From:

Appendix A

To:

Cc: Highways Agency Welwyn Hatfield; Ka Na

Subject: RE:- Vigors Croft Parking / Bishops Rise Double Yellow Lines.
Date: 28 June 2022 21:35:08

WARNING: This email originated outside the WHBC Network. Please

be extra vigilant when opening attachments or clicking links **
Dear Sirs,

I would be most grateful if you and your Team's can please kindly look into putting double
Yellow lines across both sides off Vigors Croft coming off Bishops Rise (No Waiting at
anytime).

Kindly please remove the blue lines as the residents have driveways to drive into and out
their driveways.

As aresident at.  Bishops Rise we have difficulty coming out of the driveway from Vigors
Croft as the Yellow lines that are by the curve got reduced on the last re-tarmac which
makes it very difficult driving into and out of our garage driveway that is in Vigors Croft.
(Screenshot attached)

On a positive note I would be to congratulate you all on getting Double Yellow lines on
Bishops Rise by Hill Ley to Co-op.

Kindly please email me back confirmation receipt of this email.

Thanking you.
With kindest regards

Bishops Rise
Hatfield
Hertfordshire
AL109HB



From: = B

To: parking

Cc: Contact-WHC
Subject: Objection to the change of parking plan from letter dated 3rd March 2022 to 1st June 2022
Date: 22 June 2022 20:08:41

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

Dear Mr. Durk Reyner

First of all thank you for the progress towards implementation of
parking restrictions around Bishops Rise area. We welcome the initiative
and hope this will make the lives of the residents easier.

There is a concern which has come up in our minds after reading the
letter dated 15t June 2022 - Notice of Intention. This letter shows there

has been a deviation in the parking plan from letter dated 3rd March
2022 - Parking Consultation Update.

Originally zone B27 included Chantry Lane, Hilbury and Vigors Croft

according to letter dated 3™ June 2022. According to letter dated 15t
June 2022, these three streets have been moved into zone B26.

We live at Bishops Rise. According to the new plan, we have a very
small B27 zone on the stretch outside our house, surrounded by other
parking zones. We understand we will not be able to park in B26 or any
other zone under current conditions.

From your document on website
“Advertised_RPPS_DYL_TRO_2022_Zones_B26-B271.pdf”, it is quite
evident that Bishops Rise has second highest number of properties after
High Dells. We also know from experience, there are many houses
which have more than 1 cars here. There is also a guy who trades in
cars living a few houses away from us who keeps many cars here. He
also owns a big towing truck which is parked here quite often. There is
a property where we know there are regular health visitors coming,
some times up to 3 cars are parked here during the day.

While we intend to buy a parking permit for our single car at home, we
are aware that this does not guarantee a parking place.

We will not know the real parking issues until the actual permits are
issued, but keeping all the above in mind, we are worried removing
Chantry Lane, Hilbury and Vigors Croft has reduced the possibilities for
us to park. The nearest B27 zone is High Dells, which probably will have
more cars parked there and quite far away to cross with children.
Please explain what should we do in case if we are not able to find a
parking within reasonable distance to our house under the current

parking plan?

We would suggest to include Chantry Lane, Hillbury and Vigors Croft in
parking zone B27 as per the original plan or include this part of Bishops
Rise in B26. Technically Maryland could also be included in the same

zones. After all the reason for implementing the parking permits was to




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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From:

To:

Cc: Iim Rowse

Subject: Order 2022: Objection to proposal
Date: 30 June 2022 23:46:46
Importance: High

** WARNING: This emall originated outside the WHBC Network. Please

be extra vigilant when opening attachments or clicking links **
FAQO: Durk Reyner

In response to the Notice of Intention regarding the aforementioned order, dated 1 June 2022,
sent to residents of ‘Various roads, High Dells, Hatfield’, | write with a specific objection and
request reconsideration.

In relation to ‘Junction Protection’, it was stated in the 1 June 2022 Notice of Intention that
double yellow lines are proposed on Bishops Rise junctions at Peregrine, Reservoir Court and
Nine Acre Lane.

Although | agree with concerns raised about the dangerous parking which | have witnessed
countless times due to drivers parking too close to junctions, | feel making this area a completely
‘No waiting at any time’ zone short-sighted.

Background

I live at|  Bishops Rise which is one of three homes between these junctions. The property is
council owned and does not have a driveway. Having been homeless, my two young children
(currently aged 7 and 5) and | were homed in the property in May 2020. At this time, | was one
of two vehicles parking between these junctions.

Objections

Whilst living in the property, | have struggled with getting essentials (such as the weekly food
shopping) from the car to my home for the following reasons:

1. Bishops Rise is a main thoroughfare, bus route, and busy most of the day. It can be
difficult to cross generally, because cars rarely slow down despite the speed bumps (which
fall outside this junction area). There is only one small island near Reservoir Court to assist
single carriage crossing.

2. Crossing the road with young children, who are learning to cross safely, is challenging. Add
to that carrying heavy bags plus multiple trips to the car with the children because they
are not old enough to be left unattended.

3. Due to the number of vehicles parking in the area, | have been forced to park further and
further away from my property (sometimes | have not even been able to park at all until
two hours after | arrived home), down Bishops Rise. During this time | have been based at
home, experiencing reduced mobility, due to knee and back issues, and just getting to and
from the car for the school run twice a day has been physically challenging.



| have approached the cauncil nilighbourhoods team to enquire about potential funding for a
driveway at the property, as | am unable to fund myself whilst on Universal Credit, but was
advised there was nothing available.

| 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, | am already being
disadvantaged as the majority of houses on Bishops Rise face a parking bay.

Alternative proposal

| 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. | 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. | note this is subject to a proposed TRO,
however | 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 |
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 theythad 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 | 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, | 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:

Subject: Resident parking proposal Cheviots Hatfield
Date: 30 June 2022 13:31:08

** WARNING: This email originated outside the WHBC Network. Please

be extra vigilant when opening attachments or clicking links **
Dear Durk Reyner

In response to the forthcoming resident parking scheme:

Why do you think we need residents parking? My view is that it’s because the council have not
done anything about university students and staff parking in local roads with little restriction.
Whilst students will not pay it is the residents of Hatfield close to the University will have to.

| live in Cheviots which is a cul-de-sac that has several multiple occupancy houses. Together with
traditional families owning more than one car and business vans parking is already very difficult
and use of the verge the only option a lot of the time, there being no option for dropped curbs
to allow for parking space within property boundaries. Of course, | recognise there is a parking
problem generally but how can this system be a solution in any cul-de-sac like Cheviots? Even if
everyone decides to pay the permit charges it will not magically resolve the lack of spaces and
with no alternative parking spaces being available in the nearby neighbourhood how can it work?
The resident parking for the whole district will simply become a self-perpetuating revenue
maker. The money collected from the parking charges and the inevitable fines will pay for the
company to run.

One solution | put forward is the sacrifice of some verges to parking lay-bys, | have seen this has

recently been done in some areas of Hatfield.

Regards
Cheviots resident



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. | 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.

| 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 | ask you to seriously consider my reasoning for it.
Yours sincerely

Eagle Way

Sent from my iPhone
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From:

To:

Subject: Objection for Parking Permit Zone Eagle way & South Hatfield Area
Date: 28 June 2022 13:25:25

** WARNING: This email originated outside the WHBC Network. Please

be extra vigilant when opening attachments or clicking links **

To
Welwyn Hatfield Borough Council

CC- Durk Reyner
SUB- Objection for Parking Permit Zone Eagle way & South Hatfield Area

| am writing to you to express concern regarding Permit Parking Scheme. Neighbouring residents
and | believe the charge are unwarranted.

Residents have suffered during pandemic with 5t wave going on. The oil energy priced have
doubled. Our country now has a falling exchange rate, trade restrictions that push up goods
prices, higher inflation, and a tight labour market — forcing wages higher, though not as high as
inflation —the outlook is especially tough, and a warned recession.

Many residents rely on food banks and universal credit to survive. Residents need council that
will stand by them, not imposing regressive and unfair taxes, adding to their already demanding
financial situations.

I would like the council to cease any Parking Permit Schemes until the economy comes back to
normal. This policy can then be subjected to a thorough review and assessed according to its
potential impact on your proposition.

Kind Regards

Resident Of Eagle way, Hatfield, AL10 8RE
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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 **

| 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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From:

To:

Subject: ZONE B28

Date: 29 June 2022 13:44:45

** WARNING: This email originated outside the WHBC Network. Please

be extra vigilant when opening attachments or clicking links **
Dear Sir/ Madam.

After reading your proposal, I believe that it is very restrictive.

Proposing parking from Monday to Sunday 7 days a week from 7 am to 9 pm is a proposal
that hits people who work and pay taxes. We need cars to get to work.

Anyway, you can notice it in the daytime on the streets there are no cars because everyone
is at work. Do you think this will reduce the number of cars? Of course not. The only thing
that will change is that people who work will have to pay more.

The last two years have been so difficult to survive. Now everything is so expensive and we
have to work more to pay the bills. So please don't add more expenses for us. Most people
in this area are employees without benefits, so that means we don't have any discounts. We
did not go to the council with a question about support, we have to earn money ourselves.

Throughout Hatfield, there are no such restrictions as you want to introduce in our area.
On Sundays, there is no paid parking in most places, parking starts from 8 am to 6 pm or
4 pm. I worked in London and even there I never saw the same limitations.

I hope that you will change your mind and that the parking permit will be to help the
residents and not be against them.

Best Regard
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From:

To:

Subject: Parking Permits in South Hatfield
Date: 27 June 2022 10:04:41

WARNING: This email originated outside the WHBC Network. Please
be extra vigilant when opening attachments or clicking links **
To whom it may concern,

| am writing to object to the implementation of parking permits in South Hatfield,
particularly where | live on Hanover Walk/Tudor Close. Could you please explain the
reasons why permits are being introduced on these roads in particular? | am not aware of
any issues with cars being parked there for any extended periods of time, other than the
cars of the residents who live there. | am also very concerned that the permits will be
required Monday-Sunday i.e. every single day between 7am-9pm, what grounds are there
to implement such strict permit conditions?

It is not very clear whether the residents of these roads in particular are in support of
these permits being introduced, it is a very large area of Hatfield being discussed and lots
of people have voted in a way which is going to affect others who do not want these
permits on their road, including myself.

The roads are both very quiet and not somewhere that people come to park in order to
access something like a train station, there is literally nothing around the area other than
the University Campus, and there are already lots of signs and notices in the area that
students are not to park there and | do not believe that any students come and park on
that road in order to access the University.

As far as | can see the only people on these roads who are going to be affected by these
permits are the residents who live there, there is no problem with random cars being
parked in the area that the introduction of permits is going to dissuade. There are also
already several double yellow lines along the road preventing people from parking on the
street, and the only place where cars are parked are in the designated bays and again,
these are the residents who live on the road and are always the same cars parked there.

It seems to me that this is an attempt to make even more money from your residents and
nothing more and I'm troubled as to why my road in particular is being subjected to these
permits. | moved in last October and | did not have the opportunity to cast any vote as to

this happening or not.

| would appreciate a response to my queries.

Thanks,
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From: =

To: parking
Subject: Proposed Permit Parking Hilltop, Hatfield
Date: 20 June 2022 14:10:15

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

Dear Sir/Madam,
I wish to lodge my objections to this proposed scheme.

I live in Hawthornes, ALL10 9DF, which comes under Proposed Zone B28. While I agree
that there can be a problem with non resident parking I feel that the proposed plans are
unreasonable and unrealistic.

The proposed time, 7am to 9pm seven days a week, 1s completely ridiculous. Hawthornes
1s not near a station or large shopping area so why does the council feel that restrictions are
necessary for such a long period? If it is to deter the University students from parking here
then surely several separate restricted time sessions would suffice? For example, resident
parking only between 8am and 11am, and again between 2pm and 6pm would be adequate
- and definitely not for seven days a week.

The length of the proposed restricted hours also limits visitors. I am aware we can buy
visitor day permits, but this only covers 240 days a year. What provision will be made for
residents who need family visits and help daily? Not everyone has registered carers
looking after them, some (including my disabled sister) rely on family members to shop,
clean, cook and carry out daily tasks for them. How will this work if we can only visit on
240 days? Who will carry out this care on the other 125 days? The council?

I also feel the Verge and Footway Prohibition is unrealistic. I agree that parking on the
footpath is not ideal and causes issues for mobility scooter users and prams, among others,
but simply prohibiting this does not solve the problem of lack of parking spaces! Residents
do not park on the verges through choice but necessity. Where do you suggest that the cars
that regularly have to park there go? They simply won't vanish overnight. Surely a better
1dea would be to turn the verges into proper parking spaces, as you have done in
Northdown Road, for example? I have attached two photographs to show the number of
vehicles forced to verge park every day between Hawthornes and Rycroft alone, and the
sensible parking solution in Northdown Road.
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From:

To:

Subject: Parking Permit in Hawthorns
Date: 09 June 2022 10:44:56

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

| have just received a notification that we will be soon going to residents parking and that
in our particular street this will be from Mon - Sun 7AM - 9PM

| am completely opposed to this as | have a lot of extended family with young children who
visit very regularly on the weekends and this will not be viable for them to come and visit
with nowhere to park.

| will already have to pay for 4 vehicles in our household and could definitely not afford to
pay for anymore.

Kind Regards

. Hawthorns
Hatfield

Herts

AL10 9DF
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** WARNING: This email originated outside the WHBC Network. Please be extra vigilant when opening
attachments or clicking links **

Apologies as | am aware the deadline for objections to the proposed changes was yesterday 30th June and |
assumed the deadline was on a Friday so today 1 July. | 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 | 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. | 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.

| 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 | think that will solve the parking issues in
this area.

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

Regards



Good afternoon,
| 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!
| 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 !! | 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



To whom it may concern,

Further to your letter dated 1st June 2022, regarding parking restrictions in Newstead | 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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| feel very strongly that'someane 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 | 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. | feel like living in a
flat within this council area, that we are always penalised. | can't have a driveway because
I'min a flat.

Also | 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. | keep my trailer tent in it because the garages are so
small I can't fit my car in it.

In summary, | 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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e

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 | 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



Appendix A

From:

To:

Subject: Objection to proposed parking permits in Raven Court, Hatfield.
Date: 09 June 2022 15:21:01

** WARNING: This email originated outside the WHBC Network. Please
be extra vigilant when opening attachments or clicking links **
FAO Durk Reyner, Council Offices, The Campus, Welwyn Garden City.

| received your notice of intention through the letterbox today regarding the proposed
parking permit schemes that you are determined to introduce to this area which includes
my road, Raven Court in Hatfield.

Quite honestly, | am staggered that during a time when the cost of living has never been
higher and many households are stretched to the limit, you have decided that you will now
enforce residents to pay for the privilege of parking at their own homes.

| have no idea what this is supposed to achieve other than to ensure more revenue goes in
to the council's bank account at the expense of the people who live here.

There are no parking problems whatsoever at Raven Court - workers don't park in this
street, it's too far for commuters using the train station and students at the university are
so close by they don't have any need for cars.

There are 26 houses in this road - 10 of them have private driveways so won't be affected
by this at all. 2 houses are student accommodations so as stated above they don't use cars
due to the proximity of the university and when new students are housed there it's those
without transport because it's so near, and 3 houses in the street are families that do not
own a car. Therefore only 11 families park their cars here using the designated bays at the
top of the road and the two lay-bys along it. These parking areas have approximate space
for 16 vehicles - plenty enough for those that don't have driveways and there's always
plenty of spaces free.

Parking permits are supposed to assist residents who are unable to park outside their
homes due to other road users parking there whilst they go shopping/catch a train etc etc.
Nothing of the sort like that happens here. All you are doing is charging people a fee that
cannot be justified in any way whatsoever.

| strongly object to this scheme being introduced here on the grounds that it is completely
unnecessary and the fact that | and many others are stretched to the limit on finances and

therefore cannot afford a single penny so will not be able to pay it regardless.

| suggest you listen to someone who will be affected by this before it escalates in to a
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bigger problem.

| 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. | 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,



From:

Appendix A

To:

Cc:

Subject: Objections - Parking roe green close...owner 15 roe green close.
Date: 30 June 2022 16:59:09

Attachments:

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

Objection to plans shown on HD 00122

From Owner  roe green close ,

The North spur road off the circular part of the close feeding into my property cannot have
permit parking on ANY side of the road as the road is too narrow for two vehicles to
pass....the plan shows permit parking either side of the road which needs to be removed as
this proposal is CLEARLY WRONG AND NEEDS TO REMOVED.

This road should have NO road or verge parking permitted at any time .....all properties
have private driveways

Corners within the main entry and circular part of the close should have no parking for
easy passing of vehicle ....

Other areas showing permit parking either side of the main road is again clearly
INCORRECT as the road width could only handle PART permitting on one side of the
road ,,,, again this needs to be modified as it is clearly incorrect.

A general point which again is incorrect and needs to be corrected is you show on your
plans permit parking infront of people private driveways , this needs to be removed and
corrected accordingly.

It would be prudent and necessary to speak with property owners to establish what 1s
suitable , and compliant to standards and regulations etc.

How will a new scheme if approved in the area be managed by the council ?

Objection to plans shown on HD 00122 attached.

ent from Yahoo Mail on Android



> 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



> 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



From:

Appendix A

To:
Subject: Objection to parking scheme Roe Green Close
Date: 27 June 2022 12:28:51

** WARNING: This email originated outside the WHBC Network. Please

be extra vigilant when opening attachments or clicking links **

Dear Sirs,

I wish to lodge an objection about the possible enforcement of parking permits in Roe
Green Close, Hatfield, AL10 9PD. There is no problem with parking in our Close, we have
availability to park. A notice saying resident parking only is fine and works . Bishops
Close hasn't permit parking and we should be the same as them. We rent a garage from
yourselves and pay for the privilege of parking in the close already. The old garage is too
small for our car to access so we sensibly use the forecourt. The residents park carefully
and respectfully so I can not see the benefit of a permit scheme. My husband canvassed the
close and 90% of the Close have objected. Please can common sense prevail. As a retiree
who has frequent visitors during the week do you think it is fair that I will now have to pay
for the privilege of them parking to see me? This close is low density detached houses
with many houses with garages and drives. There are pretty gardens which I feel residents
will pave to get their cars off the road which will spoil the look of the area. Have you
actually been here to see for yourself? There is no parking problem. I wish to formally
object.

Please find attached residents petition and view of close.

Regards
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Appendix A

From:

To:

Subject: Schedule 3: Permit Parking Places, Zone B6 - Roe Green Close - Objection
Date: 24 June 2022 19:56:55

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

We would both like to submit a format objection to the plan to enforce parking permit
restrictions in Roe Green Close. | believe that the proposals will only exacerbate the problem.
Particularly with the additional double yellow lines and if, as has been suggested, it is the
intention to stop people parking in front of their own rented garages. This will displace at least
half a dozen cars into roadside parking thereby making the situation much worse.

It is our opinion together with the majority in the close that this will not improve matters and is
simply a money making venture by the council.

| understand that a petition has been raised and signed by 95% of Roe Green Close residents
objecting to the proposals.

Regards

Roe Green Close



Appendix A



**

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



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,

| 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, | do not think it fair to
expect residents to pay to park our road legal cars outside our own homes, but secondly, |
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?

| 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?

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

Yours sincerely,



Appendix A

From:

To:

Subject: Objection to the proposed parking scheme which covers Roe Green Close and adjacent streets.
Date: 20 June 2022 17:09:53

** WARNING: This email originated outside the WHBC Network. Please

be extra vigilant when opening attachments or clicking links **
Dear Sir or Madam,

| object strongly to the proposed scheme for the following reasons:

1. Having to pay to park outside your own house when there is no alternative.
Many of the residents do not have any alternative but to park in the street. Many of the
residents are retired and so are at home much of the time. Moreover, many households
have more than one car and get charged twice.
2. It is awkward for visitors — many retirees have visitors in the day and so have to remember
to apply online for a parking permit. Sooner or later someone will forget and get fined.
3. What happens if you need to call out a tradesman or the utilities for emergencies — do
they need permits as well?
This can only add to an already stressful situation.

Yours faithfully
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From:

To:

Cc:

Subject: Roe Green Close AL10 9PD - objection to the "Intended Resident Parking Scheme for Roe Green Close”.
Date: 27 June 2022 11:50:27

** WARNING: This email originated outside the WHBC Network. Please

be extra vigilant when opening attachments or clicking links **

Roe Green Close AL10 9PD — objection to the “Intended Resident Parking Scheme for
Roe Green Close”.

Please see the attached signatories of those households within Roe Green Close that
strongly object to the “Intended Resident Parking Scheme for Roe Green Close”

As per the attachment below, there are 69 signatures obtained from 40 households within

RGC, which is a clear indication that the majority of households object to the intended RGC
parking scheme.

With the signage that the University has put in place at the entrance of RGC, the issue of
student parking has diminished over the past academic year.

The unanimous feeling within RGC is to reject the proposed parking scheme.

A scheme that disproportionately affects the majority of OAP’s that live here, their friends,
families and service providers (gardeners, window cleaners, decorators, energy suppliers.
telecoms providers etc) is unacceptable to the RGC community.

Therefore we wish to be treated the same as Bishops Close and not be included within the
intended parking scheme.

Regards

Roe Green Close Residents
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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

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 | 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
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From:

To:

Subject: Notice of Intention of residents parking - Swallow Gardens
Date: 02 July 2022 23:39:24

** WARNING: This email originated outside the WHBC Network. Please

be extra vigilant when opening attachments or clicking links **
Good evening,

| am a resident in Swallow Gardens and | object to the proposed residents parking for the
following reasons:

There is no local issue in Swallow Gardens so why change it and implement a residents parking
scheme?

We never received the initial survey requesting feedback and I’'m curious as to how many
respondents there were in Swallow Gardens given most residents have their own off street

parking or garage use.

In addition the proposals are excessive — the timings of 7am-9pm are extremely restrictive. There
are many other local residents schemes that are 9am-5pm.

| also object to residents having to pay for a permit.
Thank you

Kind regards
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From:

To:

Cec:

Subject: Objections to Parking Permits - Travellers Lane
Date: 27 June 2022 16:33:45

Importance: High

** WARNING: This emall originated outside the WHBC Network. Please

be extra vigilant when opening attachments or clicking links **
Good Afternoon

Following the latest notice about parking permits for the Travellers Lane area of Hatfield | would
like to state our objection.

We live at 30 Travellers Lane and the closest parking area for us is in Dove Court. | have been
told by neighbours that we will no longer be able to park in this area?

| am a Blue Badge holder (so is my elderly neighbours at No so parking in Dove Court is easier
when | have to try and carry shopping through to my residence. If we now have to park on
Travellers Lane this is going to cause several issues:

e There are no parking spaces on Travellers Lane when | get home from work at 5:30pm

¢ | will not be able to carry shopping through from Travellers Lane (we live at No.  on the
green) | have severe osteoarthritis

e There is limited parking by our house on Travellers Lane as they are taken up by people in
Hare Lane and Lamb Close and there are not enough spaces for the people living on
Travellers Lane

Will there be extra parking spaces put in to accommodate the extra vehicles being moved out of
Dove Court? All my neighbours park in this area as there are not many residents in Dove Court
that park there as they have garages. Unfortunately | would not be able to get my car into a
garage. We only have one car but houses that have more than one take the extra spaces.

If extra parking spaces were to be added close to where we all live then this may alleviate some
of the problem but as it stands this will make things much worse. | don’t object to the permits
themselves it would just be nice to have some consideration as to individuals circumstances and
where they park.

Any help or feedback on this would be gratefully received.

Kind regards,

Travellers Lane
Hatfield
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Appendix A

From:

To:

Subject: Website: Parking Restriction Request
Date: 28 June 2022 12:48:49

WARNING: This email originated outside the WHBC Network. Please

be extra vigilant when opening attachments or clicking links **

Dear Mr Rayner,

Having read the proposed new parking restriction maps | wish to ask why you are planning to
extend the times for our area — Willow Way/ south end of Hazel Grove .My husband and | are
disabled /partially disabled so unless we now pay for vouchers we cannot have visitors/workmen
until after 9pm any day of the week. Other areas at least stop at 5pm Mon-Fri. We think this is
totally unfair especially for the elderly and/or disabled residents some of which may also be
housebound and therefore rely on visitors. Hoping your committee will reconsider these
proposals. As parking is at such a premium why oh why cannot the block type surface laybys be
put in place of the now completely ruined grass verges in some of the narrower streets and so
alleviate some of the parking problem and also tidy up the look of our environment.

Yours sincerely

,Willow Way,Al10 9QD



** 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 | am unaware of any other issues related
to other roads so do not wish to comment on them.

As stated in the past | 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.

| also think there is little need to enforce this scheme at weekends as 95% of the vehicles | see here are
residences and their guests.

| 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 | 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 | do not object but suggest not the whole of tudor close becomes permit only and | 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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From:

To:

Subject: THE BOROUGH OF WELWYN HATFIELD (VARIOUS ROADS, HIGH DELLS, HATFIELD(RESTRICTION OF
WAITING AND PERMIT PARKING ZONES) ORDER2022

Date: 13 June 2022 15:02:22

I @herts.ac.uk. Learn why this is important

** WARNING: This email originated outside the WHBC Network. Please

be extra vigilant when opening attachments or clicking links **
To whom it may concern

| wish to object to this blanket proposal for the introduction for preventing parking by the public
by introducing resident permit zones to this wide area of Hatfield.

| understand resident frustrations, but this is not wholly balanced or fair in a world where the
cost of living is going up | believe this produces inequalities for those least well off who cannot
afford the expensive rates that places like the University charge for parking.

| have no objection to putting further regulations outside any house on a street that does not
have a drive and can only park on the road, but the area you are proposing goes way beyond
this.

For example, in Vigors croft the vast majority of houses have their own driveways for parking on.
At least two of the current parking places available for free are in locations not adjacent to any
housing, so how can you apply a residents only pass to these locations? There are many other
examples in this area where no household is directly affected by parking outside houses, such as
on parts of College Lane.

This type of blanket application of residents permits seems to me just to be a money making
exercise for the council.

If you price people out of these areas | strongly suspect that you will be reducing footfall to
places like the COOP and even the Galleria, as people simply will not visit Hatfield.

Yours sincerely



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.

| 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. | 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





