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Highways England 

BY EMAIL to info@highwaysengland.co.uk  

 

A27 East of Lewes improvement scheme consultation 

On behalf of Bricycles (Brighton and Hove Cycling Campaign) and as a Cycling UK campaigner for Brighton 

and Hove, I am writing in response to the above consultation. 

I am a frequent cyclist in Sussex and often lead groups of cyclists on day rides into the countryside and 

through towns. 

The South Coast Multi Modal study of 2002
1
 (to which we gave input) recommended demand 

management “to control the overall level of future car usage, particularly in locations where there are, or 

will be, good alternative transport systems” and higher parking charges workplaces and at out of town 

retail centres, along with charges for entry into the major towns/cities in a coherent regional approach. 

It is therefore disappointing that millions of pounds have been awarded for the A27 road upgrade to 

solve ‘congestion’ without reference to a thorough multimodal analysis of transport needs and the 

development of a region wide strategy addressing public transport, walking & cycling aiming to minimise 

the use of the private car as suggested in the SoCoMMS report. Road funding encourages yet more road 

traffic (and therefore more congestion) and deprives other modes of much needed investment. 

 

Current problems and issues 

The A27 severs walking and cycling routes. There are few crossing 

points. Some crossings are hazardous. Roads that join the A27 are also 

trafficky and unpleasant. Route planning is therefore more difficult. 

Traffic deters walking and cycling. Upgrading the A27 will encourage 

more people to drive. 

Major roads like the A27 produce toxic vehicle emissions (NOX and 

particulates) responsible for respiratory and cardiovascular disease. 

Products from motor vehicle combustion engines have even been 

found in human brains and are linked to Alzheimer’s disease.
2
 

                                                 
1
 Final Report South Coast Corridor Multi-Modal Study for Government Office for the South East, August 2002 by Halcrow 

http://www.socomms.org.uk/reports/South%20Coast%20Corridor%20Multi-Modal%20Study%20Final%20Report.pdf 

 
2
 https://www.theguardian.com/environment/2016/sep/05/toxic-air-pollution-particles-found-in-human-brains-links-

alzheimers 
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Poor air quality causes many premature deaths. The latest Public Health guidance
3
 advises “Where traffic 

congestion is contributing to poor air quality, consider incorporating a congestion charging zone within 

the clean air zone.” 

Dependence on the car is causing an epidemic of inactivity and obesity. 

The fossil fuels used for motor vehicle transport result in yet more carbon in the environment which is 

responsible for climate change. 

Many young, older or disabled people and those on a low income who do not own a car or are unable to 

drive find that their mobility is very limited or non-existent by roads-focused transport policies. Bus and 

train services are inadequate. particularly in rural areas and this increases social isolation, inequity and 

further dependence on the private car. 

Roads are responsible for a lot of road kill (which, as a cyclist I often see) degradation of wildlife habitats 

and severance of wildlife routes. 

I did not see the above major negative topics referenced in your questionnaire. 

By contrast, walking and cycling have numerous health and environmental benefits. 
 

Options and proposals 

• We agree with Highways England that a major new bypass would not provide value for money 

and would exacerbate the problems listed above. 

• We do not wish to see more countryside used for road building. 

• We strongly support an “end to end” high quality, continuous path for cycling and walking. A 

shared facility appears to be on offer and this would be beneficial, though separate facilities for 

walkers and cyclists are preferable especially if the number of users is high.
4
 

 

 

Selmeston - Option 6 

We often approach Selmeston from Common Lane. There is no adequate route at the junction with the 

A27 and the space is dominated by fast  traffic. We turn right along the slip road (marked no entry), 

walking against the oncoming traffic and then use the pavement next to the A27 until we can turn right 

into The Street towards Selmeston Village. 

The forbidding nature of 

the A27 prevents cyclists 

coming east from Middle 

Farm (a popular meeting 

point) or using the A27 

at all. However, some 

cyclists do still ride on 

the A27, and some 

cycling events e.g. Audax 

are routed along it. 

Option 6 does less to encourage more car traffic but the walking and cycle path disappears at Selmeston 

in this option which is unacceptable. Whichever option is chosen, it is essential that arrangements enable 

people to cycle more safely through Selmeston. The speed limit must be reduced to a maximum of 30 

mph at Selmeston if no separate walking and cycling facilities are built. 

                                                 
3
 Air pollution - outdoor air quality and health; In development [GID-PHG92] Expected publication date: June 2017 

https://www.nice.org.uk/guidance/GID-PHG92/documents/draft-guideline 
4 The Dutch CROW manual states when separate footways should be provided. 
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Drusillas Roundabout 

We have used this roundabout many times. 

We strongly support a continuous walking/cycle path. 

We are concerned that the consultation literature constantly refers to “pedestrian crossings” rather than 

the necessary pedestrian and cyclist crossing which are essential. 

Several of the crossings/refuges look much too small to accommodate people and bikes (e.g. the 

crossing/refuge on the eastern arm of the Drusillas roundabout. They should be made bigger. 

Cyclists should not have to dismount at these crossings or at the roundabout. 

Pedestrians and cyclists appear to have no priority at three of the 4 arms of the roundabout and might 

find themselves waiting in the middle of fast traffic streams. 

We recommend the type of roundabout (left) as reported in Local 

Transport Today
5
 being built in Cambridgeshire with the 

assistance of the Dutch Cycling Embassy
6
 with tight geometry to 

reduce vehicle speeds and the provision of a continuous cycle 

lane accessible at all arms. 

Traffic speed reduction would assist pedestrian/cyclist priority at 

Drusillas roundabout. 

The walking and cycle path should link with the facility parallel 

with Station Road, Berwick (C39) and with National Cycle Route 2 

to the Cuckoo Trail. 

The cycling facility is only shown on the southern side of the 

eastern arm of the roundabout, but we would like to see a route 

on both sides. 

 

Wilmington - Option 1 

I have very often waited at the Wilmington junction with a group of cyclists while drivers totally ignore 

our need to cross safely - in fact they speed up to close gaps where we might cross! 

We prefer Option 1 but with the crossings to the east and west of the junction converted to a signalised 

crossing such as a toucan or Pegasus crossing for pedestrians, cyclists and horse riders. 

Option 2 takes up a lot of space and looks convoluted. 

Polegate - Option 10 

We question the enormous cost of upgrading this junction for motor traffic, particularly as offered in 

Option 13 (£28 million). Option 10 has slightly less environmental impact, but will still encourage motor 

traffic which per se has a negative environmental impact. 

The route across the junction for pedestrians/cyclists needs to be clearly visible. At present the crossings 

look disjointed with far too much priority given to motor traffic. 

                                                 
5 Plans for the UK’s first Dutch-style roundabout have been approved by Cambridgeshire County Council’s Economy & 

Environment Committee at the Fendon Road/Queen Edith’s Way roundabout in Cambridge. 

https://www.transportxtra.com/publications/local-transport-today/news/51899/cambridge-to-get-uk-s-first-dutch-style-

roundabout  
6 https://www.dutchcycling.nl/ 
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There need to be signalised crossings correctly phased so that pedestrians and cyclists do not have to 

wait at several points in order to get across the junction. 

There needs to be a cycle path on the west side of the A2270 as well as the east side. 

We need signage and links to walk/cycle from the A27 path to Polegate e.g. the train station without 

having to take a big detour. 

The Cophall Roundabout was hugely over-engineered. Any spur from it to the A27 e.g. at Selmeston 

needs to be ruled out. We oppose the misguided roads agenda, championed by East Sussex County 

Council which has degraded the environment without providing adequate walking and cycling facilities or 

public transport investment e.g. the Bexhill Hastings Link Road at Combe Haven Valley. 

General points for the whole scheme 

• The width of a shared cycling and walking path should be at least 3 metres and preferably more. 

• The surface should be tarmac, not crushed limestone or gravel which cause cyclists to skid. 

• Crossings/refuges should be marked on the plans as being for pedestrians and cyclists. 

• Street signage should also make it clear that crossings are for pedestrians and cyclists. 

• Crossings and refuges should be big enough for several people and bikes. 

• The crossings need much clearer marking so that drivers see them. 

• Cyclists should be able to use crossings without dismounting i.e. no “Cyclist dismount” signs. 

• Traffic should be subject to low speed limits e.g. 30 mph where pedestrians and cyclists are 

present or cross the road 

• Way marking (signage) should be crystal clear for ongoing journeys 

• Conflict between cyclists and pedestrians must be avoided by high quality design. 

• There need to be adequate barriers/ buffer zone between walking and cycling path and traffic. 

We have separately contacted Highways England about our concerns about car/lorry crashes that 

extend across cycle facilities on the A23 and A27. 

• Cyclists need priority over traffic from side roads when travelling straight ahead. 

• We prefer facilities on both sides of the road so that cyclists can avoid the glare from the 

headlights of oncoming traffic and to maximise mobility. 

Standards 

On major roads and dual carriageways,  the form of cycle provision normally preferred should be a 

physically segregated cycle track parallel to the road, with provision made for cyclists to pass under, over, 

around or through major junctions.  

High speed or multi-lane junctions should either have signalised crossing points, ‘early advance’ cyclists’ 

traffic lights, and/or safe and convenient bypass routes, bridges or underpasses, so that cyclists can get 

round or through the junction safely and conveniently in all directions. 

Bridges and tunnels designed to high standards should be provided at appropriate locations to enable 

cyclists and other non-motorised users to cross major roads where potential links on minor roads or off-

road rights of way are currently severed. 

The highest standards of cycle infrastructure should be used in line with international best practice. 

Useful references are a series of design briefings from Cycling UK (CTC) such as “Cycle-friendly design and 

planning: Overview” (extract above)
7
 and Sustrans’ “Handbook for Cycle-Friendly Design”

8
. 

                                                 
7 http://www.cyclinguk.org/sites/default/files/file_public/infrastructure-overview2abrf.pdf 
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In addition to the above points: 

We believe the consultation maps would have been improved by clearly marking railway lines, train 

stations and bus routes so that people can see a more holistic transport picture. 

The way you have calculated the cost benefit ratio needs to be clearly explained. I was able to discuss this 

at one of the exhibitions and have since looked up the Webtag information. Is it correct that a new 

cycling facility cannot accrue a positive benefit with this methodology? 

The greater connectivity with existing cycle routes would bring more benefit to the proposed cycling 

provision. 

We are concerned that the lack of detail about cycling facilities, some inconsistencies in the plans for 

paths and the low cost benefit ratio will mean that that the cycling part of the scheme will be dropped or 

under developed. 

We prefer the neutral term “crash” to “accident” in transport literature. This has been widely adopted. 

We were disappointed to read that no representatives of Cycling UK were invited to the initial 

stakeholder meeting in April 2016. I recommend that you invite them to similar meetings where their 

expertise would be of great value. 

I spoke to one of your colleagues about a surface treatment for bike paths that absorbs sunlight and then 

lights up at night. This has been used in Poland and Holland. Something similar may be of use in the UK.
9
 

(Photo below). 

 

 

We hope you will take our points into consideration. 

Yours sincerely, 

 

 

 

 

Becky Reynolds 

 

Campaigns Officer & News Editor, Bricycles, the Brighton and Hove Cycling Campaign 

www.bricycles.org.uk www.facebook.com/Bricycles and twitter.com/Bricycles 

Cycling UK campaigner, Brighton and Hove www.cyclinguk.org/ 

                                                                                                                                                                             
8 http://www.sustrans.org.uk/sites/default/files/file_content_type/sustrans_handbook_for_cycle-friendly_design_11_04_14.pdf 
9 http://www.ecowatch.com/solar-powered-bike-path-poland-2031343702.html 
 


