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INTRODUCTION

This document explores local transport and accessibility issues within our parish and seeks to
identify suitable approaches which could be adopted in the Neighbourhood Plan to resolve those
issues through the introduction of planning policy.

Conflicting interests and priorities arise when considering transport and accessibility within the parish.
The two main issues emerging from the questionnaire and other parish meetings are the speed limits
set on roads within the parish and the parking problems in Stedham villlage.

The parish questionnaire underpins much of the work in the Neighbourhood Plan. The key points,
relating to “Getting Around”are:

e 274 vehicles are owned by the 311 people who responded to the questionnaire. The highest
number of cars in a single household is six. Sixty five of the 274 vehicles have to be parked
on a public road as a result of lack of parking on their own properties.

e Looking at the use of cars or other forms of transport for work: Of the residents who were
employed or self-employed 37% worked from home, while 63% worked away from home. Of
those who travelled to work, 20% worked within 5 miles, 43% worked more than 5 miles
away, but not London, while 23% travelled to London. The remaining 14% worked within the
parish.

e Concerns were raised with regard to speeding on the parish roads which are often narrow
with poor visibility around bends.

o Of the respondents to the parish questionnaire 43% used a bicycle. Suggestions for
improvement to the existing facilities included signs warning of cyclists in the lanes of our
parish, provision of a cycle lockup and better signage of existing cycle paths.

e New routes were suggested for cycleways from Ingrams Green to Midhurst, the line of the
old railway from Petersfield to Midhurst and a ‘Green Bridge’ over the A272.

e Suggestions for improvement of footpaths included pram friendly gates. 38% of respondents
were put off using Stedham Common when the cows were grazing there.



PUBLIC HIGHWAY

OVERVIEW

The main arterial road through our Parish is the A272 running between the towns of Midhurst to the
east and Petersfield to the west. This has a national speed limit of 60mph for all of the section within
our parish. Lying to the north of the A272 are the villages of Stedham and Iping as well as the
hamlets of Stubbs Hill and the Tote Lane part of Woolbeding (which is in our parish). The
settlements of Minsted and Ingrams Green are to the south of the A272.

Iping Common lies to the south, as does the major part of Stedham Common, though residual parts
of the latter are north of the A272. The parts of common land which run between School Lane and
the A272, from the Sawmills site past the school to Iping Lane, were cut off from the main part of
the Common when the A272 was constructed in 1966.

The majority of the roads within the parish (excluding the A272) are single track with passing places
and can have poor visibility because of blind corners, overhanging foliage and the absence of street
lighting. Speed limits are not imposed on any of the roads, except those in Stedham village where
there is a 30mph speed limit.

The small road running north through Iping is used as a through route by from the A272 to Liphook
station and the A3. This route, in particular, can be dangerous to non-vehicular traffic because of
fast moving vehicles.

There is a heavy reliance on private motor vehicles, which will continue into the foreseeable future,
given the parish’s rural location and the limited bus service. There is therefore a need to both
maintain and upgrade our roads to facilitate and enhance the movement of vehicular and non-
vehicular traffic together with initiatives to encourage a move to a greener transport network with
less reliance on private motor vehicles.

It should be noted there has been no demand to remove the Dark Skies policy, which our parish has
consistently endorsed and which is now also a part of the SDNPA draft local plan. This policy could
be seen as being detrimental to road safety, as it can limit artificial lighting, but it appears there is a
consensus to prioritise dark skies at this time.

TRAFFIC SPEED

The parish survey raised concerns about speeding vehicles within the parish. These concerns were
mainly related to The Street and School Lane in Stedham, the section of the A272 between Trotton
and the Stedham Crossroads and Iping Lane running north towards Liphook and the A3. In these
locations the roads are narrow increasing the risk to other roads users.

There are several ways to either reduce or mitigate the impact of traffic speed but not all will be
appropriate to the parish or achievable through the Neighbourhood Plan. The options considered
are set out below.



OPTION A - IMPOSITION OF SPEED LIMITS

Speed limits are set by the Highway Authority and not controlled by planning law and are generally
outside the scope of a neighbourhood plan. New or lower speed limits can only be introduced by the
planning system if a development (which needs planning permission) requires the reduction or
imposition of a speed limit to make the development acceptable in planning terms. Whilst this is the
case, the Parish Council, public and highway authority can work together outside of the planning
system to introduce reduced speed limits where they are considered necessary.

OPTION B — SEGREGATION OF ROAD USERS

One way to address the problem is to separate vehicle traffic from pedestrians and other road users.
By doing so the safety issues associated with traffic speeds would to some degree be mitigated. It is
considered this can be achieved by:

(i)  Creating new pavements — unfortunately this is not feasible on many of our roads within the
parish as they are too narrow to accommodate separate paths and cannot be widened given
that they are either bordered by private land or are enclosed by high banks which form part
of our heritage and cannot be cut into.

(ii) Promoting other routes — other routes for pedestrians could be created of promoted so that
pedestrians do not have to share the same space as motor vehicles. However, whilst this
may be possible in some locations in others, such as within our villages it may be harder to
introduce.

OPTION C - TRAFFIC CALMING

Traffic calming measures can include speed bumps, road narrowing, chicanes etc. Many of these
measures, like the above can only be required if a development (which needs planning permission)
requires them to make a development acceptable in planning terms. However, many traffic calming
schemes require planning permission in their own right and therefore the neighbourhood plan could
offer support for some traffic calming schemes.

One approach that has been discussed by the Steering Group is introducing shared space within
Stedham. Shared space is a design approach that minimises the segregation between different of
road user. This is done by removing features such as kerbs, road surface markings, traffic signs, and
traffic lights and is widely believed that by creating a greater sense of uncertainty, and making it
unclear who has priority, drivers will reduce their speed. This approach reduces the dominance of
motor vehicles, reducing vehicle speeds further and improving the safety of all road users.

It is recommended the Neighbourhood Plan adopt a combination of Option B(ii) and Option to seek
to reduce traffic speeds, in accordance with the communities wishes, across the parish.

Option B(ii) would result in the plan actively supporting the maintenance of existing and creation of
new public or permissive rights of way within the parish — this is considered later in the document
under Public Rights of Way.



Option C proposed the introduction of traffic calming measures, particularly shared space within our
villages. Such schemes would



CYCLE WAYS

The roads in our parish, apart from the A272, are narrow rural roads with insufficient room for
separate cycle lanes. In addition, many of these roads are sunken between high banks making it
impossible for equestrians, cyclist and pedestrians to move out of the way of fast moving vehicular
traffic.

Concerns and issues raised by residents in the questionnaire were principally related to maintenance
and clearance of the existing cycle and footpath network rather than provision of new routes.
Although three new cycleways were put forward, from Ingrams Green to Midhurst, along the line of
the old railway from Petersfield to Midhurst and a ‘Green Bridge’ over the A272.

Clearance and maintenance of existing cycleways is the responsibility of WSCC, but it is unlikely that
the required clearance/maintenance will occur without prompting by the Parish Council.

It is recommended, as with other Public Rights of Way, the SIPC actively monitors and encourages
West Sussex County Council to keep the maintenance program on track.

Further suggestions, from the survey, for the improvement of the existing facilities include; warning
signs to alert motorists to the likelihood of meeting cyclists in the lanes, provision of a cycle lockup
and better signage of the existing cycle paths.

SIPC is a founder member of Midhurst Area Cycling (MAC) which was formed in 2003 by local parish
councils and individuals to promote improved conditions for cycling. Pedalling Ahead, WSCC's cycling
strategy, largely ignored our area and MAC members felt strongly that Midhurst and its
neighbouring parishes would benefit from a more cycle friendly environment.

MAC and SIPC objectives both include better health (physically and mentally), a cleaner, quieter
environment and to encourage safe cycling particularly for young people. MAC with financial
support from South Downs Conservation Board, West Sussex County Council, Chichester District
Council and the Parish Councils commissioned the Sustrans report on Midhurst Area Cycling Strategy
which was published in 2005.

The report recommended many local routes and as a result the Midhurst — Stedham dual walking /
cycling route was completed in 2015 with the added benefit of enabling mobility scooter users to
safely get to and from Midhurst. Unfortunately the route cannot be recommended for children
because the A272 needs to be crossed near the Half Moon Pub which is not a safe crossing location.

It is recommended the SIPC work co-operatively with other PCs and MAC to form a lobby group to
identify requirements and priorities related to safe cycling and to press for improved conditions for
cycling with a view to creating a cycling hub in Midhurst with links to the surrounding villages. A
further proposal is that the Midhurst 30mph limit is extended east to the Woolbeding turning to
make the cycleway safer as this section of it is adjacent to the A272 and safe road crossings where
required to enable children of our parish to cycle to Midhurst Rother College.

The Sustrans report also included the strategic routes from Midhurst to Chichester (Centurion Way)
and re-opening of the old railway line route between Petersfield via Midhurst to Pulborough called
The Rother Valley Greenway (RVG). The SIPC have encouraged the SDNPA, since its inception, to



make this their flagship project. The SIPC also supports MAC and the RVG Steering Group in this
aspirational route which runs through our parish.

It is recommended that the SIPC should be ready to obtain funding to employ experts (such as
Sustrans) to do the work of consulting the landowners and other stakeholders on the section of the
route in our parish. This work will also entail impact surveys, design, costing and planning to get our
part of the route “shovel ready”.



PUBLIC RIGHTS OF WAY

The Stedham and Iping parish is fortunate in having an extensive network of footpaths and
bridleways throughout the parish, a map showing our footpaths and bridleways is included at
Appendix 1.

There are two promoted routes within the parish, these are:

e The LipChis Way - a 39 miles route linking Liphook to Chichester which passes from
Woolbeding Common, down past Wispers, in the north of our parish, over the bridge in
Iping before turning eastwards to Stedham. The route then follows the River Rother past
Stedham Mill and on towards Midhurst.

e The Serpent Trail - a 64 miles trail designed to showcase the work of the Sussex Wealden
Greensand Heath Project as it crosses the heaths and greensand hills. A small section of this
long route is in our parish along the Iping- Milland Road to Woolbeding.
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Figure 1 - Footpaths across Iping Common

The bridleways and footpaths that cross Iping and Stedham Commons, as shown above in Figure 1,
are heavily used. As these are areas of Common Land there is also an Open Access Policy which
allows the right to roam for those on foot. There are, in addition, tracks called “serpent trails” on
these commons, but these are separate from the 64 mile Serpent Trail mentioned previously.

There are a number of paths used more frequently than others as follows:

e PROW 1132 which runs from Iping to Stedham bridge



e PROW 1131 which runs from just north of Iping bridge around the edges of fields towards
Stanwater Lane

e PROW 1134 and PROW 1138 both leading on different banks of the river towards Chithurst

e PROW 1127 which leads from The Alley in Stedham across the adjacent Polo fields to the
A272 in a south easterly direction, with the option of a loop walk on the way.

e PROW 1128 and PROW 1129 lead on opposite sides of the River Rother between Stedham
bridge and Stedham Mill.

e PROW 1128 which continues along the southern bank towards Woolbeding and Midhurst

e PROW 1129 which climbs up through Stedham hanger

The parish has a good network of paths and open access areas and as with the cycle ways issues
raised by residents in the questionnaire were principally related to maintenance and clearance of
the existing PROW network rather than provision of new routes. It was identified, however, that it
would be beneficial to have more easily accessible maps as the footpaths could be better used if
people were more aware of the routes available. In addition, the signposts to and on the paths need
to be better and more consistently maintained to include information such as distances to each
community, points of interest and accessibility restrictions. The maintenance of the latter is the
responsibility of WSCC so it is again recommended that the parish should actively encourage the
County Council to maintain the PROW network and to consider that the current signage not simply
be replaced when renewal is required but be improved to address the issues raised by the residents
of the parish.

The phone boxes of Iping and Stedham are both now owned by the Parish Council and currently
store maps for public use. It is recommended the parish ensure the boxes are kept well stocked and
the availability of these maps is better advertised. Also, to examine ways of making the maps more
readily available in more locations, this would include making maps available on the Parish website
and encouraging Sussex Wildlife Trust to keep maps on their noticeboards.

The West Sussex Rights of Way Management Plan 2018 — 2028 outlines the process for network
improvement as well as management. There is ongoing management in terms of keeping paths clear

and useable, which is provided by volunteers and West Sussex County Council officers on an annual
basis. This is reiterated in this draft Management Plan. It also contains aspirations in terms of:

e Having good coverage for paths in all parts of West Sussex.
e Having real connectivity of paths for each type of user.

e Replacing stile with (in order of preference) gap, gate, kissing gate. To replace steps with a
ramp. There are always conflicts between users. Wheelchair users and strollers can only
have unimpeded access through a gate (not kissing gate). However when landowners needs
are taken into account, a gate may not be the optimal choice. However, after considering
landowners, it is desirable that the least restrictive solution be taken.

e Permissive access also occurs on the areas managed by Sussex Wildlife Trust, which give
walkers, only, the right to use permissive routes. This right is not well publicised and
definitive PROW have not been established.



e Changes to the PROW network which can come about through legal processes to ensure
diversion, extinguishment, upgrades, dedications and permissive access.

e Upgrades to the PRoW network, for example, creating a bridleway where a footpath
currently exists, require the support of the landowner.

e Positively work with new development to create new Green Infrastructure.
e The environmental impact of any proposed new work must be considered.

e Information of routes being made available through an online mapping tool.

Challenges and Opportunities identified in the West Sussex Draft Management Plan are:

1. An effective maintenance programme
2. Improve connectivity and minimise severance

3. Improve accessibility

Ensure people have information about the PRoW network

Proposals in regard to Public Rights of Way in the Neighbourhood Plan

1.

As can be seen from the above summary of the West Sussex Plan the aspirations, as identified in
the parish survey, align with the challenges and opportunities stated in the West Sussex plan. In
Stedham with Iping, although there is a good network of paths for walkers, the bridleways are not
well connected and many end with main roads which are unsafe for horse riders. Specific
improvements identified within the parish are:

Improvements to Connectivity

Currently horse riders from Stedham or Iping have to cross the A272 from road access points
which are dangerous and do not directly connect to tracks or gateways onto the Commons.

The recommended solution is to create a bridleway along the route of the existing footpath which
runs from Chithurst to Stangate Lane, through Iping . This would allow horse riders to ride from
Stedham to Iping and continue through Chithurst, then pass along Chithurst Lane to Iping
Common, where there are many bridlepaths.

Similarly to create a bridleway along the route of the footpath which runs north from the A272,
beside Trotton Garage to meet this PRoW between Chithurst Lane and Iping.

The northern section of this bridleway would allow horse riders to access the LipChis Way and
other bridleways to Woolbeding Common.

The is parish will need to determine what effort is required to establish the new bridleways in
terms of the legal requirements and permissions from landowners.

Circular routes

Feedback from the questionnaire identified some demand for shorter and circular walks from
Stedham. It is therefore recommended that a further footpaths be created as follows:



* on the north bank of the River Rother, on the section between Stedham and Iping

* on the south bank of the River Rother, from the footpath loop on the Polo grounds, past the
sewage works as far as Stedham Mill.

The is parish will need to determine what effort is required to establish the new footpaths in terms
of the legal requirements and permissions from landowners.

Benefit to Health and Wellbeing

Current lifestyles, even in a rural parish, tend to be too sedentary and as the population ages
increasingly isolated. The Neighbourhood Plan seeks to encourage and facilitate an active lifestyle
for all ages. It also seeks to promote social interaction within the parish by means of an integrated
and well maintained network of paths, in particular, short circular walks suitable for groups of
elderly residents . In addition, the provision of outdoor exercise equipment, suitable for those
whose working life precludes them from walking or riding during daylight hours, would be
beneficial. It is recommended that a loop of 3 or 4 pieces of exercise equipment in 3 separate
locations, which are under cover, and illuminated would give this group an ability to exercise
before or after work. The locations would be at each playground and the Sports Field.

Connections to other fitness areas

It is recommended the parish should work with Midhurst and other parish councils to establish
connectivity between their tracks and exercise loops and our own

Access for less able users

Although the SDNPA has a few routes specifically designed for those with mobility issues none of
the paths in our parish is currently included. The reality is that these paths are not generally
suitable for those less able to negotiate the gates or stiles along the routes or the uneven ground.
The Neighbourhood Plan seeks to improve all paths where livestock is not present so that gaps
replace gates and stiles.



PARKING IMPROVEMENTS

The provision of adequate parking is a well-known problem within the parish and when asked directly
about parking provision in the parish survey 61% supported the provision of additional parking
facilities in Stedham.

Additional parking for approximately 8 vehicles has already been provided adjacent to the Recreation
Ground in The Street, Stedham. It should be noted however that this parking was grant aided with a
condition that it was available for visitors rather than permanent parking for inhabitants of the village.
Since this parking project was completed, it should be noted that it has been fully used and has
removed some pressure on the verges and roadsides of this part of Stedham village.

The one issue which dominated residents’ responses to the questionnaire, outside housing questions,
was the problem of parking in Common View. The residents of this area currently have to park on
verges, pavements and on unsuitable corners and road junctions as there is insufficient space
elsewhere because the houses were built when the use of cars was not envisaged to the extent that
it exists today, and hence have little space for off street parking. In contradiction to the need to
provide as much parking as possible there remains the desire, expressed by some residents, to keep
the green open nature of the wide verges, trees and wide pavements which give the area more
aesthetic appeal.

There were also many comments about the current use of garages in Common View, as residents who
did not have access to their own garage felt these should be used exclusively for parking of vehicles
rather than for the storage of goods, which is currently the case for some garages.

In addition to Common View other areas identified as requiring additional parking were School Lane
and the Memorial Hall.

A significant number of houses in School Lane do not have sufficient off-street parking for the number
of cars owned, so cars are parked in the lane. This results in severe congestion when the school run
occurs leading to potentially dangerous situations for both parents and children.

Parking provision at the Memorial Hall is currently limited to four parking spaces which is insufficient
for nearly all the events that take place in the Hall.

It is intended that this Neighbourhood Plan should identify solutions to alleviate the problems as far
as is possible:

Common View

Suggestions put forward to remedy the parking problems are as follows:

* Demolish the garages and replace with parking spaces or remove the doors which would have the
same effect.

Hyde Housing who own and let out the garages have confirmed, during discussions with the Parish
Council, that they are unable to police the use of them by their tenants nor would they consider
knocking them down because the costs associated with handling the asbestos in the roofs. The
Parish will continue to seek solutions to the parking shortfall associated with the lack of utilisation



of garage space, but it is not considered that a change in policy by Hyde Housing is achievable in
the short term.

* Create more space by removing larger trees and replacing with smaller trees positioned so as to
maximise space for parking and/or make more use of the existing wide verges

Both Hyde Housing and WSCC own verges and other patches of land in Common View. Permission
will need to be gained to designate these areas as parking spaces. In addition, there will be some
restrictions depending on where underground services are provided as parking cannot be put on
top of these.

It is recommended that all new parking spaces, which are likely to be scattered in one and twos
along the road, should be provided on ‘Grasscrete’ (or similar) which would allow grass to grow
through the concrete and hence minimise the loss of green space whilst providing a suitable
surface for ongoing parking.

School Lane

The owner of the Hamilton Arms, who owns the Common land which runs along the south side of
School Lane, has suggested that part of this land be used to provide increased parking:

* One suggestion which has been discussed with WSCC is to provide angled rather than parallel
parking for the section of land which runs from the School along the front of the Hamilton Arms.
This would have very minimal impact on the Common Land, and could be said to make it more
accessible, but would improve the amenity of the people living and using that section of School Lane.

* Provide a separate car park on the common land opposite the Hamilton Arms.

Both of the above will alleviate the problems of congestion at the beginning and end of the school day
and provide more permanent parking spaces. Clearly, however, there is a balance between the use of
this common land for parking versus recreation and as green space and this is something which will
be fully considered. This site will be assessed as part of the Site Assessments paper. CIL funding may
be available but will require permission from WSCC and the owner of the Hamilton Arms

The Memorial Hall

It has been suggested that additional parking be provided on the Rectory field behind Common View.
However, it is believed the owners of the field do not currently have access rights from Sandy Lane
which would have to be sought before parking could be provided here, assuming the owners of
Rectory Field are willing to allow parking.

Other Suggestions

Other suggestions for provision of parking on private land included the land in front of Tye Hill, where
it is currently provided as a concession to church goers, on the Sports field, in Mill Lane and on the
Sawmills site. It is recommended that the parish give due consideration to all of this suggestions in
light of the outcomes of the more specific proposals outlined above.



Parking in Common View
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PUBLIC TRANSPORT

There is a bus route from Petersfield to Midhurst via Stedham, and as part of the service which runs
from Midhurst via Stedham to Trotton, Rogate and Petersfield.

Monday to Saturday buses run from:
Petersfield to Midhurst 7 times a day

First one of the day is via Harting and Elsted and stops at Bridgelands Farm 7.41. Fitzhall Heath 7.42
and Stedham 7.44 Others are via Trotton and last one of day is 18.29 from Stedham.

Midhurst to Petersfield buses run 7 times a day Monday to Friday and 6 times a day on Saturday(
one less in morning). The first is at 8.02 and the last at 17.47 . The 16.05 goes to Elsted, Harting and
stops at Fitzhall Heath and Bridgelands Farm.

The closest railway station to Stedham is at Petersfield, approximately 8.5 miles. An alternative is to
go to Haslemere station via Midhurst, a distance of about 11miles from Stedham. Buses to
Chichester also run from Midhurst.

No other village or hamlet in the parish is served by a public bus.

The Midhurst Community Bus operates on Monday, Tuesday, Thursday and Friday mornings each
week, staffed by volunteers. This goes to Midhurst on 4 mornings a week. On one of these
(Thursday) the bus also picks up from Elsted and Trotton. The bus can be hailed and will drop off
where requested so can go to Riverbank Medical Centre, The Grange and other useful locations.

The rural location of the parish and its limited bus service result in a heavy reliance on private motor
vehicles.

The Neighbourhood Plan has no influence over which bus routes the public bus system operates but
the Parish Council will persist in encouraging both bus services to continue to provide a public
service to the parish. It is recommended in order to assist with this any new development should be
located either close to or on the existing serviced routes or, at the very minimum, provide easy
access to the serviced routes.

It is possible that in the future driverless cars and/or car sharing technology may enhance
connectivity for residents of our parish with villages nd towns outside the parish.



INFRASTRUCTURE PROJECTS

In conducting the review and analysis above a number of projects have been identified within the
parish that would be of benefit to the local community. These are set out below and may or may not
receive support from the neighbourhood plan.

It is recommended that the Parish Council work with agencies and stakeholders to try and deliver
the below projects. Funding for these projects may come from the Community Infrastructure Levy.
The Community Infrastructure Levy (CIL) is a planning charge, introduced by the Planning Act 2008
as a tool for local authorities in England and Wales to help deliver infrastructure to support the
development of their area. It came into force on 6 April 2010 through the Community Infrastructure
Levy Regulations 2010. As a result new development are charged CIL in accordance with the South
Downs National Park Authority Charging Schedule.

20MPH LIMIT AND 'SHARED SPACE' ALONG THE LENGTH OF SCHOOL LANE IN STEDHAM (CURRENTLY
30MmPH)

The speed limit in School Lane, which provides access to Stedham Primary School, has been a
concern for village residents for many years. It is a narrow road with many parked cars, as not all
houses have sufficient off-road parking, and no pavement. Given these conditions 30mph is too fast
a speed to be safe for either residents or school children. Residents have requested a 20mph speed
limit and indeed the school children have made '20 is Plenty’ signs for the road. It is recommended
that School Lane should be designated as an official 'shared space'. This would need to be clearly
indicated to ensure vehicle users are aware they have no priority over any other road user and
reduce their speed accordingly.

30/01/2018 08:53
School Lane(Looking East) - approach to Stedham Primary Shool




School Lane with the bus negotiating parked cars as pedestrians, including a stroller approach the
School

20MPH LIMIT ALONG THE LENGTH OF THE STREET IN STEDHAM (CURRENTLY 30MPH)

The Street runs from Stedham Crossroads to Stedham Bridge. It passes the junction of School Lane
and the Recreation Ground. It is wide enough for two cars in places but only one is others. It is a
fairly straight stretch of road and as a consequence vehicles are driven down this road in a way
which is not safe to non-vehicular traffic. It is recommended that the speed limit of this road be
reduced to 20mph.

30MPH LIMIT AND 'SHARED SPACE' IN IPING LANE IN IPING (CURRENTLY 60 MPH)

Iping Lane is currently at the national speed limit of 60mph and vehicular traffic regularly travels at
40mph. The lane is narrow (room for only one vehicle) and has no pavements. It is used by vehicular
traffic, equestrians, cyclists and pedestrians. Residents have repeatedly asked for a lower speed
limit. It is recommended that the speed limit on this road should be reduced to 30mph. However
this may be under the control of West Sussex County Council rather than the parish and hence
unachievable. Therefore a backup proposal is to designate the road as an official 'shared space'. This
would need to be clearly indicated to ensure vehicle users are aware they have no priority over any
other road user and reduce their speed accordingly.

50MPH LIMIT ALONG A272 BETWEEN TROTTON AND MIDHURST (CURRENTLY 60MPH)

There have been several serious road accidents at both the Iping offset crossroads and the main
Stedham/MiInsted crossroads over recent years. Virtually all residents of the parish use the A272 to
access their homes. Currently the speed limit reduces from 60mph to 40mph starting at the edge of
the Parish at Aylings Garden Centre in Trotton. It is recommended that the current speed limit be
reduced to 50mph, for the portion of the A272 which runs from the existing 40mph zone to the
current 30mph zone starting when the A272 reaches the outskirts of Midhurst. This would be
consistent with the reduced speed of 50mph which has been introduced, in the last couple of years,
on major stretches of the road from Petersfield to West Meon Hut.

IMPROVE/MAINTAIN LAY-BY PARKING FOR SCHOOL WALKING BUS ON A272

There is a large layby at the entrance The Street, Stedham which is essentially the old A272 created
when the route of the A272 was changed. This is the meeting point for schoolchildren arriving by car
from outside Stedham village. Of the 80 pupils in the school, from 68 families, 15 families on average
park in this lay-by and their children form the walking bus every morning. The walking bus is run by
the school and the children are accompanied by school staff. In the afternoon, when staff are not
available, children returning by this route are fewer and accompanied by their parents.

The walking bus route runs from the lay-by down the footpath on the western side of the Sawmills
site to the Primary School. The walking bus provides a safe method of getting children to school and
reduces traffic in School Lane. This renders both the lay-by and the associated footpath as important
community assets. The piece of road which makes up the lay-by is not used as a through route, it is
often overgrown and the road surface is poor and continues to deteriorate. Maintenance of roads
and footpaths is the responsibility of the West Sussex County Council and does not lie within the



purview of a neighbourhood plan. It is therefore recommended that the parish should actively
encourage the County Council to maintain and improve the lay-by and footpath to an appropriate
standard to allow the continued, safe use of it by the Walking Bus. In addition, should funding allow,
works could be done to provide improved parking and an assembly area on this former road.

IMPROVING SIGHT LINES TO NORTH ON THE A272 AT IPING CROSS ROADS

People travelling south on Iping Lane find it difficult to see traffic approaching from the west at the
crossroads with the A272. This is because the foliage grows close to the road and the curve of the
road exacerbates the problem. The situation is particularly dangerous for equestrians as they have
to get their horse right up to the edge of the A272 before they have sufficient visibility, at which
point they may have to retreat rapidly or find the horse is frightened by the close proximity of the
fast moving traffic.

It is therefore important that the tree and shrub regrowth is kept back as far as possible from the
road edge. Similar to the above problem the solution does not lie within the purview of a
neighbourhood plan. It is recommended that the parish actively encourage the County Council to
remove vegetation at this location, as well as regular cutting/pruning to ensure this junction remains
safe.



