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 Issue for against flag 
1 Maintenance of roads (not good now)   7 
2 Station capacity insufficient (view of plans because)  4 1 
3 parking capacity insufficient (view of plans because) 1 30 17 
4 Road capacity insufficient / congestion (link to pollution) ( view of 

plans because) 
1 38 6 

5 Plans won’t work (people believe that)   27 
6 Bypass suggested 9   
7 Pedestrian friendly   2 
8 Park and ride 19 3 4 
9 Park to shop 8   
10 Multi-storey (mostly not in keeping with Epping – see 2 down) 2 34 7 
11 Central line extension 33 2  
12 Market town character (preserve) 30 1  
13 Traffic flow (a problem) 1 5 7 
14 Residents' parking 3 8 6 
15 Infrastructure must come before development 12  2 
16 Brook Rd, Theydon Rd jn, etc. and other specific issues 

 (view of plans because) 
 10 18 

17 Commuter parking 1 10 9 
18 Central line capacity insufficient (against plans because)  16 4 
19 Multi-storey at station not housing 3  2 
20 Multi-storey at station 3 1 1 
21 Lack on info on where parking will be or can’t see how it will work   25 
22 Electric vehicle charging 1   
23 Traffic calming 5 2 1 
24 Don’t build on car park  (view of plans because)  10 2 
25 Cyclists (promote/what about provision for) 3  4 
26 Tourists   1  
27 Agrees with ideas (where particular comment was made) 2   
28 Green belt  (view of plans because)  7 6 
29 School pickup setdown cars  (view of plans because)  1 1 
30 Disruption during development   7 
31 Cars per bedroom, where parking?   7 
32 Need better bus service (to reduce cars) 2  3 
33 New access road 5  2 
34 Walking 1  2 
35 Realtime signage 1   
36 Station remodelling 1   
     
 

Unfortunately the scoring has worked out in two ways. Points 2, 3, 4,16, 17, 18, 24, 28 are all scored 
against where people were against plans because of those issues; but where people put in another 
issue like suggesting a bypass or saying that it is essential to preserve the character of Epping, “for” 
means that are promoting it rather than they are necessarily for the complete plan. 
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The “flag” column was used where people weren't against the plans as a whole but raised the item 
as something which will need to be dealt with. 

21. We haven't explained our plans for the car-parks or where they al;l are clearly enough to people. 

10 & 12 scored closely with people saying that multi-storey car-parks are out of character with 
Epping. 

There was a concern that lack of parking now is a risk to the town as a place of business, and that we 
mustn't loose shopper parking while car-parks are being expanded. 
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The graph of issues above is the sum of for, against, and flag as an issue to get the weight of concern 
on matters. This list puts them in decreasing order of “importance”: 

48: Parking capacity is an issue with 30 against plans 

45: Believe road capacity is an issue or there will be more congestion (and pollution), 38 were 
against plans. We can add 13 to this from issue #13 making 58 with 43 against plans. Nine 
suggested a bypass. 

41: Against multi-storey (mostly because they are not in keeping with the character 
of Epping) though 2 liked the idea.  

33: Want the central line extension, but two don't as it will mean more people using it. 

31: Must preserve the Market Town character of Epping 

28: raised specific issues like Brook Road or junction issues 

27: Believe that our plans are insufficient to make things any better, or might make things worse. 7 
believe that as the roads are poorly maintained now, new infrastructure won't be 
maintained. 

25: Lack on info on where parking will be or canʼt see how it will work.  

19: in favour of park and ride, but 3 were against it. Siting of parking and route to station an issue 
(IIRC) 

The concern with building on the car parks is a result of concern about multi-storey car-parks and 
loss of shopper parking (which needs to be close to shops).  

Parking occurs in a number of ways. The greatest part of the score was inspecific, but shopper and 
commuter parking occur as does residential parking: There was concern that houses would have 
enough parking space for the likely (rather than a theoretical) number of cars. Residents' parking 
was unpopular being twice as disliked as liked. I think there was also concern that it discourages 
people visiting Epping. 
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Reallocating the numbers we get this: 

 

 For Against Flag  Total % comments 

parking capacity insufficient  30 17 47 26.11% 

Park to shop 8   8 4.44% 

Park and ride for 19   19 10.56% 

Park and ride against  3  3 1.67% 

Multi-storey (not in keeping with Epping)  34 7 41 22.78% 

Residents' parking for 3   3 1.67% 

Residents' parking against  8  8 4.44% 

Commuter parking 1 10 9 20 11.11% 

Multi-storey 2   2 1.11% 

Multi-storey at station 6 1 3 10 5.56% 

parking capacity insufficient

Park to shop

Park and ride for

Park and ride against

Multi-storey (not in keeping with Epping)

Residents' parking for

Residents' parking against

Commuter parking

Multi-storey

Multi-storey at station

Don’t build on car park

Cars per bedroom, where parking?
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Don’t build on car park  10 2 12 6.67% 

Cars per bedroom, where parking?   7 7 3.89% 
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A quarter of comments said parking was insufficient. This links with not having explained the 
proposal properly. A fifth think that a multi-storey car-park is not in keeping with Epping and over 
half of them were concerned about preserving the character and viability of the High street. 

 

An extract of comments  

It would help to build new M11 exit at Loughton. 

North bound slip at Debden to reduce high street congestion 

There must be parking close to the high street to encourage people to use it otherwise it will die 

Central line is packed now! 

I don’t think the station car park should be used for housing. It is hugely over subscribed & needs to 
be multi-storey in order to cope. 

Multi-storey car park needed at station. 

Permits not working. 

How can you do all this without destroyingthe rural character of epping. Goodbye Epping. 

We do not want multi-storey carparks in Epping. 

Park and ride to be prioritised 

The multi-storey car-park must not be allowed to dominate the town centre 

Multi-storey car-parks are not practical for an aging population 

A milti storey car park for a small town is absurd 

Possibility of creating a bypass around epping would take much through traffic away from epping 

Work with TFL to increase train frequency 

Bring back the Epping to Ongar line asap. 

Extending the central line is a marvellous idea – do it. 

Parking is a major problem in all side roads to the station 

All new housing to include space for residents and visitors 

A multi-storey carpark would change the character for epping 

Epping will loose its identity and become a sprawling new town 

Epping cant cope with traffic right now – needs a bypass 

Multi storey is not in keeping with market town 

Ideally multi-storey car-parks should be underground 

Five new carparks – where? 
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Traffic in and out of town … is almost impossible at rush hour 

These proposals alongside other developments will achieve The Vision. 

Parking is a real problem for epping. Station carpark too small. Park and ride a good idea. 

Important to provide parking for commuters AND shoppers – pushed out by residents parking 
schemes 

People wont come to Epping if there is nowhere to park. 

The high street is already a major bottleneck. 

The station carpark is already full 

I think we should get the central line open to Ongar 

Definitely need a multi-storey car park 

More people, more cars, more parking => more traffic 

 

 


