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ANNEX 2

Summary of Comments Received during Consultation

	Respondent
	Support proposal
	Response Content
	Officer Comments

	Resident,  Orchard Way
	Yes
	I have a disabled parking bay on the road outside flats which I occupy.  Will you please ensure in writing that a bay (disabled) will still be available for me?
	Any existing Disabled Persons Parking Places (DPPP) will be included within the parking bays.

	Resident, Orchard Way
	Yes
	The existing entrance H protection is not shown on your proposal map for which I paid myself

30mph signs would be better to stop people driving too fast as they already do because they think it is a dual carriageway race track.
	This access may have been installed after the site survey was undertaken. However, all existing accesses present on site when the lining begins will be protected. 

30mph repeater signs are not permitted in an area with street lighting. However, it is proposed to install Vehicle Activated Signs (VAS) along the corridor to warn drivers who are driving above the speed limit. The closest sign to this resident will be in the vicinity of number 48 Orchard Way.

	Four Residential addresses in Queensway 


	Yes
	A dropped kerb was installed last Easter yet it is not marked on your plan. 

We would prefer No Parking Bay Markings, as all these houses have their drive dropped kerbs all joined up i.e. no stand up kerb of any length.

Two property owners would prefer no parking bays, but they would like the white access protection marking while myself and my neighbour would prefer yellow lines. 
	This access may have been installed after the site survey was undertaken. However, all existing accesses present on site when the lining begins will be protected. As it was installed after the base plan was last updated we have visited the site and re-assessed it.

Parking bays were proposed on the uncontrolled stretches of road along the western corridor to visually narrow the carriageway and therefore reduce the speed of traffic.

Providing ‘No Waiting at Any Time’ restrictions as requested would only prevent parking outside numbers 66 and 68 Queensway. We have agreed to remove parking bays but not double yellow lines (actually extended), leaving H markings.

	Resident, Woodgreen Avenue


	 ?
	I live on the end terrace near the bottom of Edmunds Road and if these plans are to go ahead then there will be nowhere for me to park. Is there going to be any alternative parking for each house that is losing their parking space?


	The ‘No Waiting at Any Time’ markings have been proposed to improve sight lines at junctions and on bends and to protect turning movements. However, it has been possible to reduce the extent of the restrictions while sill improving the current situation in some cases after discussion.

There is remaining capacity on the street.

	8 Residents in the vicinity of Kennedy House in Orchard Way


	No
	I am deeply concerned that the proposals will have a major detrimental effect on available parking for residents and visitors to properties situated in Orchard Way.

The properties were built without parking facilities, and the only available parking is on the road designated for a reduction of available parking. There is currently insufficient parking, causing many residents considerable difficulty when trying to find parking within reasonable distance of their home. 

The proposed “Bus Stop Bay” will mean the loss of essential parking spaces, further exasperating an already difficult situation. If the bay is essential, we would ask that it be sighted further towards the proposed crossing on the west side of the bus stop, with parking bays up to the bus stop.

I trust you will reconsider the proposed changes, taking into serious consideration the needs of residents to have adequate parking facilities, within close proximity to their homes. 
	Noted

It is acknowledged that the section with the flats has a bigger parking issue than the rest of the corridor. Parking on the hatched areas was confirmed as permitted during the previous consultation for a zebra crossing. Therefore the permanent loss of the bus clearway is the only new material issue.

The Bus Stop Clearway provides a safe place for a bus to stop to allow passengers to board and alight the vehicle. Without it cars may park on the bus stop forcing the bus to stop in the centre of the carriageway causing delays to other drivers. 

Moving this clearway closer to the zebra crossing will reduce the visibility to drivers of pedestrians waiting to cross the road when the bus is there leading to design hazard.

	Resident, Woodgreen Avenue
	Yes


	Initially this respondent identified the accident record of the two central reserve gaps as of greater importance.  

Raised other points situated as they are near the Bretch Hill corner and proposed bus stop.
	Historical and cost issues led to deferral at TAC

However, it has been agreed to reduce the extent of the corner restrictions while still improving the current situation.

	Resident,

Queensway 
	Yes
	I wrote to Oxfordshire Highways  about six months ago highlighting the problem of speed along Queensway and they informed me that in ten years there has only been two minor reported incidents. 

Your proposals seem good and I am not criticising them, but as I pointed out in my letter I still would like to see some sort of speed sign. Something that will make drivers aware of the speed limit. 

While bays will make it visually narrower, cars already park along the road, but that still doesn’t stop speeding.
	Noted

As part of a separate proposal Vehicle Activated Signs (VAS) are being installed at intervals along the corridor to tackle the issue of vehicle speeds. These signs will alert drivers who are driving too fast, requesting that they reduce their speed. 

Our proposals regularise and extend the situation presenting less chance of hazard.

	Resident, Woodgreen Avenue 
	Yes
	I am disabled and drive a car which I need by the house. 

Bit concerned about other large vehicles parked nearby
	The resident could apply to have a DPPP installed in the vicinity of their house. This would be placed in the nearest parking bay.

Agreed, and the resident will be informed of the necessary action to be followed.

	Resident, Woodgreen Avenue
	Yes
	What is going to happen if we decide to make our garden into a driveway? 
	If the access is installed before the scheme is installed on site then an access protection marking will be placed across the access. If not then the resident can pay to have one installed.  The resident will be informed of the necessary action to be followed.

	Resident, Queensway
	Yes
	I note that no "Access with White Access Protection Marking" has been shown for my house, as people parking across the driveway is an ongoing problem.
I wonder if the double yellow lines around the centre islands are necessary. In the 27 years I have lived here I have never seen a vehicle parked on the right hand side of the carriageway.
	When the build out was installed there was already a set of zig zag markings protecting the school exit, which have as much force of law as the white H markings. Is more concerned with the obstruction of the driveway than being able to park by the build out.

By proposing ‘No Waiting at Any Time’ markings around the centre islands we are not implying that cars would park on the offside carriageway. These restrictions are proposed to prevent the alleged car trading activities that have been reported on the grassed area.

	Resident, Queensway
	Yes
	Can I request that the proposed yellow lines will continue from Burlington Gardens completely in front of No. 70 Queensway and also in front of my property (No. 72) to the boundary with No. 74 i.e. no parking spaces at all to the front of Nos. 70 and 72?
	Double yellow lines extended across frontage as requested.

	Resident , Queensway
	Yes
	The only comment I would make is that I think the ‘Access protection marking’ outside No. 48 should extend fully across the front of the property. The property has block paving to the front and if cars could park here it would block cars parked at the front of the house. Also the gap between the protected parking areas marked 1 and 2 on the enclosed map is hardly big enough for a car anyway.
	Access protection markings should only be placed over lengths of dropped kerbs.

Not granted on this occasion.

	Resident, Queensway
	No
	The real problem is the heavy goods vehicles using the roads in question despite the 7.5 tonne restriction and they all need to make dangerous moves to pass parked vehicles, which leads to congestion. Enforce this and it will help reduce the problem. All that is needed is enforcement with a few more 7.5t signs in the appropriate position. 
	The restriction of heavy goods vehicles using the roads is beyond the remit of this scheme. 

	Anne Greenway,

Banbury Town Council
	Yes
	The Planning Committee considered the proposals on Wednesday 28 March.  While generally supportive of the proposals, they were concerned that without effective enforcement action, inconsiderate parking would continue to be a problem in this area.  Full support of Thames Valley Police required for these proposals, with an undertaking that they would monitor the area on a regular basis. 
	Noted.  Request passed on to Thames Valley Police.

	Tony Currell

Thames Valley Police
	Yes
	No objections 
	Comment Noted
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