
APPENDIX 1

SUMMARY OF COMMENTS RE RICKMANSWORTH PARKING RESTRICTIONS

OCT 2008
	Restrictions
	Road
	Representation
	Officers Comments
	Recommendation

	IGHFIELD WAY
	
	
	Implement as proposed

	
	Highfield Way
	· Letter received objecting to the proposed double yellow line restrictions proposed outside 11,12,33 and 36 extending as far as detailed to achieve the purpose of preventing dangerous parking at the junctions

· Agrees that the proposed one hour parking will discourage commuter parking but it will mean that residents will have to move their cars to avoid the restricted times

· Would result in additional off street parking by paving over the front garden

· Restrictions would have a negative impact on the value of property


	Length of yellow line restrictions considered minimal to prevent obstruction of junction

· One hour restrictions will discourage commuter parking and provide flexibility for residents, acknowledge that it may cause some inconvenience for some residents

· Not a valid objection
	

	MOOR LANE 
	
	
	Proposed restrictions to proceed.

	
	Moor Lane
	Email from resident stating:

· In total agreement with the requirement to restrict parking

· Objects to double yellow lines outside property as it will cause inconvenience to family and friends

· Suggests that the 9am - 10am restriction be extended across his property as this would have the same desired effect during weekdays but would not cause a problem at weekends.
	· Support noted

· Property in question is directly opposite the entrance into Moor Lane and proposed no parking restrictions are intended to prevent parking at this junction.

· Concerns noted
	

	
	Carpenders Park resident
	Letter received objecting to the proposed restrictions with a list of names that are typed and therefore not considered a petition:

· Questions what harm the parked cars are doing

· That car drivers are being pushed from pillar to post and used to park outside the shops in Mill End

· Where are drivers supposed to park

· proposals only good for the residents
	· Parked cars are causing increased obstruction in this narrow road

· There are long stay car parks available in Rickmansworth and areas without parking restrictions that can be utilised.
	

	
	Moor Lane
	· Letter received in general support of proposed restrictions with the following suggested changes:

· Will result in people parking on both sides of the road preventing exit from driveway

· Concerned that people will start parking on one end of road from 10am onwards and then on the other side at 11am when the restrictions ends

· Suggests no parking at any time along the length of slip road on the aide adjacent to the main road

· Reverse the east and west restrictions and to stagger the hour 9am-10am for the east end and 2pm – 3pm for the west end which will prevent drivers moving en-masse as 10am from one end to the other

· concerned about street signage

· Suggests that the golf clubs overflow car park could be used.
	· General support noted

· The proposed restrictions will prevent commuters parking and significantly reduce the number of cars parked in the road. With the commuter parking gone there should be sufficient room for people to park on one side of the road 
	

	
	Moor Lane
	· Letter received objecting to the double yellow lines outside property as visitors would not be able to park

· no point in one hour restrictions

· only problems during the canal festival
	· Double yellow lines proposed to prevent parking at the entrance to the slip road and turning circle at this part of Moor Lane.

· One hour restrictions in the rest of Moor Lane are to prevent all day commuter parking but provide residents with flexibility.

· residents have complained regularly about the commuter parking in Moor Lane.
	

	PHEASANTS WAY


	
	
	Implement restriction at lower end only in accordance with previous residents’ petition (Appendix 2).

	
	Pheasants Way
	Letter received objecting to the proposed restrictions for the following:

· Can see no valid reason for restrictions as they can count on one hand the number of times someone has parked outside their house

· Aware that the southern end of Pheasants Way has a problem with parking

· That reasonably priced parking for commuters in Rickmansworth would be a better solution

· Objects to the prospect of not being able to park outside own property

· Objects to paying a fee to do so.

· Disappointed that the residents were not formally consulted. 
	· The restrictions being brought in to prevent commuter parking in the immediate area will result in the displacement of commuter parking into Pheasants Way. The one hour restriction on either side of the road is to deter commuters and to provide residents with flexibility.  

· Long Stay car parks and the station car park are available for commuters to park in

· Proposed restrictions only prevent parking for one hour a day

· No fee payable

· Legal consultation process carried out


	

	
	Pheasants Way
	Email received from resident objecting to the proposals:

· As 70% of the residents of Pheasants Way stated that they had no problems with the parking in the consultation undertaken in 2007 that the Council will reflect this view 

· Suggests that parking restriction in West Way are relaxed for a period of 6 months to enable an assessment of the parking.

· Gives suggestions about car parking in Rickmansworth Town Centre
	· The survey did show that 70% of the residents of Pheasants Way did not have a problem with parking apart from residents at West Way end. However, the one hour restriction is being proposed to prevent the displacement parking that will occur following implementation of parking restrictions in the area and to provide flexibility for residents.

· Relaxing parking restrictions is not an option for safety and legal reasons

· Not relevant to proposed restrictions in Pheasants Way. 
	

	
	Pheasants Way
	· Letter received expressing concern that no thought has been given to residents parking in the road ie parking bays, permits

· In the absence of affordable parking near the station they reluctantly support the proposals
	· Concern noted

· Noted
	

	Rickmansworth School Park Road 
	
	
	Proposed restrictions to proceed as soon as possible 

	
	Governors of Rick’worth School
	Letter received from the Chair of Governors of Rickmansworth School stating;

· that the proposed parking restrictions for the access road had been presented to a meeting of the Governing Body

· that the proposals have their strong support as they will help alleviate the severe problems of access to the school

· that they hope that the restrictions will be implemented as soon as possible.
	· Support of Governors noted.
	· None

	
	Parent

(The Cloisters)
	Letter received in support of the proposals for the following reasons:

· Essential that safe parking provision is made

· That the proposed parking restriction will prevent commuter parking

· That the proposals provide a short-term drop off/pick up facility
	· Support noted.

· The restrictions were drawn up with consultation with the school to provide safer drop off and pick up places and to prevent the commuter parking which has caused problems for the parents and school.
	

	
	Parent

(Pheasants Way)
	Letter received in support of the proposals for the following reasons:

· That at present it is difficult to safely park on the road at the beginning and end of the day

· That the proposals should go ahead as soon as possible to alleviate the present congestion.
	· Support noted

· See above comments
	

	
	Parent

(Park Way)
	· Letter received in support of the proposals for the same reasons given in above parent’s letter
	· Support noted

· See above comments
	

	
	Parent

(17 Shepherds Way)
	Another letter received in support of the proposals for the following reasons:

· That at present it is difficult to safely park on the road at the beginning and end of the day

· That the proposals should go ahead as soon as possible to alleviate the present congestion.
	· Support noted

· See above comments
	

	
	Parent

(52 Shepherds Way)
	Yet another letter received in support of the proposals for the following reasons:

· That at present it is difficult to safely park on the road at the beginning and end of the day

· That the proposals should go ahead as soon as possible to alleviate the present congestion.
	· Support noted

· See above comments
	

	
	Parent

(Hill Rise)
	Another letter received in support of the proposals for the following reasons:

· That at present it is difficult to safely park on the road at the beginning and end of the day

· That the proposals should go ahead as soon as possible to alleviate the present congestion.
	· Support noted

· See above comments
	

	
	Parent

(The Highlands)
	Yet another letter received in support of the proposals for the following reasons:

· That at present it is difficult to safely park on the road at the beginning and end of the day

· That the proposals should go ahead as soon as possible to alleviate the present congestion.


	· Support noted

· See above comments
	

	
	Parent (Copthorne Road)
	Another letter received in support of the proposals for the following reasons:

· That at present it is difficult to safely park on the road at the beginning and end of the day

· That the proposals should go ahead as soon as possible to alleviate the present congestion.
	· Support noted

· See above comments
	

	
	Parent (Cedars Avenue)
	Another letter received in support of the proposals for the following reasons:

· That at present it is difficult to safely park on the road at the beginning and end of the day

· That the proposals should go ahead as soon as possible to alleviate the present congestion.
	· Support noted

· See above comments
	

	
	Parent (Whitegates Close, CG)
	Another letter received in support of the proposals for the following reasons:

· That at present it is difficult to safely park on the road at the beginning and end of the day

· That the proposals should go ahead as soon as possible to alleviate the present congestion.
	· Support noted

· See above comments
	

	
	Parent (Church Street)
	Letter received as above
	· Support noted

· See above comments
	

	
	Parent (Rickmansworth Park)
	Letter received as above
	· Support noted

· See above comments
	

	
	Parent (Rickmansworth Park)
	Letter received as above
	· Support noted

· See above comments
	

	
	Parent (63 Copthorne Road)
	Letter received as above
	· Support noted

· See above comments
	

	
	Parent (6 Copthorne Road)
	Letter received as above
	· Support noted

· See above comments
	

	
	Parent (The Greenway)
	Letter received as above
	· Support noted

· See above comments
	

	
	Parent (Woodland Road)
	Letter received as above
	· Support noted

· See above comments
	

	
	Parent (The Green, CG)
	Letter received as above
	· Support noted

· See above comments
	

	
	Parent (Beechcroft Ave)
	Letter received as above
	· Support noted

· See above comments
	

	
	Parent (Berry Lane)
	Letter received as above
	· Support noted

· See above comments
	

	
	Rickmansworth Park
	Letter received as above
	· Support noted

· See above comments
	

	
	Windmill Drive
	Letter received as above
	· Support noted

· See above comments
	

	
	High Street
	Letter received as above
	· Support noted

· See above comments
	

	
	Ridge Way
	Letter received as above
	· Support noted

· See above comments
	

	
	Canterbury Way
	Letter received as above
	· Support noted

· See above comments
	

	
	Highfield Way
	Letter received as above
	· Support noted

· See above comments
	

	
	Shire Lane
	Letter received as above
	· Support noted

· See above comments
	

	
	Church Lane
	Letter received as above
	· Support noted

· See above comments
	

	
	Field Way
	Letter received as above
	· Support noted

· See above comments
	

	
	Park Road
	· Letter received objecting to the proposals for the following reasons:

· that they remove parking for visitors to home can park

· that the restrictions are designed to prevent commuter parking and to facilitate parents parking at the school

· proposes that the restrictions in the layby should be for four hours with no return within four hours and amend restricted hours to 10am-11am and 2pm to 3pm but allow Zone C permit holders to park.
	· Objection noted

· That is exactly the purpose – to make the service road to the school as safe as possible.

· Proposals drawn up with close consultation with the school. No changes necessary.


	

	
	Field Way
	· Letter received as above
	· Support noted

· See above comments
	

	
	Southgate Cottages
	· Letter received in support of restrictions in access road to school

· stated that the restrictions will not prevent congestion or inconsiderate parking outside cottages
	· Support noted

· Proposed restrictions only to prevent dangerous parking in school access road.
	

	Shepherds Way 


	
	
	Do not implement restrictions, but monitor commuter parking

	
	Shepherds Way
	Letter received stating support for the proposed restrictions for the following reasons:

· The 10-11am restriction will deter commuters

· That the proposed restrictions will prevent displacement commuter parking from The Drive 

· The restrictions will not be a problem for local residents
	· Support noted
	

	
	Shepherds Way
	· Letter received from resident requesting that the restrictions be extended to cover her property passed the junction with Berry Way as commuters will park outside the house one the restrictions are put in.
	· The proposed restrictions stop just over the boundary of this property and are considered sufficient to prevent parking at the junction which would cause an obstruction to the junction.
	

	
	Shepherds Way
	· Letter received from resident including his own survey of residents of opinions of existing and proposed restrictions

· Objects to the proposed restrictions as the existing problems are caused by the existing restrictions

· suggests that the permit parking in West Way was removed and restrictions in Lower Shepherds Way relaxed there would be no reason for the expansion of the CPZ

· suggests that by extending the parking restrictions to 25ft beyond the junction with West Way on the south side of Shepherds Way it would encourage visitor parking into West Way rather than Shepherds Way thereby making the junction safer

· that the primary consultation was misleading as it supposed an expansion of the one hour restriction.
	· Objections noted

· First consultation was only concerned with finding out if residents were having problems with parking and did not mention any particular restrictions.
	

	
	Shepherds Way
	· Letter received objecting to the proposals for the following reasons:

· I won’t be able to park my car outside my house as we have three cars

· Will present problems for delivery drivers

· Would encourage speeding

· Waste of taxpayers money
	· Objections noted

· Deliveries will still be able to take place
	

	
	Shepherds Way
	· Letter received objecting to the proposals as yellow lines and street furniture would change the nature of the road

· feels that the method of communicating proposals was inappropriate
	· Objection noted

· Statutory consultation carried out.


	

	
	Shepherds Way
	· Letter received objecting to the proposed parking restrictions as it is unnecessary as there is no commuter parking

· parked cars stop vehicles speeding

· suggests the visitors parking  area on the east side of west was is made unrestricted so anyone can park there.
	· Objection noted
	

	
	Shepherds Way
	· Letter received from the same address as the above stating the same objections.
	· Objection noted
	

	Sherfield Avenue

	
	
	Only “No Waiting at Anytime” restrictions to be implemented at the junction with Harefield Road



	
	Sherfield Avenue
	Letter received stating:

· Support for the no parking restrictions in Sherfield Avenue at its junction with Harefield Road

· Objecting to further restrictions that are proposed to apply between April and September as these previous restrictions had been removed

· request that something could be done to prevent vans and large vehicles parking in road
	· Support noted

· These restrictions to be reconsidered

· Proposed restrictions will prevent parking at the junctions. Vans are legally parked if taxed and MOT, parking on verges and damage as a result is a Hertfordshire Highways issue.
	

	
	Landford Close
	· Letter received in support of the restrictions at the junction with Harefield Road

· States that the problem of cars parking here is not limited to Sat, Sun and Bank Holidays between 12noon and 6pm

· Concerned that these restrictions will cause future problems for Landford Close as with the previous seasonal restrictions which were withdrawn

· Concerned that restrictions will encourage drivers to park on the verges
	· Support noted

· Seasonal restrictions not going ahead

· See above

· Concern noted
	

	
	Landford Close
	· Letter received stating no objection in principle to the proposed restrictions on Sherfield Avenue at its junction with Harefield Road as vehicles are being parked near the junction making it dangerous for vehicles coming into and out of Sherfield Avenue.

· Expresses concern about more people parking in Landford Close and opposite its junction with Sherfield Avenue causing problems for residents and refuse lorries
	· Noted

· See above comments regarding seasonal restrictions

· Displacement parking will be monitored
	

	The Mount


	
	
	Implement as proposed

	
	The Mount
	· Letter received from resident stating that the proposed parking restrictions will lead to inconvenience for residents

· States that there is a trend for commuters to park in residential streets where they don’t have to pay parking charges but it is not a problem in The Mount at the moment                                                                   
	· Proposed restrictions are for no parking between 9 and 10am on one side of the road and for 10-11am on the opposite side of the road to provide more flexibility for residences.

· The scheme has been proposed because commuter parking will be displaced into this road following the introduction of parking restrictions in the area.
	

	
	The Mount
	· Letter received commenting on proposals for several proposed restrictions:

· The Mount – one hour restriction is disliked but just acceptable

· Winchfield Way – restrictions should be for one hour per day

· Victoria Close – requests existing restrictions removed to allow waiting for 20 mins so parents can drop off and pick up children

· Elm Way and Mount View – no restrictions so parking available for shops

· The Drive – welcome restrictions as this is dangerous

· Parking restrictions will just make commuters park further out

· solution to make station car park cheaper, Waitrose car park cheaper, Homestead Car Park cheaper as these are excessive rates for commuters to pay.
	· Noted

· There are no proposed parking restrictions for Winchfield Way

· Existing restrictions not subject to this consultation

· Proposed restrictions at Elm Way are only on the junction to prevent dangerous parking, restrictions on Mount View are a small extension to junction restrictions to prevent dangerous parking.

· Noted

· Displacement will be monitored

· Council has no control over price of Station, Waitrose or Homestead Road car parks and have already requested that the rates are reduced. 
	

	Hill Rise


	
	
	Do not implement restrictions, but monitor commuter parking

	
	Hill Rise
	Letter received objecting to the proposed parking restrictions in Hill Rise for the following reasons:

Proposed restrictions will not improve the movement of traffic and pedestrians and provide suitable on-road parking

The removal of 135 on-street parking places during the working day is not  sensible method of reducing congestion or commuter parking

There is not a problem with commuter parking in Hill Rise

That the installation of large and out-of character signs associated with parking restrictions will wreck the character and visual amenity of the Cedars Estate 

Will adversely affect the value of property

Proposals are excessive and disproportionate

Will increase parking in the upper end of Hill Rise

Will result in residence parking outside the property preventing access and egress of own property

That parking restrictions must not provide additional revenue for Council

Should be able to leave car outside own home without having to worry about moving cars

That the station car park remains mostly empty during the day and it should be shown that  proactive initiatives have been taken to encourage full utilisation of the station car park before removing on street parking

Requests an inquiry to give consideration to the unsatisfactory implementation and detrimental impact on residents of their free enjoyment of their property and to deal with the lack of transparent consideration to objections previously received

States that individual who purchased property close to the town centre did so in full knowledge of the possible congestion and those in Hill Rise did not.
	Objections noted.


	

	
	Hill Rise
	· Letter received objecting to the scheme as it is liable to lead to a hazard on the bend of the road outside numbers 30 to 34 where cars park behind the other to make it impossible to see what is approaching
	· Objection noted

· the proposed restrictions will not result in cars parking outside 30 to 34 Hill Rise.
	

	
	Hill Rise
	· Letter received from resident objecting to the proposed restrictions:

· No need for restrictions as commuters will not park there

· Ample parking in Rickmansworth for commuters

· Yellow lines will only inconvenience the residents

· Only local residents park in the road
	· Objections noted

· Agree that there is ample parking in the form of the station and Waitrose car parks and the long and short stay car parks in Rickmansworth. However, commuters are choosing to park in residential streets.
	

	
	Hill Rise
	· Letter received objecting to the proposed parking restrictions as:

· No problem with commuter parking at their end of the road

· Is a good 15 minute walk from the town centre and station

· Will cause problems for friends and relatives visiting.


	· Objections noted
	

	
	Hill Rise
	· Letter received objecting to the proposed restrictions as can see no benefit in or requirement for.
	· Objection noted
	

	
	Hill Rise
	Email received asking general questions about the proposed parking restrictions

· Considers whole proposal unnecessary in Hill Rise
	· Objection noted and email sent asking if they would like to give further reasons as to why they think the proposed restrictions are unnecessary.
	

	
	Hill Rise
	· Letter received objecting to the proposals for the following reasons:

· Little evidence of commuter parking

· Extension of CPZ considered a total overkill.

· Would only inconvenience residents.
	· Objections noted
	

	
	Hill Rise
	· Letter received objecting strongly to the proposed restriction for the following reasons:

· No evidence of commuter parking

· Restrictions will result in displacement of commuters

· Commuters should be assisted with more affordable parking provision.
	· Objections noted
	

	
	Hill Rise
	· Letter received objecting to the proposals for the following reasons:

· unaware of any traffic management issues in Hill Rise

· few cars parked on the streets as most houses have own driveways

· little if any commuter parking

· would be inconvenient for visitors
	· Objection noted
	

	
	Hill Rise
	· Letter received objecting to the proposals for the following reasons:

· unaware of any traffic management issues in Hill Rise

· few cars parked on the streets as most houses have own driveways

· little if any commuter parking

· would be inconvenient for visitors
	· Objection noted
	

	
	Hill Rise
	· Letter received objecting to the proposed parking restrictions for the following reasons:

· problems caused by charges in station car parks

· restrictions will cause inconvenience to residents

· front gardens will be converted to drives

· own driveway accommodates two cars

· if restrictions go ahead parking will take place at the top of Hill Rise or on the Ridge Way

· will be inconvenient to move the cars back and forward

· only about eight cars park in the road at present
	· Objections noted
	

	
	Hill Rise
	· Letter received objecting to the proposals for the following reasons:

· will result in displacement parking at the end of Hill Rise, Highfield Way and Shepherds Way

· residents with restrictions outside their homes will be penalised

· problem with parking is increase in number of offices without proportionately priced parking spaces

· do not agree with any public monies being used for this purpose

· mentions previous consultation in 2005
	· Objections noted
	

	
	Ridge Way
	· Letter received objecting for the following reasons:

· No attempt to inform the public

· No justification for proposals

· No parking problems in Hill Rise and proposals are a waste of money
	· Statutory procedure for consultation was carried out.
	

	
	Ridge Way
	· Letter received objecting to proposals for the following reasons:

· will cause people to park in Ridge Way which will make it dangerous for residents
	Noted
	

	
	Hill Rise
	· Letter received objecting to the proposals for the following reasons:

· Not consulted on the proposals

· No problem with commuter parking

· Yellow lines would look ugly

· Objects to having to buy a permit to park outside home

· Complete waste of money
	· Objections noted

· Letter received as part of consultation and statutory consultation procedure was undertaken.

· no permit scheme proposed.
	

	
	Hill Rise
	· Letter received objecting to proposals as never had a problem with parking outside the house

· only about eight cars parked in the road

· waste of tax payers money

· will result in people paving over front gardens.
	· Objections noted.
	

	
	Hill Rise
	· Letter received objecting to the scheme:

· why weren’t residents consulted

· no problems with commuter parking

· yellow lines will not improve the area

· parked cars prevent speeding

· what to do when we have overnight guests?
	· response received as part of statutory consultation

· Objections noted
	

	
	Hill Rise
	· letter received objecting to proposals because of lack of notification

· no problem with parking in the road at present

· linings and signs will distract from the area

· waste of money
	· Statutory consultation undertaken and objection received as a result

· Objections noted
	

	
	Hill Rise
	· Letter received objecting to proposals as residents and friends should be able to park without any difficulty

· does not agree with public money being wasted on CPZ
	· Objections noted
	

	
	Hill Rise
	· Letter received objecting to the proposed parking restrictions as:

· far away from town centre and station and no evidence of commuter parking

· existing parking restrictions at the bottom of Hill Rise has not resulted in commuter parking further up
	· Objection noted
	

	
	Hill Rise
	· Letter received objecting to the proposed parking restrictions as:

· no problem with commuter parking and a waste of money

· street would be littered with signs

· restrictions would be a nuisance
	· Objection noted
	

	
	Hill Rise
	· Letter from resident objecting to the proposed parking restrictions as:

· commuter parking is not a problem in the road therefore restrictions would be a waste of money

· would cause confusion and inconvenience

· would diminish the amenity value of the area
	· Objection noted
	

	
	Hill Rise
	· Letter received objecting to the proposed parking restrictions as:

· notification inadequate by the Council

· proposals a waste of money and will cause inconvenience for the residents
	· Objection noted

· Statutory legal procedure of consultation carried out


	

	
	Hill Rise
	· Letter received objecting to the proposals for the following reasons:

· that restrictions would start from outside their property and this would cause problems as it is adjacent to the Ridgeway and will result in poor  visibility for drivers

· restrictions should be 10 metres from junctions in accordance with Highway Code regulations

· will cause an inconvenience to residents and result in more gardens being paved over

· concerned that the Zone End sign will be located to prevent access to garage

· will result in displacement parking
	· Objection noted

· Restrictions considered minimum required to prevent dangerous parking obscuring views around the junction

· Considered minimum required – Highway Code are not regulations but recommend that people shouldn’t park within 10 metres – not enforceable.

· Signs will be located in positions where access will not be affected
	

	
	Hill Rise
	· Letter handed in objecting to the proposed restrictions as:

· no evidence of commuter parking

· objects to the fact individual households were not notified

· will cause problems for visitors prior to 1.30pm

· aware that letter received after deadline but would like it to be considered
	· Objection noted
	

	OLD CHORLEYWOOD ROAD


	
	
	Proposed restrictions to proceed.

	
	· Letter received from a commuter objecting to the proposed scheme as it would force him to use the station car park

· that present users of the area are not preventing other people parking

· fully support were residents are being inconvenienced but all the houses have large driveways
	· Objection noted
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