
Alternative LTC Route Proposal
(submitted by Robin Beard)

Please find attached my submission of an alternative route for the Lower Thames Crossing.

Most of this submission consists of annotated maps, which go into detail on the various differences 
between my own design, and that of the officially proposed route submitted by National Highways 
themselves.  I hope that my annotations will be easy enough to understand – but for the purposes of 
clarity, the maps are as follows:

Map 01 – an outline of National Highways' proposal, and some of its shortcomings;

Map 02 – an outline of my own route, and some of its advantages;

Map 03 – comparison between how the two routes connect the LTC to the A13 eastbound;

Map 04 – comparison between how the two routes connect the A13 westbound to the LTC;

Map 05 – comparison between how the two routes connect the LTC to the A1089 southbound;

Map 06 – comparison between how the two routes connect the A1089 northbound to the LTC;

Map 07 – comparison showing how many other roads need to be re-aligned to build each route;

Map 08 – detail on a potentially dangerous road, contained within National Highways' design;

Map 09 – detail of the Orsett Fen, showing how the two routes deal with the risk of flooding;

Map 10 – detail of the proposed junction at Tilbury, & advocating for the Tilbury Link Road

Map 11 – an alternative version of my route, just in case my original proposal causes weaving;

Map 12 – an improved version of my route, providing free-flowing access to and from the east;

Map 13 – the ultimate version of my route, providing free-flowing access for both east and west.

In addition to these maps, there is one other point that I would like to make: that although National 
Highways considered a great many route options for the LTC, at no point did they ever consider 
the route that I am suggesting!  Submission 7.2, the Planning Statement, outlines in detail how 
National Highways sought to whittle down the various routes, in order to find the one that would 
meet the scheme's objectives the best... but they somehow managed to overlook my route entirely, 
which is tragic, because it seems to me to be the obvious best choice!

Some of the routes that they considered did overlap with mine in places (for example route C5, as 
shown in Plate 5.4 of the Planning Statement, as well as route C18, from Plate 5.9 of the Planning 
Statement, and of course Route 4, as put forward during the 2016 Public Consultation).  However, 
none of these routes were the same as mine... and they were all ultimately disqualified because of 
flaws that they had elsewhere along their routes, the parts that overlapped with my suggested route 
were always beyond reproach!

National Highways then made sure to re-evaluate all of their routes at various stages throughout the 



development process, to make sure that the route they were using was still the best one available... 
but section 5.14.4 of submission 4.1, the Statement of Reasons, clearly shows that when they did 
this, they only ever considered “all the options previously presented”... which of course did not 
include my route, since it was never on the table!  And so they just kept re-examining the same 
lacklustre routes, over and over, and concluded each time that the one they had chosen was still the 
best route there was... when in fact there was a better route right under their noses the whole time, 
and they just never noticed!

I think this represents a major oversight on the part of National Highways, and it casts doubt over 
the entire route selection process... but what makes it even worse is that I suggested my route to 
them in 2018, at the Public Consultation that year, and I was told that it was too late for them to 
make such a major change to the design... they seemed somewhat interested in my suggestion, but 
they simply did not have the authority to change the route at that point.  

In essence, because my route was not considered early on, it was effectively 'locked out' of the 
whole process, and could not be considered at a later date, even if it turned out to be the superior 
choice!  And so, because of an oversight a decade ago, the design for the Lower Thames Crossing 
was doomed from the start... but don't take my word for it, look at my maps and judge for yourself!
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