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1.0 PURPOSE OF REPORT

1.1 This report summarises the outcome of public consultation undertaken in January
and February 2026 on proposals to introduce a Controlled Parking Zone (CPZ) in
Carlyon Road and surrounding streets. The proposals were developed following
ongoing complaints from residents regarding parking stress, obstruction of
driveways, road safety concerns and long-stay commuter and commercial vehicle
parking.

1.2 Further to the analysis of the consultation results, the Head of Healthy Streets and
Parking is recommended not to proceed with implementing controlled parking
measures in the consulted area.

1.3  Further consideration can be given to the area in future if there is evidence of on-
street parking pressure and community support.

1.4  Residents in the area are sent a letter informing them of the outcome. This will
include a link to the Council’'s webpages.

2.0 BACKGROUND AND DEVELOPMENT

2.1 The Council received a number of complaints and requests regarding parking
issues in the Carlyon Road area. The complaints raised by local residents were
that during weekdays, many commuters and residents from the car-free
designated buildings are parking for the entire day, making it increasingly difficult
for local residents to find available spaces.

2.2 Following site observations confirming high parking pressure, the Council
included the area in its 2025/26 CPZ works programme. Public consultation was
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2.3
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3.0

3.1

therefore carried out to assess support for introducing parking controls and to
determine residents’ preferred operational arrangements.

Public consultation was carried out in early 2026. The proposed CPZ comprises
Hazel Grove, Carlyon Road, Longley Avenue, Queensbury Road, Brentvale
Avenue, Bamford Avenue, Norwood Avenue, Fulwood Avenue, Crabtree Avenue
and Abbey Avenue. The boundary broadly covers residential streets located
between Carlyon Road and Queensbury Road, and the railway line. The extent
of the proposed CPZ is shown below.

>

i

Figure 1

The objectives of the proposal are to:
e Reduce long-stay commuter and non-resident parking;

e Improve access and visibility for residents entering and exiting their
driveways;

e Improve road safety and accessibility, particularly for elderly and
mobility-impaired residents;

e Perioritise parking for residents and their visitors

CONSULTATION RESULTS

Consultation Procedure
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3.11

3.2

3.2.1

3.2.2

Public consultation was carried out in January and February 2026. Consultation
documents and questionnaires were sent by post by Royal Mail. They were
distributed to 725 residents and businesses of the area. They were also posted
to the local ward Councillors, interested groups and statutory authorities
including the emergency services. A copy of the consultation document is
included in Appendix A.

Consultation Results
The overall summary of the consultation shows that a total of 296 individual
responses were received, a rate of return (41%) which is considered good for

this type of schemes consulted in the past.

The overall results to the questions are shown in the tables below.

Question 1 Yes No No
opinion

Do you have parking problems in your street? 114 166 14

Percentage 39% |56% | 5%

Table 1 — Question 1 in the questionnaire

Comment - This demonstrates that a clear majority of respondents do not
experience parking difficulties.

Question 2 Yes No No
opinion

Are you in favour of Controlled Parking Zone (CPZ) | 99 180 16
for your street?

Percentage 33% |61% | 5%

Table 2 — Question 2 in the questionnaire

Comment - A majority of respondents expressed objection to the introduction of
CPZ controls.

Question 3 | Preferred operational times (if a new stand-alone CPZ is
introduced)
Mon-Fri Mon-Fri Mon-Fri
10am-3pm 10am -9pm 8:30am - 6:30pm
Yes 80 27 73
Percentage 27% 9% 25%

Table 3 — Question 3 in the questionnaire

Comment - The most supported single option is Mon—Fri 10am-3pm, although
majority did not support the introduction of CPZ.
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3.2.3

3.3

3.3.1

3.3.2

3.3.3

3.3.4

Question 4 Yes No No
opinion

Do you want the CPZ to operate on Saturdays? 66 197 27

Percentage 22% |66% |8%

Table 4 — Question 5 in the questionnaire

Comment - Views on Saturday operation are mixed, with a majority
opposing Saturday controls.

In summary the results showed the following results;

e A clear majority of residents reported not experiencing parking difficulties in
the area.

e The majority of respondents expressed not to support the introduction of a
Controlled Parking Zone (CPZ) within the consultation area.

e The majority of respondents favoured CPZ operating hours of Monday to
Friday, between 10 am and 3 pm, with no controls on Saturdays.

Responses from Statutory Consultees

A copy of the consultation was shared with ward councillors. They expressed
support for the proposals under consultation; they emphasised that the
implementation of the controlled parking scheme would be subject to the
feedback received from residents and stakeholders.

Met Police - have no concerns regarding the proposal at this stage.
No comments were received from other statutory consultees.
Comments from consultees

Majority of the residents and businesses were not in support of the proposals,
however there were some divided comments as well (refer to appendix — C).
Below are a summary of the comments received from each street during
consultation process.

Abbey Avenue

Feedback from Abbey Avenue is predominantly opposed to a CPZ, with several
residents stating there are no significant parking issues and expressing
satisfaction with current arrangements. A key concern is the financial burden of
permits, particularly given perceptions that parking pressure stems from new
residential developments approved by the Council. Some residents object to
paying for problems they attribute to planning decisions. A minority support a
CPZ due to long-stay vehicles, event day pressure, and commuter parking, with
suggestions for full-time controls or Sunday inclusion. Concerns also include
visitor parking restrictions and a desire for guarantees that nearby developments
will not be included in future zone extensions.

Bamford Avenue
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Responses from Bamford Avenue are overwhelmingly against introducing a CPZ,
with many residents stating there are no current parking problems and that
existing arrangements are convenient and flexible. A recurring theme is
opposition to additional costs and restrictions, particularly during weekends and
bank holidays, which residents want excluded if a scheme proceeds. Some
support limited intervention, suggesting short-duration restrictions to deter
commuters rather than full CPZ implementation. There were calls for better
enforcement of existing rules, such as preventing driveway obstruction. Overall,
residents favour maintaining the status quo, with strong resistance to perceived
unnecessary regulation and financial burden.

Brentvale Avenue

Feedback from Brentvale Avenue is largely opposed to CPZ implementation, with
many residents reporting no significant parking pressure and objecting to paying
for permits. There is a strong emphasis on fairness, with repeated calls for at
least one free permit per household. Residents highlight alternative issues,
including poor pavement conditions, potholes, lack of enforcement, and unclear
road markings, suggesting these should be prioritised instead. Some note
specific parking concerns, such as blocked driveways, trader vehicles, and
pavement parking. A few support limited measures such as pay and display on
main roads, but overall sentiment is that a CPZ is unnecessary and would
impose unwarranted costs.

Carlyon Road

Carlyon Road feedback is mixed but slightly more supportive than other streets,
reflecting genuine parking pressure in parts of the road. Supporters cite issues
such as non-resident parking, long-stay vehicles, and displacement from nearby
developments, welcoming CPZ as a deterrent. Some favour 7-day controls,
including weekends. However, significant opposition remains, arguing that
parking is still generally manageable and that a CPZ would impose financial
burdens, particularly on businesses, carers, and visitors. Concerns also include
enforcement effectiveness, access to dropped kerbs, and impacts on local
businesses and elderly residents. Suggestions include shorter restriction periods
and addressing underlying causes such as insufficient parking provision in new
developments.

Crabtree Avenue

Crabtree Avenue responses are mixed, but lean against CPZ introduction, with
many residents stating that parking is generally available and does not justify
restrictions. Concerns centre on the financial and practical impact, particularly for
visitors, carers, and vulnerable residents, including Blue Badge holders. Some
respondents raised issues such as pavement parking and access constraints,
suggesting targeted enforcement rather than area-wide controls. A minority
support the CPZ, noting increasing pressure linked to new developments and
difficulty parking near home. Residents also request clarification on operational
details, such as visitor arrangements and dropped kerb permissions. Overall,
perceived need varies across the street.

Fulwood Avenue

Feedback from Fulwood Avenue is predominantly opposed to CPZ
implementation, with strong concerns that it would be unfair, costly, and
ineffective. Many residents attribute parking issues to recent high-density
developments with insufficient parking, rather than commuter demand, and feel
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residents should not bear the cost. There are calls for improved enforcement,
CCTV, and penalties for illegal parking instead of new restrictions. Some
residents highlight potential negative impacts on elderly and long-term residents,
while others oppose paying for permits where no driveways exist. A small
number support stricter controls, including extended hours or full-week operation,
though this is not the prevailing view.

Hazel Grove

Responses from Hazel Grove are limited but mixed toward CPZ proposals. The
dominant concern is that a CPZ would represent an additional financial burden
on residents, with some perceiving it as a revenue-generating measure rather
than a necessary intervention. References were made to developer contributions
from new housing, with suggestions that such funding should be used instead of
charging residents. There is no strong evidence presented of significant parking
pressure within the comments received. Overall, sentiment reflects low support
and limited perceived need, alongside broader concerns about fairness and the
allocation of Council resources.

Longley Avenue

Longley Avenue feedback is largely opposed to CPZ introduction, with many
residents stating that parking is generally manageable and does not warrant
additional charges. Concerns focus on cost impacts, particularly for pensioners,
and the perception that CPZ is a disproportionate response. Some residents
identify localised issues, including parking pressure from nearby industrial uses
and inefficient parking practices. Others raise concerns about limited road width,
insufficient space for marked bays, and multi-vehicle households, suggesting a
CPZ may worsen provision. A minority support targeted measures to address
safety and obstruction. Overall, residents favour alternative solutions and
improved access rather than formal controls.

Norwood Avenue

Norwood Avenue responses are predominantly against CPZ implementation,
with many residents reporting no consistent parking issues and opposing
additional costs, often described as a “tax”. Concerns include the impact on
visitors, carers, and family access, particularly for vulnerable residents. Some
acknowledge localised problems from non-resident parking, such as commuters
and workers, and support more targeted intervention. A few suggest limited
operating hours, such as during school times. Residents also question the
evidence base, costs, and fairness of a full estate-wide scheme, with suggestions
to restrict CPZ only to streets experiencing issues. Overall, opposition outweighs
support.

Queensbury Road

Queensbury Road feedback is mixed but generally leaning towards CPZ, with
many residents stating that parking is usually available and opposing permit
charges. However, a recurring issue is non-resident parking from factory workers
and commuters, which some believe justifies intervention. Residents stress that,
if introduced, the scheme must be affordable, with requests for free or low-cost
permits and accessible visitor arrangements. Some respondents express
concern about blocked access points and minor obstructions, while others do not
feel impacted at all. Overall, while there is some recognition of parking pressure,
concerns about cost and fairness dominate the responses.
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4.0 EQUALITIES ANALYSIS

41 Out of 296 questionnaires returned, approximately 140 respondents had
completed the equality monitoring questionnaire. The total number for each
question may not be the same as the total responded because some
respondents have not answered every question. A breakdown of the equality
data is shown below. There is an average percentage response from residents
that consider themselves to have a disability, but broadly there do not appear to
be any significant variations to the average demographic profiles for Alperton
ward.

Asian or Black or Black White Mixed
Asian British British Or White British  background

Prefer not
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Table 5 — Responses to “What is your ethnic group?”

Do you consider
yourself to have a Gender Sexual Orientation
disability?

Yes No Prefer | Male Female Prefer
not to not to Gay
say

Other or

Man

Gay woman
or Lesbian
Bisexual
Heterosexual
or straight

Table 6 — Responses to “Do you consider yourself to have a disability?”, “What is your gender?” and
“What is your sexual orientation?”

Is your gender identity different to the sex you assumed to be at birth

Yes, it’s different ‘ No, It’s the same Prefer not to say

Table 7 — Responses to “Is your gender identity different to the sex you assumed to be at birth?”
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Age group

16-24 25-34 35-44 ‘ 45-54 ‘ 55-64 65+ Prefer not to Say

Protected

Characteristic

Age X

Religion or belief X

Table 9 — Responses to “Which age group do you belong?”

The consultation broadly reflects Alperton’s ethnic and religious diversity, with
Asian, White, Christian, Hindu and Muslim groups well represented. However,
responses are skewed towards older residents, particularly those aged 45 to 65,
compared with the ward’s predominantly working-age population.

Project Equalities Analysis

Mitigation if

Comments .
required

Positive
Negative

No reason to believe this group will be N/A
disproportionally affected

No reason to believe this group will be N/A

Disability X disproportionally affected

Gender No reason to believe this group will be
- X . . N/A
reassignment disproportionally affected

Pregnancy and No reason to believe this group will be
: X . . N/A
maternity disproportionally affected

No reason to believe this group will be N/A

AEED X disproportionally affected

No reason to believe this group will be N/A
disproportionally affected

No reason to believe this group will be N/A

e X disproportionally affected

No reason to believe this group will be N/A
disproportionally affected

Sexual orientation X

Table 10 — Project Equality Analysis

The equality analysis above does not consider that the scheme would have an
adverse effect on groups with protected characteristics.

FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS

The estimated cost of implementing the proposed changes including the public
consultation, line marking, and the production and installation of new signs is
approximately £60,000. This cost could have been covered through the existing
S106 Alperton area CPZ programme, as such, there would have been no
additional financial impact arising from the implementation of this scheme.
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6.0

6.1

6.2

7.0

RECOMMENDATION

Based on the majority of respondents being not in favour of the CPZ proposals,
the Head of Healthy Streets and Parking is recommended not to progress the
proposals to introduce controlled parking zone (CPZ) in the consulted area.
Further consideration can be given to the area in future if there is evidence of on-
street parking pressure and community support.

Residents in the area are sent a letter informing them of the outcome of the

consultation and the decisions taken. This will include a link to the Councils
webpages where information on the operation of CPZ’s is available.

APPENDICIES

Appendix A - Consultation document and questionnaire,
Appendix B - Street by Street consultation feedback analysis

Local Government Act 1972 — Access to Information

The following items were used in the preparation of the report:

o Consultation responses and analysis

The above documents may be inspected / copied by contacting:
Contact Officer: Solomon Nere,

Healthy Streets and Parking

Telephone: 0208 937 5230

Email: Healthystreets&parking@brent.gov.uk

AGREED / REJECTED

Signed:

Date: 27 May 2026

Sandor Fazekas
HEAD OF HEALTHY STREETS AND PARKING
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Appendix A
Consultation documents

Scheme Ref: ASCPZ0126
January 2026

;o Public Consultation
l, Brent Proposed Controlled Parking Zone (CP2)

Carlyon Road Area -Alperton (HAO)

This document outlines our proposals for a controlled parking scheme in the Carlyon Road
Area-Alperton (HAD). Please read the information in this document, then complete, and return
the enclosed questionnaire - postage is free. Alternatively, this document is also available for
completion online at https.//haveyoursay.brent.gov.uk responses from within the consultation
area only will be considered. The closing date for the return of the questionnaire is

Friday 13 February 2026.

Why are we proposing this change?

We have received a number of complaints and requests regarding parking issues in the area.
Residents have raised concerns that, during weekdays, many commuters are parking for the entire
day, making it increasingly difficult for local residents to find available spaces. This situation has
also contributed to traffic congestion and raised road safety concerns in the neighbourhood. As
part of the 2025-26 Controlled Parking Zone (CPZ) programme, the Council has decided to consult
residents on proposed CPZ measures for their street. The affected area is outlined on the map
provided.

What are the proposed improvements?

All the kerbside road space on Hazel Grove, Carlyon Road, Longley Avenue, Queensbury Road,
Brentvale Avenue, Bamford Avenue, Norwood Avenue, Fulwood Avenue, Crabtree Avenue and
Abbey Avenue will be controlled. Yellow lines will be introduced to control road junctions (double
yellow line) and vehicular accesses (single yellow). This will prevent obstructive parking on
junctions and across driveways. It will also improve accessibility for pedestrians, the disabled,
emergency services and refuse collection.

Parking will be either for permit holder or in 'pay by phone’ bays. Residents will need to
purchase permits if they, or their visitors, wish to park in the designated bays during the
scheme'’s operational times you prefer in the questionnaire. However, permits are not required
for residents who park in their own driveways. Please also note that developer contributions
(S106) have provided funding, allowing the Council to offer free resident permits for
lower and standard emission vehicles if the CPZ is implemented. Permits for higher-
emission vehicles will not be subsidised.

General information about parking and permit charges in Brent is enclosed and is also available on
the Council’'s Website; https://www.brent.gov.uk/parking-roads-and-travel/parking

What will happen next?

At this stage of the praocess, we are seeking for your initial views. | would therefore be most grateful
if you would consider the proposals and then complete and return the attached questionnaire to
Brent Council using the freepost facility by Friday 13 February 2026. The results of this
consultation will then be used to decide on whether to implement the proposals in the area and
you will be notified of the outcome in due course.

Please see the back of this document for further details on how to respond to this consultation.
Healthy Streets and Parking
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Appendix A
Consultation document contin.

We are consulting residents/businesses in the area within the marked red line

Alperton:

(\\
\\v P

<

Your views are important to us.

Only th'e %uelstlon|1alre issued by the Please complete the enclosed [T I
S)C)tl:\?sci;gn:dtgt?snu:ﬁg ﬁg Toseoe questionnaire and return itin | | consyitation area are shown
photocopies will be considered the Freepost envelope on the above plan. Local
Alternatively, this document is provided or send to: groups, Statutory

also available for completion Lofdon Borough of Brent Authorities, the Emergency
online at Healthy S.tr.eets and Parking Serwces and Ward A
https://haveyoursay.brent.gov.uk EE"{:}‘;E;”\;{/Z gg#:uﬁ{l%rs are also being
responses from within the W t?l Middl Y X

consultation area only will be . H?Ié 0": 7 e

considered.

Your response is protected as required by the Data Protection Act and will not be identified.
If you would like further information, then please contact:

Mibun Sharma Paulette Weekes
highwaysconsult@brent.gov.uk highwaysconsult@brent.gov.uk
Senior Engineer Consultation Officer
Healthy Streets and Parking Healthy Streets and Parking
London Borough of Brent London Borough of Brent

Brent Building a better borough. e I;?ti‘:‘%rgn
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Appendix A
Consultation document contin.
Translation Request

We want all of our customers to be able to understand the information we provide. If you need to receive
this information in your own language or in an alternative format (e.g. large print, Braille), please contact
the Consultation Officer on 020 8937 5600 ENGLISH

HTRHA WYEHE ZHUDRY TSI 0 ST TR HDHUTNIH U UTARCHTAWDE pTES A HEYSHCINE. Bhii
DHWDY 2 GnaAaH CHThy Cumf Osh Swiay 9% urhy apaifs (e paomi: uicugiy 0CdE) s
Gaustimgsmrsh. JUNGFAY 0208 937 5127350 subP1C1FUY MEHT1T0u) CHLIUCHTIaYL.

TAMIL

Queremos que nossos clientes entendam todas as informacoes que fornecemos. Se precisarem
receber essa informacao em seu proprio idioma ou em outro formato (ex: letras maiores Ou
Braille) por favor contate o funcionario de consulta no Telefone 020 8937 5600
Portuguese

Cheemy, aby wszyscy nasi klienci byli w stanie zrozumie¢ przedstawiane przez nas informacje. Jesli
potrzebuje Pan(i) uzyskac te informacje w swoim jezyku lub w innej formie (np. duzg czcionka,
alfabetem Braille'a), prosimy skontaktowac sie z urzednikiem ds. konsultacji Consultation Officer pod
numerem 020 8937 5600.

POLISH

Waxaanu rabnaa in dhamaan macaamiishayadu fahmi karaan warbixinta aanu siino. Haddii aad u
baahatid in warbixinta aad ku hesho lugadaada ama hab kale ( sida qoraal balaadhan, taabasho
akhris) fadlan lasoo xidhiidh xafiiska talo bixinta ee 020 8937 5600,

SOMALI

wUl ¥ Yy Wil il A wlBclHi 2Rt olul o sl aHawrl ud Ag Wl Fudlal SlA, o9 dual 2 wBdl
Al Qettefl esunl waan oflo Sl 2zl (ed. det weRldl s, ddaul) Anaaell %32 U3, Al su 5da
soicelet Bl3UeA 020 8937 5600 UR U 53

GUJARATI

3) JS250 S S QTS aglaady. oS grac patS LT g o9 230y haglan s S (o oy
-t Sy 0208 937 5127 1ad oy M8t S, Ao e 305555000 (oSt S i

URDU

B AwA ¥ % AT 99T BW % A% PHV W $Eud aU¥ 9% | O% 9T IR s 30 Wmr
a1 Rt 3= W @ WP, aW) F T AT FET FAeRAT AR F 97 0208 037 5127 ®
ATH F)

HINDI

WR 9UC U a F3 Fo 40 A3 28 UTh a3 9¢ 278 meas FHS Aac |9 303 &0
FEaTe w88 T 7 AR 03 QU RW (iFes T3 oive! e el 7t e ST 0 St v
590 aARBCHA WEAs &5 0208 8937 5600 3 Fusa &5

PUNJABI
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Appendix A
Consultation document contin.

REF: A5CPZ0126
January 2026

Questionnaire

Proposed Controlled Parking Zone (CPZ)
Carlyon Road Area - Alperton (HAO)

Dear Sir or Madam,

Your views are important to us - please therefore take the time to read and respond.
The information you provide will be treated confidentially and will be used solely by the London
Borough of Brent.

Sending back this form

Please complete this questionnaire and return it in the FREEPOST envelope enclosed, to reach
us by Friday 13 February 2026. Alternatively, post it to London Borough of Brent, Healthy
Streets and Parking, Civic Centre, Engineers Way, Wembley, Middlesex, HA9 OFJ.

Details on-line

This consultation document will be available on our website. Please go to
https://haveyoursay.brent.gov.uk or use the below QR code. Results will generally be
available within one month of the closing date.

Only one reply per household or business will be accepted.

Healthy Streets and Parking

If you require this document in larger print, please call
020 8937 5230

e Transport
for London
Brent Building a better borough
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Appendix A
Consultation document contin.

Question 1

Do you have parking problems in your street?

Yes || No || No Opinion|_|

Question 2

Are you in favour of CPZ for your street?

ves[_| Nol | No Opinion|_]

Question 3

If a CPZ was to go ahead based on this consultation, please tell us what your prefemed
operational times would be (please tick one)

Monday to Friday 10am to 3pm O]
Monday to Friday 10am to 9pm []

Monday to Friday 8 30am to 630pm ||

If you are not happy with the above options, please tell us your preference;

Do you want the CPZ to operate on Saturdays?

ves_| No No Opinion

Comments
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Appendix A
Consultation document contin.

Privacy statement

You are providing your information to Brent Council, Healthy Streets and Parking
Department.

The Council's Data Protection Officer can be contacted via dpo@brent.gov.uk or
020 8937 1402.

Your information is collected for the purpose of analysis, as required to fulfil the
council’s duties under the statutory consultation process.

The information will be shared within Brent Council for consultation analysis only
and used by the Healthy Street and Parking Department to gain insight in to the
opinions of those consulted. The information shall be retained for 7 years and
shall be processed in adherence to your legal rights, including but not limited to
the right to withdraw consent, right to copies of your information and right to be
forgotten. You have a right to lodge a complaint with the Information
Commissioner's Office (www.icg.org.uk).

Further information can be found at www.brent.gov.uk/privacy

Thank you for taking the time to complete this questionnaire.
If you require any additional information or would like further explanation
Please contact Mibun Sharma by emailing highwaysconsult@brent.gov.uk
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Appendix B — Street by Street analysis

Question 1 - Are you in favour of Controlled Parking Zone (CPZ) for your street?

Road Name Questionnaires | Questionnaires | Percentage | Question 1 Question 1 | Question 1 [Percentage [Percentage |Percentage
delivered returned Response Yes No No opinion Yes No No opinion
Abbey Avenue 90 33 37 14 17 1 42 51 3
Bamford Avenue 75 33 44 5 27 1 15 82 3
Brentvale Avenue 75 30 40 12 17 1 40 57 3
Crabtree Avenue 68 24 35 14 1 38 58
Fulwood Avenue 70 36 51 26 1 25 72
Hazel Grove 16 8 50 4 3 1 50 38 12
Longley Avenue 86 33 38 12 17 4 36 52 12
Norwood Avenue 74 27 36 4 21 2 15 78
Queensbury Road 46 20 43 13 6 0 65 30
725 296 41 114 166 14 39 56

Question 2 - Are you in favour of Controlled Parking Zone (CPZ) for your street?

Road Name Questi ires | Questionnaires | Percentage | Question 2 Question 2 [ Question 2 |Percentage |Percentage |Percentage

delivered returned Response Yes No No opinion Yes No No opinion
Abbey Avenue 90 33 37 8 19 5 24 58 15
Bamford Avenue 75 33 44 2 29 2 6 88 6
Brentvale Avenue 75 30 40 11 18 1 37 60 3

Crabtree Avenue 68 24 35 9 15 0 37 63

Fulwood Avenue 70 36 51 10 23 3 28 64 8
Hazel Grove 16 8 50 4 3 1 50 38 12
Longley Avenue 86 33 38 12 21 0 36 64 0
Norwood Avenue 74 27 36 3 23 1 11 85 4
Queensbury Road 46 20 43 12 7 1 60 35 5
725 296 41 99 180 16 33 61 5

Question 3 — Preferred operational times (if a new stand-alone CPZ is introduced)

Road Name Questionnaires | Questi ires | Percentag Question 3 Question 3 | Question 3 |Percentage |Percentage |Percentage
delivered returned Response Yes No No opinion Yes No No opinion
Abbey Avenue 90 33 37 9 8 27 18 24
Bamford Avenue 75 33 44 12 3 36 9

Brentvale Avenue

40

6

7
7

20
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Crabtree Avenue 68 24 35 6 2 25 8 29
Fulwood Avenue 70 36 51 11 4 31 1 22
Hazel Grove 16 8 50 0 13 0 38
Longley Avenue 86 33 38 8 3 11 24 9 33
Norwood Avenue 74 27 36 1 33 4 11
Queensbury Road 46 20 43 4 1 20 5 35

725 296 4 80 27 73 27 9 25




Question 4 - Do you want the CPZ to operate on Saturdays?

Road Name Questionnaires | Questionnaires | Percentage | Question 4 Question 4 | Question 4 |Percentage [Percentage (Percentage
delivered returned Response Yes No No opinion Yes No No opinion
Abbey Avenue 90 33 37 7 21 5 21 64 15
Bamford Avenue 75 33 44 3 30 0 9 91 0
Brentvale Avenue 75 30 40 8 20 2 27 67 6
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Crabtree Avenue 68 24 35 4 14 5 17 58 21
Fulwood Avenue 70 36 51 7 25 3 19 69 8
Hazel Grove 16 8 50 3 3 2 38 38 24
Longley Avenue 86 33 38 5 21 4 15 64 12
Norwood Avenue 74 27 36 3 20 1 11 74 5
Queensbury Road 46 20 43 5 13 2 25 65 10

725 296 41 66 197 25 22 66 8




