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Environmental & Community Services Select Committee 
 
26 February 2014 – At a meeting of the Select Committee held at 10.30 am at 
County Hall, Chichester. 
 
Present:  

Mr Barrett-Miles Mr M Jones Mr J Rogers (Vice Chairman) 
Mrs Brunsdon Mr R Oakley Mr Tyler (Chairman) 
Dr Dennis Mr S Oakley Mr Whittington 
Mr G Jones Mrs Phillips  
   

In attendance by invitation:  
 
• Mr Montyn (Cabinet Member for Highways and Transport) 
 
Apologies for absence were received from: 
 
• Mr Circus 
 
Part I 
 
Declarations of Interest 
 
114. In accordance with the Code of Conduct, the following personal interests 
were declared: - 
 
• Mr Barrett-Miles in respect of item 7 (Strategic Economic Plan and Greater 

Brighton City Deal) as a member of the Burgess Hill Strategic Planning 
Committee that was promoting the Burgess Hill Business/Science Park and as a 
member of Brighton Economic Partnership representing Burgess Hill 

 
Minutes 
 
115. Resolved – That the minutes of the Environmental & Community Services 
Select Committee meeting held on 15 January 2014 be approved as a correct 
record and that they be signed by the Chairman. 
 
Call-in – Amendment to the Street Lighting Policy for Part Night Lighting 
 
116. The Committee considered a report (and addendum) by the Executive 
Director Service Operations and Head of Highways and Transport (copies appended 
to the signed minutes.) 
 
117. Mrs Millson outlined the reasons for the call-in: - 
 
• There had been a spate of complaints about the light replacements 
• People travelling to and from night businesses would be less likely to use public 

transport if the street lights were turned off 
• Local consultation was inadequate and not all local councillors were aware it was 

taking place 
• Some small parishes wanted all night lighting, but will not be getting it 
• Some residents had either had too little notice of the replacement programme, 

or had had notice, but were still awaiting replacement  
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• The call-in request did not request all night lighting everywhere, but fewer hours 
when lights were switched off, having first checked local needs for appropriate 
timing 

• If there was no central automated system that could set different light times in 
different areas this could lead to problems in the future as needs/expectations 
changed 

• The call-in request recognised there would be savings from part night street 
lighting, and environmental benefits, but felt the consultation was flawed and 
asked the Cabinet Member to reconsider his decision to address the concerns of 
residents 

 
118. Mr Montyn, Cabinet Member for Highways and Transport, responded making 
the following comments: - 
 
• There had been part night street lighting in the county since the 1970s, but it 

hadn’t been uniform, which led to problems maintaining the 33,000 units in 
residential areas in towns where this occurred  

• The decision would increase the number of units operating part night lighting by 
about one third 

• Consultation had been carried out at parish/town council level to get a cross-
section of views 

• The private finance initiative (PFI) contract could adapt to changing 
circumstances 

• Regarding safety concerns from part night street lighting: - 
 Part night street lighting would only be in residential areas in towns 
 Pedestrian areas, road crossings, A, B, and C roads where necessary, would 

still be fully lit 
 Crawley town would have all night lighting 
 All night lighting could be reintroduced if crime and disorder issues became a 

problem in part lit areas 
• Statistics from areas which operate part night street lighting showed that 

reduced lighting did not lead to increased crime or road accidents 
• Attitudes to energy savings had changed in recent years with some areas 

wanting a return to part night street lighting 
• Lights would come on around 5.30am which would help those going to/from 

night/shift work 
• The control system responded to light levels, so an exact on/off time was not 

possible to control 
• The need for lighting to be timed around train/bus timetables was mitigated by 

the fact that lights would be on in town centres 
• The proposal would be explained again to parish/town councils with local 

members involved – where the local view was for all night lighting, this would be 
considered 

 
119. Summary of responses to Members’ questions and comments: - 
 
• Crawley asked for all night street lighting, whereas Horsham and Bognor Regis 

asked for part night street lighting 
• The consultation in the Horsham area had not been restricted to the rural parts 

of the area – local neighbourhood councils were consulted 
• Consultation would take place in areas which currently had all night lighting 

before changes were implemented 
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• Where there were objections to part night street lighting, these would be 
considered against the facts before a decision was made 

• Street by street agreements were to be avoided as this would create a very 
complicated situation to manage 

• Any possible negative effects on the use of sustainable transport would be 
mitigated by the many other ways it was supported 

• The Council was part of a national consortium that bought power at the best 
possible price at all times 

• The decision about which C roads should remain fully lit would be made in 
conjunction with local councils 

 
120. Resolved – That the Committee supports the Cabinet Member Decision. 
 
Review of Parking Charges 
 
121.  The Committee considered a report by the Director of Communities and 
Commissioning and Service Manager for Transport and Countryside Services (copy 
appended to the signed minutes) which was introduced by Andy Ekinsmyth,  
Service Manager for Transport and Countryside Services. He told the Committee 
that a new option had been included with the report, following initial scrutiny of the 
proposals undertaken by the Committee in November 2013 
 
122. Summary of responses to Members’ questions and comments: - 
 
• The County Council and district/borough councils could not be accused of 

operating a pricing cartel for parking charges as the district/borough councils, 
rail operators and others set their charges independently of the County Council 

• Whether charges rose routinely in line with the Retail Price Index (RPI) was a 
matter of judgement – residents’ permits could increase this way as they paid 
for them annually, pay and display machines would not be able to be configured 
to allow for percentage rises in RPI, so a suitable price point was used  

• As Worthing Borough Council was pricing some of its car parks at £1 an hour, 
the County Council would hold on-street parking charges in Worthing to £1.20 
an hour 

• The price of residents’ permits had not been increased for four years and the 
choices were to increase by last year’s RPI or by the cumulative RPI of the last 
four years – the Performance & Finance Select Committee would consider this 
when looking at proposed changes to all fees and charges - the Committee was 
not happy that it would not have input into the decision 

• It was hoped that the increase in traders’ dispensation notices would encourage 
them to use residents’ visitor permits – the Committee felt the increase was too 
big 

• Hotel permits had not been increased since 2002 and the increase would still be 
good value for money 

• A separate piece of work would be needed to determine if there would be  
benefits in increasing non-residents’ permit prices in areas close to rail stations, 
or whether this would merely encourage people to park in streets further away 

• The baseline charges in West Sussex could be compared to those in similar 
areas, but the outcome would be likely to show that the West Sussex baseline 
should increase 

• All aspects of parking were reviewed annually 
• There was an aim to move towards more generic parking charges across the 

county, whilst allowing for good traffic management in each area 
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123. The following amendment was proposed to recommendation  by  
Mr J Rogers and seconded by Mrs Brunsdon: - 
 
The Committee supports the introduction of option 6, effective from July 2014, 
provided: 
 

• The charge for a daily dispensation notice for tradespeople is increased from 
£2 to £3 (not £5, as proposed)  

• The charge for a weekly dispensation notice for tradespeople is increased 
from £10 to £15 (not £25, as proposed) 

• The charge for a half day hotel permit is increased from £2.50 to £3 (not £4, 
as proposed) 

• The charge for a daily hotel permit is increased from £3.50 to £4.50 (not 
£6.50, as proposed) 

• The charge for parking bay suspensions in charged parking bays, and free 
limited waiting-only bays, is increased from £15 to £20 

 
The amendment was passed. 
 
124. The following amendment was proposed to recommendation iii by  
Mrs Brunsdon and seconded by Mr J Rogers: - 
 
The Committee supports the continuation with the policy of annual reviews of 
charges, bringing forward proposals as and when suitable price points are met, 
given underlying inflation and traffic management requirements for all other 
charges and requests that in future, the Council would look at proposals to 
introduce infrastructure that would allow the Committee to look at bringing the 
annual review of fees and charges in line with on-street parking 
 
The amendment failed.  
 
125. The following additional recommendation was proposed by Mrs Brunsdon: - 
 
The Cabinet Member considers an increase in non-residential permits that bring 
them in line with commuter parking areas and Network Rail car parking policy to 
allocate vehicles to the appropriate car parks 
 
The proposal failed. 
 
126. Resolved – That the Committee: - 
 

i. Supports the introduction of option 6, effective from July 2014, provided: 
 

• The charge for a daily dispensation notice for tradespeople is increased from 
£2 to £3 (not £5, as proposed)  

• The charge for a weekly dispensation notice for tradespeople is increased 
from £10 to £15 (not £25, as proposed) 

• The charge for a half day hotel permit is increased from £2.50 to £3 (not £4, 
as proposed) 

• The charge for a daily hotel permit is increased from £3.50 to £4.50 (not 
£6.50, as proposed) 
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• The charge for parking bay suspensions in charged parking bays, and free 
limited waiting-only bays, is increased from £15 to £20 

 
ii. Does not support an increase in residents’ permit charges as part of the 

County Council’s annual review of fees and charges for 2015/16 
 
iii. Supports the continuation with the policy of annual reviews of charges, 

bringing forward proposals as and when suitable price points are met, given 
underlying inflation and traffic management requirements for all other 
charges 

 
Strategic Economic Plan and Greater Brighton City Deal 
 
127. The Committee considered a presentation by the Chief Executive, Coast to 
Capital Local Enterprise Partnership, on the Strategic Economic Plan and a report by 
the Director Communities Commissioning and Head of Community & Economic 
Development, on the Greater Brighton City Deal (copies appended to the signed 
minutes). 
 
128. The presentation on the Strategic Economic Plan was given by Ron Crank, 
Chief Executive Coast to Capital Local Enterprise Partnership who told the 
Committee: - 
 
• The Coast to Capital Local Enterprise Partnership (LEP) aimed to create 100,000 

jobs in 25 years through enterprise, international trade and tourism 
• Enterprise needed to be embedded in education and communities 
• The LEP was developing three strategies in line with Government 

recommendations:  
a. European Structural and Investment Fund 
b. Skills 
c. Strategic Economic Plan (SEP) 

• A second runway at Gatwick Airport could produce 19,000 jobs 
• The LEP would support people in getting better skills, supporting businesses e.g. 

by helping develop business plans, digital connectivity and providing a business 
navigator on its website 

• The Skills Strategy would help give people the skills needed by businesses in 
priority sectors 

• The LEP would pull together existing organisations to establish a business 
support network 

• 39 LEPs were competing for the Local Growth Fund 
• The LEP shared findings of its housing review and anticipated there being a need 

above that already planned for by the area’s housing authorities 
• The SEP would prioritise intervention in transport infrastructure – the southern 

LEPs were working together on issues involving the A27, rail links and flooding. 
In developing the SEP it was important to listen to employers so that action 
could be taken to give people the skills they needed to be ready for work, 
including increasing the number of apprenticeships 

• The LEP was hoping to get £558m from the Government 
 
129. Summary of responses to Members’ questions and comments: - 
 
• The LEP worked collectively/strategically with local housing authorities and could 

help relieve pressure on housing needs on the coast by investing in the 
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Shoreham flood defences; 7 – 10,000 new homes were to be built in Croydon, 
which might also help 

• The SEP suggested removing a level crossing every five years to improve rail 
links on the coast – extending platforms could also be investigated 

• The SEP also placed importance on tourism, the Arun Valley line and the A259 
• The Greater Brighton City Deal (GBCD) was an early part of the SEP and would 

be delivered by Brighton & Hove City Council and the Environment Agency 
• Delivery of strategies relied on good partnership working to deliver quality 

outcomes 
• Leaders of local authorities would be the democratic representatives on the LEP 

Joint Committee 
• The LEP was able to go directly to Government, the Highways Agency and 

Network Rail to discuss issues of concern 
• If Heathrow Airport was expanded instead of Gatwick, the LEP would look at 

inward investment and foreign direct investment to provide new jobs 
• Colleges in the LEP area supported the drive to help people get the skills needed 

by businesses – the Learning Service was looking at skills issues with schools 
 
130. The report on the GBCD was introduced by Duncan Barratt, Community & 
Economic Development Manager, who told the Committee that the GBCD would 
have benefits for West Sussex. 
 
131. Summary of responses to Members’ questions and comments: - 
 
• The Council would be able to monitor and influence the Board of the GBCD 

through its membership of the Local Enterprise Partnership – it would be 
possible for the Council to seek to take up a place on the Board if it wished to do 
so in the future 

 
132. Resolved – That the Committee: - 
 

i. Endorses the development of the Strategic Economic Plan for submission by 
the Local Enterprise Partnership, to Government on 31 March 

 
ii. Asks that the Leader and Council officers continue an active dialogue with the 

Local Enterprise Partnership, and other partners, to ensure that the Council 
maximises its influence on the progression of the Strategic Economic Plan 
and that the final submission: 
• Provides a clear governance structure  
• Identifies priorities in West Sussex for funding  
• Identifies pipeline projects that will attract funding if developed to be 

‘shovel ready’ 
• Identifies the contribution that the Council will make to the progression of 

identified priorities 
 

iii. Asks that officers continue to work with the Leader and Cabinet  
Members to review and amend as appropriate the Council funding    
allocation process to ensure alignment with priority outcomes start of life, 
economy and later life 
 

iv. Asks that the Leader formally informs partners on the Greater Brighton City 
Deal that the Council remains fully supportive of the proposals and will 
continue to work with partners to support and influence progress, but will not 
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take a formal position on the proposed Greater Brighton City Deal Joint 
Committee. 

 
Business Planning Group Report 
 
133. The Committee considered a report by the Chairman of the Business Planning 
Group (copy appended to the signed minutes) which was introduced by Ninesh 
Edwards, Senior Advisor, Democratic Services, who told the Committee that the 
Business Planning Group would particularly be looking at cycling and the number of 
people killed or seriously injured on the roads at its next meeting. 
 
134. Resolved – That the Committee endorses the content of the report. 
 
Requests for Call-in 
 
135. There had been one request for call-in to the Select Committee within its 
constitutional remit since the date of the last meeting. The request was accepted 
and was dealt with under this agenda. 
 
Forward Plan of Key Decisions 
 
136. The Committee considered extracts from the Forward Plan for March to June:  
 
137. Resolved – That the Committee notes the Forward Plan. 
 
Date of Next Meeting 
 
138. The next meeting of the Committee will be on 28 March 2014 at 
10.30 a.m. at County Hall, Chichester. Items likely to be on the agenda include: 
 
• Delegation of Decisions on Classification of County Roads 
• The Management of the Additional Expenditure made Available to Improve 

Highways Resilience 
• The Future of Buy With Confidence Trader Assurance Scheme 

 
Part II 
 
Exclusion of Press and Public 
 
139. Resolved - That under Section 100(4) of the Local Government Act 1972, the 
public be excluded from the meeting for the following item of business on the 
grounds that it involves the likely disclosure of exempt information as defined in 
Part I, of Schedule 12A, of the Act by virtue of the paragraph specified under the 
item and that, in all the circumstances of the case, the public interest in 
maintaining the exemption of that information outweighs the public interest in 
disclosing the information. 
 
Highways Maintenance Contract 
 
(Exempt, paragraph 3, Financial or business affairs of any person (including the 
authority)) 
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140. The Committee received a verbal update from Diane Ashby, Chief Operating 
Officer & Director of Service Operations, and Geoff Lowry, Head of Highways and 
Transport and learned that the contract was in better shape than it had been, and 
that there was a possibility to extend it.  
 
The meeting ended at 13.43 
 
 
 
 
 
Chairman. 
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