
 

Overview and Scrutiny Business Panel 

 
 
 
1. Recommendation 

 
To note responses to questions by Members of the Panel about Lewisham and 
Lee Green’s Local Transport Network (LTN). 
 
 

2. Background 
 

2.1 The Panel considered an item relating to Lewisham & Lee Green’s LTN at its meeting on 
25 January 2022.  Officers responded to questions raised at that meeting as outlined in 
the Minutes, but it was agreed that responses to other questions on the matter would be 
circulated in due course, and these are attached to this report. 

 
 

Outline and recommendations 

Members are asked to note responses to questions about Lewisham & Lee Green’s 
Local Transport Network following the meeting of the Overview & Scrutiny Business 

Panel held on 25 January 2022 in open session 

Lewisham & Lee Green’s Local Transport Network: 

Questions & Responses 
 

Date: 22 March 2022 
Key decision: Yes 
Class: Part 1  
Ward(s) affected: Various 

Contributors: Senior Committee Manager / Head of Committees 



 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
A. From the Mayor of Lewisham 
 
Q1. What lessons have you learned from the LTN experience which will help you 

improve policy formation and implementation in the future? 
 

The government required councils across London to implement intervention 
measures very quickly. The speed we had to introduce measures affected 
the normal process of full engagement with residents and the public as a 
whole. The Council has learned from this experience and officers have 
committed to ensuring that any future LTN scheme in the borough will be 
based on clear factors including having funding in place for both incentive 
measures and restrictions to vehicular movement, a robust collection of 
before and after data to be able to understand the effects of interventions, 
full consideration of a traffic impact analysis/modelling if appropriate, full 
pre-consultation engagement, and consultation with councillors, residents, 
businesses and other stakeholders.   

  
Q2. There have been many changes to the portfolio holder responsible for 

transport policy and the Lee Green LTN.  As I understand it, initially it was 
held by Cllr Dacres and Cllr McGeevor as part of their job share.  Cllr 
Dacres then took sole responsibility when Cllr McGeevor went on maternity 
leave.  Cllr McGeevor then took sole responsibility when she returned from 
maternity leave.  Cllr Codd then took responsibility when Cllr McGeevor 
went on maternity leave for a second time.  It remains unclear whether or 
not Cllr McGeevor will take up responsibility again when she returns from 
maternity leave shortly.  Did this lack of constancy have a detrimental 
impact on policy formation and implementation with regard to the Lee Green 
LTN? 

 
I do not accept that a cabinet member taking parental leave under the 
Council’s agreed parental leave policy has led to any detrimental impact on 
policy as the LTN is being delivered in line with the Council’s agreed 
Transport Strategy and wider objectives. 

 
Q3. The results of the public consultation on the Lee Green LTN were not 

released until about a week before the M&C meeting that made the decision 
about the LTN’s future, when they were published as part of the agenda for 

Questions and responses about Lewisham and 
Lee Green’s Local Transport Network (LTN) 

 

 



that meeting.  (Incidentally, I believe that this was a mere 8 hours before the 
deadline for the receipt of public questions for the recent meeting of Full 
Council).  Do you believe that this decision regarding publication is 
consistent with your manifesto pledge ‘to make our Council even more 
democratic, open and transparent’?  

  
The approach was to present the responses to the consultation in the 
decision making report. This is considered the correct approach for 
publishing Mayor & Cabinet decision papers and avoids ambiguity or 
potential confusion of information being taken out of context or published 
sporadically. This is consistent with all other initiatives and work streams for 
decision by Mayor & Cabinet. The consultation was only one element of the 
decision-making report so it was right to publish consultation results 
alongside other data too.  

 
Q4. The LTN is regarded as essential for dealing effectively with the Climate 

Change Emergency, yet broadly, according to the consultation, it is not 
supported by 6 in 10 people and struggles to command the support of 2 in 
10 people even amongst those who would be expected to benefit the most 
from it.  Is it possible to take such essential action which commands so little 
support and is opposed by 6 in 10 people, when we need the support of 5 in 
10 people to win elections and thereby be in a position to implement policy? 

 
The consultation was designed to engage with the experiences of residents 
and wasn’t intended to be a referendum. Furthermore we have seen from 
the responses that 75% of people who replied to the consultation were 
drivers, well above the number of drivers in the borough. Rather than 
weighting the results, which it could be argued would give a fairer 
representation of people’s views, they were released in their raw form so 
people can make their own judgement and conduct their own analysis.  
 
The public consultation on the LTN was only one part of the LTN review and 
in coming to a decision we have attempted to be evidence-led and look at 
the impact data we received on a variety of measures. When following this 
evidence led approach we can see that the LTN is currently meeting the 
criteria we originally set for it and these are listed below. Conscious that 
traffic patterns are unpredictable following the Covid pandemic, I have 
asked that updates are brought to Mayor & Cabinet on a six monthly basis 
so we can assure ourselves, based on the evidence provided, that the LTN 
is still meeting its objectives. 

 

Encourage people 
to walk and cycle 
more 

✔ 21% (1,483) of consultation respondents agreed 
that the revised LTN had encouraged them to 
walk or cycle more 
 
14% (751) of car drivers said the LTN had 
encouraged them to walk or cycle more 

Improve road 
safety 

✔ Average vehicles speeds have reduced by 2mph 
between March 2019 and February 2021 on 
roads both inside and outside the LTN 



 
Average vehicle speeds have reduced by 1.2mph 
between June 2020 and February 2021 on roads 
both inside and outside the LTN 

Improve air quality ✔ The LTN is aimed at encouraging long term 
behaviour change and we did not anticipate a 
significant, immediate change in air quality. 
 
Monitoring found that the overall mean NO2 
concentration for the LTN monitoring network was 
29.0 ug/m3 for the original scheme and 31.4 
ug/m3 for the revised scheme. The legal limit is 
40 ug/m3. This data has been independently 
verified. 

Reduce traffic 
levels 

✔ Traffic levels reduced by 69% between March 
2019 and February 2021 
 
Traffic levels reduced by 20% between June 
2020 and February 2021 
 
39% of consultation respondents agreed that 
there was less traffic within the revised LTN 

Protect public 
health 

✔ 21% (1,483) of respondents agreed that the 
revised LTN had encouraged them to walk or 
cycle more. 
 
14% (751) of car drivers said the LTN had 
encouraged them to walk or cycle more. 

 
B. From the Director of Law, Governance and Elections 
 

Q1. How vulnerable are we to legal challenge over the actions we have taken in 
regard to the Lee Green Local Transport Network, as has happened 
elsewhere? 

 

It is not possible to eliminate the risk of a legal challenge being brought 
against the Council.  However, I am confident that the Council is in a good 
and robust position to defend any claims that are brought.  The steps taken 
by officers, including advice from Clive Sheldon QC, have ensured the 
Council has acted appropriately. 

 
C. From Head of Strategic Transport (Housing, Regeneration & Public Realm) 

 
Q1. What is the breakdown by ethnicity of respondents to the LTN consultation? 

 
LTN consultation responses by ethnicity 

 

 
This is a breakdown of the results by BAME respondents, White 
respondents and a comparison to the overall respondents in the graph 
below.  It should be noted that the below graphs capture those who 



responded to the equality questions and have identified themselves as 
BAME or White. These questions were not mandatory and not all 
respondents to the consultation provided responses to these questions and 
others indicated as ‘prefer not to say’.  
 
1302 respondents chose not to answer the ethnicity question and 333 
respondents answered “Prefer not to say”  

 

 



 
 

When examining the consultation responses regarding how people felt about both 
the original and revised schemes by ethnicity it shows that the responses from 
BAME and White respondents are broadly in line with all respondents. 
A full Equalities Impact Assessment was undertaken and formed part of the 
decision report. Please see appendix J. 

 
 

https://councilmeetings.lewisham.gov.uk/documents/s92723/Appendix%20J%20EQIA%2023%2012%202021%20fv.pdf

