Annex 9 - Response from Residents (4 alleyways between Millfield Road and Nunmill Street)

Millfield Road / Thorpe Street
89 properties (41 replies received) Colour Key

35Yestogating 6 No to gating Support both gates & changes inwaste collecion

33 Yes to waste 8 No to waste Supportive of gates but unhappy about change in waste collection or would like gates in different position

|| Aleygating? | Refuse? | 00O
Owner (O)
or Tenant Yes Yes
Log No. [(T) Comments
17 | O |
| O |
7 | O |
| 8 | O |

| 22 | O |
| 16 | O |
| 23 | T
| 24 | O |

| 28 | O
| 20 | O |
n
| 33 | O |
| 3 | O |




35 0

36 O

37 O

40
Having observed the poor maintenance of other gated alleyways (Scarcroft Hill), | would be more comfortable with a
regular maintenance programme of the alleyway rather than it being done on a reactionary basis. Due to the lack of
provision of wheely bins by the council, | would prefer NOT to have to lift wet and soiled binbags through the house for

19 O collection at the front.
| prefer putting rubbish in alley; could we have someone unlock the gate early on collection day rather than put

4 (®) rubbish at front? Or wheely bins in a subtle colour? (grey)
We support the alleygating scheme to prevent problems with graffiti, back alley drinking & flytipping. Re waste
collection we would favour being able to leave refuse for collection outside the gates rather than having to bring it

6 (@) through the house to block up the pavement at the front, if possible.
We would strongly object to having to carry waste to the end of the road for collection and assume it will only have to

13 (@) be placed outside our house. That is the basis on which we have offered support to the proposed scheme.
The position of the gate should be at the very top end of the "back lane" next to 17 Southlands & 18. The top of this
lane is a bad congregation point for teenagers. This will prevent this anti-social behaviour. Thankyou. (No.18 has had

39 ®) graffiti on wall).

27 (®) Regarding the collection of refuse | am a pensioner.
| very much agree with the alleygating between Millfield Road & Thorpe Street as both my neighbours on either side
have had their properties broken into & items stolen from their back yards. My only concern is that people will store
bags of refuse at the front of their properties rather than carry it through the house in bad weather/winter. I'm also not
sure how people will feel about carrying bags to cetral refuse point. Apart from these concerns I'm very much in

31 O favour of alleygating.

1 T

3 O

32 0




38




Thorpe Street / Russell Street

86 properties (50 replies received inc. 2
from 1 property, counted as 1 for

Yes/No figures) Colour Key
35 Yes to gating 14 No to gating 2 replies from 1 property
35 Yes to waste 14 No to waste

Supportive of gates but unhappy about change in waste collection or would like gates in different position

[ Alleygating?

Owner (O)
or Tenant Yes
Log No. T Comments




7 O

8 0

9 O

2 T

14 0

15 O

16 ®)

17 0

21 0

22 0

23 T?

18 O

28 ®)
Whilst in agreement in principle, there is no mention of costings to the taxpayer of York. This should be the start point

34 ®) of any consultation.
However, as we live next to the alleyway we do not want everyone to leave their rubbish next to our house. We are

27 O concerned that people will leave their rubbish next to our house for collection which isn't acceptable.

44 (®) | would be interested to hear what is proposed regarding alternative refuse collection asap please.
I am unhappy about the proposed changes to the collection of refuse and household waste by the council. | do not
like the idea of everone's rubbish bags and recycling piling up right next to my home in front of the alleygate. This
might attract vermin and pests especially as refuse and recycling are only currently collected once a fortnight. This is

50 O the only objection | have to the alleygating plan.
Central refuse collection points could lead to nuisance and impaired access because of premature deposition of

49 O refuse sacks.
My property joins the alleyway & in consultation with my neighbour ..... we suggest that the gates are repositioned. On
the current proposal we believe the gates are too far back to prevent some of the anti-social, usually alcohol fuelled
behaviour we experience on weekends but particularly race evenings. On the current plan the gates are at the back of
the houses where the yards start but we suggest setting them a metre or so back from the front walls of the houses,
this would prevcent any sense of "privacy" felt by those who choose to use the alley as a toilet or for other purposes. It
would also mean the garden walls couldn't be used to climb over the gates as they would be too far back but cars
would still be able to use the entrance to turn. If gating goes ahead | would welcome the opportunity to discuss the

4 O position of the gates on site.




We agree to gate the alleyway between Thorpe Street & Russell Street as this addresses security issues which we
have been aware of and experienced in the last 8 years that we have lived here, however we have objections to the
cureent proposal for the following reasons: 1. Location of the alley gate - Being one of the houses for which the alley
gate will be adjacent, we request that the gate is located closer to the front of the house rather than the cureent
proposal of being set back. Although we understand this has been proposed to minimise noise, we feel that being set
back will create a dead end that will continue to attract loitering, litter and race goer urinating and will still give access
to household cables which we experienced were recently pulled off the wall by racegoers. However the brought
forward positioning needs to take into account that the front walls/railings cannot be used as a way to climb over the
gate, and also that climbing the gates themselves cannot be used to gain access to upstairs windows. 2. Refuse
Collection - We agree to refuse collections from the front of the property. We do not agree to a central collection point
and do not think this is a viable option as this will atract vermin for those properties next to the central collection point.
Also, our experience is that people put out their refuse on the wrong day and that bags break and spill refuse that
would be left next to the properties near the collection point. There is also a potential situation that older, disabled or
other residents living far from the collection point may not be physically able to take their refuse to the collection point.
Also if the collection point is in front of the alleygate, this will create an obstruction to access through the gate. We feel
that each household should be able to treat their refuse collection as they currently do with their recycling collection.
3. Gate Maintenance - As the gate will be adjacent to our property we are keen to understand how the gate will be

5 6] maintained and what style of gate can be used to minimise noise.
Although | agree with gating in principle, | think that it will be too hard to police it. If each household is given the gate's
PIN number that means to start with at least 100-150 people will know the PIN number. This PIN number will be
passed onto any tradesmen, i.e. window cleaners, builders etc before long too many people will know the PIN and in

6 6] my view the security of the PIN will too easily be compromised.

1 T

10 0

29 O







Russell Street / Scott Street
89 properties (44 replies received) Colour Key
33 Yestogating 10 No to gating Support both gates & changes in waste collecion

Supportive of gates but unhappy about change in waste collection or would like gates in different position

29 Yes to waste 12 No to waste
(reply log no.16 did not say elther way)

| | [ Alleygating? | Refuse? |
Ilﬂlﬂ_
or Tenant Yes
Log No. [(T Comments




14

Generally speaking, | would support this proposal but | do have one concern - refuse collection. If rubbish is no longer
collected from the back alley, are the Council proposing a multi-wheelie bins solution via the front of our properties?
These ghastly bins would completely undermine the appearance of the street and would | suspect cause residents to
vote against erecting security gates.

26

Agree with the principle of gating, but want to raise concern about refuse collection - | would be happy to take refuse
to a collection point outside the gates at the end of the alley but NOT to collect from the front of the property. Refuse
that has been in an outside bin for 2 weeks is wet and smelly and particularly in bad weather having to carry this the
length of your property inside results in mess and damage and is VERY unpleasant. Trying to carry/drag the bag
results in marks ont he narrow hall walls and your clothes and damage to floor coverings. Also, refuse left in front of
houses will be unsightly and more prone to disturbance from passers-by and cars.

19

Please see suggestion on plan for alternative siting of gates at corner of 7 Scott Street & 7 Russell Street. Two gates
could leave the cut through open but limit access. Anti-social behaviour is a problem at back of 7-2 Scott Street.

20

We would like more information on: A - the position of the gates; B - more detail of how refuse would be collected.

30

| am not aware of any particular problems in the area. Would only support it if crime rates support the need for them.
Otherwise money could be best spent on essential services.

40

We are in full agreement of this scheme as long as it includes the back access to our premises .... We have had
several instances of vandalism and an attempted burglary at/through this access and would want it further protected
by this gating. We hope this can be taken into consideration when installing these gates.

43

| would not be comfortable carrying my household rubbish through my house from back to front for a collection. As
this is only collected bi-weekly & in the summer maggots do fester in the rubbish. Maybe a community bin in the alley
would be an idea. | agree that the gates will increase security but | would not appriciate this to cause any increase in
my council tax bill as this is high already and with the extra cost of having to pay the council to park outside of my
rented property | only agree to the gates if costs remain low.




12

13







18 O
17 O
32 O
35 O
1 O
16 ?

(no indication on sheet of preference or comment made)




Scott Street / Nunmill Street

79 properties (43 replies received inc. 2

from 1 property, counted as 1 for

Yes/No figures) Colour Key

34 Yes to gating 8 No to gating 2 replies from 1 property
31 Yes to waste 9 No to waste

Supportive of gates but unhappy about change in waste collection or would like gates in different position

| | Aweygating? | Retuse? | OO
Owner (O)
= T e

Log No. |(T) Comments
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10 0

12 0

2 0

13 T

14 O

15 0

17 O

18 0

39 0

24 0

44 O
| am very pleased to hear this news. We get a lot of riff raff down the lane up to no good. Not only kids but grown ups
as well. | will be glad to take our bags to the bottom of the lane the night or morning as requested. | do now. | think it
helps our man when we have 2 bags. | will be glad from the security point of view as we can not raise the wall height.

25 O Thank you. (signed Pensioners)
Only reasonable changes to waste collection - NO HOUSEHOLD WASTE TO FRONT OF HOUSE!!! The collection of

27 O household waste should NOT be moved to the front of the houses.

37 ?
We feel this is a good scheme BUT would also like assurance that it will not lead to rubbish being stored at front of

11 O residents houses.
Thank you for giving me the opportunity to provide feedback on this proposal. While | agree to it in principle, I'd like to
suggest an alternative placement of the gates which | have marked on the map. | feel that relocating the gates to
these positions has several advantages over the original proposal: 1. The gates ar not visible from the street. 2.
Anyone may continue to use the alleyway to cut through from one street to the next. | have observed that the
alleyways connecting Nunmill, Scott and Russell streets are used continually for that purpose. 3. One resident has
told me that they would object to the gate on noise grounds because their property is adjacent to the alleyway.

3 T Locating the gate towards the rear of the property may mitigate that concern to some extent.
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