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prevent students and visitors from Galleria from parking in these areas.
This will give us a long term solution.

Alternatively if we face any parking issues, allow us to park in both B26
and B27 at no extra cost. We are not willing to pay any penalties to
park near our house if we buy a parking permit.

Looking forward to hearing from you.

Regards
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I have approached the council n ighbourhoods team to enquire about potential funding for a
driveway at the property, as I am unable to fund myself whilst on Universal Credit, but was
advised there was nothing available.
 
I am aware that under the proposed resident permit scheme, there is no guarantee of being able
to park adjacent to my property. However, under the current proposals, I am already being
disadvantaged as the majority of houses on Bishops Rise face a parking bay.
 
Alternative proposal
 
I request that consideration be given for at least two parking spaces to be placed in the centre of
these junctions with double yellow lines either side. I believe this will:
 

a. Provide a safe place for delivery or housing maintenance vehicles to park safely when
servicing homes 50, 52 & 54. As my property does not have a driveway and due to the
current high volume of vehicles in the area, delivery vehicles often drive onto
neighbouring driveways, pavements and verges. I note this is subject to a proposed TRO,
however I feel this driver behaviour will only increase if this junction area is a complete
‘no waiting at any time’ zone, increasing the danger to pedestrians, including me and my
children.

b. Ensure there is not a lack of parking, because until the scheme is in place, there is no
knowing how many vehicles actually require parking on Bishops Rise. My immediate
neighbours all have driveways that hold multiple cars, however under the proposed
resident permit scheme they would be eligible to apply for an unlimited number of
permits too.

c. Provide more accessible parking to current & future council tenants of  Bishops Rise,
who are likely to be a family with young children when moving into the property, like I
was.

d. Meet the needs of reducing the congestion and increase visibility on the junctions by
having just two parking spaces, whilst also ensuring that traffic does not flow at a greater
speed on this flat and straight piece of road.

 
Thank you for your time and consideration of my objection and alternative proposal.
 
Regards,
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Once upon a time they had m re than adequate parking for their congregations. They
then sold it to a developer and the dreadful flats appeared across the road. The result was
and still is overspill onto Bishops Rise both on the road and the verges both sides of
the road. 

As I assume they will also be subject to this new plan this problem will now cease….or
will there be Devine intervention.

I certainly wish to register my objection and disapproval to this scheme and am of a
mind to raise an online petition against it.

It would be interesting to know whether the residents in these areas are sleepwalking into
yet another money making scheme, what sort of turnout / response was there?

As you can see, I have copied our local MP into this email in the hope he may add some
weight to this.

Yours in anticipation
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From:
To: parking
Subject: Objection to SCHEDULE 7: Permit Parking Places, Zone B30 Monday-Sunday 7am-9pm Eagle Way
Date: 30 June 2022 07:47:25

 ]

** WARNING: This email originated outside the WHBC Network. Please be extra vigilant when opening
attachments or clicking links **

Dear Mr Reyner,

I am writing to you to with my objection to the parking scheme mentioned above. I live in Eagle Way on the
corner with lark rise, and yes parking is a problem with the builders from the hill top project and students
parking there from the university. But I strongly object to punishing the long suffering residents with now
having to pay for the privilege of parking outside their own home.
The university should be solving this it’s their problem that they’ve caused and all the residents of Hatfield in
the roads around the university are suffering for it.
I very strongly object to the times and days suggested. Larkrise and Eagle doesn’t have parking congestion at
the weekends or evenings. I’m very concerned at the weekend and evenings as it will greatly impact the social
lives of the residents living here especially us as we have a lot of visitors and friends in the neighbourhoods that
visit us after being in isolation for 2 years. Now getting back to socialising and now being hit with the expense 
and inconvenience of having residents only parking at socialising times is a big blow to the residents here.

I urge you to rethink the times proposed that will negatively impact the residents.

The Ryde only has restrictions for 2 hours a day to dissuade people parking for the whole day, but gives
freedom for local residents at other times to have visitors and park there for a couple of hours, which is more
convenient and flexible.

Thank you for taking the time to read my objection and I ask you to seriously consider my reasoning for it.
Yours sincerely

 Eagle Way

Sent from my iPhone
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From:
To: parking
Subject: Parking Permit ZONE B27
Date: 22 June 2022 17:50:12

 ]

** WARNING: This email originated outside the WHBC Network. Please be extra vigilant when opening
attachments or clicking links **

I am a resident in fern dells Hatfield and have been for  ten years.
I AM  STRONGLY OBJECTING TO THIS PARKING RESTRICTION

I see no point in putting fern dells and surrounding street on PARKING PERMIT RESTRICTION MON -
SUNDAY 7am to 9pm. The streets are empty of cars during the day  the whole decision is absolutely pointless

If at all there is parking restrictions it should be  MON TO FRIDAY 7am TO 9am.

Regards

 my iPhone
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** WARNING: This email originated outside the WHBC Network. Please be extra vigilant when opening
attachments or clicking links **

Apologies as I am aware the deadline for objections to the proposed changes was yesterday 30th June and I
assumed the deadline was on a Friday so today 1 July. I do hope that my email is objection is still taken into
consideration.

I am specifically objecting to schedule 4, 5 and 6 regarding resident parking restrictions from 7am -9pm.
Restrictions for 14 hours of the day is far too much and I feel it’s unnecessary. If resident parking was to be
installed. It would be better to do it from 10-12pm or 10am-2pm to deter commuters from parking as they
would not be able to park for the full working day.

Furthermore, there is no need to have the restrictions on the weekend too. Most areas have restrictions from
Monday - Friday. Particularly at the weekend, a household may want visitors.

In conclusion, I think the restriction times are too long and should be shortened to a more appropriate length of
time as suggested above.

Kind regards
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** WARNING: This email originated outside the WHBC Network. Please be extra vigilant when opening
attachments or clicking links **

To whom it may concern,

I write this email to object to the proposed parking restrictions and permit in the Hilltop area. I feel that the
main problem is that overall there is not enough parking spaces in the area and most that do park here are
residents.

I believe that enforcing parking restrictions will not ensure that everyone will still get a parking space. Also the
most parking issues are faced later on in the evenings and day time parking does not pose many issues.

The council should look into increasing parking space in this area as I think that will solve the parking issues in
this area.

I also object due to the financial implications this will result in. Paying for the permit (and for multiple cars at
that for some households) and then the restrictions in place will not solve the issue so paying for this will just
become an extra burden in what is already a tough climate with the increase in cost of living.

Kind Regards,
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The idea of parking permits is not welcome to most of the residents of Hatfield that are being forced 
to pay for it.  All believe the University should be contributing to this forced tax as student parking 
seems to be the main problem.  

 Yearly subscription is also another problem - why is this yearly and not 5/10 yearly 
subscription?  People just CAN'T AFFORD THIS.  

I want to know who I am able to talk to regarding the residents concerns about permits as so many 
people are angry about another forced tax? 

Regards 
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Good afternoon,

I wanted to make an objection to the parking proposals for:

The borough of welwyn hatfield (various road, hilltop, hatfield) (restriction of waiting, parking places and 
permit parking zones) order 2022

The borough of welwyn Hatfield (various road, hilltop, hatfield) (prohibition of stopping and waiting on verge 
or footway) order 2022

Based on the days and times suggested -
Mon-Sun 7am-9pm

Is too excessive especially when we have family coming to visit us on weekends.
The parking isnt bad on the weekends and isnt bad any day after 6pm at all!
I personally think Mon-Fri, 7am-6pm is enough.

I am not sure how to make a vote on this? So hopefully this is enough please let me know if i need to provide 
anything else.

Thank you

 (Magpie Walk)

Sent from my iPhone
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Morning

We have today received the letter of intention for residents parking which I feel is good but Martin Close is  a 
small culdesac and there is not enough parking in the street now for the residents some have 3 cars in a 
household we also have a disabled bay which has been put square on so another space has been lost also a 
resident had a driveway put in so again another space lost

We have a massive green which is a waste of space surely it would be beneficial to cut this back and provide the 
resident with more parking as over the years people have more cars

What is most annoying is that we already pay WHC £59 per month for a garage to park as the street is limited so 
does this mean that we will get a discount !! I bet not

It really needs an official to come and visit the street then decide about the parking / lack of it

I look forward to hearing from you

Regards
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To whom it may concern,

Further to your letter dated 1st June 2022, regarding parking restrictions in Newstead I would like to air my 
concerns.

We understand that we would have to pay for 2 permits for 2 cars plus also pay for visitors permits totalling 
roughly £120 per year. We fill this is unfair to have to pay to park in our own road when this road does not 
seem to have any parking issues.

We have lived here for 4 years and have always been able to park our cars. There is a big verge outside our 
house which should be removed to enable more parking. We have aired our views on this before.

Half the side of Newstead have drives so won’t be affected by this and will only need to purchase visitor passes 
if need be. We feel it is unfair that the houses without drives are going to be penalised more because of this. 
And again, we have asked the council if we could turn our part into a drive but have been told no. This would 
free up more spaces.

Newstead is in a cul-de-sac so doesn’t see anyone other than residents parking here.

Look forward to your reply.

 Newstead

Sent from my iPhone
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I feel very strongly that someone from the parking committee should come to Northdown
Road on afew evenings and weekends to see how much of a problem we have now. 

I have lived in Northdown Road  for 22 years and I have every so often enquired to the
council about more parking and suggestions where more parking places could be. The
response has always been, can't do anything about it. Now you want to reduce the amount
of parking places in Northdown Road. Unbelievable!!! Words fail me. I feel like living in a
flat within this council area, that we are always penalised. I can't have a driveway because
I'm in a flat. 

Also I rent a garage in Southdown Road but have been told I can't park in front of it over
night as its against the council rules. I keep my trailer tent in it because the garages are so
small I can't fit my car in it. 

In summary, I object strongly with the VPFO and double yellow lines for the cobbled
verges in Northdown Road. 

I agree with the double yellow lines at road junctions.

I disagree with the parking permits for the amount of time they are proposed for. 

The council can not take our limited parking away from us in Northdown Road and not
allow parking in front of the garages in southdown Road.  It seems that it is all one sided,
you've got to be realistic about the parking problems and resolutions in Northdown Road. 

In essence we need More parking not less. 

Yours sincerely 
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 ]

Hello

I am fully for all proposed changes across Bishops Rise in Hatfield to support parking and safe driving.

However as a resident of Peregrine Way I am concerned that those currently parking unsafely on Bishops Rise 
will move to Peregrine Way as there is no enforcement or restrictions planned for the street.

Can you confirm how this will be prevented?

Kind regards
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bigger problem.

I look forward to hearing that this totally unnecessary proposal/scheme has been
scrapped.

Yours,

A very disgruntled Raven Court resident.
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*

Good morning,

I have just read your Notice of Intention for the parking in Zone B28 and feel that the times expressed are 
excesses. I would like to see 08:00 to 16:00 Monday to Friday and not include weekends.
Please can you put my comments to the Cabinet Planning and Parking Panel.

Regards,
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> Dear Ms Roberts
>
> We have lived in Roe Green Close for 19 years without any parking issues at number 33.We strongly object
to the proposed parking scheme. It will create multiple issues within a small Road. As per your proposal anyone
with the right permit can come and park in the Close this will cause great disruption and unease within a small
community. We urge you to strongly reconsider your proposal for the Roe Green Close area.
> Kind Regards

Sent from my iPhone
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> Dear Ms Roberts
>
> We have lived in Roe Green Close for 19 years without any parking issues at number 33.We strongly object
to the proposed parking scheme. It will create multiple issues within a small Road. As per your proposal anyone
with the right permit can come and park in the Close this will cause great disruption and unease within a small
community. We urge you to strongly reconsider your proposal for the Roe Green Close area.
> Kind Regards

Sent from my iPhone
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** 

Dear Ms Roberts

We have lived in Roe Green Close for 32 years without any parking issues even when two children who owned 
cars lived and parked in the Close. We strongly object to the proposed parking scheme. It will create multiple 
issues within a small Road. As per your proposal anyone with the right permit can come and park in the Close if 
a resident here or not.There would be a great number of parking spaces lost with all the new restrictions like no 
parking in front of rented garages etc. . This will cause great disruption and unease within a small community. 
We urge you to strongly reconsider your proposal for the Roe Green Close area.
Kind Regards
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Roe Green Close 
Hatfield, 

AL10 9PE 
Mr Patrick Bepura – Parking Services Officer 
Welwyn Hatfield Borough Council 
Parking Services 
The Campus 
Welwyn Garden City 
AL8 6AE 

19 June 2022 

Re: Resident Parking Permits 

Dear Mr Bepura, 

I have received the council’s letter of intention to install resident parking permits in Roe 
Green Close and wish to object to the proposal. In the first instance, I do not think it fair to 
expect residents to pay to park our road legal cars outside our own homes, but secondly, I 
think the prices you want to charge for the privilege is extortionate.  There is no upkeep 
required for a painted line and to increase the cost for every additional vehicle is just a 
money-making exercise. It is outrageous. What is your justification for the increase per car? 
If your argument is that the council needs to recoup it’s investment in installing the permit 
zones, then how is the permit cost calculated? What are we paying back year on year? 
I am sure you are aware that the cost of living is going up in every way and our council tax 
increase is one of these large additional costs. What are we paying for? 

I look forward to your reply and explanation of proposed costs. 

Yours sincerely, 
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2022

I have resided on Ryecroft for some years now and there are more vehicles than parking
spaces; 12 houses and four parking spaces. There is not a house that does not own a
vehicle. 

The green in the middle is used by all of the children on Ryecroft. 

The two car parks that were nearby have been sold and replaced with more dwellings
which suggests more vehicles. 

The parking situation is brimming but there must be a better alternative. We, on Ryecroft,
would suffer greatly if we could not use the verge for parking! We have both work and
private vehicles. 

The parking restrictions in the Briars Lane area is mainly focused on through roads. Any
cul-de-sacs have private parking as do some of the other houses. 

Some of the people in the homeless accommodation park on Ryecroft. University students
also park on Ryecroft. Construction workers park on Ryecroft. Service providers park on
Ryecroft. 

I had sent an email prior to this but I am asking for this order to be overturned and another
suggestion be offered. Please visit and see. 

I look forward to hearing from you. 

Best regards 

Good morning. 

I write to object to the following order 

THE BOROUGH OF WELWYN HATFIELD (VARIOUS ROADS, HIGH

DELLS, HATFIELD
(RESTRICTION OF WAITING AND PERMIT PARKING ZONES)
ORDER
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** WARNING: This email originated outside the WHBC Network. Please be extra vigilant when opening
attachments or clicking links **

Attn Durk Reyner,

I have seen a notice on a Tudor Close lamppost about proposed plans to add residences parking permit scheme
to Tudor Close and nearby roads.

My comments and objections only related to Tudor Close, Hatfield as I am unaware of any other issues related
to other roads so do not wish to comment on them.

As stated in the past I think this sort of a scheme should not be applied to the very first part of Tudor Close as
there needs to be some option of parking available to residences and guests who may have a one off need for
non ticket spaces.
I also think there is little need to enforce this scheme at weekends as 95% of the vehicles I see here are
residences and their guests.
I suggest a more simple Mon - Fri 9am - 4pm permit only policy would cover the unwanted vehicles left by day
visitors that blocked residences and service vehicles.  Can't imagine a traffic warden would come round at 7am
on a Sunday as I have to go to the effort to request someone to attend mid week when people park on the double
yellows blocking the whole road as it is.

Overall I do not object but suggest not the whole of tudor close becomes permit only and I also suggest a
reduction in duration of permit required on the grounds of allowing weekend guests and visitors are free and on
weekdays reducing to 9am till 4pm and thus reducing council costs of monitoring this.

Woodpecker Close
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Dear Sir/Madam,
I wish to comment on the proposals to restrict parking, specifically in relation to Roe Green Close.
My comments are as follows:

1. The online consultation lacks clarity, it is impenetrable, unhelpfully truncated and does not include reference
to potential impact or the Council’s duty to impact assessment under the Equality Act 2010 (I trust this has been
completed and will be shared accordingly).
An example of this is there is no explanation as to what constitutes a verge or pathway and, whether for
example this includes garage forecourts. Consultations need to be transparent in order to be meaningful. This is
consultation is neither.
2. I’m unable to find a rationale or business case online. This relates to my point about transparency.
3. Assuming the rationale relates to parking issues and accessibility, it appears that those renting garages from
the Borough will be unable to park on their forecourts, thus creating greater parking pressure on the road.
Permits will not solve this issue - it is likely to make matters worse. It is also unclear whether privately owned
garages adjacent to council garages will have these restrictions enforced.
4. It is unclear how these measures can be enforced if, for example, car is left on a forecourt in order for garage
doors to be closed. My understanding is that the car would be parked illegally, albeit off road.
5. It is unclear whether this proposal has arisen as a result of representations from residents. My understanding
is that residents of Roe Green Close are overwhelmingly opposed to these proposals and consider it a revenue-
raising exercise rather than a genuine attempt to improve parking.
6. It is clear that these proposals are detrimental in terms of:
- increasing costs to residents at a time of financial difficulty for many, particularly those living on a pension
and reliant on support and social/health care;
- parking will become a greater problem, especially for visitors;
- and parking pressures will increase elsewhere in the town, outside of the permit zone.
I therefore suggest that the proposals are scrapped and redrafted to reflect the needs of the neighbourhoods
affected, rather than based on unsolicited decisions motivated by revenue-raising. I do accept that in certain
areas there is a need for parking permits for residents, with an allowance of two cars could be granted without
cost, with the option for visitors to pay for permits on a daily basis. Paper permits are an option, but so too are
online purchases. This is a well established system and far less bureaucratic and stressful than what is being
proposed.
Please note point 1 above when conducting future consultations.
Yours faithfully

Appendix A




