










 



 
Review of Scoping Agenda for Transport Assessment 
Hirwaun, Enviroparks Recycling Development 
 
 
 
I list below the issues that have been identified for further information that should be provided 
and agreed prior to the TA being submitted: 
 
1. A site plan should be provided by the Developer. 
 
2. Exact details of the type of development proposed and any office, ancillary or visitors 

provision proposals and GFA. 
 
3. A Policy point to note is contained in Policy Planning Wales TAN 18, 2007 section 8.3, 

which states:  
“Planning authorities should use development plan policies and development control 
decisions to reduce the need to use trunk roads and other through routes for short local 
journeys, particularly where they form part of the strategic network. […] Developments in 
the vicinity of trunk roads and local roads of strategic importance, or their junctions, can 
add significantly to local traffic movements and reduce the effectiveness of the road 
network…” 

 
4. Given the substance of this policy guidance and the location of the site near the heads of 

the valleys trunk route, a particularly robust TA, would demonstrate how these concerns 
are addressed. 

                       
5. Inclusion of reference to the following Policy Guidance would also be expected in the 

appropriate section of the proposed TA: 
 

• Planning Policy Wales; 
• Planning Policy Wales - TAN18, 2007; 
• Mid Glamorgan (RTCB) Replacement Structure Plan 1991-2006; 
• Local Plan Adopted 2003; 
• RTP - Regional Transport Plan (Consultation Draft 2008) final draft available 2009 - if TA 

drafted then; 
• Any Development Briefs / Other appropriate Supplementary Planning Guidance, which 

have been issued; 
• South Wales Parking Guidelines; 
• CSS Parking Guidelines - to be adopted within the forthcoming RTP; 
• Improvement Plan 2007 
• Cycling & Walking Strategies (including reference to proximity of the National Cycling 

Network) 
• Guidance for the Drafting of the TA should be obtained from: 

Planning Policy Wales Technical Advice Notes 18: Transport, March 2007  
Annex D - gives further detail, and this refers to the... 
 
Guidelines for Traffic Impact Assessment - The Institution of Highways & 
Transportation, 1994  
 
Where relevant further modified & superceded by...Scottish Guidance "Transport 
Assessment & Implementation: A Guide - Scottish Executive, 2005. 

 



6. Details of how distribution of the traffic from the west, east and south is derived with 
reference to traffic potentially using Penderyn to the north and Rhigos Road to the west 
as short cuts to the site. 

 
7. Details of how the trip rates and trip generation is to be calculated. This should include 

details such as hours of operation, delivery schedules, number of staff and predicted 
trips accessing the Visitor’s Centre. 

 
8. Details of how the percentage modal split of generated traffic, including industrial traffic 

and visitors, are to be determined should be stated and on what assumptions are they 
based. 

 
9. Traffic data included no older than 5 years. 
 
10. Percentage Impact Assessment (PIA) of the new traffic generated to establish that there 

is less than 10% impact at junctions affected (or 5% subject to RCT’s consideration of 
the degree of traffic congestion in the area). Note: this will require traffic data for the 
arms of all junctions most impacted by the development. If data is not available then this 
will have to be provided. If the impact is above 10% (or 5%) then turning movements will 
be required for detailed junction assessments. 

 
11. The type of development would require some assessment of the 24-hour operation 

proposed, but the peak hours in the a.m. and p.m. periods should be assessed. These 
peak hours would normally reflect the network peak hours, but this has to be considered 
in light of peak hours of this unusual development type. To ensure a robust TA the 
busiest a.m. and p.m. peak hours for the development should be superimposed on the 
a.m. and p.m. network peak hours. The age and duration of the survey date to be used 
in the TA should be agreed with RCT. 

 
12. Link assessment capacities can be considered, but junction capacities are likely to 

predominantly affect the capacity of the road network in the Hirwaun area. 
 
13. Due to the percentage HGV’s forming this proposal it is recommended that any 

ARCADY or PICADY runs use the actual percentage HGV’s and not the default value of 
10% of the total turning movements. Large passenger vehicles should be considered as 
HGV’s. 

  
14. An Opening Year of 2010 is proposed and should be assessed and subsequently a 

Design Year of 2025 (plus 15 years) should be modelled assessed. The Opening Year is 
defined as the first year of full operation. Any subsequent phasing beyond 2010 should 
change the Opening Year and Design Year to be assessed. 

 
15. RCT need to inform the Developer if there is any committed development to consider 

and if there are any recent or planned changes to traffic flows that could be relevant to 
the proposal. 

 
16. In addition to other industrial uses, it is understood that there is a RCT recycling site in 

close proximity to the proposal. It is noted that the Developer does not intend to make an 
allowance for pass-by or diverted traffic and this is satisfactory in providing a robust 
assessment for a development of this type. 

 
17. There appears to be two existing priority junctions to access the site. The Developer 

proposes that there will be no new or modified site access. If the access is to remain 
unchanged then the design of the junctions should be checked for DMRB standards and 
for the tracking of HGV’s. If there are additional junctions proposed as a result of the TA 



or existing junctions are modified then a Stage 1 Road Safety Audit will be required by 
RCT. 

 
18. Tracking of heavy goods vehicles should be considered within the site, at the site access 

and at any junctions impacted by the development where there could be concerns with 
regard to the manoeuvring of larger vehicles. 

 
19. In all instances sensible robust parameters should be applied or sensitivity tests 

requested by RCT to assess the worst- case scenario. 
 
20. The sustainability of the site must be considered and the principal of a Travel Plan 

should be provided including commitment to a Travel Plan Co-ordinator. Public 
transport, pedestrian, cycle access and access by the disabled should be considered in 
some detail in the TA and included in the Travel Plan. There is a proposed traffic-free 
SUSTRANS cycle route to the southeast of the site, which will connect to a proposed on-
road route to the southwest of the site. Connection from the development to the 
proposed cycle route should be considered in the TA. 

 
21. Environmental issues should be considered as 46% of the traffic generated will consist 

of HGV’s and refuse vehicles. 
 
22. The Developer proposes using collision data acquired from the Welsh Assembly 

Government for analysis. CGC validates the data received from the South Wales Police 
on behalf of the UA’s. The CGC data is likely to be far more robust than that attained 
directly from WAG as this has not received the detailed validation provided by CGC. Un-
validated data may not be acceptable to RCT. Clusters and trends should be identified 
and mitigation considered as the result of the additional impact of the development 
traffic. 

 
23. The Welsh Assembly Government should be consulted due to the potential impact on 

the A465 Heads of The Valleys Trunk Road and this should include an assessment of 
construction traffic for both WAG and RCT. 

 
24. Summary 

The issues in the Scoping Agenda should be adhered to and all the additional issues, as 
highlighted in this report, should be adopted, particularly the following critical path; 

• Trip Generation. 

• Trip Distribution. 

• Percentage Impact Assessment. 

• Traffic growth. 

• Base Year flows. 

• Opening Year 2010 and Design Year 2025 traffic flows, with and without the 
development traffic. 

• Detailed junction assessments where the development impact exceeds 10% (5%). 

• Examination of standard of existing site access(es). 

• Collision analysis and mitigation of the causes of accidents, if appropriate. 

• Junction mitigation, if appropriate and any unilateral undertakings. 
 
 


