
Timestamp Please confirm the road you live on The property is my... Do you have off-street parking? How many vehicles are there registered at the above address:How many of these vehicles park on the street:
9/22/2024 20:44:25 3 to 39 Mill Road (odd numbers only) Home Yes One Zero
9/23/2024 20:55:40 3 to 39 Mill Road (odd numbers only) Home Yes One Zero
9/23/2024 23:01:59 Guest Road Home No One - but we just moved in, so can't remember if I have changed the registration address yetOne
9/24/2024 17:16:55 Mackenzie Road Home Yes One One
9/24/2024 20:40:06 Guest Road Home No Zero Zero
8/31/2024 13:16:20 Guest Road Home No Zero Zero
8/31/2024 13:35:07 Guest Road Home No One One
8/31/2024 14:47:01 Guest Road Home No One One

9/1/2024 14:20:14 Willis Road Home No Two Two
9/2/2024 13:41:21 Willis Road Home No Two Two
9/2/2024 13:58:32 Guest Road Home No One One
9/2/2024 16:20:15 Willis Road Home No One One
9/2/2024 16:45:14 Collier Road Home No Two Two
9/2/2024 19:36:02 Mackenzie Road Home No One One
9/3/2024 11:54:35 Guest Road Home No Zero Zero
9/3/2024 12:00:51 Guest Road Home No One One
9/4/2024 13:33:56 Willis Road Home No One One
9/4/2024 15:37:52 Willis Road Home No Zero Zero
9/7/2024 22:48:02 Willis Road Home No Zero Zero
9/8/2024 23:49:32 Willis Road Home Yes Three Two

9/10/2024 10:46:21 3 to 39 Mill Road (odd numbers only) Home No One One
9/11/2024 7:40:46 Willis Road Home No One One

9/11/2024 18:23:24 Guest Road Home Yes One One
9/12/2024 8:36:46 Mackenzie Road Home No One One

9/13/2024 11:30:27 3 to 39 Mill Road (odd numbers only) Home No Zero Zero
9/13/2024 17:26:27 Guest Road Home No One One
9/15/2024 17:30:10 Guest Road Home No One One
9/15/2024 19:28:04 Willis Road Home No One One
9/15/2024 23:01:01 Mackenzie Road Home No Two One
9/18/2024 19:16:00 Guest Road Home No Two Two
9/18/2024 19:52:20 Guest Road Home No Two Two
9/19/2024 10:11:46 Willis Road Home No Two Two

9/20/2024 8:50:14 3 to 39 Mill Road (odd numbers only) Home No One One
9/23/2024 12:24:05 Willis Road Home No One One
9/23/2024 13:23:14 Mackenzie Road Home No Two Two
9/23/2024 17:34:22 Guest Road Home Yes One One
9/23/2024 17:58:04 Willis Road Home No One One
9/23/2024 20:17:39 Guest Road Home No One One
9/24/2024 15:36:55 Guest Road Home No One One
9/24/2024 19:28:45 Willis Road Home No Two Two
9/24/2024 21:11:38 Mackenzie Road Home No One One
9/24/2024 21:22:12 Guest Road Home No Two Two
9/24/2024 22:52:17 Guest Road Home No One One

9/3/2024 22:20:09 Mackenzie Road Home No Two Two
9/21/2024 13:35:26 Willis Road Home No Zero Zero
9/21/2024 13:50:38 Mackenzie Road Home No One One
9/23/2024 21:31:37 Mackenzie Road Home No Two Two
9/24/2024 15:21:16 Guest Road Home No One One
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Do you support one of the two proposals outlined above?Which proposal do you support? Regardless of the option you voted for,  would you like to replace a parking bay in the zone with a bay dedicated to cycle parking?If residents support a cycle parking bay in the area, are you happy with the current location of the cycle pa                                
No, I do not support either proposal Yes, I would like to see a cycle parking bay in the areaYes
Yes, I support one of the two proposals to change parking controls in the Guest AreaThe 'long term' proposal (Option 2) Yes, I would like to see a cycle parking bay in the areaYes
Yes, I support one of the two proposals to change parking controls in the Guest AreaThe 'long term' proposal (Option 2) Yes, I would like to see a cycle parking bay in the areaNo
No, I do not support either proposal Yes, I would like to see a cycle parking bay in the areaYes
Yes, I support one of the two proposals to change parking controls in the Guest AreaThe 'long term' proposal (Option 2) Yes, I would like to see a cycle parking bay in the areaI do not have a strong opinion about this
No, I do not support either proposal Yes, I would like to see a cycle parking bay in the areaI do not have a strong opinion about this
Yes, I support one of the two proposals to change parking controls in the Guest AreaThe 'long term' proposal (Option 2) Yes, I would like to see a cycle parking bay in the areaYes
Yes, I support one of the two proposals to change parking controls in the Guest AreaThe 'long term' proposal (Option 2) Yes, I would like to see a cycle parking bay in the areaYes
Yes, I support one of the two proposals to change parking controls in the Guest AreaThe 'long term' proposal (Option 2) I do not have a strong opinion about this I do not have a strong opinion about this
Yes, I support one of the two proposals to change parking controls in the Guest AreaThe 'long term' proposal (Option 2) No, I am not in favour of a cycle parking bay in the areaYes
Yes, I support one of the two proposals to change parking controls in the Guest AreaThe 'long term' proposal (Option 2) I do not have a strong opinion about this Yes
Yes, I support one of the two proposals to change parking controls in the Guest AreaThe 'long term' proposal (Option 2) I do not have a strong opinion about this I do not have a strong opinion about this
Yes, I support one of the two proposals to change parking controls in the Guest AreaThe 'long term' proposal (Option 2) No, I am not in favour of a cycle parking bay in the areaI do not wish to see a cycle parking bay in the area
Yes, I support one of the two proposals to change parking controls in the Guest AreaThe 'minimal changes' proposal (Option 1)No, I am not in favour of a cycle parking bay in the areaI do not wish to see a cycle parking bay in the area
Yes, I support one of the two proposals to change parking controls in the Guest AreaThe 'long term' proposal (Option 2) Yes, I would like to see a cycle parking bay in the areaI do not have a strong opinion about this
Yes, I support one of the two proposals to change parking controls in the Guest AreaThe 'long term' proposal (Option 2) Yes, I would like to see a cycle parking bay in the areaI do not have a strong opinion about this
Yes, I support one of the two proposals to change parking controls in the Guest AreaThe 'long term' proposal (Option 2) I do not have a strong opinion about this Yes
Yes, I support one of the two proposals to change parking controls in the Guest AreaThe 'long term' proposal (Option 2) I do not have a strong opinion about this I do not have a strong opinion about this
Yes, I support one of the two proposals to change parking controls in the Guest AreaThe 'long term' proposal (Option 2) Yes, I would like to see a cycle parking bay in the areaYes
Yes, I support one of the two proposals to change parking controls in the Guest AreaThe 'long term' proposal (Option 2) No, I am not in favour of a cycle parking bay in the areaI do not wish to see a cycle parking bay in the area
Yes, I support one of the two proposals to change parking controls in the Guest AreaThe 'minimal changes' proposal (Option 1)No, I am not in favour of a cycle parking bay in the areaNo
Yes, I support one of the two proposals to change parking controls in the Guest AreaThe 'long term' proposal (Option 2) Yes, I would like to see a cycle parking bay in the areaYes
Yes, I support one of the two proposals to change parking controls in the Guest AreaThe 'long term' proposal (Option 2) No, I am not in favour of a cycle parking bay in the areaI do not have a strong opinion about this
Yes, I support one of the two proposals to change parking controls in the Guest AreaThe 'long term' proposal (Option 2) I do not have a strong opinion about this I do not have a strong opinion about this
Yes, I support one of the two proposals to change parking controls in the Guest AreaThe 'long term' proposal (Option 2) Yes, I would like to see a cycle parking bay in the areaYes
Yes, I support one of the two proposals to change parking controls in the Guest AreaThe 'long term' proposal (Option 2) I do not have a strong opinion about this Yes
Yes, I support one of the two proposals to change parking controls in the Guest AreaThe 'long term' proposal (Option 2) No, I am not in favour of a cycle parking bay in the areaI do not wish to see a cycle parking bay in the area
Yes, I support one of the two proposals to change parking controls in the Guest AreaThe 'long term' proposal (Option 2) Yes, I would like to see a cycle parking bay in the areaNo
Yes, I support one of the two proposals to change parking controls in the Guest AreaThe 'long term' proposal (Option 2) Yes, I would like to see a cycle parking bay in the areaI do not have a strong opinion about this
Yes, I support one of the two proposals to change parking controls in the Guest AreaThe 'minimal changes' proposal (Option 1)I do not have a strong opinion about this I do not have a strong opinion about this
Yes, I support one of the two proposals to change parking controls in the Guest AreaThe 'long term' proposal (Option 2) Yes, I would like to see a cycle parking bay in the areaNo
Yes, I support one of the two proposals to change parking controls in the Guest AreaThe 'long term' proposal (Option 2) Yes, I would like to see a cycle parking bay in the areaYes
Yes, I support one of the two proposals to change parking controls in the Guest AreaThe 'long term' proposal (Option 2) I do not have a strong opinion about this I do not have a strong opinion about this
Yes, I support one of the two proposals to change parking controls in the Guest AreaThe 'long term' proposal (Option 2) No, I am not in favour of a cycle parking bay in the areaI do not wish to see a cycle parking bay in the area
No, I do not support either proposal Yes, I would like to see a cycle parking bay in the areaYes
No, I do not support either proposal No, I am not in favour of a cycle parking bay in the areaI do not wish to see a cycle parking bay in the area
Yes, I support one of the two proposals to change parking controls in the Guest AreaThe 'minimal changes' proposal (Option 1)I do not have a strong opinion about this Yes
Yes, I support one of the two proposals to change parking controls in the Guest AreaThe 'minimal changes' proposal (Option 1)No, I am not in favour of a cycle parking bay in the areaI do not wish to see a cycle parking bay in the area
No, I do not support either proposal No, I am not in favour of a cycle parking bay in the areaNo
Yes, I support one of the two proposals to change parking controls in the Guest AreaThe 'long term' proposal (Option 2) No, I am not in favour of a cycle parking bay in the areaI do not wish to see a cycle parking bay in the area
Yes, I support one of the two proposals to change parking controls in the Guest AreaThe 'minimal changes' proposal (Option 1)Yes, I would like to see a cycle parking bay in the areaYes
No, I do not support either proposal I do not have a strong opinion about this Yes
Yes, I support one of the two proposals to change parking controls in the Guest AreaThe 'long term' proposal (Option 2) Yes, I would like to see a cycle parking bay in the areaYes
Yes, I support one of the two proposals to change parking controls in the Guest AreaThe 'long term' proposal (Option 2) I do not have a strong opinion about this I do not have a strong opinion about this
Yes, I support one of the two proposals to change parking controls in the Guest AreaThe 'long term' proposal (Option 2) I do not have a strong opinion about this I do not have a strong opinion about this
Yes, I support one of the two proposals to change parking controls in the Guest AreaThe 'long term' proposal (Option 2) No, I am not in favour of a cycle parking bay in the areaYes
Yes, I support one of the two proposals to change parking controls in the Guest AreaThe 'long term' proposal (Option 2) Yes, I would like to see a cycle parking bay in the areaYes
Yes, I support one of the two proposals to change parking controls in the Guest AreaThe 'long term' proposal (Option 2) No, I am not in favour of a cycle parking bay in the areaI do not wish to see a cycle parking bay in the area



If you answered no to the question above, where should the bicycle parking bay go? (optional)Regardless of the option you voted for, how many planters you would like to see in the area?If there is support for planters in the area, where should the planters go?Regardless of the option you voted for, how many car club spaces would you like to see in the area?
Good to have another cycle parking bay in Collier Road, as the houses are predominately students and they need good cycle parking near to their houses more then any car drive does.I do not have a strong opinion about this I do not have a strong opinion about this I do not have a strong opinion about this

Two I am happy with the current proposed location(s) shown in the designTwo
Somewhere closer to Collier Rd than Mill Rd - being visible from Mill Rd might encourage bike thieves and use by non-residents. Due to the concerns expressed by Mackenzie residents about disproportionate placement of parking spaces, perhaps the cycle parking is best placed there, and therefore maximum vehicle parking allotted on Willis.Zero If residents vote in favour of planters, I think they should be placed on Mackenzie Road to maximise parking for residents of Guest and Willis outside their own homes. This could also provide a visible divider between residents only parking and the proposed Pay & Display parking.One

Two They could be placed on Collier Rd to reduce vehicle speed.Two
Two I do not have a strong opinion about this One
Two I do not have a strong opinion about this Two
Two I am happy with the current proposed location(s) shown in the designTwo
Two I am happy with the current proposed location(s) shown in the designTwo
I do not have a strong opinion about this I do not have a strong opinion about this Zero
Two REDACTED One
I do not have a strong opinion about this I do not have a strong opinion about this I do not have a strong opinion about this
Two I am happy with the current proposed location(s) shown in the designOne

I do not wish to see a cycle parking bay in the area Zero I answered zero One
I do not wish to see a cycle parking bay in the area Two I do not have a strong opinion about this Zero

Two I am happy with the current proposed location(s) shown in the designTwo
Two I do not have a strong opinion about this I do not have a strong opinion about this
Two I am happy with the current proposed location(s) shown in the designOne

The back end of Willis Road so that cyclists do not ride "against" the direction of travel when parking their bikesTwo I am happy with the current proposed location(s) shown in the designOne
Two I do not have a strong opinion about this I do not have a strong opinion about this

If required a bay would be better closer to the Mill rd shopsTwo I do not have a strong opinion about this Zero
One I am happy with the current proposed location(s) shown in the designOne
Two I am happy with the current proposed location(s) shown in the designZero
Two I do not have a strong opinion about this Two
Two I would like one of these to be on Mackenzie Road I do not have a strong opinion about this
I do not have a strong opinion about this Planters should be closer to the entrance to willis and guest Road to help differentiate the residents' parkign beyondTwo
Two I am happy with the current proposed location(s) shown in the designTwo

I do not wish to see a cycle parking bay in the area Two I do not have a strong opinion about this I do not have a strong opinion about this
On Mill Road One I am happy with the current proposed location(s) shown in the designZero

Zero I answered zero One
Two presuming that all other long-term planters (4) will be retained (why not?) why not place each planer equidistant at the centre of the roads (as Guesr Rod now) unless there is a particular reason for the proposed Willis Road siting.  If there is a reason could it be made known?Zero

Mackenzie Road as it’s nearer the shops and a much safer pedestrian crossing I do not have a strong opinion about this I do not have a strong opinion about this One
Two I am happy with the current proposed location(s) shown in the designTwo
I do not have a strong opinion about this I do not have a strong opinion about this I do not have a strong opinion about this

I don't see any need for a dedicated cycle parking bay. It's fine for people to attach their bike to a lamppost etc. as they do currently. If more cycle parking is needed, why not attach more iron rings to front walls abutting the pavement (including mine, if you like)? I do not have a strong opinion about this The only thing I would say is please don't make it any more difficult to see from Willis and Mackenzie Road up and down Mill Road. It is already quite difficult to exit onto Mill Road because of poor visibility.One
Two I am happy with the current proposed location(s) shown in the designI do not have a strong opinion about this

I don't object to a cycle parking bay in principle, but it's unclear what the purpose of this one is intended to be, including how many bicycles it would accommodate. If it's for residents as well as shoppers, is this one bay intended for residents of all four streets? Many residents currently lock their bikes to posts close to their houses, and one bike rack some distance away would not improve on this arrangement. Although very few posts are marked on the plans of Option 1 and 2 as 'proposed redundant', we've been told that the parking proposals would result in less signage -- and therefore presumably fewer posts. Is the proposed bike stand intended to substitute for posts where residents currently lock their bikes? That would be much less convenient, nor would their bicycles be very secure there. If the rack is intended for those shopping on Mill Road, that's fine, but that would be good for the traders but not for our residents. I do not have a strong opinion about this I do not have a strong opinion about this I do not have a strong opinion about this
Two I am happy with the current proposed location(s) shown in the designTwo

I do not wish to see a cycle parking bay in the area Two I am happy with the current proposed location(s) shown in the designI do not have a strong opinion about this
Zero Planters that narrow the street are akward and detract from the neighbourhood.Zero

The bike rack will become full of abandoned bikes (which we will then need to try and have removed) as well as being a magnet for theft. Bikes will fall over and block the path/road. I'd prefer not to have a bike rack in our zone for these reasons. Zero I answered zero Two
We’d be favour of a secure on street bike shed (sorry don’t know what the technical term is but think they exist) for residents and a separate normal cycle parking. It would make sense in our minds for the secure cycle parking for residents to be near the centre of the zone, perhaps on Collier. The public parking should be near Mill Road. Two I am happy with the current proposed location(s) shown in the designOne

Zero I answered zero Zero
Two I am happy with the current proposed location(s) shown in the designTwo
I do not have a strong opinion about this I do not have a strong opinion about this I do not have a strong opinion about this

With the design above cycles should obviously be allowed to cycle both ways up Willis Road.I do not have a strong opinion about this Cycles should be able to cycle both ways up Willis Two
Zero We are against planters because they will not be maintainedTwo
Two I am happy with the current proposed location(s) shown in the designOne

I do not wish to see a cycle parking bay in the area I do not have a strong opinion about this I do not have a strong opinion about this I do not have a strong opinion about this



If there is support for car club spaces in the area, are you happy with the current location of the car club spaces shown in the designs? If you answered no to the question above, where should the car club space(s) go? (optional)Regardless of whether you voted for option 2 or not, how many Pay and Display 'shared use' machines would you like to see in the area? If there is support for pay and display ‘shared use’ spaces in the area, are you happy with the current location of the pay and display spaces shown on option 2? 
Yes, I am happy with the current location of the car club spaces shown in the designs Two machines, 12 bays No, I am NOT happy with the current location of the pay and display spaces shown on option 2
Yes, I am happy with the current location of the car club spaces shown in the designs Zero I answered zero in the previous question
Yes, I am happy with the current location of the car club spaces shown in the designs One machine, six bays Yes, I am happy with the current location of the pay and display spaces shown on option 2
Yes, I am happy with the current location of the car club spaces shown in the designs Zero I answered zero in the previous question
Yes, I am happy with the current location of the car club spaces shown in the designs I do not have a strong opinion about this I do not have a strong opinion about this/I would prefer not to answer this question
Yes, I am happy with the current location of the car club spaces shown in the designs Two machines, 12 bays I do not have a strong opinion about this/I would prefer not to answer this question
Yes, I am happy with the current location of the car club spaces shown in the designs Zero I answered zero in the previous question
Yes, I am happy with the current location of the car club spaces shown in the designs Zero I answered zero in the previous question
I answered zero in the previous question One machine, six bays Yes, I am happy with the current location of the pay and display spaces shown on option 2
Yes, I am happy with the current location of the car club spaces shown in the designs Two machines, 12 bays No, I am NOT happy with the current location of the pay and display spaces shown on option 2
Yes, I am happy with the current location of the car club spaces shown in the designs Zero Yes, I am happy with the current location of the pay and display spaces shown on option 2
Yes, I am happy with the current location of the car club spaces shown in the designs One machine, six bays Yes, I am happy with the current location of the pay and display spaces shown on option 2
Yes, I am happy with the current location of the car club spaces shown in the designs One machine, six bays Yes, I am happy with the current location of the pay and display spaces shown on option 2
I answered zero in the previous question Zero I answered zero in the previous question
Yes, I am happy with the current location of the car club spaces shown in the designs Zero I answered zero in the previous question
I do not have a strong opinion about this I do not have a strong opinion about this I do not have a strong opinion about this/I would prefer not to answer this question
Yes, I am happy with the current location of the car club spaces shown in the designs One machine, six bays Yes, I am happy with the current location of the pay and display spaces shown on option 2
Yes, I am happy with the current location of the car club spaces shown in the designs Two machines, 12 bays Yes, I am happy with the current location of the pay and display spaces shown on option 2
I do not have a strong opinion about this I do not have a strong opinion about this I do not have a strong opinion about this/I would prefer not to answer this question
I answered zero in the previous question One machine, six bays Yes, I am happy with the current location of the pay and display spaces shown on option 2
Yes, I am happy with the current location of the car club spaces shown in the designs Zero I answered zero in the previous question
Yes, I am happy with the current location of the car club spaces shown in the designs One machine, six bays Yes, I am happy with the current location of the pay and display spaces shown on option 2
I do not have a strong opinion about this One machine, six bays I do not have a strong opinion about this/I would prefer not to answer this question
Yes, I am happy with the current location of the car club spaces shown in the designs One machine, six bays No, I am NOT happy with the current location of the pay and display spaces shown on option 2
Yes, I am happy with the current location of the car club spaces shown in the designsThey can be anywhere, but it is important they (2) are part of the scheme. It will encourage less car ownershipTwo machines, 12 bays Yes, I am happy with the current location of the pay and display spaces shown on option 2
Yes, I am happy with the current location of the car club spaces shown in the designs One machine, six bays Yes, I am happy with the current location of the pay and display spaces shown on option 2
I answered zero in the previous question One machine, six bays Yes, I am happy with the current location of the pay and display spaces shown on option 2
I answered zero in the previous question Zero I answered zero in the previous question
Yes, I am happy with the current location of the car club spaces shown in the designs Zero I answered zero in the previous question
I answered zero in the previous question Zero I answered zero in the previous question
Yes, I am happy with the current location of the car club spaces shown in the designs One machine, six bays Yes, I am happy with the current location of the pay and display spaces shown on option 2
Yes, I am happy with the current location of the car club spaces shown in the designs Two machines, 12 bays Yes, I am happy with the current location of the pay and display spaces shown on option 2
Yes, I am happy with the current location of the car club spaces shown in the designs Zero I answered zero in the previous question
Yes, I am happy with the current location of the car club spaces shown in the designsIf we go for the long-term option, can we perhaps start with one car club space and then expand to two later if there is evidence of demand for it?One machine, six bays Yes, I am happy with the current location of the pay and display spaces shown on option 2
I do not have a strong opinion about this Zero I answered zero in the previous question
I do not have a strong opinion about this Zero I answered zero in the previous question
Yes, I am happy with the current location of the car club spaces shown in the designs Zero Yes, I am happy with the current location of the pay and display spaces shown on option 2
I do not have a strong opinion about this One machine, six bays Yes, I am happy with the current location of the pay and display spaces shown on option 2
I answered zero in the previous question why can't residents have special car club resident parking permits to obviate the necessity of a specific car club place?Zero I answered zero in the previous question
Yes, I am happy with the current location of the car club spaces shown in the designs One machine, six bays Yes, I am happy with the current location of the pay and display spaces shown on option 2
Yes, I am happy with the current location of the car club spaces shown in the designs One machine, six bays Yes, I am happy with the current location of the pay and display spaces shown on option 2
I answered zero in the previous question Zero I answered zero in the previous question
Yes, I am happy with the current location of the car club spaces shown in the designs One machine, six bays No, I am NOT happy with the current location of the pay and display spaces shown on option 2
I do not have a strong opinion about this Zero No, I am NOT happy with the current location of the pay and display spaces shown on option 2
Yes, I am happy with the current location of the car club spaces shown in the designs I do not have a strong opinion about this Yes, I am happy with the current location of the pay and display spaces shown on option 2
Yes, I am happy with the current location of the car club spaces shown in the designs I do not have a strong opinion about this I do not have a strong opinion about this/I would prefer not to answer this question
Yes, I am happy with the current location of the car club spaces shown in the designs Zero I answered zero in the previous question
I do not have a strong opinion about this I do not have a strong opinion about this I do not have a strong opinion about this/I would prefer not to answer this question



Please use this space to let us where else you would like to see these pay and display 'shared use' bays (if anywhere) and whether you think they should replace the free 30-min bays that are currently provided for non-residents in option Regardless of the option you voted for, please tell us your views on the operating hours of the residents' parking scheme.Regardless of the option you voted for, please tell us your views on the operating hours of the single yellow lines.   (Tick all that apply.)Please use this space to give us feedback on any aspect of the designs. (optional)
There should be some on every road for access for shopping on Mill Road.The operating hours and days of residents' parking bays should stay the same.The operating hours of the single yellow lines should stay the same.There should be some electric charging points for all to use. 
I don’t want to see the 30min free parking bays disappear with this proposed changeThe operating hours and days of residents' parking bays should stay the same.The operating hours of the single yellow lines should stay the same.They are well thought our plans and have taken into consideration the desires of residents from                                                                                                 

     nt location of the pay and display spaces shown on option 2 The operating hours and days of residents' parking bays should stay the same.The operating hours of the single yellow lines should be extended to match the operating hours and days of the residents' parking bays. (This        
The operating hours and days of residents' parking bays should stay the same.The operating hours of the single yellow lines should stay the same.Parking spaces should be placed where there is greatest demand, that is on Guest Road and W  

       about this/I would prefer not to answer this question The operating hours and days of residents' parking bays should be extended to the maximum possible: seven days a week, 8am to 8.30pm (Estimated extra cost: £23.25 a year)The operating hours of the single yellow lines should be extended to match the operating hours and days of the residents' parking bays. (This        
       about this/I would prefer not to answer this question The operating hours and days of residents' parking bays should be extended to the maximum possible: seven days a week, 8am to 8.30pm (Estimated extra cost: £23.25 a year)No strong opinion I want as few parking spaces as possible to discourage car use by all, including residents. Bike       

The operating hours and days of residents' parking bays should increase to include Sundays, 8am to 8pm. (Estimated extra cost: £18 per year)The operating hours of the single yellow lines should be extended to match the operating hours and days of the residents' parking bays. (This        
I don't think there should be any paid for parking spaces. It is a residential zone and it will encourage polluting traffic.The operating hours and days of residents' parking bays should be extended to the maximum possible: seven days a week, 8am to 8.30pm (Estimated extra cost: £23.25 a year)The operating hours of the single yellow lines should be extended to include Sundays, 9am to 5pm., The operating hours of the single yellow l                        Thank you for all your hard work!

     nt location of the pay and display spaces shown on option 2 The operating hours and days of residents' parking bays should increase to include Sundays, 8am to 8pm. (Estimated extra cost: £18 per year)The operating hours of the single yellow lines should stay the same.
There should be two sets of parking meter bays.  ONe as shown and the second in the location of the current 30 minutes spaces on Willis RoadThe operating hours and days of residents' parking bays should increase to include Sundays, 8am to 8pm. (Estimated extra cost: £18 per year)The single yellow hours should stay the same PROVIDED the residents spaces are 7 days

     nt location of the pay and display spaces shown on option 2 The operating hours and days of residents' parking bays should increase to include Sundays, 8am to 8pm. (Estimated extra cost: £18 per year)The operating hours of the single yellow lines should be extended to match the operating hours and days of the residents' parking bays. (This        
     nt location of the pay and display spaces shown on option 2 The operating hours and days of residents' parking bays should increase to include Sundays, 8am to 8pm. (Estimated extra cost: £18 per year)The operating hours of the single yellow lines should be extended to include Sundays, 9am to 5pm.
     nt location of the pay and display spaces shown on option 2 The operating hours and days of residents' parking bays should increase to include Sundays, 8am to 8pm. (Estimated extra cost: £18 per year)The operating hours of the single yellow lines should be extended to match the operating hours and days of the residents' parking bays. (This        

The operating hours and days of residents' parking bays should stay the same.The operating hours of the single yellow lines should be extended to match the operating hours and days of the residents' parking bays. (This        
We would prefer no shared bays at all (free or paid) as they will encourage people to drive down Guest, Collier, and Willis roads to check if there are free spaces, thus causing unnecessary congestion/traffic noise/pollution. That said, if w           The operating hours and days of residents' parking bays should be extended to the maximum possible: seven days a week, 8am to 8.30pm (Estimated extra cost: £23.25 a year)The operating hours of the single yellow lines should be extended to match the operating hours and days of the residents' parking bays. (This        We are in strong support of Option 2. As residents of Guest Road, we are constantly struggling                                                                                           

       about this/I would prefer not to answer this question The operating hours and days of residents' parking bays should stay the same.The operating hours of the single yellow lines should be extended to match the operating hours and days of the residents' parking bays. (This        
     nt location of the pay and display spaces shown on option 2 The operating hours and days of residents' parking bays should increase to include Sundays, 8am to 8pm. (Estimated extra cost: £18 per year)The operating hours of the single yellow lines should be extended to match the operating hours and days of the residents' parking bays. (This        thanks to everyone involved. Massive lot of work. 
     nt location of the pay and display spaces shown on option 2 The operating hours and days of residents' parking bays should be extended to the maximum possible: seven days a week, 8am to 8.30pm (Estimated extra cost: £23.25 a year)The operating hours of the single yellow lines should be extended to match the operating hours and days of the residents' parking bays. (This        

       about this/I would prefer not to answer this question The operating hours and days of residents' parking bays should stay the same.The operating hours of the single yellow lines should be extended to match the operating hours and days of the residents' parking bays. (This        
     nt location of the pay and display spaces shown on option 2 The operating hours and days of residents' parking bays should be extended to the maximum possible: seven days a week, 8am to 8.30pm (Estimated extra cost: £23.25 a year)The operating hours of the single yellow lines should be extended to match the operating hours and days of the residents' parking bays. (This        I thank GARA for the work on this consultation

The operating hours and days of residents' parking bays should increase to include Sundays, 8am to 8pm. (Estimated extra cost: £18 per year)The operating hours of the single yellow lines should be extended to include Sundays, 9am to 5pm.
     nt location of the pay and display spaces shown on option 2 The operating hours and days of residents' parking bays should increase to include Sundays, 8am to 8pm. (Estimated extra cost: £18 per year)The operating hours of the single yellow lines should be extended to include Sundays, 9am to 5pm.

       about this/I would prefer not to answer this question The operating hours and days of residents' parking bays should be extended to the maximum possible: seven days a week, 8am to 8.30pm (Estimated extra cost: £23.25 a year)The operating hours of the single yellow lines should be extended to match the operating hours and days of the residents' parking bays. (This        
I think these should be on Guest Road. Guest Road will need to be used regardless to access the area, with cars leaving either needing to choose Willis or MacKenzie Road to exit. Putting them on MacKenzie Road ensures that all of th                                                        The operating hours and days of residents' parking bays should increase to include Sundays, 8am to 8pm. (Estimated extra cost: £18 per year)The operating hours of the single yellow lines should stay the same.
near mill road on all three streets - these can also help lessen the number of visitor permits used, allowing quick repairs, deliveries, cleaners etc to use them for residents. The operating hours and days of residents' parking bays should stay the same.The operating hours of the single yellow lines should stay the same.

     nt location of the pay and display spaces shown on option 2 The operating hours and days of residents' parking bays should stay the same.The operating hours of the single yellow lines should be extended to match the operating hours and days of the residents' parking bays. (This        I like the planters. Very cool! And love the future proofing aspect of the plan 2.
     nt location of the pay and display spaces shown on option 2 The operating hours and days of residents' parking bays should be extended to the maximum possible: seven days a week, 8am to 8.30pm (Estimated extra cost: £23.25 a year)The operating hours of the single yellow lines should be extended to include Sundays, 9am to 5pm.

I do not want pay and display machines anywhere in our zone.The operating hours and days of residents' parking bays should stay the same.The operating hours of the single yellow lines should stay the same.I have spotted three errors in the scheme drawings: 1. The designs show an existing double ye                                                                         
The operating hours and days of residents' parking bays should stay the same.The operating hours of the single yellow lines should be extended to match the operating hours and days of the residents' parking bays. (This        

Have you consulted our neighbouring traders on this issue?  Would shoppers evn use spaces if they were not free, especially since free paring instead of paying at At Annes is the major attraction for non-residents. That said, the current     The operating hours and days of residents' parking bays should be extended to the maximum possible: seven days a week, 8am to 8.30pm (Estimated extra cost: £23.25 a year)the hours should, with Sunday included, stay the same (the 'experts' have missed the point of 1700 to 0900 which allows residents comfort of              Are all spaces within operating hours to be resident only? I have heard no clear answer ro this  
     nt location of the pay and display spaces shown on option 2 The operating hours and days of residents' parking bays should increase to include Sundays, 8am to 8pm. (Estimated extra cost: £18 per year)The operating hours of the single yellow lines should be extended to match the operating hours and days of the residents' parking bays. (This        

I have voted as I did reluctantly, as I really regret the lack of 30 minute free spaces which were useful for traders, shoppers, people popping into the surgery etc. My big concern about this option is that it makes us into something like a g                         The operating hours and days of residents' parking bays should stay the same.The operating hours of the single yellow lines should stay the same.I do agree we need more parking and I see the good sense in option 2 which is why I have vote                      
The operating hours and days of residents' parking bays should be extended to the maximum possible: seven days a week, 8am to 8.30pm (Estimated extra cost: £23.25 a year)The operating hours of the single yellow lines should stay the same.

I agree with REDACTED's submission that we should keep at least some free 30-minute bays to support the local shops on Mill Road. Even if they are not in fact checked every 30 minutes, people are likely to use them in that way for fe      No strong opinion about this. No strong opinion Please go ahead! Parking has been a major problem for as long as I can remember, and I ofte                         
Yes they should replace the free 30-min bays The operating hours and days of residents' parking bays should increase to include Sundays, 8am to 8pm. (Estimated extra cost: £18 per year)The operating hours of the single yellow lines should stay the same.Mackenzie rd has 16 dwellings and as I understand it, 16 parking spaces.  We all sometimes s                              
I very much object to the proposed introduction of Pay and Display places and the aim to make money from our streets. I also think we should retain the current short-stay non-resident places, especially those opposite the GP on Guest                                                    The operating hours and days of residents' parking bays should be extended to the maximum possible: seven days a week, 8am to 8.30pm (Estimated extra cost: £23.25 a year)The operating hours of the single yellow lines should be extended to match the operating hours and days of the residents' parking bays. (This        Option 1 imposes cars on both sides of all our roads during the day, which I voted against last                                                                                                                                                             
Would only like to see them as a replacement to the 30 min bays, but definitely not in addition to them. If the 30 min bays remain, I would prefer there to be zero shared use P+D bays. My concern with introducing shared use bays, is tha                                                  The operating hours and days of residents' parking bays should be extended to the maximum possible: seven days a week, 8am to 8.30pm (Estimated extra cost: £23.25 a year)The operating hours of the single yellow lines should be extended to match the operating hours and days of the residents' parking bays. (This        Our preference would be to restrict the additional bays to Collier Road and not create new bays                                                                                                                                                                              

     nt location of the pay and display spaces shown on option 2 The operating hours and days of residents' parking bays should stay the same.The operating hours of the single yellow lines should stay the same.Option 1 by far is closer to what the neighborhood has been discussing over the last 2 years, w                                                                                                                               
The operating hours and days of residents' parking bays should stay the same.The operating hours of the single yellow lines should stay the same.  

In our household, one member would prefer not to have any pay & display bays because they think it will encourage more traffic in the zone, but the other thinks we should have the minimum number of P&D spaces to allow someone to          The operating hours and days of residents' parking bays should be extended to the maximum possible: seven days a week, 8am to 8.30pm (Estimated extra cost: £23.25 a year)The operating hours of the single yellow lines should be extended to include Sundays, 9am to 5pm., The operating hours of the single yellow l                        Option 2 treats all residents equally by allowing parking anywhere in the zone. It feels unfair to             
In option 1 we want to keep the free 30 min bays not change them to pay and display The operating hours and days of residents' parking bays should stay the same.The operating hours of the single yellow lines should stay the same.

The operating hours and days of residents' parking bays should stay the same.The operating hours of the single yellow lines should stay the same.
We would prefer not to have six parking bays on Mackenzie Road as we think it will encourage people to zoom up guest Road and down Mackenzie Road looking for spaces. The operating hours and days of residents' parking bays should be extended to the maximum possible: seven days a week, 8am to 8.30pm (Estimated extra cost: £23.25 a year)The operating hours of the single yellow lines should be extended to include Sundays, 9am to 5pm., The operating hours of the single yellow l                        I don’t want the tree at the junction of Guest and Collier to be cut down to make way for the one 
Putting all of the pay&display spaces at the end of Mackenzie Road unfairly restricts parking for the residents of these houses. If there are going to be shared use spaces they should be shared equally between the roads and not located                                    The operating hours and days of residents' parking bays should stay the same.The operating hours of the single yellow lines should be extended to match the operating hours and days of the residents' parking bays. (This        

     nt location of the pay and display spaces shown on option 2 The operating hours and days of residents' parking bays should increase to include Sundays, 8am to 8pm. (Estimated extra cost: £18 per year)The operating hours of the single yellow lines should be extended to include Sundays, 9am to 5pm.Cycles should be permitted both ways on Willis Road
 They should replace the free 30-min bays that are currently provided for non-residents in option 1The operating hours and days of residents' parking bays should be extended to the maximum possible: seven days a week, 8am to 8.30pm (Estimated extra cost: £23.25 a year)The operating hours of the single yellow lines should stay the same.

The operating hours and days of residents' parking bays should increase to include Sundays, 8am to 8pm. (Estimated extra cost: £18 per year)The operating hours of the single yellow lines should be extended to match the operating hours and days of the residents' parking bays. (This        
       about this/I would prefer not to answer this question The operating hours and days of residents' parking bays should stay the same.The operating hours of the single yellow lines should stay the same.



Do you have any further comments you wish to make? (optional)
1. Concerned about safety of pedestrians, especially groups of students leaving ARU via Mackenzie heading to Mill Road any additional parking would push these people into the middle of the road due to only one effective path.
We have a garage on the top of McKenzie Road. I am happy with the proposed changes but it is also imperative that we maintain the no parking both outside our garage and the flats/shop garage opposite (both are drop curbs) as when                                                                                                                                       

            e operating hours and days of the residents' parking bays. (This is the option recommended by the council's parking experts)
Furthermore, since the data indicates that there are more voting dwellings on both Guest and Willis (ca. 40) than on Mackenzie and Collier (ca. 22), and given the current survey structure of one vote per dwelling, this means that Guest a              

            e operating hours and days of the residents' parking bays. (This is the option recommended by the council's parking experts)
This survey has obviously been constructed to push people to supporting proposal 2. For it to be a serious truth-seeking exercise, it would need a transparent presentation and comparison of the pros and cons of each option, and fewer           

            e operating hours and days of the residents' parking bays. (This is the option recommended by the council's parking experts)

            e operating hours and days of the residents' parking bays. (This is the option recommended by the council's parking experts)
            undays, 9am to 5pm.
            e operating hours and days of the residents' parking bays. (This is the option recommended by the council's parking experts)
            e operating hours and days of the residents' parking bays. (This is the option recommended by the council's parking experts)

      tion 2. As residents of Guest Road, we are constantly struggling with idling cars outside our house, cars speeding down the road looking for parking, and rubbish on the pavement from Mill Road visitors who have parked on the single yellow lines. Moreo                                                             
            e operating hours and days of the residents' parking bays. (This is the option recommended by the council's parking experts)

I'd like lots of signage for option 2 so even if you missed the one on entry you see it elsewhere when you're driving through. Also we really need to do something about making it clearer that there is no entrance to Willis Road from Mill Ro                 
I think the neighbourhood is happily resedential and shouldn't feel the need to "supply" parking for daytrippers or shops

            e operating hours and days of the residents' parking bays. (This is the option recommended by the council's parking experts)

            undays, 9am to 5pm.
Could we also suggest parking guidance for residents.  For example, if you are parking at the end of a bay, try to position your car right at the end of the bay.  Please try to think of others when parking so that you leave sufficient room fo                                

            e operating hours and days of the residents' parking bays. (This is the option recommended by the council's parking experts)
Thank you for getting us this far!
I appreciate the work done by the committee and personally prefer option 2, but the presentation of the schemes is heavily biased toward option 2, and does not offer a "do nothing" option. :  statements such as it being a "long term", "be        
Would it be possible to do something about visibility coming out of Willis/MacKenzie Roads? It's always a nightmare trying to pull out of those places because the visibility isn't very good (the high hedges at the end of Willis especially do                                                                            

            undays, 9am to 5pm.
If option 1 is accepted, the number of additional residents spaces should be reduced to 10 from 23.  This is what residents have voted for and it is enough to last at least 5 years.

            e operating hours and days of the residents' parking bays. (This is the option recommended by the council's parking experts)
Designing satisfactory system requires much work. Option 1 (with maybe 15 extra parking spaces and Sunday policingc and with no foreseeablle increase in demand is a proven ,stable ystem that during the 40 years of what has been ea                                                   

            e operating hours and days of the residents' parking bays. (This is the option recommended by the council's parking experts)
      ng and I see the good sense in option 2 which is why I have voted for it but as I said earlier I regret certain aspects of it, in particular the lack of free bays 

Some Mackenzie Road residents have requested that relative to the current proposals there should be less parking in their street and more in others. Their rationale is that Mackenzie Road should not have a higher ratio of parking space                                                                                                                                             
     and as I understand it, 16 parking spaces.  We all sometimes struggle to find bays but it seems likely that much of the demand for more parking is understandably driven by residents on adjoining roads with far more dwellings and insufficient bays. 

I was in favour of the plan for additional spaces that proposed a relatively small gain by transforming the single yellow lines on Collier Road into residents’ spaces. This seemed to be the least disruptive way of improving the difficult parki                                                                     
For us, by far the most important change to be made would be to extend the single yellow restrictions to Sundays (and ideally to the same hours as residents bays), and also enforce residents' bays on Sundays. I would happily pay mone                                       

      t the neighborhood has been discussing over the last 2 years, whereas Option 2 represents a total departure (I remember there being very little support for having resident's parking on both sides of all the roads). Option 2 is also presented as being the                                                                                               
I think that the the design of this survey is unbalanced and unfair.   The rule that if you vote no, you do not get a say on which option you might want is skewed to ensure a change is voted for.   Nonetheless, I have now decided to vote n                           
We're aware that one household in the neighbourhood is particularly vocal about not wanting change, but please don't think that those who shout the loudest represent the views of the majority of residents who would like to live together                                           
Options 1 and 2 as currently defined would mean that Mackenzie Road residents (given there are significantly fewer dwellings than Guest Road or Willis Road) bore a disproportionate amount of the additional spaces. We strongly reques                                                                                               
We said no but in reality we do want change but not option 2 and by voting yes our vote could potentially go towards option 2.Perhaps the council can look at making the process of applying for a parking permit more stringent especially             
I want to say a big thank to James Hostler for all his help and advice, and to Richard Howitt for all his support and the Grara committee.

            e operating hours and days of the residents' parking bays. (This is the option recommended by the council's parking experts)
    h ways on Willis Road

            e operating hours and days of the residents' parking bays. (This is the option recommended by the council's parking experts)



                                 only one effective path.2. Lorries turning into Mackenzie Road to then reverse into ARU- there are large lorries and dustbin carts and they already have difficulty. 3. There should be some electric points/parking, other streets in Cambridge are already ge                         
                                    e (both are drop curbs) as when these spaces are occupied it renders our garage inoperable. We already have issues with people blocking entrance to this and that is particularly an issue on Sunday when the parking restrictions are lifted. With spaces n                                                                                                       

                                  welling, this means that Guest and Willis residents would command decisions impacting Mackenzie and Collier in potentially adverse ways.We wish to stress that we do not wish to stand in the way of the desire for more parking keenly felt by many in th                                                 

                                 cons of each option, and fewer vague references to how "experts" support the GRARA Committee's preferred option.

                                          on the single yellow lines. Moreover, although we don't ourselves have a car, we frequently use visitor permits (either with a club car, or when we have visitors) and usually struggle to find a place to park. Option 2 reduces traffic and its associate harms                      

              ance to Willis Road from Mill Road. I've seen at least 3 cars driving the wrong way into willis road, one of them incredibly fast.Can we do anything about the impossibility of exiting from Willis Road in rush hour. Mill Road is nose to tail so the only way to             

                                           hat you leave sufficient room for adjacent vehicles to get out but not too much space so that the optimum number of residents' cars can find a space.  I hope this doesn't sound too sanctimonious.  

                                  uch as it being a "long term", "bet possible", "expert-led" etc, are subjective.  
                                at the end of Willis especially don't help). And, I am also going to put in another request for more public bins. It's great ARU have put one in their entrance, and I think it's really helps. But I think it would be good if the council put back the ones at the end                              

                               he 40 years of what has been each year a future, has worked. I am concerned that Option 2, driven by the fault-prone specualtions snd generalised thinking of experst pitches us into an untested experiment from which we cannot retreat. In this sense it              

                               e a higher ratio of parking spaces to residential units than other streets. This is nonsense. The number of parking spaces in each street in the zone should be a function of how much road space there is to park in, not how many residential units there ar                                                                                                    
                                          lings and insufficient bays. Both proposals are designed in such a way that we feel they might disproportionately impact Mackenzie rd by overloading us with extra parking which will adversely affect the green and spacious character of our street. 

                                   ay of improving the difficult parking situation, a positive change that would have the least impact on the aesthetics and safety level of our streets, keeping a relatively open, less cluttered, less car-heavy streetscape during daytime hours. I wonder whethe                                   
                                ndays. I would happily pay money for this! We are reluctant to use our car on a Sunday (eg to take the children to Anglesey Abbey/ other trips outside Cambrdige city) as we worry we will not find a space when we return.  

                                          2 is also presented as being the more 'future-proofed' option, but this assumes demand for parking will increase in the future. Given that there is no room for additional housing and following national trends, I don't think it is likely there will ever be so muc                                                          
                                          s, I have now decided to vote no at first instance.  because  I do not believe change is necessary or advisable .  If nonetheless, change is voted for, I strognly oppose option 2.I have lived in the neighbourhood for over 35 years.  I do not accept that the                                                                                          

                               who would like to live together harmoniously and be able to park their car without issue at any time of the week. The proportionality argument put forward by the household mentioned above is most equitably solved by option 2 as then every household      
                               onal spaces. We strongly request that these options are amended to ensure that the additional spaces are placed on Guest and Willis until the point at which the proportion of spaces to dwellings is equalised across the roads. This is partly for us about s                                                        

              ermit more stringent especially for students as there is rarely an issue of parking when it’s out of term time.



 3. There should be some electric points/parking, other streets in Cambridge are already getting them. Collier Road would be a perfect location as less parking is needed as majority of residence in this road are students.  
We have a garage on the top of McKenzie Road. I am happy with the proposed changes but it is also imperative that we maintain the no parking both outside our garage and the flats/shop garage opposite (both are drop curbs) as when these spaces are occupied it renders our garage inoperable. We already have issues with people blocking entrance to this and that is particularly an issue on Sunday when the parking restrictions are lifted. With spaces now likely to be a premium for people visiting the shops I am concerned there will be more temptation to park across our garage or opposite. Where there are 2 pay and display spaces identified on the map at the top of McKenzie Road (right side as you drive up the road) this needs to stay at 2 and not increase to 3. We would also appreciate if the drop curbs could be made clearer by adding markings for this as these changes will add to the chaos and congestion that already exists at this end, or better still 'no parking' road markings clearly delineating where the share

We wish to stress that we do not wish to stand in the way of the desire for more parking keenly felt by many in the GRARA community. But we think that it is vital that we do so in a way that also meets the needs of as much of the community as a whole as possible, rather than seeking an option that may only command a majority in some of the roads in our area.

We are in strong support of Option 2. As residents of Guest Road, we are constantly struggling with idling cars outside our house, cars speeding down the road looking for parking, and rubbish on the pavement from Mill Road visitors who have parked on the single yellow lines. Moreover, although we don't ourselves have a car, we frequently use visitor permits (either with a club car, or when we have visitors) and usually struggle to find a place to park. Option 2 reduces traffic and its associate harms while improving the ability of residents to find parking, and will overall make the GRARA area much more appealing and pedestrian friendly.

Can we do anything about the impossibility of exiting from Willis Road in rush hour. Mill Road is nose to tail so the only way to get out to turn right is to block the oncoming traffic from parkside. 

Would it be possible to do something about visibility coming out of Willis/MacKenzie Roads? It's always a nightmare trying to pull out of those places because the visibility isn't very good (the high hedges at the end of Willis especially don't help). And, I am also going to put in another request for more public bins. It's great ARU have put one in their entrance, and I think it's really helps. But I think it would be good if the council put back the ones at the end of Willis, Guest, and MacKenzie, to capture more litter from people walking down Mill Road. Or could put bins next to the planters as well? Keep the place looking tidy!

Designing satisfactory system requires much work. Option 1 (with maybe 15 extra parking spaces and Sunday policingc and with no foreseeablle increase in demand is a proven ,stable ystem that during the 40 years of what has been each year a future, has worked. I am concerned that Option 2, driven by the fault-prone specualtions snd generalised thinking of experst pitches us into an untested experiment from which we cannot retreat. In this sense it is unstable, offers no guaratee for the future and I reject it.  

Some Mackenzie Road residents have requested that relative to the current proposals there should be less parking in their street and more in others. Their rationale is that Mackenzie Road should not have a higher ratio of parking spaces to residential units than other streets. This is nonsense. The number of parking spaces in each street in the zone should be a function of how much road space there is to park in, not how many residential units there are in any given street. Mackenzie Road has fewer residential units because one side of it is the cemetery, but it doesn't make any sense to keep it relatively free of parked cars for this reason and to try to cram even more parking into the other streets. Car parking spaces should be available where there is space for them on the street, and if parked cars are to be regarded as unsightly clutter, Mackenzie Road should have an equal share of this clutter (per yard of road) as the other three streets, regardless of the fact that it happens to have fewer houses.
  Both proposals are designed in such a way that we feel they might disproportionately impact Mackenzie rd by overloading us with extra parking which will adversely affect the green and spacious character of our street.  We would like a proposal that puts new bays where they are most needed.  Consequently we feel that extra parking should more equitably and conveniently be located at the point of most demand in Willis and Guest. 

I was in favour of the plan for additional spaces that proposed a relatively small gain by transforming the single yellow lines on Collier Road into residents’ spaces. This seemed to be the least disruptive way of improving the difficult parking situation, a positive change that would have the least impact on the aesthetics and safety level of our streets, keeping a relatively open, less cluttered, less car-heavy streetscape during daytime hours. I wonder whether those who voted last year against that minimalist option of approximately 10 new spaces are comfortable with these much more obtrusive options, one of which was never on the table at our original discussions.

Option 1 by far is closer to what the neighborhood has been discussing over the last 2 years, whereas Option 2 represents a total departure (I remember there being very little support for having resident's parking on both sides of all the roads). Option 2 is also presented as being the more 'future-proofed' option, but this assumes demand for parking will increase in the future. Given that there is no room for additional housing and following national trends, I don't think it is likely there will ever be so much demand for parking as to justify having both sides of all the streets operate as in a Scheme. Instead, Option 2 will just reduce options for people visiting Mill Road, and negatively impact both the 'street-scape' visually, and decrease safety (due to reduced visibility) for all the young families in the area. We strongly prefer Option 1. 
I have lived in the neighbourhood for over 35 years.  I do not accept that there is such an increase in car ownership in the area necessitating an extreme increase in the number of spaces needed.  I think increasing spaces as per the option 2 proposal will permanently damage the ambience and safety of the neighbourhood.  Cars parked on both sides of the street give the neighbourhood a more claustrophobic feel and also ensure that rooms facing onto the street are shaded and overlooked by cars.   Double parking all the time will simply lead to a permanent narrower road to drive down.

  We're aware that one household in the neighbourhood is particularly vocal about not wanting change, but please don't think that those who shout the loudest represent the views of the majority of residents who would like to live together harmoniously and be able to park their car without issue at any time of the week. The proportionality argument put forward by the household mentioned above is most equitably solved by option 2 as then every household can park outside their own home. We will never all agree on a particular set of changes, but the majority of residents see sense in going with the option that Council parking experts recommend (whilst perhaps taking into account local views on topics like P&D vs a few free bays). We can't go back to the start of this whole process by giving each street in our zone their own special privileges. Any suggestions that we do are most likely a delaying tactic, trying to kick this project into the long grass. If one household (out of a hundred or so in the zone) wants 
Options 1 and 2 as currently defined would mean that Mackenzie Road residents (given there are significantly fewer dwellings than Guest Road or Willis Road) bore a disproportionate amount of the additional spaces. We strongly request that these options are amended to ensure that the additional spaces are placed on Guest and Willis until the point at which the proportion of spaces to dwellings is equalised across the roads. This is partly for us about socioeconomic fairness. Residents on Willis and Guest, with larger residences, are more likely to be more affluent and therefore more likely to have second cars. We fear a situation, which would feel unfair, where additional spaces encourages more second car ownership and Mackenzie Road becomes the car park for the second cars of those living on other roads. 



We have a garage on the top of McKenzie Road. I am happy with the proposed changes but it is also imperative that we maintain the no parking both outside our garage and the flats/shop garage opposite (both are drop curbs) as when these spaces are occupied it renders our garage inoperable. We already have issues with people blocking entrance to this and that is particularly an issue on Sunday when the parking restrictions are lifted. With spaces now likely to be a premium for people visiting the shops I am concerned there will be more temptation to park across our garage or opposite. Where there are 2 pay and display spaces identified on the map at the top of McKenzie Road (right side as you drive up the road) this needs to stay at 2 and not increase to 3. We would also appreciate if the drop curbs could be made clearer by adding markings for this as these changes will add to the chaos and congestion that already exists at this end, or better still 'no parking' road markings clearly delineating where the share

  We wish to stress that we do not wish to stand in the way of the desire for more parking keenly felt by many in the GRARA community. But we think that it is vital that we do so in a way that also meets the needs of as much of the community as a whole as possible, rather than seeking an option that may only command a majority in some of the roads in our area.We therefore kindly request that the GRARA Committee and Council re-run the consultation process with a fair voting system, and include a third design option in which new parking spaces are added to Guest and Willis to match more closely the number of car-owning dwellings.

Some Mackenzie Road residents have requested that relative to the current proposals there should be less parking in their street and more in others. Their rationale is that Mackenzie Road should not have a higher ratio of parking spaces to residential units than other streets. This is nonsense. The number of parking spaces in each street in the zone should be a function of how much road space there is to park in, not how many residential units there are in any given street. Mackenzie Road has fewer residential units because one side of it is the cemetery, but it doesn't make any sense to keep it relatively free of parked cars for this reason and to try to cram even more parking into the other streets. Car parking spaces should be available where there is space for them on the street, and if parked cars are to be regarded as unsightly clutter, Mackenzie Road should have an equal share of this clutter (per yard of road) as the other three streets, regardless of the fact that it happens to have fewer houses.
   We would like a proposal that puts new bays where they are most needed.  Consequently we feel that extra parking should more equitably and conveniently be located at the point of most demand in Willis and Guest. Additionally the voting structure of one vote per dwelling means we can be outvoted by residents who live on other streets which seems fundamentally unfair when perhaps the most impact will be felt on our own street. 

  I was in favour of the plan for additional spaces that proposed a relatively small gain by transforming the single yellow lines on Collier Road into residents’ spaces. This seemed to be the least disruptive way of improving the difficult parking situation, a positive change that would have the least impact on the aesthetics and safety level of our streets, keeping a relatively open, less cluttered, less car-heavy streetscape during daytime hours. I wonder whether those who voted last year against that minimalist option of approximately 10 new spaces are comfortable with these much more obtrusive options, one of which was never on the table at our original discussions.I appreciate being given the opportunity to comment on all aspects of the proposed schemes. And yet, as was raised in the zoom meeting a few weeks ago, it appears that those of us who support neither Option 1 nor 2 could be disadvantaged and without influence on the decision-making, if what counts is which of the two options gets the most votes

Option 1 by far is closer to what the neighborhood has been discussing over the last 2 years, whereas Option 2 represents a total departure (I remember there being very little support for having resident's parking on both sides of all the roads). Option 2 is also presented as being the more 'future-proofed' option, but this assumes demand for parking will increase in the future. Given that there is no room for additional housing and following national trends, I don't think it is likely there will ever be so much demand for parking as to justify having both sides of all the streets operate as in a Scheme. Instead, Option 2 will just reduce options for people visiting Mill Road, and negatively impact both the 'street-scape' visually, and decrease safety (due to reduced visibility) for all the young families in the area. We strongly prefer Option 1. 
I have lived in the neighbourhood for over 35 years.  I do not accept that there is such an increase in car ownership in the area necessitating an extreme increase in the number of spaces needed.  I think increasing spaces as per the option 2 proposal will permanently damage the ambience and safety of the neighbourhood.  Cars parked on both sides of the street give the neighbourhood a more claustrophobic feel and also ensure that rooms facing onto the street are shaded and overlooked by cars.   Double parking all the time will simply lead to a permanent narrower road to drive down.

We will never all agree on a particular set of changes, but the majority of residents see sense in going with the option that Council parking experts recommend (whilst perhaps taking into account local views on topics like P&D vs a few free bays). We can't go back to the start of this whole process by giving each street in our zone their own special privileges. Any suggestions that we do are most likely a delaying tactic, trying to kick this project into the long grass. If one household (out of a hundred or so in the zone) wants 
  Options 1 and 2 as currently defined would mean that Mackenzie Road residents (given there are significantly fewer dwellings than Guest Road or Willis Road) bore a disproportionate amount of the additional spaces. We strongly request that these options are amended to ensure that the additional spaces are placed on Guest and Willis until the point at which the proportion of spaces to dwellings is equalised across the roads. This is partly for us about socioeconomic fairness. Residents on Willis and Guest, with larger residences, are more likely to be more affluent and therefore more likely to have second cars. We fear a situation, which would feel unfair, where additional spaces encourages more second car ownership and Mackenzie Road becomes the car park for the second cars of those living on other roads.  The Committee are clearly going to have a hard job reconciling the various views on this reform, and there will be a temptation to conclude that consensus isn’t possible and simply proceed on the basis of 



We have a garage on the top of McKenzie Road. I am happy with the proposed changes but it is also imperative that we maintain the no parking both outside our garage and the flats/shop garage opposite (both are drop curbs) as when these spaces are occupied it renders our garage inoperable. We already have issues with people blocking entrance to this and that is particularly an issue on Sunday when the parking restrictions are lifted. With spaces now likely to be a premium for people visiting the shops I am concerned there will be more temptation to park across our garage or opposite. Where there are 2 pay and display spaces identified on the map at the top of McKenzie Road (right side as you drive up the road) this needs to stay at 2 and not increase to 3. We would also appreciate if the drop curbs could be made clearer by adding markings for this as these changes will add to the chaos and congestion that already exists at this end, or better still 'no parking' road markings clearly delineating where the share

 We therefore kindly request that the GRARA Committee and Council re-run the consultation process with a fair voting system, and include a third design option in which new parking spaces are added to Guest and Willis to match more closely the number of car-owning dwellings.

Some Mackenzie Road residents have requested that relative to the current proposals there should be less parking in their street and more in others. Their rationale is that Mackenzie Road should not have a higher ratio of parking spaces to residential units than other streets. This is nonsense. The number of parking spaces in each street in the zone should be a function of how much road space there is to park in, not how many residential units there are in any given street. Mackenzie Road has fewer residential units because one side of it is the cemetery, but it doesn't make any sense to keep it relatively free of parked cars for this reason and to try to cram even more parking into the other streets. Car parking spaces should be available where there is space for them on the street, and if parked cars are to be regarded as unsightly clutter, Mackenzie Road should have an equal share of this clutter (per yard of road) as the other three streets, regardless of the fact that it happens to have fewer houses.
  Additionally the voting structure of one vote per dwelling means we can be outvoted by residents who live on other streets which seems fundamentally unfair when perhaps the most impact will be felt on our own street. We really do understand and appreciate all the work that has gone into these proposals by 

I appreciate being given the opportunity to comment on all aspects of the proposed schemes. And yet, as was raised in the zoom meeting a few weeks ago, it appears that those of us who support neither Option 1 nor 2 could be disadvantaged and without influence on the decision-making, if what counts is which of the two options gets the most votes

  I have lived in the neighbourhood for over 35 years.  I do not accept that there is such an increase in car ownership in the area necessitating an extreme increase in the number of spaces needed.  I think increasing spaces as per the option 2 proposal will permanently damage the ambience and safety of the neighbourhood.  Cars parked on both sides of the street give the neighbourhood a more claustrophobic feel and also ensure that rooms facing onto the street are shaded and overlooked by cars.   Double parking all the time will simply lead to a permanent narrower road to drive down.There have been periods when parking has been
We will never all agree on a particular set of changes, but the majority of residents see sense in going with the option that Council parking experts recommend (whilst perhaps taking into account local views on topics like P&D vs a few free bays). We can't go back to the start of this whole process by giving each street in our zone their own special privileges. Any suggestions that we do are most likely a delaying tactic, trying to kick this project into the long grass. If one household (out of a hundred or so in the zone) wants 

The Committee are clearly going to have a hard job reconciling the various views on this reform, and there will be a temptation to conclude that consensus isn’t possible and simply proceed on the basis of 


