
None of these suggestions will compensate for the fact that the 
capacity of the existing road is inadequate.  Underpasses are unlikely 
to be cost-effective, and flyovers are unacceptable on grounds of 
landscape impact and atmospheric and noise pollution.  Previous 
consultations have shown that options improving through flow at 
junctions can only be achieved at the expense of constraints on local 
traffic.  All of these suggestions are likely to result in restrictions on 
access between settlements south of the A27 and Chichester, and 
access to and from the A27 for traffic from the Manhood peninsula 
and the City.

Recent road works have shown that no solution based on changes to 
the current route could be achieved without near-paralysis of both 
through and local traffic for many months.

We note that plans for large numbers of additional houses south of 
the A27 will only exacerbate the problem.   In that context some of 
these proposals might make sense as an improvement to the existing 
road, but only after the underlying problem of lack of capacity on 
the A27 has been addressed by the provision of an alternative route 
for through traffic.



First suggestion does not provide a solution to the problem.  The concept has 
already been overwhelmingly rejected when it was presented as Option 2 in 
the previous consultation.  It only provides a better route for the Manhood 
peninsula for traffic to and from the west, and will encourage through traffic 
to ‘rat-run’ using totally unsuitable roads further east.

Second suggestion – it is difficult to see how this can be achieved without 
widespread disruption to the existing community.  It proposes an even longer 
route than the existing A27, and fails to provide any segregation between local 
and through traffic.  It does not provide any mitigation for the existing 
Portfield junction.

Third suggestion – a realistic solution which should provide a good 
cost/benefit ratio.  We are particularly supportive of any suggestion which 
provides clear separation between local and through traffic by providing a 
route for though traffic which is by design the more attractive option.  
Pollution of all kinds – noise, light and atmospheric – is a matter of concern.  
We believe that this suggestion, which should deliver uninterrupted traffic 
flow, would be particularly helpful in minimising the aggravated effect of ‘stop-
start’ traffic on atmospheric pollution, as well as giving scope to address other 
forms of pollution. 

Fourth suggestion – another realistic solution which has many of the 
attractions of the previous one.  The addition of another junction may be 
attractive to those travelling to and from the north of the city, but this may 
reduce safety benefits as well as attracting local traffic.

Fifth suggestion – shorter distance may tempt through traffic to take this 
route, which will result in another route with all the disadvantages of the 
existing A27.  Of no use to existing local traffic south of the city.

Sixth suggestion – difficult to see the benefit of this compared with the fourth 
suggestion, since it does not alleviate the Portfield junction problem and 
would appear to run through an area already planned for housing 
development.



All of these suggestions would be desirable 
improvements, but even if all of them were 
implemented they would have no discernible impact 
on the problems of the existing A27.



While most of these suggestions may provide 
a marginal improvement in the quality of life 
for local residents, even taken in totality they 
will do nothing to alleviate the problems of 
the existing A27.  We remain very uneasy at 
any suggestion to prioritise HGVs and good 
vehicles at junctions, because we do not 
believe it can be managed without detriment 
to the flow of other traffic.


