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Minutes A27 Arundel Bypass Scheme 

Title:  A27 Arundel Bypass Elected Representatives’ Forum 

Date:  28 February 2022 Time: 
18:00-
20:00 

Location: 
Arundel Town Hall, 
BN18 9AD   

Attendees:  

Sandra Fryer (SF) – Independent Chair 

Cllr Trevor Bence (Cllr TB) – West Sussex County Council  

Cllr Shaun Gunner (Cllr SG) – Arun District Council  

Cllr Grant Roberts (Cllr GR) – Arun District Council  

Cllr Tony Hunt (Cllr TH) – Arundel Town Council  

Cllr Angela Standing (Cllr AS) - Arundel Town Council  

Cllr Suzanne Clark (Cllr SC)– Walberton Parish Council  

Cllr Andrew Vawer (Cllr AV)– Walberton Parish Council  

Cllr Andrew Ratcliffe (Cllr AR) – Walberton Parish Council  

Cllr Peter Fenton (Cllr PF) – Slindon Parish Council  

Cllr Jan Rees (Cllr JR) – Slindon Parish Council 

Cllr Sam Langmead (Cllr SL) – Lyminster Parish Council 

Cllr Bryan Curtis (Cllr BC) – Poling Village Council 

Tim Burr (TB) – Member at South Downs National Park Authority 

 

Observers:   

Darryl Hemmings (DH)– Transport Planning & Policy Manager at 
West Sussex County Council  

Roger Spencer (RS) – Arun District Council  

Vicki Colwell (VC) – Principal Planning Officer at South Downs 
National Park Authority  

Derek Waller (DW) - Arundel Town Council Flood Advisor 

 

Project 
Team:  

 

Mark Hepburn (MH) – Linkconnex, Project Director  

Rhys Mander (RM) – Linkconnex 

Alan Feeney (AF) – Linkconnex  

Paul Boughen (PB) – Linkconnex  

Akasya Guner (AG) – Linkconnex  

Merwin Man (MM) – National Highways  

Peter Philips (PP) – National Highways  

 

 

Apologies:  

Andrew Jackson (AJ) – National Highways, Senior Project Manager  

Andrew Griffith (AG MP) MP – MP for Arundel and South Downs 

Cllr Joy Dennis (Cllr JD) – West Sussex County Council  

Cllr Gary Markwell (Cllr GM) – West Sussex County Council  

Sarah Linfield (SL) – Slindon Parish Council  

Michelle Taylor (MT)– Senior Constituency Researcher for Andrew 
Griffith MP 

Alun Alesbury (AA) – Member at South Downs National Park 

 

Circulation 
List: 

 Attendees  
 

Meeting 
Organiser: 

 
Akasya Guner – Linkconnex  
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Minutes A27 Arundel Bypass Scheme 

 

No. Item 

Action 

(by 
whom, 
by 
when) 

1. Welcome and Introductions   

 The Independent Chair welcomed all attendees.  

2. Minutes and Actions  

 SF recapped the previous minutes and actions. These are available online 
on the A27 Arundel Bypass National Highways website. There were no 
comments on the minutes, which were accepted.  
The in-person preview event date took place on January 17th 2022 at 
Arundel Town Hall.  
  
It was confirmed that LCX/NH have had a follow-up meeting with West 
Sussex County Council (WSCC) and councillors on 3rd February 2022 to 
provide an update on the dialogue and outcome regarding meetings with 
Hooe Farm.  

 

3. Today’s session and meeting conduct  

 The Independent Chair set out the meeting conduct.  

4. Wellbeing moment  

 Following on from recent stormy conditions, the Forum was informed about 
how to stay safe before, during and after a storm.  

 

5. Programme Update   

 The Linkconnex Project Director, MH, provided an update on the 
programme and the Forum was reminded that Statutory Consultation was 
closing on 8th March 2022. MH noted that NH are collating feedback and will 
be in a better position to consider the date of DCO (Development Consent 
Order) submission as this analysis matures. 

 

6. Update on key issues during Statutory Consultation   

 MH presented an update on the key issues including traffic in Walberton, 
downgrading the existing A27 and considerations regarding Ford Road. 
Statutory consultation had underlined concerns regarding traffic around 
Walberton. AF stressed the importance of modelling and commented that 
this modelling work is ongoing. MH stated that NH/LCX will be engaging 
with West Sussex County Council regarding potential mitigations or 
solutions to a very important issue. 

 

 In relation to Walberton and the Fontwell roundabouts, Cllr GR requested 
that traffic mitigation information related to Walberton is shared with the 
Forum.  

 

Cllr GR further commented that it would be difficult to come to an informed 
view without this information. MH confirmed that NH/LCX need to finalise 
this information first. It was noted that NH have traffic mitigation measures 
related to Walberton to propose, however information was not sufficiently 
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mature to share at present. PP commented that funding was being sought 
for a pre-feasibility study of the Fontwell junctions to understand the traffic  

mitigation options, but at the time of the meeting, funding had not been 
confirmed. 

 

It was discussed and agreed that traffic modelling information should be 
communicated as far as practicable before submission of the DCO. The 
Forum was reminded that the NH/LCX teams will work in the first instance 
with the technical officers. SF commented that it remained important for 
there to be collaborative working between technical officers and elected 
councillors on these issues. SF commented that a further period of 
consultation may be required due to a perceived lack of detail being shared 
during the statutory consultation.  

 

Cllr TB stated that he did not understand why traffic flows are based on 
reducing access and stated that all congestion would flow into the existing 
Fontwell roundabouts and rat run through Fontwell Avenue. He also 
reiterated that he does not feel NH/LCX can proceed to DCO with these 
questions outstanding.  

 

SF questioned why this traffic modelling was not readily available, stating 
that officers need to work with technical officers more closely. This was 
noted by the project team. 

  
Cllr TB commented that new homes were being developed in Arun and that 
there was not enough access onto the new bypass route for new and 
existing communities, he stated that he did not understand how reducing 
access and egress points could benefit commercial industries. 
A question was asked regarding housing development numbers in Arun. Cllr 
SG commented that 11,000 new homes are needed in Arun over the next 5 
years, as stated in the local plan for Arun District Council (ADC), with an 
expectation of 1,300 homes being built per year in Arun District. 
 
Cllr GR raised a query around housing development numbers in Arun on the 
subject of Ford Road, stating that NH/LCX are working on the incorrect 
figure (705); stating that the correct figure is in the thousands. 
 
Cllr AV queried when this issue would be addressed and further questioned 
how the lower figure of 705 had been arrived at. 
Cllr TB commented that the expectation of 1,200 new homes per year in 
Arun has now increased to 1,300 homes per year. 
 
Following this discussion, SF urged collaborative discussion between 
technical officers and elected members.  
 

 

 MH explained that feedback on Ford Road has been focused on reducing 
traffic congestion at the Arundel end of Ford Road. DH and RS confirmed 
that WSCC and ADC had jointly commissioned a study to look at the 
feasibility study of a potential junction at Ford Road; further decisions on this 
were not yet made. 
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RS stated that the methodology of Ford Road needs to be connected going 
forwards and should align between Arun District Council and National 
Highways.  
 
The project team anticipated that they would be able to provide more 
information about Ford Road in due course. DH made reference to the DfT 
past housing delivery trends and how local plans form part of the core 
assessment however, it was noted that sensitivity tests should be used to 
form part of this discussion. 
 
Cllr GR requested for it to be minuted that he would like to understand how 
many houses being developed locally would justify the inclusion of the Ford 
Road junction into the Scheme.  
Action: Project Team to respond on this point and provide a response 
to the Forum which considers the indicative number of houses which 
would need to be built in order to ‘justify’ a junction at Ford Road. 
 
Post meeting note - junction modelling work taking into account DP growth 
is ongoing by WSCC and will be reviewed by NH when available. 
 
Cllr SC questioned whether NH/LCX can allow for, or show, a junction at 
Ford Road in the DCO submission.  
MH reiterated that this Forum is an opportunity to update; NH/LCX do not 
have this information to share at this stage. 
 
Post meeting note – to confirm, the Ford Rd junction is not part of the 
current scheme and so will not be included in the DCO submission.  
 
SF outlined the planning process and reiterated that if the will is to have a 
bypass with access points, it is better to understand this now. SF also again 
pointed out that in her view, more detail may be required. 
 

 Cllr TB pointed out that figures of £70m, 100m and 700m had previously 
been produced to quantify the economic benefits of the scheme. He said 
that there was no quantification of the ‘commercial advantage’ and asked 
how a view on economic benefit can be taken when so many varied figures 
have previously been quoted? 
 
In relation to Mill Road and Slindon traffic to Walberton, Cllr TB said there 
were no mitigations from NH and asked what NH are doing to achieve the 
traffic mitigations. 
 

MH stated that although NH/LCX would like to share traffic mitigation 
information, it is not currently possible or appropriate to share the data 
currently held whilst the data and modelling is ‘work in progress’ and liable 
to change as the detail of the scheme is refined.  

 
Cllr BC queried the consequences of a delay to the Scheme.  
Action: To confirm and respond back by the next Forum about 
consequences of a delayed Scheme.  
 
It was explained by DH and VC how Local Authorities (LA) can contribute to 
a DCO and provide feedback. There was also further discussion about Ford 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

NH / 
LCX 
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Road junction and MH explained that the junction is not demonstrating 
Value for Money (VfM) and is not currently supported within the project. 
 
Cllr TB stated that NH/LCX are working on guidelines which do not align 
with the future and questioned the commercial benefit of the scheme. He 
stated that there is no quantification of the commercial benefit and there are 
several figures in the public domain for economic benefit. Cllr TB also 
expressed that the Scheme was going to cost WSCC money and queried 
how decisions can be made going forward when there are apparent 
discrepancies. He also questioned what NH are proposing to mitigate traffic. 
MH responded that NH/LCX would like to share this information, however, 
are not yet in a position to do so currently. 
 

 Cllr SG questioned why Ford Road junction is not required. MH responded 
that it is not Value for Money (VfM) and therefore not currently supported by 
a business case. Cllr SG also queried when the Forum could view the traffic 
model. AF confirmed that LCX need to check when the traffic model can be 
shared. 
Action: LCX to check and confirm to the Forum when the traffic model 
can be shared.  
 

 
 
 
 
 
LCX  

 Cllr TB commented that 4800 homes being developed does not make an 
impact to Ford Road junction and queried the reasons behind this, and 
added that he had also raised this at the first and second Forum meetings 
also. He requested it minuted that he would like an explanation about where 
the figure of 1500 houses (in the flyover video) was derived from, why we 
had not accepted the 4000 figure, and why this figure does not affect the 
Benefit Cost Ratio (BCR). 
Action: NH/LCX to explain the figure difference and why this has not 
impacted the BCR. 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

NH / 
LCX 

  
Cllr GR requested it be minuted that the ERF has previously discussed 
making meetings public, and that a part of the rationale for NH refusing this 
request was so that the Forum could discuss sensitive subjects in a private 
setting. With this in mind, Cllr GR asked why the Forum cannot have 
information such as the traffic models and development forecasts shared 
with them and expressed frustration that this information was not currently 
being shared.  
 

 

 On the topic of downgrading the existing A27, MH explained that there is an 
aspiration to improve east-west connectivity. Cllr BC stated NH should share 
more information regarding the costs of downgrading and their plans for 
going forward, for example cycling facilities. Cllr TB added that WSCC will 
not be able to invest in the de-trunking.  
 
Cllr SC questioned whether Walberton could be included in the de-trunking 
plans and discussions. Cllr BC also asked whether the construction of the 
A284 extension has been factored into NH’s plans where the Scheme meets 
Crossbush. 
The project team noted these points and committed to continued partnership 
working with the Forum as the downgrading plans develop further. MH 
confirmed that stakeholder meetings were being organised. 
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7. Statutory Consultation update  

 Linkconnex Stakeholder Engagement Team leader, PB provided an update 
on the statistics emerging out of Statutory Consultation so far, giving an 
overview of the types and levels of engagement during the consultation 
period, outlining where NH/LCX are in the process and the next steps going 
forward. 

 

8.  Consultation feedback so far   

 The process of approaching consultation feedback, its analysis and 
incorporation into the consultation report was explained by PB, who also 
presented a high-level overview of themes emerging from the analysis, and 
reminded the Forum that results are not fully representative at this point. Cllr 
TB queried about the most prevalent post codes appearing through 
consultation responses. PB confirmed two post codes of significance.  

Post-meeting note: PB shared the presentation slides which had information 
about the breakdown of consultation responses by post code where they were 
requested. 

 

Cllr AV requested it minuted that he expressed concern over receiving timely 
answers to questions emailed into the NH inbox. He requested answers to be 
provided the week commencing Monday 28th March 2022, stating that the 
lack of response was preventing residents from submitting their formal 
consultation response. There was discussion about extending the opportunity 
for comments if timely responses were not received.  

Action: To respond to Cllr AV about when NH/LCX will get back with an 
answer, and provide responses to the questions asked. 

Post meeting note - a response to the correspondence received from Cllr 
Vawer at Walberton Parish Council dated 14th February 2022 was sent on 4th 
March 2022.  

 

Cllr GR questioned that if NH do not provide a response within a certain 
time period, would NH extend the opportunity for comments. MH confirmed 
that the project team would take this point away. 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
NH / 
LCX 
 

  

Cllr GR felt that aspects of the Scheme, for example Ford Road junction are 
left unanswered and expressed dissatisfaction with the process and did not 
feel he could represent his community as an Elected Member.  

 

Cllr GR requested that it be minuted that: he did not feel confident in how NH 
manage the process; over the last three years in his opinion he has witnessed 
a lack of transparency in the approach to the Forum; in his view the approach 
taken to the Forum’s role had significant room for improvement; the level of 
quality assurance and oversight to the Scheme has been lacking; the 
consequence of this process was that impacts on communities are too great 
and benefits are too low, and the Scheme is and will be significantly over 
budget.  
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Cllr PF asked when the full analysis would be given to the Planning 
Inspectorate. PB confirmed that our responses to analysis will be presented 
in the consultation report.  

 

Cllr GR also questioned if NH/LCX felt that questions were being unanswered 
at the public events. MH and PB confirmed that this is not the case and such 
instances are in the minority. DH reminded the Forum that this is not the last 
opportunity to comment on the consultation, as it is possible to register as an 
interested party.  

Cllr AS added that she received a prompt response to her questions from NH. 

 

Cllr TB queried the depth of knowledge within the team and felt that councillor 
questions could not be answered at a recent previous meeting.  

 

Following discussion on the WSCC response to the statutory consultation, 
DH commented that there was not enough time for NH to provide any further 
feedback on the draft response to cabinet report and this will be given after 
statutory consultation.  

 

9.  The programme  

 PB confirmed that the DCO submission consultation report will provide 
responses to the consultation feedback received.  

Cllr SC asked when the responses will be presented – PB confirmed that the 
DCO submission report will provide this.  

 

MH added that in the next Forum meeting, NH/LCX aim to present meaningful 
data, particularly around traffic in Walberton, with an update on conclusions 
emerging from this. The timescale of responses being presented was queried 
and the project team committed to keep in touch and provide an update at the 
next Forum meeting.  

 

10. Future forum meetings  

 A meeting in May 2022 was proposed – date and location to be confirmed.  

Action: NH/LCX to decide on a date for the next Forum in May. 

NH / 
LCX 

 Further opportunity for questions  

 Cllr SG stated that he felt the Scheme is needed for the South East and 
Arundel, but was not certain of the benefits for Arun and Walberton. He 
commented on a lack of partnership and information being provided and 
queried whether it is normal procedure to provide such limited information, as 
it was noted that this can impact decision making.  

 

MH confirmed the level of information being presented is normal. RM 
reiterated this level of information is sufficient for a Statutory Consultation in 
advance of a DCO. DH added that this is a preliminary design and not a 
submission.  
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Cllr TH queried flood risk and the mitigations required between NH and the 
Environment Agency and made reference to conflicts in the project between 
flood risk and the floodplain viaduct and therefore requested an update on our 
work on flooding. 

 

RM stated that there are ongoing discussions, whereby the flood model would 
be submitted in May. The Environment Agency will review and approve the 
flood model prior to DCO submission.  

It was also discussed if Arundel Town Council (ATC) can be a party of the 
draft report, in addition to viewing it. Cllr TH noted that the Environment 
Agency state flood risk is possible, however NH do not. VC confirmed that 
interested parties can register to take part in future stages of the process, for 
example the Planning Inspectorate examination of the application. 

Action: NH/LCX to provide an answer to Cllr TH about ATC being a party 
to the Environment Agency flood risk report.  

Post meeting note - ATC will be invited to be a party to the draft report.  

 

Cllr SC reminded the Forum that NH are not asking for a vote and that it is 
important for the Forum to provide feedback, and commented on the lack of 
clarity over economic impact and figures. DH stated that ADC commissioned 
a piece of work with a methodology which differed from that used by NH. BH’s 
view was that it was therefore not consistent with NH’s submission and 
created a figure of £700 million.  

  
RS added that the report was produced to understand the benefits of just a 
‘bypass’, and not over a particular route. Cllr SG commented that the £700 
million figure is not wholly economic benefits alone. MH responded stating 
that NH and LCX are aiming to provide the best solutions within constraints.  
 

Post-meeting note - The latest information to be released from National 
Highways on economic impacts can be viewed here in our Combined 
Modelling and Appraisal Report (2019): 
https://highwaysengland.citizenspace.com/he/a27-arundel-bypass-further-
consultation/supporting_documents/Combined_Modelling_and_Appraisal_R
eport_ComMA.pdf  

 

Cllr TB stated that the Scheme would be forming rat runs with the lack of 
access and egress points. MM responded with a designated funds update 
stating that a separate walking and cycling study, independent of the scheme, 
is being undertaken as part of a feasibility study. Cllr SL added that driving 
down a private driveway is not well received and that NH/LCX must engage 
with all interested stakeholders. Cllr SC asked for further detail on biodiversity 
net gain. MM confirmed that 10% biodiversity net gain is the Scheme 
objective, and an additional 14% is what NH hope to achieve, totalling to 24%.  

 

Cllr SG questioned why we cannot fund the Ford Road junction and MM 
confirmed that this is because it is not part of designated funds.  

 

Cllr AS queried how we can put the National Park above the community and 
the route selection. TB commented that public bodies have a statutory 
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obligation to have regard to the special status of National Parks and VC 
confirmed that the Scheme is bound by legislation and national policy. 

 

NEXT MEETING 

Date: 16th May 
2022 

Time: 18:00 – 
19:30 

Location: Arundel 
Town Hall, 
BN18 9AP 

 

 

 

 

  


