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Cleveland Parking Survey Results. June 2018 
 
 

 
1.0 Introduction. 
 
This survey was carried out in response to numerous complaints from residents regarding parking and 
parking issues around Cleveland Bradville. 80 survey forms were issued. A response of 29 forms were 
returned to the Parish Office. This represents a 36% return. 
Appendix A gives the total responses for each question. Appendix B is the summary of all the comments. 
Space prevents the inclusion of all the comments in the paper. However, the full range of comments can 
be seen on the Parish Website. For those unable to access this or require a hard copy please contact the 
parish office. 
 
2.0 Summary. 

 
2.1 General. 
 
There is a strong dissatisfaction for the current parking activity in Cleveland. 
 
2.2 Grassed Amenity Space. 
 
Parking anywhere on grassed amenity space (as in random parking) is not supported nor is the 
removal of trees and amenity space to form parking areas. Also, not supported is the use of grass 
strengthening membranes to allow parking.  
 
Support for no parking on any grass area was slightly ahead (3%) of support for parking on grassed 
areas and there is some indication (Q6) that parking on grassed areas (less than 10% of the area) 
could be acceptable.  
 
The majority of returns show no support for commercial vehicle parking on the grass areas. Where 
commercial vehicle parking does occur, there is support for vehicle owners (commercial and private) 
being made to pay for the damage and reinstatement of the grassed area. 
 
The use of barriers to prevent parking on amenity space was 50/50 however, comments mainly 
support this concept.  
 
2.3 Parking. 
 
There is support for no parking signs in specific areas enforced by parking fines. As is the creation of 
a central parking area with an increase in the precept to pay for additional parking bays. 
 
There is little support for parking restrictions based on the time of day and little support for public 
disabled parking. Residents making their own parking bays is not supported. 
 
There is strong objection to removing trees to form parking bays. 
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2.4 General comments in the returns. (See Section 3) 
 
The comments indicate that there is frustration within the local community with respect to a 
minority of people who park inconsiderately. The objection to commercial vehicles is particularly 
strong. Suggestions for a central parking area behind Bradville Hall occur a few times.  
 
Overall there is strong negative feeling regarding the amount of damage parking on the grass has. 
 
There are numerous suggestions regarding the formation of parking bays either alongside existing 
garages and on paved areas. 
 
The use of garages as storage rooms is mentioned and this adds to the number of vehicles on the 
road.  

 
3.0 Review of returns 
 
The review of the responses is given below: - 
 

Q1. Are you satisfied with the current parking arrangements? 
 
72.41 % of returns indicated that residents are not satisfied with the current parking arrangements. 
20.6% are satisfied with the parking arrangements. 7% no answer provided. There were 14 
additional comments related to the issues experienced by residents all the comments support 
resident dissatisfaction. There were no comment in support to the current arrangement.  

 
Q2 Would you support being allowed to park anywhere on grassed space? 
 
69% of returns did not support being allowed to park on green spaces. 21% did support parking on 
green spaces. There were 12 additional comments. Of these 6 were tentatively in favour of parking 
on the grass with conditions such as repairing damage at the drivers cost, paving areas. Other 
comments report the damage by a minority of residents.  
 
Q3. Would you support the removal of amenity grassed areas to make parking space available? 
 
52% do not support the removal of amenity grass areas for parking. 41% do support the removal of 
amenity space in favour of parking. 7% no answer provided.  There were 10 additional comments. 
Two of these advocates the removal of the trees and grass areas. Another proposed construction of 
two further garages alongside the existing garages. Other comments point out the current use by 
dog walkers and the potential environmental impact of removing the grass. Two comments related 
to condition use of the green space by vehicles. 
 
Q4. Would you support being allowed to park on some grassed areas >50%? 
 
69% of returns did not support the idea of more than 50% of grassed areas being used for parking 
whilst 24% did with 7 % no answer provided. There were 3 additional comments. Two in support of 
parking on grass provided the vehicles were road worthy and of a particular type. Another support 
the idea for visitors only. 
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Q5. Would you support being allowed to park on some grassed areas >25%? 
 
59% of returns did not support the idea of more than >25%of grassed areas being used for parking 
whilst 31% did with 10% no answer provided. There were 3 additional comments. One in support of 
parking on grass provided the vehicles were road worthy and of a particular type. Another support 
the idea for visitors only and the third supports the idea if no other solution is possible. 
 
 
 
 
 
Q6. Would you support being allowed to park on some grassed areas>10%? 
 
45% of returns did not support the idea of more than >10% of grassed areas being used for parking 
whilst 31% did with 10% no answer provided. There were 4 additional comments. The comments 
mirror Question 5 with the addition of a suggestion to alter the junction of mercers drive and 
Cleveland.  
 
Question 7. Would you support no parking on the grass areas at all? 
 
52% of returns did not support the idea of no parking on grassed areas, whilst 48%. There were 8 
additional comments. The comments are varied mostly pointing out the lack of parking already and 
the potential to cause congestion if this was applied. A reference to using garages was made A 
suggestion of half on grass half on paving was also made.  
 
Question 8.  Would you support the removal of trees and shrubs to facilitate parking? 
 
76% of returns did not support the idea removing trees, whilst 21%. 3% did not answer the question. 
There were 4 additional comments. Three supported removing tress with one seeking to know 
where and the other pointing out the reduction of upkeep to Milton Keynes Council. Three others 
opposed removing trees citing the aesthetics of the trees and the need for maintenance 
 
Question 9 Would you support no parking signs in specific areas enforced by parking fines? 
 
55.2% of the returns stated they will support no parking signs with parking fines. 44.8% would not 
support signs and fines. There were 8 additional comments. Three support the question with two 
strongly made comments regarding parking around school times which is seen as dangerous and 
inconsiderate. Two opposed this approach holding the view that fine a revenue generator. A third 
questioned how it would be enforced. One comment focused on addressing the few who are 
abusing the street rather than introducing this measure. 
 
Question 10. Do you support residents making parking bays in the grass areas?  
 
59% of the returns stated they would not like parking bays in the grassed areas with 34% supporting 
the idea 7% did not provide an answer. There were 13 additional comments. 7 were opposed to the 
suggestion, which included comments related to existing make do gravel parking , unsightliness , 
making use of garages that are now storage units and again the suggestion to alter the junction 
between Mercers Drive and Cleveland. The 6 in support suggested permitted parking with properly 
made parking bays. 
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Question 11. Would you support parking restrictions based on times of day? 
 
62% of returns supported parking restrictions based on time of day. 34% did not support the 
suggestion. 7% did not answer question. There were 7 additional comments. The emphasis of the 
comments related to non-residents parking for school drop off and collection.  
 
Question 12. Would you support pay by use parking bays? 
 
41% of returns rejected the option of pay by use parking. 4% were for the idea. 17% did not answer 
the question.  There were 4 additional comments. One suggests pay parking for non-residents. One 
against the suggestion, one agreeing if trees were removed and one undecided. 
 
Question 13 Would you support physical barriers to prevent parking on green space? 
 
With one non-answer the returns were equal for this question 50% for and against pay by use 
parking bays. There were 6 additional comments. Two were opposed to the idea and one suggested 
planters and another suggested the barrier type should be through public choice.  
 
Question 14 Would you support commercial vehicles parking on grass areas? 
 
86% of returns did not support commercial vehicle parking on grass areas. 10 did support this idea 
with 3% not answering the question. There were 7 additional comments. The overall view 5 of the 5 
cited commercial vehicles as the cause of most of the damage. The remaining two suggested it was 
ok if owned by the resident and again half parked on the road and grass.  
 
Question 15 Would you support vehicle owners (commercial and private) being made to pay for 
any damage to grassed areas arising from their parking? 
 
69% of returns supports the view that commercial vehicles causing damage should pay for 
restoration.21% were against and 10% did not answer the question. There were 5 additional 
comments. Three endorsed the idea with one questioning how changes would be enforced and 
another querying cost. 
 
Question 16. Would you support an increase in the parish precept to support the construction of 
more parking bays? 
 
69% of returns supported an increase in the precept to support the construction of parking bays. 
21% did not. 10% did not answer the question. There were5 additional comments. One outright 
support of the additional charge. A suggestion to construct more parking a the rear of Bradville hall 
and two questioning the loss of trees and amenity space. 
 
Question 17 Parking membranes can be buried in grass to allow parking with minimum damage.  
However, grass cutting equipment cannot cut over such measures. Would you support no further 
grass cutting in favour of parking membranes? 
 
65% of returns did not support this idea. 21% did support this idea. 14% did not answer the 
question. The were 7 additional comments one supporting the idea and seven opposed on the basis 
of unsightliness and grass height. 
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Question 18 Would you support a central parking area for all vehicles if this area was secure? 
 
58% of returns support the idea of a secure central parking area. 34% did not support the idea. 7% 
did not answer the question. There were 8 additional comments. Two suggesting a location for such 
a parking area behind Bradville Hall, with the remainder raising questions regarding feasibility and 
the probable lack of use.  
 
Question 19. Would you support seasonal parking on the grass I.e. only in the summer months? 
 
21% of returns support the idea of seasonal parking with 55% opposed to this idea. 24% did not 
answer the question. There were seven additional comments  none supported the seasonal parking 
idea. 
 
Question 20 Would you support making provision for disabled parking? 
 
52% of the returns did not support making provision for disabled parking 41% did. 7% did not 
answer the question.  There were seven additional comments. Most of the comment suggested 
disabled parking is not required or should be restricted to private driveways. 
 
 
 
 
 
Cllr Graham Davison 
 
 
This survey will be discussed at the meeting of the 5th September 2018 
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Appendix A 
 

 Cleveland Parking Survey Results. June 2018 
 Question  No Yes  Blank 

1 
Are you satisfied with the current parking 
arrangements? NO 

21 
YES  
6 BLANK 2 

2 
Would you support being allowed to park anywhere 
on grassed space? 

NO 
20 

YES  
9 BLANK 

3 
Would you support the removal of amenity grassed 
areas to make parking space available 

NO 
15 

YES 
12 BLANK 2 

4 
Would you support being allowed to park on some 
grassed areas >50%? 

NO 
20 

YES 7 
 BLANK 2 

5 
Would you support being allowed to park on some 
grassed areas >25%? 

NO 
17 

YES 
 9 BLANK 3 

6 
Would you support being allowed to park on some 
grassed areas>10%? 

NO 
13 

YES 
12 BLANK 4  

7 
Would you support no parking on the grass areas at 
all? 

NO 
15 

YES 
14 BLANK 

8 
Would you support the removal of trees and shrubs to 
facilitate parking? 

NO 
22 YES 6 BLANK 1 

9 
Would you support no parking signs in specific areas 
enforced by parking fines? 

NO 
13 

YES 
16 BLANK 

10 
Do you support residents making parking bays in the 
grass areas? 

NO 
17 

YES 
10 BLANK 2 

11 
Would you support parking restrictions based on times 
of day? 

NO 
18 

YES  
9 BLANK 2 

12 
Would you support pay by use parking bays? NO 

20 
YES 
 4 BLANK 5 

13 
Would you support physical barriers to prevent 
parking on green space? 

NO 
14 

YES 
14 BLANK1 

14 
Would you support commercial vehicles parking on 
grass areas? 

NO 
25 

YES  
3 BLANK 1 

15 

Would you support vehicle owners (commercial and 
private) being made to pay for any damage to grassed 
areas arising from their parking? 

NO 
7 

YES 
20 BLANK 2  

16 

Would you support an increase in the parish precept 
to support the construction of more parking bays? NO 

6 
YES 
20 BLANK 3 

17 

Parking membranes can be buried in grass to allow 
parking with minimum damage.  However, grass 
cutting equipment cannot cut over such measures. 
Would you support no further grass cutting in favour 
of parking membranes? 

NO 
19 

YES 
 6 BLANK 4  

18 
Would you support a central parking area for all 
vehicles if this area was secure? 

NO 
10  

YES 
17 BLANK 2 
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Appendix A 
(Cont) Question  No Yes  Blank 

19 
Would you support seasonal parking on the grass I.e. 
only in the summer months? 

NO 
16 

YES  
6 BLANK 7 

20 
Would you support making provision for disabled 
parking? 

NO 
15 

YES 
12 BLANK 2 

 
 
 


