
piles or steel sheet piles, in order to minimise physical impact 
on existing vegetation and habitats. It is expected that there 
would be planning conditions applying to these structures.

5.11 The detailed engineering design of the junctions would 
follow in the detailed design stage. The general arrangement 
is shown on the plans and the final design is not expected to 
be significantly different to this arrangement.    
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6.0 Environmental Design of Preferred Route

6.1 This section complements the engineering design with 
more detail from an environmental point of view. 

6.2 The Planning Authority has asked for more detail of the 
proposals at the southern end of the scheme, near the proposed 
London Road junction.  To the south of this junction it would 
be proposed to construct a large underground surface water 
storage tank, to accommodate high volumes of flood water 
from the Egerton Stream, which cannot be accommodated 
through the existing culverts to the south.  The Highway 
Authority would propose to create a space over the top of the 
tank which responds to local needs or aspirations.  This would 
be developed with the local community, closer to the time of 
the implementation of the scheme. 

6.3 The proposals illustrated here, therefore indicate the 
type of scheme which the Highway Authority would be prepared 
to construct and would construct in default of any agreement 
with the local community, closer to the time of construction.  
The expectation is therefore that a planning condition would 
control this aspect of the development.

6.4 The ultimate detailed design of the area would be 
guided by the following principles:-

• Seek to identify open space services which the local 
community would wish to incorporate into the area and 
design within those requirements;

• Provide a landscape buffer between the proposed 
road and the houses in London Road;

• Maximise the opportunities for the provision of green 
space;

• Accept the limitations of developing open space above 
underground flood water storage tanks;

• Seek to calm traffic in the area and create an 
environment in which there are surfaces shared by 
people and vehicles;

• Provide for some car parking for residents of London 
Road south; 

• Recognise the needs for drop off areas for schools on 
the other side of the proposed Scheme;

• Provide a general upgrading of the townscape and 
local environment for this area; and,

• Minimise the effects upon the site containing the 
schools to the west of the proposed Scheme.

6.5 The 208/31/59 indicates a proposal which would provide 
for drop off and collection of children from the schools, with 
seating, shelter and attractive spaces to wait in but essentially 
open, in order to minimise anti-social behaviour.  The Highway 
Authority would be willing to construct features on the area, to 
add to the character and use of the site.  These are illustrated 
as brick mazes and focal points, perhaps in the form of 
sculpture or other public art feature. The overall character of 
the space would be of reduced domination from traffic and 
more community use.  The road and open space would be 
designed as an integrated space.

6.6 Following the further design work on the southern 
part of the scheme a review has been undertaken of the 
photomontages for the area.  Whilst there may be minor 
differences between the proposals on the plan and those 
illustrated on the photomontage, it is considered that the 
original photomontages give a reasonable impression of the 
appearance of the area if the proposals are implemented.  
However, to assist the Planning Authority, some slight 
enhancement has been carried out on two of the views to 
enable them to more adequately reflect the appearance of 
the scheme.  There have however been no changes to the 
structure of the views. 

6.7 The Addendum Environmental Statement includes 
revised drawings showing the effects upon existing vegetation 
and trees in particular, at figures 13.17 A - R at Appendix J3.  
The design drawing here shows a slight modification to the 
planting arrangements alongside the road.  Should the up 

to dated dormouse survey show evidence of dormice in the 
former railway corridor, the planting on either side of the road 
would be extended into the verge in places to provide at-
grade crossing points for dormice.   Studies by the Highway 
Authority’s specialists have demonstrated that dormice will 
cross up to 10m of open ground even when a road forms a 
part of it. The extension of planting would therefore provide a 
narrow enough gap for the dormice to cross the road. This is 
shown on drawing 208/31/32C.

6.8 The original Design and Access Statement commented 
upon the significance of noise attenuation in the environmental 
design of scheme.  The Addendum Environmental Statement 
at 13.5.29 clarifies that the noise fences in the urban section 
would be 1.8m high and that the Highway Authority currently 
proposes to use a “Greenscreen” type of fence to the rear 
of the gardens and a timber fence in other situations.  The 
design of noise attenuation fences is improving continuously 
and the final decision on the type of fencing would be made 
closer to the time of construction, following agreement with 
the Planning Authority.

6.9 The need to minimise the effects of noise in the rural 
area has been a key consideration in the environmental design, 
north of Glovers Farm.  The design of earthworks was initially 
led by the need for managing the visual effects of the scheme 
but then modified to maximise the benefits in noise reduction, 
whilst still being visually acceptable and in scale with the 
landscape.  Technically, it may have been possible to create 
a similar reduction in noise outside of the immediate road 
corridor by using noise fences.  However, this was considered 
visually unacceptable throughout the rural part of the scheme, 
so the option of steeping the inner faces of the mounding and 
increasing the height of some mounds was adopted as the 
most balanced environmental solution.  The Figures 13.22A-
C in Appendix J3 to the Addendum Environmental Statement 
shows the predicted 50dB LAeq noise contour laid over the 
scheme. This gives an indication of the effectiveness of the 
measures.  It is however recognised that there would be a 
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significant change to the noise environment of the valley as a 
result of the use of the road and its construction.

6.10 The visual effects of the mounding are shown in the 
Zone of Visual Influence (ZVI) drawings.  These are explained 
in 13.5.6 to 9 in the addendum Environmental Statement.  The 
ZVI of the scheme with no mounding is at 13.15C and 13.15F 
for a 5m high and 2m high vehicle respectively. The effects of 
the scheme with mounding can then be seen in 13.15A and 
13.15D for a 5m and 2m high vehicle respectively at the year 
of opening.  The additional effect of vegetation growth over 
15 years can be seen in 13.15B and 13.15E for a 5m and 2m 
high vehicle respectively.  It is considered that the mounding 
effects a major reduction in visual impact and that this is further 
consolidated as the trees and scrub gradually develop.  The 
effect would be that 2m high vehicles would be very rarely 
seen and even the tops of large lorries will have minimal effect 
upon the visual landscape.

6.11 The Planning Authority has sought more detail about the 
fencing in the rural areas. The proposed locations for fencing 
are shown on the Environmental design drawings within the 
Planning Application (Drawings 208/31/11 to 14). The exact 
details of fencing in the rural areas will be determined at a 
later stage when more detailed discussions can be held with 
farmers and those managing the land. 

6.12 In principle, the Greenway will be fenced from farm 
land but not necessarily from other land.  It is anticipated that 
the detailed location and design of fencing will be the subject 
of a planning condition.  

6.13 Fencing is seen as one of the tools available to ensure 
long term management of the application area.  The design 
and layout of the fencing would be guided by design principles 
which would include:-

• Full account of the needs of wildlife management;
• Consideration of the needs of the farmers and other 

land managers adjacent to the Scheme and those 

engaged in managing the application area for wildlife;
• Minimisation of the amount of fencing needed to 

achieve wildlife and land management objectives;
• Minimising the effects of fencing upon the landscape 

and visual amenity;
• Modification of management methods to minimise 

fencing (e.g. there may be a demand in the area 
for multiple small grazing plots for horses and small 
holdings but this form of land management would not 
be in the interest of the landscape and visual amenity 
and so would not be permitted); and,

• Adoption of fencing designs which are common to the 
locality.  Fencing in the rural area is intended to be 
agricultural in character. 
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Photomontage of Scheme at 0 years

Photomontage of Scheme at 15 years
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Photomontage of Scheme at 0 years
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7.0 Design for Wildlife

7.1 Since the submission of the application, wildlife survey 
work has continued and further work has been done on 
minimising effects upon wildlife, particularly in the rural area.

7.2 Further consideration has been given to the ways that 
severance of habitats could be minimised and continuity of 
access corridors for the more mobile species (e.g. dormice) 
could be maintained.  This has resulted in minor additions 
to the environmental scheme.  These are shown on the 
Additional Habitat and Updated Contours plans at 208/31/32.  
The Wildlife Continuity is shown on plan 208/31/33.   The 
application plans have not changed as a result of these plans 
but is indicative of the changes which will continue to be made 
during the development of the design detail and in response to 
additional and changing information as it becomes available.  It 
is anticipated that such measures will be reflected in planning 
conditions.

7.3 The result of these changes would be to modify the 
Schedule of Wildlife Areas in the original Design and Access 
Statement.  The schedule has therefore been revised and is 
shown here.  The untitled plan from the original Design and 
Access Statement is also shown with a title to remove any 
ambiguity in understanding (drawing 208/31/60).  It will be 
noted that the schedule does not include measurements of 
areas of Open Grassland (improved) and Arable land.  This 
is because they are not considered to be significant wildlife 
habitats.  However, drawing 208/31/60 illustrates that most 
of the loss generated by the scheme area in the countryside 
section would be either of arable or improved grassland and 
would be replaced with habitats of greater significance and 
managed for wildlife benefit in the long term.   

7.4 The drawing 208/31/32, applying to the eastern end 
of the scheme, clarifies the ambiguity over the effects upon 
Ancient Woodland.  This is also covered in chapter 12 of the 

Addendum Environmental Statement.  The application drawings 
do show that a small amount of Ancient Woodland edge would 
be removed or damaged by the toe of the embankment for 
the road on the north and west side of the railway crossing.  
In practice it has never been the intention to remove any of 
the designated Ancient Woodland and a retaining structure 
would be installed at the toe of the embankment to avoid the 
necessity for any earthworks or other physical works to be 
carried out in the Ancient Woodland area.

7.5 The drawing 208/31/32 also clarifies the effects upon 
the Marline Valley Woods SSSI.  The SSSI is on the east side 
of the railway line and abuts the railway line at this southern 
end.  No construction work would be carried out within the 
SSSI.  However, the deck of the bridge would overhang the 
southern tip of the SSSI by approximately 30m².  No physical 
work would be carried out within this small “triangle” of land 
because the bridge deck would simply be dropped into place 
from either side of the structure.  There would therefore be no 
direct effect upon the Marline Valley Woods SSSI through the 
construction or operation of the Link Road.
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SCHEDULE OF WILDLIFE AREAS

FROZEN DESIGN - 28.3.07

Revised June 08

CATEGORY AREA (m²) LENGTH (m)

Non
reckonable

loss AREA (m²) LENGTH (m) AREA (m²) LENGTH (m) NEW (m)

Difference between 2 
for 1 and mitigation 

areas created

Grassland LE1. TOTALS 180765 7500 0 188265 490246 113716
0

Species Rich neutral grassland LE1.3 31765 31765 63500 -30
0

Neutral grassland with scrub LE1.3.1 63500 63500 248620 121620
0

Open grassland (badger foraging) LE1.6.1 85500 7500 93000 178126 -7874
0

Open grassland (improved) LE1.6.2 0
0

Arable LE1.7 0
0

Woodlands LE2. TOTALS 62097 0 62097 210431 86237

Woodland and copses LE2.1 62097 62097 31500 -92694

Existing woodland to be managed LE2.1.1 82011 82011

Woodland edge management LE2.2 5600 5600

New shaws LE2.4.1 91320 91320

Scattered trees LE2.7

Scrub LE2.8

Amenity trees and shrub planting LE3. TOTALS 0 12811 12811
0

Amenity trees and shrub planting LE3.1 0 12811 12811

Hedges LE4. TOTALS 3806 3806 12360

Native species hedgerows LE4.3 1726 1726 2589 2308 -863
0

Native hedgerows with trees LE4.4 2080 2080 4171 231 11

New Woodland Edge LE4.4.1 5600 5600

Individual Trees LE5. TOTALS 385 385

Individual trees LE5.1 385 385

Water Bodies LE6 TOTALS 75666 2400 26988 0 102654 2400 229596 4800 24288

Water bodies and associated plants LE6.1

Ditches LE6.2 2400 2400 4800 1180

Reed beds LE6.3

Marsh, wet grassland and fen including 
reedbeds/water areas LE6.4.1 75666 26988 102654 208840 3532

LE6.4.1.1 20756 20756

Hard Landscape Features LE7 TOTALS
318528 6206 0 34488 0 0 353016 6206 943469 17160 237437

MITIGATION

TOTAL (REVISED)

Marsh, wet grassland and fen with 
widely scattered trees

TOTALS

TOTAL RECKONABLE 
LOSS

LOSS
SEVERED LAND of 

WILDLIFE IMPORTANCE
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8.0 Design for Farming   

8.1 Since the Planning Application was made, helpful 
discussions have been progressing with most of the farming 
land owners affected by the scheme.  The Highway Authority is 
keen to develop compensatory packages with farmers which 
would enable them to continue farming in the area during 
and after the construction of the road.  The County Council’s 
ownership of Hye House Farm to the north of Hillcroft Farm and 
with the cooperation of the current tenants, would enable the 
Authority to offer some land swaps, particularly with Hillcroft 
Farm and the former Bexhill Water Pumping Station.  The 
Highway Authority has recently acquired Adams Farm near 
Crowhurst.

8.2 Discussions held so far, suggest that the Highway 
Authority would need to acquire significantly more land 
than is actually needed for the construction of the road and 
the mitigation and compensation measures, as a result of 
severance.  All of these areas would be managed to maximise 
wildlife and landscape opportunities whilst reaping some 
agricultural benefits in the process. 

9.0 Management and Aftercare of Landscape 
and Wildlife Areas

9.1 The original Design and Access Statement set out a 
clear statement of commitment by the Highway Authority to 
the long term management of the land required for landscape 
and wildlife purposes as a part of the proposals.  

9.2 Section 13.5.32 of the Addendum Environmental 
Statement makes further commitments to secure the long 
term site management by “ring fencing” the income from the 
letting of areas of land.  Some of these areas could be farmed 
as a means of achieving the requirements of the management 

plan for the area, which would be agreed with the Planning 
Authority.  The Highway Authority would agree to ensure that 
the income from the land would be available for this on going 
management. This fund would provide a long term regular 
income which could be relied upon and then supplemented by 
other funds as necessary.

10.0 Design for Community

10.1 No further comments.

11.0 Conclusions

11.1 Having considered the points raised by the Planning 
Authority, further information and clarification has been given.  
The modifications suggested do not change the planning 
submission but are a part of ongoing changes which may 
be needed during the detailed design stage of the scheme 
and which would in due course be agreed with the Planning 
Authority.

11.2 As changes such as these emerge, they are being 
designed to enhance the scheme and reduce the environmental 
effects of the proposals.  

11.3 This Addendum Design and Access Statement, together 
with the Addendum Environmental Statement have addressed 
all of the issues which the Planning Authority has raised.


