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Introduction

1  What is your name?

Name:

Andrew Bradbury

2  What is your email address?

Email:

chair@adur.greenparty.org.uk

3  What is your organisation?

Organisation (if applicable):

Adur Green Party

4  How concerned are you about the following issues on the A27 through Worthing and Lancing?(Please tick one option in each row)

Question 1 - Journey times or journey reliability:

Very concerned

Question 1 - Congestion or delays at junctions:

Very concerned

Question 1 - Road safety:

Very concerned

Question 1 - Impact of future housing and economic development creating extra traffic on the A27:

Very concerned

Question 1 - The effects of the A27 traffic on the environment:

Very concerned

Question 1 - Community divisions / severance caused by the A27:

Very concerned

Question 1 - Ease of turning on to or off the A27 from local roads:

Very concerned

Question 1 - Difficulty crossing the A27 on foot or cycle:

Very concerned

Question 1 - The displacement of traffic onto local roads to avoid the A27:

Very concerned

Question 1 - Connections along the coast and to other parts of the country:

Very concerned

5  What would you say is the single biggest problem currently affecting the A27 at Worthing andLancing?

Question 2:

The volume of car traffic at peak times leading to congestion at the main junctions and hazards for residents crossing the route, seeking to join the route or use

other modes of transport. The proposal offers a poor set of solutions in terms of addressing the key problem (alleviating congestion), and does nothing to address

the the root cause of the problem (level of motorised traffic).

6  What specific local issues do you feel we should be aware of, in developing our proposals for the A27at Worthing and Lancing? Please

provide detail and examples to illustrate your answers.

Question 3: 

1. We favour an integrated approach to travel which puts people in the community at the heart of the proposals. At present it is difficult to cycle between 

Shoreham and Worthing, eastwards or westwards (cycle paths or not) without encountering hazardous junctions where the requirements of cyclists have not 

been considered. Buses favour the A259 rather than the A27. 

 

2. Motorised traffic is a significant cause of high levels of air pollution locally. The level of traffic and congestion on the A27 is a significant health risk to local



residents. The Adur Residents Environmental (AREA) group has conducted detailed monitoring of traffic levels and air quality locally, and has found that pollution

near busy roads regularly exceeds harmful levels. 

 

3. Crossing the A27 can be difficult and hazardous for pedestrians and those with prams, and for users of wheelchairs and motorised buggies. There may also be

difficulty for cyclists and motorists crossing North-South or vice versa. 

 

4. Sompting Village (an area of conservation with narrow roads) is adversely affected by car and van traffic using e.g. Church Road as a rat-run. We have reports

of damage to parked cars there caused by this funneling.

7  What type of journeys do you use the A27 at Worthing and Lancing for most often? Please select one.

Not Answered

8  How often do you currently use the A27 through Worthing and Lancing? Please select one option ineach row.

Question 5 - Weekdays in the morning peak (0800-0900):

Question 5 - Weekdays in the evening peak (1700-1800):

Question 5 - Weekdays offpeak (all other times):

Question 5 - Weekends (anytime):

Question 5 - Holiday periods only:

9  Do you agree or disagree that there is an overall need for a scheme to improve the A27 at Worthingand Lancing?

Neutral or undecided

Proposed option

10  How much do you agree or disagree that option 1 described in the brochure will meet the scheme objectives? Please refer to the

information and drawings describing the junction improvements which start on page 7 of the brochure. Please select one option in each

row.

Question 7 - Reduce congestion on the Worthing-Lancing stretch of the A27:

Strongly disagree

Question 7 - Manage the impact of planned growth and support the wider economy:

Strongly disagree

Question 7 - Minimise impacts on, and seek opportunities for enhancing the environment:

Strongly disagree

Question 7 - Provide safer roads and more reliable journeys by reducing travel delays:

Disagree

Question 7 - Improve accessibility for all users:

Strongly disagree

11  Do you have any comments on the proposals for each of the junctions described for option 1 in the brochure. Please provide your

comments below.

Comments:

The inclusion of toucan crossings is welcomed. While road widening may offer an improvement in terms of reducing the bottle-neck at this junction, this is unlikely

to have a significant impact on congestion overall.

Comments:

The inclusion of toucan crossings is welcomed. We would like to see the land-take for slip-roads kept to a minimum.

Comments:

The inclusion of toucan crossings is welcomed. Grove Lodge Practice emergency vet needs to be clearly signposted.

Comments:

The inclusion of toucan crossings is welcomed. The complicated entry/ exit system at this junction may cause confusion, increased congestion and increased

traffic in nearby residential areas.

Comments: 

We are strongly opposed to encroachment on land designated as part of the South Downs National Park. We are not opposed to roads or economic development 

per se but are of the view that environmental covenants which protect valuable National Park land should be honoured in full. 

This includes the presumption against significant road widening or the building of new roads in the National Park unless it can be shown there are compelling



reasons for the new or enhanced capacity and with any benefits outweighing the costs very significantly. The change from a crossroads to two T-junctions is

unlikely to offer benefits outweighing the costs. 

The inclusion of toucan crossings is welcomed. 

Comments:

The inclusion of toucan crossings is welcomed.

The south side does not appear to provide adequate provision for pedestrians or cyclists. Such extensive changes to this junction (with loss of vegetation) are

unlikely to have a significant impact in reducing congestion.

Comments:

In terms of the plans for the junctions it is by no means clear whether a yellow route on the plan is indicative of a) footway/ cycleway b) footway only or c)

cycleway only. The distinctions can be important for both types of user.

12  Overall to what extent do you support the proposed option (Option 1) for the A27 Worthing andLancing improvements?

Disagree

Please provide details to illustrate your response to question 12.:

With regard to existing use and planned or perceived growth on the A27 routeway we contend that:

1. not all developments (eg New Monks Farm and any associated or multiplier effects) are inevitable and may indeed be undesirable with regard to the

topography, ecology and community interest.

2. traffic volumes need not grow inexorably. They can reduce improvements to alternative modes of transport, demographic shifts (e.g. declining car ownership in

some age groups), organisational changes (e.g. online shopping and commercial and co-operative multi-use of vehicles) and lifestyle choice (e.g. conscious

switch to lower carbon footprint solutions).

3. easing the flow of traffic on the A27 in the manner proposed in the option (Option 1), or indeed building a new route (which we oppose), will in all likelihood pull

more traffic onto the A27 (including traffic currently using the A3M and M25 routes) leading to a repeat of the current situation at some point.

4. The proposals are unlikely to significantly improve the flow of traffic on the A27, particularly in the medium term. At the same time, mechanisms to reduce the

level of motorised transport and offer lower carbon solutions to mobility are underinvested.

13  Having read the brochure, and taking into account the constraints and past study conclusions, pleaseshare your views on any

alternative improvements we should consider that would meet the schemeobjectives.

Question 11:

We are completely opposed to consideration of other routes to take traffic off the A27 by bypassing of any sort. Alternative improvements to road and route

infrastructure taking into account multi-modal travel and community and economic development are needed, require inter-departmental co-operation, and should

have the aim of promoting sustainable and environmentally friendly transport.

14  How do you think we can improve the provision for people walking, cycling and horse riding as partof the proposed junction

improvements scheme?

Question 12:

Attention to safe parallel-to-motor routes and safe crossing both at junctions and across the axis of the A27 route are essential. The scheme should be seen as

an opportunity now to design these in to the higher standards achieved in e.g. the Netherlands

15  Do you have any other comments on the proposed junction improvements scheme?

Question 13:

Within a constraint that the Green Party sets that no new routeway should be created, we contend that the existing proposed budget or, if required, a greater

amount should be allocated by Highways England or other public sector partners to improving sustainable and low carbon transport options for this route. This

requires consideration of interaction with existing rail; interface with existing and new bus services; potential for cycle and pedestrian enhancements. All starting

from the premise of community impact rather than a reactionary approach to predominantly motorised road traffic.

16  We continue to look at using the most effective channels of communication. How did you fi nd outabout the A27 Worthing and Lancing

improvements consultation? Please tick all that apply.

Public notice

Other (please state):

17  Please indicate if you are commenting as: (please tick the one that applies most)

On behalf of a community organisation

Other (please state):

18  Have you found the consultation materials useful in answering your questions?

To a certain extent

If ‘No’, how could the material available be improved?:



19  This questionnaire and information about the proposed scheme is available online and at the exhibitions. Have you or do you intend to

visit one of our public exhibitions?

Have visited exhibition

20  If you have visited an exhibition, how useful did you fi nd it in terms of addressing your questions?

Useful

21  How do you usually travel through this area? Please select all that apply.

Other (please state):

Our members and supporters (250+) use all of the above.

22  Do you have any comments about the consultation process?

Question 20:

No thanks.

23  Your views help shape the scheme. All completed consultation questionnaires submitted are formally recorded in accordance with data

protection requirements. Your personal details are used solely in connection with the consultation process.We issue regular e-newsletter

updates on the A27 Worthing and Lancing improvements. If you would like to receive this please provide your email below.

Question 23:

chair@adur.greenparty.org.uk


