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UTTLESFORD DISTRICT COUNCIL

ON-STREET PARKING IN TAKELEY

REPORT OF THE SURVEY OF AFFECTED RESIDENTS

170 responses were received.  Names and addresses were optional.  

	ADDRESS
	RESPONSES
	ADDRESS
	RESPONSES

	No address given
	51
	Sycamore Close
	4

	Garnetts
	23
	The Street
	4

	Roseacres
	16
	Station Road
	3

	Hawthorn Close
	12
	South Road
	2

	Chestnut Way
	10
	Bush End Road
	1

	Longcroft
	9
	Chestnut Mews
	1

	Brewers End
	6
	Dunmow Road
	1

	Elm Close / Extn
	5
	Jacks Lane
	1

	Gorefeld
	5
	Leyfield
	1

	Smiths Green
	5
	Priors Wood Court
	1

	North Road
	4
	Priors Wood Road
	1

	Parsonage Road
	4
	TOTAL
	170


No Waiting Restriction (Questions 1-4)

Of the 170 overall responses, 84 (49.4%) said “yes” to a one-hour no waiting restriction (NWR), 77 (45.3%) said “no” and 9 (5.3%) did not answer the question.  

	ADDRESS
	YES TO NWR
	ADDRESS
	YES TO NWR

	No address given
	20
	Brewers End
	2

	Garnetts
	16
	Chestnut Way
	2

	Roseacres
	11
	Elm Close / Extn
	2

	Hawthorn Close
	7
	North Road
	2

	Smiths Green
	4
	Parsonage Road
	2

	Sycamore Close
	4
	Jacks Lane
	1

	The Street
	4
	Station Road 
	1

	Gorefeld
	3
	TOTAL
	84

	Longcroft
	3
	
	


Of the 84 who responded “yes”, 42 favoured the NWR alternating from one side of the road to the other, 34 did not and 8 did not answer the question.  Some said alternating would be confusing.  The favoured hour was 1000-1100 (33 responses), followed by 1100-1200 (14) and 0900-1000 (7).  15 responses expressed no preference.  It should be pointed out that 1000-1100 was the example given on the survey form.  Other hours between 0500-2100 were favoured by a few; one response preferred a 24-hour restriction and one an overnight one.  40 responses favoured the NWR applying every day, 35 weekdays only. 


Of the 77 who responded “no”, a number of reasons were given:


· Insufficient off-road parking for residents

· Inconvenient for residents and visitors – where would they park?
(These were the main 2 reasons given)
· Unnecessary - fly parking either not a problem or only a minor one

· Restriction on freedom / human rights, unfair

· Enforcement difficulties

· Primary school parking is more of a problem

· Changing lifestyle to suit the airport – close Coopers End

· May spread problem out

· Scheme not fully explained


Residents’ Parking Scheme (Questions 5and 6)

Of the 170 overall responses, 18 (10.6%) said “yes” to a residents’ parking scheme (RPS), 141 (82.9%) said “no” and 11 (6.5%) did not answer the question.

	ADDRESS
	YES TO RPS
	ADDRESS
	YES TO RPS

	No address given
	6
	Hawthorn Close
	1

	Chestnut Way
	3
	Longcroft
	1

	Roseacres
	3
	Parsonage Road
	1

	Garnetts
	1
	The Street
	1

	Gorefeld
	1
	TOTAL
	18


Of the 18 who responded “yes”, 5 qualified that by saying only if the permits were free.   

Of the 141 who responded “no”, a number of reasons were given:


· Why should residents have to pay?

· Enough tax paid already

· Expense
(These were the main 3 reasons given)
· Unnecessary - fly parking either not a problem or only a minor one 

· BAA should pay for the problem it causes

· Fairness and enforceability

· House sale problems

· Not required if NWR implemented and enforced

· Open to abuse – residents could sell their permits to airport parkers

· Scheme not fully explained

· May spread problem out


Of the 170 overall responses, 76 (44.7%) did not favour either a NWR or a RPS, including one form which was returned blank, and another that referred to the questionnaire being biased. 

Which roads should be included? (Question 7)
Of the overall 170 responses, 100 answered this question.  47 responded all or most roads / all side roads / all residential roads.  6 responded those roads used by airport parkers. 5 responded none.  Where individual roads were mentioned, the most responses were Roseacres (15), Garnetts (14), Chestnut Way (10), Parsonage Road (10) and Hawthorn Close (6).  Other roads scored 5 or less. 

Other comments (Question 8) 
Of the overall 170 responses, 116 added other comments, many similar to the points already included in this report.  Some comments centred on the cost of parking at Stansted Airport and alleged rat running.   Some felt that residents should be given free discs for use by themselves and visitors, with offending vehicles being clamped / towed away.  Some were concerned at the vandalism of parked cars that has been occurring.  Some of those who responded “no” to a RPS commented that permits should be free if a scheme was introduced. 

Jeremy Pine

Planning Policy / DC Liaison Officer

August 2005         
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