
Princes Risborough Key Decision Report 

Mill Street/St Dunstans Responses 

Online Survey Responses and Comments 

Reducing the already limited parking in the immediate vicinity Danger to the local school children and all 

pedestrians Additional parking problems for church goers The proposed double yellow lines on Mill Lane will 

lead to higher average speeds 

2/24/2019 8:09 PMAdd tags –View respondent's answers 

This will raise the following problems and issues Burton Lane is a narrow historic lane with no passing places, a 

sharp right-angle turn halfway along and pedestrian pavement on one short section only The width of the layby 

changes and, for most of it, it is only possible to park on one side without restricting access. We regularly have 

problems with cars parked badly restricting access not only for residents but also for the rubbish collection and 

for emergency vehicles The Highways Authority are aware of this as there are restrictions on the size of vehicles 

permitted and previous planning applications by residents have been refused where there has been both access 

and increase in vehicular movement At least 10 properties in the layby and Burton Lane DO NOT have off-

street parking - this is a conservation area with cottages dating back to the 16th-18th centuries when parking was 

not required Of those properties, many have multi-generational residents so there may be a need for more than 

one car Many are older residents who need parking near to their own house or need access for emergency 

vehicles Pressure on this little conservation area comes from;- St Dunstan's Church which holds Sunday 

services, weddings, funerals, memorial services, special events, choir abd bell-ringin, monthly and community 

events such as toddler groups and film nights. The pressure on parking is already very high when the church is 

in use The Church Hall also has regular secular activities such as Sewing and Yoga clubs. Monks Risborough 

Primary School has no school parking for parents and the majority of parents who drive park on Mill Lane 

which is the nearest place to park to safely walk to the main school gate. Some parents already park in the layby 

which can cause problems for residents as the parents are often late or in a rush and sometimes do not park 

considerately (double-parked or just badly parked) Peters Lane is a steep lane where local residents already 

discourage school parking and where the school recommend a 'drop and go' approach to minimise problems. 

Therefore the pressure on the layby and Burton Lane will increase dramatically not just from the actual parked 

cars but also the number of cars that will drive around seeking a place. This will also be dangerous to 

pedestrians who are walking to school. The dental surgery in the layby has private parking but via a small low 

arch so most customers park in the layby. Whiteleaf Hall at one end of the layby also holds weekly community 

events, often for older residents who prefer to drive and therefore park in the layby as there are only a couple of 

spaces at the Hall for parking Football - Risborough Rangers Junior Football Club uses the field on the other 

side of the road for matches on Sundays NEW USE - over the last two years, we have noted a dramatic increase 

in parking in the layby by old people who then get on the bus to either Aylesbury or High Wycombe. They are 

not prepared to drive all the way and as the bus stops are conveniently located by the layby, we have 2-4 cars a 

day doing thi The layby also has people who park briefly to make phone calls, hike or ride cycles in the 

CHilterns, eat lunch, drop off or collect secondary school children arriving off the bus and also lorries and vans 

who pull in This means that parking for residents is already severly restricted. The likelihood therefore will be 

that, for a large part of the day and evening, parking in the layby and Burton Lane will be taken up by visiting 

vehicles. This will have an adverse impact for residents who do have garages and off-road parking as both lanes 

are so narrow that badly parked cars will restrict their access. This already happens It will have a massive 

impact for residents who DO NOT have off-road parking or garages as we will have NOWHERE ELSE to park. 

It is completely unreasonable to expect us to park in Princes Risborough and walk 1- 1.5 miles to our own 

homes because we cannot park outside our homes due to this intensified pressure. It will also deprive residents 

in this conservation area of their right to quiet enjoyment of their properties. 

2/24/2019 7:49 PMAdd tags –View respondent's answers 
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I cannot see the value of double yellow lines along the entire length of Mill Lane - No waiting/parking at any 

time. The major issue at the Aylesbury Road end of Mill Lane is school drop off & pick up times. Cars are 

currently parked on the existing double yellow lines as drivers don't want to walk any more than they need to. I 

have never seen a policeman or traffic warden checking the parking infringements as drivers continually flaunt 

the law. The double yellow lines would also be detrimental for churchgoers at St Dunstans - many of whom are 

elderly and unable to walk longer distances - and also would not benefit anyone wishing to use St Dunstans 

Park, especially its excellent playground. Perhaps you should consider double yellow lines on one side of Mill 

Lane only. What is the rationale about double yellow lines along both sides of the entire length of Mill Lane? Or 

perhaps making the No waiting/parking restrictions applicable Monday- Friday only. The proposal would also 

put extra pressure on Burton Lane, where I live. The narrow roadway - much without a pavement - would not be 

conducive for the easy access of emergency vehicles and would add to the potential risks to the safety of 

pedestrians walking down it. 

2/24/2019 5:14 PMAdd tags –View respondent's answers 

I have lived in Burton Lane for over 25 years and the quiet safe lane used daily for school children and others 

going to the bus stop in the lay-by, elderly people and parents with pushchairs and children walking to the park 

and church has always been a pleasure to see.... There is only a sloping pavement on one side( it would be even 

safer with none) and the majority of pedestrians walk in the road. Over the past few years sadly this road has 

been used as a cut through and we have wondered how we can stop or slow thus traffic down. The parking has 

become very difficult as most of the residents do not have off road parking, and the ones that do , often are 

unable to park or get out of their driveways due to extremely inconsiderate parking by non residents , 

particularly at times of weddings, church services etc. I have even had notes on my own car parked for a short 

time at an unusual place as I've been unable to offload shopping into my house, due to several non residents cars 

parked outside my house, for long periods of time. I cannot see any advantage to double yellow lines on both 

sides of the road on Mill Lane/ St.Dunstans Close. Yellow lines on one side (preferably opposite the park 

)would make sense. It is perfectly wide enough for cars to get past and where are the public meant to park to 

take their children to school at the top of the road and go to the church if there is no parking?There is nowhere 

else but Burton Lane and the lay-by , which both already have extremely difficult parking for the residents 

living there. I believe that double yellow lines would prove to actually be a very dangerous move , particularly 

for schoolchildren, and so many locals. Burton Lane would become even more congested than it already is 

(though at times that would actually be impossible) and more dangerous to all the locals who walk on it daily to 

the the shop, schools and park. 

2/24/2019 7:53 AMAdd tags –View respondent's answers 

Parking arrangements in Mill Lane are appropriate as they stand. By far a more attractive proposition would be 

to apply a 20MPH speed restriction to replace the current 30MPH. 

2/18/2019 2:14 PMAdd tags –View respondent's answers 

The parking is required for people visiting school or church events these are valuable community facilities that 

should not be given more pressure. They need help and support from people who attend events and therefore 

need access to parking Mill lane should not become a rat run to avoid the Aylesbury road that will no longer 

cope with volumes.effort should go to addressing that not tinkering with things that aren’t broken 

2/12/2019 8:53 PMAdd tags –View respondent's answers 

in essence we agree with the extending of the yellow lines on the junction of Mill Lane and St Dunstans Close 

as the current double yellow lines are not long enough on Mill Lane and parking still obstructs visability. 

However the proposals go too far and do not premit any cars to park on Mill Lane. This will end up the visitors 

to either the church or the playground parking on St Dunstans Close, which we cannot have as the roads are 

narrow and parking restricted. 
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2/7/2019 1:40 PMAdd tags –View respondent's answers 

I refer to the proposal for Mill Lane and St Dunstans Close. Although I do not object in principle to the 

proposal, you have not taken into account Courtmoor Close. I am the Group Scout Leader of Whiteleaf whose 

Headquarters is located at the end of the Close. Recent painting of double yellow line at St Dunstan’s Close and 

Courtmoor Close are not in accordance with the Road Traffic Act. Current allowed parking on Mill Lane makes 

the task of leaving both Closes difficult due to obscuration of the road by parked cars. No doubt the decision 

made for the double yellow lines was computer generated but does not take into the amount of traffic moving in 

and out of the Closes. In addition, at least a further 40-50 daily movements should have been added to the 

calculation from Courtmoor Close. In addition, Monks Risborough park is very popular and is extensively used 

by the local population. It is a busy road with a minority exceeding the 30 mph speed limit. Your proposed 

parking does not take into account a crossing point into the park. This would be well received. 

1/31/2019 4:36 PMAdd tags –View respondent's answers 

There is a clear need for parking capacity in the effected area for local residents, park users, church goers etc. 

Who would be forced into side roads where the new proposals bought into effect. We do not feel the existing 

arrangements create safety issues nor have we observed any in our time as residents. 

1/30/2019 10:35 PMAdd tags –View respondent's answers 

Where do you propose parents are going to park safely when collecting their children from Monks Risborough 

school? Totally object 

1/29/2019 2:35 PMAdd tags –View respondent's answers 

There is no need to put double yellow lines on Mill Lane as the only time people park there is on a Sunday to go 

to church. The rest of the week it is empty so I would prefer my council tax being spent on something that is 

worth while. 

1/28/2019 3:00 PMAdd tags –View respondent's answers 

Where will parents park for school pick up and drop off. Peters Lane is always busy and very difficult to park as 

it narrows and Lorries get stuck. It also sends the traffics through whiteleaf Mill lane is the only safe place to 

park which allows traffic to flow up and down the road with passing places 

1/27/2019 9:02 AMAdd tags –View respondent's answer 

 

Mill Lane/St Dunstans – Emailed and Written Responses 

Dear Sir/Madam,  

Amendments to current parking arrangements in Mill Lane, Monks Risborough, Buckinghamshire   

In response to the Statutory Consultation on Proposed Waiting, Loading and Parking restrictions in 
Princes Risborough, I wish to object to the proposed restrictions in Mill Lane, Monks Risborough 
either side and opposite St Dunstan’s Close as shown in plan R22. The proposed restrictions are 
over-zealous and unwarranted and will merely encourage people to park in other sections of Mill 
Lane that are narrower and less straight, and therefore make the road and area less safe.   

The original proposal to increase the junction protection by 3 metres either side of St Dunstan’s 
Close was a proportionate and sensible proposal to ease access out of and into St Dunstan’s Close. 
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The newly proposed no waiting restrictions, however, amount to a distance of 10 - 12 metres either 
side of the junction with St Dunstan’s Close as well as no waiting restrictions adjacent to the park. 
This will be detrimental to community and church life as well as local amenities. The availability of 
accessible parking throughout the day is essential for the use of the local park for children and 
families, the church as a public building and the hall for community use. Mill Lane forms an 
important artery of village life and the proposed parking arrangements will have an adverse effect 
on the locality.   

Yours sincerely,  

Xxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxx 

Dear Sir/Madam,  

Amendments to current parking arrangements in Mill Lane, Monks Risborough, 

Buckinghamshire   

In response to the Statutory Consultation on Proposed Waiting, Loading and Parking 

restrictions in Princes Risborough, I wish to object to the proposed restrictions in Mill Lane, 

Monks Risborough either side and opposite St Dunstan’s Close as shown in plan R22. The 

proposed restrictions are over-zealous and unwarranted and will merely encourage people 

to park in other sections of Mill Lane that are narrower and less straight, and therefore 

make the road and area less safe.   

The original proposal to increase the junction protection by 3 metres either side of St 

Dunstan’s Close was a proportionate and sensible proposal to ease access out of and into St 

Dunstan’s Close. The newly proposed no waiting restrictions, however, amount to a distance 

of 10 - 12 metres either side of the junction with St Dunstan’s Close as well as no waiting 

restrictions adjacent to the park. This will be detrimental to community and church life as 

well as local amenities. The availability of accessible parking throughout the day is essential 

for the use of the local park for children and families, the church as a public building and the 

hall for community use. Mill Lane forms an important artery of village life and the proposed 

parking arrangements will have an adverse effect on the locality.   

Yours sincerely, 

Dear Sir/Madam,  

Amendments to current parking arrangements in Mill Lane, Monks Risborough, 
Buckinghamshire  

In response to the Statutory Consultation on Proposed Waiting, Loading and Parking 
restrictions in Princes Risborough, I wish to object to the proposed restrictions in Mill Lane, 
Monks Risborough either side and opposite St Dunstan’s Close as shown in plan R22. The 
proposed restrictions are over-zealous and unwarranted and will merely encourage people 
to park in other sections of Mill Lane that are narrower and less straight, and therefore 
make the road and area less safe.  



The original proposal to increase the junction protection by 3 metres either side of St 
Dunstan’s Close was a proportionate and sensible proposal to ease access out of and into St 
Dunstan’s Close. The newly proposed no waiting restrictions, however, amount to a distance 
of 10 - 12 metres either side of the junction with St Dunstan’s Close as well as no waiting 
restrictions adjacent to the park. This will be detrimental to community and church life as 
well as local amenities. The availability of accessible parking throughout the day is essential 
for the use of the local park for children and families, the church as a public building and the 
hall for community use. Mill Lane forms an important artery of village life and the proposed 
parking arrangements will have an adverse effect on the locality.  

Yours sincerely,  

xxxxxxxxxxx 

xxxxxxx Eskdale Avenue, Chesham, Bucks 

7th March 2019 

Dear Sir/Madam,  

Amendments to current parking arrangements in Mill Lane, Monks Risborough, Buckinghamshire   

In response to the Statutory Consultation on Proposed Waiting, Loading and Parking restrictions in 

Princes Risborough, I wish to object to the proposed restrictions in Mill Lane, Monks Risborough 

either side and opposite St Dunstan’s Close as shown in plan R22. The proposed restrictions are 

over-zealous and unwarranted and will merely encourage people to park in other sections of Mill 

Lane that are narrower and less straight, and therefore make the road and area less safe.   

The original proposal to increase the junction protection by 3 metres either side of St Dunstan’s 

Close was a proportionate and sensible proposal to ease access out of and into St Dunstan’s Close. 

The newly proposed no waiting restrictions, however, amount to a distance of 10 - 12 metres either 

side of the junction with St Dunstan’s Close as well as no waiting restrictions adjacent to the park. 

This will be detrimental to community and church life as well as local amenities. The availability of 

accessible parking throughout the day is essential for the use of the local park for children and 

families, the church as a public building and the hall for community use. Mill Lane forms an 

important artery of village life and the proposed parking arrangements will have an adverse effect 

on the locality.   

Yours sincerely,  

xxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxx 

xxxxxxxxxx, Cheddington, BUCKS  

Dear Sirs, 

We live at Maytrees, Aylesbury Road, Monks Risborough. It is an 18th century house with no off-street parking 

or garage and no options to create either. 

 



We write to object to the proposed introduction of parking restrictions along Mill Lane and in the Monks 

Risborough area for the reasons stated below. 

We wrote to you to object to these proposals in 2015. 

We are particularly disappointed that this proposal has not only been resurrected but made even worse by the 

proposal of introducing a total restriction on parking. We objected to this in 2015 and do so again here. 

Parking in this area is worse than it was in 2015 and, for you to consider introducing this level of restriction, 

will result in intolerable pressure on those limited lanes (not even roads) where parking is needed. 

The consultation proposes the intoduction of double yellow lines along the length of Mill Lane. 

In other words, no parking at any time. 

This will raise the following problems and issues 

 Burton Lane is a narrow historic lane with no passing places, a sharp right-angle turn halfway along 

and pedestrian pavement on one short section only 

 The width of the layby changes and, for most of it, it is only possible to park on one side without 

restricting access. We regularly have problems with cars parked badly restricting access not only for 

residents but also for the rubbish collection and for emergency vehicles 

 The Highways Authority are aware of this as there are restrictions on the size of vehicles permitted and 

previous planning applications by residents have been refused where there has been both access and 

increase in vehicular movement  

 At least 10 properties in the layby and Burton Lane DO NOT have off-street parking - this is a 

conservation area with cottages dating back to the 16th-18th centuries when parking was not required 

 Of those properties, many have multi-generational residents so there may be a need for more than one 

car 

 Many are older residents who need parking near to their own house or need access for emergency 

vehicles 

Pressure on this little conservation area comes from;- 

 St Dunstan's Church which holds Sunday services, weddings, funerals, memorial services, special 

events, choir abd bell-ringin, monthly and community events such as toddler groups and film nights. 

The pressure on parking is already very high when the church is in use 

 The Church Hall also has regular secular activities such as Sewing and Yoga clubs. 

 Monks Risborough Primary School has no school parking for parents and the majority of parents who 

drive park on Mill Lane which is the nearest place to park to safely walk to the main school gate.  

 Some parents already park in the layby which can cause problems for residents as the parents are often 

late or in a rush and sometimes do not park considerately (double-parked or just badly parked) 

 Peters Lane is a steep lane where local residents already discourage school parking and where the 

school recommend a 'drop and go' approach to minimise problems. 

 Therefore the pressure on the layby and Burton Lane will increase dramatically not just from the actual 

parked cars but also the number of cars that will drive around seeking a place. 

 This will also be dangerous to pedestrians who are walking to school. 



 The dental surgery in the layby has private parking but via a small low arch so most customers park in 

the layby. 

 Whiteleaf Hall at one end of the layby also holds weekly community events, often for older residents 

who prefer to drive and therefore park in the layby as there are only a couple of spaces at the Hall for 

parking 

 Football - Risborough Rangers Junior Football Club uses the field on the other side of the road for 

matches on Sundays 

 NEW USE - over the last two years, we have noted a dramatic increase in parking in the layby by old 

people who then get on the bus to either Aylesbury or High Wycombe. They are not prepared to drive 

all the way and as the bus stops are conveniently located by the layby, we have 2-4 cars a day doing thi 

 The layby also has people who park briefly to make phone calls, hike or ride cycles in the 

CHilterns,  eat lunch, drop off or collect secondary school children arriving off the bus and also lorries 

and vans who pull in. 

This means that parking for residents is already severly restricted. 

The likelihood therefore will be that, for a large part of the day and evening, parking in the layby and Burton 

Lane will be taken up by visiting vehicles.  

This will have an adverse impact for residents who do have garages and off-road parking as both lanes are so 

narrow that badly parked cars will restrict their access. This already happens 

It will have a massive impact for residents who DO NOT have off-road parking or garages as we will have 

NOWHERE ELSE to park. It is completely unreasonable to expect us to park in Princes Risborough and walk 1- 

1.5 miles to our own homes because we cannot park outside our homes due to this intensified pressure. 

It will also deprive residents in this conservation area of their right to quiet enjoyment of their properties. 

We are, quite frankly shocked that this proposal has not only been resurrected but made even worse by 

proposing a total restriction on parking. 

We are concerned that, even if you understand our concerns, you may attempt to mitigate this by introducing 

residents only parking which will not only be restrictive in itself but will result in the introduction of street 

furniture such as parking signs and lines on the lane which will severly detract from the conservation area. 

We are disappointed that Wycombe District Council appears to have disregarded the valid arguments put 

forward by residents in 2015. 

We are shocked that the Council has not carried out a sufficiently rigorous investigation of the implications of 

these proposals insofar as they affect Monks Risborough, the local facilities and the local residents. 

We believe that these proposals are to enable Mill Lane to become an access route as part of the proposals for 

substantial housing at the other end of Mill Lane where it meets the A4009 despite all reports previously 

suggesting this would not happen. 

We are also concerned that all traffic, including trade and delivery vehicles, being unimpeded by parked 

vehicles on either side of Mill Lane and perceiving a clear through route in both directions, will present a 

significantly greater risk to children along Mill Lane - in particular entering or leaving St Dunstan Park and the 

play area and to pedestrians along those sections of Mill Lane where there is no pavement. 

 

 



Yours sincerely  

xxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxx 

I am hereby attaching my email dated 2015 which objected to the proposals back then which had LESS OF AN 

IMPACT than the proposals you have now. 

Dear Sirs, 

I write now to partially amend my previous comments. 

As I now have full access to the full documentation, the plans show the restrictions concern a much smaller area 

than your letters imply. 

Whilst we would still have concerns about the impact of restricting access in this area, the proposals clearly 

would not have the widespread impact that I discussed below. 

 

Therefore, can we take this opportunity to retract the comments below and I will submit amended comments in 

time. 

I thank you in advance for this and apologise for any confusion which arose from my having limited access to 

see the documents prior to reading the letter and feeling under pressure to send in comments. 

Yours sincerely 

Hi Mr xxxxxxxxx,thanks for your mail I can confirm that mail arrived okay however 
with the previous attempts was undelivered notification by BCC mail,however no 
matter my observations have been received.with regards to additional comments I’m 
not sure if I explained properly my major concerns with regards to five or six cars 
parking on the curve between Molins entrance and St Dunstance close creating a 
serious blind spot on that bend these cars are parked here for the duration of the 
working week,should that problem be removed unless restrictions are created below 
right down Mill Lane these cars will just move down creating more problems.Thanks 
again regards xxxxxxxxxxxxx. 
 

 
Dear Sir/Madam,  

Amendments to current parking arrangements in Mill Lane, Monks Risborough, Buckinghamshire  

In response to the Statutory Consultation on Proposed Waiting, Loading and Parking restrictions in 

Princes Risborough, I wish to object to the proposed restrictions in Mill Lane, Monks Risborough 

either side and opposite St Dunstan’s Close as shown in plan R22. The proposed restrictions are 

over-zealous and unwarranted and will merely encourage people to park in other sections of Mill 

Lane that are narrower and less straight, and therefore make the road and area less safe.   

The original proposal to increase the junction protection by 3 metres either side of St Dunstan’s 

Close was a proportionate and sensible proposal to ease access out of and into St Dunstan’s Close. 

The newly proposed no waiting restrictions, however, amount to a distance of 10 - 12 metres either 

side of the junction with St Dunstan’s Close as well as no waiting restrictions adjacent to the park. 

This will be detrimental to community and church life as well as local amenities. The availability of 



accessible parking throughout the day is essential for the use of the local park for children and 

families, the church as a public building and the hall for community use. Mill Lane forms an 

important artery of village life and the proposed parking arrangements will have an adverse effect 

on the locality.  

Yours sincerely,  

xxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxx 

 x Whielden Green, Amersham, Bucks 

Dear Sir/Madam, 

Re. Amendments to Current Parking Arrangements in Mill Lane, Monks Risborough 

In response to the Statutory Consultation on Proposed Waiting, Loading and Parking restrictions in 

Princes Risborough, I wish to object to the proposed restrictions in Mill Lane on either side and 

opposite St. Dunstan's Close as shown in plan R22. The proposed restrictions are over-zealous and 

unwarranted for the following reasons: 

1. They will encourage people to park in other sections of Mill Lane that are narrower and less 

straight, which would make the road and area less safe. 

2. The additional restrictions would be detrimental to church life; elderly, the frail and those with 

young families would find it more difficult to attend events at church during the week, including 

funerals, friendship groups and toddler group sessions.  

3.  The restrictions would also be detrimental to community life, especially for families with young 

children, making access to the recreation ground more difficult and dangerous for children.  

In summary, avaialbity of accessible parking throughout the day along this stretch of Mill Lane is 

essential both to village life both in respect of use of the church as a public and community building 

with its community activities and to use of the recreation ground for families and children. Any 

further restrictions than those already in place would have a serious adverse effect on the life of the 

local community. 

Yours faithfully, 

Mrs xxxxxxxx, 

xxxxxxxxxxx, 

Askett,  

Princes Risborough, 

Bucks xxxx xxx. 

17th February 2019 

   



11th February 2019 
 
Proposed amendments to current parking arrangements in Mill Lane, Monks Risborough 
 
Dear Sir/Madam 
 
As a regular member of the congregation in St Dunstan’s Church Monks Risborough, I am responding 
to the Statutory Consultation regarding the above in objection to the proposed restrictions in Mill Lane 
either side and opposite St Dunstan’s Close as shown in Plan R22. 
 
My grounds are that the proposals are over-zealous and unwarranted and will merely encourage 
people to park in other sections of the lane that are narrower and less straight and thus make the road 
and area generally less safe, to the detriment of community and church life as well as local amenities. 
 
The availability of accessible parking throughout the day is essential for the use of the local park for 
children and families, the church as a public building and the hall for community use and I would be 
grateful if you would take these points into consideration in your further deliberations. 
 
Yours sincerely, 
 
Xxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxx 
 

 
We agree to the extension of double yellow no parking lines in Mill Lane, at the junction with St 
Dunstan's Close. It is hazardous leaving St Dunstan's Close at present as there is no sight line with 
parked cars very close to the junction.  
We hope these double yellow lines can be extended very soon for the safety of children and parents 
on foot and passengers in cars. 
Yours sincerely  
xxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxx 
xx St Dunstan's Close  
Monks Risborough  

 

I write in response to the Strategic Consultation on proposed Waiting, Loading , and Parking 

restrictions in Princes Risborough insofar as they relate to Mill Lane, Monks 

Risborough.  This is a topic that has raised its head in the past and I had hoped that the 

arguments that won the day last time round might have deterred the Council from trying 

again. 

The issues have barely changed. The community has a need to park to make full use of the 

amenities in the area. I am most concerned about those occasions on which use is made of 

the church and church hall. It is not just regular services and scheduled meetings but also 

those occasions on which people, mostly elderly, assemble for funerals. Many will have 

travelled a considerable distance and will plan to arrive in good time and usually to stay for 

a while after the service. Their life is to be made significantly more difficult if the most 

obvious places in which to park responsibly are denied to them. 

 



It is worth asking where these people – and indeed locals making use of the park and 

engaged with school activities – will park instead.  There is every prospect of constant 

overflow into less sensible places.  The junction areas are already well and sensibly 

protected, and one would speculate that the road will become less safe if new yellow lines 

mean that the bulk of the parking is moved further down Mill Lane. 

I do hope good sense may prevail. 

xxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxx (long-term resident) 

For the attention of xxxxxxxxxx. 
 
Further to the letter which which was issued by Bucks CC concerning the proposed 
extension of yellow lines on Mill Lane, Monks Risborough.  I fully approve of the 
extension of the yellow lines at the St Dunstan’s Close junction. 
 
I live at No xx St Dunstan’s Close and it is a regular occurrence to find cars parked 
up to the junction making visibility onto Mill Lane in either direction an absolute 
danger. 
Driving out cautiously the front of my car is almost over the middle of the lane before 
I can see if a car is proceeding up or down Mill Lane.  
 
I wholeheartedly approve of Bucks CC proposal as it will improve the safety of the 
residents of St Dunstan’s Close and their visitors. 
 
Kind Regards, 
Xxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxx 

 
Dear Sir, as a resident of xx St Dunstans Close i weekly have close missed 
accidents with cars speeding down Mill Lane from the Aylesbury road as parked cars 
near the corner obstruct my view as I try to turn left into their path. This is a very 
dangerous junction when obscured from view. There is a car regularly parked there 
close to the corner day and night. 
Please extend the yellow lines so that no cars are parked between our close and the 
next one or a fatal accident will eventually arise.  
Many thanks,  
Xxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxx 
 

 
Dear Sir/Madam, 
 
Re: Amendments to current parking arrangements in Mill Lane, Monks 
Risborough, Buckinghamshire 
 
I have read with dismay your intentions to put double yellow lines where people park 
to use the 11th century church, what are the disabled and young mothers with 
children supposed to do now?  
 



I have never heard anything so ridiculous in my whole life, does anybody actually 
think about what they are doing before they send these plans out. 
 
Yours faithfully, 
 
Xxxxxxxxxxxxxx 

 

Dear Sir, 

I refer to your letter dated 21 January 2019 regarding the proposed additional parking 

restrictions at the junction of St Dunstans Close and Mill Lane. I fully support these 

proposals.   

In the present circumstances the junction is extremely dangerous for drivers trying to exit St 

Dunstans Close onto Mill Lane. Vehicles parked on Mill Lane either side of the junction 

prevent a proper view of traffic travelling on Mill Lane. The additional parking restrictions 

now proposed are essential to ensure safe conditions at this junction. 

Kind regards 

Xxxxxxxx 

Dear xxxx, 

I hope you are keeping well. 

I have just been made aware of the consultation period for the parking review. 

Following our email exchange below I see that the extension of the junction protection is 

about 12- 13 metres rather than the 2-3 metres in your reply. 

I also see that the proposed extension to the no waiting at any time is on both sides of Mill 

Lane. 

Both of these are very different to what was originally suggested (attached) which seemed 

proportionate. They will negatively impact on the ability of people to park when attending 

services at St. Dunstan’s and I am also concerned that it will be more difficult for parents to 

park their car when using the park. 

The proposed parking changes therefore do not make sense from a safety perspective. 

Please can you therefore contact me in the next 48 hours to help me understand the 

specific rationale behind this change of thinking that seems overzealous and unwarranted. 

You’ll remember that a robust approach to object to the 2015 proposed parking restrictions 

in Mill Lane led to a large volume of complaints and I am keen to avoid a repeat of this. 

With kind regards, 



Dear Sir or Madam, 

First, may we say that, generally, we welcome the Council’s proposals for waiting, 
loading and parking restrictions in and around the town. 

Our only concern is in relation to Area Code R 22: we live in the bungalow marked 
on the Plan as “xxxxxxxxx” (now renamed “xxxxxxxxx”) in Mill Lane, which is 
adjacent to the entrance to the old Sports Ground and opposite xxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxx. 

Whether we back out from our driveway or face forwards, we find that the cars that 
park every day between the other side of the old Sports Ground entrance and the 
entrance to Chestnut House, obscure our view of traffic coming down Mill Lane from 
the A4010 and, consequently, there is a danger that we could drive onto Mill Lane 
into the path of oncoming traffic. 

We wish, therefore, to propose that you consider further extending the proposed 

extension of the “No waiting at any time” zone from its current position on the Plan 
down to include the entrance to King’s Oak Close, vehicles from which would have 

similar problems of entering Mill Lane as we have from our driveway. 

Regards, 

Xxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxx 
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