ANNEX 2

Comments on the Proposed Disabled Persons’ Parking Places (DPPPs)

	
	Commentor
	Comments
	Response
	Recommendation

	DPPP at  Parsons Mead, Abingdon

	1
	Resident, Parsons Mead
	Approves 
	Noted. 
	Proceed.

	Two DPPPs at Pye Street, Faringdon 

	2
	Resident, Pye Street
	Approves proposal for DPPP outside No 11 as applicant always parks there when he can. Objects to proposal to provide DPPP outside No 7 because applicant rents a garage. He thinks that DPPP will displace other residents’ parking, especially outside No 2 where frontage has to accommodate cars from Goodlake Avenue. He says all the drivers in the sheltered housing have Blue Badges and could use the bay. A DPPP outside No 7 would cause partial pavement parking opposite. Suggests putting parking bays on grassed areas outside bungalows. 
	Applicant for proposed DPPP outside No 7 does use garage but her disability makes it hard to open and close door and get into and out of car in garage. Applicant has agreed to give up garage should a DPPP be approved.  It could then be used by another resident. The applicant is the only badge holder who has requested a DPPP, although there are a number of other badge holders locally. The proposed location is on the side of the road which residents normally park on.  The grassed areas outside the bungalows are not adopted. 

Applicant has since withdrawn her application.   
	Proceed with bay outside No 11 but not proceed with bay outside No 7.

	3
	Resident, Pye Street
	Has no objections to proposed DPPPs. Would like to apply for a DPPP. Is hoping to get a car and someone to drive it.  
	Noted. Not currently eligible for DPPP as no car or driver resident. Asked resident to contact again should they obtain a vehicle and driver. 
	As above. 


	DPPP at Maiden’s Close, Faringdon

	4

	Resident, Maidens Close
	Husband of disabled resident goes to car boot sales and keeps stock in his car so likes to park car where he can see it from his window. He can be difficult if another car parks in same spot. 9 cars can park in bay provided they park considerately. Thinks a DPPP would reduce this to 7 or less. Believes bay should go opposite side of applicant’s home parallel to the kerb as better for applicant and nearer. Believes application is due to a neighbours’ parking dispute and if DPPP put in suggested new location at cost of £2500, resident would still park where he always does and not in DPPP.  
	£2500 is average cost of amending the Order, not per bay. The DPPP could only be used for the benefit of the disabled resident and not for other purposes although that might be difficult to enforce. The applicant has been advised of the above and both her and her husband attend car boot sales together. Same approximate distance from their door to both locations but the applicant prefers the proposed location. They know this is a preferred parking spot for a number of homes nearby.  As no confirmation received from applicant that rented garage will be given up, they have been advised that the recommendation will be to not proceed unless confirmation received from Housing Association that garage has been relinquished.  
	Not to proceed unless confirmation received from Housing Association that garage given up.


Comments on Proposed Formalisation of Disabled Persons’ Parking Places (DPPP)

	
	Commentor
	Comments
	Response
	Recommend-ation

	DPPP at Finmore Close, Abingdon

	1
	Resident, Darrell Way, Abingdon
	Paid £50 a few years ago for DPPP here and has never had a problem parking in it. Doesn’t understand why OCC should waste money putting in a post and sign when this could be used for other things. Believes this was caused by a complaint from a new resident who only stayed for a few weeks before moving away. Commentor has since made it clear that she was not objecting to the formalisation. 
	DfT regulations concerning DPPPs have changed such that informal bays are no longer permitted. This means they must be formalised and a post and sign installed. The cost of doing this cannot be avoided.    
	Proceed.

	DPPP at Radley Road, Abingdon 

	2
	Resident, Radley Road
	Strongly supports the proposal. Would also like residents’ only parking in the road.
	Noted. Residents’ parking is outside of consultation remit. Passed to Area Office to consider. 
	Proceed. 

	Two DPPP at St John’s Road, Abingdon

	3
	Residents, St John’s Road 
	Believes OCC are proposing additional DPPPs. There are garages at the back of disabled resident’s gardens. Would not object if residents parking bays provided as well. DPPPs are empty for much of the time. 
	No additional spaces are being proposed. The gardens are long and narrow and garages are too far away to help residents involved. DPPPs are empty when disabled residents go out but they are at more of a disadvantage when they come back than the able- bodied as the need to park near their homes is greater. Following further consultations, DPPPS to be combined into one long bay to accommodate both vehicles and provide more unrestricted parking.  Residents’ bays are outside scope of proposals. Passed to Area Office to consider.
	Proceed as set out in the report

	4
	Resident, St John’s Road
	Concerned that DPPP nearest to him (which will have to be lengthened to comply with DfT regs) will cover part of his frontage. 
	Following further consultations, DPPPs to be combined into one long bay near to both disabled residents houses to accommodate their vehicles and leave more unrestricted parking. Issue resolved.   
	Proceed as set out in the report 

	DPPP at Swinburne Road, Abingdon

	5
	Two residents, Swinburne Road.
	Concerned that extending bay length to 6.6 metres would affect their frontage and wanted to know where sign would go. Suggests bay should be shifted to opposite side of road where only garden frontage would be affected and houses have off-road parking. Requesting further information on DfT regulations concerning DPPPs and how OCC consulted about the proposed formalisation.  Asks why disabled resident has got “legal right” to park outside his property. Says he’s not disabled. Says long vehicles with rear ramp access wont park in bay – why make it 6.6 metres long? 
	Lengthened bay & sign would not affect their frontage at all. OCC policy is to put DPPPs as close to the houses of applicants as is practical. Able-bodied residents can park on opposite side of road themselves.  Information provided about DfT regulations and how OCC consulted with residents. Currently disabled resident has no more “legal right” to park in informal bay than any other driver. If DPPP formalised, he along with any other driver correctly displaying a Blue Badge can park there. For that reason, the DfT regulation minimum length for a DPPP is 6.6 metres.    


	Proceed.

	6
	A Landlord with house in Swinburne  Road.
	The tenants are concerned at proposed loss of unrestricted parking. Asks what DfT would do if bay left as it is. Has OCC asked the disabled resident if he wants bay lengthened? Suggests relocating the DPPP further towards Radley Road where no house frontage would be affected. Worried that larger DPPP will affect value of his house. 
	Lengthening DPPP would lose half a car space. The Disabled resident asked OCC to lengthen bay as it was too short for his vehicle. Bay needs to be 6.6 metres long to be enforceable.  OCC policy is to locate DPPP as near to disabled resident’s home as is practical. Ownership of property does not carry any rights to park on public highway outside so any perceived effect on property value is not relevant here.  
	Proceed.

	DPPP at Tennyson Drive, Abingdon

	7
	Resident, Tennyson Drive. 
	Objects to proposal. Applicant can ride a bike push a caravan on to drive, walk the streets with a pushchair and causes arguments by parking erratically. 
	Disabled resident is in his 70’s and virtually wheelchair bound. The family as a whole is hoping to move and house is up for sale so best to leave bay as informal to facilitate quick removal. 
	Not to proceed.

	DPPPs at Courtenay Road, Wantage

	8
	Resident, Courtenay Road. 
	Who is DPPP for? 
	Original user has died but now DPPP used by another Blue Badge Holder in the road. Further investigation reveals Badge is only for 1 year so agreed with Badge holder to leave as informal and if Badge renewed to 3 years will treat as new application for DPPP actually outside her house. If not, informal markings will be removed.      
	Not to proceed.


	9
	Resident, Courtenay Road. 
	No known disabled resident now uses DPPP. If bay formalised, will inconvenience other residents as little off- road parking exists here. As grass verge between road and footway the bay would need to be outside disabled resident’s home to minimise walking distance.   
	As above. 
	Not to proceed.


