
Please stand up for the  

South Downs 
National Park 



Under threat from a new road 

Highways England is currently consulting on its proposal 

for a new route for the A27. This booklet tells you why 

two of the new routes being considered are very 

damaging, and why you should object to them before the 

16th October deadline.   

   Options 3 and 5A would cross the Arun Valley here. 

   Silver-washed fritillary 

Two damaging routes 

Options 3 and 5A both represent totally new routes 

through the South Downs National Park and would 

severely damage ancient woodlands and in the case 

of route 5A, the village of Binsted and its parkland. 

Option 1 is less damaging as it largely follows the 

route of the existing road.  



How do I raise my concerns? 

By replying to the online consultation you can tell 

Highways England what you think of their plans to 

locate a new road through a National Park, its 

woods and parkland. The consultation documents 

can be read and replied to at:  

www.highways.gov.uk/a27arundel  

Please remember that the deadline is Monday 16th 

October.  

A National Park for the people 

National Parks arose out of the desire of people to 

escape the grime of cities. They are our inheritance 

and were set up for young and old to enjoy the 

beauty of unspoilt nature. Ancient woods are an 

irreplaceable part of the South Downs National 

Park. 

By good fortune, bluebells grow better in English woods than 

anywhere else in the world. (Nature Conservation, Marren 2002) 

   Crown copyright, Open Government Licence 

http://www.highways.gov.uk/a27arundel


The National Park’s purposes 

Highways England has a duty to have regard to the 

purposes of the National Park which are: to 

conserve and enhance the natural beauty, wildlife 

and cultural heritage of the Park; and to promote 

opportunities for the understanding and enjoyment 

of the special qualities of the Park by the public. 

Choosing option 3 or 5A would violate this duty 

given that option 1 is available and is recognised by 

Highways England as being less damaging.  

   Large Emerald moth 

Binsted Wood: an opportunity for the public to enjoy the special 

qualities of the National Park.  



Diverse, inspirational landscapes 

Options 3 and 5A wouldn’t just fragment woodland in 

the area. Parkland with splendid veteran trees, the 

setting of Binsted village and the River Arun all inspire 

visitors, and  those who live in the National Park.  

A rich variety of  wildlife 

Home to many Biodiversity Action Plan species such 

as Adders, 12 species of bat and Barn Owls, the area 

also hosts internationally important wildlife such as 

the Zoned Rosette fungus which is perhaps more 

common in English parks than anywhere else in the 

world.  

Adders, a Biodiversity Action Plan species, live in the 

small heathland clearings of the woods. 

A Green Tiger Beetle captures the imagination when it 

lands with a flash of colour.   



Tranquil and unspoilt 

places 

In a busy area such as the South East, 

the quiet sanctuary offered by the 

National Park is appreciated by  both 

residents and visitors. This serenity 

would be destroyed along the route of 3 and 5A and 

would undermine the peaceful nature of the 

surrounding areas. Part of the South Downs National 

Park is now designated as one of only two 

International Dark Sky Reserves in England and a new  

major road would adversely affect this too.  

The National Parks have 

shown that the way 

forward is for balance 

and not exploitation 

(such as using  a 

convenient route for a 

road) and option 1 

would provide some 

sort of compromise.  
Glow worm, a Biodiversity 

Action Plan species. 
   Morning mist in Tortington Common. 



Great opportunities for 

recreation and learning 

The village, parkland and woods of Binsted are 

easily accessed from Arundel and are used by 

walkers, cyclists, horse riders and young people 

discovering the countryside for themselves. Options 

3 and 5A would severely reduce the freedom  

currently afforded to those using and appreciating 

this part of the National Park. 

Enjoying and learning about Binsted Park. Early-purple Orchid, Binsted Wood. 



Rich cultural heritage 

A complex series of paths, Iron Age earthworks, and 

even a Roman road connect the village of Binsted to 

its woods. Today local people still use the woods for 

woodland craft such as the coppice at Noor Wood.   

Read more at: 

https://www.southdowns.gov.uk/wp-content/

uploads/2017/02/A-village-on-the-edge-Binsted-

Woods-LiDAR-and-the-Arundel-bypass.pdf 

 

   Hazel coppice in Binsted wood.  

Old Scotland Lane, the medieval track leading from Arundel to the 

Moot Mound.   

https://www.southdowns.gov.uk/wp-content/uploads/2017/02/A-village-on-the-edge-Binsted-Woods-LiDAR-and-the-Arundel-bypass.pdf
https://www.southdowns.gov.uk/wp-content/uploads/2017/02/A-village-on-the-edge-Binsted-Woods-LiDAR-and-the-Arundel-bypass.pdf
https://www.southdowns.gov.uk/wp-content/uploads/2017/02/A-village-on-the-edge-Binsted-Woods-LiDAR-and-the-Arundel-bypass.pdf


Would routes 3 and 5A bring any 

real benefits? 

Highways England has acknowledged that all options 

would increase the amount of traffic along the already 

congested A27 either side of Arundel (such as at the 

Fontwell roundabout) in comparison to a “do nothing” 

scenario. Furthermore, there would be little benefit to 

people living within the National Park (the largest effect 

would be a 33% decrease  in traffic on the A29 for 5A). 

Highways England has estimated that journey times 

on the A27 would be improved by only 4—10 

minutes with little difference between option 1 and 

the more damaging 3 and 5A (max. 3 minutes 

difference).  

Such small improvements would not meaningfully  

enhance the social and economic wellbeing of local 

communities within or outside the National Park 

and would certainly not outweigh the irreplaceable 

loss to the Park.  

   Mosses growing on an earthwork bank in Binsted Wood. 

   Peacock butterfly  



Thank you for standing up for the South Downs 

National Park and opposing options 3 and 5A in the 

consultation at: 

www.highways.gov.uk/a27arundel  

This booklet was written by Alexander Henderson of 

Birmingham, B15 3JY. All photographs were taken in 

Binsted, on or very close to routes 3 and 5A.  

alhenderson100@gmail.com 

Twitter: @alhenderson100 

 

   Ragged Robin in a wet part of Tortington Common.  

   Veteran oak in Binsted Park. Spot the Purple Emperor butterfly! 

http://www.highways.gov.uk/a27arundel


Please email Highways England before October 16th to let them know your concerns using the 
address:  
 
A27ArundelBypass@highwaysengland.co.uk 
 
Please include your and name and address (at least the postcode). An example letter is attached 
below for you to use. 

 

 

Dear Highways England, 

I would like to comment on the three options put forward for a new A27 bypass at Arundel. I 

strongly object to options 3 and 5A due to their highly detrimental impact on the South Downs 

National Park and the setting of Arundel.  

Both options 3 and 5A would have a major and outrageous impact on ancient woodland which is an 

integral and irreplaceable part of the South Downs National Park. Fragmentation of the wood into 

two by option 3 would cause irreversible damage, which is home to rare and internationally 

important wildlife such as Bechstein’s Bat. Option 5A would also cause totally unacceptable loss to 

the rich wildlife in the area including many species of conservation importance such as Dormice 

which utilise the hedgerows outside of the main woodland block.  

The South Downs National Park is not just locally important, it is an inheritance for the whole nation. 

It is imperative that any decision respects the need to conserve the natural beauty, wildlife and 

cultural heritage of the Park. Binsted Park with its splendid veteran trees, the setting of Binsted 

village and the River Arun all inspire visitors and those who live in the National Park. The iconic view 

of Arundel from the river with a backdrop of woods and downs would also be spoilt by options 3 and 

5A.  

Binsted, its woods and parkland are tranquil and unspoilt places. This serenity would be destroyed 

along the route of 3 and 5A and would undermine the peaceful nature of the surrounding areas. The 

area currently has great opportunities for recreation and learning. The village, parkland and woods 

of Binsted are easily accessed from Arundel and are used by walkers, cyclists, horse riders and young 

people discovering the countryside for themselves. Options 3 and 5A would severely reduce the 

freedom currently given to those using and appreciating this part of the National Park.  

Both options 3 and 5A would also damage the rich cultural heritage of Binsted with its complex 

series of paths, Iron Age earthworks and Roman road. The woodland shaws to the south of the 

woods show the interlinked history of the woods and farming; today local people still use the woods 

for woodland craft such as the coppice at Noor Wood.  

One of the scheme’s objectives is to deliver a scheme that minimises environmental impact and 

protect and enhance the quality of the surrounding environment; it is clear that neither option 3 nor 

5A can deliver this and that option 1 would be considerably less damaging. 

However, the information available regarding option 1 is incomplete and does not fully incorporate 

all transport options over the wider area of the A27. I would like to ask for a new consultation which 

includes a tunnel option and the “new purple route” involving a more integrated approach to 

transport and other measures to reduce traffic in Arundel.   

 


