ANNEX 1

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

	
	Commentor
	Comments
	Response
	Recommendation

	DPPP at  Aldrich Road, North Summertown

	1
	Resident, Aldrich Road


	Objects because the parking area is already congested and the proposal may cause resentment between neighbours. The residents have made sure any disabled person has room to park. 
	While the residents may give preference to disabled residents when parking, a DPPP would formalise those arrangements.  
	Proceed.

	DPPP at Bath Street, St Clements

	2
	Resident, Phelps Place, Bath Street Way
	Approves of the proposal.
	Noted


	Proceed.

	DPPP at Bernwood Road, Barton

	3
	Resident,

Bernwood Road 
	Strongly objects to the proposal because the applicant’s son who lives with him parks two works vehicles and a camper van “in this area.” Suggests an evening inspection should be made to see how congested the  parking is. Sister-in-law once wrote to OCC requesting that the “grassed area” be tarmacked to provide additional parking but subsequently “the council” didn’t find any parking problems. 
	No parking restrictions in road so anybody can park as many vehicles as they like here. It is likely that an evening inspection would reconfirm that a parking problem exists and that a DPPP is required since parking is more difficult for disabled drivers. The grassed areas do not form part of the public  highway so OCC has no jurisdiction.   
	Proceed.

	DPPP at Hayfield Road, North Oxford

	4
	Resident, Hayfield Road
	Approves of the proposal as long as the bay is located as shown on the plan. Both applicants have waited a long time. 
	Bay will be located as shown on the plan. 
	Proceed.


	DPPP at Highfield Road, Headington

	5
	Resident, Highfield Avenue 
	Says the applicant can walk further than 100 metres without difficulty and walks to the charity shop in London Road, Headington where she works as a volunteer.  She has off-street parking and uses it. Believes that applicant wants the bay to prevent other people parking in front of the house. Parking is not a problem in the avenue. 
	A number of fresh inspections have confirmed that applicant does use the drive and garage despite previous statements. All homes in the avenue have off-street parking and no on-street parking problem was observed. 
	Refuse

	6
	Resident, Highfield Avenue


	Has reservations about proposal  as ample room for 2 to 3 cars in the applicant’s garage and driveway. Disabled access to the house is much easier from here than from the road because there are 4 large steps up to the front door. The applicant doesn’t use her car much preferring to walk or cycle.  Over the years the applicant and her late husband frequently tried to prevent any other residents or visitors parking on the road outside the property. The site plan does not show the yellow line protection outside the commentor’s drive. A DPPP here would take up so much of the residents’ bay that cars parking on the remaining space might cause a safety hazard when reversing out the drive. 
	The inspections confirmed that the plan did not include the double yellow line restrictions. The resident’s bay is 10 metres long and the DfT minimum length of a DPPP is 6.6 metres. A car parked on the remainder would overlap on to the yellow line restrictions and obstruct the driveway. 
	As above.

	DPPP at Howard Street, East Oxford
	

	7
	Two separate letters from residents at the same address, Howard Street
	Both object to the proposal because applicant has a garage, the proposed DPPP is too long, parking space is scarce. Residents living opposite applicant have no off-street parking.   
	The applicant finds it difficult to get to the garage at the bottom of the long garden and open the garage doors. The DfT minimum length of a DPPP is 6.6 metres. When parking is scarce, disabled people are more affected because of mobility problems.  
	Proceed.

	8
	Two residents, Howard Street
	Parking space is scarce, most even numbered houses have garages or hard-standings off Boundary Brook Road. Odd numbered houses don’t. If applicant is even-numbered the proposal should be refused.  
	As above. 
	As above.



	9
	Resident, Howard Street
	Objects to the proposal because applicant has a garage, the proposed DPPP is too long, parking space is scarce. Many residents have no off-street parking.   
	As above. 
	As above. 

	10
	Resident, Howard Street
	As above.
	As above.
	As above.

	11
	Resident, Howard Street
	As above
	As above
	As above.

	12
	Resident, Howard Street
	As above
	As above
	As above.

	13
	Resident, Howard Street
	As above
	As above
	As above

	14
	Resident, Howard Street
	As above
	As above 
	As above.


	15
	Resident, Howard Street 
	As above. Has not been able to park in the street for 2 months.
	As above
	As above.

	16
	Resident, Howard Street
	Objects to the proposal because applicant has a garage, the proposed DPPP is too long, parking space is scarce. Many residents have no off-street parking.  Also alleges that applicant is not very disabled.  Garage is closer to applicant’s kitchen than the proposed DPPP and would have to cross road to get to it. 
	As above. Applicant has a current Blue Badge and had a DPPP near his previous address in Tyndale Road. From middle of house to proposed DPPP is half the distance to the garage. Double Yellow Lines outside applicant’s house. 
	As above.

	DPPP at Hurst Street, near Henley Street, East Oxford
	

	17
	Resident, Hurst Street 
	Objects to proposed DPPP which is almost opposite her house and already 4 DPPPs less than 30 metres away. Parking is already  congested because of commuters and shoppers. Flats have been built on the corner of Hurst Street and Henley Street making parking even more difficult. 
	Proposed DPPP is for a disabled resident. Only 1 DPPP within 30 metres. OCC is consulting on removing 2 DPPPs. Congested parking puts disabled people at a further disadvantage. 
	Proceed.

	DPPP at Hurst Street, near Aston Street

	18
	Resident, Hurst Street
	Approves of proposal but would like a white access protection line to protect his off-street parking. 
	Noted – Oxfordshire Highways to deal with white line. 
	Proceed.

	DPPP at Jordan Hill 

	19
	Resident, Jordan Hill
	Has no objections but wants to be reassured that  proposed  DPPP will be located where plan says as applicant tends to park halfway across adjoining property. 
	Proposed DPPP will be centred on applicant’s property and will not overrun the frontage of adjoining properties.
	Proceed.

	20
	Resident, Jordan Hill
	Objects to the proposal because parking is always a problem. Proposal will cause problems for emergency vehicles, refuse collection lorries. Why replace a “perfectly placed” DPPP with a new one only a short distance away?  
	No address given so could not reply. When parking is a problem, this further disadvantages the disabled. The proposal will not affect emergency or refuse vehicles passing by. The applicant finds the existing DPPP too far away. OCC has separately been asked by residents to remove the existing DPPP. 
	Proceed. 

	DPPP at Liddell Road, Cowley

	21
	Resident, Liddell Road 
	 No objection, but wants to make sure proposed DPPP will not overhang her frontage. If it does her drive could be blocked. 
	DPPP will not overhang. Resident advises the proposed bay would help prevent cars blocking her drive and she supports proposal. 
	Proceed.

	DPPP at Old High Street, Headington

	22
	Resident, Old High Street
	Concerned about proposal – parking is scarce in the area. Suggests locating the DPPP immediately to the south of existing residents’ bay so no parking space is lost.
	Would mean altering parking restrictions – better left until CPZ as a whole is reviewed since this would reduce vision of vehicles leaving The Croft and would affect larger vehicles turning out of North Place e.g. Refuse Vehicles.
	Proceed.

	DPPP Osberton Road, Summertown

	23
	Resident, Osberton Road
	No objection to proposal but wonders whether other DPPP in Osberton Road, and DPPP in Middle Way could be removed as they are rarely used. 
	Already proposing to remove the DPPP in Middle Way. Removal of the Other DPPP in Osberton Road will be considered next time changes are proposed to the DPPP Order.  
	Proceed.

	24
	Resident, Osberton Road
	Agrees to the proposal provided DPPP in Middle Way is removed.
	Already proposing to remove DPPP in Middle Way. 
	Proceed.

	25
	Resident, Osberton Road
	If a new DPPP is installed in Osberton Road could DPPP in Middle Way be removed? Could residents’ parking in Osberton Road be extended?   
	As above. Resident’s parking will be reviewed when CPZ is next reviewed.
	Proceed.

	DPPP Quarry High Street, Headington

	26
	Resident, Quarry High Street 
	Advises that applicant has moved. 
	Confirmed with applicant. 
	Refuse.

	27
	Resident, Quarry High Street
	Applicant has moved. Resident who bought applicant’s house does not want DPPP outside. 
	As above. 
	Refuse.

	DPPP in Rewley Road, Central Oxford

	28
	Resident, Rickyard Close
	Objects to proposal. All properties on estate have 1 off- road car space allocated. Believes applicant is taking advantage of disability to get effectively 2 parking spaces.  
	Applicant became disabled after moving to the estate. Applicant’s partner works and uses her car. Applicant has acquired separate Motability car so he can get around during the day – he needs to be able to park it at night.  
	Proceed.

	29
	Resident, Rickyard Close 
	The estate has a very strict 1 car per household policy – believes this is an attempt by the applicant to get 2 parking spaces. There are many wives who are full time carers for children or elderly relatives on the estate. They too are stranded during the day when partners have driven to work.  
	As above
	Proceed.

	30
	Resident Rewley Road. 
	Road is narrow where proposed DPPP is to be located and it could hamper large vehicles such as fire engines going to northern part of estate. DPPP might hamper vehicles entering and leaving adjacent car park. All households on estate already have allocated parking spaces and as disabled persons can park on double yellow lines and there is already a DPPP further down road -is the proposed DPPP needed? 
	Proposed DPPP will be 1.8 metres wide, leaving 3.5 metres of road clear which satisfies emergency service needs. DPPP shouldn’t affect vehicles leaving parking area since traffic calming in area keeps passing traffic slow. Existing DPPP too far away. Disabled people can park on double yellow lines for 3 hours maximum. Although applicant was originally still able to walk, his disability is progressive hence his application. 
	Proceed.

	DPPP in St Thomas’ Street, Central Oxford

	31
	Resident, St Thomas’ Street 
	Is disabled and supports proposal. 
	His visitors could use space to take him out and bring him back – but not just to visit. 
	Proceed.

	DPPP in Stratfield Road, Summertown

	32
	Resident, Stratfield Road 
	No objections but could residents’ parking be extended to compensate?
	Consideration is being given to replacing a Doctor’s bay in the road with residents’ parking. 
	Proceed.

	Two DPPPs in Taverner Place, Marston 

	33
	Resident, Taverner Place
	Objects to proposals. Says OCC has given residents’ parking bays to a number of households so the nearest he can park is outside No 4 and they have two cars. The tenants at No 6 who applied for a DPPP are not disabled. No 12 has a residents’ bay outside but he only uses his car three times a year. 
	Residents’ bays are not allocated to any particular household. Proposed DPPPs are for two current Blue Badge holders who drive, and live in Taverner Place.
	Proceed.

	DPPP in Victor Street, Jericho

	34
	Resident, Victor Street
	Applicant is a very elderly lady and due to her disability her son in law rarely takes her out. She is in bed at 6pm so does not need DPPP in evenings. Ambulance takes her to Day Centre several days a week so DPPP not needed then. DPPP not really needed for most of the time. If proposal goes ahead could it be 8.30am to 6pm so other permit holders can use it in evening? 
	A letter was sent to this address. The applicant’s daughter has since confirmed that applicant’s condition has worsened over last 2 years, so they don’t take her out much now. She has been advised that the DPPP would only be provided if it is to be regularly used.   
	Refuse.

	35
	Resident, Victor Street
	Did not receive the consultation letter. Objects to proposal.  Applicant has not been out in the car for at least 2 years. Ambulance comes to pick her up from time to time. Son-in-law has a garage where the car is kept. Parking space in Jericho is scarce. 
	As above.
	As above.

	36
	Resident, Victor Street
	Has no objections. 
	Noted.
	As above.


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

	
	Commentor
	Comments
	Response
	Recommendation

	DPPP at Cowley Road, Littlemore, outside Post Office

	1
	Shop keeper, Cowley Road 
	Agrees with proposal, but wants 1 hour limited parking in the bay outside the row of shops. Problems with passing traffic needs a different solution. 
	Approval noted but other issues to be dealt with separately.  
	Proceed.


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

	
	Commentor
	Comments
	Response
	Recommendation

	 DPPP at Aston Street, East Oxford

	1
	 Resident, Aston Street 
	Approves of proposal. Received a parking ticket when parking in this DPPP. Bay is not otherwise used.   
	Noted. DPPP is enforceable until removed.  
	Proceed. 

	DPPP at Cavell Road, Iffley Turn

	2
	Resident, Cavell Road 
	Approves of proposal, space not now required. 
	Noted.  
	Proceed.

	DPPP  at Chilswell Road, South Oxford

	3
	Resident, Chilswell Road
	Agrees with proposal. DPPP is opposite them and the neighbour parks on the pavement outside their house. Removing the DPPP might make this less frequent. 
	Noted. 
	Proceed.

	Two DPPPs at Copse Lane, Marston 

	4
	Resident, Copse Lane 
	Has no objections. Wants to know whether DPPP still enforceable until their removal is approved as both DPPPs are being parked in by able bodied drivers. 
	DPPPs are enforceable until they are physically removed. 
	Proceed.


	DPPP at Divinity Road, East Oxford

	5
	Resident, Divinity Road 
	Strongly supports proposal – not needed and parking space is scarce especially in university term time. 
	Noted.
	Proceed.

	DPPP in East Avenue, outside No 61, East Oxford 

	6
	Two residents, East Avenue 
	Have an aunt and uncle who visit sometimes and both have Blue Badges and use space. Would like it to stay.
	A number of residents have asked for the DPPP to be removed. Blue Badge holders can park in residents’ bay indefinitely and on double yellow lines for 3 hours.  
	Proceed.

	7
	Resident, East Avenue
	Too many DPPPs in the avenue. 
	2 DPPPs to be removed. 
	Proceed

	DPPP in Harley Road, West Oxford

	8
	Resident, Harley Road
	Would like DPPP to stay as it is used by the disabled driver at No 25. 
	Resident at No 25 has now completed his application for a DPPP. He has provided copies of his driving documents  and is eligible.  
	See below.  

	9
	Resident, Harley Road 
	In favour of removal but why would it revert to double yellow lines?  
	This is what is defined in the underlying CPZ Order - West Oxford. May become a residents’ bay in the CPZ review. Should a disabled driver nearby wish to use the DPPP it could remain.     
	See below.

	10
	Resident, Harley Road
	Did not receive consultation letter. Opposes proposal as is used by disabled resident at No 25. 
	Consultation letter was posted to this residents address. Disabled resident at No 25 qualifies for DPPP.  
	DPPP to remain.


	DPPP in Hurst Street, East Oxford

	11
	Resident, Hurst Street
	Approves of proposal. 
	Noted. 
	Proceed. 

	12
	Resident, Hurst Street
	No objection. Has a DPPP outside her house which is used for her father. 2 other DPPPs in their part of the road which is enough. Removal of this DPPP would ease pressure on parking.  
	Noted. 
	Proceed. 

	DPPP in Junction Road, Temple Cowley

	13
	Kings School, Temple Road
	Has a disabled staff member who uses this DPPP, or the DPPP in Temple Road and would like one of the DPPPs to remain. 
	Residents in both roads have asked for these DPPPs to be removed because the disabled people using them have moved. Removal would mean both residents and Blue Badge holders could park there.  
	Proceed.

	DPPP in Leckford Road outside No 42, Walton Manor. 

	14
	Resident, Leckford Road
	Approves of proposal, DPPP is no longer required and not enough residents’ parking spaces.  
	Noted.
	Proceed.

	15
	Resident, Leckford Road  
	Objects to proposal. She is a carer for a disabled person and uses the DPPP which is directly opposite.  
	DPPPs not normally provided for able bodied carers unless the carer is resident at address and the disabled person cannot be left alone while vehicle is parked. NB the resident at No 42 asked for removal as his disabled wife has died.   
	As above. 

	DPPP in Leckford Road, outside No 51/52, Walton Manor 

	16
	Resident, Leckford Road
	Objects to proposal. DPPP used by friends, carers and relatives of three disabled ladies who live opposite. The DPPP is also used by their ambulances. 
	Although DPPPs not normally provided for able bodied carers, given the circumstances and including the needs of the disabled person opposite No 42 there is a case for keeping bay for now and reviewing it again when the CPZ is reviewed. 
	DPPP to remain. 

	17
	Two residents, Leckford Road
	Oppose proposal. Both mother and daughter are disabled and DPPP is used by their friends who drive them. 
	As above.
	As above. 

	18
	Resident, Leckford Road
	Opposes proposal. Is disabled and carers and health professionals and hospital transport all use the DPPP to assist her. Understands that it would cost her and her neighbours over £200 for the DPPP to be moved to their side of road. Doesn’t think this should be chargeable.  
	As above. Moving DPPP would involve a TRO amendment although the cost wouldn’t be passed on to local residents. Consider moving it across when CPZ is next reviewed.  
	As above. 

	19
	Resident, Leckford Road
	 Objects to proposal. Became temporarily disabled during pregnancy and was given a Blue Badge and used DPPP daily. Is pregnant again and has been warned that this will happen again. DPPP also used by ambulances in connection with disabled residents living opposite it.   
	Keep DPPP for now and look at it again as part of CPZ Review. 
	As above. 

	DPPP in Plantation Road, Walton Manor

	20
	Resident,  Plantation Road
	Agrees with proposal. DPPP has been empty most of the time for years. When it could be removed? 
	Noted. If no hold- ups and proposal is approved hope to remove DPPP in October/ November this year. 
	Proceed.

	DPPP in Shelford Place, Headington

	21
	Resident, Shelford Place
	Approve proposal. DPPP has never been used since she moved in. 
	Noted. 
	Proceed.

	DPPP in St Bernard’s Road, outside No 37/39, Walton Manor

	22
	Resident, St Bernard’s Road
	Approves proposal. DPPP not required and more residents’ parking space needed.  
	Noted. Will become residents’ parking.
	Proceed. 

	DPPP in St Bernard’s Road, outside No 12, Walton Manor

	23
	Resident, St Bernard’s Road
	Approves proposal. DPPP is outside his house and is never used. 
	Noted. 
	Proceed. 

	24
	Resident, St Bernard’s Road.  
	Approves proposal. Would like to see more residents’ parking particularly as Blue Badge holders can park in them.  Has never seen anyone parked in the bay.  
	Noted. 
	Proceed. 

	25
	Resident, St Bernard’s Road. 
	Opposes proposal. DPPP regularly used by disabled relatives, visitors and colleagues of residents. Residents’ bays are normally full. Road is too narrow for them to park on double yellow lines. A disabled friend and colleague often finds no residents’ space or DPPP free, and so resident has to move her car so she can park there.  City Council has agreed to allow 4 permits per household which would cause more congestion.  
	Would not normally retain a DPPP for visitors when original applicant moves. Site has been inspected on number of occasions over last 2 years- no vehicle with Blue Badge parked in it. Removing DPPP will ensure more regular use of space by residents and their visitors.   
	Proceed. 


	DPPPs in St Margaret’s Road, outside Hartley Court, Walton Manor

	26
	Resident, Hartley Court
	Supports proposal and wants “standard parking places” instead.  
	Noted. Would revert to 2 hour parking. 
	See below. 

	27
	Resident, Hartley Court
	Requests only some DPPPs are removed. Leave two –a disabled student uses it and their disabled visitors.  
	Noted. 
	See below. 

	28
	Resident, Hartley Court 
	Wants two middle DPPPs retained and easterly DPPP shortened to improve visibility for vehicles leaving Hartley Court back yard.   
	Noted. 
	See below. 

	29
	Resident, Hartley Court. 
	Suggests replacing 2 DPPPs at the western end with 2 hour parking leaving 1 DPPP next to the vehicular access to Hartley Court. Widen the double yellow lines protecting that access.  
	Noted.
	See below. 

	30
	Resident, Hartley Court
	Opposes proposal. A disabled student regularly uses the DPPP and there are 2 schools nearby. Who advised that DPPP not needed? If 3 car space is thought excessive – why not reduce to 2. 
	OCC is duty bound to review the use of existing DPPPs to ensure they are fully used. If they were removed –would become 2 hour limited parking. Disabled drivers can park in these bays without limit under the CPZ provisions.  In view of all the comments suggest leave things as they are and consider again when CPZ is next reviewed. 
	DPPP to remain. 

	DPPP in Stratford Street, outside No 15, East Oxford

	31
	Resident, Stratford Street
	Is disabled and has been using the space. 
	Application form sent and follow-up letter delivered by hand but form and documents not received. Remove DPPP.  
	Proceed. 

	DPPP in Temple Road, Temple Cowley

	32
	King’s School 
	Has a disabled staff member who uses this DPPP, or the DPPP in Junction Road and would like one of the DPPPs to remain.
	Residents in both roads have asked for these DPPPs to be removed because the disabled people using them have moved. Removal would mean both residents and Blue Badge holders could park there.  
	Proceed.

	DPPP in Tyndale Road, East Oxford

	33
	Resident, Tyndale Road 
	Although no resident uses space, visitors to Printmaking Co-Operative & Christadelphian Church in the road, as well as visitors to the nearby shops on Cowley Road use it. Residents’ bays are usually full up – even during the day. 
	Blue Badge holders can park in residents’ bays and time limited bays indefinitely, and on double yellow lines for 3 hours provided no obstruction caused. There are more appropriate disabled parking facilities on Cowley Road.    
	Proceed. 

	DPPP in Winchester Road, near the junction with North Parade Avenue 

	34
	A disabled visitor   
	Wants DPPP to remain. She uses it to visit shops, pub & restaurants in North Parade Avenue, and also a friend in Church Walk (where no parking allowed). North Parade Avenue is difficult to park in without blocking highway and usually parking spaces are full as are spaces in Winchester Road. Have local disability groups been consulted about proposed removal of DPPPs generally? 
	When a resident moves and no other resident is eligible for the DPPP, it would normally be removed to free up ordinary parking space for residents. A number of disabled organisations e.g.  Disabled Drivers Association, Oxfordshire Council of Disabled People etc have been consulted. 
	See below.

	35
	Resident. Winchester Road
	The two DPPPs in the road were used by residents but when they died – she asked “the council” to remove them. She was told that the DPPP nearest North Parade Avenue should remain for visitors to the shops & restaurants in the Avenue. Wants this DPPP to remain. 
	Since OCC became responsible for DPPPs the criteria to justify or retain them has been rationalised. Although DPPP is no longer used by a resident – it is a useful disabled facility for North Parade Avenue. It  could be retained for now and looked at again when CPZ is next reviewed.  We are proposing to remove the other DPPP in the road to which there have been no objections.   
	DPPP to remain. 
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