
 Dear Councillor, 

 I am writing to you to ask that you carefully consider what is being proposed for the lovely county 

city of Chichester and its environs. Before you record a view on any proposals Best4Chichester urges 

you to study the attached chart of costs and benefits of the various options.  The chart sets out for 

the first time Highways England’s information for both the declared southern options and the hastily 

withdrawn northern options. The Highways England public consultation documents do not show 

how much better a northern route would be.  However the facts are all available in their on-line 

reports, please ask your Highways Officers to check them out if you need verification. 

Best4Chichester believes that the northern route option was withdrawn just because a minority in 

the north of Chichester protested and the (now dismissed) Parliamentary Under Secretary at the DfT 

did not wish to upset the Goodwood Estate (as he stated in his published letter to Nick Herbert MP).   

When you look at the figures, the northern route wins on most of the seven stated aims of Highways 

England for the A27 upgrade. A northern route offers a significantly better return on the public 

money that would be spent on the project.   

 A northern route would free up the current bypass by divertingin excess of 40% of through 

traffic and would cut east/west travel times by 10 minutes, whilst the best southern option 

is 5.7 minutes. 

 The northern route would be built in 24 months whilst a southern route would take 41 

months.  Being built off line, the community cost of disruption during construction of a 

northern route would be £0.9m against £25m for the southern option 2. 

 The northern route would be at least 8 times safer in terms of forecast accident costs.   

Think what that means in terms of the effect of accidents on local families.  Some of the 

southern options would actually increase rather than reduce the number of accidents. 

 The northern route makes significant reductions in community noise pollution whilst some 

southern options increase overall noise impacts. 

 The northern route results in greater benefits in Air Quality than the southern options. 

 Option 2 requires 20 houses to be demolished; the northern routerequires 8 buildings to be 

demolished. 

 The southern options, and option 2 in particular, will harm the internationally protected 

nature sites in the Chichester Harbour AONB. 

 All southern options require the Oving Road/A27 crossing to be closed; with a northern 

route Highways England would no longer require this. 

Please listen to the pleas of local people from Birdham, Bognor Regis, Bracklesham, Earnley, 

Fishbourne, North Mundham, Oving, Selsey, Sidlesham, and the Witterings.  They now realise that 

they are going to be asked to suffer up to 41 months of total disruption just to give traffic flowon the 

Strategic Route Network an average 5.7 minutes journey time improvement.  Many believe that, 

once completed, all the southern route options will penalise the local traffic causing rat runs to 

develop on local roads as residents attempt to make sense of the road closures and no right turn 

measures at major junctions. 

Please do look carefully at what is being proposed.  A northern option is only £27m (10%) more than 

the £280m proposed for the southern option 2.  Interestingly Highways England says the northern 



options were removed on the grounds of cost as their budget limit is £250m.  Yet they are consulting 

on option 2 which would be £30m (12%) over budget.  Option 2 would increase pollution, visually 

destroy the southern views of the city with flyovers, harm internationally protected nature sites, and 

cause mayhem for residents and businesses over a 41 month period.  All the other four southern 

options only offer minimal gains. 

Yours sincerely 

 

Chris Page 

Best4Chichester 




