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67 Standard parking bays

20 Active EV charging bays
40 Passive EV charging bays

14 DDA parking bays
10 Powered Two Wheeler bays
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Informal walking/running route
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Area
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Proposed Grass
Amenity Grass Seed Mix in high traffic areas
EG22 - Emorsgate strong grass mix
Proposed Meadow
Biodiverse Wildflower & Grass Seed Mix
EM1/EM2 - Emorsgate general meadow mix

Proposed Native shrub vegetation 
Refer to Proposed Planting Plan 

Proposed Amenity Planting
Refer to Amenity Planting Plan 

Proposed Meadow Swale Planting
Swale/Dry Basin Seed Mix
EM8 - Emorsgate wetland meadow mix
Proposed Hedgerow Planting
Refer to Proposed Planting Plan 

Proposed Building

Existing Tree retained

Planting

Site

General Surfacing

Sports Specific Surfacing

Structures

Proposed Fencing
To sport specific requirements

Proposed Retaining Structure
To engineers specifications

Furniture & Landscape Features
Proposed Seating
Timber Benches

Proposed Cycle Shelter
Timber clad shelter with Sheffield cycle racks

Proposed Timber Steps
To engineers specifications

Vehicular Asphalt
Build up to engineers specification

Resin Bound Gravel
Golden/Buff aggregate

Self-binding Gravel
Golden/Buff aggregate

Proposed Play Surface
Coloured Wetpour

Vehicular Grasscrete Surface
Vehicular grass-crete product and bay dilineation

Proposed Tree
Refer to Proposed Planting Plan

Existing Grass retained

Proposed Macadam
Porous Macadam - To sport specific requirements

Proposed Artificial Turf
Permeable - To sport specific requirements

Proposed Insitu Concrete
To be specified by Skate Park Specialist

Note: Sports specific linework indicative 

Car Park Concrete Block Paving
Permeable - Herringbone Buff concrete block with mid-grey 
trim and detailing

Plaza Feature Block Paving
Grey/Mid-grey concrete flags 

Plaza Contrasting Feature Block Paving
Buff concrete block 

Proposed Bark Chippings
Natural play surfacing 
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From:
Sent: 24 January 2024 09:00
To:
Cc: planning
Subject: WD/2023/2100/DC - Sports Hub

Categories: Urgent, Consultee

Dear , 

Further to our discussion on the above application, I have had the opportunity to consider the 
application particulars and the submissions from the neighbour at Brook House.  I note the 
assertion that there was a previous connection between Brook House and land within the 
application site area, but this land was sold off some time ago.   

Heritage considerations 
The Council has a duty to have special regard to the desirability of preserving or enhancing a 
listed building or its setting or any features of special architectural or historic interest which it 
possesses (Section 66(1) of the Planning (Listed Building and Conservation Areas) Act 1990, as 
amended by the Levelling Up and Regeneration Act 2023) (hereafter referred to as the 1990 Act). 

The statutory requirements are reinforced by the National Planning Policy Framework December 
2023 (NPPF), which at Chapter 16, sets the national agenda for ‘Conserving and enhancing the 
historic environment’. Paragraph 195 sets out that planning should conserve heritage assets in a 
manner appropriate to their significance so that they can be enjoyed for their contribution to the 
quality of life of this and future generations. When considering the impact of proposed development on 
the significance of a designated heritage asset, great weight should be given to the asset’s conservation; and 
the more important the asset, the greater the weight should be, irrespective of whether ham amounts to 
substantial harm, total loss or less than substantial harm to significance (Paragraph 205). The significance 
of a designated heritage asset can be harmed or lost through alteration or destruction of the 
heritage asset or through development within its setting (Paragraph 206).   

The Courts have held that ‘preserve’ under the statutory duty means an absence of harm. Under 
the NPPF, harm can be either ‘substantial’ or ‘less than substantial’ (Paragraph 205), requires 
clear and convincing justification (Paragraph 206), weighed against the public benefits of the 
proposal (Paragraphs 207 and 208). In weighing applications that directly or indirectly affect non-
designated heritage assets, a balanced judgement is required having regard to the scale of any 
harm or loss and the significance of the asset (Paragraph 209). LPAs are tasked with looking for 
opportunities for new development within the setting of heritage assets to enhance or better reveal 
their significance and treat favourably proposals that ‘preserve those elements of the setting that 
make a positive contribution to the asset (or which better reveal its significance)’ (Paragraph 212). 

This national policy intent is addressed by ‘saved’ Local Plan Policies EN1 and EN27; Core 
Strategy Policy SP02; as well as Chapter 12 of the Wealden Design Guide.  

Setting 
The setting of a heritage asset is the surroundings in which a heritage asset is experienced. 
Historic England’s Good Practice Advice Note 3: The Setting of Heritage Assets gives advice on 
understanding setting, and its twin roles in how it may contribute to the significance of heritage or 
allow that significance to be appreciated. It sets out a methodology for assessing the contribution 
of setting to significance and assessing the effects of proposed development on significance or 
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the ability to appreciate it; be that from the public or private domain, and in relation to neutral, 
beneficial or harmful change. GPA3 makes clear that whilst the extent and importance of setting is 
often expressed by reference to visual considerations, the way in which we experience an asset in 
its setting is also influenced by other environmental factors such as noise and activity from other 
land uses in the vicinity, and by our understanding of the historic relationship between places.  

Comments 
Brook House is located at the edge of the application site and faces the A271.   From a map 
regression exercise, the curtilage of the land with the dwelling has altered since the 1840s Tithe 
Map and today is an amalgam of part of the former agricultural land associated with it.  The former 
farm buildings would have been located to the east of the property, outside of the present 
residential curtilage.  The boundary to the application site follows the northern and eastern 
boundaries of the current residential curtilage of the property.  

There will be a change to the setting of the listed building through the proposed development 
within the application site to the north and east this property.  The changes will be the introduction 
of infrastructure associated with the Sports Hub development, including the construction of an 
acoustic fence within the application site running parallel with the north and east boundary of the 
Brook House residential curtilage. 

The changes to this setting to the north and east will be both visual and through other 
environmental factors such as noise and activity.  I consider that this would lead to less than 
substantial harm to the significance of the heritage asset, but at the lower end for the following 
reasons. 

Some of the land of the application site was formally the agricultural land associated with Brook 
House.  This association appears to have ceased in the mid 20th century with the majority of the 
land sold off and a larger residential curtilage provided to the property.   Brook House, however, 
can still be appreciated with an agricultural backdrop, albeit the appreciation of the dwelling as the 
former farmhouse has now been diluted by later 20th century development within the curtilage and 
removal of any former farmyard element to the east.  There are views across the application site 
towards Brook House, which is seen divided from the wider open agricultural land by the mature 
hedged and treed garden boundaries.  Non-the-less, the proposed development of the site into a 
Sports Hub will alter the inherent agricultural visual character of the setting of Brook House with 
the introduction of the associated infrastructure, and will also lead to a less tranquil setting to the 
rear of the heritage asset through the introduction of the associated noise and activity expected 
with use of such a facility.  The appropriateness of the noise levels is a planning matter and not a 
heritage matter, although I note that acoustic fencing has been proposed to help mitigate noise 
nuisance.  The proposed acoustic fencing can be incorporated within an appropriate managed 
landscaping scheme to reduce the long term visual impact. The introduction of additional planting 
outside the north and east boundaries of the site would not appear as an alien feature in the wider 
setting of the heritage asset as the residential curtilage is already clearly demarcated by planting – 
both hedge and individual trees. 

Conclusions 
In keeping with statutory requirements, special attention has been given to the desirability of preserving 
heritage assets, or their settings, or any features of special architectural or historic interest which they 
possess; 

The NPPF recognises that heritage assets are an irreplaceable resource that should be 
conserved in a manner appropriate to their significance, so that they can be enjoyed for their 
contribution to the quality of life of existing and future generations. Great weight should be given 
to the conservation of designated heritage assets including any harm or loss of significance 
through development within their setting. The more important the asset, the greater the weight 
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should be. The NPPF also requires Local Planning Authorities to look for opportunities for new 
development within the setting of heritage assets to enhance and better reveal their significance, 
and places great importance on development being of good design and responding to local 
character to ensure its integration into the existing environment. 

 
Where harm to designated heritage assets is considered to be less than substantial, this harm 
should be weighed against the public benefits of the proposal, and this planning balance is for the 
planning case officer to consider.  

  

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
Joanna Tucker  Bsc(Hons) Building Conservation Technology, MA Town Planning, MRTPI | 
Senior Heritage Officer 
Planning and Environmental Services, Wealden District Council 

 
Council Offices | Vicarage Lane | Hailsham | East Sussex | BN27 2AX 

 
http://www.wealden.gov.uk  

 @wealdendistrict  @wealden  @wealdendc 
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From:  
Sent: 17 January 2024 17:59
To: planning
Cc:
Subject: WD/2023/2100/DC - Sports Hub

Importance: High

Categories: AOs

Hi, 
We have read the officers report for this proposal which is as of today recommended for approval but 
have yet to see anywhere the heritage and conservation officers report included in this report of 
uploaded online. The application site sits next to a listed building so surely the conservation officer has 
a duty to provide a report, without their report and consultation how can the proposal be 
recommended for approval? I have advised previously that we the owners of the listed building have 
been ordered to remove a timber building in our grounds which sits less than 4m away from where 
WDC propose to install a fence that is taller than our timber building. How can it be fair that we have 
to remove our building whilst WDC get to erect taller structures adjacent. This does not seem fair or 
equitable. 
I would also advise that facts stated on page 37 paragraph 4 are incorrect, the listed house and the 
application land were all one and known as Brook House Farm which was a poultry farm owned by 
Willis Holmes-Hunt circa 1905. There is much information about this available online as Brook House is 
marked as the birthplace of the Red Orpington Hen, bred by Willis Holmes-Hunt. You will also see from 
the deeds that the land was owned by previous owners of Brook House before they sold it to Mr and 
Mrs Jones whom owned it before the council. Up until the Jones purchased the land it was always in 
the same ownership as Brook House, right back to the previous building (parts of which still exist) 
known as Mouse House and the application site was known as Mouselands. All of this information is 
available online or at the Keep. We have photos as recent as the 50’s that show the land being joined 
with the house. This incorrect information within the report needs to be addressed as it is not right 
which again is not fair or equitable. 
Lastly and on many occasions now we have asked for discussions around the acoustic fence, what it 
looks like and our concerns. There is no mention of this in the officers report. Please could you advise 
why this is the case and why are concerns are not being represented by WDC. 
We have asked many times for discussions with the council and there is no response, we would 
appreciate a response this time please. 
Thank you 
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ESCC Consultation Document on upgrades to the Boship Roundabout 

 



Engagement brochure and survey

East Sussex County Council

A22 and A2290 Improvements 
Consultation 



The A22 and A2290 -  

an important transport route

Introduction

East Sussex is an attractive and prosperous place to live, work and visit – the 

County Council is committed to supporting development in the area and the 

growth of the local economy. 

A22 and A2290 – an important transport route
The southern section of the A22 provides an important route linking Hailsham, 

Polegate and Stone Cross in the south Wealden area to Eastbourne. The A2290 

(Lottbridge Drove) in Eastbourne links the southern end of the A22 Golden Jubilee 

Way with the A259 at Seaside roundabout. The A22 and A2290 corridors provide 

access for local communities to healthcare, education, retail and leisure uses as 

well as providing access to the seafront area in Eastbourne. It is also important 

for supporting the delivery of potential new housing, growth in the local economy 

and access to jobs.

The challenge
There is often heavy traffic on the A22 and A2290 at peak times. Development 
is planned in south Wealden and Eastbourne which will increase the amount of 

traffic in the area. Without improvements, this congestion will increase, which will 
undermine the local economy and reduce access to key locations. 

We have developed possible junction improvements on the A22 Hailsham bypass 

and near Stone Cross that will reduce congestion, and provide more road space 

for private and public transport as well as for cyclists and pedestrians.

We are currently seeking Major Road Network funding from Central Government 

to enable the delivery of the package of improvements to the A22 junctions 

on Hailsham bypass and at Stone Cross. This will be supported with financial 
contributions already secured by Wealden District Council from housing 

developments in their area.

Your comments about the proposals for the Hailsham & Stone Cross section 

of the A22 will inform the business case for these improvements, and your 

comments on the proposals for the southern section of the A22 and A2290 

will inform the further development of these schemes.

1
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We are consulting on a proposed package of measures to obtain feedback 

from the public and stakeholder groups.

We are proposing improvements to a number of junctions on the A22 and A2290 as well as better facilities for pedestrians and cyclists.

PROPOSED NORTHERN SECTION 

�JUNCTION IMPROVEMENTS (A22)

PROPOSED SOUTHERN SECTION �JUNCTION 

IMPROVEMENTS (A2290 AND A22)

KEY

Farm Areas

Green Areas

Roads

Urban Areas

KEY

Green Areas

Roads

Urban Areas

Locally, the A22 and A2290 are important roads that experience high levels of 

traffic and congestion, particularly at peak times. In order for the area to continue 
to grow and prosper we need to upgrade this route.

Traffic data has been analysed to understand the use of the route - the findings of 
this analysis have shown that as well as local and visitor traffic, the road network 
carries a large volume of long distance through-traffic. This traffic comes into 
Eastbourne and the south Wealden area via an inconsistent and predominantly 

single carriageway road network. Furthermore there are often delays and 

congestion on the route.

If we don’t do anything, journeys will take longer, congestion will increase and 

traffic will spread onto local roads. This will cause congestion and safety concerns 
on other roads.

Improvements at key junctions made as part of these proposals will enable us 

to improve capacity and access to sustainable transport on the A22 in south 

Wealden and the A2290 (Lottbridge Drove) in Eastbourne. The junctions have 

been designed to improve their operation and to provide future capacity for the 

projected growth until 2030.

Why do we need to do this work?

Traffic growth

2024

30.00%

25.00%

20.00%

15.00%

10.00%

5.00%

0.00%

2028 2039

Unreliable journey times



A22 Golden Jubilee Way /  

B2247 Dittons Road

Replace roundabout with traffic  
light controlled crossroads with  

improvements for pedestrians  

and cyclists.

Eagles Roundabout

Add additional lanes to access the  

roundabout, and assign a dedicated  

segregated left turn lane from the  

A295 onto the A22 southbound.  

Add a signalised Toucan  

crossing on the northern A22 arm.

Hempstead Lane 

Replace left in left out priority  

junction into Hempstead Lane  

East with a roundabout.

Boship Roundabout

Increase number of lanes and  

add traffic lights at the  
roundabout. Provide Toucan  

crossings for pedestrians and  

cyclists on the southern arm.

A27 / A22 Golden  

Jubilee Way 

roundabout

Increase size of 

roundabout.

Shinewater Roundabout

Add traffic lights to roundabout.  
Additional flare lanes on the  
A22 north and Willingdon  

Drove eastern and western arms. 

Improvements for pedestrians  

and cyclists.

Lottbridge Roundabout

Add traffic lights to roundabout,  
additional flared lane on the  
A2290 Lottbridge Drove 

south-eastern approach.  
Improvements for pedestrians  

and cyclists.

Birch Roundabout

Add Toucan crossings (allowing  

pedestrians and cyclists to cross  

together) on the Lottbridge Drove  

north-western arm and the  
south-western retail access arm.  

Seaside Roundabout

Junction converted from roundabout  

to traffic signal controlled crossroads. 
Widen exit arms to provide capacity  

to reduce congestion. Add Toucan  

crossing to the south-western arm.
4 5

What are we proposing for the A22 (Hailsham and Stone Cross)? What are we proposing for the A22 and A2290 (Eastbourne)?
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Eastbourne is currently preparing a new Local Plan, this sets out a vision 

for what Eastbourne will be like in 2038, the first stage of consultation on 
the Issues and Options ended in January 2020. Information is available at: 

NEW HOMES AND JOBS
13,000+ homes and 10,000+ 

new jobs in the wider area

BUS PRIORITY
Improvements to benefit buses 
travelling through the junctions

What are the benefits?

BETTER CONNECTIVITY
Better travel opportunities that 

interlink with one another

SAFER FOR PEDESTRIANS 

AND CYCLISTS
14 new and/or improved traffic 
light controlled crossings and new 

pedestrian and cycle ways

LESS CONGESTION
Through improvements  

at 9 junctions 

These proposals will provide for new 

homes and jobs

There is a requirement for new housing in the Eastbourne and South Wealden 

area and growth is expected around Hailsham, Polegate and Stone Cross. There 

are proposals for new employment sites on the A22 Corridor with associated wider 

job creation as a result of improved accessibility. The following local plans set out 

the proposals for the future of the area.
NEW HOMES 

AND JOBS

The East Sussex Local Transport Plan 2011 – 2026 sets out the County 

Council vision and objectives, and the strategy for investing in transport 

infrastructure across East Sussex up to 2026. The East Sussex Local 

Transport Plan and its Implementation Plan for 2016/17 to 2020/21 can 

be found at: 

Wealden District Council is currently preparing a new Local Plan which will 

provide policies to shape, plan, manage growth and guide development in 

the district over a 15-20 year period. This plan can be viewed at:

REDUCED JOURNEY TIMES
20% reduction in journey times

Figures are based on current assessment and subject to further 

development of the business case, post consultation.

*

www.wealden.gov.uk/planningpolicy
www.eastsussex.gov.uk/localtransportplan
https://www.lewes-eastbourne.gov.uk/eastbourne-local-plan/
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Connectivity to other schemes

LESS 

CONGESTION

BETTER 

CONNECTIVITY

These proposals are an important part of wider transport improvements 

The scheme supports other transport improvements in the area.

LOCATION OF THE SCHEMES

Highways England A27 Lewes to Polegate 

smaller scale interventions

Capacity improvements at Berwick roundabout, safety 

improvements at Wilmington.

A2270/A2021 Hailsham, Polegate 

and Eastbourne Transport Corridor 

Capacity improvements, bus lanes, off-road 
cycle and footways. 

A27 capacity improvements 

between Cophall Roundabout 

and A27 / A2270 Junction.

The proposals will create connectivity to wider cycle routes and 

improve pedestrian facilities

The junction upgrades will provide improved pedestrian and cycle crossing facilities at the junctions with 

more traffic light controls provided. Other proposals that provide improvements for pedestrians and cyclists, 
as part of the junction improvements are:

•	 Lottbridge Drove shared use path widening - for the A2290 Lottbridge Drove shared use pedestrian/cycle path 
currently serving the National Cycle Network Route 21.

•	 Shinewater Roundabout underpass upgrade - to the pedestrian/cycle route passing under the A22 Golden 
Jubilee Way via an underpass to the north of the Shinewater Roundabout.

The junction improvements will also support a wider package of improvements for pedestrians  

and cyclists:

•	 Horsey Way cycle route Phase 1b - the final section of the Horsey Way cycle route extends the route currently 
provided from Langney Roundabout to Eastbourne railway station.

•	 Stone Cross to Royal Parade cycle route - this will provide a facility for cyclists wishing to travel from the residential 
areas of Stone Cross and Langney to the seafront and will also offer access to an off-road route on Dittons Road to 
Polegate, as well as Route 21 on Lottbridge Drove, which is part of the National Cycle Network (NCN).

•	 Langney Rise cycle route - a new strategic cycle route from Lottbridge Drove to Sovereign Harbour, also forming 
the central link between the two sections of the Stone Cross to Royal Parade cycle route.

•	 Willingdon Drove cycle route - this will connect Sevenoaks Road and Kingfisher Drive to the Langney Shopping 
Centre. 

•	 Eastbourne Town Centre cycle route - a priority scheme to support cyclist access to some of the key destinations 
within the town, particularly between the railway station, the seafront, the Devonshire Quarter and other cycle routes 

in Eastbourne.

These complementary pedestrian and cycle schemes are being consulted on separately during summer 

2021.  Information on how to comment on these schemes can be found on the East Sussex County Council 

consultation hub.

BETTER FOR 

PEDESTRIANS 

AND CYCLISTS

These proposed routes were identified either through the Eastbourne Cycling Strategy jointly developed by the 
County Council and Eastbourne Borough Council in 2012, or more recently the evidence base that has informed 

the development of our draft Local Cycling and Walking Infrastructure Plan (LCWIP).   

eastsussex.gov.uk/roadsandtransport/roads/roadschemes/A27-lewes-polegate/smaller-scale-interventions
eastsussex.gov.uk/LCWIP
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The A22 improvements 

A22 / A2290 Improvements Terminology

The following pages outline the proposals for the junctions on the A22 and A2290 routes. Some of the terminology 

might not be familiar to everyone, below is an explanation of the terms we have used:

Approach lane - the lane leading up to the junction

Capacity - the amount of traffic the junction can accommodate

Carriageway - the road 

Circulatory or circulatory carriageway - the road space that circles a roundabout

Desire lines - the shortest or most easily navigated route between an origin and destination 

Exit lanes - the lanes leaving the junction

Flare - a short additional lane on the approach to a junction, used to provide space for queueing traffic 
more efficiently

Highway boundary - land owned by the highway authority

Merge - two lanes reducing to a single lane

Pedestrian - a person walking

Priority junction - a junction that is not controlled by traffic lights, where vehicles on the  
minor road have to give way to vehicles on the main road

Segregated lane - a separated lane of traffic

Signalised or signal controlled - traffic light controlled

Stop line - the white line painted within a junction telling drivers to stop

Toucan - a traffic light controlled crossing that can be used by pedestrians and cyclists

Vehicle detection - technology allowing traffic lights to know when a vehicle is waiting
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KEY

Road

Footway

Kerbed island

Grass verge

Signal head

BOSHIP LIONS 

FARM HOTEL

TRAVELODGE HELLINGLY 

EASTBOURNE

BOSHIP ROUNDABOUT PROPOSED LAYOUT

13

BOSHIP ROUNDABOUT EXISTING LAYOUT

Proposals are to widen and add traffic lights to the A22 south, A22 west and A267 
northern approaches and to widen the circulatory. This will reduce congestion, 

improve journey times and help buses to move through the junction. A Toucan 

crossing is proposed on the southern arm to provide safe crossing for pedestrians 

and cyclists. Traffic lights will be provided to enable access and exit safely from 
Boship Hotel. All works would take place within the existing highway boundary.

Source: Esri, Maxar, GeoEye, Earthstar Geographics, CNES/Airbus DS, USDA, USGS, AeroGRID, 
IGN, and the GIS User Community | Maxar, Microsoft

Boship Roundabout

Increase number of lanes and add traffic 
lights at the roundabout. Provide Toucan  

crossings for pedestrians and cyclists on  

the southern arm.
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KEY

Road

Footway

Kerbed island

Grass verge

Signal head

CHICHELEY 

FARM

15

HEMPSTEAD LANE JUNCTION EXISTING LAYOUT

The proposals are to replace the priority left in left out junction with a  

roundabout. This allows movements from all approaches to travel in every direction 

- not possible with the existing layout. A signalised Toucan crossing is proposed 
on the southern arm of the junction. The speed limit would need to be reduced to 

40mph.

HEMPSTEAD LANE JUNCTION PROPOSED LAYOUT

Source: Esri, Maxar, GeoEye, Earthstar Geographics, CNES/Airbus DS, USDA, USGS, AeroGRID, 
IGN, and the GIS User Community | Maxar, Microsoft

Hempstead Lane 

Replace left in left out priority junction into 

Hempstead Lane East with a roundabout.
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KEY

Road

Footway

Kerbed island

Grass verge

Signal head

THE COTTAGE

17

Proposals are to add flared entry lanes to the north and south A22 approaches 
and to add a segregated left turn between the A295 and the A22 south, allowing 

left turning traffic to bypass the roundabout. This reduces congestion, benefits bus 
movements and access onto the A22, and improves safety. The existing local road 

close to the roundabout entry on the A295 will need to be removed and replaced 

by a left in left out junction arrangement on the A22 southbound giving safe access 

to “The Cottage” and other businesses. A signalised Toucan crossing is proposed 

on the northern arm of the junction, this would require a change in the existing 

speed limit at the junction to 40mph. All works would take place within the existing 

highway boundary.

EAGLES ROUNDABOUT EXISTING LAYOUT EAGLES ROUNDABOUT PROPOSED LAYOUT

Source: Esri, Maxar, GeoEye, Earthstar Geographics, CNES/Airbus DS, USDA, USGS, AeroGRID, 
IGN, and the GIS User Community | Maxar, Microsoft

Eagles Roundabout

Add additional lanes to access the 

roundabout, and a dedicated segregated 

left turn lane from the A295 onto the A22 

southbound. Add a signalised Toucan 

crossing on the northern A22 arm.
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KEY

Road

Footway

Kerbed island

Grass verge

Signal head

UPCOUNTRY 

STONE CROSS

LIDL

GOLDEN JUBILEE WAY TWO JUNCTIONS PROPOSED LAYOUT

A27/A22 GOLDEN 

JUBILEE ROUNDABOUT

A22/DITTONS ROAD
19

Proposals for the Golden Jubilee roundabout are to increase the size of the 

roundabout to give additional circulatory lanes and additional lanes on the entry of 

the A27 north-western arm and the A22 southern arm. Proposals for the A22/B2247 
Dittons Road are to replace the existing roundabout with traffic light controlled cross 
roads. Additional flare lanes will be added on all arms to provide 3 or 4 lanes on the 
approach at all arms and two exit lanes on the northern, southern and eastern arms. 

There will also be traffic light controlled pedestrians and cyclists crossings on the 
western, northern and eastern arms. These improvements will provide additional 

capacity, reducing congestion, improving journey times and improving road safety. 

All works on both junctions will take place within the existing highway boundary.

GOLDEN JUBILEE WAY EXISTING LAYOUT

A22 Golden Jubilee Way /  

B2247 Dittons Road

Replace roundabout with traffic light 
controlled crossroads with improvements for 

pedestrians and cyclists.

A27 / A22 Golden Jubilee Way 

roundabout

Increase size of roundabout.

Source: Esri, Maxar, GeoEye, Earthstar Geographics, CNES/Airbus DS, USDA, USGS, AeroGRID, 
IGN, and the GIS User Community | Maxar, Microsoft
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A22 South/A2290 improvements
Proposals in this section are at an earlier stage of development and will be delivered subsequent to the A22 proposals.



KEY

Road

Footway

Kerbed island

Grass verge

Tactile paving

Signal head

22

KEY

Road

Footway

Kerbed island

Grass verge

Signal head

TRAVELODGE 

EASTBOURNE 

WILLINGDON DROVE

TOBY CARVERY 

EASTBOURNE

YEOMANS TOYOTA 

EASTBOURNE

23

Proposals are to add traffic lights to all arms of the junction and the circulatory. 
Additional flared approach lanes provided on the A22 north and Willingdon Drove 
eastern and western arms will provide more capacity, reducing delays and address 

existing road safety issues. The improved Toucan crossing aligns with desire lines 

across the A22. Traffic lights also give potential for bus priority on the Willingdon 
Drove arms. The improvements would all take place within the existing highway 

boundary.

SHINEWATER ROUNDABOUT EXISTING LAYOUT SHINEWATER ROUNDABOUT PROPOSED LAYOUT

Source: Esri, Maxar, GeoEye, Earthstar Geographics, CNES/Airbus DS, USDA, USGS, AeroGRID, 
IGN, and the GIS User Community | Maxar, Microsoft

Shinewater Roundabout

Add traffic lights to roundabout. Additional 
flare lanes on the A22 north and Willingdon 
Drove eastern and western arms. 

Improvements for pedestrians and cyclists.
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The proposals are to add traffic lights to all approaches and the circulatory of 
the roundabout. An additional flared lane on the A2290 Lottbridge Drove south-
eastern approach; an extension of the existing flared section on the Lottbridge 
Drove north-western approach; and additional flare lane capacity on the circulatory 
sections next to the Cross Levels Way and Lottbridge Drove north-western arms 
will give additional capacity. This will reduce delays, address safety issues related 

to visibility on the Cross Levels Way approach. Improvements for pedestrians and 

cyclists include an upgraded Toucan crossing, more in line with desire lines and 

a new crossing on the north-western Lottbridge Drove arm. Traffic lights provide 
potential for bus priority in future. All works can take place within the existing 

highway boundary. 

LOTTBRIDGE ROUNDABOUT EXISTING LAYOUT LOTTBRIDGE ROUNDABOUT PROPOSED LAYOUT

Source: Esri, Maxar, GeoEye, Earthstar Geographics, CNES/Airbus DS, USDA, USGS, AeroGRID, 
IGN, and the GIS User Community | Maxar, Microsoft

Lottbridge Roundabout

Add traffic lights to roundabout, additional 
flared lane on the A2290 Lottbridge Drove 
south-eastern approach. Improvements for 
pedestrians and cyclists.
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Improvements here are complimentary to improvements at Seaside roundabout.  

The proposals will provide improved pedestrian and cycling crossing facilities 

through Toucan crossings on Lottbridge Drove north-western arm and the south-
western retail access arm.

BIRCH ROUNDABOUT EXISTING LAYOUT BIRCH ROUNDABOUT PROPOSED LAYOUT

Source: Esri, Maxar, GeoEye, Earthstar Geographics, CNES/Airbus DS, USDA, USGS, AeroGRID, 
IGN, and the GIS User Community | Maxar, Microsoft

Birch Roundabout

Add Toucan crossings (allowing pedestrians 

and cyclists to cross together) on the 

Lottbridge Drove north-western arm and the 
south-western retail access arm.
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SEASIDE ROUNDABOUT EXISTING LAYOUT

Proposals are to convert the roundabout to a traffic light controlled crossroads. 
The entry arms would be widened to three lanes on the Seaside north-eastern arm 
and to four lanes on the Lottbridge Drove south-eastern arm, including segregated 
left turning lanes on the Lottbridge Drove north-western arm and the Seaside 
south-western arm. The exit arms have also been widened. This creates additional 
capacity to reduce congestion. Traffic lights provide potential for bus priority in the 
future. Toucan crossings will be provided on the Seaside south-western arm. 

SEASIDE ROUNDABOUT PROPOSED LAYOUT

Source: Esri, Maxar, GeoEye, Earthstar Geographics, CNES/Airbus DS, USDA, USGS, AeroGRID, 
IGN, and the GIS User Community | Maxar, Microsoft

Seaside Roundabout

Junction converted from roundabout to 

traffic signal controlled crossroads. Widen 
exit arms to provide capacity to reduce 

congestion. Add Toucan crossing to the 

south-western arm.
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Have your say:

Between 12 July 2021 and 20 August 2021 we are welcoming feedback on these proposals.

You can tell us what you think by 5pm on 20 August 2021 by:

Completing the survey online at: 

eastsussex.gov.uk/A22-A2290-Improvements

or completing the survey attached to this brochure and returning it to:

Freepost RTRE-EZCK-ESAZ 

A22/A2290 Consultation 

East Sussex County Council 

County Hall 

St Annes Crescent 

LEWES 

BN7 1UE

Copies of this brochure are available at East Sussex County Council (County Hall), Wealden District Council (Council 

Offices, Hailsham) and Eastbourne Borough Council (Town Hall, Eastbourne).
If you require any additional help and would like this information in a different format, please contact us via our TEXT 
ONLY service at 0778 38 02 405.

The COVID-19 outbreak is having an impact on transport and mobility and is changing when and how people 

travel, across East Sussex. We would request completion of this questionnaire from the perspective of your 

travel patterns and use prior to any impact COVID-19 may have caused.  

When is this going to happen?

The outcomes of the consultation will be reported and will inform the submission of an Outline Business Case to the Department for Transport in late summer 2021. 

Subject to the business case being approved, construction could start, at the earliest, in summer 2022. It is estimated that the construction of the key junctions on the 

A22 will take two years with completion in summer 2024 at the earliest.

We will use what you tell us about the A2290 as the basis of our decisions for future proposals. We aim to look into starting work on this part of our plans 

after works on the A22. 
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Preliminary design

Outline Business Case (OBC)

Consultations

Department for Transport 

assessment of OBC

Detailed design

Full business case

Contractor procurement

Construction

You can contact us if you have any queries via: 

customer@eastsussexhighways.com 

0345 60 80 193

http://eastsussex.gov.uk/A22-A2290-Improvements
http://eastsussex.gov.uk/A22-A2290-Improvements
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The following questions relate to the entire A22 / A2290 area between Boship Roundabout and Seaside Roundabout in Eastbourne.

Question 1
Private 

Car
Bus Walk Bicycle

Goods 

Vehicle
Rail Other

What is your main mode of transport when travelling to/  

from/ through the scheme area? 

Question 2 Monthly Weekly Daily Never

Please indicate how often you travel through the  

proposed scheme area. Please tick one box.

Question 3
Commute to or 

from work 

Leisure / 

Social
Business use

Travelling 

through

When travelling through the A22 / A2290 area what is the 

purpose of your trip? Please tick all that apply.

Question 4
Strongly 

Agree
Agree

Neither 

Agree nor 

Disagree

Disagree
Strongly 

Disagree

Don’t 

Know

How strongly do you agree/disagree with the following statement: 

“Transport infrastructure should reduce pollution”? 

Question 5
Strongly 

Agree
Agree

Neither 

Agree nor 

Disagree

Disagree
Strongly 

Disagree

Don’t 

Know

How strongly do you agree/disagree with the importance  

of improving public transport for people?

How strongly do you agree/disagree with the importance  

of improving measures for people walking?

General Questions

This survey is anonymous, although we do ask you to complete an optional ‘about you’ section at the end. Please 

ensure that any comments you make don’t include any names or personal details of you or anyone else. For more 

information about why we collect ‘about you’ information and how the data will be stored and processed by East Sussex 

County Council please go to: eastsussex.gov.uk/privacy/about-you-survey.

It is your decision if you do or do not want to participate. If you do decide to take part, you can accept the consent 

questions below by ticking the “YES” boxes and continue to complete the survey. If you do not want to participate, 

simply tick the “NO” boxes. 

If you decide to take part, you are still free to withdraw at any time and without giving a reason. You do not have to 

answer any questions you do not wish to answer. You can either choose the “prefer not to say” option or leave it blank.

Consent: Yes No

I understand that any information I provide is confidential, and that no information that I disclose will lead to  
the identification of any individual in the reports on the project, either by the East Sussex County Council or 
any other party. 

I consent to the processing of my personal information and data for the purposes of this scheme proposal. 

I understand that such information will be treated as strictly confidential and handled in accordance with the 
General Data Protection Regulation.

I understand that my participation is voluntary, that I can choose not to participate in part or all of the  

survey, and that I can withdraw at any stage of the questionnaire without being penalised or disadvantaged  

in any way.

I agree to take part in the survey below.

Privacy information

Yes No

Do you live in East Sussex?

Note: Travel behaviour prior to Covid 19 pandemic

https://www.eastsussex.gov.uk/privacy/about-you-survey/
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The following questions relate to the junctions on the A22 between Boship Roundabout and Dittons Junction.

Northern Section A22 Questions

How strongly do you agree/disagree with each  

of the junction proposals below? 

Strongly 

Agree
Agree

Neither 

Agree nor 

Disagree

Disagree
Strongly 

Disagree

Don’t 

Know

A22 Boship Roundabout improvements to enlarge  

and signalise the roundabout

A22 Hempstead Lane change in layout from a priority  

left in left out junction to a roundabout

A22 / A295 Eagles Roundabout introduction of a left slip  

lane from the A295 arm onto the A22 southbound

The enlargement of the roundabout between the A22  

and A27, known as Golden Jubilee Roundabout

A22 Dittons Road Roundabout conversion to a signalised 

crossroads junction

Is there anything else you would like to share with us? Please 

provide any further comments:

The questions in the following section are about the junctions on the A22 and A2290 between Shinewater Roundabout and Seaside Roundabout.

Southern Section A22/A2290 Questions

Southern section of A22/A2290 questions

How strongly do you agree/disagree with each of the 

proposals for the A2290 section of the study area below?

Strongly 

Agree
Agree

Neither 

Agree nor 

Disagree

Disagree
Strongly 

Disagree

Don’t 

Know

Shinewater Roundabout full signalisation with additional 

approach lanes

Lottbridge Roundabout full signalisation with additional 

approach lane on Lottbridge Drove westbound

Birch Roundabout addition of Toucan crossings on the 

Lottbridge Drove north-western arm and the south-western 
retail access arm

Seaside Roundabout conversion to a signalised crossroads 

with additional capacity

Is there anything else you would like to share with us? Please 

provide any further comments:
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The following questions relate to cycle, pedestrian and public transport improvements on the route and in the vicinity.

Cycle, Pedestrian and Public Transport Improvements

How strongly do you agree/disagree with each of the 

questions below?

Strongly 

Agree
Agree

Neither 

Agree nor 

Disagree

Disagree
Strongly 

Disagree

Don’t 

Know

How strongly do you agree/disagree with the proposals to 

improve connectivity between people, communities and 

cycling schemes?

How strongly do you agree/disagree with proposals to  

improve safety for pedestrians and cyclists through improved 

crossing facilities and wider cycling initiatives?

How strongly do you agree/disagree with proposals to  

provide bus priority at junctions on the route?

How strongly do you agree/disagree with priority proposals  

to reduce bus journey times in Eastbourne?

How strongly do you agree/disagree with priority proposals  

to improve air quality in Eastbourne?

Is there anything else you would like to share with us?  

Please provide any further comments:

You don’t have to answer the questions in this section, but it will help us to make sure that everyone is treated fairly and 

equally if you do. Your information will only be used and reported anonymously to support the consultation, engagement 

or feedback activity you are taking part in. We will keep your individual information for a period of up to five years and we 
won’t keep it any longer than is necessary. Please get in touch with the named contact for this activity if you would like more 

information. Read the full privacy notice here: eastsussex.gov.uk/privacy/about-you-survey 

‘About You’ questions

The Equality Act 2010 describes a person as disabled if they have a longstanding physical or mental condition that has lasted 

or is likely to last at least 12 months; and this condition has a substantial adverse effect on their ability to carry out normal 
day to day activities. People with some conditions (cancer, multiple sclerosis and HIV/AIDS, for example) are considered to 

be disabled from the point that they are diagnosed.

4. Do you consider yourself to be disabled as set out in the Equality Act 2010? 

Yes No Prefer not to say

1. What gender do you identify as?

Male Female Transgender Female 

Gender Variant/Non Conforming Not listed Prefer not to say

Transgender Male

5. If you answered yes to question 4, please tell us the type of impairment that applies to you. 

You may have more than one type of impairment, so please select all that apply. If none of these apply to you please select other 
and write in the type of impairment you have.

Mental health condition Prefer not to saySensory impairment (hearing and sight)

Physical impairment Learning disability
Long standing illness or health condition, such as 

cancer, HIV, heart disease, diabetes or epilepsy

Other, please specify 

2. How old are you?

under 18

18-24

25-34

35-44

45-54

55-59

60-64

65-74

75+

Tick here if you prefer not to say

3. What is your postcode?

Tick here if you prefer not to say

http://eastsussex.gov.uk/privacy/about-you-survey
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