
Appendix D – Kelham Island and Neepsend Parking scheme – consultation responses  

 

Where do you 
live? - Area or 
street 
address 

Do you 
support the 
introduction 
of a 
controlled 
parking 
scheme in 
Kelham 
Island and 
Neepsend? - 
Support 

Please use the space below to tell us why you are 
objecting - No support - reason 

 
Yes Not Answered 

S2 No/object Because it has a cost to car users should be free 
residents and businesses 

Tom Lane Yes Not Answered  
No/object We have to unload vehicles from the road outside of our 

business premises, these vehicles range from small 
vans to arctic lorries. Stopping that stops our business 
from being able to supply industry for animal feed and 
flour mills. This means we are key workers. Making 
people pay to park outside the business further impacts 
on the financial aspect of being able to work here. 

Cornish Street No/object I think bringing in parking restrictions is completely 
unnecessary and just a cash grab by Sheffield City 
Council. Although it can get busy to park there are 
always spaces to be found and there are no safety 
issues due parking. Many people live and work in the 
area and to expect them to pay near their homes is 
unacceptable. We chose to live in Kelham Island as it 
was affordable partly based on the fact there was no 
paid parking. We will struggle to pay for on street parking 
fees. This is causing me a lot of stress and anxiety. 

Bardwell Road No/object Another ridiculous idea by SCC, just leave things the 
way they are currently. Fight back against the Green 
Party and stop destroying the cities transport routes. 

Hales Park No/object Do not want to pay 
Alma Street No/object Stupid idea 
Wickersley No/object This would ruin local businesses! Our customers always 

say that the reason they have found us is because they 
have come because it’s free to park and have had a 
walk round the local area / river and seen us!! If people 
have to pay to park, they will just choose to go into town, 
which is a shame for Kelham! Not only for our 
customers, staff like myself who work some days 15 
hours a day who are going to have to pay to park outside 
their work so that it’s safe for them to get to their car 
when they leave at 1/2am!! I completely think that paid 
parking would ruin Kelham Island, especially after all of 
the money that has been spent making it the upcoming 
area it is now!! 
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Green Lane No/object You refer to commuters parking here as a reason to 
introduce the charges but the vast majority of parking is 
by residents and so I don't see how these proposals will 
benefit residents at all.  Unless you plan to issue free 
permits then you will clearly be introducing charges to 
people who live here making it even more costly. It's the 
residents that have made this a vibrant community that 
continues to attract development and business which will 
benefit the council long term. Opportunities should be 
sought to support residents living here not penalise 
them. 

Dun Fields Yes Not Answered 
Kelham Island Yes Not Answered 
Penistone 
Road 

No/object Unless supported by residents parking permits, this 
change would cost local residents a huge amount of 
money at a time when the cost of living is rising. 

Little Kelham 
Street 

Yes Not Answered 

Adelaide Lane No/object The cost is unfair for residents. Residents rarely have a 
parking space available with their flats/houses so being 
charged to pay to park somewhere streets away from 
where they live is a terrible thing to do. It is not too busy 
or congested currently that people can’t find places to 
park, but many people will not want to pay for parking so 
private car parks and small areas where there is no fee 
will become too busy. I want my family to be able to visit 
without paying for parking which will mean the cost of 
their visit is so much more than it already costs. 

Dun Fields No/object I am objecting as a resident of a 'no car development' in 
the area covered by the parking scheme who owns a car 
and has been parking on street in the area without 
difficulty for several years. The scheme as planned 
would result in me no longer being able to park my car 
anywhere near my home without paying over £2100 a 
year in daily on street parking charges. There are no 
private parking spaces available for residents in my 
building, and there's a lack of private car parks in the 
area where I could pay to park. I require my car as each 
weekend I make long distance journeys which are 
usually not possible or feasible via public transport (as 
they'd take significantly longer and be much more 
expensive than driving). You need to let those residents 
who currently own cars in the buildings you've 
designated as 'no car developments' park their cars in 
the area. Why not offer some sort of grandfathered 
permit scheme which allows current car owning 
residents of no car developments to obtain a permit, but 
then closes off access to permits to any future residents. 
That way current residents who park on the street will 
not be significantly inconvenienced by this scheme, but 
in the future, you'll still have a method to reduce the 
number of cars attempting to park in the area? 
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Tower Rise No/object It is unfair to the residents of the area, and it will 
discourage visitors like myself from using the businesses 
in the area. 

Green Lane Yes Not Answered 
S8 8EA No/object At the moment we have no parking restrictions outside 

my business. As it stands, we can load, and unload and 
customers can park 24hours per day 7 days a week. 
Looking at the new parking restrictions we would have 
yellow lines along both sides of the road with some 
parking at the start and on the other side from my 
workshop, this will leave us with no loading area or 
parking. At the moment we have no problem with people 
parking here all day and going to elsewhere so parking 
restrictions are not needed, unlike Kelham Island. 

Cornish Street No/object As previously mentioned with Kelham Island being 
already such an expensive place to live, I would really 
struggle if I had to pay parking on top of this. I previously 
moved out of s1 because of the parking situation so 
Kelham Island was perfect for me. The parking at the 
minute is adequate for our needs. I have lived there for a 
year and not struggled parking in that time so think it is 
totally unnecessary and will definitely negatively impact 
me and my housemate tremendously. 

Little Kelham 
Street¶ 

No/object There are plenty of car parks nearby which require 
payment. You have already significantly reduced the 
amount of street parking due to the roadblocks put in 
place around the area. This is a residential area and 
should be free for residents. 

Kelham No/object As a resident in a property where the parking was never 
released, on street parking is essential for all of those in 
my building. Removing this is damaging TO local 
residents, who do manage to get satisfactorily parked. 
Removing parking due to 'commuters' would actively 
damage those who reside in the community. Please 
rethink this damaging proposal. 

Little Kelham 
Street 

Yes Not Answered 

Dun Fields No/object Introducing parking charges and removing the ability of 
residents to buy permits is incredibly unfair. Nowhere on 
our contract did it state we would have a ‘car free 
household’. All four of our houses are professionals and 
require our cars for daily use. Had this been stated 
anywhere we wouldn’t have lived in Kelham to begin 
with. Similarly introducing parking charges to the few 
remaining spaces will make it incredibly expensive to 
simply live here. 

Crookes No/object It’s an awful idea to bring in paid parking, it would put me 
off visiting the local restaurants and would be detrimental 
to the community 

South Road No/object It would change the times I would be able to visit my 
friends and go for walks with them in the area. Since it is 
multiple of us in the area to see our friends, it would 
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become too expensive to continue our plans which have 
been good for mental health. 

 
Yes Not Answered 

Little Kelham 
Street 

No/object I believe something needs to be done about parking but 
making all roads a monetize pay per hour is the 
complete wrong way to go about it! We need residents 
permits, how do you expect residents to park that don't 
have car parking? Our flat offers a parking space for 
14K, the average person with one salary can't afford a 
flat and a parking space. 

Ecclesfield No/object Parking in the city centre is already difficult and 
expensive, having to pay to park in Kelham Island and 
Neepsend would make me and most people I know who 
park there even more likely to just go to Meadowhall. 

Green Lane Yes Not Answered 
Mexborough No/object As stated over charging workers yet again to work and 

park a car. I cannot commute on public transport it would 
take 2 hours and 2/3 changes on transport to get to and 
from work. Lots of people cannot commute and drive to 
work and need these free parking spaces 

Kelham Island Yes Not Answered 
Cornish Street Yes Not Answered 
Jordanthorpe No/object It is too expensive to pay to park in Sheffield. 
Little Kelham 
Street 

Yes Not Answered 

Kelham Island No/object    
Yes Not Answered 

Chesterfield No/object I travel from chesterfield to Kelham Island to work. I have 
to drop/pick up children from childcare on route so public 
transport is not an option. Having to pay for parking on 
top of all the other cost of living increases is, personally, 
not an option. 

S3 8DF No/object I object to time slotted parking restrictions as they are 
simply a ticketing trap. A better option would be to give 
the residents of the local area permits to park (which can 
be charge and I would agree to pay this annual fee on 
this basis). This would reduce the impact of commuter 
parking in the areas that residents should be given 
priority as there is no other options for residents to park. 

Burton Road No/object This scheme will hurt business across Kelham Island as 
the economy is rebounding from Covid Restrictions. This 
is a cynical attempt to make up money cut from council 
budgets and will have little to no impact on 
environmental issues in the area. People will still need to 
use cars/vans but will now be forced to spend more 
money at a time when businesses have never been 
more stretched. This will also deter customers from 
attending shops and cafes in the area. The timing of 
these changes given the ongoing global pandemic is at 
best ill-planned and at worst fiscally irresponsible. 
Risking jobs and growth in the area as well as possibly 
impacting on local property prices. 
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S6 No/object You need to seriously look at why people park there and 
provide alternative parking. You can't want people to use 
public transport when it's completely unreliable and too 
expensive. You're just shifting the problem to a different 
area. 

S20 7NA No/object The council have ripped the heart out of my city with 
their incompetent parking decisions and no doubt will do 
the same to Neepsend at the cost to small business, 
they’ve seen the area pick up from a no-go area to the 
place to be and now want their price of it leave well 
alone Sheffield council let the small businesses prosper 
without interference from the set of ****** at town Hall 

Percy Street No/object It will become more expensive to park in Kelham all day, 
and possibly even more difficult to find a space. 

Little Kelham 
Street 

No/object Bringing in pay and display parking will make it 
impossible for us to park where we live due to our 
development being a no car development and being 
unable to purchase additional parking from the 
developer. We are both doctors in this household and 
need our cars to travel to our jobs in the hospitals in the 
area, especially when on call and called in for 
emergencies. As we will not be allowed to purchase 
permits, we wouldn’t be able to park and own a car, and 
therefore unable to go to work. Please do not bring in 
these changes. Alternatively opening up the permits to 
flats in Kelham Island would be welcomed. 

Silkstone 
Common 

No/object I have parked at Kelham Island for over 15 years. There 
used to be a large car park on Alma Road which 
charged a very reasonable £2.00/£2.50 a day, the land 
lay unused for a few years and now it has been built 
upon. A lot of people are unable to use public transport 
for work which is expensive and in limited supply (I live 
in a rural area) and have limited time in which to travel to 
pick up/drop children. On little more that minimum wage 
a lot of people in retail do not have much option but to 
find cheaper parking and they are bringing much needed 
footfall into the city centre. 

Wincobank No/object This will literally stop me from just popping by. If I've 
been out and about or for a swim at Hillsborough or 
Ponds Forge, I generally like to go for a browse, drink or 
food. Having to worry about parking fees will stop me 
from doing this. I'll just go to Meadowhall. I don't mind 
paying to park in the city centre, but the cost is too high 
for multiple visits a week or a month. 

Shalesmoor Yes Not Answered 
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Cornish Street No/object At present there are no issues with parking in Kelham 
Island. The proposed changes are going to penalise 
residents of the area, imposing a greater financial 
burden on people, at a time when the cost of living is 
already sky rocketing. The idea that a problem stems 
from commuters parking around here is simply 
laughable. There are no parking issues during the day, 
and you only have to wander around the area at night 
and see most parking spaces full to realise that the 
people parking here are residents, who may now be 
forced out of the area if these planned changes go 
ahead. You also state that you are looking to change the 
parking to help customers of local businesses - the 
people who frequent the businesses around here most, 
on the weekdays at least, are the residents themselves. 
This is just another example of Sheffield council being 
out of touch with local people. You are going to price 
people out of the area which will damage local 
businesses and create a greater financial burden on the 
people that decide to remain here. This is a ridiculous 
proposal and comes across quite transparently as a 
money-making scheme for the council. A council that 
already taxes us too much, yet you now want more.  

Yes Not Answered 
Acorn Street No/object I have never struggled to find on street parking in the 

Kelham area. This scheme would effectively force me to 
move from my home. As I live in one of the so-called 
"car free developments", I would not qualify for a 
resident permit (I note a large number of residences in 
Kelham seem to fall into this category). This would mean 
I would have to pay the best part of £1000/annum extra 
for private parking, at a time when the cost of living is 
spiralling out of control this would be potentially 
disastrous for me. I strongly protest the proposed 
scheme and suspect I won't be the only person who 
would be affected in this manner. The current parking 
scheme is completely adequate 
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Shalesmoor No/object As residents of a car free development, your notice 
leaflet acknowledges the fact that we wouldn’t be able to 
get a permit but then fails to offer any alternative or 
pragmatic advise as to what the hundreds of residents 
living in these developments are expected to do. At the 
time that we moved in we were told that as residents we 
would not be eligible to apply for a permit, but at the time 
there was no permit and no plans to permit, and if there 
was, then this was not communicated to us. As parking 
is not really an issue in the area at the moment (other 
than when local events are being held) and we do not 
struggle to find a space, the inability to purchase a 
licence has not been an issue. However, the introduction 
of this scheme will penalise those of us living in these 
developments. Many of these developments offer the 
most affordable accommodation in Kelham and are 
essential to attracting young professionals and students 
to the area, which in turn is essential for the local 
economy. By introducing a parking scheme and offering 
no fair alternative for those of us living in these 
developments, you are unfairly disadvantaging people in 
the area on lower incomes. It would be unfair to expect 
people in this situation to then pay further ‘pay and 
display’ charges every single day, thus further 
disadvantaging us. What’s more, is that by introducing 
more yellow lines you are creating an issue where there 
isn’t currently one. I understand that our opinions will 
probably go unheard and unaddressed, as is usually the 
case with Sheffield City Council, but people in these 
developments pay thousands and thousands of pounds 
in rent every year, and many of us spend our money 
locally which is vital for the success of small local 
businesses. We have all worked around the traffic 
regulation controls imposed in 2020 for the benefit of the 
wider community (even though this also reduced parking 
space and access in the area), but for ourselves, your 
further proposed change would probably mean we have 
to leave the area for good. 

Meersbrook No/object Residents should not have to pay for parking. 
Mosborough Yes Not Answered 
Dun street No/object It’s not fair for residents in Kelham Island to have to pay 

for parking or not be granted a permit based on which 
buildings they live in. This is not a student 
accommodation, it is a block of flats which contains 
many residents who have to commute to work meaning 
their cars are not there most the day anyway (personally 
I leave at 8am and don’t return until 5.30pm) not being 
able to park near my home address would have a huge 
impact on whether I even choose to continue living in 
Kelham Island especially in a household with 2 cars. 
Granted it can be frustrating when commuters leave their 
cars and head into town however living here for over 6 
months now, I can say I have never struggled with 
parking before. 
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No/object This scheme is appalling, it states it will help residents of 

the area to park close to their home, however in actual 
fact isolates the majority of the residents of being to park 
anywhere! The residents that make up Kelham Island 
and Neepsend are those stated in the list of 
developments unable to apply for a permit, how do you 
expect these  residents to continue living here, where do 
you expect them to park their cars if everywhere else is 
a double yellow and The only other option being to park 
the car near their property (if there is any space left) for 
£2 a day minimum if parking after work! Where will the 
residents get the extra £730 from? Where will I park if I 
get home after work and all spaces are full, please do 
show me on the map where I can park if that is the 
case? If this scheme comes into action I will have to 
move home and can see a lot of other following suit it is 
damaging to the area and is a shocking proposal. 

Dun Fields No/object Because permits will not be available to parking free 
apartments which is crazy as the other apartments 
already have a space to park in within the apartment 
grounds. 

Green lane No/object No issue, just charging people For parking to make 
money 

Meersbrook No/object I object to having to pay to park for people that live in 
that area. My daughter lives there and struggles to pay 
bills with the cost of living that has risen by a large 
amount she would struggle to pay parking charges. 

Handsworth No/object It’s bad enough paying in the centre to visit restaurants 
etc now having to pay at Kelham is a joke 

Mowbray 
Street 

No/object We can park outside already. We don’t need to be 
controlled. You did not consider us you only consulted 
us after you had decided. You built allowed-too many 
short-term accommodation units that soon will be slums. 

Bradway No/object I’m a taxi driver and the council have made it harder to 
collect passengers from Kelham Island. Why have you 
closed Ball Street Bridge and Alma Street with barriers 
why not make it a taxi zone with cameras and fine all 
other vehicles Dursley this would generate income only 
need cameras up. 

Kelham Island No/object I live in Kelham Island and having to pay to park outside 
my house is ridiculous. 

Sothall No/object I pay road tax. People can park on my road and do as I 
live near Rother Valley so I do not see why I can't park 
on other public roads.  I did not support parking 
restrictions at Rother Valley and object to parking 
restrictions at Kelham Island/Neepsend. 

Wadsley 
Bridge 

No/object See previous answer, stupid short-sightedness from our 
***** counsellors yet again 

Cornish Street Yes Not Answered 
Paradise 
Street 

No/object It's the only place I can park my car where it's close to 
my home and I don't need to pay a ridiculous amount of 
money to park. My family live in the north of Sheffield so 
I need a car to visit them as the public transport system 
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is overly expensive and woefully unreliable, please 
rethink this. 

Sheffield No/object Our business will be impacted in a bad way. See 
previous comments. 

Handsworth Yes Not Answered 
Adelaide Lane No/object - It will be harmful to local businesses- we don't have 

much of a parking issue here anyway- I do not want to 
pay to park where I live 

Dun Fields Yes Not Answered 
Woodthorpe No/object Local workers and residents will not be able to park near 

their workplace/homes without being charged or having 
to move their car after a couple of hours. If public 
transport in the city was more efficient, then the proposal 
may work. But for now, it may deter a lot of customers. 

Mowbray 
Street 

No/object The fact that we can park one car on the street was the 
reason we chose to move to Kelham. It has great 
motorway and city links, which is why it was initially great 
for us as young professionals to choose to live here for 
our commute to other areas of Sheffield and Derby. Yes 
sometimes there can be issues getting a space close to 
where we live but a short 2-minute walk was not an 
issue. We would not be eligible for a parking permit and 
would therefore have to relocate. If we were eligible, 
then we would consider taking up a parking permit. 
There will be more flats coming to the area in the coming 
months and years and they should have sufficient 
parking spaces being built underground to avoid the 
influx of additional spaces needed.  

No/object Residents do not have enough spaces to park. This is 
supposed to be an ‘up and coming area’ yet you cannot 
get parked and now will be less spaces. Residents need 
to park and not have to pay. Ridiculous. 

Kelham Island No/object I will have nowhere to park near my home 
Sheffield  No/object It would make visiting the area to use restaurants very 

difficult. I don’t want to use public transport as a single 
woman. I would need to catch two buses and also walk. I 
would not do that in the evening 

Brightside 
Lane 

No/object Because it’s a ‘let’s now kill off any trade around Kelham 
Island’ People will avoid the area and local Businesses 
will suffer more than they are doing already. 

Eagle Lane  No/object It will cost me £2132 a year which is extortionate 
Hillsborough No/object There is no problem at the moment. it will be detrimental 

to evening business in Neepsend. 
Sothall No/object There is insufficient free parking as it is. Sheffield 

continues to develop however part of that is making it 
functional and accessible. How that area is now is 
functioning well. 

Kelham Island No/object Cost of potential resident parking permits. Cost of paying 
to park in general. Cost to visitors to my property. Cost 
to local businesses with a potential reduced visitor rate. 
This will also have a knock-on effect and cause more 
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residents to park inappropriately within the private 
parking areas of Kelham mills - this is already a problem. 

Acorn Street No/object If this parking scheme came into fruition and as many 
developments in Kelham Island are supposedly a car 
free development, (which is new information to us as 
residents that have lived here for 2.5 years), we would 
without doubt move out of Kelham Island and live 
somewhere else. We are already paying nearly £100 per 
month to have one car in a private car park which is very 
expensive, further added to the fact we wouldn't even be 
eligible to apply for a KINPS permit. Given that the list of 
car free housing developments is extensive and 
composes nearly every flat building within Kelham 
Island, I strongly suspect that most residents who have 
cars and in the same position as us will vacate this area 
and ultimately further compromise business round this 
area (which you say you are trying to help with this 
parking scheme) as we shop/support local. If you want to 
encourage people to not drive and be car free, then you 
ultimately need to improve public transport to and from 
this area of the city. I feel this scheme will ultimately 
drive people away, particularly residents, who have lived 
here for some time now. 

Mowbray 
Street 

No/object I am a resident in Kelham Island. There are parking 
spaces for residents to park. I park most days in a space 
to park. I don’t think it’s fair to make people pay when 
they live in this area. 

Acorn Street No/object If this parking scheme came into fruition and as many 
developments in Kelham Island are supposedly a car 
free development, (which is new information to us as 
residents that have lived here for 2.5 years), we would 
without doubt move out of Kelham Island and live 
somewhere else. We are already paying nearly £100 per 
month to have one car in a private car park which is very 
expensive, further added to the fact we wouldn't even be 
eligible to apply for a KINPS permit. Given that the list of 
car free housing developments is extensive and 
composes nearly every flat building within Kelham 
Island, I strongly suspect that most residents who have 
cars and in the same position as us will vacate this area 
and ultimately further compromise business round this 
area (which you say you are trying to help with this 
parking scheme) as we shop/support local. If you want to 
encourage people to not drive and be car free, then you 
ultimately need to improve public transport to and from 
this area of the city. I feel this scheme will ultimately 
drive people away, particularly residents, who have lived 
here for some time now. 

Hales Park No/object It is wrong to change residents to park on their own road 
Adelaide Lane, 
Sheffield 

No/object Local residents have the right to park their vehicle near 
their residence without having to pay for parking. 

Parson Cross No/object Because there is literally nowhere else to park, and the 
bus service is almost non-existent! 
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Sheffield No/object We already pay for so many areas of Sheffield. Why is 
Kelham different from another residential area?  

No/object As I mentioned, it makes my life difficult, and this is not 
good. 

Meadowhead No/object If free parking wasn’t available, I wouldn’t visit 
Adelaide Lane No/object It would put people off visiting an up-and-coming area. 

Guests visiting would have to pay 

Millhouses No/object   
S35 No/object I am a parent of a resident who lives in Kelham Island. 

My daughter and her flatmate both own a car which is 
vital for work. A single allocation of a parking permit 
would cause untold problems as they both need quick 
access to their vehicles for "on call" and shift work. Aside 
from that, a limited budget means extra parking costs 
would be unaffordable to them. As a regular visitor and a 
user and supporter of local business I would also be 
compromised and forced to avoid going to the area. I 
feel that any level of restricted parking around Kelham 
would only make matters worse for the majority of its 
residents and visitors and have a detrimental impact on 
the area. 

Kelham Island No/object The flat I live in is advertised as on street parking. This is 
rare enough, leaving walks late at night to an unsafe 
place mostly. I'd be all for a scheme favouring residents, 
or some compromise to benefit residents like me who 
are paying for a flat that was sold with so called on street 
parking. To charge residents for parking goes against 
many factors which ultimately leaves me with no choice 
but to leave. I am all for any decision that benefits paying 
residents. 

Neepsend No/object I don’t want to pay 
Mowbray 
Street 

No/object I think making pay parking around Kelham is an awful 
idea. Due to the nature and heritage of Kelham Island, 
many residents live in renovated factory style buildings 
or flats. This means that for the square footage of 
buildings there are multiple residents. Most residents do 
not have the luxury of a car park or space to park and 
rely heavily on the free street parking. By charging 
people to park this will financially disadvantage many 
residents, especially those who have been living here 
under the same costs to consider (rent, bills etc) for 
years. There are homes that house multiple people, 
such as students and young professionals who again, 
rely on the free street parking and have multiple cars. 
The parking should remain free, it would put many 
residents in a financially difficult position, and I am aware 
that this idea has angered individuals. 

High Green No/object Visiting convenience 
Kelham Island Yes Not Answered 
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Mowbray 
Street 

No/object The changes penalise property owners in Kelham Island. 
There should not be a restriction for residents to gain a 
parking permit. It is unacceptable to ask residents to pay 
for parking outside their own homes. 

Adelaide Lane No/object I do support paid for parking for visitors during peak 
times. In order to try to limit car use etc. However, I do 
think it is important that residents of the area are not 
penalised in this way - we need to park! I would support 
a permit scheme for residents. 

Kelham Island  No/object We currently are able to park close to our home for free, 
I don’t think it’s fair to make residents who don’t have 
enough permit spaces pay for parking where they live 

Adelaide Lane No/object My objection to this proposal has already been stated in 
my previous comments. It would affect the local 
community! Kelham Island is now a thriving area where 
people want to visit and live because of the venues that 
are on offer here. If you enforce paid parking in the area, 
it will have a negative impact. It would also have an 
effect on my own wellbeing and mental health as it 
would restrict family and friends in visiting me. 

Kelham Island No/object Read previous comments. There is no need to have 
parking charges as there are adequate levels of parking 
and this is simply just another way for Sheffield council 
to make more money. I have been a resident here for 
over 10 years and have had no problems. 

Mowbray 
Street 

No/object I live on Mowbray Street as a tenant renting a flat and 
would therefore not be eligible for a parking permit 
according to the leaflet. I think this is extremely unfair 
because my landlord (and I’m guessing many other 
landlords) has either sold or is renting out the parking 
space that is allocated to my flat to someone else, I do 
not have access to that parking space. Therefore, if this 
scheme was to go ahead as it is, I would be unable to 
park where I live with no options at all. The people it 
affects are those who are tenants in flats with no 
ownership to parking spaces and will only allow 
landlords to charge more and make more money for 
these spaces. I am an A&E doctor and therefore work 
shifts patterns, often returning home at 2am. I would not 
be able to continue living in this area returning from 
these shifts alone at that time if I am unable to park in 
the area, it is not safe. If this scheme is to go ahead, 
there cannot be entire buildings where the tenants are 
not eligible for permits, otherwise many people like 
myself will simply have to move out of the area, the 
landlords will not be able to get other people in and 
Kelham Island will decline as an area. Please think 
about people’s safety before declaring that entire 
buildings of people will not be able to buy a permit 
because of circumstances outside their control. I would 
like updates on whether or not this scheme will go ahead 
because I will have to start looking for another place to 
live if it is and the rules do not change about my eligibility 
for a permit.  

Page 130



Russell Street No/object The traffic should be one way from green lane to Russel 
Street. From Alma Street onto Russel Street. With hard 
standing for the Kelham Island Tavern to have a patio 
culture on the front of that building seeing as it's the 
oldest pub in the area. 

Kelham Island Yes Not Answered 
Kelham Island Yes Not Answered 
Kelham Island No/object I do not experience any problems parking on the street, 

and neither do my friends or family when they come to 
visit. I also have work colleagues who park in the area, 
and Kelham Island is one of the only free places to park 
in Sheffield. The free spaces bring more people to 
Sheffield, as many people would opt to work from home 
or visit further out if they did not have the option of free 
parking.  Food places like The Grind, Peddler Market 
and Cutlery Works will suffer if there are no free parking 
spaces. The council already have enough pay and 
display car parks, do they really need any more? Maybe 
focus efforts on improving the transport service or 
dealing with the shocking level of homelessness in 
Sheffield City Centre (money better spent on giving 
someone a bed for the night), than imposing yet another 
charge on the people and businesses who live, work and 
socialise in Sheffield. 

Kelham Island  Yes Not Answered 
Little Kelham 
Street 

Yes Not Answered 

Green Lane Yes Not Answered 
Mowbray 
Street 

No/object I will have nowhere to park my car, it will be ridiculously 
expensive to park on the street outside where I live. I 
don’t have an issue as it stands. I can’t even get a permit 
under your guidelines. This proposal screws over so 
many people it is stupid. 

Adelaide Lane No/object We do not see an issue with the current parking situation 
and worry about the cost to businesses of a potential 
loss of custom. 

Kelham No/object Because we have lived here for ages, and we have no 
trouble parking on the streets when we need to. There is 
space. All residents in the area should be allowed a 
permit if it has to lead to that. 

Kelham No/object I don’t experience a problem with parking. Have to park 
on the street. You basically enforcing yet another tax on 
residents at a time where cost of living is already 
increasing rapidly, national insurance is increasing, 
people are already being affected financially. It is heavy 
handed, disproportionately impacts residents of the area. 
Terrible idea 

Basegreen No/object Because this council are destroying businesses all over 
the city by stopping motorists from going. These 
businesses work hard to build up a trade and turn an 
area around to make it nice to visit, then SCC council 
come along and try to charge motorists, chase them 
away then kill all the businesses and area. Get out of our 
city !!!!! 
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Cotton Mill 
Walk 

No/object I live in a ‘car free’ development so wouldn’t be eligible 
for a permit. We were never able to get a parking space 
in the development as they are so expensive and there 
aren’t enough. Many are given to the businesses not 
residents. Myself and my partner share one car but have 
to park on the street. I use my car to get to work and my 
partner does cycle. I support the proposal of permits but 
think 9 developments not being eligible for them is unfair 
and supports the more wealthy who can afford the 
expensive spaces. 

Eagle Lane No/object The ‘car free’ status of certain developments unfairly 
discriminates against certain residents. While I 
appreciate a planning agreement may have been made 
with developers, no mechanism has been applied to 
ensure tenants and property owners are aware of this 
status and any future implications. While I agree with the 
implementation of a permit scheme, it must not 
discriminate between which residents are allowed to 
apply for permits. Any inability to apply for a permit has 
massive implications for my existing employment, which 
requires I maintain a car.  

No/object Not good for current residents 
Green Lane Yes Not Answered  

No/object At a time when all other costs of living are going up while 
wages stagnate, I think it’s incredibly cruel to add yet 
another cost to live. I would understand the introduction 
of free resident parking permits to limit the number of 
tourist and commuter parking but charging people who 
have moved into the area on the basis of free parking is 
cruel. This is only going to affect residents who have no 
choice but to park their cars here and will now have to 
pay yet another fee for the privilege of just existing in this 
area. 

Dun Street  No/object I think it's fine to pay to park but with my property being 
unable to purchase a permit even at a higher cost I feel 
let down by this proposal. It could actually devalue my 
property and other options need to be made available. 
For example, I would love to not have a car if an 
affordable car share scheme operated in the area. 
Perhaps someone instead of building an apartment 
block could build an affordable safe car park? I rarely 
drive but own a car for the few occasions where it's 
needed, I would really like for the Scheme to also make 
suggestions for what those 'forced out' actually do in this 
situation. I actually do feel forced out, it's personally 
never been a problem to park, and I support the 
pedestrianisation of the area but an alternative for those 
left out needs to be presented. 
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Dun Street No/object I object to this scheme as we live in one of the 
developments which is car free. Lots of the residents in 
our housework in hospitals so need to be able to drive to 
work on call. In addition, I think lots of people choose to 
visit Kelham Island due to the free parking, and wouldn’t 
visit the local businesses if they had to pay to park, 
especially when Ecclesall road etc has free parking after 
6:30. We rarely have problems parking within walking 
distance of our house, even if we have a short walk it is 
better than not being able to park at all as we only have 
one driveway between all 5 residents. When I previously 
lived in permitted areas, I had no less problems parking 
than I do now. 

Brampton 
Bierlow 

Yes Not Answered 

Kelham Island No/object In all the time I’ve lived in Kelham Island (nearly 14 
years) I’ve never had trouble finding a parking space. 
Not have visiting relatives. There is ample parking space 
everywhere. The private car parks are not full. This 
seems like a money-making scheme because someone 
finally cottoned on that there’s a popular area of the city 
which doesn’t have parking charges. This is going to 
cost my relatives when they want to stay. The area is rife 
with car break-ins, and there is often glass on the 
streets. I don’t think it’s a privilege to pay to park in this 
area. 

Lancaster 
Street 

No/object I have lived in Kelham for 2 years and travel to work 
each day. I very rarely have an issue with parking when I 
get home from work. If I do it is just a matter of having to 
park slightly further from my apartment than I usually 
would. Trying to justify that residents would have to pay 
for a parking permit due to additional costs to the council 
is scandalous. I would not have any objections if local 
residence would have free parking permits. With 
increasing cost of living, having to pay another £93 on 
top of the increases in taxes is another cost which I 
cannot afford. 

 
No/object I am against making life more expensive for residents, 

businesses, their customers and their visitors. The 
council have done nothing to deserve this money and 
have no grounds on which to take it from 
us/customers/visitors. I am against adding extra 
bureaucracy. 

Mowbray 
Street 

Yes Not Answered 

Pitsmoor No/object It makes it harder for people to use services that are not 
available closer to their homes (such as different types 
of shops, eating establishments, banks) when they have 
health problems restricting the time available for them to 
get jobs done away from home. It increasingly restricts 
free movement around the city, increasing inequalities 
between different parts of the city. It's making the 
challenges in my life even harder to deal with but adding 
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a big transport factor to every task that needs 
completing, like visiting a bank branch. 

 
No/object See 31. You're cutting off the very residents that are 

helping Kelham Island to thrive in the first place. "We 
believe that the people who benefit should pay towards 
the costs..." Who is benefiting here?? This is a scheme 
designed to make things easier mostly for businesses by 
the looks of things. If there are areas causing issues for 
wheelchair/pushchair users, add some double yellows to 
those specific areas. Don't completely overhaul the 
whole area and not even give access to permits for 
many residents. 

Mowbray 
Street 

No/object As stated above. We live on Mowbray Street and own 2 
car but only one can go in the communal car park. I am 
happy to pay for a yearly permit but not to pay £6.50 a 
day to park my car. I think people living on Mowbray 
Street should be allowed to apply for a permit. 

Mowbray 
Street 

No/object Free on street parking is essential for the daily lives of 
residents in and around Kelham Island & Neepsend. 
£6.50 is exploitative. People move in on the 
understanding that there are practical facilities such as 
parking available to remove these would be entirely 
unfair. 

Dun Fields No/object The proposed parking scheme is atrocious and will have 
detrimental impact to everyone in Kelham Island and 
Neepsend. As I resident who has a car in a car free zone 
what do you expect us to do? The proposed costs are 
extortionate to visitors and residents. There is no proof 
that the cars parked in Kelham Island and Neepsend are 
of commuters, the cars in the area are only those of 
residents and visitors of businesses. You mention that 
this is help businesses due to commuters parking in the 
area, but that is a damn right lie. This is a money grab at 
the expense of flat owners in the area many of which 
have already been massively affected by the cladding 
scandal. I know that all the objections raised will be 
ignored so the cheek to ask for our opinions then go 
ahead with the scheme is an insult and disgusting 
behaviour. I hope you see sense and abolish the 
scheme. 

Solly Street Yes Not Answered 
Mowbray 
Street 

Yes Not Answered 

Leicestershire No/object I don’t believe it’s fair to force residents who don’t have 
off street parking to pay daily to park their car, it would 
just become unmanageable 

Leicester No/object There is already a shortage of parking. Residents in 
Kelham Island already have high council tax costs. 
Parking fees will make people want to leave the area 
and make it less desirable 

Mowbray 
Street 

Yes Not Answered 
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No/object I believe with the current break in problem. I don't see 

how paying for a permit without any increased security 
can be tolerated. Nowhere in the leaflet does it mention 
a more secure parking arrangement 

Kelham No/object I rent a flat with one friend and we have a car each but 
only one parking space allocated. We both need cars to 
work and already pay a lot to live in the area. I can’t 
afford to pay for parking every day and this would 
discourage my friends to visit and spend money at the 
local businesses 

Cornish Street No/object It would be super inconvenient and unfair to have to pay 
to park at my own home. We regularly have guests / 
significant other who stay over, and they would have to 
pay and display which would get very expensive very 
quickly. 

Acorn Street No/object Excluding very large residential buildings eligibility for 
the scheme. 

Dun Fields No/object Too many single yellow lines 
Dun Fields No/object   
Dun Street, 
Kelham 

No/object Following this plan to restrict parking, my flatmate and I 
will be unable to park within Kelham, near to our flat. We 
are unable to apply for a permit, and the parking in our 
apartment block is fully subscribed. The proposed 
changes to the plan will cause significant difficulty and 
expense to the two of us. I understand the desire to 
reduce the commuter use of Kelham, and we would be 
willing to pay for permits if we must but making parking 
impossible for us in Kelham is absurd. Perhaps a 
scheme that creates some resident permit/pay parking, 
and leaves some unrestricted parking would be a better 
compromise? Alternatively, please allow all residents of 
the Kelham area to apply for permits. If neither of the 
above is possible, please advise on viable parking 
options for us, at reasonable cost. 

Kelham Island No/object I think it will have a massive impact on businesses in the 
area and I think there are only a small amount of areas 
doing well in Sheffield especially after the pandemic. I 
don’t want to see another area of the city become run 
down once again. 

Newark No/object Please see commentating box 28, entered there in error 
and phone will not allow me to copy 

Lancaster 
Street 

No/object Parking in Kelham is fine currently and it being free is a 
very positive thing for all. It brings people to Kelham to 
experience peddler market, visit the cafes, shops, 
restaurants and see their friends. There's never any 
problem, parking for free is great for everyone and 
everyone is currently happy. By charging everywhere, 
less people will visit and support the local business. 
Residents will be hit hard financially, and it will turn 
people against the authorities. This parking scheme will 
not benefit anyone either resident or business who lives 
in Kelham and who likes to visit Kelham. This is just 
taking advantage of people and making quick money at 
the expense of others. You even stated that a space isn't 
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even guaranteed if we purchased a permit. This is a 
poor scheme, very much like the cycle scheme that was 
abandoned. Please think of the residents and 
businesses happiness and wellbeing. This scheme will 
spoil Kelham and send its great progress backwards. I 
hope you are actually listening to people's feedback and 
not just initiating a formality that is just meaningless. 

Little Kelham 
Street 

Yes Not Answered 

Acorn Street No/object We rely on the free parking around our apartment block 
being as the private parking around Acorn Street costs 
£90 a month. This is a cost we cannot afford and as part 
of your scheme you will not be allowing people who are 
part of affected apartment blocks to get a permit. This is 
very unfair as it will force us to have to pay £90 a month 
for a space around Acorn Street. The scheme will also 
make it harder for friends and family to visit and stay 
over as it will incur more costs and potentially deter them 
from coming. 

Dun Street No/object We’d have nowhere to park, my partner working night 
shift relies on the free parking and so he wouldn’t be 
able to do his job. We’d definitely consider moving out of 
the area, which means we’d spend a lot less money on 
the small shops and local businesses which we love. We 
also wouldn’t get any visitors to our apartment, which 
would again mean we would travel elsewhere for drinks 
and food. 

Newark No/object Do not think proposal will improve parking situation and 
penalises the residents. 

Liverpool No/object To support the current residents of Kelham Island 
Chesterfield No/object I am objecting because there is not a reasonable, 

affordable alternative that’s been proposed, tested and 
then put into place. For example, public transport is 
more expensive and slower than driving, and also poses 
more of a threat to people who might visit in the evening 
when travelling alone. Asking people to pay is simply 
creating an area that’s only accessible for those with 
excess money and, in a time when the cost of basic 
living is increasing at an alarming rate, I object to the 
introduction of charges for parking. If an alternative is 
required then there needs to first be: alternatives (as 
mentioned), guarantees that current and future residents 
will all be able to get a parking space (at least one space 
for every apartment or house already there, plus any 
built in the future), and any money raised from parking 
charges to be spent in a fair and transparent way. At the 
moment, the area is not set up to be able to meet these 
requirements and therefore charges should not be 
brought in. 
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Lizzie Lane No/object I live on Lizzie Lane with my partner. We have two cars 
which we both need for our jobs. I am a junior doctor, 
meaning I rotate jobs at present every 6 months. Being 
able to park nearby is absolutely necessary, not least 
when I finish a shift at 3am in Rotherham A&E. The 
proposed plans will be hugely disruptive to where I can 
park at this time as we are named under the non-eligible 
for parking permit developments. I object on this basis, 
and feel it is strange to call it a car free development 
when lots of houses have garages…! We feel that being 
made to park 15-20 minutes away from our house in 
unacceptable. 

Intake No/object Kelham Island and Neepsend are both populated with 
small and artisan business who have currently got a 
good flow of customers which would be adversely 
affected if parking restrictions were introduced, instead 
of deterring people try encouraging them with free 
parking and going one step further by freeing up some 
council owned space for additional free parking. 

Springvale 
Road 

No/object I park on Bowland St near where I work on Neepsend 
Lane. I have to travel here frequently meaning the cost 
of parking would accumulate to a substantial expense. I 
don't agree that those working in Kelham Island should 
be subject to charges as a result of commuter parking 
for the city. As I have previously mentioned in this form, I 
believe permits would be a suitable workaround for 
those working in the area of paid parking is to be 
implemented. 

Haworth 
Crescent 

No/object Previously stated that I commute in from Rotherham, 
and park on Boyland Street, ideal as its next to work. 
Often for all day (8am-10pm) Along with a ton more 
people who need to park there for working here. Chefs 
and floor staff who don’t have any other way. There is 
nowhere else to park locally that is free/cheap and/or 
safe. It’s ideal for nipping to the shop if needed for work 
purposes, stock without paying to go in and out every 
time. Adding payments is stupid, and selfish for them 
who work around here to keep Sheffield going. And 
since it’s in a quiet area/road, there doesn’t seem any 
point. I would happily pay for a permit to park their 
yearly/monthly. 

Kelham Island No/object In general, I would support a parking scheme in Kelham 
Island and Neepsend if implemented fairly and 
effectively. At present, I acknowledge that it can be 
challenging to find parking as a resident due to 
commuters taking advantage of free parking in the area. 
The permit and pay & display scheme could help to 
mitigate these issues that we as residents currently face. 
However, I must strongly object to the scheme currently 
being proposed, specifically with regards to the 'car free 
developments' clause. I own a property and a single 
parking space in Kelham Island - one of the car free 
developments - where I live with my fiancé. We are both 
doctors working at different NHS hospitals in the wider 
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Yorkshire region; having access to a car is essential for 
us to be able to get to work, and as we work in different 
hospitals in different cities and towns, it is simply not 
feasible for us to share a car. Our current parking 
situation is such that one car resides in the parking 
space that I own, whilst the other has to be parked on 
the road. If the proposed parking scheme were to be 
implemented in its current form, we would either have to 
park the second vehicle outside of Kelham - the nearest 
free parking being at least half a mile from our front door 
- or we would have to use the pay and display machines 
whenever we wanted to park outside of night-time hours. 
It goes without saying that neither of these options are 
acceptable to us. We need to be able to get to the 
hospital in emergency cases when on call, which means 
walking half a mile to our car is simply not practical or 
safe. Equally, we frequently work night shifts and hence 
our vehicle would be on the road during the hours that 
charges are applicable, resulting in a charge of £6.50 
each and every shift. This is not an additional expense 
that we can afford in order to be able to work. The 
Kelham Island neighbourhood is popular amongst 
healthcare professionals due to its excellent proximity to 
the two major hospitals in the city, as well as its access 
to the motorway. I know that there will be many of my 
neighbours and colleagues left in a similar situation if 
this parking scheme were to come into play in its current 
form. Whilst I understand that we all have a 
responsibility to reduce our reliance on cars and become 
more 'car-free' in the years to come, there will be people 
and families that absolutely rely on having two cars, and 
the sudden implementation of this scheme will leave 
those who live in these so called 'car free' developments 
in a very challenging situation. I propose changing the 
proposed scheme such that any and all residents in 
Kelham can apply for parking permits, irrespective of the 
development they live in; or, failing that, that residents in 
'car free' developments have the opportunity to apply for 
a permit on a case-by-case basis. Thank you for taking 
the time to read this response. 

Dunn Street¶ No/object I live on Dunn Street and I am not allowed a parking 
space due to other people in my household having a 
space. My residence only allows one space per 
household, which means a lot of people at my residence 
have to park on street as it is common there is not only 
one car per household. There are lots of families at my 
residence who I would presume would also struggle with 
parking if this scheme came into place. As I wouldn’t be 
able to apply for a permit, I don’t know what I would do 
as I require my car to travel to work which is not 
available via any public transport. Please advise or 
change the permit allowances for those who cannot park 
at their residence. Thank you, Charlotte 

Birkendale Yes Not Answered 
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Mowbray 
Street 

No/object I moved into my flat on Mowbray Street 3 years ago and 
have worked as an NHS doctor those 3 years and my 
partner works as a social worker. Sudden I will have to 
pay an extortionate amount of money to park outside my 
apartment. So, should I 1) move house 2) sell my car 
leaving me unable to drive to the hospital I work at or 3) 
pay an extortionate fee? All 3 of these options are quite 
clearly unreasonable options to be sprung on me 
suddenly. When I moved into this flat it was not clearly 
advertised as a 'car free development' and I wasn't 
warned thar 3 years in the future I would no longer be 
able to park outside my own flat without pay a ridiculous 
amount of money. I often arrive home late, and this 
means I have to walk about 5 minutes to my flat and 
there is always parking albeit a short walk away. If I can 
manage to do this after a 12-hour night shift, I struggle to 
see what other people are finding so difficult? 

Kelham Island No/object I live in Kelham Island and need the free street parking 
to park my car 

Archer Road No/object Please consider implementing a pay and display car 
park instead on one of the run-down lots or areas that 
would be suitable for a few cars, such as the blocked off 
area just past the house skatepark. Covid has decimated 
small businesses and you are pushing people to larger 
businesses that have free parking as standard. Making 
on street parking chargeable will do nothing but drive 
people away from the area who are just popping into a 
coffee shop or to collect an order also the sheer amount 
of workers down there do not need another crippling 
living expense added on after years of freely being able 
to park at work. With the huge living cost increase this is 
a very deaf thing to do and why people are at a loss of 
confidence with both local and national government. Put 
people before profit. Do better SSC. 

Little Kelham 
Street 

No/object I live here and have been parking on the streets of 
Kelham for 2 years - no issues. No need to step in and 
change unnecessarily. 

Adelaide Lane No/object My household and our neighbours and visitors have 
never had difficulties parking and we do not feel that 
fees should be imposed upon residents and local 
business users 

Mowbray 
Street 

No/object I see no benefit in introducing a controlled parking 
scheme, in fact the places around Kelham where 
restriction's/bus lanes are already in place are 
completely disregarded. I've worked in Kelham for 15+ 
years and all I've seen vast changes to the road, parking 
etc over the year, none of which have made any 
difference to the volumes of traffic. 

Dun Fields Yes Not Answered 
Clough Grove Yes Not Answered 
Walk Mill Yes Not Answered 
Harvest Lane No/object   
Mayfair Court Yes Not Answered 
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Crookes Yes Not Answered 
Burton Road No/object This will have a detrimental impact on our employee's 

parking near the business and also reduce the ability for 
our customers to park their vehicles to load or for large 
45ft container lorries to park for loading / unloading. This 
will result in the road becoming blocked which has been 
proposed as a main route through the area. 

Mansfield 
Road 

No/object As an independent business owner in Kelham, I think 
this idea is ridiculous to say the least. I have been 
driving to work 6 days a week for 2 years as I own a 
restaurant. The idea that I soon may not be able to park 
for free at my work, which I stay at for 10 to 11 hours a 
day is very concerning. I, my business partner and head 
chef all must drive to work, we all need to visit suppliers 
on a daily business to meet the demands of our 
customers and then be at work so driving is essential. 
After reading your leaflet I simply don’t believe that local 
business owners have requested restricted parking 
which will directly affect their staff and customers. Most 
businesses in Kelham are small independent hospitality 
sector businesses. Staff cannot afford to pay £6.50 a 
day to park for a 5 hour shift. it seems crazy to penalise 
these employees who must drive, especially those who 
leave late in the evening. Why do businesses only get an 
offer of 2 permits? as stated above most businesses will 
have more than 2 employees who must drive to work! 
You are even stating you will be also REDUCING the 
number of current spaces. why? Why operate 7 days a 
week? completely unrequired! why must people have to 
pay on SUNDAYS to visit or work in Kelham? It is such a 
bad idea I was in disbelief when I read the leaflet.  As I 
said prior the actual amount of long stay parkers in 
Kelham is tiny compared to short stay visitors. I drive 
and move my car regularly in a daytime, there are 
always spaces popping up all over the place, cars 
moving etc. there is not an issue with long stay parking 
in Kelham. There are so many areas in Kelham and 
Neepsend where a car park could be built to 
accommodate paid parkers. Huge unused warehouses 
or dirt ground that can be turned into car parks. please 
leave the roads alone. The bridge has already been 
closed, please allow those who travel a long way to work 
in Kelham and who have made Kelham Island what it is, 
to park and not be charged nearly £50 per week just to 
be able to work ( if starting early which most chefs etc 
have to do)if it wasn’t for the independents in Kelham it 
would be nowhere near as much of a pull for people to 
visit, and its these people who will be hit the hardest. I 
agree that there are not always a lot of available spaces, 
but your proposal will hit those who work here the 
hardest. especially when offering such a low amount of 
permits. please review your policy as I really hope this 
doesn’t happen, it will affect my business and others 
negatively and we have already had enough over the 
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last 2 years. this is just another money-making scheme 
which effects the wrong groups. 

S12 2RB No/object Increased fees for my workers and more difficult 
conditions for lorries bringing essential raw material to 
site. We pay out taxes, rates and employment costs and 
have done so for almost 50 years, but the council seems 
hell bent on trying to harm our business by increasing 
costs and making deliveries more difficult. Someone 
from the council needs to visit us at Ingleton's to get a 
sense of the difficulties that this is causing. Not that I 
expect this will happen !! 

Ecclesfield No/object While it can be difficult to find parking in Kelham Island, I 
have never witnessed people parking there to commute 
into the city centre. In reality there are lots of small 
businesses and student accommodation in Kelham 
Island, which don't have their own car parks. This is the 
primary reason why on-street parking is quite busy. It is 
not particularly common for people to park in Kelham 
Island to then walk 20 minutes into the city centre, and 
the number that do this almost certainly pales in 
comparison to those that live and work in the area and 
simply don't have another choice. At the end of the day, 
charging those who work in the area an extortionate 
£6.50 per day is not the way to go about fixing the 
parking situation in Neepsend. There are car parks at 
<£3.20 per day just off Alma street, but these were made 
inaccessible from the Neepsend side when Ball Street 
Bridge and part of Alma Street were pedestrianised, so 
now you have to join the dual carriageway and sit in 
traffic for an extra 5-10 minutes per day to reach the only 
realistically affordable paid parking (which is already 
saturated without the council driving those that park on 
the street into it with their inflated prices). 

Crookes No/object The area needs more parking areas not fewer. There is 
tonnes of derelict land that could be used to create clean 
and safe parking in the area. Charging people to park on 
these unkempt and dirty side roads is a joke. Only last 
week I had to avoid broken glass on the streets that laid 
there for the whole week before it was cleared away. 
The overcrowding is not due to too many people parking 
there to work in town, it’s that more business and 
residential units have popped up without any 
consideration for parking requirements.  Our planning 
teams should **** and make these developers include 
realistic parking schemes when submitting plans. No 
vehicle developments are a joke when the city centre 
offers nothing in terms of retail, people have to travel 
and use vehicles to collect larger goods 

Laughton 
Common 

No/object Because I don’t expect to have to pay to park to work 
with other overheads it won’t be worth coming to work.  

Yes Not Answered 
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S11 No/object I am objecting because I do not believe you are trying to 
solve a real problem that local residents or businesses 
actually have, and if you are then this is a terrible 
solution that I'm sure nobody wants. Perhaps you should 
just be honest that this is a money-making scheme. 

Little Kelham 
Street 

Yes Not Answered 

Hillsborough Yes Not Answered 
Mowbray 
Street 

No/object people now have to commute further for work and 
restricting parking to these people by enforcing a charge 
would be detrimental to said people, basically a pay cut. 
the only people to benefit financially would be the very 
people who are should be helping those less fortunate. 

Grenoside, 
Sheffield 

No/object I object due to safety reasons with the ongoing 
prostitution in the area and having to walk past them on 
a daily basis. I also object due the daily cost. I work 5 
days a week and couldn't afford to pay it and to be 
honest Platt Street on which I work on only has car 
parked on it that work on the road. 

Gleadless 
Common 

Yes Not Answered 

Stannington No/object I am objecting as I feel that the businesses in the area 
have had enough of a struggle to stay open during the 
pandemic. By introducing parking charges, it may 
possibly cause people to reconsider visiting the area 
therefore reducing the trade to the many businesses. I 
already feel that parking charges in the city centre are 
totally ridiculous, expensive and I avoid the area for this 
reason preferring to shop at Meadowhall or in 
Hillsborough where 90 minutes free parking is available 
in several of the local car parks. So much revenue was 
used to introduce the cycle lane as a temporary measure 
at Shalesmoor, that caused an enormous amount of 
issues for Shalesmoor. I feel that this scheme will have a 
detrimental effect on the area. 

Dun Street No/object As a tenant we were not made aware of our flat being a 
car free development, this will be the same with 
hundreds of others. At least give the selected 
accommodations a chance to apply for a permit as you 
are forcing individuals to move, meaning changes to 
lifestyle and work. Ridiculous! 

Dun Street No/object I completely disagree with this proposal, I feel it makes it 
impossible for residents to park in the area or have 
visitors especially for families/couples living in buildings 
that you will not offer permits. I feel this project devalues 
the area and I do not see the benefit to this. 

Dun Street No/object As said before ridiculous idea and will just ruin the area 
that has so much potential. Can’t believe I pay my 
council tax for this idea to be brought forward. 
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Killamarsh No/object Unfair Parking Charges, forcing Motorists and people 
who live in the area to have to find alternative parking. If 
this goes ahead what areas are next, the City Centre is 
turning into a no-go area. The Parking Fees are just 
another Tax, Motorists on low wages trying to earn a 
living while the Council wants to charge them for going 
to work. 

Newsham 
Road 

Yes Not Answered 

Alma Street No/object I work for the NHS, I have to have a car for my job, if this 
scheme goes ahead, I will most definitely move out of 
the Kelham Island area as it will make it impossible for 
me. I know many people who live in developments which 
have been listed as “car free” who need a car for work. I 
believe if introduced, this Scheme will push residents out 
of the area, and also reduce the amount of visitors 
Kelham Island receives. Lockdown has made things 
hard for people, especially me, an NHS professional, this 
will only make things harder for the area and the people 
who live within it. 

Neepsend 
Lane 

No/object I think this measure will not fix any of the problems 
mentioned. Will just make life more difficult for people 
working in Kelham Island and also the costumers. Not to 
mention the neighbours… it’s a shame you are even 
thinking about charging to park here… 

Mowbray 
Street 

No/object As I mentioned on the previous page, I moved as a 
tenant on Mowbray Street in 2015, unaware it is a "car 
free" development, and while it is busy, have never had 
a problem leaving my car reasonably close by further 
along Mowbray Street. This proposal will force me in the 
short term to leave my car however far away is 
necessary such that it is in an unrestricted area, no 
doubt inconveniencing those residents close by to said 
area. In the longer term it would force me to move 
further out from the centre of Sheffield or even outside of 
Sheffield and commute (to the University of Sheffield), 
rather than the 20-minute walk to work I currently have. 
These options are not attractive to me, and hence I 
object to this proposal. 

Cornish Street No/object - the prices for permits are very expensive - it could 
damage businesses because people might think twice 
about pulling up and buying a coffee etc - it takes away 
the freedom of parking around Kelham - I don’t see a big 
issue with parking in Kelham. There are always spaces- 
there are untreated potholes and lots of litter on Dixon 
Street that need dealing with - 

Neepsend No/object I’m a young profession trying to become established in 
my chosen career. It’s unnecessary extra expenses that 
defeat the purpose of me deciding to live in this area. 
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High Green No/object Because commuters on lower salary / minimum wage 
cannot afford daily parking charges like town and this 
gives us the opportunity to commute to work and not 
worry about expensive parking bills. I also personally 
believe that private parking goes against common 
interest and is an unethical practise to take money from 
everyday citizens who cannot work from home and must 
travel to work in expensive parking areas. I also know of 
residents who do not have access to their own car park 
in the area who rely on free parking 

Holywell 
Heights 

No/object Because I park for free, why would I want you to 
introduce something that costs? Also, I go to the cafes in 
Kelham, most people go because parking is free. If 
there’s a charge it will put people off from supporting 
businesses, there 

Oxspring Yes Not Answered 
Hackenthorpe No/object I have worked in the area for the past 8 year and over 

the years it has become very hard to get parked with 
new buildings being built in the area. We see on a daily 
basis people parking up and walking down the road 
towards town. Therefore, using our spaces that we need 
to use to be able to work. We can't afford to pay for 
parking and 2 business permits is not enough for 
everyone at my work. We can’t share a permit. You will 
be making us look to leave our place of work which is 
not something we want to do. 

Deepcar, 
Sheffield 

No/object I am objecting to this because I need to park around 
here for work but I would not be able to afford to pay for 
parking on a daily basis and would then be forced to look 
for another job. I have worked round here for 15 years 
and never had trouble with parking apart from having to 
park a bit further away which is not a big issue. There 
are a few businesses around this area who have a 
number of employees and having only 2 permits for a 
business is ridiculous. 

Barnsley No/object Previous comments explain all. It’s all a money-making 
scheme. 

Cotton Mill 
Walk 

Yes Not Answered 

Crookes No/object   
Mowbray 
Street 

No/object If you provided more permits per business, this shouldn't 
be a problem.  I don't see why residents and businesses 
should be affected in this area for the problem caused by 
city centre workers, perhaps provide more affordable 
parking for them, instead of creating more disruption.  As 
there has been a lot of construction of flats in this area 
perhaps the parking should have been considered 
before signing off the new buildings instead of 
introducing parking permits as an afterthought.  Solve 
the problem at the source i.e., City Centre Parking 
instead of moving the problem to somewhere else. 
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Rotherham No/object objecting to this obscene parking proposal as this would 
have a negative effect on staff including myself. this 
would impact me, and the business financially and only 
benefit the government/council. 

Mowbray 
Street 

Yes Not Answered 

Hollinsend 
Road 

No/object Because parking is hard enough without paying 

Chapeltown No/object    
Yes Not Answered 

Little Kelham 
Street 

No/object See last page 

Little Kelham 
Street 

No/object I have been a resident on Little Kelham Street for the 
past 3 years and strongly OPPOSE this proposed 
parking scheme. For starters, parking isn't even bad 
around Kelham - so why charge? It's idiotic and 
unnecessary. Like I say, I have been a resident of Little 
Kelham Street for the past 3 years and developers 
charged residents £12,000 for a parking space. I do 
have a parking space, but my partner does not since we 
simply cannot afford the highly price cost that developers 
charge - so by you/the council putting these parking 
schemes into place affects the residents. Parking is 
FINE in Kelham Island - please leave it alone. 

Little Kelham 
Street 

No/object I am objecting to the proposed scheme as residents of 
little Kelham Street and similar developments will have 
nowhere to park under the proposed scheme. Residents 
of car free zones must also be allowed to apply for 
permits, or scrap the idea altogether 

Mowbray 
Street 

No/object I'm objecting to residents not being able to apply for a 
parking permit if they live in a development that comes 
with 1 allocated parking space. Most households 
(especially married, full time working couples) have more 
than 1 car & should be able to get a permit. It’s ridiculous 
that you're even proposing these changes. 

Mowbray 
Street 

No/object Money making from the wrong people, lots of low paid 
workers that will suffer. 

Ranmoor No/object Please see previous comments. We must be able to 
have space to legally load and unload and operate large 
vehicles around our site. 
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Dun Fields No/object I'm strongly opposed to this scheme. As I live in a block 
where no permit is possible you are essentially pricing 
me and my partner out of driving. My girlfriend is 
required to drive to work daily, and I care for my elderly 
parents. So, what you are doing is making sure we have 
to park far away from our home. This obviously means I 
won’t be able to drive to my parents in a hurry should 
one of them have an accident and my partner must walk 
long dark walks to her car every morning and evening. 
I'm sure you probably know that Neepsend/upper 
Thorpe aren’t exactly safe places to walk for women in 
the dark, so this scheme essentially puts her wellbeing 
(and other women) at serious risk! While there are 
businesses in Kelham it is primarily residential 
properties. It’s not believable this scheme would be in 
any way beneficial to residents. I would assume there 
are no alternatives planned at all? No car park / 
additional bus routes. You can’t solve a car problem by 
simply banning people from residents from using them!! 
There has to be additional alternative infrastructure 
provided. People rely on cars for more than just 
convenience!!I bought my property and was told there 
was road parking available. Yes, the property developer 
should have applied for permits but you are completely 
neglecting us by implementing this proposed plan. For 
once think of the people who stand to lose most! Not 
gain a little. Your consideration would be very much 
appreciated 

 
No/object I am in support of the permit holder parking only, 

HOWEVER there is not enough space for permit 
holders. You are proposing to have most of the roads as 
double yellows? Visitors to the area will continue to pay 
for on street parking so where will residents that have 
paid for permits park? You need to offer additional 
parking somewhere for residents of the area if this is the 
case, you can’t expect residents to pay 6.50 a day and a 
permit? If anything, it should be majority permit only with 
MINIMAL spaces for pay and display. 

Mowbray 
Street 

No/object I think it’s absolutely ridiculous that you are now making 
people pay for the parking. I moved to Kelham Island 
because it’s perfect location and can park for free. I 
struggle to live here as it is and now, you’re making 
people pay. You’re just doing it to be greedy, as it’s 
clearly been fine for years. Absolute joke. Not happy at 
all. The local business will definitely loose out as you will 
put people off coming down here. I know I wouldn’t come 
down to local restaurants if I had to pay. 

Tinsley No/object It really is affecting my mental health, you are driving me 
out of work as I won't be able to afford to park. 

Rutland Road Yes Not Answered 
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Kelham Island No/object Hello, Despite being a single car household, my flat in 
Kelham Island did not offer a parking space and 
according to the scheme, I would not be entitled to a 
permit. I and many other residents would be required to 
pay over £40 a week using the pay an 

Alma Street Yes Not Answered 
Stannington No/object The residents of Kelham have signed contracts to rent 

property in good faith and cannot afford any further extra 
costs. This area is already struggling from road closures, 
causing further traffic as you have to drive twice as far 
around Kelham just to get out of the area. Which equals 
more car fumes. 

Waverley No/object It's a disgrace that at a time of increased energy bills 
and tax that the council is also looking to charge people 
for parking that's not even remotely close to the town 
centre. If you want people to come back to the city this is 
the wrong way to go about it. These plans need tearing 
up and that energy needs putting into other much 
needed areas 

Lancaster 
Street 

No/object This is an unnecessary change that ensures residents 
are the ones to lose out. Parking is limited and during 
peak hours it is sometimes hard to find a space directly 
outside my apartment. This is not an issue as I have 
never failed to park, occasionally I will have to park a 
short walk from my apartment. Converting the area to 
paid and permit parking will do little to ease this. There 
are a limited number of parking spots and while a 
minority of cars are (possibly) for people that work in the 
city and walk in, most people that park here are required 
to be here. Residents are the only people that lose in the 
proposed changes having to either pay or lose the ability 
to park their car. This will just turn the parking issue into 
a resident's issue and move the overflow of cars to a 
different area. Visitors to the many bars and restaurants 
in Kelham will think twice before attending if you make it 
difficult to park here. 

Cornish Street Yes Not Answered 
Ashwood 
Road 

No/object I am objecting to this because my colleagues and myself 
will be unable to park and so will be unable to attend 
work. 

Burton Road Yes Not Answered 
Sheffield No/object I work 3 days a week on Percy Street, S3 8BT and 

should not have to pay for parking or a permit. We are a 
multi-tenanted building with 11 units with occupied 
tenants. Those tenants have staff/clients/customers who 
all need to park on or around Percy Street.  These 
people cannot pay for parking this is ridiculous!!! 

n\a No/object I feel as though I have done this over the previous 31 
questions.... otherwise, what was the point of the 
survey?? 
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Woodhouse No/object I’m a small, self-employed business who is struggling in 
the current climate, I’ll also be facing an increase in rent 
soon. This parking scheme will put me under even more 
pressure to make ends meet so I do NOT support it. I’m 
based on Burton Road and from my experience the 
people that park around there is all from local 
businesses or their customers and NOT commuters. I 
believe that this parking scheme will be detrimental to 
the area and the businesses that operate from there. 

Little Kelham 
Street 

No/object I deeply reject the idea that certain residents of Kelham 
Island are not able to apply for a parking permit. We are 
tenants within Kelham Island, and do not have any 
access to the parking spaces available for purchase 
within that development (which we couldn't afford 
anyway at the cost of £14,000). As such, we have to 
park our car on the streets in the nearby area. Whilst I 
would be fine with paying the fee for a resident’s permit, 
I find it utterly ridiculous that since I live in a 'car free' 
development, I would not be allowed to access such 
permits. Myself and my partner rely on use of the car for 
our livelihoods, but under your current plans we would 
be forced to pay more than £2000 a year just to park our 
car where we live, something we simply cannot afford 
and would likely force us to live elsewhere. Your plans 
are therefore highly discriminatory towards those that do 
not have the financial means to fork out £14,000 for a 
permanent parking space or £2000 a year for street 
parking. Whilst there is some merit to introducing a 
parking scheme in the area to stop commuters taking 
advantage of free parking, there should be no 
circumstances in which the residents of the area are 
negatively impacted by the change, and in some cases 
(such as ours),  priced out of living in the area by the 
City Council. You must therefore reconsider your plans, 
and make arrangement for all residents who need one, 
to have access to a parking permit. 

Cornish Street No/object See earlier comments 
Mowbray 
Street 

No/object My partner and I are residents on Mowbray Street who 
also happen to own a car. I object to this new proposal 
because there is not enough parking in the buildings 
themselves, and as such we'd be unable to get a parking 
space, and therefore would have to pay the extortionate 
amount of money to park on the street without a parking 
permit. We moved into this flat with the pretence that 
we'd be able to park on the road (and I'd imagine this is 
what developers and planners thought at the time when 
this block was designated as a no-parking block). We 
may be able to pay the £2k a year it would cost us in this 
situation, but we don't believe we should have to, given 
we pay comparable rents and live in a comparable area 
to others in Kelham. All this is doing is removing the 
ability for us to park in this area and giving it to other 
people in other flats. How is this equitable at all? This is 
a literal postcode lottery at its worst. The current system 
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at least is fair in some sense - it means those with the 
most patience gets the parking spaces (not that parking 
is even a problem most of the time...) If this goes 
through, we won't be getting rid of our car. Instead, we 
will have to find other places to park, most likely in 
Burngreave, or perhaps in Neepsend, and will eventually 
likely move out of the area. I know people in Little 
Kelham Street who are in a similar situation, who have to 
use their car because of the dire state of public transport 
in Sheffield (particularly to high value areas like the 
parkway business park). Or what about the people in 
Shalesmoor who park over here, where previous parking 
changes have come into effect? If people have bought a 
flat, what are they supposed to do? Be pushed into the 
arms of developers who will extort them even further for 
limited parking space (we're already talking £10-15k a 
spot here, before these changes go ahead!) This feels 
like a bit of a bad joke because half the buildings have 
been designated car free on the basis that some 
lazy/greedy developer doesn't have to provide parking 
because there is on street parking... and now there is no 
on-street parking. Even as a labour and green voter (I 
have only ever voted for those two parties) I do feel like 
there is a little bit of liberal disdain coming from those 
parties for what the average person wants - in this case 
owning a car - and disdain is reflected in schemes like 
this. But I'm afraid the cat is out of the bag on this one. 
Powered private transportation has become seen as 
somewhat of an expectation for the modern person, 
however much those in power see this as an undesirable 
situation. It has to be caveated that driving rates are 
falling, but once you get a car when you have a family 
people rarely tend to go back. Not giving everyone in the 
area the opportunity to even buy a parking permit feels a 
little bit like a punishment, as if we are not supposed to 
be able to own a car when everyone else is? Should we 
not have the same desires or expectations as our 
neighbours a few blocks down? Or should we be 
punished just because "someone needs to be punished 
for the amount of driving that goes on in general"? In 
general, I support traffic easing measures, and I think 
certain things like reducing the number of lanes in an 
area is a good idea - because of induced demand. 
However, it only works if there are alternatives. As such, 
this might actually deter people from coming to use local 
businesses, because, as noted above, at the current 
time public transport in Sheffield is not good. With this 
new scheme, you may get students going to places like 
Cutlery works, Steel Yard and the shops near the depot 
bakery, but what is the chance people will drive to 
Kelham to park and pay, when they could just as well go 
into the city centre, pay the same amount and have 
more options. Not to mention, by not allowing residents 
to have parking, you deter people with families and 
young professionals (who expect to have a car) - i.e., 
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those with money to spend, and instead replace them 
with students. If you think that city centres and local 
areas can survive and thrive without aspirational working 
class or lower middle class people living in them, then 
good luck with that, they just become shells of their 
former selves. I reckon my partner and I spend more and 
more consistently in local businesses living here and 
utilizing a parking space around 50-80% of the time than 
the customers that parking space would get on a normal 
day, if it were used 3 or 4 times on a Saturday and 
Sunday. We go to 3 or 4 local business every single 
week, something we shan't be doing if we have to move 
out of the area because of this parking charge. As one of 
the commenters said on the last connecting Sheffield 
consultation (that I've only just found out about - thanks 
for leafleting that to us....), "another council nail in 
Sheffield's coffin". To be honest, I don't fully understand 
the business case since parking is rarely if ever an 
issue, even on weekends. The only time it becomes 
difficult to park is when peddlers market is on, or when 
there is a game at Hillsborough. Also, if you were 
bothered about parking at all, then have some vision and 
buy up that bit of land that is basically a dump next to 
Jewson's and turn that into a council car park. I guess 
cynically this is what brings me to the point that this feels 
like a half-baked money grab from the council - it’s not 
really about parking availability in the area, it’s about 
revenue as always. The previous plans did basically 
nothing, but pave a few walking routes, add a 
roundabout, and add some token greenery. This does 
even less but causes annoyance to local residents too! 
Once again targeting younger people because "they 
have no one else to vote for". Well thanks for that. And 
this is coming from someone who has voted for labour 
and green in every single election ever, what a mug I 
am. P.S. How has it cost £624,000 to come up with this 
plan? All you've done is draw some lines on a map 
(probably a couple of days work for some surveyors), 
print some flyers (around a few thousand pounds for a 
print of 10k A3 bifold) and put a form field on a website 
(less than a day’s work for a web dev). Then to 
implement all you have to do is put up a few signs, paint 
a few lines (maybe a week’s work for a couple of 
workmen) and have a website where you can pay? £50-
100k tops... 
https://www.thestar.co.uk/news/politics/parking-scheme-
back-on-agenda-at-sheffields-popular-kelham-island-
after-two-year-delay-3544111 Ridiculous .P.P.S So Why 
are you unable to see what others have said? This is a 
ridiculous state of affairs in a democracy. What kind of a 
panopticon-style farce is this? Maybe its intentional to 
avoid people gathering and agreeing or generating any 
kind of "common knowledge" because the council just 
wants the facade of stakeholder input and will ram 
through whatever it wants anyways. Put some effort in 
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and learn about better ways of doing digital democracy 
e.g., https://consider.it/, https://pol.is/home, 
https://www.technologyreview.com/2018/08/21/240284/t
he-simple-but-ingenious-system-taiwan-uses-to-
crowdsource-its-laws/ because this system is not up to 
cop. We should also be able to see the representations 
made to the council by local businesses and residents, 
as is proper in an open system, such that points may be 
discussed, questioned and refuted. (I am sceptical that 
this isn't just some councillors pet project, and that these 
aren't just convenient but 'phantom representations’. 
P.P.P.S. How hard is it to create a *digital* survey that 
has a reasonable numbering scheme, instead of one 
that jumps from question 9 to question 26???? (Yes, I 
can see why you'd have that on a paper one... but you'd 
also see questions 10 to 25 as well...,) And why do these 
boxes not have formatting? This response would have 
been much clearer with bullet points...P.P.P.P.S. Nice 
how the council managed to slip the last consultation 
about connecting Sheffield, another stupid money-
grabbing bus gate, with only token greenery. Feel really 
valued as a resident of Kelham right now. 
https://connectingsheffield.commonplace.is/proposals/ne
epsend-kelham-city-centre Also not sure that the leaders 
of the resident associations really represent the whole 
area on this matter either, as I'm not sure if they're 
elected etc. 

Danesmoor No/object Ridiculous. I am not from the area; I live in chesterfield 
and visit Kelham/Neepsend to go to 
businesses/bars/restaurants. I will not do this if I have to 
pay for parking so these unfortunate businesses who are 
recovering (at best) from COVID fiscal implications, will 
suffer again. 

Shiregreen No/object The cost to park will deter the many volunteers that 
support say Gardener’s Rest in their community 
ventures. This is not the bustling centre that Kelham 
Island proper is. 

Wadsley No/object This scheme will be ruinous for businesses in the area. 
Where will all the cars go when you stop them parking 
there. The bus services are very unreliable due to driver 
shortages. Most people can't just walk or cycle to work 
or leisure, especially in the dark. Women don't feel safe 
at night walking those dimly lit backstreets. A car is a 
necessity for them. 

Doncaster No/object One of the main attractions is the free parking in the 
area. 

Bardwell Road No/object I shouldn't have to pay to park outside my work that I 
have done 6 days a week for years just because 
someone has painted a shipping container grey, nailed 
some pallet wood to the inside and is attracting sheep 
that think its trendy to sit and drink overpriced coffee 
while watching a job moving skip waste the size of Ben 
Nevis. 
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Dun Street No/object Hello, Despite being a single car household, my flat on 
Dun Street did not offer a parking space and according 
to the scheme, I would not be entitled to a permit. I and 
many other residents would be required to pay over £40 
a week using the pay and display machines just to park 
near where we live. This is a very large amount of 
money that I and many others will not be able to afford 
along with rent and the many expensive bills which are 
continuing to rise due to inflation. If the changes go 
ahead, I would be forced to move to another location 
which is devastating. In addition, I have not experienced 
any issues with the current parking system and I do not 
understand why there is a need to add in more yellow 
lines. I do not believe that the current parking is 
restricting pedestrians or are blocking access in anyway. 
The changes to the parking scheme are completely 
unnecessary. I expect further justification as to why 
these changes are needed. I look forward to your 
response, Hannah 

Melbourn 
Road 

Yes Not Answered 

Ansell Road Yes Not Answered 
S10 Yes Not Answered 
Crookes Yes Not Answered 
Oliver Road Yes Not Answered 
Parsonage 
Crescent 

Yes Not Answered 

Crookes Yes Not Answered 
Sharrow Vale Yes Not Answered 
Little Kelham 
Street 

No/object In general, having permits for residents is not a bad idea, 
and I'd be more than happy to pay for one if I was able. 
However, the current proposal does not support all 
residents (who are bringing money to the area) if only 
certain residents are allowed to apply for a permit. 

Greenhill Yes Not Answered 
Mona Road Yes Not Answered 
Endcliffe Yes Not Answered 
Grenoside Yes Not Answered 
Carterknowle Yes Not Answered 
Nethergreen Yes Not Answered 
Oughtibridge Yes Not Answered 
Nether Edge Yes Not Answered 
Heeley No/object Doesn't seem to be based on what ordinary people 

need. Most people in this extremely hilly city are unable 
to bike ride and bike routes are unsafe. Public transport 
is woeful and unsafe in an airborne pandemic. 
Concentrate on improving cycling and public transport 
facilities first, then make car use harder when those 
proper alternatives exist. This is clearly just an attempt to 
raise revenue and won't reduce pollution at all. 

Southey Green 
Road 

Yes Not Answered 
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Dronfield No/object This scheme will have a detrimental effect to low paid 
workers. Especially for companies who have multiple 
staff as there is only two spaces available for each 
business. I work in Kelham myself and the majority of 
people who I have spoken to (who work around me) do 
not live local to this area and public transport would not 
be an option as they live over half an hour away. 

Percy Street No/object Stable lives are a small organisation that provides 
support in the community we would be impacted 
negatively with additional costs such as permits or 
parking charges. Also it would impact the service we 
provide as time would be spent looking for alternative 
parking 

Bradway No/object I do not believe restricting spaces will solve the problem, 
but rather exacerbate it. It appears to me that a huge 
amount of traffics is generated by staff and customers at 
local businesses who will be severely disadvantaged by 
a parking charge and fewer spaces. 

Fieldhead 
Road 

Yes Not Answered 

Mowbray 
Street 

No/object There are inadequate reasons to introduce the proposed 
Parking Scheme. There is adequate on street free 
parking at present. We have never been unable to find 
parking during working hours. The has been inadequate 
consultation. This week (01-02-2022) was the first we 
have heard of the scheme. The provided leaflet suggests 
the reasons are based on the requests of local 
businesses, yet as a local business, we were not 
consulted. The decision to make the parking scheme is 
irrational and unreasonable. The scheme will create a 
lack of parking opportunities for local businesses and 
customers. The associated costs will be too high to 
reasonably expect a small business to pay, or make their 
employees pay in parking fees. This would cost my 
company over £10,000 a year in parking fees if we are to 
pay for all our employees parking. Two paid parking 
permits is insufficient. These are not reasonable or 
proportionate costs to expect a small business to pay 
and will mean we will have to move premises outside of 
the area. 

Broomgrove 
Road 

No/object Wouldn't be able to park for work, including to pick up 
critical survey gear 

Sheffield, S7 No/object Introducing parking restrictions does not address the 
root cause and will only shift the problem of parking to 
other areas. Measure as above need to be combined 
with major improvements in public transport and with 
public transport being subsidised, so it becomes cheaper 
and more convenient than driving. 

Park Hill Yes Not Answered 
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Rosamond 
Drive  

No/object We attend music and other events at the community pub 
The Gardeners Rest and use the eating and other 
establishments. We travel by car often giving lifts to 
others. The proposed restrictions would make this very 
difficult, and we are not able to come except by use of 
lengthy taxi journeys that would be too expensive. The 
proposals would not solve the problem and would 
significantly damage the local businesses after they 
have just started to recover from COVID 

Garden Street No/object Thin end of the wedge, a tax on the hard-working poor. 
Decision makers should be ashamed of using this as a 
poor excuse to raise revenue. 

Meersbrook No/object Removing and reducing the ability to park around 
Kelham Island is going to cause immeasurable damage 
to local businesses and livelihoods. Until London-
standard public transport facilities are in place across the 
region, you cannot reduce the ability for people to travel 
to places by car in this way. The public transport 
provision we have at present is pitiful in comparison, and 
your proposals do nothing for the huge majority of 
people for whom slow and irregular busses and the 
small tram network are totally inconvenient. Businesses 
around here will just be forced to move, pushed 
elsewhere. I appreciate and support the need for more 
integrated streets and infrastructure, championing 
cycling, walking, etc, etc, but there are many ways in 
which this can be done without alienating other public 
highway users, who simply rely on the ability to park 
their car outside their business or home. Please try 
harder. 

Foxhill No/object This would have an impact on people visiting, less foot 
fall for the businesses, people will avoid the area as they 
have to pay. Also, another money-making scheme for 
the council. 

Worrall, 
Sheffield 

No/object Platt Street is not a Residential Area but is occupied by 
small businesses as are the surrounding areas. The 
constant need to take deliveries is ongoing and never 
seems to stop over a 6-day working week. To stifle this 
sounds like nothing more than another way to punish 
vehicular drivers and to pick our pockets even further. 
We constantly need to unload and load up our own 
vehicles to carry out our daily works. To put double 
yellow lines everywhere seems counterproductive and 
would only cause unnecessary conflict which is 
avoidable. Our Business has here for almost 40 years 
and we have managed well enough in that time without 
silly parking restrictions. Most of our Office staff start 
work at 7.00am - 7.30am and like to park as close as 
possible to our workplace to avoid walking through what 
is otherwise an undesirable area full of prostitutes and 
other undesirables making any walk to work at that hour 
dangerous and unsafe, I could go on and on and on!!We 
therefore ask you to reconsider these unpopular plans 
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and allow us to carry out our business the way we think 
is best for everyone. Thank you 

Deepcar No/object I will visit the area less and this will affect the businesses 
I support in that area. 

S6 No/object I would support a parking scheme but not what is 
suggested. The stated problem is people parking there 
during the working day and walking into the city centre 
for work. If this is the case, then 20:30 is far too late to 
end restrictions. 18:30 would be more appropriate and 
still protect the businesses relying on visiting customers, 
such as the pubs and restaurants which draw people in. 

Ramsey Road No/object I work in Kelham Island and object to the parking and 
there is nowhere else to park near to work other than on 
street. 

Hillsborough No/object I believe it will have a significantly negative effect on 
local businesses. 

Fir Vale No/object which appear to be of no interest to the council, until 
now. I believe it would be detrimental to the hospitality 
businesses in the area if parking restrictions were 
introduced. For the past few years there have been no 
parking problems on the roads I have mentioned. Other 
roads where there are residents may need controlled 
parking. 

Woodland 
Road ¶ 

No/object There is little enough parking available at present. We 
cannot afford to lose any more. It is not only my personal 
problems, but the Gardeners Rest would also lose 
custom as many regulars come from outside the district. 

Nicholson 
Road S8 

Yes Not Answered 

Woodseats Yes Not Answered 
Whirlowdale 
Road 

Yes Not Answered 

Wadsley No/object Too few parking areas. It's been free so far. Why have to 
pay. It will destroy local cafes pubs etc. 

Dun Street No/object - We would not be able to park on our street or 
anywhere near our house (being classed as car free 
development despite only having 1 drive for 5 cars)- Risk 
of having to walk further to get to car at night/in dark - 
Cost of permit/parking charges- Happy with current 
parking situation - Would not feasible to stay in 
Kelham/current property if changes were to go ahead 

Broomhill Yes Not Answered 
Woodseats No/object People have worked hard and spent their own money to 

build some excellent businesses over the last few years, 
including through the pandemic. You are now 
threatening those businesses for the sake of bleeding a 
few motorists who keep this area going. It’s not even as 
if you provide excellent, affordable transport alternatives. 

Storrs 
Stannington 

No/object   

Fairbank Road Yes Not Answered 
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Chatham 
Street 

No/object I object to this parking scheme; I don't see the need for 
this parking scheme parking is not a problem in this 
area. I park daily as a local resident and have never had 
any issues. I don't think the reasoning behind this 
change is genuine, its being done to raise money from 
the area. It’s going to add a large yearly overhead for 
me, that being money I don't have and people will still 
park here. 

Barnsley No/object As explained in the other comments box, it feels like 
employees of businesses in this area and residents who 
aren't applicable for free parking are being exploited / 
punished. The parking in the area isn't that bad that's 
impossible to find a space at the minute. 

Little Kelham 
Street 

No/object I've stated in the last box. Money making scheme by the 
council - you're not working with or for residents and 
tenants but to continue lining the councils’ pockets. It is 
not fair that our friends and family should have to pay to 
park to visit us. Public transport and parking charges in 
town are too high - these should be looked into first. 

Sheffield No/object This proposal is going to have a negative effect on a lot 
of people and businesses. A large number of employees 
need to drive to work for numerous different reasons so 
only allowing 2 permits per company just isn't feasible. 
People cannot afford to be paying £6.50 per day, it is 
ridiculously expensive. How about giving local residents 
and employees a discount? Or allow companies to buy 
as many permits as they'd like? The current proposal 
just does not work. People in the business are already 
worrying about what they are going to do, it could be the 
difference between people staying at the company or 
leaving. This is going to hit a lot of businesses hard, and 
some difficult decisions are going to have to be made for 
a lot of employees. There needs to be a better solution 
for the local hardworking people of Kelham Island and 
Neepsend. 

Mowbray 
Street 

No/object I have been a resident in Kelham Island for 6 years, 
nearly 5 in the same property and I cannot believe you 
have audacity to not allow me to park on my own road. 
My apartment building was built in 2012, 10 years ago. 
when there was an agreement of ‘car free’ development, 
developers and the council had absolutely no idea how 
popular Kelham Island would become for young 
professionals. I, and so many others, are being 
specifically punished for something that is way outdated. 
I was also never made aware of this agreement. 

Stannington No/object   
Sheffield No/object By putting this pay and display parking in place will 

highly affect our business and the business in the area. 
We cannot recommend this doesn’t come into force. By 
putting this pay and display parking in force will hinder 
business as customers won’t want to come down and 
visit. 

Hillsborough No/object Need more parking, not less or controlled parking, or 
permits for people who work locally. 

Page 156



Stannington No/object Ridiculous situation. You are trying to drive people from 
the area. 

Cornish Street Yes Not Answered 
Kelham Island No/object Unexpected added cost Nothing gained - as a resident 

we rarely find it hard to find a space now and if there is 
to be no improvement to the accessibility/safety of 
parking when paying for a permit I see no point. There 
are areas of parking such as the gym car park that could 
be utilised more efficiently for those who are residents of 
Kelham. Then on road parking could be subject to 
permits for commuters/visitors etc. 

S3 8DZ No/object I object to the proposal as it would force myself and 
other residents of the local area to give up their vehicles 
or pay for private parking ran by Vehicle control services 
limited. A company designed to deliberately entrap for 
financial gain. I believe the solution is more flexibility 
around single yellow line parking. I have lived at these 
residents for nearly a year and have always managed to 
find a parking space within a 0.5mile radius of my 
apartment. 

Adelaide Lane No/object Free parking is essential for residents and helps 
encourage people to visit the bars and shops in the area 

Shirecliffe No/object   
Mowbray 
Street 

No/object I live on Mowbray Street which I had no idea is a “car 
free development” that means we couldn’t get a resident 
permit if parking controls are put in place. I agree that 
commuters shouldn’t take advantage of free parking, but 
I feel ALL residents should be able to get a permit. I 
absolutely cannot afford to pay £1000 a year to park my 
car. Even if I could afford it, we were not given the option 
of renting a car parking space when we moved because 
there was none available. So where is my car going to 
go once the controls are in place? I chose this flat 
location because of the on-street parking. It’s not fair that 
these plans which are supposed to “help” residents are 
going to make things far more difficult for me. 

S3 Yes Not Answered 
Chesterfield No/object I have previously explained this. You’d put me out of 

work I commute from outside of Sheffield with no other 
way to get to work. With the current rises in the economy 
and no pay rise I wouldn’t be able to afford to pay. I 
struggle now. I feel safe parking there as a woman 
travelling on my own at early and late nights 

Green Lane Yes Not Answered 
Green Lane Yes Not Answered 
Cornwall 
Works 

Yes Not Answered 

Lancaster 
street 

Yes Not Answered 

Little Kelham 
Street 

Yes Not Answered 

S8 0HL No/object I don't object or agree, as long as we still get free 
parking for business use and have loading zone 
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Dun Fields No/object I am objecting based on the proposal to restrict residents 
in 'car free' housing from obtaining a parking permit, 
therefore not allowing them to park near to where they 
live. 

Pitsmoor No/object By hitting out at commuters you are also affecting 
visitors who want to use the bars and restaurants. 

Greenhill Yes Not Answered 
Kelham No/object The proposal does nothing to improve the parking 

situation, it's just another stealth tax by our party happy 
council. 

Wadsley Yes Not Answered 
Grenoside No/object I park on the street 5 days a week for work, and I would 

simply not be able to convince myself to give up nearly 1 
hours pay to park my car just to go to work I would rather 
find elsewhere to work. And I know a lot of the other staff 
also think so 

Renishaw Yes Not Answered 
Stannington Yes Not Answered 
Crookes No/object I come to Kelham Island for meals with friends as we live 

in different areas and it’s a good meeting point. If I had 
to pay for parking I’d go to another area of Sheffield. As 
getting taxis is so challenging and the transport links to 
Kelham from Crookes is so poor driving is often the only 
option when it’s dark 

Kelham Island Yes Not Answered 
Green Lane Yes Not Answered 
Mowbray 
Street 

Yes Not Answered 

Leeds Yes Not Answered 
Barnsley No/object I objecting because the proposed scheme would ruin 

local businesses and industries, as they rely on being 
able to park at work after commuting and customers of 
the local businesses would reduce massively if they had 
to pay to simply park to access their premises. We have 
already seem uproar amongst our neighbouring 
businesses that are panicking about the scheme, which 
doesn't seem to have taken us into consideration at all. 

Broomhall No/object Having free parking provides flexibility in parking. I 
typically cycle to work, however on the odd occasion I do 
drive. If parking permits were required, this would 
severely restrict my flexibility as I do not drive enough to 
justify a permit. I think it would also drive down business 
locally as a lot of people appear to come here for lunch/ 
coffees and enjoy ability to drive. Public transport is not 
sufficient or cheap enough to support parking zones on 
Kelham/ Neepsend. 
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Lizzie Lane No/object Whilst I am not averse to the idea of a controlled parking 
zone, I have two objections: 1. Residents being excluded 
from applying for permits. We live in a complex in 
Kelham Island, which has been designated a no car 
development, and as such we would not be eligible for a 
parking permit under the current plans. I am unsure as to 
why it has been designated a no car development due to 
the number of private and shared garages. We were 
also not made aware by the developer that it was a no 
car development and the potential this would have to 
restrict parking in our area, so feel this has not been 
made at all clear. Without the option to apply for a 
permit, it would become untenable for myself and other 
residents to live and park in this area. Looking at the 
areas covered, we would be required to park 15-20 
minutes’ walk from our homes under the new plans, in 
unsafe, quiet and industrial parts of town, or in areas of 
town where parking is already busy. The other option 
would be to pay £2,000+ to pay to park. Either option is 
absolutely unacceptable and would greatly reduce the 
quality of life in the area, and likely result in myself and 
others moving out of the area. The plans in their current 
form appear to be prioritising businesses and others 
above residents in the area, which is incredibly 
disappointing. 2. Reduction in parking spaces. Whilst I 
understand and appreciate the need to make Kelham 
and Neepsend more accessible, such a significant 
reduction in spaces is likely to make parking incredibly 
difficult in the area for residents, especially as all spaces 
are currently planned as being able for both permit 
parking and paid for parking. 

Kelham Island No/object The current timings of the proposed scheme are 
inconvenient for residents. If the ambition is to stop all 
day commuter parking why not bring in a scheme where 
restrictions are in place between 12noon and 2pm 
Monday - Friday for example (as the do near train 
stations elsewhere in the country) as opposed to a 
charging scheme that will affect local businesses and 
inconvenience residents. 

Kearsley 
Road, 
Sheffield,  

No/object There are other ways of controlling the flow of traffic 
other than putting parking permits. Your proposal 
especially at this point in our business life is yet another 
blow to businesses who are on their knees trying to get 
things going. 

Eckington No/object Can’t afford to pay to park everyday as on minimum 
wage 

Fairview Road, 
Dronfield 

No/object   
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Cross Myrtle No/object I work in Kelham Island and I find the parking is currently 
okay considering the parking is free, and because of this 
I often visit Kelham on the weekends on my day-off to 
visit the local businesses (Kelham Island barbers, 
Millowners, and Gaard etc.), as well as, taking part in the 
monthly litter pick on Saturdays at Kelham Island. The 
reason why I visit this place so often in my free time is 
because I like Kelham Island and I can park there for 
free without any issues. However, if I had to start paying 
for parking, I would not use this area in my spare time 
because I would have to pay a considerable amount of 
money to park for work and as well as leisure which I do 
not have the funds for as I am working professional. 

Pitsmoor Yes Not Answered 
Kelham Island No/object I am objecting to this proposed traffic scheme as it is 

unfair to the council taxpayers who live in these areas to 
have to pay extra money to park outside their own 
houses. As spaces are being limited and not everyone is 
able to afford the extra £93 you want them to pay a year 
for the luxury of parking outside their own house. This 
scheme benefits the people that have the money to 
afford it and leaves the people who can’t with nowhere to 
go. 

Acorn Street No/object The scheme would reduce the amount of parking for 
residents which the council will be charging for this 
pleasure. 

Green Lane No/object I am a young professional on minimum wage and work 
full time in Kelham. I wouldn’t be able to afford the 
parking costs or the expensive permit as my wage 
already goes entirely towards my rent/bills. Public 
transport wouldn’t be an option for me either as that is 
also expensive and I require my vehicle for my job in 
lettings. I also don’t believe these measures will make 
more parking available as these plans look to decrease 
the number of spaces available by adding more double 
yellow lines to unmarked areas. This won’t be a popular 
decision as there will be many people with permits and 
not enough spaces to accommodate paying 
residents/workers. It will push poorer people out of 
Kelham or financially cripple those already struggling as 
the cost of living is about to rocket this year 

Rotherham Yes   
Adelaide Lane No/object This scheme has many flaws. The stated aim is to stop 

commuters but running it for more than a couple of hours 
in the middle of the day reveals that this is not the case. 
You would only need to operate a few hours for it to stop 
people parking all day. Running it until 8:30pm makes it 
clear that it is simply a money-making scheme. It also 
states that the money will be for the local area but in 
reality it then states it is just for the development and up-
keep of the scheme and to make schemes elsewhere, 
this is not extra money for the area. This will also 
detriment businesses. Many people visit in the evenings 
to go for dinner, making them pay for parking will deter 
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them (another reason this should only be for a few hours 
during the day). While I understand the intention of the 
scheme it needs to be seriously re-worked to be viable. 

Penistone 
Road 

No/object Council tax in this area is already extremely high, it is not 
financially viable 

Kelham Island No/object Those who live in the area and still need cars to 
commute to work will be driven out of the area 
Commuters being prioritised over residents Having to 
pay over £2000 a year to park where I live 

Acorn Street No/object Already very little parking would be even less and much 
further away for residents 

Ecclesfield No/object A thriving area will be decimated forcing businesses to 
close 

Orchard 
Crescent, 
Sheffield ¶ 

No/object As one of the owners of this business I strongly object to 
the proposals to restrict parking in the Neepsend area. 
People who park there in the daytime do so as they work 
in the area not in the town centre. The bus service is far 
too unreliable as it often does not turn up at all. Our bar 
manager who does not drive is often late as his bus has 
not turned up and often can't get a bus home as it does 
not come.  This is unacceptable. He cannot afford a taxi 
to and from work. The proposed parking meters will not 
be of any use as no one knows if they will be able to get 
a parking place. The Pub would suffer dreadfully. People 
who either do voluntary work or paid work will suffer. The 
handyman who is a volunteer is there nearly every 
weekday will not go as he cannot carry his tools with 
him, and another volunteer will not pay to park as it won’t 
be worth it for him.  He works with vulnerable young 
adults who come from Freeman College to help train 
them up for various jobs. We have community groups 
who attend and will stop coming. Some come from 
Doncaster, Rotherham, Barnsley and Huddersfield so it’s 
not appropriate to come on a bus.  There are ukulele 
sessions and a guitar group who have too much to carry 
to come on a bus and we have musicians who need cars 
to bring their equipment. The community run pub will 
lose all this custom. Other businesses in the area have 
customers who mainly come in cars so they will suffer 
loss of trade as will the Kelham Flea Market and many 
other businesses in the area. The council have 
decimated the town centre and have now turned their 
sights on doing the same to a thriving area round 
Kelham and Neepsend.  Businesses in the area are 
trying to recoup what was lost during covid and this will 
just be a nail in the coffin. This community needs support 
as it has an important role in supporting so many 
community groups. 
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Browning 
Close 

No/object You are targeting all vehicle users for the natural 
behaviour of a select number and for reasons not 
verified here. The problems are not all the fault of 
motorists but largely of bad planning. This is an 
upcoming area and these impingements smack of town 
centre greed and failings...see empty shops and 
parking/entering town restrictions. Cars are not about to 
disappear. They may be electric, but they multiply in 
numbers commensurate with population expansion. You 
have to make space for them like it or not. It is already 
nightmarish in town day or night. Of course, people park 
nearby. But you are only increasing problem areas by 
repeating mistakes here. Please Sheffield. It is now 
2022. 

Cross Lane, 
Crookes 

No/object Further restriction on motorists is neither necessary nor 
warranted, especially in such an entrepreneurial area. 
Are you ashamed of our entrepreneurial spirit in 
Sheffield? Don't answer that. I know it for a fact. This is 
nothing short of eco-political motivation and when the 
city needs to regenerate, you should be ashamed of this 
attempt to control everything and take the free spirit out 
of it. Find something worthwhile to do with your time, 
funded as it is on my behalf by Council Tax. 

Acorn Street No/object Charges are unreasonable for students and low-income 
earners living in this area, with the unprecedented rise in 
cost of living I would urge you to reconsider such 
decisions 

Worrall, 
Sheffield 

No/object Having studied the proposed scheme closely, and with 
over 35 years working and studying in this industrial area 
of Sheffield, I can only conclude that the proposal is to 
the overall benefit of no-one. Other than once again 
making hard working people line the pockets of the Left-
Wing Council, all in the name of ''Climate Change'‘. This 
area is a hive of economic activity and hard work is 
essentially at the Hub of it all. The proposal is going to 
make life very difficult for all the small businesses to 
operate and succeed. Where and when exactly would 
the Executive for Climate Change suggest we take our 
delivery and offloading necessities if all there is are 
yellow lines. We have maybe 10-12 deliveries per week, 
some are on Articulated lorries, some on smaller 
vehicles. We also have a fleet of 14 vehicles which need 
to load and unload on a daily basis due to the nature of 
our works. No doubt the yellow lines will be 
accompanied by some overzealous wardens, whom I'm 
sure will see this as an easy way to issue fines, that 
aren't so vigorously pursued in other parts of the city I 
assume. Note:- Are there not better traffic management 
priorities, like all the speeding traffic from Hillsborough to 
Oughtibridge and through Worrall. Some days it can 
resemble Brands Hatch, and not before long there will 
be a traffic accident. You have been made aware. 
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Rotherham No/object I am objecting due to limited free parking in the area and 
the safety issue of being forced to park further into 
surrounding areas where the crime rate is high etc. 

Gleadless No/object You have not increased parking spaces. You are just 
wanting to make money from existing spaces that are 
currently free. It will discourage visitors to the area's 
leisure and catering businesses when over the past few 
years this has grown and resulted in new investment in 
the area. You are kicking these investors in the teeth. 

Burton Road  No/object As previous answer to Q31....... It causes my business 
and my tenants’ issues along with additional costs that 
wouldn’t have been introduced without people ‘park and 
walking ‘It should be business and resident parking only 
at no charge........ as we have supported the area long 
before it became a location venue or a free parking zone 
for no locals. 

Withens 
Avenue 

No/object I think it will put people off visiting the area. 

S8 7ED No/object My partner lives in Kelham Island so currently park in 
evenings/night & weekend but will now have to pay to 
see him which is a huge oncost as I will have to use 
parking meter as my partner does not have a car so will 
not be able to join the scheme. If it should have to go 
ahead, the ability of a visitor pass for households that 
they themselves do not own a car should be allowed. 

Mowbray 
Street 

No/object I currently have no issues finding a parking space when 
needed, if these measures came into force, it wouldn't 
be helping me in any way, and I'd be forced to leave 
Kelham Island and move elsewhere. 

Cornish/Dixon 
Street 

No/object Make it impossible for our business to function, 
particularly for Loading and unloading make it extremely 
difficult for our staff to justify working for us on the 
grounds of parking costs vs their wages. 

Green Lane No/object I am against a controlled parking scheme in Kelham as I 
think it is important to have some free parking near the 
city centre. I know from experience that there are many 
students or young adults for whom having to pay parking 
when they need to attend something in the city centre is 
a significant burden and barrier. Whenever I have sought 
parking spaces within Kelham, there is always 
somewhere to park if you take a little bit of time over it. 

Park Hill Yes Not Answered 
Lizzie Lane No/object I object if I’m unable to apply for resident/visitor parking 

permits. The restrictions idea is in theory good, but not if 
it detrimentally effects residents of Kelham Island/ 
Neepsend. 

Kelham Island No/object As above 
Kelham Island Yes Not Answered 
Lizzie Lane Yes Not Answered 
Little Kelham 
Street 

Yes Not Answered 
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Little Kelham 
Street 

No/object Your planning suggest we will not get permits and we 
are a car free zone but that allocation was removed for 
the planning permission so we are not a car free zone, 
and we should be included in the parking permits. The 
development was built with car parks and garages, so it 
obviously is not a car free zone. Little Kelham Street 
residents should get access to the parking permits. 
Otherwise, I object to this scheme. 

Cornish Street No/object You’re doing this to make money end of. You’re killing 
off the area before it’s even got going and haven’t 
considered the long-term impacts of this. You’re just 
pushing the problem out. People go to Meadowhall over 
city centre as it’s free parking. You’re killing off Sheffield! 

Green Lane No/object see answer to previous question. All Kelham Island 
residents should be allowed to purchase a permit. I have 
my own private parking space and I am allowed to buy a 
permit for on-street parking, even though I don’t need 
one.  Other residents are barred from purchasing one 
but will be in dire need of one if the scheme goes ahead. 

Lizzie Lane No/object No real need to address parking in the evenings. Parking 
for residents in Kelham is no worse than in Meersbrook, 
Sharrow, Crookes or any other residential areas close to 
the city. Unequal treatment of residents of many 
developments who will not even be able to apply for 
visitors passes due to living in "car free developments" 
despite not being informed their homes had been 
designated as such. Start treating Kelham like a 
neighbourhood where a variety of people live and work 
and not as an extension of the city centre 

Lizzie Lane Yes Not Answered 
Eagle Lane No/object I am objecting on the grounds that this scheme would 

effectively leave me without any practical options for 
parking. Unlike many of the other garden houses in 
Kelham Island, our house does not have a garage. We 
have a small child and elderly parents, and we 
absolutely rely on street parking. It is already difficult 
enough to park on the street near our family home, I am 
worried that if this scheme comes into effect, we won't 
be able to obtain a parking permit as many flats in 
Kelham Island are technically car free developments, 
despite the many parking spots and garages that are 
part of the development. As a taxpayer living here 
without any other option other than street parking, I find 
this unacceptable. 

Kelham Island Yes Not Answered 
Hillside Rise No/object Adequate and affordable parking needs to be provided 

to commuters. The council ‘encouraging’ commuters to 
park elsewhere is just shifting the problem to another 
area of the city. The only way the council can actually 
resolve this issue is by coming up with a plan to offer 
parking to the commuters of the city. 

Cotton Mill 
Walk 

No/object I am objecting to not being able to buy a permit. This will 
have severe consequences for me as I need my car for 
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work. I'm happy to pay for a permit. I won't be able to 
work if I can't park my car. 

Chatham 
street 

No/object Because the problem is not a big enough problem. Over 
the weekends there is always space. I work 9-5 and can 
always get a space when I get back, my partner does 
different hours and also gets a space. I understand why 
you are doing this, but you are forcing me to move out of 
an area I love. 

Dun Street No/object I would be happy to pay for a permit. However, 
according to your letter I will not be eligible due to living 
in a 'car free development'. I think this is hugely unfair! In 
your proposal one of the reasons for this new 
development is that you want to reduce the difficulty 
residents have in securing a parking place. However, if 
you do not allow ALL residents to apply for a permit you 
will put many in a difficult situation where they will have 
to park a long way from where they live. Allowing all 
residents to apply for a permit will not increase the 
number of cars in Kelham but will stop commuters and 
therefore make parking easier. I am a primary school 
teacher and use my car EVERYDAY to commute. 
Unless I am granted a parking permit I will not know 
where to park without increasing my commute time 
significantly (I already leave the house at 6:40am). As 
mentioned above I do not object to the introduction of a 
permit, however I object to the limit on who can apply for 
a permit and a limit on numbers per household! 

Chatham 
Street 

No/object As mentioned, it is a completely and utterly unfair 
request to ask people to leave the area because of 
parking. Let all residents have permits - there is no issue 
with parking. 

Heeley No/object The public transport is not reliable enough to warrant 
limit parking in the area. Buses are infrequent, unreliable 
and not useful for getting from where I live to the area. 

Little Kelham 
Street 

No/object I cannot see how this helps the neighbourhood. We 
need visitors to utilise local businesses with ease and all 
residents should have equal rights to the limited parking. 
It seems the only beneficiary to this scheme is the 
council. Maybe they should invest in additional free 
parking instead 

Lizzie Lane No/object Again, as a resident on Lizzie Lane, we do not believe it 
is fair that we will not be able to apply for parking permits 
in the area as we were not told that our flat would be a 
'car free' development. 

Acorn Street No/object We live in a flat in Kelham (rent costs us £750 per 
month). We are unable to reserve a parking space on 
the complex as there are none available, so we rely on 
street parking. However, with the new scheme we are 
unable to apply for a permit. If the scheme comes in, we 
will either have to pay for pay and display every single 
day or have nowhere to park and will have to move. 

Ecclesfield Yes Not Answered 
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Kelham Island No/object If the goal is to open parking up for residents and shops, 
just have some 1-hour free bay parking for the 
shops/visitors. And the rest can be pay and display but 
free for everyone after 4pm. Why keep charging to late 
into the night? And why the need for permits? After the 
workers have left there is loads and loads of parking. 
Don't ruin it for the people that live there. 

Chatham 
Street 

Yes Not Answered 

Walkley Yes Not Answered 
Eckington No/object I'm objecting due to you adding extra costs to us and 

added pressure on our business & staff and our 
customers. Develop the place, do not charge us for 
bringing customer to the area. Please read my other 
comments I made earlier in this application. 

Dun Street No/object As in previous box. people in car free developments are 
excluded from permits. Most of the flats ARE car free 
developments. Where will we be expected to park? 
Ridiculous proposal. 

Mowbray 
Street 

No/object We would support a paid parking scheme if there were 
more spaces and permits available, then we could find a 
place for those that work here. Otherwise we would 
rather maintain the current arrangement to avoid staff 
having to pay for parking. 

Acorn Street Yes Not Answered 
Acorn Street No/object My wife and I are both doctors who have to commute to 

work as there are no direct hospital links from Kelham 
Island via public transport. Not allowing parking near 
where we live will force us (and the many other medics 
in Kelham) to move, greatly reducing the demand for 
living in the area. The resident’s problem would be 
mostly solved by increasing the number of single yellows 
and decreasing the time to 9am-4:30pm. Resident 
commuters would then have a much larger area to park 
in that could not be taken up by commuters. I have also 
seen it work quite well as having only an hour in the 
middle of the day where the single yellows are enforced. 
This prevents commuters but allows those parking for 
use of local businesses. 

Dun Street, 
Kelham Island 

No/object Being a resident in one of the flats in Kelham I feel that I 
should be given priority for parking. The flats built don’t 
offer their own parking garage or permits. I should not 
have to pay and display to park my car on my own street 

Acorn Street No/object As above 
Dun Street No/object Myself and my housemates all have cars, as I have a job 

outside of the city and need to commute to get to my job. 
I had no choice in the location of my job so that is out of 
my hands. Finding parking is hard enough, abs not 
allowing residents of that area is unfair on us. 

Dun Street, 
Kelham Island 

Yes Not Answered 
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Adelaide Lane No/object Why is the council trying to kill all the businesses in the 
area. If the council is concerned with commuters 
parking, then charge for a short period of the day i.e., 
0900-1100.  The commuters bring business to the area, 
they may stop for a coffee on the way to work or have a 
meal on the way home. You will lose all this income for 
the local business. Local businesses will be driven out 
and Kelham and it will look like the town centre, full of 
derelict, empty buildings. Why destroy such an 
upcoming area. Spend the money on putting in 
crossings on Rutland Road as it’s a death trap.  All this 
is a money-making scheme for the council. Surely areas 
full of business provide more income in business rates to 
the council than parking. Very short sightedness from 
the council.  Why isn't the council looking at putting 
Sheffield on the map rather than killing it. 

Mowbray 
Street 

No/object I use my car to commute to work so need parking 
between 5:00 pm and 7:45 am. I can usually find a 
parking spot 50-200m from my house in designated 
parking bays on the streets near the businesses around 
Mowbray Street and Neepsend Lane as the people that 
park here in the day are usually left by then. However, if 
I am later or other residents have filled the spaces, I 
have to go shopping or run errands until I can park on 
the single yellow lines. If these single yellows turn into 
double yellows, then we'll no longer be able to park near 
our houses and have to leave our cars in residential 
areas up the hill, causing issues up there and increasing 
traffic in that area. We only get noticeable traffic on 
Mowbray Street for maybe 30 minutes a day, which is 
caused by the traffic lights on the corner of Pitsmoor 
Road and Mowbray Street. Busses are still able to use 
the bus lane as it is wide enough to fit through during 
this time. Another concern is that visitors to the area and 
businesses that would usually be able to use these 
single yellows to park on will now pay to use the spots 
that are already difficult to get, making it much worse for 
both residents and local businesses. Lastly, removing 
single yellow areas between parking spaces on the 
single lane, one-way roads will have no effect on traffic 
flow whatsoever. These are already single-lane roads 
without traffic issues? It just limits parking for people in 
that area with no benefits. Overall, replacing the single 
yellows with double yellows will make it much worse for 
the locals in the area without even alleviating any traffic. 

Adelaide Lane No/object I do not want to pay to park at my own home 
Adelaide Lane No/object What option is there for me as a resident to ensure I can 

park at my home? 
Adelaide lane No/object   
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Little Kelham 
Street 

No/object This parking scheme is not convenient for guests visiting 
to park and not fair to the residents who are living in a 
car-free development. People who are visiting Kelham 
Island Museum could park inside a car park. People who 
are coming to the pubs/restaurants in Kelham Island 
would take an Uber or cab as they will not drink and 
drive. So, in the end, this scheme is only affecting the 
local residents. Also, note that there is no sufficient car 
park nearby, which residents will be forced to pay for the 
permit, but we are not entitled to the permit. Without a 
permit, residents have to pay approximately £2138.5 per 
year, this is absolutely not acceptable. 

Woodseats No/object I work at a local business in Kelham Island, we are open 
12 hours per day and can see in the region of up to 180 
people at our centre at any one time, if our members 
can't park in our car park they park on the street. If they 
are forced to pay, then there is a strong chance they will 
take their business elsewhere. We have been here for 
30 years and would like to be here for another 30 years, 
imposing parking charges on the streets could cause 
serious financial harm to our business as well as other 
small businesses in the area. I can't see how these 
restrictions will help any businesses in Kelham as more 
people will be reluctant to pay for parking. 

Cornish Street No/object This scheme is isolating Kelham from visitors enjoying 
the local experiences. Costly and limited parking is 
unnecessary and feels like it is being put in place entirely 
for the council's financial gain, and not for the local 
residents or business benefit. As a resident I suddenly 
have to pay a high annual fee to park my car on the road 
outside my own home? Totally misplaced need for this 
controlled scheme. 

Meersbrook No/object If it becomes a pay and display zone, like the city centre, 
it will make it difficult for employees to park near their 
workplace. 

Townend 
Street 

No/object Pay for parking will force users of The Foundry Climbing 
Wall to go elsewhere, ultimately putting The Foundry out 
of business. Free parking on the road currently works 
just fine! 

Acorn Street No/object See before 
Kelham Island No/object Parking is difficult enough at Kelham Island but as most 

of the apartment complexes were built without parking 
included due to the availability of street parking and 
therefore wouldn't qualify for a resident parking permit if 
these restrictions were put in place. The only effect of 
these restrictions counterintuitively would be to make 
parking near impossible for the people already living 
here. 

Kelham Island No/object You don’t need more money, let us have the free 
parking, there’s no issue. 
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Kelham Island No/object I strongly object to the proposed parking measures. 
They are very restrictive. A large number of the 
developments in Kelham have been designated as 'car 
free' - presumably by the council in their planning 
permission. I live in one of those currently and the list 
includes every development I have lived in in Kelham 
Island. It is not mentioned in my current rental contract 
and I such I was not aware. It is very easy for these 
developments to be labelled as 'car free' but also 
unrealistic to suggest that hundreds of residents living in 
Kelham Island don't have cars. I live in a household with 
2 cars and with a job that requires me to work antisocial 
hours and across South Yorkshire, I cannot get to work 
without a car, and neither can my housemate. I 
understand that parking can get busy in Kelham Island 
during weekdays but certainly as a resident I was aware 
of this when I decided to live in Kelham Island. These 
restrictions would put me off living Kelham Island if I was 
looking for a new rental. I have previously viewed flats in 
shallow vale which are 'car free' and have no access to 
permits and it was a significant factor in why I chose not 
to live there - but I aware of that when I am making my 
decision not already under a rental contract. Additionally, 
while restrictions may dissuade commuters from parking 
in Kelham, I and many others live in Kelham and will 
have to park somewhere - these restrictions do not 
address this problem. Likely it will drive people to park 
outside of the area of restrictions, causing problems with 
parking there. Walking back from my car at 11pm or 2am 
after work through some of these areas is not something 
I would feel particularly safe doing as a woman on her 
own. 

Mowbray 
Street 

No/object As things are at the moment, I manage to park with little 
difficulties in the area near to my flat. However, with the 
proposed plans, I will be left having to pay for pay and 
display parking if I wanted to have my car close to my 
flat! I recently purchased my flat in the Summer with the 
intention of using the on street parking as I'm a teacher 
working in Barnsley through the week, leaving early in 
the morning and coming back in the evening. I am 
concerned that with the proposed changes excluding my 
flat from a permit due to it being 'car free', I will be left 
with very few options for me to safely leave my car. I am 
more than happy to pay a permit fee if it meant I was 
able to continue parking alongside my flat. I understand 
why the changes are being proposed, however as 
someone who has invested into property in the area 
rather than a commuter, I feel it's unfair for me to be left 
in this position! Please could you seriously consider an 
amendment for homeowners in the local area to be able 
to apply for car permits as this would have been a deal-
breaker should I have known the plans 6 months ago 
when I was ready to complete on my flat. 
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Chatham 
Street 

No/object I object strongly to these proposals. The building I live in 
has apparently been designated car free, but this was 
not mentioned in my rental contract or in any other way 
when I signed the tenancy agreement for my flat. I fear 
that if these proposals went ahead, I would be forced to 
park even further away from my flat than I currently do. It 
is not an option for me to not have a car. My job requires 
that I work across South Yorkshire, often at antisocial 
hours. I have on 4 occasions already in the last 7 
months been approached, followed and solicited by men 
as I walk home from my car. I fear that if I had to park 
even further away, I would be even less safe as a single 
woman. 

Cornish Street No/object We moved here when the council had plans for more 
green space and more parking already existed so wasn't 
a problem. They didn't happen. We’re therefore having 
to consider moving our home and business elsewhere 
as there's nowhere for visitors to park. Housing 
increased; parking spaces decreased. Monetise from the 
rest. The area will become owned by wealthy landlords 
who don't live in the area and destroy the community 
we've built over the years. 

Bowling Green 
Street 

No/object Objection on grounds that flats were purchased on the 
basis of free parking. 

Kelham Island Yes Not Answered 
Dun Street No/object My daughter who is a doctor chose this house for the 

parking. She comes home at various times of the day 
and night therefore cannot or I do not want her walking a 
long way back to the house from her car when she has 
finished work very late at night. It is a safety issue 

Dun Street No/object I will move house if this goes ahead. Myself and my 
other flat mates are all doctors who need our cars to get 
to and from work, we need to be able to park outside our 
flat. 

Kelham Island Yes Not Answered 
Green Lane No/object I got rid of my car when I moved up to Sheffield, 

however I have often had visitors that park around my 
building. If the proposed parking changes come in, it 
would discourage people from visiting myself (and 
countless other people & businesses) in Kelham) due to 
having to pay through the nose. My hometown has a 
visitor scratch card system which I thought would be a 
reasonable idea for Kelham, but instead the current 
scheme just punishes people that live/work in Kelham. 
https://www.kettering.gov.uk/info/20011/parking/12036/p
ermit_parking_scheme/9A new parking scheme could be 
beneficial, but the one proposed is poorly thought out 
and quite frankly an insult. I do wonder how much 
taxpayers' money was wasted on concocting this 
money-grabbing scheme. 
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Ecclesall No/object we rent a business premises in Neepsend.5 of our 
employee drive to work for various reasons. With 2 
business permits and full parking fees for our other 3 
employees we will incur an approximate additional 
£8000 on top our rent to operate in the Neepsend area. 
This increase would leave us no option but to look 
elsewhere for a business premises. Resulting in an 
empty property and the removal of our support to local 
businesses including Grind cafe, the works cafe, Saw 
Grinders Union, Full stop cafe, Hicks St fish and chips, 2 
brothers powder coating and Ingleton engineering, 

Handsworth No/object Stated in earlier comment box. Embarrassing. Got to be 
the worst council in the UK. I would concentrate on the 
town Centre first before charging people to park at their 
home/workplace. 

Kelham Island No/object   
Kelham Island No/object The proposed plans will have a detrimental effect on the 

area and the hours proposed are particularly excessive 
and will not be of benefit to residents, businesses or 
visitors. Many people who use or come to Kelham are 
attracted to do so by its free parking. I personally know 
many people who preferentially choose to come to 
Kelham Island for food/drinks etc. over other locations 
because it is free to park and easy to find parking. I also 
know people and groups that hire venues in the area as 
the free parking makes Kelham an attractive area to do 
so. If parking restriction up until late in the evening are to 
be introduced many of these, likely us included, would 
move to alternative venues who do have free parking. 
The hours proposed, will discourage visitors from 
coming to our many restaurants and bars and take away 
from what Kelham has been trying to cultivate over the 
last few years. If, as suggested, one of the concerns is 
the lack of parking for residents then parking restriction 
hours closer to those in other residential areas (Crookes, 
Walkley etc.) which finish at 6.30pm would be much 
more appropriate. However, I know many residents in 
the area who do not have issues with parking as it 
currently stands (unrestricted) and feel that the proposed 
plans, particularly as they are so large in scope, are 
excessive for what is not currently an issue and do not 
have the area or its residents’ best interests at heart. 

Lizzie Lane  Yes Not Answered 
Green Lane Yes Not Answered 
Richmond Yes Not Answered 
Burton Road No/object As stated above the pay and display appear to be too 

close to the entrance to of residential buildings to allow 
safe access for the operators of Units and their 
deliveries, visitors and customers to safely access the 
site.  If the parking bays could be moved to allow a wider 
display to allow safer entrance and egress. I would 
appreciate the appreciate the opportunity to meet an 
Officer on site to discuss my concerns. 
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Hall Road No/object I shouldn't have to pay to come to work and I don't 
believe customers should have to pay and display either, 
I believe we will lose business if a parking scheme is set 
up 

Dun Fields No/object Because you will not allow me as a resident to apply for 
a permit. I will have to get rid of my car. I potentially will 
struggle to sell my flat, It is stupid. Let the people who 
live in Kelham apply for parking. 

Mowbray 
Street 

No/object As stated previously, the proposed scheme will add 
pressure to our business by adding a cost for our 
members. Prior to a scheme like this being implemented 
there needs to be greater consideration given to how 
customers of the local business can access the 
businesses effected by the scheme. Kelham is a local 
success story and making it less attractive for people to 
visit could significantly impact on its future success. 

 
Yes Not Answered 

High Street No/object As detailed previously, many businesses here rely on 
passing trade or customers being able easily access the 
businesses. If I had to add on the cost of parking and the 
lottery of availability I would go elsewhere. I think there 
are many people in my situation who would feel the 
same 

Kelham Island No/object I have issues with this as both myself and my partner are 
healthcare workers, living in a two-bedroom flat in 
Kelham. We previously were able to both use our private 
car park back when we moved in 2020, but now due to 
change in rules in our building only one of us can park 
there. I have since then started parking in the Kelham 
Island/Neepsend area. As my apartment is a ‘car free 
property’. It was not made clear on signing for a contract 
that we would not be able to apply for a parking permit in 
the future (this was not an issue until now). This will 
endure large parking costs as I will need to pay for 
parking daily after work, or on days where I am not at 
work. It is also essential we have our cars nearby as 
sometimes we can be on-call from home. I’m sure you 
can appreciate the issue above.   Please take into 
consideration the above as I am sure this will not only 
affect myself but other healthcare/emergency workers 
with a similar issue. I would suggest apart from 
abandoning the idea, making exemptions to apply for 
permits, as this is something I would happily do. 
Otherwise, it might end up driving us out of the area. 
Many thanks for your time. 
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Green Lane No/object Ultimately, it's unfair on residents. I need a car to 
commute, and rent is expensive enough in this area. 
Although I understand that parking can be problematic 
around Kelham, I don't see why residents should have to 
pay yet more money to be allowed to live here. I would 
suggest that residents are granted a free permit for at 
least the first year, but other on street parking becomes 
meter parking or more time limited for non-residents to 
balance out the issues faced by residents and local 
businesses, without negatively impacting on/penalising 
the residents and businesses here already. 

Green lane No/object I would have no choice given I am a resident and if this 
scheme is forced on me, I would have to pay. I moved 
here because of the free parking. I would say the fairest 
way forward is to give residents free parking permits for 
the year after the scheme begins to ensure we are not 
penalised for simplifying living in this area. Visitors to the 
area would then have to pay at the meter. Rent in the 
area is already high and but I moved here because the 
free parking was the best option, and I cannot move for 
another year due to rental contracts. It is unfair that I 
should have to pay this additional cost with no other 
option. 

Chatham 
Street 

No/object I am a resident Chatham Street and currently use the 
surrounding streets to park my vehicle. Under the new 
scheme I am of the understanding that I would not be 
granted a permit given that my flat was a 'car free' 
development. This scheme would leave me with no 
feasible options for parking. I require a car as I commute 
to Leeds for work. As such, this decision would force me 
to leave my current residence and move elsewhere. 
Given that I love the area I hope you will reconsider 
these new parking measures. 

Chatham 
street 

No/object I am a resident of Chatham Street and currently use the 
surrounding streets to park my vehicle. Under the new 
scheme I am of the understanding that I would not be 
granted a permit given that my flat was a 'car free' 
development. My understanding is that most flats are car 
free and so very few people would be eligible for a 
permit. This scheme would leave me with no feasible 
options for parking. I require a car as working as a 
doctor I work late hours and require a car to commute to 
work. As such, this decision would force me to leave my 
current residence and move elsewhere. Given that I love 
the area I hope you will reconsider these new parking 
measures. The whole vibe of Kelham Island is young 
professionals, and this would push us all away. 
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Whitecroft No/object I don’t find any issue with parking there. I do, however, 
think these proposed changes would negatively affect a 
lot of the residents that live there who need parking (the 
ones who live in areas designated as “car free 
developments”). I know several people who live in these 
areas who would not be able to get parking permits to 
park outside their own homes, which is ridiculous. Some 
of them are doctors who have been working extremely 
hard over the last two years, and this would just add 
more stress if they had to now find somewhere else to 
live. Permits should be allowed for anyone who is 
resident in Kelham, 

Chatham 
Street 

No/object I believe it is unfair to exclude residents of the certain 
developments from a planned permit scheme. I would be 
more supportive of the permit if this was fair for 
everybody who lives and contributes to our community in 
Kelham. 

Chatham 
Street 

No/object Kelham Island should not be a controlled permit/pay 
zone as many people live in car free buildings in the 
area and it will eventually kill off the area. Also, 
commuters will stop parking if they need to pay, and 
local businesses will fail due to a lack of parking 
available as people will not want to pay for parking. 
Awful idea to make the area pay and display especially 
for residents 

Chatham 
Street 

No/object the charges will make Kelham less desirable place to 
live and visit 

Chatham 
Street 

No/object The rent is high enough 

Chapeltown No/object Detrimental to local businesses; would prevent me 
visiting local businesses; would mean visitors would just 
stay in the city centre for shops/ cafes etc. 

Chatham 
Street 

No/object I am a resident of Chatham Street and I object unless we 
are fairly offered the opportunity to apply for a parking 
permit also. We live in the same area and community 
and pay council tax and deserve the same inclusions. 

Chatham 
Street 

No/object The permits don’t apply to my building as it’s car free, so 
I’d be expected to pay per hour?! Why?! The introduction 
of parking restrictions is a waste of time, more parking is 
required at the car free developments as no cars is 
impossible! The parking situation at the moment is fine 
and needn’t change 

Chatham 
Street 

No/object There are simply no alternative parking solutions in the 
area other than parking on Mowbray Street. Residents of 
Chatham Street (myself included) will be miserably 
affected by this especially with the rise in living costs. I 
urge the council to consider carefully how they intend to 
come up with solutions other than simply washing their 
hands of tax-paying residents. Myself and fellow 
residents will expect solutions and not some ‘snotty’ 
response; because there simply isn’t one when we were 
coaxed into signing up to live here. This is a nice 
apartment building filled with hard working professionals, 
who elevate the status of the area, don’t drive us away. 
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Brinsworth No/object I strongly object to the introduction of paid parking 
around Kelham Island/Neepsend as I believe it will have 
a detrimental effect on (currently thriving) local 
businesses. Also, my sister lives alone and the charging 
of parking in the area will impact her visitors, and the 
time they spend with her. In the current climate, where 
most people are feeling, and in some cases struggling 
with, the rises in the cost of living I think it is disgraceful 
that Sheffield city council are considering the 
implementation of parking charges in the area. 

Rotherham No/object I object due to the difficulty the area already has and 
limited parking there already is. A lot of dining areas are 
opening in the area which makes this difficult. Add 
parking charges on top people will have extra costs in 
visiting and also be more worried about the meter 
running out then enjoying the experiences the area has 
to offer. 

Brownlee 
Close 

No/object I am a regular visitor to a local resident. It would 
financially impact me to come and make my regular 
visits. This could negatively affect the local resident’s 
mental health & wellbeing, and well as not being able to 
enjoy their living situation, especially if they live alone. I 
am also a business owner. I may need to pick up & drop 
off local residents in these areas on a daily. This would 
negatively affect my business, have an impact on my 
income, and force me to gain customers elsewhere. The 
parking scheme must not go ahead. 

Brinsworth No/object This is a cheap way for the council to make more money 
out of an up-and-coming area and is not about restricting 
use for residents. The idea that the amount of people 
using the area to park to then walk into the city centre 
being the cause of the space shortages is laughable 

Page 175



Sunnybank 
Crescent, 
Brinsworth 

No/object Completely unnecessary implementation of parking 
charges will adversely affect the development of this 
area. This stinks of the typical money grabbing scheme 
we have come to expect from the Council in recent years 
- allow small businesses to rent properties in a recently 
developed area; as well as encouraging young 
professionals and residents to move to this thriving area 
of the City, then drastically reduce footfall for them by 
introducing inflated parking prices which put people off 
visiting. Rather than looking to make a cheap profit by 
targeting Motorists, why can't more incentives be 
developed to allow people to visit the area by using park 
and ride schemes? Rentable bikes and e-scooters? 
Better planned cycle routes in the area? The Tram stop 
at Shalesmoor is the only real public transport incentive 
to visit this area; could more be done to transport visitors 
from the main city centre down to Kelham Island? 
Parking charges doesn't help anyone; residents, 
commuters, business owners or visitors - it's the easy 
way out once again. We've already seen these schemes 
tried and failed in areas like Crookes and Walkley, where 
our Hospital staff & patients are forced to pay 
extortionate prices IF they are lucky enough to find a 
space, or parks miles away from their place of work or 
treatment centre. If this scheme goes ahead, you can 
have no complaints when we see yet a further death of 
the City Centre by reduced footfall. Kelham Island is a 
brilliantly developing area with some fantastic small 
businesses - an area Sheffield residents can be proud of 
- please do not take the easy way out and burden all 
who use it with unnecessary parking restrictions. 

Alma Street No/object The scheme is the wrong way to go about sorting the 
parking. The buildings listed under no permits allowed 
include the building I live in. I wasn’t made aware of this 
at the time of taking the flat. This scheme now means 
that I will not be able to park my car, which is only mode 
of transport, and this would stop me from working. The 
scheme isn’t fair on the people who moved into buildings 
without being made aware of the no car conditions of 
their building 

Mowbray 
Street 

No/object I am a long-time resident of Kelham Island / Neepsend. I 
had been renting a flat in Mowbray Street with my 
partner for the last 3 years and have only just last month 
completed the purchase of the same property from my 
former landlord. Both my partner and I have a car. We 
are fortunate enough to have an allocated parking space 
at our property, but this leaves one of us having to park 
on the street outside the premises. Over the last 3 years, 
I have parked near enough in the same place every day. 
I have NEVER had a problem parking my car, at least 
not until now. Our residence is supposedly a "car free 
development", but this is totally unrealistic living in the 
21st century... We both have to commute to work, in 
different directions and on different shift patterns. 
Through university, I have ties to Manchester and my 
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partner has ties to Leeds. We both have family ties to 
different parts of Rotherham. We both participate in 
regular exercise which means we need to drive to 
access our gym or a swimming pool. Last weekend I 
took a trip to Wales with my friends while my partner 
went shopping. We have a NEED to own two cars 
between us and going down to one car is just not 
feasible. According to Google Maps:- Driving to my 
parents’ house is 19 minutes vs 1 hour 11 minutes on 
public transport- Driving to my partners office is 13 
minutes vs 1 hour 5 minutes- Driving to my office is 44 
minutes vs a staggering 1 hour 42 minutes on public 
transport. Until the transport links in the north are 
improved, I'm sure you would agree that people need to 
be able to access a car. Charging the residents of 
Kelham Island & Neepsend potentially thousands of 
pounds per year to use their cars does not consider the 
needs of the local people. There are what I can only 
assume to be thousands of residents of car free 
developments that will be out of pocket. You say this will 
help local businesses it will encourage people to vacate 
parking spaces, but have you considered the number of 
local businesses that do not rely on passing trade, such 
as the numerous garages, steelworks or offices that will 
be impacted. There is also the economic impact to the 
area as a whole - you may not be aware that residents 
are actively informing their landlords that they will be 
moving out in the coming months because of the parking 
situation. What evidence is there for extending the 
parking charges past 5pm? If your concern is that people 
are parking in Kelham Island and walking into town to 
work, this is not happening outside of working hours. 
Instead, the scheme is directly impacting the residents 
without access to a permit. Certainly, on weekends, I 
really can't see how this would reduce the amount of 
non-residents to park here. In fact, if I were a resident of 
another area, I would certainly be deterred from driving 
to Kelham Island for a coffee on a Sunday or to Peddler 
Market on a Saturday when I could go somewhere else 
and park for free. There is an abundance of free parking 
on the streets behind Endcliffe Park, why wouldn't I go 
there and spend my evening drinking on Ecclesall Road 
or my afternoon exploring Sharrow Vale instead? This 
scheme will severely impact the local economy and the 
bank accounts of the residents of Kelham Island and 
Neepsend. Please reconsider. 
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Dun Fields No/object If I lived in an apartment block that wasn't built as a car 
free development and therefore restricting my access to 
apply for a permit, then I would be in support for the 
parking scheme. However, I live in apartments on Dun 
Fields and was never made aware at any point of the 
process of purchasing that it was a car free 
development, nor do I have any off-street parking. The 
block has not even got access to suitable cycle parking 
which is another issue entirely. The introduction of this 
scheme would deem it impossible for me to own a car 
and therefore live at my current address. Secondly, the 
plans for the Neepsend side of the river are also heavy 
handed and would be a catastrophic for local 
businesses. For example, the CrossFit Kelham (Aztec 
Works) gym which has over 200 members and hosts 
classes of up to 16 different people every hour most 
days, simply wouldn't be able to accommodate these 
changes. the street would be restricted to about 4 
spaces according to plans and it wouldn't be feasible for 
customers to pay for parking multiple times a day/week. 
Another example would be the many employees of the 
workshops whose livelihoods depend on their jobs, 
adding permit costs on top of this would be devastating, 
and even so parking would still be an issue if all workers 
purchased a permit. In general I believe these plans 
were not drawn up with anything else in mind but for how 
the council can make more money at the expense of its 
residents and workers. 

Dun Fields No/object Resident but couldn't get a permit 
Dun Fields No/object I need to be able to park near my building I have a bad 

leg from being run over a few Years ago. If you make us 
pay for parking, I will have to park somewhere else and 
then walk back in the dark. This isn’t safe. If you do this, 
it will make living here almost impossible. 

Church Street, 
Oughtibridge 

No/object Please see my answer to point 28. This is merely a 
punitive measure against local business designed only 
to raise income and being introduced on the spurious 
premise that we are suffering from commuter parking, 
which we are not. It will only serve to dissuade business 
from staying in the area or moving to it.  

Kelham Island No/object I will live here and literally have nowhere to park if I am 
not allowed to purchase a residents’ pass. It’s hard 
enough as it is. 

Crookes No/object Because I would be unable to park in the area to then 
walk to work (which doesn’t have its own car park) 
meaning I would have to pay to park every day I go into 
work. 

Kelham Island No/object Residents without reserved parking spaces will not be 
able to park a car on the street, making living in the area 
impossible. I need a car for work, but my apartment 
block does not have parking spaces, meaning I have no 
choice but to park on the road. 

S8 7FD No/object   
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Dun Fields No/object It’s a completely stupid idea thought up by someone who 
clearly hasn’t got a clue what is best for the area. 

Dun Fields, 
Kelham Island 

No/object I must have a car for work and object to not being 
allowed at least a parking permit. 

Hemper lane No/object This proposal will dissuade business from investment, it 
will drive out existing business. People need reliable 
transport links which unfortunately is lacking in the public 
sector 

Dun Fields No/object I am objecting as I am a local resident who parks on the 
street. The parking restrictions mean I would not be able 
to park a reasonable distance from my home, making my 
commute to work at the Advanced Manufacturing Park 
very difficult and I may be forced to move. 

Acorn Street No/object I am a local resident who will not be entitled to a parking 
permit under the new scheme. This will prevent me from 
being able to commute to work and to travel to some 
shops which are not a walkable distance. This will have 
a large negative impact on my life and may force me to 
leave the area. 

Dun Fields No/object We would prefer not to have these permits come into 
effect as we would have NOWHERE to park as my block 
is not eligible for a permit. We would have to get rid of 
the car which we use to commute to work, and we 
cannot afford to do that. Furthermore no one would be 
able to drive over and park to visit me. I have serious 
concerns about this scheme devaluing my property and 
the problems this would cause to residents who are 
disabled and cannot park their car in the area/within 
walking distance of where they live. It will also damage 
the livelihood of businesses round here which struggle 
during the cold months and weekdays as customers 
won’t be able to drive down to use the cafes etc. 

Burngreave 
Road 

Yes Not Answered 

Dun Fields No/object People who live in the area deserve somewhere to park. 

Page 179



Kelham Island No/object The parking spaces your opening are to the 
understanding that the spaces for some developments 
are car free meaning we can’t get in there unless we 
pay. Your actually lowering the parking spaces so if you 
live on here your punished how really how does that 
make any sense. We want to live round here for many, 
many years due to how good we feel it can be but the 
parking is shocking it’s absolutely shocking. My family 
don’t come round very often because of It’s very 
embarrassing for the Sheffield council that your allowing 
buildings to be built to gain more revenue but without 
any consideration of the current residents. The proposal 
has not taken the 100+ apartments that have are 
currently in construction with the CITU building Wake up, 
do your job! Wanting us to be a very high council tax 
bracket with very little support. I can literally break down 
road by road if needed happy to support I’m not going to 
do it in a little box. The eco-friendly side of things you’ve 
literally got cars driving round for 15-20 mins even longer 
sometimes to get a parking space come on ha-ha 
Sheffield council come on it’s bad ha-ha it’s really bad I 
take it the person who made this proposal thought it was 
a good idea to create the bike lane in Shalesmoor road, 
it’s embarrassing 

Kelham Island Yes Not Answered 
Sheffield  No/object A majority of the residents in local flats are asylum 

seekers, benefits or low incomes; it is homeless 
temporary housing. If they have a car that they need yet 
won't be able to pay to park their car on the street it 
would have a further negative impact. The council are 
supposed to do things proportionately. The only benefit 
to paid parking is to the council, not to its residents. 
Shalesmoor and Kelham Island are not the City Centre, 
so parking should not be charged for where they live. 
The council receives enough revenue from all of 
professionals in the numerous apartment blocks in the 
City Centre. Also, the leaflet was only received to 
respond to on Tuesday 22nd February 2022, yet 
responses are required by 24th February, 2022. How are 
all comments and objections going to be received and 
dealt with by 24th February 2022? Exactly they won't, 
appalling. 
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Dun Street No/object As per my response above. We don’t have a parking 
space with our flat. And wouldn’t be entitled to a permit 
with the proposed rules. Which is utterly preposterous, 
yet predictable. Why should we have to pay more to park 
on a street in which the excessive rents I pay are based 
on. This should be used to target consumers who drive 
into Kelham. Not people who live there. I will simply, as 
will many others. Move away from Kelham. The 
blockades on the roads were the first useless change. 
This would be the second. And it would cost us a 
fortune, just so that every weekend a few people who go 
to Kelham don’t leave their car there overnight. What 
about all the residents that will not be able to get a 
permit. Who pay exuberant rental and council tax rates? 
This proposal is ridiculous. 

Meersbrook No/object I want to support the Foundry Climbing Centre, but the 
introduction of this parking scheme will double the cost 
of visiting and make it uneconomic. 

Kelham Island Yes Not Answered 
Kelham Island No/object Idiotic idea. 
Kelham Island No/object We are residents in the area living in a ‘car free’ 

development. Most of the residential developments in 
the area appear to be ‘car free’. I do not see a lot of 
commuters parking in the area and leaving, I am an 
active member of the local community, and this is not an 
issue that others in the area have picked up on either. 
The proposed restrictions would make it almost 
impossible for the majority of local residents to park for 
free near their homes, a perk which drew many of us to 
the area to begin with. I also feel that the restrictions 
would have a detrimental effect for the nearby 
businesses. I can see no way in which this proposal 
would benefit the local community. 

Kelham Island Yes Not Answered 
Rotherham Yes Not Answered 
Weaving 
Avenue 

No/object This as previously mentioned will affect the long-term 
viability of this long-standing business. Please don't 
restrict or charge for parking near this venue 

Little Kelham 
Street 

Yes Not Answered 

Little Kelham 
Street 

No/object Not a fair or equitable scheme which will hinder people 
working shifts, have positive attitudes to make money 
whilst not having the heart of a community central to the 
proposal 

Little Kelham 
Street 

Yes Not Answered 

Little Kelham 
Street 

Yes Not Answered 
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Kelham Island No/object I own a house near Kelham Island originally made by a 
developer. We did not directly buy from them as we have 
bought from those who had. The house does not come 
with a garage or Car parking space and there is no 
possibility of this happening. There should be a system 
whereby if, as a resident, you have no means to parking 
in your complex then a residential parking permit can be 
received. The plans also state that many developments 
in Kelham Island would not be entitled to a resident 
parking permit as it was a car free plan in permission 
however it had come to light that this way revoked and it 
was not and should not be considered a car free 
complex thus allowing for residents to gain parking 
permits if this plan goes ahead. If that is corrected, then I 
believe many of the Kelham Island residents would be 
happy with the plan but only if this was corrected to 
reflect that. 

Mowbray 
Street 

No/object I received the leaflet on the new parking zone and am 
very distressed over the proposed changes. I am part of 
a ‘car free’ development (something I didn’t know) and 
so do not qualify for a permit, and therefore will be 
subject to thousands of pounds in pay and display 
tickets per year, that do not align with ‘normal’ working 
hours. The justification for the proposed changes is that 
businesses and residents have complained that long-
stay commuters are taking up spaces in the area and 
walking into the city for work. Firstly, I assume the 
council can evidence this and it will become public 
information, including the number of those who originally 
complained about the parking situation, and the number 
of those who are now against the proposed changes 
after the consultation. There are certainly parking issues 
in Kelham Island, however I don’t see how drastically 
reducing the number of spaces available and alienating 
many local residents and employees from parking near 
their homes and workplaces is going to aid in this issue. 
There are many businesses (not just bars, cafes, etc) 
but also offices and industrial units based in Kelham 
Island and Neepsend, that do not require a high turnover 
of cars for their businesses to succeed – actually, quite 
the opposite, as they benefit from free parking in the 
area so their employees can park close to work. I also 
think there is a higher number of non-leisure businesses 
in the area than there are leisure businesses, so why is 
the high turnover of cars for bars/cafes being prioritised 
over the needs of other businesses? Particularly in 
Neepsend, the spaces taken during the day are used by 
employees of the local businesses. Does the council 
think that someone on a minimum/low paid wage who 
works in a local bar/industrial unit can now afford to pay 
so much in parking fees to go to work? This is 
unaffordable and will drive employees away. Perhaps 
this is the council’s overall plan? To push industrial 
businesses away – many of which have been here long 
before the development of the area – so it can be further 
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gentrified. The consultation notes also state that whilst 
permits will be in place, this doesn’t guarantee residents 
will find a space due to the reduction in capacity. If 
residents are going to struggle to find a space, how are 
visitors any different? This statement is quite 
contradictory, as, in theory, residents will take up most of 
the spaces anyway which will severely impact night-time 
economy. The proposed scheme will also make ‘car-free 
developments’ less attractive to purchase or rent, and 
likely push the rental price of properties with permit 
eligibility up, again making it unaffordable for many. The 
council is happy to grant permission for more and more 
‘car-free developments,’ but where does the council 
expect those residents to park? Not everyone can sell 
their cars, cycle to work, etc. Whilst talking to fellow 
residents and friends who are not eligible for permits, the 
consensus is that this scheme is unaffordable, and those 
who are renting would have no other choice but to move 
out and find alternative accommodation. This is 
extremely sad and distressing to hear; many of us are 
long-term residents who have contributed to making the 
area what it is today. Those who choose to live here do 
so because of the fantastic local businesses and 
community we are surrounded by. I spend money every 
week in my local community, whether that’s breakfast at 
The Grind, drinks at Riverside, haircuts at The Mill. It is 
such as shame that residents of ‘car free developments,’ 
in our hundreds, if not thousands, are being penalised in 
this scheme when we have greatly contributed to the 
success of this area. Secondly, car parking charges will 
apply seven days a week, and until 8:30pm. Where is 
the justification for this and how has this decision been 
made? Why would visitors choose to pay for parking 
here, where there aren’t as many leisure options as 
there are elsewhere? If visitors have to pay for parking, 
why would they choose to park in Kelham Island, when 
they can park in the city for the same price, and will have 
access to more shops, cinemas, bars – or, if they park 
on Sharrow Vale, there’s at least access to green 
spaces (and even there, it’s free on Sundays!). Thirdly, 
where does the council propose employees of local 
business and local residents who are not eligible for 
permits suggest we park? Most cannot afford the parking 
charges, and therefore will have to find somewhere else 
to park, perhaps a 20 to 30-minute walk away. Not only 
does this simply push the problem onwards to another 
area, it’s also a safety issue. Will the council pay for 
more police patrols, street lighting etc in the areas 
surrounding Kelham Island and Neepsend? It is a known 
fact that this area isn’t the safest, particularly at night. As 
a young, single woman, walking home alone in the dark, 
I will not feel safe and am greater risk of being 
attacked/mugged if having to park so far away from my 
residence. Fourthly, due to Covid-19, car parking 
requirements have drastically changed. I assume the 
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council has taken into consideration that many now work 
from home on a full-time basis, and therefore not as 
many are parking in this area to allegedly walk into the 
city for work. I assume the figures have been updated to 
reflect the new number of cars parking here on 
weekdays, in the weekday evenings and at the 
weekend, and that these figures will be made public, 
including the number of car parking spaces currently 
available, and the proposed number of new car parking 
spaces with the reduction in capacity. It would also be 
useful for local businesses and residents to know the 
total number who will not be eligible for a parking permit. 
This enables an informed consultation to be conducted, 
so our community can see how much disruption this will 
cause to fellow residents. I understand the council are 
committed to making changes that are environmentally 
friendly, and the residents of our community certainly are 
too, however, I firmly believe that this will negatively 
disrupt many businesses and residents and deter them 
from the area. Like most, I cannot afford the parking 
charges so would have no other option but to park a long 
walk from my own residence – as a homeowner, I can’t 
simply move out like the many neighbours I’ve discussed 
this with. I strongly believe the council has not 
considered a number of issues in the planning of this 
scheme and is prioritising cafes/restaurants/bars over 
the many other businesses and residents who do not 
want the proposed changes to be put in place. I hope 
you can understand the distress many in the community 
are feeling, and that the issues raised will be addressed. 
I love this community and think it is a wonderful place to 
live, but I am very concerned for the negative impact the 
proposed changes are going to have on my daily life, 
along with fellow ‘car-free development’ residents, and 
local businesses and their employees. 

Green Lane  Yes Not Answered 
Little Kelham 
Street 

Yes Not Answered 

Bowman Drive No/object Customers will not be able to park Make it difficult for 
deliveries If there was a 20 min waiting time at least 
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Mowbray 
Street 

No/object I oppose the introductions as they are currently:1. I live 
in one of the so called 'car free developments' and 
wouldn't be eligible for a permit under the scheme.  I 
have lived here for nearly two years and have lived in 
Sheffield since Medical School.  I am an NHS doctor and 
as part of our rotations we go to the district hospitals as 
well as Sheffield ones.  I simply can't get rid of my car - 
there is no public transport options when your shifts 
finish at 2am! This scheme would essentially force me to 
move which feels unfair considering I have lived here 
paying my council tax with no issues. Plus, I would 
seriously consider leaving Sheffield (and no longer 
working at STH/SCH and the districts), as would 
colleagues I have discussed with, leading to a lack of 
skilled workers in the region.  Additionally, the parking 
works currently.  This scheme is not needed and is 
money that could be spent on improving the roads in 
Sheffield. Furthermore on a personal note I was working 
at STH on the Covid wards caring for the people of 
Sheffield during the peaks of the pandemic.  For the 
council to treat me like this now, risking my home, is 
frankly insulting.2. You propose making the bus lane 
double yellows.  I fully understand the need for the bus 
lane at peak times however the bus lane really is not 
needed outside of these times!  You would be getting rid 
of a vast amount of parking unnecessarily.  You could 
consider leaving it as timed as it is currently.3. If you are 
putting the scheme in place regardless of our views, 
please at least consider giving permits to those already 
in the 'Car free developments' otherwise you are 
essentially forcing us to leave our homes.  These feels 
unfair.  We moved in knowing we could park on the 
surrounding roads, and you are now changing it on us.  
This will force us to leave our homes - which is just cruel. 

Thrush Street Yes Not Answered 
Alma Street No/object Keep it free. Businesses rely on customers. People 

won't pay for parking 
Stocksbridge No/object It is a growing area with small businesses needing long 

term parking for visitors and business users, without it a 
lot of the smaller businesses will perish 
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Longley Farm 
View, Sheffield 

No/object I am objecting to this controlled parking scheme within 
the Kelham Island and Neepsend as I work on Platt 
Street and have done for the past 12 years. 
Unfortunately, the Company I work for do not have any 
parking facilities on site, so it leaves us with no option to 
park on the street outside the premises of the business. I 
have never had any issues parking on Platt Street even 
though is it a very a busy working road due to many 
businesses on this street having large vehicles delivering 
materials which can take up most of the road through 
various times of the day. By implementing yellow lines 
within Platt Street and certain parking bays shown on the 
map I honestly do not believe it will work but cause 
uproar not only with parking when arriving at work if 
nowhere to park but also through the day with the 
number of large vehicles making large deliveries which 
will hold driving vehicles to a standstill.   We can see that 
parking bays will be available at a charge. I am told a 
parking permit will be available for each premises at a 
yearly rate which would not benefit all the employees 
who work at Malden Roofing due to no parking on site. I 
do not agree in paying for a bay as I have pay enough 
for fuel to travel to work and back every day. I would not 
benefit paying £1.30 an hour so it would be all day at 
£6.50 x 5 = 32.50 per week. Working out on average 
£1228.50 per year. I cannot afford this. When you are in 
thick of this you will understand and see how from a day-
to-day perspective works in this area.  
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Crosspool No/object I operate the complex at in Crosspool. I have read the 
Parking Scheme leaflet and the details on the Council’s 
website in connection with the scheme. 1. We have two 
entrances to our complex. All of the entrances have 
white H markings so I presume these will be maintained 
for loading purposes or at least if the double yellow lines 
are painted, they will still permit loading and access for 
the Complex users. There is a serious concern and I 
object to the reduction of parking spaces outside the 
Complex as this will encourage people to park across 
entrances for loading/unloading for other business sites 
close by and hence block our tenants who wish to gain 
entry to the Complex various courtyards and units. 2. We 
have some 25 small businesses who operate from the 
Complex and have done so in some cases for more than 
25 years. Many have 1st and 2nd floor units with no 
allocated parking in the Complex and have relied on 
street parking for years. Clearly the number of allocated 
parking bays proposed has reduced and the number of 
spaces available so: a. how will the business permits be 
allocated? b. Will all tenants be granted a permit and, if 
so, how do they use it? c. How many per tenant? d. Will 
the Complex have any allocated spaces on Burton Road 
and Percy Street? e. As the operator of the Complex will 
we be allocated business permits for our own use or to 
can hand out to visitors for viewings? 3. The number and 
size of the parking bays outside the Complex on Burton 
Road and Percy Street are reduced dramatically when 
compared to what there is now. For these reasons we 
object to this as it will make it more difficult for the small 
business tenants to operate from their units if their 
employees, customers or visitors cannot park close to 
the Complex.4. Why have the number of parking bays 
been reduced on those sections of Burton Road and 
Percy Street, particularly on Burton Road?  Thank you in 
advanced for considering these points and dealing with 
the objections. 

Kelham Gate No/object I believe your recent proposal is very discriminative and 
has not taken any consideration into people's livelihood, 
wellbeing, financial situations or ability/disabilities just to 
name a few. Sheffield prides itself on inclusivity and 
opportunities for all, showcased by the university's, 
football clubs and local businesses and organisations. 
All of which I believe Sheffield Council does not. I openly 
believe you need to take a long hard look at this 
proposal and really take into consideration the lives of 
people that live is this city and the impact it would and 
could have on the future of Kelham and its 
residents/businesses. 

Little Kelham 
Street 

Yes Not Answered 

Kelham Island Yes Not Answered 
Hollow 
Meadows 

No/object I pay enough in road tax, insurance, mot etc 
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Lizzie Lane Yes Not Answered 
Kelham Yes Not Answered 
Eagle Lane Yes Not Answered 
Lizzie Lane Yes Not Answered 
Lizzie Lane, 
Sheffield 
S38AZ 

Yes Not Answered 

Nether Avenue No/object This will affect me using the services of the local 
businesses.  Paying for a class at the art studio and the 
parking may just be too much! 

Mowbray 
Street 

No/object If this proposal came in as it has been proposed - I 
would have to move. It is completely unfair that you 
expect residents who live in Kelham Island to be forced 
out of their own homes because you have not allowed 
them a permit. So many properties that are considered 
'car free' have very limited spaces within the grounds - 
so how is this considered 'car free'? Some of these 
planning permissions are from 18 years ago, when 
Kelham Island was nothing like it is now so no one would 
predict this sort of parking problem, how can something 
this old be used against us in 2022? The scheme is 
completely ableist - expecting people to park a ridiculous 
distance from their homes. You are also massively 
affecting the costs of living in Kelham Island. Flats’ 
parking will now have a limitless price making it 
unfordable to most. Whilst flats without parking will be 
impossible to rent out/sell. Nothing in your proposal 
considers any environmental improvements - this is 
merely a money-making scheme to get genuine 
residents to pay over £2000 a year to park on their own 
street. You claim this is to help them but all it does is 
penalise the majority. You have also prioritised 
businesses - people who have the option to cycle, walk, 
or use public transport to get to work. Something your 
council should be encouraging. Instead, this scheme will 
force residents to move from their properties, park miles 
away from their house, or pay an extortionate price. How 
is this fair? This will not help bring down the use of cars 
in the city. The problem will just get spread across the 
city as people will move away from Kelham Island. I urge 
you to reconsider this proposal immediately. At the very 
least - give all residents the opportunity to pay for a 
permit as this will have a knock-on effect for so many 
years to come. I have been a resident in Kelham Island 
for 6 years and it is so disappointing that something like 
this will force me to move away. 

Kelham Island No/object Proposal will negatively impact local businesses if 
parking becomes chargeable or residential permit 
holders. Could see closure of small businesses that 
need as much support as possible given their struggles 
over the past two years. Even as a resident I would have 
to pay for parking given how the development I’m in is 
classed. See previous answer. 
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Henry Street No/object An absolute farce, who has dictated which buildings are 
part of this scheme, whole reason Kelham Island works 
is because it's a community not a corporate campus. 
You've got people of all ages living in this area, some of 
which have done so for decades. After the last couple of 
years of ambiguity and nonsense that has teared up 
families, wellbeing and financial security, I don't think 
you fully quantify the impact this will have for residents 
and local businesses. 

Stannington No/object I oppose this proposal, they're less spaces for me as a 
commuter since the development started at west bar 
square. Furthermore, there are residents of Kelham 
Island that do not qualify for a resident’s permit, what are 
they to do? These proposals will actually be 
counterproductive for the area and can only be deemed 
as being implemented for finically reasons 

Chapeltown No/object The area is perfectly fine as it is. Stop trying to monetise 
a predominately working-class area of the city where 
people need to park to go to work for the day. 

Kelham Island No/object There are so many residents in Kelham who don’t have 
access to private parking. Many businesses also rely on 
customers who need to park. 

Rotherham No/object It’s not fair on many residents in the area who are not 
eligible for a resident’s permit. Another money-making 
scheme from the local authority that has absolutely 
nothing to do with the environment 

Scotland 
Street 

No/object People renting flats shouldn’t have to pay to park their 
car near where they live 

Hastilar Road No/object Introducing further charges to park during a cost-of-living 
crisis is yet another instance of the council being totally 
out of touch with residents. If you want to reduce people 
driving into the city, why don't you introduce better 
cycling infrastructure and public transport links? 

Brinsworth Hall 
Grove 

No/object Will cause distress and unrest for residents in the area, 
as well as those visiting for short term reasoning (meals, 
work, meetings etc) 

Fife Street No/object Because the residents should be getting a permit and/or 
priority parking. The current plans do not work for the 
residents 

Stannington No/object I have friends who are residents, and she is not entitled 
to a resident permit. Forcing people to park miles away 
from home is unacceptable. My friend needs a car for 
work. 

Kelham No/object Parking is already an issue for residents as it is, having 
to pay as well would be a kick in the teeth. Just make 
more space available. 

Kelham Island Yes Not Answered 
Eagle Lane No/object I already did this in the previous section -- needs to be 

amended so that local residents without a parking spot 
can purchase a permit for street parking. 
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Kelham Island No/object Although I am not eligible for a residents permit currently 
as parking is not controlled, the details of the scheme 
that I have seen suggest that this would also be the case 
if a parking permit scheme is introduced due to the type 
of accommodation I live in at this location. This would 
mean that not only would I still be ineligible for a permit 
(despite being a resident), but I would also lose the 
ability to park on the street as I do presently. I really 
can't understand the council's reasoning in bringing 
about that situation. 

Bowood Road No/object I am concerned about the impact upon local residents by 
introducing this scheme. All local residents, whether 
owners or renters, must be eligible and able to obtain a 
parking permit under any scheme introduced as it would 
otherwise be prohibitively expensive for residents to park 
near their address. 

Dun Fields No/object A solution needs to be found by the council which allows 
residents in 'no car developments' to continue being able 
to park in the area, as we've been doing for years now 
(for free) without issue. I have no problem paying to park 
on the streets, but I simply cannot afford the proposed 
cost of continuing to do so under the scheme (approx. 
£2100 per year). I’ve looked into private parking options 
in the area, but there isn't anything suitable or affordable 
available. Many private parking spaces that have been 
listed on gumtree / Facebook marketplace in recent 
months are located within developments such as 
Cornish Square where residents will laughably be 
allowed to obtain permits under the proposed scheme, 
even when the building has so much spare internal 
parking the  residents are letting spaces out! Currently 
private spaces are being rented for approximately £1000 
a year which is unaffordable in my circumstances, and 
will only likely go up should this scheme go ahead and 
limit the options for on street parking for residents in the 
area who you won't allow to purchase a permit. If this 
scheme goes ahead as planned I can't see private 
parking being a realistic option since the demand for 
private spaces will increase massively as residents of all 
the 'no car developments' in the area will then be fighting 
over any that pop up. What will most likely happen is all 
those residents in buildings like Cornish Square where 
they can lease, let or pay for private internal parking will 
pay £93 for an on-street permit for their own use, and 
then start renting out their internal parking spaces to 
those of us stuck in no car developments for a massive 
profit. It will create a deeply unfair two-tier system - 
those in buildings eligible for permits, regardless of 
whether or not they have adequate internal parking, will 
see an increase in their rental or sale value. Those of us 
who've been parking on the street without issue who 
you're barring from obtaining permits will likely see a 
reduction in the value of our properties, as it becomes 
near impossible to live here while owning a car. Please, 
let us 'car free development' residents pay a few 
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hundred pounds a year to continue parking around here 
- it's just not a suitable solution to go 'you live 
somewhere where we at the council have decided you're 
not meant to own a car' - that isn't how the world works! 
People own cars out of necessity - I'd love to be able to 
rely on public transport for every journey, but it's just not 
possible. I simply cannot afford to travel everywhere by 
public transport, nor is it realistic to expect me to do so 
as it doesn't provide the flexibility I need as many of the 
places I drive aren't adequately serviced by trains or 
buses. You need to address the car free development 
issue as the scheme as currently proposed is in no way 
fit for purpose and will have a massively detrimental 
impact on many people living in Kelham Island and 
Neepsend's lives. 

Fulwood No/object   
Clarendon 
road 

No/object TOO MANY LITTLE STRUGGLING BUSINESSES WILL 
HAVE TO CLOSE IF THIS THOUGHTLESS SCHEEM 
IS ALLOWED TO GO AHEAD.SPARE A THOUGHT 
FOR ALL THE LITTLE START UP UNITS IN THE 
AREA, NOT TO MENTION ALL THE COFFE SHOPS 
AND EATERIES! 

Little Kelham 
Street 

Yes Not Answered 

Clarendon 
Road 

No/object This is a fairly new and growing area. There are a great 
many new small enterprises starting up. They need 
encouragement.... bringing in paid and restricted parking 
will greatly jeopardise their growth. It is a cruel and 
heartless thing to do and will result in many young 
people losing their lives. 

Bradford No/object   
Neepsend 
Lane 

No/object We have adequate parking in the area and even at peak 
times have no issue with finding a space. The proposals 
would absolutely destroy any chance of our team being 
able to park successfully, we would need to issue 1 first 
business permit (£93.60) and up to 9 2nd business 
permits (£1,684.80) this is frankly ludicrous. This cost 
would be prohibitive for our continued existence in the 
area and we would move the business to an out of town 
location with free local parking or onsite parking facilities. 
This proposal is not one based in reality and all local 
parking will be filled by permit parking meaning our 
customer base will not have space to park. The 
disruption overall to businesses in the area would make 
for a very short-sighted proposal resulting in businesses 
(and therefore value) leaving the area. We already left 
the city centre due to increasing parking charges 
impacting our footfall. You want to revitalise the "high 
street" sector? stop charging customers to park their 
transport. This has been true at Banner Cross which has 
seen a huge reduction in business success, in the city 
centre which is borderline abandoned and many other 
areas which were previously incredibly successful areas. 
The plan removes customers from our business, 
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resulting in the business moving, resulting in lower 
revenue for the area and the council and frankly I'm tired 
of seeing these short-sighted solutions. I hope this will 
be reconsidered as it will end our existence in the area 
very quickly. 

Handsworth No/object See previous. I can't afford to have to pay to work. 
Hillsborough No/object By charging me, I would be losing money on my daily 

commute. I work 12-hour days and fees would prevent 
me from doing this. 

School Road No/object THIS PROPOSAL WILL BRING ABOUT THE END TO A 
GREAT MANY PEOPLES JOBS AND LIVELIHOODS IT 
IS CRUEL AND ILL- ADVISED!!! Target Housing, 
Prisoners of Conscience and Mums Rescue are but 
three of the charities who will suffer. Not to mention the 
livelihoods and incomes of many individuals. I would go 
so far to say that SCC WILL **** IF THIS IS ALLOWED 
TO GO THROUGH! 

Woodseats 
Road 

No/object Please see section 28 for my reasons for objecting! 

Sharrowvale No/object This proposal would actually create a problem, rather 
than solve one. The current situation for local 
businesses like ours is that there is just enough free on 
street parking for staff and customers. If this facility were 
to be removed, then it would drive business and 
therefore money out of the area. This really needs to be 
thought through properly and not rubber stamped in 
some arbitrary fashion as the local economy of the area 
is at stake. As the area gentrifies and improves, I accept 
there is need and want for change. This proposal 
however is a step backwards and has wider damaging 
repercussions for the local economy in the short, 
medium and long term. 
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Stockarth 
Place 

No/object The root of all of these parking problems lies with 
incompetent planning and the fact the local planners 
refuse to respect people's wishes to use cars and so 
they do not include adequate parking facilities in their 
plans. If there were better provision of car parks then this 
would not be an issue. Why has the council not done 
anything about this? A multi-story car park on the ring 
road at the boundary of Kelham Island would be a great 
solution. Charging for parking on the road will not help 
one bit. It is well proven that charging deters visitors and 
increases the costs for employees to go to work. When 
we're trying to recover from the pandemic, get 
employees and customers to these locations, the last 
thing we need is the council to start charging to 
effectively deter people against our hard work! The 
council seems intent on destroying businesses and 
forcing everyone to work from home. The car is not evil, 
you just need to plan accordingly and ensure that master 
planning is done properly and space for cars to park is 
fully integrated and respected. Other parts of the country 
manage to achieve this but sadly not Sheffield. 

Sheffield No/object Ridiculous idea stops killing Sheffield business owners 
and making proper owners and renters suffer. 

Station Road No/object Would hurt business 
Hillsborough No/object I fear local small businesses in this area will suffer if 

parking is restricted for visitors. 
Barnsley No/object Introduction of a chargeable parking area will decimate 

local business in the area who rely on trade travelling 
into the area. 

Norton No/object Bringing in pay to park in Neepsend will kill the local 
businesses who rely on customers who in large part 
drive there. I know I will think twice about going if I have 
to pay to park 

Beighton Yes Not Answered 
Longley No/object I don’t think it’ll have a good impact on the businesses in 

the surrounding area 
S2 No/object Because I work there it would cost me too much to work 

there 
Neepsend 
Lane 

No/object I feel that this has been outlined in the previous 
questions, but some of the great bits of the area are that 
it is accessible to people. Sheffield council have already 
killed off other areas of the city with similar restrictions. 
Please reconsider. 

Little Kelham 
Street 

Yes Not Answered 

Brunswick 
Street 

No/object There are better ways to get people out of their cars and 
onto other methods of transit, like reducing tram and bus 
fares, adding new and actually safe cycle paths, grants 
for people to buy bicycles etc. 

Sheffield No/object   
Hillsborough No/object The parking charge would stop me using local business 
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S14 Yes Not Answered 
Darnall No/object feels like a money grab by the council as the area has 

become more popular and it can impact negatively on 
the growing businesses there. 

Halfway No/object Visit the area regularly. Friends have moved businesses 
there to avoid city centre parking restrictions, will kill the 
area. 

Sanforth Street No/object There is no issue with misuse of parking. Most cars 
parked on the road belong to people working in Kelham 
Island and Neepsend. Restricting parking here would 
cause problems for local businesses and the workers 
and cause customers to be put off from visiting due to 
lack of parking availability. 

Neepsend 
Lane 

No/object I am objecting due to the lack of access this will create 
for myself to get into work along with the others who 
commute in daily and use the free parking available 
close by. 

Little Kelham 
Street 

Yes Not Answered 

Bardwell Road No/object Because we can’t afford to pay for parking every day all 
day 

Stannington No/object You will be signing the death warrant for a lot of small 
businesses in the area. Don’t make yet another I’ll 
advised decision, though we all know you will do it 
anyway because you can’t think of anything more than a 
quick cash grab like charging for parking. You are a truly 
worthless council 

Norton Park 
View 

No/object You have to pay for a permit and be local. This is bad for 
customers. 

Handsworth No/object I object to chargeable parking as Sheffield City Centre is 
currently awful to get to as a car user, parking at Kelham 
Island/Neepsend is the closest I can think to park and 
still be able to walk into town - making this area 
chargeable would kill my interest in coming into the city 
at all. I currently travel in about once a week to visit The 
Outpost store to pick up a few items and join the gaming 
community there. Making it so I can't park for free would 
mean I would no longer do this and would visit a gaming 
centre out of the city centre and look at alternatives 
(there's a growing community on Rotherham). As for the 
shopping, I'd move this online and look to wherever is 
cheapest, even if the delivery is inconvenient. There are 
no reliable bus routes servicing that area, neither from 
the town centre or from Handsworth, public transport is 
terrible in Sheffield as a whole. Also, I often park in 
Kelham when I want to go shopping in stores to give 
myself a break from being in the house all the time. 
Making Kelham Island somewhere you pay to park 
would mean I give this up too - I would have no interest 
in coming to the city centre for anything except maybe a 
night out drinking (where I wouldn't drive anyway). It's a 
terrible idea and can only negatively affect both the city 
centre and Kelham Island as a whole. I used to live 
there, and parking was hard to find, but handy to be free. 
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I can't imagine residents of my old apartments (Cornwall 
Works) being able to afford cars and live there if they 
have to pay to park - introducing permits will just confuse 
things. 

Mowbray 
Street 

No/object - it is greedy and exploitative during a time of an 
increased cost of living - it will be detrimental to Kelham 
businesses - residents are not guaranteed a space even 
if they pay - a majority of Kelham residents don’t even 
qualify for the permit, forcing them to pay extortionate 
prices set for private parking by landlords 

Kelham Island  Yes Not Answered 
Sheffield Yes Not Answered 
Gilpin Street Yes Not Answered 
Worksop No/object See previous concerns paid parking is not needed, it will 

hit business as people are less likely to visit, or if they do 
it will be for only a short time rather than all day I will go 
to a new city for free parking 

Kelham Island No/object There are issues with the amount of parking spaces 
available - but introducing paid spaces feels like an 
additional tax on residents. 

Ecclesall No/object Many wonderful new businesses in Kelham Island and 
Neepsend area. Already parking is an issue. Making 
parking even more limited will damage these businesses 
which have already suffered through lockdown. 
Transport links are haphazard at best. 

Langsett 
Avenue 

Yes Not Answered 

Kelham Island No/object I am a resident and being asked to pay for street parking 
via a permit with no guarantee of a car parking space as 
these will be metered too. Not a solution just a money-
making exercise 

Worksop No/object I do enjoy the food and local miniatures shop around 
here. If there’s paid for parking, then I just won’t visit 
here meaning that these businesses suffer. Also, it’s not 
exactly the nicest area to park your car so why should I 
pay for it? 

Highgreave Yes Not Answered 
Handsworth No/object Seems unnecessary and targets businesses that rely on 

customer/patron parking. 
Stannington No/object Do I need to explain myself again? You’re harming local, 

small businesses and driving people away from 
Sheffield. You’ve already destroyed the centre with 
overpriced parking, the new stupid charges on the ring 
roads and in town, the cost of living is already 
extortionate, and families can barely afford to make ends 
meet. So, let’s add more charges!! What a bright idea. 
Rent has also increased again! How about the lovely 
council take a pay cut instead? Rather than punishing 
the small folk just trying to make ends meet. 
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Marlcliffe Road No/object Restricting parking or putting in high parking fees will 
affect those businesses. It makes popping for a yoga 
class, coffee, drink after work or bite to eat far less 
affordable. It will kill the growing economy in Kelham - 
just like it has in the city centre 

Kelham Island No/object   
Mowbray 
Street 

No/object I do not object the paid parking, but I think that there 
should be further steps to provide free parking for the 
residents. 

Ecclesfield No/object Negative effect on businesses 
Beauchief 
Grove 

No/object We picked the Kelham area of Sheffield to locate our 
office in part because although it's not in the city centre, 
there is free parking available on street. We're in a very 
difficult position if our team members have to pay, as this 
will increase their travel costs by £1,500+ a year if this is 
to go ahead. 

Audrey Road No/object I am objecting as my friend runs a business there which 
will be heavily impacted by traffic sanctions 

Mowbray 
Street 

No/object It is highly unnecessary to start charging residents and 
visitors for parking on the street. It’s outrageous that it’s 
proposed that even with a permit you won’t be entitled to 
any specific parking and may struggle to find it. As a 
resident, it will make having friends and family round a 
lot more difficult and it really runs the risk of making 
Kelham inaccessible, especially as most of the bars, 
pubs and restaurants do not offer parking to customers, 
and on street parking is encouraged. It also excludes 
certain residents if they have parking on site, but a lot of 
onsite parking is ridiculously expensive and not 
achievable for a lot of people, so to take away the option 
of free on street parking just adds a huge strain on a lot 
of household’s money situation. I don’t see any proof of 
this Scheme and am yet to see any reason why it should 
go ahead. 

Spurr Street 
Sheffield 

No/object Main attraction of the area is not having to pay to park so 
I don't have to plan ahead how many hours I might be - it 
means my visits tend to be longer and I spend more 
money in the area as a result. 

Millhouses 
Lane 

No/object Imposition of parking charges will have a detrimental 
effect on local businesses 

Ecclesall No/object Controlled parking would have a massive negative 
impact on all the businesses in the area. It would greatly 
reduce visitors, footfall and people would avoid the area 
due to the nightmare of parking. Everywhere in Sheffield 
is a nightmare to park and so expensive and Kelham is a 
nice break from that, however many people including 
myself probably wouldn’t visit due to issues around 
parking. 

Upper Allen 
Street 

Yes Not Answered 

Millsands No/object The parking works well at the minute as it is. 
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Westbourne 
Road 

No/object I believe it would make people less likely to park there 
and alternatively find somewhere further away which is 
free instead, I also believe it will make people who shop 
there less likely to park there and for workers it will 
impede their wages due to them having to pay for 
weekly or monthly parking because of this 

Northfield 
Road 

No/object I've heard the council want to start charging. This is a 
deprived neighbourhood that has been neglected for 
some time. I would feel unsafe there if I could not park 
outside the outpost. Efforts are being made to 
regenerate and improve Neepsend down to Kelham, 
charging people to go there is unwise and will 
discourage some from going. For me, I usually spend 
half an hour shopping at the outpost once every few 
weeks. Some go down for a few hours to game. It's a 
low blow to start charging to park, way out of town, in a 
neglected part of the city. 

S8 No/object Parking is difficult enough in the area due to double 
yellows 

Wincobank No/object I park to use facilities in Kelham Island for some hours at 
a time. Charges would make this unviable and 
negatively affect the business I use. 

Loxley Yes Not Answered 
Sharrowvale No/object This is a poorly thought through scheme which will 

adversely affect local businesses both in Kelham and the 
city centre. It will drive yet more people to shop in out-of-
town areas with ample parking, but those areas are 
populated by multi-national businesses which do not 
plough money back into the local economy. 

Mosborough No/object Council should sort out a free car park for residents and 
leave the rest free for visitors 

Broomhall Yes Not Answered 
Bowness Road No/object Because it’s expensive for people to pay for parking 

when they work round Kelham 5 days a week. 
Vale Grove, 
Loxley 

No/object I'd be less likely to visit the area if parking charges were 
brought in. 

Walkley No/object I believe it will have a detrimental effect on local 
businesses. 

S5 No/object It a knee jerk reaction to poor planning 
Norton No/object It would affect local business. I would visit less often if at 

all if parking was charged. 
Hillsborough No/object As a former resident of Sharrow Vale Road, I saw that 

massive reduction in footfall to SMEs after parking 
charges were introduced there.  The same would be the 
case in Kelham Island I have absolutely no doubt 

Crookes No/object The main reason we visit Kelham Island for shopping 
and dining is because we don't have to worry about 
parking. We stopped going to town and Ecclesall road 
for that reason 

Shirecliffe No/object If you want more people to visit the Kelham Island area 
you should provide more free parking facilities 

Cotswold 
Road 

Yes Not Answered 

Page 197



Mowbray 
Street 

No/object I want to be able to park without paying. I would not be 
eligible for a permit due to the building I live in so will 
have nowhere to park 

Westfield No/object It will increase the cost of picking up orders as I'll have to 
pay just for potentially a few minutes. 

Ecclesall No/object Please see my comments previously.    
Crookes No/object Will detract me from using this area and therefore not 

support the businesses. Any housing complex should 
incorporate parking, in similar fashion to Canada 

Walkley No/object As previously stated, if I have to pay for parking it would 
deter me and many others that I know from visiting the 
area for use of local businesses there 

Malin Bridge No/object   
Arbourthorne No/object The proposed parking charges are ill-considered and will 

harm the local economy without bringing any benefits in 
return. When people are already making cutbacks due to 
the rapidly rising cost of living in the UK, they aren't 
going to scrape the extra money together to pay for 
parking in the area, they'll just stop going to Neepsend 
and Kelham Island altogether. This will negatively affect 
the businesses in the area which are still suffering from 
the effects of the pandemic, and many will simply have 
to close. This will negatively impact the council's 
revenue as business rates are no longer paid, and the 
loss of these businesses will mean there is no longer 
any reason for parking in these areas and thus the 
potential for any gain from these parking charges will be 
lost. Reduced on street parking won't even improve the 
traffic flow in the area as the roads will still be narrow, 
winding, ill-maintained and prone to flooding. The 
proposed TRO does not improve the livelihoods of the 
people of Sheffield who live and work in the Neepsend 
and Kelham Island area, and the fact it's even being 
considered is a stain on the council's competence. 

Doncaster No/object For me personally, I would have to use whatever parking 
scheme that would be in place, but I would be against it. 
It is yet another expense and I work full time so would 
need to be there at least 5 days a week, paying out. I 
won't be the only person in this position, there is 
difficulties parking as it is all round the Kelham Island 
and Neepsend roads for both staff and customers. 
Public transport is sadly so expensive and the travel 
time, change of transport required to get around is 
becoming more and more unfeasible. I think it would hurt 
the businesses there, times have been hard enough. It 
puts customers off coming to visit and make it hard for 
staff to afford these forever increasing expenses. 

Hillsborough No/object Lots of businesses benefit from the free parking if the 
parking is restricted less people will spend money in the 
area 

Stannington No/object I object as it would negatively impact businesses in the 
area. 
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Gleadless No/object The area is poorly served by public transport. Parking 
charges will discourage visitors to the area and will have 
a negative impact on local businesses. 

Edmund Court No/object Parking charges are destroying the city centre economy. 
Hillsborough No/object If parking charges are introduced there will be a severe 

impact on local businesses. Especially those where 
people may want to spend a reasonable amount of time 
such as the outpost or any of the restaurants in the area 

Handsworth No/object I would not park in the area and therefore cease my 
purchases from any business located in the area, I 
should not have to pay to park on a side street 

Walkley No/object I support local by buying from local businesses but 
sometimes I can be parked as little as 10 minutes. 
Parking charges would make me less likely to visit the 
area and support the businesses 

Stannington No/object Impact on local business 
Tapton Hill 
road 

No/object I feel this would discourage me from visiting businesses 
in the area particularly for long periods of time. 

Walkley No/object I object due to the negative effects it would have on local 
businesses who reply on visiting trade 

Ling Yes Not Answered 
Kelham Island  Yes Not Answered 
Hillsborough No/object Think all parking should be affordable and it’s not right 

for the owners of shops and visitors to have to pay 
Kenworthy 
Road 

No/object This increases the cost of days put and of parking for 
jobs in the area. I attend days at the local businesses 
and the extra cost would drive me to go to other areas 
that don't charge for parking. 

Kay Street 
Hoyland 
Barnsley 

No/object I have never had a problem parking at Kelham Island / 
Neepsend either of an evening or on a weekend. If the 
issue is that people are using the area to park and then 
commute into the city centre during the week, then the 
parking scheme should be applied in the week during 
the hours of 6am-7pm or something similar. It is unfair 
that people should pay for parking on a weekend when 
they’re parking in the area to enjoy the amazing bars 
and food venues Kelham has to offer- NOT to commute 
into the city centre. 

Walkley No/object It would mean I would have to pay for parking, which 
would put me off visiting 

Rivelin No/object As I have said previously, to allow the area to continue 
to thrive and businesses to survive, flourish and invest, 
the parking solution needs to be fit for today, tomorrow 
and for the next 30 years. If you get it wrong, you will 
strangle the fantastic work achieved in regeneration of 
the area to date. 

Mowbray 
Street 

No/object I just would like to know, what do you can offer for the 
residents with a car and without a parking permit. I recon 
you don't really care, do you? 

Halfway No/object I believe it will hurt businesses in the area 
Stannington No/object Costs for the public are increasing across the board 

without asking for more money from them. 
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Hope Valley No/object It will discourage footfall at a shop I regularly visit. It was 
there well before all the other high-volume eateries, that 
clearly no one thought about the consequences to the 
local area. Allocate spaces for each business, especially 
outside their own premises. 

South Avenue No/object I would no longer visit and support business in the area if 
parking was no longer free 

Swallownest No/object It’s a very busy area with lots of small independent 
businesses that thrive on the visitors they bring, given 
the run-down nature of the rest of the area a parking fee 
will likely force people away 

Minto Road No/object   
Shiregreen Yes Not Answered 
Kirkstone 
Road 

No/object It will impact local businesses and drive people away 
from the area 

Dun Street No/object This will not be solved by making people AND residents 
pay for parking around Kelham Island. This will drive 
people out of Kelham Island and people will stop visiting 
ruining the cafe, bar and night life scene. The council 
should be implementing more parking spaces into 
Kelham Island to improve it as an area and social scene 
of the city NOT making it harder for people to live and 
visit here. This will make it into Sheffield city centre 
where no one visits because you have to pay. I will not 
pay for parking so it will force me to leave Kelham Island 
and find residency somewhere else. I know a lot of other 
people who feel the same. 

Middlewood No/object I use the Outpost to play hours long games of 
Warhammer which helps my mental help. I don’t know 
what I’d do without Warhammer. FOR THE EMPEROR! 
Maybe instead of paying for another traffic wardens 
wages you fix some potholes or stop giving ****? 

Ecclesfield No/object As already mentioned, I feel there is ample parking 
available, it may not always be right outside where you 
need to be, but I don’t find this an issue. I feel yet again 
it’s the council and private companies trying to scrap 
back money and eventually it will the same situation that 
they have in the city centre with overpriced parking and 
empty shops. Public transport is unreliable and 
overpriced. There is a reason Kelham has become 
popular not only for nice bars and restaurants but the 
fact that there are no parking restrictions. 

Woodseats No/object Because I am a customer of local businesses who would 
be financially penalised by this unnecessary scheme, 
and because I do not believe that this proposal would 
actually alleviate the supposed problem. 

Visitor No/object Residents who have purchased property in the area on 
the basis that on street parking is freely available are 
going to be affected unfairly. 

Chatham 
Street 

No/object I have said, is ridiculous to shove people out of their 
homes which they love because of parking 
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Fulwood No/object It will kill this vibrant up and coming area! 
Deepcar No/object Free parking allows me to support the small businesses 

as I don’t get out off with parking arrangements! 
Lizzie Lane No/object We are objecting as according to this new scheme we 

live in a car free development and therefore we are not 
eligible to get a parking permit. Our flat is not a car free 
development though. 

Neepsend No/object I would love to have a chat with someone from the 
council at some point as they simply do not support 
existing established businesses in the slightest. My 
business has been based at the same premises on 
Neepsend Lane for over 115 years. Obviously changes 
will happen but in the last few years many bars and 
restaurants have been given planning permission to 
open but without any thought of where people visiting 
the area will park, if the council think everyone will use a 
taxi they are extremely short sighted. Until this parking in 
our surrounding area was never an issue at all but as a 
consequence of the influx of social visitors the council 
now feel the need to make all on street parking 
chargeable by means of meter. My customers will simply 
go elsewhere and I do not see why as a business we 
should be forced to pay for permits which doesn't 
guarantee a parking place. I would agree a permit holder 
only parking area but not a free for all. We are also on a 
clearway between 7.30-9.30 and 16.30-18.30 as a 
business loading vans to go on jobs and deliveries in a 
morning and unloading after jobs when do they honestly 
think this will be done without working extremely long 
hours, again not a single thought! Plus there are many 
locations to make secure parking areas but again this is 
not even considered. I would love to have a chat with 
someone from the council at some point as they simply 
do not support existing established businesses in the 
slightest. 

Toftwood 
Road 

Yes Not Answered 

Beighton No/object If cost is expensive, it may drive people away from the 
area and prevent businesses thriving 

Neepsend No/object See above 
Rotherham No/object There are a lot of independent coffee shops and quirky 

bars and restaurants in and around Kelham which we 
also love to visit together. I really do believe that 
enforcing a pay at meter or other parking restrictions will 
most definitely kill this small up and coming thriving 
community. Leave it alone!! 

Kelham Island No/object It would reduce the amount of people visiting the area 
and would end up costing people more. By 
pedestrianising some of Kelham we've got rid of the rat 
run and now are able to park. 

Gleadless No/object It is detrimental to local businesses in a time when most 
are still struggling to recover from the impact of the 
pandemic. 
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Fort Hill Road No/object It’s not necessary and will discourage visits to local 
businesses 

Beauchief Yes Not Answered 
Sheffield No/object Because developments in Kelham Island will not be 

allowed visitor permits on the street, as I was not sold 
my house as a car free development. 

Hillsborough No/object Personally, I use the parking spots to visit my yoga 
studio. This is already a significant cost of membership. 
Adding parking costs on to this, along with more rising 
costs would risk limiting opportunities for people to 
engage with healthy routines such as socialising, 
exercising and trying to get back to normal as we come 
out of the pandemic. I would welcome free parking for 
short stay ;2 hours max) this seems like it would provide 
a fair balance for those wishing to support local 
businesses in Kelham. It would be incredibly 
disappointing to see the vibrancy of this key area of 
Sheffield reduce and visitors put off from visiting if 
parking charges are implemented. Meadowhall will 
probably become more popular for ‘a bite to eat’ though 
(free parking). Please explore a measured approach 
proportionate with rising costs we are seeing everywhere 
else for households. Free short-term parking (2 hours 
max) looks to be a justified approach here, which can 
benefit local businesses and support visitors. 

Norfolk Park No/object I believe that parking in areas that are built up for 
business and residential living always have issues. To 
charge parking would be challenging for residents. 
However, it could help to deter Commuters that hog the 
spaces. But on the other hand. public transport in 
Sheffield is generally bad and expensive so I don’t 
blame the commuters. It’s a catch 22. 

¶ 
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