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A27 Worthing — Lancing
improvements consultation



Introduction

Transport Action Network (TAN) would like to object to the current proposals which will do
little to reduce traffic and congestion. On a congested urban route such as this, providing
more private vehicle capacity will generate more traffic, quickly eroding any benefits, which
will be short lived. The proposals should be focussing on providing bus priority measures and
a substantial improvement in active travel infrastructure to reduce severance and improve
safety, convenience and attractiveness.

Unfortunately these proposals do very little for sustainable transport, with active travel
measures at the junctions half-hearted and sub-standard (not conforming to LTN 1/20). No
bus measures are included, other than the retention of bus stops, and there appears no
ambition to address these shortcomings. This is unacceptable.

If the scheme is really about increasing people movement then it should include provision of
a new active travel path along the A27 as part of this project, not from Designated Funds.
Only by providing a coherent network will modal shift be achieved. If and when such a path
is provided it needs to be separated to reduce conflict between people walking and cycling.
There also need to be regular, safe and easy to use crossing points, otherwise a cycle track
on just one side of the road will be hard for people to use, especially if they can’t get on or
off it very easily.

Even if the path remains ruled out for inclusion in this project, it cannot be right that the
junctions won’t be fully LTN 1/20 compliant and ready to go. It would seem the height of
folly to leave active travel infrastructure gaps around these junctions to be addressed at a
later date. This will result in contractors disrupting the public with a second set of
roadworks, create the potential for pedestrian — cycle conflict in the meantime and delay
improvements for even longer.

It is hard to see how these proposals are in alignment with the Government target for urban
areas, such as Worthing and Lancing, to have a half of all journeys walked and cycled by
2030. By its failure to provide comprehensive active travel facilities along and across the A27
it is undermining this.

Specific comments on the various elements

Offington roundabout

A24 to Offington Lane: Involves 2 crossings southbound, 4 crossings southbound for active travellers,
with no help for people cycling to get onto Offington Lane southbound and absolutely no facilities for
anyone heading north on Offington Lane. Four crossings do not represent a convenient facility and
will discourage more people from cycling given the delay and pollution they will experience waiting
for so long at the roundabout.



A24 to A27 westbound: Involves 4 crossings for active travellers and no cycle track around the
roundabout between these two roads, making it not very attractive or convenient. So, if the
Designated funds bid is successful, a second round of roadworks in the same place will be required.
At the very least, all arms of the junction should be made active travel ready, with cycle links built
between each arm as part of this project, ready to connect to any new path (whenever that is built).

We oppose the road widening here as it looks like it would compromise future active travel
infrastructure by leaving very narrow pavements, certainly in Offington Lane.

Grove Lodge roundabout

Nothing has been done to address poor access to Hill barn Lane. While there is an off-road shared
path within the college grounds this is unlikely to be that useable for cycling when pupils are walking
along it. Additionally, there are many residential properties and access to the South Downs off Hill
Barn Lane, yet there is no obvious, safe and easy way to get on and off the path for people cycling.

A24 to A27 eastbound requires 4 crossings (not very attractive or convenient). Here again works at
the junction are leaving cycle access incomplete. In between these two roads, there is a wide
pavement but there is no proposal to provide separate facilities or to designate it a shared path. The
crossings over the A24 are poorly designed for people walking and cycling, with a large dogleg and
the crossings placed where the pavements are quite narrow. We are not sure why the stop line
southbound on the A24 (option 1) cannot be pulled a few metres back to provide a more direct
crossing. The capacity provided by the stop line in this location is negligible but causes a major
inconvenience for people walking and cycling.

Apart from the cycle access around the junction being incomplete, there is no help to rejoin the A24
heading south given the shared path on the other side of the road peters out and consequently isn’t
much help. Also, at this point there is no cycle access between the crossing and Offington Avenue
without a large detour. Even pedestrians aren‘t properly catered for as can be seen by the desire
lines across the worn grass.

Widening of the carriageway on the north-east side of the junction will negatively impact on
pedestrians and cyclists as the path is already substandard. Currently at its narrowest it is 2.4m
between the wooden fence and the guard railing, leaving a useable width of only 1.4m. On a bend
with a crossing this is unacceptable now, let alone if it is to be made narrower. The path needs to be
widened as part of these plans, not reduced in width. While removing the guard railing would help, it
would only be marginal as in a 40mph zone there should be an absolute minimum of 0.5m between
the track and the carriageway and preferably a 1m separation.

The narrower path further east on the A27 (in option 1) could also create more conflict with
residents accessing their driveways. This is because with the path so much narrower to
accommodate a wider carriageway, there will be nowhere for people cycling to go to avoid a collision
when someone exits a driveway.

Overall, we would prefer options 2 or 3 for this junction, but with a new Toucan crossing on A24
southbound arm (as we proposed should be amended for option 1).

Upper Brighton Road (option 3)

We would strongly object to Upper Brighton Road being made one way without 2-way cycle access. It
would undermine sustainable travel and increase car use.



Busticle Lane Junction (option 3)

We object to road widening at this junction unless it is to provide bus priority or active travel
measures, particularly to provide better links between communities north and south of the A27.
Road widening would also compromise the ability to create cycle access to housing along the A27
and potentially a safer route to the junction and south into Sompting and Lancing.

Any changes at this junction should prioritise north-south active travel movements which seem to
barely register as a concern at present and then only for pedestrians. Tidying up the northern side of
the junction (Halewick Lane) would free up space for active travel improvements. However, the
southern side (Busticle Lane) also needs a redesign to make it safe and welcoming. Addressing these
issues would help reduce car traffic in the area.

Conclusion

Overall, this project seems to be focussed on trying to squeeze even more car capacity out of
the A27, which will just increase traffic and congestion in the surrounding urban area. Given
the likely levels of suppressed demand this is unlikely to be successful. It would be better to
focus on implementing a package of sustainable transport and demand management
measures to reduce traffic instead. This would help reduce air and noise pollution and
carbon emissions, unlike these proposals. It is disappointing that alternative non-road
options does not appear to have been thoroughly examined.
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