
IS THE “TRUTH” OF BUILDING A ROAD SOMETHING DIFFERENT?

In case you find that question a little puzzling, perhaps a little explanation is required.
In the failed Wealden 2019 plan it  clearly stated that substantial development in the South of
Wealden was dependent  on the improvement  of  the A27 road along the coast,  especially  the
section between Polegate and Lewes.
Now we all know that the granting of Planning Permission has continued unabated in spite of no
improvements to that road, though improvement works have now started. So maybe that sounds
not at all joined up?
HOWEVER in the background, a covert group of business people and politicians, including local
MPs, have been meeting to plan and push forward a COMPLETELY NEW A27 road. That is, an
additional dual-carriageway road visible from the South Downs, cutting across the South of the
Weald, costing billions of pounds, and giving an estimated journey time reduction of……...just 8
minutes!
Among the people pushing for this are Gatwick Airport, saying it would “strengthen their case for a
second  runway  expansion”  (though  the  Government  has  stated  that  Heathrow  would  be  it’s
expansion choice, and following Covid, it seems quite possible that such an expansion has in any
case gone back a number of years, if indeed it happens at all).
Local MPS have made the case that the improvement is needed to support population expansion,
however Office of  National  Statistics (ONS)  figures  predict  only  minor population expansion in
areas like Wealden, and an increase in the percentage of residents being older, and therefore NOT
needing to commute. So not really compelling yet.
When a Government and a local authority like Wealden have declared a climate emergency, it
seems perverse to be pushing for such a project (Leaders of both Wealden District Council and East
Sussex County Council have been heavily involved in the group pushing for the new road). After all,
land disturbance and construction  are  VERY  carbon-intensive  and moves  should be to  reduce
traffic movement in the long term
So the question is, are there other motives at work here?
WASP have always questioned why government planning targets imposed on Wealden push for a
36% increase in housing stock over 20 years whilst ONS population projections only put population
growth at around 10%?
To build a big road, you have to have a business case. In the end, everything has to be justified in a
financial formula. Previous attempts to build such a road apparently stalled because the financial
case could not be built in such a way that a benefit could be demonstrated.
Calculations have suggested that the benefit case CAN be demonstrated “if the road was serving
around an additional 10,000 residential properties”.
Is  this  an  alternative  reason  why  the  south  of  Wealden  is  seeing  such  Planning  permission
pressure?
Some may say this is only conjecture. But housing development above the level that seems to be
justifiable  by all  figures,  versus a business case for a  road that potentially needs thousands of
additional properties to make it viable – what’s a person to think?
WASP have written to the Government and asked why Wealden is being given such a large target
to build houses against the evidence. We have had no response.
We have written to local MPS Huw Merriman and Nus Ghani. Mr Merriman has not responded. Ms
Ghani  states  that  Planning  is  the responsibility  of  Wealden District  Council  and  she can’t  get
involved.
Though it seems she can get involved in the planning of new roads?
We have asked the questions. We need the answers.



SHOULD WASP launch a campaign of mass mailing (all our followers and all we can muster on
social media) to write to MPs?
Should we launch a petition to ask the government to answer?
BOTH???


