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RECEIVED FROM FOR/AGAINST RESPONSE

Resident query
Just to be clear, can you confirm it is not intended to place any waiting or parking restrictions immediately outside the Village Hall? As we have no on-site parking for our property, this is where we park our 
car.  Furthermore, can I suggest these restrictions remain temporary, as the parking situation may improve once we return to normality after covid and stay atoning.

Resident For
As a resident of swan avenue i can speak for most of us and would welcome these traffic calming measures, we have been campaigning for this through the parish Council for a number of years. A number of 
concerns are speeding, blind junction for pulling out, the young children and elderly have had some near misses as this is a busy pedestrian route to the local school, village shops and village halls 

Resident For
I think this is an excellent proposal.

Resident For We welcome the decision to raise the proposed weight limit to 10T. We hope that any required signage will be as sympathetic to the village environment as possible.

Resident Against part of proposal

I am writing in regard to the proposal of double yellow lines outside the Travellers Rest public house.
Ive ran the pub for approx 27 years and i do not feel that there is a need to put yellow lines outside the pub as the nature of the road has never encouraged people that its a good place to park, however i 
park my own vehicle on the road sometimes, and in all the time ive parked here have never caused an obstruction to any passing vehicles , this includes the largest farm equipment from the farm above or 
any animal feed / fuel delivery wagons going up and down greenside road.

Resident Against

We live on North Road / Hartley Road corner and park on Hartley Road. I want to check that with an address on North Road, would we be eligible to apply for a permit on Hartley Road?  Secondly, the 
proposals mean that although we would have protected parking space, there would be significantly reduced capacity for parking for residents and visitors such as family and friends. Although I imagine these 
proposals are intended to favour residents, they would have the opposite effect. 
 I suggest that the current areas used for parking remain as they are now, up to Number 1 Hartley Road, but disabled drivers/residents have access to permanent and visitor permits. Nothing wrong with the 
idea, but limiting the available space would serve no purpose and be counter-productive for those it is intended to benefit. 

Residents and Parish Partly for partly against See attached documents listed as appendix 20a

Resident Against

I wish to register my total opposition to the proposed suggestions (Hartley Road). In doing so I would like to make the following points:
 •These proposals would penalise those of us who live and park here for no purpose whatsoever. 
 •There has been no increase in the number of vehicles which park here for at least 9 years whilst I have lived here.
 •During that time the woodyard which operated on Hartley Road has ceased to trade and so the large lorries which used to require access no longer do so.  
 •When the woodyard was operative access for large lorries was never an issue (with the parking as it is today) so no one is obstructing anything.
 •Such large vehicles can not use the road beyond the place where the woodyard operated because of the weight and width limit on the bridge so there is no possibility of this being an issue in the future. 
 •Currently vehicles do need to slow up as they turn into Hartley Road or approach the junction with North Road, This is a positive thing as there are children, walkers, elderly residents (from Mill Gardens on 

Hartley Road)  who frequently use the pavement or need to cross Hartley Road. 
I would also like to ask the following questions:

 1.You say that these proposals 'were prompted by residents' .  I have found no one living and parking on Hartley Road who is in agreement with these proposals or who has asked for this review so who 
are these people?

 2.What would the cost of creating these parking zones be?  At a time when public finances are very tight I would think that any expenditure to deal with a non-existent problem should be avoided. 

Resident For

I have reviewed the proposed parking and waiting restrictions and I wholeheartedly support them subject to the provision of:

- 2 no. vehicle-specific permits;
- 1 no. flexible permit; and
- An appropriate number of visitor day permits per year.

Please could you clarify whether or not there will be a cost for any of the above?

I support the proposal that the on-street parking spaces will not be allocated to specific addresses and will be available to all permit holders/local residents on a first-come served basis. This proposed 
arrangement is entirely fair, sensible and far more preferable than the current practice of local residents putting out unsightly traffic cones and then seeking to protect 'their' parking space/s through 
aggressive and confrontational behaviour.

I look forward to the parking and waiting restrictions coming into effect as soon as possible. I would be grateful if you could keep me updated on progress.



Business Owner Against
I would like to object to the proposed parking restrictions in Kirkby Stephen, as a business owner of an already struggling shop on north road I think it would be detrimental to the town and businesses if 
these restrictions were granted . We need people to be able to park easier not make it more difficult for them .
Most residents from these streets are away in the day working therefore parking is available later on in the afternoon when they generally return 

Resident Against

First, I would like to know why your consultation letter  re ‘proposed introduction of parking and waiting restrictions: north road , Kirkby Stephen’ has not been widely circulated. I live round the corner from 
the proposal and would definitely be affected by any change to the status quo. I did not receive a letter. Any such change would be further reaching than the streets mentioned.

It is hard to believe that a resident is capable of influencing such radical changes to what is a perfectly acceptable situation to the majority.

There is no evidence of any necessity for these changes, indeed the lack of parked vehicles during the daytime will only encourage less careful heavy goods vehicles going through more quickly.

In this rural small town we enjoy freedom of the individual and would like to reject any attempts to urbanise with unsightly yellow lines and signage. There have already been restrictions to parking on Silver 
Street and if the town is to survive commercially, parking close to shops and other facilities is needed. We have no state public transport which makes the parking more important

The new, maybe retired ,residents of North Road knew their parking availability when they bought their houses at a reasonable price. Does that mean they can have a piece of road for nothing? Is there a fee 
for resident parking? Incomers are in danger of altering the character of this working market town which is already suffering from the purchase of houses for holiday accommodation. It does not help 
relations if locals are not even made aware of these proposed changes.

We already have spaces for disabled badge holders in the town and they are underused, negating any need for more.

It is beyond belief that in this town there is a call for a city style parking regime. We are not a city and there is usually not a problem with parking.

Will there be a wider ‘consultation’ next time? There is a case for a proper survey. I hope the conclusion will not be a rushed one and that local views will be taken into account.
Resident For See attached letter and supporting docs as appendix 20b
Resident For See attached letter Appendix 20d

Resident For

I've recently received you proposals for introducing new parking restrictions and to make permanent temporary measures in the village of Threlkeld. I have no problems with the new proposals but would like 
you to consider an additional one.
I live in Brooklyn House. Almost immediately in front of my house there is an irregular and not particularly stable stone wall which drops down about a metre to the road. As can clearly be seen from your 
plans, this is at a really narrow point in the road but there are no parking restrictions! During the Summer and at holiday times, this is a really popular parking spot. I'm not particularly affected by this but a 
major concern is passing buses - I'm sure the bus companies must have contacted you. Often cars coming from the Keswick direction park immediately in front of my house but stick out into the road in order 
to give themselves room to open their doors. This results in buses really having difficulty in squeezing past. If they park on the other side of the road, I'm concerned the buses might do damage to my wall 
and to their sides.
Please can the yellow lines be extended on both sides of the road at this point.

Well we were certainly surprised by this letter when it came through the door! What a ridiculous waste of tax payers money it will be.

Why are you trying to fix something that isn’t even an issue?? We have lived on North Road for 20 years and we know all our neighbours very well, we are not aware of any complaints from anyone so it is 
intresting that you say that it has been prompted by residents requests?? It is certainly the topic of conversation amongst us “residents” and i haven’t spoken to anyone yet who is for it, we are all 
dumbfounded and are in agreement that it is a pathetic waste of tax payers money!! although there has been ideas that it could be another revenue maker for the council at the residents expense with the 
need for a Parking Attendant to police it!! who would of course need paying and presumably travel from Penrith to put their lovely tickets on peoples windows??

In these times of economic uncertainty in our honest opinion it is a ridiculous waste of money, spend it on off street parking for the poor residents of South Road Kirkby Stephen where the is an issue that 
has been ongoing for years!. I think i read somewhere that Westminster are cutting the County’s Highway Maintenence budget by £40 million over the next few years??? surely money being allocated for 
ridiculous schemes like these which is only going to cause problems between residents would be better spent filling potholes or replacing street lighting that isn’t working. Or even giving the money to the 
police department to help fund the control of HGV trucks constantly ignoring the weight limit which is supposed to be on the A685. There is a constant stream of them coming through but hardly any get 
stopped.

I have just been speaking to the poor owners of The Coast to Coast fish and Chip shop across the road from us, they have said that it will put them out of business as no passing trade will stop plus where 
are people from around town going to park to shop there???? Not only this they haven’t even had a letter from yourselves, the found out from another resident. It is difficult enough for small business to 
survive without the Council coming up with ridiculous hair brand schemes like this.

The plan certainly doesn’t get our vote!!! and speaking to our neighbours i would hope we are all going to stick together and fight it.
Resident Against



Business Owner Against

I am writing to raise my concerns over the lack of information regarding the above proposals.  As a business owner of the Coast to Coast (Fish & Chips) Ltd, including the premises 19-21 North Road, Kirkby 
Stephen and the owner of the residential property 1 Tinkler Hill, Kirkby Stephen I find it worrying that I have not received any correspondence regarding this matter even though it will directly affect myself 
and my business.  

It is only because a neighbour on Eden Terrace, Kirkby Stephen provided me with the information that I am aware of the proposals. Without her information I would not have the opportunity to raise my 
concerns with yourself by the required date of 28th March. 

Having spoken to other residents in the immediate area I have discovered that they also do not have the information needed to make comment - surely without input from all concerned you cannot make a 
decision based on the needs of the community. 

Resident Against Letter attached as appendix 20b

Resident Against

Having looked at the map outlining the proposed parking layout , I would like you to consider the impact this will have for residents using “The Green” to access their homes. 

Access is already difficult at times because of inconsiderate parking by some customers of the fish and chip shop - at least this is only temporary.  If residents of Hartley Road are forced to use The Green 
then this will become a more serious problem. May be a solution might be to have double yellow lines on one side of the public road called “The Green”.

Parish Council For Both of the proposed restrictions for Brough have been championed by the Council, which affirmed its support for the proposals

Resident Against

A number of things I would like to say about the letter I received in the post.
1.prompted by a resident. Can I ask who please?
2.Intended to improve, sorry but the new restrictions will not improve any thing.
3. Two permits per house hold would not be enough, most households have two cars per family now and plenty have lots of visitors.
4 First come first served basis how is this fair?
5.consultants on this proposal debated by councillors, will this be open to our selves, so that we can voice our concerns?
My points of view, all people living and working out side Kirkby Stephen need two cars per family, house hold, as the council managed to successfully stop all transport out of out town.  If you want us not to 
park in front of our homes you must come up with enough parking.
This proposal does not do that, you are only providing about 5/6 spaces for around 14 cars which are needed. Bearing in mind also four houses are unoccupied at this time.which when occupied there will 
be many more parking places needed.  You have a chance to compulsory purchase a bit of derelict land opposite my house.  For me to park opposite my home would make it very dangerous for my 
grandchildren being dropped of and collected while I look after them daily, also dogs crossing the road to get to the cars.  The council gave permission for a number of buisness to operate from Harley Fold, 
down the road from my house, making this once quiet road now busy, this was the councils doing.  The permit for visitors is ridiculous, it is implemented in Penrith where my mother lives and is terrible way 
to treat people, she has looked after my disabled father and needed parking spaces around the clock, you gave her no more permits.
At this present time there are 4 empty houses which will eventually be effected by these new restrictions, who will not be able to voice their concerns.
Now I would like to highlight the mess that the councils have made over the years in Kirkby Stephen, plans have been passed for all the new housing estates in the town, making it now congested with traffic, 
a number of these estates are not yet completed, when all the new residents move into their new houses the traffic will be an enormous problem.
A number of solutions should of been avoided over the years with a compulsory purchase of land making back lanes a road, and accessed to a number of houses could of had parking in their back yards.  I 
have had my home for 12 years now and been able to park out side my home, there has never been an accident or any trouble on Hartley road.  Hence the next question is it even legal for you to stop me 
parking there,as have been doing it for so long.
A simple solution would be to put yellow lines around the corner of Hartley road  about four foot to ease the problem of getting off the main road into our street.
I have more ideas about help around the town where I live, to many to put in this email, one other big problem is the lighting and lack of street lights working in the town, hence parents cannot let the 
children go to after school functions safely walking by them selves, parents have to drive the children, hence  more traffic on the road.

Resident Against

My comments towards the parking proposals for Hartley road/north road are:
That it will move the parking issues up to union square, the green and tinkler hill where there is already parking issues due to people that work in town and various holiday homes round town.
Surely you cannot restrict parking without giving them somewhere else to park? such as the wasteland next to 3 Hartley road. I think this may also impact on the coast to coast fish and chip shop as these 
restrictions would leave nowhere for customers to pull up to collect their orders.



Resident Against

Thank you for your letter of 7th March (EdenTROReview2022) about proposed parking and waiting restrictions in North Road and Hartley Road, Kirkby Stephen.

I object very strongly to these proposals.  I am a resident of Hartley Road, and am restricting my letter of objection to this road only. I can see that the proposed changes will affect those who attend the 
Masonic Hall, and the business of the ‘Coast to Coast’ fish and chip shop, but will leave the respective owners to make their own complaints. 
 It seems to me that the proposed restrictions will create a problem where there is none at present. I have lived here since 2016, when the timber yard was a thriving business. The residents of the road all 
managed to park in such a way as to allow access for the large articulated wagons that delivered to the yard, on an almost daily basis. We park in the same way now, even though the yard no longer takes 
deliveries.  Similarly, if a fire engine or ambulance needs access, there is no problem. Vehicles of all types do sometimes have to wait for each other, just as they do when travelling through most of Kirkby 
Stephen's streets. 
 I cannot find a reference in your letter to the number of parking places for permit holders that will be allowed for in Hartley Road. Judging from the drawing I think the cross-hatched area will accommodate 
4 cars. However, there are 5 houses fronting onto this part of Hartley Road; we can assume at least one car per household, but because of the lack of public transport some householders need 2 cars.  
 No-one parks where you are proposing to put double yellow lines; we all understand that cars in those areas would cause obstruction. However, we do park outside numbers 1, 3 and 10, where it is 
proposed to install 'No Waiting 8am to 6pm Monday to Saturday'. By doing so we cause no access problems and the road can accommodate between 8 and 9 parked cars (depending on size) on a daily 
basis. Where will the 4 or 5 displaced cars go? Householders will have to find car parking spaces in other, already overcrowded streets, creating more traffic as well as parking problems outside other 
residential properties. 
 From your letter it seems that the intended reason for these changes is “TO IMPROVE THE AVAILABILITY OF ON-STREET PARKING FOR RESIDENTS”, but the proposals do not offer any improvement at all. 
Rather the reverse. Where today we can be assured of 8 or 9 on-street spaces, we will only have 4. This is not a street where visitors to the town try to park their cars, it is used by residents only. As far as 
Hartley Road residents are concerned, there is no problem to be solved. 
If a real improvement is to be made, then some areas throughout Kirkby Stephen should be compulsorily purchased to provide off-road parking for residents. In Hartley Road some part of the now unused 
timber yard would be ideal. There is already an entrance gate to the area. There is precedent - in the 1960s an area on the north side of Silver Street was compulsorily purchased and houses demolished to 
widen the road to provide good access for the newly built grammar school.

Resident For

Thank you for your letter dated 07th March, reference: EdenTROReview2022.
I welcome measures put in place to prevent obtrusive and inconsiderate parking, however I feel your current measures do not address the complete village and will only move the issues further along the 
road causing further disruption.  Since moving to Threlkeld village I have witnessed many inconsiderate parking of vehicles outside my house and along church row road.  I have had my parking drive blocked 
which prevented me from parking on my property. 
My house is partially built below the level of the road and I have had vehicles parked next to my window with the engine running leading to car fumes entering my house (we are talking minutes), I am below 
road level so the fumes are exacerbated by the fact they sink and settle in my walls and then leach into in my lounge and kitchen area. I feel that by creating ‘proposed no waiting at any time restriction’ in 
your proposed locations will only move vehicles to the stretch of road where I live causing congestion and further worsening the poisonous fumes entering my house.
To add to this my property has suffered two lots of structural damage caused by inconsiderate drivers/parkers: 1. Damage to the corner of my roof; 2. Damage to my lounge wall causing collapse and ingress 
of water (your highways currently drains into my cavity wall) and also ingress of car fumes. You are welcome to come and see the damage and see how vulnerable my property is to inconsiderate driving and 
parking, you will see fact there is no pavement outside my house which means there is no barrier to prevent vehicles from contacting.
I don’t speak for my neighbour, but their drive which leads to the back of the church and houses a residential property has been blocked several times now, this increases the risk for the resident should they 
need emergency access or egress from the property as this is the only entrance.
I would like to see two actions:

 1.I would like ‘no waiting at any time restriction’ put outside my house on my side of the road, please do contact and visit me and I can explain in better detail the issue.  This would reduce the risk of 
damage to my property and risk to my health, it would also mean I can park in and leave my property without fear of being blocked which will improve my mental health.  By extending along the front of my 
property and further toward the village hall there is less risk of a collision on the corner to where my house is and for me would also mean the only window I have in my lounge and bedroom facing the road 
remains clear to daylight, again improving my mental wellbeing as it would not be blocked to parked vehicles.

 2.Given the fact that the main road passing through Threlkeld is no more than 1.2km in length I question why there is a need for a 30 mile speed limit.  Vehicles regularly speed past my house giving no 
margin for safety.  Several addresses have children and animals including my property, I feel it is unfair that I cannot enjoy the village from the front of my house without the risk of road traffic incident.  I feel 
Threlkeld village will benefit from a 20mph speed limit, it would mean that air pollution here is reduced and the character of the area is improved not to mention local residents quality of life being enhanced.  
To travel from one end of Threlkeld to the opposite end takes 56 seconds traveling at 30mph, by reducing the speed limit to 20mph it takes only a further 28 seconds…


