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1 INTRODUCTION 

1.1 This Framework Travel Plan (FTP) has been prepared by Vectos on behalf of Pinewood 

Studios Limited (PSL) in relation to an application for outline planning permission to extend 

Pinewood Studios onto adjacent land at Iver Heath, Buckinghamshire for the reconfiguration 

and expansion of facilities for screen based media including film, television and video games 

and associated services and industries.  This aspect of the proposals is referred to as the 

Pinewood Studios Development Framework (hereafter PSDF) and forms Application A.  An 

associated application for full planning permission, proposes junction improvement works at 

the Five Points Roundabout, Iver Heath and is referred to as Application B. This FTP considers 

only the proposals under Application A. 

1.2 Application A relates to the existing Pinewood Studios site (hereafter the West Area) and 

adjacent proposed expansion land on the opposite side of Pinewood Road (hereafter the 

East Area).    

1.3 Pinewood Studios is located in the village of Iver Heath, Buckinghamshire, lying 8km 

northeast of Slough, 6km west of Uxbridge, 10km from Heathrow Airport and 32km from 

central London.  The existing studio site to the west of Pinewood Road (the West Area) 

comprises numerous stage buildings, offices, workshops and backlots.   

1.4 Application A proposes the erection of new stages, workshops, office accommodation, film 

streetscapes, backlots, demountable modular buildings; external film production; creation of 

a new vehicular and pedestrian access from Pinewood Road, emergency vehicular access 

from Sevenhills Road; car parking; landscaping and ecological habitat creation works and 

associated development.  These new facilities will form a fully-integrated extension to the 

existing studio operation to expand its overall capacity for screen based media including film, 

television, video games and associated services and industries.   

Role and Scope 

1.5 Travel Plans are an important management tool and, when implemented as part of a 

comprehensive transport strategy, an effective Travel Plan can achieve modal shift away 

from private car use towards more environmentally sustainable forms of travel. Where 

private car use remains, a Travel Plan can also encourage more sustainable use of this mode 

through car sharing. 
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1.6 This FTP sets the principles for travel planning on the site and is based on information known 

at the time of submission of the outline planning application.  As described in Chapter 7, a 

full Travel Plan will be prepared when more information is available on, for example, the 

home location of workers.  This will be following submission of the Initial Monitoring Report.  

The Travel Plan will evolve over time as more information becomes available and feedback 

from travel surveys is received. 

1.7 This FTP supports the planning application for the PSDF and therefore relates primarily to 

new workers on the site occupying buildings that form part of PSDF.  However, PSL will seek 

to apply the principles and measures to the existing Pinewood Studios workers. 

1.8 It is important to appreciate that there are a number of different categories of workers that 

will be employed on the PSDF site.  The main categories are: 

• PSL employees 

• PSDF tenant employees 

• Workers/employees who are engaged in respect of a particular film or TV production.  

Some of these will be self-employed or employed by contractors rather than by the 

production company. 

1.9 Within this FTP the term “workers” is used to describe all of the above categories. 

1.10 A number of physical measures are proposed as part of the PSDF to encourage travel by 

more sustainable modes of travel.  These are detailed later in this FTP and will be available to 

all workers. 

1.11 In addition, a number of potential Travel Plan measures are also set out in this FTP.  It should 

be recognised that it would not be appropriate for all of these (or other potential measures 

which may be included in the full Travel Plan) to be targeted at all categories of workers.  For 

example, measures aimed at incentivising the purchase by workers of train season tickets 

might be appropriate for PSL and tenant employees but not those in the third category.  It 

will be for the full Travel Plan to identify where and how particular measures are to be 

targeted.  

1.12 The FTP has been prepared in accordance with current central and local government policy 

guidance.  However, this policy guidance is likely to change over time. 
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1.13 Full details of the Sustainable Transport Strategy and the assessment of the transport effects 

of the development are contained within the TA.  

Structure 

1.14 The remaining sections of this FTP document are structured as follows:  

• Section 2: Context - describes the context within which this FTP has been developed and 

will apply; 

• Section 3: Summary of the Development Proposal; 

• Section 4:  Management Structure; 

• Section 5: Objectives and Targets; 

• Section 6: Travel Plan Measures; and 

• Section 7: Monitoring and Review. 
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2 CONTEXT 

Site Location 

2.1 Pinewood Studios is located in the village of Iver Heath, Buckinghamshire.  The PSDF site can 

be seen in its geographical context in Figure 1 and in its local context in Figure 2. 

Existing Transport Network 

2.2 The site is located in an accessible location for vehicles with direct access to the nearby 

centres of Uxbridge, Slough and Iver.  For those who will travel further afield, the site is 

located close to the A40/M40 junction with the A412.  

2.3 The local highway network is shown on Figure 3.  

2.4 In the vicinity of Pinewood, the network consists of Pinewood Road, Sevenhills Road, the 

A412 (Uxbridge Road / Church Road / Denham Road), the A4007 (Slough Road) and Wood 

Lane. These and other local roads are the responsibility of BCC. 

2.5 The HA is responsible for motorways and trunk roads within the area, including the M40, 

M25 and the A40(T) from the Denham Roundabout eastwards towards central London. 

2.6 A description of the key elements of the local transport network is given below. 

Accessibility 

Walking and Cycling 

2.7 There are no footways on either side of Pinewood Road between the Five Points roundabout 

and the secondary (original) site access.  Between here and the main entrance there is a 3m 

footway on the west side of the road.  The residential roads within Pinewood Green provide 

pedestrian links through to the A412 Church Road where local shops are located.  

2.8 Further south, at the Five Points Roundabout, footways are present around the junction but 

all crossing points are uncontrolled. Pedestrian crossing movements are hazardous and 

observations suggest that such movements around the junction are very low. 

2.9 The existing cycle network in the surrounding area is shown in Figure 4. There are no 

designated cycle routes in the vicinity of the Studios, although cyclists are able to use the 
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local road network and bridleways within Black Park Country Park to the west of Pinewood 

Studios. 

Public Transport 

Public Bus Services 

2.10 Currently the No.58 bus route operates between the Britwell Shopping Centre in Slough and 

Uxbridge, via Slough, Langley and Iver Heath and the nearest stop is when this service passes 

the Thornbridge Road/A412 junction, some 1200m from the site. The service also passes 

through Five Points Roundabout.  The service operates at a peak frequency of two per hour 

during the week.  

2.11 Bus services in the wider area are shown on Figure 5. 

2.12 Uxbridge bus station is approximately 6km from Pinewood and there are a total of 13 bus 

services that route through the area that Transport for London are responsible for. 

2.13 Within 8km of Pinewood Studios there are 32 bus routes available, providing, on average, 

114 buses during the peak hours. These bus routes can currently only be accessed from 

Pinewood by using route 58 and interchanging. 

Pinewood Studios Shuttle Bus Services 

2.14 PSL operates a free shuttle bus service that runs between Pinewood Studios, Slough and 

Uxbridge stations. This is available to passholders only.  Employees and contractors working 

at the site are issued with a pass upon application.  In addition, visitors with written 

confirmation of an appointment are permitted to use the shuttle bus. The bus is well used 

and the level of service has recently been enhanced to operate at intervals of between 10 – 

15 minutes to/from Uxbridge and 30 minutes to/from Slough during peak periods.  It is 

estimated that 70,000 car trips per annum are removed from the road network as a result of 

the shuttle bus. 

Rail Network 

2.15 The Application Site is located approximately 5km from the nearest train station at Langley. 

However, there are six stations within 8km of the site. 
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2.16 The closest rail and Underground stations to Pinewood are as follows: 

• Langley - approximately 5km; 

• Gerrards Cross - approximately 7km; 

• Denham - approximately 8km; 

• Iver - approximately 7km; 

• Slough - approximately 8km; and 

• Uxbridge Underground Station - approximately 6km. 

2.17 The tables below summarise some of the locations served by each of the train stations and 

the service frequency.  Table 2.1 covers the morning peak when people will be travelling to 

Pinewood and Table 2.2 covers the evening peak when people will be travelling away from 

Pinewood. 
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Table 2.1: Rail Routes and Frequencies for National Rail and London Underground Stations 

(AM Peak) 

Operator Origin Destination 

AM Peak 

Frequency 

(Trains per 

hour) 

Average 

Journey Time 

from Origin 

(mins) 

Chiltern 

London 

Marylebone 

Gerrards Cross 

4 25 – 35 

High Wycombe 5 12 – 23 

Banbury 3 56 - 110 

Princes 

Risborough 
3 24 – 35 

Bicester North 3 40 – 67 

London 

Marylebone 

Denham 

3 19 - 40 

High Wycombe 3 17 – 42 

Princes 

Risborough 
3 29 – 45 

Bicester North 2 46-83 

First Great 

Western 

London 

Paddington 

Slough 

5 17 – 36 

Reading 5 13 – 40 

Windsor and 

Eton Central 
3 5 - 7 

Oxford 3 38 - 79 

London 

Paddington 
Langley 

3 27 – 35 

Reading 4 25 – 36 

Oxford 3 54 – 90 

London 

Paddington 
Iver 

3 24 – 39 

Reading 2 27 – 40 

Oxford 3 56-87 

LUL 

Central London - 

Metropolitan 

Line 

Uxbridge 

Underground 

Station 

8 40 – 45 

Central London - 

Piccadilly Line 
5 50 – 60 
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Table 2.2: Rail Routes and Frequencies for National Rail and London Underground Stations 

(PM Peak) 

Operator Origin  Destination 

PM Peak 

Frequency 

(Trains per 

hour) 

Average 

Journey Time 

from Origin 

(mins) 

Chiltern 

Gerrards Cross 

London 

Marylebone 
6 25 – 35 

High Wycombe 3 12 – 23 

Banbury 2 56 - 110 

Princes 

Risborough 
3 24 – 35 

Bicester North 2 40 – 67 

Denham 

London 

Marylebone 
2 19 - 40 

High Wycombe 2 17 – 42 

Princes 

Risborough 
2 29 – 45 

Bicester North 2 46-83 

First Great 

Western 

Slough 

London 

Paddington 
4 17 – 36 

Reading 5 13 – 40 

Windsor and 

Eton Central 
4 5 -7 

Oxford 3 38 - 79 

Langley 

London 

Paddington 
4 27 – 35 

Reading 4 25 – 36 

Oxford 3 54 – 90 

Iver 

London 

Paddington 
4 24 – 39 

Reading 4 27 – 40 

Oxford 3 56-87 

LUL 

Uxbridge 

Underground 

Station 

Central London - 

Metropolitan 

Line 

9 40 – 45 

Central London - 

Piccadilly Line 
5 50 – 60 

 

2.18 As can be seen, stations in the vicinity of Pinewood can be reached from a wide range of 

destinations including London, Reading and Oxford.  Slough has the highest frequency of 

service from Paddington with 5 services per hour between 07:00 and 09:00. Langley and Iver 
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have a lower but still good frequency.  In the evening between 17.00 and 19.00, there are 4 

trains per hour to Paddington from the local stations and 5 per hour to Reading from Slough. 

2.19 Gerrards Cross and Denham stations provide services on the Chiltern Line from London 

Marylebone and, for example, High Wycombe, Banbury and Bicester. Gerrards Cross 

provides 4 services per hour from Marylebone between 7am and 9am and 6 services per 

hour to Marylebone between 17.00 and 19.00.  

2.20 Uxbridge Station provides services on both the Metropolitan Line and Piccadilly lines linking 

to stations throughout London. 

Crossrail 

2.21 In 2007, Crossrail received Government approval to proceed. Construction of the link – from 

Maidenhead through to Essex via Slough and central London has commenced. Crossrail will 

provide 24 trains an hour from and to the heart of London from the east and west, improving 

rail links to the West End, the City and Docklands as well as to Reading and Heathrow.  It is 

planned that Crossrail services to/from the area will be operational in 2018 

2.22 The introduction of Crossrail trains will significantly improve rail access to Iver, Langley and 

Slough. Stations will also be upgraded. 

2.23 By the way of example, journey times from Tottenham Court Road to Slough will be around 

32 minutes, providing a direct service avoiding the present need for interchange at 

Paddington.  Passengers from Pinewood using First Great Western services will also be able 

to access Heathrow within 25 minutes with an interchange at Hayes and Harlington. Journey 

times to/from Langley and Iver are expected to be 3 and 6 minutes shorter respectively.  

Existing Staff Travel Patterns 

2.24 Staff travel surveys have been undertaken at Pinewood in the past and the most recent 

available are from September 2009.  The results indicate that some 6% of staff used the 

shuttle bus at that time with 15% using the train and 7% car sharing. This shows an 

encouraging level of sustainable transport use.    

  



 

 

 

Pinewood Studios Development Framework, Framework Travel Plan  12 

X:\Projects\110000\110125 - Pinewood\Word\R04-PSDF Framework Travel Plan Final Issued 220113.docx 

January 2013 

Table 2.3: Existing Staff Travel Patterns 

Mode Pinewood Staff Modal Split (%) 

Car Driver – Single Occupancy 67% 

Car Sharing 6.7% 

Shuttle Bus 6.2% 

Public Bus 0.9% 

Rail/Underground 15.2% 

Motorcycle 1.3% 

Cycle 0.4% 

Walk 0.4% 

Other 1.8% 
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3 SUMMARY OF DEVELOPMENT PROPOSALS 

3.1 The PSDF planning application seeks outline planning permission with all matters reserved 

for subsequent determination, except means of vehicular access.  

3.2 The formal description of development is as follows:    

“Reconfiguration and expansion of facilities for screen based media, including film, television 

and video games, and associated services and industries, comprising: demolition of existing 

outdated accommodation; erection of new stages, workshops, office accommodation, 

demountable modular buildings, entrance structures and reception and security offices, gas 

CHP energy centre, underground waste water treatment plant, recycling facilities, backlots 

and film streetscapes; external film production; creation of a new vehicular and pedestrian 

access from Pinewood Road, emergency access from Sevenhills Road, access roads within the 

site, surface and multi-level car parking; and associated landscaping and ecological habitat 

creation works. (In respect of access, full approval is sought for the means of vehicular access 

from Pinewood Road and (for emergency use) from Sevenhills Road. All other aspects of 

access are to be reserved).”  

3.5 Means of access should be taken to mean vehicular access from the adopted public highway 

(Pinewood Road) for the East and West Areas and from Sevenhills Road for an emergency 

access.  All other aspects of access are reserved for subsequent determination. 

3.6 Parameters for the proposed development in respect of the quantum of accommodation, 

layout, access and circulation, scale and massing and landscaping / ecology are set out within 

a series of parameter plans and tables (Document 16).  

3.7 The proposed uses are: new production facilities for screen based media industries 

comprising of stages, workshops, offices, CCHP Energy Centre, backlot areas, car parking 

facilities (surface and multi-storey), access roads within the site, cycle parking, landscaping 

and associated ecological habitat.    
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4 MANAGEMENT STRUCTURE 

4.1 This section sets out the proposed management structure for the FTP and the responsibilities 

of each stakeholder. The overall management and implementation of the FTP will be the 

responsibility of PSL. 

Transport Review Group 

4.2 As part of the on-going management of the FTP and subsequent Travel Plan, PSL are 

proposing the establishment of a Transport Review Group (TRG). 

4.3 Membership of the TRG will be as follows: 

• Travel Plan Co-ordinator; 

• PSL representative; and 

• 2 BCC representatives. 

4.4 Representatives from public transport operators, Parish Councils or other interested parties 

may be invited by the TRG to attend certain meetings.   

4.5 The TRG will be formed and hold its first meeting three months prior to first occupation of 

buildings constructed as part of PSDF.  Thereafter it will meet once per year or more 

frequently if agreed by the members.  It is likely that it will meet more frequently initially. 

4.6 The TRG will consider two aspects of travel to and from the PSDF development.  The first is 

to monitor performance of the Travel Plan and, in particular, what level of reduction in car 

use is achieved.  The second is to consider  if any unforeseen transport impacts arise due to 

the development eg inappropriate use of routes by certain vehicles; congestion hot spots 

etc. 

4.7 If monitoring reveals that targets in the travel plan are not being met or unforeseen impacts 

are occurring then the TRG can approve the use of funds from an Additional Mitigation Fund 

(AMF) to implement additional measures. 

4.8 The AMF is a fund of money that will be included within the Section 106 Obligation.  It 

provides a contingency fund that has the potential to be used in the event that the Travel 

Plan targets are not being met or unforeseen impacts occur.  In either case, if required to do 
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so by the TRG, PSL would put forward proposals to improve the situation and if the TRG 

agrees with the proposals they would authorise use of the fund to implement the agreed 

measures.  The Section 106 Obligation will include a suitably worded dispute resolution 

mechanism to deal with any disputes arising between members of the TRG.  Further details 

on use of the AMF are provided in Section 7 of this FTP. 

Travel Plan Co-ordinator 

4.9 PSL will appoint a Travel Plan Co-ordinator (TPC) and will keep a TPC employed for the 

duration of the Travel Plan.   

4.10 The TPC will have the following transport-related responsibilities:  

• chair the TRG; 

• develop and manage the implementation of the Travel Plan; 

• promote the objectives and benefits of the Travel Plan; 

• organise monitoring surveys; 

• monitor the success of the implemented Travel Plan against the agreed targets; 

• prepare monitoring reports for submission to the TRG; 

• consider any remedial actions required;  

• update the Travel Plan as required in consultation with the TRG; and 

• act as a point of contact for employees and tenants. 

4.11 The role of TPC will be fully funded by PSL. 
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5 OBJECTIVES AND TARGETS 

Introduction 

5.1 This chapter sets out the overarching objectives for the Framework Travel Plan, as well as 

initial targets.   

• Objectives are the high-level aims of the FTP.  They help to give the FTP direction and 

provide a clear focus. 

• Targets are the measurable goals by against which progress will be assessed.  

Objectives  

5.2 The FTP’s overriding objective is to: 

Put in place the management tools deemed necessary so workers at and visitors to the site 

are able to make informed choices about their travel, while at the same time minimising 

the adverse impacts of their travel on the environment, surrounding highway network and 

local residents.   

5.3 The sub-objectives are: 

• To increase the awareness of choice of travel modes and promote social inclusion; 

• To promote the health, wealth and environment benefits of walking, cycling and 

public transport use; and 

• To provide clear information to all workers and visitors on the alternative modes of 

transport available at the site.  

5.4 These objectives will be achieved by introducing a package of physical and management 

measures that will facilitate worker and visitor travel by sustainable modes.  These measures 

are discussed in Chapter 6. 

Targets 

5.5 Targets will enable the TRG to assess whether the FTP and subsequent Travel Plan has been 

successful in achieving its objectives. 
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5.6 All proposed targets will be SMART, that is: 

• Specific; 

• Measureable; 

• Achievable; 

• Realistic; and 

• Time related. 

5.7 There are two types of targets, namely: 'Action' and 'Aim' targets. These are set out below: 

• Action Targets are non-quantifiable actions that need to be achieved by a certain time.  

• Aim Targets are quantifiable and in the case of this FTP relate to the degree of modal 

shift the plan is seeking to achieve.  

Action Targets 

5.8 Action targets are task specific and are typically consolidated into the Action Plan.  This will 

be prepared and incorporated into the detailed Travel Plan.  

5.9 The three early Action Targets for this Framework Travel Plan are: 

• To appoint a Travel Plan Coordinator; 

• To establish and hold the first meeting of the TRG; 

• To organise baseline travel surveys. 

Aim Targets 

5.10 The aim targets of this Travel Plan are focused on workers at the PSDF site. 

5.11 It is difficult to give precise targets at this stage since details on employee home locations; 

the relative costs of travel at the time of full occupancy etc. are not known.  However, from 

discussions with BCC on this and previous proposals at Pinewood, it is considered that a 

target of reduction in car use by PSDF workers of 20% by the date assumed for full 

occupation (2033) is a challenging but reasonable target.  
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5.12 It is important to note that the degree of influence on travel behaviour which PSL can bring 

to bear will be greater for new workers who locate at Pinewood as a result of PSDF, than for 

existing.  Therefore, the targets relate only to the increase in workforce that results from 

PSDF.  This is not to say that strong encouragement will not be given to existing workers to 

use more sustainable means of travel. 

5.13 The above targets relate to the time when PSDF is anticipated to be in full occupation i.e. 

2033.  As described later, the TRG will monitor whether the modal shift in interim years is on 

target to achieve this ultimate target. 

5.14 The target suggested in this chapter is provisional based on information available at the time 

of submission of the planning application.  When established, and following receipt of the 

Initial Monitoring Report, the TRG will review the target and consider if it is still appropriate.  

If necessary the target will be amended by agreement of the TRG. 
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6 TRAVEL PLAN MEASURES 

Introduction 

6.1 This section of the FTP deals with the measures being proposed by PSL to encourage 

workers, and also visitors, to use sustainable modes to travel to the site. The measures put 

forward as part of the FTP are in addition to the physical measures proposed as part of the 

Sustainable Transport Strategy as described within the TA.  For completeness, under each 

mode, both the physical and Travel Plan measures are described.  As noted at paragraph 1.8 

above, not all measures will be appropriate for all categories of workers or visitors.  The full 

Travel Plan will contain details of the categories of individuals which are the focus of each 

measure. 

Walking 

Physical Measures 

6.2 Within the East Area, internal streets will be designed with appropriate footways and 

crossing points will be introduced on desire lines. Speeds will be restricted to 20 mph which 

makes for a safe and pleasant pedestrian environment.  This will encourage people to walk 

around the site and will be a significant improvement on the existing layout of the West 

Area. 

6.3 Externally, Figure 7 shows the 2Km walk isochrone from the site. The isochrones indicate 

that the main areas accessible by foot are: 

• the local shopping parade at the eastern end of Thornbridge Road which includes a 

convenience store and pharmacy  – less than a 15 minute walk; 

• residential properties in the Pinewood Green area; and 

• the Crooked Billet Pub – about a 20 minute walk. 

6.4 It is proposed to provide a 3m wide shared footway/cycleway along the western side of 

Pinewood Road from the Pinewood Studios site to the northern side of the Five Points 

Roundabout. The pedestrian facilities provided along this section of Pinewood Road are 

currently poor with only short sections of footway provided intermittently. A short section of 

this improvement has already been implemented (as part of the approved 2006 Masterplan) 

but the remainder is proposed to be constructed as part of the PSDF. 
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6.5 To complement the footway/cycleway on Pinewood Road, it is proposed as part of the Five 

Points roundabout improvement scheme to enhance the existing footpaths around the 

roundabout so that they can accommodate shared footway/cycleway infrastructure. Signal-

controlled pedestrian/cycle crossings will also be provided across every entry to and exit 

from the roundabout. 

6.6 This provision will improve pedestrian connectivity to the Crooked Billet public house.  It will 

also allow people to walk safely from the bus stop close to Five Points roundabout to the 

site.  It will significantly enhance safety at the roundabout where pedestrian movements are 

currently hazardous. This significant improvement in safety will benefit both people walking 

to and from Pinewood Studios and members of the local community. 

6.7 It is also proposed to provide a contribution to BCC through the S106 Obligation to allow the 

improvement of local pedestrian and cyclist facilities.  These are described within the Cycling 

Strategy section below. 

Travel Plan Measures 

6.8 The primary travel plan measures will be as follows: 

• Workers will be provided with information and advice concerning safe pedestrian routes 

to the site; 

• Workers will be provided with changing facilities, including facilities for storage of wet 

clothes; 

• A supply of Pinewood branded umbrellas will be maintained at the security gates;  and 

• Health benefits of walking to be promoted e.g. ‘10,000 steps a day campaign.’ 

Cycling 

Physical Measures 

6.9 Figure 8 shows the 5km and 8km (5 mile) cycling isochrones from Pinewood Studios which 

demonstrates that significant areas of Slough and Uxbridge as well as the rail stations in the 

area are within cycling distance. The DfT’s ‘Cycle Infrastructure Design’ (October 2008) states 

that “in common with other modes, many utility cycle journeys are under three miles 

(4.8km), although, for commuter journeys, a trip distance of over five miles (7.2km) is not 

uncommon. Novice and occasional leisure cyclists will cycle longer distances where the cycle 
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ride is the primary purpose of their journey… Experienced cyclists will often be prepared to 

cycle longer distances for whatever journey purpose”.    

6.10 Off-site facilities for cyclists will be enhanced by provision of the shared footway/cycleway 

on Pinewood Road (see Figure 6).  As noted above, this will link to the Five Points 

Roundabout where the improvement scheme will provide a further significant safety benefit 

in the form of off-road and fully signalised crossing facilities for cyclists. 

6.11 As noted above, it is also proposed to provide a contribution to BCC to allow the introduction 

of enhanced pedestrian and cycling facilities.  Two potential enhancements are as follows: 

6.12 First, within the Pinewood Green area, pedestrians and cyclists travelling between the site 

and the local shopping parade use a series of well-lit, lightly trafficked residential streets. 

However, the most direct route includes a short section of footpath that connects Pinewood 

Close to Ashford Road (see Figure 6). The footpath is currently unlit, has an unmade surface 

and is overgrown. 

6.13 A potential enhancement is to upgrade the link to a shared footway/cycleway that will 

provide a 2.5m to 3m wide tarmac surface along its entire 275m length. Street lighting could 

also be introduced along the path as long as this is deemed appropriate by BCC and SBDC.   

6.14 The potential enhancement would improve perceived personal safety both those travelling 

to and from Pinewood Studios and members of the local community.  

6.15 Secondly, a 2.5m-3m shared footway/cycleway could be provided on the western side of 

Wood Lane between Five Points roundabout and Langley Park Road.  A similar improvement 

could be provided on the northern side of Langley Park Road up to Langley Rail Station.  

From there cyclists can feed into the cycle network within Slough. 

6.16 The above route enhancements would improve significantly the quality and safety of the 

cycle route from Langley Station and from residential areas in Langley and Slough. 

Travel Plan Measures 

6.17 Given the geographical area covered by the cycle isochrones it is considered there is the real 

opportunity to increase cycle mode share.  The primary travel plan measures will be as 

follows: 
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6.18 Secure cycle parking will be provided for workers and visitors at Pinewood Studios. It will be 

the task of the Travel Plan Co-ordinator to review the level of usage of the initially provided 

spaces and decide if further spaces are required. 

6.19 Showering and changing facilities will be provided and lockers will be available for the 

storage of cycling equipment.  

6.20 Employers on the site will be encouraged to join the Government’s Cycle to Work Scheme 

that provides tax incentives for bike purchase. 

6.21 A Bicycle Users Group (BUG) will be established on site. 

6.22 Cycle surgery days (e.g. Dr Bike clinics) and cycle training events will be organised. 

6.23 Social cycling events e.g. at lunch time or after work will be encouraged. 

6.24 Information will be provided to workers on the following:  

• Promotion of the health benefits of cycling. 

• Cycle routes and other cycling information provided on notice boards, and in induction 

packs etc. 

• Local and national events such as “Cycle to work” days. 

Public Transport 

Physical Measures 

6.25 At this stage it is considered that the focus of the public transport strategy should be the 

enhancement of the shuttle bus.  PSL will expand the frequency and coverage of the Shuttle 

Bus and possibly the size of buses in a phased manner in conjunction with the build out of 

the PSDF.  The buses will continue to serve Slough and Uxbridge stations but could also be 

expanded to serve areas where a sufficient density of workers is established.  

Travel Plan Measures 

6.26 The primary travel plan measures will be as follows: 

6.27 Employers will be encouraged to provide interest free loans for public transport travel. 
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6.28 PSL will and tenant employers will be encouraged to provide a Guaranteed Ride Home if, due 

to an emergency or other legitimate reason, someone who has travelled to the site by public 

transport cannot use the available modes to travel home. 

6.29 Up-to-date timetables for rail services, public bus services and the shuttle bus, including 

route information and service frequencies, will be permanently available for the information 

of staff.  In addition, links to Travel Line websites and enquiry phone numbers will be 

advertised through all relevant means.  

6.30 It should be noted that the shuttle bus is free to passholders and visitors and therefore this 

provides a significant cost incentive to use this facility. 

6.31 Rail information will also include updates particularly in relation to emerging Crossrail 

services. 

Car Sharing 

Travel Plan Measures 

6.32 There is already an encouraging use of car share at the existing Pinewood Studios site.  The 

TPC will investigate the best methods for further improving this through use of the existing 

“Bucks Car Share Scheme” (www.buckscarshare.co.uk) and site specific measures. 

6.33 Incentives for joining the scheme could include: 

• Provide dedicated parking bays for car sharers; 

• A Guaranteed Ride Home (GRH) in the event that a planned ride falls through; 

• Car share ‘coffee clubs’ – a good informal way of making matches if there is not enough 

demand to establish an automatic matching database; and 

• Offering free car tuning and other incentives such as valet services to join the car share 

scheme. 

General Measures 

6.34 A number of measures will be introduced that are more general in nature and span more 

than one mode of travel. 
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Car and Cycle Pool 

6.35 Pool cars and cycles could be provided to assist those who travel to site without their car or 

those who come by car but wish to travel out at lunchtime without their car.  These can be 

used for business trips or for trips at lunchtime. 

Induction Packs 

6.36 New workers will be provided with information about the Travel Plan and travel options in 

the form of an induction pack. The pack will contain at least the following information: 

• A summarised version of the Travel Plan document, that sets out the purpose and 

benefits etc; 

• Name and contact details of the TPC and the availability of the TPC to speak with 

employees; 

• Information on the health benefits of using active modes of transport; 

• Timetables and route maps for shuttle buses; 

• Timetables and route maps for public transport i.e. local rail and bus services; 

• Contact numbers and web details for Travel Line and National Rail Enquiries;  

• Car share scheme details; 

• Car and bike pool details; 

• Cycling and walking maps for the local area; and 

• Any relevant employer specific company policies related to transport. 

6.37 The Induction Packs will have a comment card / return slip to monitor use.   

Personalised Travel Planning 

6.38 The TPC will offer a personalised Travel Planning service for workers. It is expected that this 

will be offered during induction sessions. 

6.39 The TPC will be able to draw on advice from journey planning websites such as Transport 

Direct (www.transportdirect.org.uk).  The TPC will consider the worker’s home location, 

working hours and journey patters and recommend potential sustainable transport options. 
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Branding 

6.40 Giving the Travel Plan initiatives a recognisable identity will assist in maintaining its profile, 

particularly over time. All Travel Plan initiatives will be identified by branded signing to 

increase awareness and the plan profile. 

Web Site 

6.41 A website will be set up to provide information on reaching the site by all modes of 

transport.  It will provide up to date information on new services and be used to publicise 

special events including those suggested below. 

Publicity and Promotion  

6.42 Travel Awareness promotions and special events will be introduced.  For example: 

• Car-free days, accompanied by small incentives to leave the car at home and 

personalised travel information provided beforehand for those that request it; 

• National Liftshare week promotions; 

• Health MOT’s – Local Authority Occupational Health or Primary Care Trust staff coming 

to the site to do basic health checks, emphasis is placed on green prescriptions 

(prescribing exercise). Pedometers given to those that participate; 

• Walk to Work Day; 

• Team participation in National Bike Week events ; and 

• Commuter Challenges – finding the quickest mode for the journey to work with a 

number of staff using various modes leaving from one or more common destinations. 

Specific Visitor Travel Initiatives 

6.43 Visitor awareness of alternative modes of travel will be raised through the implementation 

of the following measures. 

• Information on travel to the site will be provided to all visitors by email when they have 

their attendance at the site confirmed. The email will include a link to the website which 

will offer advice on traveling to the site by sustainable modes of transport. 

• The website will provide information for visitors on reaching the site by all modes of 

transport. In particular, information on the shuttle bus services will also be provided.  
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7 MONITORING AND REVIEW 

7.1 The Travel Plan will require monitoring and review to ensure it remains effective.  All 

monitoring will be the responsibility of PSL through the TPC. 

7.2 The monitoring will follow best practice guidance as set out in the DfT document, 'Good 

Practice Guidelines: Delivering Travel Plans through the Planning Process' (April 2009). 

Monitoring Objectives 

7.3 The objectives of the  monitoring are to: 

• Consider the performance of the measures that are in place and determine if 

modifications are required eg to shuttle bus timetables or car sharing database; 

• allow workers to express concerns about transport and contribute their ideas - to help 

bring about individual ownership of the Travel Plan; 

• allow stakeholder feedback.  

Monitoring Strategy 

7.4 Initial surveys will be undertaken to establish the home location of PSDF workers; initial 

modes of travel; attitudes towards use of sustainable modes of travel; and to identify the 

most effective and appropriate modes of travel for the journey to work.  The surveys will 

also consider workers’ business travel and visitors to Pinewood.   

7.5 The Travel Plan Co-ordinator will oversee this stage of the process and collate information.  

The initial surveys will be undertaken when sufficient staff are employed as a result of PSDF 

to provide meaningful results.  The appropriate time for the surveys will be agreed by the 

TRG.  

7.6 The details of the initial surveys will be proposed by the TPC and agreed by the TRG.  The 

surveys may include some or all of the following: 

• Monitoring the occupancy/utilisation of car and cycle parking; 

• Monitoring the uptake of car sharing; 

• Monitoring use of car share spaces; 

• Patronage of bus services; and 
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• Worker travel questionnaires. 

7.7 The TPC will use the results of the initial surveys to prepare the Initial Monitoring Report.  

This will be submitted to the TRG no more than 3 months after completion of the initial 

surveys.  The scope and contents of the report will be proposed by the TPC and agreed by 

the TRG. 

7.8 The report will contain the results of the initial surveys, analysis of the results and any initial 

comments on measures.  It will also propose any revisions to the initial mode share targets 

set out earlier in this FTP. 

7.9 Following the completion of the Initial Monitoring Report, the TPC will prepare a detailed 

Travel Plan for submission to the TRG for approval 3 months after acceptance of that report 

by the TRG.    

7.10 Following the initial monitoring surveys, subsequent surveys will be undertaken on an annual 

basis unless agreed otherwise by the TRG.  The results will be reported in an Annual 

Monitoring Report that will be submitted to the TRG no longer than 3 months after 

completion of the surveys.  The TRG will decide the appropriate frequency of Monitoring 

Reports taking into account the need to avoid survey fatigue.  

Consultation with Workers 

7.11 Consultation is key to a successful Travel Plan and gaining the buy-in of workers will be an 

essential element. The second stage of the monitoring and review process will ensure that 

workers are consulted appropriately. The Travel Plan Co-ordinator will develop a 

consultation strategy to promote the concept of the Travel Plan.  

7.12 In addition to the monitoring set out above it is proposed to have suggestion boxes located 

at appropriate locations around the site.  Feedback on the Travel Plan will be reviewed by 

the TPC and incorporated into the monitoring reports.  

Review 

7.13 The Travel Plan will be a 'live' document and will continue to evolve. Reviewing the results of 

the monitoring process is essential to ensure that the plan delivers the required outcomes.  

7.14 The TRG will review the monitoring reports and determine if: 
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• PSL is meeting or on track to meet the PSDF full occupancy mode share target and no 

remedial  measures are required;   

• PSL are not on track to meet the full occupancy PSDF mode share target but it is 

considered that no further action should be taken either because there are remedial 

actions already being planned or because any reasons for divergence from the likely 

achievement of the PSDF full occupancy mode share target are considered reasonable 

and legitimate. 

• PSL are not on track to meet the PSDF full occupancy mode share target and the TRG 

considers that remedial measures are necessary and that the Additional Mitigation Fund 

(AMF) should be used to implement additional measures.  In this case the remedial 

actions set out below will be undertaken. 

Remedial Actions  

7.15 If the TRG determines that remedial action is required then PSL through the TPC will propose 

such measures to the TRG.  The proposal will include a cost estimate for implementation.  If 

the TRG agree with the measures, they will authorise expenditure of the AMF up to the 

amount of the cost estimate. 

Unforeseen Impacts 

7.16 If any members of the TRG identify any unforeseen transport impacts they will prepare a 

written report and submit it to the TRG.  The TRG will decide if the impact is such that the 

AMF should be used to mitigate the impact.  If they decide that the fund should be used, PSL 

through the TPC will propose suitable remedial measures to assist in offsetting the impact 

and submit a proposal to the TRG.  The proposal will include a cost estimate for 

implementation.  If the TRG agree with the measures, they will authorise expenditure of the 

AMF up to the amount of the cost estimate as described earlier in this FTP.   
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APPENDIX H 

Denham Road/A40 Junction Analysis Results 



Scenario Comparison – Existing versus Pinewood Only 

Turning Count Comparison 

Development Trips 

Development trips were added in accordance with the following zone plan, using the trip matrices 

shown in the tables below.  Numbers in brackets represent HGV trips. 

 
Figure 1: OD Pairs 

AM Development Matrices “Pinewood Only” 

0700-0800 A B C D E F Total 

A   35 (1)    35 (1) 

B   39    39 

C  2  2 (1) 2 1 7 (1) 

D   41 (1)    41 (1) 

E   40    40 

F   24    24 

Total  2 179 (2) 2 (1) 2 1 186 (3) 



 

0800-0900 A B C D E F Total 

A   26 (1)    26 (1) 

B   29    29 

C 1 4  5 (1) 5 2 17 (1) 

D   30 (1)    30 (1) 

E   29    29 

F   18    18 

Total 1 4 132 (2) 5 (1) 5 2 149 (3) 

 

0900-1000 A B C D E F Total 

A   21 (1)    21 (1) 

B   23    23 

C 1 4  5 (1) 5 2  

D   24 (1)    24 (1) 

E   23    23 

F   14    14 

Total 1 4 106 (2) 5 (1) 5 2 123 (1) 

 

PM Development Matrices “Pinewood Only” 

1600-1700 A B C D E F Total 

A   2    2 

B   4    4 

C 1 18  29 (1) 19 25 92 (1) 

D   3    3 

E   4    4 

F   1    1 

Total 1 18 14 29 (1) 19 25 106 (1) 

 

1700-1800 A B C D E F Total 

A   2    2 

B   4    4 

C 1 24  39 (1) 26 34 124 (1) 

D   3    3 

E   4    4 

F   1    1 

Total 1 24 14 39 (1) 26 34 138 (1) 

 

1800-1900 A B C D E F Total 

A   1    1 

B   2    2 

C  20  31 21 28 100 

D   2    2 

E   2    2 

F   1    1 

Total  20 8 31 21 28 108 



The trips were added using release profiles that mirrored the existing trips originating on each entry 

arm.  This has the effect of ensuring that the peak development trips within each of the three hours 

coincides with the peak background trips, therefore ensuring a robust assessment of the impact of 

the development trips. 

The impact on queues and journey times through the gyratory were analysed and compared to the 

‘Existing’ validated model. 

The queue identification is based on the following junction notation.  Lane numbers are counted 

outward from the nearside lane, which is No.1.  For example the 2nd lane at Site 1b is given the 

notation “Queue 1a – Lane 2”. 

 
Figure 2: Internal Junction Site References 

Queue Impact Assessment 

In the following charts the solid red line denotes the mean of the maximum queues within each 

individual run for the Existing model (Scenario 1), and the solid blue line represents the same for the 

Pinewood Only model (Scenario 2).  There are 5 runs per scenario.  The dashed lines represent the 

95% confidence intervals for the mean. 



Where the confidence limit for one scenario overlaps the confidence limit of another there is 

assumed to be no statistically significant difference between the mean (solid) lines beyond random 

variation. 
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It can clearly be seen that there is no significant impact of queuing within the Denham gyratory as a 

result of the introduction of the development trips. 

PM Period 



 

 



 

 



 

 



 

 



 

 



 

 



 

 

As with the AM period there is no significant impact on queues in the PM period as a result of the 

development trips. 

Journey Time Analysis 

A journey time analysis has been undertaken on trips between the OD pairs shown in Figure 1.  As 

with the queue analysis the solid red line shows the mean journey time for the Existing validated 



model (Scenario 1) and the blue solid line the Pinewood Only model (Scenario 2). The dashed lines 

again represent the 95% confidence limits. 
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Conclusion 

It can be seen from the comparison of queues entering the model that the Pinewood Only scenario 

does not cause any significant impact in either the AM or PM periods. 



Regarding journey times, there is a brief period in the AM around 0800-0810 where there is a 

marginal increase showing on the OD pairs A-C, B-C and B-D.  This is as a result of reduction in gap 

availability at Site 1c for vehicles approaching the roundabout from the east, as a result in the 

increase in right-turning vehicles from the west.  The effect is not persistent and affects a small 

proportion of the traffic on the network. 

There is no significant impact on journey times in the PM Period. 
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Site Access Road Safety Audit and Designer’s Response 
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1 INTRODUCTION 

1.1 This report presents the findings from the Stage 1 Road Safety Audit carried out on the 

proposed access arrangements to the proposed extension to Pinewood Studios, Iver 

Heath. 

1.2 The audit was carried out by the following: 

Tristan Brooks  
BSc (Hons), MBA, CMILT, MIHT 

- Road Safety Assessment Team Leader

Emyr Davies 
BEng (Hons), CEng, MICE 
 

- Road Safety Assessment Team Member 

1.3 The site visit took place Saturday 8th December 2012 and comprised a walk and drive 

through of the site. During the site visit the weather was dry and road surface damp.  

Traffic flows were light. 

1.4 The drawings and documents supplied for audit are listed in Appendix A. An annotated 

drawing showing the locations of the problems identified is provided in Appendix B.   

1.5 The terms of reference of the audit are as described in HD19/03 and the Institution of 

Highways and Transportation (IHT) Guidelines on Road Safety Audits. The team has 

examined and reported only on the road safety implications of the scheme as presented 

and has not examined or verified the compliance of the designs to any other criteria. 

1.6 From the Audit Brief and plans provided for audit it is proposed that a new point of 

access/egress is provided to the site via Pinewood Road that will take the form of a 4 

arm roundabout. The proposed new access/egress will be located approximately 200m 

north west of the existing roundabout access to the site. The proposals will also include 

the provision of a signalised pedestrian crossing facility approximately 100m to the south 

of the proposed new access; revisions in the speed limit from 40mph to 30mph through 

revisions to the existing Traffic Regulation Order and the relocation of the existing 

gateway feature on Pinewood Road. 

1.7 It is also proposed that an emergency point of access/egress to the site will be provided 

from Sevenhills Road. 

1.8 A review of the Personal Injury Accident (PIA) data between March 2007 and February 

2012 supplied by Buckinghamshire County Council has been undertaken and if 
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necessary, been considered as part of the problems and recommendations made within 

this audit. It should be noted that there have been no accidents recorded in the 

immediate vicinity of either of the proposed new access locations. 

1.9 No departures from standard have been provided by the design team as part of the Audit 

Brief. 
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2 ROAD SAFETY AUDIT FINDINGS FROM RSA 1 

PINEWOOD ROAD ACCESS 

PROBLEM 1 

LOCATION: Global. 

SUMMARY: Absence of pedestrian facilities will increase the potential road safety 

risks. 

2.1 The proposed controlled pedestrian crossing links both the east and western sides of the 

carriageway, but there does not appear to be any footway provision between the 

roundabout and the crossing or any pedestrian crossing facilities within the roundabout 

itself. There is insufficient information to fully assess the likely pedestrian desire lines or 

crossing locations although it is noted that pedestrian links are provided within the east 

and west site areas.  The absence of appropriate facilities would increase the risk of 

vehicle/pedestrian collisions.   

RECOMMENDATION 

2.2 Review the anticipated pedestrian desire lines and ensure that appropriate footways and 

pedestrian crossing facilities are provided where required.   

PROBLEM 2 

LOCATION: Pinewood Road. 

SUMMARY: Gateway feature could be a collision hazard for errant vehicles. 

2.3 The relocated gateway features are considerable structures and are potentially a collision 

hazard for errant vehicles. The Audit Team acknowledge that these are existing features, 

but their apparent size/solidity of the feature and therefore likely aggressiveness could 

lead to significant injury accidents although no such accidents have been recorded with 

the existing feature. 

RECOMMENDATION 

2.4 Review the construction of the gateway feature. Consider replacing with a more 

deformable structure and the use of passively safe posts. 
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PROBLEM 3 

LOCATION: Pinewood Road. 

SUMMARY: Inconsistent speed limits. 

2.5 The proposed implementation of a TRO reducing the permitted speed limit in the vicinity 

of the proposed access on Pinewood Road from 40mph to 30mph will result in an 

inconsistent approach to vehicle speeds i.e. vehicles travelling northbound would enter 

from a 30mph speed limit to a national speed Limit to a 40mph speed limit in a relatively 

short distance, potentially leading to driver confusion and inappropriate vehicle speeds 

for the nature of the road, which could result in loss of control accidents. 

RECOMMENDATION 

2.6 Rationalise the speed limits along Pinewood road so that the speed limits are consistent. 

PROBLEM 4 

LOCATION: Proposed roundabout. 

SUMMARY: Restricted visibility may increase the risk of vehicle collisions. 

2.7 The visibility for vehicles exiting the eastern/western arms of the proposed roundabout 

would be restricted by existing vegetation. Restricted visibility may lead to vehicles 

entering the gyratory when it is not clear to do so, with a risk of collision with circulating 

vehicles. 

RECOMMENDATION 

2.8 Review the visibility available, taking into account the encroachment of existing 

vegetation. Remove any restrictions to the required visibility splay. 

PROBLEM 5 

LOCATION: Pinewood Road – south of the proposed controlled pedestrian crossing. 

SUMMARY: Restricted visibility to the signal head may lead to vehicles overshooting 

the crossing and risk collisions with pedestrians. 
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2.9 The visibility to the western signal head on the proposed pedestrian crossing for vehicles 

approaching from the south is likely to be restricted by the horizontal alignment. It is not 

clear if sufficient visibility will be afforded to the eastern signal head. Although the Audit 

Team acknowledge that the speed of vehicle exiting the roundabout is likely to be low, 

insufficient visibility to the signal heads may lead to vehicles overshooting the crossing 

and pose a risk of collisions with pedestrians. 

RECOMMENDATION 

2.10 Review the visibility provided. Ensure that any vegetation within the verge is removed 

and the crossing is located in the optimum position to maximise visibility. Provide 

appropriate signs to give drivers advance warning of the crossing and consider the use of 

anti skid surfacing in advance of the crossing. 

PROBLEM 6 

LOCATION: Eastern verge Pinewood Road. 

SUMMARY: Existing sign may restrict visibility and increase the risk of collisions. 

2.11 The visibility to the eastern side of the proposed controlled crossing could be restricted 

by the existing sign located in the verge (Ref: Photograph 1). Restricted visibility may 

mask the signal head or crossing pedestrians, increasing the risk of collisions.  

Photograph 1 – Existing sign within eastern verge. 

 

RECOMMENDATION 

2.12 Remove/relocate this sign to a location where it does not impact on visibility. 
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3 ROAD SAFETY AUDIT FINDINGS FROM RSA 1 

SEVENHILLS ROAD EMERGENCY ACCESS 

PROBLEM 7 

LOCATION: Sevenhills Road. 

SUMMARY: Unsuitable road leading to the emergency access may create several 
road safety issues. 

3.1 During the site visit it was noted that there is an advisory sign indicating that the section 

of road between Pinewood Road and the proposed access on Sevenhills Road is 

unsuitable for Heavy Goods Vehicles (Ref: Photograph 2) . It is unclear what type of 

vehicles will be using the emergency access, but the inability for larger vehicles to reach 

the access (due to narrow width, horizontal alignment or poor road surfacing) may lead 

to several road safety issues and also impact on the function of the emergency access. 

Photograph 2 – Advisory sign indicating section of Seven Hills Road as being unsuitable 

for HGVs. 

 

RECOMMENDATION 

3.2 Review the emergency access requirements with regard to anticipated vehicle sizes and 

operational strategy to ensure that the route is appropriate. 
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4 OBSERVATIONS/NOTES 

4.1 It should be noted that although not necessarily expected at a Stage 1 RSA, there was 

limited information provided to indicate details of vehicle swept paths, drainage, traffic 

signs (e.g. indicating destinations on approaches to roundabout), street furniture, 

landscaping, cross-sectional dimensions (including kerb details), carriageway surfacing, 

street lighting or signal head/pedestrian crossing details.  

4.2 The Audit Team also noted a telegraph pole located just inside the proposed location of 

the emergency access. However, there were no details to indicate if the relocation of this 

pole is proposed. There was also no detail of how the proposed kerb radii will tie into 

existing residential access adjacent to the proposed emergency access. 

4.3 However, like many RSA’s it is envisaged that this information would be provided and 

addressed accordingly as part of the Stage 2 RSA which would be undertaken at 

completion of the detailed design stage. 
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5 AUDIT STATEMENT 

5.1 We certify that this audit has been carried out broadly in accordance with HD 19/03 and 

the Institution of Highways and Transportation (IHT) Guidelines on Road Safety Audits. 

 
Signed: 

 
 
Date: 19 December 2012 

 
T Brooks – BSc (Hons) MBA CMILT MIHT 
Audit Team Leader  
go-surveys Ltd 
72 Plasturton Avenue 
Cardiff 
CF11 9HJ 

 
Signed:  
 

 
Date: 19 December 2012 

 
Emyr Davies - BEng (Hons) CEng MICE 
Audit Team Member 
go-surveys Ltd 
72 Plasturton Avenue 
Cardiff 
CF11 9HJ 
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APPENDIX A 

List of Drawings and Documents Provided 

   

 P-A-004 – Rev C
Site Access, Sevenhills Road, Emergency Access Plan

11012/A/35 
Site Access, Pinewood Road, Main Entrance Plan, Alternative Alignment

PIA Data
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APPENDIX B 

Location of Identified Problems 
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Job Title: Pinewood Studios Development Framework (PSDF) 

Job No: 110125 

Date: 19
th

 December 2012 

Designer’s Response to Stage 1 Road Safety Audit 

Proposed Site Access and Emergency Access 

Introduction 

1. This Designer’s Response has been prepared in response to the Stage 1 Road Safety Audit 

(December 2012) undertaken for the proposed Site Access and Emergency Access to the 

PSDF site in Iver Heath as part of the Pinewood Studios Development Framework (PSDF) 

project.  The numbering system follows the format within the Stage 1 Road Safety Audit 

report and focussed on the Site Access first then the Emergency Access. 

Site Access 

Comments and Response 

P1 Location - Global 

Summary     - Absence of pedestrian facilities will increase the potential road safety 

risks.  

The proposed controlled pedestrian crossing links both the east and western sides of 

the carriageway, but there does not appear to be any footway provision between the 

roundabout and the crossing or any pedestrian crossing facilities within the roundabout 

itself. There is insufficient information to fully assess the likely pedestrian desire lines or 

crossing locations although it is advised that pedestrian links are provided within the 

east and west site areas.  The absence of appropriate facilities would increase the risk of 

vehicle/pedestrian collisions.   

Recommendation  

Review the anticipated pedestrian desire lines and ensure that appropriate footways 

and pedestrian crossing facilities are provided where required.  

 

DR1 Noted. Pedestrian links are provided within the site and link the East and West 

areas to the controlled pedestrian crossing.  The footpath links are shown on the Site 

Access and Circulation Parameter Plan. 
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P2 Location - Pinewood Road 

 Summary - Gateway features could be a collision hazard for errant vehicles 

The relocated gateway features are considerable structures and are potentially a 

collision hazard for errant vehicles. The Audit Team acknowledge that these are existing 

features, but their apparent size/solidity of the feature and therefore likely 

aggressiveness could lead to significant injury accidents although no such accidents have 

been recorded with the existing feature. 

Recommendation  

Review the construction of the gateway feature. Consider replacing with a more 

deformable structure and the use of passively safe posts. 

DR2 Noted. However, it has been acknowledged that no such accidents have been 

recorded with the existing feature therefore the gateway feature will be retained.    

 

P3 Location - Pinewood Road 

Summary     - Inconsistent speed limits 

The proposed implementation of a TRO reducing the permitted speed limit in the 

vicinity of the proposed access on Pinewood Road from 40mph to 30mph will result in 

an inconsistent approach to vehicle speeds i.e. vehicles travelling northbound would 

enter from a 30mph speed limit to a national speed Limit to a 40mph speed limit in a 

relatively short distance, potentially leading to driver confusion and inappropriate 

vehicle speeds for the nature of the road, which could result in loss of control accidents. 

Recommendation  

2.6 Rationalise the speed limits along Pinewood road so that the speed limits are consistent. 

DR3 Noted. This issue will be discussed with Buckinghamshire County Council during 

post submission discussions.  

 

P4   Location       - Proposed Roundabout 

Summary    - Restricted visibility may increase the risk of vehicle collisions. 

The visibility for vehicles exiting the eastern/western arms of the proposed roundabout 

would be restricted by existing vegetation. Restricted visibility may lead to vehicles 

entering the gyratory when it is not clear to do so, with a risk of collision with circulating 

vehicles. 

Recommendation  

Review the visibility available, taking into account the encroachment of existing 

vegetation. Remove any restrictions to the required visibility splay. 
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DR4 Noted. Any existing vegetation within the envelope of visibility would be either 

removed or kept below the height specified within DMRB Volume 6 Section 1 TD 9/93.   

 

P5   Location       - Pinewood Road – south of the proposed controlled pedestrian 

crossing. 

Summary    - Restricted visibility to the signal head may lead to vehicles 

overshooting the crossing and risk collisions with pedestrians. 

The visibility to the western signal head on the proposed pedestrian crossing for 

vehicles approaching from the south is likely to be restricted by the horizontal 

alignment. It is not clear if sufficient visibility will be afforded to the eastern signal head. 

Although the Audit Team acknowledge that the speed of vehicle exiting the roundabout 

is likely to be low, insufficient visibility to the signal heads may lead to vehicles 

overshooting the crossing and pose a risk of collisions with pedestrians. 

Recommendation  

Review the visibility provided. Ensure that any vegetation within the verge is removed 

and the crossing is located in the optimum position to maximise visibility. Provide 

appropriate signs to give drivers advance warning of the crossing and consider the use 

of anti skid surfacing in advance of the crossing. 

 

DR5 Noted. Any vegetation within the verge will be removed or kept below the 

recommended height so as to alleviate any potential issues. The crossing is located on 

the optimum position to allow suitable distance between both roundabouts and as such 

cannot be moved to enhance visibility. The provision of signage will be considered as 

part of the detailed design to establish the most acceptable locations for it.  

Consideration will be given to the provision of anti-skid surfacing. 

 

P6   Location       - Eastern verge of Pinewood Road 

Summary    - Existing sign may restrict visibility and increase the risk of collisions. 

The visibility to the eastern side of the proposed controlled crossing could be restricted 

by the existing sign located in the verge. Restricted visibility may mask the signal head 

or crossing pedestrians, increasing the risk of collisions.  

Recommendation  

Remove/relocate this sign to a location where it does not impact on visibility. 

 

DR6 Noted. The location of this signage will be considered as part of the detailed 

design to establish the most acceptable locations for it so that it does not impact upon 

visibility. 

 


