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I am commenting on the recent notices that have gone up in Saffron Walden, in particular those
appertaining to Ashdon Road, This road is a bottleneck due o parked cars on one side of the road,
Ashdon toad is one of ouly two roads thai allow you to exit Saffron Walden to go to Cambrid ge/Bishops
Stortford/motorway/station, The other road being Audley road. And there must be 90% of the population
who want travel out of town need to use these routes.

Subject: Saffron walden parking
['am in favour of the parking restrictions however, T do not feel they go far enough.
These restrictions will push ¢ven mote cars to little walden road and The Green.

[ have noticed In recent years the growth in the amount of cars parking around Little Walden
Rd/The Green. The same cars are parking here every day. As [ work shifts, I often come

home and have to search for a parking space not close to my address. Cars parking along the
stretch of Little Walden Rd from Goddards Way to Catons Lane furn it into 2 one way street.

More double yellow lines and residents parking. These vehicies blocking our roads need to
be pushed to swan meadow.

o)

Further to my email of of 31 January expressing my broad general support for the proposal to restrict
parking along Peasfands Rd, Mt Pleasant Rd, in Saffron Walden, I have been reading the comments of many
parents regarding the difficulty of dropping offfpicking up children from the nearby schools.

Thi.s may indeed be a real issue ag there is limited parking nearby without having fo use the local car parks,
which would be expensive on a daily basis. T wonder if one solution nyi ght be to offer a special discounted

parking season ticket, valid for all town car parks only Monday to Friday, for a period at pick-up/drop-off
times.

This exact logistics would need to be worked ouf (price £507 duration 30 mins ete). it could be made

available through the sehool and printed on a special card 1o make it easy for police/ traffic wardens to
identify




On 31 January 2016 at 07:29, S rote:
Lam writing in reference (o the proposal TRO3323/(Amendmient No. #0) Order 20% - Public
Consultation 1o restrict parking along Peaslands/ Mount Pleasant Road in Safivon Walden

As a resident of Peaslands Road, who regularly both drives and walks along both roads 1 am broadly very
rouch in favour of the proposals

You will probably receive a number of objections, the majority very probably by non-residents, who will
lose the the convenience that their selfish parking curvently allows. In my view most of the problems
mentioned are minor and can be casily solved by people being prepared to make a little more effort,

However, 1believe one objection is justified. There is danger to pedestrians from increased vehicle speed,
especially along Mt Pleasant Rd on the Friends' School side, where the pavement is particularly namow It
is therefore important to restrict vehicle speeds in some way, possibly by putting a 20 mph speed limit along
the whole road or by construction of sleeping policeman/ traffic calming bollard arrangement along Mount
Pleasant Rd. Combining both measures would be ideal.

The problems involved in dropping children off at schools along South Road is also a real issue These
problems already exist, however,and it sho ldn't be beyond the powers of the school and the parents to find
& proper sofution, which would be better than the present situation, which is already unsatisfactory because
of the selfish behaviour of driver parents,

D

Good afternoon
Reference Uttlesford parking amendments in Saffron Walden

Looking at the new taffic parking amendments for Ashdon Road | believe you may have missed one of the
greatest hazards on this road,

When joining the Ashdon road from the Hastern access of Shepherds Way, Eastwards (1owards Ashdon)
Sight lines are blacked by parked vehicles on the South side of Ashdon Road, This sight blockage can, at
finies hide traffic , west bound traffic from the east of Elizabeth Way Junction, These parked cars are
frequently haif on the road and half on the pavement,

There are frequent misjudgements causin & sudden braking, by drives Joining The Ashdon road, Vehicles
heading East and West on the Ashdon road. When there is traffic joining Ashdon Road out of
Dame Bradbury’s schoo! the situation can be worse,

Would it be possible to survey this aspect, confirming poor sight lines due to allowed parking and thus
confinming the traffic clashes,




| arm writing regarding the pa rxing proposals planned for Saffron Walden. May | mention that double yeilow lines
exist on the corner of Peal /Winstaniey Roag but they are constantly ignored. These schemes are ideal but need
policing.

Whilst writing, can | draw your attention to the "nasty blind’ bend alongside Peal Road, Would it be possible to use
some kind of restrictions in that area as turning right into Peal fs rather dangetous due to speeding cars.

.

I was borm in Saffron Walden in 1867 and have experisnced the growth and change of the town,
Street parking has aways been an obstruction to traffic on the roads in question. Most of the
houses have sufficient, daytime, off street parking spaces.

in Mount Pleasant Road. They'll use whataver they can to throw at you.

| appreciate these are Highways issues, but measures fo prevent speeding could be considered
although this is only likely to be by people who don't fespect speed limits anyway. The junction
with South Road could be thought about because it will be stightly more daingerous to turn into
Peaslands/Mount Pleasant from South Road. Currently, parked cars in Mount Pleasant Road slow
the flow of traffic at the South Road junetion but it would become no more dangerous than the
Winstanley Road junction.

Food for thought could be to make South Road one way northbound, with & flow westbound along
Station Road, northbound on Debden Road and easthound on Mount Pleasant Road, West Road
and Victoria Avenue would need to be protected from becoming rat runs, but with a bit of thought
they could easily be one way foo. Both are part of souare blocks (as in grid development) and
easy to get around fairly quickly.

Anyway, removal of daytime parking on the proposed roads Is an excellent plan.

Yours faithfully

It is imperative that the patking proposals for Mount Pleasant Road and Peaslands Road are implemented,
Only last week there was considerabje congestion in Mount Pleasant Road because two large articulated

1

[orries travelling in opposing directions couid not pass as one conld not pull in because of parked cars. The
situation was eventually remedied by much manouvering and one vehicle mountizg the pavement,

The part time nature of the restrictions is eminently sensible. Some people do not realise that this route is
the main thoroughfare across the town for HGV's, Because of difficuities such as I have mentioned I fear
that some HGV's prefer the route through the town and thai is in 1o ones best inferest, Many people ask me
why such restrictions were nat put in place long ago.



We are not objecting 10 this new parking restriction. We wish 1o give our thanks and appreciation as we
have over the last 24 years tried to get this restriction for Borough Lane. We would have preferred "No
Waiting at any Time',

1

| am delighted that you are intending te pul restrictions on parking in several Saffron Walden streats. Saffron Walden
has a medieval streat fayoul and can't cope wilh the currant haavy useage of vechicles. Af peak times it can take 45
minutes to travel 2 miles across town,

Each fime there are temporary traffic lights, due to works in progress, the town gets gridlocked.

There are only 2 roads that go west and 2 roads sast across the fown, thats iti ) .

All of these have to be one way. This causes pressure on the outer roads, which in the 31 years of living here is
Increasingly more dlfficult to move aleng because of the parked cars. The dodging in and out as a driver is
inconvenient but more imporiant unsafe, To cross the road is very dangerous for pedestrians along Peasiands road
as you can't see waiting cars, It's an accident weiting to happen. We need traffic to flow more freely so | hope your
proposals go ahead.

My comments,

1. Mount Pleasant road; Friends School must have g drive in drive out drop off for all parents on the echool ren. This
aiready exists and they have the responsibifity to improve parking onsite rather than cars parking opposite on the
road, blocking the view for all users. Frequently drivers mount the kerblon the school side to allow cars from the traffic
fights to negotiate the street eastwarde.Do bring in no waiting hers.

2. Parking before the South road turning on the left also gets built up each schooi drop offipick up time by parents
driving to St. Thomas More. Again | urgs resrittion.

West raad has few cut ins and currently cars park on the footpaths, This week 6 contractors vans were parked on the
pavement( this is illegal) and forced me to walk in the road. This is unacceptable and unsafe, One side only parking
ought to be considered,

3, Peasland's road. Again at 2ll times of the day care park, this time on the righi, A 100 m give way has to operate all
the time. Usually there Is the odd gap to go into but it is unsatisfactory. All houses in this siretch have drives and off
street parking, | propose a residents only bay for 6 residents to reduce the on slrest parking, A 20 minute drop off
point 1o allow parents taking children to the Beil nursery needs to be inplace as thera Is no alternative. Near the South
Rd entrance there should be a 30 minute max stay. Removal of cars along from the traffic lighls to the lelsure centre
is urgently needed as currently no one ever has a free run along this road.

4. Ashdon road tas greater problems as residents do not have drives on the ieft due to being Victorian terraces,
However more and longer putt in areas need to ba put In.
Likewise Radwinter roads increasing parldng means fewer pulling.

5.Borough lane is not so urgent BUT UDC counail workers park here all day as their own car park is overfull. All local
residential streets have to take the cars of these daily warkers.

My own street Gibson Gardens, being one. If | park on the street it rarely takes mors than 30 saconds fo have my gap
taken. People employed I the fown ought to buy reduced weekly permits and use Swan Meadow Car Pari. If tiis
was done then shert term shoppers could park on streets in their place. Its all day parking that annoys residents. The
whole Gibson estale off the high street is used all the time. Many Gold Street residents park here and don't move their
cars for days on end.

8. HGV vecgicles fravel through the town centre damaging historic buildings, few use the HGC black slgned routes,
this causes further problems.

7. UDC planning department must shoulder some hlame. The constant house building in this town nsakes car parkh:.g
sa difficult, They ought not to permit houses to ba built without 2 parking spaces. Thay must aclnowledge a garage is
not 1 epace as ne-one uses them for care because the size is often too small instead everyone uses them for storage
Until planning changes this situation it makes on stroet parking worae, even on new developmenis.

The line of sight in these streets is often so poor its unsafe for all users,
| hope your hew proposals will go through and the NIMBY's think of others as well as themsives.



L am writing 10 you as a local tesident about the proposed parking scheme on Peaslands Road, Mount
Pleasant Road through Borough Lane (see here for
details Birs: S e e

SR frgnesals,ue ),
I have copied in the parking parinesship who has published the proposed Parking Orders.

Please note that | folly support the effori 1o amend the parking rules, as the current sitation makes it very
difficult to use the road, I might have suggested staggered parking, 1o keep cars around 1o use as traffic
calming but to allow cars to Dass more easily. However, I am happy to support the existing scheme as it
stands. In partioular, I support the effor to allow the Friends’ School 1o use their driveway properly and 1o
eliminate any parking opposite their driveway,

If the seheme goes through, however, I am extremely concerned about the pedesirian erossing on Peaslands
Road. My children and tany other people’s children walk to school on fhis road, using the crossing, and
the lack of parking will mean that it is likely that cars will &0 mueh faster on Peaslands Road, The
pedestrian crossing on that voad is very difficult to see. There are no signs and the paint wears away very
quickly. I myself had trouble seeing it when J first moved here, and | knew it was there,

If the parking soheme is approved (and even if it isn't), [ believe it 18 Hssex Highways that is responsible for
cnsuring that the pedestrian crossing is safe.

Therefore, could you, as the County representative for us at Bsgex, please look into whether we can make
the pedestrian crossing more visible by adding signs, or using a gaffic light to stop cars. Can we also Ioak
into the best way to ensure that ears stick to the speed limit, This can he done by enforcement (i.e. speed
camera), (raffic calming (i.e, physical infrastructure, op staggered designated parking) or by making the
pedesirian crossing controlled by a traffic signal.

Fam very concerned about this, as I have witnessed several near misses at that crossir_ig,_an‘d that is when the
traffic is calmed by parked cars. I have withessed a child almost get hit by a loxry (within inches),

I have attached two photos:

°  Oneis of the signage whick states that there is a school in the vicinity, but is blocked by a sireet light
(1 have reported this separately as a highway problem number 2444740) .

o The second photo is a shot of the pedestrian crossing where you can hardly tell it is there unless you
are looking for if, and there is no sign warning of the crossing (From about the point a car should be
slowing down in case pedestrians wish to cross). This is at dusk, just when it is most important for
car drivers to see children when they crogs the road,



As you will see, | am directly impacted by the proposed changes to the parking restrictions to
Borough Lane, Mount Pleasant Road and Peaslands Road, Saffron Walden.

First, | would to like say that the traffic fights that have been introduced at the junction of Borough
Lane, Mount Pleasant Road and Debden Road have besn a success. They have decreased
waiting by traffic along those roads, noticeably decreased poliution levels and halted dangerous
parking.

Qn the proposed changes, 1 stpport them with only one reservation and suggestion. ’{he parking
along all of the roads to be the subject of the changes is extremely dangerous and ridiculously
Inconsiderate. anything that you do to halt that parking is greatly appreciated.

However, | would ask that you consider & resident only parking scheme along Springhill Road,
which is a through road and consequently sometimes difficult for traffic due to poor and increased
parking along that road. | understand that the County High School allows children to drive to
school and yet does not provide enough parking spaces for them.

Consequently, those pupils park on Springhill Road each day. Also, | understand that many
Gouncil Employees and visitors often find It difficult to park in the Council Office car park on
London Road. they then park along Springhill Road, The road is fairly narrow; you may be aware
that it was a private road adopted by the Highways Department some time in thta past. So, it is not
really wide enough o park, and drive along safely when there Is increased parking levels along
the road.

I'am concerned that there will be increased parking levels along Springhill Road as a
consequence of the proposed changes. If that is the case, it will exacerbate? an existing problem.
But, 1 would ask that the problem be considered regardiess of impierentation of the proposed
changes. In other words, and | understand that this has beer considered in the past, please
infroduce a residents only parking schems along Springhill Road, as soon as possible.

I've seen this on the We are Residents note and just thought 1'd let you know that | am in thorough
Agreement with the proposals especially the one on Borough Lane, Peaslands Road past the
Friends School down to the Lord Butler Leisure Centre,

There does not seem to be any need for people to park along hese Roads as most if not all the
houses have off road parking available to them, '

Maybe the properties along Ashdon Road are slightty different as many are terraced with no off

street parking so this is slightly different hence the need for night time Residents parking permits
ele.



L am actually in favour of this proposal as the traffic alon is & i
: : ; ) g peaslands road is a nightmare
especially with the Installation on the traffic lights on the peaslands road/ borough lane junction
gﬁakmg itimpossible to go up peastands road up towards the lord butler leisure centre at peak
mes as cars are all parked on the left hand side of the road. Sometimes | have sat through 2

nOi b I i

;a{i?( i?;ei thcugh that more could be done for all school dro;; offs/pick ups in town as there is a
ale area for parents to leave cars on the school run. Could schools in Saffron Walden not

be consulted to arrange erD 01T areas where chi i
ildren are aceo i
: E y il e Ih mpanied safeiy.from the car into

I would like to remain anonymous as | feel this has bought up too much coniroversy.

N

| write in support of the parking restrictions proposed for Saffron Walden. They are long overdue,
and | welcome them wholeheartedly.

As a person with temporary partial deafness, who lives in one of the roads named in the proposals, |
am directly affected by the inconsiderate parking which happens on week days. This problem seems
to be getting worse as time goes on. As much as | dislike complaining about fellow women, the main
culprits seem to be mothers doing the school run. My dog, crucial to my getting zbout, finds
navigating the streets very difficult as these parents park on pavements, grass verges, junctions,
corners and double yellow lines, justifying it by saying that they won't be there long. If | cannot see
a clear view on either side of the road, | find it very difficult to know whether it is safe to cross the
road or not, putting my dog and myself in danger.

When my husband and | go out in the car between 8-9am and 3-4pm on week days, it is nigh on
impossible to travel the length of South Road, Mount Pleasant Road, or Peaslands Road, without
having to weave in and out of parked cars.

At the time of writing this email, it is the school half term holidays, and the cars which usually fill the
roads at school time have not appeared. My dog and | enjoyed a nice walk across town today. We
crossed roads without difficulty, without getting nasty looks from poorly parked parents who
evidently think pedestrians are an inconvenience, and that my dog should not be on the pavement
when their children are coming out of school.



The ridiculous self entitlement of some of these drivers never ceases to amaze me. They will
undoubtedly protest that they have nowhere safe to pick their children up from school, but there
are plenty of car parks within a safe walking distance of the schools on South Road, and within the
grounds of Friends School. Saffron Walden is a well connected town, which is easily traversed on
foot and by public transport. If parents choose to use their vehicle to collect their child from school,
they should understand that they have a responsibility to park safely for all pedestrians. It seems
highly inevitable that one of the school children will come to harm as a result of irresponsible
parking at some point, and so restricting parking seems the best way forward. The needs of all
Saffron Walden's residents must come before half an hour of convenience near to the school gate.

0

I have read about the NEPP proposals to restrict parking in Mount Pleasant Road, Borough Lane and
Peaslands Road, as reported in the Saffron Walden Reported and Walden Local —

I would like to put on record that | fully support the proposals as a long overdue measure to improve
traffic flow on this major route through Saffron Walden

P

I write in support of these proposals, in particular the proposals affecting Mount Pleasant / Peaslands Road / Borough Lane
Saffron Walden,

I live in Mandeville Road and my journey from home to work in Braintree each morning takes me out of Walden along
these roads. The inevitable congestion between about 8:10 and 8:45 during term time is made much worse by the
combination of parked cars and impatient drivers delivering schoolchildren to the many schools in the area; it can take 10-
15 minutes to travel the 0.6 miles to the Thaxted road. | appreciate that | too am part of the traffic jam and do my best to
avoid the busiest times, so now stagger my leaving times to avoid this but it's far from ideal.

Eliminating the one way working caused by parked cars will ease the flow significantly, especially out of town toward Lord
Butler / Thaxted Road.

Although this is not proposed, as a resident | would also welcome extension of the proposed 8am-6pm waiting restrictions
to Mandeville Raid; almost all houses have off street parking so there is little need for street parking for residents, but
there is some so I'd suggest a resident’s parking scheme for Mandeville Road. The Highfield care home staff and other
visitors seem to choose to use this road for parking instead of the care home’s own carpark. The parked cars make access

to properties’ driveways more difficult and access for larger vehicles e.g. bin lorries and delivery vehicles is much more
difficult.



€

Thank you for bringing to my attention the change in parking restrictions near to my house in
Peaslands Rd.

I do not object to these changes, however, | would like to know what provisions you have made for
people without off road parking as there seems to be no bays for permit holders.

Also with the removal of parked vehicles along a long stretch of road, what traffic calming measures
are you putting in place to stop it becoming even more of a race track.

With 3 schools within a short distance surely the speed limit should be changes to 20mph.



1 Emson Close
Saffron Walden
Essex, CBI10 14,

T: (01799) 516501
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F: (01799) 516503 Sarron WL
Town Councir,

NORTH ESSEX PARKING PARTNERSHIP CONSULTATION

THE ESSEX COUNTY COUNCIL (UTTLESFORD DISTRICT) (PERMITTED PARKING AREA AND SPECIAL
PARKING AREA) (CONSOLIDAT!QN} (AMENDMENT NOG.40} ORDER 20

Further Response on behalf of Saffron Walden Towr Council

Introduction

1. This submission is made by Saffron Walden Town Councll in response to the NEPP consultation
on the draft Order,

2. Saffron Walden Town Council has separately submitted a statement of obhjections setting out
certain of the procedurals rules which NEPP has not followed in refation to the proposals. This
response sets out substantive grounds for objecting to the proposals because in the view of the
Councll the disadvantages of the proposals clearly outweigh any potential advantage. Please
read the responses together,

3. We should also reiterate our concern that the Councll has never been consulted on these
praposals previously, and is opposed to them.

4. As you may he aware, the Council has recently conducted a survey of Saffran Walden residents
asking what improvements they would Jike to see to the road network locally, and it is clear that
the Order does not accord with the wishes of local residents - and indeed s directly opposed to
them, as we set out below,

5. The Council ohjects very strongly to the proposals contained in the draft Order for the reasons
set out below.

Summary

6. Insummary:

a. As far as we are aware, there has been no involvement of any local residents in the
Order or any of the pProposals contained within it; there has been no consultation with
focal residents or with Saffron Walden Town Council In refation to the proposals, and
previous proposals for parts of the schemes proposed in the Order have heen strongly
objected to by local res idents;

b. NEPP policies at all relevant times, whether in 2013 {which we understand was the first
occasion on which pProposals for some of the affected roads were first suggested) or
2015, clearly required that schemes should have the support of a majority of local
residents / interested parties. None of these schemes has been discussed with {ocal
residents / interested parties, let alone approved by them;

¢ The Council is not aware that there is any justification for the Order, The proposed
benefits of the proposals appear to he tenuous, and to ignore the nature of the affected
roads and of traffic in Saffron Walden, One can only guess at the justification:



i s the aim to reduce vehicle delays? There is no justification for this;

il. Is it to Improve safety? Agaln, there Is no justification, nor are there any
previous accident statistics, and increasing traffic speeds along residential roads
will make them more dangerous and not less, There Is no indication that any
analysis has been performed;

d. The proposals are clearly unsustainable in transport terms in that they will make the
affected roads even less pleasant for pedestrians, and appear to be designed purely to
benefit motorists at the expense of other users;

e. The proposals are directly contrary to the resuits pf the recent consultation conducted
by the Council in relation to the priorities of residents for traffic measures In Saffron
Walden, Thare Is widespread concern about fast moving {by which we mean up to
30mph) traffic, and the effect that this has on pedestrians ~ and the scheme proposals
are designed to achieve exactly the results that local residents have said that they do not
want. There was not even support for these kind of propesals from car users, who did
not favour removing parking to increase traffic flows ;

f. The proposals will remove large amounts of parking, adversely affecting local residents,
local schools and parents, and people who drive to Saffron Walden to work or to shop.
Parking is in extremely short supply already, and this wlli clearly make the existing
situation worse. No alternative parking ~ and indeed no mitigation measures at all - are
proposed. The scheme reasons even claim that installing double yellow fines will
improve parking provision for local residents;

g Recent NEPP schemes in Saffron Walden, such as the removal of parking on Debden
Road or on stretches of the High Street, demonstrate these concerns are entlrely
justified; as parling is removed, roads become less pedestrian-friendty;

h. These concerns are heightened on the particular roads affected. Ashdon Road has a
primary school; Peaslands Road has a large pre-school, and the entire Peaslands Road /
Borough Lane is close to two primary schools on South Road and s a principal route for
many children attending the Saffron Walden County High Schonl. The propesals will
directly reduce the safety of a targe number of vulnerable road users;

i. The proposed Order appears to he directly opposed to that part of the ECC Transpott
Strategy to increase sustainable travel, and is therefore in breach of the requirements of
the Transport Managemeant Act 2004;

J It is impossible to discover what the justification for these schemes is, We have
searched both the NEPP and the UDC websites, and can find no justification for the
proposals, The UDC LHP appears not to have considered the proposals — cettainly we
can find no reference in the minutes, and we are not aware that there is any other
appropriate body at UDC. Neither have we been able to find any evidence put forward
for the proposals or any justification for them, We have been copied in to the Freedom
of Information request for such information, and have seen the response from NEEP
that no such information appears to exist.

The disadvantages of the scheme greatly outweigh uny advantoges

7. As has has been said in the summary above, it is impossible to understand from the publicly
available documentation what the justification for the proposed Order is.



8.

10.

i1,

12

13.

14.

The stated reasons for the Order in the NEEP document “Statement of Reasons” seem totally
inappropriate when considered against the actual situations on these roads. In the recent
Council survey, the biggest issue raised was the danger to pedestrians through inadequate road
crossings, Inadequate pavements and fast moving traffic. Many survey respondents were
principal users of the Ashden Road, and the danger of the road through fast-moving traffic and
lack of road crossings was repeatedly high-lighted — parked cars was definitely not. Parked cars
help to moderate traffic flows and speeds, as well as directly protecting pedestrians from
moving traffic. The lack of crossings on most of the affacted roads also means that pedestrians
generally have to brave 2 lines of fast moving traffic where there are no parked cars; parked cars
reduce the exposed road width to be crossed to one lane and create natural hreaks in the traffic
as cars wait for each other ~ we believe that there can be no doubt that removing parking woutd
make Ashdon Road fess safe. Indeed the Council is in the process of preparing a submission to
the LHP for the next round of funding, which will include a request for a zebra crossing on
Ashdon Road.

Removing parking would also reduce the perception of safety, by allowing vehicies to travel
faster and bringing them closer to pedestrians, which will reduce the desire for peaple to travel
on foot. The Order would therefore be expected to have a negative effect on sustainable travel
modes using the Ashdon Road. In policy terms, the relevant highway bodies should be seeking
the exactly opposite result, ie to increase sustainable travel modes by making sustainable travel
maore attractive.

Exactly the same comments apply to the other reads proposed to be affected. All would
become less safe if the changes were to be made.

The situation is exacerbated by the presence of primary and pre-schools, and the use of the
Peaslands Road / Borough Lane corridor as a major corridor for children attending Saffron
Walden County High School. Large numbers of children and other vulnerable road-users use
these roads. We understand that, for example, some 40-60 small children, generally in buggies,
are dropped off at or collected from the Bell Nursery on Peaslands Road, with the parents either
watking them there or parking as close as possible and then watking. Removal of parking would
mean parents having to park further away whilst increasing traffic flows and speeds would make
walking more dangerous.

. The Statement of Reasons cites an advantage from the Order In increasing lines of sight for

vulnerable users, but we do not believe that that is a problem — the principal issue is having to
cross a read with fast-moving traffic and very limited crossing peints. increasing traffic flows and
speeds would make the road less safe and not more., :

On Thaxted Road / Peaslands Road and Peaslands Road / Bromfield, the Statement of Reasons
claims that having double-yellow lines “will improve the parking provision for local residents and
their visitors”. We do not see that this can be true — the proposal is to introduce “No Waiting at
any time" restrictions on these roads”. We don't see how the proposal could possibly improve
parking provision for anyone by abolishing it. We would be interested to see the claimed
justification for this part of the Statement of Reasaons,

On Borough Lane, it is claimed that the Order is necessary to remove parking where it is
inappropriate - no explanation is given as to when parking may or may not be appropriate, and
this does not seem to be 2 valid reason in Highways terms. The Statement of Reasons also
claims that the Order is necessary to stop parking which is likely to severely impede the free flow
of large vebicles including emergency vehicles. Short of removing parking from every single



road, which would Increase larige vehicle flow, this is simply unnecessary ~ the road is plenty
wide enough for emergency vehicles to pass - and indeed at the harvest season, for large
tractors and trailers 1o pass ~ despite the existing parking.

13, Similar claims are made for the other roads, and again we can see no justification for, and
certainly no proportionate response in, turning residential roads with plentiful pedestrian traffic
Into fast moving yrban clearways to avoid cars being delayed for limited perlods of time during
peak hours,

16. The Order and the Statement of Reasons give absolutely no suggestion as to what should
happen to the displaced parking, and it is hard to see where it can go as almost alf roads in
Saffron Walden are heavily affected by parking, There are a number of Issues:

a A large number of affected houses da not have their own off-street parking, and
therefore have nowhere else to park, No suggestion is made as to where these people
should park, as almost all side roads are already heavily congested. The affected houses
include residents who are old or otherwise vulnerable, who would potentially now be
forced to walk significant distances past fast moving traffic to reach their cars;

b, There is an economic issue, The centre of Saffron Walden is heavily congested, and very
hard to park in. Visitors and workers in Saffron Walden parlkc on these roads, Waea
understand that that some potential visitors avoid Saffron Walden because of the
tongestion; making it even harder for them to park will make the situation worse and
therefore come at an economic cost to the town, As a Town Council, we obviously take
this very setiously, We are also aware that many low paid jobs in Saffron Walden are
filled by workers who cannot afford to live in Satfron Walden, or to pay significant car-
parking fees, These workers are therefore reliant on free car-parking which Is

reasonably accessible to where they work. The removal of this car-parking will directiy
affect them,



Thank vou for Your quick response and the detailed Statement of Reasons, This makes the reasons much clearer,

It doss though fead 10 some important follow on questions as there are no referepces ta supporting evidence. Give
the spend of taxpayers money at the same time as ECCis increasing Council Tax, and the significant changes that ar
Proposed, the reasons would clearly need to be backed by sound evidence and a Wwatertight cases - otherwise the
Statement of Reasons just reads like a ‘wish list’, which wouldn's seem really good enough,

L have reattached the Statement of Reasons for reference,
Speciﬁcaiiv {and in the order of the fce Statement of Reasons):

1. Ashdon Road-Saffron Waldes: This road would benefit fromt an additional pulk-in area to aliow vehicles to
park, but replacement parking would need to be provided ag on-street parking is already a sighificant issue
for residents. It g worth noting that in a recent planning application £ce admitted they had no solution to
the parking issue, However that seems g Moot point as the parking restrictions are planned for the side of
the road where ho-one parks and therefore will have no im pact on accass for large vehicles and emergency
Services as stated as there a navar any vehicles parked there, Becguse of thie wheat is the evidence to Justify
the cost, and why was an additionaf putl.in Supported by incremental parking proposedy

Bood and there are ample places to cross. Controfled/safe crossing is already provided - there is a zebrg
Crassing just past the end of Mount Pleasant Rd at one end and a signalised junction with pedestrian
Crossings at the other., Additionaily for Friend school access, they have 2 car parks that allow parents to drop
off and pick up children off the roag ontheir property, it is unclear what evidence there js to show that
removing alf parking from SAM-6PM would do to improve safety as there doesn's Seem to be a safety issue,
Pledise can yoy Provide the detaijed evidence of the acciden t/incident history that fed to the pbroposed
solutlon; and if safety is a tangible issue ,why other things such us 20mph zones, chicanes and speed
bumps were nop considered or were discountedy

3. Thaxted Road/Pesslands Road-Saffron Walden: This section of road is wide and straight and houses are set
back and so there are Visibility issues. The feason stated for the Proposed changes are to provide better
residents parking and improved sight fings, Itis difficult to understand how removing all parking from 8AM-
6PM would improve parking for residents and their visitors, Asida from the Thaxted Rd mini-roundabout and
the Bromfiald Juention {both at either end of this portion of the road), there are no records of incidents on

10



Bromfield, ho you have more recent statistics thge show o larger humber of Incidents or were you workin
off the some DfTUoE daty serp Also since there are other junctions with worse safety vecorys, Why has

5. Peaslands Road-Saffron Walden: parked Cars can slow traffic op this road at peak times, however the
signalised Junction at the Debden/Mount Pleasant rd junction has the effect of metering traffic heading
eastbound, This means that any Waiting vehicles on Peaslands Rd sre never held more than a traffic light
cycle (which js clearly deemed accepteble ag foe installed the signals), Whilst the ro ad would seem 1o
benefit from an additionaf Section of parking restrictions to allow 5 Pultin 1/2 way down the roag, removing
all streat parking between 8. seems draconian to say the least, What evidence do you have that the
FEMOVIng of el duytime Parking wifl haye o4 dramatic improvement oyer Just removing g portlon of
Barking, and hows dld you weigh snie against the foss of parking amenity?

6. Moung Pleasant Read-Saffran Walden: The Stated ratlonal for additional permanent parking restrictions are
the removat of inappropriate parking that is likely to severely impede the access of Jarge vehicles, including
the emergency services, What is the definition of ’mappmpn'ate’ patking; what is the evitlence that shows
that there fs Ihapproprioee parking toda Vo and what [s e evidence that shows that lorge vehicles and the

its also worth noting that the Saffron Walden Town Council undertook a large survey of the own and with road
Users at the end of 2015, This Identified over 70 minor, real Improvements to the town's road system, which have
been priotitised by the public that use the roads themselves, Apart from an additional pulling in place on Peaslands
Rd. none of the Proposed changas jn these TROs ware identified as problem areas, The Town Council ig paid for and

brepared?

In addition to the Friends School, there are 2 primary schogls in the immedijate vicinity. Mount Plegsant and
Peaslands Rd pProvide the only viaha Parking for parents to pick up and drop off due to parking restrictions on South
and West Roads. Removing daytime pa rking will remove this importans amenity at exactly the times-of-day it is

needed. How were the schools’ needs considerey before the Rrapasals were dropy up aid how apd whep werg
the schools co nsuited



Dear Shts

i it as 7 : he
| write on behalf of Saffron Walden Town Council and please accept this email as the formal respense from th

ision wi [ - detal “the
Town Coundil regarding proposed Orders and changes to parking provision with Saffron Wald;n_ ittrziil; :rskl;::; e
emall recelved from Mr Shane Taylor at NEPP dated 25" January 2016 ir:a with reference to Permi
and Special Parking Area {consolidation) {Amendment No 40} Order 20

This matter was consldered at the Town Council's Planning and Road Traffic Committee meeting on 4" February
2016 and is recorded under our Minute Reference 534 of that meeting. The Town Council’s response Is as follows;

Saffron Walden Town Councll strongly objects to the proposals on the following grounds:

1. That the schemaes clalm to address safety and road traffic flow measures and yet no evidence is provided in
support of this case

2. That NEPP has failed to follow Its own process and has falled to carry out any consultation with the Town
Council or District Councillor which is contrary to the policy as adopted in October 2015 being “those putting
forward schemes are required to get the approvad of the Town or Parish Council and District or County
Councilor” {extract from NEPP Joint Committee meeting October 2015), The procass Is therefore flawed
and contrary to the resolution as quoted above at the October 2015 meeting

3. The process has been further flawed in NEPP's inability to respond to simplistic questions and guerlas
submitted by the Town Council in relation to these proposed TROs. A simple request has been submitted
requesting dates of when these proposals had been discussed with or made known to the Town Counci and
this Information is not forthcoming, It Is muted that discussions sbout these proposals were Initiated In
2013 but ng evidence is supplied to support this, If discussions had however started in 2013 and before the
resolution of Octoher 2015, this should still have included the need for specific consultation with the Town
Council as the TRO was outstanding as of October 2015 and therefore NEPP are obliged to revisit
outstanding proposals to ensure compliance with the new process.

4. The proposals make no reference or give regard to any future development in or around Saffron
Walden, Whilst it is noted that this is a consultation about current parking regimes, it Is naive to continue
with the proposai at this current time given the lack of an up to date Local Plan, It is likely that additiona$
housing will be built in and around Saffron Walden and these proposed traffic orders do nothing to future-
proof iraffic flow or to take account of an increase in traffic from any hew developments arising.

5. Salfran Walden Town Council is undertaking a huge project which seeks to recognise, address and remedy
parking and vehicular movement in and around the town. This is a farge piece of work and a draft copy of
this has already been shaved with representatives from UDC and NEPP. The proposals from the Town
Council seek to address parking on a global wider scale with each scheme having reference to another, The
proposed TROs adopt a piece-meal approach and will only seek to mave parking problems from one area to
another; there is no consideration given to the impact of these proposals on outer lying areas.

For all of the above reasons, the Town Councll therefore requests that these proposals are withdrawn given the lack
of constdtation and compliance with the NEPP process and that the proposals are simply inappropriate and do not
address parking or traffic movements in and around town, they simply seek to move the problem te another ares.

Al such time that the Town Council's parking praposals are complete, we will happily furnish NEPP with & copy of
this and this can perhaps be used as the basis of a review covering parking and transport for Saffron Walden,

On behalf of the Town Council, | will alsc be submitting formal complaints to NEPP, UDC and ECC regarding this
matter and the lack of consultation and compliance with procedures,

Thanik you and please confirm receipt of this email,



NEPP Consultation re

The Essex County Council {Uttlesford District} (Permitted Parling Area and Special Parking Area)
{Consolidation) {Amendment No.40} Order 20

Respaonse by 18 Saffron Walden Town Councilfor

Introduction

I,

This submission is made hyé
draft Order,

I am aware that Saffron Walden Town Council has separately submitted its own statement of
objections to the proposals. | am however making this response In my own right. Parts of the
roads which would be affected by the proposed Order are within my ward, hut my objections
stretch much further than that.

I have recently also lead a survey of Seffran Walden residents asking what improvements they
would like to see to the road network locally, and it is clear that the Order does not accord with
the wishes of local residents — and indeed is directly opposed to them, as | set out below.

Finally, I have lived In Saffron Walden and have seen the roads become increasingly unfriendly to
pedestrians, and other users of sustainable transport methods, as parking has been removed,
car speeds have heen increased and pedestrians have hecome increasingly exposed to fast-
maoving traffic.

I object very strongly to the proposals contained in the craft Qrder for the reasons set gut
below,

in response to the NEPP consultation on the

Summary

6.

In summary:

a. Asfar as | am aware, there has been no involvement of any local residents in the Order
or any of the proposals contained within it; there has been no consultation with local
residents or with Saffron Walden T, own Council In refation to the proposals, and previous
proposals for parts of the schemes proposed in the Order have been strongly objected
to by local residents:

b. NEPP policles at all relevant times, whether In 2013 (which | understand was the first
occasion on which proposals for some of the affected roads were first suggested) or
2015, clearly required that schemes should have the support of a majority of local
residents / Interested parties. None of these schemes has been discussed with focal
residents / interested parties, It alone approved by them;

¢ lam not aware that there Is any justification for the Order. The proposed benefits of the
proposals appear to me to be almost entirely spurious, and completely Ignote the nature
of the affected roads and of traffic in Saffron Walden, One can only guess at the
justification:

I Is the 8im to reduce vehicle delays? There Is no Justification for this;

fi. s it to Improve safety? Again, there is no justification, nor are there any
previous accident statistics, and icreasing traffic speeds along residential roads
whl make them more dangerous and not fess. There is no indication that any
analysis has been performed:



d,

e,

it Is it part of a wider strategy? | understand that the principal purpose of the
proposed Order is to aflow extra development to the soUth-east of Saffron
Walden, in a form of pre-determination of the draft Local Plan. | believe that if
true, this would be an im Proper purpose;
The proposals are clearly unsustainable in transport terms in that they will make the
affected roads even less pleasant far pedestrians, and appear to be designed purely to
benefit motorists at the expense of other users;

traffic measures in Saffron Walden, There is Widespread concern about fast moving (ly
which we mean up to 30mph) traffic, and the effect that this has on pedestrians — and
the schema Proposals are designed to achieve exactly the results that local residents
have said that they do not want. There was not even support for these kind of proposals
from car users, who did not favour removing parking to increase traffic flows ;

The propasals will remove large amounts of parking, adversely affecting local residents,
local schools and parents, and people who drive te Saffron Walden to work or to shop.
Parking is in extremely short supply already, and this will clearly make the existing
situation worse. No alternative parking - and indeed no mitigation measures at all - are
proposed.  The scheme feasans even claim that installing double yellow lines will
improve parking provision for loca residentsi

along, and more dangerous for pedestrians, and residents without their own parking are
forced to look further afield for thair parking. Some of the parking on Borough Lane and

place to walk down since parking was removed;
These concerns are heightened on the particular roads affected, Ashdon Road has g
primary school; Peasiands Road has g large pre-school, and the entire Peaslands Road /

many children attending the Saffron Walden County High School. The proposals wifl
directly reduce the safety of 5 large number of viinerable road users;

The proposed Order appears to be directly opposed to that part of the FCC Transport
Strategy to increase sustainable travel, and is therefore in breach of the requiremants of
the Transport Ma nagement Act 2004;

it is impossible to discover what the Justification for these schemes is. | have searched
both the NEPP and the UDC websites, and can find no lustification for the proposals,
The UDC LHP appears not o have considered the proposals certainly | can find no
referance in the minutes, and f am not aware that there is any other appropriate body at
UDC. Neither have | been able to fing any evidence put forward for the proposals or any
lustification for them. | have been copled in to the Freedom of Information request for
stch infsrmatlon, and have seen the response from NEEP that no such information
appears to axist,



Lack of Proper Protess

7.

10.

11,

12,

There appear to have been a complete fack of proper process or justification for these proposals.
| have seen e-mails from representatives of NEPP claiming that the proposal was first approved
in 2013, as part of Schemes 10030 and 10031 and the current proposal is simply an amendment
to those schemes. | find this claim completely lacking in evidence, and In any case there seems
to have been no proper process involved in the original consideration of schemes 10030 and
10031, for the reasons | set out below.

Scheme 10030 was a scheme affecting Mt Pleasant Road between Dehden Road and Peaslands
Road. From the fimited evidence provided by NEPP, this scheme was contemplated only for Mt
Pleasant Road. An Fol request has been made for all relevant document in relation to the
proposed scheme, but extremely limited information has been obtained, and no copies of any
documents relating to the original consideration of the schemes 10030 or 10031, not of the
relevant application forms, has been provided. No information has been given as to the
justification for the schemes, or why they were put forward by UDC. | assume that there must
be an appiication form for each scheme detalling the scheme proposals and providing
justification for the need and the claimed henefits, as these are referred to in NEPP minutes at
the relevant time as reguirements for schemes to be put forward, but nothing has been
provided by NEPP in response to the Fol request,

In relation to scheme 10030, very limited information has been provided, which includes & map
indicating that onfy Mt Pleasant Road was contemplated for any form of scheme. The Summary
Sheet which accompanied the map, presumably prepared by NEPP or ECC Highways, indicated
no need or justification for any scheme on Mt Pleasant Road.

In relation to scheme 10031, no information at all has been provided save for the NEPP minutes
approving it. It is impossible therefore to say what parts of Ashdon Rd were proposed to be
affected, or what the justification was.

1 have seen e-mails from NEPP claiming that the current proposal is simply an amendment of the
schemes 10030 and 10031 and therefore could be amended by officers without going through a
proper approval process, This seems to me to be wholly untenable for the following reascns:

a. The current scheme Is not simply an amendment of the previous proposals but is a
completely different scheme;

b. Scheme 10030 appears, to the extent that any justification has been provided, to have
been instigated largely following concerns raised by Friends School rather than for any
of the reasons now claimed;

c. Because of the lack of evidence it is not possible to know what Scheme 10031 would
have covered, but from its title it was clearly restricted to some part of Ashdon Road;

d. The current proposal however covers not anly Mt Pleasant Rosd and roughly half of the
permitted parking on Ashdon Road, but also the entirety of Borough Lane and Peaslands
Road and parts of Bromfield, Winstanley Road and Thaxied Road.

i an e-mail to Mr of 12 February 2016, to which | was copied in, Mr S Taylor of NEPP
stated that “Our board does not approve the Amendments which we create, in this case
Amendment Number 40 which contains the sites which have been previously approved by our
board {via the links to meeting notes). Amendments are creoted by us when we devise proposals
to advertise pre-opproved priority schemes chosen by partner members and forwarded at the
applicable meetings for board opproval, which gives us, as officers the power to devise and




advertise a proposal such as Amendment Number 40 which contains the sites of interest. Itis ne
the Amendments, as indicated which are approved by our board but the separate site
themselves, which have been in the past, leading to the creation of the applicable order
Hopefully this all mekes sense however | am more than hoppy to clarify this via o telephon:
conversation if requireq?”.

13. I have been through all of the NEPP minwtes since schemes 10030 and 10031 were approved jr
principle, but can find no record of any approval by the NEPP board of these proposals in
relation ta any sites on Borough Lane, Peastands Road, Bromflelds, Thaxted Road or Winstanjey
Road, nor of what parts of Ashdon Road or Mount Pleasant Road were approved, It is quite
clear therefore that the sites contained in this proposal have never been approved by the NEPP
board.

Regulations Joint Sub-Committee of 10 Aprit 2013 at which a number of proposals were
adopted, including that “Application form be amended including to show local support
for a scheme” - spe minute 23, Minute 23 also noted that there was already a pre-

Commitiee approved the thange to the application form, one would have expected the
applications to have been on the new forms. I have not seen the application forms
iodged with the applications, but | do not see how they could have shown Saffron
Walden Town Councif support for the schemes;

¢ Atthe 8 August 2013 meeting a new policy was adopted, set out in ltem 8 of the agenda.
Iter 8 contains the following statement, at paragraph 2.8 “Members are reminded thar
majorlty of residents / interested parties is required in refation to scheme/restriction
requests and there s gp expectation that informe| consultations ore undertaken locally
(residents associations / ward members), where necessary beforehand.”. As | say above,
I do not believe that any consultation was ever undertaken, or that a majority of
residents / Interested parties could have been said to be in favour of the proposals. The
feedback that | have received is that a majority are against the proposals, but in any
case, there is no Way that anyone could have krown at the time whether or not 3
majority of interested parties would be in favour of against the schemes;

d. 1 believe therefore that it is quite clear that the prior consultation required by Nepp
policy was not carried Out, and neither was the NEPP requirement that a majority of
interested parties should be In favour of a scheme before submission followed,

15. These proposals should therefore have been the subject of a standard NEPP approval process,
and it is quite clear that they weren’t. | have searched through aff of the NEPP minutes since
2013, and can find o approval of the schame, The responses from NEPP employees indicate
that none has been given, and that instead they are trying to place refiance on the approvals in



16.

17,

2013, even though these were flawed and do not cover most of the sites the subject of the
scheme.

At the 29 October 2015 Joint Committee meeting, it was confirmed that parish council approval
was needed before any scheme was approved. The current scheme does not have that approval
~presumably in part because it has never been approved,

Nat only would the Proposed Order breach NEEP's Qwn requirements, but it appears also to he
in breach of national requirements. 1t is a national requirement that proper consultation is
made as parking policies are developed (paragraph 2.13 of the 2015 Parking Guldance); again
there s no sign of this happening in relation to the Order. 1 have searched in vain for a copy of
ECC's parking policies, and there appears to be no document containing them; | assume
therefore that the policy is encapsulated within individual TRO’s, There is no suggestion within
the draft Order as to how it might fit within a wider policy.

The disadvantages of the scheme greatly outweigh uny odvantages

18. As | have said in the summary above, it is impossible o understand from the publicly availabie

19

20.

21,

22,

documentation what the Purpose of the proposed Order is, although | understand that it is
primarily to allow Uttlesford District Councit to designate more of the south-east part of Saffron
Walden for future development, | believe that such & purp(;:ise is both unlawful and in breach of
the Traffic Management Act 2004, :

thave looked at the stated reasons for the Order in the NEEP document “Statement of Reasons”,
and they seem tetally inappropriate when consldered apainst the actual situations on these
roads. In the SWwrc recent survey, the biggest jssue raised was the danger (o pedestrians
through inadequate road Crossings, inadequate Ravements and fast moving traffic, Many survey

hot.  Parked cars help 1o modearate traffic flows and speeds, as well as directly protecting
pedestrians from moving traffic. The fack of Crossings on most of the affected roads also means
that pedestrians generally have to brave 2 fines of fast moving traffic where there are no parked
cars; parked cars reduce the €xposed road width to he crossed to one lane and create natural
breaks in the traffic as cars wait for each other — | don’t think there can be any doubt that
removing parking would make Ashdon Road fess safe.

Removing parking would also reduce the perception of safety, hy allowing vehicles to travel
faster and bringing them closer to pedestrians, which will reduce the desire for peopie to travel
on foot. The Order would therefore be expected to have a negative effect on sustainable travel
modes using the Ashdon Road. In policy terms, the relevant highway bodles should he seeking
the exactly opposite result, je 1o increase sustainable travel modes by making sustainable travel
Mmore attractive,

Exactly the same comments apply to the other roads Proposed to be affected. Alf would
become less safo if the cthanges wete 1o be made,

The situation is exacerbated by the presence of primary and pre-schools, and the use of the
Peaslands Road / Borough Lane corridor as 8 major corridor for children attending Saffron
Walden County High sefosl, Large numbers of children and other vulnerable road-users use
these roads, | understand that, for exa mple, some 40-60 smaii children, generally in buggies, are
dropped off at oy collected from the gelf Nursery on Peaslands Road, with the parents cither
walking them there or parking as close a¢ possible and then walking, Removal of parking would



25

24,

25,

26,

27,

28.

mean parents having to park further away whilst increasing traffic flows and speeds would make
walking more dangerous,

The Statement of Reasons cites an advantage from the Order in Increasing lines of sight for
vulnerable users, put that isn’t the problem ~ the principal issue is having to cross a road with
fast-meving traffic and very limited crossing points, Increasing traffic flows and speeds would
make the road less safe and not more,

On Thaxted Road / Peaslands Road and Peaslands Road / Bromfield, the Statement of Reasons
claims_ that having double-yellow lines “will improve the parking provision for local residents and
their visitors” . This Cannot possibly be true — the proposat is to introduce “No Waiting at any
time" restrictions on these roads”! The proposal couldn't possibly imprave parking provision for
anyone by abolishing it, | would be interested to see the claimed justification for this part of the
Statement of Reasons.

On Borough Lane, it s claimed that the Order is hecessary to remove parking where it is
inappropriate - no explanation Is glven as to when parking may or may not be appropriate, and
this is clearly not a valig teason in Highways terms. The Statement of Reasons also claims that
the Order is necessary to stop parking which is likely to severely impede the free flow of large
vehicles including emergency vehicles, Short of removing parking from every single road, which
would increase large vehicle flow, this is simply unnecessary — the road is plenty wide enough for
emergency vehicles to pass - and Indeed at the harvest season, for large tractors and trailers to
pass ~ despite the existing parking.

Stmilar claims are made for the other roads, and again | can see no Justification for, and certainly
No proportiohate response it, turning residential roads with plentiful pedestrian traffic Into fast
moving urban clearways to avold cars being delayed for limitad perieds of time during peak
hours,

For Friends School, the Order claims that the scheme would help pupil safety. Friends School
however has hardly any pupiis waiking to it, by nature of its catchment, and has a large car park
for parents to use in dropping off. It Is also situated very close to the controlled crossings at the
Mt Pleasant Road / Debden Road junction, 1t is the school where proportionately far fewest
children walk or are exposed to traffic, and the one nearest to a safe crossing, and vet the Order
would arguably increase its safety whilst certainly reducing jthe safety of all the other schools
and of far more children. On an overall safety benefit, the Order makes absolutely no sense at

The Order and the Statement of Reasons give absolutely no suggestion as to what should

happen to the displaced parking, and it is hard to see where it can go as almost all roads in
Saffron Walden are heavily affected by parking, There are a number of issues;

a. A large number of affected houses do not have their own off-straet parking, and

therefore have nowhere else to park. Mo suggestion is made as to where these people

should park, as almost all side roads are already heavily congested. The affected houses

b. There isan economic issue. The centre of Saffron Walden is heavily congested, and very
hard to park in. Visitors and workers in Saffron Walden park on these roads. [ am
already aware that potential visitors avoid Safiron Walden because of the congestion;
making it even harder for them to park will make the situation worse and therefore
tome at an economic cost to the town, |am also aware that many of the jobs available



annot afford to live in

d and are filled by workers who ¢
workers are therefore

parking fees. These
y accessible to where they work. The

in Saffron Walden are low pai
Saffron Walden, or to pay significant car-
reliant on free car-parking which is reasonabl
removal of this car-parking will directly affect them,



As Counciliors elected to represent Saffron Walden Audley Ward we strongly object to the
proposals in TRO5523 (Amendment Ne. 40) ordar 201*.

The proposals to restrict parking on 4 of Saffron Walden's residential roads are

unreasonable, disproportionate and unwanted. Restricting parking in the proposed manner wil
lead 1o a significant loss of amenity to residents, their visitors and those who work in the town. It
is very hard to see how the introduction of double yellow lines and parking restrictions

will "...improve the parking provision for local residents and their visitors.” as claimed in the
Statement of Reasons.

Paying particular attention to the proposed alterations to parking arrangements along Borough
Lane as the 1 road of the 4 affected In Saffron Walden Audley Ward. We have carried out a
thorough audit of the existing road markings and parking arrangements and, having consulted
with some residents, we find no need for the changes proposed under item 1 - the implementation
of 'No Waiting At Any Time' and item 3 - the revocation of 'No Waiting Monday fo Saturday 8am to
8pm’ along the lengths of Borough Lane as described in the consultation documents. No cars
park in these areas anyway due to the physical characteristics of the road and the fact that al of
the houses along these stretches have off street parking. it is difficult to understand why these
changes have been proposed as they are unnecessary, unwanted and a waste of time and
money,

We strongly object to item 2 - the implementation of 'No Waiting Monday to Friday 8am - 6pm'
along the length of Borough Lane as described in the consuitation documents, due fo the loss of
daytime parking spaces this will lead to. There are approximately 9 on road parking spaces along
this length of Borough Lane in front of 10 semi detached houses. 3 of these houses do not
possess off road parking facilities and 2 houses share a driveway, the residents of these houses
rely on the existenice of on street parking spaces. These residents include the elderly, infirm and,
in 1 case, someone requiring the regular attendance of a Carer during working hours. These
residents are not people who are at work during the day, they require parking located close to
their houses all day long to enable easy access to their cars, to facilitate the unloading of
shopping, the visiting of elderly relatives and for the regular attendance of a Carer. It is not
acceptable that these residents will be required to move their cars from outside of their houses
twice a day so that they do not contravene the proposed parking restrictions, or to permanently
have to leave their cars parked quite some distance away on another residential road. A possible
solution would be to provide residents permit parking' for these houses, requiring a total of 6
spaces thereby facilitating the removal of the 3 spaces closest to the junction with Summerhill
Road. The 3 spaces that could be removed are located along the narrowest part of Borough Lane
where fhe road doglegs and would facilitate the flow of traffic around this dangerous bend. The
residents we spoke fo were not unreceptive to this suggestion.

Returning to the proposals as a whole, there has been a failure to properly consider the needs of
the schools and the nursery located atong, or close by, these roads as naither the schools, the
nursery nor the parents have been contacted for their views pricr to this public

consultation. There has been a failure to properly consider the associated reduction in safety
resulfing from the increased speeds that will inevitably ensue, and the reduction in safety resulfing
from the removal of parked cars that act as a buffer between traffic and pedestrians. All 4 roads
are used daily by hundreds of children walking to and from the nursery, primary schools and
secondary school located either along these roads or close by.

The proposals have failed to consider the actual priorities of road users, residents and businesses
in the town as collated by Saffron Walden Town Council in their 2015 traffic survey, The process
is flawed as no supporting evidence has been provided to support the proposals - the reasons



stated are generic in nature and do not constitute justification. Finally, this TRO was approved at
the end of October 2015 and the NEPP has policies in place to require approval from the Town
Council and iocal Town, District and County Counciliors.  As both District and Town Councr!lqrs
we know this has not happened, in fact we received notification of the proposals at the same fime
as the general public and are forced 1o respond as part of a public consultation pProcess.

In view of the above reasons we redjuest that these proposals are immediately withdrawn.

Esssex Polics have told Newport Parish Council that the traffic police concentrate on the main arterial roads and our
area will not be gelting any speed enforcement, and also that PCS O's do not have the power to do this

I think the proposed changes would make the roads much more dangerous.

| drive regularly along the roads in cuestion and have worked at Shire Hill so have dore the journeys at commuting
tme. | sometimes park on the roads as well. With s little give and take | have never had any significant delay except
for example when there are major disruptiong, which no scherme will avoid. If you speed the traffic up it will just queue
atthe junctions. | have sean no document showing that there ars significant delays of that the proposals would
materlally imprave end to end times

There seems to be no propasal for where the displaced vehicles would go to, and therefore no assessment of what
prablems this might create

There are other requests for highways related changes for example in Newport, and no doubt elsewhers in the
District, which have a dstalled justification and approval by County Councillor, District Counciliors and Parish/Town
Council, This proposal éppears nol (o have a fully documented justification or any approvals fram eotncillors o the
Town Counelf

I think the Saffron Walden proposal shouid be dropped

5



As a counclllor elected to represent saffron Walden | object to the proposals in TRO5523 Amendment No.
40, order 201*.

The proposals to restrict parking on a mile of the towns roads are unveasonable and disproportionate. It
will be a significant foss of amenity to residents, visitors and those that work in the town. There has been ¢
fallure to properly consider the needs schools or the associated reduction in safety from increased speeds
on busy school walking routes.

The proposals completely fail to consider that the rejected local plan and housing <ite on the east of town
have removed the need for this type of scheme.

The proposals have failed to consider the actually priorities of road users, residents and business in the
sown as collected by the Town Council in their 2015 survey. The process is fawed as no supporting
evidence has been provided to support the proposed measures - the reasons stated are generic in nature
and do not constitute justification.

Finally this TRO was approved at the end of October 2015 and the NEPP has policles in place to reqtire
approval from the Town Council and local town, district and county councillors, This has not happened.

These proposals should be immediately withdrawr.

The propose i ictions |

e Ff)or c?e > :idpear:i:r:{g rcis{;nc;itzn;, in Ashdon Road in the vicinity of the Dame Bradbury School will
ar i b e to ok r?g e Cc;; t:dc;ie p?rkmg spots already available, Difficulties in traffic ﬂ;\v;r

I gty i g of the school day. Local residents will be forced to park

streets, making th iffi i
g them n:ore difficult to negotiate. Hollyhock Road is a

case in pol i ;
proposa?som] ii s émnﬁii eaf;iiaify use it as a short cut onto the Radwinter Road. Thus the
removing parking spsce sling problem of traffic flow rather than solving it, primarily b

s only Imports the existing difficulty rather than 50Ivir:gpgt y because

In Ashdon Road it is also i i

: the inconsiderat

glitch on the So ! eness of somme trade van drivers th

e es manyu;l;j ::S?O i‘gvr:g:j;dﬂ};"a{?i? see one or_two speed bumps in Ashd?n?aﬂﬁszasfgg ggrﬁr:y
s g il it ot 3 Is a residential street and drive through at speeds of thirty



TRO5523/(Amendment No. 40) Order 20% ~ Public Consultation

Dear Sir,

{ would like to abject to the proposals In the above plan to remove and restrici on-street parking in
Saffron Walden. | have four maln reasons: :

1)

2)

3)

4)

Loss of essential parking: At the time of granting perm}ssian for the adjacent new housing
estates, residents were assured that, should removal o? on-street parking be considered as
the best way to resolve the traffic difficulties, alternatifxe parking would be provided, This is
essential in a rural area where most dalily destinations ére inaccessible by other means.
Thete is o such provision In this scheme. 5

Speed and road safety: In residential areas, especially ihose sa well used by pedestrians
{and with likely increase in pavement use due to the néw housing), free flow traffic should
not be encouraged. Elsewhere, It is discouraged using sipeed bumps and chicanes. Parked
cars already offer this at no expense.

Decreased House Values: Removing roadside parking from residents wilt decrease the
desirability of our properties, should we decide to let or sell. The majority of people will not
even consider looking at a property to rent if it does not have anywhere close to park.

No consideration for provision for elderly/disabled/young families: There are residents
(Including myseifj who have disabilities, and so require shori-distance access between their
house and car, Qur homes have often been hought with this in mind, The resultant increased
distance to {or removal of) parking, may mean having to seli and move, a course of action
limited by point 3 above. This discriminates against those who are already less able.

As a resident of seven years, and one who would happily stay if practicable, ! am sad and cross to
see plans that put traffic flow ahead of the needs of residents. Occupants of hew houses already
have the advantage of parking provision. In addition, the removal of on-street parking might
imake a small difference to journey times, hut the consequences to existing residents, who spend
the majority of their time and money here in Saffron Walden, are significantly detrimental,

lwould implore you to refuse this proposal unti) the above paints have been resoived,



| wish to object to the following proposals for the introduction of new parking restrictions on Ashdon Road as

follows:

1. Restrictions will increase the speed of the traffic, this will make it difficult for those with drive access g

out onto a fast moving roed

2. Those who park on the road at present will have na where nearhy to park, the 2 side streets (Hollyhock
Road and Shepherds Way) are narrow residential streets already at capaclty with existing residents, any further
parking will result in constriction of the road width which will not allow emergency vehictes ANY access i
needed

3. The Increase in traffic speed will further endanger the large volume of pedestrians, mainty school children
on thelr way to Dame Bradburys school on Ashdon Road o those on their way to primary and secondary
schools in town, this is also true for cyclists

4, The set up at present, slows the traffic speed enabling others users time to pass safetly

5. Al the public consultation ! went fo regarding the Ridgeons developme ht, | expressed my concerns
regarding traffic, ! was told by Highways that they anticipated ‘the traffic to dissipate down side streets' and to
(ot cause a concern, this appears to have been said to placate residents concerns

6. The existing residents are having restrictions placed on them caused by the over development of Saffron
Walden in the wrong places! if the houses had been built on the right side of town we would not have cause to
impose on the focal people

7. Four of aur cats died by getting hit by cars last year alone, the faster trafficis only going to make this
problem worse for any type of househotd pet.

9

| am wiiting to raise the strongest of objections to the proposed parking changes on Ashdon Road

Saffron Walden. Specifically, | am concerned at the pro '
g iy proposals which will reduce the opportunities

As a resident of & Iiige many othiers on the road have no alternative but for on-street parking
and l already experience sign ificant difficulties in parking along the road. Despite having on- street
parking outside my property, Returning at around 18.30 each week day, and any time at the
waekend, more offen or not | have to park in adjacent side roads (Shepherds Way and Hollyhock
Road). The lack of parking is not just an issue of Ashdon Road residents parking but is primarily 2
consequence of res:dr_ants of Mill Lane also needing to park on Ashdon Road. Reducing the
?arlfmg on the nosth side of Ashdon Road (even during daytime hours) would simply exacerbate
he issue and require people (especially those in Mill Lane and to the north of Mill Lane) to park
elsewhere on The north side of Ashdon Road where there are double yellow lines, reducing the
ope{qbllity1 functionality and effectiveness of ‘passing places’, resulting in a worsening of current
significant and dangerous congestion issues.

ra:king and subsreque.nt congestion jssues on Ashdon Road have significantly worsened over the
ast 2 years and reducing and further restricting parking would be counter intuitive and would
significantly worsen traffic issues along the road.

| therefore reiterate my strongest objection to the proposals.
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Re: Proposal to limit parking in Ashdon Road, berween Highficlds and Elizabeth Way.

Please note my comntents on these proposals and respect my experience as a resident in Ashdon Road
for 30 years,

1 On-road parking is vital to most houses on the north side and to some on the south, Tradesmen, visitors

und health care providers as well as residents need these spaces.

2 Parking in Ashdon Road is currently bavely sufficient to meel the needs of residents ete., with
neighbouring roads being used for overflow parking.

3 Neighhouring roads have become increasingly limited for on-road parking, since more houses have
dropped curbs, so there is no additional space here.

4 Residents with impaired mobility and residents with small children would be severely restricted and/or
put at risk if they were unable to access their car within a reasonable distance from their home.

5 The pattern of traffic low and parking in Ashdon Road has not changed dramatically (obviously there are
more cars now) over the years that | have been resident at pumber 44.

Peak traffic flow periods ate still very short, reflecting school entry and leaving times, tepm thne only, At
other times, the road has few parked cars until residents return from wiork.

6 No mention has been made of replacement spaces being provided. o _
I request a copy of or a link to the feasibility study made regarding residents on-road parlim}g in this area, in
relation to the restrictions proposed. = B s gl s, RN TR s SR TR e ©

3 T
Tt T R LKL LEMLEY e 14 11

=1

7 No specific reasons have been given to residents for the imposition of these proposals. This is
unacceptable and

1 therefore request a copy of or a link
prompted the proposals. i s

to the road usage survey,
e e et chaers By s 7

ve, this portion of Ashdon Road, that

(RN R R i) SRl Tk Po ke 7B itie

\

8 I also request access to the traffic management plan for heavy traffic, passing through Ashdon Road, at
peak and of f peak periods, b sl o bt vl e L O IRTWE R ST

Congelugion;

Restrieting parking in Ashdon Road is unnecessary to current raffic Now and would adversely affect
residents. There are no proposals offered to avoid introducing social and Health and Safety issues,
inevitably arising if this scheme is implemented.

Policies proposed by ECC are supposed to be “designed to mitigate adverse effects upon exiyting
residential and community inferests...”

[ awail your response with interest and Jook forward (o being suppiied with the material requested.
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To whom it may concern:

. i recently
| am a resident of Ashdon Road, Saffron Walden and we are responding to the noitices wh(;zzdh?:s waiting‘at
been put up on lamp posts in our road. We would like to object sirongly against the prop

anhy time’ on several grounds.

Like many other residents of Ashdon Road, we live in a Victorlan terraced cottage. As such, these cottages were
not built with garages nor drives for cars, Many of us residents have therefore no other option but fo park on
Ashdon Road or in the side streets {Shepherds Way). At present, there is very high pressure on parking spaces
both in Ashdon Road and in the side streets and at tirmes it is very difficult to parl legaliy at all.

Here are my reasons to object:

1. By making some sections of Ashdon Road ‘no waiting at any Hime' zones, many car parking spaces are
going to disappear. Can anyone from your department enlighten us as to whare we are supposad to
park instead?? As noted above, there is already high pressure on parking both on Ashdon Road and in
the side streets off Ashdon Road,

2. By removing the static |parked) cars from Ashdon Road, traffic is bound to travef at greater speed. This
is very bad news for pedestrians and eyelists alike. Recently, there was an incident in Ashdon Road
whereby a schooichild was hit by a car, Luckily she was not serlously harmed, perhaps the car was not
travelling at great speed. This incident showecases that froely-flowing traffic along Ashdon Road can be
very bad for non-drivers,

3. For those on the opposite side of the road with driveways it will make it impossible to extt their drives
without extreme danger.

Instead, | would suggest to make Ashdon Road one-way with staggered parking to stow speeding vehicles
down. Alternatively, could residents’ parking permits be considered? Also, | would be very much In favour of a
relief road to take traffic away from our historic streets and town centre. The proposed Ridgeons’ development

has been poorly thought out and there is Inadequate infrastructure to support it so a relief road linking it to
Shire Hill / Thaxted Road would make good sense.

Fwould like to sirongly suggest that whoever makes the finat decision about changes to parking along Ashdon
Road consults with residents in parson, preferably at a time when people are at home.



12

I am writing to express imy grave concems about the proposed parking alterations - in effect
parking bans - on several streets in Saffron Walden. | hope you will take the opporiunity to
consider the following points,

With the exception of some pull in places, there appears {o be no consideration/ reflection on the
many views consulted in the town regarding the fraffic problems of this town. Can you explain why
this is the case? s it that all the time spent canvassing views was wasted time ...and money?

We live off the Ashdon Rd. and | regularly take my granddaughter to her school in South Rd,
Removing the parking here wilt speed up the traffic - as is historically the case without any traffic
calming measures put in place. What does the above oroposal reflect on this point?

Because of the immense growth in homes throughout the town ( and proposals for hundreds
more) without the building of new schools, many people now fravel considerable distance to drop
off their children to these schools, How will they cope with nowhere to park? Any walk aleng South
Road at start and end of schoo! time clearly demonstrates the chronic problems already in
existence. That Essex decided there was no need for a safe pedestrian crossing on these roads
makes for a hazardous situation for the children already - with faster traffic speeding along the
roads even at 30 mph ( why no 20mph as in Castle Street?) -this would become a potentially
lethal situation for the young, old and disabled alike. Again, how do the proposals acknowledge
this issue we are all living with currently?

By the way ,has anyone from Essex planning ever seen children attempting to cross the Ashdon
Rd up where the pavement peters out on a bend by the new development? Who gave their
permission for the only point of pedestrian access to be sited on the actual junction into the Tudor
development? Pedestrians from there have to cross a busy road at two hazardous points to
travel west along the Ashdon Rd - possibly safer to get out the carl A planning decision that was
not thought through now worsening traffic issues... and the proposal is to ban parking? Where are
the requested solutions to the traffic problems in Saffron Walden - a road by pass for through or
heavy traffic? traffic calming measures? Zshra crossings?lower speed limits?

in the areas identified by the proposals, their are some homes who have off road parking but
many who da not. For example, the residents of Mill Lane park there and already some use the
nearby pub's car park as there are often insufficient spaces oh the Lane now - where would the
residents without parking provision - in ali the noted areas- put their vehicles if a parking ban is put
in place?

I would welcome any explanation as to the thinking behind these proposals that would cause me
to feel less anxious for the wellbeing of our town. | fook forward to hearing from you.
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We live on Ashdon Road in Saffron Walden and write to object to the praposed new parking
restrictions on Ashdon Road.

Ashdon Road is one of the busiest roads in Saffron Walden as it provides & route out of town anc
also provides access to Dame Bradbury's Schoof, Homebase and a large Tescos. The tr_aﬁ:c is
only set to get busier in the next months and years as the new Tudor Park development is
completed and fully occupted and the new development on the Ridgeors site is completed and
starts to be occupied.

Removal of ihe parking down one side of Ashdon Road, as proposed, is and entire!ylinappropria-
measure and would in fact endanger the residents of our road and the many pedesirians wh{_: us
it. As you will be aware, Ashdon Road is long and straight and currently the only “traffic calming
measure" is the fact that as cars are parked down one side of the road, there is not space for twc
way traffic so cars have to stop and pull in in between parked cars to let other cars by.

Without the requirement for cars o let each other by in this manner, cars would be able to (and
would)drive much faster up and down the road. This is highly dangerous in such a densely
residential area and on a road which is used by very many pedesirians and school children on
their way to Dame Bradbury's and to County High in the opposite direction.

Also, the current leve! of congestion on Ashdon Road actually encourages people to use
Radwinter Road as an alternative route. If there was no such congestion then there would be
even more traffic along Ashdon Road.

We would urge you therefore to reconsider the proposed parking restrictions in view of the fact
that the current parking situation works as a form of traffic calming.

14

1. Restrictions will increase the speed of the traffic, this will make it difficult for those with drive access to
pull out onto a fast moving road

2, Those who park on the road at present will have no where nearby to park, the 2 side streets (Hollyhock
Road and Shepherds Way) are narrow residential streets already at capacity with exlsting residents, any
further parking will result In constriction of the road width which will not allow emergency vehicles ANY
access if needed

3, The increase in traffic speed will further endanger the large volume of pedesirians, malnly school
children on their way to Dame Bradburys school on Ashdon Read or those on their way to primary and
secondary schools in town, this is also true for cyelists

4. The set up at present, siows the traffic speed enabling others users time to pass safetly

5. At the public consultation | went to regarding the Ridgeons development, | expressed my concerns
regarding traffic, 1 was told by Highways that they anticipated Yhe traffic to dissipate down side streets’
and to not cause a concern, this appears to have been said to placate residents concerns

6. The existing resldents are having restrictions placed on them caused by the over development of
Saffron Walden in the wrong places! if the houses had been built on the right side of town we would not
have cause to impose on the locai pecple
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Hello,] am a resident on Ashdon Road and am very concerned not only about Ashdon Road but all the
other proposed parking restrictions in town.This is madnass.Our councll alfows hundreds upon hundreds
of new homes,which the town don't want or need,and now they take away the parking for the people who
five here now let alone hundreds of new houses multiplies by 2 as all homes have at least 2 cars.Where are
we all supposed to park?This wonderful town is being ruined.It is nothing like the town i moved to and fell
in love with when | moved here 27 years ago.

16

Dear Sir/Madam

{ wish to object to the intended changes to the parking restrictions on As!ndonlnoad. The changes tl;at ?r::ee::gof
proposed will reduce the amount of available on road parking spaces which will cause more Issues for resi

Ashdon Road and users of Ashdon Road. A better solution to the traffic problems needs to be planned, in my
opinion this intended action will only make matters worse. There is already limited parking for many residents of
Ashdon Road whose properties do not have off road parking spaces, s6 where will these residents now park?

twould like to have my ohjection registerad in the Pubiic Consultation,
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| am somewhat concerned as to proposals that are belng raised in our town of Saffron Walden, by a town

that is some 40 miles away.

Surely ahy supgestions should be raised and authorised by people who live in the town, unless the
Colchester people have experienced living in Saffron Walden.

In answer to that question, I have lived in Colchester for a few years and have experienced your own
parking problems.

We have had Traffic Wardens from Colchester, who do not have our town in their hearts.

I am all in favour for improvements wherever possible.

For example, a few years ago, Ashdon Road where | live, was part of a 'one way' temporary route and from
memory that worked very well,

Have you considered where the home owners who park out front of their homes at present are going to
put their cars?

Our homes wili loose value as the car parking out front or nearby is a prime paint for buying / selling
property.

We have a great shortage of car parks as it is during the daytime, so making it even harder for people to
come in to Saffron Walden to do business,

This Is golng to be a 'knock on' effect on our local economy.

Peopie wont be able to get in to town and will take their business else where,

By extending our one way system would improve;-
Car parking for residents (smaller roads only allowing parking on one side}.

Allow emergency services and others to get to their destinations quicker and safer.

| thank you for your time and look forward to improvements in our market town,
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My husband and | are residents of Ashdon Road, Saffron Walden and we are responding 10 the notices which have
recently been put up on lamp posts in our road. We would like to objgct strongly against the proposed 'no waiting at
any time’ on several grounds,

Like many other residents of Ashdon Road, we five in 2 Victorisn terraced cotrage. As such, these cottages were not
built with garages nor drives for cars. Many of us residents have therefore no other option but to parlc on Ashdon
Road or in the side streets (Shepherds Way). At present, there is very high pressure on parking spaces both in
Ashdon Road and in the side sireets and at times it is very difflcult to park legally at ali,

Here are our reasons 1o object:

1. By making some sections of Ashdon Road ‘no waiting at any time’ zones, many car parking spaces are going
to disappear. Can anyone from your department enlighten us as to where we are supposed to park
instead?? As noted above, there s already high pressure on parking both on Ashdon Road and In the side
streets off Ashdon Road.

2. By removing the static {parked) cars from Ashdon Road, traffic is bound to travel at greater speed. This is
very bad news for pedestrians and cyclists alike. Recently, there was an incident in Ashdon Road whereby a
schoolchild was hit by a car, Luckily she was not seriously harmed, perhaps the car was not travelling at
great speed, This incident showcases that fraely-flowing traffic along Ashdon Road can be very bad for non-
drivers.

instead, we suggest to make Ashdon Road che-way with staggered parking to slow speeding vehicies down.
Aternatively, could residents’ parking permits be considerad? Also, we would be very much in favour of a relief road
to take traffic away from our historic streets and town centre. The proposed Ridgeons’ development has been
poorly thought out and there is inadequate infrastructure to support it so & relief road linking it to Shire Hill /
Thaxted Road would make good sense. '

We would like to strongly suggest that whoever makes the final decislon about changes to parking along Ashdon
Road consults with residents in person, preferably at 2 time when paople are at home.
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To whom it may concern,
My name jsé
house with a double yellow lin




. v . h I.
| am extremely concerned about the calming traffic proposals for Ashdon Rd and othe

o SR "
residential rds in Saffron Walden as | personally think it w111§make the situation worse and no

: ' E ity basi eed
b?ﬁ:;en‘t seen anybody check speeding fimits and observe how on a daily basis the cars sp

and clearly do not abserve the : . . )
ggﬂlﬁiﬁ?qﬁ'ﬁs has becgme more apparant with the new housing .b ull T; ‘lfhei rgs?odggr;ﬁ:g%e:
side of town, The cars mount the pavements, drive agressively when you a‘den%ai bt e e
car ot get in or out of your car and clearly ignoring the fact that this is a res!
live here. . this

a%?earig h';f been no consultation with us residents nor any apparert concirnu?asﬁt;)nh&v; s i
change will effect our lives and the cost of cur houses. Ashdon rd has a pop

/ illed yet
old witha thriving school and i am very surprised that nobody has been knocked down or killed y

There is an obvious need for traffic calming but the possibility of removing our ability to park
Lol is. " ! i limits, giving way to traffic at certain
e other ways to manage this . "20 mile an hr zone limits,g ( i
Z::;;; Zironc; the rogd as in Ickleton, widening Ashden Rd and reducing the size of one o
avements _
?very much hope that these points will be considered.
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| wish to object to the
follewing reasons:

1) al w?li remove parking currently available for residents and visitors
2) it will place additional pressure on residential side streste

proposal to introduce further parking restrictions on Ashdon Road for the

3) if the proposals achieve their stated aim of improving traffic flow it will be harder and more
dangerous for frontagers to exit forecourts and driveways onto the road

4} if the proposals achieve their stated aim of improving traffic flow traffic speeds are likely 1o rise
making it more dangerous for pedestrians and cyclists in particular.
The present parking on Ashdon Road acts to calm traffic, to the benefit of
residents and others whose safety is compromised by faster speeds.

v

21

s
| for 50% of the patking on Ashdon Roa? ft% Efai?sn;faved
nd our neighbours. The plan is il thought bec :

L

| am writing to object to the proposa
likely to have a huge impact on ue a



.- residents of Ashdon Road will not be able o find parking spaces
— those living on the side streets, such as Shepherds Way of Holyhock Road will end up finding it

difficult to park because those living on Ashdon Road will have to park somewhere!
- if the traffic flow is improved, traffic will be faster and therefore potentially more dangerous, it

will also be difficult for those with driveways to get out onto the roads
personally | feel that it's quite important to keep the informal traffic calming we have at present
due to parked cars.

| would be most grateful if you could take my objections into consideration.

Yours faithfully,
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affron Walden provided by cars parked at intervals
trance to Dame Bradbury school will open up the
d from the School to be killed or

Ashdon Road has the most efficient Traffic Calming system in S
along the road, your proposal to remove parking cutside the en
rozd for vehicle drivers to increase speed therefor increasing the chance of & chil
injured.
Shepherds Way already has vehicles from ndilt Lane and Ashdon Road parked and any Inc
parking in Ashdon Road would only increase the problems for residents like me.

rease from the loss of
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L:t;ﬁc;t\::]g}g remo;"al of pdarldrég spaces on Ashdon Road In Saffron Walden — this will make life more difficult for
ve on the road and | cannot see that It will improve the traffic f ibut
= e o 0 & traffic flow and may well contribute to people
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To Whom it may Concern

Fwould fike g py
| dlse g strong objgeti
2 resident of Aghqon j5ction to the p, OPosed parking restict:
s eslrj
© noted that | haye MY ou 80 | hope that My opinion will e gtro rictmns oo Roag, | am
Y N O strest parkng "o considered. | would ke it g
The amount of t
7€ that there jg ¢
at are being e $ traffic on Ashdon Rogg
: : d. Yes, ; 40 does not warrgnt the
EVeRing, but it is nog overwhelm; rfge;fa'? SOMme traffic at nygh hour in the momilf;t ;iﬁfnr?f?: ses
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amount of traffic. The vast majority of the time there really is very little traffic. It should also be

noted that during the school holidays the traffic is considerably lower, meaning that 14 weeks of
the year, there is minimal queuing.

These proposals are being suggested for people that may spend a couple a minutes of day on the
road, but ignore the needs of the residents who live there permanently.

If these parking restrictions were removed | would be gravely concerned about the speed of the
traffic coming through the road, The parked cars provide a hecessary limiting factor, they also

No consideration seems to ba given {o those residents that wil lose their parking spaces, to make
life easler for people who do not even live on the road, Where are these people meant tal

park? How far are they expected to waik with shopping, children etc. Has any consideration been
given to the impact on parking In the strests surrounding Ashdon Road, | would expect that
Hollyhock Road will become almost impassable if parking was shunted down there.

| also object to the proposals on Peaslands/Mt Pleasant Road on sitmilar grounds. fwork at R A
Butler. There is already a considerable problem for parents' parking which would be exacerbated
further by mare restrictions.

| have not seen any Proposals for where all these residents are expected to par_k, I am assuming
these plans were drawn tp by people who do not five on any of the roads mentioned,

I do not want a high spesd ring road being created by defauit on our residential streets which
ms to be what is being planned. | would very much hope that the views of residents will be

Thank you,
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I belisve that
i

the justification given for removal of the specific restrictions on Borough Lane ate not evidence-based and
any changes fo the parking restrictions will in fact make Borough Lane and the other roads z_\ffcci'ed by these
proposed changes significantly less safe, especially for children. In addition, there is no evidence the current
resirictions impede access for large vehicles, such as the emergency services, as claimed in the supporting
documentation,

Rorough Lane is currently used as a major thoroughfare for children walking to Saffron Walden County
High from the south and east of the town. Any current restrictions act to some degree as a brake on traffic
speed, which is a good thing given foot traffic at peak times in what is also a heavily residential area. In
general, the proposed changes will only encourage increased driving speed through residential areas a'nd are
likely to lead to a significant decrease in road and pedestrian safety, as well as loss of amenity for residents,
Creating an urban clearway through these roads is an inappropriate solution (o Saffron Walden’s traffic
problems.
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I'have just received the note through my door Informing me of the proposed parking restrictions on Borough Lane. |
am particularly distressed by the No Waiting Mon-Fri 8am — 6pm on the South side approx 31 metres from Junction
with Springhill {you say Summerhill but there is no junction with Borough lane and this road) We live at anc
have no parking attached te the house, ie, we haven't dug up our front garden which | understand Is bad for the
environment. There are thiee houses in our block like us with no parking. | am completely at a loss as to why this is
needed as the new traffic lights at the top of Borough Lene havan't caused a traffic back up at all down at the boitom.
It is very hard fo park here now and the adjoining road, Springhill is very congested most of the time.

Fhave no idea where we are to park or even how we

our front garden would thers be any financial help for?ﬁfr;g st our shopping into the house. If we do decide to dig up

tHook forward to hearin from you
Yours faithfully R J
T nea
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| wish to write to oppose the removal of 80 parking spaces along Borough Lane, Peaslands Road
& Mount Pleasant as proposed in TRO5523/{Amendment No. 40).

The creation of an Urban Clearway would be enormously detrimental for various reagons.

Borough Lane is used by many schoolchildren to walk independently to school. The increased

volume & speed of traffic will create greater risk of accident & also negatively impact the poliution
levels.

As a recent resident to Borough Lane | did not envisage it bring turned into what \n{lll effectively be
a ring road for the town. There are many houses along the proposed route of argh:tlectura{ interest
which are listed, again increased volume of traffic at higher speeds will have a significant impact
on these houses & on the quality of living for residents.

The schools adjacent to the proposed exclusion aiready have significant parking problems 8 this
will only worsen an already dire situation,

in short, this does not take into account the lives of a single resident, schoolchild or visitor to this

part of Saffron Walden. It would enormously impact the character of one of the loveliest areas of
our beautiful town.

2lease do not go ahead with it.

f I
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T T,

Dear sir, | would like 1o object to the Proposed parking restrictions that have been Suggested for
Borough lane and mount pleasant road in saffron walden. I have sounted numerous cars parked
along these roads and if parking restrictions are put In place they will move onto other roads
hearby. The resu't will make borough fane and mount pleasant roags much faster rat runs ang
therefore more dangerous. | seg N0 need to Increage the flow of traffic in saffron walden. Itis g
small residential fown and | feel it should stay that way.

Yours faithfully,
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Dear Sirs,
My name is § ; he s
I wish to make the follo ng comments on your proposals,
Borough Lane, Mount Pleasant Road and Debden Road,
1. The Need for the Proposals.

I have lived at my present address for 30 years. ltis at the
roads. | am aware in the gradual increase in
iraffic levels over the years, but | am certain that the situatlon is not so bag as 10 justify the
implementation of your current proposais,which would turn these otherwise quiet residential roads
inte an Inner Ring Road. On Weekdays, traffic fevels increase at mosming and evening rush hours,
but only marginally for an hour or 80 at around 8am ang 5pm. Otherwise the roads remain
relatively quiet.

: iSaffron Walden
principally in relation to their effect on

These are residential roads, certainly not designed for the fraffic UDC intends,
B. They are ¢ pedestrian route for school children gomg to the County High and Friends
Schools, which is on Mount Pleasant Road itself. It is surely reckiess to make these roads faster
through routes ang Jeopardise the school children's safety,



C. The removal of on street parking wilt result in Speeding traffic, When the traffic lights were
installed at the Dehden Road / Borough Lane cross roads jn September 2014, on street parking
was removed from most of Debden Road northwards. As we residents had predicted, the result,
with a clearer road was faster traffic $peeding in both directions. making it @ much more
dangerous road. My understanding of current policy was that traffic calming in older urban areas
was preferred policy, not speeding it Uup, which would be the inevitable result of your proposals, In
fact, of course, properly organised and regulated residents: parking can be a very effective means
of traffi calming as well as being an invaluable facllity for residents. However, for reasons on fy
known to themselves, this concept has never haen accepted by the ECC Highways engineers,
unlike in other focal authority areas,

D. The loss of residents parking will have a major detrimental effect on many properties along

and requests for help, our concerns were ignored, | now have to park in Mandeville Road or West
Road. These are already congested at times and your proposals will only make matters worse.
Where will we residents, our visitors, tradesmen be able to park in the future ? I rom past
experience it seems that UDC and ECC care not one iota about this, and vetitis a serious
practical concern which needs addressing.

These are my comments and { hope they will be fully considered along with those from other '
residents. The ption is that previous consultation exercises have been a sham, | hope thig
one is genuine, as your proposals are too far ranging =nd effect too many people across the tpwn.
May | suggest that if you have had a lot of responses {o your consultation, then a public meeting
be held where you ang our elected representatives could explain the proposals in more detail and
could be guestioned by the rasidents. _

I hope | will receive at least an acknowledgement of receipt of this email, and an indication of how
the consultation process now proceeds.
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'!: gatv&zp;;_}roacf?edlcg uncillars about this problem in Springhill Rd ma ny times over sevars Years and was assureq
v thatﬁu: h:zz 'Jemg PUt to NEPP - hyt nothing has happened. Jt was clear once pa rking was restricted in Saxon

; ; p EI‘T': would simply move up the hitl, and the Borough Lane plan will exacerbate the situation, |t js a
resicential road ang jt Unacceptable that it is being used 2s an unofficlal car park.

Apart from registering concern about the (oss of parking in Borough La
the hottom of the hill, ang abeut the Creatiorn
updated by NEPP o the Spri

ne, which is likely to increase traffic speeds at

! of an ‘inner ring road’ by sych parking restrictions, |would like to he
nghill Rd Parking application.
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Dear sirs

I'am writing to strongly object fo the Ammendment 40 order 20" parking proposals on Borough Lane and Peasiands
foad in Saffron Walden, Not only wifl it stop me from parking in front of my own house butalso I'm concerned that
traffic speeds will become more dangerous for pedestrians.

The new traffic lights af the top of Borough lane have been very successful ang there is no backing up of iraffic down
at the bottom of Borough lane — | don't see the need to stop residents parking here.

! iogé @:wam’ t6 hearing from you
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I am wilting to outline My concerns regarding the proposals
and Mount Pleasant Road in Saffron Walden,

anywhere we have to crog Boraugh Lane without the help

the same position.

My concern about the new proposals are that the speed on
currently act as a traffic caiming measure,
am worrled that if
to hit a green light
cross the road ouiside our house Just before the lights,

My eldest strats at County High in September so he will be

We'live on & stretch of Borough Lane where there is no footpath outside our house. This

This means that cars
the roads are clear of parked cars, drivers will :
as they approach the lights. This Is obviously of grave concern for my children who will need to

to Increass the parking restrictions around Borough Lane

means that in order to go
of the new pedestrian crossing. We are number

traffic will increase significantly, The parked cars
approach the traffic lights at a resasonable speed, I
instictively drive faster and even accelerate In order

crossing the road at peak times,

Please can you jet me know If the resctrictions go ahead, what the traffic calming measures will be o allay my fears,

I fook forward to hearing from you,
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Tam writing to express "y conceins and objection over the removal of parking from Borough Lane, This

road is extremely busy mornings and afternaons with many children

should consider this

Borough Lane very guickly now, Mecking

do make the drivery slow down on this bend and are
Jamily homes
ared and discourage

Borough Lane as
Yours faithfully

and schools gl around, I feel that measyres should be pus in place
ving road” for Saffron Walden,

using this road. All rafiic measures

with the safety of these pedestrians as the Jivst priority, Traffic iravels up and down
it d elear way would only
there is a very tight ‘pinch point’ at the Junction of Borough Lane and
the pavement to £el pasi each other. The parked cars do not cause thiy pinch point bui

encourage drivers 10 speed up. Also
Springhill Road whare cars and
thus very useful in

traffic calming. This area hag large

1o slowe the iraffic in this
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T

I wish to object to much of the TROB523/(Amendment No. 40) on the grounds that this is an
unsuitable clear way scheme for an area of the town that is used by children to get to school, and
which makes what is now a slow but safe journey across town into one that may be faster but is
inappropriate with car having the priority in & residential area,

The town has objected o the vast increase of housing proposed for the east of town for many
feasons - increased traffic is one of those reasons, We have that anyway from the numerous
developments and infill on the east and north of town. Having this as clear way seems like a way
to remove objections to such a development scheme in future, but that is wrong, as making our
residential roads info a fast two. way through way is not the answer.

The parking is vital to residents on parts of borough lane and for those in flals on mount pleasant,
Pushing that parking info side roads js not an answer, | live on Debden road and with the infil
housing estates that have been built in recent years it is difficult for me to get a parking space
outside my house (despite supposedly enough parking within those developments, Debden road
has lost parking due to the borough lane traffic slights and no more pressure should be put on this
and other side roads, such a s west road (a parking nightmare).

| realise that this is a few hours past the consultation deadline, but | hope you will be able fo take
my views into consideration,
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I'wish to object to the above orders and fhe creation of an urban clearway in a residential area of 4 rural

town with proposals more suitable for a city where there is a coustant flow of traffic. When the existing

traffic orders were implemented there Was a noticeable increase in the speed of the traffic primarily at the

times of the school run and when the paths are fu] of children going to school. The increase in sped is

particularly commereial vehioles which often have to mount the pavement in those arcas where the road i
1



7. r?ﬂmfxr Proposals have merit: A short formal pulling-in place for traffic io pass on Peaslands Rd looks
!ik& it' has n.1elril as do the restrictions in the immediate vieinity of the Winstanley/Peaslands Rd
lUﬂCle‘ﬂ- Itis I the top-10 locations for incidents in the town. Little else of fhe proposals seem 1o offer
sufficient benefit over the loss of parking amenity and reduction in safefy, )

- There is? Ne evidence that thesa alterations wilt improve the current situation, They will make my
situation ,‘ as a resideni, worse by increasing speed and making it harder to enter and leave my driveway, Since
the last nghwa‘y Orders we have to reverse into our drive which is obviously already dangerous and difﬁr;ult
ba?ause following vahicles rarely expect us to stop outside our house, this means either they tose their temper
which makes the next stage of their journey aggressive and thay Increase their speed or it means they have to
re\rfama away and then overtake. Of course if there is a lot of traffic we have to wait Ipark at the side of the road
untfl the rest of the traffic passes. These proposals do not Improve the existing situation for me or other
residents, and other residents? There are no measures includad in the proposals to mitigate speed or improve
safety. This will nol improve the air quality as vehicles speed along the roads. VWio takes respansibility for
safely and what risk assessments have been carrisd out for the proposals? Have traffic speeds been meastred
i the past and whai are the results compared with current traffie? . ‘

These pro ing, i
proposals remove pa tking, increase speed and reduce safety and the air quality; none of which should
be imposed on local residents and taxpayers

38

;31;?;3 l’c;oll‘(;;}easl 12% pmp;s'ed new scheme and 1 wish the following o be taken into account, | live in

g gffender 1; i av;l or the last 20 years seen sper:(.is ofup to 60mph used by various vehicles, The very

i i ; € re : ge cart who at times goes so fast it has difficulty stopping when it meets other
1cies coming up the road in the nasrow part where the railway bridge was in Borough lane.

1

I didn't like the fact that taffic lights were installed at the Debden road cross roads. Since they have
been installed it has totally changed the flow of traffic down Borough lane. Although the lights
change quickly so there is no real wait what I have noticed is if lets about 6 to 8 vehicles down the
road in a block. They now travel a lot faster down the road until meeting the narrow part where the
bridge used to be and realising that vehicles are coming up the road and having to use not just their
side of the road but towards the middle. Larries are at times forced onto the pavement when traveling
up the road. Certainly in the rush howr times there is more ciaos as vehicles queue along Audley road
into town and some try to beat the queue by diverting up Borough lane.

Before the traffic lights vehicles travelled up and down in single numbers and the traffic flowed along
the whole section from Audley road to Thaxted road. Since the car park fees have risen more vehicles



park in Springhill, Mandeville or Borough Jane and you see people walking into town or the couneil
offices to work. A number of children are dropped off by cars in Springhill ot the foolish ones in
Borough Jane to avoid as much of the traffic as possible. Children often cross the road without
looking at where the bridge was as it is narrow but cars come from all angles. Springhill has also
become the place for vehicles to reverse back onto Borough lane and then head of towards Audley
road. Another poor point to cross is the bottom of Borough lane, Often school children cross borough
lane at the junction as cars swing lefl into Borough lane or the ones in queues going towards town dart
up Borough lane without going around the mini roundabout or even indicating.

Speed kills and your proposal will create a race track. It Is good to have cars parked at the side of the
road to slow the traffic down. It is not ideal for speed humps sa I would suggest you look again at
removing the traffic lights from Debden cross roads. Cars parked outside of the Friends school can
cause a problem but this is because blocks of vehicles try and move in convoy. There wasn't a
problem before the lights came. 1 would also suggest someone looks at the parking charges. Make it
cheaper to park before rush hours to get cars of the road at peak times. The exira houses being built
are certainly putting more cars onto the same roads and in honesty the town need a bypass into
Shirehill and the Tesco end of town. We have all the Army lorries and even tanks up our road and you
can see the kerb stones just above Springhill has bits missing where the tanks have got their tracks
info it. These lorries are enormous and sometimes in convoy and | can say they don't ever seem to
have a problem moving up and down. They move slower than most and it is always the speeding one's
that cause the problems for the rest.

Maost houses have drives and it is going to be lethal to back out onto a race track if you proposal is
passed. Please think again.
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I write in opposition to the proposed parking restrictions suggested for Borough Lane, Mount Pleasant
Road and Peasland Road,

An Urban C]:earway along residential roads whiere many hundreds of school children have fo fravel should
hag no place in Saffron Walden. When parking is taken away from these roads where arc the parents of
children attending RAButler and St Thomas Moore school supposed to park? In Peasland Road, Bell
Nursery is situated with very limited on site parking spaces available.

It would appear l}?at parents will have to search for parking in already heavily congested side roads. It seems
a nonsense (o inflict these proposals when it will endanger lives by having faster moving traffic and
inconvemence so many residents and parents of schoo! and nursery children. For what justifiable reason? 1
hope common sense prevails and the proposals are serapped. .
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Ref TROS523/(Amendment No. 40) Order 201% - Public Consuliation .
We are very concerned that the vehicles displaced by the proposed parking restrictions for Borough Lane /
Mount Pleasant will end up in Debden Road and the adjacent side roads.

With the new Avenue development on the Friends® School site and the Crawley Hobbs development on the
old LPA sile traffic movements in the ares will have substantially increased. Congestion caused by
additional parked vehicles, in Debden Road, initiated by this ill conceived scheme wil) eventually lead to
yet further restrictiong,

We understand, from the local press, that an application under the Freedam of Information acl, by t‘he
Residents pariy, has disclosed that there is no substantive evidence 1o justify the implementation of these
schemes. Anecdotal evidence is a {otally unaceepiable basis for making decisions.
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As re?sidents of Borc_)ugh Lane we would like to raise an objection to the proposed changes o
parking restrictions in Borough Lane and other raids in Saffron Wakden.

potentially dangerous pa rticularly when you take into account the heavy usage of the road at
certain times by school age pedestrians.

In addition, the resultant lack of parkin

! g will cause further congestion in the airead congested
side roads such as Springhiil Road, P RN
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{i:

| am writing In response to the proposal to change the parking restrictions in Saffron Walden from London Road to
Thaxted Road,

We live in the neighbouring village and have three voung children who attend St Thomas More school, We have to
male many journeys to and from the schoo! for various drop off and pick-ups and after school clubis. We do not
have the ability to walk to school and whilst there is a school bus which we understand some people in our village
get for free we do not as the rules changed at the 2ge we needed it most. So we drive to school and park as best we
can to avoid upsetting residents, If the restrictions are put In place there is nothing we can do. | would strongly
oppose to these proposals and appeal to the council to look at alternative measures. | work in London and | know
that in some residential areas parking restrictions have been put in place, but these are limited In nature. For
instance if you suspended parking between certain hours, say 11pm tb 2pm then this would stop people parking
around these roads all day but it would stifl enable parents te get their children to and from school.

Thank you for vour constderation.
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TROS5323/(Amendment No. & 0) Order 201% « Puplie Consultation

1'wish to comment on the above proposals. While my comments are chicfly focussed on sections 2, 3, and 4,
I'believe they equally apply to section 1.

These roads are not some sort of nner ring road oy mini- M25, They are overwhelmingly residential and are
tegularly used by large numbers of pedestrians, particularly school children aceessing Saffron Walden
County High School and parents and children accessing RA Butler and St Thomas More primary schools on
South Road. Many Satfion Walden residents live in the estate off:Winstanley road and must cross Peaslands
Road to reach the town centre, The Lord Butler Leisure Centre (LBLC) is on Peaslands Road and many
residents and schoo) swimming classes must crogs this read 10 aceess LBLC, There is currently no
pedestrian crossing af this point.,

The road network is very busy during the school rugh hour, but much of this traffic js school-related, as We
Are Residents have demonstrated in the past, Frankly, the problem is parents delivering children to sehool
by car, particulaily o the Friends’ School. Nevertheless, | am not aware of any personal injury or other
accidents on the network, Puring most of the working day and outside ferm-time there is no congestion and
vehicles move freely,

In this context, the proposals represent compiete overkill, It would be far better to introduce 1 limited
seheme such as g parking and waiting restrictions only during the peak times (as outside schools in the
town).

This would ease somewhat the current eengestion but stil] allow parking for visitors, residents of
neighbouring roads with no patking ete. during the day time. Tt would avojd both eutting off the residents of
the Winstanley Road area and the creation of a dangerous situation outside LBLC. 1 say ‘easc somewlhiat*
because you will never remove it completely, Public transport is almost non-existent atound here so these
ars are not going to disappear. They will instead clog some other road or roads. And the pinelt points will
move —probably to Borough Lane, with its narrow dogleg bend in the middle. So what then? Compulsory
purchase, demolition and a freeway like something from Birmingham in the 1960s and 70s?

The parked cars at present act as informal (and free) traffic-calming, Loss of this parking would result in
tch higher (raffic Speeds (as is currently the case in the evening, night and early morning when there ig
litle parking). This would in jtself increase the danger, especially to pedestrians, on 2 road system that, as ]
mention above, is actually relatively accident-free at present. This is inexcusable in & town as ‘walkable® ag
Saffron Waiden,

Incidentally, 1 am sure NEPP is hell-bent ap implementing this scheme regardless of the results of this
consultation. I am under no illusions,
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Wle ar]e aware of the proposed changes to parking, including those on Mount Pleasant Road, close to our
school,



We wish to make observations regarding the proposed "No Stepping" arca adjacent 1o our car park entrance
and enquire shout the proposed times that this is to be enforaed and whether this means that parking will he

allowed in this area, outside of fle proposed times ? If vehicles are allowed to stop outside of these hours,
they will potentially block the entranee to our main car park

We also note that the proposed restrictions, in the alternoon, are from 2.45pm to 3.45pm. Our school
operates outside of these hours, with two main times when parents will be aeivi ng 1o collect their children,

these being at 4.15pm and again at S.1S5pm and note that the proposed restrictions do not extend to include
these hours, '

The proposed no waiting restrictions from Sam to 6pm, Monday to Friday do not prevent vehicles from
parking opposite to the entrance / exit gates 1o our main driveway, outside of these hours, This has already
been brought to your department's altention, as such vehicles can make it very difficult for emergency
vehicles to tum into thig driveway, which is the main access point to our Boarding Houses, where staff and
boarding pupils are in residence for 7 days per week, 34 weeks of the year.

We would ask therefore fhat you consider extending the parking restrictions, opposite to these entrance /
exit gales, so that no parking is allowed at any time.
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=AU NEEPONSE

Dee Sirs. | am appalled to find out about, the proposed "highway ~ urban clear way" in Saffron
Walden,

This town has had enough building as it is . What is needed is not the proposed, but a ring road
instead . Why spoil a lovely town?

I live off West road and it is hard enough aiready te drive in the area .
/ object o the proposal,

S rremsaavll NTEPONES

¥ people who have no appreciation of the historical and
beautiful value of gur town, | live in South Road which is hag properties with no parking at all. Are
1

i lot of which were cattle
ou trying fo create a race track around and through the narrow ;trget_s aloto :
y%anessn’;nd are not suitable for the excessive amount of traffic which {5 increasing all the time as &
result of all the bad decisions made by you .
Yours disifiusionad ¢
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Dear sir

This free flow for mount pleasant road ete ,you talk about the safety of children and
others



Any thing now about tf_uose who Park on double yellow lines across

people's drive ways |

enter or exit the avenue west road ,carg

to stop. However, both are often absent with those who think cars take
is precarious for pedestrians, Removal of Parking on the stretch of Boroy
roundabout wil| only enable road ysers to speed and disregard pedestriay
daily, we are very concerned with the Proposals and lack of road safety i
safety will fead to MOre journeys by car, UDC shouid he making an effort
friendly town and reduce polfuting short car journeys,

R s i

priority. So, aiready the situation
gh Lane Jeading to the
1. As drivers using this route

nprovements, Fears over road

to make Saffron Walden a walk
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posed on Saffron Walden. Specifically, asa

| write to protest at the proposed vehicle parking changes soon to be hn
fidlon Road.

resident of Shepherds Way, ., {he removal of daytime parking spaces o0 the As

ter traffic flow at peak times and | would be the first to admit that navigating the
lem is one of teo much traffic altogether

uild a bypass; anything else is pointless

These changes are to facilitate be
Ashdon Road can be frustrating and time-consuming. That said, the prob

and the only way t0 deal with this issue Is to reduce the amount of carsor D
window-dressing.

There are two maln drawbacks with remaoving parking spaces on the Ashdon Road, First traffic wiil be able t0 speed
more freely and one only has to walk the Ashdon Road at peak times 1o see the number of school puplls walldng and
crossing the road. Second it entirely ignores the issue of where residents are supposed to parl their cars. e
already suffer daily with residents of Ashdon Road clogging shepherds Way, frequently leaving their cars for weeks
on end, causing ohstruction to delivery lorries, refuse coliectors and peeple who actually live on the street. if the
parking restrictions ate enforcad this will only become WOTse uniess Shepherds Way and Hatllyhock Road are made

residents only parking.

astration of Ashdon noad traffic. That
helligerent residents of Ashdon Road
ake much Worse.

residents of the road, who know only too well the fr

r suffer the odd delay rather than have to deal with
had situation, which you are abouttom

1 speak for many of the
said we would far rathe
clogging our streeton a daily basis. It is already 8

i

Please record my s
v sirong protest against ¢
e remov
P Wi otttk o ;é Ic]:t streef parking and creation of a ‘learway’ alung Peaslands

The removal of stre i
et parking will encour
Pleasant/Borou ourage traffic to speed ; .
gh tane to beat ; P up to and through the junctl
ti;‘omughfare to the children an:ihg;reaizgﬁag ;t the traffic lights. This will increase ti‘re r]s;sﬁoaegs: rr:}gfoadfmwm
The Friends Schools, § alking to and from th : g
? . St Thomas Mor: e many scheols close to the route:
School. Currentl re and the R A Butler primaty S ute: the Bell nursery
=nitly, the on-street parki ; primary Schools and the Saffron Wald . ‘

traffic, and additi parking on this route provide e alden County High

onally motors must s a safety barrier befween pedestri
Children's lives 3 ¢ st move slowly to pive way to traffic having pri el b jans and motor

e more important than catching a train at the Audley £?1§ nF{ga'tir '0”2/ il

- ilway Stationl

Additionally, re
, temoval of the on street park|
particularly South Road. Tt parking along this route will increase t .
.The St T srease the conge ide str

but also tnany of the adjacent vil ::;;{;‘sa ;:f;z’e anid R A Butter Primary Schools on SoEti’sit;l?ag T;es:?fg Sti:’l Ets; th
oh South Road afread . Children living outside the to ADEon]y the tawn
g y creates traffic co : > town are brought to these schoals b i
times, and stoppin ngestion and access probl - -hools by car. Parking

Se g and park| problems for rasidents at ¢ .
aRrid to Ao Ejm mngkres_,trictlﬁns along Peaslands Road/Mount Pleasant at "C{i"itfo’i start and finishing

’ ake life unbearable Lo residents on the link roavd . ;;}n; ddltmn to those already
=20 Qad.

pp ars that th £ - i 4l L] 1 rent
§ta i+ = pl{)pc. d trafti
altt Hdmeﬂts nave b‘Ee“ “‘iﬂﬂght up by sonieones looki g i
e S8 i! came ] s look nEatan ap ina mote

of HC@ and with no kl oW ed ea d & investigation o
I g n Ilttl i i f ) ons. Ple F p

. =ol thﬁ'm nve !g gl ‘L C(!I Cﬂnditl I i

‘ . ase eco!‘ledEI these l)fo

I Gsais alld

Youire falehsn
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I strongly object to these restrictions which will furn & residential aven inside a conservation area into a
racetrack during non peak hours, Front gardens turned into carparks will damage this protected ara. The
value to residents is negative as opposed fo that of people transiting the area.
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Good moming - FORC IR
ming - T have examined the maps & document with regard the series of new parking proposals in

Saffron Walden desi impr '
gned to improve traffic in s of ' i !
However they will only move the problcn; 'a]osl‘l);{"j. Sassien Hn

The issue of increased traffic is going to gei woise with {he ongoing building of more housing - industial
sites/proposed school; especially as it is forced to be to the East & South of the fown due 1o the influence of
the Audley Iind Estate. All vehicles have io travet through the fown and the congestion then radiates
outward. There will soon be 'grid locks' on a daily basis, We are talling of increases in vehicle journeys in
hundreds, even thousands, per day at peak times.

If you seriously wish to improve the situation and plan for the future you need to 1ook at the 'bigger picture’
- @ by-pass enabling access 10 the identified 'expansion’ as well as reducing the through traffic in the central
area would, in my opinion, be essential.
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PROPOSED BANNING OF PARKING IN VARIOUS SAFRRON WALDEN STREETS

We were most surprised to read in our local newspaper the artiele regarding the banning of parking
at all times on certain streets in Saffron Walden,

The cars that currently park on those streets will not be parked in a car park but just moved to the
neavest street where there is space regardless of the residents of those steeets, Here in Victoria
Avenue we already have, in temn time, parents taking children to school from 7 am Breakfast Clubs
ete through to 9 am. We then have the same probiem from 2.15pm until 5 pm with early arriving
mothers sitting in their cars reading a book with the engine running - not a very healthy atmosphere
for pedestrians! This results in our being unable to use our drive, as it is impossible to get our cars
out due to inconsiderate parking by those who do not reside in the sireet. So if parking is banned

in Mount Pleasant Road and Peaslands Road for example, the problem will just be moved to
residential streets in the vicinity, including Vietoria Avenue,

At present the cars parked on Mount Pleasant Road and Peaslands Road result in the traffic being
slowed, which is surely desirable from a safety point of view,

Unfortunately we have not been provided with cogent reasons why the parking should be banned.
Is it because yet more house building is planned on the east side of fhe town?

We note that Saffron Walden Town Council is strongly against this proposal and we hope their
views wili be given the weight they deserve.

Ishould add tha!gfiiilll has lived in this house from 1947 to 1965 and again since 1990 with ii»

neidentally we note that the parking ban in South Road in the vicinity of St. Thomas More School
s not enforced with parents parking all down the street to drop offlcollect their children,
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Iam writing {o request that you do not remove the daytime parking from the Council
Lane, along Mt Pleasant Road and Peas}

offices on Borough
ands to the Leisure Centre on Thaxted Road,

In particular, the Peaslands road parking is of great importance to me ag well as other familics who have
children aftending St Thomas More and RA Butler primary sehaols,

disabled parking badge but there are days when I am unable

to walk the
ool my cdaughter attends. If you remove the
how I am going to

ability to park in Peaslands
! get my child to sehoo}, My current walk ig approximate two thirds of
amile. When I can, I wajk it but this is not always possible for me,

Also, now the sovernment rules haye changed regard
children are uwels but

We are forced to send our chil
be cruel to foree a child to wajk such

ing time off sick for children, there aye days when our
dren into sehoof regardless. On these days, it would
adistance (o and fiom s¢hool of: top of feeling unwel),

Limplore you not o remove the parking along this road.



affion Walden CR11 3D8, and would like to register my strong objection to the
street amendment Proposals as per consultation reference above,

[ believe these wil) displace cars and othey vehicles that cwrtently park on these roads onto side strects, such
as West Road, that cannot absorb the additiona] parking thereby causing worse congestion and creating

nsafe side sireets due to parking on pavements tha block pedestrians foreing them info the road as already
happens in West Road.

The proposals will lead 10 higher speeds of drivers along the clearways exacerbating risk of accidents,

They will reduee batental parking points for those picking up children at RAB and at St Thomas More .
schools and will result in more parents flouting the restrictions on parking on yellow zigzag lines, which g
already a problem which Essex CC is itself trying 1o help the schools address.

The need for these proposals has not been adequately evidenced and the Negative impacts ha ve not been
adequately assessed. It js staggering that such changes can be proposed with no practical, safe, workahle
solution provided to where the displaced residents' and othess' parling would be provided,

This must not go ahead,
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We have been residents for 32 years in Bradley Mews, just off the Ashdon Road. Over the years we have
seen a huge increase in traffic using this main road. . )

Firstly the building of the industrial units including Homebase and then I’c;co - both' of which enmjljlmge
large amounts of iraffic, to say nothing of the delivery vang and lorries to Rldgﬁ@ng;. Fha? \w}e halve ame
Bradbury's School which, in itself generates many vehicles at rush hour and at the end of schaol.



Nex§ we have had a huge estate of houses build behind Homebase - at least one car per househ ald, probably
two in many, More houses placned on the Ridgeons site along with hotel; and another 50+ near Tesco -

The proposals YOU are suggesting - just increas; ng a few lines and times, on the SOUTH side of Ashdon
ROfid seem 1o me just tinkering with the problem, This needs really addvessing for the sake. not only of ys
residents, but for all traffic which needs 10 travej {0 the above businesses and school,

Surely, what is needed i something shuilar to London boroughs, i.¢. a Red Route. ‘This would mean double
vellow lines along both the SOUTH and NORTH of Ashdon Road. Yes, a few people would have wouble
with parking their cars, but there must be ways round this as seen in many arcas of London. It is the cars
parked on the NORTH side that cause the problems (rarely any parked on the SOUTH side).

Alternative] ¥ the pavement could be narrowed. If was, we understand, widened a few years before we took
up residence in the town, There must be at least 2.5 feet which could be added to the width of the road. It
would then mirror Radwinter Road and atlow two vehicles o pass. Many, many times when walking along
the road, there are vehicles mounting the pavement from behind and coming towards you, Most unsafe for
young families with toddlers using it more frequently from fie new houses, and anyone usin & the pavement
for that matter. This shoulg 10t happen if the road is wide enough to take two passing vehicles.

T hope that you will Jook again at this major problem in the town,
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| am writing to strongly obiect to the above proposed changes In parking on certain streets in Saffron Walden.

Hive in Wimbish and my child attends primary school in Saffron Walden. My only means ofg.et.ting him to school 1
via car and | usually park for 10 minutes on Peaslands Road I the morning and the same a‘galr! in the )

afternoon. How do these Proposals accommodate my and my child's needs? What provision is there in place for
the local schools with large rural catchmients, ;

I am very concerned that these proposals prioritise the heeds of the car over the pedesirian and will onlyl lqcrease
vehicle speeds within the town, | agree that traffic may be subject to short delays at peak ?enods but {'hlS _ts] 1o
great problem, it keeps speeds down and makes children safe at these peak times an_d can indeed deter driving at
peak times. Remove the parking will push the problem elsewhere, increase the traffic and increase the speed,

Please advise me where UDC recommend that parents of children dropping off / collecting at the primary schools,
Who do not live in town, should park.
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2. Peaslands Road, Saffron Walden, Firstly to

i from Essex County Council permitted parking and
Special parking area scheme, that is under consideration and for implementation over tha coming
weeks In Saffron Walden. As we have a nursery of some 60 children a day we would of expected
some kind of consultation concerning these parking restrictions, some *:0-50 of our children are
dropped off at our nursery by car and of course for several minutes a k! of these parents park
their cars on Peaslands Road to walk their children into our nursery. We have naver been
consulted on these barking restrictions by UDC town council of yourselves. We have a petition of
all our parents complaining of these restrictions which we have forwarded to your colleague
S Taylor of which we have never had a reply,
1 would hope you will ses fit to af least acknowledge our email and to take info consideration our
problems when we discuss this matier further with UDC and the town council.
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I would like to register my alarm and concern over the proposals to create urban cleatways in Saffron
Walden, Residents need to be able to pack their cars. If they are unable to do so outside fhieir homes they
will park at the nearest place - just outside the urban clearways, simply moving the problem along a mater
of metres. 1t will be at best inconvenient and at worst congested and chaotic.

Saffron Walden has had numerous new housing developments built over the last few years - cach one brings

more competition for parking space, | speak with experience of tving close to the Mount Pleasant Road/
Debden Road crossroads.
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| wish to object to the parking restrictions in Peastands road outside ST as some of
our staff have to park there who live out of town as our car park is quite ma majority ?f 't
has to be left for parents dropping off & picking up for the safety of the children, having said tha

1

some parents still have to park on the side of the road to drop.off & pfck.up when our car Qgrk is
full at busy times of day, & as we take young babies up to school age chi idrer; & many families
more than one child so not to be able to park outside & have o walk guite a distance to get their
children to nursery, 'm sure you would agree would be a real problem.
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Dear Sir,

l-am writing fegarding the above amendmeant for Borough Lane / Peaslands Road, As & long time resident
of West Road, | think the above will make i intolerable

for us . We have already taken some of the cars from Debden Road / Borough Lane/ Traffic Signals since
2014. At certain times of the day we have vehicles parked on both sides of the road and delivery vans and
lorries are having trouble gatting through,

In 2012 we had 3 chimney fire which Needed a revolving ladder from Harlow Fire Service, as this was on a
Saturday we knew who the carg belonged tg,t0 get them moved, This would not happen in the week

with lots more vehicles in the road,

We park our cars behind the house in a Barage block and yse 3 driveway up the side, very rargly Someone
will park across the driveway.|f the above happens, | can only see this happening more often and ending

the residents of West Road,

LLEEY Lol
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In principle I suapport the proposed parking restriclions as one mesns of addressing the tratfic fow
problems of the town, wiiich have become very acute, largely as a result of the recent residential
developmen, nearly all of which has been on the eastern side of the town, and this is set to become worse
when additional developments already under way are completed,

Itis simply not possible for any road with significant traffic flow to be both available for two-way traffic
and yet be allowed 1 become only one car width wide due to the absence of parking restrictions on either
side. The roads subject to the proposed parking restrictions often become blocked arteties where cars have
to mount pavements ete simply in order for vehicles to park each other, Situations frequently arise on these
roads which can only be described as comical, so something clearly needs to be done,

However there are a fow negative points with this proposal:

1) All of the effected roads are very near to schools, so there needs to be com pensating enhancement of
Speed restrictions on those areas fo ensure that whilst traffic is allowed to flow, that the flow is at an
appropriate speed. I don't subscribe to the view that parked cars should be allewed to remain to act as an
effective speed restriction, That is applying the wrong too! for the job. We should be striving for these main
thotoughfares to have two-way moving traffic, but where the traffic moves at an appropriate speed, Deliven
of this proposal should be part of a package of measures which address both angles, so that dealing with onc
problem doesn't just create anothey potentially more dangerous one.

2) Another element of congestion is the recent reduction in funding for school tiansport buses, which means
& lot of the school rush hour iraffic have no other alternative but fo drive-and-drop children to school,
Removal of the parking around schools should be accompanied by an increase in alternative transport
options, otherwise this proposal will then just be creating another problem by those same people then
parking on side-streets which simply dou't have the parking capacity either,

3)The Mount Pleasant Road resttictions should also apply on weekends. The Friends School rents out it
playing fields to Wendens Ambo mugby club and Walden Triathlon clyb among others on the weekends,
Mount Pleasant Rd is ofien the busiest on Saturday and Sunday mornings when these clubs use the school.
There is a slight bend in the road around the entrances 1o Friends, and parking is currently allowed on the
northern side of the road which js the inside of the bend, When heading West to Rast from the junction with
Debden road, the cars parked on the inside of the bend make i extremely difficult to Judge whether moving
to the "wrong" side of the road 1o bass the parked cars is safe. All of those houses along the northem side of
Mount Pleasant road across from the entrance to Friends school have more than adequaie private parking
provision, as docs the school itself, so I don't see why there is ever any real need for parking to be allowed
along that streteh of Mount Pleasant road at all. Consequently | would support an extension of the hours of
operation of those restiictions fo apply to weekends as well.

Overall, whilst I can see the merit in these measures tackling a growing problem for the town, T fear that
inplementing them in isolation might actually just create additional problems because they're not part of 2
comprehensive package of measures which addresses a number of inter-connected issues around the iinpact
of housing, schooling and development on traffic flow.

Whilst there is no sin gle silver bullet to these Issues, my view is that there will actuaily be no satisfaciory
solution which doesn't include the development of a ring road which enables all of the additional traffic
movements from the eastem side of the town to access both the mainline railway to London and the M1 1
Inotorway without having to pass through the town centre.
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f wouild fike to object to the new parking propesals.

There are 3 schools very close to Mount Pleasant, Friends school provides parking, howaver,
RAB and 8TM do not. | presume that must be well over 1,000 childrer who need to get to school
every day,

Many parents are unable to walk their children to school either because they need to get to work
orlive in the surrounding villages.

Thete are almost no parking spaces along West Road . Victoria Ave or Station Road as they are
taken up by residents.

At the moment Mount bleasant offers safe, congestion free parking for parents,
I would fike to know whare on earth you expect thege parents to park?

What is going to happen to the area around the school when it is pouring with rain and the number
of cars doubles... .. ?

Hravel up and down Mount Pleasant Road and Borough Lane frequently and there is not a

congestion problem! [n fact the parked cars ensure cars cannot fly down the road breaking the
speed limit {iike they do in other parts of the town),
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The chgnge I8 il considered and has no plan to deal with how parents get their children to school
and it will end up creating a chaotic and dangerous parking problem around South Road.

It would be wonderfu! to think that residents wil be listened {0,

twould be grateful if you could email confirmation that this objection has been received.

Many thanks
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Dear sir/madam

i am absoiutely appated by the plans proposed o infroduss 'no wailing af any time' on Thaxied Road, Ashdewn
Road, Peasiands Rood and Borough Lane Saffron Walden for 1he following recsons:

. < fer
1. Cangestion is only an issue for about 15 minutes a day . in term fime only - and yet these proposols are for 24
hours @ day, 365 days ¢ year



2. These PIOROSAs wiii speed up raffic In areas which fave o farge number of sthool childrars tiaveling (o school
= Surely increasing the olanfiol for injury 10 pedesiians

3. Many residents have no Parking of there awn and yse these roads fo pork, Na provision appears fo have been
Made as 1o wherg these iPeopie will park

4. No gﬂempt aPRedrs o have been made 16 model the impact of these disploced residents on neighbouring
rGoas

5 fo?e:‘i!? I“tﬁfi‘?s are Used by delivery drivers and people drapping off. No prevision oppears to have been made o
uclitote these

4. These roads gre Used by parents 1o scifely drop off alf the twe intot end junior schools locatad on South Road,
These mecsures will disploce fhig . Presumably to nearer ihe school agein presenting a safely risk

These measures seem extremely lkihought out and if carried out wouid tkely present significant safely concerms not lo
mention huge ncorvenience fo local rasidents,

lobject in the strongest ferms,
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Dear Parking Partners

I have considered the proposed parking restrictions in Saffron Walden quite carefully but will only address
the four areas with which I am most familiar,

1. Mount Pleasant Road/ Peaslands Road

Tive in Springhil] Road and 1ravel often by carto my work on Shirehill so know the route quite well with
the exception of the proposed no waiting during certain hours outside the Friends Sehoo! Saffion Walden ¥
Oppose your other plans on the grounds they will add 1o the speed which traffic moves along the road. I
would rather travel to work slowly than join a rat race to the junction of Thaxted Road.

2 Ashdon Road

1 hdon Road and my objections are the same as those in point 1 removal of parked traffic on this
very straight road will speed up traffic and put pedestrians in danger,

3 Springhill Road whore | live has no parking restrictions but there is a lot of non resident parking dwing
the hours of the working week and with the introduction of your proposals the pressure on our road 1o will
increase,

4 I attended the Uttlesford District Council meeting which discussed the application by the Keir Company
to develop housing on the east side of Thaxted Road. Representatives of Essex County Couneil Highways
Department said they would plan to male taffic take & left tum into from Thaxted Road fo Peaslands

Road/Mount Pleasant Road which woutd become one way route, Traffic would then be sent avound the
lown's one way system and get to Shirehill by the one way Thaxted Road starting at the Junction with Fast

Street. May 1 ask if these parking proposals are the beginning of this prand plan.

Consulting the public by means of notices attached o lamp posts in the middle of winter is hardly
consultation (o my mind.
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fam emailing you with regard to the proposal TROB5523/(Amendment No. 40) Order 20" and
specifically the proposed removal of parking from Mount Pleasant Road,

I object to this proposal on a number of grounds:

s a listed building in a
way instalied,

at junction removed all parking on Debden Road and
Mount Pleasant Road. This has severely impacted oyr ability to park
- Already we have suffered a big drop in quality of life.

King is now on Mount Pleasant. If you remova that parking oo we have

Park our car. Side streets like West Road are already compietely overloaded. This
would be disastroys for many logal tesidents.

2. Safety and Road Speed

emoving the parking will cayse increased vehicle Speeds on those roags which will endanger
other road users and Pedestrians. The femoval of parking on Debden Road for the signals has
dramatlcally Increased car Speeds and we frequently see cars drive past now at Speeds of 40mph,

This is dangerous and highly unpleasa ntin a buiit Up residential area, We wil| see the same effect
if this Is done on other roads,

Please respond 1o confirm that yoy received my response on this proposal and please don't
proceed with g change whi

ch would have a serious negative impact on the lives of people who live
on these streets.

sk
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With regard to the parking proposals for Saffran Walden - did those w
Saffron Walden? it appears that w

current roads. Walk the walk, che
in response to the proposals:

ho drew them up actually visit
hoever thought up the proposals worked from a map or plan of the

ck the details of use and experience the actuality as we do, Meanwhile



1 Loss of onustreet parking: The south of the town is highly residential. The 1.2km stretch of road has
parking capacity for approximately 80 cars. There are a number of flats and homes that have
limited opportunities for off-street parking, including those in the Consarvation Area that and those
that are historically isted, Traffic Signals were installed at the Debden Rd/Borough Lane junction in
2014, This removed the Jast on-street parking for a number of residents, whose only parking
Opportunity is some distance away Mount Pleasant Rd. Allowing parking in the evenings doesn’t
solve the problem as some families work in the town and heed to leave their cars parked on the
street near their homes during the day, The Proposed restrictions would remove that last
opportunity and provide no alternative car park or measures that mitigate the removal of such a
large block of parking,

2. Worsened Speed and road safety: Peaslands/Mount Pleasant/Borough Lane is the primary walking
route for students in the south of the town to access the Saffron Waiden County High, Friends, St
Thomas More and the R.A. Butler schools. Hundreds of unaccompanied children use the
Pavements every school day. Today parked cars both calm traffic and provide a safety buffer that
protects children, As has been seen When the parking was removed and traffic slghals Installed on
the adjacent Debden Rd, traffic speeds Increased up to 40-50 mph and drivers accelerate more
when they see a green light In the distance. The proposals will make the pavements less safe and
there are no mitigating measures to slow and caim traffic,

3. Loss of Primary School aceess for parents; The R. A. Butler and 5t Thomas More schools on South
Rd have wide catchment areas and many parents drop off and pick up their children by car,
Successive restrictions on South and West Roads mean that the only place for many parents to park
Wwith capacity is on Mount Pleasant and Peaslands Roads i these roads are wide and there js
sufficient of parking. The new proposed daytime parking-ban on Mount Pleasant and Peastands
Road wil prevent Parents fram parking in the last possible place they can, The proposals provide
no replacement parking for parents to park whilst they pick up children from the school gates.

4. Friends Sthool barking not resolved: The Friends School is a commercial business and it rents out
its playing fields to loca clubs on the weekends. Mount Pleasant Rd is often the busiest on
Saturday and Sunday mornings when these clubs use the school. The proposals fail to address this
isstie.

5. Ashdon Road ignared: The majority of the proposals for Ashdon Rd are valueless as they place
parking restrictions on the south side of the road, where cars don’t actually park today; and they
remove the ability for about 30 residents’ cars to park in the evening, even though there are no
traffic problems at that time of day. it Is difficult to improve traffic flow on Ashdon Rd because

proposed parking restrictions in 2014,

6. The wrong priorities for the Towr: The Saffron Walden Town Council undertook a large survey of
the town with vehicular, tycle and pedestrian road users in 2015, This identified over 70 needed
minor improvements to the town’s road system, which have been prioritised by the public that use
the roads themselves. Apart from an additional pulling-in place on Peaslands Rd, none of these
proposed changes were identified as major problem areas by residents. And meaningful
Improvements to Ashdon Rd have been completely ignored. The Town's prioritles should have
been the driving force for any proposing Improvements to the road system, It s unclear why they
have been ignored.

7. Minor propasals have meris: A short format pulling-in place for traffic to pass on Peaslands Rd
laoks like it has merit as do the restrictions in the immediate vicinity of the Winstanley/Peaslands
Rd junction, It is in the top-10 locations for incidents in the town. Little else of the proposals seem
to offer sufficient benefit over the loss of parking amenity and reduction in safaty,

8. Not justified



The stated reasons don’t stack up to the size and scalo of the changes, appear weak, and do pot tg
reference By supporting evidence for thelrjustlﬂcaﬁon, including:

Do they allow existing tratfic to flow mose freely? There s 1o evidence to show
that a wholesaje removal of daytime parking from a contiguous 1.2km of these
roads would signlificantiy improve traffic flow. There is slight queuing traffic at the
lights at peak times only, but that i caused by the lights themselves and not
bottienacks elsewhere, fn certaln places vehicles heed to pause in gaps to let

0
Do they improve safety? Whilst the Winstanjey Rd/Bromfield accident record
Warrants some improvements to junction visibility, none of the other locations have
had any reported incidents since 1995, apart from the Debden Rd lights which were
signalised in 2014 toImprove them.
Bo they éncolrage the free flow of Large and Emergency Vehidles: There is no
evidence that these vehicles are being materially Impedag today, and a 1.2km
clearway Js averkill for the mited number of large vehicle and emergency vehicie
trafflc that needs 10 go east-west,
Do they really improye residents parking: Bizarrely NEPP claim that removing on-

parking,

Whilst the Proposals remove parking, increase speed and reduce safety, the overall positive benefits are
unclear and not defensible. In facs there is limited Justification to spend taxpayers’ Money when there js
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My main concerns are as foltows:

¢ Road safety: due to Poor road planning in the town many large lorries and cars have to use largely
resldential roads stch as Ashdon Road and Peaslands / Mount Crescent Roads {o navigate the
town. The parked cars on these roads act as 2 natural barrier to prevent speeding and | am very
concerned that removing this, with no other traffic calming measures in place, would cause traffic
to speed up and put raad users and pedestrians at greater risk.

¢ lLack of alternative parking options for school drop offs; as a resident of South Road we already
have a huge problem during school times with lack of suitahle spaces for parents to drop off their
children. | am regularly blocked into or gut of my home by too many parked cars on South

aware, for many Parents driving to near the school gates Is the only solution - they travel from the
villages or have to 80 straight onto a job from drop off, Where are they meant to park if VOUu
remove the parking spaces on these roads? There needs to be a sensible, wo rkable alternative
option if you are to take away yet more parking spaces,

°  Resldents parking: you offer o sensible alternative to the many residents who rely on on-street
parking, Where are they stpposad to park once the changes come into effect?

My biggest issue with the proposals is that the current plans do not offer 3 solution, they simply push the
problem to elsewhere in the town and create ew problems by speeding up traffic and reducing safety,
We desperately nead strong leadership to deliver a clear strategy that addresses a wide range of transport
and Infrastructure problems facing the town rather than dealing with individual problems in a piecemeal,
unstrategic way,

t am sure you will agree that when national news gutlets, such as BRC Radio Five Live this weel, come to
report on our town as an example of huge local Infrastructure problems Jt Is highly embarrassing and
frustrating both to the residents and to the council Itself,

I'have seen the notices about the proposals to saverely restrict parking and create an urban clearway
between Thaxted road and London Road in Saffron Walden. |am very coneerned about this, A ot of
pedestrians use this road and the parked cars, however annoying to the traffic, do slow it down. There are
only 2 assisted crossings on this road and with the traffic flowing faster it will make it ha rder to cross the
road.

If you are going ahead wiith this ides, which | hope you don't, 1 wauld want to be reassured that there
would be extra trafiic calmi

I feel once again that the need of traffic s always considered more important than those of pedestrians,
Yours sincerejy
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| am writing to object in the strongest possible terms to the proposed parking restrictions.



bR9m0YiﬂQ parking places may increase the speed of traffic but significantly increase the risk of
ngg hit by a voe»hmle pemg fatal. At 20mph, most pedesirians survive being hit by a vehicle. At

mph only 50% survive, At 40mph a collision is afmost always fatal. Survival rates of children are
lower, My children attend schools in Saffron Walden, and use these routes.

Winstanley Road is used as an alternative route from Debden Road to Thaxted Road. As many
hou_ses ha\{e off street parking there are fewer cars parked on the road, and | regularly see
vehicles being driven there at 40mph and above. | fully expect the same to happen on Peaslands
Road and Mount F’_Leasant Road. Children, reasohably, expect to feel safe crossing at the existing
zebra crossing. Aside from the fact that more crossing points are needed alrsady, few children
can judge the speed of traffic reliably, and may well step onto the crossing into the path of cars

driving at lethal speeds befieving themselves to be safe. Traffi i
. ) - Traffic light controlled cros
much safer for children to use unaccompanied, g o eSS are ey

it Is Incomprehensivle that any responsible authority would consider making the changes
suggested when they would increase the risk of setfous injury or death to so many children.
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I would like to complain about the above urban clearway proposal that UDC are proposing along London Road
through to Thaxted road in Saffron Walden . ‘

UDC are proposing to create what in effect is a “North Circular ring road around Safiron Walden which is
completely out of keeping with the town and the local road network which already struggle to cope with the size of
lorries and extra traffic using them already.

The roads they are intending to use are all residential and highly poputated and have 3 schools within the local
vicinity pius are also the main thoroughfare roads and footpaths to Saffron Walden County High School that the
older children walking to school.

It seems much safer to me to allow parking along these roads which in effect calms down the speed that traffic flows:
araund these urban pedestrian aress and slows everything down around town ,especially at certain times of day
when the School footfall is at its highest,

I believe that creating a fast urban clearway along these roads would be very dangerous 1o the pedestrian trafficand
school children that constantly use the area and would lead to casualiies and possibly even deaths going forwards if

an urban clearway is created .....does ECC want this ?

Please keep me informed of any developments to this #l-concelved scheme which actua lly does nething for the focal
people that live and use the pavements and roads being proposed for the clea rway and is extremely dangerous for
the school chifdren that do actually use the roads/pavements daily due to the faster traffic it would create along
with all the extra pollution and its associated health probiems as well,

If UDC/ECC want an urban clearway then they should bulld a proper well-conceived by-pass using the farmland
around Saffron Walden , connect Radwinter road with Thaxted road and then Thaxted Road with Newport Road
rather than push one through the middle of the urban heritage part of town where it is highly likely to kill someone
at some stage Just because it’s the cheapest option
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We are residents of Saffron Walden ang three of our children attend St Thomas Mere, on South Road
adjoining Mount Pleasant road,

funderstand that you are Preposing to put doubie yellow lines along this road, This |s a hadly thought oui
plan. There are currently no provisions to park or drop off the children at school. South Road has no
restrictions, which means that residents use it leaving no room for cars at school times, in any case there is
not enough space. With a second, larger primary school being just down the read, adding to the misery, By

pushing people off Mount Pleasant Road you will cause chaos! Please come and stand on the South road in
the mornings, and at school pick up, it is aiready mayhem and very dangerous for the children! You WILL
make It worse. Unlike Mount Pleasant roaq Where there are cars heid up but in an orderly fashion and not
for long. 1 know this as we are in the grea everyday.

The parked cars ara there for only very short period of the day, and they actuall y slow the traffic down,
which | feel makes that road safer, Under your Plans it will be made into it a very fast road. The police in
Saffron Walden do not do speed checks,

F¢an only think You inade these plans while in the pub as they really are quite sitly without considering the
adjoining roads. Maybe planners for Saffron Walden are building te}a many houses, withoyt infrastructure
making the problems worsel

I have never seen anyone on this rpad collecting information from the peopie who use It, maybe you
should come and see us at a school drop off to talk to parents and road users,
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pf 8t. Thomas More School, South Road Saffion Walden to inform you that
we object to the Proposal listed ahove.

The proposets will have ay adverse effect on our sekool. We object to these Proposals for a number of
reasons, and wonld Iike to Point out that we have yot been formally consulted before the proposals were
PuE forward, end wish 1o be before any propoesals are maved Jorward,

The S8t Thomas More schools hag a very wide catchment area which Includes a large number of villages
with either Emited or o public transport that woyld allow children to get 1o the school. The age of most of
the children would also mean that public transport is unsuitable, School fransport cuts mean that many of
the school transport services have stopped « even for those who can afford 1o pay for their childven to use
these sexvices, As a result, many parents dvop off and pick up their children by car as there is no choice but
to do so, Successive restrictions on Soyth and West Roads mean that the only place for many parents to park
with capacity is on Mount Pleasant and Peaslands Roads; these roads are wide and there is sufficient of
parking, The new proposed daytime parking-han on Mount Pleasant and Peaslands Road wil) prevent
parents from parking in the last passible place they can, The proposals provide no replacement parking for
parents to park whilgt they pick up children from the school fates,

These proposals discriminate against the ordirary rural Catholic people; who will now have the last cost

effective method of transporting their children to the only Catholic school in the area removed from them,
They then have no chojee but fo atiempt 1o get jnto the already oversubscribed village schools. As 4 result
the class sizes swel] and the children receive a poorer education. 1 regularly haye parents from a wide area



tell me that they would love to send children to 8t Thomas Moxe school, but can no longer get ti?em lhgare.
These proposals will make the situation even worse and underline the Iack of support for education as it .
takes its place in a long line of diminishing services behind the unsustainable development of our town with
1o thought to the underlying infrastructure,

Please would you allow us the common courtesy of heing consulted in changes which so drastically affect
our school, our faith and our way of life,
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To express concern about the parking proposals in Saffron Walden. I'm concerned about the
speed of traffic and the lack of parking.
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I wish to object to the proposal to remove some 80 parking spaces from Peaslands Road, Mount Pleasant
Road and Borough Lane in Saffron Walden, a town In which provision for parking is already woefully
inadequate.

The proposal would appearto attempt to create some kind of urban clearway from Thaxted Road ta
Londan Road. Being a main route for children to attend a number of schools it should be clear to any
planner that any proposal to make itan urban clearway would he totally Inappropriate and would
substantially reduce safety for vulnerable pedestrians.

Fsuspect that this is part of the entirely ill-concejved plan to route all traffic, including heavy goods traffic,
toming from the Thaxted direction though the centre of the town In order to get to Shire Hill. A more
ludicrous proposal it would be hard to imagine,

I'inderstand that this proposal is said toimprove parking for local residents. Can you please explain the
logic behind this? Removal of the very spaces where the local residents currently park would not appear
to be an improvement to me and, I suspect, not to the affected residents either,

There is an unfortunate, but rising, tide of dissatisfaction with, and mistrust in, those in public
service. With them being responsible for proposals like this one, it is not hard to understand why.
78ii

| now discover that, folowing a request under the Freedom of Information Act, there is no evidence
whatsoever i

I also repeat, | hope with greater emphasis, my comments ahout there unfortunately being little public
trust In politiclans or public servants, Confronted with behaviour like this, | am surprised there remains
one scintlila of it. | think you should all take a good, long, hard look at yourselves.
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lam writing to yoy afier reading and hearing about

Your proposals on removing street parking along
peaslands road and the surrounding roads,
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| reﬂ?r to the Notice dated 28th January headed The Essey County Counel] {Uttiesford Distriet} (Permittad
Parking Area and Special Parking Area) (Amendment No. 40) Order 20% which affects me as a resident
of e L T Walden g

I write to object to the proposed Orders, in particular in relation to Peaslands Road and Mount Pleasant
Road. The remaval of barking from thess roads, opening a long, wide and almost straight two way road,
will result in drivers regularly exceeding the speed fimit. My experlence is that this already happens at

tragedy.

[ therefore urge that if this plan does go ahead the speed limit should be reduced to 20 mph .. and
enforced.
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Having fived in {his town for a total of over 60 Years, we are against these parldng proposals.
They are not required as traffic flows at @ reasonable, safe speed most of the time.

Parking for schools & delivery vehicles js essential,

. ; Lane in
| want to protest against the removal of an-street parking along Peaslands Road/Mount Pif;san::;io;i;gwhalk °
Saffron Walden on the grounds that it will create a ‘rat-run’ in a fesit?entiall area where r:hii r{ejt;ve”ﬂad
schools, It will increase the problems parents have parking when taking children to school an

unacceptably other side roads.



I have heard about the proposed urban clearway through Saffron Walden.

| strongly object to this, these are residential strests, in an area already overcrowded with parked
vehicles,

Such a clearway will cause a significant number of vehicles to look for parking in the adjacent
street, which cannot safely absorb an increase.

Recent local development with insufficient parking areas, has caused a massive increase in on
street parking over the passed 3 years, this new proposal will make it even worse.

LY PR
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I would like to register my concern at the proposals to restriot parking

Walden. Any benefit from iy even furlher along roads in Saffron

tway would be counteracted by more speeding cars and lorries,
Parked pars acs a8 traffic calming

We need space to park cars, especially when properties have no available space to provide a pull in.

No alfervative residents' parking is being offered to those people affected who cannot provide on-site
parking at theiy propertics,

Satiron Walden is an oid market town and many houses were built before the invention of motorised
transport; therefore residents have no choice but to park on the road.

To prohibit people from parking outside their own propertics may result in people who need parking having
to sell their properties,

We have to recognise that we are in the 21st century and most families own cars these days.

How can we sustain a town where residents and visitors to it cannot park their cars easily?

Itis n fact of life that many parents drop their children off at school by car - we should be looking a1 ways to
make it easier and legs stressfuf for them 10 do s0, not more difficult. Many of them have an onward
joumey to work themselves,

With new housing developments there is opportunity to Jook at the planning stage to create parking for new
houses, but this is an old town and people who live in the older properties ere being penalised because they
cannot park within their own Property boundary due 1o lagk of space and now it is proposed that they cannot
park on the 10ad outside either.

1 realise that we do not own the roads outside aur properties but we do pay road tax, insurance and Council
Tax and need to be able to park somewhere!

The traffic lights and parking restrictions which were instailed in Debden Road in 2014 have done nothing
to improve highway safety. As a resident in this road, I lave seen that {rafiic speeds up and down the road
much faster than pre-lights, as motorists see & green traffie light and are keen to get through before it turng
colour, T have also noticed moye impatience and horn honking from people stuck at the traffic lights, What
we miss now on Debden Road is what we used to have and that is road manners where there was 'give and
take’ and parked cars to create traffic calming and reduction of speed.

If these proposals g0 ahead along London Road, Borough Lane, Mount Pleasant Road, Peasland Road and
Ashdon Road it will create a race frack asound the town. Where will all those cars park? It is high time
more consideration was shown to the residents who own the older siyle houses and have no option but to
park on the street,



