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ANNEX 2

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

	
	Commentor
	Comments
	Response
	Recommendation

	DPPP Brampton Road, Barton 

	1
	Resident, Brampton Road.
	Approves of proposal but vehicles usually park on opposite side of road so location of DPPP will change parking pattern (road not wide enough for parking both sides). 
	Unlikely that the landlord, City Estates would agree to fund off-road parking. After further inspections in the road including a weekend inspection it is clear that in the evenings and weekends many vehicles park between the access-ways on the opposite side of the road to the applicant. If DPPP were located on the applicants’ side, this parking arrangement would change and access to off-street parking might be obstructed. Passing traffic might experience problems as well.    
	It is recommended that approval is given for the DPPP to be located outside No 38- see revised plan at Annex 3.  

	2
	Resident Brampton Road.
	Objects to location as vehicles park on the opposite side of road. Would obstruct access her off-road parking. Would approve if DPPP located on her side of road where applicant parks already. Alternatively, applicant could construct a rear access and hard-standing in his back garden with a dropped kerb on Wilcote Road, as some of his neighbours had done.   
	As above 
	As above 

	3
	A resident, Brampton Road
	Parking is difficult in this part of the road. Suggests that applicant constructs a rear access and hard-standing in back garden as his neighbours have done. Most dropped kerbs are on the opposite side of the road and a DPPP on the side would create difficulties.   
	As above
	As above

	DPPPs at Magdalen Road, East Oxford 

	4
	Business, Magdalen Road 
	They have 25 vehicles and 7 off-street parking places. Vehicles are parked in front of each other. 5 times a day vehicles have to reverse out into the road to allow others to leave. They receive 12 deliveries a day adding to the congestion. Loss of an uncontrolled bay to a DPPP would make matters worse.  Would also like some of the existing parking restrictions removed.  
	 Various site visits have been made and it appears that the majority of the employees park off-road immediately in front of the building. Ultimately, the needs of the disabled resident who does not have any off-road parking should be given priority. The proposed location is the best place for a DPPP since it doesn’t block any access-ways, it is in an existing parking bay, and it is where the applicant would like it to be.    
	Proceed. 

	5
	Resident, Magdalen Road
	Objects to the proposal. All the houses on his side of the road (north-west side) have driveways. The properties on the other side (south-east side) have a dropped kerb and off-road parking so there is no need to park on the road - the residents here are not permanent and don’t stay longer than a year. Driveways are protected by white lines, reducing the parking available. Reducing the uncontrolled parking (by installing a DPPP) will cause more congestion and increase the amount of commercial vehicles parking across his driveway. Thinks that sorting out the drainage in the road is a higher priority, or improving the 20 mph sign at the junction with Iffley Road, or more visible one-way signs.     
	As above. As the rest of the comments are outside of the scope of this remit – passed to Oxfordshire Highways for consideration. 
	As above. 

	6
	Resident, Magdalen Road 
	The business adjacent to the proposed DPPP uses the off-road car park at rear of building for loading and unloading. Employees park their cars immediately in front of the building and not on the road. 
	Noted.
	As above. 

	DPPP extension at St Mary’s Road, East Oxford

	7

	Landlord in St Mary’s Road.  
	Objects to the proposed DPPP extension because it would be outside his house and prevent his tenants parking there. There are already 2 DPPPs in that part of the road. The DPPP outside No 76 is less than 50 metres away- why couldn’t the applicant use that one since it is rarely used. Parking is already very congested without another DPPP. 
	It is OCC policy to locate DPPPs as close to disabled residents’ homes as is practical. The proposal for a combined 2-car bay would take up less room than 2 separate DPPPs and would avoid another disabled sign and possible post. 

Will add the bay outside No 76 to the list of future proposed removals. 
	Proceed

	8
	Tenant, St Mary’s Road
	A DPPP exists less than 20 metres away that the applicant could use. The proposed location of the DPPP would affect families, and young professionals, and not just students. Although a tenant, he is a permanent resident.   
	As above. 
	

	9
	Resident, St Mary’s Road 
	Objects to the proposal because there are already 2 DPPPs outside 42 & 76 less than 50 metres apart, taking up a lot of parking space. The DPPP outside No 76 doesn’t appear to be used. 
	As above
	

	DPPP at Stratfield Road, Summertown

	10
	Resident, Stratfield Road
	Approves of the proposal. Suggests the DPPP is located at the opposite end of the residents’ parking bay to the existing DPPP outside No 9 to use less space. 
	Although this would be a possible alternative, it would be unfair on the residents affected who might be less aware of the problems the disabled resident has.  
	Proceed

	11
	Resident, Stratfield Road
	Approves of proposal but not location. As DPPP outside No 9 is underused, could this become residents’ parking at same time as DPPP provided outside No 17? Another option would be to put both bays next to each other. He is concerned that more than one vehicle space will be lost between No’s 9 & 17. 
	Consideration had been given to a combined space but more objections were anticipated with this option than if the new DPPP was located outside the applicants’ house. The bay is planned to start at the boundary of 15 & 17 running away from the existing DPPP to maximise the space between them.  Shifting the bay further up would invite more objections from the householders affected. There is no perfect solution here but the original plan is considered to be the best option. 
	


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

	
	Commentor
	Comments
	Response
	Recommendation

	DPPP at Cardigan Street, Jericho

	1
	Resident,  Cardigan Street
	The DPPP was originally provided for her husband and her son and is outside her house. They have both died but she is a badge holder now but doesn’t drive. Her daughter who is also a badge holder lives in Didcot and comes to take her shopping and to hospital appointments several times a week.   
	There are also other badge holders resident in the vicinity. Since the bay exists and it would cause hardship if removed, especially since a number of badge holders are involved, it is recommended that the bay should remain. 
	To keep the DPPP but place it under review. 

	DPPP at Great Clarendon Street, Jericho 

	2
	Resident, Great Clarendon Street
	The bay was provided for a local resident who has since died. Although there is no parking problem in this part of the street the bay is used by other Blue Badge holders from time to time. For instance, The disabled mother of a resident visits and uses the bay.  
	Since no parking problem here and Blue Badge holders can park in residents’ bays provided badge is displayed, no real advantage in keeping bay which would revert to residents’ parking. The bay was installed outside of a disabled resident’s home. That resident has died and the current owner has asked for the bay to be removed.   
	Proceed. 

	DPPP at Harpes Road, Cutteslowe

	3
	Resident, Harpes Road.
	Bay was moved to outside a neighbour who is a blue badge holder and driver. Better to keep that and move the post and sign to outside that neighbour. 
	Bay has been moved by persons unknown. 
	Proceed with formalisation of bay in new location and fix sign plate on wall. 

	4
	Resident, Harpes Road.
	Is a badge holder and driver. Bay was moved to outside her house when the original user died.  Is happy to have the disabled sign plate placed on her wall. 
	Blue Badge verified with Social & Community Service. 
	As above. 

	DPPP at Osberton Road, Summertown

	5
	Resident, Osberton Road. 
	DPPP is in front of her house and the previous users have moved so she supports the proposal.  
	Noted. 
	Proceed.
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