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RESULTS OF CONSULTATION AND RECOMMENDATIONS (continued)


	1.0
	TANNERS WOOD LANE, ABBOTS LANGLEY



	1.1
	SUMMARY OF PROBLEM AND PROPOSALS



	1.1.1
	Tanners Wood Lane has a 3.0 metre wide (single-track) carriageway with a passing place at each end and another approximately in the middle. As such any kerbside parking is obstructive and might, in some cases, be detrimental to highway safety and in particular the safety of children and other vulnerable road users.



	1.1.2
	Major problems have been identified during the school-run when the large numbers of parents’ vehicles using the road coupled with the high demand for kerbside parking create an unacceptably high risk to child safety.



	1.1.3
	Obstruction also occurs as parents’ vehicles travelling up and down the single track carriageway interact with each other and the parked cars.



	1.1.4
	There is also a considerable inconvenience to the residents served by the road should they find it necessary to leave or return to their houses during the school-run.



	1.1.5
	The proposal would provide double yellow lines along practically the whole length of Tanners Wood Lane and its junctions as shown on the attached plan. The double yellow lines would give a clear indication that the kerbside is unsuitable for vehicles to wait longer than the brief period necessary to pick up or set down a passenger.



	1.2
	THE RESULTS OF THE CONSULTATION



	1.2.1
	Six representations were received. Five were in favour of the yellow lines and one email signed “A resident of the area” said that the proposals were unnecessary because the school-run was only for two short periods each day. 

  


	1.2.2
	A summary of the representations and officers comments are tabulated below.



	Unique Ref
	
	Summary of Representation
	Officers Comments

	101008 0001
	letter
	A lady resident of Pinehurst Close said that the yellow lines “could be a necessity” but that it would be “preferable not to implement” them. She also said “do not” use priority/give way signs as they will be an “eyesore”.
	It would appear that this resident is unhappy about the proliferation of lines and signs in the context of the fairly rural setting of Tanners Wood Lane. Unfortunately the police are no-longer able to carry out effective parking enforcement and the Council can only enforce where yellow lines exist. This resident was the only one to mention the priority/give way signs and it could be assumed that other residents are in favour of them.

  

	101008 1100
	phone
	A lady resident of Tanners Wood lane said that this is a good idea but the lines need to be extended to her property and disabled bays provided. She states that parents are very rude to her and will probably ignore the yellow lines. 
	Although difficult to enforce the yellow lines will be a clear indication of kerbside unsuitable for waiting vehicles. Officers will discuss the request for disabled bays and additional yellow lines with Thrive Homes.



	101008 1519
	email
	This representation was signed “A resident of the area”. His representation suggests that the Council sees an opportunity of collecting revenue using the adjacent woods for CEOs to “spring from”. He also states that he has been inconvenienced by the school-run but as it comes and goes fairly quickly yellow lines are not really needed.

   
	This has not been considered as an objection because it is unsigned.

	101009 0001
	letter
	This 86 year old lady resident of Oak Green uses a disabled walker and agrees that something needs to be done about the parking in Tanners Wood Lane. During the school-run she has difficulty walking along the footway between the bus stop and her home and often has to walk on the road. 
	This representation underlines the desirability of the proposals.

	101019 0001
	letter
	This resident of Pinehurst Close states that he/she is in total agreement with the proposals.
	In favour.

	101027 1045
	phone
	This gentleman resident of Tanners Wood Lane is in favour of the proposals. He also said that residents of Oak Green park in Tanners Wood Lane and that on occasions drivers are directed along Tanners Wood Lane by SatNavs. 
	In favour. 
The vehicular access to Oak Green is not via Tanners Wood Lane and the parking problem mentioned and the SatNav problem will be addressed in consultation with Thrive Homes.




	1.3
	CONCLUSIONS



	1.3.1
	The single, implied, objection to the proposals cannot be taken into account because no name was given. Other representations received were in favour of the proposals.


	1.4
	RECOMMENDATIONS 



	1.4.1
	It is recommended that officers are authorised to do all that is necessary to make the traffic regulation order and implement the proposals.


	2.0
	THE JUNCTION OF FOXLEYS WITH THE MEAD, CARPENDERS PARK



	2.1
	SUMMARY OF PROBLEM AND PROPOSALS



	2.1.1
	Kerbside parking is in high demand in the area of St Meryl Junior and Infants School during the school-run and under pressure to find a parking space parents often resort to parking very close to the junction. This parking is both obstructive and, in some cases, detrimental to highway safety particularly in respect of children and other vulnerable road users.



	2.1.2
	The proposals would provide double yellow lines, at the junction, as shown on the attached plan. The double yellow lines are considered to be of the minimum length necessary to raise safety standards to an acceptable level and would give a clear indication that the kerbside is unsuitable for the parking of vehicles unless the driver requires to stop for no longer than is necessary to pick up or set down a passenger.




	2.2
	THE RESULTS OF THE CONSULTATION



	2.2.1
	No objections were received but 1 representation was received from a lady resident of The Mead close to the proposed double yellow line.


	1.2.2
	A summary of the representation and officers’ comments are tabulated below.



	Unique Ref
	
	Summary of Representation
	Officers Comments

	101029 0001
	letter
	Stopping the yellow line where indicated on the plan would leave a small space up to my driveway (No. 86) and parents  will try and get two cars there, thus parking over my drive.  Could you not extend the lines up to the driveway between 86 and 84 The Mead?

	Officers can confirm that there is a length of kerb side parking, between the end of the proposed double yellow line and the “driveway” referred to, of more than sufficient length for the parking of one vehicle.

It is also acknowledged that many drivers, under pressure to find parking, might try to squeeze a second vehicle into the space and that this might lead to an encroachment into the area in front of the “driveway”.


It would not be possible to provide a longer double yellow line without re-advertising the Traffic Regulation Order.

However, a double yellow line is not necessary because whilst a single vehicle parked at the this location could not be issued with a fixed penalty charge notice, as long as no part of it was in front of the “driveway”, a second vehicle with any part of it in front of the “driveway” could, under powers equal to those given by a double yellow line,.



	1.3
	CONCLUSIONS



	1.3.1
	Officers will recommend that the proposal be implemented and before implementation a letter sent to the resident explaining the reasons and offering the provision of an ‘H’ bar (white line), on a rechargeable works basis, in front of the “driveway” to ensure that those parking are aware of its existence and dimension. The current cost to the resident of the provision of an ‘H’ bar is £45 with no ongoing maintenance cost. The parking situation will be monitored following the implementation of the yellow lines.


	1.4
	RECOMMENDATIONS 



	1.4.1
	It is recommended that the Council authorises officers to do all that is necessary to make the traffic regulation order and implement the proposals.


	3.0
	MALVERN WAY, CROXLEY GREEN



	3.1
	SUMMARY OF PROBLEMS AND PROPOSALS



	3.1.1
	The 3 junctions where proposals have been advertised are:


3a The junction of Malvern Way with Barton Way.

3b The junction of Girton Way with Malvern Way.

3c The junction of Lancing Way with Malvern Way.



	3.1.2
	There have been reports of vehicles parking close to these junctions reducing drivers’ left and right visibility to below acceptable limits. The roads in the area, although not as heavily parked as some other residential areas, lend themselves to high vehicle speeds. 



	3.1.3
	Although not actually measured it would be reasonable to assume that the 85 percentile vehicle speed in the main arm of the junctions under consideration would be greater than 25 mph. A vehicle travelling at 30 mph would require something in the order of 23 metres to stop safely. To achieve a 23 metre right and left visibility at the junctions vehicles should not be parked nearer to the junction than 16.5 metres. 



	3.1.4
	Therefore the proposals provide a minimum length of double yellow lines of 10 metres at each junction with 16.5 metres on each side of the “through traffic” arms of the junction. This is an “ideal” solution and could be reconsidered if the results of the consultation suggest that greater weight needs to be given to the need for residents’ on-street parking.




	3.2
	THE RESULTS OF THE CONSULTATION



	3.2.1
	Five representations were received, 3 were fully in favour of the yellow lines and the remaining 2, whilst not objecting to the proposals, expressed reservations and concerns.



	3.2.2
	A summary of the representations and officers comments are tabulated below.




	Unique Ref
	
	Summary of Representation
	Officers Comments

	101019 2022
	email
	This representation refers to proposal 3a (refer paragraph 3.1.1 above) and is from residents, husband and wife, who live near the junction. They explain that although their on-street parking options will be decreased by the proposals they are 100% in support of them. They say that because they live near the junction they are able to observe the problems that parking close to the junction causes.


	  In favour.

	101006 1945
	email
	This representation refers to proposal 3b (refer paragraph 3.1.1 above) and is from a lady resident who lives near the junction. She explains that she is in the habit of parking outside her house and she is concerned that the proposed double yellow lines might prevent her from doing this. However, she feels that something should be done to solve the problem of vehicles parked too close to the junction.
	The proposed double yellow lines are not as long as she fears and it is probable that after the implementation of the double yellow lines she could continue to park close to her normal parking position.

However, there is a vehicular access on the bend of Malvern Way to the north of her house and it would be better if her parking position was not moved towards that junction.

Also, it is probable that the bend causes a significant reduction in the 85 percentile speed of traffic approaching the junction.

The proposals have been reconsidered and officers can advise that the 16.5 metre long double yellow line could be reduced to 15 metres without detriment to highway safety.




	Unique Ref
	
	Summary of Representation
	Officers Comments

	101007 1300
	phone
	This representation refers to proposal 3c (refer paragraph 3.1.1 above) and is from a gentleman resident whose house fronts one of the proposed 16.5 metre long double yellow lines on Malvern Way. The resident claims that no one except himself and his visitors ever park in front of his house.


	If it is agreed that 16.5 metres double yellow lines are required then it could be argued that the resident, by advising that he and his visitors park outside his house, has confirmed the need for them.

Also by further advising that other drivers do not park there it may be assumed that there is not a high parking demand in the area.

It should also be noted that the resident has surrendered his front garden to provide an off-street parking facility for 2 cars.

Malvern Way has long straight approaches to Lancing Way and as advised in paragraph 3.1.3 above 16.5 metre double yellow lines would provide an “ideal” solution.

Consideration of the possible reduction of the 16.5 metres should, in general, only be given when the parking demand exceeds the ideal parking capacity.

However, the resident’s house is on the left of the junction and on the left of a junction the need for the 16.5 metres is less critical.

In consideration of the above officers can advise that a reduction in the length of the double yellow lines of 4 metres would provide a sufficient length of kerbline for the parking of one vehicle without an unacceptable reduction in highway safety.    



	101007 2010
	email
	This representation refers to proposal 3c (refer paragraph 3.1.1 above) and is from a lady resident who lives near the junction. She has written in full support of the proposals and reports that vehicles often park close to the junction both off and on, sometimes completely on, the footway restricting visibility and making turning movements dangerous.


	In favour

	101020 0001
	letter
	This representation refers to proposal 3c (refer paragraph 3.1.1 above) and is from a lady resident who lives near the junction. She has written to record her approval of the proposals and reports that vehicles often park close to the junction on the footway making the junction extremely dangerous.


	In favour


	1.3
	CONCLUSIONS



	1.3.1
	Officers will recommend that the proposals, amended in two instances as discussed above, be implemented and before implementation letters sent to the residents that submitted representations referenced ‘101006 1945’ and ‘101007 1300’ advising of them of the amendments.


	1.4
	RECOMMENDATIONS 



	1.4.1
	It is recommended that the Council authorises officers to do all that is necessary to make the traffic regulation order and implement the proposals.


	4.0
	RENDLESHAM WAY, FURZE VIEW and STAG LANE, CHORLEYWOOD



	4.1
	SUMMARY OF PROBLEM AND PROPOSALS



	4.1.1
	There have been reports of traffic problems associated with the school-run and a tendency for drivers turning right into Furze View from Rendlesham Way to cut the turn short by turning into the left hand lane of Furze View. In other words if there were a keep-left bollard in a customary position on the centre-line of Furze View the drivers would be passing it on the wrong side of the road.

    

	4.1.2
	The arrangement of the intersection of the 4 arms of the 3 roads together with the steep incline of Rendlesham Way between Furze View and Stag Lane combine to create an uncomfortable and potentially hazardous configuration for all road users.



	4.1.3
	Inspections have confirmed that most drivers wishing to turn right into Furze View from Rendlesham Way do in fact turn into the left-hand lane of Furze View risking a head-on collision. Although this practice must be viewed as inexcusable it must be said that the geometry of the junction encourages it. Site features suggest that once there might have been keep-left bollards at the junction. If that were the case it is easy to understand why they were removed and why it might be pointless to replace them. That is to say that frequently vehicles would have collided with them. Inspections also revealed a very difficult pedestrian route across the mouth of Furze View at the junction.

     

	4.1.4
	Officers consider that the problems discussed in paragraph 4.1.2 above need to be addressed and propose to approach Herts County Council to discuss options. One option might be to join the section of Rendlesham Way above Furze View to Furze View, making it the primary route and providing give-way signs and lines on Rendlesham way. The street address problems could be solved with properly thought out street nameplates.




	4.1.5
	Major problems have been identified, in the area in general, during the school-run when the high demand for kerbside parking creates an unacceptably high risk to child safety. Many parents seek kerb-side parking at the intersection of the 3 roads (4 arms) described at paragraph 4.1.2 above. As the school-run progresses and available parking decreases parents become more reckless and eventually every available gap is parked in including the junction radii. Most vehicles are parked with two wheels on the footway. The net result is a totally unsafe environment for the parents and children returning to their vehicles and other road users both drivers and pedestrians.  



	1.1.5
	The proposal would provide double yellow lines throughout the junctions as shown on the attached plan. The double yellow lines would give a clear indication that the kerbside is unsuitable for vehicles to wait longer than the brief period necessary to pick up or set down a passenger. 



	1.2
	THE RESULTS OF THE CONSULTATION



	1.2.1
	Five representations were received. 3 were in favour of the yellow lines and there was one implied objection and one clearly stated formal objection.  


	1.2.2
	A summary of the representations and officers comments are tabulated below.



	Unique Ref
	
	Summary of Representation
	Officers Comments

	101006 1925
	Letter & email


	This representation was received from residents of a house in Furze View approximately 50 metres southwest of the end of the proposed double yellow lines in Furze View.

Whilst acknowledging the problems of the school-run and apparently, but not stating, that he is in favour of the double yellow lines he points out that they will relocate the problem to houses further down the road.

He goes on to suggest that, in the interest of safety, parking should be prohibited on the whole of the three roads or the implementation of a controlled parking zone considered. 


	The proposed double yellow lines have been provided only where it is considered that parking would be obstructive or detrimental to highway safety.

Where it is considered that kerbside parking is safe and non-obstructive then it should remain uncontrolled. 

	101007 0001
	letter
	This representation was received from a resident of a house in Furze View approximately 25 metres southwest of the end of the proposed double yellow lines in Furze View.

The resident has written to support the implementation of the proposals and also requests the consideration of a 20 mph speed limit.


	In Favour.

	101008 1539
	phone
	This representation is from a resident of a house in Stag Lane opposite the school who is in support of the proposals but would like an ‘H’ bar to be provided in front of his dropped kerb.


	In favour. Arrangements have been made to provide the ‘H’ bar.

	101015 1514
	Email & letter
	This formal objection to the proposals was received from a resident of Rendlesham Way whose house is almost opposite Furze View. The reason for his objection is that his visitors currently park outside his house and apparently in front of his dropped kerb.


	Rule 243 of the Highway Code states:


“DO NOT park opposite or within 10 metres (32 feet) of a 
junction......”

This rule is designed to offer guidance to the motorist on what a police constable might consider obstructive or dangerous parking and it follows that if visitors park in the location described, almost directly opposite the junction, they are at risk of receiving a penalty charge notice.

In practice the police service does not have the resources to carryout effective ongoing enforcement.

However, rule 243 implies that the location is an obstructive place to park and likely to be detrimental to highway safety.

In the consideration of the resident’s representation it should be said that the council do not necessarily provide double yellow lines opposite every junction but, in this particular instance and except during the school-run, there is not a high demand on the existing on-street parking capacity. That is to say, that on most occaissions, there is likely to be sufficient parking within a very short distance of the house for visitor parking.

After balancing options officers will recommend that the length of the proposed double yellow lines be shortened by approximately 3 metres so that sufficient kerbside remains between the vehicular footway crossing (VFX) of the house under consideration and the VFX in adjacent ownership for the parking of 2 vehicles.



	101024 2115
	email
	This representation is from a resident of Rendlesham Way near its junction with Stag Lane and she writes that she is pleased that something is being done to stop the dangerous parking.


	In favour


	1.3
	CONCLUSIONS



	1.3.1
	Officers will recommend that the proposals, amended, in one instance, as discussed above, be implemented and before implementation a letter is sent to the resident that submitted representations referenced ‘101015 1514’ advising of the amendments.


	1.4
	RECOMMENDATIONS 



	1.4.1
	It is recommended that the Council authorises officers to do all that is necessary to make the traffic regulation order and implement the proposals.


	5.0
	STEWART CLOSE, ABBOTS LANGLEY



	5.1
	SUMMARY OF PROBLEM AND PROPOSALS



	5.1.1
	There have been reports of vehicles parking in Stewart Close near its junction with Langley Lane and in the acceleration lane designed to accommodate traffic turning left out of Stewart Close to travel south on Langley Lane. 



	1.2
	THE RESULTS OF THE CONSULTATION



	1.2.1
	Five representations were received. Two were in favour of the yellow lines and 3 objected or expressed concerns.  


	1.2.2
	A summary of the representations and officers comments are tabulated below.



	Unique Ref
	
	Summary of Representation
	Officers Comments

	101008 1109
	email
	A resident of Magnolia Avenue, which is accessed from Stuart Close, agrees with the proposals but points out that parking congestion also exists at the junction of Stuart Close with Magnolia Avenue.
	In favour of the proposals. The reported problem at Magnolia Close will be listed for investigation.

	101011 0002
	letter
	This resident lives on Langley Lane opposite the acceleration Lane and points out that “continual parking too close to the junction is minimal in duration and that traffic entering or eggressing Stewart Close is not unduly delayed.”


	Officers confirm that parking in the acceleration lane is both obstructive and dangerous and that the double yellow lines are necessary to prevent all parking even if the existing parking is for short periods.  

	101012 2014
	email
	This resident of Magnolia Avenue which is accessed from Stewart Close has written to support the proposals.
	In favour of the proposals.


	101026 1053
	email
	This resident lives on Langley Lane opposite the acceleration Lane and although not formally objecting to the proposals expresses concern and implies an objection.

She states that there is inadequate parking along Langley Lane and that her visitors cannot park outside her house.

She suggests that speeding traffic is a more pressing problem than parking.


	This representation confirms that local residents do in fact see the acceleration lane as suitable for on-street parking.

Officers confirm that parking in the acceleration lane is both obstructive and dangerous and that the double yellow lines are necessary to prevent all parking even if the existing parking is for short periods.  

	101028 0001
	Phone & letter
	This representation was from a “carer” of the resident of No 3, Stewart Close. He said that he was in the habit of parking his vehicle outside No 3 whilst delivering too and visiting the resident.

He asked if the double yellow lines could be reduced in length to enable him to continue to park outside No 3.


	It was considered necessary to provide 40 metre long double yellow lines on the opposite side of the road to prevent parking between the existing on-street parking lay-by on that side and Langley Lane.

However, it was a fairly arbitrary decision to match the length of the double yellow outside No 3.

To accede to the “carers” request it would be necessary to reduce the length of the double yellow lines by 3 metres and officers can confirm that this reduction would not be detrimental to traffic circulation or highway safety.




	1.3
	CONCLUSIONS



	1.3.1
	The two, implied, objection to the proposals can be set aside because they are based on the assumption that the acceleration lane is a suitable place for vehicles to park. Officers can confirm that this is not the case and that any vehicle parked at the location of the proposed double yellow lines would be obstructive and detrimental to highway safety. Other representations received were in favour of the proposals.




	1.4
	RECOMMENDATIONS 



	1.4.1
	It is recommended that the Council authorises officers to do all that is necessary to make the traffic regulation order and implement the proposals.


	6.0
	MALLARD ROAD, LEAVESDEN



	6.1
	SUMMARY OF PROBLEM AND PROPOSALS



	6.1.1
	Reports have been received of obstructive parking in the length of Mallard Road between College Road and Lapwing Way. Local police officers have placed temporary cones at the entrance to Lapwing Close and it is important that these are replaced by suitable permanent restrictions as soon as possible. 




	6.1.2
	It was also noted on site that wooden bollards have been provided at some locations to protect soft verges from parked vehicles. Where bollards had not been provided verges have been damaged by vehicles.

 

	6.1.2
	Site investigations confirmed that any parking in the length of Mallard Road described above, apart from in the on-street parking lay-by, would be obstructive and a proposal to provide necessary yellow lines was prepared and consulted upon.



	6.2
	THE RESULTS OF THE CONSULTATION



	6.2.1
	Thirteen representations were received. 8 were in general support of the yellow lines and 5 either objected to them or had concerns.



	6.2.2
	Most agreed that the double yellow lines were needed but there were concerns that the parked vehicles displaced by the new double yellow lines would cause more problems higher up the road.



	6.2.3
	The residents of the houses in Mallard Road and its closes have access to off-street parking and, without the benefit of a detailed survey; it might be assumed that sufficient parking exists for most of the residents’ vehicles. However, there are reports that this is not the case because the close is also used for parking by the patrons of the public house opposite Mallard Road and residents of Leavesden Court, who do not, or are unable to, use their own off-street parking facility.  



	6.2.4
	Further investigation is needed to fully understand the causes of the problems and to identify solutions. In the meantime and regardless of the outcome of the investigations it is important that the unsafe and obstructive parking currently taking place in Mallard Road between College Road and Lapwing Way is removed by the implementation of these proposals.




	6.2.5
	A summary of the representations and officers comments are tabulated below.



	Unique Ref
	
	Summary of Representation
	Officers Comments

	101007 2029
	email
	This gentleman resident of the lower end of Mallard Road whilst agreeing that double yellow lines is the way forward is concerned that they will relocate the problem and suggests that they should be extended further up Mallard Road. He makes the point that all residents have allocated off-street parking and so the resident need for on-street parking is limited.

	In favour - it will be recommended that further investigations are made as outlined at paragraph 6.2.4 above.



	101007 2117
	email
	This lady resident of Leavesden Court objects strongly to the proposals due to the fact that there is very limited parking in Mallard Road.

She states that she struggles every day to find a somewhere to park having to compete with the patrons of The Swan public house.

She makes various comments including that the police have placed cones on the road which has caused unrest amongst the residents and that the parking does not affect the traffic flow or make it dangerous for pedestrians. 

	This objection to the proposals can be set aside because officers can confirm that any vehicle parked at the location of the proposed double yellow lines would be obstructive and dangerous to highway safety.

However in respect of the concerns expressed it will be recommended that further investigations are made as outlined at paragraph 6.2.4 above.



	101008 1126
	email
	This lady resident of the lower end of Mallard Road writes to register her objection to the double yellow lines on the grounds that the council are not addressing the real cause of the problem which is parking in Mallard Road by the customers of the public house opposite.

She adds that the yellow lines are not directly outside residents’ houses and the cars that currently park on the footway and verges will be relocated to park on the footway outside the residents’ houses.

She requests that if the proposals do go ahead wooden bollards should be provided to protect verges.
	This objection to the proposals can be set aside because officers can confirm that any vehicle parked at the location of the proposed double yellow lines would be obstructive and dangerous to highway safety.

However in respect of the concerns expressed it will be recommended that further investigations are made as outlined at paragraph 6.2.4 above.




	101011 0001
	
	This lady resident of Lapwing Way states “excellent news about the double yellow lines on Mallard Road”.

She says she is angry and frustrated about the way people park on the corners and verges and that these are mainly from the pub opposite.


	In favour - it will be recommended that further investigations are made as outlined at paragraph 6.2.4 above.



	101012 0001
	letter
	This resident of Leavesden Court states the proposal is a very good idea as cars often park on the footways and verges causing obstruction.

The resident also suggests posts to stop vehicles mounting the footway and verges and that the pub users park between 4pm and 9pm. 
	In favour

	101012 0002
	letter
	This lady resident of Lapwing Way states that the double yellow lines are long overdue and that she finds it difficult and dangerous to drive out of Lapwing Close between parked cars.

She also explains that she has to push her child’s buggy on to the road to avoid parked cars.


	In favour.

	101013 1255
	email
	This lady resident of the lower end of Mallard Road whilst stating that the proposals are a good idea is concerned that they will relocate the problem.

She reports that many of the parked vehicles belong to the users of the public house opposite, even when the pub car park is empty and that parking in general is sufficient to obstruct emergency vehicles causes damage to grass verges and obstructs pedestrian routes.

She suggests that consideration should be given to “total” parking restrictions on the estate.


	In favour - it will be recommended that further investigations are made as outlined at paragraph 6.2.4 above.




	101013 1514
	email
	This lady resident of the lower end of Mallard Road implies an objection to the proposals because of her concern that they will simply relocate the problem.

She reports that many of the parked vehicles belong to the users of the public house opposite and that some result from the changes in parking arrangements at Leavesden Court and that parking in general is sufficient to obstruct emergency vehicles, causes damage to grass verges and obstruct pedestrian routes.

She suggests that grass verges could be reduced in size to enable more parking to take place or timed parking restrictions or resident only parking introduced. She also suggests that a weight restriction could be imposed. 


	This objection to the proposals can be set aside because officers can confirm that any vehicle parked at the location of the proposed double yellow lines would be obstructive and dangerous to highway safety.

However in respect of the concerns expressed it will be recommended that further investigations are made as outlined at paragraph 6.2.4 above.



	101013 1755
	email
	This lady resident of Leavesden Court asks why the problem is not being managed by Rule 243 of the Highway Code which states:


“DO NOT park opposite or within 10 metres (32 feet) of a 
junction......”


	This rule is designed to offer guidance to the motorist on what a police constable might consider obstructive or dangerous parking.

Where yellow lines are not provided only a police constable can issue a penalty charge notice (PCN) to a driver who causes his vehicle to wait in an obstructive or dangerous place on a road.

In practice the police service do not have the resources to carryout effective ongoing enforcement and since 1991, when the offence was “decriminalised”, the duty has become the responsibility of the Highway Authorities and their agents.

However, for the time being, the councils “Civil Enforcement Officers” (CEOs) can only issue PCNs where vehicles are parked in contravention of made traffic regulation orders at locations properly indicated by road markings and associated signs, in this case double yellow lines.




	101017 1411
	email
	This lady resident of Mallard Road has registered an objection to the implementation of double yellow lines on the grounds that they will relocate the problem further up the road where she lives.

She feels that the double yellow lines should continue to beyond her property. She suggests that a major contributing factor to the parking problem is the overspill from Leavesden Court.
	This objection to the proposals can be set aside because officers can confirm that any vehicle parked at the location of the proposed double yellow lines would be obstructive and dangerous to highway safety.

However in respect of the concerns expressed it will be recommended that further investigations are made as outlined at paragraph 6.2.4 above.




	6.3
	CONCLUSIONS



	6.3.1
	The objections to the proposals can be set aside because officers can confirm that any vehicle parked at the location of the proposed double yellow lines would be obstructive and dangerous to highway safety. 



	6.3.2
	However because of the concerns expressed by both those who objected to and those who supported the proposals it will be recommended that further investigation be carried out to fully understand the causes of the problems and to identify solutions.




	6.4
	RECOMMENDATIONS 



	6.4.1
	It is recommended that the Council authorises officers to do all that is necessary to make the traffic regulation order and implement the proposals.


	7.0
	SHIRLEY ROAD, ABBOTS LANGLEY



	7.1
	SUMMARY OF PROBLEM AND PROPOSALS



	7.1.1
	Reports have been received of parking problems in Shirley Road. There was an escalation of these problems during June when the council’s traffic consultant was working on other reported parking problems in the area. It was decided to take this opportunity to tackle the problems and the additional work was added to the consultant’s brief.

 


	7.1.2
	Unfortunately, because of an error on the Ordinance Survey sheet which showed Shirley Road terminating at Queens Drive the consultant proposed to place the double yellow lines at the part of Shirley Road near Margaret Close.     



	7.1.3
	It can be confirmed that the double yellow lines were proposed at locations where it would be obstructive and dangerous to park but, as pointed out by most residents who responded to the council’s consultation, a far more serious problem exists at the location that the consultant should have been investigating at the actual junction of Shirley Road with Langley Lane.



	7.1.4
	The problem is caused by obstructive parking in Shirley Road between Langley Lane and Queens Drive. The obstruction is severe and vehicles turning into Shirley Road from Langley Lane are often confronted by vehicles travelling on the wrong side of the road so as to avoid parked cars. 



	7.2
	THE RESULTS OF THE CONSULTATION



	7.2.1
	5 representations were received as summarised below.


	7.2.2
	A summary of the representations and officers comments are tabulated below.



	Unique Ref
	
	Summary of Representation
	Officers Comments

	101007 2251
	email
	The gentleman respondent expresses surprise that similar proposals were not prepared for the junction of Shirley Road with Langley Lane.


	Please refer to paragraph 7.1 above and 7.3.1 below.

	101008 1415
	Letter & phone
	This 73 year old lady resident has objected to the proposals because whilst she parks her car off-street, because her garage is at the rear of her garden, she prefers to park her vehicle in the location of the proposed double yellow lines when she needs to unload shopping.

She also states that trades people and visitors need to park there.


	Officers can confirm that any vehicle parked at the location of the proposed double yellow lines would be obstructive and dangerous to highway safety.

However, the proposals will be reviewed during the investigation referred to at paragraph 7.1 above and 7.3.1 below.



	101011 0811
	email and letter
	This gentleman resident of Margaret Close supports the proposals but has formally objected to them on the grounds that similar proposals were not prepared for the junction of Shirley Road with Langley Lane.


	Please refer to paragraph 7.1 above and 7.3.1 below.

	101013 0806
	email
	This gentleman resident of Margaret Close objects to the proposals on the grounds that drivers only park at the location of the double yellow lines very infrequently.

He then continues by making the point that the money would be better spent on proposals for the junction of Shirley Road with Langley Lane.


	Please refer to paragraph 7.1 above and 7.3.1 below.

	101015 0001
	letter
	This lady resident supports the proposals and asks if allocated numbered bays could be provided for the exclusive use of residents’ visitors.


	It not possible to comply with this resident’s request if she is referring to parking places on the public highway.


	7.3
	CONCLUSIONS



	7.3.1
	Officers propose to suspend further action until a holistic study of the parking problems can be completed. Because of the delay the investigation will be instigated immediately and proposals added to the next list of traffic regulation orders to be advertised.




	7.4
	RECOMMENDATIONS 



	7.4.1
	NONE
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