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Project Centre Ltd 7 September 2004
Saffron Court

14b St Cross Street

London

ECIB 1JD

Dear Sirs

Possible extension to the existing
Stanmore Town Centre

Controlled Parking Zone ( B Zone)

I write with regard to the proposals recently sent me and wish to object in
the strongest terms at this idea with respect to my part of Gordon Avenue and the
adjacent Sunningdale Close, which is by the way a Cul de Sac.

We do not suffer from commuters, we have no schools, places of religious
worship, meeting halls, shops, railways station nor any other possible cause for
creating problem that calls for controlled parking.

It would be a completely useless exercise, serving no purpose whatsoever

and I protest most fervently at the very idea as I believe do the vast majority of my
neighbours and no doubt that you will be hearing from them.

Almost without exception elderly people occupy the homes in our
vicinity and one of the most important considerations that would have applied when
buying their homes years ago would have been the freedom to park adjacent to their
property without hindrance bearing in in mind very few have driveways to park in.

Yours faithfully




=5 Gleneagles,
Gordon Avenue,

Stanmore,
HA7 3QG.

20 September, 2004

Project Centre Ltd.,
Saffron Court,

14b St Cross Street,
London, EC1B 1JD.

Dear Sirs,

Possible extension to the existing Stanmore Town Centre Controlled Parking B Zone

I am writing with reference to the proposals recently sent to me, and wish to object in
the strongest terms at this idea of residential parking/yellow lines in Gleneagles,
which is in fact a cul-de-sac. The Gleneagles estate comprises of 35 flats/maisonettes.

At Gleneagles, we do not have the problem of commuter parking, there are no places

of religious worship, meeting halls, shops etc., which could give cause for creating
problems that require controlled parking.

It would be a completely useless exercise, serving no purpose whatsoever except to
hugely increase the income of Harrow Council.

Nearly all the properties in Gleneagles are owned by elderly people, and one of the
most important considerations when buying their homes years ago, would have been

the freedom to park near their property without hindrance, bearing in mind none have
driveways to park in.

There is also the added point, that many of the residents have carers and district
nurses calling daily or twice daily on a permanent basis. This means it could cost £3
per day for visitors passes, and according to your absurd ruling each residence can
only have 10 books per year. What would happen to the resident who requires
medical care daily when the allowance of visitors passes have been used?

With so few parking bays to be allotted, what happens when a resident who has paid
for either one or two parking bays, cannot find an available place to park as they are
being occupied by either another resident or their visitors?

Please give the matter your consideration and note the problems that this proposal
would cause the residents of Gleneagles.

Yours faithfully,

/’/ / W Y &)



Address...lQ . ..Conway Close,

Stanmore, Middx,
HA7 3RT
15 September 2004
Project Centre Ltd.,
Saffron Court,
14b St. Cross Street,
London
EC1B UD
Dear Sirs,

Possible extension to the existing
Stanmore Town Centre

Controlled Parking Zone (B Zone)

1 write with regard to the proposals recently sent to me concerngg Controlled
Parking, and wish to object in the strongest terms to this idea with respect to Conway
Close, which is a Cul-de-Sac.

We do not suffer from commuters, we have no schools, places of religious

worship, meeting halls, shops, railway stations nor any other possible cause for creating
a problem that calls for controlled parking.

It would be a completely useless exercise, serving no purpose whatsoever and I
protest most fervently at the very idea as I believe do the vast majority of my
neighbours and I have no doubt you will be hearing from them.

Parking in Conway Close is difficult enough for people who live in the Close,
as there is very limited space on the narrow entrance to the Close and most driveways
will only take one car which in itself is a problem for people who have two or more
cars per household plus, of course, visitors.

Yours faithfully,

C s



Objection to the extension of the Stanmore CPZ

We the undersigned do not accept that there is any sound justification
for any extension to the existing CPZ in Stanmore Town Centre(B Zone).
We feel that the extent of the present CPZ systew: is sufficient to meet
current needs. We oppose further extension of the current CPZ as this
will not improve the traffic and parking where we live.
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Flat 4, Seven Gordon Avenue

Stanmore

Middlesex HA7 3QE

Tel: 020 8954 7537
Project Centre Ltd
Saffron Court
14b St Cross Street
London
EC1B IID 21st September 2004

Dear Sir or Madam

Possible extension to the existing Stanmore Town Centre Controlled Parking Zone
(B Zone)

I am writing this letter on behalf of the under-mentioned residents of a block of flats in
Gordon Avenue known as Seven Gordon Avenue.

Yesterday evening we held a meeting to discuss the proposals that you circulated,
although I must point out that a number of the under-mentioned signatories never actually
received the document that your company prepared.

After due consideration, I can confirm that we voted unanimously against the proposal
to implement parking controls within Gordon Avenue. We did all agree, however,
that whatever the outcome, the following should be implemented, as it will i improve the\

s1ght of vision when exiting from our block and thus greatly reduce the possibility of a
serious accident.

1 The proposal within the plan to extend the single yellow to the left edge of our
garage exit (as you face the block)

2 That a similar yellow line should be installed to the right of our garage exit (as
you face the block) for about Smetres

3 That both of the above yellow lines should be installed on the basis that parking
on them is prohibited at all times

Yours sincerely
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WE, THE UNDERSIGNED, CAN SEE NO VALID REASON FOR HARROW
COUNCIL’S PLAN TO EXTEND THE EXISTING STANMORE TOWN CENTRE
CONTROLLED PARKING ZONE TO OUR PART OF GREEN LANE. WE ARE
AGAINST THE PROPOSAL AND OUR REASONS ARE LISTED ON THE

SEPARATE SHEET OF PAPER, ATTACHED TO THIS PETITION.
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PETITION BY THE RESIDENTS OF GREEN LANE,
STANMORE TO BE PRESENTED TQ HARROW
COUNCIL, WHO ARE AGAINST THE PROPOSED,
PARKING RESTRICTIONS TO GREEN LANE Resss -~
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Courtens Mews Residents Company Ltd

We, the residents of Courtens Mews, oppose the introduction of
parking controls in our road.
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The petitiongr requests that London Borough of Harrow does not impose in any form
whatsoever, controlled parking in Savernake Court and Wolverton Road
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Objection to the extension of the Stanmore CPZ

We the undgrsﬁigned do not accept that there is any sound justification
for any extension to the existing CPZ in Stanmore Town Centre(B Zone).
We feel that the extent of the present CPZ system is sufficient to meet

current needs. We oppose further extension of the current CPZ as this
will not improve the traffic and parking where we live.
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Objection to the extension of the Stanmore CPZ

We the undersigned do not accept that there is any sound justification
for any extension to the existing CPZ in Stanmore Town Centre(B Zone).
We feel that the extent of the present CPZ system is sufficient to meet
current needs. We oppose further extension of the current CPZ as this
will not improve the traffic and parking where we live.
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OBJECTION TO THE PROPOSED EXTENTION OF STANMORE CPZ

We, the undersigned, do not accept that there is any sound justification for any
extension to the existing CPZ in Stanmore Town Centre

We feel that extent of the present system is sufficient to meet current needs.
We oppose further extension of the carrent CPZ as this will not improve the traffic
flow or safety in the area and will, in fact, lose some much needed parking space in

the designated areas.
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2 Greyfeii Ciose USSAN LIVING
Stanmore Hill TRANSPORTATION SECTION
Stanmore - :
Middiesex
HA7 SDQ "‘.S‘;‘_‘;E; S (4] g_% /I.‘
ACENOWLES Gy
0208 954 1478 -
For the attention of Owen Northwood Copies to: Joyce Markham
London Borough of Harrow Chief Executive
Civic Centre Tony Lear
HARROW Executive Director
HA12DZ Urban Living
17" September 2004
Dear Sirs,

Possible extension to existing Parking Zone in Stanmore.

Thank you for the map that was not available for discussion when members of the
Greyfell Residents Association attended your “Roadshow” on Saturday 11"
September 2004.

It would appear from your map that Harrow Council are under the impression that
part of Greyfell Close could have two parking bays imposed upon it, in a way that is
discriminatory to some residents and not others.

Residents and Tradesmen delivering or working exclusively on all these properties in
The Close have used the parking area behind Nos. 9,10 and 11 since the houses were
constructed over 30 years ago. It is after all a cul de sac, suitable only for occupants
of these 11 houses, none of which have their own drive-in.

We would point out that according to our deeds, Greyfell Close is a private access
road for the “enjoyment” of residents only. In view of this revelation can we be
assured that parking in The Close will remain the privilege of residents at no cost, and
that it will not be considered a public parking area in the future? We would
appreciate your confirmation that there will be a status quo and that this is not a
stealth tax imposed by Harrow Council.

The signatories overleaf, who are members of the Greyfell Residents Association, are
in full support of these comments.

Yo ithfully

b

Anthony JE Pike




Members of the Grevfell Close Residenfgs Aﬁssuciatmn

Number One:

Number Two:

Number Three:

Number Four;

Number Five:

Number Six:

Number Seven:

Number Eight:

Number Nine:

Number Ten:

Number Eleven

o~ I

Mr & Mrs L Davison
Mr & Mrs AJE Pike

Mr & Mrs H Benzaken
Ms A Vaghela

may QN ISMANDAS
Mr & Mrs J Fixler

Mrs J Barter

Mr & Mrs J Furmanovsky

Mr & Mrs K Bazini %5/("643/«

Reference letter from AJE Pike dated 17 September 2004 to Owen Northwood London Borough of Harrow



Objection to the extension of the Stanmore CPZ

We the undersigned do not accept that there is any sound justification
for any extension to the existing CPZ in Stanmore Town Centre(B Zone).
We feel that the extent of the present CPZ system is sufficient to meet
current needs. We oppose further extension of the current CPZ as this
will not improve the traffic and parking where we live.
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Objection to the extension of the Stanmore CPZ

We the undersigned do not accept that there is any sound justification
for any extension to the existing CPZ in Stanmore Town Centre(B Zone).
We feel that the extent of the present CPZ system is sufficient to meet
current needs. We oppose further extension of the current CPZ as this
will not improve the traffic and parking where we live.
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26 September 2004

To Harrow Council

Re: Possible extension to the existin
Stanmore Town Centre Controlled Parking Zone

Wentworth Place. Stanmore. HA7 3RN
T ————ace, otanmore, HA7 3RN

We, the undersigned, residents of Wentworth Place, object strongly to the
possibility of Residents' Parking Permits in our small close.

Wentworth Place consists of only 5 houses, far away from any traffic
congestion, with no parking problems.
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Objection to the extension of the

TRANSPORTATION

Stanmore CPZ

We the undersigned do not accept that there is any sound justification
for any extension to the existing CPZ in Stanmore Town Centre(B Zone).
We feel that the extent of the present CPZ system is sufficient to meet
current needs. We oppose further extension of the current CPZ as this
will not improve the traffic and parking where we live. =~
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Objection to the extension of the Stanmore CPZ it
: , ———  Zls+ Ot
We the undersigned do not accept that there is any sound justification ol
for any extension to the existing CPZ in Stanmore Town Centre(B Zone). B

We feel that the extent of the present CPZ system is sufficient to meefoEZ 5"@"“’*”’&\
current needs. We oppose further extension of the current CPZ as this

will not improve the traffic and parking where we live.
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Objectionto the extension of Stanmore CPZ

‘We the undersigned do not accept that there is any justification for any extension to the existing |

CPZ in Stanmore Town Centre (B Zone). We feel that the extent of the present CPZ system is

sufficient to meel current needs. We oppose further extension of the current CPZ as we do not

~have parking or traffic flow problems where we live.
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