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Survey Summary

To inform the Borough Parking Strategy, the Council sent a questionnaire to 32,881 households in the
Consultation Area that included seven wards: Wallington North, Wallington South, Beddington North,
Beddington South, Nonsuch, Stonecot and Worcester Park. The objective of the survey was to establish
residents’ experience of parking problems on their street and their response to a range of possible
solutions. A total of 3,449 households from the Consultation Area responded to the survey — a response
rate of 10%, from the seven wards. Responses were received from 470 of the 591 streets within the

Consultation Area.

Key findings are:
Is there a parking problem?

= 44% of residents in the Consultation Area felt there was a problem with parking on their street, 50%
did not and the rest were undecided.

= Half of all respondents in Worcester Park (52%) and Wallington South (50%) indicating there were
problems.

= 46% of respondents in Cheam North and Worcester Park Local Committee indicated there were
problems, compared to 41% in Beddington and Wallington Local Committee.

Support for a parking control

= 54% of respondents were against the introduction of parking controls, with 36% in favour and the
rest undecided.

= By ward, the highest level of support was in Wallington South (45%), followed by Worcester Park
(42%) and Nonsuch (41%).

= 38% of respondents in Cheam North and Worcester Park Local Committee indicated there were
problems, compared to 34% in Beddington and Wallington Local Committee.

Support for parking control if one was introduced in a neighbouring street

= The prospect of a CPZ elsewhere in the street or surrounding area has an impact on residents’ views
on the introduction of such a scheme on their street

= Compared to the previous question (35% in favour), the percentage favouring a CPZ increases by 12
percentage points, to 47%, and undecided to 15%, with those against dropping to 38%

Parking solutions supported

= Onein four residents (25%) favoured a CPZ

= A permit parking area was supported by 35% of residents
= 40% supported the free bay solution

Parking on the street

= The majority of respondents (51%) parked one or more vehicles on the highway, with the remaining
49% being able to use off-road parking for all vehicles
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= At a ward level, the majority of respondents from Nonsuch (63%), Beddington South (56%) and
Stonecot (52%) were able to use off-road parking for all vehicles, while the majority of those in the
remaining wards parked one or more vehicles on the highway

Comments

Respondents were asked to add other comments about parking in their street. All comments have been
reviewed and a series of findings emerged.

= Most respondents to the question were concerned about dangerous parking, on bends/road
junctions and access for emergency vehicles

= Another issue for respondents was the impact of non-residents parking in the area (commuters,
school drop off, events) and the number of households with a high number of cars.

= The idea that this proposal might be a money making scheme for the Council, was a concern for
respondents and opposition to paying an annual fee in order to park in front of their home.
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Introduction

Background

Following adoption of the Parking Strategy in September 2016 the London Borough of Sutton has
undertaken a range of information gathering and consultation processes. This survey was undertaken in

September-October 2019, with reports for the Geographical Area 3 Consultation Area

= Wallington North
= Wallington South
= Beddington North
=  Beddington South
= Nonsuch
= Stonecot

=  Worcester Park

Method

The Council designed a questionnaire to understand residents’ views on parking in their street, covering

the key issues:

= |sthere a parking problem?

= Support for parking solutions on your street

= Support for a Controlled Parking Zone on your street

= Support for a Controlled Parking Zone if one is introduced near by
= Number of vehicles at the household

= Comments

A copy of the survey questionnaire and supporting literature (poster, leaflet, covering letter) are presented
in Appendix 4 of this report — Consultation Materials.

Survey responses

The Council sent a questionnaire to 32,881 households in the Consultation Area. The survey accepted one
response per household. If there was a duplicate response from the same person or another individual
from the same address, only the last response was accepted for analysis. Any additional responses from a
household were not included for analysis. Any responses from outside the Consultation Area were also

excluded from the analysis.
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Overall,

There were 3,449 responses to the survey from residents of the Consultation Area
The overall response rate from households was 10%
There were responses from 470 of the 591 streets in the Consultation Area

Responses for the Consultation Area were from seven wards: Wallington North (n= 463),
Wallington South (n=464), Beddington North (n=504), Beddington South (n=267), Nonsuch
(n=614), Stonecot (n=508), Worcester Park (n=614)

The seven wards included in the survey make up two Local Committee Areas. Total of 1,698
responses were from the Beddington and Wallington local Committee Area and 1,736 were from
the Cheam North and Worcester Park Local Committee Area.

All responses from residents living outside the Consultation Area or duplicate response from a
household were excluded from the analysis.

Of the 3,449 respondents included in the total base size, it was not possible to allocate 15 cases
to one of the seven wards for reporting. The 15 unallocated cases make up 0.4% of all responses.

The majority (82%) of the 3,449 respondents had heard about the survey through the letter delivered to

their home address. Responses were also generated through a number of other channels, such as;

Facebook (5%), Councillors (2%), word of mouth (2%) and the Council’s website (1%).

Local Committee Area

Beddington and | Cheam North and

Wallington Worcester Park
Wallington North 463
Wallington South 464
Beddington North 504
Beddington South 267
Nonsuch 614
Stonecot 508
Worcester Park 614
Total 1698 1736

Reports and analysis

In this Area Report, the survey results have been broken down to show:

= Qverall response from residents of the Consultation Area

= Results for the seven wards in the Consultation Area

= Results for the two Local Committee Areas in the Consultation Area
= Number of responses from each street in the Area (Appendix 1)

= Support for a CPZ by street in the Area (Appendix 2)

£
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= Respondent profile, covering age group, gender, disability, ethnic group, caring duties, etc
(Appendix 3).

The base size (n=) shows the total number of respondents included in the analysis for each question. The
guestionnaire used single response questions. The percentage response for single response questions will
total to 100%. For readability, percentages are rounded to a whole number, which means in some

tables/charts the total may not always sum to exactly 100%.
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Survey Results

Parking problems on your street

Ward residents were asked if they thought there was a parking problem in their street.

= Qverall, 44% of residents in the Consultation Area felt there was a problem, 50% did not and the
rest were undecided

= There were differences across the consultation Area, with half of all respondents in Worcester
Park (52%) and Wallington South (50%) indicating there were problems, compared to 31% in
Beddington South (Table 1).

= There were also differences across Local Committee Areas with 46% of respondents in Cheam
North and Worcester Park Local Committee indicating there were problems, compared to 41% in
Beddington and Wallington (Table 2).

Figure 1. Parking problems in your street

Base size: 3449

Yes, 44%

No, 50%

Undecided,
6%

Table 1. Parking problems in your street — by ward

Ward ‘ Yes ‘ No ‘ Undecided
Wallington North (n=463) 39% 57% 4%
Wallington South (n=464) 52% 40% 9%
Beddington North (n=504) 40% 50% 10%
Beddington South (n=267) 31% 64% 5%
Nonsuch (n=614) 48% 46% 6%
Stonecot (n=508) 40% 48% 12%
Worcester Park (n=614) 50% 43% 6%

Table 2. Parking problems in your street — by Local Committee Areas

Local Committee Area Yes No Undecided
Beddington and Wallington Local Committee (n=1698) 41% | 51% 7%
Cheam North and Worcester Park Local Committee (n=1736) 46% | 46% 8%
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Support for parking controls in your street?

All respondents were asked specifically about support for the introduction of parking controls in their

street. In the Consultation Area:

= 54% of respondents were against the introduction of parking controls, with 36% in favour and the

rest undecided

= By ward, the highest level of support was in Wallington South (45%), followed by Worcester Park
(42%) and Nonsuch (41%), while the lowest level of support was in Beddington South (28%) and

29% in Stonecot (Table 3).

= There were also differences across Local Committee Areas with 38% of respondents in Cheam
North and Worcester Park Local Committee supporting controlled parking, compared to 34% in

Beddington and Wallington Local Committee (Table 4).

Figure 2. Support for parking controls

Base size: 3449

Yes, 36%

Undecided,
10%

No, 54%

Table 3. Support for parking controls — by ward

Ward Yes No Undecided
Wallington North (n= 463) 30% 59% 11%
Wallington South (n=464) 45% 45% 10%
Beddington North (n=504) 31% 55% 13%
Beddington South (n=267) 28% 64% 8%
Nonsuch (n=614) 41% 49% 10%
Stonecot (n=508) 29% 52% 19%
Worcester Park (n=614) 42% 47% 11%

Table 4. Support for parking controls — by Local Committee Areas

Local Committee Area Yes No Undecided
Beddington and Wallington Local Committee (n=1698) 34% | 55% 11%
Cheam North and Worcester Park Local Committee (n=1736) | 38% | 49% 13%
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Support for parking controls on your street, if one was introduced in a
neighbouring street?

The survey sought to explore the issue of parking controls displacing parking problems onto surrounding
areas. Respondents were asked if they would support a parking controls on their road, if parking controls
had been introduced in a neighbouring street. The response from residents in the Consultation Area shows

that:

= The prospect of parking controls introduced in a neighbouring street has an impact on residents’
views on the introduction of such a scheme on their street

= Compared to the previous question (35% in favour), the percentage favouring parking controls
increases by 12 percentage points, to 47%, and undecided to 15%, with those against dropping to
38%

= By ward, the highest level of support was in Wallington South (55%), followed by Nonsuch (52%),
while the lowest level of support was in Stonecot (37%) and 39% in Beddington North (Table 5).

= There were also slight differences across Local Committee Areas with 47% of respondents in
Cheam North and Worcester Park Local Committee supporting controlled parking, compared to
45% in Beddington and Wallington Local Committee (Table 6).

Figure 3. Support for parking controls if introduced in a neighbouring street

Base size: 3449

Yes, 47%

Undecided,
15%

Table 5. Support for parking controls if introduced in a neighbouring street — by ward

Ward ‘ Yes ‘ No ‘ Undecided
Wallington North (n= 463) 43% 41% 16%
Wallington South (n=464) 57% 29% 14%
Beddington North (n=504) 40% 39% 21%
Beddington South (n=267) 43% 42% 15%
Nonsuch (n=614) 52% 33% 15%
Stonecot (n=508) 37% 41% 23%
Worcester Park (n=614) 52% 36% 12%

Table 6. Support for parking controls if introduced in a neighbouring street — by Local Committee Areas

Local Committee Area Yes No Undecided
Beddington and Wallington Local Committee (n=1698) 46% | 37% 17%
Cheam North and Worcester Park Local Committee (n=1736) | 48% | 36% 16%
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Which parking solutions would you support in your road?

The questionnaire presented residents with a list of four possible parking solutions. All respondents to the

survey were asked to select one of the options.
In the Consultation Area:

= One in four residents (25%) favoured a CPZ. There was some variation in the level of support
across the Consultation Area, with the highest support in Nonsuch (31%), followed by 27% in
Stonecot, and 26% in Worcester Park and the lowest in Beddington North (18%) and 22% in
Wallington North (Table 7).

= There were also differences across Local Committee Areas with 28% of respondents in Cheam
North and Worcester Park Local Committee supported the introduction of a CPZ, compared to
22% in Beddington and Wallington Local Committee (Table 8).

=  The introduction of restricted parking through a permit parking area was supported by 35% of
residents, with 40% supporting the free bay solution.

Figure 4. Supported parking solutions
Base size: 2324

50%
40%

40% 35%
30% 25%
20%
10%

0%

Free Bay PPA
Table 7. Supported parking solutions— by ward

Ward ‘ CPz ‘ PPA ‘ Free Bay
Wallington North (n=304) 22% 36% 42%
Wallington South (n=350) 24% 42% 33%
Beddington North (n=322) 18% 40% 42%
Beddington South (n=174) 24% 27% 49%
Nonsuch (n=433) 31% 29% 40%
Stonecot (n=299) 27% 26% 47%
Worcester Park (n=440) 26% 40% 34%

Table 8. Supported parking solutions— by Local Committee Areas

Local Committee Area CPZ PPA Free Bay
Beddington and Wallington Local Committee (n=1150) 22% | 38% 40%
Cheam North and Worcester Park Local Committee (n=1172) 28% | 32% 39%
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Parking on the street

Those with cars or vans available to the household, were asked to indicate how many vehicles they park on

the highway. In the Consultation Area:

= The majority of respondents (51%) parked one or more vehicles on the highway, with the

remaining 49% being able to use off-road parking for all vehicles

= At award level, the majority of respondents from Nonsuch (63%), Beddington South (56%) and
Stonecot (52%) were able to use off-road parking for all vehicles, while the majority of those in
the remaining wards parked one or more vehicles on the highway (Table 9).

=  There were also differences across Local Committee Areas with 55% of respondents in Cheam
North and Worcester Park Local Committee being able to use off-road parking for all vehicles,
compared to 44% in Beddington and Wallington Local Committee (Table 10).

Figure 5. Vehicles parked on highway
Base size: 3449

60%
49%
50%
39%

40%

30%

20%

10%
10%
1% 1%
oo ]
Two Three More than three None

Table 9. Vehicles parked on highway — by ward

Ward 0 1 2 3 3+

Wallington North (n=463) 42% 44% 10% 2% 2%

Wallington South (n=464) 44% 45% 8% 2% 0%

Beddington North (n=504) 38% 47% 13% 2% 1%

Beddington South (n=267) 56% 31% 9% 1% 2%

Nonsuch (n=614) 63% 30% 7% 1% 1%

Stonecot (n=508) 52% 37% 10% 0% 0%

Worcester Park (n=614) 49% 40% 10% 1% 1%
Table 10. Vehicles parked on highway — by Local Committee Areas
Local Committee Area 0 | ‘ 2 3 3+
Beddington and Wallington Local Committee (n=1698) 44% 43% 10% 2% 1%
Cheam North and Worcester Park Local Committee (n=1736) | 55% 35% 9% 1% 1%
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Additional comments

Respondents were asked to add other comments about parking in their street. Additional comments
provide a valuable insight into the issues and concerns that have guided the response to the main survey

qguestions and are key points to address in the next stages of the consultation programme.
A review of comments highlights the following themes:

=  Most respondents to the question were concerned about dangerous parking, on bends/road
junctions, road safety for pedestrians and access for emergency vehicles

= The impact of non-residents taking up parking spaces in the area, including comments about
commuters, school drop off, trade/commercial vehicles, shopping and events.

= The number of flats/households with a high number of cars taking up a disproportionate amount
of on-street parking spaces

=  The idea that this proposal might be a money making scheme for the Council was an issue noted
by respondents, as was dissatisfaction about paying in order to park in front of their home / their
street.

= CPZ and other schemes just moved the problem elsewhere

= Comments for and against the introduction of double/single yellow lines
=  Focus on the enforcement of yellow lines

= Against the proposals for controlled parking

= Some respondents did not think there was a problem or indicated that they were not car owners.
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Ward Report: Wallington North

=  Atotal of 463 completed questionnaires were received from Wallington North

= 39% of respondents indicated that there were parking problems in their street, 57% had no problems
and 4% were undecided

= 30% of respondents from Wallington North expressed support for parking controls, 59% were not in
favour and 11% were undecided

= 43% were in support of parking controls, if introduced in a neighbouring street, 41% were against and
16% undecided

= 22% favoured a Controlled Parking Zone (CPZ), 36% the use of Parking Permit Areas (PPA) and 42%
Free Bays

= 58% of respondents used the highway for parking, with 44% parking one vehicle, 10% 2 cars and 4% 3
or more cars.

Respondents were asked to add other comments about parking in their street. A review of comments from
a number of streets in the Ward indicate that there were similar concerns to those expressed for the wider

area, namely;

= dangerous parking, on bends/road junctions, road safety for pedestrians and access for
emergency vehicles

= non-residents taking up parking spaces in the area, including comments about commuters, school
drop off, shopping and events.

= households with a high number of cars taking up a disproportionate amount of on-street parking
spaces

= that this proposal might just be a money making scheme for the Council

= dissatisfaction about paying in order to park in front of their home / their street.
= parking schemes (CPZ,PPA etc. ) simply moved the problem elsewhere

= general comments against the proposals for controlled parking

= comments for and against the introduction of double/single yellow lines

= focus on the enforcement of yellow lines

= parking not being a problem on their street
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Ward Report: Wallington South

= Atotal of 464 completed questionnaires were received from Wallington South

= 52% of respondents indicated that they felt there were parking problems in their street, 40% had no
problems and 9% were undecided

= 45% of respondents from Wallington South expressed support for parking controls, 45% were not in
favour and 10% were undecided

= 57% were in support of parking controls on their street, if controls were introduced in a neighbouring
street, 29% were against and 14% undecided

= 24% favoured a Controlled Parking Zone (CPZ), 42% the use of Parking Permit Areas (PPA) and 33%
Free Bays.

= 56% used the highway to park one of more cars, with 45% parking one vehicle, 8% 2 cars and 2% 3 or
more cars.

A review of comments from a number of streets in the Ward indicate that there were similar concerns to

those expressed for the wider area, namely;

= dangerous parking, on bends/road junctions, road safety for pedestrians and access for
emergency vehicles

= non-residents taking up parking spaces in the area, including comments about commuters, school
drop off, shopping and events.

= households with a high number of cars taking up a disproportionate amount of on-street parking
spaces

= that this proposal might just be a money making scheme for the Council

= dissatisfaction about paying in order to park in front of their home / their street.
= parking schemes (CPZ,PPA etc. ) simply moved the problem elsewhere

= general comments against the proposals for controlled parking

= comments for and against the introduction of double/single yellow lines

= focus on the enforcement of yellow lines

= parking not being a problem in their street
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Ward Report: Beddington North

=  Atotal of 504 completed questionnaires were received from Beddington North

= 40% of respondents indicated that there were parking problems in their street, 50% had no problems
and 10% were undecided

= 31% of respondents from Beddington North expressed support for parking controls, 55% were not in
favour and 13% were undecided

= 40% were in support of parking controls, if introduced in a neighbouring street, 39% were against and
21% undecided

= 18% favoured a Controlled Parking Zone (CPZ), 40% the use of Parking Permit Areas (PPA) and 42%
Free Bays

= 62% of respondents used the highway for parking, with 47% parking one vehicle, 13% 2 cars and 3% 3
or more cars.

A review of comments from a number of streets in the Ward indicate that there were similar concerns to

those expressed for the wider area, namely;

= dangerous parking, on bends/road junctions, road safety for pedestrians and access for
emergency vehicles

= non-residents taking up parking spaces in the area, including comments about commuters, school
drop off, shopping and events.

= households with a high number of cars taking up a disproportionate amount of on-street parking
spaces

= that this proposal might just be a money making scheme for the Council

= dissatisfaction about paying in order to park in front of their home / their street.
= parking schemes (CPZ,PPA etc. ) simply moved the problem elsewhere

= general comments against the proposals for controlled parking

= comments for and against the introduction of double/single yellow lines

= focus on the enforcement of yellow lines

= parking not being a problem on their street
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Ward Report: Beddington South

=  Atotal of 267 completed questionnaires were received from Beddington South

= 31% of respondents indicated that there were parking problems in their street, 64% had no problems
and 5% were undecided

= 28% of respondents from Beddington South expressed support for parking controls, 64% were not in
favour and 8% were undecided

= 43% were in support of parking controls, if these were introduced in a neighbouring street, 42% were
against and 15% were undecided

= 24% favoured a Controlled Parking Zone (CPZ), 27% the use of Parking Permit Areas (PPA) and 49%
Free Bays

= 44% of respondents used the highway for parking cars, with 31% parking one vehicle, 9% 2 cars and
3% 3 or more cars.

A review of comments from a number of streets in the Ward indicate that there were similar concerns to

those expressed for the wider area, namely;

= dangerous parking, on bends/road junctions, road safety for pedestrians and access for
emergency vehicles

= non-residents taking up parking spaces in the area, including comments about commuters, school
drop off, shopping and events.

= households with a high number of cars taking up a disproportionate amount of on-street parking
spaces

= that this proposal might just be a money making scheme for the Council

= dissatisfaction about paying in order to park in front of their home / their street.
= parking schemes (CPZ,PPA etc ) simply moved the problem elsewhere

= general comments against the proposals for controlled parking

= comments for and against the introduction of double/single yellow lines

= focus on the enforcement of yellow lines

= parking not being a problem
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Ward Report: Nonsuch

= Atotal of 614 completed questionnaires were received from Nonsuch

= 48% of respondents indicated that there were parking problems in their street, 46% had no problems
and 6% were undecided

= 41% of respondents from Nonsuch expressed support for parking controls, 49% were not in favour
and 10% were undecided

= 52% were in support of parking controls, if introduced in a neighbouring street, 33% were against and
15% undecided

= 31% favoured a Controlled Parking Zone (CPZ), 29% the use of Parking Permit Areas (PPA) and 40%
Free Bays

= 37% of respondents used the highway for parking cars, with 30% parking one vehicle, 7% 2 or more

A review of comments from a number of streets in the Ward indicate that there were similar concerns to

those expressed for the wider area, namely;

= dangerous parking, on bends/road junctions, road safety for pedestrians and access for
emergency vehicles

= non-residents taking up parking spaces in the area, including comments about commuters, school
drop off, shopping and events.

= households with a high number of cars taking up a disproportionate amount of on-street parking
spaces

= that this proposal might just be a money making scheme for the Council

= dissatisfaction about paying in order to park in front of their home / their street.
= parking schemes (CPZ,PPA etc ) simply moved the problem elsewhere

= general comments against the proposals for controlled parking

= comments for and against the introduction of double/single yellow lines

= focus on the enforcement of yellow lines

= parking not being a problem
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Ward Report: Stonecot

= Atotal of 508 completed questionnaires were received from Stonecot

= 40% of respondents indicated that there were parking problems in their street, 48% had no problems
and 12% were undecided

= 29% of respondents from Stonecot expressed support for parking controls, 52% were not in favour
and 19% were undecided

= 37% were in support for parking controls if introduced in a neighbouring street, 41% were against and
23% undecided

= 27% favoured a Controlled Parking Zone (CPZ), 26% the use of Parking Permit Areas (PPA) and 47%
Free Bays

= 48% of respondents used the highway for parking cars, with 37% parking one vehicle, 11% 2 or more
cars

A review of comments from a number of streets in the Ward indicate that there were similar concerns to

those expressed for the wider area, namely;

= dangerous parking, on bends/road junctions, road safety for pedestrians and access for
emergency vehicles

= non-residents taking up parking spaces in the area, including comments about commuters, school
drop off, shopping and events.

= households with a high number of cars taking up a disproportionate amount of on-street parking
spaces

= that this proposal might just be a money making scheme for the Council

= dissatisfaction about paying in order to park in front of their home / their street.
= parking schemes (CPZ,PPA etc ) simply moved the problem elsewhere

= general comments against the proposals for controlled parking

= comments in favour and against the introduction of yellow lines

= focus on enforcement of double/single yellow lines

= parking not being a problem
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Ward Report: Worcester Park

= Atotal of 614 completed questionnaires were received from Worcester Park

= 50% of respondents indicated that there were parking problems in their street, 43% had no problems
and 6% were undecided

= 42% of respondents from Worcester Park expressed support for parking controls, 47% were not in
favour and 11% were undecided

= 52% were in support for parking controls if introduced in a neighbouring street, 36% were against and
12% undecided

= 26% favoured a Controlled Parking Zone (CPZ), 40% the use of Parking Permit Areas (PPA) and 34%
Free Bays

= 51% of respondents used the highway for parking cars, with 40% parking one vehicle and around 11%
2 or more cars

A review of comments from a number of streets in the Ward indicate that there were similar concerns to

those expressed for the wider area, namely;

= dangerous parking, on bends/road junctions, road safety for pedestrians and access for
emergency vehicles

= non-residents taking up parking spaces in the area, including comments about commuters, school
drop off, shopping and events.

= households with a high number of cars taking up a disproportionate amount of on-street parking
spaces

= that this proposal might just be a money making scheme for the Council

= dissatisfaction about paying in order to park in front of their home / their street.
= parking schemes (CPZ,PPA etc ) simply moved the problem elsewhere

= general comments against the proposals for controlled parking

= comments for and against the introduction of double/single yellow lines

= focus on the enforcement of yellow lines

= parking not being a problem
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Appendix 1. Wallington North

Parking problems

Support parking

Support parking
controls based on

Which parking controls

Vehicles parked on the

Road N Properties | Response No of in your road? controls? neighbouring do you prefer? highway?
oad Name in Road Rate responses road?
Free | Not
Yes | No UnD | Yes | No | UnD | Yes No | unD | CPZ | PPA B 0 1 2 3 3+
ay | Ans.

ACRE LANE 86 8% 7 3 4 0 2 3 2 5 1 1 3 1 2 1 1 5 1 0 0
ALCESTER o
ROAD 91 4% 4 4 0 0 1 2 1 2 2 0 0 1 2 1 1 2 0 1 0
ARCADIA
CLOSE 25 0% 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
ARRAN CLOSE 21 0% 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
BAMPFYLDE
CLOSE 4 25% 1 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0
BELMONT o
ROAD 155 7% 11 9 2 0 7 3 1 8 2 1 2 6 1 2 4 6 1 0 0
BERNARD
ROAD 47 17% 8 5 3 0 4 3 1 6 1 1 2 3 1 2 0 7 1 0 0
BOWMANS
MEADOW 12 0% 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
BRIDGE ROAD 25 4% 1 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0
BURLEIGH o
AVENUE 50 20% 10 1 8 1 1 8 1 5 5 0 1 4 0 5 6 3 0 0 1
BUTE GARDENS 48 19% 9 2 7 0 1 6 2 3 4 2 1 2 3 3 1 5 2 1 0
BUTE GARDENS o
WEST 52 17% 9 3 5 1 3 5 1 4 4 1 1 2 3 3 5 2 2 0 0
BUTE ROAD 192 9% 17 10 5 2 8 7 2 9 4 4 3 7 2 5 1 10 5 0 1
BUTTER HILL 82 5% 4 3 1 0 2 2 0 2 2 0 1 1 1 1 3 1 0 0 0
CALEDON
ROAD 23 17% 4 3 1 0 3 1 0 4 0 0 0 4 0 0 1 3 0 0 0
CLARENCE o
ROAD 32 6% 2 1 1 0 1 1 0 1 1 0 1 0 0 1 1 1 0 0 0
CLIFFORD o
AVENUE 5 20% 1 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0
CLIFTON ROAD 76 14% 11 4 7 0 3 6 2 5 5 1 1 3 4 3 4 7 0 0 0
CROYDON 0
ROAD 193 4% 7 5 2 0 3 1 3 3 1 3 1 1 4 1 5 2 0 0 0
CURRAN o
AVENUE 44 5% 2 0 2 0 0 2 0 0 2 0 0 0 1 1 0 2 0 0 0




IR 9 0% 0 0 0 ol o | o o | o | o] o] o ol o]olo
DARCY AVENUE 12 0% 0 0 0 ol o | o o | o | o o] o ol o |o]o
DEWESNE 2 100% 2 0 0 > o | o o |l o | o] 1|1 ol 1]o]o
DEREK AVENUE 46 15% 7 3 0 5 | 1 | 3 3 | 1| 1] 3|2 3 0]o0]o0
D n o SHIRE 27 4% 1 0 0 1| 0| 1 o |l o | 1] o0 o ol ol]olo
EASTWAY 18 0% 0 0 0 ol o | o o | o | o o] o ol o |o]o
DLW SROVE 10 20% 2 1 0 10| o 1| 1] 0] 0|1 ol o]olo
GRASSWAY 14 7% 1 0 0 10| o o | o | o 1] o ol o |o]o
GREENWAY 14 21% 3 0 1 > | o | 1 > o | 2] 1] o ol o |o]o
CROSVENOR 77 14% 11 4 2 5 | 2 | 6 > | 2| 1] 6 | 2 4 | 0o ]olo
R RCOPRT 56 4% 2 0 0 2 o | o 1|0 o] o] 2 1 | olo]o
PARCOURT 23 4% 1 0 0 10| o o | o | o] 1] o 1| olo]o
ARCOURT 179 6% 11 7 1 4 | 2 | 8 1| 3| 4] 22 313 |0]o0
LAKE GARDENS 5 20% 1 0 0 1 o | o 1| 1] 0] o] o0 o | o ]o]o
LAKESIDE 8 0% 0 0 0 ol o | o ol o | o o] o ol o |o]o
o VERPER 20 20% 4 1 0 3 | 1| 1 ol o] o] 2| 2 1 o |o]o
LA IDER 47 11% 5 1 0 4 | o | 1 o | 1| 1] 1] 2 12 ]o0]o
A CROFT 49 16% 8 2 0 5 | 1| 3 > | 1| 1] 5 | 1 6 | 0o |1]o0
LODGE ROAD 49 14% 7 1 0 6 | 0 | 2 10| 3| 1] 3 5 | 1|10
LONDON ROAD 56 5% 3 1 0 o | o | 3 o | 20| 1] o 1o lo]o
s 35 23% 8 1 2 4 | 1] 6 11210 5 |1 301 o0]o0
MALDON ROAD 280 6% 16 7 1 10| 1| 7 3 | 3| 4| 4|5 8 | 1 |1]o0
MANOR ROAD 440 3% 13 6 1 6 | 2 | 5 3 | 2| 4| a4 | 3 5 | 0 |01
VoNOR ROAD 26 12% 3 1 0 1] 1| 1 11| 1] 1] o0 o | o |o]o
MELBOURNE 4 0% 0 0 0 ol o | o ol o | o] o] o ol ol]olo
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g'g;%OURNE 142 8% 12 8 | a | ol 2ol 1|al|s]o|1|2]a]|s|al]7]1|l0]lo
'\P"I'_E\LCPEOND 46 2% 1 ol 1o lol| 1] o] o0 1 o | o | o 1 o | 110 o0 lo]o
MINT ROAD 32 13% 4 1 | 2| 1] 1] 3| 0| 2 1 1] 0| 2 | 1 11 0] 4o |olo
“Gﬂgg‘géﬁg 85 22% 19 6 | 13| 0 | 3 | 14| 2 | 7 9 3| 1] 4] 6 | 8|8 ] 9|1 ]o0]l1
’c\;ﬂggggr\'}ls 81 17% 14 6 | 8| o |5 | 8| 1|6 | s8] o] s | 2|1 6 | 8 | 4| 2|00
NORTHWAY 44 11% 5 2l 3 o | 1] 4| o]l 1 3 1] 0| o 2 3 | 3| 1] 1]l0]o0
8?'%"82‘,\?3 78 13% 10 s | 7 lo |l 2|71 3| 3| a|l1]|1]|5 |3 |a|a]z2/] 0]o
OXFORD ROAD 33 6% 2 2l ol o | 2|0 ] o] 2 ol oo 2o oo ] 1]1|0lo0
PARK LANE 215 9% 20 3 1177 0o | 3|15 2|5 | 11| 4|3 |3 |6 ]| 8|8 ] 9] 3/ |o0olo
PARK ROAD 119 3% 4 > | 1| 2| 2| o 1 1 o | 20 2| 3 o lolo
EﬁggE'ELDS 12 8% 1 ol 1l ol 1|0 o0 1 0 o | ol o 1 0 11 o] ololo
EQ%GATE 94 10% 9 36| ol 3|6 ] ol 3| s 1 1] 1| 3] 4| a3 2]o0]o0
PASTON CLOSE 8 0% 0 ol ol o|lo|lo|o]o| o] o|lo|o| o] o|lo|o]ololo
QUEENS CLOSE 18 6% 1 1 o]l ol olo|lo|l o] o|lo|o|o]o| o] o] ol o]|olo
QUEENS ROAD 49 14% 7 4 | 3l o | 3| 3| 1] 3| 2 2 | 2 | 1] 3 1 | 3] 2|1 ]o0l1
gt’(')'\gEON 26 19% 5 1 | 4| o | 1] a]| o] 2 3| oo | 1| o] a | 1|3 1]o0]o0
iQ'F';F‘fé)AAEH 21 5% 1 ol 1|l oo o] 1 1 0 o | o o 1 o |l o] ol o |o]1
(F;:_\gngS'DE 16 6% 1 ol 1] ool o] 1|1 ol o] o | o] o 1 1100 ]o]lo
SOUTHWAY 43 16% 7 3 a |l o | 2|3/ 2]2 3 | 21| 2| 3 1 | 4] 21100
gZE'S'SNS 8 13% 1 ol 1lolo| 1] o] o o 1 ol 1|l o] ol 1|lo0o]ololo
ggi'DNGF'ELD 98 21% 21 11 10| 0| 9| 9| 3 |10/ 9 2 | 1| 8| a8 | 7 |12] 2] 0o
ST

CHRISTOPHERS 30 0% 0 ol ol olo|lo|lolo|o]olo|]o]| o]l oo o] ololo
MEWS

FSJ)S&ORGE S 39 23% 9 3 /5| 1|16 ] 21|53 1] 01 | 1] 1 6 | 4 | 4|1 lo0o]o
i\T/EM,\f\UREY 46 22% 10 o 10| 0| o] 10] o 2 7 1 2 | o 3 5 | 4 |6 | 0o |lo0o]o
STANNET WAY 31 16% 5 >l 3 0o | 2] 3| o]l 2 3 | o | 1| 1| 2 1 ]3] 20 o0olo
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TAYLOR ROAD 83 31% 26 5 19 2 7 17 2 9 14 3 4 5 1 16 12 11 2 1 0

THE BRIDLE

WAY 2 0% 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

THE HOLT 19 21% 4 3 1 0 0 4 0 2 2 0 0 0 1 3 2 2 0 0 0

THE MANOR 31 39% 12 10 2 0 7 4 1 7 2 3 2 3 3 4 7 4 0 1 0

WAY

VELLUM DRIVE 112 8% 9 2 7 0 0 6 3 1 4 4 1 2 6 0 3 4 2 0 0

VICTORIA .

AVENUE 88 16% 14 4 10 0 4 10 0 4 10 0 0 2 5 7 6 5 2 0 1

WALLINGTON

CORNER 4 0% 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

WANDLE SIDE 26 15% 4 3 1 0 2 2 0 3 1 0 0 2 1 1 2 2 0 0 0

WESTCROFT o

ROAD 62 11% 7 2 5 0 2 5 0 3 3 1 2 2 0 3 2 4 1 0 0

WHITEHALL

PLACE 3 33% 1 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0

WRIGHTS ROW 10 0% 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Overall Response

Rate (by 4623 10% 463 181 | 265 17 140 | 271 51 200 190 72 67 110 127 158 195 | 205 48 7 7

PROPERTY)

39% | 57% | 4% | 30% | 59% | 11% | 43% | 41% | 16% | 15% | 24% | 27% | 34% | 42% | 44% | 10% | 2% | 2%
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Appendix 2. Wallington South
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Support parking
Parking problems Support parking | controls based on | Which parking controls Vehicles parked on the
Properties | Response No of in your road? controls? neighbouring do you prefer? highway?
Road Name . road?
in Road Rate responses
Yes | No | UnD. | Yes [ No | UnD. | Yes [ No | UnD. | CPZ | PPA Free | Not 0 1 2 3 3+
Bay | Ans.
AVENUE ROAD 35 34% 12 1 0 4 3 0 4 5 3 8 1 0 0
BANDON RISE 39 15% 6 5 1 5 0 0 0 6 0 0 1 0 0
BEDDINGTON o
GARDENS 316 9% 27 16 10 1 13 13 1 16 7 4 7 8 5 7 14 11 0 2 0
BLENHEIM CLOSE 6 17% 1 0 1 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0
BLENHEIM o
GARDENS 142 15% 21 4 16 1 2 15 4 6 10 5 2 4 9 6 14 7 0 0 0
BOUNDARY ROAD 135 13% 17 4 11 2 3 10 4 6 4 7 3 1 5 8 15 1 1 0 0
BRAMBLE BANKS 7 0% 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
BRAMBLEDOWN 199 9% 17 78| 2|7 |9 1| 8| 9| o | 2]4| 7] 4|66 |10|0|o0]1
ROAD
BRIAR BANKS 5 20% 1 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0
BRIAR LANE 26 15% 4 1 3 0 1 3 0 2 2 0 1 0 0 3 4 0 0 0 0
CAREW ROAD 214 3% 7 4 3 0 3 4 0 3 3 1 0 1 5 1 1 5 1 0 0
CAVALIER CLOSE 30 3% 1 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0
CHARLOTTE o
ROAD 33 12% 4 3 1 0 2 2 0 2 2 0 0 2 0 2 2 2 0 0 0
CLARENDON
ROAD 174 7% 12 9 2 1 7 2 3 9 1 2 2 5 3 2 8 3 1 0 0
CLYDE ROAD 94 18% 17 13 3 1 12 4 1 12 2 2 4 2 2 0
COWPER
GARDENS 76 9% 7 5 2 2 2 3 2 2 3 1 3 3 4
CRANLEY 0
GARDENS 85 2% 2 1 1 0 1 1 0 2 0 0 0 2 0 0 1 1 0 0 0
DALMENY ROAD 87 18% 16 6 8 2 6 9 1 8 7 1 5 4 3 4 11 5 0 0 0
DEMESNE ROAD 72 7% 5 3 1 1 3 2 0 4 0 1 1 2 2 0 1 3 1 0 0
DERWENT WALK 16 13% 2 2 0 0 2 0 0 2 0 0 1 1 0 0 1 0 1 0 0
DOWER AVENUE 16 6% 1 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0
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ELGIN ROAD 83 8% 7 6 | o 1 7 1 o] o 7 | o] o 1] al] 2] 0ol al]ls]ololo
ELYSTAN CLOSE 14 29% 4 3 | o 1 2 | 2 | o 3 | o 1 2 ol o 2ol 3]o]1]o
FRANCIS ROAD 37 5% 2 1| o 1 1 1| o 1] o 1 ol 2] o] ol 2]o0o]ololo
SVRAEYSHWOOD 40 5% 2 2 | o 0 2 | o 0 2 | o 0 o | 1 1 o | o| 2 o]o]o
GLEN ROAD END 6 0% 0 o | o | o o | o | o o | o | o ol o] o] ol o] of]oflolo
g;{gg\éﬁgjorz 14 0% 0 o | o 0 o | o 0 o | o 0 o | o | o o | ol olol]o]o
HALL ROAD 19 11% 2 1] 1| o 1 1| o o | 1 1 o | 1| o 1 ] o] 1100
HANNAH MEWS 6 0% 0 o | o | o o | o | o o | o | o ol o] o] ol o] of]ololo
gg\’A\gHORN 104 12% 12 1 | 1 o | 11| 1 o | 11| 1 0 5 | 3 | 3 1 16| 6 |0o]lo]o
XCEVJSSRNE 9 11% 1 1| o 0 1| o 0 1] o 0 o | 1] o o | o | 1|lo]o]o
gg’:\EHDENE 53 23% 12 6 | a4 | 2 5 | 5 2 7 | a 1 1|5 | 2| 4|8 |3 ]o0ol]1]o
cHakFnglEDﬁs 74 20% 15 3 | o 3 3 | 10| 2 5 | 8 2 2 | 3| 3 71 7| 5 |3]o0]o
HINTON ROAD 59 5% 3 2 | 1| o 2 | 1| o 2 | 1 0 o | 1| 1 1 ] 2] 1lolo]o
HOLLY CLOSE 2 0% 0 o | o | o o | o o o | o | o ol o] o] ol o] of]ololo
(HB(A);'\S‘&V,\?SOD 126 9% 11 9 | 2 0 9 | 2 0 9 | 2 0 2 | 5 | 3 1 > | 8|10 o0
LAVENDER VALE 38 11% 4 1| 2 1 1] 3| o 1] 3| o 1] 0] o] 3] a]olololo
'F')lc_)X'SEACRE 8 0% 0 o | o 0 o | o 0 o | o 0 o | o | o o | ol olo]o]o
EASESHMONT 112 14% 16 4 | 9 | 3 3 | o | a | 8| s 2 5 | 3| 4| a4 |10]5]|1|0]o0
MELLOWS ROAD 63 22% 14 13 1| o s | 3 | 3 |10] 1 3 2 s | 1] 3o l12]2]0]o0
MILTON ROAD 62 16% 10 4 | s 1 3 | 7] o 6 | 2 2 o | a | 3] 3| 21]5s5]3]0o]lo
MOUNT CLOSE 2 0% 0 o | o o o | o o o | o | o ol o] o] ol o] of]ololo
MOUNT PARK 53 19% 10 3 | 6 1 2 | 6 2 6 | 3 1 2l 2] 1] 5 6] o0o]3[1]o
MOUNT WAY 2 0% 0 o | o | o o | o | o o | o | o ol o] o] ol o] o]ololo
MULBERRY MEWS 13 8% 1 o | 1] o 1] 0| o 1] 0| o 1] 0] o] ool 1]oflolo
OAKWOOD 4 0% 0 o | o o o | o o o | o | o ol o] o] ol o] of]ololo
82%%‘,’\1\’3 187 12% 22 17 |10 1 | 11|11 ] o | 13| 6 | 3 6 | o | 3| a | o |11]1]|1]o0
PARK HILL ROAD 107 12% 13 7 | s 1 6 | 6 1 9 | 3 1 | a |l 3] 2] a]lo]3l1]o0]o
ROSS PARADE 58 2% 1 1] 0| o 1] 0| o 1] 0| o 1] 0] o] ool ol1]lo]lo
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ROSS ROAD 246 10% 25 21 | 2 2 | 190] a | 2 | 2] 2 3 g8 |11 ] a ] 2|6 ]16]3|0]o
gggg\l’z\’&w 22 0% 0 o | o 0 o | o 0 o | o 0 o | o | o o | ol olol]o]o
SANDY HILL ROAD 7 14% 1 o | 1] o o | 1] o o | 1 0 o | o] o 1 ] 1] 0lololo
SHIRLEY ROAD 77 9% 7 5 | 2 o | 4| 2 1 5 | 2 0 1] 4] 2] o0l 3] 3]1]0]o0
SHOTFIELD 83 4% 3 2 | 1| o 1| 1 1 1| 1 1 ol 1] 2] ol 1] 2]o0lolo
gig;:\,\/l'gw 14 36% 5 2 | 3 0 2 | 3 0 3 | o 2 1] 1] 2 1 ] 2] 2100
EBXAE')CHAELS 26 15% 4 3 | 1] o 3 | o 1 | 4ol o o | 3| 1| 0| 1] 2 0
STAFFORD ROAD 648 2% 15 10 | 1 12 | 1 11 2 | 3 | s 11 o |1
g\g’\t‘)'-EE,\TS 14 36% 5 4 | o 1 2 | 2 1 3 | 2 0 1] 2 | 1 1 ol alol1]o
ggAA“l'D"EY PARK 219 3% 6 1| 2 3 2 | 3 1 2 | 2 2 o | 1| a 1 ] 23 |1]lo0]o0
THE WOOD END 9 0% 0 o | o | o o | o | o o | o | o ol o] o] ol o] o]ololo
THE WOODLANDS 6 0% 0 o | o o o | o o o | o | o ol o] o] ol o] of]ololo
TURPIN WAY 12 8% 1 o | 1| o o | 1] o 1] 0| o o | o | o 1 ] o] 1lolo]o
\éVSLLJk'SSTON 53 0% 0 o | o 0 o | o 0 o | o 0 o | o | o o |l o] olo]|olo
WILLOW ROAD 52 0% 0 o | o o o | o o o | o | o ol o] o] ol o] of]olo]lo
‘(’BVEF?DDEB,\?SURNE 11 0% 0 o | o 0 o | o 0 o | o 0 o | ol o o |l o] olo]|olo
XVVOE%%%OTE 101 10% 10 o | s 2 2 | 8 0 3 | s 2 o | 2 3 5 9 | 1 |o0olo]o
\,\’AVSV(\?QCOTE 18 6% 1 11 0| o 11 0| o 1] 0| o ol 1] 0] ol o] 1]o0o|o0olo
‘éngC’DDCOTE 699 4% 26 12 | 13 | 1 9 | 13| 4 |12 | 11| 3 71 3| 8| 8 12212110
\F’QVSESSWORTH 56 23% 13 9 | 3 1 9 | 3 1 | 10 | 2 1 4 | 5 | 2 2 | a4 | 8 |o]1]o0
Overall Response
Rate (by 5535 8% 464 240 | 184 | 40 | 200 | 209 | 46 | 265 | 136 | 63 | 85 | 148 | 117 | 114 | 206 | 210 | 35 | 11 | 2
PROPERTY)
52% | 40% | 9% | 45% | 45% | 10% | 57% | 29% | 14% | 18% | 32% | 25% | 25% | 44% | 45% | 8% | 2% | 0%
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Appendix 3. Beddington North

Support parking
Parking problems Support parking controls based on | Which parking controls Vehicles parked on the
Properties | Response No of in your road? controls? neighbouring do you prefer? highway?
Road Name rop P road?
in Road Rate responses
Yes No unD. | Yes No unD. | Yes No unD. | CPZ | PPA Free | Not 0 1 2 3 3+
Bay | Ans.

ALDWICK ROAD 51 14% 7 4 | 2 1 4 | 3 0 4 | 2 1 o | 5 | 1 1 | 2] 5 0o o]lo
é'l\_"ggERWOOD 13 8% 1 1| 0 0 1| o0 0 1| o0 0 ol 1] 0| o] 1] o0/ o0o/lo]o
éﬁggé\’ AY 23 0% 0 o | o 0 o | o 0 o | o 0 ol o] o | o o] ol o]olo
BANSTEAD WAY 13 8% 1 o | 1 0 o | 1 0 1 | o 0 ol o | 1l o] o] 1o /o]o
gg;'*DHOUSE 12 0% 0 o | o 0 o | o 0 o | o 0 ol o] o | o o] ol o]olo
Eﬁga'gg;g'\' 39 0% 0 o | o 0 o | o 0 o | o 0 ol o | ol o] o] ol olo]o
gER%E\)/”E\'GTON 79 14% 11 3 | 5 3 1] 7 3 5 | 5 1 2 | 3 3 3 6 | 5 | o |olo
EEBS'NGTON 117 3% 3 1] 2 0 2 | 1 0 2 1 0 1| 1 1 0 3o | o lolo
BEDLOW WAY 14 7% 1 o | 1 0 o | 1 0 o | 1 0 o | o] o 1 o] 10 o]o
gtg’;gFORD 6 0% 0 o | o 0 o | o o | o 0 ol o | ol o] o] ol olo]o
gtgé\é’ORTH 47 6% 3 1| 2 0 0o | 2 1 1| o 2 o | o | 2 1 2] 10 lo]o
BOND GARDENS 71 21% 15 8 | 5 2 5 | 8 2 8 | 3 4 2 | 3| 5] s | 71 6] 2 0o
BRAZIL CLOSE 3 0% 0 o | o 0 o | o 0 o | o 0 ol ol ol ol ool olo]o
BRIDGES LANE 72 7% 5 o | s 0 0o | a 1 0o | a 1 ol o | 1| a5 ol olo]o
BRIDLE PATH 48 15% 7 3 | 2 0 2 | s 0 2 | a 1 2 |1 | 2 2 | 21 213 o]o
BRISTOW ROAD 56 11% 6 3 | 2 1 1| 3 2 3 | 1 2 o | 2 | 2 2 | 2] a0 o]o
E'S(XSKMEAD 22 18% 4 1| 3 0 1| 3 0 1| 3 0 1] 0 | 1 2 | 21 111 ]0]o0
CAPEL AVENUE 11 18% 2 2 | o 0 2 | o 0 2 | o 0 ol 2ol ol o1l 1]0]o0
CEDARS ROAD 44 11% 5 1| 3 1 1| 3 1 1| 4 0 1] 0o | 2 2 | 21 211100
252';52" 25 4% 1 o | 1 0 o | 1 0 o | 1 0 ol o | o 1 o] oo l1]o0
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CHISWICK CLOSE 60 50 3 1 0 2 | 1 0 2 | 1 o | o 1 1 1] 20 ]o]o
CHURCH LANE 35 40% 14 4 | 7 3 3 | 9 2 6 | 8 o | o | a4 | 2 s | 5 | 9o o] o
CHURCH

PADDOCK 46 0% 0 o | o 0 o | o 0 o | o o lo] ol o] o|olol]olo]lo
COURT

CHURCH PATH 1 0% 0 o | o 0 o | o 0 o | o o lo | ol o] ololol]ololo
CHURCH ROAD 32 22% 7 6 | 1 0 5 | 2 0 4 | 2 1 1 | 1] 1] a6l 1] o0o]o]o
g:_'\(‘)NSAEMON 19 11% 2 2 | o 0 2 | o 0 2 | o 0 1] o] 1] 0| 2lo0o]ol]olo
CLAYDON DRIVE 71 6% 4 1| 3 0 1| 2 1 2 | 1 1 1 | 2 1] o3l ol 1]o0]o
&82?0'\‘ a1 2% 1 0o | 1 0 o | o 1 o | o 1 o | o 1 0 110l o oo
g\?éleEER 83 11% 9 4 | 2 1 4 | s 0 5 | 2 2 2 | 1| a | 2| a5 ]| o0ololo
COOMBER WAY 20 0% 0 o | o 0 o | o 0 o | o o o] ol o] o]olol]olo]o
i\Ffllz?\lTJTEON 35 20% 7 o | 7 0 o | 7 0 0o | 3 4 1| 1 1 4 | 2| a1 lo0o]o
CRISPIN CLOSE 10 0% 0 o | o 0 o | o 0 o | o o lo ] ol o] ololol]ololo
EE:ESS'TCI:’\I;NT 100 6% 6 3 | 3 0 2 | 3 1 2 | 3 1 o | 2 | a o | 2| 4] o0olo]o
CROYDON ROAD 192 506 10 3 | 1 6 3 | 2 5 3 | 2 5 2 | 4 | 3 1 |5 | 22 o]1
DELL CLOSE 12 17% 2 0o | 2 0 0o | 2 0 o | 1 1 1] o] o 1 | 2] 0ol olo]o
DEMESNE ROAD 174 20% 35 2 | 2 | 11| 25| 2 8 |17 8 | 10| 4 | 6 | 6 |19 |17 l1a] 2 210
DERRY ROAD 6 17% 1 1 | o 0 1 | o 0 1 | o o o] 1]l o] o]l 1]lo]olo]o
EAST AVENUE 23 9% 2 2 | o 0 1| 1 0 1| 1 0 1] 0o | o 1 o] 210 o]o
AE\'\'/BE,E\IEEN 6 0% 0 o | o 0 o | o 0 o | o 0 ol o | o ol olol| ololo
EVNA%EAVOUR 15 0% 0 o | o 0 o | o 0 o | o o lo]l ol o] ol olol]olo]lo
EVELYN WAY 43 14% 6 o | 6 0 o | 6 0 0o | s 1 ol 1] 1 a ] 3]3o0o/o]o
i\E/EEEES 23 35% 8 2 | 6 0 3 | s 0 3 | 3 2 3| 1| 3 1 ] 2 a2 ]o0]o0
f\sg\f\ﬁg 8 0% 0 o | o 0 o | o 0 o | o 0 ol o | o ol olo | olo]o
GARRATT CLOSE 16 25% 4 4 | o 0 4 | o 0 4 | o o o]l 2]l 2]o0o]lols3]1]o0]o
gl'_%Bscl’EURNE 20 50 1 1| o 0 o | o 1 o | o 1 1] 0| o ol ol 1] o0 l]o]o
i&gﬁbg"”\'e 116 17% 20 8 | o9 3 1 | 14 | 5 5 | 8 7 1| 5 | 7 7 | a 12| 3 |01
GOIDEL CLOSE 18 6% 1 o | 1 0 o | 1 0 o | 1 o | o] o o 1 o] 10 o]o
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f\?EMNSUHEA"L 53 15% 8 2 | 6 0 2 | 6 0 3 | 3 2 ol 1| a4 | 3|5 ]| 3|0 /lo]o
ﬁ\F;EEESELEAF 13 0% 0 o | o 0 o | o 0 o | o o lol ol o] ol olol]ololo
GUILDFORD WAY 32 13% 4 0o | 3 1 0o | a 0 0o | 3 1 ol o | ol al 212101 0]o0
GUY ROAD 81 36% 29 6 | 20 | 3 6 | 22 | 1 6 | 18| 5 | 4 | 3 | 6 | 16| 4 | 18] 6 | 1| 0
HAILES CLOSE 7 0% 0 o | o 0 o | o 0 o | o o lo ] ol o] o]olol]ololo
:\A/E'KI%VE’ELL 26 8% 2 2 | o 0 2 | o 0 2 | o 0 2l ol o] ol o] 2]o0o/o0]lo
(H:fggl'ENGTON 35 6% 2 1| 1 0 o | 1 1 o | 1 1 ol 1] o 1 o] 1|1 ]o0]o0
:\%BHEY 36 19% 7 1 | 6 0 0o | a 3 2 | a 1 o | 2 | 2 3 | 4|21 ]0]o0
:{/GE'?'\I\GEW 27 0% 0 o | o 0 o | o 0 o | o 0 ol o | ol ol o] ol olo]o
HILLIERS LANE 40 506 2 1 0 o | 1 1 o | o 2 o | o | 1 1] o0l 1]o0]o0
HINDHEAD WAY 11 9% 1 o | 1 0 o | 1 0 1 | o o o] 1]l o] o]ol1]ol]o]o
ggx‘gMEAD 15 7% 1 1| 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 o | o 0 1 ol 1|0 ]olo
IBERIAN AVENUE 51 16% 8 1 | 6 1 1| 7 0 3 | 2 3 ol 2 a] 2]1]1a]3]o0o]o
JESSOPS WAY 8 0% 0 o | o 0 o | o 0 o | o o lo] ol o] o]olol]olo]o
E'A'\\'SSET,\?S'\' 49 6% 3 3 | o 0 1| 1 1 1| 1 1 o | 1| 1 1 1 3] 0o lo]o
wxsswooo 7 0% 0 o | o 0 o | o 0 o | o 0 ol o] o | o o] ol o]olo
'F-QQBGTON 50 18% 9 4 | s 0 4 | s 0 4 | 2 1 2 | 21 3| 23] 5|1 0]lo0
(L;,(A-II-?TDOENNS 14 14% 2 0o | 2 0 o | 2 0 1| 1 0 1] 0] o 1 o] 20 o]o
';"S'Z\BNSON 30 27% 8 7 | 1 0 6 | 1 1 6 | 1 1 2 | a4 | 1 1 | 25| 1]0]o0
MANATEE PLACE 8 0% 0 o | o 0 o | o 0 o | o o o] ol o] o]lolol]ololo
MELLER CLOSE 45 7% 3 1| 1 1 1| 1 1 1 | o 2 1| o | 1 1 1] 11100
MEREBANK LANE 56 9% 5 2 | 3 0 1 | 3 1 3 | 1 1 ol 211211300l
MITCHAM ROAD 13 0% 0 o | o 0 o | o 0 o | o o o] ol o] o]lolol]ololo
'\C"SORSTEAKE 44 50 2 2 | o 0 1| o 1 1| o 1 ol 11|l o0o ] 1|10 /lo0]o
NICHOLAS ROAD 23 4% 1 o | 1 0 o | 1 0 o | 1 o | o] ol o 1 o] ol 1]o]o
OAKLEY AVENUE 24 25% 6 3 | 3 0 3 | 3 0 4 | 1 1 1 | 2 3] ol 1] a]1]o0]o
OAKMEAD ROAD 30 10% 3 2 | 1 0 o | 3 0 o | 3 o o] ol 3ol 1lol1]1]o0
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PLOUGH LANE 120 7% 8 1 | s 1 1 | s 1 3 | s o | o] 3| a 1 ] 7] 10 o]o
ztggEH LANE 30 7% 2 1| 1 0 0o | 2 0 0o | 2 0 ol o | o 2 | o 1|1 ]o0]o0
POTAGER PLACE 5 0% 0 o | o 0 o | o 0 o | o o lo] ol o] o]olol]ololo
PYLON WAY 3 0% 0 0o | o 0 0o | o 0 0o | o o o] ol o] ololol]ololo
QUEEN

ELIZABETHS 33 0% 0 o | o 0 o | o 0 o | o o lo] ol o] o|olol]olo]lo
WALK

S\L/JEEL’]'SWOOD 93 17% 16 6 | 10| o 6 | 10| o 6 | 6 4 2 | 5 | 3 6 | 8 | 6 | 2 |0l o
ioéﬁ'gg 35 23% 8 2 | 6 0 1| 6 1 2 | 4 2 ol 3| 1| a | 2]21|21]1]:1
RECTORY LANE 100 12% 12 4 | s 0 6 | 6 0 6 | 5 1 3| 3| al 2218 210]o0
S(E)EA)BOUSE 29 0% 0 o | o 0 o | o 0 o | o 0 ol o] o | o o] ol o]olo
REIGATE WAY 32 9% 3 o | 3 0 o | 3 0 o | 3 o o] ol ol 3] 1]l1]1]o0]o0
g:g:E"f\lOND 36 3% 1 o | 1 0 o | 1 0 o | 1 0 ol o | o 1 1] 0o o]o
RICHMOND ROAD 90 10% 9 1 | s 3 2 | 6 1 3 | s 1 1 | o]l 3] 5|35 ] 1]0]o0
s'gv'f/'; VIEW 7 0% 0 o | o 0 o | o 0 o | o 0 ol o] o | o o] ol o]olo
i\?gh'ft\j\’EOOD 59 14% 8 1 | 6 1 o | 7 1 1 | 6 1 1| 0 2 5 1 15| 2 lo0o]lo
E(L)gSEl';/'ARY 17 6% 1 o | o 1 1| o 0 1| o o o] 1|l o] o 1]lo0o]o0olo]o
,E\C/)I;(SJCE)N 48 17% 8 o | s 0 o | s 0 1 | 6 1 ol 1| 3| a ] 1] 7|0 /lo0]o
SAFFRON CLOSE 18 11% 2 2 | o 0 2 | o 0 2 | o o lo |l 11l ol 1l 1]o0o]o0o]o
SALCOTT ROAD 40 18% 7 1| 4 2 1 | 6 0 1 | 4 2 ol 1] 3| 313 1]1]1
SANDHILLS 37 14% 5 o | s 0 o | s 0 1| 2 2 olo | 23] 230 /o0]o
flg’\FlQ?'L LANE 106 11% 12 6 | 6 0 5 | 4 3 8 | 3 1 ol 6 | 3| 3| 3| 7|1 ]o0]1
SHEEN WAY 6 17% 1 o | o 1 o | o 1 o | o 1 1 ] ol o]l olololo]1]o
SPOONER WALK 15 7% 1 1 | o 0 1 | o 0 1 | o 0 1 ] ol o] ool 1]o0o]o]o
STIRLING WAY 8 0% 0 o | o 0 o | o 0 o | o o |l o] ol o] o]olol]ol]olo
EXEEETERS 4 0% 0 o | o 0 o | o 0 o | o 0 ol o] o | o o] ol o]olo
THARP ROAD 111 13% 14 9 | 4 1 3 | s 6 7 | 2 5 1 | 8 | 2| 3| 1] 7586 0o]o
THE BRANDRIES 41 50 2 0o | 2 0 0o | 2 0 0o | 2 o | o | o | 1 1 1] 10 o]lo
THE BROADWAY 41 0% 0 o | o 0 o | o 0 o | o o o] ol o] ololol]ololo
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THE CHASE 144 12% 17 8 8 1 4 8 5 9 3 5 3 5 3 6 5 10 2 0 0
THERAPIA LANE 23 0% 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
THREE ANGELS
CLOSE 3 67% 2 2 0 0 2 0 0 2 0 0 1 0 1 0 2 0 0 0 0
TREASURY
CLOSE 5 20% 1 0 1 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0
TRITTON
AVENUE 20 10% 2 2 0 0 2 0 0 2 0 0 1 1 0 0 1 1 0 0 0
TWICKENHAM o
CLOSE 35 9% 3 1 1 1 0 2 1 1 2 0 0 2 1 0 2 0 1 0 0
UPPER ROAD 72 8% 6 4 2 0 3 2 1 3 1 2 1 1 1 3 6 0 0 0 0
WANDLE BANK 14 7% 1 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0
WANDLE COURT o
GARDENS 27 15% 4 0 4 0 0 4 0 0 3 1 0 1 1 2 1 2 1 0 0
WANDLE ROAD 47 17% 8 8 0 0 6 2 0 7 1 0 1 6 0 1 2 5 1 0 0
WEST AVENUE 62 21% 13 5 8 0 4 8 1 5 4 4 0 5 4 4 6 5 2 0 0
WHELAN WAY 54 4% 2 1 1 0 1 1 0 1 0 0 1 1 0 0 1 1 0 0
WILLOUGHBY o
AVENUE 38 8% 3 2 1 0 2 1 0 2 0 1 1 1 0 1 1 2 0 0 0
WINDSOR
GARDENS 6 17% 1 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0
Overall Response
Rate (by 4533 11% 504 200 | 254 50 158 | 279 67 202 | 196 106 59 128 | 135 182 | 189 | 236 65 8 6
PROPERTY)
40% | 50% | 10% | 31% | 55% | 13% | 40% | 39% | 21% | 12% | 25% | 27% | 36% | 38% | 47% | 13% | 2% | 1%
Measurement Evaluation Learning: Using evidence to shape better services Page 34




Appendix 4. Beddington South

Support parking
Parking problems Support parking controls based Which parking contols Vehicles parked on the
Road Name Properties Response No of in your road? controls? on neighbouring do you prefer? highway?
in Road Rate responses road?

Yes [ No |unD | Yes [ No | unD | Yes | No | unD | cPz | PPA ':Brs)‘f Ao |1 [ 2] 3 |3
ABINGER CLOSE 12 0% 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
ADASTRA WAY 36 0% 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
ALCOCK CLOSE 34 3% 0 1 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0
ALINGTON GROVE 79 14% 11 0 11 0 0 11 0 1 6 4 0 1 5 5 4 5 2 0 0
AMBREY WAY 18 0% 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
AMY CLOSE 7 0% 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
APELDOORN 76 13% 10 6 3 | 1| 4| a| 2|7 2|1 |1|1|a]al|7]2|1|l0]o0
ASCOT MEWS 12 0% 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
AVRO WAY 46 1% 2 2 0 0 1 0 1 1 0 1 0 1 1 0 0 2 0 0 0
BARLOW CLOSE 24 1% 1 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0
BARNARD CLOSE 44 0% 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
iSéESEON 105 3% 3 1 2 0 1 2 0 1 1 1 0 1 2 0 0 1 2 0 0
BRACKLEY CLOSE 64 2% 1 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0
BRISTOL CLOSE 14 0% 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
BROWN CLOSE 50 6% 3 0 3 0 0 3 0 0 3 0 0 0 1 2 1 2 0 0 0
BUCKINGHAM WAY 70 11% 8 0 7 1 1 7 0 3 2 3 1 1 1 5 8 0 0 0 0
gCEkIEEON 62 3% 2 0 2 0 0 2 0 0 2 0 0 0 1 1 0 1 1 0 0
CHALICE CLOSE 7 0% 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
CHURCH HILL 1 0% 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
CIRRUS CLOSE 24 0% 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
CLARICE WAY 14 7% 1 0 1 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0
COBHAM CLOSE 26 12% 3 0 3 0 0 3 0 0 2 1 0 0 2 1 0 1 2 0 0
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CODY CLOSE 36 3% 1 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0
COSDACH AVENUE 16 6% 1 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0
COURT CLOSE 3 0% 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
DAIMLER WAY 38 11% 4 0 3 1 1 3 0 2 2 0 0 2 0 2 0 4 0 0 0
DAKOTA CLOSE 19 0% 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
DE VERE CLOSE 28 7% 2 1 1 0 1 1 0 1 1 0 0 0 2 0 2 0 0 0 0
DEFIANT WAY 36 0% 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
DOUGLAS CLOSE 120 2% 2 2 0 0 1 0 1 1 0 1 0 1 1 0 1 0 1 0 0
DOVE CLOSE 20 5% 1 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0
EAGLE CLOSE 12 0% 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
ENSIGN WAY 21 5% 1 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0
FARM CLOSE 13 15% 2 1 1 0 0 1 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 2 2 0 0 0 0
FARM LANE 32 6% 2 0 2 0 0 2 0 0 2 0 1 0 0 1 1 1 0 0 0
E?SgETERS 16 6% 1 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1
FORESTERS DRIVE 144 6% 8 1 7 0 1 6 1 5 2 1 1 3 1 3 5 2 1 0 0
GARDEN CLOSE 25 16% 4 4 0 0 3 0 1 3 0 1 1 1 1 1 3 1 0 0 0
GOLDCREST WAY 16 0% 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
GRASSMOUNT 9 22% 2 0 2 0 0 2 0 2 0 0 0 1 0 1 1 1 0 0 0
R OTE DRIVE 4 0% 0 o |o|o|of|o|o]o|o|o|o|o|o|o]|]o|]o|o]o]|o
\?V%E)AD-I—COTE PARK 65 8% 5 1 4 0 2 3 0 3 1 1 1 1 1 2 4 1 0 0 0
HAMILTON WAY 34 3% 1 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0
gngBLEY PAGE 17 0% 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
HANNIBAL WAY 7 0% 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 o |lo|o|o
HANNO CLOSE 27 4% 1 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0
HARMONY CLOSE 8 0% 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
(H:ﬁg;EMERE 13 8% 1 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0
HENGIST WAY 58 2% 1 0 1 0 1 oo 1|0 | 0] o0 1 0 0 1 | o |oflo]o
HERON WAY 43 5% 2 1 1 0 1 0 1 0 1 1 0 0 2 0 0 0 0
'C_':IL%HSEEECHES 5 0% 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
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PLUMTREE CLOSE 4 0% 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
REDFORD AVENUE 109 5% 5 0 5 0 0 5 0 1 4 0 0 1 2 2 4 1 0 0 0
REDWING ROAD 80 1% 1 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0
RHEINGOLD WAY 20 15% 3 1 1 1 1 2 0 1 1 1 1 0 1 1 2 1 0 0 0
RIDGE PARK 23 35% 8 1 7 0 1 6 1 4 4 0 2 2 1 3 8 0 0 0 0
ROE WAY 24 8% 2 2 0 0 2 0 0 2 0 0 2 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0
CR:(LDI(S;SE ROYCE 27 0% 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
gg’d?ﬁ LANE 177 8% 14 4 10 0 5 9 0 6 5 3 4 1 4 5 6 5 2 1 0
SHAW WAY 24 4% 1 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0
SOVEREIGN 15 0% 0 o |olo|o|o|o|lo|o|lo|lo|o|]o| o] o|o|o]olo
SPARTAN CLOSE 10 10% 1 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 o |1]o0/|o0
SPITFIRE ROAD 90 3% 3 1 2 0 1 1 1 1 1 1 0 0 3 0 2 1 ]o|o|o
SPRUCEOALE 42 12% 5 2 | 3|o | 3| 2o |32 |01 1|2]1|3]2]0|lo]o
STAFFORD ROAD 648 2% 15 4 10 1 2 12 1 2 11 2 2 3 8 2 3 11 0 0 1
STIRLING AVENUE 20 0% 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
i;r/EﬁLTEON 62 8% 5 1 4 0 1 4 0 2 3 0 1 1 0 3 2 3 0 0 0
SUNKIST WAY 59 8% 5 4 1 0 3 1 1 4 1 0 1 2 2 0 3 1 0 0 1
THE DRIVE 66 17% 11 1 10 0 0 9 2 1 8 2 0 0 2 9 7 2 1 0 1
THE MEAD 38 5% 2 0 2 0 0 2 0 2 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 2 0 0 0
THE NEWLANDS 47 15% 7 3 4 0 3 4 0 4 3 0 3 1 2 1 7 0 0 0 0
THE RIDGE 28 11% 3 2 1 0 2 1 0 1 0 2 1 0 2 0 3 0 0 0 0
TIMBERSLIP DRIVE 1 0% 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
TOLLHOUSE LANE 10 0% 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
TUDOR CLOSE 3 0% 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
TYPHOON WAY 41 5% 2 1 1 0 0 1 1 1 0 1 0 0 2 0 0 1 1 0 0
VANGUARD WAY 74 4% 3 2 1 0 1 1 1 2 1 0 1 0 1 1 0 3 0 0 0
VICKERS CLOSE 21 10% 2 1 0 1 2 0 0 2 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 2 0 0 0
VULCAN WAY 28 0% 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
WATERER RISE 38 26% 10 1 9 0 1 9 0 4 5 1 1 2 3 4 5 4 1 0 0
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WELLINGTON o
DRIVE 8 13% 1 0 1 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0
WOODCOTE DRIVE 4 50% 2 0 2 0 0 2 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 2 2 0 0 0 0
WOODCOTE
GREEN 14 14% 2 2 0 0 1 1 0 1 1 0 0 0 1 1 2 0 0 0 0
IOOPMANSTERNE 2 100% 2 1 1l oflo |1 |11 |l1|o0o|lo|1|o]|1]|2]0]o|lolo
Overall Response
Rate (by 4834 6% 267 83 171 13 73 170 22 115 | 112 40 42 47 85 92 150 84 25 3 5
PROPERTY)
31% | 64% | 5% | 28% | 64% | 8% | 43% | 42% | 15% | 16% | 18% | 32% | 35% | 56% | 31% | 9% | 1% | 2%
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Appendix 5. Nonsuch results

‘?“ m-e|
research

Support parking
Parking problems | Support parking controls based Which parking contols Vehicles parked on the
) in your road? controls? on neighbouring do you prefer? highway?
Properties | Response No of d?
Road Name . road?
in Road Rate responses
Free | Not
Yes | No | UnD | Yes [ No | UnD | Yes | No | unD | CPZ | PPA 0 1 2 3+
Bay | Ans.
ABINGDON CLOSE 4 25% 1 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0
ASHMERE CLOSE 9 22% 2 0 2 0 0 2 0 0 1 1 0 0 1 1 0 1 0 1
BALMORAL ROAD 39 8% 3 2 1 0 2 1 0 2 1 0 1 1 1 0 3 0 0 0
BRAEMAR ROAD 97 24% 23 8 14 1 7 13 3 10 8 5 3 5 7 8 17 5 1 0
BRIDGEWOOD 216 19% 40 28 9 3 21 14 5 25 8 7 14 6 11 9 28 11 1 0
ROAD
BUXTON
CRESCENT 88 9% 8 3 5 0 2 5 1 2 4 2 0 3 3 2 2 5 1 0
CAMBERLEY
CLOSE 40 3% 1 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0
CARLTON
CRESCENT 41 22% 9 6 1 2 6 2 1 7 1 1 2 2 2 3 3 5 1 0
CHEAM COMMON
ROAD 294 4% 13 4 8 1 8 4 1 8 4 1 3 6 2 2 8 4 1 0
CHURCH HILL 190 14% 27 17 8 2 17 7 3 19 4 4 8 5 11 3 18 9 0 0
ROAD
CHURCHLANDS 13 15% 2 1 1 0 0 2 0 1 1 0 0 0 1 1 1 1 0 0
WAY
DARCY ROAD 27 0% 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
DONNINGTON
ROAD 58 28% 16 12 1 3 11 2 3 14 1 1 5 6 3 2 6 9 1 0
DUNDELA o
GARDENS 44 32% 14 14 0 0 10 0 4 12 0 2 3 4 6 1 14 0 0 0
ESHER AVENUE 25 36% 9 1 8 0 1 8 0 1 8 0 0 0 3 6 6 2 1 0
FAIRLIGHT CLOSE 9 0% 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
GRIFFITHS CLOSE 35 0% 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
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HAMPTON ROAD 74 38% 28 25| 3| o 19| 5 | a |22 a]| 2|8 |1a] 4] 2|4 l19]al]ol]a1
(H:QEECS:ENT 17 6% 1 ol 1]lo0o|lol1]ol1]o]lolol1]o]o|ol|l1]o0o]o]o
gﬁé’ggﬁs 5 0% 0 olo|lo|olo]lololo|lo|lo|lo] o] o|o|lolol]lo]o
gg'\A’”E')\'GFORD 96 13% 12 715 o |5 |6 1|8 2|2|a|s5 ] 1] 2|83 ]1]0]o0
HILBERT ROAD 40 20% 8 3| 4 | 1| 3| a ] 1422131113 71 0]o0]o
HOBART ROAD 30 10% 3 o | 3]0 0] 3o 1210 ] 1] o0 1 1 ] 1] 2 lo]o]lo
KENLEY WALK 36 19% 7 5 | 2 0| 4] 3o 5| 2] 0] 1] 1] 3|2 151] 21 lo0]olo
éI,IA\_IIiEDSELESR 37 16% 6 a 2ol 3| 1|2 a|1]|1]2]|1]2 1 15| 1lo0ololo
i{/NE?\ISU'\éEAD 161 19% 30 11 | 16| 3 | 8 | 18| 4 | 16|13 1| 7|6 | a | 13|27 |1|0]o0
KNOLLS CLOSE 28 25% 7 5 | 2 o |5 2] 06 ] o] 1] 2] 3] 2 o | 4| 2 o] 1]o0
LATIMER CLOSE 8 13% 1 1] 0lo] 1]lo0o]o |1 ]lo0o]ol1]o0o]lo] o] 1o o0o]lo]o
EEL'(%EESTER 24 13% 3 3 lolo|3|lolols|olol1]l2]o0o]o|ol|lz2]1]o0]o0
LONDON ROAD 321 3% 11 2 | 6 | 1|4 ] 7] 03| 5] 3] 1| 1] 6] 3|65 ]0]ol]lo
LYNWOOD DRIVE 130 13% 17 4 |12 1| 2 1a| 1] 3|13 10| 2|69l a]|2]|o0]1
MALDEN ROAD 156 6% 10 1 |8 | 1] 1|8 117 211]016 ]3] 73 0o]o]o
MARLOW DRIVE 136 13% 18 5 | 12| 1 | 4 |13 ] 1|8 | 8| 2 | 1] 2| 7 8 | 16| 1 | 1] 0] o0
MORETON ROAD 62 37% 23 13| 6 | a4 |12 10| 1|12 7] a|a] 9| o0 |10] 3 /|14|all1]1
Xg‘éVNBUOéT 73 19% 14 3 11| 0| 2|11 1]|3 | 8| 3] 210 7 5 | 10| 3 |o]1]o0
OAKS AVENUE 139 19% 27 7 18] 2 | 5 |20 2 | 7 | 9 | 12| 3| 4 | 4 16|17 7 [ 2]1]o0
PALMER AVENUE 76 22% 17 3 o5 |5 |10] 2106 ]| 13| 4] a6 |14|]21]1]0]o0
PRIORY AVENUE 57 16% 9 3 |5 | 1| 3| 4] 21630211133 |81 o0]o]o
EEESFEYENT 65 18% 12 12| 0| o112 o |1 |12]0| 0| s | 3| a o 10| 2 |o]olo
PRIORY ROAD 112 12% 13 5 | 8 o | 5 | 7 1|4 7] 2 1] 174|517 [1]0]o0
ibcE",'\lLUAé\'DS 29 7% 2 1 12 lo |1l 1]lo|l1l1]ol1]1]lo]lo|l2]o0ol]o0o]lolo
ROSEDALE ROAD 4 0% 0 olo|lo|lololololo|lo|lo|lol] o] o|o|lololo]o
gg’\A'%R'NGHAM 101 17% 17 7110 0| 8|9 o|ls | 3|6 |5 ]| 3|63 |12|51]1]0]o0
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SENHOUSE ROAD 25 4% 1 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0
SPARROW FARM 86 5% 4 2| 1212|1120l 2|2]1]0|1]|4|0]o|lo]o
ROAD
ST CLAIR DRIVE 111 14% 16 7 7 2 7 7 2 8 5 3 5 1 5 5 13 2 1 0 0
STONE PLACE 1 0% 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 o oo o
STONELEIGH .
AVENUE 253 8% 20 3 17 0 1 17 2 4 13 3 1 2 11 6 12 5 3 0 0
THE MEADS 16 13% 2 1 1 0 1 1 0 1 1 0 1 0 0 1 2 0 0 0 0
THE MOUNT 42 36% 15 11 2 2 8 4 3 9 3 3 5 0 4 6 10 4 1 0 0
THE RETREAT 13 0% 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
THE SPINNEY 32 13% 4 2 2 0 2 2 0 3 0 1 1 1 2 0 0 2 2 0 0
TIMBERYARD o
MEWS 9 0% 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
TUDOR AVENUE 132 9% 12 5 6 1 3 5 4 7 3 2 5 1 1 5 8 3 1 0 0
WICKHAM
AVENUE 163 18% 30 11 19 0 10 20 0 12 14 4 6 4 10 10 24 5 1 0 0
WILLOWHAYNE
GARDENS 11 0% 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
WINDSOR ROAD 53 8% 4 2 2 0 1 3 0 1 3 1 0 2 1 1 2 1 0 0
WOODBINE LANE 25 16% 4 4 0 0 2 1 1 2 1 1 0 2 1 1 4 0 0 0 0
WORDSWORTH 152 15% 23 10 13 0 10 12 1 14 6 3 9 4 2 8 10 10 3 0 0
DRIVE
WRAYFIELD ROAD 55 25% 14 6 8 0 6 8 0 7 5 2 1 4 4 5 11 2 1 0 0
YOGA WAY 11 9% 1 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0
Overall Response
Rate (by 4436 14% 614 294 | 282 38 254 | 300 60 322 200 92 136 124 173 181 384 | 182 40 4 4
PROPERTY)
48% | 46% | 6% | 41% | 49% | 10% | 52% | 33% | 15% | 22% | 20% | 28% | 29% | 63% | 30% | 7% | 1% | 1%
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Appendix 6. Stonecot results

Support parking
Parking problems | Support parking controls based Which parking contols Vehicles parked on the
. in your road? controls? on neighbouring do you prefer? highway?
Road Name P_ropertles Response No of el
in Road Rate responses
Free | Not

Yes | No | UnD | Yes [ No | UnD | Yes | No | unD | CPZ | PPA Bay | Ans. 0 1 2 3 3+
ACACIA DRIVE 42 17% 7 5 1 1 2 2 3 3 2 2 1 1 2 3 2 5 0 0 0
ALCORN CLOSE 5 0% 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
ANDERSON
CLOSE 5 0% 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
ARDLEIGH
GARDENS 8 0% 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
ASH ROAD 64 20% 13 4 9 0 4 7 2 5 3 5 2 1 3 7 7 2 4 0 0
BARRINGTON
ROAD 112 10% 11 6 2 3 6 4 1 7 3 1 2 2 2 5 3 4 4 0 0
BEECHES ROAD 62 10% 6 3 3 0 2 2 2 3 2 1 2 1 1 2 4 1 1 0 0
BEECHMORE o
GARDENS 38 8% 3 2 1 0 0 3 0 0 3 0 0 0 2 1 0 2 1 0 0
BROCKS DRIVE 171 20% 35 8 26 1 6 27 2 9 20 6 3 3 10 19 18 17 0 0 0
BURLEIGH ROAD 81 12% 10 5 5 0 5 5 0 5 3 2 1 1 4 4 5 2 3 0 0
CAVERSHAM o
AVENUE 45 16% 7 5 2 0 3 2 2 5 2 0 3 0 1 3 6 1 0 0 0
CHATHAM CLOSE 28 18% 5 4 1 0 2 2 1 2 1 2 2 0 1 2 3 2 0 0 0
CHERTSEY DRIVE 55 24% 13 1 11 1 2 10 1 4 7 2 1 3 4 5 4 6 3 0 0
EGHAM CLOSE 8 13% 1 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0
EGHAM
CRESCENT 82 23% 19 5 13 1 3 15 1 3 14 2 2 2 6 9 12 6 1 0 0
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ELM ROAD WEST 9 0% 0 o | o 0 0 o | ol o
EPSOM ROAD 106 0% 0 o | o 0 0 o | ol o
FIR ROAD 16 6% 1 o | 1 1 0 o | o | 1
FOREST ROAD 57 11% 6 > | 4 4 3 3 |6 | o0
(F:glégcs;@fo'\'s 9 0% 0 o | o 0 0 o | ol o
FOXTON WAY 5 0% 0 o | o 0 0 o | o] o
FROSMORE 18 0% 0 o | o 0 0 o | o | o
R OOMORE 19 5% 1 o | 1 1 1 1] 0 | 1
ST GREEN 277 5% 13 6 | 7 5 4 2 | 8 | 5
oL PARK 27 220% 6 4 | 2 2 2 > | 1| s
CoaLORNE 45 9% 4 1| 3 4 2 2 | 3 |1
e NE 46 9% 4 3 | 1 1 0 o | 2 | 2
oo 177 15% 27 11 | 16 18 17 13 | 16 | 10
HASLAM AVENUE 22 18% 4 3 | 1 1 1 1| 2 | 2
HENLEY AVENUE 197 12% 23 4 | 16 17 14 11 | 11 | 10
HILL TOP 24 17% 4 1| 1 1 1 o | 3 | 1
KEW CRESCENT 66 18% 12 5 | 6 7 3 5 | 8 | 4
e TON PARK 16 0% 0 o | o 0 0 o | ol o
KIMPTON ROAD 35 29% 10 10| o 0 0 8 | 3| o
s TON 101 12% 12 5 | 7 8 7 5 | 6 | 5
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LONDON ROAD 106 1% 1 0 1 0 0 1 0 1 1 0 0 1
MIDWAY 18 17% 3 3 0 0 0 1 0 1 1 0 3 0
MINDEN ROAD 28 0% 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
MOLESEY DRIVE 52 23% 12 2 10 0 10 1 9 2 3 7 5 6
MORDEN WAY 107 6% 6 4 2 0 2 1 1 2 3 0 0 5
MORLEY ROAD 37 8% 3 0 3 0 3 0 2 1 1 2 1 2
OAKDENE MEWS 21 0% 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
OLDFIELDS ROAD 52 2% 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1
POPLAR ROAD 55 15% 8 3 5 0 5 0 3 1 1 3 5 1
RIDGE ROAD 249 8% 20 4 14 2 14 3 10 4 8 7 12 5
ROMANY
GARDENS 18 6% 1 0 1 0 1 0 1 0 0 1 0 1
RUTLAND DRIVE 3 0% 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
SANDIFORD
ROAD 13 0% 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
SELWOOD ROAD 41 15% 6 2 4 0 4 1 3 1 0 3 4 1
SHERBORNE
ROAD 30 13% 4 4 0 0 0 1 0 1 1 0 2 2
ST CECILIAS o
CLOSE 5 0% 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
ST MARGARETS 0
AVENUE 112 46% 51 13 1 37 2 42 4 39 17 28 30 19
STAINES AVENUE 57 25% 14 6 8 0 9 1 8 2 3 6 4 7
STONECOT o
CLOSE 30 13% 4 1 3 0 3 0 3 0 1 3 3 1
STONECOT HILL 185 3% 5 4 0 1 4 0 3 0 3 1 0 3
SUNBURY ROAD 31 16% 5 2 3 0 3 0 3 1 2 2 2 2
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SUTTON .
COMMON ROAD 266 4% 10 7 3 0 7 3 0 7 3 0 3 3 1 3 6 4 0 0 0
TAUNTON CLOSE 55 15% 8 4 4 0 3 4 1 3 4 1 3 0 2 3 6 1 1 0 0
THE CLOSE 18 11% 2 1 1 0 1 1 0 1 1 0 1 0 0 1 2 0 0 0 0
THOMPSON .
CLOSE 5 0% 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
TONFIELD ROAD 100 10% 10 2 8 0 1 8 1 3 6 1 1 0 6 3 4 5 1 0 0
VIOLET CLOSE 18 11% 2 0 2 0 0 2 0 1 1 0 1 1 0 0 1 1 0 0 0
WALTON AVENUE 91 21% 19 5 14 0 4 12 3 7 7 5 2 7 5 5 11 8 0 0 0
WARNER AVENUE 37 24% 9 5 1 3 4 4 1 7 0 2 1 4 2 2 6 3 0 0 0
WATSON AVENUE 29 10% 3 0 3 0 0 3 0 0 2 1 0 0 1 2 1 2 0 0 0
WEALDSTONE o
ROAD 8 13% 1 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1
WESTBOURNE o
AVENUE 50 10% 5 2 2 1 2 3 0 2 2 1 1 1 1 2 2 3 0 0 0
WHITTAKER o
ROAD 65 8% 5 3 2 0 3 2 0 3 1 1 1 1 2 1 3 1 1 0 0
WILLOW WALK 17 6% 1 0 1 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0
WINDSOR o
AVENUE 151 16% 24 16 8 0 10 11 3 11 11 2 5 5 6 8 12 8 3 1 0
WOODSTOCK o
AVENUE 53 9% 5 3 1 1 2 1 2 2 1 2 2 0 2 1 4 1 0 0 0
paopSTOCK 39 8% 3 21 lo |1 |1 |21 |1 |11 1|0 1] 1]|3]o0o]ol|olo
Overall Response

Rate (by 4330 12% 508 203 | 246 59 145 | 265 98 186 | 206 | 116 80 79 140 209 | 265 | 189 51 2 1

PROPERTY)
40% | 48% | 12% | 29% | 52% | 19% | 37% | 41% | 23% | 16% | 16% | 28% | 41% | 52% | 37% | 10% | 0% | 0%
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Appendix 7. Worcester Park results
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Support parking
Parking problems | Support parking controls based Which parking contols Vehicles parked on the
in your road? controls? on neighbouring do you prefer? highway?
Properties | Response No of road?
Road Name in Road Rate responses
Free | Not
Yes | No | UnD | Yes [ No | UnD | Yes | No | unD | CPZ | PPA 0 1 2 3 3+
Bay | Ans.
AMESBURY o
CLOSE 11 0% 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
ANDREWS CLOSE 17 18% 3 2 1 0 1 2 0 1 2 0 0 1 2 0 1 2 0 0 0
BEAUMONT DRIVE 120 2% 2 0 1 1 0 1 1 0 1 1 0 0 2 0 1 0 1 0 0
BEDFORD ROAD 16 25% 4 2 2 0 1 2 1 2 1 1 0 2 0 2 2 0 0 1 1
BEVERLEY o
GARDENS 16 0% 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
BEVERLEY ROAD 43 12% 5 3 2 0 2 2 1 2 2 1 2 1 1 1 5 0 0 0 0
BISLEY CLOSE 39 21% 8 4 4 0 2 4 2 5 3 0 1 5 0 2 1 5 2 0 0
BOSCOMBE ROAD 143 12% 17 5 12 0 4 12 1 7 7 3 3 2 4 8 9 5 2 1 0
BRECON CLOSE 11 45% 5 1 4 0 1 4 0 2 3 0 1 1 0 3 4 1 0 0 0
BRINKLEY ROAD 140 11% 15 4 11 0 2 13 0 3 10 2 0 5 4 6 7 6 2 0 0
BROOKSIDE
CRESCENT 16 13% 2 1 1 0 1 0 1 1 0 1 0 1 0 1 2 0 0 0 0
BROWNING
AVENUE 144 8% 12 5 4 3 3 6 3 6 5 1 2 2 5 3 8 4 0 0 0
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BUCKLAND WAY 175 15% 26 10 | 14 8 | 16 12 | 13 10 | 18
BURNHAM DRIVE 67 27% 18 10 | 8 10 | 8 12 | s 5 | o
E\A/EEBECK 154 15% 23 8 | 14 6 | 16 8 | 10 11 | 14
gfg;ERBURY 9 0% 0 o | o o | o o | o o | o
CARTERS CLOSE 54 17% 9 s | 1 4 | 1 5 | 1 2 | 3
CAVERLEIGH WAY 67 9% 6 2 | 3 1| 2 3 | 1 3 | a
CENTRAL ROAD 374 2% 7 5 | 2 1| 4 2 | 4 1|1
ggﬁgM'NSTER 45 7% 3 1] 1 1| 2 1| 2 1] o
S(H)E\gM COMMON 294 4% 13 4 | s 8 | 4 8 | a 2 | 8
CHILTERN CLOSE 16 0% 0 o | o o | o o | o o | o
%@EEES 105 6% 6 4 | 2 3 | 2 4 | 2 3 | a4
COLBORNE WAY 105 12% 13 2 | 9 2 | 7 4 | s 4 | 7
CONRAD DRIVE 59 12% 7 3 | 3 3 | 3 4 | 3 2 | 3
COTSWOLD WAY 177 3% 5 3 | 2 3 | 2 3 | 1 1| 2
ggXSTENAY 49 22% 11 9 | 1 9 | 1 10 | 1 2 | 7
COVEY ROAD 15 0% 0 o | o o | o 0o | o o | o
CRESTON WAY 56 0% 0 o | o o | o o | o o | o
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v 5 40% 2 1 1 o | 1 0
P ENOMBE 22 27% 6 3 2 2 | 1 4
DORCHESTER o1 11% 10 7 6 1 | 8 8
DORKING CLOSE 18 6% 1 1 1 0 1 1
EBBISHAM ROAD 54 9% 5 1 1 0 2 4
EDWARDS CLOSE 16 6% 1 1 1 0 1 0
ELM WAY 45 20% 9 2 1 2 4 3
FARM WAY 72 15% 11 2 3 1 5 4
FORDHAM CLOSE 5 0% 0 0 0 0 0 0
GARETH CLOSE 8 38% 3 1 1 0 2 1
GLYN ROAD 37 11% 4 3 3 0 3 3
SgﬁgDISON 35 20% 7 0 2 1 4 6
GREEN LANE 113 17% 19 13 11 1 11 16
gfgﬂgléETON 20 5% 1 0 0 0 0 0
HANDSIDE CLOSE 25 12% 3 2 2 0 2 0
(HB':ZRIE)EEN’LESRE 42 10% 4 4 3 0 3 1
Ao AERLEA 53 4% 2 0 0 o | o 2
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HILL CRESCENT 56 16% 9 2 5 1 8 0 3 4 1 5 5 1
HUNTINGDON
GARDENS 54 11% 6 2 4 2 4 0 1 4 0 3 2 2
INVERNESS ROAD 31 13% 4 2 2 2 2 0 2 2 0 1 3 1
LANCASTER WAY 60 3% 2 1 1 1 1 0 1 1 1 0 0 1
LANGLEY AVENUE 96 17% 16 6 9 6 9 1 9 4 3 5 8 7
LAVENDER o
AVENUE 83 10% 8 5 2 5 3 0 6 1 5 1 3 4
LEWISTON CLOSE 44 5% 2 1 1 2 0 0 2 0 1 0 2 0
LIBERTY CLOSE 8 0% 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
LINCOLN ROAD 33 18% 6 4 2 4 1 1 5 1 3 1 0 5
LINDSAY ROAD 127 27% 34 16 16 12 22 0 12 20 9 12 15 13
LINGFIELD ROAD 19 21% 4 3 1 2 1 1 2 1 2 1 3 0
LLOYD ROAD 48 13% 6 3 3 2 4 0 2 2 0 2 3 3
LONDON ROAD 290 2% 6 2 4 2 3 1 3 2 0 2 2 2
LONGFELLOW 227 23% 52 42 8 36 13 3 37 12 27 8 6 37
ROAD
MENDIP CLOSE 19 11% 2 0 2 0 2 0 0 1 0 2 0 0
MERRILANDS o
ROAD 56 13% 7 6 0 6 1 0 6 1 3 0 4 3
MORNINGSIDE o
ROAD 33 15% 5 1 3 2 3 0 3 1 1 2 4 1
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PARKVIEW

CRESCENT 37 0% 0 0 0 0 0 0

PEARING CLOSE 8 25% 2 0 2 0 0 2

PEMBURY

AVENUE 17 18% 3 1 2 0 1 3

PONDSIDE o

AVENUE 27 0% 0 0 0 0 0 0

PORTLAND o

CLOSE 16 25% 4 1 3 0 1 2

QUANTOCK DRIVE 7 0% 0 0 0 0 0 0

ROSE END 11 0% 0 0 0 0 0 0

RUSKIN DRIVE 95 18% 17 6 9 2 7 11

SHERBROOKE o

WAY 141 3% 4 0 4 | o | o 3

SHRUBLAND o

GROVE 28 7% 2 2 0 0 2 0

SOMERSET

CLOSE 14 7% 1 0 1 0 0 0

SOUTHWOOD

CLOSE 65 12% 8 8 2 2 4 1

ST PHILIPS

AVENUE 152 14% 21 12 10 2 10 13

STANTON CLOSE 12 0% 0 0 0 0 0 0

SUTHERLAND o

GARDENS 9 11% 1 1 0 0 1 1
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THAMES AVENUE 41 0% 0 o/l o]l o|lo|lo|o|lo|lo|o|lo|lo|o|o|o|o|o]|o]o
RPALGAR 63 6% 4 2 1|1 |2]o|2]2]o0of2|1|0|1]|2]3]1]0]o0]o
TRENT WAY 47 13% 6 o| e | oo | 4| 2|3 |3|o0o|l2|1]1|2/|1|4|1]0]o0
NASHINGTON 199 21% 42 32 | 8 | 2 | 2| 14| 6 |27| 9| 6 |10]17 |20 ]| 5 |14a]2]| 2 |0]o0
XVVEE"NL{B\ISTON 39 18% 7 3|4 |o0o|6|lo]1|6]o0o]| 12|15 o] 1|3 |3]1]o0]o0
‘éVLEOSSTé"OUNT 91 9% 8 3|5 | o | 3|4 1|3 4| 21|2]2|12]3]|8|o]ol|o]lo
QIVBORNE 26 27% 7 5 | 2| o | 4| 1| 2|5 |11 |14 1| 1|a]z2]1]0]o0
CHIESTER 15 0% 0 ol ol ololo|]o|lo|lo|]o|o|lo|o|o|lo|]o]|o]olo
Overall Response
Rate (by 5642 | 11% 614 300 | 267 | 38 | 260 | 289 | 65 | 319 | 221 | 72 | 115 | 177 | 148 | 174 | 302 | 243 | 61 | 4 | 4
PROPERTY)

50% | 43% | 6% | 42% | 47% | 11% | 52% | 36% | 12% | 19% | 29% | 24% | 28% | 49% | 40% | 10% | 1% | 1%
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Appendix 8. Repondent profile

16 - 24 years 1%

25 - 34 years 231 7%

35 - 44 years 584 17%

45 - 54 years 630 18%

55 - 64 years 702 20%

65 - 74 years 593 17%

75 - 84 years 218 6%

85+ years 38 1%

Not Answered 170 5%

Prefer not to say 262 8%

Gender No %
Female 1427 41%
Male 1516 44%
Not Answered 188 5%
Prefer not to say 308 9%
Prefer to self-describe 10 0%
Ethnicity No %
Asian/ Asian British 152 4%
Black/ African/ Caribbean/ Black

British 43 1%
Mixed or multiple ethnic groups 47 1%
Not Answered 193 6%
Other ethnic group 56 2%
Prefer not to say 497 14%
White 2461 71%
Disability No %

No 2601 75%

Not answered 179 5%

Prefer not to say 301 9%




Caring responsibilities

No

No 1593 46%
Not Answered 211 6%
Prefer not to say 376 11%
Yes, Children 844 24%
Yes, Children with disability or additional need 107 3%
Yes, Other dependents 119 3%
Yes, Parent with disability or additional need 112 3%
Yes, Partner with disability or additional need 87 3%

Marital status No %
Civil partnership 19 1%
Cohabiting 207 6%
Divorced 153 4%
Married 1895 55%
Not Answered 203 6%
Other 16 0%
Prefer not to say 465 13%
Separated 23 1%
Single 293 8%
Widowed 175 5%
Religion No %
Agnostic 122 4%
Atheist 194 6%
Buddhist 17 0%
Christian 1360 39%
Hindu 76 2%
Humanist 11 0%
Jewish 6 0%
Muslim 34 1%
No religion or belief 603 17%
Not Answered 206 6%
Other religion or belief 56 2%
Prefer not to say 759 22%
Sikh 5 0%

m-e|
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Appendix 9. Consultation materials

= Poster
= |eaflet
= Letter to residents

= Questionnaire



Parking consultation
for your street

We want your views on parking in your area.

We're consulting residents across the borough
as part of our borough-wide parking strategy
and we want you to have your say.

The consultation for Geographical Area 3
includes parts of Cheam North, Worcester
Park, Beddington and Wallington runs until
Thursday 17 October, 2019.

To comment, fill in the online form
sutton.gov.uk/parkingstrategy or pick
up a leaflet from your local library.

Find the full details @

sutton.gov.uk/parkingstrategy Sutton

m.e.| Measurement Evaluation Learning: Using evidence to shape better services Page 56

research



Leaflet

| The key objective of managing parking s to help manage the scarce resource of parking space
| by prioritising cerlain types of parking - usually to assist residents and visitors rather than
| commuters for example.

| Three main options for parking solutions are:
|« Controlled Parking Zones - permit required.
+ Permit Parking Area - permit required.
| » Free bay - no permit required,
| In some areas we may seek 1o intraduce double yellow lines at key locations to improve road
| safety and maintain access
| How much would a permit cost?

| Resident permit costs are standardised across Sutton and are based on vehicie type, fuel

| type and COp emissions. Annual permit prices start at £40, with Sutton parking permit prices
amongst the lowest in London, Residents can also obtain visitor permits. We offer up to 50

| hours of free visitor permits per year, if you need mare than this you can purchase them.

| Displacement

| When responding to the survey, please take into account that if parking controls are introduced
| in neighbouring roads, it is bkely that the vehicles displaced (commuters and residents avoiding
| chargesi from neighbouring roads could increase pressure for parking on your road If your road
| Is not ncluded in the parking controls,

It may be useful 1o visit our website (sutton.gov.uk/parkingstrategy) to identify if schemes
from adjacent roads or areas are being introduced, patentially causing parking displacement
into your road/area.
| How can | give my views?
| Please complete the online survey that closes on Thursday 17 October, 2019
| Only one submission will be accepted per household.

| If you're not able to get anline, you can request a paper version of the questionnare
| by calling 020 8770 5000 or by collecting a survey from your local library.

!

'Find the full details . -\
‘sutton.gov.uk/parkingstrategy 1
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Letter to residents

HAVE YOUR SAY )

P SUTTON

smon.gwdnlw’*'"gsmmy
gemT
———
Dear Resident

| am writing ta you to get your feedback about parlang in your streat.

With resident surveys consistently identifyeng on-street parking as one of
the izsues of Maost concern to residents in the borough, the council has
adopted a borough-wide Parking Strategy to identify parking pressures n
Sutton. The parlang strategy forms part of Sutton’s overall five-year plan
Ambxticus for Sutton

Both plans seek Lo take 4 cohesive, cross-heroush view of parking options
and future-proof Sutton's parking availabity to help residents in the yaars
1o come.

it is not our intention to caver the berough in parking restnctions, bt there
are saome areas n Sutton where there are simply too many cars and If we
don't do something scon, we will run out of space for everybady 1o park
their car,

Emergency services and waste collection contractors have reported issues
gainng access to some streets. Ongoing growsh in population with new
housing developments, commuter parking pressures near radkway stations
and wide-spread dependency on motor vehicle travel in the borough mean
that we need to review our partong controls,

The Parking Strategy consultations aim to take stock of parking across
the borough and enable you to “have your say” about parking on your
street, Al this stage, we ust want to know what you think and whether
you believe there are issues. We are not proposing any specific parking
wchemes at this stage,

Cur parking strategy is being rolied aul in three geographsc areas,
This is the first stage of consultation for residents in Geographical

Area 3 which covers parts of Cheam North, Worcester Park, Beddington
and Wallington *
Sutton
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How can | give my views? 1
Please complete the ontine survey that closes on Thursday October, 17, 2019, B
The survey can be found at sutton.gov.uk/parkingstrategy

Only one submisson will b2 accepted per housenold,

If you're not able to get anline, you can request a paper version of the ¥
questonnaire by calling 020 8770 5000 or by picking one up from your
local library.

Further Frequentty Asked Questions are avallable on the Council's website
sutton.gov.uk/parkingstrategy

What happaens next?

The dedsion on whether or not to proceed with the next step, will be based on
the responses received during ths fivst consultation along with cutcomes of our
own parking beat surveys.

The responses o thes questionnaire will help us understand. In mare detall, areas
of parking pressures and any concems from residents about their daily parking
isues, Well then be able to design parking measures specifically for those roads/
areas that are identified in this réview

For more information about the parking strategy, please read the enclosed
information (eaflet

Yours sincerely,

Mo !ﬂl Aol

Clir Manuel Abellan
Chair of Sutton Council
Environment and Nelghbourhood Committee

Sutton
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Questionnaire

Help us understand your
street’'s parking

{ i fyin
[ ident SUMVEYS coﬂmtem'ly nde:g fy\mgs :
N rking as one of the ssue i ok
on-weett?fesxdems in the porough. dsvae
conizr;\med a bomugh-mde pParking
nas

lne via
1s0 complete our parking Survey on
Youcanad

33
\M
23
ik
.§§
=
;'%%
ok
s
i
83
£
\L =l
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The parking strategy forms part of Sutton’s
overall five-year plan Ambitious for Sutton.

Jceh plans seek to 1ake a cobesgve, cross-borcugh vew
ol parking options and future-peaot Suttan's parking
avaianity to nelp rescents in the years 1o come.

Put smply, there are some srens i Sutton where thers
are 100 many cacs and If we don't do something soan
wie epdl rum cut of spece for everybody 10 park their car.

EMargency sensoes arxd waste colction contracton
hawe «pared B5ues gIINING Aaroess 1N same Sireals
Crgoing growth = populitiaon with rew housing
developrments, carrnber parking pressures and
wile-saread Gependency O molor vetacle traved

1 U DOeowLgh mean Thot we need 1o review S
parking controls

The Parking Strateqy consullations seak 10 ke 51004
of parking acrons 1he HOCLeh and anable eidents O
Tane thar siy” or peopasals far parking in ther sl-eats
W kndrev These 155065 30@ N0X Telt aviryanen Dut we
are hean for residdents 10 give 15 thair peespedinm as
YOu Wil KNow the 1SSues iIMpacting yous sLraet

Our parking strategy < beng roled out in three phases,
vath exch phase cowvering dfferent WOCRIANG ACrass

the borough. Thes survey IS for Geographical Area 3,
where we'll D2 consuiting with same residents and
businesses in the Cheam Nortn, 'Woecestar Pk,
Bedaingron and Wallington areas, as shown n the
blue areas highfighted on the man balow

This i the first corsuliotion of three that will take
place n Geographecal Area 5 AL this stag= we wan!
o undearstand your general views on parking in your
iocal sren

What are we reviewing?

The Parking Strategy seeks (o proside the baest-

SLItd salulion 10 tha parking Bsues of apch wras

Qur condtanons wil takd s socount rasicent and
husingss feaaback along with corseation ol ongong
4t hture impect of loos ettractors includng raiwey
stabons, hospasts. educabional msbtubions, car porks,
supershares and tigh streets It may be that in your ares,
nothing wil change, because the coreonsus 1S that the
aurrent arrangements are worsing satstaciocky It wil
Arly De a1 future stages that we wil consult you akout
ATy spcific proposals.

Consultation Areas:
S Areal

Arga 2 {Consultation = due in Autumn 2019]
B Araa 3 (Consuitation cioses 17 October, 2019)

Consultation Areas:

Geographical Area 1
Includes parts of Belmont, Carshaiton

Central, 5t Helier, Sutton Central,

Sutton North, Sutton South, Sutton West,
The Wrythe, Wallingten North and
Wandle Valley.

Geographical Area 2

Includes parts of Cheamn and Belmont,
Carshalton Central, Carshalton South
and Clockhouse.

Geographical Area 3
Includes parts of Cheam North, Worcester
Park, Beddington and Wallington.
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IF iz corsensus (s thet parking 5 & probleen m pour
street - what are ihe poisible parking solutions?

Controlied Parking Zone (CPT)
Permit Scheme

i CPZ i an anea where parking oconknols are imnoduced
o priviect the parking needs of residents and their
wishors, as weell as thase of local businesses. Al raad
space ina CFF & managed by the introduction of
parking cortrals. Farking & arly pemmiibed whise
sadety, acoess and sight ines are nok comaramised

& & normal prection in g CPZ 5 introoucs dowbie
ik rees at key iocstions much &= at jurctions, b=nds,
turning heads and at specific locations along lengths
of roads where parking would impede the passing of
vehicks. K = alzo necessary ho provice sirghs welos
lines (aHectve during the CPE hours of operationd
wtere the kerb & lorsvened, Le, ot Cromsoassrs far
driveways. Parking bays are marksd on the camageway
3 Indicale 1o metoreis whers thiey Can paek.

Iria CPZ the operatianal times far the single yeliow
linag are irgicaled an signe a8 wiy srter e zone,
Crcpiaknlee o focray linee résgirctions G nit reguire signe. In
e shigvce of edng resinchons yaw may shop on a
welicrey line 1o lopd or unkboad goosds for g lriked perod
ol tirrse. Al parking places wighin 8 CPE are ingivcuslly
sigresd 1o ermune that maiornists see geane af the
operabongl trnes and conditicns, This ensyures s the
Lays sre fully enforceshie.

Tex iy e Sireal chilles, gy aMart B o de
ANEUn dgre are placed On AEEsing sireal fuminineg,
§Ch as larg Columens oF SignE ang Cormbimned wilh
CRRAF SRR Bigne

Ina CFZ, residents and thair viskors are given prioriy 1o
use the aoprapriabe parking plces by displaying a valid
parmil or vowcher in respect of that 2ore:. Hovear,

a parkiregg penmit cors not give e hodier the right

1o pavk aukskde & particular premises, and does not
guaranicc a0 avallable parking space. Thane i5 a dhangse
for permils.

Parmit Parking Area (PPA)

& PP iz am aliernetive Ioa CPE schemes Ina PP all
sirests are 2Pt o o king canbols and wehicks may
park anly when displaying a valid penrmit far thet FP&
dunng the cperabonal hours.

The cperational rmes of the PP are indicated on ertry
sigres &5 you enler the arealzone with resigeris and
Bnaie wisi hars Daing given pricrity threughout the kours
ol cparaticn

A PPA garsrally allows for slightly mane parking
capacity as bays arh ned formally marked and nesiclenis
ot albibe 10 park acnoks ther drapped barhg ebacla
crossoyers) duning the cperalicona, Furs with & vald
permit. Howsser, they aee niod alvwengs sdtad b for sy
locatkon, depending on e st s,

Doubbe yeliow lines will stil be wsed for safety reasans,
for mampie at junclicns, bends, cul-de-sacs eic.
There are generally no marked Days ina PP, noweser
acdiional bays can b= inboduced, o retained whers
thiey siresdy mast, such as tres Umited dree basys,
loading bays or dsabled bays. Thess bays will be
marked ool and sigred aporopratety.

& parking permil does rol give Bne holder e nghs
B pirs Cuilgi® @ partioular premises, and does not
recEsan by puarsniee an svailabie parking space.
Thers i a dherge for pammigs.

“Frea Bay” schama

A Frase fery scheme will kool very similar o s OP2,
Single yellses brwes, double yellaw Bres arsd parking
bays sre shll marked out on the carragewsy bke & CPZ,
hiorweaer, no g s reguired Do park n the marked
bays. Therefore. no permit sgns or posts are eguined.
The single yeliow line operabng times in a Free Bay
scheme gereraly opeate for only an hour duning the
week e.g. Mon-Fri, Ilam-Micday

These limes wilk b Snoawm on the ey Signs a5 you
enkey the 2ome. These Dypes af comnals ans moss
effective in roads that kase a high amownt of oif -streat
pariing, meaning that resdenis can genenally park meir
wehichers im ther driveway. Ampbodly can park in the
marked ks, with no resed for a permi.

The dizaguantages of & free bay scheme is tat @ does
nod remaes short-Semm commuiers, resicenks sl nese
o campete with commubers for park ng beys and
residerds wil be ureble o park scroas their drivessays
during fres-bay operational times. Howesesr, esidenss
de ral resd 1o purchase a permit
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SUTTON'S PARKING SURVEY

Take part between Thursday 5 September and Thursday 17 October, 2019.

This questionraine seeks pour views O pekreg i your
strent. The miormstion wou peosids sl anly be used
far this propect and anakysad ic belp understard parkng
isyees and possibke solutions on irdaidual strests
soross the boroogh. Plesse provide cres response pesr
houz=hald. Your details wall De kepe siricily combidential
mnd wil reat b= shaved with 3 third party. Please nobs
thuat resporess cannod be cormcered wRhout 8 name,
sddress and pastoode being provided.

Fe=dback on the results of this cansutatian wil be
prosided &t &0 upooming Local Committes meseting
1 FOr ansa Far details of wenues anad dabes 3200
sutton gov ukd parkingstrategy |Clck on Events)

1. 'What Is vour Pull namse?

2. et is your peatal sddeaed

Pagtcesdn

5. What s your emalil address? [cpzanall

4. What i your telepha g Rmibed? (o pional

5. Doyl il theea §i 8 parkeng problem in your osd ¥
Plaacss Bk Grvg Bom Gy

0 ¥emn I Ha O] Undeciged

8. Wouwld you support proposed parking comntrols ins
your road? Please fick one bow only,

[ ¥es O Ho [ Undiecided
7. Wauld you suppart Parking Cortrali in your road,
il yorih ks Ehak your naighbouring roed was getting
controbsl Plesse tich one box only

[ ¥us [ Mo [ Undecided

&, H you support parking combrals for your road,
which wauld be your preferred apticn?
Please bk ore box anly.

OcCrz PP, O Free Bay

¥ Haw many vehicles do you useslly park on
the street? Plmaze tick one bax anly.

O Hane Ocne

I Theee [ Mos tham thines

O T

10. Are tkere any sddfticnal camemants that you waouwlsd
il be ke about parking in power dreat? o, plesse
s Lhi Do Bsiddi;
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EQUALITY MONITORING

Thizsia Guastons e o monilanng and analyes
prpis aely, W and aaking theem S0 that through
this cornkuRanian v ang able 2 ghe due regard b our
iecschen s prnbea e charsctertethcos wndar e Ecpiality
ACH 2010

It & Ak earmpriliary IO arcemar thake quailicrd, any
infcrrulioe yoa proade will be kel singily corlaential
1l inwhich sge group are youl Flease ook ore box only
Cl16-34 yamen [ 25-34 years
14524 years | 35-404 poars

Cinder 16 yeors
) 55—d4 years
[65=74 yoars

[O75-84 poars [ 85+ years

Ll Prefer recd B gaiy

13 How waould you devoribae your sthnic graup or
background? Slease tick sre box only

ClAsiand Asian Onbzh

O Blacks Africard Cariobzand Black @nbsh
[Jsiwed or mulliple sihnic groups

[ Wrare:

O Caher atine groap

[0 Priefer mt 10 Say

13. Do you consiger yourself 1o hre o desbility?
A prysical or menial mpsrment which hes 8 long-term

achazrse effect onyour abibty %0 camy cut nonmal day
icday acivioes = The bBquality act L1 Fleass bok all

thad apply

O i

O ¥, aMacting hearing
[ ‘fems. & llearrvineg chisabifity
[ fes, arsather foem of cisabibty O Prefer not to sy

C1es, affacting mobdlicy
Tes, affactng weiom
e, rrerrial il-hreslth

14. Which of the following best describes your gender?
Flease Hoh o b Efl.ﬁ'

L Femals
[ Pester b seF-descnbe

sl
[ Prefer nat b sy

15, Winas i pour faitnd’ religiony’ belist?
Meane tick ane box anky:

[ Agnostic ) Athet [] Buddhist
[ Chiristian [ Hindu [ Humariss
L Jewish Ll Muslim Ll Sikh

[ Crreer reBigioen o ekt [ M nedgicn o belef

O Praxfar rect o gay

16, Arw you prégnant or Gn mabe ity bease,
ar have pow recently returmied Trom msternity leave
{yrithir thes last year|?

Fleass tick ane Dox only

L1 (] L] Prafied meat Ioe Sary

17, Do you hasw ey canrg mespormibilities?
Flagrsa gk all Bk apply

e, Chigdnen

e, Children with desbility or additionasl reed
[ Ye=s. Parent with disability or addibonal need
(Ol ¥e=s. Parener with dissnility or addibonal need
O ez, Onher dependents

I Ho

[ Freter ret b say

18, What i your marital sbatai? Plasse Dok one Bde orily
CCohsbiting [ Civi partrerstip O Dvomced
O Single [ S=porated
O 'widicrased O Cenar L1 Frefer mal b Say

Ol MAzrried

1% How did you hear about this coniulation?
Plegeas lich ore Bhal mcat apples

O Lot ched g L iy w0V St Courncil Whakoning
Ol Facebook
LI ¥ord af mouth

O Sutkan Seene #-buletin
LI Tugter
O Frasm ry library O fram my Councilloe

[ Cehir, plaass state balones

Thank you for taking part in our Parking Survey

Please return this Parking Survey (Stage 1) - using the

re-paid ervelope — by Thursday 17 October, 2019
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How do parking controls wark?

The ks abpeciig of Maraging parking & 1o kel
manage tha SCACA rssurca of parking space Iy
pricwitising carlain ypses ¢f parking - usaally W assst
residerts and vid#ors ralhar Bhan comirnilarg loe
exarpple Within any Perrnit Scharw (CFT ard PRA)
anly those resdents withn the sore are entithed G
permmils Thoss without permils will ot be sbie G
park wathin the pemi bays aor pemmi srea during e
aperatioral tres.

Cauncil apposrned Chil Enforcemest Ofcers will
artorng the corinals by Esding Anes'Peralty Charge
Maticas [PCHs o vehicles parked in contravertion
af the restricticns. Dutsics the cortralad tmes the
FEEIFICTONS &g Nt anfonced

Haowever, Civil Enforcement Ofticers will ssue

PLCNs far aryy othar parking conbrnantian such s

jpar kireg an cauble yellow lines, Teobsays and parking
ACraEs individual crossovers withoul the property
crawiis corsent The Coundl aims bo reach a balanoe
Esefveiziin i needs of the residents and the salety of all
read e

It may b= thal in some arsas, even if we do not
iniroduce comprenensive parking comirals, e wall siill
Sizch o mnoduce gauble yellow [ines o ey locations
b impross rood sadety and maint2in aoosss.

How much would a permit cost?

Remmichint Pavrrnit ooty ae stand archasd strods Suiban
and are based on wehicke fype, huel bpe arsd Col
emisskans. Anrsal permk prices skack at £S5, wikh
Sution parking permit prices amongst the bosest in
Lorndon. Aesidents can also obiain vsiloe permiks. Ve
ciffar up ta 50 hours of Tree visbor perm s per e, F
i reeld e than this you can punchase them.

Displacemeant

Winen respomding b the sureey pleate ke rie
pocount that if parking contréls ans intreduced n
nexjhisouring raads, i s lksly that the vebclis
displaced [commuiers ard meaderts gvociing charges)
fram neighbouring masds could increase pressore for
parking on your road if your rosd & not includsd n the
parking coerirals,

It sy B el 1o vish Sur wetriite itien gosukl
parkingstrategyl b ierdily ¥ scnamses am agiacenl
oy or preas are being inkrcduced, potentialy Sauging
parking gisplacemsnl inlG your roadfaras

Hever can | give my views?

Please complets and relurn s sureey oy
Thursday 17 Doiober, 2013

nly one submission will b2 accepted per haousehald

e el Ut e Do The M D of FeEEannses FRceivad
dunrsg 4 puic Cordulaticn S Fis dize § wall gt b
possble a relidually reply 1o each respancern. Wa
wlegee waur comments reganding this corsuliaton,
all of which wall be cormdiend Bding The counci

ol lopm aryy propsEd o

Furthes Fraguerily Asked Quastions ane available an b
Cepurssal's weleale SUELan. gan, Ll ipulriing & ratle gy

What happens nent?

Thi dechian cn sinethar of not o prooced with the
Pt flep, will be based on the responses neceyed
durning this st consdkation akong with informaticn
o our parking beat survis and ofhar sechndcal
CONEHIRTAL0NE.

The responsss 1o this guestanraine wil help us
understand, in mons detal, parking peoblems residEns
face oin o dadly basis. We'll them be able o design any
parking measurss 1or your reacfanea.

‘Weowall then cany oot turtner comsultaboem o any
propomed Fmeasures asking resoents io provide
fesdback cn the detaled cesagns.

l

Il

Sutton
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