
PROPOSED AMENDMENTS TO RESIDENTS PARKING SCHEME 
GUEST ROAD AREA, CAMBRIDGE 

 
Main issues, both objections and support, raised through the statutory 
publication and officer responses 
 
No. Issue Raised Officer Response 

 Objections  

1 The removal of the single yellow 
lines and resultant double-sided 
parking could lead to problems 
for cyclists, emergency vehicles, 
refuse trucks and result in 
damage to parked vehicles. 

The road safety and traffic management 
implications have been assessed and 
deemed to be acceptable. The roads are 
used for local access purposes, rather 
than needing to accommodate through-
traffic. The changes are considered to 
offer a workable compromise between 
maintaining traffic flow and providing 
more parking capacity for residents. 
Double yellow lines will be retained on 
critical lengths of road, such as close to 
junctions, where parking would be 
unsafe. 

2 Mill Road businesses are 
concerned about the impact on 
customer parking, exacerbating 
problems they are experiencing 
following the closure of Mill 
Road railway bridge. 

It is acknowledged that parking for 
businesses on Mill Road is difficult. 
Some 30 minutes parking has been 
allocated in Mackenzie Road, which is 
intended to provide short-stay parking for 
visitors and shoppers. There is very high 
demand for resident parking within the 
Guest Road zone, so it is difficult to 
justify the provision of extensive parking 
for business use. Essentially, RPSs are 
intended to prioritise parking for 
residents. 

3 The scheme should include 
electric vehicle (EV) charging 
points and more bicycle parking. 

This is not part of the current scheme, 
but the Council’s EV infrastructure team 
is working on various projects aimed at 
improving EV charging provision in 
Cambridge. 

4 The amendments are unfair on 
the residents of Mackenzie 
Road, which is different to 
others in the area. There are 
fewer houses and cars, so 
residents of roads in the rest of 
the zone will park there. 

Mackenzie Road has single-sided 
housing, so it is accepted that the 
circumstances in that street are different. 
The fact that there are likely to be fewer 
resident’s cars has contributed to the 
decision to allocate shared use bays 
(resident permit holder/ 30 min parking) 
in Mackenzie Road. RPS schemes in 
areas of high parking demand need to 
fully utilise the kerbside parking space 
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available to provide alternative places to 
park where parking in an individual street 
is already fully taken up. 

5 The scheme does not promote 
sustainable travel. 

One of the general principles of RPSs is 
to reduce the availability of free on-street 
parking for non-residents, such as 
commuters and office workers. This 
should discourage non-essential users 
from driving into the city, which has the 
potential to reduce congestion and 
pollution. 

6 The consultation process was 
flawed and unfair. 

The scheme has undergone several 
resident engagement stages. The most 
recent exercise was the statutory 
publication of the traffic regulation order 
which effectively provides a final 
opportunity for people to object to the 
published proposals. Elected Members 
will decide if the parking scheme 
amendments should be implemented. 

 Support  

1 The changes will provide more 
resident parking. 

The change from marked parking bays 
and single yellow lines to entry-signed 
permit parking area (PPA) will provide 
more kerbside space and flexibility.  

2 The inclusion of Sunday in the 
RPS is supported as it will 
prevent non-residents using 
valuable parking spaces on that 
day. 

In areas of high demand and retail 
activity, RPSs often need to be 
operational 7 days a week. 

3 It will result in less non-resident 
traffic and resultant noise, 
pollution and general 
disturbance. 

The PPA entry signs should dissuade 
some non-residents from entering the 
area in search of free on-street parking, 
thus reducing traffic. 

4 The inclusion of cycle parking 
and car club bay will promote 
sustainable travel. 

Noted. 

5 Fewer road markings and 
installation of planters has 
aesthetic benefits. 

Noted. 

6 This has been discussed over 
several years and generally has 
local support. 

Noted. 

 


