Appendix 1


	House No.
	Representation 
	Officers Comments
	Recommendation

	Lemonfield
	

	
	Objects because there will be nowhere near by for visitors to park. Not aware of a problem. Is the scheme now necessary since previous occupant who parked a coach has now moved. Alternatively suggests 10 m of double yellow line along Bucknalls Lane from the junction itself.
	Discuss with highway authority.
	

	Hillside Road/Quickley Lane
	

	
	Would be inconvenient because it would prevent stopping to unload outside property. Double yellow lines are unsightly. Current single yellow line is perfectly acceptable. Present proposal amounts to no direct access to property.
	Letter of clarification sent to resident.
	

	Greenways

	
	Carriageway amendments requested to create a lay by from redundant turning circle to allow displaced parking for access to the school. Plan supplied
	From Hertfordshire Highways: - Although the comment concerning displaced parking is a valid one, I am unable to see benefits to the altered scheme as suggested by the resident.

This proposal, as it stands, would not receive support from a highways perspective, and I would be unable to consider it without full design and safety consideration.


	No change to scheme as proposed

	
	Strongly objects. Never known a problem there. Residents’ drives do not get blocked.

Will simply displace the problem.
	Noted – objection from outside the scheme.
	

	
	The restriction could make it more difficult for parents so quite happy not to have it.
	Noted
	

	
	Agreed with proposal, however concerned about displacement and request additional length of single yellow line to apply at school start and finish times.
	Discuss with Hertfordshire Highways
	Amend if highway authority agrees

	Abbots Langley PC
	Concerned about displacement and wishes evaluation of turning circle variation before scheme is implemented.
	See comments above
	

	
	Strong objection: - 

No significant safety problem

Will just cause displacement

Markings and signage will be unsightly

Funds better used on other safety improvements in Abbots Langley
	Noted – objection from outside the scheme
	

	Marlin Square
	

	Fire Service
	Fire Service - Had obstruction difficulties and welcomes the proposal.
	Noted – suggested one-way arrangement could also solve difficulties.
	

	Herts Police
	Herts Police - No objection
	Noted
	

	Abbots Langley Parish Council
	Abbots Langley PC - Will support the outcome of the consultation with residents. Should residents be in favour of the scheme, Members would be concerned about potential displacement of vehicles on to nearby streets and that the hours proposed will not resolve the problems with parking in the evening and at weekends when the parking problem is believed to be at its worst.
	
	

	
	Query about permit cost. Objects – does not want scheme.
	Answered by Parking Shop
	

	
	Never had a problem parking outside property, and objects to being charged. Will affect as a pensioner.
	Noted.
	

	
	2 letters of objection: - 

Cost – at a time of recession

Inconvenience – haven’t encountered any problems in 9 years

Knock on effect – into surrounding narrow roads

Road rage – could occur as result of permit scheme

Resale of houses – could put off purchasers

Will not be able to park across dropped kerb

Security issue with not being able to park immediately outside property
	“
	

	
	Objects to one specific aspect – proposals to restrict parking at the southern end of Langley Rd, at junction with Marlin Sq and Breakspeare Rd.  There is ample space here. Proposal would result in loss of at least 6 parking spaces. Proposal will exacerbate parking problems in Marlin Sq. Proper traffic survey needed, but small volume does not justify loss of parking spaces. If junction is clear, traffic will speed. Would remove parking from vicinity of property. Occupant has mobility issues and is reliant on visitor parking.
	“
	

	
	In agreement, but would like extension of restriction to prevent access to drive being obstructed.
	Agreed
	Amend scheme

	
	Objects to double yellow lines – there isn’t a problem at present; will not be able to park across dropped kerb; double yellow lines will affect resale potential; would not be able to park car immediately outside property (security issue). Parking problems occur outside permit hours so scheme would be of little value,
	Noted
	

	
	Supports scheme as road is congested and large/emergency vehicles have difficulty turning the corner. Street is cluttered with vehicles from the various businesses.
	Support noted
	

	
	Best to stay with the present parking arrangements.  Parking on corners is wrong, but provides precious parking spaces. Suggest making the road one way to overcome problems on corners. Should concentrate on resurfacing paths and roads around Marlin Square.
	Suggestion of one-way traffic will be discussed with Hertfordshire Highways.
	

	
	Strongly opposes – never have a problem. Concerned about the price of permits.

Yellow lines, signs and broken white lines will be out of character.

Better to make road one way if there are problems on corners,
	One-way proposal will be discussed with Hertfordshire Highways
	

	
	Strongly objects. Not needed as there isn’t a problem. Restrictions would prevent parking in from of yard frontage.
	Noted
	

	
	Strongly objects. Very important to have parking space close by because of health and disability needs. Will cause parking congestion in Langley Road. Requests retention of status quo and raises issues similar to those from other residents.
	Noted
	

	
	Vehemently opposed to permit parking scheme. Not aware of any residents in support. The only problem is parking on corners. Suggests white lines on corners or a one way system to resolve.
	Issues can be discussed further with Hertfordshire Highways.
	

	
	Opposed. No problems during the day. Problems are after 6 30 when the scheme would be redundant. Suggests a one-way system to resolve problems.
	One-way proposal will be discussed with Hertfordshire Highways
	

	
	Strongly opposed. Vehicle parking on sharp bends is a totally separate issue. Suggest making the road one-way. Problems only occur after 6 30pm. Will cause displacement. See as a revenue generating exercise.
	One-way proposal will be discussed with Hertfordshire Highways
	

	
	Scheme will exacerbate parking problem, make it more difficult to park near premises and be a health and safety risk. There is no history of accidents and no need for scheme. Scheme will adversely affect property values. Widening junctions will only encourage more HGVs. Concern about how parking needs of Scouts hut and Methodist church will be accommodated. Concern that charges have been suggested in the current financial climate. Displacement parking would occur. Scheme will cause ill-feeling. Will greatly inconvenience families with young children, the elderly and infirm. Will have little or no effect if employees residing in the square can purchase business permits.
	
	

	
	Objects. Concerned about the problem and welcomes TRDC seeking a solution. However, proposal reduces parking spaces. Concerned by lack of information about permit prices, enforcement regime, visitor permits, penalties etc. Requests a meeting. Need to look at other options such as alternative parking for businesses and one our restriction. Suggests that present proposal be withdrawn and a new consultation started.
	Parking Shop asked to respond.
	

	
	Objects. Concerned by lack of consultation. Raises similar objections to other residents.
	Noted.
	

	
	Have had no trouble parking. As a pensioner, cannot afford permit. Even with permits, a space won’t be guaranteed. Seen as a vendetta against the garage.
	Noted
	

	
	Objects – no direct consultation; no costs of works declared; no costs of legal works.
	Noted. Funded from Council’s approved capital programme as one of a batch of schemes.
	

	
	Will result in a drastic reduction in parking.
Will lead to tension and disharmony between residents.

Parking situation is very different at night. Yellow lines on corners will only make matters worse. Has never experienced a problem caused by parking on corners.
Cars will displace into other streets. Seen as a revenue raising scheme only.
Would mean at least three families with very young children being prohibited from parking adjacent to their homes.

Permit scheme is not wanted by local community.

At present the local businesses and residents co-exist equably. With permits, businesses will not be able to function. Square is not a rat run, so no need for restrictions on corners which will only make matters worse.

Corrected map still has an inaccuracy in that Langley Rd does not form a junction on Breakspeare Rd/Marlin Square.

Schedule 2 makes no mention of H-bar markings.

The “no waiting” outside The Gleanings does not have the same level of prohibition as that outside 25 Marling Square.

Error in Schedule 1 in regard to orientation of restrictions.

H-Bar outside 72 Marlin Square does not exist.

Solution can be achieved through discussion with the local businesses.
	Accuracy issues have been referred to scheme designers.
	

	
	Vehemently oppose. Problems only occur after 6 30 pm and this scheme would be redundant. Seen as revenue-generating scheme. May be some merit in having white lines, and making Marlin Square one way.
	Suggestion of white lines and one-way road can be discussed further with Hertfordshire Highways.
	

	
	Vehement objection. No daytime problem. Scheme would inconvenience everyone and result in a clutter of signs. Would cause major problem for overnight parking, particularly where people return home late.
	Noted
	

	
	Objects – never had a problem, financial burden of permit and space not guaranteed. Needs research on which is worst time of day for parking.
	noted
	

	
	Will spaces be individually allocated.

Will there be enough spaces for each household.

Can elderly resident have a disabled space.

Will there be visitor passes and how many?

Is there a charge to residents?

Opposes double yellow line extension – can they be reduced to finish in front of Swift Garage (No 34)
Would like an extra bay inserted where dropped kerb has been installed.

How will decision be taken? Will it be based on a majority view?
	No – they would be available for any resident with a permit.

Scheme prepared on the basis of one permit per household.

This would be possible if criteria are met.

Yes in books of 10 at a small charge.

Yes, permits would be likely to cost £45 pa and visitor permits would be £10 for a book of 10 or £1 a day.

Can be considered, subject to safety.

Can be considered.

Results will be presented to Committee and final decision will be made by the Council’s Executive Committee.
	

	
	Strongly objects. Not necessary.
Do the restrictions apply to residents with garages?

Need to visit after 6 30 pm to see the problem.

Will a permit guarantee a parking space.
	Only if residents choose to purchase a permit.

No, but the number of permits issued should be based on the number of properties.
	

	
	Objects. Works shifts but never had a problem parking. Do local parish councillors who live in the square oppose the restrictions?
Scheme would create major parking problems, particularly the “no waiting at any time” restriction.

Many residents have nowhere to park other than on the road.

Response from business – cause no parking, objection or obstruction problems to residents. Issuing permits will cause more congestion and is unacceptable.

Would expect large reduction in business rates if scheme went ahead.

Have received no complaints. Gives details of business activities.
	Noted
	

	
	Formal opposition for similar reasons to other residents. Suggests one-way circulation as possible way forward.
	Noted
	

	
	Scheme will serve no purpose. Strongly disagrees with scheme. In time of credit crunch Council should be helping small local businesses. Further letter raising additional objections. Suggests need to find better off street parking area (by converting a yard or using the Parish Council’s car park).
	Noted
	

	
	Objects – there is no day time parking problem. There is only a problem in the evenings. Parking will displace into neighbouring roads. Scheme seen as a money-raising venture.
	“
	

	
	Objects for similar reasons to other residents. Sees proposal as money-making venture.
	Noted. The scheme is not a money making venture, but parking schemes are required to be working towards being revenue-neutral and to pay for themselves.
	

	
	Not required during the day. Parking gets more restricted in the evenings. No benefit from having a yellow line principally in front of Nos 84 & 86. No proposed line in front of no 60 which is on a semi-blind bend. Proposals are therefore inconsistent.
Objects to having to pay for permits in a time of severe recession.
	“
	

	
	Objects. Problem only occurs overnight. Having restrictions on bends will only displace parking into other streets. Better to consider a one-way scheme. Objects to paying for permits (seen as just another tax).
	One-way proposal will be discussed with Hertfordshire Highways
	

	
	Strongly objects. Will cause a problem, as yellow lines on corners would reduce parking by 14 spaces. Will make it more difficult to sell properties. Proposal does not say how much a permit will cost.
	An annual resident’s permit would cost £45.
	

	
	Unacceptable to have to pay. At most only need limited yellow line restrictions on junctions where it is dangerous.  Problem is caused by the two garage businesses in the square, with vehicles parked that are going for repair.
	Further discussion can take place with the local businesses.
	

	
	Objects to utterly ridiculous proposal. Need to deal with the commercial issues but not punish the residents.
	Noted
	

	
	Disappointed at the lack of consultation.

What happens if people need more than one permit?

Scheme is ill-conceived and doesn’t reflect the majority view of residents.

Will cause displacement into other roads.

Will reduce number of spaces available.

Objects to the cost involved.

Inconvenient and costly to accommodate visitors.

Will not guarantee a parking space.

Residents and visitors will incur fines.

Residents can resolve themselves.

No safety benefits.
	This is the consultation stage.
	

	
	Visitors to hall and bowling green block vision for residents. Parking restrictions are needed outside houses opposite Marlin Square to prevent displacement of parking to stop build up of vehicles looking for places to park.
	Noted
	

	
	Objects – concerned about displaced parking. Asks what research gas led to this proposal
	Noted. Put forward following concerns raised by residents about parking in the Square, particularly in view of commercial activities.
	

	
	Objects, because it will displace cars into surrounding roads.
	Noted
	

	
	Deep dissatisfaction with scheme. Will cause parking displacement. Objects to paying for permits and concerned at lack of information. Seen as a money-making venture by the Council.  Scheme is not wanted by residents and are should be left along.
	“
	

	
	Disapproves. Concerned about lack of consultation. Isolated scheme that will only exacerbate parking problems elsewhere. Motorists use Adrian Rd rather than making use of the village car park. Parking has got more difficult in Adrian Road because of new dropped kerbs and white lines. Present scheme would cause ill-feeling with residents in neighbouring roads.
	“
	

	
	Strongly objects to the proposals. Parking will displace into Adrian Road and cause problems for residents there.  There should be no restrictions in any roads because it will make the situation worse for other residents.
	“
	

	 
	Object – already difficult enough to find parking space.
	“
	

	
	Standard objection letter signed.
	“
	

	
	Strongly object – will compound parking problems and make situation worse.
	“
	

	
	Objects. Will make it more difficult to park near property, which will cause a health and safety risk. Recently-installed White Line Access Lines have made parking more difficult. There is already insufficient parking in Marlin Square and Adrian Road. Welcomes suggestions to resolve objection.
	“
	

	
	Objects
	“
	

	
	Objects. Will make it more difficult to park because of displacement. Where will residents of Adrian Road park if they can no longer park in Marlin Square or Adrian Road? Putting in dropped kerbs simply takes away space, particularly since the space it gives access to is too small to use.
	“
	

	
	Displaced parking will make it even more difficult for residents. Cannot park once a week in the road. Problem compounded by having small child. Can’t park in front of own house. Also raises issues about parking restrictions in High Street, and altered flight paths.
	“
	

	
	Scheme will displace parking into Adrian Road. Loss of spaces in Langley Road too.

Most residents won’t want these proposals. Will make parking close to property more difficult.
	“
	

	
	Strongly object. Will make parking even more difficult.
	“
	

	
	Objects. Will cause displaced parking. There is already ample day time parking in Marlin Square.
	“
	

	
	Objects. Won’t help the problem and is simply a revenue generation exercise. Traffic wardens don’t enforce existing restrictions in the village properly.
	Matter of enforcement referred to the Parking Shop.
	

	
	Objects. Will displace cars into other local roads. If it’s to do with Swift Motors, the solution is to ask them if staff will refrain from parking in the road.
	Further discussion with businesses.
	

	
	Standard letter objecting because of effect on Adrian Rd.
	Noted
	

	
	Objects. Would cause displacement. Residents and businesses respect each other’s needs.
	Noted
	

	
	Objects. Parking space is already limited. Permits won’t guarantee a space. Will have a knock on effect. Clear junctions could be dangerous, with speeding cars. City-style appearance will spoil village atmosphere. Restrictions may be ignored or not enforced. No information on the cost.
	Permit fee would be £45 per annum.
	

	
	Objects. Will cause displacement into other roads.  Would be an added financial burden. There isn’t a problem during the day. Parking can be managed without further regulation.
	noted
	

	
	Raises similar objections to other residents. Present arrangements are self-regulatory.
	Noted
	

	
	Raises similar objections.
	Noted
	

	
	Opposed as unnecessary.  Scheme wouldn’t guarantee a space anyway. Would cause displacement. Businesses are courteous about parking. Cost is unacceptable. Happy with white keep clear markings.
	Noted
	

	
	Strongly opposes for similar reasons except for “no parking” on the corners, which will only work if properly enforced. Either scrap scheme or extend to Langley Rd, Breakspeare Rd and other adjoining roads.
	Noted
	

	
	If permit scheme proceeds it needs to extend to the whole of Langley Road.
	Noted
	

	
	Strongly objects because it would lead to the loss of parking space.
	Noted
	

	Petition signed by 223 signatories.
	Strong objection to scheme. Copy attached to committee report.
	Noted
	


