
RESPONSE FROM FRIENDS OF LEWES TO A CONSULTATION FROM ESCC 
HIGHWAYS CONCERNING OPPORTUNITIES TO IMPROVE CYCLING PARKING 
PROVISION WITHIN LEWES. 
 
The Friends of Lewes is the civic society for Lewes, has been in existence since 1952, and is 
affiliated to the national organisation Civic Voice. It has about 450 members. 
 
The Friends of Lewes are pleased that more provision for cyclists is being proposed, but 
consider that these proposals are largely inappropriate for such sensitive locations in a 
conservation area. 
 
Firstly – the question of scale and demand.  
These proposals would increase cycle parking facilities in central Lewes from 10 racks 
currently to 28. Excellent as the idea to improve facilities for cyclists is, what is the basis for 
almost trebling the provision – is it a request from the cycling fraternity or the product of 
some objective survey of need or usage? If there is a statistical basis for such an increase, it 
would be interesting to see it. 
 
The proposed designs.  
From the cyclist’s point of view, a stand or rack ideally needs to be sufficiently long to allow 
both frame and wheels to be attached to it.  It needs to support the cycle whilst it is being 
locked and hold it securely so that passers-by don’t fall over it.  The Sheffield stand does all 
of these, as do the Heritage stands we already have.  The Ollerton loop will be less effective 
because it is shorter. The loops may take up less room than the Heritage stands, but the 
bikes they support won’t have shrunk! 
It is important that the stands are not so close together that they can’t take a second cycle 
on the other side or that one cycle is in danger of banging another when being wheeled 
away. There are recommendations on suitable spacing in various local authority guides 
available on the internet.   We don’t believe there is sufficient space for 10 Ollerton loops 
(20 bikes?) in the proposed Station Street / High Street corner location.   
 
The locations.  
The map shows six sites, of which only one will be entirely new, but the plans to replace 
existing provision with increased numbers of stainless steel, modernist designs is 
inappropriate in most of these places.. 

 In the pedestrian precinct, it is proposed to remove the ‘Heritage’ racks, which are  
in keeping in colour and design with the rest of the street furniture there (see 
photos taken today attached) and put in the same locations double the number of 
racks in a bright steel finish. This would look most out of place: the black-painted 
cast iron ones are wholly in keeping, and, if necessary, could be increased in 
number.  

 On the left at the top of Station Street, it is proposed to replace two black cast-iron 
stands with ten stainless steel loops: how large an area will this involve and what 
impact would there be on parking or other users?  Again, this is a key location, 
opposite the law courts and this change, rather than install another matching rack 
or racks, would be detrimental to the streetscape.  



 The suitability of the new site proposed on Albion Street will much depend on its 
precise location, but surely a ‘Heritage ‘ design would be more appropriate here 
too, opposite the terrace which is such a crucial element of the conservation area?  

 The proposal for the Market Tower appears to be a straightforward addition of a 
similar type: fair enough.  

 The same goes for the cycle racks in Westgate car park. 

Friends of Lewes vigorously oppose the replacement of existing Heritage cycle racks in a 

Conservation Area with modern designs that are arguably less fit for purpose and which in no way fit 

in with the existing street furniture. In the pedestrian precinct in particular, where there is currently 

a real coherence, this proposal should not go ahead. 

 

Increased provision could be harmoniously achieved by a further single Heritage rack at each 

precinct location and in Albion Street and opposite the Law Courts -; with the additions at the other 

locations itemised and alluded to, this would significantly increase parking provision for cycles 

without such adverse visual impacts. 
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