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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 LDC‟s 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 acceptable 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 Team‟s “Smarter Living Programme”). 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 „roadmap‟ 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 „green‟ industries and food growing methods and becoming a green 
tourism destination. This can attract new investment 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, we‟d 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 wellbeing 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 routemap for economic activities and lifestyles that work with cyclical 
planetary systems rather than against them. 

• 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 

• The mechanisms for delivery need strengthening and clarifying – with mechanisms 
identified for those not directly within the council‟s power.  

• 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 – perhaps the most urgent being in 
relation to food production.  

• 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. 

• 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.  

• 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. 

• 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 „Clone Town‟ 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 within 
our Vision – 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 it‟s development, but that it 
needs to provide opportunities for much more transformational thinking to translate into 
policies and action – supported by a precautionary (i.e. „stretch‟) 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 Technology‟s 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 renewable 



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 – “It 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 „development that meets the needs of the present 
generation without compromising the ability of future generations to meet their own 
needs‟.” 
 
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 
“… This is relevant to the Core Strategy as the Council‟s LDF must be in conformity with this 
regional planning policy document ……” 
 
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 
“A sustained programme of action to help stabilise the South East’s 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 individuals” 
 



The need for footprint reduction remains an urgent priority throughout the SE and Lewes 
has a slightly lower footprint than the SE average, which presents Lewes as „ahead of the 
game‟ in this respect.  The footprint target could thus still be reflected (and possibly 
strengthened – 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 
Impact 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_directory_id=646&id
=4979   

With new documentation (planning framework) by the Welsh Assembly on  
http://wales.gov.uk/topics/planning/policy/ppw2010/?lang=en  
There‟s 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: “Supplementary Planning Guidance - Low Impact Development Making a Positive 
Contribution”. 
 
 
******************************************************* 

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 – 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 „new‟ 7 & 8: 
• The district has a range of cycle ways – LDC to provide detail ……. 
 
• There is an extensive network of footpaths – LDC to provide detail  ……. 
 
Pages 2-3. Environmental characteristics 
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 Characteristics  
Bullet point 4 - „The 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.‟  
Given the huge (and arguably increasing) volatility in global markets, 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 wording. 
 
Bullet point 6 - „By 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.‟  
Similar comment to above – 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 - „House prices are relatively high, driven by commuting and the District‟s 
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.‟ 
– similar comment – house prices may fall (possibly dramatically) during this period – so in 
fact this may offset affordability issues above. We suggest this uncertainty is reflected in 
wording.  
 
Pg. 5  Economic Characteristics 
Bullet point 3 – „The 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).‟  
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 – 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 – Summary: Responding to the Value of Nature.  UNEP. 
http://www.teebweb.org/LinkClick.aspx?fileticket=I4Y2nqqIiCg%3d&tabid=1020&language=en-US 
 

2.  „Employment land‟ should be more clearly defined: does it include woodland, farming 
and „growing‟ 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/webview/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: 
• 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 Town‟s culture and to take forward issues of importance within and to the 
community. 
 
•Have 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 “pathway 
to a positive future”. 
 
•Do 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, we‟d 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) „Diamonds‟ 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 Characteristics (or as new Sustainable development characteristics 
section?), mention: 
Alternative measures of well-being could be featured to go alongside or replace „economic 
growth‟ 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 „conscious simplicity‟ 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/Local_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 – 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 economic growth and regeneration 
Accommodating and delivering growth 
 
Pg. 2 Accommodating and delivering growth  
Bullet point 1– 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 – We commend this statement and feel it should me moved to bullet point 1 
in this section.  We suggest adding „All 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 chickens‟.  
 
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 LDC responsible for Green Space management 
across the District. 
 
References 
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g. 2 Protecting and enhancing… 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 “via the setting of minimum building standards „Code for Sustainable 
High-Performance Refurbishment‟” (see answer to q3 below – Powering down). 
  
Bullet point 2: - We support this point, but feel that in relation to „the capacity for 
generating energy on site‟, 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 
“Outstanding” 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 „rebuild the local economy through training, 
good business premises etc‟. 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 „Inwood‟, 
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 – 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 
•Do 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 
District‟s 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 “one planet” 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. „Diamonds‟ 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 – 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) „Diamonds‟ 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 
 

 
•Are 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 „Peak Oil‟, 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+516 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 „Peak Oil Summit‟ 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 „Tackling Climate 
Change‟ bullet point 1 and also a demand reduction for space heating while maintaining 
thermal comfort, which isn‟t addressed yet IS a key “development “ 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 “whole house” 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 – 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; 
textiles; 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 require 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) „Diamonds‟ 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. „Diamonds‟ 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 Living Programme which 
includes a range of adaptation initiatives for the benefit/involvement of local communities – 
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 „Enhanced water infiltration measures within towns and villages – SUDS best 
practice as a minimum‟ to this list.  
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Core Strategy Paper 3 – Vision for Lewes District 
 
Pg. 2 District Wide – 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 house 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 „plugging the 
leaks‟ 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 local economy has 
diminished as locally produced materials have inspired retailers to create links with local 
producers/suppliers across a spectrum of materials – 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 have 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 „nature corridors‟ (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 existing 
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 „be‟ 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 „green burial‟ sites – 
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 „waste‟ 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 – 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 „on-site‟ 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 LDC‟s 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 – 1MW around Lewes District (including community owned wind farms – 
2-5 turbines - within the National 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 – 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 
isn‟t 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 construction 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 
society‟s 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 water 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 isn‟t 
composted by householders or community composting sites is used to generate “green gas” 
from anaerobic digesters, kick-started with cash from Good Energy‟s „HotROCs‟ 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 “growth”, 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 „education for 
life‟ 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 „schooling‟ 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 „Green‟ 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 – 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 storage, 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 linked in with National Park priorities. 
 
Newhaven Port has become a „Green‟ 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 availability 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 town. 
 The renaissance of this cultural sector has been critical to attracting new business and 
tourism. 
 
Sustainability Education has taken off: „The Living on the edge‟ and the „Pupils as 
scientists‟ 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 the 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 
•Do 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.  
 

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

•Do 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. 
 
 
•Are you an individual or organisation that could help achieve this vision, if so 
how and are you happy to „buy in‟ 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.  We‟re particularly interested in the HOW and would like to see specific, strong 
policies protecting the local economy, preventing “clone town” 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 ….. 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 we‟d 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? 
 
 

•Does 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: “Britain 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/ 
 

 

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. 
 
CAT (2010) Zero Carbon Britain 2030. A New Energy Strategy. 2nd Report of the Zero Carbon Britain 
Project. Centre for Alternative Technology, Machylleth, Wales. 
 
WWF International & Bioregional (2008) One Planet Living. Our 10 Guiding Principles. 
http://www.oneplanetliving.org/index.html 
http://www.oneplanetvision.org/one-planet-living/opl-framework/ 
http://www.oneplanetvision.org/local-government/ 
 
******************************************************* 

http://www.oneplanetliving.org/index.html
http://www.oneplanetvision.org/one-planet-living/opl-framework/
http://www.oneplanetvision.org/local-government/


 
Core Strategy Paper 4 – Key Strategic Objectives 
 
This Topic Paper needs to be far more radical and reflect transformational elements within 
our Vision – 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 “alternative” and “green” 
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 does not address the issue of food at all. Given 
Lewes‟s 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 isn‟t 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 – 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 “open eyed” 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 created, 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 “sustainable” needs to be defined. 
For example in Objective 5 the “highly sustainable locations” are mentioned (see below) – 
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: “a sustainable system of transport and land use”. 
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 District‟s ecological footprint and start to 
reduce it by 2015 on a trend towards the District‟s population living a “one planet” lifestyle 
by 2030 (in line with the evidence base behind the (now scrapped) 3rd 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: 
 
“new 1”; 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) added to the end: 
 …. 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 for local 
needs and local resilience, with increased tourism given lower prominence.  
 

Pg. 3 Objective 3 (…. accessibility to community services … and infrastructure … 
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 (…reusing suitable previously developed land ……. development in 
the highly sustainable locations ….) 
Misuse of “highly sustainable”. Replace with “most suitable, available” and add (before “of 
the area”) “or adversely affecting the ecological functioning” 
 
Pg. 3 Objective 6 (…. reducing locally contributing causes of climate change, ….):  
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,  „…Implementing of the highest feasible 
standards in new development‟ 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 implementation 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 reducing 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. 
 
– again, we feel that this needs to be more specific! 
During consultation within TTL many drew attention to 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. it‟s not SMART 
 

 

Pg. 4  Objective 9 - …buoyant and balanced local economy … 

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, natural 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 „buoyancy and balance‟ there will be active encouragement and support for 
independent shops over „chain shops‟/supermarkets to increase the local multiplier effect 
within and support for the local economy. 
 

 



Evidence base: 
In areas where chains have created „clone towns‟ there is much shop closure, whereas 
independent shops are often more resilient to economic change – they employ more local 
people and the local multiplier means they keep more wealth local instead of it „leaking out‟ 
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: ….. natural beauty, wildlife and cultural heritage. 
The difficulties in fully carrying this out in the face of climate change and Peak Oil need 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 face 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 “just in time” 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 – 
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 Peak 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 included.  
 
 



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 council‟s current powers. To achieve the vision will 
require much wider buy-in /participation from the public – 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.   
 

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

 
• 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. 
 
• Can the objectives be achieved by 2026? 
Possibly, but action is urgent.  
Can the suggested strategy options 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. 
 
 
• Will the objectives help achieve the vision and the priorities that are set out 
in the Sustainable Community Strategy? 
The Sustainability team‟s 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 – Developing a Strategy for accommodating and 
delivering growth 

Given the shelving of the SE plan and the fact that the LDC SHLAA isn‟t 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 – 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/planning/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 – Key policies and …… 

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 “stabilise and reduce 
ecofootprint …..” 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 – Key issues that need to be addressed …… 

In the short-term, an issue is the current economic climate …. 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 

“We have it in our power to begin the 
world over again.” 

“It is the direction and not the 
magnitude which is to be taken into 
consideration.” 

Thomas Paine 
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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 

•Do 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. 
 

•Do 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 particular number of plots or hectarage but should be 
universally applied. 
 

•Are 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 – 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) – 
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: 

•The 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; 

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

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

•How much additional employment land will be required; 

•Where best to provide employment facilities in relation to transport, labour markets, 
customers etc; 

•What will happen to existing employment sites (including any strategic employment 

sites to be safeguarded from changes to other uses); 

•A deliverable strategy for regenerating Newhaven; 

Image courtesy of  Lewes DC LDF 



•How to use the National Park status of the South Downs to support and enhance the local 

rural economy and support sustainable local tourism , both within and outside the National 

Park boundary. 

Key emerging evidence for this strategy/policy area includes the Lewes District 

Employment Land Review (a comprehensive assessment of the existing and future 

requirements of the local economy currently being carried out by Nathaniel Lichfield and 

Partners), a Physical Development Vision for Newhaven (master-planning study 

currently being carried out by BBP Regeneration), and the East Sussex Local Economic 

Assessment (currently being carried out countywide by East Sussex County Council in 

conjunction with the District‟s and Borough Council‟s). 
 
 
Topic area: Retail and Town Centres: 

This should specifically include Objective 6, Objective 8 and Objective 10. 
 

NB. See point in relation to Obj 3 above 

 

 
Topic area: Affordable and appropriate housing: 

This should specifically include Objective 6, Objective 7, Objective 8 and Objective 10. 
 

 
Topic area: Design and the historic environment: 

This should specifically include Objective 6, Objective 7, Objective 8 and Objective 10. 
 

 
Topic area: Infrastructure delivery: 

This should include the amended Objective 9 as well as the new Objective 11 

 

 

Answers to questions posed 

•Given the issues, vision and objectives identified in Topic Papers 2 – 4, 
do you consider that there are any other key policy areas that the Core 

Strategy should address (that have not otherwise been covered in Topic 

Papers 1 to 5)? 

Yes, but all have been addressed in submissions on previous topic papers. 
Other key policy areas: we consider that there ought to be two other draft objectives to add 
to the 10 in Topic paper 4. This could be: 

11. To work with other agencies to maintain and develop local food supply in the 
face of likely disruption from climate change and Peak Oil, and to begin changes 
towards a more local, healthier food supply that also reduces emissions from the 
food chain.  
This will involve preparing for severe weather disrupting the existing “just in time” food 
deliveries to the area, and anticipating rising transport costs which could mean that much 
more food has to be produced locally. It will also involve working with other agencies to 
plan how a healthier diet can be produced mostly locally and within the UK – 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 Peak 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 included.  
 

•What strategy options do you consider should be assessed for the identified 

key policy areas set out in this Topic Paper in order to meet the relevant 

draft objective(s)? 

Strategy options (implications?) for the Food security objective (11) 

● Local food storage as transport costs rise, and to support a growing number of local 
producers. 

● Local abattoirs and food processing facilities 

● Training in permaculture, farming, growing and food processing; retraining in low 
carbon agriculture/ecoagriculture 

● Training options in ecology; ecological restoration; habitat management for biodiversity 
and ecosystem service enhancement 

● Similar training in skills relevant to local wood production for building and fuel supply. 
● Facilities for increase in local processing of food, fibre, timber for retail. 
● Facilities for increase in local processing of food waste and biomass to provide energy 

and soil conditioner. 
● Possible rise in demand for energy from local food industry, which must be met by low 

carbon means 

● Changes in housing provision to allow for more people employed in expanded and new 
local food and other industry. 

 

 

•Can your suggested strategy option realistically be achieved by 2026? 

Peak Oil and other changes are 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. But, as stated 
previously, the appropriate actions must be taken urgently. 
 

•Are there any other key elements/policy areas set out in the Sustainable 

Community Strategy that the Core Strategy should be addressing? 
See answer to question in TP 3. 
 
 

***************************** 



 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Core Strategy Paper 7 – Possible strategic development site at North Street, 
Lewes 

 

Our response to the proposals for North St. falls broadly under the Option A category in 
Topic Paper 7. 
 
The 18.5 acres of the North Street area are strategic to Lewes's resilience in the light of 
possible flooding, economic contraction, peak oil and resource depletion. It is very likely 
that across the country, localisation of much economic activity will be well underway by 
2026, and Lewes will by then be a vibrant centre of low/zero-carbon light industry, crafts 
and other small businesses – a future with some of the positive features of the Town in 
Victorian times.  In other words, the tendency towards globalisation resulting from cheap oil 
and cheap labour will be noticeably in reversal. As a result, there will be a great need for 
industrial and light industrial units, similar to those currently on site but operating on an 
industrial-symbiosis (where one business‟s waste is the next business‟s resource base). 

 There is a need for planning to provide for these industrial units to be powered by energy 
from renewable sources generated on site. Not only will there be new industries appearing 
in market towns, but there will be a greater need for local storage, for example, food, 
certain fuels such as biofuels and wood; other raw materials for manufacturing and so on, 
so storage warehouses could be a valuable use for parts of the site. Again, planning 
strategies should be preparing for this.  

The flood risk will inevitably need to be taken into account, with any perishable materials 
stored above a 100 year flood-risk level and industrial units with equipment that may be 
damaged by water also in elevated locations within buildings. 
 
The river is likely once again to become active as a low-carbon transport link, and any 
development on North St. should be flexible to accommodate new wharfs, loading docks 
and so on.  

To imagine a post-oil world forecast by the end of this century, we only need to look back 
to what Lewes was like before oil: a thriving, wealthy market town with strong trading links.  
 
Given these potential benefits from such an adaptation to Option A, that the area has been 
designated Functional Floodplain by the Environment Agency, and that the SE housing 
targets have been removed, it would appear that to build any new housing or other non-
industrial units on North St., as suggested in Option B, may prove to be folly. We oppose 
Option B for this site. 

Because we are living in a time of change and uncertainty, where humanity has not yet got 
runaway climate change under control, it would seem most sensible to remain flexible in 
our vision for the land for the coming decade or two and not build any great new 
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permanent structures on it until there is more clarity about likely future scenarios for the 
world. It would seem sensible to not build any flood walls but to allow where possible more 
flooding. It would also make sense to use the land to help us make the transition away 
from fossil fuels.  
 
An imaginative approach to Option C may also provide considerable benefits to Lewes and 
may provide „transitional‟ opportunities that could potentially gain our support, but would 
depend on the specifics. 

Similarly, we are unlikely to oppose Option D provided specific plans address fully the 
challenging issues outlined in paragraphs 1 & 2 above, are imaginative and can be 
demonstrated to provide creatively for human, social and ecological wellbeing of not just 
the North St. area, but of the Town and District too. 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

There is demonstrably outdated economic thinking demonstrated in column 4 of the Table 
on pg 5 for both options C and D. The description of “of low value uses” in column 4 option 
C clearly does not recognise the economic value of the ecosystem services that this site 
may generate, were it to restore “the flood plain to this location”. The current economic 
value of such a move would need to be researched, but as stated in 1997 “Because 
ecosystem services are largely outside the market and uncertain, they are too often ignored 
or undervalued, leading to the error of constructing projects whose social costs far 
outweigh their benefits.” (Costanza et al., 1997). This has more recently been re-expressed 
as: 

“Nature is the source of much value to us every day, and yet it mostly bypasses markets, 
escapes pricing and defies valuation. This lack of valuation is, we are discovering, an 
underlying cause for the observed degradation of ecosystems and the loss of biodiversity.” 
(TEEB, 2008) 

 

We encourage LDC to work with Ovesco to create a feasibility study for energy generation 
from the North Street area. It's likely that solar panels, biomass and other renewable 
generation based on North Street could supply a significant proportion of Lewes's power in 
future. Naturally, the feasibility study would need to take full account of flood risk and plan 
any power generation on the site in this context. 
 

Answers to questions posed 

• Should the North Street area be considered as a “strategic site” which will 
influence the overall planning strategy for Lewes District? 

Yes 
 

“It can be said that we are trying to navigate uncharted and turbulent waters 
today with an old and defective economic compass. And this is not just a national 
accounting problem – it is a problem of metrics which permeates all layers of 
society, from government to business to the individual, and affects our ability to 
forge a sustainable economy in harmony with nature.” 

Pavan Suhkdev, Managing Director in the Global Markets division, Deutsche Bank 

Source: TEEB (2008) 



• Do you have any views on the four strategic options for the North Street 

area (Options A–D)? 

See above 
 

• Have we correctly identified the main pros and cons of each strategic option 

in Table 1? 

There may be further pros and cons, but time has mitigated against us identifying any. 
 
• Do you have any information, relating to the options identified, that could 

assist the Council in the appraisal process? 

See comment on out-dated economic thinking. 
 
• Are there any other strategic options for the North Street site, which have 

not been identified, which the Council should be considering and appraising? 

Almost certainly! Again, time has mitigated against unfolding any. 
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Core Strategy Paper 8 – Eastside Newhaven   
 

A detailed Transition response to the LDF paper relating to the regeneration of Eastside 
Newhaven would require much more information than is currently available to the TTL LDF 
group, and detailed input from Newhaven residents and stakeholders.  Topic Paper 8 of the 
LDF consultation explains that the Newhaven Strategic Network (NSN) commissioned BBP 
Regeneration (BBP) study and Newhaven Port and Properties (NPP) masterplans and many 
reports evaluating evidence will be distributed soon for consultation within the district, we 
look forward to being able to review this information and making further comments at this 
stage of the process, in the meantime we can offer the following initial thoughts and 
strategic ideas:  
 

Perhaps the most important factor we have been able to identify in the potential for 
development at Newhaven is the plans for a major off-shore windfarm, so we begin with 
this issue. 
 

The Wind farm 

Plans for the new Rampion offshore windfarm offer a great opportunity for the renaissance 
of both Newhaven port, Newhaven town and the whole Sussex coastal area including Lewes 
district. 
 

We feel we need to research and understand better the wide implications for the area for 

such a scheme, but at present broadly agree with the conclusions of the recent Brighton 
and Hove Sustainability Cabinet Committee meeting of 23rd July which described the 
proposed wind farm development as: 

"a significant UK renewable energy project that will have a direct impact on reducing CO2 
emissions from electricity generation" with "potential for linked education, tourism and 
training programmes leading to job opportunities; and also for secondary employment."  
 

We applaud the fact that this development will help in meeting the U K‟s legally binding 
target of 15% energy generation from renewable sources by 2020 and which could put our 
region at the heart of the renewable energy revolution.  
 

 

Renewable Energy 

In light of the need to reduce CO2 emissions drastically, develop renewable 
energy resources for the district, encourage economic growth and employment 



the Eastside site should be seen as an ideal location for a sustainable 

development plan within the LDF and for the future benefit of the Lewes District. 

The site includes the Tidemills, large industrial units with ample south facing 
roofs (PV potential), exposed open spaces and with close proximity to the 

harbour and good rail links offers an excellent opportunity for a renewable 
energy industry and generation of renewable power.  

 
OVESCo has already visited the site and discussed the use of the Tidemills to 

generate tidal power with the port authority.  
 

OVESCo has access to reports by students from the University of Brighton and is 
in the process of working with the University to demonstration the potential of 

this site for hydro power, wind power and solar power as well as other sites in 
the district. The inclusion of the harbour arm would potentially open up 

opportunities for wind and tidal power (note below: strong winds at solid 
breakwater). In addition the Crown Estates have now confirmed that the 

development of an off shore wind farm should go ahead and the East side offers 

an opportunity to service this industry creating employment and skills in the 
development of renewable power (see above). There has been a proposal to 

allow for a Coop energy company to own one of the turbines and benefit from 
the power generated from the Hastings Zone, Eon Climate and Renewables UK –

 0.6 GW site.  
 

Any development should consider the effects of climate change in the long term 
including rising sea levels. Here is the potential for the Eastside site to use sea 

level rise to its benefit and plan for sea level rising and protect Newhaven and 
towns up river from major flood risk in the future. This raises the potential for a 

tidal barrier and development of Tidemills, which could also generate power. 
Every opportunity should be taken to progress the development of the Eastside 

site and include the Newhaven and Lewes District community in the 
development of this site. 
  

However, it isn‟t merely the renewable energy generation that interests us in relation to this 
development – there is a range of important potential spin-offs of possible high value in 
relation to the type of transition to a low-carbon economy that we feel are, and the 
evidence points towards being, of great benefit. 
 

Community Engagement 

The LDF should not only work with BBP consultants, but should include local groups in the 
process to develop the Eastside and allow for the potential of the local community to 
benefit from any development of the site for renewable power. The forming of a Transition 
Town Group in Newhaven got underway recently and this should be encouraged as a way 
to engage with local people on the future sustainable development of Newhaven including 
the Eastside.  
 
E.ON have identified a risk to the project if "its community engagement programme 
is unsuccessful and a campaign against the visual impact grows, threatening local support 
for the scheme". And as a result, they are reportedly committed to "engaging holistically 
with stakeholders".  This is very encouraging news. We are also aware that Lewes District 



Council are keen to involve the local community in ongoing consultation about such 
important developments. 
 

We would recommend taking a holistic approach to the regeneration of Eastside Newhaven: 
including engagement with the people of Newhaven Town, the Ouse Valley, Lewes and 
neighbouring coastal towns.  Encouraging all communities to work together will help to 
make the most of this opportunity for the whole of the Sussex.  Consultation including 
stakeholders who are "not the usual suspects" may offer some interesting and valuable new 
perspectives. 
 

Demonstration Green District 

At the LDF public meetings in Lewes and Newhaven there were positive comments about 
the potential for Lewes District to become a beacon of the new green economy, and the 
new opportunities offered by the development of a high profile local renewable energy 
sector to fuel a new cleaner and greener future including new local services and industries. 
The promotion of Green Tourism will be particularly relevant in the context of our newly 
acquired National Park status, provided it follows from a focus within the LDF on sustainable 
local livelihoods, enhanced well-being and resilient local economy, rather than dominating 
these core elements.   
 

Given the general acceptance of Peak Oil and resource depletion, there is a strong case to 
be made by some within the transition movement for making “a presumption in favour of 
positive developments... recognising the leadership value of really ambitious ecological 
building”.   www.wiserearth.org Fixing systems not symptoms 

This proactive approach based on community awareness of the bigger picture might help to 
inspire a more urgent transition beyond the equally necessary adherence to agreed carbon 
reduction  targets. 
 

The vision of Copenhagen 2015 as an "Eco Metropolis"  is an interesting model which might 
well inform the fresh vision of our own green district.  The plan is for a green city which 
attracts business and visitors.... a place where people will proudly live in harmony with 
nature in a green and safe environment which is clean, healthy and where although 
currently 36% of the residents cycle to school or work... 50% are planned to do so within 
the next 5 years.  http://kk.sites.itera.dk/apps/kk_publikationer/pdf/674_CFbnhMePZr.pdf 
 

E.ON are very involved in the development of Sustainable Cities in Scandinavia and  the 
following links describe how they seek to involve local communities in this 
process. http://kk.sites.itera.dk/apps/kk_publikationer/pdf/674_CFbnhMePZr.pdf  
 

 
 
The Masterplans 

We broadly share the NPP masterplan concept for Newhaven Port as "a „Green Port‟, 
actively taking the responsibility to reduce its carbon footprint, seeking to become a 
renewable energy centre and adopting appropriate environmental policies suppported at the 
highest level."  as well as the commitments to promote local tourism, ensure conservation 
of the maritime environment , and implementing a sustainable approach to land use. 
Although we were concerned to read of a suggestion made at the NPP Masterplan 
Stakeholders Workshop of 16th November last year to use windpower to fuel further 
incineration! http://www.newhavenportauthority.co.uk/port-masterplan.html 
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The area outlined in Paper 8 concentrates on the Eastside zone, considerations about the 
connectivity with other areas should be kept open during these early stages of master 
planning.  The need to ensure that the NPP plan dovetails with the NSN commissioned BBP 
plan was made at the NPP workshop.  We would encourage a broadly inclusive holistic 
approach to these masterplans, it is important to consult all local organisations 

We provide here are a few initial transitional ideas related to the area....  
 

The Encouragement and Development of a Renewable Energy manufacturing 
sector including small renewable industry start up businesses, incentives including business 
rate reductions could encourage innovative new companies to choose Newhaven as a base. 
This could be further encouraged by the siting of an 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 
availability 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!   Community Land Bank information.  
The following is an example of a Green Building Store social enterprise in Leith near 
Edinburgh. http://greenworksatgrahamstreet.blogspot.com/ 

 

Marine Works Sustainable Arts Crafts and Small Business Centre 

Sustainable and Ecological ecological Transformation of  the empty Marine Works 
Buildings into a Sustainable Arts centre 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 town.  The renaissance of this cultural sector being critical to attracting new 
business and tourism - this was mentioned by a business representative at the Newhaven 
LDF meeting. 
 

New Energy Study Tours  
Introducing visitors to the new world of renewable energy creation generation 
in Newhaven exploring the development of the new offshore wind farm, the a new Tide 
Mills and Ouse valley tidal/hydroelectric generation scheme, the smaller scale wind turbines 
in the harbour, the combined heat and power plants to fuel the construction of renewable 
energy components industry, the micro generation of the model sustainable housing built to 
the highest standards of insulation with ground source heat pumps photovoltaics and PV 
solar, passive ventilation, rainwater capture, green roofs and green spaces for growing 
food, all to be compared and contrasted with the transformation of unavoidable waste 
products into heat and power in the incinerator presently under construction. 
.  
Green tourism  
Promotion for the Lewes to Newhaven Ouse Valley Green Way alongside that of the 
new South Downs National Park. 
A new and welcoming harbour building including an eco-hotel and restaurants serving 
locally produced food and employing local people. 
More information about newly developed environmentally sensitive tourism - transport, 
accommodation and activities.  



The new Southease Youth Hostel is nearing completion- a vital valley link for the South 
Downs way and on the Ouse valley between Lewes and Newhaven.  
  
Connected cycle tracks and footpaths leading 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. A competition involving local 
architects to develop this idea.   
Brighton University Architecture Dept held an exhibition of ideas for the regeneration of 
Newhaven several years ago, this would be worth exploring. 
All constructions to be low impact and built to allow for flooding, including demonstration of 
micro- renewable energy generation including where necessary heat exchange ground 
pump, rainwater collection, sedum roof, photovoltaics, wind power. 
 

Better integration of the port development with the town of Newhaven through pedestrian 
and cycle paths, linking of the railway with the new residential areas, possibly a new bridge 
to link the east and west side communities.  Less zoning, more living and working.  
 

Sustainable communities 

Mixed affordable housing encouraging thriving communities of all ages living together with 
local green spaces independent local shops and facilities in order to minimise journeys 
required.  Street Markets rather than more huge supermarkets.   Access to local recreation 
and exercise space.  Green gym and swim.  A greater emphasis on preventative health and 
well being.   Development of the West Beach as a recreation site working with existing 
buildings as much as possible and involving young people in the decision making about 
facilities.  Better consideration of land and air quality.  More sensitive siting/treatment 
of waste mountains and waste treatment plant facilities.  Encouragement for greater 
involvement by more local people in local decision making.  Development of Community 
Land Trusts to manage small local developments within Newhaven.  
 

Local Ecology 

Sensitive sustainable development of the inland axis between Newhaven to Lewes bearing 
in mind the new landscape contours dictated by the new flood plain in the valley. 
The wild area of the new Newhaven nature reserve being protected alongside and open to 
access for study of it's gradual evolution. 
An educational  and conservation outpost for the Sussex Wildlife 
Trust www.sussexwt.org.uk maybe involving SOCS www.sussex-ouse.org.uk.  Including 
webcams for recording wildlife.  More Land Art  by  Chris Drury and sculpture by local artists 
to be commissioned for this area. 
Extending the 'Nature Corridors for All' cross channel nature park collaboration pioneering 
work with adults with learning disabilities to Newhaven  
www.railwaylandproject.org. Searchlight Newhaven www.search-light.org might 
be keen to work in a similar way within the Newhaven nature reserve, providing greater 
independence and resilience for local residents with physical and learning disabilities. 
 

Sustainability Education 

Connecting The „Living on the Edge‟ and the „Pupils as scientists  Scientists‟  Railway Land 
projects at the Linklater  pavillion www.llonn.plus.com/LivEdg/  connecting children 
from  Rodmell, Wallands, Barcombe, St Pancras and Priory schools with schools in 

http://www.google.com/url?q=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.search-light.org.uk%2Fabout%2Findex.html&sa=D&sntz=1&usg=AFQjCNGtnpOlASI2NHQInhKfCTwhRZijzw
http://www.google.com/url?q=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.llonn.plus.com%2FLivEdg%2F&sa=D&sntz=1&usg=AFQjCNHCcH0byZkeIHkelsBs2PfNJznKAA


Newhaven and Seaford.  Developing Newhaven as a centre of a excellence for 
Sustainability Education introducing a broad Sustainability Based Curriculum into local 
schools based on the eco schools http://www.eco-schools.org.uk/   and 
 http://www.sustainableschoolsaward.com/home/ sustainable schools awards schemes, 
ensuring that they will be proud to know that they will be living in a very special town which 
will be a taking the lead as one of the first eco towns of the 21st century.  
 
 
***************************************

http://www.google.com/url?q=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.eco-schools.org.uk%2F&sa=D&sntz=1&usg=AFQjCNGXki8TG3PzZBBxQhj_0-B1T5XQRw
http://www.google.com/url?q=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.sustainableschoolsaward.com%2Fhome%2F&sa=D&sntz=1&usg=AFQjCNGwvUsqrbJFtUbgRTMiS9Xg-XKiWQ


 
Core Strategy Paper 9 – Sustainability Appraisal/Strategic Environmental 
Assessment – Scoping Report Summary 

[NB. Incomplete – see below] 

The following changes are suggested to improve this Paper, inserting new text in black and 
moving original text (in blue): 

 

Key Sustainability Issues 

By examining the baseline data relevant to the District, as well as the plans, programmes 

and strategies relevant to the Core Strategy, it has been possible to identify the current 
key sustainability issues facing Lewes District. These issues are summarised as follows: 

 

Cross-cutting issues 

• Climate change scenarios for the SE present risks from and to a variety of environmental 
factors that need to be at the core of the LDF if local development is to be sustainable 
ecologically, socially and economically (e.g. increased summer heat; summer drought; 
heavy winter rain; there is also likely to be increased extreme weather events (storms, 
gales, floods, etc.); and sea level rise (UKCIPS)). 
• Ecosystem degradation leading to a reduction in biodiversity and the resilience of 
ecosystem functions and so decline in the vital services provided for free by ecosystems 
that underpin life on earth is a global phenomenon with local causes and local implications 
(MA, 2005a). If the LDF addresses this issue (and climate change is one symptom of this) 
constructively and enhances local ecosystem function sustainable development can be 
assured. 
• Peak oil will produce global fiscal changes with major environmental and sustainability 
implications for the locality. Acting positively to pre-empt the effects from peak oil locally 
will stimulate the local economy and provide resilience and increased security. 
• Measures of Wellbeing and Progress that encompass a range of key social, ecological and 
economic indicators are a vital component in securing sustainable development (Prescott-
Allen, 2001). 
•Water is absolutely fundamental to life and the water cycle underpins health, wellbeing 
and the economy. Its management, supply, collection, storage, use, conservation and 
cycling are core issues for all sections below. 
 

Natural environment 

•There is a need to protect and enhance the District's important landscapes, areas of 

biodiversity and other protected areas. 
•The recent designation of the South Downs National Park, of which Lewes District is a 

part, is likely to increase the attractiveness of the area as a place to visit. A key issue will 
be ensuring that the economic benefits to be gained from this are realised without 

being to the detriment of the National Park or surrounding area. 



•There is a need to catalyse restoration of habitat corridors to promote habitat connectivity 
and enhance the long term viability of specific habitat types and to provide for the needs of 
wildlife movement in relation to climate change and other global change issues, so 
enhancing biodiversity and, in turn, human wellbeing. 
•Along the coast there are areas that are at a significant risk from coastal erosion. 

 

Land use 

•Potential changes in land use over the period of the LDF are likely and will have 
implications for the natural and built environment requiring a flexible approach within the 
planning framework so as to enhance sustainable development. 
 

Built environment 

•It is important to ensure that the District's Historic Buildings and features are conserved 

and enhanced. 
•There is pressure to supply additional housing within Lewes District, particularly in the 

affordable housing sector, whilst there is also a need to provide housing suitable for 

smaller households. 
•There is pressure from Government to build as much new housing development on 

previously developed land, thus avoiding the unnecessary loss of greenfield land and 

valuable agricultural land. 
•Flooding presents a clear risk to many parts of the District, including significant areas of 

many of the settlements 

•Provision of green infrastructure within the built environment (including habitat 

corridors - see Natural environment) is a need and it is likely that an increase in 
“growing space” for food and other useful natural material production will 

provide considerable benefits. 

 

Resources 

•The amount of waste that goes to landfill is comparatively high, however this is likely to 

be addressed by the Energy from Waste Incinerator being built in Newhaven. Despite 

this, there is a need to further promote prudent use of resources, including water, 
energy and waste materials by increasing the amount of recycling of waste and, where 

possible, the re-use of waste materials in new developments and in renovation. 

 

Water (see Cross-cutting issues above). 

 

Socio-economic issues 

•There are clear disparities between the most deprived areas and more prosperous 

parts of the District.  
•Accessibility to important services and facilities is also a significant issue in parts of the 
District, particularly some rural areas. 
•The ageing population of Lewes District, which is already high, is likely to increase 

further, resulting in an additional strain on health and social care, particularly residential 
nursing care and intensive home care. 
•It is forecasted that the population of Lewes District will grow which will provide an 

additional strain on the current infrastructure. 
•A high proportion of adults in Lewes District have no recognised qualifications, 
impacting on their ability to secure employment. 
•Industry and business are suffering in parts of Lewes District, partly because of the 

recession, causing damage to local economies. This is particularly evident in areas 

along the coastal strip. 



 

Transport 

•Car ownership in the District is comparatively high and a number of key highway 

routes often suffer from congestion during peak hours including the A259, A27 and 

the A26. 
•The re-opening of the Lewes-Uckfield railway line 

•Revitalisation of waterways as part of the transport network 

•Highway maintenance based on the use of latest technologies to reduce ecofootprint of 
activities and use of surfacing materials and techniques to allow maximal water penetration 
into ground below. 

 
Answers to questions posed 

•Has the Council correctly identified the key issues facing the District? 

Some, but some key important ones are not spelt out clearly – see suggested alterations to 
the text above. 
 

•Do the proposed sustainability objectives adequately reflect the social, 
economic and environmental priorities of the District? 

To some extent, but again see suggested alterations to the text above.  
 

•Do the proposed indicators provide a satisfactory monitoring framework? 

Some improvements are suggested below, but this is incomplete (due to time constraints) 
and a number of additional improvements are also likely to be identified, given more time. 
 

 

Sustainability Objectives and Indicators  
[NB. Incomplete. Only Objectives 1, 2  & 3 have been altered from the originals and moved 
to the beginning. Even these have further indicators to be potentially added] 

 

Number  Objective  Indicator(s) 

1 To address the causes of 

climate change through 

reducing emissions of 

greenhouse gases and 

ensure that the District is 

prepared for its impacts 

(SEA) 

 

•Ecological Footprint Per capita 
(with ghg emissions per capita 

expressed separately) 

•Proportion of journeys to work 

by public transport, on foot or 
cycle 

•Renewable energy installations 
within Lewes District 

2 Ensure that the District is 

prepared for the impacts of 
Climate Change 

(SEA) 

•Average amount of erosion to 

coastal areas 

•Number of properties at risk 

from flooding 

3 To conserve and enhance 

the District’s biodiversity 

(SEA) 

 

•Number and condition of 
internationally and nationally 

important wildlife and geological 
sites (SSSI, SPA, SAC & 

Ramsar) 

•Number and extent of SNCIs 

and LNRs 

•Area of ancient woodland 

•Number of rare, threatened or 



otherwise ecologically valuable 
habitats restored 

•Area under ecological 
restoration within valuable 

habitats  

•Number of planning 

applications approved contrary 

to advice given by the 
Environment Agency on 

biodiversity matters 

1  

 

To ensure that everyone 

has the opportunity to live 

in a decent, sustainably 

constructed and affordable 

home and maintain a good 

supply of affordable housing 

•Housing completions per 

annum (Net) 

•Affordable housing 
completions per annum (net) 

•House prices to earnings ratio 

•Households on waiting list for 

local authority housing 

•Number of unfit homes per 

1000 dwellings 

•Financial contributions towards 

affordable 

housing provision 

•Number of key worker 
(homebuy) households 

delivered per annum 

2  

 

To reduce the risk of 

flooding and the resulting 

detriment to public 

wellbeing, the economy 

and the environment (SEA) 

•Number of properties at risk 
from flooding 

•Number of new developments 
with sustainable drainage 

systems 

•Number of planning 

applications approved 

contrary to advice given by the 
EA on flood risk/flood defence 

grounds 

3 To ensure that the District 

is prepared for the impacts 

of coastal erosion, thereby 

minimising the risk of the 

loss of property and 

ensuring that existing 

infrastructure is not 

adversely impacted upon 

•Percentage of agreed actions 

to implement long term flood 

and coastal 
erosion risk management plans 

that are being undertaken 
satisfactorily 

4 To reduce poverty and 

social exclusion and close 

the gap between the most 

deprived areas and the 

rest of the District 

•Change in rank of deprived 

areas (Index 

of Multiple Deprivation) 

5 To create and sustain •Percentage of people satisfied 



vibrant, safe, distinctive 

and healthy communities 

 

with their local area as a place 
to live 

•Change in number of 
community meeting 

facilities 

•Change in public open space 

•Number of vacant units in 

town centres 

•Levels of crime 

6 To increase travel choice 

and accessibility to all 

services and facilities, and to 

reduce pollution and ensure 

air quality continues to 

improve 

infrastructure 

 

•Percentage of new 
developments built within 800 

metres of a railway station and 

400 metres of a bus stop 

•Percentage of new residential 

developments located within 30 
minutes 

public transport time of key 
services and facilities and 

employment 

•Number of new footpaths/cycle 

routes and public transport 

•Number of Air Quality 

Management Areas 

•Number of days when air 

pollution levels are high 

•Carbon Dioxide emissions per 

sector 

7 To improve efficiency in 

land use through the re-use 

of previously developed 

land and existing buildings 

and minimising the loss of 

valuable greenfield land 

 

•Percentage of new homes built 
on previously developed land 

•Number of empty homes 

•Number of vacant commercial 

units 

•Average density of new 
development 

•Amount of Grade 1, 2 and 3 
Agricultural Land lost to new 

development 

9 To protect, enhance and 

make accessible the 

District’s countryside and 

historic environment (SEA) 

 

•Number of Listed Buildings on 
the Buildings at Risk Register 

•Number of major planning 
applications approved in the 

SDNP and Conservation Areas 

•Net change of Rights of Way 

•Percentage of new homes built 
within 300 metres of accessible 

greenspace 

10 To reduce waste 

generation and disposal, 

and achieve the sustainable 

•Domestic waste produced per 
head of population 

•Percentage of waste that is 



management of waste 

 

recycled or reused 

•Number of households covered 

by kerbside recycling 

11 To maintain and improve 

water quality and 

encourage its conservation, 

and to achieve sustainable 

water resources 

management (SEA) 

 

•Biological water quality 

•Chemical water quality 

•Bathing water quality 

•Number of planning 

applications approved contrary 
to advice given by the 

Environment Agency on water 
quality grounds 

•Consumption of water per 

head of population 

•Incidents of major and 

significant water  

pollution 

•Number of properties with 
water meters 

13 To increase energy 

efficiency, and the 

proportion of energy 

generated from renewable 

sources 

 

•Energy use per head 

•Percentage of waste which is 
converted into energy 

•Renewable energy installations 
within 

Lewes District 

14 To promote and sustain 

economic growth in 

successful areas, and to 

revive the economies of 

the most deprived areas 

 

•Percentage change in unit 
vacancy rates 

•Unemployment rate 

•Percentage of population who 

are long-term unemployed or 
who have never worked, by 

ward 

•Percentage change in total 

number of VAT registered 
businesses in the area 

15 To encourage the growth 

of a buoyant and sustainable 

tourism sector 

 

•Percentage of jobs in the 

tourism sector 

•Contribution to the District’s 

economy made by visitors 

16 To improve the 

employability of the 

population, and to increase 

levels of educational 

attainment 

 

•Students achieving 5 or more 
GCSEs grade A*-C 

•Numbers of Adult Learners 

•Percentage of adults without 

any qualifications 
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Footnotes: 
 
1. New forms of investment infrastructure - work in progress! 
Councils look to business as partners to enable investment in infrastructure. For decades 
this has mainly been property developers and large retail. In the future there will be more 
mutual organisations, and low carbon industries, including a revitalised local food 
economy. We can seek these investors now. Lewes has a long tradition of raising money for 
public good. Sources and mechanisms could include: 

 Government, via the National Park, perhaps for sustainable transport and agriculture, 
as part of development and improvement of Park for future. 

 Philanthropic, such as in the example given by the Tory-supported Big Society 
organisation, which gives examples of rich people together investing in the 
community: They want to create „financial products that offer a way of making 
money and doing good at the same time‟. The financial returns may be lower but the 
yield comes through a sense of altruism. In March, a £5m bond was set up by Social 
Finance from „high net-worth individuals‟, which funded charities to resettle 3,000 ex-
offenders in Peterborough in a bid to reduce reoffending rates. If the scheme stops 
crimes being committed by ex-offenders by 7.5%, then the fund takes a share of the 
savings made by the government. www.socialfinance.org.uk  A particular 
organisation I believe TTL people are in touch with is Wessex Reinvestment Society: 
http://www.socialfinance.org.uk/sihub/view_Adv.php?adv_ID=13&adv_ST_ID=2  

 Triodos Bank  http://www.triodos.co.uk/ invest in food projects, renewables and 
much more, large and small organisations, which are all listed here: 
http://www.triodos.co.uk/uk/static/pdf/inspiring_change_200910  

 Local authority bonds: Brummie Bonds were suggested in 2009 and are supposed to 
be a Tory idea. A local authority bond was issued for Crossrail, according to 
ZCB2030. http://blogs.birminghampost.net/business/2009/01/the-names-bond-
brummie-bond.html  

 Community Land Trust – possible purchase of North St site spearheading social 
financing of projects. 

 OVESCo is preparing a share offer for investment in solar PV roof in collaboration 
with Harveys 

 OVESCo also investigating loans to be paid back out of PV/energy saving 
 Green New Deal ideas like Birmingham: 

http://www.localisewestmidlands.org.uk/Bham_GND.htm 

http://www.google.com/url?q=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.millenniumassessment.org%2Fdocuments%2Fdocument.356.aspx.pdf&sa=D&sntz=1&usg=AFQjCNFyTI7_pxuSneNfzXvOALeYqy6hOg
http://www.google.com/url?q=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.millenniumassessment.org%2Fen%2Findex.aspx&sa=D&sntz=1&usg=AFQjCNE5iqnt6Yb3OL_Jo0pqdcrgVhOA8A
http://www.google.com/url?q=http%3A%2F%2Fukclimateprojections.defra.gov.uk%2Fcontent%2Fview%2F2155%2F499%2F&sa=D&sntz=1&usg=AFQjCNHRk8gXYG3oDNOChpZWTPGnNSMbXQ
http://www.socialfinance.org.uk/
http://www.socialfinance.org.uk/sihub/view_Adv.php?adv_ID=13&adv_ST_ID=2
http://www.triodos.co.uk/
http://www.triodos.co.uk/uk/static/pdf/inspiring_change_200910
http://blogs.birminghampost.net/business/2009/01/the-names-bond-brummie-bond.html
http://blogs.birminghampost.net/business/2009/01/the-names-bond-brummie-bond.html
http://www.localisewestmidlands.org.uk/Bham_GND.htm


 Others – such as the proposed community-owned Lewes football team 
http://www.lewesfc.com/news and 
http://www.sussexexpress.co.uk/lewessport/Lewes-FC-undergoes-a-
34velvet.6409600.jp  

 

2. House prices and population 
Some economists predict a fall in house prices over the next two years if there is a double-
dip recession. For example see http://www.guardian.co.uk/business/2009/jul/14/pwc-
house-prices-recovery  . Population may not grow as much as projected (for example 
Transition Timeline predicts a peak for the UK in 2013, followed by a slow fall: pp 47-48; 
TTL has copies to share/sell); there are more live/work places including smallholdings, 
which has reduced demand for houses in town. People travel less and demand for houses 
from people commuting to London has decreased. People are living closer to relatives and 
perhaps sharing houses more, because of less travel, so perhaps fewer people retire to the 
area. 
 
3. Lloyds re peak oil and business http://www.guardian.co.uk/business/2010/jul/11/peak-
oil-energy-disruption  
 
4. Tim Yeo (Tory chair of Commons energy and climate change select committee) on UK 
being left behind by China if we do not invest in low carbon technology: 
http://www.guardian.co.uk/world/2010/jul/19/britain-trails-china-low-carbon-economy  
5. Adrienne‟s blog re Stoneleigh economics talk:  
http://100-monkeys.blogspot.com/2010/06/money-loop.html  
 
6. Bro Ddyffi etc http://www.ecodyfi.org.uk/regeneration.htm  project for Dyffi valley in 
Wales, near Machynlleth. 
 
7. Pembrokeshire planning decision allowing low impact dwellings at Brithdir Mawr 
http://www.brithdirmawr.co.uk/  History: Eco-buildings were built and eventually found by 
the authorities; most famously, the roundhouse Jane Faith and Tony Wrench built (see 
www.thatroundhouse.info for the whole story), which turned the community into an 
internationally known media fest. Brithdir Mawr was the home of the 'Lost Tribe of Wales'; 
living in obscurity on the side of a remote mountain in Wales. For a short while the world - 
as far away as Hong Kong - was fascinated by a bunch of visionaries trying to lead life in a 
different, gentler way. Since then a huge storm has blown over the Roundhouse. It has 
certainly challenged the Pembrokeshire Coast National Park's definitions of sustainability 
and appropriate housing and has opened the door for serious debate. The Roundhouse 
story has contributed to the inclusion of a Low Impact Development policy into the Joint 
Unitary Development Plan, that outlines 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_directory_id=646&id
=4979  However, this was 2005.The Welsh Assembly have a new document (planning 
framework) on http://wales.gov.uk/topics/planning/policy/ppw2010/?lang=en  
There‟s also a 2006 document: 
http://www.lammas.org.uk/lowimpact/documents/AdoptedLowImpactSPG.pdf which is 
guidance to groups wanting to apply for planning permission for such a development. Its 
full title is: “Supplementary Planning Guidance Low Impact Development Making a Positive 
Contribution”. 

http://www.lewesfc.com/news
http://www.sussexexpress.co.uk/lewessport/Lewes-FC-undergoes-a-34velvet.6409600.jp
http://www.sussexexpress.co.uk/lewessport/Lewes-FC-undergoes-a-34velvet.6409600.jp
http://www.guardian.co.uk/business/2009/jul/14/pwc-house-prices-recovery
http://www.guardian.co.uk/business/2009/jul/14/pwc-house-prices-recovery
http://greenbooks.co.uk/store/transition-timeline-local-resilient-future-p-317.html?osCsid=a42cc7a99eeb1b5c20d60221d0f50082
http://www.guardian.co.uk/business/2010/jul/11/peak-oil-energy-disruption
http://www.guardian.co.uk/business/2010/jul/11/peak-oil-energy-disruption
http://www.guardian.co.uk/world/2010/jul/19/britain-trails-china-low-carbon-economy
http://100-monkeys.blogspot.com/2010/06/money-loop.html
http://www.ecodyfi.org.uk/regeneration.htm
http://www.brithdirmawr.co.uk/
http://thatroundhouse.info/
http://thatroundhouse.info/
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


 
ANNEX 1 

Food and land – An additional issue for the Lewes LDF 

 

Vision 

In 2026, we are well on our way to Zero Carbon Lewes District, following a locally 
appropriate modification of the Centre for Alternative Technology‟s Zero Carbon Britain. 
2030 strategy. There has been considerable investment in green infrastructure for possible 
mechanisms. 
 
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. Its ability 
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 renewable energy generation, a wide range of 
vibrant community initiatives coming from the grassroots level, research and development 
of low carbon industries, including low emission agriculture and investment in green 
tourism. . 
  
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, based on a local adaptation of 
ZCB2030 Land Use chapter – 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 

Images courtesy of :  
Louise Holloway 
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http://www.google.com/url?q=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.zerocarbonbritain.com%2Findex.php%2Ftechnical&sa=D&sntz=1&usg=AFQjCNHDtiSsIbpGCKs0I8rJw9TABefgwA


● 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 energy crops.  
● Animal products such as wool could be used to produce insulation and other material for 

buildings, in a new spin off from agriculture.  
 

Reasoning behind this vision 

● Food and land are crucial to zero carbon. Food production and consumption accounts for  
about 17% of an average Lewes person‟s greenhouse gas footprint (slightly lower than 
both housing (25%) and transport (23%) - Tingle, 2007), but about 25% of the average 
ecofootprint (higher than both housing and transport at about 19%). 

● In Zero Carbon Britain 2030, the changes proposed reduce emissions from land by 60-
70%. The land freed by the changes can be used for energy production and carbon 
sequestration (carbon stored in undisturbed soils and in vegetation). These changes 
make the land a net absorber of greenhouse gas emissions, so compensating for 
unavoidable emissions elsewhere in the economy. 

● Biodiversity would increase, meeting National Park and other special site aims. This is 
because there will still be a significant proportion of grazed land (e.g. Downs) and mixed 
farming. There is evidence that replacing high input grassland with energy crops 
increases biodiversity by providing shelter and less disturbance of habitats. This applies 
to coppiced woodland, which already exists in the District, and could be better 
maintained and utilised. 

● The proposed changes also give a healthier diet, one which is widely recommended by 
most diet experts, for example the Food Standards Agency and the Harvard School of 
Public Health. This has been summarised as “plenty of plants, not much meat; and 
maximum variety”. Better diets avoid future health costs such as those of obesity. 

● The LDF must allow for some of these low carbon changes being forced on us any time 
between now and 2030 because of Peak Oil. Mainstream organisations are increasingly 
warning of the risks of Peak Oil to businesses, e.g. Lloyds 

● Food security in the face of risks like Peak Oil but including floods, epidemics and 
extreme weather events demands that much food is produced and stored locally. 

 

Characteristics of the District that will help 

● TTL and other groups such as Common Cause and Slow Food are already strongly 
promoting local food, so the market for local food production can be expected to grow 
over the next few years in the District, providing viable business opportunities. 

● Public support for the idea of local food production is getting stronger, nationally and 
locally. 

● The County Council is putting local procurement for institutions into its Environment 
Strategy, currently being prepared, and healthy schools etc are a driver. 

● Business Link locally is already encouraging businesses to reduce emissions 

● County Council composting and BETRE project address emissions from food waste and 
help increase awareness of the food cycle, especially as regards waste building soil 
quality. 

 

 



How LDC might make changes 

● By making local low carbon food businesses a priority in the programme of providing 
aid to small businesses 

● By relaxing planning controls so that environmentally neutral/positive businesses can 
get started in rural areas. 
● By enabling flexible live/work sites in which growing and food preparation can take 
place 

● By finding ways to provide more allotments, and support in using them well. 
● By supporting training schemes in land- and food-related skills such as those by 
Common Cause http://www.commoncause.org.uk/training.php and Plumpton College. 
For examples see: http://www.thenetherfieldcentre.co.uk/woodnet.htm  

 

 
From TTL vision for 2026 given to ESCC Environmental Strategy: 

 

Food and water   
● Increased organic matter in soils 

● Mainly organic, no-till growing 

● Decreased animal food and fish: livestock production reduced by at least half. (CAT) 
Fish only from nearby coast, rivers and sustainable local fish farming. (Fish not 
mentioned by TT; CAT assumed reduced fish consumption). 
● Smaller farms and cooperatives. More people working on these. 
● Urban and peri-urban food growing – gardens mainly used for food production; also 
food is grown in parks, etc. People grow food on roofs and in yards. Gardens are often 
shared. 
● Rainwater harvesting is the norm. 
● At least 20% of food in urban areas is produced in home gardens, allotments and 
small fields in the peri-urban area. Around 35% is produced further away within 100 
miles. Only 20% is imported. (LF). Livestock and dairy production has been halved 
nationally, not necessarily in every area. (60% by 2027, CAT, 2007). 
● UK food self-sufficiency at 96% - 80% is usually accepted now, e.g. Totnes EDAP. 

 

 

The TTL food vision for Lewes in 2026 draws on Transition Town Totnes‟ Energy Descent 
Action Plan, Transition in Action (TiA) (May 2010) and Zero Carbon Britain 2030 
(ZCB) 

 

Localisation: both reports agree that food production needs to be more localised. TiA says 
80% will be produced locally by 2030. They say “garden food production systems are now 
(2030) recognised as the most productive use of land and enable people of all ages to be 
actively involved in producing fresh healthy food for local use.” 

 

For ZCB, the land has become a negative emitter of greenhouse gases, and compensates 
for remaining land emissions as well as those from other UK activities. This is achieved by 
the following changes, especially to livestock: 

Sheep   to 20% of present 

Beef cattle  to 10% 

Dairy cattle  to 20% 

Pigs   to 80% 

Eggs – no reduction. There would also be other housed and non-ruminant animals such as 
goats. 

http://www.google.com/url?q=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.commoncause.org.uk%2Ftraining.php&sa=D&sntz=1&usg=AFQjCNGCComIpXYuleSC_Oi3DpGE-jL7RA
http://www.google.com/url?q=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.thenetherfieldcentre.co.uk%2Fwoodnet.htm&sa=D&sntz=1&usg=AFQjCNGhY4etrg281MohrHtYlObDQ5uTNg


● Overall, livestock output is roughly halved for the UK as a whole, and there is no 
import of livestock for feed. The remaining sheep would be on upland areas and cattle 
on permanent pasture, not re-seeded grassland.   
● Farmed fish (not fed imported fish meal but home grown cereals) would increase five 
times to 50,000 tonnes. Some wild fish are assumed to be available.  
● 15% of food comes from Europe, and 7.5% from the tropics, with 80% coming from 
the UK. 

 

These changes are in order to reduce emissions, and ZBC could find no other way that the 
drastic reduction in grazing livestock and resulting change in diet, because of the damaging 
effects of this kind of farming. Nitrous oxide, 300 times as damaging as CO2, is mainly 
(60%) from fertilised grassland and manure handling. Arable crops emit much less (15%). 
They expect a trend mainly to “organic in spirit” not certified formally. Soil disturbance is 
also minimised, and land released from grazing used for perennial plants including biomass 
for fuels. These changes are also driven by large increases in the price of carbon fuels. 
 

Healthy diet 

These are huge changes in people‟s diets, but the diet is the same as is recommended very 
widely for improved health. So the changes would reduce health problems and costs. 
 

Locally, the LDC area might retain more livestock than above, farmed more as is already 
done on the Downs, to maintain the landscape. Hence I use a 30% cut in livestock here by 
2026, and assume that 80% of food is produced locally, within about 30 miles of Lewes. 
This also agrees with the Food Zones model developed by growing communities in London.1 
We also have to allow for producing food for Brighton and London, and this introduces 
further uncertainty, although could provide an economic opportunity 

 

Overall we have to allow the flexibility in land use to permit these changes, some of which 
may be forced on us anyway. The clever way would be to build up the knowledge, attract 
the investment to enable many more sustainable food businesses, benefit from being early 
adopters, and then be able to assist other areas to learn from what happens here. 
 

Sources 

Totnes EDAP Online version: http://totnesedap.org.uk/  
Can Totnes Feed itself? http://totnesedap.org.uk/book/part3/themes-pathways/working-
with-nature/food-security-can-totnes-district-feed-itself/can-britain-feed-itself-livestock-
permaculture-model/   
Maps etc www.defra.gov.uk and try: http://www.defra.gov.uk/evidence/gi/spire/index.htm  
CPRE etc: http://www.makinglocalfoodwork.co.uk/about/fwm/news.cfm  - there‟s a pilot in 
Hastings. http://www.makinglocalfoodwork.co.uk/contact/emailus.cfm/form/63 However, 
this is mainly what shops stock, not maps of production. 
 

Useful article New Scientist re meat: http://www.newscientist.com/article/mg20727691.200  
Food and land local history: 
http://www.visionofbritain.org.uk/data_theme_page.jsp?u_id=10168480&c_id=10001043&
data_theme=T_LAND  
 

                                                 
 http://totnesedap.org.uk/book/part3/themes-pathways/working-with-nature/food-security-can-totnes-district-
feed-itself/weaving-foodzones/  
 

http://www.google.com/url?q=http%3A%2F%2Ftotnesedap.org.uk%2F&sa=D&sntz=1&usg=AFQjCNFYjWP1UE158HsDHVLsIE84zNiDpA
http://www.google.com/url?q=http%3A%2F%2Ftotnesedap.org.uk%2Fbook%2Fpart3%2Fthemes-pathways%2Fworking-with-nature%2Ffood-security-can-totnes-district-feed-itself%2Fcan-britain-feed-itself-livestock-permaculture-model%2F&sa=D&sntz=1&usg=AFQjCNGN2IIOtrkXOheu_YQjlJsrkQpeaQ
http://www.google.com/url?q=http%3A%2F%2Ftotnesedap.org.uk%2Fbook%2Fpart3%2Fthemes-pathways%2Fworking-with-nature%2Ffood-security-can-totnes-district-feed-itself%2Fcan-britain-feed-itself-livestock-permaculture-model%2F&sa=D&sntz=1&usg=AFQjCNGN2IIOtrkXOheu_YQjlJsrkQpeaQ
http://www.google.com/url?q=http%3A%2F%2Ftotnesedap.org.uk%2Fbook%2Fpart3%2Fthemes-pathways%2Fworking-with-nature%2Ffood-security-can-totnes-district-feed-itself%2Fcan-britain-feed-itself-livestock-permaculture-model%2F&sa=D&sntz=1&usg=AFQjCNGN2IIOtrkXOheu_YQjlJsrkQpeaQ
http://www.google.com/url?q=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.defra.gov.uk&sa=D&sntz=1&usg=AFQjCNHotUtim9GYVsn2a6XZalc3gLN4aA
http://www.google.com/url?q=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.defra.gov.uk%2Fevidence%2Fgi%2Fspire%2Findex.htm&sa=D&sntz=1&usg=AFQjCNGP6YJMzrcIFC9AR5GkT16dKpI6cw
http://www.google.com/url?q=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.makinglocalfoodwork.co.uk%2Fabout%2Ffwm%2Fnews.cfm&sa=D&sntz=1&usg=AFQjCNFqX3cUWR8spLM0d4_JDbuK05B3Rw
http://www.google.com/url?q=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.makinglocalfoodwork.co.uk%2Fcontact%2Femailus.cfm%2Fform%2F63&sa=D&sntz=1&usg=AFQjCNFsXB9QOhxypjLk_WAJ29_VF8MgFw
http://www.google.com/url?q=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.newscientist.com%2Farticle%2Fmg20727691.200&sa=D&sntz=1&usg=AFQjCNFpdN3LgcyNW2sjRCSyVY9_5kqgRQ
http://www.google.com/url?q=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.visionofbritain.org.uk%2Fdata_theme_page.jsp%3Fu_id%3D10168480%26c_id%3D10001043%26data_theme%3DT_LAND&sa=D&sntz=1&usg=AFQjCNGO3b3a1ms1Ye_qNr0oskHj1sTmWA
http://www.google.com/url?q=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.visionofbritain.org.uk%2Fdata_theme_page.jsp%3Fu_id%3D10168480%26c_id%3D10001043%26data_theme%3DT_LAND&sa=D&sntz=1&usg=AFQjCNGO3b3a1ms1Ye_qNr0oskHj1sTmWA
http://www.google.com/url?q=http%3A%2F%2Ftotnesedap.org.uk%2Fbook%2Fpart3%2Fthemes-pathways%2Fworking-with-nature%2Ffood-security-can-totnes-district-feed-itself%2Fweaving-foodzones%2F&sa=D&sntz=1&usg=AFQjCNFY1loI-TJW2JFFv8fVnWqlfkDLTQ
http://www.google.com/url?q=http%3A%2F%2Ftotnesedap.org.uk%2Fbook%2Fpart3%2Fthemes-pathways%2Fworking-with-nature%2Ffood-security-can-totnes-district-feed-itself%2Fweaving-foodzones%2F&sa=D&sntz=1&usg=AFQjCNFY1loI-TJW2JFFv8fVnWqlfkDLTQ


 

Additional point about food and community from a Kingston member of TTL 
Locally growing food could become a central pillar of community life, involving children, 
schools young people, families and elderly on courses, community farms, allotments and 
eco communities where people live and grow some of their own food. Partnership with 
AIRS, SDJC or National Park, Brighton Permaculture Trust, Transition Towns, community 
supported agriculture on local land, engaging with farmers and landowners of all kinds to 
maximise production locally. Villages encouraged (through AIRS?) to aim for self-
sufficiency, as in “Grow a crop for the shop”. Encouragement to site local shops- perhaps 
on council owned land? For the community, perhaps allowing the post office in a suitcase 
scheme, somewhere to operate. Developments in villages required to include a local food 
shop as well as opportunities for growing and preparing food. 
 
 



            
 
ANNEX 2 

Renewable Energy and Low Carbon Development Study 
A study to assess the local potential for renewable or low carbon energy 
generation in the District.  

 

TTL members preliminary response to LDF & AECOM study 
 
TTL working with partners (OVESCo, LDC & University of Brighton etc) would welcome the 
development of a truly visionary plan for a low carbon future that prepares for 
Peak Oil and aims to reduce local CO2 emissions and work with the local environment for a 
long term future. That vision should set out projects to be undertaken during the first year, 
which can be practically achieved. Then go on to do the same year by year, setting targets 
to be achieved year by year. We have already started first small steps with the Lewes 
Pound, Market Tower, OVESCo etc.  
The creation of the vision should be paid for and success for meeting the completion of 
projects should also be rewarded on a year by year basis.  
 
 
[NB. This represents an initial, quick reaction and further consideration is needed and will 
be given to the study results to assist OVESCo in determining optimal steps to progress the 
huge increase in local renewable energy generation that is urgently required] 
 
We feel the AECOM study is (regarding renewable energy resources) not visionary and 
something needs to be done to take a lead and get to grips with our future needs.  
We also feel that the LDF papers lack vision in this respect. 
 
In light of CO2 emission targets for the Lewes District -  
  
We propose that there is a case for community wind farms of „restricted size‟ (1-2Mw) and 
in „suitable locations‟ near to say farms and rural industry, where limited groups of turbines 
(groups of up to 5 number) be allowed in the National Park. Ideally these would be sited 
where the wind is strongest and away from the ridge of the Downs (reducing visual/noise 
impact). I propose that these projects should benefit the community and the National Park 
from a return in the form of power generated and revenue. There are projects such as 
those at Westmill Wind Farm Coop which show how this can be done. 
  
We also proposed that consideration be given for larger scale solar fields (PV & Solar 
Thermal up to 2Mw) near to towns, some of which may have sites in the National Park. 
Again these solar fields should benefit the community and the National Park from a 

Images courtesy of: 
nasim.kntu.ac.ir 
energysystemsgroup.com 



proportion of the revenue and power they generate. Coop projects in Denmark and 
Germany show how this can be done. 
  
In the same way sensitive use of the River Ouse and the Tidemills at Newhaven for hydro 
power generation should be allowed for. Greater care of our water consumption will be 
key to making these projects viable for long term future use. Clear policies regarding water 
supply protection need to be in place to protect this resource as a source of power and to 
protect and enhance the local environment. Hydro power projects such as those at New 
Mills and Settle in Yorkshire clearly show how resources can be used for the benefit of the 
community. 
  
In addition surrounding woodland for fuel needs to be considered in way that allow for 
the districts community to make the best use of the environment we live in. Undertaken 
with „care‟ these sources of heat can be designed to benefit the Lewes District community 
and the natural environment. Consultation with bodies such as the Woodland Enterprise 
Centre are key to the sustainable development of Woodland. Good woodland management 
can provide long term employment and environmental benefits. 
  
These issues need to be discussed openly in light of Climate Change and Peak Oil. The way 
in which some or all of the returns in the form of power and revenue is distributed locally, is 
key to the district benefiting from careful use of the local environment and developing a 
decentralised energy supply for the future. An open minded Planning Policy within the LDF 
needs to be agreed on with clear guide lines taking into account all factors. Looking at the 
Downs one can have mixed feelings about their industrial use, but this landscape has been 
altered over time by humans and is currently manufactured by our hands, therefore we 
should be open minded about the use of the Downs in the future within certain boundaries. 
Just saying „NO‟ to using the districts best environmental resources will not be an answer 
for our communities future needs in light of the challenges we face in the future. 
  
[C.C.Rowland - Lewes resident & also active with Transition Town Lewes] 
  
  
  
  
 


