
Summary of Representations received through consultation Appendix 20
PROPOSAL RECEIVED FROM FOR/AGAINST RESPONSE

P12 Resident Against

I would like to endorse the suggestions made very clearly by my neighbours.  The most acceptable arrangement would be for the North side, nearest the houses, to be designated as parking for residents 
only  with residents issued with permits for two vehicles.

Less welcome would be No Parking on both sides, as I do rely on family visits, but this would be better than having unlimited parking on the North side as proposed.  It is already apparent that this end of 
Church Croft, with no restrictions,is going to be overwhelmed with people wanting free parking, often with camper vans and other large vehicles which they leave for long periods and this causes difficulties 
for essential service vehicles.

I welcome your consultation on this and hope it can be resolved for the benefit of all residents. If Residents` permits are not possible, then I would request that parking is prohibited on both sides of the 
road and round the turning place.

P11 Resident Against

Our cottage has no garage or off-street parking. We rely on leaving our vehicle near to our building. Currently, we are normally able to find space at the side of the road facing our cottage.  We have 
carefully examined the map enclosed with the Informal Consultation. The proposed parking near to our cottage appears to be limited to one (or conceivably, two) resident spaces. All of the parking spaces 
near to High Glenridding are left unrestricted, and will almost certainly be occupied by visitors leaving cars while spending the day hiking and fell-walking.
At present, these spaces are reserved for local use through display of Parish Council signage stating “Private: Residents Parking Only”. Whenever we park we display our Patterdale Parish Council parking 
disc.  Withdrawal of our current parking arrangement may be an oversight, as the roadside facing us appears to be left without any restrictions whatsoever in the Proposal.  We feel strongly that our part of 
High Glenridding needs more places reserved for Badge Holders and Permit Holders.

P14 Resident For

With regards to the above proposal. Our views on the proposal are positive, we think it is a good idea due to the recent influx in the volume of traffic using the road. Our business is placed just before 
where the bollards are going to be.  The traffic currently uses our property as a passing place due to the high volume, so to introduce the bollards can only be positive as there are many near misses that 
we have witnessed. 

We just wanted to double check that we will still be able to access our fields, we own the 2 fields to the left of the road and we just wanted to make sure that the bollards won’t prevent us accessing the 2 
gates, looking at the measurements we assume the access will not be affected but we just want confirmation.

P10 Resident Against Signed Petition by 16 residents

P15 Resident Against

Your map shows a a "no waiting" restrictions in front of a number of properties in Bollam Terrace.  This area is used by the residence, who are unable to park at the rear of their homes. These residents park 
freely in front of their homes every day, some have done so for more than thirty years.  We understand your concerns about the traffic in this area during school muster times, but believe your proposed 
solution to be Ill conceived and extremely unfair towards the residents of Bollam Terrace who would be affected.  We therefore urge the council to have a rethink and to come up with a more reasonable 
proposition.  The opposite side of the road is never used for residential parking as the residents of those properties on The Crescent have parking at the back of their homes. A luxury the residents of 
Bollam Terrace, whom you propose to victimise, have not. So therefor why don't you make your restricted parking areas on that side of the road making it possible for traffic to travel safely in both 
directions.   
On a completely different point most peoples greatest financial asset is their property. It is a fact that a property with all day parking is off more value than one without. What right do the council think they 
have to devalue peoples assets ?

P9 Parish For
I have spoken to the councillors.  They are happy to support the bridge being closed off for vehicular traffic, as long as access can be maintained along the track to the bridge from Mosedale side.  

P10 Business Owner Against

As a business owner in the heart of North Road, Kirkby Stephen we strongly object to the proposal to introduce parking and waiting restrictions on North Road and Hartley Road, Kirkby Stephen for the 
following reasons. 

1. Any restrictions to current parking will result in our business become unviable.  Approximately 60% of our turnover is generated from passing traffic with cars parking close to the shop for under 10 
minutes.   Of the remaining 40%, approximately 35% of our turnover comes from customers within the local community (within 5 miles) who have to travel to us by car. There is a steep decline in turnover 
on any occasion where there is no parking spaces close to the shop. We employ 5 members of staff, all of whom will be made redundant should the business not be able to run viably. 

2. Having spoken to many local residents we have not yet found one person who is in favour of this proposal. 

3. We are concerned about the cost of both establishing and running the restrictions.

4.  The local community of North Road and Hartley Road live in harmony and, as far as I am aware, there are no problems regarding current parking. I feel the introduction of restrictions will lead to disputes 
which could be avoided. 


