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STATEMENT: 

Lewes Town Council’s response to the current consultation questionnaire is outlined below.  
Appended is a general statement regarding the current review and the parking scheme itself, for 
consideration as agreed with Mr J Robbins, ESCC’s Project Manager.   Accompanying the 
Council’s response is also a statement on behalf of Malling residents with regard to proposals 
affecting that area.  This document is offered as one example of similar opinions recently 
expressed in other areas of the town, such as the Nevill; Wallands, and Gundreda/Clare Rd 
areas.  These collectively represent over 3,000 households – almost half the town’s total.  It is an 
illustration of the strength of local feelings, as demonstrated to Town Councillors as they work 
within their respective wards, and represents opinions apparently shared by most of the 
community of Lewes, which must no longer be ignored. 

 

Response to questionnaire: 
 
Q3 A - Revision and extension to sub-zone boundaries: 

No coherent answer is possible as the question is too broadly framed.  Detail is required, not a blanket 
proposal. 

Q3 B - Proposed Mon-Sat application to zones HS, B, C, D: 

Saturday traffic movements are very different.  We do not believe that operation of the scheme is 
necessary on Saturdays – it is a deterrent to trade.  We believe that this should be integrated with off-
street sites and charges abolished for both on- and off-street parking on Saturdays.   

Q3 C - Proposed Mon-Fri application to zones A, E, G, H, I, J, K: 

As for 3B, above 

Q3 D – All zones to operate 9:00am-5:00pm 

Reduction in operating hours is welcomed.  This must be integrated with off-street sites. LTC 
Councillors have previously suggested that a period of 09:30 to 16:30 hrs would be more appropriate. 
Q3 E – Free Bank Holidays 

Public holidays should be free of charge on- and off-street, and the scheme should not operate on any 
day when subsidized bus services are not available.  

Q3 F – Some residents’ permits to allow adjacent zone 

All residents should be offered permits which cover two adjacent (contiguous) zones. 

Q3 G – Introduction of single yellow lines at Ringmer Community College entrance 

No comment 

Q4 – double yellow lining: 

Double yellow lines should be applied at corners, at Barn Hatch Close, Lewes; Montacute Road, Lewes; 
and Bell Lane, Lewes. 

 

 

 
Lewes Town Council 11th August 2011 

 

Appendix: 

1 General comments regarding Lewes Parking Scheme 
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Lewes Town Council general comments 
 

The consultation 
 

1 The present consultation has been flawed: 
 

 in distribution; in that the first set of questionnaires failed to reach all parts of the town, partly by 
intention and partly due to posting difficulties; leaflets advertising the first meeting had been 
distributed only one day in advance, and one area had received leaflets three days after the last of 
the series.  The mini-surgery programme did not allow ready access for large numbers of residents, 
eg Malling (2,000 households) was effectively marginalized until an additional meeting was 
belatedly arranged after intervention by local Town councillors and residents.  

 in content; in that suggestions that are made in the second set of questionnaires do not appear to 
have been backed up by practical information gained on site by the consultants but rather to have 
been theoretical propositions based on scant evidence; 

 and in design; in that questions are posed in the most recent questionnaire on general release 
which it is impossible to answer sensibly; eg question 3A for example which requires people to 
support or oppose all of the proposals when in fact most oppose some and support others.  The 
supplementary questionnaire which does give the opportunity to make specific answers regarding 
support of or opposition to individual proposals was too difficult to obtain and then customer-
unfriendly in that it appeared to ask people to answer all the questions and many were put off as 
they only had an opinion about some of the proposals and felt unable to send in a questionnaire 
with only some questions answered.  

 

2 The proposals themselves have met with opposition on a scale which suggests they have not been 
well drawn up or thought out.  Inclusion of the Nevill Estate has been a particular source of large scale 
contention but residents in particular streets have made representations (Ferrers Road to be included in 
the scheme, Fitzjohns Road and Hillyfield to be excluded from it, Bull Lane to resist changes to parking 
arrangements, Barons Down East and West to substantially amend proposals) at such high percentage 
levels that it is difficult to see where the evidence base for the proposals may have come from other than 
virtually pure theory. 
 

3 It is to be hoped that items residents have been asking-for for some time will be provided as a 
result of the review, but they have often been re-proposed by elected members rather than appearing in 
the list of official suggestions so far, eg. yellow lining amendments for the better circulation of buses on 
Landport was a notable omission.  Other long standing requests have on the face of it even been delayed 
by the review as their inclusion comes subsequent to previous discussion and informal agreement, the 
due process for which would not have taken as long as the review! eg. double yellow line restrictions for 
Bell Lane (completely incidentally trialled during the recent road works) and for one side of the 
Montacute Road spur onto the Brighton Road. 
 

4 There is a need to respond to electors' concerns, since the parking scheme has a serious 
credibility deficit -as evidenced by the overwhelming desire to scrap it completely which was expressed 
in the first round responses. ESCC needs to do everything it can to demonstrate that the parking scheme 
is not simply a revenue generator. 
5 ESCC should survey every residential street to determine whether residents think they have 
difficulty parking there.  Residential streets without parking problems should not be added to the 
scheme.  For town centre streets, the situation is more complicated, and businesses should also be 
consulted. 
 
The scheme 
 

6 Lewes Town Council has monitored developments since the scheme’s inception and, reviewing 
the minutes of meetings held over a four-year period, it is difficult to avoid noticing trends: 

APPENDIX 1
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 ESCC failure to adequately address the question of fundamental need for, or scale of, any scheme; 

 ESCC failure to properly address the opinion/role of elected representatives of the Town; 

 ESCC failure to properly manage the “ripple effect” to outer suburbs, which was always 
predictable; 

 Consistent misleading assurances from ESCC re enforcement (ie patrolling in pairs); 

 ESCC mismanagement of the review in context of its potential value in re-tendering the contract; 

 Clumsy management of reviews and public engagement, suggesting that they are “window-
dressing”. 

 
7 At a meeting in March 2008 ESCC managers admitted that they were aware of growing 
unease/resentment in Lewes, and suggested that the imminent publication of a “Charter” re highly-
publicized issues such as excessive zeal and arguments of “reasonable error” (eg blue badge holders) 
would ameliorate this.   Bank Holiday charging was discussed in detail. 
8 In November 2009 we rehearsed the issues of concern discussed by the Town Council in recent 
years and drew attention to the matter of the ESCC/LTC Parking Board and the apparent refusal of a 
seat on that forum for the Town Council.  This was understood to be now operating as a contract-
management body, but the fact that Lewes Chamber of Commerce had originally been offered a seat 
when LTC had not, and that repeated requests for inclusion had been ignored, was considered 
discourteous and undemocratic. 
9 We have never received a considered reply from ESCC to questions following a public opinion 
survey on the parking regime, conducted jointly by the Town Council; Chamber of Commerce; and 
Sussex Express in May 2007.  The level of response to that survey had been equal in significance to the 
numbers surveyed by ESCC before the original implementation of the scheme.  The overwhelming 
opinion (79% of residents and 75% of non-residents who responded) was that Lewes had NOT been 
improved by the scheme.  On the particular matter of charging for parking on Bank Holidays, over 90% 
of all respondents considered that these should be free-of-charge, and LTC fully-supported this view.  
There were several other legitimate concerns which appeared to have been ignored in earlier reviews of 
the scheme . 
10 It is noted that the contract for administration of the scheme was due for renewal in late 2011, 
and that the requisite procurement process is underway.  The next contract is for five years, possibly 
with a two-year extension.  The timing of the review should have been integrated with this process, 
insofar as any results arising from it could materially affect the staffing and operational structure needed 
by the successful bidder.    
 

Lewes Town Council 11th August 2011 
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LEWES PARKING REVIEW- ZONE J 
 

SOUTH MALLING, MILL ROAD AND THE LYNCHETS 
 
 
Summary 
 
The extension of this scheme to Zone J is undesirable, unnecessary and disproportionate 
in relation to any parking issues or perceived traffic flow problems.  The proposals have 
been put forward without proper consultation, analysis, strategy or justification.  East 
Sussex County Council have failed to inform the residents of Lewes of any benefits or 
desired outcomes of the scheme. 
 
In the case of Zone J, the Council has failed to consult properly with the residents of the 
areas affected or to identify other means of addressing the issues of concern, even 
though in some cases (such as the zebra crossings in Church Lane)  a solution has 
already been identified and agreed (but not implemented). 
 
The cost of implementing such a scheme is unjustified and economically excessive.  It 
therefore constitutes an unnecessary and unsafe use of public funds 
 
The County Council must not proceed to implement Zone J in the face of overwhelming 
public objection from the residents affected, and the lack of underpinning justification, 
including lack of research, strategic evidence and clear aims, objectives and benefits of 
expenditure.  The County Council leaves itself open to legal challenge on any final 
decision to implement on one, some, or all of the following grounds: 
 

1. Errors of fact 
2. Relevant and irrelevant considerations in decision making 
3. Using powers for the wrong purpose 
4. Proportionality 
5. Procedural impropriety, the duty to act fairly and the concept of legitimate 

expectations. 
 

 
Background 
 
South Malling is a quiet residential suburb North of Lewes town centre.  It sits separately 
from the main town being truncated by the Brooks Road Industrial Estate, Malling 
playing fields and the River Ouse. 
 
The estate is accessed from two residential feeder roads running off the A26 and a 
further road running through Brooks Road Industrial Estate 
 
Mill Road and the Lynchets are both sited to the east of Malling.  There is one narrow 
road acting as entrance and exit (Mill Road).  Mill Road ends in an un adopted turning 
circle belonging to the West Sussex Wildlife Trust.  Access to the National Park is 
facilitated from this area.  The Lynchets is a close. 
 
All these areas have had orderly and self-regulated parking by the residents since the 
inception of the estates. 
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The County Council via their agents has made endeavours to consult the residents of 
these areas on the matter of the extension of the CPZ regime into Zone J. 
 
Residents of the Malling estate, Mill Road and the Lynchets who have attended various 
surgeries throughout Lewes and specifically the extra surgery arranged by the Bridge 
Ward Town Councillors, Stockdale and Kingham, (residents and Councillors of the 
Ward) have been presented with a skeleton outline of a controlled parking regime on the 
Malling and outlying areas of Mill Road and the Lynchets outlined on a map.   
 
The residents have not been presented with any strategic aims or objectives, impact 
assessments or desired outcomes and are therefore unable to make comment during this 
process on the Council’s justification of Zone J. 
 
The presented scheme has been created without recourse the topography of the area, 
with no site visits, no traffic flow through analyses, no road safety considerations or 
consideration of population density, existing off road parking, car ownership, aesthetics 
and suitability of road widths.    
 
Most importantly the scheme has been presented to residents of an area where it is not 
required or desired and is a disproportionate response to issues predominantly created on 
occasion, but not always by the Sussex Police staff at the Malling Police Head Quarters 
on Church Lane. 
 
A petition, which will be presented to the County Council, and is outside the remit of 
this paper shows overwhelming objection to the implementation of Zone J in South 
Malling, and almost unanimous opposition in Mill Road and the Lynchets. 
 
 
The additional surgery on August 9th run by Atkins and also attended by John Robbins as 
a representative of the County Council identified overwhelming rejection of the 
implementation of Zone J. 
 
A subsequent, public meeting called by Maureen Messer MBE and attended by some 
further 80 residents also voted for a unanimous rejection of the implementation of Zone 
J. 
 
Below are the views expressed by the residents attending the surgery, the public meeting 
and conveyed to their local Bridge Ward Councillors 
 
Specific Objections 
 
A. South Malling 
 

a) The residents of South Malling do not support the implementation of Zone J as 
there is not a parking problem, speeding problem or traffic calming requirement 
in this area that could not be addressed by a more economic and effective form 
of control and therefore a better use of public monies.  The proposals outlined 
by Atkins as commissioned by the East Sussex County Council are 
disproportionate. 
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b) The residents of South Malling do not support the implementation of Zone J as 
the proposals decrease the amount of parking currently available to them.  The 
bays identified by the proposals show up to a 70 % reduction in the allowance of 
parking bays to residential properties. The implementation of Zone J will create a 
parking problem where there is currently no parking problem.   

 
c) The residents of South Malling do not support the implementation of Zone J as 

the implementation of Zone J and the consequential decrease in residential 
parking will create a parking problem outside Zone J, in the adjacent areas of 
Malling where there is currently no parking problem.  

 
d) The residents of South Malling strongly oppose the imposition of any form of 

paid parking controls either by a resident permit system or parking meters, which 
will result in enforced payment for reduced resident parking availability. 

 
e) The residents of South Malling strongly oppose the imposition of any form of 

extensive single yellow and double yellow lines proposed by the review, which 
will result in a reduction of parking spaces and are a disproportionate response to 
undesirable parking. 

 
f) The residents of South Malling strongly object to any scheme which will 

encourage the paving over of gardens to create off road parking thus reducing 
green spaces and increasing the speed of run off and associated flooding in this 
vulnerable area. 

 
g) The residents support a consultation with the County Council in relation to 

yellow lines to facilitate the residential bus service.   
 

h) The residents of South Malling, Mill Road and the Lynchets call on East Sussex 
County Council to honour an existing undertaking between Lewes Town Council 
and themselves  (funded by Lewes Town Council) to install two zebra crossings 
in Church Lane, so facilitating speed control in that road and protecting the 
children at Malling C 0f E Primary School. 

 
i) The residents of South Malling, Mill Road and the Lynchets support traffic 

calming measures to reduce the speed of the traffic on the A26 and call on the 
Police to undertake the agreement entered into with Bridge Ward Councillors to 
monitor the levels of speed of such motorists entering and leaving Lewes on the 
A26. 

 
j) The residents of South Malling, Mill Road and the Lynchets require the County 

Council to consult with the police in respect of additional parking on the Malling 
Headquarters site, and a review of their restrictions on parking within the 
headquarters – particularly in relation to allowing access on site for training days 
and allocating on a daily basis unused and individually allocated parking bays. 

 
 
B. Mill Road and the Lynchets   
 

a) The residents of Mill Road and the Lynchets do not support the implementation 
of Zone J as there is not a parking problem, speeding problem or traffic calming 
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requirement in this area that could not be addressed by a more economic and 
effective form of control and therefore a better use of public monies.  The 
proposals outlined by Atkins as commissioned by the East Sussex County 
Council are disproportionate. 

 

b) The residents of Mill Road and the Lynchets do not support the implementation 
of Zone J as the proposals decrease the amount of parking currently available to 
residents.  The bays identified by the proposals show up to a 70 % reduction in 
the allowance of parking bays to residential properties. The implementation of 
Zone J will create a restriction of the number of resident parking spaces and 
create parking problem where there is currently no parking problem.   

 
c) The residents of Mill Road and the Lynchets strongly oppose the imposition of 

Zone J into the Malling Estate as it will cause encroachment into the outlaying 
areas (including Mill Road and the Lynchets) and further into the National Park 
and surrounding countryside. 

 
d) The residents of Mill Road and the Lynchets strongly oppose the imposition of 

any form of paid parking controls either by resident permit or parking meters, 
which will result in enforced payment for reduced resident parking availability. 

 
e) The residents of Mill Road and the Lynchets strongly oppose the imposition of 

any form of extensive single yellow and double yellow lines proposed by the 
review, which will result in a reduction of resident parking spaces and are a 
disproportionate response to undesirable parking. 

 
f) The residents of Mill Road and the Lynchets strongly oppose the resident’s 

parking reduction that Zone J will create. The only overflow parking areas that 
would be left available to residents (who would be unable to park due to the 
regime imposing less spaces than residences and because Mill Road and the 
Lynchets are both closes), are the green opposite the Mill House, the play area 
adjacent to the council garages and the Sussex Wildlife Trust turning circle.   

 
g) The residents of Mill Road and the Lynchets strongly object to any scheme 

which will encourage the paving over of gardens to create off road parking thus 
reducing green spaces and increasing the speed of run off and associated flooding 
into the Malling area. 

 
h) The residents of Mill Road and the Lynchets strongly oppose the white lining, 

yellow lining and creation of visible bays on an area leading to the National Park 
and which can be seen clearly from the National Park. 

 
i) The residents of Mill Road and the Lynchets strongly oppose introduction of 

parking meters on an area leading to the National Park and which can be seen 
clearly from the National Park. 

 
j) Mill Road is not wide enough to sustain the bays without obstruction to the road 

or the pavements. 
 



Submission on behalf of residents of Malling   

Drafted by Cllr P Kingham on behalf of Town (Bridge Ward) Councillors and residents of Malling  
10th August 2011 

o The residents of Mill Road strongly oppose a scheme, which means that 
bays will extend onto the adjoining pavements to prevent the narrowing 
of the Road. 

 
o The residents of Mill Road strongly oppose a scheme, which means that 

bays will extend into the road narrowing the road and causing passing 
vehicles to mount the opposite pavement.   

 
k) The residents of Mill Road and the Lynchets support a consultation with the 

County Council in relation to the access and egress to Mill Road and the 
introduction of limited yellow lining but only to facilitate visibility for vehicles 
entering the A26. 

 
l) The residents of Mill Road and the Lynchets support a consultation with the 

County Council in relation to widening the corner of the entrance to the 
Lynchets to facilitate the access for emergency and waste disposal vehicles 


