
TRANSPORT 
 

 % Agree % Disagree 

T1 98 2 

T2 95 5 

T3 95 5 

 

 

Comments 

T1 
 INCORPORATING CYCLE PATHS WHEREVER POSSIBLE. 

 

 At affordable prices. 
 

 T1 is vague - no reference to car use. A3074 is over capacity.  The neighbourhood 
plan must address this. 

 
 Unrealistic as any alternative transport facilities are not sustainable once they are 

back onto the main transport network. 

 
 Reference is made to a dedicated cycle path along the A3074 (Lelant to Carbis Bay). 

In fact I cycle it regularly and can confirm it is a combined pedestrian/cycleway. 
 

 re sustainable transport - with health concerns about diesel and the number of people 

walking in St.Ives streets in the summer alongside delivery vehicles, surely there is a 
need for restricted delivery times to shops, restaurants, etc. in the main town centre 

and a long term policy to encourage small electric delivery vehicles as in places like 
Zermatt in Switzerland. 

 

 T1 & T2/3 ARE INCOMPATIBLE / CONTRADICTORY. 
 

T2 

 Parking should not be encouraged at the expense of gardens - in Carbis Bay a great 
number of gardens have been lost due to squeezing in new developments and car 
parking space. 

 
 all new developments should only be considered / passed if at least 1 parking space 

is allocated. 
 

 Not always necessary and, in such cases, landscaping is preferable. 

 
 No more developments. 

 

 if we must have new development one parking space is not enough. 
 

 IF WE MUST HAVE NEW DEVELOPMENT ONE PARKING SPACE IS NOT ENOUGH. 

 
 MUST BE ADEQUATE FOR RESIDENTS & VISITORS. 

 
 NO NEW HOUSES SHOULD BE ALLOWED THAT HAS LESS THAN 2 PARKING SPACES 

AND NO CHANGES SHOULD BE MADE TO PRESENT HOUSING THAT REMOVES 

PARKING. 
 

 THIS DOES NOT HAVE TO BE SITED IN THE ACTUAL DEVELOPMENT BUT BE WITHIN 
A SHORT WALK. 

 



 It is important that adequate parking provision is made. For example the new 
McArthy and Stone development at Lorenzo Court has inadequate parking provision 

for the number of residents and visitors. 
 

 But parking as part of new development should not be at the expense of garden 
space. New flats/replacement dwellings in St.Ives and Carbis Bay have led to the loss 
of gardens and biodiversity. More of this is unacceptable. 

 
 More than one space per flat and extra for friends to park in houses. 

 
 Off road parking forms part of planning permission granted. 

 

 Too much parking leads to visually weak development with no solid, appropriate 
urban character. 

 
 All new development, whether conversion or new build must have adequate parking 

on site. 

 
 Parking restrictions in St Ives town centre should not be too onerous, e.g. when large 

houses are being sub-divided. Why not say/add - 'where parking provision is not 
practical, a financial contribution towards the St Ives Transport Strategy will be 

expected.' 
 

T3 
 Contradicts T1. 

 
 Better residents parking facilitated. 

 
 Tate already taken parking. 

 

 AS SOON AS TATE WANTS PART OF CAR PARK THEY GET IT - MONSTROUS! 
 

 DEPENDS ON PARK & RIDE & OTHER TOP OF TOWN PARKING PROVISION. 
 

 WHY ARE YOU WANTING TO BUILD ON CAR PARK AT PROTHREPTA? ALL NEW 

HOUSES SHOULD HAVE ONE CAR PARKING SPACE PER BEDROOM, MOST 
HOUSEHOLDS ARE MULTI-CAR. 

 
 Let's get rid of some yellow lines instead of getting new ones. 

 

 MUST NOT BE ALLOWED. 
 

 THERE IS AN ANOMALY REGARDING PORTHREPTA CAR PARK - HAVING ALLOCATED 
THIS BROWNFIELD SITE AS LAND FOR DEVELOPMENT - A PROPORTION OF IT 
SHOULD REMAIN AS A CAR PARK - WITH AN INCENTIVE FOR IT TO BE USED AS A 

PARK & RIDE FOR CARBIS BAY BEACH. 
 

 But this contradicts M3 . Insert "generally" before "discouraged". 
 

 Not to use car park in Carbis Bay for housing. 

 
 Not to use car park in Carbis Bay for housing. 

 
 What does 'discouraged' mean? It is either stopped or allowed! 

 

 The loss of Porthrepta car park will lead to serious loss of the only car parking space 
available near enough to the beach for families with young children who will have to 



walk or be carried back up a very steep and then long road. Where else can their cars 
be left? Porthrepta Road is no double yellow-lined on both sides. 

 
 All of these policies do not tackle the real problems - a totally weak policy this. 

 
 Policy should allow for loss of on-road parking if at least equivalent amount of off-

road parking is created. 

 
 ALTHOUGH I AM NOT QUITE SURE WHERE TO COMMENT, THE FIELDS ABOVE 

TRENWITH CAR PARK ARE USED AS OVERFLOW PARKING DURING THE HOLIDAYS.  
THIS MUST BE CONTINUED AND FULLY UTILIZED. IF PARKING WERE FULLY 
CONTROLLED MORE CARS COULD BE ACCOMMODATED.  THIS LAND SHOULD NEVER 

BE BUILT ON AS IT PROVIDES PUBLIC AMENITY SPACE AND IS WELL USED BY 
RESIDENTS. 

 
 TOO MANY GARDENS, GARAGES, DRIVEWAYS BEING DEVELOPED ON, FORCING 

CARS ON TO THE ROAD. 

 
RESIDENTS PARKING PERMITS - DESIGNATED BAYS FOR LOCALS NOT FOR SECOND 

HOMES OR HOLIDAY HOMES ETC. JUST LIKE TRURO HAS. 
 

General 

 Traffic signs giving clear directions to avoid needless bottle-necks in St Ives town 
centre. 

 

 Park and ride scheme would save a lot of traffic problems in the town. 
 

 Parking in S Ives is a nightmare, with more and more visitors using the residential 
areas at the edge of the town - Residential Parking Permits required now!  Could be a 
source of revenue for the town Council? 

 
 Please protect and encourage county bus routes. There is never enough room for 

everyone to have a car and they are essential to the elderly if houses are going to be 
buit away from the town and shops. 

 

 Ensure that primary residents are allocated a permanent parking place, as opposed to 
the buy-to-let/second-homes who dominate the parking in St Ives. Current waiting 

list is 7 years for a resident's parking place. 
 

 Make it clear as  sick off people parking over my drive because FREE parking. 

 
 Pressure put on bus companies to stagger the times of buses at the Malakoff. At 

present the buses arrive within 5 mins. of each other. This is especially dangerous in 
the summer when visitors are unfamiliar with arrangements. Locals agree that 
someone is going to be injured if no changes are made. 

 
 Put up prices for incomers staying in holiday homes. 

 
 Encourage park & ride. 

 

 Encourage park & ride. 
 

 There are no residents parking in public car parks. There is a massive waiting list. 
Despite this huge numbers of spaces are free. Full ratepayers 100% residential 
should have priority over 2nd home owners. The parking policy is pure madness! 

 

 Comment. St Ives/Carbis Bay/Lelant is in the unhappy position of being very popular. 



The provision of adequate parking for day visitors (as with park and ride at Saltings) 
has to be regarded as very essential. 

 
 Why are holiday-home owners allocated to rent annually precious council parking 

spaces when they only visit infrequently & are known to sublet. It is well known that 
St Ives residents wait years to get onto the list & then wait further years to move up 
the list.  There is a serious loophole which needs addressing. 

 
 T4 Prioritise permanent residents for reserved parking. 

 
 TRENCROM LANE NEEDS A FOOTPATH (COULD BE ONE WAY). 

 

 PARKING IN ST IVES & TRAFFIC CONGESTION SHOULD NE DEALT WITH - GETTING 
WORSE EACH YEAR - SEEM TO BE NO OVERALL PLAN. 

 
 No Western Greyhound. 

 

 We do not need more housing and transport through Carbis Bay. 
 

 St Ives needs an integrated traffic control system, including park and ride, pedestrian 
areas and cycle routes. 

 
 ST IVES NEEDS A MULTI-STOREY CAR PARK PLUC RESIDNETS PREMIS PARKING IN 

STREETS WITHIN THE BOROUGH. 

 
 We need to address the parking issues - one of the key priorities this plan ignores. 

Need to plan for it creatively and sensitively but not ignore it. 
 

 Use park and ride, keep cars out of town. 

 
 Make holiday homes pay for a space if not one and put Â£s back into St Ives. 

 
 LET'S HAVE A PARK & RIDE ON THE NEW LELANT BY-PASS, WHICH WILL BE PAID 

FOR BY THE DEVELOPERS OF THE NEW GONWIN MANOR APPLICATION BEFORE IT 

CAN BE CONSIDERED & REJECTED AGAIN. 
 

 Restrictions on town centre access for delivery lorries, e.g. after 9am, should be 
included. Policy to restrict all non-residents vehicles from the town centre during the 
holiday season would be very beneficial to everyone. 

 
 Free bus park and ride for ST Ives to keep tourism high but traffic down. 

 
 T1 Â£1/50p charge for freedom passes? 

 

Would support any plan to pedestrianise parts of St Ives (yes i know this is a tired, 
frustrating topic but there must be a solution somehow....) electric town transport? 

underground car parking? (we are / were a mining community!)  
 
Feel that we must think very big and long term. 

 
 Public transport is very poor in this part of Cornwall - eg Â£7.90 for a return bus 

ticket to Redruth is absolutely extortionate. Cheaper, quicker and more frequent 
public transport needs to be encouraged to improve economic growth and enable 
residents to find work across the county. 

 
 Residential estates should have permit parking for residents between 6pm and 8am 

at least. Residents suffer for the sake of visitors and accommodation not offering 



ample parking. 
 

 Are any new roads planned for St Ives/Carbis Bay? As when Cornwall Council allow 
developments they narrow the roads making getting around very hard, look at ASDA 

Hayle. The stupid traffic lights at Pool and many other places that Cornwall Council do 
not have any idea. Public transport in this county is useless to be able to get to work; 
in Cornwall you need a car it is essential. 

 
 St Ives needs a traffic plan and needs to be developed as part of the neighbourhood 

plan. 
 

 Personal transport i.e. the car as an essential requirement for living in Cornwall and 

adequate provision is essential. 
 

 Cannot believe Cornwall Council (Highways) are not concerned about Lelant. The 
roads cannot cope with any further traffic. The main road through Lelant is dangerous 
and any new developments would very much increase the already horrendous traffic 

problems! 
 

 Lelant - the main road is dangerous. Increase in traffic would make this worse. This 
needs to be looked at very seriously. 

 
 While I'm happy with the transport policies in general, the biggest problem I have 

with any future development in this area, is a lack of adequate transport 

infrastructure. Encouraging walking, cycling and the use of public transport is all well 
and good and I support that, but it's not enough. Due to a lack of everyday retail 

outlets in St Ives & Carbis Bay, the only way to get to such shopping (and places like 
the tip) is to drive out through Lelant. There is no viable alternative, especially if you 
live in Carbis Bay. Lelant already struggles with the current volume of traffic. I feel 

this issue is not being addressed and heads are being buried in the sand at all council 
and government levels. I don't know if the issue is within the remit of this plan but it 

needs to be highlighted. 
 

 As stated previously, cars must be removed from the St Ives conservation area (the 

entire town ideally).  The old, characterful streets were not designed for cars, so we 
should not pretend they can be accommodated now.  Society's dependence on the 

car is only going to increase, and as St Ives gets increasingly busy (a march that 
cannot be stopped), we need to take hold of the situation and simply make the town 
free of cars.  The should not be any vehicles beyond the bus station (car parking at 

the station should remain) and the main parking extended at the leisure centre (and 
around that area).  If major cities in Europe (Lucca, Sienna etc) can successfully 

become car free without losing any trade (in fact it's often enhanced because visitors 
want to spend more time wandering the car-free streets), then St Ives can achieve 
this also.  There are many studies on successful car free towns (Oxford has also 

achieved this in it's historic centre).  
http://ec.europa.eu/environment/pubs/pdf/streets_people.pdf 

 
 The car parks in the conservation of St Ives should be put to far better use. If the 

town in made car-free, the Island Car Park and the Harbour Wall/Pier Car Park are 

two prime sea-front sites which should be used for wonderful public space (perhaps 
with some of the recreational areas discussed in the plan) and along the harbour/pier 

the spaces should be replaced with small retail units for local fishermen to sell their 
catch direct to the public, or young entrepreneurs to start a business.  It's criminal 
that these prime locations within St Ives are given over to parking - this whole 

document talks about the unique beauty of St Ives, but it fails to mention that the 
hideous car parks blighting the view and hogging some of the best spots in town! Of 

course, everyone wants parking, but that demand is only going to grow, so better to 

http://ec.europa.eu/environment/pubs/pdf/streets_people.pdf


find a sustainable solution now and return this prime spots to the public for better 
use. 

 
 We do not need any more parking in town (within the centre of town/conservation 

area). We simply need a far better transport policy, restricting cars from entering St 
Ives - limited only to emergency and essential services, deliveries to businesses at 
specific times, residents (with permits or temporary permits). This has been 

successfully implemented in many towns and cities (often much larger than St Ives!).  
People will be the master of St Ives, not the car!  And business will not suffer, it will 

thrive! 
 

 It is vital that more recent review of traffic in the area must be done before any 

medium or larger housing/other sites are approved. 
 

 TOWN CENTRE PEDESTRIANISED. 
 

 Need to improve local transport (buses) throughout year. Unless this is done, no new 

developments can be sustained. Routes from the Rugby Club to porthmeor Beach 
need to be all year if Rugby Club development goes ahead. 

 
 IF POSSIBLE A POLICY TO PROTECT THE BUS STATION WOULD BE A GOOD IDEA. 

 Transport and car parking are major issues. Inhabitants should not be prevented 

from access to their property. Equally visitors need to be welcomed and directed. 
During the summer months a bus loop between St Ives and outlying areas would 
ease some of the parking and some of the traffic. A park and ride scheme linking 

more than one car park would help. An enterprising business might even consider a 
‘meet and greet’ parking option for tourists to reduce the number of cars continually 

making circuits of the town looking for parking spaces.  

 

Comments from Statutory Consultees 
 

1. Cornwall Care 
The principles of Policy T1 Sustainable Transport which gives priority to developments 
that seek to reduce the need to travel, and Policy T2 Parking Provision which is in 

accordance with Cornwall Council’s Design Guide, are supported.  
 

2. Blue Cedar Homes 
The principles of Policy T1 Sustainable Transport which gives priority to developments that 
seek to reduce the need to travel, and Policy T2 Parking Provision which is in accordance 

with Cornwall Council’s Design Guide, are supported. 
 

 


