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The subject matter of this report deals with the following Council

Objectives
Havering will be clean and its environment will be cared for [X]
People will be safe, in their homes and in the community [X]
Residents will be proud to live in Havering [X]

SUMMARY

This report outlines the responses received to the Statutory parking consultation
undertaken in the Wednesbury Road area, and recommends a further course of

action.
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RECOMMENDATIONS

That the Highways Advisory Committee, having considered this report and
the representations made, recommends to the Cabinet Member for
Environment that: -

I.  that the proposals to implement a residents parking scheme, being
a ‘Permit Holders Only Past This Point’ Scheme, operational
between Mon-Fri 10.30am and 11.30am, along with the related ‘At
Any Time’ waiting restrictions on junctions and apexes of bends (as
shown on the plan in Appendix E), be implemented as advertised
(save for Harlesden Walk which shall remain as four wheel parking
in the carriageway)

ii. Members note that the estimated cost of the proposal for the
detailed consultation in the Wednesbury Road area is £0.006m and
will be met by the (A24650) Parking — Minor Safety IMPS budget
(BOR RDS).

REPORT DETAIL

Background

Following reports from local residents regarding adverse parking on
junctions which led to the introduction of ‘At Any Time’ waiting restrictions on
junctions earlier in 2015, this Committee agreed that an informal
consultation should be undertaken to deal with the perceived ‘Non-
Commuter’ parking related issues and gauge the views from the residents
on the current parking situation in their road.

The ‘Wednesbury Road Informal Consultation’, complete with
Questionnaire, was distributed to 181 residents on the 15™ January 2016
and concluded on the 5™ February 2016.

Concurrently, the ‘Cambourne Avenue Informal Consultation’, complete with
Questionnaire, was distributed to 203 residents on the 15™ January 2016
and concluded on the 5™ February 2016. All those addresses affected by
problems in the area were consulted.



1.4

15

1.6

1.7

2.0

3.0

3.1

3.2

The results of the Wednesbury Road Consultation were distributed to the
local members for their consideration on the 16™ February 2016.

The results of the Stage 1 informal consultation were presented to HAC on
the 26™ April 2016.

The stage 2 consultation (which comprised of a letter, questionnaire and
plan, Appendices B, C & D respectively) started on the 1° November 2016
and concluded on Friday 25" November 2016. From the 169 properties
consulted, 62 correctly completed responses were received (a 37%
response rate). The Council also received 17 incorrectly / partially
completed responses. Of the 62 responses received 43 responses (69% of
respondents) confirmed that there was a parking problem and were in
favour of the implementation of a residents parking scheme. These figures
are appended in Appendix A.

The results of the Stage 2 Consultation were presented to the Highways
Advisory Committee on the 7™ February 2017, where it was resolved that
this Scheme should be formally advertised.

The Statutory Consultation was undertaken on the 14™ July 2017 and was
advertised on http://www.haveringtraffweb.co.uk as ‘PTO1034’, and
concluded on the 25" August 2017 and the plan is appended at Appendix E.

Responses received

There were 11 responses received to the Statutory Consultation. 2 of these
responses were from the same person at the same address in Harlesden
Walk, 2 of the responses were from the same household in Harlesden Walk,
and , and there were 2 other responses from Harlesden Walk. There was 1
response from Wednesbury Green, 2 from Wednesbury Gardens and 2 from
Wednesbury Road. These have been noted and are appended at Appendix
F.

Staff Comment

It is clear from the responses to the recent stage 2 consultation that there is
longer term non-residential parking taking placing in the area. It has been
noted that there is some non-residential parking, due to the close proximity
of Harold Wood Station, commuters are parking in the affected area which is
within an estimated walking time of 10-15 minutes, to Harold Wood Station,
via Gubbins Lane, or by using the 256 or 294 bus routes.

Numerous residents have requested that the Council makes provision for
the conversion of ‘green spaces’ into ‘hard standing’ to assist in provision for
additional resident parking. Requests were received in the early consultation
period to extend Wednesbury Road and Wednesbury Green (to convert
‘green spaces’ into ‘hard standing’). Implementation of such proposals would


http://www.haveringtraffweb.co.uk/

require significant capital expenditure but could be considered by Members
in the future. Where possible, any redundant or underused green spaces
adjacent to roads, that could be utilised to increase parking provision will be
considered for integration into any detailed design, subject to Committee
approval on design and cost. The utilisation of ‘green spaces’ for parking
will only be considered after introducing any Permit Parking Scheme, should
the Scheme not alleviate any perceived Commuter Parking.

3.3 It was noted that in some of the roads of the Wednesbury Road Area there
is insufficient road width and pavement width to allow for the introduction of
footway parking and retention of access for Emergency and Refuse
Vehicles. The design that was advertised was a ‘Permit parking past this
point’ design to allow residents to regulate their own parking without
impeding access for larger vehicles.

3.4 The Ward Councillors were presented with the results of the Consultation
and a recommendation to progress to Residents Parking Scheme on 23"
January 2017, two ward councillors were in full support after analysing the
results.

3.5 Following objections from Residents regarding the Statutory Consultation in
Harlesden Walk, a site meeting on the 10™ August 2017, was arranged
between the Ward Councillors and residents, and two officers to address the
access and parking issues. It was agreed that Harlesden Walk would remain
4 wheel parking in the carriageway. This does not appear on the current
TMO (Traffic Management Order) plan (as appended in Appendix E) but
has been noted by the Traffic Order Maker and will be amended on the final
Traffic Order. Should the Controlled Parking Zone not alleviate parking
problems at the turning head, a Double yellow Line would be introduced at
the review stage.

IMPLICATIONS AND RISKS

Financial implications and risks:

This report is asking HAC to recommend to Lead Member the implementation of
the above scheme as advertised.

The estimated cost of implementing the proposals, including physical measures
and advertising costs, as described above and shown on the attached plan is
£0.006m and will be met by the Parking Minor Safety Improvement budget
(A24650).

The costs shown are an estimate of the full costs of the scheme, should all
proposals be implemented. It should be noted that subject to the recommendations
of the committee a final decision then would be made by the Lead Member — as
regards actual implementation and scheme detail. Therefore, final costs are
subject to change.



This is a standard project for Environment and there is no expectation that the
works cannot be contained within the cost estimate. There is an element of
contingency built into the financial estimate. In the unlikely event of an overspend,
the balance would need to be contained within the overall Environment Revenue
budget.

Legal implications and risks:

Controlled Parking Zones (CPZs) require consultation, with the advertisement of
proposals and consideration of the responses before a decision can be taken on
their introduction.

Human Resources implications and risks:

It is anticipated that the enforcement activities required for these proposals can be
met from within current staff resources.

Equalities implications and risks:

The Council undertook a postal consultation with residents to ascertain the amount
of support to introduce Parking controls within the affected area.

Parking controls have the potential to displace parking to adjacent areas, which
may be detrimental to others, including older people, children, young people,
disabled people and carers. The Council will be monitoring the effects of the
scheme to mitigate any further negative impact.

There will be some visual impact from the required signing and lining works. Where
infrastructure is provided or substantially upgraded, reasonable adjustments should
be made to improve access for disabled people, which will assist the Council in
meeting its duty under the Equality Act 2010.

BACKGROUND PAPERS




Results of the recent stage 2 Consultation

Appendix A

Wednesbury ‘In-Principle' Parking Consultation

Road Name

Total

Address

% Returns

Returns

Q1. In your view,
is there currently
aparking
problemin your
road to justify
action being
taken by the
council?

Q2. Are you In
favour of parking
controls being
implemented in
your road?

Q3. Over what week
would you like the
restrictions to
operate?

Q4. Over what hours of the day would you like any

restrictions to operate?

Q1%

Q2

Q3

Q4

Mon-Fri 10.30am - 11.30am

10.30am - 11.30am &
3pm - 4pm

INCOMPLETE

17

10%

17

14 1

Mon-Fri

Mon-Sat

10.30am -
11.30am

11.30am & 3pm -

10.30am -

4pm




Appendix B

Stage 2 Consultation Letter

Haverinq

i LB DR B S e London Borough of Havering
Town Hall,

Main Road

Romford RM1 3BB

IMPORTANT PARKING INFORMATION Please call: Street Management
Telephone: (01708) 431056/433464

Email: schemes@havering.gov.uk

Date: 01% November 2016
Dear Sir/ Madam

Results of the parking Consultation in the Wednesbury Road Area

In January/February 2016, Wednesbury Road and its surrounding roads, were
agreed by the Highways Advisory Committee (HAC) to be reviewed, with a view to
consult residents if they would like to be included in a ‘resident permit’ scheme or
Controlled Parking Zone (CPZ).

The Consultation began on the 15" January 2016 and concluded on the 5"
February 2016. Of the 181 properties consulted, 33% responded, and overall of
the 33% that responded 75% of those respondents supported to be further
consulted on the possible introduction of a Controlled Parking Zone (CPZ) or
waiting restrictions. The results were presented to HAC, with their only request to
include two different times of the day of operation for the residents to choose from.

We would like to give you the chance to consider these options and carefully
choose which parking restrictions you would like to see introduced, to alleviate your
parking issues.

You are requested to complete the questionnaire and return to us, by post, or to
the email address above, by Friday 25" November 2016.

Attached you will find the questionnaire and a detailed design plan showing the
proposed layout, and you can find further details about permit costs here: -

https://www.havering.gov.uk/Pages/ServiceChild/FAQs-Parking-Permits.aspx

If the proposed scheme goes ahead and you require to park your vehicle on the
carriageway during the controlled hours of operation, you will need to obtain a
residents parking permit. Please find the costs of parking permits below.


https://www.havering.gov.uk/Pages/ServiceChild/FAQs-Parking-Permits.aspx
mailto:schemes@havering.gov.uk

Resident & Business permits charges

1st permit £25.00, 2nd permit £50.00,
3rd permit and any thereafter £75.00

Business permit per year Maximum of 2 permits per business £200 each

£1.25 per permit for up to 4 hours
(sold in £12.50 books of 10 permits)

Residents permit per year

Visitors permits

The draft proposals are shown on the plans attached and copies with supporting
schedules may be viewed between 9:30am and 4:30pm Monday to Friday by prior
appointment, at the Public Advice & Service Centre, 20-26 The Liberty Romford.
To arrange an appointment please contact the Schemes Team on 01708 431056
or 01708 433464.

If you wish to comment on the proposals please do so in writing, by email to
schemes@havering.gov.uk or by post to the above address.

All comments should be received by 25/11/2016 and we would appreciate it if you
could reply to the consultation.

In all cases, please limit any comments you wish to make to 100 words.

Please note we are unable to answer individual points raised at this stage.
However, your comments will be noted and will be taken into consideration when
presenting the final report to the Highways Advisory Committee and any issues will
be addressed at that time. All comments received are open to public inspection.

Yours faithfully

A

Matt Jeary

Parking Design Engineer
Schemes

applyvpayvreporty
(Clean « safe ¢ Proud] www.havering.gov.uk




Appendix C

Stage 2 Consultation Questionnaire

Havering e ramscono

LONDON BOROUGH Schemes
Town Hall
Main Road
PARKING REVIEW QUESTIONNAIRE Romford

Wednesbury Road Areas Detailed Consultation RM1 3BB

Name: Please call: Traffic & Parking Control

Teleph : 17 431 433464
Address: elephone: (01708) 431056/43346

Email: schemes@havering.gov.uk

All responses received to the questionnaire will provide the Council
with the appropriate information to determine whether we will take a
parking scheme forward to the design and a formal consultation
stage.

Only one questionnaire per address is to be returned signed and
dated by Friday 25" November 2016.

1. Inyour view, is there currently a parking problem in your road D Yes
to justify action being taken by the Council |:|
No

If your answer is YES to the above question above, please proceed
to the questions below:

2. Areyou in favour of your road having ‘resident parking only’

placed upon it, to limit long term non-residential parking? Yes
No
3.  Over what days of the week would you like any restrictions to .
Mon- Fri
operate?
Mon - Sat

4.  Over what hours of the day would you like any restrictions to

operate? 10:30am to 11.30am

10.30am to 11.30am
& 3.00pm to 4.00pm

OO 0O0 OO0


mailto:schemes@havering.gov.uk

Comments Section (limit to 100 words)

DECLARATION

Should the Council on making inquiries reasonably consider that a response has been
fabricated the questionnaire will be disregarded and the Council reserves the right to
pursue appropriate legal action. We therefore request upon receipt of this questionnaire
by post that you sign this declaration and complete your full name and address and return
it to the postal or email address found at the top of this questionnaire.
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Recent Plan
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Appendix E
Actual TMO plan

nt
EXISTING DOUBLE YELLOW LINES
EXISTING SINGLE YELLOW LINE
EXISTING DISABLED BAY

BUS STOP

PROPOSED DOUBLE YELLOW LINES

F
WHEELS OM KERB (PPA)
ROPGSED PERMIT PARKING AREA

q 4 WHEELS OM KERB (PPa&)
- d 4q
\wa=Z R\ = e WY S &5

=3
2
=




Objections/Agreements and Responses

Appendix F

Resident/Businesses Summary of Comments Staff Comments
1 A resident of Wednesbury I am writing to confirm my agreement to the The comments have been noted.
Green proposed permit parking in and around the

Wednesbury Gardens and all the other area’s The parking restrictions were

mention in your updated recent letter, as it’s available on

been difficult for tenants living around here haveringtraffweb.co.uk as

finding a parking space for family and friends ‘PTO1034 and will appear

and also deliveries not to mention council permanently once the scheme

motors etc. has gone live.

This parking problem is to made a lot of people

who are catch a train to work or for other

matters and have no considerate for the local

residents who have to come and go to work or

other reasons.

I will hope that this issue is finally coming to a

happy conclusion.

(sic)

2 A resident of Wednesbury (wrote the following on the top of a letter which The Scheme has undergone
Road was distributed by schemes) numerous consultations and has

No thank you , we cant afford it, and said had full involvement from the

nothing ........ ward Councillors. The parking
restrictions were available on
haveringtraffweb.co.uk as
‘PTO1034'.
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A resident of Harlesden Walk

| see from your website you are proposing that
all parking in Harlesden Walk should be 2
wheels on the pavement, | cannot accept this
proposal as the pavements in Harlesden Walk
are not wide enough nor are the kerbs strong
enough to survive this level of punishment.
The pavements here where designed and built
to carry foot traffic, not to have cars parked
upon them, as it is the kerbs are so fragile that
they come loose at the merest touch of a cars
wheel. Indeed Havering Council has already
replaced many kerbs repeatedly in recent
years, in both Harlesden Walk and Harlesden
Rd, your proposal will make this damage to
the kerbs and subsequent damage to the
pavements 100 times worse. This will lead to
more tripping accidents and therefore more
claims against the council for damages and
more frequent kerb and pavement repairs by
the council, all for the sake of telling residents,
who do not want to and don't want anyone
else to, park on the pavement.

If this is about, as | suspect, wanting to create
more room for your bin lorry to back up the
street once a week, its a very short sighted
solution to a problem, the council has smaller
bin lorries, it should just be a matter of
scheduling Harlesden Walk onto one of these
lorries rounds, a far more satisfactory and cost
effective solution for both the council and the
residents. Or if you feel that you must make

Residents will be able to elect
where they park 4 wheels on
road, even over dropped kerbs,
as long as they do not hinder
ingress or egress of driveways; or
cause obstruction to Refuse and
Emergency Vehicles.




more room, then instruct BT that they must
move their telephone pole back from the kerb
by 4 feet because you are going to widen the
road by 3 feet. In the long run, even this
relatively expensive solution will work out
cheaper than your proposal of 2 wheels on the
pavement parking and it wouldn't upset all the
residents.

The pavements in this street are only 166cms
wide, plus 14 cms for the kerb and they are
already in a poor state of repair, | have just
counted 5 loose kerb stones. This 166cm
narrows considerably to 120cms where privet
hedges are used as garden boundaries, even
where these hedges are well maintained.
Some residents however do not maintain their
hedges regularly and at these points the
pavement is narrowed to 55cms and yet the
council is unwilling to do anything about this,
despite complaints by other residents. In light
of all this, why would anyone of sound mind,
suggest the daft idea of parking 2 wheels on
such a pavement.

The whole idea of a residents parking scheme
is to provide a benefit to the residents, your
proposal does not.

Please consider this an official notice of
complaint about the poor state of repair of
both the pavement surface and the kerbs
along the full length of Harlesden Walk




A resident of Harlesden
Walk

Dicar Sirs,

1 observe from notices that you are proposing that all vehicle parking on Harlesden Walk will
be two wheels on the pavement. This decision is seriously ill considered. 1 can only assume
whoewer made the decigion i not familar with this moad and the comssquences that will, with
certainty, fillow. 1 am retired and have lived on this road for fifteen years and have occasion
to observe the daily activity on the road over a long period. [ think 1 am well placed to make
some informed comments. [ would make the following representations -

1/ The parvemeent at present is alresdy quite seriously dangerous. There ane many lose kerh
stones which are already a safity nsk. Oulside of my hawse are two kerb stones quite
detnched from the pavement. | would point out that there are a number of ebderly women with
walking sticks, who use this as a through road bo get to the nearby bus slop on Gooshays
Drive. Several do not use the pavement as things now stand. They walk on the road. 1
sometimes give a short born when driving my car to advise them of my pressnce. Some are
hard of hl:ﬁ.l:lllg. 'l'l'u_!,- clearly know they should met be on the roed bat see that as lower risk
than using the existing pavement and this is the way things are night now. The
implementation of voar propesal will only make things worse,

2/ The propusal you have in mind will, without any dowbd, domagpe the existing pavement still
further. If vou check vour records vou will see bow often you camy oul repairs 1o that part of
the road where Harlesden Road mests Harlesden Walk. I is inevitable thal mons ke stones
on Horlesden Walk will be loosensd posing a prester risk than at present. | imagine the kedh
atomes on Harlesden Walk wall be Sulbbject o more stresses than thoss of the comer of
Harlesden Road and Harlesden Walk, The pavement is already quite nammow. 1T it is further
nmarrowed then mare elderly peraons can be expeeted 1o use e fead. Whei dasker evenings
arrivees the risk of & Estality increases

¥ Sorme elderly persons uging mobility scoobers use the pavement st present. One particular
lady drives, in my mind, rather quickly and [ regretinhly nnd confidently expect that at some
poent it 15 mevitable & wheel will get caught in the pap between the pavement and the
loosened kerb stones. | confidently expect an sccident wall arse st some poinl. The only issue
is whetker the accident will be o fatakity or not. T would expect there will be o successfl
negligence claim apainst the council. Two wheels parking on the pavement will only moneaus

Residents will be able to elect
where they park 4 wheels on
road, even over dropped kerbs,
as long as they do not hinder
ingress or egress of driveways;
or cause obstruction to Refuse
and Emergency Vehicles.




the risks to those using the pavement. Marrower pavements will be too namow for mebility
seooter use. I someons trics to use such scooters o & samower pavement then accidends are
muore likely e someones apening a car door and a scoater hiting it Harlesden Walk isa
wery narmow road with o narmow pavement. 11 is hard fo sse how any benefit can accrue fo the
residents from the implementztion of your proposal for the whole of Harlesden Walk. The
onlly bemelit | can sew will aftach to the weekly refuse collectors,

The refuse callectors should be using the smaller vehicles which they do not always use.
There has been some improvement in the Last vear or 50, [t seems thene s an armangement in
place with the refuse collector whereby it is exempt from somse of the laws that apply to the
rest of us. | have been complaining about that for aver ten yvears bul hive now given up

O one occasion, | pot & wamning nodice from the council because on one Tuesday moming
some time ago | left a single refuse bag on the pavement resting against my frond wall For
anrly rnl:lrrring alastion, This happensd anly once but 1 pot an immedsale waming hetter
threatening a fing if | repeated the affence which was presented to me as safery risk | was
expoaing the pabdic 1. This s somewhat hlariows when | see the indifference of the local
autharity to the issues on this moad. However, having sent that notice to me as o safety risk it
dogs serve as a base reference point when it comes to overall standards by which your own
performance can be asusised. [ 15 monic that your proposed action in reducing the size of the
pavement for pedestrians to a much greater extent than my single bag of robbish (for a few
hours only ) will presumably (ol challenged) be logal whereas my sction 1% an offence. The
iromy becomes greater when what you propose is o greater and obvious safety nisk o
residents and peneral users where the oaly discernible benefit ansing is impeoved proficably
of the refiuse collector for perhaps a kalf hour once o week,

A number of houses on the road repeatedly allow their hedges to grow out oo the street which
present a much greater nsk than a simgle nefuse bag on the pavement for a very shart period
o i early Tustday marming. Thas unsettled ssue of outgrowth conbinues unababed

I node with some pratification that at the cul-de-ssc end of Harlesden Road it is proposed 1o
put a double yellow Hne on one side of the tuming area. I implemented this iz a long overdue
improvement. As things stand due to excessive parking on both sides of the end of road
turming is impossible most of the ime requining vehickes (o reverse the full length of the road
Apart from hampering deliveries it does impact on ambulancs egress and repress

I wish to make a formal complaim apainst the propasal of pawo-wheel pavement parking on
Harlesden Rond. This does not obviously help residents in the area and more imporniantly on
amy holistic risk asscasment must be soen & o clear safety risk to residents and others using
the road as access fo Gooshays Drive,

The sensible idea would be to widen the road by 3 or 4 feet the fidl length of the road with a
dowbbe yellow line an the side of the road whens the green grass anea 15,

I should be obliged 1o receive an scknowledgement of receipt of this letter.

A resident of Harlesden Walk

| live on Harlesden walk and while i am in favour of
resident parking in my road due to the number of cars
that park there on a daily basis during the week and
then either walk to the station or get the bus. | am very
concerned and DO NOT agree with having 2 wheel

The comments have been
noted.

Residents will be able to elect
where they park 4 wheels on




pavement parking - our road is narrow as it is without
having cars mounted on the pavements.

Why was this not stated on the letters you sent when
asking if we were in favour of the restriction? | feel very
upset that the council have tried to sneak this in without
writing to us advising us on the 2 wheel pavement
parking proposal. | thought as did most people on my
street that the bays/ restriction would apply to normal
curb side parking.

road, even over dropped kerbs,
as long as they do not hinder
ingress or egress of driveways;
or cause obstruction to Refuse
and Emergency Vehicles.

The parking restrictions were
available on
haveringtraffweb.co.uk as
‘PTO1034 and will appear
permanently once the scheme
has gone live.

A resident of same property
in Harlesden Walk

I live on Harlesden walk and while i am in favour of
resident parking in my road due to the number of cars
that park there on a daily basis during the week and
then either walk to the station or get the bus. | am very
concerned and DO NOT agree with having 2 wheel
pavement parking - our road is narrow as it is without
having cars mounted on the pavements.

Why was this not stated on the letters you sent when
asking if we were in favour of the restriction? | feel very
upset that the council have tried to sneak this in without
writing to us advising us on the 2 wheel pavement
parking proposal. | thought as did most people on my
street that the bays/ restriction would apply to normal
curb side parking.

The comments have been
noted.

Residents will be able to elect
where they park 4 wheels on
road, even over dropped kerbs,
as long as they do not hinder
ingress or egress of driveways;
or cause obstruction to Refuse
and Emergency Vehicles.

The parking restrictions were
available on
haveringtraffweb.co.uk as
‘PTO1034 and will appear
permanently once the scheme
has gone live.

A resident of Wednesbury
Road

Although | agree that permit parking is required, |
strongly believe that the timing from 10:30 to 11:30am

The comments have been
noted. These were the times
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is woefully inadequate. | leave work at or before 7am
Monday to Friday. When | come home usually between
4:30 and 6:00pm, | struggle to find adequate parking
largely due to people who do not live in my street. |
have seen commuters coming back to their cars having
walked from the direction of the station sometimes at 7
or 8pm at night. Unless traffic enforcement is willing to
patrol and fine non-permit holders every day, | find it
hard to believe that this small time slot will have the
desired effect. | also find it difficult to reconcile paying
for that one hour of permit parking from Monday to
Friday, so | can park in my street dur ing holi days
when | am not work. It holds very little in the way of any
value for money for me

that were agreed by
Consultation and HAC
previously. This will adequately
allow Residents to have priority
to park.

The parking restrictions were
available on
haveringtraffweb.co.uk as
‘PTO1034 and will appear
permanently once the scheme
has gone live.

A resident of Wedenesbury
Green

Can we ask about the people that come here to park in
the afternoons and don't leave till late evening
sometimes not leaving until 10pm

The comments have been
noted. These were the times
that were agreed by
Consultation and HAC
previously. This will adequately
allow Residents to have priority
to park.

The parking restrictions were
available on
haveringtraffweb.co.uk as
‘PTO1034 and will appear
permanently once the scheme
has gone live.

A resident of Wednesbury
Road

Although | agree that permit parking is required, |
strongly believe that the timing from 10:30 to 11:30am

The comments have been
noted. These were the times
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is woefully inadequate. | leave work at or before 7am
Monday to Friday. When | come home usually between
4:30 and 6:00pm, | struggle to find adequate parking
largely due to people who do not live in my street. |
have seen commuters coming back to their cars having
walked from the direction of the station sometimes at 7
or 8pm at night. Unless traffic enforcement is willing to
patrol and fine non-permit holders every day, | find it
hard to believe that this small time slot will have the
desired effect. | also find it difficult to reconcile paying
for that one hour of permit parking from Monday to
Friday, so | can park in my street dur ing holi days
when | am not work. It holds very little in the way of any
value for money for me

that were agreed by
Consultation and HAC
previously. This will adequately
allow Residents to have priority
to park.

The parking restrictions were
available on
haveringtraffweb.co.uk as
‘PTO1034 and will appear
permanently once the scheme
has gone live.

A resident of Wedenesbury
Green

Can we ask about the people that come here to park in
the afternoons and don't leave till late evening
sometimes not leaving until 10pm

The comments have been
noted. These were the times
that were agreed by
Consultation and HAC
previously. It has not been
noted that significant amounts
of Commuters only appear in
the afternoon until late evening.
This will adequately allow
Residents to have priority to
park.

The parking restrictions were
available on
haveringtraffweb.co.uk as
‘PTO1034 and will appear
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http://haveringtraffweb.co.uk/

permanently once the scheme
has gone live.

9 A resident of Harlesden Walk | Proposed residents parking plan seems to include 2 The comments have been
wheel pavement parking. This pavement is quite noted.
narrow
and the plans would make access and turning space for Residents will be able to elect
mobility scooters for where they park 4 wheels on
wheelchairs and prams, extremely difficult or road, even over dropped kerbs,
impossible. as long as they do not hinder
Please reconsider the 2 wheel pavement parking ingress or egress of driveways;
aspect or cause obstruction to Refuse
of your plans. and Emergency Vehicles.
The parking restrictions were
available on
haveringtraffweb.co.uk as
‘PTO1034 and will appear
permanently once the scheme
has gone live.
10 | Aresident of Wednesbury Pointless money grab by the council - Can't understand The comments have been

Gardens

why these measures are required, the costs involved in
managing and policing this area seems a waste of time
especially when the issue is people using the road
during working hours to park for the station when in
reality, if adequate parking was available at the station
we wouldn't have this problem and in addition, Most
people have big enough drive ways or will be at work.

So again, Can't understand why it is necessary.

noted.

There are short term provisions
for parking at the station, but
most commuters are unwilling
to pay for parking and elect to
park in residential
neighbourhoods, effectively
stopping residents from parking
in their own street. There is not
enough kerb space/resident
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cars ratio to accommodate
commuters as well.

The parking restrictions were
available on
haveringtraffweb.co.uk as
‘PTO1034 and will appear
permanently once the scheme
has gone live.
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