Total Results Analysis for Rayners Lane on road basis (individual road analysis on following sheets)

APPENDIX F

Data
Road Name Count of Resident Count of Business Count of Both |Count of Q2 Yes Count of Q2 No |Count of Q3 Yes Count of Q3 No |Count of Q4 Yes Count of Q4 No JCount of Q5 Yes Count of Q5 No
Brunswick Close 6 1 4 1 5 5 1 5
Central Avenue 27 11 16 12 14 2 14 11 16
Church Avenue 50 11 40 9 41 7 37 15 36
Clitheroe Avenue 40 24 16 18 20 5 19 21 18
Dewsbury Close 7 7 7 7 7

Drake Road 50 17 33 16 34 3 33 15 35
Exchange Walk 1 1 1 1

Fernbrook Drive 51 6 45 19 32 21 20 21 29
High Worple 6 6 6 4 6

Raynton Close

Lucas Avenue 41 20 21 15 26 4 24 15 25
Newlyn Gardens 9 3 6 4 5 1 5 1 8
no address 1 1 1 1

Romney Drive

.....................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................

The Glen

The Ridgeway

Torbay Road

Trescoe Gardens

(blank)

1

1

1

1

1

Waverly Road %%%mm

Grand Total

756

327

429

342

405

99

364

318

425

[ Roads in support of CPZ
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Question 1

Question 2

Question 3

APPENDIX F

Question 4

Question 5

Question 6

Do you consider
there is a parking

Would you
support the ext of
the controlled

If you answered No to Q3,
should parking controls
be introduced in the road

Would you support the
layout of the parking

A E problem in your parking zone L | next to yours, would you ST SEV ETUE) [Pl g Any comments
. controls shown on the
street? 10am-11am mon-| then support residents :
. . plan in your road
fri into your road parking proposal ?
Ref Road Date Resident Business Both Q2 Yes| Q2 No | Q3 Yes|] Q3 No Q4 Yes Q4 No Q5 Yes Q5 No Comments (SYL- Single Yellow Line. DYL - Double Yellwo Line)
....... 69 .. JAlnston Avenus VA NN NERNRRNL NN SRR SN (SRR, SNNE SO NN NS SRR AUNSSNRRNNRNRRNN SR ISR, SRR SO (o0
92 Alfriston Avenue 02 06 10 1 1 1 1 My family give you full support in putting parking restrictions in your plan as shown.We consider the present parking

in AA to be a hazard & a H&S issue.Aa an additional comment,could the 'rat run' through AA to be stopped.We have
lived in AA 39yrs and find the present situation with traffic very unreasonable

Imerial Dr/Afriston Ave would encourage dyl extended into Alfriston Ave;dyl in front of 8 Romney Dr should be syl as
this would not restrict traffic flow;parkg prob overall is not station users but Ladbrokes staff who also park across
drives;AA suffers through traffic which reduces ped and cyclist safety

Too many car of people working in Rayners Ln,recent accident,whole heartedly support for safety reason;due to
number of cars in adjacent properties suggest additional bay 61-63 AA

Don’t own car so little difference to me,doesn’t want lines and signs outside property would be eyesore;alternative
would be just 1hr control;certainly would not be paying for visitor permits

CPZ should have been intro in AA number of years ago;petition submitted to council few years back with 65% resi
agreeing to intro cpz;as usual council kept ignoring resi points of view;rather than wasting time look at petition figures
and implement cpz;whats stopping you making right decision;next excuse council has no funding;could have told you
that before you started this money wasting consultation process

No objection to parkg outside as long as drive is kept clear;everyone has drive;there are enough yellow lines without
adding more
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Question 1 Question 2 Question 3 Question 4 Question 5 Question 6
. Would you If you answer.ed No to Q8, Would you support the
Do you consider | support the ext of | should parking controls .
. . . ; layout of the parking
there is a parking ] the controlled | be introduced in the road . ;
Are You h . permit bays and parking Any comments
problem in your parking zone L | next to yours, would you
. controls shown on the
street? 10am-11am mon-| then support residents }
s . plan in your road
fri into your road parking proposal ?
Ref Road Date Resident Business Both Q2 Yes| Q2 No | Q3 Yes|] Q3 No Q4 Yes Q4 No Q5 Yes Q5 No Comments (SYL- Single Yellow Line. DYL - Double Yellwo Line)
010610 L
L

Where are visitors/tradesman going to park;BC to narrow to park so why waste public money painting lines where no

75 Brunswick Close
necessary spoiling look of road
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Question 1 Question 2 Question 3 Question 4 Question 5 Question 6
. Would you If you answer.ed No to Q8, Would you support the
Do you consider | support the ext of | should parking controls .
. . . ; layout of the parking
there is a parking ] the controlled | be introduced in the road . ;
Are You h . permit bays and parking Any comments
problem in your parking zone L | next to yours, would you
. controls shown on the
street? 10am-11am mon-| then support residents }
. . plan in your road
fri into your road parking proposal ?
Ref Road Date Resident Business Both Q2 Yes| Q2 No | Q3 Yes|] Q3 No Q4 Yes Q4 No Q5 Yes Q5 No Comments (SYL- Single Yellow Line. DYL - Double Yellwo Line)
59 Capthorne Avenue 0306 10 1 1 1 1 The plan looks as tho there is a parking bay outside my home | don’t own a car and I'm always getting vans parked

Capthorne Avenue

ven

2106 10

outside

Parking from commuters ever increasing prob in Rayners Ln.If cpz is not extended,many residents will be forced to
pave over their front gardens increasing problems with drainage and increasing local flooding problems

obvious hadn't read accompanying booklets at time of writing;if discount for drive then more than 100% support
proposal

live on public highway and pay enough road tax & ¢ tax,no prob with parkg in CA,isn;'t it already decided to do this to
bring in some more revenue for the council

registered disabled driver has previously applied for disabled bay and told no money to do.previously had tax disc
stolen,is there a sticker can leave in car so don’t have to go out to car all the time

1)suggest restricted parkg next to 8 Capthorne Ave,2)suggest parkg at end of Capthorne Ave made unrestricted next
to flats,3)suggest syl extended to cnr 15-1730 or longer,probs-parkg across drives,across service rd exits,restrict
views from service rd;l have no objections to proposals

these schemes cost money and don't work,prob pushed to another rd,no need for full clour leaflets and
brochures,against scheme proposed for Capthorne Ave as consider it waste of money and ineffectual

appalled at time of budgets Harrow spending money on expensive literature for a scheme no one in my area
wants;suspend this rediculous scheme immediately.cpz should be withdrawn from neighbouring areas;like idea of
moving around in my toiwn without worry about additional motoring/parkg expenses;pay c tax;feel human rights
being violated by introducing these parkg restric;another way of Harrow C to generate more money from its
citizens;devalue price of property;do not support scheme and demand it be withdrawn;booklets too biased;you are
not being impartial;do not know anyone who has spoken favourably

as have off street parkg don't find comm parkg a prob;having to get visitor permits for visitors and workmen would be
added inconvenience

i par

what impact of me parkg outside own hse to drop off shopping?would refuse to pay fine imposed on me;main reason
object to yellow line or bay o/s my drive
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Question 1 Question 2 Question 3 Question 4 Question 5 Question 6
Would you If you answered No to Q3,
Do you consider | support the ext of | should parking controls el support_ Ui
. . . ; layout of the parking
there is a parking ] the controlled | be introduced in the road . ;
Are You h . permit bays and parking Any comments
problem in your parking zone L | next to yours, would you
. controls shown on the
street? 10am-11am mon-| then support residents }
A . plan in your road
fri into your road parking proposal ?
Ref Road Date Resident Business Both Q2 Yes| Q2 No | Q3 Yes|] Q3 No Q4 Yes Q4 No Q5 Yes Q5 No Comments (SYL- Single Yellow Line. DYL - Double Yellwo Line)
659 Central Avenue 06 06 10 Not willing to pay for parkg bay as | have garage and drive.is this one way of raising money?

Strongly opposes extension and has several strong and potential liablis comments on separate sheets from
residents

Thank you for opportunity to air views;my opinion and most of neighbourhood proposal waste of public money and
council time;area around extn does not suffer from parkg prob;most resi have off street parkg;cleartly this is money
making scheme in order to fund other transport related initiatives!;proposal does not provide any value for
community;hope this does not get approval and will take to local MP

Council finding yet another system of taxing residents (may be some confusion of yes/no ticks on form as ticked yes
but doesn't want it)

Object to syl commencing o/s 98 CA and bay opposite;long term large removal lorry parks in area;therefore propose
syl be placed on opposite side of 96&98 CA and bay on near side of 96&98 CA;this new proposed layout will not
affect neighbours as there are no houses facing
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Question 1
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Question 2 Question 3 Question 4 Question 5

Question 6

Would you If you answered No to Q3,
Do you consider | support the ext of | should parking controls
there is a parking ] the controlled | be introduced in the road

Would you support the
layout of the parking

ABET problem in your parking zone L | next to yours, would you S SEVES ETE [Pl Any comments
. controls shown on the
street? 10am-11am mon-| then support residents }
s . plan in your road
fri into your road parking proposal ?
Ref Road Date Resident Business Both Q2 Yes| Q2 No | Q3 Yes| Q3 No Q4 Yes Q4 No Q5 Yes Q5 No Comments
2 Church Avenue 300510 thinks proposals should not go ahead

.JGhurch Avenue

Church Avenue

Church Avenue

010610

14 06 10

lived in CA 16yrs | don't think or want CPZ outside my house when | suggested block off the entry from rbt at the jct
of RL and CA because of all the minor accs and near misses nothing has been done.Now you want to waste money
putting in CPZ Why? I've never had trouble parking outside my house.

there are no problems with parking in our road and | don't want so many markings on any of the surrounding roads
or mine.l don't want to tell visitors to not come between a certain time.If people choose to park sensibly,this far from
the station and choose to walk then I'd say thay are using their brains, wouldn't you?I'd do the same.lt saves people
thousands a year in parking.l would like my road and surrounding roads to stay the way they are!

1)make use of large area of land on the allotment site between CA and Yeading Brook relatively few plots taken
up.vehicle acces tospace exists and area not required for allotments prepared at minimal expense mauch as fields
were converted to airfields in wartime.lt just need some imagination.Consider it! 2)residents 1st traffic 2nd as well as
parking thinks about kerbing speed 20mph reactive signs RESIDENTS FOR THE LAST 47 YEARS

proposed parking bay opposite allotment entrance will cause problems for tractor and large delivery lorries for soil
etc which has had difficulties in the past.

| have been at the house for over 30yrs.Most house owners park off road.No more than 6 cars park day or night at
any time.See note on plan (indicates there should be dyl on NW side CA near rbt)

happy with current situation;doesn't like painted boxes on road;if council want to improve life for resi then turn CA
into a Close to stop heavy/fast traffic using CA as short cut

No1-28 have drives not shown on plan 4 of 13 therefore propose that there is NOT a requirement for any rpb within
this portion of CR
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Question 1
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Question 2 Question 3 Question 4 Question 5

Question 6

Would you
Do you consider | support the ext of
there is a parking ] the controlled

If you answered No to Q3,
should parking controls
be introduced in the road

Would you support the
layout of the parking

A ED problem in your parking zone L | next to yours, would you ST SEV ETTE [l A Any comments
. controls shown on the
street? 10am-11am mon-| then support residents }
. . plan in your road
fri into your road parking proposal ?
Ref Road Date Resident Business Both Q2 Yes| Q2 No | Q3 Yes|] Q3 No Q4 Yes Q4 No Q5 Yes Q5 No Comments
704 Church Avenue 1206 10 does not address THE MAJOR prob of the parkg bays in Ranyers Ln by the shops

isn't any park prob in CA,figment of someones imagination or deliberate to raise revenue for council;quantitative
evidence not presented to residents;totally opposed to the proposal (photos included)

do not experience parkg probs in CA;if introduced concerned resis will feel pressured into paving over front garden
which will have detrimental eefect on character of road;intro of bays will reduce overall amount of parking space
available;will create more parkg porobs for resis if introduced

in principle no issue about intro of cpz but bays not big enough for number of cars;previous drug activity and police
action need to be covered by providing bay in certain part of rd

lived 49yrs,find it totally unnecessary for parkg restrict in rd;not enough cars parkd during day to cause prob;VW only
has syl on one side and people wanting to park all day can park there

no parkg prob and never has been;view this as totally unnecessary and possibly money making exercise by the
council;no box being so close to yes designed to create a yes verdict
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Question 1 Question 2 Question 3 Question 4 Question 5 Question 6
. Would you If you answer.ed No to Q8, Would you support the
Do you consider | support the ext of | should parking controls .
. . . ; layout of the parking
there is a parking ] the controlled | be introduced in the road . ;
Are You h . permit bays and parking Any comments
problem in your parking zone L | next to yours, would you
. controls shown on the
street? 10am-11am mon-| then support residents .
AN . plan in your road
fri into your road parking proposal ?
Ref Road Date Resident Business Both Q2 Yes| Q2 No | Q3 Yes|] Q3 No Q4 Yes Q4 No Q5 Yes Q5 No Comments (SYL- Single Yellow Line. DYL - Double Yellwo Line)
98 Clitheroe Avenue 0206 10 1 1 1 1 1

Paid for kerb to be dropped,"NOT CHEAP", so my daughter and | can park on drive and other park on road in front
of drive.if you put yello lines we will not be able to leave car across our drive all day while at work.We use transport
for London to commute as this is what everybody wants us to do.If yello lines are across drive we will get
ticketseveryday.Give me my £2000 back to pay for the parking permits | will need and a guaranteed resident parking

Reasons for NOT supporting the extension of cpz to CA:-1)I am living on a fixed income,ie a pension,2)| pay my
road tax,3)| pay my insurance(car),4)! park my car in my garage,usually; therefore | am NOT willing to pay £46 for a
resi park permit for the rare occasions when | wish to park my car in CA (Is the £46 fee for a year? please
inform)Thank you Resident for OVER 65 years

lives on mini rbt & would support dyl on corners of CA & Rayners Ln as always fear will be accident with bus as
parking on corner of each road.l would be pleased if this could be agreed to

Parking zone to make money;Won't make any improvement;council should provide 2 free permits per house
additional charged at higher rate

Wants holes in the road repaired as owing to large number of cars parked on either side makes it dangerous driving
down centre

providing only applies cpz times;parkg both sides creates speeding to avoid giving way;MUCH BETTER if "one way"
use is intro to many of these parallel streets

in principle agree but have views how they operate 1)have dropped kerb why yeelow line across it? 2)why should
have to pay for the privilege for either myself or visitors to park o/s /near my residence 3)why are illegal parkers not
held responsible for contravening the law 4)whatever outcome is imperative that yellow lines particullarly by rbt are

introduced and enforced as per plan
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Question 1 Question 2 Question 3 Question 4 Question 5 Question 6
. Would you If you answer.ed No to Q8, Would you support the
Do you consider | support the ext of | should parking controls .
. . . ; layout of the parking
there is a parking ] the controlled | be introduced in the road . ;
Are You h . permit bays and parking Any comments
problem in your parking zone L | next to yours, would you
. controls shown on the
street? 10am-11am mon-| then support residents }
. . plan in your road
fri into your road parking proposal ?
Ref Road Date Resident Business Both Q2 Yes| Q2 No | Q3 Yes| Q3 No Q4 Yes Q4 No Q5 Yes Q5 No Comments (SYL- Single Yellow Line. DYL - Double Yellwo Line)
...... I L O 1




Rayners Lane Consultation Responses - June 2010

APPENDIX F

Question 1 Question 2 Question 3 Question 4 Question 5 Question 6
. Would you If you answer.ed No to Q8, Would you support the
Do you consider | support the ext of | should parking controls .
. . . ; layout of the parking
there is a parking ] the controlled | be introduced in the road . ;
Are You h . permit bays and parking Any comments
problem in your parking zone L | next to yours, would you
. controls shown on the
street? 10am-11am mon-| then support residents }
A . plan in your road
fri into your road parking proposal ?
Ref Road Date Resident Business Both Q2 Yes| Q2 No | Q3 Yes|] Q3 No Q4 Yes Q4 No Q5 Yes Q5 No Comments (SYL- Single Yellow Line. DYL - Double Yellwo Line)
15 Dewsbury Close 310510 No comments

here.It will simply restrict what parking there is still further

There is no need for parking restrictions in DC.We are to far away from RL station for anyone to consider parking

not a prob with parkg in our road or surrounding rds;all resi opposed and in democratically elected government this
should be the fixed decision, not a fixed decision made by a handful of people who sit in the local government
offices.

For and on behalf of all residents of Dewsbury Close-see attached petition (photocopied front questionnaire sheet
and no petition attached)
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Question 1

Question 2

Question 3
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Question 4

Question 5

Question 6

Do you consider
there is a parking

Would you
support the ext of
the controlled

If you answered No to Q3,
should parking controls
be introduced in the road

Would you support the
layout of the parking

A e problem in your parking zone L | next to yours, would you S SEVS N [T Any comments
. controls shown on the
street? 10am-11am mon-| then support residents .
AN . plan in your road
fri into your road parking proposal ?
Ref Road Date Resident Business Both Q2 Yes| Q2 No | Q3 Yes|] Q3 No Q4 Yes Q4 No Q5 Yes Q5 No Comments (SYL- Single Yellow Line. DYL - Double Yellwo Line)

Downs Avenue

0106 10

No comments

| find syl with restriction quite unneccesary for the end of DA and also that resident permit bays are not needed
here.However | don feel dyl on the bends at the jct between Church Ave and DA are certainly needed for road
safety.lt would need to be enforced regularly

Doesn't think parking bays or Resident permits are req'd there are cars that park and leave there car all day they
should be penalised

Existing zone good but displacement parking significantly worsened over past few years and despite numerous
complaints remains unchanged.Prevention of accidents should be paramount and greater attention should be paid to
non traffic functions of residential roads.In the circumstances therefore this review of the cpz is very welcome.

since moving here he doesn't think there is problem looking for a parkg space,if permit parkg implemented would be
a burden on us especially with financial crisis everybody's facing

parkg bay opposite drive so would not support layout drive would be unusable;no parkg prob in rd,this proposal will
further depress demand and thereby house prices

good idea,will prevent holiday makers,lorries and car transporter far to big for these roads parkg night and day as if
is garage
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Question 1

Question 2

Question 3
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Question 4

Question 5

Question 6

Do you consider
there is a parking

Would you
support the ext of
the controlled

If you answered No to Q3,
should parking controls
be introduced in the road

Would you support the
layout of the parking

A e problem in your parking zone L | next to yours, would you S SEVS N T g Any comments
. controls shown on the
street? 10am-11am mon-| then support residents }
A . plan in your road
fri into your road parking proposal ?
Ref Road Date Resident Business Both Q2 Yes| Q2 No | Q3 Yes|] Q3 No Q4 Yes Q4 No Q5 Yes Q5 No Comments (SYL- Single Yellow Line. DYL - Double Yellwo Line)
Drake Road 08 06 10 No comments

Drake Road

1206 10

We do NOT need any yellow lines or boxes or money-milking Parking Ticket Booklets.We still have plenty of Parking]
spaces (Mon-Fri) after nine o'clock.We opposed this some years ago by "petitioning collectively" and OUR WISH
NOT TO DRAW THE LINES WAS ACCEPTED What has changed;houses into flats,more tennants rather than
residents,empty spaces ON BOTH SIDES OF DRAKE RD are used by station-goers.What is desired by a
MAJORITY OF RESIDENTS;maintaining character of street residents consulted prior to permission granted to build
flats,alliways full of foxes.They should be cleaned at least once a year,metal gates to stop school children.Mums-in-
hurrey cause accidents, Trees pruned. So Mr New-Councillor LEARN THE ROPES and respect wishes of residents
rather than tennants.Please do not ask for more money.Please do not look for problems soon after arrival but solve
existing problems. Priorities now-a-days are decided by the rate-payer

Don't own car or drive but have family and friends Visit and don't want hassle and expense of trips to civic centre for
purchasing visitors permits and ensuring always have them

Commuter;cars from other roads;medical centre;selfish parking by tennats with 2 or more cars;residents impeeding
safe access & site lines to property

thinks idea is really stupid;hour between 10-100 doesn't change anything in parking issues;talking with other resi
they think it is idea for council to make more money, so no | don't want any more changes on our road

further to conversation with PT would like following cosidered for inclusion in scheme;dyl DR from Alexandra Ave to
stop litter dumping from parked cars;service rd between 55&57 made offical school entrance as used by lots of
children now but with parkg restrictions to stop parents as quite often block drives and cause traffic problems

parkg bays should be on both side of drives to stop vehicles parking over drives and should be installed where
yellow lines proposed

no parkg prob in DA & nearby streets.introduction of scheme seen as another methid of extracting money from
residents.| will strong oppose this proposal & will contact local MP & if necessary escalate this to higher levels

money would be better spent correcting rediculous parkg that has been put in palce in Rayners Ln (shopping area)
between Alexandra Ave and Village Way

consider initiatives should be taken to increase parkg space as the increase of car ownership,people with garages at
the back should not be given permission for drives thus taking away on street parkg space
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Question 1

Question 2

Question 3
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Question 4

Question 5

Question 6

Do you consider
there is a parking

Would you
support the ext of
the controlled

If you answered No to Q3,
should parking controls
be introduced in the road

Would you support the
layout of the parking

A ED problem in your parking zone L | next to yours, would you ST SEV ETTE [l A Any comments
. controls shown on the
street? 10am-11am mon-| then support residents }
. . plan in your road
fri into your road parking proposal ?

Ref Road Date Resident Business Both Q2 Yes| Q2 No | Q3 Yes|] Q3 No Q4 Yes Q4 No Q5 Yes Q5 No Comments (SYL- Single Yellow Line. DYL - Double Yellwo Line)

778 Drake Road 2306 10 1 1 1 1 there are too many houses with too many cars,too many commercial vehicles parkd in residential rds.parent
coleecting child at school cause probs,too many vehicle parkd across drives,extending yellow lines 1.5m each side
of drive is a good idea

...... 786 |DrakeRoad ~  .....J200810 0 GO T S oo oo eeeeceeeeeceeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeseeeseeeseseseeeeeeeseaeaeaesesesesesesesesesesesmsmsmsmsmsmsmsmsmsmsmsmsmsmsnon

797 Drake Road 2206 10

another way of council to generate money;do not know many resi that want it;booklet not very impartial;road tax
contry wide for driving/parkg;trying to introduce toll;council should be thinkg of removing cpz instead;disgusted
council wasting money introducing a scheme that nobody wants;devalue property;human rights are being set
back;moved to area because of freedom to move about now placing obstacles in way;people have to park
somewhere and should not have to pay for it

should be no charge for any vehicle for parking permits when as resi i pay COUNCIL TAX,ROAD TAX and its subject
to annula review in order for the COST TO GO UP EACH YEAR;i do not want parkg permits

do not see how 10-11 will help as most park prob parents drop off and park over drives;why should we be paying to
park in front of our house;permit cast can increase at anytime;DR far from station so exercise is not justified;real
prob traffic during school hours and this does not address this

don't have car only have occasional visitors;i do not see any benefits of cpz;also long way from station;not affected
by long stay comms parkg;if cpz intro | need to pay for the service | do not require

haven't experienced any parkg difficulties and only noticed usual resi cars parkd;do not feel any need for change on
this rd

welcome proposal if permits FREE for all homeowners;would think people at begin of DA have prob and this may
suit them
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Question 1 Question 2 Question 3 Question 4 Question 5 Question 6
. Would you If you answer.ed No to Q8, Would you support the
Do you consider | support the ext of | should parking controls .
. . . ; layout of the parking
there is a parking ] the controlled | be introduced in the road . ;
Are You h . permit bays and parking Any comments
problem in your parking zone L | next to yours, would you
. controls shown on the
street? 10am-11am mon-| then support residents }
. . plan in your road
fri into your road parking proposal ?
Ref Road Date Resident Business Both Q2 Yes| Q2 No | Q3 Yes|] Q3 No Q4 Yes Q4 No Q5 Yes Q5 No Comments (SYL- Single Yellow Line. DYL - Double Yellwo Line)
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Question 1

Question 2

Question 3
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Question 4

Question 5

Question 6

Do you consider
there is a parking

Would you
support the ext of
the controlled

If you answered No to Q3,
should parking controls
be introduced in the road

Would you support the
layout of the parking

AB e problem in your parking zone L | next to yours, would you S SEV ENE [T Any comments
. controls shown on the
street? 10am-11am mon-| then support residents }
AN . plan in your road
fri into your road parking proposal ?
Ref Road Date Resident Business Both Q2 Yes| Q2 No | Q3 Yes|] Q3 No Q4 Yes Q4 No Q5 Yes Q5 No Comments (SYL- Single Yellow Line. DYL - Double Yellwo Line)
93 Fernbrook Drive 0206 10 1 1 1 1 1 This is & always has been a quiet road where 99% of res park on own drive.If you extend the cpz in other

surrounding roads it could possibly cause parking probs in FD.To change something that isn't a problem is
categorically stupid and a huge waste of council tax payers money.IF ITS NOT BROKE DONT FIX IT! | strongly
disagree with this councils policy.This is yet just another way of raising funds to prop up an ailing council to the
detriment of over-burdoned council tax payers.

Alfriston Ave is worse than FD & visibilty & access in Shaftesbury Ave (from rbt) is bad.l uphold the scheme not
because | think we currently have prob but if charges are made around us it will undobtedly have a knock on effect

parking prob not in FD but Alfriston Ave.if there was parking restriction on AA then there would be a parking prob in -
FD as commuters would move up.This is why in favour of controlled parking between 10-11am

majority of the residents have of street parking there's no conjestion, would be uneconomic, waste of resources,
would prefer a cycle lane

draw attention to accs waiting to happen Alfriston/Ridgeway/Afriston Ave grid lock traffic should be no parking on
right hand side going to The Ridgeway;lived 30yrs had no probs;has carer come in 3 times week

believes parkg prob caused by catholic church and local doctors;restricting thiswill only move parkg;can not expect ill
and disabled to walk miles;penalising driving when transport not that good or convenient

bungalow only have one car and own drives;speed bumps would be beneficial in AA as used as cut through to
dodge Ridgeway t/s

sincrely do not agree,we don't have any parkg probs,permit would increase our expenses unfairly,passionately
against and current ecomonic climate does not make things any easier for me

Alfriston Ave has parkd cars therefore cpz there would be advantage for passing through,however if can't park there

we do not want them using FD
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Question 1 Question 2 Question 3 Question 4 Question 5 Question 6
. Would you If you answer.ed No to Q8, Would you support the
Do you consider | support the ext of | should parking controls .
. . . ; layout of the parking
there is a parking ] the controlled | be introduced in the road . ;
Are You h . permit bays and parking Any comments
problem in your parking zone L | next to yours, would you
. controls shown on the
street? 10am-11am mon-| then support residents }
. . plan in your road
fri into your road parking proposal ?
Ref Road Date Resident Business Both Q2 Yes| Q2 No | Q3 Yes|] Q3 No Q4 Yes Q4 No Q5 Yes Q5 No Comments (SYL- Single Yellow Line. DYL - Double Yellwo Line)
798 Fernbrook Drive 07 06 10 no apparent parkg probs in FD;waste of resources to crate cpz and cause needless irritation;signs and lines detract
from the visual appearance;high number of eldery resis added cost for them
805 Fernbrook Drive 2206 10 no parkg prob in FD;strongly oppose any parkg restric as it has no benefit
...... 808  [FembrookDrive 270610 . O S oo e oereeeeetesesesssseeeeeeeee e ssss s 2o e
...... 814 . Jfembrook Drive .. 219610 .. VIY IMPOMANL IO NAVE AVl AUICES oo eeeeeeeeeesseceseessseeeeesseseessesssesessesssseessesssseesese s sseeeeeessee
830 Fernbrook Drive 2106 10 | object to parkg scheme there is no prob with safety;there are NO cars parkd causing probs;there is NO access

probs;the council is MOVING tha parkg prob not SOLVING it;there is under used car aprk at north Harrow
station;this scheme will bring MORE traffic and create chaos
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Question 1

Question 2

Question 3

APPENDIX F

Question 4

Question 5

Question 6

Do you consider
there is a parking

Would you
support the ext of
the controlled

If you answered No to Q3,
should parking controls
be introduced in the road

Would you support the
layout of the parking

A e problem in your parking zone L | next to yours, would you S SEV N T Any comments
. controls shown on the
street? 10am-11am mon-| then support residents }
A . plan in your road
fri into your road parking proposal ?
Ref Road Date Resident Business Both Q2 Yes| Q2 No | Q3 Yes|] Q3 No Q4 Yes Q4 No Q5 Yes Q5 No Comments (SYL- Single Yellow Line. DYL - Double Yellwo Line)
437 High Worple 1506 10 The arrangements are ok as they are now | do NOT want any changes.Please leave things as they are now
438 High Worple 1506 10 The existing arrangements is fine there is no need for extension Just keep it the sameway as is Now!!!
...... 493 High Worple e JOB08 10 0 GO T S oo eeeeeeeeceeemcoeeeeeeeeeeemoeeeeeeeeneeeeemeemeemeeeeemcemeesemesemeseseaeessseseaeaesesesesesesssesmsmsmsssmsmsmsmsmsmsmsmsmsmsnnn

563 High Worple 1306 10 lifed last 5yrs 10-11 restriction never had any probs.don't want parking bays would unnecessaril cause

inconvenience to our guests
609 High Worple 0506 10 current parkg arrangement fine,no need for extension;can't see any other reason than raising revenue;make

improvements to road surface instead
863 High Worple 0206 10 yet another case of expensive consultation paid by council at tax payer expense without any nedd!;there is no case

for ext of CPZ L;1)proposed dyl overdone and reduce parkg bays,2)permit bay will come at cost to resi,3)cpz will
bring value of proerty down,4)if imple then limited cars parkd will turn roads into speed track
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Question 1

Question 2

Question 3

APPENDIX F

Question 4

Question 5

Question 6

Do you consider
there is a parking

Would you
support the ext of
the controlled

If you answered No to Q3,
should parking controls
be introduced in the road

Would you support the
layout of the parking

ABET problem in your parking zone L | next to yours, would you S SEVES ETE [Pl Any comments
. controls shown on the
street? 10am-11am mon-| then support residents }
s . plan in your road
fri into your road parking proposal ?
Ref Road Date Resident Business Both Q2 Yes| Q2 No | Q3 Yes|] Q3 No Q4 Yes Q4 No Q5 Yes Q5 No Comments (SYL- Single Yellow Line. DYL - Double Yellwo Line)
1 Hillcroft Avenue 300510 1 1 1 1 1 Will cause an inconvenience

............................................

............................................

.............................

............................

............................

.........................................

.........................................

.........................................

DYL around cnr should be extended;times should be extended to say 10-12 & 3-5.People using RL station must be
encouraged to use station car park rather than using roads with no controls

| pay enough money in road tax for our vehicles,why do | need to pay yet more money for a parking permit?If permit
scheme were to come in it would make more sense for times to be 10-11am and 2-3pm

Proposed rpb should be on opposite side of road as residents do this now because of previous accidents by cars
turning left into WA from Hillcroft Ave

Welcome introduction of syl 10-11am but does not feel need for rbp because most have drives.If bay goes in does
want one opposite as obstruct getting in and out of drive as currently happens when car parked opposite

Commuter parking has increased over years and will worsen.Lived here 34yrs feels residents have good reason to
support extension of parking restrictions

when first lived here 1978 parkign organised itself in West Ave on opposite side to that suggested;more commuter
parkg now on my preferred side but being in cpz hopefully will keep all day parkers away;also crossover not shown-
has indicated it on returned plan

no dyl totally unsociable to all resis possible money spinner for council;2 drives both with gates and would be
breaking law every day when i was unlocking/locking gates;plan provided does not show true layout of rbt also post
post again dyl infringes our rights;parkg bay are intrusion;some resis spokjen to think dyl ok topark on after cpz time

doen't want bay and therefore cars parked outside house;no need for dyl syl will suffice;prob with
commercial/breakdown trucks parkd(pg 8 booklet says vehicles displaying businees permit can park in resi bay) this
is unacceptable
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Question 1 Question 2 Question 3 Question 4 Question 5 Question 6

Would you If you answered No to Q3,
Do you consider | support the ext of | should parking controls
there is a parking ] the controlled | be introduced in the road

Would you support the
layout of the parking

A e problem in your parking zone L | next to yours, would you S SEV N T Any comments
. controls shown on the
street? 10am-11am mon-| then support residents .
A . plan in your road
fri into your road parking proposal ?
Ref Road Date Resident Business Both Q2 Yes| Q2 No | Q3 Yes|] Q3 No Q4 Yes Q4 No Q5 Yes Q5 No Comments (SYL- Single Yellow Line. DYL - Double Yellwo Line)

104 Kings Road 0206 10

| do not want any further widening of KR or the reduction of the grass verges by the increase of parking permit bays.!
believe that there are too many parking bays along KR already - no more please

Agrees with cpz but doesn't want yellow line opposite house as that is where they park.If council insists on yellow
lines council should provide drive way.where do we suppose to park our cars

Show bay where there is dropped kerb;every time you alter parking arrangements you make it worse for resi as most
resi have two cars;only reason is to raise money from motorist;only prob experienced with parking is Yes/No boxes
placed close to each other to cause confussion

proposed control introduce lot probs for resi and guests,lot resi don’t have off street parking,increasing control unfair
and extortionate

space opposite bus stop o/s 232 KR rarely used for parkg during day or indeed at night;do not feel resi between
Drake & Capthorne have any probs with parkd cars during day;don't believe any comms park that far from stn




Rayners Lane Consultation Responses - June 2010

APPENDIX F

Question 1 Question 2 Question 3 Question 4 Question 5 Question 6
. Would you If you answer.ed No to Q83, Would you support the
Do you consider | support the ext of | should parking controls .
. . . ; layout of the parking
there is a parking ] the controlled | be introduced in the road . ;
Are You h . permit bays and parking Any comments
problem in your parking zone L | next to yours, would you
. controls shown on the
street? 10am-11am mon-| then support residents .
AN . plan in your road
fri into your road parking proposal ?
Ref Road Date Resident Business Both Q2 Yes| Q2 No | Q3 Yes|] Q3 No Q4 Yes Q4 No Q5 Yes Q5 No Comments (SYL- Single Yellow Line. DYL - Double Yellwo Line)
63 Lucas Avenue 0306 10 1 1 1 1 1 No comments

don't believe have commuter parkg in rd;difficulty is several h/h have 4+ cars;unwilling to pay for permit as have
converted drive as parkg spaceand feel friends should be allowed to park in front of drive for free

during day only few commuter cars in LA;proposal does not cover eves or weekends when parkg can be a
prob;should lower car park fees;does not improve condition of street but is indiscreet revenue earner by forcing h/h
to buy annual permits;scheme no benefit for me;like to see clamping of vehicles parked over drives

no parkg prob as LA is a no through road;can't see point of including weekend when commuter traffic for station
would be significantly less;vote for road to remain as it stands without regulations
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APPENDIX F

Question 1 Question 2 Question 3 Question 4 Question 5 Question 6
. Would you If you answer.ed No to Q8, Would you support the
Do you consider | support the ext of | should parking controls .
. . . ; layout of the parking
there is a parking ] the controlled | be introduced in the road . ;
Are You h . permit bays and parking Any comments
problem in your parking zone L | next to yours, would you
. controls shown on the
street? 10am-11am mon-| then support residents }
s . plan in your road
fri into your road parking proposal ?
Ref Road Date Resident Business Both Q2 Yes| Q2 No | Q3 Yes|] Q3 No Q4 Yes Q4 No Q5 Yes Q5 No Comments (SYL- Single Yellow Line. DYL - Double Yellwo Line)
114 Newlyn Gardens 0306 10 1 1 1 1

Introducing dyl on even side of NG would be counter productive as people park on this side.due to drives on this side
more cars are able to park without blocking access for emergency vehicles etc.the proposed restrictions will only
increase parking probs instead of solving them.The prob bays will not be adequate to accomodate the number of
cars on this road.Also if have to pay for permit there will be no guarantee that we'll get a space outside our house.As
there are no curreny parking probs on this road,please do not change anything!

1)why etenicity count when member of mixed community not segregated area 2)in general no probs with parkg
3)visitors and guests should have full access to parkg with there being lots of amenities nearby

as former res of Warden suggest restrictions extended there as always prob;surprised at amount of paper used can
it be done electronically;whats connection between "parking survey" and "monitoring equality"”
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Question 1 Question 2 Question 3 Question 4 Question 5 Question 6

Would you If you answered No to Q3,
Do you consider | support the ext of | should parking controls
there is a parking ] the controlled | be introduced in the road

Would you support the
layout of the parking
permit bays and parking Any comments

Are You h .
problem in your parking zone L | next to yours, would you
. controls shown on the
street? 10am-11am mon-| then support residents .
A . plan in your road
fri into your road parking proposal ?
Ref Road Date Resident Business Both Q2 Yes| Q2 No | Q3 Yes|] Q3 No Q4 Yes Q4 No Q5 Yes Q5 No Comments (SYL- Single Yellow Line. DYL - Double Yellwo Line)

No comments

Ovesdon Avenue 09 06 10

think it is money making programme,no need for dyl or syl,should be able to park near house otherwise shouldn't be
paying c tax,please consider no parking zones
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APPENDIX F

Question 1 Question 2 Question 3 Question 4 Question 5 Question 6
Would you If you answered No to Q3,
Do you consider | support the ext of | should parking controls el support_ L
. . . ; layout of the parking
there is a parking ] the controlled | be introduced in the road . ;
Are You h . permit bays and parking Any comments
problem in your parking zone L | next to yours, would you
. controls shown on the
street? 10am-11am mon-| then support residents .
s . plan in your road
fri into your road parking proposal ?
Ref Road Date Resident Business Both Q2 Yes| Q2 No | Q3 Yes|] Q3 No Q4 Yes Q4 No Q5 Yes Q5 No Comments (SYL- Single Yellow Line. DYL - Double Yellwo Line)

Raynton Close

0206 10

No to parking restristions

don’t want bay opposite drive,no parkg prob but would be if cpz went ahead.High Worple parkg prob at night so
daytime restricts would be waste of time

proposed bays only allow for 4 car when 16 properties,bays should be on same side as houses which would allow 8
cars.syl around rest of close the same facility as Trescoe & Newlyn.attended exhibition and was told bay could not
be put at end as fire could not turn around,absolute nonsense disabled bus,refuge back out why can't fire engine if
driver can't then shouldn't be driving fire engine

do not have parkg prob in rd;however support limited parking 10-11 but need the two bays at 29 & 11;completely
opposed to dyl as impose lot of difficulties finding parkg space

1)lived 12yrs dust carts never had difficulty;2)every day care home has 4 ambulances always reverse down rd;3)dyl
for whole rd would inconvenience evryone;most importantly bays on wrong side of road making it difficult for resi
turning into drives,if absolutely necessary then 4 bays on same side as drives should be considered
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Question 1

APPENDIX F

Question 2 Question 3 Question 4 Question 5 Question 6
Would you If you answered No to Q3,
Do you consider | support the ext of | should parking controls el support_ Ui
. . . ; layout of the parking
there is a parking ] the controlled | be introduced in the road . ;
Are You h . permit bays and parking Any comments
problem in your parking zone L | next to yours, would you
. controls shown on the
street? 10am-11am mon-| then support residents .
A . plan in your road
fri into your road parking proposal ?
Ref Road Date Resident Business Both Q2 Yes| Q2 No | Q3 Yes|] Q3 No Q4 Yes Q4 No Q5 Yes Q5 No Comments (SYL- Single Yellow Line. DYL - Double Yellwo Line)
Romney Drive 07 06 10

Would welcome cpz in RD and other roads as shown on plan as cars from Ladbrokes parked all day

objection to cpz don't want dyl in front of drive;parkg in front of drive has never caused issue in 10yrs;can start dyl
after my drive and | have no objection to this;The "narrowness" of RD are exaggerated in your diagram and it gives
false view;Additionally the "vehicle crossover" is NIOT shown on diagram when there is one;large vehicle have no
issue turning around
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Question 1

APPENDIX F

Question 2 Question 3 Question 4 Question 5 Question 6
Would you If you answered No to Q3,
Do you consider | support the ext of | should parking controls el support_ e
. . . ; layout of the parking
there is a parking ] the controlled | be introduced in the road . ;
Are You h . permit bays and parking Any comments
problem in your parking zone L | next to yours, would you
. controls shown on the
street? 10am-11am mon-| then support residents :
. . plan in your road
fri into your road parking proposal ?
Ref Road Date Resident Business Both Q2 Yes| Q2 No | Q3 Yes|] Q3 No Q4 Yes Q4 No Q5 Yes Q5 No Comments (SYL- Single Yellow Line. DYL - Double Yellwo Line)
116 South Close 0206 10

1)a designated disabled bay should be created in SC for increasing number of eldery and disabled residents' many
)dyl should be extended to No15 at least to enable safe access and egress at the corner

parking;restriction devalue house;SC private road so highly inappropriate to install yellow line;please investiget;to be
kept inform of outcome of this proposal

am disabled and get deliveries of food etc and carers;designated disabled bay would be a benefit to the increasing
number of eldery and disabled people in road
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Question 1

Question 2

Question 3

APPENDIX F

Question 4

Question 5

Question 6

Do you consider
there is a parking

Would you
support the ext of
the controlled

If you answered No to Q3,
should parking controls
be introduced in the road

Would you support the
layout of the parking

A e problem in your parking zone L | next to yours, would you S SEVS N [T Any comments
. controls shown on the
street? 10am-11am mon-| then support residents .
A . plan in your road
fri into your road parking proposal ?
Ref Road Date Resident Business Both Q2 Yes| Q2 No | Q3 Yes|] Q3 No Q4 Yes Q4 No Q5 Yes Q5 No Comments (SYL- Single Yellow Line. DYL - Double Yellwo Line)
Southbourne Close 2206 10 We have no problems with parking on our road

do not consider our rd has prob.even if cpz extended along VW we consider there will be no overspill as 0.6mile from
RL.dyl in Exchange Walk a bit oot.dyl & syl in Sccompletely uncalled for,if put in would create prob

main prob at jct with VW;dyl o/s 22-23 irrelevant;better to extend dyl BOTH sides from VW to 1&2 SC;this is prob
area;o/s 25&24 could be bay and rest of that area be syl
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APPENDIX F

Question 1 Question 2 Question 3 Question 4 Question 5 Question 6
Would you If you answered No to Q3,
Do you consider | support the ext of | should parking controls el support_ L
. . . ; layout of the parking
there is a parking ] the controlled | be introduced in the road . ;
Are You h . permit bays and parking Any comments
problem in your parking zone L | next to yours, would you
. controls shown on the
street? 10am-11am mon-| then support residents }
s . plan in your road
fri into your road parking proposal ?
Ref Road Date Resident Business Both Q2 Yes| Q2 No | Q3 Yes|] Q3 No Q4 Yes Q4 No Q5 Yes Q5 No Comments (SYL- Single Yellow Line. DYL - Double Yellwo Line)
100 Spinnells Road 0206 10

According to the plan a resident parking bay would be sited outside number 12-14 and numbers 1-3.This would
make it very difficult for the dust cart to reverse up the road, which it does (both carts) every Monday

The whole of SR is used as a 'rat-run' of speeding traffic.Reinforcements are needed to slow down the traffic
eg:sleeping policeman and 20mph zone.Accidents frequently occur on the junction of SR with Torbay Rd
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Question 1

Question 2

Question 3

APPENDIX F

Question 4

Question 5

Question 6

Do you consider
there is a parking

Would you
support the ext of
the controlled

If you answered No to Q3,
should parking controls
be introduced in the road

Would you support the
layout of the parking

ABET problem in your parking zone L | next to yours, would you S SEVES ETE [Pl Any comments
street? 10am-11am mon-| then support residents controlg S CT
s . plan in your road
fri into your road parking proposal ?

Ref Road Date Resident Business Both Q2 Yes| Q2 No | Q3 Yes|] Q3 No Q4 Yes Q4 No Q5 Yes Q5 No Comments (SYL- Single Yellow Line. DYL - Double Yellwo Line)

20 The Avenue 010610 Strongly support proposed extension CPZ L to include remainder of TA.Inconsiderat resident and commuter parking
has made acces to our property very difficult or impossible.Such parking also impeded the access/progress of
essential vehicles

....... i i R s
| don not consider parking to be a problem outside my property.Probaly is towards TA and Hillcroft Ave.Also do not
agree with paying for a permit for any of my vehicles.| think the Council Tax we pay should more than cover that.Also
asthetically it ruins the look of the surrounging area.In this tight economic environment it seem rediculous that
resident should pay for their own cars.| think that it is something the council should provide,not us

T3 frhe Avenue T 010610 See my letter 7 Nov 2001 & my correspondence 8 July 2009 detailing congestion;inconsiderate parking overiapping
driveway;speeding with possible accidents likely

L34 JThe Avenue T JRi05T0 Finds it difficult o leave and enter drive it is an accident walting fo happen

....... 37 .. The Avenue o JR005T0 There is no way this road req's cpzs will speak in public has strong feeling about this NO CPZS .

....... 42 JIhe Avenue o JO1O6T0 LS

....... 45 . JThe Avenue o JB005T0 O O T S oo eeeesmmeeeeeeeeeessmeeeeeeeeeessmee oo soeeeemsmes e eeeemmmes e e oot emsmeeseeseeeemmmeeseeseeeemsmeeseeeeeeemmeesseeeeeeees

....... 55 ... JTheAvenue . J0106810 O O S oo oo eessmaeeeeeeeeeessmeeeeeeeeesssmee s eeeeeessmee e eeeemsmme e eeeeeesmmesseeseeeemsmeesesseeeessmessessseeememesseeeseeeees

85 The Avenue 0106 10 The bay would assist greatly as vehicles regularlypark partly acroos drive as at present it is first available spot
outside the current zone.However if the bay is marked centrally 58&60 vehicles that could not park in bay would prob
still park between bay & my drive potentially blocking entrance.l would appreciate consideration given to the bay
being marked slightly closer to my drive making it impossible for vehicles to park between bay and drive.l am blind in
right eye making it difficult to see to the right if vehicle park upto or over drive.Due to my handicap | would appreciate
any assistance regarding the above.

....... 57 the Avenue 1 05 10 T

Think road safety improved if dyl OPPOSITE a T jct eg along the front of 10,12&14 Church Ave & 28-32 Church
Ave.when someone parks opposite The Ave it is much more difficult to get out & if the sightline is obscured by a
parked car or two it can be very tricky.You've not put parking bays there so there would not be any great loss of
parking.This could with advantage be implemented on all such jcts

1)should definitly be dyl at jct and rigorously enforced;2)Church Ave is busy rd giving acces to other rds therefore
parkg restrictions would make life easier

1)apparently supported by minority within our rd this is NOT supported by all as we do not all suffer inconvenience
2)also considered method of council to raise revenue 3)timing error in Q4 4)with more thought an improvement in carf
parkg places could be obtained thus increasing spaces available to that shown on plan 4

parkg prob not going away just moved,should think outside box,council earn good money,suggests come up with
new strategy by using dead areas of road
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Question 1 Question 2 Question 3 Question 4 Question 5 Question 6

Would you If you answered No to Q3,
Do you consider | support the ext of | should parking controls
there is a parking ] the controlled | be introduced in the road

Would you support the
layout of the parking

A ED problem in your parking zone L | next to yours, would you ST SEV ETTE [l A Any comments
. controls shown on the
street? 10am-11am mon-| then support residents }
. . plan in your road
fri into your road parking proposal ?
Ref Road Date Resident Business Both Q2 Yes| Q2 No | Q3 Yes|] Q3 No Q4 Yes Q4 No Q5 Yes Q5 No Comments (SYL- Single Yellow Line. DYL - Double Yellwo Line)

The Avenue 0506 10 i i i i i i no comments

know parkg annoys some neighbours which is why answered Y to Q£;my drive has room for 2 car so | don't have
difficulty parking;only prob id selfish parking on street by some taking up more space than should

bay between 105 and church needs to be shorter,starting further away from 105as no sight line to see oncoming
traffic backing out of drive because of wall and tree

TA queit rd and no need to intro yellow lines;know comms park in rd but have no prob with that;accept have to park
away from my house from time to time;other probs that aware of and accept;after due consideration I think the
propsed cpz is not necessary
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Question 1

Question 2

Question 3

APPENDIX F

Question 4

Question 5

Question 6
Would you If you answered No to Q3,
Do you consider | support the ext of | should parking controls el support_ L
. . . ; layout of the parking
there is a parking ] the controlled | be introduced in the road . ;
Are You h . permit bays and parking Any comments
problem in your parking zone L | next to yours, would you
. controls shown on the
street? 10am-11am mon-| then support residents }
s . plan in your road
fri into your road parking proposal ?
Ref Road Date Resident Business Both Q2 Yes| Q2 No | Q3 Yes|] Q3 No Q4 Yes Q4 No Q5 Yes Q5 No Comments (SYL- Single Yellow Line. DYL - Double Yellwo Line)
27 The Close 310510 1 1 1 1

When the school finishes across the road from TC all parking bays including yellow lines are full with cars and
overhang and obstruct entrance and exit to TC and other surrounding roads.This is frustrating for res and visitors
because we have no were to park and is also dangerous that it has caused a few near misses.| myself have
purchased 2 residential parking permits and a numbe of visitor passes and neither myself or visitors are able to
park.l feel there should a parking controll officer patrolling the area in question




Rayners Lane Consultation Responses - June 2010

Question 1

Question 2

Question 3

APPENDIX F

Question 4

Question 5

Question 6

Do you consider
there is a parking

Would you
support the ext of
the controlled

If you answered No to Q3,
should parking controls
be introduced in the road

Would you support the
layout of the parking

ABET problem in your parking zone L | next to yours, would you S SEVES ETE [Pl Any comments
. controls shown on the
street? 10am-11am mon-| then support residents }
s . plan in your road
fri into your road parking proposal ?

Ref Road Date Resident Business Both Q2 Yes| Q2 No | Q3 Yes|] Q3 No Q4 Yes Q4 No Q5 Yes Q5 No Comments (SYL- Single Yellow Line. DYL - Double Yellwo Line)
....... 22 JTheGlen e 310510 O GO T S oo eeeeeeeeeeeececeeeeeeeoceemeeeeeeeceeememeeeeeEememeeeeeeeeememeseeeseseseeeeeseseseaesesesesesesmsesesesesesesmsmsmsmsmsmsmsmsmsmsmsmsmsnnn
....... 28 . JTheGlen e JO108 10 Doesn't support the cpz there are N0 problems WItNPAMKING o eeeeeeesesssesssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssens

48 The Glen 310510

Our first comment must be that in 18yrs lived here,we have not experienced any serious parking problems.On
studying your map we see amount of crossovers is incorrect.All dwellings in our leg of TG (39-49) have
crossovers.The width of the carriageway called TG is only 5.3m compared to Downs Ave 5.6m and Hillcroft Ave
7.92m.Taking average length of family car approx 4.1m and width of parking bay 1.85m your proposals would make
it extremely difficult to either reverse in or out of my drive.Therefore | would oppose these proposals.

a)lIn favour of plan in Downs Ave and The Glen if Village Way extended as realise cars would then park in their road
b)people need to park why not reduce price of parking in RL station car park?

strongly object;don't want this intrusion and absolutely unnecessary restrictions of ours and our friends
liberties;strongly object to bays indicated on plan as would restrict acces to drive;unwritten rule everyone parks on
our side of road the opposite side to proposed bays;37-49 not necessary to have controls particularly inconvenient
for manouvering in/out drive to have bays opposite;do not do this

extension goes 0.5km from shops and station;locla businesses are suffering downturn compared with thriving
Eastcote area;many shppoers/commuters park on Village Way and our rd. 0.5km walk is encouraging healthy walks
to shops-something we as a nation must allow;above are reasons for objecting to extension and | have not found
shopper/commuter parking around us a nuisance

this is a great ideal;it would mean easier access for emergency services and lesson need for bin men to knock on
my door and ask to move car outside my house that | don't own so they can get through

TG unusually narrow road and bay opposite drive would make drive unusable;also drive next to is for electric sub
station and has had call outs in past vehicles would not be able to access this if bay opposite

lived 20yrs never had prob with parkg;majority of houses have drives;not able to use drive if bay opposite;copy of
petition enclosed
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Question 1 Question 2 Question 3 Question 4 Question 5 Question 6

Would you If you answered No to Q3,
Do you consider | support the ext of | should parking controls
there is a parking ] the controlled | be introduced in the road

Would you support the
layout of the parking

ABET problem in your parking zone L | next to yours, would you S SEVES ETE [Pl Any comments
. controls shown on the
street? 10am-11am mon-| then support residents .
s . plan in your road
fri into your road parking proposal ?
Ref Road Date Resident Business Both Q2 Yes| Q2 No | Q3 Yes|] Q3 No Q4 Yes Q4 No Q5 Yes Q5 No Comments (SYL- Single Yellow Line. DYL - Double Yellwo Line)

The Ridgeway 04 06 10 ; : : : i : there are no parkings problems in the area only on sundays outside the church

Lived on TR for over 2yrs and never had difficulty parking in own road any time.Therefore not seen as area where
drivers take advantage of current parking arrangement.Introducing proposed cpz would cause inconvenience and
expense for residents

What's wrong with you people,people pay road tax to drive and park vehicles on road.if can't park here will move to
other roads;where do you want people to park their vehicles?

Council should consider station car park and charge low daily fee this will automatically reduce congestion in the
streets where cpz proposed;Council can not restrict/penalise commuters not staying close to station without
providing alternative as above,additional secure bike racks,lower bus fares etc;restrictions on TR make it difficult for
patients and doctors to find parking

disagee with cpz as bays will reduce amount of parkg,also not be able to park across drive,risk of penalty for non
compliance,visual appearance of stret reduce property value.i require to pay £102 every year plus inflationary
rise,which is nothing more than tax on residents

think absolutel rediculous expected to pay to park o/s house,there is no parkg prob here,strongly oppose this
revenue generating exercise,this is just typical of Harrow Council

do not support extn of cpz or proposal that puts dyl at cnr of TR & parkthorne Dr this will meamn no parking for
anyone including resis;surgery opposite and resi bays will prevent resi finding space when surgery in use;resi not
wanting to purchase permits will have to look for 'free’ parking down other rds

no parkg prob on TR;very against proposal;TR surgery lots of eldery patients will be effected with probs when they
come to surgery;hope this plan does not go ahead and feel fellow resi feel same
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Question 1

APPENDIX F

Question 2 Question 3 Question 4 Question 5

Question 6

Would you If you answered No to Q3,
Do you consider | support the ext of | should parking controls
there is a parking] the controlled | be introduced in the road

Would you support the
layout of the parking

A e problem in your parking zone L | next to yours, would you S SEVS N [T Any comments
. controls shown on the
street? 10am-11am mon-| then support residents }
AN . plan in your road
fri into your road parking proposal ?
Ref Road Date Resident Business Both Q2 Yes| Q2 No | Q3 Yes|] Q3 No Q4 Yes Q4 No Q5 Yes Q5 No Comments (SYL- Single Yellow Line. DYL - Double Yellwo Line)
123 Torbay Road 02 06 10 simply not warranted,this proposal is anti drivers/driving.| am disappointed to note money - yet again - wasted in

Torbay Road

0206 10

last two years

such matters.The LA might want to actually keep our street cleaner

Points:1)plan 9of 13 out of date 387 TR has dropped kerbs to 2 drives not shown.2)plan show the drives obstructed
by propsed bay which would obstruct manouvers.3)proposed bays o/s 387&314 would cause danger to residents
exiting drives given speed of traffic esp at commuter and school times.this would require some form of traffic calming
north of 314/389 to reduce risk(3)dyl would clear jcts resi bays would cause serious obstructionas 385 is a care
home which has social transport pickups each day.4)rpb in this vicinity & configeration would block rush hour
traffic/school runs&during weekly refuse collections.5)379-389&310-316 area used by coaches & delivery vehicles
daily to/from school.6)narrowing with rpb would also present probs during inclement weather eg:heavy snow in the

parking around TR is fine and quiet no need for cpz;however if surrounding roads have cpz then displaced parking
into TR which will cause probs

surprised by proposal for cpz as no probs finding parking space;how much has it cost to produce consultation when
not needed;why doesn't council listen to rate payers what needs doing on the road eg trim large tree o/s 353 TR as
he and ClIr Noyce requests have been ignored for 2yrs

existing 10-11am has stppoed commuters so fully satisfied our needs;intro of permit bays is money making business
b el o &

Q4 not dependant on Q£ as times are not that different;Obviously if cpz introduced in surrounding roads there will be
impact then yes please include us but rather not

current situation works very weel and had no probs,any change is just another method for council to extract more
money WITHOUT adding benefit to ¢ tax payer.no change necessary

never seen any "commuter cars" parkd in area;most cars parkd and used by resis;jct between Warden/Torbay is
NOT a T junction hence no need for dyl;there is plenty of space fro emergency vehicle to move,even when cars

parked,please come and have a look
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Question 1 Question 2 Question 3 Question 4 Question 5 Question 6

Would you If you answered No to Q3,
Do you consider | support the ext of | should parking controls
there is a parking ] the controlled | be introduced in the road

Would you support the
layout of the parking

A ED problem in your parking zone L | next to yours, would you ST SEV ETTE [l A Any comments
. controls shown on the
street? 10am-11am mon-| then support residents }
. . plan in your road
fri into your road parking proposal ?
Ref Road Date Resident Business Both Q2 Yes| Q2 No | Q3 Yes|] Q3 No Q4 Yes Q4 No Q5 Yes Q5 No Comments (SYL- Single Yellow Line. DYL - Double Yellwo Line)
836 Torbay Road 17 06 10 1 P P 1 1 live next to current cpz but have had no prob;mostly resi cars and not enough bays for cars;based on this think

proposed cpz is nonsense;if cpz brought in will encourage front gardens turned into drives;cpz not needed one can't
help but see it as nothing more than oppertunity created for another stealth tax

restricts introd few years ago more than adequate and do not need extended;seems nothing more than money
making idea devised by the Council in light of freezing ¢ tax and vehemently opposed to it

we do have commuter parking on our road ever so we feel there is no need for yellow lines.It will cause unnecessary
hastle for residents. Sdo we strongly are not in favour
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Question 1

Question 2

Question 3
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Question 4

Question 5

Question 6

Do you consider
there is a parking

Would you
support the ext of
the controlled

If you answered No to Q3,
should parking controls
be introduced in the road

Would you support the
layout of the parking

A e problem in your parking zone L | next to yours, would you S SEVS N [T g Any comments
. controls shown on the
street? 10am-11am mon-| then support residents .
AN . plan in your road
fri into your road parking proposal ?
Ref Road Date Resident Business Both Q2 Yes| Q2 No | Q3 Yes|] Q3 No Q4 Yes Q4 No Q5 Yes Q5 No Comments (SYL- Single Yellow Line. DYL - Double Yellwo Line)
52 Trescoe Gardens 06 05 10 1 1 1 1 1 Not witnessed any commuters occupying parkg spaces on TG or any surrounding roads.We have very close
neighbourhood and we were all shocked to hear the proposals intended
....... 95 . JTrescoe Gardens o d0306 10 e e e e e N O IS oo oo oo e e e eeeeeeeeeseseseeeeeeeeeseee
118 Trescoe Gardens 0206 10 1 1 1 1 1
lived in TG 40yrs and have always manged our on street parking & no real prob with commuter parking.Strongly in
favour dyl at dangerous & blind jcts and entrance to the park but for the 3 narrow cul-de-sacs it surely cant' be
reasonable option and would virtually force residents to pave front gardens causing massive probs with drainage and}
the local water table.Spend the money on long needed road and footway repairs
139 |Trescoe Gardens 0206 10 currently do not have prob with commuter parking.by adding restrictions,particularly dyl,this will encourage people to

Trescoe Gardens

0306 10

pave over their front gardens and this will have detrimental effect on area which is virtually impossible to reverse.the
area in general already in decline and | feel strongly that gardens/hedges and use of garages where possible should
be encouraged.

More accidents,especially for the elderly,mobility impaired and pedestrians are CAUSED BY the very poor conditions|
of the road surface and pavements than by traffic since TG is a cul-de-sac

ing pro

Do not have parking prob in road so control measures NOT appropriate in TG.if does go ahead not enough spaces
provided.road needs resurfacing has not been done since 1971 and have lobbied council for10yrs

small close not troubled by commuters no need for additional legislation;would like money saved from NOT
implementing scheme to be used to resurface road as not done for at least 30 years

Pre school and scouts didn't get consultation,oppose the proposed extension,various reasons included on separate
sheet from them

small cul de sac which is just right size to serve resis;do not have probs with non resi parkg;our road really does
need to stay as it is
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Question 1 Question 2 Question 3 Question 4 Question 5 Question 6
Would you If you answered No to
. Q8, should parking Would you support the
Do you consider | support the ext of . ) .
there is a parking | _ the controlled controls be introduced in Iayqut of the parkmg
Are You ; ) the road next to yours, | permit bays and parking Any comments
problem in your parking zone L
street? 10am-11am mon- would .you then sypport controlg shown on the
fi into your road residents parking plan in your road
proposal ?

Ref Road Date Resident Business Both Q2 Yes| Q2 No | Q3 Yes|] Q3 No Q4 Yes Q4 No Q5 Yes Q5 No Comments (SYL- Single Yellow Line. DYL - Double Yellwo Line)

14 Village Way 310510 1 1 1 No comments

16 Village Way 010610 1 1 1 The syl proposed is long overdue as congestion can at times be overwhelming;will be important to enforce the
restriction as it is often completely ignored on the exising yellow line.The bus route using VW will be much
improved, as will the quality of life for the residents

35 Village Way 3105 10 1 1 1 1 Long overdue commuter park outside properties and also is a problem for emergency vehicles

39 Village Way 29 05 10 1 1 1 1 1 No comments

46 Village Way 010610 1 1 1 1 Consider VW to be an extremely dangerous road where vehicles travel too fast and | would welcome the
introduction of speed bumps to control the traffic

47 Village Way 29 05 10 1 1 1 1 No comments

53 Village Way 0306 10 1 1 1 1 I think it is high time restrictive parking is introduced on VW.| am having great difficuilty coming out of my driveway
safely especially in the morning when cars parked next to my driveway and tall vehicles that obstruct my vision.This
is a hazard

57 Village Way 03 06 10 1 1 1 1 No comments

73 Village Way 30 05 10 1 1 1 1 No comments

102 Village Way 0206 10 1 1 1 1 1 This is an ill thought out proposal | would suggest as there is no existing problem.l have never seen vehicles parked
across drives on VW.The large maority if not all res have off street parking.Our street parking is extremely effective
at reducing vehicle speeds on what is otherwise a straight section of road.The installation of yellow lines would be
unsightly,although | would not object to it being implemented at jcts as protecting the visibility splay is essential. We
would prefer you to resurface the road,as tyre noise is particularly loud,whereas between First and Central Ave
there is a noticeable reduction in tyre noise

132 Village Way 0306 10 1 1 1 1
WE STRONGLY AND HOTLY OPPOSE THIS PROPOSAL.If syl both sides you will remove the ONLY THING that
slows traffic.Excessive speed is a problem,CONSTANT PROBLEM,that we have reported to council,London mayor
& traffic authority on number occassions.|f you do this may as well remane road "Pinner Speed Way" that's the
effect it will have.By all means 'yellow line' people's drives but not whole street!!! IN ADDITION you have left NO
bays on either side for visitors or residents.Frequently have guests that park opposite house,have little children &
can not be expected to carry them half way up the road just so that you can further enable speeding motorists

155 Village Way 0106 10 1 1 1 1 No comments

191 Village Way 0306 10 1 1 1 1 supports but the restrictions should be 2-3pm

201 Village Way 04 06 10 1 1 1 1 No comments

205 Village Way 0106 10 1 1 1 1 The cpz should be from 8am to a minimum of 5pm

208 Village Way 030610 1 1 1 1 parking bays should also be added along with the yellow lines to ensure no ovelapping whilst parked

211 Village Way 0306 10 1 1 1 1 says the road is dangerous please implement parking restrictions as soon as possible

212 Village Way 0106 10 1 1 1 1 No comments

219 Village Way 0306 10 1 1 1 1 1 No comments

222 Village Way 08 06 10 1 1 1 1 Definatley against the introduction of the yellow lines

262 Village Way 08 06 10 1 1 1 1 1 No comment concerning the proposal

265 Village Way 08 06 10 1 1 1 1 No comments

272 Village Way 0306 10 1 1 1 Can't comment have just moved into the area

274 Village Way 2006 10 1 1 1 1 Would prefer 11am-12noon rather than 8am-6:30pm

282 Village Way 1906 10 1 1 1 1 No comments

413 Village Way 06 06 10 1 1 1 Would like parking restrictions on own road, finds it dangerous to park on own drive

# Village Way 1406 10 1 1 1 1 Dyl would be better,but if this only option then better than parked cars on road.A clear road is safer-a comment was

made that if cars parked this would slow traffic and speeding motorists-thisis not the case as they still speed and
seem to like it better when they swerve around.in 2000 a van did this and it brought down a bus stop, my wall and
garage

457 Village Way 07 06 10 1 1 1 1 20-34 VW should be able to have permits for The Ave & Central Ave as we used to park on both sides of road
outside our house if new goes ahead wont be able to therefore should be compensated with permit

477 Village Way 1306 10 1 1 1 1 Nearby house has 6 cars some park on drive some taking up parking this is unfair and should be a limit per
household for parking bays

490 Village Way 03 06 10 1 1 1 1 1 No comments

535 Village Way 0206 10 1 1 1 1 No comments

539 Village Way 0506 10 1 1 1 1 proposed syl not acceptable,current yellow line sufficient to control parking outside;if do have restrictions visitors
nowhere to park

543 Village Way 07 06 10 1 1 1 1 1 No comments

550 Village Way 1006 10 1 1 1 1 VW has been congested for long time,buses large lorries make hazardous for esi getting in/out of drives

554 Village Way 14 06 10 1 1 1 1 welcome plan for yellow line
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Question 1 Question 2 Question 3 Question 4 Question 5 Question 6
Would you If you answered No to
. Q8, should parking Would you support the
Do you consider | support the ext of . ) )
there is a parking | _ the controlled controls be introduced in Iayqut of the parkmg
Are You ; ) the road next to yours, | permit bays and parking Any comments
problem in your parking zone L
street? 10am-11am mon- would .you then sypport controlg shown on the
fi into your road residents parking plan in your road
proposal ?
Ref Road Date Resident Business Both Q2 Yes| Q2 No | Q3 Yes|] Q3 No Q4 Yes Q4 No Q5 Yes Q5 No Comments (SYL- Single Yellow Line. DYL - Double Yellwo Line)
564 Village Way 1306 10 1 1 1 1 1 no need extension for cpz in Rayners Ln, Village Way, Pinner or Eastcote Why? Why? Why?
574 Village Way 14 06 10 1 1 1 1 as we live on VW we haven't marked Q3 and Q4 as we are happy with the plan 7 of 13 with waiting 8am-630pm
Mon-Sat
595 Village Way 1006 10 1 1 1 1 would propse extension of dyl to traffic lightsat RaynersLn/Village Way jct,busy road,cars block drives
607 Village Way 06 06 10 1 1 1 1 VW busy and noisy rd,buses,large vans parked overnight,detract residents in/out of property,should be speed
restrictions
615 Village Way 06 06 10 1 1 1 1 serious parkg prob in VW due commuters
617 Village Way 06 0510 1 1 1 1 VW does not have parkg prob,excessive speed is the prob,removing cars allow speed to increase
623 Village Way 09 06 10 Rec 1 1 1 1 1 oppose any more rules and regulations-parts of harrw becoming more confusing due to signs and lines
654 Village Way 06 06 10 1 1 1 1 1 No comments
655 Village Way 06 06 10 1 1 1 1 prefer cpz instead of syl;cpz should operate 10-11am and 2-3pm
662 Village Way 06 06 10 1 1 1 1 No comments
663 Village Way 06 06 10 1 1 1 1 commuter parkg all day,buses have probs getting through
666 Village Way 0406 10 1 1 1 to ease parkg better to have syl,carpark behind pub be used for commuter parking
692 Village Way 02 06 10 1 1 1 1 1
NO need for additional restricts,existing restricts on VW already to severe,please don’t knee jerk to a few complaints}
693 Village Way 10 06 10 Rec'q 1 1 1 1 agree with plan to extend cpz (but seems confused about what side of road restricts will be)
717 Village Way 14 06 10 1 1 1 1 1 wants improved enforcement of 30mph and no double deck bus using VW
720 Village Way 1206 10 1 1 1 1 sign giving the "letters" zones should include appropriate time for zone,causes confusion without
730 Village Way 30 05 10 1 1 existing needs to be enforced,speeding prob in VW traffic calming should be considered
775 Village Way 24 06 10 1 1 1 better if dyl run sth side VW from cnr service rd to proposed dyl at South Close.this would alleviate congestion
because of pared vehicles
785 Village Way 2506 10 1 1 1 pleased to receive letter re parkg restr in VW, would make life lot easier
799 Village Way 2306 10 1 1 1 1 1 No comments
818 Village Way 28 06 10 Rec'q 1 1 1 1 1 request dyl along sth of VW from service rd to Sth Close
820 Village Way 2206 10 1 1 1 1 No comments
839 Village Way 20 06 10 1 1 1 1
think new yellow line in VW should onlt be 10-11am with some dyl to allow buses to pass;because if no parkg allow
all day traffic would race down the road;some parkg in VW would allow people to park free for shops/visitors
865 Village Way 1906 10 1 1 1 1 if no parkg in VW 8-630 m_S would be restricting for resis;also more speeding traffic;most parkg is comms and 10-
11 would stop this
873  |Village Way 210610 1 1 1 1 i agree with intro restricts but DO NOT agree with the length of time;prefer 10-11am with permit bays or 830-1030 &
430-630 and permit bays;eliminate comms parkg is the issue rather than shoppers;also need to remove owners
who park for weeks at time;hope something implemented soon
897 Village Way 18 06 10 1 1 1 support hours of 10-11 M-F as this will stop all day parkg;zebra crossing or island;map enclosed
921 Village Way 17 06 10 1 1 1 live on VW currently not entitled to permit;object to proposal for syl on sth side as both sides of VW will not be able

to park during day;if go ahead then give right to have permit for other roads
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Question 2

Question 3
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Question 4

Question 5

Question 6

Do you consider
there is a parking

Would you
support the ext of
the controlled

If you answered No to Q3,
should parking controls

Would you support the
layout of the parking

Are You be introduced in the road ermit bays and parkin A
problem in your parking zone L | next to yours, would you P y P 9 0}/ ORI
. controls shown on the
street? 10am-11am mon-| then support residents .
AN . plan in your road
fri into your road parking proposal ?
Ref Road Date Resident Business Both Q2 Yes| Q2 No | Q3 Yes|] Q3 No Q4 Yes Q4 No Q5 Yes Q5 No Comments (SYL- Single Yellow Line. DYL - Double Yellwo Line)
....... 78 ..JWarden Avenue 080610 Y e e L e e e L | Three vehicles would mean three permits does not find this fair e
103 |Warden Avenue 0306 10 1 P ! 1 1

looking at the plans | believe that many parking spaces will be lost with the proposals.For example | think that
outside 55 WA it should be a bay as opposed to a syl.Outside 92 WA the same applies.| also think that if the RL

station car park could be improved eg made multi story for example and made cheaper it may resolve the parking
issue in surrounding roads

diagram does not state 'typical' raod spaces in each blue line;does not state when next review will be eg if resis feel
not working will cpz be removed and when

| want to park my car o/s my property (may be some cofusion of yes/no ticks on form as ticked yes but doesn't seem
to want it)




Rayners Lane Consultation Responses - June 2010

APPENDIX F

effect create more problems amongst the residents!!!

Question 1 Question 2 Question 3 Question 4 Question 5 Question 6
. Would you If you answer.ed No to Q8, Would you support the
Do you consider | support the ext of | should parking controls .
. . . ; layout of the parking
there is a parking ] the controlled | be introduced in the road . ;
Are You h . permit bays and parking Any comments
problem in your parking zone L | next to yours, would you
. controls shown on the
street? 10am-11am mon-| then support residents }
AN . plan in your road
fri into your road parking proposal ?
Ref Road Date Resident Business Both Q2 Yes| Q2 No | Q3 Yes|] Q3 No Q4 Yes Q4 No Q5 Yes Q5 No Comments (SYL- Single Yellow Line. DYL - Double Yellwo Line)
56......JWaverly Road 0306 10 O O S oo eeeossseeeseeeeeessmeeeeeeeeeessme oo s oo e eessmee e eeeemmses e eeeemsseeseeseeeemsmeeseeseeeemsmeesesseeeemmmeeseeeseeeees
No comments

We do not want cpz in our road and it is the common view in the two road that go off the rbt Raynton & Treside we
will be raisng a petition to the effect.Taking into consideration the number residential cars in these street,cpz will in

would agree with syl 10-11and NO PARKING BAYS; we choose not tohave any parkg restricts, it is not prob for us or
the street




Rayners Lane Consultation Responses - June 2010

Question 1

Question 2

Question 3

APPENDIX F

Question 4

Question 5

Question 6

Do you consider
there is a parking

Would you
support the ext of
the controlled

If you answered No to Q3,
should parking controls
be introduced in the road

Would you support the
layout of the parking

A e problem in your parking zone L | next to yours, would you SISV N PN dng Any comments
. controls shown on the
street? 10am-11am mon-| then support residents .
A . plan in your road
fri into your road parking proposal ?
Ref Road Date Resident Business Both Q2 Yes| Q2 No | Q3 Yes|] Q3 No Q4 Yes Q4 No Q5 Yes Q5 No Comments (SYL- Single Yellow Line. DYL - Double Yellwo Line)

West Avenue

West Avenue
West Avenue

Cicininid

West Avenue

310510

0106 10
310510

030610

No comments

Worried about cost of permits although have parking on drive for my vehicles | do have visitors.However believe this
is way forward to ease congestion of parked vehicles on WA

PLEASE REDUCE PARKING PERMIT BAYS FOR WEST AVENUE. This plan shows too much parking in WA-there
are far fewer bays in The Avenue.West Avenue:-residents great difficulty entering & leaving their own drives.Painting
the lamp standards BLACK was an expensive act of lunacy.Can not be seen when reversing in dark.Village Way
increasingly hazardous.had to drive into someones front garden to let two buses pass each other

Paying additional money to council beyond the already exhoribant council tax is completely unacceptable.There is
NO parking prob at top of WA and NO council interference is required.

if 8-630 in VW considered traffic flow will make crossing for pedestrians a greater risk 1)traffic island or ped xing may
be required;2)cycle lane could be introduced on this "improved" road;3)could be increase in speeding if no parked

proposed bays on west side of WA/Village Way should be on EAST side as left turn into WA is tight and has bad
sight lines (this is as the parking currently organises itself)

do not perciev parkg prob in my road would not like to see street furniture/lines,detrimental to area,wouldn't like to
have bay in front of property

1)yellow line south side VW will increase traffic speed possible to put in zebra crossing 2)WA bay o/s 54 VW rather
than o/s 52VW,can keep o/s 52 as well?

if VW in made fully "no waiting" then support extension into WA, if VW becomes clear drivers use excessive
speed,how will area be safe for cyclists and peds?

opposed to bay opposite drive;other comments about general use of road;lived there 30yrs always understanding
resis park on east side of this part of WA is the safest option
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