
Location

Councillor 

Objections

Resident 

Objections

Specific location 

support

Bates Road
8 2

Inwood Crescent - hangar 1
1

Inwood Crescent - hangar 2
2

Ditchling Road (on 100 Rugby Rd) 2

Beaconsfield Villas

Clermont Terrace (hangar 2) 1

Ardingly St for St James Street

St Aubyns 2 hangars together on footway (no TRO)

Brunswick Place - hangar 1 on Lansdowne Rd
11

Brunswick Place - hangar2
2 12

Brunswick Place - H3&4 o/s #30

2 37

Adelaide Crescent
2 10 3

Brunswick Terrace - hangar 1
2 36 5

Brunswick Terrace - hangar 2
2 36 4

Brunswick Terrace - hangar 3
2 36 4

Brunswick Square - H1&2 o/s#29 Brunswick place
2 41 2

First Avenue - hangar 1
3 1

First Avenue - hangar 2 1

Grand Avenue

Second Avenue 1 1

Goldstone Road 1

Cowper Street - hangar 1
2 1

Cowper Street - hangar 2 1

Shirley Street - hangar 1
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Shirley Street - hangar 2

Davigdor Road
1

Wilbury Road 2

Albany Villas 3

Eaton Gardens - hangar 1 2 2

Eaton Gardens - hangar 2 3 1

Langdale Road
1

York Villas/Grove - 2 hangars together 1

Vernon Terrace 1

Montpelier Crescent - hangar 1
3

Montpelier Crescent - hangar 2
6

Poynter Road - hangar 1
19 1

Poynter Road - hangar 2
23 1

Buller Rd - hangar 1

Hanover Street

9 4

Finsbury Road 1

Melbourne Street - 2 hangars together 7 1

Arnold Street

Southampton Street 

2

Cavendish Place 1

Norfolk Terrace 1

Sillwood Street 1
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General 

Support

Context of objections

29
Loss of parking, already adequate cycle parking in properties. 

27
Too close to the 2 on Compton Rd which is not full. Hangar not installed for this 

reason. Hangar 2 installed only

27
Reduces parking

29

27

27 Ugly, not needed, graffiti

27

27

27
Parking loss, conservation, tourism, protected vista, not needed.

27
Not needed, loss of parking, waste of money, not essential, listed building. 

27

Conservation/protected vista. Not needed, loss of parking. Hangars are ugly. 

Negative effect on local businesses. Encourages break ins. Safety, high winds could 

affect the hangar doors.

30
Conservation, taking away parking/wrong solution to problem. Protected Vista. 

Hangars are ugly. 

32
Loss of parking, tourism, conservation, listed buildings. Hangars are ugly. Negative 

effect on local businesses. 

31
Loss of parking, tourism, conservation, listed buildings. Hangars are ugly. Safety 

concerns. Negative effect on local businesses. 

31
Loss of parking, tourism, conservation, listed buildings. Hangars are ugly. Negative 

effect on local businesses.

29
Conservation/protected vista. Hangars are ugly.Negative effect on local businesses. 

28
Street clutter/parking/6 bikes not enough. Conservation area/look ugly/bad design. 

28

27

28 Removes parking, some people need to drive. 

28

28
Eyesore, loss of parking, street clutter. Not needed, attract crime, investment 

should be in EV charging. 

28

27
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27

27
Safety, congestion issues. More suitable locations nearby, close to property 

windows.

29

27 Parking issues. Hangar is an eysore. Not needed, properties have cycle storage.

29 Cost, not needed. Noise, disruption for residents. 

28 Not needed, loss of parking. Unsightly, waste of money, dangerous. 

27
Loss of parking, elderley residents, already cycle parking in block, security issues.

27

28

27
Loss of parking. Lots of street furnature already, encourages anti social behaviour

27
Ugly/parking issues/listed building. Encourages graffitti. Concerns around access 

and value of properties. Conservation issues, not needed.

28
Parking pressure. Not needed. People have gardens for their bikes. Congestion 

could worsen at j/w Sackville. Close to property window. 

28
Parking pressure. Not needed. Ugly, graffiti. Other areas more suitable. Safety 

Concerns. 

27

31

Other hangars nearby/conservation area. Parking issues/narrow St/Delivery 

drivers. Not needed as most have front gardens. Close to properties that don’t 

want it. Access issues.

28

28 No need/reduces parking. Looks unsightly. Waste of money. 

27

27

Very close to property window, would obstruct as pavement is very narrow. 

Concerns around space on pavement. Hangar not installed (due to some of these 

issues)

27 Loss of parking

28

27 Loss of parking
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