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__evor Degv:lle
;::\?. 13 March 2017 18:09
To: TechTeam

i t
Subject: Re‘-Head Stree

Oh and | meant to say | walked down Morley Road at 11am today and there were plenty of
parking spaces.

From: TechTeam

To: NEIL MCCALL

Cc: Shane Taylor

Sent: Monday, 13 March 2017, 10:36

subject: M- cad Street

'Ef)i?:rr}k you for your comments will be considered on the expiration of the advertising period and
further contact arranged once a decision has been made hOW(—.‘eVér the current proposal has been
written to cater for a number of previous objections received and it has proven to be ex‘trgmely
difficult to cater for all properties locally as it is becoming increasingly apparent that parking
provision may not be able to cater for all households.

Kind regards

Shane Taylor

Technical Team Leader

North Essex Parking Partnership

Tel- 01206 282640

Email- shane.tavlor@colchester.gov.uk

Web- www.parkingpartnership.org

Colchester is the lead authority for the North Essex Parking Partnership....

Bringing together the parking operations for Essex. Think before you print this emaill

From: (N . -

Sent: 13 March 2017 10:14
To: TechTeam

Subject: Fw: Morley Road Pretoria Road Parking Halstead

[ write to add our objections to the proposal to bring permit parking to Morley Road and Pretoria Road,
Halstead. My objections are the same as those raised when this previously came before you.

As many others in Head Street we also park in Morley Road and have done so since we moved into Head
Street over [l years ago, its one of the few places available as the number of parking spaces out numbers
the houses in that street. Especially as a number have parking already.

When we moved here as like many other places
much more difficult. For example the school
parking.

I'understand we live in a victorian town with 21st century issues but if we are going to introduce permit

parking as the solution then it needs to incorporate all those involved.
regards

parking was a lot easier but planning decisions have made jt
in Mill Chase changed into houses and flats with inadequate

Thg ipformation in this email, and any attachments to it, is solely for the use of the intended
recipient(s). If you should not have received it you must not take any action based upon it, or
forward, copy or show it to anyone; please tell the sender you have received the email in érror
then permanently delete it and any attachments. Any views or opinions expressed are solely tﬁose

of the author and do not necessarily represent those of Colchester Borough Council and/or
1
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It is our unders i sal was put forward ~2 years ago for
residents parking zone across Morley Road. There were a number of objections and
the proposals were taken no further,

Fand ace
S€ems there to satisfy those individuals who were Previously mogt vocal about the

Smaller scheme that was not impfemented to smooth the process for this enfarged
scheme.

When deciding who should recejve bermits, theijr should pe 3 fair evaluation a¢ to the
affect to the individual Properties that are within a certain distance of the Scheme, we
fail to see how providing Properties in East mijj| plus those at 14-48 Head Street with
Permits and excluding oyr Property which js less than half the distance from the
Scheme can be fajr,




Also properties 49-59 Colchester Road that share the same access track as our
Property from Pretoria Road, will be provided two permits and unlimited visitor
permits should the scheme proceed.

Complaint about the process of consultation

We have raised a Aumber of questions and complained by telephone regarding the
consultation process. It has been clear about our objection to the scheme but it took
21 days from the beginning of our complaints for anyone at NEPP tg actually tell us
how to object (all road signage had been removed as notified to Shane Taylor, more
on this below. )

It is our opinion that the process has been flawed and the legal obligation to ensure
adequate publicity has not been met.

Should the Proposal proceed and the parking zone is introduced we will be left with no
choice but to legally challenge this zone for being implemented without proper

mean that of the 70 homes on Pretoria Road only ~2 homes would see thijs
Newspaper. Where ag ~20 homes wouyld see the “Halstead Gazette”. The clue is
in the Name, walking into your local newsagent when yoy live in Halstead, what
are you going to pick up ?!' You could argue that the choice of newspaper s
conveniently chosen to limit the numper of objections; especially as they are
both published by the exact same publishing group.




* The process of publicising the proposal for this scheme has also included the
sending of letters. Therefore one could assume that the NEPP has decided that
letters are a suitable route to publicise. This is shows as item 7,1,¢,iii in
Appendix A. This clearly states that “the delivery of notices or letters to
premises, or premises occupied by persons, appearing to the authority to be
likely to be affected by any provision in the order.” From this terminology there
should be an assessment as to which household are likely to be affected by the
order. Instead of an assessment based on the newer proposal for a much larger
scheme, Trevor Degville has confirmed that the letters were sent to those living
on the streets where the scheme is proposed to be introduced; AND all those
properties who previously objected to the much smaller scheme. This in no way
covers those premises “likely to be affected”

° The signage/notices placed in the street were first noticed by us before the 1%
March 2017 and by the time we emailed to ask questions about the scheme all
notices had been removed. Therefore the require notices have not been on
show for the period of time required. Shane Taylor was notified of this, they
were re-instated and we noticed this on leaving for work, on return the same
evening to look again at the notice and find out how to object, all notices had
once again been removed. Photographs of the bare lamp posts were sent to
Trevor Degyville.

Please take note of our objections and also reply separately explaining your position
with regard to the failures in the consultation process at your earliest convenience.

We look forward to hearing from you in due course.

Yours sincerely,




Appendix A

Excerpt from Local Authorities’ Traffic Orders (Procedure) (England and
Wales) Regulations 1996 as amended:

Publication of proposals (emphasis added )
7— (1) An order making authority shali, before making an order,—

(a)publish at least once a notice (in these Regulations called a “notice of propasals”)
containing the particulars specified in Parts | and Il of Schedule 1 in a newspaper circulating

in the area in which any road or other place to which the order relates is situated,

(b)in the case of an order under section 6 of the 1984 Act, publish a similar notice in the
London Gazelte;

(c)take such other steps as it may consider appropriate for ensuring that adeguate
publicity about the order is given to persons likeiy to be affected by its provisions
and, without prejudice to the generality of this sub-paragraph, such other steps may
include—

(ilin the case of an order to which sub-paragraph (b) does not apply, publication of a
notice in the London Gazette;

(iithe display of notices in roads or other places affected by the order; or

(i) the delivery of notices or letters to premises, or premises occupied by

persons, appearing to the authority to be likely to be aiffected by any provision
in the order.

(2) Not later than the date on which paragraph (1) has been complied with, the order making
authority shall send a copy of the notice of proposals to each body or person whom it is reguired to
consult under regulation 6(1) or under any of the provisions referred to in regulation 6(2).

(3) The order making authority shall comply with the requirements of Schedule 2 as fo the making of
deposited documents available for public inspection.

(4) Deposited documents shall be made so available at the times and af the places specified in the
notice of proposals throughout the period beginning with the date on which the nofice of proposals is
first published and ending with the last da y of the period of 6 weeks which begins with the date on
which the order is made or; as the case may be, the authority decides not fo malke the order
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Appendix B

NMewspoper Report for the pubfication:-

Braintree & Witham Times

View JICREG datg

Nevrspaper

Braintree & Witham Timas

Tel:
Fax:

Newspaper Editor;
Senfor Ad Mgr:

Graugp

Newsquest Media Group
30 Cannon Street

Londorn

EC4M &XH

Tel: 020 7618 3456

Fax:

Email; enquiries@inewsquestmedia.co.ul

Chief Exec: Mr Henry Faure Walker

Yt A www, new 1 .o, Uk

Sabas Hoysa

Mediaforce London
1 Gunpowder Square
Flzet Street

London

EC4A 2EP

Tel: 020 7583 2100
Fax: 020 7353 2111

Email: mediaforce@mediafo FoR . co.ul

www . madiaforcegro u

Publivation Data

Total circulation 8351 |Effective date 01/01/2009
Type of newspaper Paid[Full Page Rake £ 775
Frequancy of publication W{Columin centimetre 5.50
Mumber of issues per year 52 |Agency commission % 10
Number of pages OlColumn langth 240

Advertising: aditerial ratie

O[Format

Publication days

Wino. display columns

Audit period

Jan2015-Dec2015 Mo, classified columns

Audit code:

Chrculation

Graup

res map  evarga rap

Loverage by Location

[Lacation Name |Househalds |Circulation Household Penstration o
Braintres 27728 4238
helmsfo ral 27341 157
Great Dunmow 10683 694
Halstead 10761 312
Tiptree 10877 177
|2itham 16474| 2773

]




Appendix C
& e SR e
Information Copyright (C) 1896-2017
LooA Local Media Works (formerly The NE) and A dw Cb
,:.i'éf}hl adiweb Lid o /
i ALL RIGHTS RESERVED .
Neyrspapar Bepoart for the publication:-
Halstead Gazetie
View JICREG data
MawspRpEer Sroup Salas Housa
Halstead Gazette Mewsquest Media Group Mediaforce London

30 Cannon Street

1 Gunpowder Sguare

> Londan Flest Streat
EC4M 6XH London
Tal: Tel: 020 7618 3456 EC4A 3EP
Fax: Fax: Tel: 020 7583 2100
Email: enguiies@newsguestmedia.co.uk|Fax: 020 7353 2111
Newspaper Editor: Email: mediaforce@mediaforce.co.uk
Senior Ad Mgr: Chief Exec: Mr Henry Faure Walker
http: fwew. newsquestmedia.co.uk v . madiaforcegroun.co.uk
Bublication Data
Total circulation 3692 |Effective date 01/01/2009
Type of newspaper paid [Full Page Rate £ 413
Frequency of publication W | Column centimatre 3.30
Number of issues par year 52|Agency commission e 10
Number of pages 0} Calumn length 240
Advartising:editorial ratio 3{Format T
Publicatien days Fina, display columns @
Audit peiiod Jan2015-Dec2015 Mo, classified columns 9
Audit code: ABC

H

Circulation Gt
area map SOVRIDES A

Coverage by Location

@aﬁun Mame |[Households|Circulation |Househald Penstration %

Braintree 27728 374 1.28
ches r. 32157 634 i.97

Halstaad 10781 2684 24,94




From: ISR - 3

Sent: 19 March 2017 23:31
To: Parking <Parking@colchester.gov.uk>
Subject: PERMIT PARKING MORLEY RD PRETORIA RD HALSTEAD

Importance: High

19/03/2017

Ref: Parking Permits

employing 4 staff

_ 1 bed end terrace house.
AR D UM, |

Dear Sir/Madam

I have worked and om'led— for!years and as the owner of the above properties and

businesses in Halstead and having my mother-in-law actus Ly living in Pretoria Rd, T feel well positioned to write to
you regarding parking permits for Morley and Pretoria Road.

Parking in all of Halstead is at very best dire and to stop people parking during the day when it is not an issue
will be simply disastrous. Parking during the day is never an issue as there are always plenty of parking spaces and a

ermit at this time the day is simply not required, you're trying to fix a problem that does not exist! My mother-in-law
who is .years of age, lives ati’F'retoria Road. Tt is acknowledged that it is difficult to pick her up
at weekends directly outside her house but this 18 NOT an issue durin g the week. If the permits are issued with a

blanket ban on parking at auytime, this will be further hurdle for the towns traders and their customers and a further
reason for customers and clients alike to shop elsewhere, therefore | object to the planned Permit parking totally.

Talking to friends, clients and associates, poor parking facilities is one of the many reasons people choose to shop in
other towns such as Sudbury and Braintree. I'm aware that we have local councillors living in the Pretoria Rd are
which has obviously prompted this permit idea, but if you're not careful I'm afraid it will be a casc of " will the Jast
High St business leaving Halstead, please turn out the light".

Yours Sincerely




Lwrote to yourselves about 10 days ago re the issuing ot parking permuts tor MIOTICY IKOUU. VY G wits 5
application first came in front of Halstead Town Council we were informed that residents in Head Street ( L‘_

would also be able to apply for a permit, not just a selected few, as is now the case. This surly is
discrimination.

I appreciate that this is a difficult sity ation, and that there are not enough parking spaces for everyone - but
I do ask that you relook at the problem. Some of the residents who live on the left hand side of Head Strect
(as if you were going through to Sudbury) and are very close to the entrance to Morley Road have been
parking in Morley Road for years as most of them have lived in their properties for over 30 years. They do
not have anywhere else to park, and it is making the regidents who are not getting any younger very very
anxious indeed.

Is it not possible that residents who have parking spaces on their properties are not allowed to apply for
permits, which would free up more spaces.

iate that d to comment unti .
appreciate that you may not be allowe | ‘ |
% wl?iﬂd appreciate it if you would just acknowledge receipt of this and my first email.

] after the consultation period closes on Friday but ’+

Many thanks




Subject: Re: permit parking Morley road 5

The new proposals for permit parking down Morley road states that we cannot have a permit as we live on

the wrong side of Head street. After living here for nearl

years and been able to park their we

1

5
. cannot understand why. We arc elderly and can do without this added stress. We are prepared to pay for a

permit if all Head street who require one can have one, if not we will ob ject. Can you please tell us where
we can park if not allowed one, this is very worrying

Sent from my iPhone

I am objecting to the introduction of permit parking down Morley Road. | live at. Head
Street, and we have no parking outside our property because of double yellow lines. We
have parked down Morley road for over 12 years with no issues until now, As you look
down Morley road from Head street, all the properties on the right hand side have their
own off road parking. One house in particular has three garages and a drive, and do not use
any of the garages and park on the road. | could understand if both sides of Morley road
had no off street parking as to why you would give a permit system. What is the reason for
giving a permit system down Morley road, is it to raise money, or just to cater for the
residents of Morley road only? We all pay our council tax and so should be treated fairly,
We are very concerned, being elderly people, as to where we will be able park if this takes
place. We have to put up with a much larger volume of traffic, large lorries mounting the
pavement to pass each other just missing our properties, and speeding cars, all you want to

do is stop us parking reasonably near our properties. We are very CONCERNED as to where
we can park.

Yours sincerely,




From [mailto
Sent: arch 2017 22:05

To: Parking <Parking@cofchester.gov.uk>
Subject: Residents parking....

s this really going to w

ork???27272 Ajl it will do s Mmove
road/Bois Haj| Garden

S cars are parked

itis Unacceptable! Ang they shoy|
IS Is more of gn issue than resi
NO residents parking! 8

dents parking....so...doubfe
afety ﬁrst,...residents will ind somewhere to park.. i Morley
Road get thig parking, Pretoriz Road and every other road in the
this too,

Il have the right to ask for

Sent from my iPhone
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RE: Colne Road Head Street & Pretoria Road Halstead

. will not entitle us to park any nearer to our house as anyone who lives in these streets can park anywhere
within the zone.

It is a public highway and therefore the space outside our property is not ours and is available to any other
vehicle owner.

We cannot see how imposing parking permits will improve the parking situation as people who park in our
street will still need somewhere to park they are not going to disappear.

We own 2 vehicles so to have to pay additional cost for the privilege of parking on the public highway,
which we already pay for in our road fund tax, is totally wrong

and then when friends and family visit paying extra so that they park in the street is ridiculous.

This scheme will not solve the parking issues in this area it is purely a money making scheme for the
council and yourselves which we do not want.




Trevor Degiille .
From: Parking

Sent: 24 March 2017 09:39

To: TechTeam

Subject: FW: Permits, Morley Road Halstead

Jason Butcher

Parking Systems Team Leader
North Essex Parking Partnership

01206 282316
www.parkingpartnership.org

Colchester is the lead authority for the award-winning North Essex Parking Partnership

bringing together the parking operations for Essex \ q
Sent: 1:00
To: Parking

Subject: Re: Permits, Morley Road Halstead
Hello Jake

Given that most evenings it is nigh on impossible to get a parking space (when we would assume it is only
residents parking in these areas, not visitors), I find it difficult to see how we will be able to park when the
new restrictions are in place. I am in support of the double yellow lines at the junctions as it is a safety
hazard, however I feel it is absolutely unfair to ask residents to pay for a permit without any guarantee of
parking, this appears to be a money making scheme without full thought for residents.

The information (which we did not receive despite being in the affected area) mentions that residents of
Highbury Terrace and Morley road can apply (as all other areas) for two permits. I would question the
fairness of this as Highbury Tetrace ALL have at least one parking space and some houses on Morley Road
also have their own parking therefore should only be allowed to buy one permit or none in cases where they
have two parking spaces (aside from buying visitor parking).

To th‘at gnd, I'would like to object to the proposal, I do not think it is fair to ask for payment for resident
permits in a situation where it is HIGHLY unlikely that we will be able to get a parking space should we be
returning home late in the evening.

I appreciate something needs to be done about parking however this is a Halstead wide problem, I feel

Ct.artajn that this proposal is only being pushed thro ugh based on the few residents who feel they have some
higher right to the roads which they own no more than I do.

Please accept this email as my objection to this proposal.

Kind regards

On Tue, Mar 21, 2017 at 12:24 PM, Parking <Parking@colchester. pov.uk> wrote:
1




® 4
Good Afternoor-

Copies of the order and the tile were letter dropped to all residential properties, so | am unsure
why you did not receive this.

As is with any permit we offer, we cannot guarantee a parking space when residents purchase
resident or visitor parking permits; it essentially limits those who can park there to those with a
valid permit, and the residential properties which can purchase valid permits are strictly limited.

The proposed permit parking scheme restrictive hours are at any time.
Yours sincerely,

Jake England

Parking Business Officer

North Essex Parking Partnership
Tel: 01206 282316

Email: p_arkinq@coichester.qov.qg
Website: www.parkingpartnership.org

Colchester is the lead authority for the . North Essex Parking Partnership

bringing together the parking operation for Essex

From:
Sent: arc :

To: Parking
Subject: Re: Permits, Morley Road Halstead

Hello Jake




& 9
Finally, will this be permit parking proposal be at all times, or only during 8am-6pm?

I look forward to your reply,

Kind regards

On Mon, Mar 13, 2017 at 4:11 PM, Parking <Parking@co!chester.gov.uk> wrote:

Good Afternoon_

Our visitor parking permits do not have a 'use by’ date attached to them. As such, they can be
kept for as long as they are not used,

Yours sincerely,

Jake England
Parking Business Officer
North Essex Parking Partnership

Tel: 01206 282316

Email: garkmg@cofchester.gov.uk
Website: www.garkingpartnershig.f}rg

Colchester is the lead authority for the North Essex Parking Partnership

bringing together the parking operation for Essex

From:
Sent: arch 2017 07:54 p

To: Parking
Subject: Re: Permits, Morley Road Halstead

Hello Jason




Thank you for getting back to me, can you clarify if the visitor parking has to be used within 2
certain time frame, for example if we bought my parents visitor parking for £10 (10 visits) in

April, would these need to be used before May?

As the notice | read was on white paper, not orange, | was under the impression this is
something that will go ahead- your reply seems to suggest it's still open for objection? Again,
could you clarify this or send me some information- I'm aware that residents of Morley road have
received a letter about this yet we have not? We live in the area eligible for permits so | would
appreciate more information about this.

Kind regards

Sent from my iPhone

On 8 Mar 2017, at 12:1 3, Parking <Parking@colchester.gov.uk> wrote;

- EE

Thank you for your email.

Visitor permits cost £10.00 for 1 0 individual stays. Effectively this is £1.00 per virtual
permit.

There are other permits we can offer in extenuating circumstances, such as for carers,

_however we would need to explore this option with you should the permit scheme come
into effect.

Kind regards,

Jason Butcher
Parking Systems Team Leader

North Fssex Parking Partnership




01206 282316
www.parkingpartnership.org

Colchester is the lead authority for the award-winning North Essex Parking Partnership
bringing together the parking operations for Essex

Sent: 04 March 2017 20:37

From: [

To: Parking <Pa rking@colchester.gov.uig>
Subject: Permits, Morley Road Halstead

Hello

Having looked at the process for buying permits, have I understood it correctly that should
my family wish to visit me and park in the permit areas, it will cost £10 each time (if
spread over more than 10 days) and needs to be booked in advance? If this is cotrect, this
Seems somewhat unfair and restrictive in terms of family being able to visit without going
through this process first. Not that it will worry you I'm sure, but my partner is currently in
hospital and may be for sometime; this means that T am often needing to call for help from
my family to offer support/ care for ourF year old son so I can visit the hospital: this
type of support is not booked in advanced as you may wish it to be. In addition to this,
anticipating your reply, alternative parking could be sou ght, but it would be much further
from our home and something my parents would struggle with in terms of walking this
distance. Im hoping I have misunderstood this information on your website and hope you
can clarify and help to put my mind at rest.

Ilook forward to your reply.

Kind regards




Dear Sir / Madam, I@

I have written to you before to object to the proposal regarding the introduction of parking permits
in Halstead.

| have recently been made aware of a Halstead Town Council meeting that took place in February
2016 where the above matter was discussed and where agreement in principle was approved,
subject to a provision that the interests of residents in Head Street, Highbury Terrace and Saxon
Way were taken into account. This meeting was not widely publicised and it therefore denied other
potentially interested parties from attending. In fact the publicity given to this matter has been very
poor throughout? In fact your recent decision to proceed with the introduction of parking permits
was advertised by way of posters being stuck on lamp-posts and not by way of formal letters to
those concerned parties already known to you including me? One such poster was picked up from
the ground which indirectly led to me writing to you again. The proposal to introduce parking
permits, if it were to succeed, sets such an important precedent for Halstead as a whole. In order
for all interested parties to have the opportunity to have their say | suggest and recommend that
you organise a publicised formal Public Meeting to enable this matter to be discussed openly
including its wider ramifications for the Town.

Despite many reasoned objections, your decision to proceed with the proposal appears inevitable.
| believe the proposal if it were to succeed to be short sighted and the thin edge of a wedge that
will ultimately lead to other residents to seek exclusive parking rights on a public

highway. Parking in the area in question has always been on the basis of give and take. By your
blind intention to pursue your current course you will simply be setting an unnecessary precedent
and will be releasing 'the genie' thus creating an incentive for other selfish residents to pursue this
end. It will ultimately result in creating disharmony and bad feeling and more work for yourselves
which is an interesting thought in itself? ’

| am further and particularly concerned by your appearing to ride rough shod over those Jocal
residents who live in the roads covered by the 'provisional agreement' that you are now excluding
from your permit proposals who have enjoyed both free access and equal parking within Morley
Road for many years. In some instance in excess of 40 years!

to ensure complete fairness in making your final decision,

| also believe that by pursuing your present course ' '
; : you are denying the rights of those local
residents who have enjoyed free open unfettered access to parking in Morley Road for many

open to a legal challenge.




P e T Y SIS INGIY WU DB BXGILNEA UNGer your current proposals are older people,
part of the ageing population, some of whom already have health and mobility problems that
currently do not need or Warrant a disabled parking badge as they are currently able to park close
to where they live. However, if thejr Present parking provisions are removed, you will effectively be
ignoring their present and foreseeable needs of access which could also leave You open to a legal
challenge, This would particularly be the case for those residents who have lived and enjoyed free
open access fo parking in Morley Road for many years especially if You give preference to more
able bodied persong. The distress this uncertainty js causing to soma residents g already

affecting their health and the situation needs resolving as quickly as possible. There are lessons
here for evetyone to learn from and for future reference.

I would appreciate itis you can te|| me where | can obtain g copy of your Organisational remijts and
responsibilities to help me to understand your role as a public organisation.

Yours faithfully

Subject: Préposed permit parkimretoria Road , Halstead ,Essex CO9 2EG

Sent from iPad We would like to register our opposition to plans to introduce permit parking in l[
Pretoria Road. We have lived in the road for nearly years , only once in that time havg
we been unable to park in the road but were able to park in Morley Road which crosses Pretoria

Road. We feel the plans are completely unnecess ' it diffi ' = and
also will not guarantee parking outside your home




Dear sir. [ ’iE)

| write regarding proposed resident parking permits for Morley Road. & Pretoria Road.
Halstead. Half of the properties in Morley Road have garages or off road parking facilities, as due most of
the houses in Highbury Terrace and therefor would probably be unwilling to purchase parking permits at
£45.00 or £65.00 per annum. unlike majority of the residents of Head Street. who have no choice except
to park in Morley Rd. & Pretoria Rd. | believe these proposals are unnecessary ,though probably
inevitable . instigated by new resident to Morley Road who resent any one parking out side their houses.

Tos Pa;lzil;ig

More disturbing is the fact that according to the notice attached to the lamp post in Morley Road. only
Head Street residents living in numbers 14 to 48 will be permitted to purchase permits, these are the
houses on the right hand side (even numbers) of Head Street. dose this mean that residents on the left
hand side (odd numbers) will be barred from purchasing parking permits. if these proposals are put in
force .

Could you please clarify this matter for me. thank you.

1

subject: Parking permits on Morley road Halstead Essex

work around that érea a lot going to the elderly who are not

the parking permitfor Morley 183¢ | Ot Tere i this comes info foros

i ject
| would ke to oblO® 78 permits and will be unabie to pa

going to be appiying

Sent from my iPad n

e ————

Subject: Proposed Parking Scheme - Morie\/ Road Haistead Essex

Ak

Dear Mr Walker, . tiif-

We would like to officially record our objection to the above parking scheme, and in particular to Morley Road which

has now been included into a wider scheme that includes, Pretoria Road, Saxon Close, Highbury Terrace and parts of
Colchester Road and Head Street.

At the initial residents meeting on 15th January 2015, at which BDC's representative Mr Pandya attended, there
was overwhelming support for the initial scheme, at that time there was absolutely no talk or agreement to include
neighbouring roads etc.

We feel this new scheme will have a severe negative impact on us as residents and our business, we also consider
that it is therefore no longer fit for the original purpose.




L}

What we are really are failing to see is the logic to grant parking permits to those that are the main cause of the
problem, whilst at the same time reducing the number of parking spaces at the Morley/Pretoria cross road by
between 8 to 16 spaces which, incidentally, we unreservedly support. The road simply cannot sustain the similar
numbers parking without making the situation worse. There were some 20+ objections to the previous scheme,
couple this to the loss of parking spaces and we have a bigger problem,

As you are aware, the main congestion along the two roads in question occurs mainly during the evenings and at
weekends, this is due chiefly to vehicles from the nearby areas (mentioned in the new scheme), converging on the
Morley and Pretoria roads.

Those that converge on Morley Road, and it is strikingly evident, from yvour own planning map of the area, as well a
'Google' search, show that many of the adjacent neighbouring properties in question do actually have garaging and
off road parking.

Admittedly there are those that do not, and we believe there is a sensible solution to accommodate those in the
Morley/Pretoria Roads.

It is noticeable that on both Morley & Pretoria Roads there are sections where a property does not front the road.
Why is it not possible for these sections to remain 'as s’ while granting residential parking to the (residents only)
other sections of these roads,

This way any 'free area' would be on a first come first served basis. This would probably appeal to the residents,
whilst at the same time not pre excluding anyone from the remaining parking spaces.

From what we can see there simply is not a blanket solution to suit all, the only reason for not addressing the
problem, which this scheme simply does not do, can only be for a revenue collecting exercise, as the scheme does
not limit permits to the space available, therefore, in effect, we will be paying for less than we have free at the
moment.

off road, would essentially block our main (detached) garage to the other vehicles, as we would have nowhere near
on road to park it, temporarily or otherwise, without vel another fee,

We sincerely hope that you reconsider the scheme, and not force something upon us which we consider to be
unrealistic, untenable and unreasonable whilst failing to address the real issues, whereby you allow others parking
rights on roads whilst You are effectively restricting parking rights of the residents of thase reads.

We would welcome 3 site meeting, as it is often clearer to appreciate a problem first hand rather than trying to
understand a lengthy paper description.

Kind regards,

s




= B W B L |

To: Parking <Parking@colchester.gov.uk>
Subject: Change from residential parking to permit parking

Dear Sir/Madam,

15

I am dismayed that permit parking is still being considered on the above roads in Halstead, and
wish to make an objection for the following reasons.

Re: Motleys Road, Pretoria Road and Saxon Close, Halstead.

My address is Chipping Hill, Head Street, and these roads are the only places to park in the
vicinity. Although it's some walk away, | always park with consideration for residents, on the
Opposite side of the road to the property's.

There literately are no other places to park!
It would make it very hard for visitors who call once in a while, social workers, family etc
It would have a negative affect on local business

If it went ahead the parking would be pushed further out of town into other residential areas, which
wouldn't be able to cope with the sudden influx.

It looks like | wouldn't be eligible for a permit parking even if it went ahead, as we are on Chipping
Hill, Head Street, which seems very unfair.

options?

Regards,
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I am a resident within the area affected by the Essex County Council (Braintree Di.str.ict) (Perr?nitted Pa:rking
Area and Special Parking Area) (Amendment No.72) Order 201*. I would like to raise some issues with the
Halstead proposal and how it will negatively affect this area and the town centre.

Printed plan

Firstly, though, I suspect that certain person(s) have attempted to stifle discussion of this plan. The planls
had been attached to a lamppost at the town end of Pretoria Road (by the Kingdom Hall), but the cable tie
has been ‘snipped” and the plans have gone missing. Consequently, not all residents may be aware of this

plan.

Safety

I have not witnessed any accidents or ‘near-misses’, while I have been resident here. Contrarily, I have been
impressed by the courteousness of drivers and the reasonable speeds travelled (I expect the speed bumps
assist). So Morley Road and Saxon Close residents are not endangered when pulling into Pretoria Road.

Painting double-yellow (No Waiting) lines anywhere, except for either end of Pretoria Road, is unnecessary
and will significantly reduce the parking available.

Driveways

Apgrt from Saxon Close, most houses in the area do not have driveways or off-road parking
available. Unfortunately, some moan about on street parking while refusing to use their own driveway.

Private Parking

Having sp_ol(en to lleighbours, I discovered that there is a perception that a parking permit scheme will
ef‘:lablle residents to park immediately outside their own houses. Obviously, this is unrealisti ¢, as the plans
significantly reduce the parking available.

Effect on the town

Hal_stead will suffer from restricted parking, as town workers and weekday shoppers have reduced parking
options. _1 hgve a.ttachgd some phptographs (taken .12 noon) of Pretoria and Morley Roads, to show that
there is significant available parking, as many cars have been taken to work. This allows other users to

zt:ilige these spaces. If parking is sign ificantly restricted, the commercial side of this small town will
ecline.
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New residents

Some residents are new to the areq

houses from 100-200 years ago wer

of the Ii:r{]itcd parking, we have to male the best
availability whep they moved into thig arca.

,like my:-?.elf“, and enjoy the historic aspeets of [a

“the advent of cars. e
of what is avgi]

: Istead, Un fortunately,
Specially 2.3 |

per household. Becauge
able, though some fai] to consider parking

ACPOIT annex b

Subject: objection to progc;scd parkiné ;:'ch_émé"Halstead

I am a resident of Colchester Road and mcluded in ¢}

1e houses which would be permitted to apply for
parking permits proposed for Pretoria Road, Halstead,

T'would like to object to the proposed scheme, as I don't believe that it would help the situation at all,

a h‘cn]ﬂ“v{} I};“ ainl ]II ‘1S 11 128 8] ]I N [+ I":lyl“' o “t:i“n S hc balll]o use.
1 ~ g b ] Q F l ] | o l— t t t

: et te -ary permits and put them in
1 1 nermits will be running up and down the road to get temporary per 4
Visitors who need perm ' down
their cars, as they already have to park a long way away
2

ok B | tiple cars for the same
ing the situation as it is is the only discouragement to people buy m-g-r; 1?:662111- l:.G-W property
Le‘aw“gtde\ifhm we moved here, knowing we needed two cars, we I-“?f’ o ( parking on our own land.
= i ) L 2 . 1] » = [y
hous’eél‘d 1' 1 would not have purchased one that did not provide sufficient pz g
accordingly and v '

g‘ v o = - o

regards,




21 March 2017 ‘

Dear Sirs
Parking Permit Morley Road Halstead

I'live in very close proximity to Head Street Halstead.

My friends who live at humbe ead Street are not 80ing to be
permit, which woujd have allowed them to park in Morley Road
Actually all the folks who live on the odd side of this street will fajy into this categor
Afew do have thejr own parking facilities, put mainly like my friends at numberi
will be searching for a parking space even further away from thejr property

I'think that the action youyr tompany is taking to the residents in Head Street is very unf.
and will cayse them tremendouys Stress, like my friends at humber

allocated 3 parking

air

Please consider theijr case

‘Subject: Parking Morley road

' 48 Head Street
i ' that residents from 14 to :

i mail sent this Morning | now see : A e s
Fpl!owmg . fmnrlcrt?gsz parking permits yet most of thesg properties haye gfifarsotatimpe o % L
Wmlbi sﬁﬁ;grpu Head Street have no parking. When thz? !sbsue wfa(i ;elué‘,glmse“or prhioni-rioo
e I cf arking permits by our loc

be able to purchase parking
assured that we would be ab
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34 March 2017

Deay sit/madam

I hereby register my Strongest objection and Outrage at your lagese dixcrin‘tin:zrm,y Proposal for restricred resident parking
permis in Mortley Road Falg tead,

the scheme gg long as reciden s in Head Stropt were given the Option to PPy for permirs. 14 owever, I see from your latese
scheme thae you ate only offeting thac benefit to nog, 1 4 t0 48 in Head Street, maost of whom acrually have parking spaces
on their own Properties. Flosw de you justify {gnoting those residents in Heqd Strect most in need of parkin 8 spaces wihn do
0ot have the henefit of dpaces un rl':cis'm'c:pcﬂ;y and are not able ta Park in their gwy toad due to donble yellow lines. “Thie
will leave seyeral of us who are pensioners it nowhere rg park our carg, 7] bis s Very unjust and yofajy and request thay
you teview the situation and reach an ¢quitable solutioy fop us all instead of giving a fews residents an unfyip Advantage. You
are dis-::rimirmrin;; against residenrs wWho have lived In this areg 4 lat Ir.mlqor than the inxrt‘s_{:-if'i.;r of this Proposals de,

Following your fast Proposal in 2015 I wag tolq by one of pur counsellors that the jocq| ouncil approved the Proposal for

> AU

We ourselves have lived in our house fiy years and i jg extremely WOrtying fyp People of aur goe ¢ Cope with the
Situation ¥ou are Proposing and a4 WC approach the PTOSPECE OF fugye failing health ‘észcm-'f: and ruiml:t'd mobility we wij
need to have *easonable cloge aceegs to our vehicles. T would hape thyg P would 2pproack; .. SHUAton with , bis ITiore
undcrsmmiing and compassiog, We would hage livede chanee of selling : ;

. ; Our houses snd Moving clsewhere s whe woylg
Want to buy a Properey in this toad i the citcumsiances you are Creating for s, Yoy

Particular person gu BOT taking anpene clse's situation INto account, | think that
o S XA raia ra b ol lisry e Fyde . ¥4

has far Cxageerated (he broblems for hep own ends, \x hy have voy only consulfee and noy any Uther

tesidents affected Y YOur proposalsy I etfeet, the 2reas whe :

: ] | D0 ¢ you are .r:r'h:rm;.ll Permits 1o gpe Mozsely 1 residents whe
. L @ Pyl i e T, . . - - e . " H 2 ¥ i 1 -
a Ll.ad) ave puﬂun‘g SPRLCC On tlyajg owr Ptopertics and nog tnf\:lng Mo accoun; rhase tnat do e have that

[ to lie dealing with just one
vho 1s the main pProtagonist
with
same benefig,

This siruation 15 causing us 5o mych Stress and worpy thag | tear for the effect on our health 454 well-heine,
o Dot

Yourg faithfully

insurance angd running costs
difficult to park in Preforia R ause as many as 15 Car parking spaces would be lost Yours
sincerely resident Sent from my iPad




