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Introduction  

Transition Town Lewes was formed in 2007 as a positive 
grassroots response to climate change, peak oil, resource 
depletion and economic contraction. One of our four aims is 
to create an Energy Descent Action Plan (EDAP), a vision 
for Lewes in 2030, when the transition away from fossil 
fuels has nearly been completed in a managed, 
collaborative, positive way. Our premise is that life with less 
fossil fuel will be radically different, and in fact far 
preferable, to that at present. We may create our EDAP in 
2011, and we hope that it will have parallel solutions to 
those in LDCôs Core Strategy. Which is why a small group of 
us has spent considerable time preparing our response. 
 
The TTL LDF group acknowledges the effort and huge amount of work undertaken by 
Lewes District Council (LDC) in drafting the LDF and welcomes the consultation of the draft 
Core Strategy documents. However, the process needs to be more inclusive, if the LDF 
plans to be as far-reaching as the situation requires. Given that fundamental behaviour 
change for the population of the District will be key to making any plan acce ptable to the 
majority and capable of achieving its aims, we propose that TTL and other local groups act 
to engage at the grassroots level to complement similar activity from LDC ( e.g. The 
Sustainability Teamôs ñSmarter Living Programmeò). We have useful techniques such as 
Open Space and World Cafe we can take into communities.  
 
We broadly welcome the vision for Lewes and many of the statements in the LDF. We are 
very glad that council shares our concerns about the risks of continuing with a carbon -
heavy lifestyle. We believe that in order to meet that vision, the council will need to create 
a proactive and evolving óroadmapô for a positive future based on transformational policies 
underpinned by precautionary principles related to the challenges to a sustainable life in 
Lewes District. 

A driver for the LDF vision could be the advantage for Lewes District of being a centre for 
innovation in new ógreenô industries and food growing methods and becoming a green 
tourism destination. This can attract new investme nt partners to enable the changes to be 
made in time (see footnote).   

 

http://transitiontowns.org/Lewes/Lewes


 
Our approach  
We treat the LDF in an incremental way, taking each topic paper separately and 
commenting on individual points, objectives, strategies, etc. We hope that this will ease the  
process for you of going through a fairly lengthy submission. However, weôd like to point 
out that what we feel is needed from the LDF is the framework for transformational change 
towards fixing the functioning of ecological systems that underpin human we llbeing and the 
livelihoods of all life on earth. It is risky to deal in step -by-step detail with a 
transformational agenda, but we have attempted it. We hope that, metaphorically, the feel 
for the forest will come through as you go through tree by tree!  
 
We have decided to comment in detail on each section of the LDF, adding evidence-based 
references where possible, to help your re-drafting. Throughout this document text 
extracted from the LDF Topic Papers is in blue, text from the South East Regional 
Authorities is in pink, whereas our contributions are in black to aid distinction between LDC 
statements and our responses. 
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Executive Summary  
All systems on the planet operate in cycles, bar those that are human dominated or 
designed (and particularly those within the conventional economic framework) that operate 
as linear systems of exploitation and consumption of resources and the production of waste 
material. It is this core issue that we would like to see the Lewes District LDF address, 
providing the rout emap for economic activities and lifestyles that work with cyclical 
planetary systems rather than against them.  

Å The vision presented in the draft LDF - of avoiding climate change locally - is good, but 
needs to be more detailed and more ambitious in order to ensure local resilience in the 
face of the likely impact of climate change and peak oil.  It is vital that the local authority 
plans for a near term future with greatly restricted fossil fuels  

Å The mechanisms for delivery need strengthening and clarifying ï with mechanisms 
identified for those not directly within the councilôs power.  

Å Peak Oil should be mentioned alongside Climate Change as a driver for fossil fuel 
reduction and as cause for an urgent need for the adoption of a resilience strategy in 
relation to the local economy and local livelihoods ï perhaps the most urgent being in 
relation to food production.   

Å The Climate Change act enforces a 3% per year reduction in emissions. The council has 
already adopted a steeper rate of reduction this year by signing up to 10:10. We believe 
it is urgent to reduce emissions at roughly 10% a year for the next few years, gradually 
increasing the rate of reduction in emissions as time progresses. This urgency is 
increasingly supported by reputable research. 

Å The Council stance on installation of photovoltaic and solar thermal systems within the 
conservation areas needs to be made clear. Despite our concerns over heritage issues, 
we feel that installation of photovoltaic and solar thermal systems should be accepted.   

Å Redefining Wellbeing in terms that are no longer exclusively economic can, along with 
enlightened planning policies (with great care taken to ensure wide consultation, 
education and inclusion) be part of a council-led process to achieve their Sustainable 
Community strategy vision and ease the more decisive steps towards increased human 
and ecological wellbeing we outline in this document. 

Å The LDF needs specific policies with guideline targets to ensure the level and speed of 
shifts towards sustainability stated as its core purpose, e.g. highest feasible quality 
environmentally sustainable construction; reduction in car use and suitable provision of 
transport alternatives; prevention of óClone Townô growth; renewable energy generation; 
reduction in energy demand; etc.  

 We need to explore other means of bringing in investment in green infrastructure as a 
matter of urgency, with a new partnership between LDC, the community and 
community/environment -oriented businesses. 

 Sustainability is the core principle underpinning planning and we feel that at present it is 
inadequately reflected throughout the LDF Core strategy and that it is essential that each 
section and sub-section demonstrates explicitly how its contents drive movement 
towards sustainable development. 

 Topic paper 1 should include data on the ecofootprint and carbon footprint of the 
average resident; information on cycleways and footpaths and mention of local 
ecosystem services. 

 Topic Paper 2 needs to emphasise the issues of ecosystem service provision, ecological 
restoration, food security, ecofootprint reduction, energy security, adaptation to climate 
change and increased devolution of decision-making to local communities, all of which 
will assist with the development of resilience within the district.  



 We present a considerably re-enforced Vision in Topic Paper 3 (but see Summary 
below). 

 We do not consider many of the objectives in TP4 to be fully SMART and it needs to be 
far more radical and better reflect transformational policies to achieve elements wit hin 
our Vision ï TP3. We make a number of suggestions relating to the framing of objectives 
to address the issues outlined in our response to TP2 as well as strengthening some 
objectives already proposed. 

 For us the key issues in TP5 are ensuring increasingly localised, mixed developments 
incorporating services to reduce the need to travel and that aim to enhance biodiversity 
and catalyse the ecological restoration of the surrounding natural/semi -natural habitats 
for the provision of ecosystem services. Some such developments are likely to need to be 
in rural areas, often associated with increased local food production. Other than that, we 
have no specific options with regard to placement , so do not record a favour for any 
particular option proposed. 

 In response to TP6 we suggest that objectives 6, 7, 8 & 10 are essential for mention in 
relation to all topic areas and offer additional strategy options for food security and 
resilience related issues and one for disruption preparedness (relating to climate change 
and peak oil in particular).  

 We offer an adaptation to Option A for North St. in response to TP7, but see some 
advantages also for imaginatively adapted options C and possibly D (although we point 
out out -dated economic thinking on these). We would oppose option B. 

 We offer initial thoughts and strategic ideas  on TP8, whilst recognising that the outline 
provided has NOT come from Newhaven residents/stakeholders and would need to be 
developed in consultation with them (given time!).  

 We feel that there are  some key cross-cutting issues of huge importance to a 
sustainability appraisal that (although touched on in the full document on the website) 
are not addressed adequately in TP9. We detail these. There was inadequate time to 
complete our response to this TP and thus only a few suggestions are made relating to 
the Table of sustainability indicators, whereas we would almost certainly have more ideas 
to offer on this given time.  

 To conclude, we feel that a good start has been made on the LDF and that members 
within TTL are willing to work further with the council on itôs development, but that it 
needs to provide opportunities for much more transformational thinking to translate into 
policies and action ï supported by a precautionary ( i.e. óstretchô) guiding timeline for 
action - to enable Lewes District to become resilient to the enormous challenges posed 
by ecosystem degradation (of which climate change is the key looming symptom) and 
peak oil. 

Executive Summary of Our vision  

In 2026, we are well on our way to  Zero Carbon Lewes District, following a locally 
appropriate adaptation of the Centre for Alternative Technologyôs Zero Carbon Britain 2030 
strategy. There has been considerable investment in green infrastructure to make this 
possible. 
The National Park is a modern adaptation of the working landscape of the past. It has 
retained its beauty with much greater biodiversity and production from the land. The ability 
of habitats within and around the Park to provide ecosystem services such as reduction in 
flooding, increased pollination, carbon sequestration and many others has been enhanced. 
The District, with its range of types of area, has developed as a an early exemplar of 
transition to a low carbon economy, by supporting a widespread diversity of local renew able 



energy generation, a wide range of vibrant community initiatives coming from the 
grassroots level, investment in green tourism, and research and development of low carbon 
industries, including low emission eco-agriculture. 
The District is now classified as semi-arid, and a massive education programme has resulted 
in water being viewed as one of our most precious and valuable resources. Lower usage 
and more household level, small scale and landscape scale storage have ensured supply 
resilience. There has been investment in ecological restoration activities upstream of Lewes 
and work with local farmers to re -establish more natural flood mediation and prevention 
measures. LDF planning policies have prevented inappropriate development of its 
floodplains. These changes, coupled with community preparation for emergencies, 
have considerably reduced the risk of serious flooding damage within the urban areas.   
Production of food for local consumption has increased sharply. A careful assessment of 
land use and future potential occurred in 2010/2011, and a change of planning priorities, 
involving more small growers around the urban areas, with more growing on suitable land, 
reduction in grazing by at least 50%, and other uses such as coppiced woodland being 
taken into account. Land used for growing animal feed would be reduced, and used for 
human food production.  
Due to LDF taking account of a variety of future scenarios, including likely house price 
falls, fewer new houses have been needed than envisaged in the RSS at the beginning of 
the LDF.  All new and most old houses are zero carbon emission, with climate change 
mitigating and adaptation features including insulation, shading and on -site generation. 
By 2026, Newhaven is a centre of excellence that showcases green industries, is known as 
a centre for research into renewable technologies, and as a tourist destination for green 
technology, is fully accessible by cycling and public transport. (Newhaven groups already 
have more detailed visions. Other urban centres will be formulating visions.)  
Villages have expanded with low impact smallholdings: living/working land. They process 
much of their own waste water, and produce renewable energy. They are connected by 
cycleways, footpaths and frequent small buses. 
The LDF strategy of reducing the need to travel has paid off and many services and much 
commerce are centred on habitation, in an increasingly decentralised manner. In addition to 
buses, there are charging points for electric cars, many cycleways, especially Lewes to 
Newhaven, new footpaths, trains to Uckfield and beyond and the remaining railway system 
has seen investment and enhancement. The transport potential of the River Ouse has 
shown a rebirth.  
A Steady local economy has been achieved via an LDC strategy to actively promote and 
encourage ONLY those businesses within the district that create economic growth through 
ecologically sustainable means, e.g. through re -use of materials, via ecologically restorative 
or enhancing activities, zero-waste manufacture and service provision.  
Education is more integrated into local communities. There are more small village schools 
and education has expanded out of the classroom to take advantage of the learning 
opportunities in local ecosystem services and local social settings and networks. Apprentice 
opportunities (as part of later period of schooling) are offered in local businesses and 
industries, helping equip youngsters for making suitable choices for the livelihoods ahead of 
them, whilst also providing a small short -term boost to the labour force. Older people are 
active and sharing skills. 
Investment in preventative health as a priority of the health service locally has begun to 
reap rewards, and the expense of dealing with illness and mental health problems is 
declining. Reduced inequality because of employment in new enterprises, and opportunities 
for self-employment as retrained, skilled workers have also helped. 
 



 
 

COMMENTS ON LDF 
 
Topic Paper: Introduction & Background  
 
Pg 3 Para 5 ï ñIt is essential that the emerging Core Strategy places the concept of 
sustainable development at its heart. Sustainability is the core principle underpinning 
planning with the message that it creates ódevelopment that meets the needs of the present 
generation without compromising the  ability of future generations to meet their own 
needsô.ò 
 
We feel that it is crucial to ensure  that this core principle is translated into appropriate 
actions through all sections/topic papers of the LDF. 
 

 

Pg 5 The South East Plan  
ñé This is relevant to the Core Strategy as the Councilôs LDF must be in conformity with this 
regional planning policy document ééò 

 
Although the SE Plan has now been dropped by Central government and the above 
statement within the LDF will presumably be removed, there were some  useful, evidence-
based features in the SE Plan that may still provide a good stimulus for action by LDC via 
the LDF. Specifically, one of the 3 headline targets for the RES for the SE was: 

per capita in 2003, currently increasing at 1.1% per annum), stabilise it and reduce it by 
2016 
 

whilst the South East Plan included under Cross-Cutting Policies, POLICY CC3: RESOURCE 
USE 
ñA sustained programme of action to help stabilise the South East͇s ecological footprint 

by 2016 and reduce it by 2026 should be incorporated into plans and programmes. Such 
actions will include:  
i. increased efficiency of resource use in new development 
ii. adaptation of existing development to reduce its use of energy, water and other  
resources 
iii. changes in behaviour by organisations and by individualsò 
 



The need for footprint reduction remains an urgent priority throughout th e SE and Lewes 
has a slightly lower footprint than the SE average, which presents Lewes as óahead of the 
gameô in this respect.  The footprint target could thus still be reflected (and possibly 
strengthened ï see below Core Strategy Paper 2) with value in the Lewes LDF, with every 
effort made to exclude policies from the LDF that may hinder a stabilisation and decrease in 
ecofootprint.  
 
Pg.6 Consequences of the South Downs National Park on the Core Strategy for 
Lewes District  
 
We understand that the National Park Authority will assume full responsibility and become 
the sole planning authority for the whole designated area in April 2011.  We feel it relevant 
to highlight to Lewes District Council planners some of the more radical changes that have 
occurred in South Wales that may assist LDC in maintaining within the LDF some policy 
objectives that may otherwise be at risk of being dropped during the period up to April 
2011. Specifically, changes to Pembrokeshire Nat. Park policy on the inclusion of a Low 
Impac t Development Policy  into the Joint Unitary Development Plan; a document 
outlining planning policy for the whole of Pembrokeshire. 
http://www.pembrokeshire. gov.uk/content.asp?nav=109,141,142&parent_directory_id=646   
The document is on: 
http://www.pembrokeshire.gov.uk/content.asp?nav=1626,109&parent_direct ory_id=646&id
=4979    

With new documentation (planning framework) by the Welsh Assembly on  
http://wales.gov.uk/topics/planning/policy/ppw2010/?lang=en   
Thereôs also a 2006 document: 
http://www.lammas.org.uk/lowimpact/documents/AdoptedLowImpactSPG.pdf  that is 
guidance to groups wanting to apply for planning permission for such a development. Its 
full title is: ñSupplementary Planning Guidance - Low Impact Development Making a Positive 
Contributionò. 
 
 
*******************************************************  

http://www.pembrokeshire.gov.uk/content.asp?nav=109,141,142&parent_directory_id=646
http://www.pembrokeshire.gov.uk/content.asp?nav=1626,109&parent_directory_id=646&id=4979
http://www.pembrokeshire.gov.uk/content.asp?nav=1626,109&parent_directory_id=646&id=4979
http://wales.gov.uk/topics/planning/policy/ppw2010/?lang=en
http://www.lammas.org.uk/lowimpact/documents/AdoptedLowImpactSPG.pdf


 
Core Strategy Paper 1 ï Characteristics of Lewes District  

 
Page 2. General characteristics  
Given the emphasis on sustainable development in the Introduction, we feel that bullet 
points 10 & 11 should be brought forward to the position of bullet point 7, to emphasise 
more sustainable transport options before concentrating on the road network.  
 
We also suggest that an additional 2 bullet points to be added to follow the ónewô 7 & 8: 
Å The district has a range of cycle ways ï LDC to provide detail éé. 
 
Å There is an extensive network of footpaths ï LDC to provide detail  éé. 
 
Pages 2-3. Environmental c haracteristics  
It should be mentioned that there are considerable areas of agricultural land, and these 
should be described by their total area, location and quality, as in DEFRA classifications. See 
also answer to question 1 below. 
 
Pg. 3  Social Characte ristics   
Bullet point 4 - óThe number of households is expected to grow by 10% over the same 
period (from 41,296 to 45,560 households), mainly due to a continued decrease in 
household size.ô  
Given the huge (and arguably increasing) volatility in global ma rkets, this current prediction 
risks being subject to change and the number of households may even reduce because of 
continued economic contraction, increasing fossil fuel costs for heating, etc.  
Evidence base : The USA is already experiencing effects of price uncertainty on demand 
for houses (Han, 2010).  
Han, L. (2010) The Effects of Price Uncertainty on Housing Demand: Empirical Evidence from U.S. 
Markets. Review of Financial Studies, Forthcoming. Available at SSRN: 
http://ssrn.com/abstract=1325546  

We suggest this risk is reflected in the word ing. 
 
Bullet point 6 - óBy 2026, single person households are expected to comprise 41% of all the 
households in the District, compared with 33% in 2006; over 11,000 of these single person 
households will be pensioners.ô  
Similar comment to above ï economic contraction, increased fuel costs, etc. may create 
more shared households as house ownership less affordable.  
Evidence base : 
Again, this is already happening in the USA (http:/ /www.usatoday.com/news/nation/2010 -
05-06-household_N.htm) 
We suggest this uncertainty is reflected in the wording.  
 
Pg. 4  Social Characteristics  
Bullet point 3 - óHouse prices are relatively high, driven by commuting and the Districtôs 
status as a popular retirement location. In 2007 average house prices in the District were 

Han,%20L.%20(2010)%20The%20Effects%20of%20Price%20Uncertainty%20on%20Housing%20Demand:%20Empirical%20Evidence%20from%20U.S.%20Markets.%20Review%20of%20Financial%20Studies,%20Forthcoming.%20Available%20at%20SSRN:%20http:/ssrn.com/abstract=1325546
Han,%20L.%20(2010)%20The%20Effects%20of%20Price%20Uncertainty%20on%20Housing%20Demand:%20Empirical%20Evidence%20from%20U.S.%20Markets.%20Review%20of%20Financial%20Studies,%20Forthcoming.%20Available%20at%20SSRN:%20http:/ssrn.com/abstract=1325546
Han,%20L.%20(2010)%20The%20Effects%20of%20Price%20Uncertainty%20on%20Housing%20Demand:%20Empirical%20Evidence%20from%20U.S.%20Markets.%20Review%20of%20Financial%20Studies,%20Forthcoming.%20Available%20at%20SSRN:%20http:/ssrn.com/abstract=1325546
http://www.usatoday.com/news/nation/2010-05-06-household_N.htm
http://www.usatoday.com/news/nation/2010-05-06-household_N.htm


more than 9 times average earnings and despite a more recent fall in house prices due to 
current market conditions, long term pressures of housing supply and affordability remain.ô 
ï similar comment ï house prices may fall (possibly dramatically) during this period ï so in 
fact this may offset affordability issues above. We suggest this uncertainty is reflected in 
wording.  
 
Pg. 5  Economic Characteristics  
Bullet point 3 ï óThe rural parts of the District have undergone major change as agricultural 
employment has contracted and been replaced by a growth in remote home working and 
rural tourism. These parts of the District include a number of rural industrial estates, often 
on farms. Within the District, tourism now supports approximately 2,200 full time equivalent 
jobs (6.9% of all employment).ô  
Given the need to reduce carbon- and eco-footprints and the required move to a low carbon 
Britain, agricultural employment may increase (possibly dramatically) in this period because 
of localisation in food growing (see TP 3) and a possible move back to the land given 
market volatility also affecting food prices as a result of climate policies and peak oil. 
Suggest this uncertainty is reflected in wording.  
 
Pg. 5  Lewes Town  
Bullet point 9 - Nice mention of TTL (but see answers to specific question 2 below). 
 
A new bullet point should be introduced immediately above bullet point 9 (see answer to 
question 1 below) that mentions the large number of  active community and campaigning 
groups in Lewes. 

 
 

Answers to questions posed  
Has this Topic Paper captured the characteristics that are relevant to Lewes  
District, or not?  

This TP has captured most of the characteristics, except those mentioned above and that of 
land use for farming, other food/natural material production and woodland; and also local 
ecosystem service provision.  
 
1. Within the Environmental Characteristics  section there should be mention of 
Ecosystem Services within the District. As far as we are aware, there has been no work to 
define and quantify local ecosystem services within the district, so the suggested framework 
for this is that presented in the Millennium Ecosystem Assessment reports (MA, 2005 a, 
2005b & 2005c):  
 

Different habitats produce such services from their successful ecological functioning to 
different extents:  Forest and Woodland and Inland waterways and wetland being 
particularly important; Coastal, Cultivated and Urban (parks & gardens) less so (MA, 
2005b).   
 

Examples are given below. 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 

Ecosystem Services  
Supporting Services  
NUTRIENT CYCLING 
SOIL FORMATION 
PRIMARY PRODUCTION 
POLLINATION 
Provisioning Services  
FOOD 
FRESH WATER 
WOOD AND FIBER 
FUEL 
Regulating Services  
CLIMATE REGULATION 
FLOOD REGULATION 
DISEASE REGULATION 
WATER PURIFICATION 
Cultural Services  
AESTHETIC 
SPIRITUAL 
EDUCATIONAL 
RECREATIONAL 
 
For Lewes District these generalisation can be only a guideline and the specifics would 
require detailed investigation (which may or may not have been done to date ï ref: Sussex 
Wildlife Trust; Natural England), but of likely high value are all woodlands, the Ouse Valley, 
all the areas of chalk downland, heathlands and all wetlands. 
Evidence base  
These characteristics are important to mention, given the increasing mainstream attention 
on the overwhelming importance of ecosystem services to human wellbeing and to future 
business/industry. 
MA (2005b) Ecosystems and Human Well-being: Opportunities and Challenges for Business and 
Industry.  Millennium Ecosystem Assessment. World Resources Institute, Washington, DC. 
http://www.millenniumassessment.org/documents/document.353.aspx.pdf  
 
TEEB (2009) The Economics of Ecosystems and Biodiversity for National and International Policy 
Makers ï Summary: Responding to the Value of Nature.  UNEP. 
http://www.teebweb.org/LinkClick.aspx?fileticket=I4Y2n qqIiCg%3d&tabid=1020&language=en -US 
 

2.  óEmployment landô should be more clearly defined: does it include woodland, farming 
and ógrowingô land?  
 
3. Woodland, agricultural land and other areas could be described by their total area, 
location and quality, as in DEFRA classifications. It would be helpful in consultations to have 
a map for people to look at and interact with. As the engagement of people with the 
planning process progresses, it would increase understanding to educate people about the 
local land. See Totnes example of current land use: 
http://totnesedap.org.uk/book/part3/themes -pathways/working-with-nature/food -security-
can-totnes-district-feed-itself/land-how-currently-used/  
East Sussex in Figures is useful, and more information from the land use section about 
agriculture and woodland could have been included. See 

 

http://www.millenniumassessment.org/documents/document.353.aspx.pdf
http://www.teebweb.org/LinkClick.aspx?fileticket=I4Y2nqqIiCg%3d&tabid=1020&language=en-US
http://totnesedap.org.uk/book/part3/themes-pathways/working-with-nature/food-security-can-totnes-district-feed-itself/land-how-currently-used/
http://totnesedap.org.uk/book/part3/themes-pathways/working-with-nature/food-security-can-totnes-district-feed-itself/land-how-currently-used/


http://www.eastsussexinfigures.org.uk/webvi ew/index.jsp?study=http%3A%2F%2Fesfigure
s01s.escc.gov.uk%3A80%2Fobj%2FfStudy%2F100&mode=cube&v=2&cube=http%3A%2F
%2Fesfigures01s.escc.gov.uk%3A80%2Fobj%2FfCube%2F100_C1&top=yes  
 
4. Within the Lewes Town  section 
Suggested new bullet point 9 to go above present one: 
Å There is an unusually high level of community engagement across a very wide spectrum 
of activities, actions, interests and campaigning areas, which is an inherently important part 
of the Townôs culture and to take forward issues of importance within and to the 
community. 
 
ÅHave any of the characteristics been misinterpreted? 
Not exactly misinterpreted, but inadequately explained. Add in following sections in italics  
Pg 5 - Transition Town Lewes was launched in April 2007 as a local response to the twin 
national and international challenges of climate change and peak oil. Around twenty 
Transition Groups have formed around issues such as energy use, transport, food and 
housing to catalyse actions for a transition to a low carbon economy and frame a ñpathway 
to a positive futureò. 
 
ÅDo you have facts and figures relevant to Lewes District that we could 
identify in our characteristics section?  
1. Under Social Characteristics  (or as new Sustainable development characteristics  
section?), mention: 
The ecological footprint of the district - 5.61 gha per person - is similar to the national 
average (5.30 gha/person) and SE average (5.63 gha/person) and indicates that if 
everyone on the planet lived as we do in Lewes District, weôd need 3 planets to sustain our 
lifestyles.  
The greenhouse gas footprint - 17.1 tCO2eq per person - is slightly above the national 
average of 15.99 tCO2eq/person, but similar to the SE average of 17.28 tCO2eq/person. 
Evidence base:  
Simmons, C., Levett, R.. & Tingle, C.C.D. (2009) óDiamondsô Ecological Footprint: Internal Report. 
(Preparation of Guidance Material for Ecofootprint Reduction at Local and Sub-regional Level). 
TENDER REF : GUILD/SP/AUG/2008/08. Unpublished report to SEEDA. Best Foot Forward, Oxford, 
38 pp. 

 
2. Under Social C haracteristics  (or as new Sustainable development characteristics  
section?), mention: 
Alternative measures of well-being could be featured to go alongside or replace óeconomic 
growthô where this is mentioned. Relevant measures are a localised Well-being Index 
(Prescott-Allen, 2001; Steuer & Marks, 2008).  For example, there are increasing numbers 
of people who are choosing óconscious simplicityô as a way of life.  
Evidence base:  
Prescott-Allen, R. (2001) The Well-being of Nations: a country -by-country index of quality of life and 
the environment. Island Press, USA. 342 pp. http://www.oecd.org/dataoecd/36/40/33703702.pdf   
 
Steuer, N. & Marks, N. (2008) Local wellbeing: Can we measure it? The wellbeing project. Centre for 
Wellbeing, New Economics Foundation, London. NEF/Young Foundation. 49 pp. 
http://www.neweconomics.org/sites/neweconomics.org/files/Lo cal_Well-being_1.pdf 

 
See also MA (2007) below. 
 

http://www.eastsussexinfigures.org.uk/webview/index.jsp?study=http%3A%2F%2Fesfigures01s.escc.gov.uk%3A80%2Fobj%2FfStudy%2F100&mode=cube&v=2&cube=http%3A%2F%2Fesfigures01s.escc.gov.uk%3A80%2Fobj%2FfCube%2F100_C1&top=yes
http://www.eastsussexinfigures.org.uk/webview/index.jsp?study=http%3A%2F%2Fesfigures01s.escc.gov.uk%3A80%2Fobj%2FfStudy%2F100&mode=cube&v=2&cube=http%3A%2F%2Fesfigures01s.escc.gov.uk%3A80%2Fobj%2FfCube%2F100_C1&top=yes
http://www.eastsussexinfigures.org.uk/webview/index.jsp?study=http%3A%2F%2Fesfigures01s.escc.gov.uk%3A80%2Fobj%2FfStudy%2F100&mode=cube&v=2&cube=http%3A%2F%2Fesfigures01s.escc.gov.uk%3A80%2Fobj%2FfCube%2F100_C1&top=yes
http://www.oecd.org/dataoecd/36/40/33703702.pdf
http://www.neweconomics.org/sites/neweconomics.org/files/Local_Well-being_1.pdf
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Core Strategy Paper 2 ï Key Strategic Issues & Challenges  
 
We feel that the order that key issues are presented should be more consistent with 
sustainable development objectives of the Core Strategy and Topic Paper 1 and be re-
ordered as follows: 
Tackling Climate Change  
Creating healthy, sustainable communities  
Protecting and enhancing the distinctive quality of the environment  
Improving access to housing  
Promoting sustainable economi c growth and regeneration  
Accommodating and delivering growth  
 
Pg. 2 Accommodating and delivering growth   
Bullet point 1ï will evidently be different and now based on a local housing 
needs/development land assessment. We feel that the volatility in markets , pressures on 
fuel prices and availability and a variety of other factors mean that prediction of housing 
needs are likely to be significantly less than that determined in the SE Plan. 
 
Bullet point 6 ï We commend this statement and feel it should me moved to bullet point 1 
in this section.  We suggest adding óAll new development sites should include sufficient 
land/ gardens/allotments for those people who so wish (guideline target 60% of residents) 
to grow fresh fruit and vegetables/keep chickensô.  
 
We feel that the LDF should also consider new rural land-based developments specifically 
for agricultural smallholders (see comments on Low impact development initiatives in 
Introduction ). 
 
There is a need to incorporate space/routes for appropriately selected habitat corridors 
across the urban areas, both in towns and larger villages, to allow the flow of flora and 
fauna necessary for the enhancement of biodiversity and for adaptation to the changing 
climate, whilst simultaneously providing for multiple uses, such as recreation, small-scale 



sustainable timber crops (e.g. coppice/willow beds/etc. as appropriate), fruit and 
vegetables, can facilitate provision of a range of societal benefits (Barker et al., 2009).    
 
Note: MA research at the University of Liverpool is developing a decision-making tool for 
management and design of Green Spaces that focuses on ecosystem service provision, 
which a number of TTL members plan to try out in practice. If successful and deemed 
useful, we will provide details to those in L DC responsible for Green Space management 
across the District. 
 
References  
Barker T., Mageean A., Tweed J., Gillie M., Edwards G., Alexander R. and Bulmer P. (2009) Vision 
2050: A Sustainable future for Cheshire West and Chester. Report for Cheshire West and Chester 
Authority. Chester Climate Change and Sustainability Ginger Group. Chester, UK. 87 pp. 

 
 
g. 2 Protecting and enhancingé environment  
Ecological restoration associated with enhancing the local provision of ecosystem services 
(see TP1) will be an important element here. Changes should take into account the need for 
environmentally sound food production and energy crops. Consideration of landscape can 
have regard to older traditions of land use where biodiversity was higher and flooding less, 
for example. 
 

Pg. 3 Tackling climate change :  
The types of land use in agricultural areas and woodlands offer major opportunities to 
counteract climate change by reducing emissions from farming and absorbing carbon with 
perennial crops, coppicing, etc. 
Evidence base : 
CAT (2010) Zero Carbon Britain 2030. A New Energy Strategy. 2nd Report of the Zero Carbon 

Britain Project. Centre for Alternative Technology, Machynlleth, Wales. 
http://www.zerocarbonbritain.com/   

 
Bullet point 1: add ñvia the setting of minimum building standards óCode for Sustainable 
High-Performance Refurbishmentôò (see answer to q3 below ï Powering down ). 
  
Bullet point 2: - We support this point, but feel that in relation to óthe capacity for 
generating energy on siteô, the requirements for CSH level 5 should be seen as a minimum 
with immediate effect and level 6 by 2011 [see also TP3]. The aim should be for BREEAM 
ñOutstandingò construction across the District (BRE, 2010), with higher levels set as they 
are developed. 
We assume that at this stage the LDF is framing the overall strategy and that the practical 
proposed actions will be detailed at a later stage and targets set so as to create specific 
policies around this. We feel that such specifics and detailed, stretching actions need to be 
laid out to ensure that real progress towards a low carbon future for the district is 
undertaken. 
 

Pg. 3 Creating healthy, sustainable communities  

A community focus on local food growing would bring communities together in healthy 
activity and begin to improve diet. A gradual change to less meat and dairy, and more 
diverse plant food would increase health. Better employment opportunities and relevant 
training would address inequality. Research increasingly indicates that reducing inequality in 

http://www.zerocarbonbritain.com/


itself decreases social problems and reduces costs. See: 
http://www.equalitytrust.org.uk/why/evidence   
 
Planning policy which devolves much more decision making to local communities will be 
essential if we are to develop more balanced mixed local communities using less fossil 
fuels... making this process work will  be a challenge and we would be wise to draw on the 
ingenuity of all  those in our transition community who may yet suggest interesting  
solutions particularly in relation to inclusive consultation.  
 
 

Pg. 3 Improving access to housing  
Bullet 2 mentions being flexible and this is especially needed in view of uncertainties in the 
housing market and also the likely need for more food growing. Developments must allow 
some growing space for small-scale cultivation. 
 
 
Pg. 4 Promoting sustainable economic growth   
We applaud the recognition of the need to órebuild the local economy through training, 
good business premises etcô. The LDF should aim to cater for scenarios with newly 
relocalised small manufacturing and craft industry/businesses e.g. clothes making, pottery, 
bodgers, cabinet-makers, repair businesses spanning a wide range of products and 
materials etc. In a localised economy (whether expanding or contracting), small industries 
like that are likely to be needed.  
 
Creating the conditions and infrastructure to ensure the relocalisation of food production 
will be a key change. LDC has recently started this process through the lease of the Market 
Tower to TTL. Many similar markets throughout the area would be a very good idea, 
especially street markets as these markets will use empty space, encourage local growing, 
community building, enterprise and employment. This sort of down to earth change costs 
very little, can be achieved speedily and has the benefit for the council of being very 
popular with local people. 
 
Support should be included for businesses that develop new ways of using and profiting 
from locally grown resources, such as coppiced wood. An example would be óInwoodô, 
which pioneered lamination of local chestnut to produce large beams for construction. This 
could include insulation materials from local sources such as sheep wool. Relevant 
employment skills should include food growing and processing, retrofitting buildings to 
minimise energy use and new green technologies. 
 
We identify an over-simplified assumption of economic growth in this section ï some 
commentators e.g. NEF are demonstrating how growth in conventional economic terms is 
not only not working, but is ultimately unsustainable (Simms et al., 2010).  
 
 
Answers to questions posed  
ÅDo you agree with the issues and challenges that have been identified in this 
topic paper?  

In general, Yes. However, see answers to question 3 below and also the point about SE 
Plan Headline Target on ecofootprint and also point about Ecofootprint in comments on 
Topic Paper 1.  

http://www.equalitytrust.org.uk/why/evidence


An additional point should be added under a new heading 1 Delivering Sustainability on the 
need for EF reduction in Lewes District, to reflect the SE Plan EF target: 
In order for development in Lewes District to be sustainable, we need to stabilise the 
Districtôs ecological footprint urgently (guideline target: by 2012) and reduce it 
progressively, starting as soon as possible (guideline target: by 2015) on a trend towards 
the population living a ñone planetò lifestyle (guideline target: by 2030). 
Evidence base : 
We feel that Lewes should uphold its reputation as a leading progressive authority by 
following ambitious leads provided by a number of authorities. For example, although 
Eastleigh have not committed to an ecofootprint decrease, they have set out targets to 
become zero-carbon  
Simmons, C., Levett, R. & Tingle, C.C.D. (2009) Footprint reduction targets. óDiamondsô Ecological 
Footprint Reduction: No-Nonsense Guide. 

http://simmo0ib.easydservers.com/seedawiki/index.php/Footprint_reduction_targets  
and to exceed the SE Diamond targets laid out in  
South East Diamonds for Investment and Growth (2009) a prospectus for prosperity. SEEDA. 44 pp. 
http://www.southeastdiamonds.org .uk/documents/Prospectus.pdf 

 
 
Under heading 6 Promoting sustainable economic growth and regeneration , the 
first point to be made should be:  
Sustainable economic growth can only be 
achieved if economic performance is 
effectively decoupled from environmental 
impact (Simmons et al., 2009).                                                                
The strategy will thus be to actively promote 
and encourage ONLY those businesses within 
the district that create economic growth 
through ecologically sustainable means,    
e.g. through re -use of materials; via 
ecologically restorative or enhancing 
activities; zero-waste activities ï i.e. those 
that result in by -products that are of direct 
use within the locality, via industrial 
symbiosis, business-agri symbiosis or  
other means; produce all their energy needs  
from renewable sources. 
Evidence base : 
Simmons, C., Levett, R.. & Tingle, C.C.D. (2009) óDiamondsô Ecological Footprint: Internal Report. 
(Preparation of Guidance Material for Ecofootprint Reduction at Local and Sub-regional Level). 
TENDER REF : GUILD/SP/AUG/2008/08. Unpublished report to SEEDA. Best Foot Forward, Oxford, 
38 pp. 
Aldersgate Group (2009) Green Foundations 2009. The path to a vibrant economy, competitive 
advantage and sustainable prosperity. 28 pp. www.aldersgategroup.org.uk 
 

 
ÅAre you aware of any additional issues and challenges that the emerging 
Core Strategy needs to address?  
Yes.   The issue of energy security , with a key focus on óPeak Oilô, should be mentioned 
alongside Climate Change as a major driver for fossil fuel reduction and as the cause of a 
need for the development of local resilience (see also below). 

Research commissioned by the 
environment ministers of the G8+5 16 on 
the economic significance of biodiversity 
loss found that mankind is causing almost 
£40 billion worth of damage to land 
ecosystems each year, and is directly 
responsible for crises such as rocketing 
food prices. A key challenge will be to 
transform current business models and 
decision-making frameworks that 
externalise these costs and pass on the 
debt to future generations.  
 

Source: Aldersgate Group (2009) 

http://simmo0ib.easydservers.com/seedawiki/index.php/Footprint_reduction_targets
http://www.southeastdiamonds.org.uk/documents/Prospectus.pdf
http://www.aldersgategroup.org.uk/


Evidence base : 
CAT (2010) Zero Carbon Britain 2030. A New Energy Strategy. 2nd Report of the Zero Carbon Britain 
Project. Centre for Alternative Technology, Machynlleth, Wales. http://www.zerocarbonbritain.com/   
 
Hopkins, R. (2010) Government óPeak Oil Summitô Starts the Process of Government Acknowledging 
Peak Oil? 
http://transitionculture.org/2010/03/24/government -%E2%80%98peak-oil-summit%E2%80%99-
starts-the-process-of-government-acknowledging-peak-oil/  [accessed on-line, 27 July 2010] 
 
ODAC & PCI (2008) Preparing for Peak Oil. Local Authorities and the Energy Crisis. 41 pp. 
http://www.odac -info.org/sites/odac.postcarbon.org/files/Preparing_for_Peak_Oil.pdf 
 
Roberts, S. [ed.] (2010) The oil crunch. A wake-up call for the UK economy. Second report of the 
UK Industry Taskforce on Peak Oil & Energy Security (ITPOES). 60 pp. 
http://peakoiltaskforce.net/wp -content/uploads/2010/02/final -report-uk-itpoes_report_the-oil-
crunch_feb20101.pdf 
 

Powering down  is an important related concept to include. The key to this is both 
maximal sustainability in construction, which is mentioned under óTackling Climate 
Changeô bullet point 1 and also a demand reduction for space heating while maintaining 
thermal comfort, which isnôt addressed yet IS a key ñdevelopment ñ issue. This can be 
achieved through design and energy efficiency measures, most notably an increase in 
insulation. These standards should be written into a Code for Sustainable High-Performance 
Refurbishment. 
A ñwhole houseò approach is necessary. This means designing a strategy for the house 
rather than seeking incremental reactive improvement (CAT, 2010). 
 

Although promotion for generation of renewable and low carbon energy is recognised in 
TP2, such Powering up  is required on the scale envisaged by CAT (2010) and we 
recommend that detailed consideration be urgently given to a local adaptation of the 
ZeroCarbonBriatin approach. The presence of OVESCo in Lewes can aid this. 
 

Resilience  ï is mentioned in relation to Climate Change , but there is no mention of 
Food Security/resilience , which is being highlighted as a key issue in addressing twin 
challenges of climate change and peak oil (ODAC & PCI, 2008; Roberts, 2010) with a 
resurgence in local food production and changes in land use likely (CAT, 2010). Although 
land use for food production are not generally seen as coming under the jurisdiction of an 
LDF, we argue that unless potential scenarios for a large increase in local food production, 
processing and distribution/storage are not included in the Lewes LDF it may undermine 
future food security locally and provide a block to what could be a vital shift in the local 
economy and an important route towards a vibrant , decarbonised future (CAT, 2010). For 
more detail see Annex 1 .   
 
Other elements of resilience, via employment/business/industry security based, for example 
on development of a Local re-use centre; local recycling plants (paper/card; glass; plastic; 
texti les; aluminium; metals); business/industrial symbiosis; plugging leaks in the local 
economy; investment in local environment to enhance biodiversity and sustain or enhance 
ecosystem service provision; etc are dealt with in comments on TPs 3 & 4. 
 
We support The Federation of Small Business campaign for greater awareness of the role 
that the 4.7 million small businesses could play as an innovative catalyst for a low carbon 

http://www.zerocarbonbritain.com/
http://transitionculture.org/2010/03/24/government-%E2%80%98peak-oil-summit%E2%80%99-starts-the-process-of-government-acknowledging-peak-oil/
http://transitionculture.org/2010/03/24/government-%E2%80%98peak-oil-summit%E2%80%99-starts-the-process-of-government-acknowledging-peak-oil/
http://www.odac-info.org/sites/odac.postcarbon.org/files/Preparing_for_Peak_Oil.pdf
http://peakoiltaskforce.net/wp-content/uploads/2010/02/final-report-uk-itpoes_report_the-oil-crunch_feb20101.pdf
http://peakoiltaskforce.net/wp-content/uploads/2010/02/final-report-uk-itpoes_report_the-oil-crunch_feb20101.pdf


economy. Ideas include simplified sustainable procurement procedures by local authorities 
and improved access to waste and recycling facilities as well as to local post offices and the 
latter 2 in particular have potential relevance to the LDF.  
http://www.fsb.org.uk/policy/images/fsb%20campaign%20short%20manifesto%202010.pdf  

 
The promotion of permacultural approaches to planning will also provide considerable 
advantages to well-being in the District and assist in producing resilience across the 
spectrum (Holmgren, 2009). 
 

Adaptation to Climate Change   

This is truly vital issue/challenge to address within the scope of the LDF.  
Water over-consumption and risks of water shortage/rationing are becoming major issues 
within the southeast region and r equire urgent planning measures if they are to be 
addressed. Examples of potential measures are provided in Simmons et al., 2009a & b.  
Evidence base : 
Simmons, C., Levett, R.. & Tingle, C.C.D. (2009a) óDiamondsô Ecological Footprint: Internal Report. 
(Preparation of Guidance Material for Ecofootprint Reduction at Local and Sub-regional Level). 
TENDER REF : GUILD/SP/AUG/2008/08. Unpublished report to SEEDA. Best Foot Forward, Oxford, 
38 pp. 
Simmons, C., Levett, R. & Tingle, C.C.D. (2009b) Water. óDiamondsô Ecological Footprint Reduction: 
No-Nonsense Guide.  http://simmo0ib.easydservers.com/seedawiki/index.php/Water  

 
Although energy and water efficiency are mentioned under Tackling Climate Change, 
adaptation to climate change requires responses to a much wider range of issues. 
We suggest that the council provide increased resources and support to the LDC 
Sustainability Team for (amongst other things) its Smarter Liv ing Programme which 
includes a range of adaptation initiatives for the benefit/involvement of local communities ï 
e.g. Climate Risk Mapping (CRM) as a route to a Community Local Climate Impacts Profile 
(CLCIP); Water harvesting and storage; Trees for shade; passive ventilation for buildings; 
Canopies and other shading structures for buildings; Flood barriers for buildings; etc.  
We would add óEnhanced water infiltration measures within towns and villages ï SUDS best 
practice as a minimumô to this list.  
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Core Strategy Paper 3 ï Vision for Lewes District  
 
Pg. 2 District Wide  ï We suggest replacing the text with the following:  
(NB . We recognise that it is rather long, but felt it better to supply detail to demonstrate 
local distinctiveness and to highlight the extent of change we envisage)  
 

TTL overarching vision  
By 2026, Lewes District will have become a strong example of early investment in low 
carbon living and low carbon industry. With its diversity of areas and people, it has become 
a model for other larger areas.  
A massive move away from our dependence on fossil fuels will have been achieved, 
following a local adaptation of the ZeroCarbonBritain2030 model (CAT, 2010) beginning 
early in 2012 (or before!), so reducing our net carbon emissions in the District to (at or 
near) zero and helping the population to have moved from a 3 planet lifestyle in  2010 
(average ecofootprint 5.61 gha/person) to a (near) 1 planet lifestyle (average ecofootprint 
<2 gha/person) (WWF International & Bioregional, 2008).  
 
The area is prosperous, with reduced income disparity because of new employment (see 
below), lower h ouse prices, affordable local food, and elimination of fuel poverty. 
Community banks have sprung up across the District and the Lewes Pound has become the 
most common tender in Lewes, being more stable than Sterling and associated directly with 
the value of local ecosystem services, so linking human and ecosystem well-being in a 
meaningful way and it's role as local tender having been boosted when the local council 
decided to accept payment of council tax by local currency. There is also a wide range of 
other exchange mechanisms in operation across the District, including several 
complimentary currencies, local barter systems, LETS and time banking. Local 
distinctiveness in retailing has been promoted as part of the LDF strategy of óplugging the 
leaksô in the local economy and this, in combination with the initiatives with the Lewes 
Pound, has increased the number and resilience of local independent stores in all towns 
within the district. Regular affordable street markets have become a popular feature of all  
communities within the district. More market halls have been established making good use 

Image courtesy of  Lewes DC LDF 



of empty buildings and building local food resilience. The large chain supermarkets are still 
present in Lewes, but have not expanded and their dominance within the l ocal economy has 
diminished as locally produced materials have inspired retailers to create links with local 
producers/suppliers across a spectrum of materials ï the emphasis has become livelihoods 
rather than financial profits and a growing pride in local  production for local need. 
 
The National Park: this is a modern adaptation of the working landscape of the past. It has 
retained its beauty with much greater biodiversity and production from the land. The areas 
of Lewes District within the national park h ave been working to invest in and enhance their 
local natural and semi-natural habitats, so increasing the resilience of the District via 
enhanced ecosystem services (for example: flood protection, carbon sequestration, 
pollination, nutrient cycling, soil building, storm protection, water purification, disease 
regulation, natural pest control, etc. as well as aesthetic, educational, spiritual and cultural 
benefits).  An extensive network of ónature corridorsô (structured via catalysis of ecologically 
restorative actions, as appropriate to the topography, geology and ecology of the corridor 
site) is in the process of establishment, allowing movement of wild species in response, for 
example, to climate change and/or their expansion (where appropriate) from exi sting 
settings inadequate to provide viable populations for the long term. Such corridors have 
been carefully thought through for their value to local people as places to óbeô and enjoy the 
increasing biodiversity and as educational resources for schools, colleges, etc. Investment 
within the District is also in the process of encouraging an increase in the already well 
established eco-agricultural approaches to growing food and other useful natural materials 
for sustainable harvest (including as ecologically appropriate: trees, fibre crops, medicinal 
crops and nutrient retrieving and recycling crops, etc. including tree dominated polycultures 
where appropriate). Such eco-agricultural areas act as buffer zones to enhance nature 
corridors, as they are also acting to increase biodiversity. Similarly with ógreen burialô sites ï 
carefully managed to be ecologically appropriate - the demand for which is increasing. In 
collaboration with the National Park authority, livestock rearing has been encouraged where 
this enhances biodiversity and provides a management tool for the benefit of certain 
valuable habitat types (for example chalk downland). Such eco-agriculture is more labour 
intensive than agriculture at the beginning of the LDF period and has and will preserve 
ecosystem function whilst reducing emissions of greenhouse gases (ghgs) from the land. 
Produce that is excess and ówasteô material is used in biogas generation on a range of farms 
and in rural community anaerobic digesters.  All this provides employment to  those who 
wish to work on the land or in creation of products and processing materials from the land, 
whilst encouraging a return of the Historically important status of Lewes as a market town, 
so giving further employment opportunities. Production of food for local consumption has 
increased sharply and much is also processed locally. A careful assessment of land use and 
future potential occurred in 2010/2011, based on a local adaptation of ZCB2030 Land Use 
chapter ï see: http://www.zerocarbonbritain.com/index.php/technical  and a change of 
planning priorities took place, involving:  
 More small growers around the urban areas, with more food growing on suitable land  

 A reduction in grazing mainly to that using marginal land or where this constitutes 
suitable management for particular habitat conservation and enhancement. Since the 
Downs have traditionally been used for grazing, they could be one of the areas of the 
UK that retains grazing animals. 

 Other uses such as coppiced woodland being taken into account.  
 Land used for growing animal feed would be reduced, and used for human food 

production and, where appropriate, energy crops.  

http://www.zerocarbonbritain.com/index.php/technical


Animal products such as wool could be used to produce insulation and other material for 
buildings, in a new spin off from agriculture.  
 
Villages have expanded with low impact smallholdings: living/working land. They process 
their own water and produce renewable energy. New buildings are low impact and 
inconspicuous and most villages have their own reed-bed systems dealing with and 
purifying grey water and sewage and much of the water is recycled to properties within the 
village that do not have their own óon-siteô reed-bed. This approach to water purification 
and biodiversity enhancement has also been promoted where appropriate in pockets within 
the larger urban areas, so also acting as part of the nature corridor process.  
 
Sustainable Communities 
Inspired and facilitated by a positive central and local government  approach to the 
sustainable development of local communities the majority of community initiatives are 
developed at the grass roots level with great care to ensure wide consultation, education 
and inclusion.  Enlightened planning policy encourages people of all ages to live in mixed 
communities where they have learnt to value and  support each other and are living more 
fulfilled, less lonely lives.   Such communities are becoming the norm in both rural and 
urban areas. 
 

Economic contraction during the financial crises around the beginning of the plan period has 
resulted in a fall in house prices, a decrease in the number of single occupancy homes and 
a considerable contraction in the need for new house building, by comparison with the 
figures set out in the South East Plan prior to the finalisation of the LDF.  Development 
planning has assisted first time buyers so that affordable housing has become the norm. 
The Lewes Community Land Trust has acquired land whilst prices were lower and worked 
with LDC to provide development to meet community needs across a wide development 
spectrum (see examples of development types below).  All buildings erected since the 
implementation of the LDF have used sustainable, zero-carbon construction techniques (via 
enforcement from the beginning of the LDF period of a periodically strengthened LDC 
Sustainability Checklist for developers) and were built to minimum Sustainable Building 
Code 5 from the start of the Framework period, rapidly progressing to Code 6, before 
moving to a Zero Emissions Development (ZED) standard for construction, prompting a 
government move to enforcing this standard nationally. Simultaneously, LDC strengthened 
its support for insulation and other energy saving measures within the District, so that the 
vast majority of properties (both business and private) have experienced a major 
improvement in energy efficiency. As part of LDCôs climate change adaptation initiative 
(Smarter Living Programme (SLP)) passive ventilation for buildings, canopies and other 
shading structures for buildings, etc have been encouraged. All new developments have 
>30% of their energy generated on site (or very nearby) and passive solar heating with 
high thermal mass construction in combination with these SLP features has massively 
reduced energy demand from these developments. 
 
Renewable energy 
Collaboration between OVESCO and LDC has resulted in a large number of community wind 
turbines of 100kW ï 1MW around Lewes District (including community owned wind farms ï 
2-5 turbines - within the Nat ional Park which contains the best sites, apart from one to the 
North of the District, following acceptance by the NP Authority), with opposition to their 
installation having declined enormously since the first decade of the new millennium (due 
largely to increased price of fossil fuels and increased public recognition that local 



renewables are a better alternative than fuel rationing or huge expense ï see for example 
below the charging points for electric cars, that people value as a transport means). 
Through LDC local government bonds, OVESCO have restored the Tide Mills at Newhaven, 
following a lengthy feasibility study and the Mills are now generating from this reliable 
power source. The tide has also been harnessed at a number of sites upstream and 
downstream of Lewes (as have the weirs higher upstream) to generate low level, 
continuous amounts of power via micro- and small-scale turbine systems (sited in close 
consultation with the EA and SOCS, not necessarily on the streams/river). A whole stream 
of properties and businesses neighbouring the Ouse have installed micro-generation 
systems based on the river and tidal flow, whilst solar thermal is standard on houses with 
south-facing and other suitable roofs and many properties have ground sourced heat 
pumps. Photovoltaic panels have also become commonplace and have been required on all 
local authority run premises, schools and hospitals in the District, unless generation capacity 
isnôt effective due to orientation or other characteristics of the building. Carefully sited PV 
arrays have also been installed in a variety of locations and constitute a highly valued part 
of the renewable energy mix for the District. Local woodland is sustainably managed largely 
to retain carbon and to deliver fuel and constructio n materials, but (where ecologically and 
eco-agriculturally appropriate) some is used as biomass fuel. Working with the Woodland 
Enterprise centre the district has benefited from a series of local wood fuel hubs. These 
hubs have increased local employment and allowed easy access to a supply of dry high 
grade wood fuel for the local population.  
 
The LDF strategy of reducing the need to travel has paid off and many services and much 
commerce is centred around habitation, in an increasingly decentralised manner. The whole 
area inside and outside of the National Park is served with frequent, reliable small buses, 
for visitors and residents alike. Cycleways and footpaths have been developed to make it 
easy to walk and cycle in villages, between them and into and through towns. For example, 
see final paragraph on cycleway between Lewes and Newhaven. Car travel has decreased 
so that there is one electric car for every 10 households in the urban areas, with around 1 
in 5 in villages. The bigger towns all have carshare schemes based on electric vehicles, and 
societyôs relationship with the car in the District is in the process of a considerable 
transition. A widespread network of charging points has been established within the District, 
where possible sited at or linked to local renewable energy generation points (unless micro-
generation capacity at the charging point is adequate). No new roads have been built, but 
maintenance has been improved and resurfacing has used latest advances in surface 
structure to promote wat er infiltration through the structure rather than the production of 
run-off (similarly with pavement and foot/cyclepath surfacing, the areas of which have 
increased considerably). 
 
The Lewes to Uckfield railway line has been reinstated and running for almost a decade and 
the remaining railway system has seen investment, electrification and enhancement. The 
waterways have once more become a sustainable transport link, with sail barges carrying 
goods up and down the Ouse, with renovated wharfs at the Phoenix causeway in Lewes for 
upstream transport and near the John Harvey Tavern for downstream transport.  
 
A sustainable economy has been achieved through effectively decoupling economic 
performance from environmental impact. This has been done via a dual LDF strategy for 
the District Council to  

a) actively promote and encourage ONLY those businesses within the district that create 
economic growth through ecologically sustainable means, e.g. through re -use of 



materials; via ecologically restorative or enhancing activities, zero-waste manufacture 
and service provision, resulting in bi-products that are of direct use within the 
locality, via industrial symbiosis, business-agri symbiosis or other means; production 
on site of all their energy needs from renewable sources. A wide range of SMEs 
remain in the area, but many are finding ways to adapt to the sustainability agenda 
that has been promoted to favour such activities  

b) invest in local ecosystem service provision via, for example, a flood risk liability 
insurance scheme benefitting businesses located on urban sites prone to flooding 
and administered by the Council which uses the income to restore wetland 
ecosystems upstream, so reducing flood risk within the town  

 
Lewes DC has become a zero waste authority, with all major towns (and some small ones) 
having their own re -use centres, well established web-based Freecycle-type systems and re-
use hubs where items are exchanged or bought and sold.  The green waste that isnôt 
composted by householders or community composting sites is used to generate ñgreen gasò 
from anaerobic digesters, kick-started with cash from Good Energyôs óHotROCsô fund. 
 
The key focus for economic development via the LDF has been the livelihoods and well-
being of the residents of Lewes District accompanied by careful planning for tourists, so 
enabling visitors to benefit from the vibrant culture and natural beauty of the area without 
adversely impacting on valuable natural resources and the infrastructure. Prosperity and 
well-being are now measured, rather than economic ñgrowthò, with a Well-being Index 
based on locally determined indicators (Prescott-Allen, 2001; Steuer & Marks, 2008) taking 
the place of GVA as the key indicator. As part of this, education and health service provision 
and management have been promoted and are more integrated into local communities. 
There are more small village schools and education has expanded out of the classroom to 
take advantage of the learning opportunities in the investment in local ecosystem services, 
the functioning of the sustainable communities act, the preventative focus in the health 
service, local cultural heritage, the extensive network of local artists/artisans, etc. etc. 
Within the classroom, an early emphasis on eco-schools has prospered and óeducation for 
lifeô has prospered. Working closely with the LEA and legitimate NGOs with a good track 
record in working with schools on their particular subject (such as energy) a 
Joint Partnership has formed and got funding to develop and manage a scheme called 
Education for Sustainability and Global Citizenship (ESDGC) across the District (modelled on 
the scheme that became part of the core curriculum in Wales with funding from the Welsh 
Assembly).  Apprentice opportunities (as part of latter period of the óschoolingô process) are 
on offer in a wide range of local businesses and industries, helping equip youngsters for 
making suitable choices for the livelihoods ahead of them, whilst also providing a small 
short-term boost to the labour force. Investment in preventative  health as a priority of the 
health service locally has begun to reap rewards, with the expense of dealing with illness 
and mental health problems declining. Because Lewes is an exemplar area for renewable 
energy and other óGreenô technologies, some employment comes from research into 
technologies and new land management. 
 
The District is now classified as semi-arid and an extensive public and school-based 
education programme (framed within the LDF) has resulted in water being viewed as one of 
our most precious and valuable resources. There has been a massive increase in the 
collection and storage of rainwater at domestic properties and businesses to make the most 
of heavy and unpredictable rainfall in both winter and (rarely) in summer. Such adaptation 
to climate change has been a key focus of the LDF (via LDC Smarter Living Programme), 



including for example: Climate Risk Mapping (CRM) as a route to a Community Local 
Climate Impacts Profile (CLCIP); Trees for shade; Enhanced water infiltration measures 
within towns and villages ï SUDS best practice as a minimum at the beginning of the LDF 
period; Flood barriers for buildings; etc. A key feature of adapting to climate change has 
been lower water usage, whilst more small scale and landscape storage and effective 
protection of our surface water and aquifers from over abstraction and pollution have 
ensured supply. There has been investment in ecological restoration activities upstream of 
Lewes and work with local farmers to re -establish more natural flood water st orage, which 
has reduced flood probability and helped to mitigate the impact of our more arid climate on 
farming and the new forestry/agroforesty. Early recognition of increased flood risk within 
the LDF has enabled planning and businesses within the flood plain have actively supported 
the natural flood risk reduction initiatives, co -ordinated by Lewes Chamber of Commerce. 
This form of adaptation has simultaneously enhanced biodiversity and ecological resilience 
of the flood plain and river catchment and li nked in with National Park priorities.  
 
Newhaven Port has become a óGreenô Port, actively taking the responsibility to reduce its 
carbon footprint and adopting appropriate environmental policies supported at the highest 
level, with a renewable energy centre established and running. 
The great opportunity for the renaissance of both Newhaven port, Newhaven town and the 
whole Sussex coastal area offered by the Rampion offshore windfarm has born fruit and 
become a significant UK renewable energy project that has had a direct impact on reducing 
CO2 emissions from electricity generation and has linked with education and 
training programmes leading to job opportunities. For example, small renewable industry 
start up businesses encouraged by the siting of a new Business Park close to the Windfarm 
Assembly site; A University outreach department specialising in sustainable energy research 
and development to be sited in the Tide Mills area; A Sustainable Building and Energy 
Centre providing information about the local a vailability of materials and practical courses to 
develop skills for self building in a sustainable way providing energy and insulation advice 
and services for local people for retrofitting older homes, an ECO DIY warehouse; 
Sustainable and ecologically sound transformation of  the empty Marine Works Buildings into 
a Sustainable Arts centre and studios including a range of shared and individual studios for 
small scale sustainable arts and crafts and small businesses, allowing for the sharing and 
development of new skills- apparently this has already been suggested and there is a group 
looking into  this.  Building upon the history of Newhaven as home to a broad range of 
artists, artisans and skilled craftspeople.  There is a very active Artwave group in the t own. 
 The renaissance of this cultural sector has been critical to attracting new business and 
tourism. 
 
Sustainability Education has taken off: óThe Living on the edgeô and the óPupils as 
scientistsô Railway Land projects based at the Linklater pavilion in Lewes connecting children 

from St Pancras and Priory, Rodmell, Wallands and Barcombe schools with children from 
schools in Newhaven and Seaford. Children are proud to know that they live in a very 
special town, which has been taking the lead as one of th e first eco towns of the 21st 
century.  

 
There is greater involvement by more local people in local decision making, with 
development of Community Land Trusts to manage small local developments. 
Mixed affordable housing has encouraged thriving communities of all ages living together 

with local green spaces, independent local shops and facilities in order to minimise journeys 
required.   



 

The wild area of the new Newhaven nature reserve is being protected alongside and open 
to access for study of it's gradual evolution, so providing an  educational  and conservation 
outpost for the Sussex Wildlife Trust and extending the 'Nature Corridors for All'  cross 

channel nature park collaboration pioneering work with adults with learning disabilities to 
Newhaven www.railwaylandproject.org     
 
Connected cycle tracks and footpaths lead through the valley to Lewes including small scale 

educational environmental themed outposts towards a Newhaven Energy Education 
Development in the Tide Mills including a range of low impact  sustainable community 
buildings  for environmental education for all generations. Better integration of the port 
development with the town of Newhaven has been achieved through pedestrian and cycle 

paths, linking of the railway with the new residential areas.   
 
Answers to questions posed  
ÅDo you consider the draft vision to be achievable, realistic and relevant to 
Lewes District?  
Yes (with some reservations), given the additions and changes suggested above: 
Achievable provided that urgent action is taken on the key sustainability options; realistic 
ONLY if such urgent action is started promptly along the lines suggested throughout this 
submission, but with a stress on transformational policies.  
 

 
ÅDo you consider the vision to be locally distinctive to Lewes District?  
In part! We feel the Vision presented above reflects far more local distinctiveness.  
 
 

ÅDo you agree with the different character areas identified in the vision? 
The character areas identified are acceptable, but there may be improvements possible. 
Given more time we could help with suggestions for improvement.  
 
 
ÅAre you an individual or organisation that could help achieve this vision, if so 
how and are you happy to óbuy inô to this vision? 
Yes, as part of TTL, we would be happy to buy into the vision subject to some of the key 
changes we suggest within this document. The feel the current vision is rather bland and 
general.  Weôre particularly interested in the HOW and would like to see specific, strong 
policies protecting the local economy, preventing ñclone townò aspects of development.  
 
We feel that TTL has already contributed some valuable actions with the establishment of 
OVESCO, the contribution we make to the Energy Eco-Open Houses, the launch of the 
Lewes Pound, the re-establishment of the new Market Tower Weekly market é.. to mention 
but a few!  
 
Close collaboration already exists with the Council over the Energy Eco-Open Houses and 
could be expanded, given a little more support from the  Council to both the LDC 
Sustainability Team and the TTL Energy group for logistics/materials/etc. The collaboration 
over the Market Tower market is also much appreciated, as has that over the Car Club. 
 

http://www.railwaylandproject.org/


There is great potential for collaboration to build the transition culture within the District, 
which weôd be happy to explore in detail with LDC. 
 
Perhaps LDC would like to become the first local authority in the UK to accept its local 
complimentary currency as Council Tax payment? 
 
 

ÅDoes the draft vision complement the vision contained within the Sustainable  
Community Strategy?  
Insufficient attention is given in the Sustainable Community Strategy or the Topic  
paper to the urgent requirement for mechanisms to be developed to improve local  
food security. 
Andrew Simms of the New Economics Foundation explains why this is so critical in 
Nine Meals from Anarchy : oil dependence, climate change and the transition to 
resilience: www.neweconomics.org/publications/nine-meals-anarchy 
This subject is addressed by TTL throughout our response to all the topic papers.  
 
Also, neither the Sustainable Community Strategy nor the Topic paper mention the need for 
local democratic renewal, yet we feel that this is very important from a sustainable 
development perspective. The Sustainable Community Strategy is produced by the 
LSP/LVLC which is an unelected body.  
Transition Town emphasis in such a document would focus on food security, water security, 
energy security, community cohesion and local democratic renewal, rather than more CCTV 
cameras. 
Cllr. Margaret Eaton, chair of the LGA, has stated: ñBritain is facing a crisis of confidence in 
democracy...we need to change the way Britain is governed to give people a much better 
say over what happens in their area" 
The Sustainable Communities Act process which has been adopted by LDC is a good 
start. The Sustainable Communities Act of 2007 promoted by Local Works 
www.localworks.org proposed greater attention be given to democratic renewal.  
A proposal made by the LDC/SCA panel relating to democratic renewal in the Lewes villages 
has been forwarded to the LGA and to the department of CLG. This proposal requested a 
review of the effectiveness of representation at local/parish level and can be found at:  
http://www.lga.gov.uk/lga/core/page. do?pageId=2643409 
www.thomaspaineandlewes.com/paines-point/  
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Core Strat egy Paper 4 ï Key Strategic Objectives  
 
This Topic Paper needs to be far more radical and reflect transformational elements within 
our Vision ï TP3. 
We stress that the combined effects of Climate Change and peak oil will mean that if we do 
not plan NOW for a drastic move away from dominance of oil and other fossil fuels as the 
main sources of energy and move to a very much lower carbon economy, then costs of 
everything from food to transport are likely to rocket and destabilise our society (Aldergate 
Group, 2009; NEF, 2009; Roberts, 2010). Lewes, despite its ñalternativeò and ñgreenò 
credentials has a very high ecofootprint and people in the District are, on average, living 3 
planet lifestyles (SEI, 2008a). 
Ecofootprint analysis indicates that food is the largest contributor to our lack of 
sustainability, closely followed by housing (i.e. domestic energy, maintenance costs) and 
transport (SEI, 2008b). The current vision and strategic objectives do start to address the 
latter two (though not adequately), but d oes not address the issue of food at all. Given 
Lewesôs traditional status as a market town, there is a great deal to support a move to 
encourage this status to return and be enhanced over its latterday importance. It isnôt only 
local organic food production that could help provide resilience, a strengthening of the local 
economy, reduced footprints and local employment, there will also be a need by 2026 to 
produce a wide range of natural materials locally ï fibre, textiles, medicinal produce, wood 
could all be produced locally for the Lewes District market. The development framework 
should take all this into account, so that the vision for 2026 is as ñopen eyedò as possible. 
If investment in local ecosystems that produce ecosystem services underpinning not only 
global life support systems but also local resilience (e.g. flood protection, pollination, 
nutrient cycling, storm buffering, etc.) and that this is factored in to food and natural 
material production within the locality, then employment will be creat ed, climate change will 
be addressed, peak oil stresses will be reduced and the local economy will become 
associated with the value of REAL resources (MA, 2005; TEEB, 2009). 
 

Comment on the objectives in general:   the word ñsustainableò needs to be defined. 
For example in Objective 5 the ñhighly sustainable locationsò are mentioned (see below) ï 
this is open to a very wide range of interpretations and it throws into doubt the meanings of 
its use in other settings as in Objective 7: ña sustainable system of transport and land useò. 
We hope this does mean environmentally sustainable. 
 



 

Pg. 2 Purpose of this Topic paper  Para 3 
Unlike the Vision, which begins with Climate Change first, this paper starts with meeting SE 
Plan for new housing development. We feel that it is more appropriate for the first point to 
be:   
1 Ecofootprint reduction . To ensure that all development in the District is set in the 
context of the need to urgently stabilise the Districtôs ecological footprint and start to 
reduce it by 2015 on a trend towards the Districtôs population living a ñone planetò lifestyle 
by 2030 (in line with the evidence base behind the (now scrapped) 3 rd Headline target of 
the SE RES). 
 
Although topic paper 4 does indicate that there is no order of priority intended , our 
suggestion would be that the points would be most appropriately ordered as follows : 
 
ñnew 1ò; 6; 7; 8; 4; 3; 10; 9; 5; 1; 2 
 
The current point 1 will now be rephrased to reflect the shelving of the SE Plan, but also 
have the following (in italics) ad ded to the end:  
 é. A key element of this objective will be ensuring that a suitable mix of housing size, 
type, tenure and affordability is achieved  (see point 6 below)  
 
Current point 2 is far too high up the list. The primary focus should be on catering f or local 
needs and local resilience, with increased tourism given lower prominence.  
 

Pg. 3 Objective 3 (é. accessibility to community services é and infrastructure é 
for sustainable communities.)   
This needs to include specific services such as local food shops and warehouses, local 
energy and fuel supplies, etc.  
In relation to road related development, we feel it is important to ensure use of the latest 
available surfacing materials/structure/technology to allow water infiltration through 
road/pavement surfaces into soil below. 
 
Objective 5 (éreusing suitable previously developed land éé. development in 
the highly sustainable locations é.) 
Misuse of ñhighly sustainableò. Replace with ñmost suitable, availableò and add (before ñof 
the areaò) ñor adversely affecting the ecological functioningò 
 
Pg. 3 Objective 6 (é. reducing locally contributing causes of climate change, é.):  
We very much welcome this point. However, this will not achieve the vision unless 
emissions from local food consumption and production, and the carbon sinks provided by 
natural/semi-natural areas (mainly by woodlands), are addressed. It is not SMART because 
the steps towards it are not clear. For example,  óéImplementing of the highest feasible 
standards in new developmentô is a worthy aspiration, but we feel that such standards need 
to be enshrined in a policy tool ( e.g. CHS level 5 with immediate effect, level 6 from 2011) 
if they are to achieve significant reductions in carbon emissions, waste and water 
consumption, etc. and thus significantly mitigate and adapt to Climate Change.  
Highest levels of eco-refurbishment should also be sought (e.g. see T-Zero 
http://www.bre.co.uk/page.jsp?id=825)  



Specifically on food, there is no acknowledgement of the investment needed now to provide 
low emission food production, although working with other agencies (as in Objective 3) 
could help with this. A suggested rewording could be:  
6. To ensure that the District reduces locally contributing causes of climate  
change, including through the implementat ion of the highest feasible  
standards of sustainable construction techniques in new developments, by 
enabling low carbon refurbishment, by reducing emissions from local land, and 
increasing opportunities for carbon sequestration (for example in woodlands).  
 
Pg. 3 Objective 7 To reduce the need for travel and to promote a sustainable 
system of transport and land use for people who live in, work in, and visit the  
District . 
Amended version (amendments in italics): 
To prepare for localisation/build resilience  by reduc ing  the need for travel and to 
promote a sustainable system of transport and land use for people who live in, 
work in and visit the District.  
 
ï again, we feel that this needs to be more specific!  
During consultation within TTL many drew attention t o inadequate facilities to encourage 
more cycling within the district, particularly along the Ouse valley where the development of  
a cycle route might join the European Green way and encourage greater leisure/tourist use.  
Taking an holistic approach such development has preventative health as well as 
environmental benefits. 
As with O6, we find it difficult to assess whether this objective can be met without more 
specifics being provided i.e. itôs not SMART 
 

 

Pg. 4  Objective 9 -  ébuoyant and balanced local economy é 

Amended version (amendments in italics): 
9. To stimulate and maintain a buoyant and balanced local economy  in the face 
of likely market volatility  through regeneration of the coastal towns, support for 
the rural economy,  especially local food, na tural products/goods and fuel 
production , whilst ensuring that the economy does not become reliant on one or 
two sectors.  
Key to this will be for the Council and other organisations to take advantage of the 
opportunities for sustainable economic growth and prosperity that exist in the District. This 
includes regeneration at Newhaven associated with the existing port, creating a sustainable 
tourism economy at Seaford that takes advantage of its seaside location and proximity to 
the South Downs National Park, and diversifying the economy of Lewes town so that it is 
less reliant on the public sector and tourism, for example with new local food and fuel 
production, as well as renewable energy generation, research, development and servicing. 
This will require the creation of more modern and varied commercial premises to meet the 
needs of new and expanding local businesses particularly those seeking business/industrial 
symbiosis, material re-use, and relaxing rules so that there is more live/work 
accommodation, for example smallholdings. 
To maintain óbuoyancy and balanceô there will be active encouragement and support for 
independent shops over óchain shopsô/supermarkets to increase the local multiplier effect 
within and support for the local economy.  
 

 



Evidence bas e:  
In areas where chains have created óclone townsô there is much shop closure, whereas 
independent shops are often more resilient to economic change ï they employ more local 
people and the local multiplier means they keep more wealth local instead of it óleaking outô 
to global shareholders (FoE, 2010; NEF, undated; Ward & Lewis, 2002). 
FoE (2010) Retail policy & Local Development Frameworks. How to support local shops and diverse 
town centres through your LDF. Community Rights Resource Pack. 15 pp. 
 
NEF (undated) Ghost Town Britain. The threat from economic globalisation to livelihoods, liberty and 
local economic freedom. NEF, London. 60 pp. 
http://www.neweconomics.org/sites/neweconomics.org/files/Plugging_the_Leaks.pdf  
 
Ward, B. & Lewis, J (2002) Plugging the Leaks. Making the most of every pound that enters your 
local economy. NEF, London. 126 pp. 
 

Pg. 4 Objective 10: é.. natural beauty, wildlife and cultural heritage. 
The difficulties in fully carrying this out in the face of climate change and Peak Oil n eed to 
be acknowledged. An early investment in local low carbon, eco-agricultural food production 
and other growing, alongside widespread ecological restoration could ensure that the area 
retains its good characteristics. Areas within the National Park and outside it could 
deteriorate if we merely preserve them: for example as summer drought gets worse, 
economic forces could continue to make agriculture go in a damaging direction unless this 
is specifically addressed. We need actively to encourage helpful change, perhaps to recover 
the diversity of circa 1970, in order to even stand still. Hence the objective is not SMART as 
it is now. This can be done with the right kind of productivity, consistent with the type of 
land. 
 
We consider that there ought to be two other draft objectives to add to the 10 in Topic 
paper 4. These could be: 
11.  To assist with promoting local food and water security through work with 
other agencies to maintain and develop local food supply and local water 
capture & storage in the fac e of likely disruption from climate change and Peak 
Oil, and to begin changes towards a more local, healthier, sustainable food 
supply that also reduces emissions from the food chain and reduces water 
consumption during growing and processing.  
This will involve preparing for severe weather disrupting the existing ñjust in timeò food 
deliveries to the area, and anticipating rising transport costs which could mean that much 
more food has to be produced and processed locally. It will also involve working with  other 
agencies to plan how a healthier diet can be produced mostly locally and within the UK ï 
80% UK and 20% abroad, with 20% close to urban centres and a further 30 -40% within 
100 miles. 
 
12. To work with other agencies to prepare for disruption from Pe ak Oil and 
economic shocks, not only in food as above but in other areas of life in the 
District.  
 
We consider that for the policy area Climate change, Flood risk and Environmental Resource 
Management, these two other objectives (11 and 12) should be inclu ded.  
 
 



Answers to questions posed  
Do you consider that the proposed strategic objectives will achieve the  
vision, as set out in Topic Paper 3?   

Only within the narrow remit of the councilôs current powers. To achieve the vision will 
require much wider buy-in /participation from the public ï behaviour change needs to be 
specifically targeted, maybe through partners like TTL to achieve this.  
The strategic objectives as they stand may help to achieve the vision alongside national, 
county and personal change. 
Unlike the Vision, which begins with Climate Change first, this paper starts with meeting SE 
Plan for new housing development. We feel strongly that the first point should be as 
suggested above.   
 

Å Do you consider the draft objectives to be SMART (i.e. Specific,  
Measurable, Achievable, Realistic, Time -bound)?  
Not SMART ï few of the objectives are measurable or time -bound. An EDAP would do this. 
For specific objectives, see comments above under each objective 
 

 
Å Are the draft objectives distinctive to Lewes District?  
Not particularly. Unfortunately, lack of time has prevented adequate means to increase the 
feel for distinctiveness expressed in the TP. 
 
Å Can the objectives be achieved by 2026? 
Possibly, but action is urgent .  
Can the suggested strategy op tions be achieved by 2026?   Peak Oil and other 
changes are likely to be imminent enough that flexible plans need to be made to enable 
necessary local preparations. In our opinion, if plans are made in the next year or two, 
Lewes can be securely on the road to a positive future by 2026.  
 
 
Å Will the objectives help achieve the vision and the priorities that are set out 
in the Sustainable Community Strategy?  
The Sustainability teamôs SMARTER Living programme will help. 
There is also an urgent need to consider food security and democratic renewal as outlined 
in our answer to Topic paper 3.  
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Core Strategy Paper 5 ï Developing a Strategy for accommodating and 
delivering growth  

Given the shelving of the SE plan and the fact that the LDC SHLAA isnôt due for a month or 
so, comments on this Topic paper will be  confined to overall strategic issues and specifics 
on elements relating to the Annex A of the Topic Paper, plus responses to the questions 
posed in the paper.  
 

The extent of economic growth and hence housing growth is very uncertain. Localisation 
will bring local growth ï thus there is benefit in the LDF focussing on the implications of 
localisation across the planning/development spectrum.  
To use the example of local food production, it would be desirable to have great flexibility in 
types of future housing, so that there is food growing space , and housing near to farming 
land to accommodate an increase in employment on the land. Planning regulations need to 
allow low impact dwellings, as in Pembrokeshire National Park:  
http://www.pembrokeshire.gov.uk/content.asp?nav=1626,109&parent_directory_id=646&id
=4979 (Document: Building in a Sustainable Way) 
Recent adoption as policy by Welsh Assembly: 
http://wales.gov.uk/topics/plannin g/policy/ppw2010/?lang=en  and see: 
http://wales.gov.uk/topics/planning/ policy/guidanceandleaflets/?lang=en  
(see also comments on Introduction  relating to this issue)  

 

Pg. 2 ï Key policies and  éé 

Although the SE Plan has been shelved by the present government, we recommend in 
comments on earlier Topic Papers that the part of  the SE Plan to ñstabilise and reduce 
ecofootprint é..ò should be viewed as Evidence Base to retain and that an enhanced target 
for ecofootprint reduction be a strong strategic element running across the LDF (see 
comments on TP 1, 2, 3, 4).  

 

Pg. 4 ï Key is sues that need to be addressed  éé 

In the short -term, an issue is the current economic climate é. potential housing schemes. 
The context for this is the growing evidence base for and mainstream acceptance of the 
need to shift the economy towards a process of investment in ecosystem service provision 
(TEEB, 2009). The impact of this latter need is likely to far outweigh the influence of the 
economic slump/recession in place during the drafting of the LDF Topic Papers, but could 
also provide valuable strategic directions to help build economic resilience within the 
locality. 

Image courtesy of Julian Bell via John May  
http://hqinfo.blogspot.com/2005/06/paine -in-net.html  

ñWe have it in our power to begin the 
world over again.ò 

ñIt is the direction and not the 
magnitude which is to be taken into 
consideration.ò 

Thomas Paine 

http://www.google.com/url?q=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.pembrokeshire.gov.uk%2Fcontent.asp%3Fnav%3D1626%2C109%26parent_directory_id%3D646%26id%3D4979&sa=D&sntz=1&usg=AFQjCNGVBUYOxBpB0jFsvu5oTGolrD6oOQ
http://www.google.com/url?q=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.pembrokeshire.gov.uk%2Fcontent.asp%3Fnav%3D1626%2C109%26parent_directory_id%3D646%26id%3D4979&sa=D&sntz=1&usg=AFQjCNGVBUYOxBpB0jFsvu5oTGolrD6oOQ
http://www.google.com/url?q=http%3A%2F%2Fwales.gov.uk%2Ftopics%2Fplanning%2Fpolicy%2Fppw2010%2F%3Flang%3Den&sa=D&sntz=1&usg=AFQjCNGZFT_XMNPuco9FUnQ5Ze-kelD6kw
http://www.google.com/url?q=http%3A%2F%2Fwales.gov.uk%2Ftopics%2Fplanning%2Fpolicy%2Fguidanceandleaflets%2F%3Flang%3Den&sa=D&sntz=1&usg=AFQjCNEoE0Of84MDm61UtV3f-ScgPl2-BQ


 

Broadly, we agree with growth along the railway lines AND with low impact, rural, 
agricultural development, provided all housing is of the highest feasible environmental 
building standard (see TP4). Thus we have sympathies with option 2. 
 

Views on Options 4 and 5: the small scale housing developments mentioned could include 
land for growing food where appropriate, and be low impact buildings adaptable to changes 
in use. If land is liable to  flood, the evidence is pointing increasingly towards working with 
this as a natural process and using the flood plain effects to enhance ecosystem service 
provision through suitable land management strategies that, in the process serve to provide 
gains in other ways simultaneously, as ecologically and socially appropriate. For example, 
this may include use of land as grazing marsh and/or allowing for growing water -tolerant 
woodland including useful nut or fruit bearing or fibre -producing species - coppiced trees or 
willow beds are other possibilities. 
 
Answers to questions posed  

ÅDo you have any views on the options that have been identified to date? 

A number of the options have merits (see above), but we do not identify any specific one as 
a favourite.  

 

ÅDo you have any information relating to the options, identified to date, that  

could assist the Council in the appraisal process?  

We do feel that a greater attention to use of the LDC Sustainability checklist for developers 
(http://www.lewes.gov.uk/planning/6778.asp ; 
http://www.lewes.gov.uk/Files/plan_sustainability_checklist%281%29.pdf )  along with 
periodic strengthening and updating of the checklist would be useful in relation to 
development associated with any of the options.  

We recommend that this checklist be mentioned in Annex A and used more forcefully as a 
valuable tool in assessing prospective development, although we feel that it should not be 
restricted to developments over a particu lar number of plots or hectarage but should be 
universally applied. 
 

ÅAre there any options, which have not been identified, that the Council 

should be considering and appraising?  

For us, the key issues are ensuring increasingly localised, mixed developments incorporating 
services to reduce the need to travel and that aim to enhance biodiversity and catalyse the 
ecological restoration of the surrounding natural/semi -natural habitats for the provision of 
ecosystem services. Some such developments are likely to need to be in rural areas, often 
associated with increased local food production. Other than that, we have no specific 
options with regard to placement.  

 

It may be worth considering the results of the Federation of City Farms 2010 pilot land bank 
project in Brighton and Hove which has the backing of CLG. 
http://www.permaculture.org.uk/news/growyour -own-revolution-gets-major-land-boost-
20100304 
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Core Strategy Paper 6 ï Other Key elements of the emerging  Strategy  

 

We suggest that Objectives 6, 7, 8 & 10 are essential to each of the Topic  areas identified 
and should be specified for each. 
 

NB.  In relation to Objective 5, see important changes to wording suggested in section on 
Topic paper 4. Whenever we refer to Obj 5 in this section, it will be assuming the re -worded 
version! 
 

 

Topic area: Sustainable Communities :  

This should specifically include Objective 6, Objective 8, Objective 10 and the new Objective 
11. 
 

NB.  In relation to Obj 3, there will be a need to delink infrastructure provision from 
environmental impact for the infrastructure  provision to be ecologically sustainable. We 
would recommend running ecofootprinting scenarios (e.g. REAP/Best Foot Forward (BFF) ï 
NB. The LDC Sustainability Team already has a REAP licence that allows access to the REAP 
scenario tool) for evaluation of more sustainable options. 
 

 

Topic area: Economic Development and Regeneration :  

This should specifically include Objective 6, Objective 8 and Objective 10. 
Suggested changes to wording in text:  

In order to achieve the above draft objectives we will need to identify:  

ÅThe future employment needs of the District and prioritise support for those based on re -
use, ecological enhancement/restoration or that are demonstrably low footprint, carbon -

negative or eco-positive;  

ÅThe types of employment premises and support infrastructure (including broadband, eco-

efficiency retrofit , etc) required to support the local economy ;  

ÅHow much additional employment land will be required;  

ÅWhere best to provide employment facilities in relation to transport, labour markets, 

customers etc; 
ÅWhat will happen to existing employment sites (including any strategic employment 

sites to be safeguarded from changes to other uses);  

ÅA deliverable strategy for regenerating Newhaven; 

Image courtesy of  Lewes DC LDF 




