
AARA REQUESTS  ‘FAIR CONSULTATION’ FOR PROPOSED RESIDENT PARKING SCHEME 
FOR THE YORK AREA OF CAMBRIDGE 6th March 2025 
 
Dear Cllrs and Highway/Planning OƯicers, 
 
The AARA (Ainsworth Area Residents Association) covers about 200 households from 
Ainsworth Street, Ainsworth Place, Ainsworth Court, and includes our close neighbours 
who have joined us from Hooper Street, Stone Street, Sleaford Street, Sturton Street.  
AARA has hosted many street parties, community garden projects, and held a series of 
public meetings with many hundreds attending to discuss RPS proposals between 2022 
and 2025 to which our Petersfield Councillors have also been invited to attend.  
 
AARA overwhelmingly objects to the proposal because the process of the RPS 
consultation in 2025 is not feeling to be a legal consultation, because there has been 
mismanagement in communication, and data that residents have requested has not 
been provided, and residents are asked to accept or reject a scheme with insuƯicient 
information and therefore insuƯicient time has been allowed for a fair process of 
consultation.  
 
AARA is requiring a fair process of consultation. The standards are set out under the 
Gunning principles of fair consultation.  
 
Residents in the York Area are being asked to give feedback but AARA believes that the 
RPS process is likely unlawful because the following problems have been encountered: 
 

1. Many residents never received a letter through their door telling them about the 
proposed RPS and how to give their feedback, and this is despite the fact that the 
Councillors had been told that Ainsworth Street had not received letters initially 
on 22nd January and therefore letters were reprinted with the consultation 
extended to be midnight on 6th March instead of 20th February, but AARA is 
concerned about the numbers of residents still not receiving any information. 
 

2. The Councillors have been asked last time of RPS consultation in 2022/2023, 
and again this RPS consultation of 2025, to provide residents with transparent 
information about the numbers of cars that are owned in the York Area, so that 
residents know what the gap is between resident ownership of cars and the 
number of parking spaces provided in the proposed scheme.  Cllr Richard Howitt 
told us on 25th February that the Highways RPS team are not using DVLA figures 
but instead their own counting of cars parked.  We asked for the numbers from 
when a count was done in 2022/2023 and 2024/2025 to be provided to residents 
so that we can make informed decisions about the scheme based on the data 
that the Highways and Planning Department oƯicers are using, and were told 
that Cllr Howitt would email us with the figures, but no information has been 
received from Cllr Howitt, nor from the Council planning oƯicer when also asked.  
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3. Gary the planning oƯicer at the Council has said directly to a resident via email 
that he does not want to share the numbers that he is working with “at this late 
stage in the consultation process” which is a ridiculous situation!  How can we 
be asked as residents to reject or accept the scheme when we are not allowed to 
see the numbers?  We believe that our neighbours on Sturton Street and York 
Street and the wider catchment of the scheme need also to be made aware of 
this situation, because they may be wanting a resident parking scheme without 
realizing that there is a short-fall of around 90 spaces.  We know that the 
residents of Sturton Street and York Street habitually park on Ainsworth Street, 
because when we have our street party closure, this is where the long-term 
parked cars most often come from, not commuters leaving their cars for long 
periods of time, but our close neighbours.  We want there to be a consultation 
where there is transparency, so everyone knows what is involved about the 
number of cars owned in the York area set out against the number of parking 
spaces that can be provided in the RPS design.   
 

4. Other Resident Associations and RPS areas in Cambridge we’ve conferred with 
have had much more time to work in partnership with Cllrs to come up with a 
scheme that is a good scheme for residents, with appropriate time restrictions 
and signage and traƯic calming, delivered through a process of discussion and 
consensus.  We are being asked in the York Area to give feedback for a scheme 
with VERY little information about what the scheme will really look like in terms 
of street furniture and signage, on top of the lack of transparency about the 
number of cars that residents own in relation to the number of spaces which will 
be provided, and this lack of transparency makes this an illegal consultation, and 
the upset in the neighbourhood about the lack of transparency has increased 
between 22nd January up to 6th March, so that residents remain highly concerned 
about the proposed Resident Parking Scheme and have been involved in 
counting cars and worried about speeds of vehicles and safety for residents as 
pedestrians, and for women as professionals who are returning home late at 
night with no parking available to keep them safe on their return home from 
working anti-social hours. This is in the context too of a high level of drug related 
crime and drug taking on our streets.  We have also been made aware by a 
resident that making the working lives of women unsafe because of the removal 
of 90 spaces in this proposed RPS may well contravene the Equality Act of 2010 .  
 

5. AARA also objects to the process of consultation because there has been no 
consensus reached about who is eligible to apply for a parking permit if they 
already have access to oƯ-street parking.  For example, neighbours on Kerridge 
Close often park their cars on Sturton Street and Ainsworth Street, despite the 
fact that they have their own driveways or designated parking spaces, because 
they make money from renting out their driveway or designated parking spaces 
on a daily basis from folk from out of town using Air BnB and other apps. This 
won’t change with parking permits oƯered to them when they can recoup the 
cost of an annual parking permit by renting out their driveways for ten days.  
Further, Rope Walk always has about 20 empty parking spaces because those on 
York Street entitled to park there feel unsafe because of the poor lighting and 



scale of drug taking, so this needs to be improved so that these spaces are used. 
 

6. AARA object that there has been no consultation about the timings of the 
restrictions oƯering us only 9am to 8pm on every day of the week which is going 
to mean that we lose our community hub, the Geldart, whose publican, Elvis 
tells AARA meetings that he will not be able to stay in business with most of his 
money made from weekend clients who come for lunch at weekends or an early 
evening meal during the week.  These time restrictions will also make daily life for 
families in particular very hard, because it will have the desired impact of turning 
away commuters to the railway station, but will mean that residents themselves 
will have a very tough time in their personal lives, whether it be booking child 
minders or carers for elders, or even tradespeople to help in emergencies, once 
it becomes known that our Resident Parking Scheme has a deficit of 90 spaces, 
so carers or childminders or tradespeople will not be able to park, even if they 
are provided with a guest permit, there will just not be suƯicient parking spaces. 
 

7. No information has been provided to residents about traƯic calming measures 
despite our voicing our concerns that the proposed scheme will increase traƯic 
speeds and invite vans to park up on the pavements.   We have a safety risk on 
our streets from electronic scooters which we believe has not been taken 
account of in the design of the scheme.  We want detailed information in the 
design about the safety of pedestrians and cyclists, and do not have any design 
details on which to make an informed decision on safety issues to reject or 
accept the scheme we are being oƯered in 2025, despite asking repeated 
questions about this in 2022/2023 and again in 2025 at public meetings.  
 

8. We also specifically asked our Cllrs to find out the results of the previous 
consultation in 2022/2023 and to share this data with us.  Residents have no way 
of accessing how our consultation has been implemented and we have 
repeatedly asked for a more transparent process.  We believe this information 
should be provided to AARA and our Cllr Richard Howitt said on 25th February 
that he would ask for this information, but we are still waiting for it, and we 
believe that this should have been provided before this present consultation. 
 

9. No information has been provided to residents about how the RPS will make our 
air cleaner if we lose 90 parking spaces which means that cars will be circling the 
neighbourhood in the daytime and in the evenings looking for spaces.  Most 
residents already walk and cycle mostly, so if the double-sided parking was left 
in place on Ainsworth Street, so that we did not lose so many spaces, not only 
would this reduce the circling of the cars, but also it would mean that Ainsworth 
Street could keep the de facto speed limit of 10 mph because double-sided 
parking forces vehicles to drive slowly, whether they be cars or vans, cycles or 
electronic scooters, thereby keeping pedestrians crossing the road safer too. 

 
10. The rights of the residents of the York Area to be provided with a transparent and 

informed process of consultation should be adhered to and we see that there are 
two ways forward.  First, to acknowledge that the local election purdah deadline 



was taking precedence over there being a fair process of informed consultation. 
Second, that a choice be made to extend the present process of consultation 
until a month after the local elections and in that time to provide the missing 
data about car ownership and the number of parking spaces in the RPS design, 
plus the detailed design for street signage, and the results of the previous 
consultations to explain the time restrictions oƯered in 2025 and so forth.  We 
also require there to be more detailed design of the streetscape so that the 
residents know what the suite of options are, to include a design of the traƯic 
chicanes or calming measures, and how cyclists will navigate the streets. The 
most transparent and legally rigorous option will be that we postpone longer and 
start the process from scratch in the summer/autumn which could run in tandem 
with the Chisholm Trail consultation which would be a much more productive 
and transparent way forward instead of doing these consultations out of order, 
which feels manipulative to the residents living on the impacted streets. 
 

11. Further we asked Cllr Richard Howitt to write an email to confirm that this really 
is a ‘consultation’ and that we will not have a Resident Parking Scheme imposed 
on us, because Cllr Richard Howitt alongside our Petersfield Cllrs has given us 
verbal reassurance that a traƯic scheme will not be imposed on us, but we are 
yet to receive this email confirmation that was promised to the AARA, and 
because we want this reassurance, it has dented confidence in the process that 
residents are discussing on the Wapp that this email has still not been received. 
 

12.  We reject this RPS proposal in summary because of the mismanagement of the 
consultation process, the lack of transparency about data, the missing design 
information on which to base feedback for accepting or rejecting the scheme. 
Instead we want to have a fair opportunity to be involved in a legal community 
consultation, to have a working group from our streets that partners with our 
Cllrs and planning oƯicers to come up with an informed and legal consultation, 
that provides consensus and delivers safer pavements and streets for residents. 

 


