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Feedback Report 

Bitton – Waiting Restriction Review 
 
 

Purpose of the report 
 
The purpose of this report is to feedback the results from the recent consultation on the area 

wide Bitton waiting restriction review.   

 
Background 
 
Funding has been secured to carry out an area wide waiting restriction review for the Bitton 

ward. 

 

Following meetings and site visits with the local councillor and a review of requests that have 

been received over a period of time, it is proposed to introduce waiting restrictions to alleviate 

obstructive and inconsiderate parking on various roads within the Bitton ward to improve safety 

and visibility for all road users and pedestrians. 

 
Purpose of Scheme 
 
The purpose of the scheme is to address the obstructive and inconsiderate parking on the 

identified roads and to provide an area of limited waiting on the A4175 access road to enable 

sufficient parking availability for customers wishing to visit the local businesses on this road.   

 
Proposed Scheme 

 
The proposed scheme is to introduce double yellow lines to improve access and visibility 

issues on roads that have been identified and to introduce a 1 hour limited waiting bay on the 

A4175 access road. 

 

The proposed scheme will also include the conversion of existing advisory white keep clear 

markings and a section of school keep clear markings to double yellow lines. 

 

The following roads that are affected by the proposed waiting restriction review are; 

 

• A4175 access road to Marina 

• A431 Bath Road 

• Aubrey Meads 

• Baron Close 

• Caldicot Close 

• Cherry Gardens 

• Cherry Gardens Lane 

• Cherry Gardens Road 

• Church Road 

• Corfe Place 

• High Street 

• Kenilworth Drive 

• Keynsham Road 

• Lodge Drive 

• Oakhill Avenue 

• Oakleigh Gardens 

• Pendock Close 

• Pines Road 

• St Fagans Court 

• St Annes Drive 
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• Edwin Short Close 

• Golden Valley Lane 

• Harlech Way 
 

• Willsbridge Hill 

• Withington Close 
 

 

 

Drawing Reference 
 
Drawing number T301-304-01 shows an overview of the Bitton ward, indicating each inset of 

where waiting restrictions are being proposed. Drawing number T301-304-02 inset 1 to 6 

shows the existing arrangements and T301-304-03 insets 1 to 6 shows the proposed waiting 

restrictions. 

 
Consultation 
 
A public consultation was undertaken between 14th May 2019 and 4th June 2019. Letters 

advising of the consultation were delivered to properties who may be affected by the proposed 

restrictions that are being considered. A total of 43 colour notices were erected on available 

street furniture adjacent to each proposal site for members of the public to view.  

 

Details were also entered onto the Councils consultation website. Emails advising of the 

consultation were also sent to the local councillors, parish council and emergency services. 

 
 
Feedback from the Consultation 
 

The drawings showing the proposed waiting restrictions on the online consultation was viewed 

a number of times, as outlined below; 

 

• Inset 1 - viewed a total of 181 times.  

• Inset 2 - viewed a total of 175 times. 

• Inset 3 - viewed a total of 204 times. 

• Inset 4 - viewed a total of 194 times. 

• Inset 5 - viewed a total of 171 times. 

• Inset 6 - viewed a total of 227 times. 

 

There were 84 individuals and organisations who completed the questionnaire. Overall there 

was support for the proposals as a whole with 66 in favour, 13 against and 5 who didn’t know. 

In addition, 3 other written responses were received where 1 respondent had no objection to 

the proposals but requested consideration for conservation areas (inset 1 & 6). Another 

respondent had no clear objection to the proposals but questioned whether the proposal at 

one site is being considered outside the resident property, indicating that they would not 

support this if this was the case. The final respondent is in favour for proposals at one specific 

site, however, with an additional request to introduce further waiting restrictions at an 

unidentified section of road within the same inset.    

 

The following section of this report will show a number of graphs that summarise the responses 

to the questionnaire. The first graph will show the overall support for the scheme as a whole. 

The additional graphs will show the overall responses received for each proposal throughout 

the individual inset plans 1 – 6.  

  

 

 



Nigel Riglar,  

Director for Environment and Community Services  

Streetcare, Transport and Waste, Design & Operations Team, P O Box 1954, Bristol, BS37 0DD 

Tel: 01454 868004 E-mail: TransportServices@southglos.gov.uk 

www.southglos.gov.uk 

 

 

 

 

The responses to the individual questions and inset plans are summarised below:- 

 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
YES – 78% (66 No) NO – 15% (13 No) DON’T KNOW – 6% (5 No) 

 
 
 
Inset 1:- 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 

79%

15%

6%

Do you support the scheme as a whole?

Yes No Don’t Know

0

1

2

3

4

5

6

7

Yes No No - should be

Mon-Sat

No - longer time

limit

No - less time

limit

Don’t know

Inset 1: A4175 access to Marina

Do you agree with proposed Limited Waiting? Do you agree with the proposed double yellow lines?
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Inset 2:- 
 

 
 

YES – 64% (7 No) NO – 27% (3 No) DON’T KNOW – 9% (2 No) 
 
 
 
Inset 3:- 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 

58%25%

17%

Inset 2: Willsbridge Hill 

Do you agree with the proposed double yellow lines?

Yes No Don’t know

0 5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40 45

Bath Road with Keynsham Road

Junction of Kenilworth Drive with Bath Road

Kenilworth Drive with junction of Corfe Place

Junction of Caldicot Close with Kenilworth Drive

St Fagans Court

Junction of Harlech Way with Kenilworth Drive

Inset 3: Do you agree with the proposed double yellow lines?

No - should be shorter No - should be longer Don’t know

No Yes - but on both sides of the road Yes



Nigel Riglar,  

Director for Environment and Community Services  

Streetcare, Transport and Waste, Design & Operations Team, P O Box 1954, Bristol, BS37 0DD 

Tel: 01454 868004 E-mail: TransportServices@southglos.gov.uk 

www.southglos.gov.uk 

Inset 4:- 
 
 

 
 
 
 

 
 

YES – 80% (13 No) DON’T KNOW – 13% (2 No) NO – SHORTER 7% (1 No) 
 
 
 
 
 
 

81%

13%

6%

Inset 4: Do you agree with replacing school keep clears with 

double yellow lines north of Cherry Gardens Lane into St 

Annes Drive?

Yes No Don’t know No - should be shorter

0 2 4 6 8 10 12

Cherry Gardens park access

Junction of Pines Road with Cherry Gardens Road

Junction of Pendock Close with Pines Road

Junction of Oakhill Avenue with Pines Road

South section of Pines Road - full length

Withington Close

Cherry Gardens Lane with Oakleigh Gardens

Cherry Gardens Lane outside 40a, 40 & 42

Junction of Lodge Drive with St Annes Drive

Across access of 19 St Annes Drive

Inset 4: Do you agree with the proposed double yellow lines? 

No - should be longer Don’t know No Yes
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Inset 5:- 
 
 

 
YES – 48% (14 No) NO – 22% (6 No)    DON’T KNOW – 15% (4 No)    

NO – SHORTER 7% (2 No) NO – LONGER 7% (2 No) 

 
 
Inset 6:- 

 
 

 
 
 
 
 

50%

22%

14%

7%

7%

Inset 5: A431 Bath Road, o/s football club

Do you agree with the proposed double yellow lines? 

Yes No Don’t know No - should be longer No - should be shorter

0 2 4 6 8 10 12 14 16 18

Junction of Edwin Short Close with Church Road

Across dropped Kerb on Church Road

Junction of Church Road with High Street

East side of Church Road (Edwin Short Close to High

Street)

Replace keep clear on the High Street

Junction of Baron Close with Golden Valley Lane

Junction of Aubrey Meads with Golden Valley Lane

Inset 6: Do you agree with the proposed double yellow lines?

No - should be longer No - should be shorter Don’t know No Yes
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Other comments 
 
A list of comments and the engineer’s response is provided in the questionnaire and written 
responses section below. 
 
Future Programme 
 
This consultation was carried out to inform local residents who maybe directly affected by the 
proposed waiting restrictions throughout inset 1 - 6, ensuring that their comments and concerns 
are considered at an early stage. 
 
In view of the support received for the proposal as a whole, it is recommended to continue and 
implement the majority of the proposed waiting restrictions throughout insets 1 – 6. However, 
there are some proposals that will be removed from the scheme due to the majority of votes 
showing that they are not in favour for waiting restrictions to be implemented on the identified 
roads. The identified roads that will be abandoned from the overall review are outlined below; 
 

• Inset 4 – Across No19 St Annes Drive  

• Inset 6 – Junction of Baron Close with Golden Valley Lane 

 
There will be amendments made to some of the proposals to meet the responses to the 
alternative answers provided within the questionnaire. The sites identified, with a description 
of the amendments being put forward to the legal advertisement stage are outlined below;  
 

• Inset 1 – Proceed with the proposed limited waiting bay on A4175 access road 

to Marina. However, increase the waiting times to two hours and the operational 

days to Mon – Saturday.  

• Inset 1 – Proceed with the proposed double yellow lines on A4175 access road 

to Marina. However, remove proposed double yellow lines from covering 

section of the bridge. 

• Inset 3 – Proceed with the proposed double yellow lines on Bath Road with Keynsham 

Road. However, following questionnaire responses, double yellow lines are to be 

included on the opposite side of the carriageway on Bath Road leading to Willsbridge 

Hill. 

• Inset 4 – Proposal for south section of Pines Road to be abandoned however, continue 

to proceed with proposed double yellow lines opposite the junction of Oakhill Avenue 

for safety and visibility purposes. 

• Inset 4 – Proceed with the proposed double yellow lines on Withington Close. However, 

reduce part of double yellow lines and stop at the tapered kerb adjacent to No17 

driveway. 

• Inset 4 – Proceed to convert existing school keep clear markings with double yellow 

lines north of Cherry Gardens Lane into St Annes Drive. However, having considered 

the extents of the proposal, it has been recommended to shorten the double yellow 

lines within St Annes Drive to provide additional on street parking for residents/visitors. 

• Inset 4 – Proceed with the proposed double yellow lines outside 40a, 40, 42 Cherry 

Gardens Lane, however, extend to cover the accesses of Nos 44 and 46. 

 
There will also be additional sites to be included to the overall scheme following requests 
made within received questionnaire responses made by members of public/ local residents. 
The sites are outlined below; 
 

• Inset 3 – Kenilworth Drive, opposite the junction of Harlech Way. 

• Inset 6 – Junction of Golden Valley Lane with the High Street. 
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*Roads that have not been listed above have been recommended to proceed with the 
proposals that have been consulted on for those intended roads*. 
 
The next stage will be for South Gloucestershire to formally advertise a Traffic Regulation 
Order for the proposed scheme. This involves the preparation of legal documents, placing 
notices in the local paper, at intervals throughout the extents of the proposed scheme and 
publishing details on the Councils website, giving people an opportunity to formally object to 
or support the proposed scheme.  
 
Depending on the outcome of the advertisement, it is anticipated that the scheme will be 
introduced after the Traffic Regulation Order has been signed and sealed during 2020. 
However, if objections are received during the advertisement stage, South Gloucestershire 
Council will be required to report objections to the Director of Environment and Community 
Services for a decision on how to proceed.  
 
 
Questionnaire and written responses  
 

Comments received at Consultation 
(Note comments have been reproduced as submitted so 
include all spelling and grammatical errors uncorrected) 

Officer’s response 

 
The scheme is a good idea but as we have found dice it was 
done in Oldland Common a minority still ignore all restrictions 
including double yellow lines because they know the chances 
of them being enforced are practically zero. We had a car 
parked in double yellow lines from 8:45 until 3:50 and nothing 
was done. So great idea if someone can enforce them. 
 

 

Thank you for your comments.  
 
The Councils Parking Enforcement team 
will be informed of all new restrictions that 
are implemented on the public highway. To 
report a vehicle that is illegally parked on 
existing restrictions, please email 
parklegally@southglos.gov.uk to make 
them aware of any illegal parking so that 
they can arrange for a Civil Enforcement 
Officer (CEO) to attend site and enforce 
the offending vehicle.   
 

 
Parking is already very limited within this area with no viable 
alternative solutions. By removing the right for residents to 
park in areas where they have been doing so for many years 
you will only increase the problem. With this proposal you are 
not solving the issue but merely moving it some other area. 
The need for parking will not disappear just because you place 
yellow lines on the ground. I understand and sympathise that 
the current solution is not a good one. I know this because I 
have been living with it for almost 20 years.However what you 
propose will just compound the issue unless you create a 
parking solution (a free to use one). I have seen nothing 
constructive that actually looks to solve the issue but simply 
push it somewhere else. This is an ill conceived and flawed 
plan I ask you to please re consider. 
 

 

Thank you for your comments.  
 
The objectives of this review is to 
specifically address obstructive and 
inconsiderate parking as indicated by the 
proposals that have been included within 
this review i.e. on junctions and narrow 
sections of roads to ensure access and 
visibility can be retained. The possible 
inclusion of waiting restrictions to be 
implemented at the identified sites have 
been requested by residential/ general 
members of public. 
 

 
Its great that these measures will reduce poor parking between 
Keynsham and Bitton, but there is an "elephant in the room", 
there is a glaringly obvious thing missing. 
 
That is a quality, wide cyclepath, to connect Keynsham to 
Bitton, rather than the current narrow strip of converted 

 

Thank you for your comments.  
 
If you would like to request additional 
highway improvements that is beyond the 
scope of this scheme, suggestions can be 
submitted for possible inclusion on the 
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pavement. The quicker some quality, direct and well surfaced 
infrastructure is built, the more cars will be off of the roads. 
Currently people are too scared to cycle from Keynsham to 
Bitton, which is a real shame. 
 

Local Transport Priority List. The following 
page on the SGC public website explains 
the scheme prioritisation process and how 
to submit a request: 
http://www.southglos.gov.uk/transport-and-
streets/streets/road-safety-traffic-
schemes/local-transport-priority-list/  For 
any queries on this process, contact the 
Council’s Assess & Decide Team, e-mail: 
transportservices@southglos.gov.uk 
 

 
I agree in principle with the plans. 
 
The proposed lines on the Bath Road outside the club should 
be a bit longer unless this forces vehicles onto other side 
roads. 
 
Some properties on the proposed areas do not have any off 
street parking so this should be allowed for. 
 

 

Thank you for your comments. 
 
It has been recommended to proceed with 
the proposed double yellow lines as 
indicated on inset 5 consultation plan. This 
proposal had been included to improve 
access and visibility for the recreational 
establishment. 
 
The objectives of this review is to 
specifically address obstructive and 
inconsiderate parking, whereby only 
proposing waiting restriction where it is 
deemed necessary, and to a minimum. 
The possible inclusion of waiting 
restrictions to be implemented at the 
identified sites have been requested by 
residents/ general members of public. 
   

 
I believe the double yellow lines proposed which run alongside 
the grass bank known locally as the 'The Tump' on St Fagans 
Court are a good idea. 
 

I disagree with the double yellow lines opposite the tump on 
the corners. These are not sharp corners and the same 
residents have parked in these spaces for decades without 
issue. 
 
We have a problem with a visitor (he doesn't even live here!) 
who drives a scrap metal vehicle and parks blocking access. 
 
He regularly drives vehicles without tax, insurance or MOT's. 
 
As a street we have reported this to the Police, Stone Water 
housing Association, The DVLA and the parking wardens CDM 
who operate on the estate. There has been no visible action 
taken apart from this passive and cowardly step to punish 
longstanding residents by removing their parking spaces with 
yellow lines. 
 
Given the status of his vehicles he is the only person likely to 
benefit from this step as he will no doubt ignore the yellow 
lines. We can only assume he is a Police informant or useful to 
the state in some way to have such immunity from the laws the 

 

Thank you for your comments. 
 

It has been recommended to proceed with 
the proposed double yellow lines on St 
Fagans Court due to existing advisory 
keep clear markings already being present. 
The proposed double yellow lines are 
deemed more appropriate to ensure that 
the section of highway, including the two 
junctions are kept clear to retain access 
and visibility.  
 
To your comments raised concerning 
illegally parked vehicles, I can only advise 
that you contact your local police beat 
officer, and/or the Councils anti-
social/Enforcement team to assist you 
further with this matter. 
 
To your comments raised concerning 
possible exchange of land ownership, I 
can only advise that you contact 
Property.Services@southglos.gov.uk  
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rest of us are expected to follow. Please deal with him rather 
than punish us with these yellow lines on the corners. 
 
Also as CDM have been appointed to deal with anti-social 
parking it would be useful to know how the Council and CDM 
are co-operating and make it clear to us residents who we 
approach with which problems. 
 
A few years ago Jephsons Housing Association collected a 
one off charge from all residents on the Ventura farm estate as 
they said the roads on the estate needed to be resurfaced and 
didn't belong to the Council they belonged to the housing 
association. Since Stone Water have taken over all roads now 
belong to the council. Either we were charged in a fradulent 
way by Jephsons as the roads always belonged to the council 
or their has been a transfer of ownership. Can this be clarified? 
 

 

I agree with the waiting restrictions you have proposed 
I think they should also be on Kenilworth Drive opposite the 
junction with Harlech Way because parked vehicles there 
cause a blind spot for cars accessing Harlech Way from 
Cherry Garden school direction. This has caused several near 
misses. 
I would also suggest the 20 mile speed limit should be 
extended all along Kenilworth Drive 
 

 

 

 

 

Thank you for your comments. 
 
No previous requests had been received 
for this location on Kenilworth Drive which 
is why it was not considered within the 
review.   
 
However, due to the responses received 
during the consultation for this particular 
site, it has been recommended to include a 
proposal to the legal advertisement stage 
based on visibility and safety requirements. 
Additional designs for this proposal will 
therefore, be included to the legal 
advertisement of this review.  
 
Concerning an extension of the existing 
20mph speed limit within this area, I can 
confirm that there is a proposal on South 
Gloucestershire Council’s Local Transport 
Priority List for the introduction of traffic 
calming in Kenilworth Drive and St Anne’s 
Drive. The scheme (KF117) would 
potentially involve the introduction of 
speed tables, (road humps), and has been 
provisionally costed at approximately 
£70,000 to deliver. It will be available for 
possible selection in the new year, for 
entry onto the Council’s 2020/21 Capital 
Programme – selection being subject to 
the Council’s prioritisation process. 
 

 

The Harlech Way / Kenilworth Drive plan as shown will leave 
the most safety critical issue unresolved. When approaching 
Harlech Way on Kenilworth from either direction, but most 
significantly from Cherry Garden Lane direction, vehicles 
parked opposite Harlech Way around this bend often obstruct 
visibility to the extent that someone turning into Harlech Way is 

 

Thank you for your comments. 
 
No previous requests had been received 
for this location on Kenilworth Drive which 
is why it was not considered within the 
review.   
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at substantial risk of a head on collision. Both sides of 
Kenilworth need restriction to resolve this. 
 

However, due to the responses received 
during the consultation for this particular 
site, it has been recommended to include a 
proposal to the legal advertisement stage 
based on visibility and safety requirements. 
Additional designs for this proposal will 
therefore, be included to the legal 
advertisement of this review.  
 

 
The Marina area has become congested due to insufficient 
parking availability for the station, more pressure has been put 
on this area as it is no longer possible to park on the section of 
Chandos road that was taken away by the new chocolate 
quarter development, this combined with that development 
putting yellow lines on a road that could be parked on. 
I would like to see the free car park off Keynsham road 
extended. 
 
The lines at the top of Harlech way are not required, I have 
rarely ever seen cars parked in this area. There is also a 
disabled person in 40 Kenilworth drive, the community 
transport stops to pick them up every morning and evening. I 
understand the reason to paint the lines is because people 
may be forced to park in that area with the other changes. 
 
The lines around Cherry Gardens School don't seem to be that 
well thought out, I would suggest lines are painted on one side 
of St Annes road only. 
 

 

Thank you for your comments. 
 
The free car park to which you are 
referring to is not within the South 
Gloucestershire boundary. I would 
therefore, advise that you contact Bath and 
North East Somerset Council direct to 
address your queries; 
councilconnect@bathnes.gov.uk  
 
As explained within the FAQ’s document 
that was provided, it is legal to stop to load 
or unload or while passengers board or 
alight. Therefore, the proposal for Harlech 
Way junction which extends onto 
Kenilworth Drive will not affect the 
community transport vehicle from carrying 
out the described activity.  

 
We live opposite the pub and the garage and since moving in 
last year have experienced problems with parking due to the 
garage parking cars constantly outside ours and neighbouring 
houses. Often these cars are left for up to two weeks without 
being moved to the garage. They park them often up on the 
pavement illegally and sometimes without a current MOT. The 
garage has a forecourt which they could use. They often park 
cars in the pub car park and sometimes up to six cars, vans 
and trucks from the garage are parked on the High Street 
meaning residents have nowhere to park. The yellow lines 
proposed will inevitably mean more garage cars are parked on 
the High Street rather than Church Road causing further 
problems. Residents permits would solve this problem. 
 

 

Thank you for your comments. 
 
Limitation of scope and budget means 
engineers cannot consider additional 
measures, including permit parking 
schemes within this review. Suggestions 
such as this would also require an 
investigation scheme to see if it meets the 
set criteria’s, as outlined within the 
following link; 
https://www.southglos.gov.uk/documents/R
esidents-Parking-Policy.pdf  
 
If you would like to request an investigation 
scheme to be considered, a request would 
need to be submitted for a possible 
inclusion on the Local Transport Priority 
List to determine whether such request 
would be viable. The following page on the 
SGC public website explains the scheme 
prioritisation process and how to submit a 
request:http://www.southglos.gov.uk/transp
ort-and-streets/streets/road-safety-traffic-
schemes/local-transport-priority-list/   
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For any queries on this process, contact 
the Council’s Assess & Decide Team, e-
mail: transportservices@southglos.gov.uk 
 

 
I do agree that double yellow lines need to be put at the top of 
our close for visibility to turn left or right however I am 
concerned that residents in the area will need to park and this 
may also impact on them parking in our close when this is fast 
becoming an issue with the residents that live in the close 
being able to park - I have asked numerous times for one 
individual who has a van to move it as we can't see to turn 
right onto golden valley lane - the gentleman has always been 
aggressive and refused to do so - I doubt yellow lines will 
prevent him from parking there - it would need constant 
monitoring to stop individuals from parking there and I doubt 
the yellow lines will deter them and if so they will only park in 
the already crowded side streets. 
 

 

Thank you for your comments. 
 
Please see ‘future programme’ section of 
this report concerning Baron Close with 
Golden Valley Lane where it has been 
recommended to abandon this proposal.  
 
The Councils Parking Enforcement team 
will also be informed of all new restrictions 
that are implemented on the public 
highway. To report a vehicle that is illegally 
parked on new/existing restrictions, please 
email parklegally@southglos.gov.uk to 
make them aware of any illegal parking so 
that they can arrange for a Civil 
Enforcement Officer (CEO) to attend site 
and enforce the offending vehicle.   
 

 
1. Re: Bath Road outside Bitton Recreation and Social Club. 
Problem exists largely only at Weekends when the Club hosts 
local matches and tournaments and for ocassional special 
evening events. 
 
2.' Re: Church Road and Edwin Short Close. 
a) Unfortunately the village Pub only has very limited parking 
at the front and when busy parking spills onto nearby roads I.e. 
The High Street, Church Road and Edwin Short Close. I feel 
for both the Publican and the local Residents this affects. 
b) Sadly the Owner and staff at Central Garage continue to 
leave vehicles around the village mainly in Church Road and 
Edwin Short Close....I believe both the Police and Council 
have failed to address this situation and that the Residents 
complaintsmade at the garage have been met with aggressive 
response. This garage forecourt was immaculately kept when I 
first moved into the village over 15 years ago but is now untidy 
and an eyesore. 
 
3. Aubrey Meads / Golden Valley Lane / Baron Close 
These junctions are often obstructed by parked vehicles 
largely due to lack of sufficient off road parking / ridiculous 
adherence to antiquated planning regulations (Baron Close) 
which allow parking for 1.5 cars per household! Who drives 
half a car? 
 
Aubrey Meads, built at a time when no "social housing" 
Tennant could possibly afford a car suffers, as homes do not 
all have off street parking and most households run at least 2 
vehicles. Modern vehicles are also much bigger than 50 years 
ago compounding the problems throughout the village. 
 
HOWEVER PLEASE NOTE: DANGEROUS SITUATION! 
 

 
Thank you for your comments.  
 
To your comments concerning the junction 
of Golden Valley Lane with the High Street, 
no previous requests had been received 
for this location which is why it was not 
considered within the review.   
 

However, due to the responses received 
during the consultation for this particular 
site, it has been recommended to include a 
proposal to the legal advertisement stage 
based on visibility and safety requirements. 
Additional designs for this proposal will 
therefore, be included to the legal 
advertisement of this review.  
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In the last month I have witnessed several "near misses" as 
traffic turns left off the High Street into Golden Valley Lane. 
This is due to vehicles being parked between the garage of No 
151 High Street (located on Golden Valley Lane) and the 
junction with the High Street. 
 
This is a "Blind Corner" with high walls on both sides and if "No 
Waiting at Anytime" is to be imposed it should be here! 
 
It is only a matter of time before there is an accident here due 
to parking which is in clear breach of the Highway Code! 
 
 
I don't think the school markings should be made into double 
yellow lines. I have lived on the road for over 20 years and 
there isn't any problems unless it is school drop off or pick up 
time. If changed to double yellow lines the majority of the time 
we won't be able to park outside of our own house, when there 
is no real reason for this restriction. I also think the double 
yellow lines won't stop people who park already park on the 
school restricted area. I am sure this has come about because 
we now have to endure double decker buses along the road. A 
proposal that wasn't welcomed by the neighbourhood when it 
happened. If we didn't have them it would make life much 
easier for everyone. A fairly quiet area now if a busy bus 
route!! My proposal is to keep the school markings. Rerouting 
the buses would be an added bonus. 
 

 
Thank you for your comments. 
 
The proposal to convert the existing school 
keep clear markings into double yellow 
lines north of Cherry Gardens Lane that 
leads into St Annes Drive, had been 
included within the review to ensure 
access and visibility requirements are 
retained throughout all hours of the day.  
 
Please also see ‘future programme’ 
section of this report where amendments 
have been recommended for this site. 
Additional designs for this proposal will 
therefore, be included to the legal 
advertisement of this review.   
 

 
SIRS, I HAVE INDICATED THAT I BELIEVE THE 
PROPOSED DOUBLE YELLOW LINES (Q6 INSET 3) ON 
THE A431 SHOULD BE SHORTER. 
I BELIEVE ALSO THAT THE DRAWINGS ILLUSTRATING 
THE PROPOSALS WILL BE OUT OF DATE BY THE TIME 
OF THE CONCLUSION, DUE TO DEVELOPMENT OF 
ADJACENT LAND WHERE A NEW ACCESS ROAD IS 
PROPOSED. 
A LACK OF AVAILABLE PARKING FOR RESIDENTS IS THE 
ISSUE. THE AFOREMENTIONED DEVELOPMENT HAS 
ALREADY REDUCED THIS PARKING & NOW S.G.C. WISH 
TO REDUCE IT FURTHER. 
 

 

Thank you for your comments.  
 

The objectives of this review is to 
specifically address obstructive and 
inconsiderate parking, as indicated by the 
proposals that have been included within 
this review i.e. on junctions and narrow 
sections of roads to ensure access and 
visibility can be maintained. The extents of 
the double yellow lines on Bath Road also 
reflect the new vehicular access to the new 
residential development site on this road.  
 
Please also see ‘future programme’ 
section of this report where amendments 
have also been recommended for this site. 
Additional designs for this proposal will 
therefore, be included to the legal 
advertisement of this review.    
 

 
If Garage/ forecourt sales still use Church Rd as an extension 
of their garage premises then further parking restrictions will 
only make our problems worse. What is required is for the 
Garage to be MADE to confine their business to their 
premises. Enforcement must be followed through with 
immediate effect. 

 

Thank you for your comments.  
 
The objectives of this review is to 
specifically address obstructive and 
inconsiderate parking, as indicated by the 
proposals that have been included within 
this review i.e. on junctions and narrow 
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 sections of roads to ensure access and 
visibility can be maintained. The possible 
inclusion of waiting restrictions to be 
implemented at the identified sites have 
been requested by residential/ general 
members of public. 
 
I can only advise that you contact your 
local police beat officer, and/or the 
Councils anti-social/Enforcement team to 
assist you further with the concerns to 
which you have raised. 
 

 
Inset 2: 
- Have you considered extending the double yellow lines on 
the north side of the driveway to provide maximum visibility 
and access? 
 
Inset 3: 
- Have you considered double yellow lines on the junction of 
Carmarthen Grove with Kenilworth Road to ensure that 
visibility and access requirements are retained for road users 
at this junction? 
- Have you considered double yellow lines on the junction of 
Ludlow Court with Kenilworth Road to ensure that visibility and 
access requirements are retained for road users at this 
junction? 
- Have you considered double yellow lines on the junction of St 
Fagans Court with Kenilworth Road to ensure that visibility and 
access requirements are retained for road users at this 
junction? 
 
Inset 4: 
- Pines Road is a wide road. There is plenty of space for 
vehicles parked legally on both sides of the highway and for 
road users to give way and pass both east and west, 
especially with some of the other proposed double yellow lines 
on this estate. We have lived at this address for about five (5 
no.) years and have only experienced difficulties parking a 
handful of times when there have been major events at either 
Bitton FC or Avon Valley Railway. By restricting the parking 
between the radii with Cherry Garden Road and Pendock 
Close you will be forcing the local residents that park there to 
park on Cherry Garden Road causing more obstruction than 
you are preventing as all of the northbound road users will be 
required to use the central reservation to pass those parked 
vehicles, which will interfere with the right turning lane 
southbound from Cherry Garden Road to Pines Road. Local 
residents use Cherry Garden Road only for loading, workmen, 
or short term parking by guests, not for long-term parking. The 
road users both northbound and southbound on Cherry 
Garden Road regularly exceed the posted speed limit, 
sometimes significantly as we can hear boy racer cars and 
motorcycle engines roaring up and down the hill at all hours of 
the day and night. I feel safe parking on Cherry Garden Road, 
but only for a limited period of time and only during daylight 
hours as I would expect it to be at high risk to be involved in an 

 

Thank you for your comments. 
 
The objectives of this review is to 
specifically address obstructive and 
inconsiderate parking, whereby only 
proposing waiting restrictions where it is 
deemed necessary. The possible inclusion 
of waiting restrictions to be implemented at 
the identified sites have been requested by 
residents/ general members of public. 
 
Inset 2 – As described within question 5 of 
the questionnaire, the proposed double 
yellow lines for this site had been 
requested to prevent the verge being 
damaged by parked vehicles. There has 
been no observations or requests received 
to consider the north side of this driveway. 
 
Inset 3 - To your comments concerning 
the sites described, no previous requests 
had been received for these locations 
which is why it was not considered within 
the review.   
 
Inset 4 - Please see ‘future programme’ 
section of this report where amendments 
have been recommended for Pines Road. 
Additional designs for this proposal will 
therefore, be included to the legal 
advertisement of this review.   
 
To your comments concerning Cherry 
Gardens Road opposite the junction of 
Pines Road, no requests had been 
received for this location which is why it 
was not considered within the review.   
 
Limitation of scope and budget means 
engineers cannot consider additional 
measures within this review. If you would 
like to request additional highway 
improvements that is beyond the scope of 
this scheme, suggestions can be submitted 
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RTC overnight. There is no space on Pendock Close to park 
as all available space is currently occupied by other residents 
of Pendock Close. We rent our house and the rent does not 
include the garage, but does include the use of the space in 
front of the garage, however my partner and I both feel that 
this space is unsuitable for parking due to the steep incline and 
surfacing of the driveway. In any case this space is only 
suitable for one vehicle and one of us would still need to find 
on street parking some where else, which is why we both park 
legally on Pines Road. The space in front of our house is 
unsuitable for a driveway on two counts. First it would require 
losing all of the green space, including a small tree which 
provides some shade and a minimal noise barrier to the road 
traffic noise from Cherry Garden Road. Second I doubt that 
SGC would permit a new drop kerb on Cherry Garden Road. 
- Have you considered double yellow lines opposite the 
junction with Pines Road on Cherry Garden Road? Buses like 
to set down in this location which causes conflict with some 
southbound vehicles signalling that they are going around the 
bus and some signalling that they are turning right into Pines 
Road. Both use the right turn lane, but one day one of those 
boy racers mentioned above is going to misinterpret 
someone's turn indicator and think they are going to pass the 
bus and drive into them. The parked buses make it difficult to 
turn southbound from Pines Road as well. Not sure if it is 
better to move the buses toward Ryedown Lane or A431 - 
Bath Road. Moving toward Ryedown Lane will make it difficult 
for vehicles turning northbound from Ryedown Lane to see 
road users coming up the hill. Moving the buses toward A431 - 
Bath Road means that the painted central reservation is 
narrower making it more difficult for northbound and 
southbound traffic to pass each other, especially if there are 
now more vehicles parking on this section of Cherry Garden 
Road. 
 
Inset 5: 
- Have you considered extending the proposed double yellow 
lines on A431 - Bath Road near Bitton FC to ensure that this 
section of road is kept clear? 
 
Inset 6: 
- Have you considered double yellow lines on the junction of 
A431 - High Street with Golden Valley Lane to ensure that 
visibility and access requirements are retained for road users 
at this junction? 
- Have you considered double yellow lines on the junction of 
A431 - High Street with Church Lane to ensure that visibility 
and access requirements are retained for road users at this 
junction? 
 

for possible inclusion on the Local 
Transport Priority List. The following page 
on the SGC public website explains the 
scheme prioritisation process and how to 
submit a request: 
http://www.southglos.gov.uk/transport-and-
streets/streets/road-safety-traffic-
schemes/local-transport-priority-list/  For 
any queries on this process, contact the 
Council’s Assess & Decide Team, e-mail: 
transportservices@southglos.gov.uk 
 
Inset 5 - It has been recommended to 
proceed with the original proposed double 
yellow lines as indicated on Inset 5 
consultation plan. This proposal had been 
included to improve visibility for motorists 
leaving the recreational establishment. 
 
Inset 6 - To your comments concerning 
Church Lane junction and Golden Valley 
Lane junction with the High Street, no 
previous requests had been received for 
this location which is why it was not 
considered within the review.   
 

However, due to the responses received 
during the consultation for the junction of 
Golden Valley Lane with the High Street, it 
has been recommended to include a 
proposal to the legal advertisement stage 
based on visibility and safety requirements. 
Additional designs for this proposal will 
therefore, be included to the legal 
advertisement of this review.  
 

 

 
 
 
 

 
There is not suitable alternative parking areas to 
accommodate these spaces being removed 
 

 

Your comments have been noted. 

 
I don't feel that any of these schemes are needed, but I have a 
particular interest in the centre of Bitton village as proposed in 
Inset 6 to which I am most strongly opposed. This is a further 

 

Thank you for your comments. 
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urbanisation of Bitton village that is unnecessary and will 
change its character. The parking that takes place along the 
High Street at present, while possibly unsightly, is largely 
beneficial as it currently slows traffic down. The removal of this 
parking will inevitably lead to an increase in speeds (legal or 
otherwise). There is very little incidence of people parking 
where the road is particularly narrow, or much in the way of 
double parking. I particularly object to double yellow lines in 
front of my property where no one ever parks at all. I also 
suspect that placing such yellow lines, where proposed, will 
simply push the current parking into other roads where it does 
not exist at present; into Aubrey Meads, Barron Close, Church 
Lane and possibly further down Golden Valley Lane, leading 
inevitably to a further proposal to extend double yellow lines 
still further. 
I also suspect that the placing of double yellow lines along the 
High Road in front of the village shop will significantly affect its 
business. The shop is an important part of village life and a 
large number of residents rely on it and would be distressed by 
its demise, which I would consider very likely if this proposal 
goes ahead. I have read all of the documents and I am 
surprised by the lack of any significant data or substantial 
argument for what is proposed, particularly in respect of the 
Inset 6 area. This is an undesirable and unwanted scheme. 
I attach a photograph of the intersection of the High Street and 
Golden Valley Lane as it can usually be seen, completely 
devoid parked cars. The ones that are visibly parked are 
outside of the proposed area. 
 

The objectives of this review is to 
specifically address obstructive and 
inconsiderate parking, whereby only 
proposing waiting restriction where it is 
deemed necessary, and to a minimum. 
The possible inclusion of waiting 
restrictions to be implemented at the 
identified sites have been requested by 
residents/ general members of public. 
 
There are minimal restrictions being 
proposed along the High Street, and is not 
as excessive to which you have described. 
The proposal adjacent to the local shop is 
only replacing an existing advisory keep 
clear line across a vehicular access, and 
doesn’t affect the current on street parking 
arrangement. 
 
However, due to the responses received 
during the consultation for the junction of 
Golden Valley Lane with the High Street, it 
has been recommended to include a 
proposal to the legal advertisement stage 
based on visibility and safety requirements. 
Additional designs for this proposal will 
therefore, be included to the legal 
advertisement of this review.  
 

 
I agree with all the proposals, but have one very significant 
concern. Central Garage which is located on the junction of 
Church Road and High Street, are responsible for most of the 
very poor and inconsiderate parking in the local area. If the 
proposals are put in place I fear that they will take up all 
available spaces, this includes all the spaces outside mine and 
my direct neighbours houses. Very often they leave cars in 
place for very long periods of time, in one case there was a car 
directly outside my house for two weeks. I suspect many of the 
cars are not road legal, with expired tax or MOT. They also 
often park the cars partly of the pavement, restricting the 
pathway. 
 
Thank you for considering these issues. 
 

 

Thank you for your comments. 
 
The objectives of this review is to 
specifically address obstructive and 
inconsiderate parking, whereby only 
proposing waiting restriction where it is 
deemed necessary, and to a minimum. 
The possible inclusion of waiting 
restrictions to be implemented at the 
identified sites have been requested by 
residents/ general members of public. 
 
To your comments raised concerning 
illegally parked vehicles, I can only advise 
that you contact your local police beat 
officer, and/or the Councils anti-
social/Enforcement team to assist you 
further with this matter. 
 

 
The proposed double yellow lines do not go far enough. The 
yellow lines on the plan cover the corners of Keynsham Road 
down to the marina and right towards the Lockkeeper Inn, 
however, they also need to continue you round to the left on 
the side of the marina, as far as where Matthews of Keynsham 
used to be. 
My wife is disabled and we have a disabled parking space 
outside our house and when the pub gets busy, which is most 

 

Thank you for your comments. 
 
The objectives of this review is to 
specifically address obstructive and 
inconsiderate parking, whereby only 
proposing waiting restriction where it is 
deemed necessary, and to a minimum. 
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weekends from Spring to late Summer, all bank holidays and 
many nice week nights, there are cars parked on the 
pavement all the way along. When cars are parked like this 
and with cars parked (sometimes badly around the disabled 
space with bumpers overhanging the lines of the space) 
opposite the marked space it can be impossible for us to park, 
which causes my wife huge difficulties. 
We have had problems this Easter with cars parked in such a 
way that the refuse lorries were unable to collect our bins and 
recycling boxes and this causes me great concern that if an 
ambulance or fire engine needed to get through it could cause 
serious delays resulting in life threatening issues. 
There seems to be a number of vehicles that are left for a 
week or two, whilst their owners are enjoying a river holiday, 
parking as close to a residence as possible to make it look as 
though their vehicle belongs to a local resident. 
 

Concerning pavement parking, I would 
advise that you contact the police who are 
able to enforce clear obstruction of a 
footway. The Council does not enforce 
pavement parking at the present time. 
 
 

 
Generally I feel this is a waste of money as the rules are not 
abided by or adequately enforced. If the existing hatching 
around Cherry Garden primary doesn't work then why will this? 
One advantage of the poor parking at the moment is that it 
does force people to slow down. Traffic speeds are already too 
high along St Annes Drive and again the 20mph speed limit is 
not enforced. Installing double yellow lines will restrict waiting 
at times other than when the school is in use, and also push 
the problems further along St Annes Drive. 
 

 

Thank you for your comments. 
 

The Councils Parking Enforcement team 
will be informed of all new restrictions that 
are implemented on the public highway. To 
report a vehicle that is illegally parked on 
new/existing restrictions, please email 
parklegally@southglos.gov.uk to make 
them aware of any illegal parking so that 
they can arrange for a Civil Enforcement 
Officer (CEO) to attend site and enforce 
the offending vehicle.   
 
Concerning vehicular speeds on St Annes 
Drive, I can confirm that there is a proposal 
on South Gloucestershire Council’s Local 
Transport Priority List for the introduction 
of traffic calming in Kenilworth Drive and St 
Anne’s Drive. The scheme (KF117) would 
potentially involve the introduction of 
speed tables, (road humps), and has been 
provisionally costed at approximately 
£70,000 to deliver. It will be available for 
possible selection in the new year, for 
entry onto the Council’s 2020/21 Capital 
Programme – selection being subject to 
the Council’s prioritisation process. 
 
The proposal to convert the existing school 
keep clear markings into double yellow 
lines north of Cherry Gardens Lane that 
leads into St Annes Drive, had been 
included within the review to ensure 
access and visibility requirements are 
retained throughout all hours of the day.  
 
Please also see ‘future programme’ 
section of this report where amendments 
for the proposed restrictions have been 
recommended for this site. Additional 
designs for this proposal will therefore, be 
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included to the legal advertisement of this 
review. 
 

 
The whole of the area from Bath Road to the junctions with 
Corfe Place should be double yellow lines on both sides of the 
road, (apart from the Bus Stop). 
 
This is to stop parking on this stretch which not only includes a 
sharp turn into Kenilworth Drive from Bath Road, where parked 
cars are a danger to road users and pedestrians trying to cross 
here, but is also a blind bend when coming down Kenilworth 
Drive towards Bath Road. 
 
The combination of these two conditions creates a dangerous 
area for road users and pedestrians alike. 
 
When buses are stopped at the bus stop the whole road is 
narrowed and there simply is no room to manoeuvre if there is 
a car parked anywhere within this area. 
 

 

Thank you for your comments.  
 
The objectives of this review is to 
specifically address obstructive and 
inconsiderate parking, whereby only 
proposing waiting restriction where it is 
considered necessary, and to a minimum. 
 
The proposals that have been consulted 
on for this particular section of Kenilworth 
Drive, are deemed appropriate and 
sufficient to address the concerns to which 
you have raised.  

 
I would wish to see the double yellow lines/no waiting 
restriction extended to outside of my house (44 Cherry Garden 
Lane), the reason being you will see from the diagrams that 
there is almost like a small layby at the entrance to 44 and 46 
Cherry Garden Lane; this is the entrance to our driveways, but 
people routinely park in this area during school start and finish 
times. This inconsiderate parking by parents taking and 
collecting their children from Cherry Gardens Primary school 
has become a living nightmare for all the residents. The 
parents park on the pavement, park across the entrances to 
our properties and have nil regard for the residents. I would be 
very keen to see this initiative brought forward. 
 

 

Thank you for your comments. 
 

Please see ‘future programme’ section of 
this report where amendments have been 
recommended for this site.   
 
 

 
This is not just limited to Baron Close but also to the corner of 
the High Street leading into Golden Valley Lane. Cars park 
right on the corner which means you have to stop on the main 
road if another car is coming the other way. There is adequate 
parking further down Golden Valley Lane so cars could park 
there if needed. 
 

 

Thank you for your comments. 
 
Please see ‘future programme’ section of 
this report concerning Baron Close with 
Golden Valley Lane where it has been 
recommended to abandon this proposal.  
 
To your comments concerning the junction 
of Golden Valley Lane with the High Street, 
no previous requests had been received 
for this location which is why it was not 
considered within the review.   
 

However, due to the responses received 
during the consultation for this particular 
site, it has been recommended to include a 
proposal to the legal advertisement stage 
based on visibility and safety requirements. 
Additional designs for this proposal will 
therefore, be included to the legal 
advertisement of this review.  
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The proposals insofar as they relate to the junction of 
Kenilworth Drive and Harlech Way are completely 
unnecessary. It is not clear from the consultation why this is 
considered necessary nor why the proposals do not include 
similar arrangements at the junction of St Fagans Court nor 
Carmarthen Grove. Indeed Dunster Gardens is considered to 
be outside the scope of the scheme as a whole. I would 
consider this to be inconsistent. 
When will you be publishing the details of the "requests that 
have been received over a period of time" as I am not aware of 
any nor indeed that there is actually any problem at the 
Harlech Way junction. No one actually parks in the area in 
question, possibly because this is in contravention of the 
Highway Code anyway. The only vehicle that uses this space 
calls to collect a disabled person from one of the houses 
opposite. I have attached a couple of views from my bedroom 
window and festooning this with yellow paint seems to serve 
no purpose whatsoever. 
There is an unwritten rule in the neighbourhood that any cars 
are parked on the eastern side of Kenilworth Drive as per the 
photo and this works well. 
 

 
Thank you for your comments. 
 
The objectives of this review is to 
specifically address obstructive and 
inconsiderate parking, whereby only 
proposing waiting restrictions where it is 
deemed necessary, and to a minimum. 
The possible inclusion of waiting 
restrictions to be implemented at the 
identified sites have been requested by 
residential/ general members of public. 
 
To your comments concerning the 
additional sites described, no previous 
requests had been received for these 
location which is why it was not considered 
within the review.   
 
As explained within the FAQ’s document 
that was provided, it is legal to stop to load 
or unload or while passengers board or 
alight. Therefore, the proposal for the 
junction of Harlech Way which extends 
onto Kenilworth Drive, will not affect the 
community transport vehicle from carrying 
out the described activity. 
 

 
I wholeheartedly agree with the proposed double yellow lines 
at the junction of Baron Close and Golden Valley Lane. I have 
had numerous near misses when trying to pull out on to 
Golden Valley Lane as it is impossible to view traffic that may 
be approaching from either direction. It is currently dangerous 
and the proposed safety improvements are an excellent idea 
to reduce the risk of accidents. 
 

 

Thank you for your comments. 
 
Please see ‘future programme’ section of 
this report concerning Baron Close with 
Golden Valley Lane where it has been 
recommended to abandon this proposal.  
 
 

 
My house has rear access via Edwin short close, so often use 
it. However, it has become increasingly difficult to park, and 
indeed access the toad due to a number of reasons. 
A) one of the neighbouring houses has 8 cars as a household 
with no drive/parking, however have put 'no parking' signs 
along the wall at the top of the close; and often not even 
parking is these spaces, and therefore causing issues with 
neighbours over parking. 
B) further down the cul de sac is often used by the Garage 
(central garage) to park numerous cars so again causes 
issues for residents. 
C) the cars from the garage are often parked on both sides of 
the road at the bottom, and on to church lane. This causes 
issues with access to Edwin short close as makes the 
entrance way tight and wouldn't allow access for an 
ambulance or fire engine for example. Also, vision at the end 
of the road when pulling out onto church road is restricted by 
cars (again, often from the garage) and on a number of 
occasions, I have almost been involved in Collisions. 

 

Thank you for your comments. 
 
The objectives of this review is to 
specifically address obstructive and 
inconsiderate parking, as indicated by the 
proposals that have been included within 
this review i.e. on junctions and narrow 
sections of roads to ensure access and 
visibility can be retained.  
 
The proposals that have been consulted 
on for Edwin Short Close are deemed 
appropriate and sufficient to address the 
concerns raised. 
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This also happens at the end of church lane where the garage 
double parks on the pavement outside their forecourt. 
 
 
This proposal gives no consideration for the residents of the 
area, who have no access to a driveway. The public transport 
options in the area are poor, so access to a car is essential. 
Where residents with no access to a garage or driveway 
should be considered in these plans. Please also consider 
families in this area who have young children. They would be 
forced to walk long distances, cross a very busy road to 
access their cars. 
 
The council have recently granted planning permission for new 
houses to be built in this area, already adding to the strain of 
parking and the conjestion on the road. Double yellow lines will 
only increase these issues. 
 
Can a resident's permit scheme or on the spot fines for parking 
on the pavement be considered here please? 
 

 

Thank you for your comments.  
 
The objectives of this review is to 
specifically address obstructive and 
inconsiderate parking, as indicated by the 
proposals that have been included within 
this review whereby only proposing waiting 
restrictions where it is deemed necessary, 
and to a minimum.   
 
Concerning pavement parking, I would 
advise that you contact the police who are 
able to enforce clear obstruction of a 
footway. The Council does not enforce 
pavement parking at the present time. 
 

 
My principal objection to double yellow lines at the shop in 
Bitton is that this would increase speed along the road, already 
a huge problem, and also damage business. We residents are 
grateful to have the shop. 
The matter of crowded parking at the Edwin Short Close / 
Church Rd intersection relates to the overspill of vehicles from 
the garage using the public highway as a private parking area 
for its vehicles, and it may be that a restriction here would 
move the problem further down the road. This matter is really a 
separate issue. 
 

 

Thank you for your comments. 
 
The objectives of this review is to 
specifically address obstructive and 
inconsiderate parking, as indicated by the 
proposals that have been included within 
this review i.e. on junctions and narrow 
sections of roads to ensure access and 
visibility can be retained. 
 
The proposal adjacent to the High Street 
local shop is only replacing an existing 
advisory keep clear line across a vehicular 
access, and will not affect the current on 
street parking arrangement. 
 

 
While I agree with the proposed alterations in principle, I am 
concerned about the knock on effects for parking on Edwin 
Short close. Already at times there is nowhere to park on 
Edwin Short close due to the number of resident's cars and 
cars parked by the garage before and after they have been 
worked on. Would it be possible to introduce a residents 
parking scheme for Edwin Short close and the houses of High 
Street that adjoin it? 
 

 

Thank you for your comments. 
 
The objectives of this review is to 
specifically address obstructive and 
inconsiderate parking, as indicated by the 
proposals that have been included within 
this review i.e. on junctions and narrow 
sections of roads to ensure access and 
visibility can be retained.  
 
Limitation of scope and budget means 
engineers cannot consider additional 
measures, including permit parking 
schemes within this review. Suggestions 
such as this would also require an 
investigation scheme to see if it meets the 
set criteria’s, as outlined within the 
following link; 
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https://www.southglos.gov.uk/documents/R
esidents-Parking-Policy.pdf  
 
If you would like to request an investigation 
scheme to be considered, a request would 
need to be submitted for a possible 
inclusion on the Local Transport Priority 
List to determine whether such request 
would be viable. The following page on the 
SGC public website explains the scheme 
prioritisation process and how to submit a 
request: 
http://www.southglos.gov.uk/transport-and-
streets/streets/road-safety-traffic-
schemes/local-transport-priority-list/   
 
For any queries on this process, contact 
the Council’s Assess & Decide Team, e-
mail: transportservices@southglos.gov.uk 
 
 

 
None of these changes will work if the situation is not closely 
monitored thereafter by enforcement officers that actually have 
the power to give tickets etc. The double yellow lines outside 
of our property proposed are a great inconvenience, but we 
are accepting the idea in the hope it improves safety and 
access in and out of our driveway. Unfortunately people 
dropping off and collecting children from Cherry Garden 
Primary School, flout every law there is, including parking over 
dropped kerbs, in front of driveways blocking complete access, 
partially on pavements and in one location driving vehicles 
completely onto pavements. So we are hopeful, but not 
entirely convinced that changing road markings will change 
these behaviours in any way. 
 

 

Thank you for your comments. 
 

The Councils Parking Enforcement team 
will be informed of all new restrictions that 
are implemented on the public highway. To 
report a vehicle that is illegally parked on 
new/existing restrictions, please email 
parklegally@southglos.gov.uk to make 
them aware of any illegal parking so that 
they can arrange for a Civil Enforcement 
Officer (CEO) to attend site and enforce 
the offending vehicle.   
 
 
 

 
As a resident of Baon Close I find it impossible to safely pull 
out of Baron Close onto Golden Valley Lane because of a lack 
of visibility due to parked cars and vans on Golden Valley 
Lane. This is the position every single day, regardless of the 
time of day. I have had numerous near miss accidents and 
frequently have to edge out and reverse back into the cul de 
sac due to this. It is extremely dangerous especially as I 
frequently have young children in my car. I wholeheartedly 
agree with the proposed restrictions. 
 

 

Thank you for your comments. 
 
Please see ‘future programme’ section of 
this report concerning Baron Close with 
Golden Valley Lane where it has been 
recommended to abandon this proposal.  
 

 
I do not agree with the double yellow lines because my father-
in-law lives just by these lines and it will mean that you cannot 
even park out of the hours which are specified at the moment 
to actually see to him. Yes we live in the same road and can 
walk but there are times when we need to do him, carers and 
Drs etc and it may mean that more than one type of service 
need to visit too as he has vascular dementia. It will also mean 
that the parking is then transferred to his side of the road and 
they will sure to block his driveway also. 
 

 

Thank you for your comments. 
 

The objectives of this review is to 
specifically address obstructive and 
inconsiderate parking, as indicated by the 
proposals that have been included within 
this review i.e. on junctions and narrow 
sections of roads to ensure access and 
visibility can be retained.  
 



Nigel Riglar,  

Director for Environment and Community Services  

Streetcare, Transport and Waste, Design & Operations Team, P O Box 1954, Bristol, BS37 0DD 

Tel: 01454 868004 E-mail: TransportServices@southglos.gov.uk 

www.southglos.gov.uk 

It will not solve the problem of the school parking. At the 
moment when they are dropping off and picking up their 
children the parking is down the road and past St Helens 
Drive. Putting yellow lines on Lodge Drive and outside No. 19 
will push the traffic further down St Annes Drive towards our 
bungalow and the dangerous corner of the road. You haven't 
been able to stop people driving excessively over the speed 
limit on our road as it is (now 20) so how do you stop people 
parking on the zig zags or the double yellow lines or over his 
drive because it won't happen. We get enough abuse from 
people driving their cars to pick up their children as it is and 
this will make it at lot worse for the residents in our road. 
 
You will also find that you will not get that many people 
commenting back to you on this from this road as the majority 
our elderly and won't even have a computer to complain about 
this which makes it rather unfair if you just go ahead with your 
proposal because you think that everyone is in agreement. 
You definitely won't have a comment back from my father-in-
law and he will be affected by your proposals. 
 

The Councils Parking Enforcement team 
will be informed of all new restrictions that 
are implemented on the public highway. To 
report a vehicle that is illegally parked on 
new/existing restrictions, please email 
parklegally@southglos.gov.uk to make 
them aware of any illegal parking so that 
they can arrange for a Civil Enforcement 
Officer (CEO) to attend site and enforce 
the offending vehicle.   
 
Concerning vehicular speeds on St Annes 
Drive, I can confirm that there is a proposal 
on South Gloucestershire Council’s Local 
Transport Priority List for the introduction 
of traffic calming in Kenilworth Drive and St 
Anne’s Drive. The scheme (KF117) would 
potentially involve the introduction of 
speed tables, (road humps), and has been 
provisionally costed at approximately 
£70,000 to deliver. It will be available for 
possible selection in the new year, for 
entry onto the Council’s 2020/21 Capital 
Programme – selection being subject to 
the Council’s prioritisation process. 
 

Residents without access to the internet 
has the opportunity to request paper 
copies of the questionnaire to ensure their 
views are also considered.  
 

Please see ‘future programme’ section of 
this report concerning this area where it 
has been recommended to abandon a 
proposal whilst also including amendments 
to the overall scheme. Additional designs 
for the amended proposals will therefore, 
be included to the legal advertisement of 
this review. 
 

 
high st bitton would be a lot clearer for traffic if you enforced 
the law regarding the parking of 
illegal vehicles ( no tax, no mot) and also safer for pedestrians 
and residents and the moving up the high st of residents 
vehicles thus causing problems further up the high st and the 
shop. 
 

 

Thank you for your comments. 
 

I can only advise that you contact your 
local police beat officer, and/or the 
Councils anti-social/Enforcement team to 
assist you further with this matter. 
 

 
We strongly believe that the double yellow lines should be 
extended to end of Golden Valley approaching the A431. Cars 
and vans seem to be permanently parked right to the end of 
this junction, therefore to turn left into the valley you are 
confronted with a parked vehicle, should there be a car behind 
you it can so easily go into the rear of your vehicle, this has 
almost happened to me on numerous occasions, also you 
cannot go around the parked vehicle as a car may be 
approaching the A431, consequently you cannot move. I 

 

Thank you for your comments. 
 

No requests had been received to 
introduce waiting restrictions on Golden 
Valley Lane junction with the High Street, 
which is why it was not considered within 
the review.   
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cannot emphasise enough the dangers involved here and 
hope that this information will allow you to take the appropriate 
action. 
 

However, due to the responses received 
during the consultation for this particular 
site, it has been recommended to include a 
proposal to the legal advertisement stage 
based on visibility and safety requirements. 
Additional designs for this proposal will 
therefore, be included to the legal 
advertisement of this review.  
 

 
1. In my view the parking issues in the village of Bitton will not 
be resolved by using double yellow lines. Why not introduce a 
residents free parking scheme / permit for the areas that are 
proposed for double yellow lines. This would stop the 
excessive parking of non resident vehicles. 2. I agree that 
visibility at junctions is important for safety, however you have 
not suggested putting them at the junction of Golden Valley 
Lane with the A431 main road an extremely dangerous 
junction to pull into and out of, can you explain why? 3. The 
residents that live on the high street opposite the garage used 
to be able to park at the rear of their properties in the carpark, 
this was then limited to only residents living in the flats; access 
should be reinstated as this would alleviate some of the 
pressure on the high street. Do you have suggestions about 
where we will park if you introduce the double yellow lines? 
 

 

Thank you for your comments. 
 

The objectives of this review is to 
specifically address obstructive and 
inconsiderate parking, whereby only 
proposing waiting restriction where it is 
deemed necessary, and to a minimum. 
 
The proposal on the High Street is only 
replacing existing advisory keep clear 
lines, and doesn’t affect the current on 
street parking arrangement. 
 
No requests had been received to 
introduce waiting restrictions on the 
junction of Golden Valley Lane with the 
High Street, which is why it was not 
considered within the review.   
 

However, due to the responses received 
during the consultation for this particular 
site, it has been recommended to include a 
proposal to the legal advertisement stage 
based on visibility and safety requirements. 
Additional designs for this proposal will 
therefore, be included to the legal 
advertisement of this review.  
 
Limitation of scope and budget means 
engineers cannot consider additional 
measures, including permit parking 
schemes within this review. Suggestions 
such as this would also require an 
investigation scheme to see if it meets the 
set criteria’s, as outlined within the 
following link; 
https://www.southglos.gov.uk/documents/R
esidents-Parking-Policy.pdf  
 
If you would like to request an investigation 
scheme to be considered, a request would 
need to be submitted for a possible 
inclusion on the Local Transport Priority 
List to determine whether such request 
would be viable. The following page on the 
SGC public website explains the scheme 
prioritisation process and how to submit a 
request: 
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http://www.southglos.gov.uk/transport-and-
streets/streets/road-safety-traffic-
schemes/local-transport-priority-list/   
 
For any queries on this process, contact 
the Council’s Assess & Decide Team, e-
mail: transportservices@southglos.gov.uk 
 

 
When you turn into Golden Valley Lane from Bath Road quite 
often there are cars parked immediately on Golden Valley 
Lane on the left hand side. This means you need to 
manoeuvre around these cars, so you are then on the wrong 
side of the road and potentially moving into the pathway an 
oncoming car, which you cannot see coming whichever way 
you are turning. 
 
I think the parking restriction should be extended from Baron 
Close right up to Bath Road, to stop this happening. Otherwise 
you will solve one visibility and parking issue but create 
another one. 
 

 

Thank you for your comments. 
 
Please see ‘future programme’ section of 
this report concerning Baron Close with 
Golden Valley Lane where it has been 
recommended to abandon this proposal.  
 
To your comments concerning Golden 
Valley Lane junction with the High Street, 
no previous requests had been received 
for this location which is why it was not 
considered within the review.   
 

However, due to the responses received 
during the consultation for this particular 
site, it has been recommended to include a 
proposal to the legal advertisement stage 
based on visibility and safety requirements. 
Additional designs for this proposal will 
therefore, be included to the legal 
advertisement of this review.  
 

 
Agree with the scheme in general, but would like to see some 
enforceable restriction on parking in front of driveways for 
those addresses in Church Road which have off-road parking, 
particularly those close to the proposed double-yellow lines 
 

 

Your comments have been noted. 
 
It has been recommended to proceed with 
the original proposals that had been 
consulted on for Church Road only.  
 
No additional requests had been received 
to introduce waiting restrictions across all 
individual private driveways which is why it 
was not considered within the review.   
 

 
1 It is vital that our community pub, The White Hart, continues 
to have its forecourt available for customer parking. Provided 
the yellow lines around the roadside edge of the Car park do 
not effect parking on the forecourt I am in favour. But if the 
yellow lines will mean that parking on the forecourt is not 
allowed then I am strongly opposed to them. 
2 The parking problems in Church Road will not be alleviated 
by the yellow lines - they will just push the problem further 
down Church Road. The real need is to prevent the Central 
Garage from using Church Road as off site parking for their 
business whether by implementation of an ASBO or by any 
other means. 
 

 

Thank you for your comments. 
 

Double yellow lines indicate that you 
should not park on the whole width of the 
public highway, (normally the road and the 
path/ verge behind it). However, as the 
forecourt adjacent to the public house is 
private land, the proposed restrictions will 
not affect customers from parking here.  

  

Thank you for your comments. 
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I sympathise with parents of children at Cherry Garden School 
who have to take their children there by car due to going to 
work immediately. However the safety of other children is also 
important. I completely agree with parking restrictions opposite 
Fonthills and at the Willsbridge mini roundabout as the Bath 
Road is a main road and there should not be parking on it. 
 

 
 

 
Hello, 
 
Ref 'Proposed Inset 1' document for double yellow lines for the 
access road to A4175. 
 
I agree with proposed so long as the impact of reducing the 
parking in the area is mitigated. 
 
In the last few years parking in the area has significantly 
increased on the roads highlighted on the attached due to: 
 
1) Portavon marina has implemented a parking charge for boat 
owners. Residents have been forced to pay or park outside the 
Marina. 
 
2) the Lock Keeper pub has changed a large portion of their 
parking into seating area for the detached building which has 
had a change of use from residential to commercial. 
 
3) There has been an increase in the numbers of commuters 
trying to use Keynsham train station. Cars are often parked 
outside of bays in the train car park due to the lack of spaces. 
Cars are also left in the area under consultation due to the lack 
of parking a the train station. 
 
4) Increase of the public frequenting Lock keeper pub. 
 
The increase in cars parking on the remaining road (road 
highlighted with blue box on the attached) space outside the 
houses has increased to an unacceptable level already due to 
the above. The inclusion of the proposal reference above 
means there will be less space for cars to park. 
 
Impact of proposal: 
 
The road highlighted is only wide enough for cars to park on 
one side of the road. When there is no road space car owners 
who are not residences of the area park on the pavements on 
the East side of the road. This is already happening the 
proposed will add to this problem. The east side of the road 
often has cars parked on the pavement for the entire length of 
the road. 
 
Notes: 
 
Damage to vehicles: This road is a supply road for property 
mark as '77' on the attached. The yard for this premises is the 
storage facility for the 'Dial-a-ride' which helps the elderly with 
transport in the local area. The dial-a-ride vehicles cannot 
access via the northly access road because the underside of a 

 

Thank you for your comments. 
 
The objectives of this review is to 
specifically address obstructive and 
inconsiderate parking, as indicated by the 
proposals that have been included within 
this review i.e. on junctions and narrow 
sections of roads to ensure access and 
visibility can be retained. The possible 
inclusion of waiting restrictions to be 
implemented at the identified sites have 
been requested by residents/ general 
members of public. 
 
To point 4 of your comments, no previous 
requests had been received for this 
location which is why it was not considered 
within the review.   
 
As you are aware, there is also an 
alternative dropped kerb access for 
vehicles to enter this section of road from 
the A4175 Keynsham Road, should an 
emergency arise. 
 
Concerning pavement parking, I would 
advise that you contact the police who are 
able to enforce clear obstruction of a 
footway. The Council does not enforce 
pavement parking at the present time. 
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dial a ride vehicle has equipment attached to the underside 
which is too low for the change in gradient of the access road 
to the north of the highlighted box. One of these dial-a- ride 
vehicles has scraped the side of my car while trying to pass 
between my car and a car parked on the pavement on the 
opposite side of the road. I have insurance information to 
support this incident. 
 
Safety: The area is a zone 3 flood area which restricts 
additional dwellings being constructed in the area. New 
premises cannot be constructed due to the increase load on 
emergency services should residence need to be rescued 
during a flood. this highlights the importance of the access to 
the area outside the dwellings. Cars parked illegally on both 
sides will stop emergency vehicles access house in the area. 
 
Safety: We have had to have an emergency vehicle attend our 
house on two occasion due to out two children suffering from 
asthma. 
 
Safety My family and other residence will need to negotiate the 
cars parked when leaving the area on foot. When crossing the 
road there will be no safe area to walk on if cars are parked on 
the pavement. 
 
Safety: Visibility reduced due to commercial vehicles blocking 
being parked on the pavement. 
 
Safety: Our Neighbour (no. 2 Rivermead cottages) is disabled. 
The reduction of space is already causing access issues for 
their disabled space. 
 
Please see attached: 
 
1) Marked up copy of the 'Proposed Inset 1'. Highlighted in 
blue is the road which will suffer due to the proposal. 
 
2) Photo of cars parking on the pavement outside the 
'Rivermead' and 'the old house' opposite out house (1 
Rivermead cottages) and out neighbours house (2 Rivermead 
Cottages). 
 
 
- The 1 hour waiting area needs to cover a slightly bigger area 
(length) - from the main Marina gate to the pedestrian gate for 
the Marina. Restrictions Monday to Saturday. 
- The Car Park adjacent to the road also needs to have a 
review - long stay vehicle congestion is caused by people 
leaving vehicles on the road and car park who then work in the 
town , camper vans are being left for days and some for weeks 
, non Marina residents but boat owners living on the river also 
park long term. Marina residents who do not wish to use the 
Marina Car Park , park on the road and public car park. 
- If it is ONLY the road where restrictions apply the main 
causes of the congestion will move to the Car Park - which will 
seriously affect the amount of longer stay parking for ramblers 
, dog walkers , Marina visitors , anglers wanting to fish, 
customers to the pub , tackle shop , Marina Workshop. The car 

 

Thank you for your comments.  
 
Please see ‘future programme’ section of 
this report where amendments have been 
recommended for this site. Additional 
designs for this proposal will therefore, be 
included to the legal advertisement of this 
review.   
 
Limitation of scope and budget means 
engineers cannot consider additional 
measures within this review. If you would 
like to request additional highway 
improvements that is beyond the scope of 
this scheme, suggestions can be submitted 
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park needs to have a maximum four or five hour stay with no 
return in the same day. 
 

for possible inclusion on the Local 
Transport Priority List. The following page 
on the SGC public website explains the 
scheme prioritisation process and how to 
submit a request: 
http://www.southglos.gov.uk/transport-and-
streets/streets/road-safety-traffic-
schemes/local-transport-priority-list/  For 
any queries on this process, contact the 
Council’s Assess & Decide Team, e-mail: 
transportservices@southglos.gov.uk 
 

 
I see no reason for double yellow lines at Baron close, Aubrey 
Meads, or Golden Valley Lane, as these are parking areas for 
local people and Business. 
 

 

Your comments have been noted. 

 
I particularly welcome the proposed restrictions on parking 
along Bath Road and Bitton High Street. Although not against 
the proposed restrictions on Willsbridge Hill, I think they should 
be extended to include the area at the bottom of the hill. I have 
seen several near misses due to the parking restricting usable 
road width at the bottom of the hill. I suspect it is only a matter 
of time before a serious accident occurs. 
 

 

Thank you for your comments. 
 

No requests had been received to 
introduce waiting restrictions on the section 
of Willsbridge Hill to which you describe, 
and this is why it was not considered within 
the review.  With this in mind, vehicles 
parked on this section of road assists with 
the reduction of vehicular speeds, 
ultimately acting as a form of traffic 
calming. There is also a need to retain 
sufficient on street parking availability for 
residents that reside at these locations. 
 

 
I do not think the scheme goes far enough. There needs to 
parking restrictions during peak times on the stretch of road 
between the shop in Bitton and Golden Valley Lane as cars 
park on the pavement causing obstruction for prams and 
wheelchair users. When they aren't parked on the pavement it 
causes obstruction for cars travelling along that road. There 
are always mirrors being knocked off of vehicles and only last 
week there was an incident where a number of cars collided 
with each other, probably due to someone not giving way! 
 
There is a similar problem further along that road by the 
cottages where cars are also parking on the pavement and 
causing obstruction. 
 

 

Thank you for your comments. 
 

No requests had been received to 
introduce waiting restrictions on this 
section of the High Street which is why it 
was not considered within the review.   
 
However, vehicles parked at this location 
not only retain sufficient on street parking 
availability for residents that reside at this 
location, but it also assists with the 
reduction of vehicular speeds, ultimately 
acting as a form of traffic calming. 
 
Concerning pavement parking, I would 
advise that you contact the police who are 
able to enforce clear obstruction of a 
footway. The Council does not enforce 
pavement parking at the present time. 
 

 
I would like to see the double yellow lines extending from 
Pines Road to Stanway and around the corner of Oakhill 
Avenue opposite Pines Road. Also does the covenant still 
stand regarding vans and caravans parking on the estate? 
 

 

Thank you for your comments. 
 
No requests had been received to 
introduce waiting restrictions on this 
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section of Oakhill Avenue which is why it 
was not considered within the review.     
 
Once an area of carriageway/land is 
adopted by local authority and becomes 
public highway, the covenant would no 
longer be applicable. General highway 
codes rules would however apply. 
  

 
Double lines across the top of the circle in Cherry Gardens will 
be very inconvenient to residents in the top houses. The 
gateway to the park is very rarely used as the mowing 
machines enter the park from the open area on Pines Road. I 
have lived in 35 Cherry Gardens for 50 years and have never 
seen a problem accessing the park. The white advisory line is 
adequate and is generally respected. Very few station visitors 
park near the top of the road and certainly not in the park 
gateway 
 

 

Thank you for your comments. 
 

It has been recommended to proceed with 
the proposed double yellow lines at this 
location due to existing advisory markings 
already being present. The proposed 
double yellow lines are deemed more 
appropriate to ensure that this vehicular 
access is kept clear as an alternative entry 
point to the park, whilst also facilitating a 
turning area for residents/visitors. 
  

 
This is such a small "road to nowhere" that it doesn't even 
have a name. Cars are parked here by people who can't get 
into the Lock Keeper Pub car park and would seriously effect 
their trade in the warmer weather. As long as there is room for 
a car to get through it does not present an access problem. 
Speed is so slow that there is very little chance of an accident. 
The road is used for parking for people going fishing and 
walking along the river so any restrictions be it waiting limit or 
no waiting would be a serious abuse of their freedom to enjoy 
the wonders of the river Avon. The access road to the marina 
is wide enough to allow cars to park on both sides without 
effecting traffic flow. I have been using this area to park my car 
while visiting the marina (I am not allowed to park inside the 
marina due to lack of parking spaces) for the last 10 years and 
it has never once caused a problem. This is a very badly 
thought out idea. 
 

 

Thank you for your comments.  
 
The objectives of this review is to 
specifically address obstructive and 
inconsiderate parking, as indicated by the 
proposals that have been included within 
this review i.e. on junctions and narrow 
sections of roads to ensure access and 
visibility can be retained. The possible 
inclusion of waiting restrictions to be 
implemented at the identified sites have 
been requested by residents/ general 
members of public. 
 

 
First I do not believe that you are leaving sufficient parking for 
residents along pines road and as long as you have double 
yellow lines at the entrance to pines road and cherry Garden 
Road that should be sufficient for the speed limit. 
What I would add is that on occasions Buses Park opposite 
the entrance of pines road facing down the hill of Cherry 
Garden Road. This could cause a traffic accident because as 
you come over the brow of the hill you signal to turn into pines 
road but traffic behind do not know if you are signalling to go 
around the bus or turn into pines road. I would suggest that 
double yellows should be put on Cherry Garden Road to 
prevent any parking. 
I would also add that cars and Lorries Park going up the hill on 
Cherry Garden road which also causes obstructions to the flow 
of traffic and could cause an accident. We have also had cars 
mount the kerb on Cherry Garden Road to park on the grass. 
By increasing the kerb height to HB1 or Titan kerbs this would 
prevent this from happening. 

 

Thank you for your comments.  
 
Please see ‘future programme’ section of 
this report concerning south section of 
Pines Road where it has been 
recommended to abandon this particular 
proposal. The proposals for the junction of 
Pines Road with Cherry Gardens Road will 
proceed to legal advertisement. 
 
To your comments concerning Cherry 
Gardens Road opposite the junction of 
Pines Road, no requests had been 
received for this location which is why it 
was not considered within the review.   
 
Limitation of scope and budget means 
engineers cannot consider additional 
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 measures within this review. If you would 
like to request additional highway 
improvements that is beyond the scope of 
this scheme, suggestions can be submitted 
for possible inclusion on the Local 
Transport Priority List. The following page 
on the SGC public website explains the 
scheme prioritisation process and how to 
submit a request: 
http://www.southglos.gov.uk/transport-and-
streets/streets/road-safety-traffic-
schemes/local-transport-priority-list/  For 
any queries on this process, contact the 
Council’s Assess & Decide Team, e-mail: 
transportservices@southglos.gov.uk 
 

 
Central Garage parking cars along Church Rd is the real issue 
for residents. They are parked in the areas and will only be 
parked further along the road if yellow lines are put down. 
There are currently 12-14 cars, some untaxed and without 
MOTs that are left on the street . The garage is causing a 
public nuisance and causing safety issues for residents 
 

 

Your comments have been noted. 
 
The objectives of this review is to 
specifically address obstructive and 
inconsiderate parking, as indicated by the 
proposals that have been included within 
this review i.e. on junctions and narrow 
sections of roads to ensure access and 
visibility can be retained. The possible 
inclusion of waiting restrictions to be 
implemented at the identified sites have 
been requested by residential/ general 
members of public. 
 

 
The real problem is the inconsiderate and obstructive parking 
of the business of Central Garage which always has cars 
littered around the streets mentioned for days and sometimes 
weeks at a time without moving i.e. is using the local roads as 
storage space. Often these vehicles are not taxed and insured. 
The proposal will solve this problem but will create parking 
space shortages for those people using the local businesses 
nearby ie the shop, hairdressers and public house and will be 
a detriment to these businesses whose users park responsibly. 
Action should be taken against the specific offender the 
business named above who has been the subject of 
complaints to both the council and local police on a number of 
occasions. 
The council should ensure that the business should only park 
vehicles on their forecourt and not clog up the local streets. 
The local police should target this business to crack down on 
illegal road use by the vehicles that are not taxed and insured. 
 

 

Thank you for your comments. 
 

The objectives of this review is to 
specifically address obstructive and 
inconsiderate parking, as indicated by the 
proposals that have been included within 
this review i.e. on junctions and narrow 
sections of roads to ensure access and 
visibility can be retained. The possible 
inclusion of waiting restrictions to be 
implemented at the identified sites have 
been requested by residents/ general 
members of public. 
 
To your comments raised concerning 
illegally parked vehicles, I can only advise 
that you contact your local police beat 
officer, and/or the Councils anti-
social/Enforcement team to assist you 
further with this matter. 
 

 
Inset 2 - Willsbridge Hill : The yellow lines do not go far 
enough and should be extended to go back up towards the 
Keynsham Bypass. Parked cars before the Queens Head pub 
causes an obstruction and narrows the road. Residents knew 
the houses had no parking so should not expect any. I think a 

 

Thank you for your comments. 
 
Inset 2 & 3 - No requests had been 
received to introduce waiting restrictions 
on the section of roads to which you 
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limited waiting sign of no parking between the hours of 07:00 - 
09:00 and 16:00-18:00 would not be unreasonable to improve 
traffic flow. 
 
Inset 3 - Bath Road: Again the yellow lines need to go back up 
towards the BP garage. At present it is dangerous when a car 
exits the garage knew to the inconsiderate parking of cars right 
up to the edge of the exit. This means cars have to swerve 
round the parked cars and end up in the path of oncoming 
vehicles. We need yellow lines going from the BP garage all 
the way along to the junction with the Keynsham Road. The 
proposal is to stop inconsiderate and obstructive parking the 
exit form the BP garage is an issue. The houses along that 
road due there was no parking with the house when they 
purchased them so should not expect parking outside their 
front door. They are causing narrowing of the road, yellow 
lines would improve traffic flow and eliminate the dangerous 
hazard of exiting from the BP garage. Limited waiting could be 
considered so that traffic flow improved during rush hour. 
 

describe, and this is why it was not 
considered within the review.   
 
However, vehicles parked at the identified 
locations not only retain sufficient on street 
parking availability for residents that reside 
at this location, but also assist with the 
reduction of vehicular speeds, ultimately 
acting as a form of traffic calming.  
 

 
Insert 4: Double yellow lines (DYL) at the junction of Pines 
Road with Cherry Gardens Road 
Currently we do not even have advisory white lines at this 
junction, and despite the Highway Code stating that vehicles 
should not stop or park opposite or within 10 metres (32 feet) 
of a junction, except in an authorised parking space, this does 
happen, sometimes blocking the dropped kerb made available 
for pedestrians travelling north/south on Cherry Gardens 
Road. I would like to think that DYL are not required at this 
junction but some markings would definitely improve the 
situation, whether they are white or yellow. 
 
Insert 4: DYL at the junction of Pendock Close with Pines 
Road 
I do not believe this to be necessary given the current parking 
situation in the area. Visibility when coming out of Pendock 
Close onto Pines Road is rarely affected by parked vehicles at 
this point. 
 
Insert 4: DYL at the junction of Oakhill Avenue with Pines 
Road 
Many vehicles use this junction to turn around in when wanting 
to park in the section of Pines Road to the east of Oakhill Ave. 
Vehicles repeatedly park on the south side of Pines Road, on 
this junction, making it more difficult and dangerous to make 
this manoeuvre. I would strongly agree with a short section of 
DYL here, particularly to the west of the dashed white line 
which separates the east and west sections of Pines Road. 
 
Insert 4: DYL south of Pines Road (from Cherry Gardens 
Road, stopping opposite Oakhill Avenue) 
I think this would be overkill. I believe that Pines Road is wide 
enough to accommodate parking on both its northern and 
southern sides. Indeed it currently does so with very little 
incident. If parking were to be removed from the southern side 
of this road, those vehicles would either be pushed further into 
the estate, onto increasingly narrow roads, or out onto the 

 

Thank you for your comments. 
 

Inset 4 – It has been recommended to 
proceed with the proposed double yellow 
lines at the junction of Pines Road with 
Cherry Gardens Road, Pendock Close and 
the junction of Oakhill Avenue to ensure 
that the junctions are kept clear to retain 
access and visibility.  
 
Please also see ‘future programme’ 
section of this report where amendments 
have been recommended for the south 
section of Pines Road. Additional designs 
for this proposal will therefore, be included 
within the legal advertisement of this 
review.   
 
Inset 5 - It has been recommended to 
proceed with the original proposed double 
yellow lines as indicated on the Inset 5 
consultation plan. This proposal had been 
included to improve visibility for motorists 
leaving the recreational establishment. 
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A4175 Cherry Gardens Road. The latter is a busy road, 
especially in rush hour, with frequent use by buses and 
emergency vehicles "on the blue". Vehicles occasionally park 
on this road now, either to pick up/drop off somebody, or to 
load, but are rarely there for long periods of time. I'm sure this 
would change if there were to be less parking available in 
Pines Road. Vehicles (both cars and motorbikes) frequently 
exceed the posted speed limit along Cherry Gardens Road, 
quite significantly in late evenings, and having parked vehicles 
along here would inevitably lead to serious accidents in the 
future. 
 
Insert 5: Proposed no waiting outside the football ground. 
This would be most welcome but please extend it further to the 
east, taking it up to the pedestrian island near the entrance to 
Knights Folly Farm, as vehicles attending events at the football 
ground regularly park this far along the road, taking little head 
of the difficulties they cause for westbound traffic passing the 
island then then moving out into the middle of the road to pass 
the parked vehicles. 
 
Insert 6: DYL on the junction of Church Road which continues 
into the High Street 
Most of the vehicles parking on or near this junction are related 
to the garage on the corner of these two roads. Restricting this 
would be most welcome. However, it may push them to use 
the High Street even more than they already do which would 
not be good. 
 
On balance I am in agreement with the double yellow lines on 
the south side of Pines Road.. However I have mixed feelings 
about it as residents have to park somewhere and I am 
worried that it will only shift the problem elsewhere. Most of the 
vehicles that park on Pines Road do not belong to residents of 
Pines Road, they are mainly people living in Pendock Close in 
the houses that front onto Cherry Gardens Road. There is very 
limited parking in Pendock Close, already it is sometimes 
difficult to access the garages if cars are parked on both sides 
of Pendock Close, and I am worried that residents may start 
parking outside their houses on the main Cherry Gardens 
Road which would be even more obstructive and dangerous . 
 

 

Thank you for your comments. 
 
Please see ‘future programme’ section of 
this report where amendments have been 
recommended for the south section of 
Pines Road. Additional designs for this 
proposal will therefore, be included within 
the legal advertisement of this review.   
 

 
My concern is over the proposed double yellow lines on the 
junction of Baron Close with Golden Valley Lane (replacing the 
existing advisory white keep clear marking on one side). 
 
As it currently stands, often up to five cars park along this 
section of road [Marked in Blue on Attachment]. Admittedly at 
least two over the advisory white keep clear. The current 
proposal would reduce this to only two able to park in this 
area. 
 
The other cars will be forced to park elsewhere and my 
concern is they may move down Golden Valley Lane back 
towards the junction with High Street. This has two negative 
impacts. One personal to me is already we often have people 
parking obstructing our garage (where we park our car) which 

 

Thank you for your comments. 
 

Please see ‘future programme’ section of 
this report concerning Baron Close with 
Golden Valley Lane where it has been 
recommended to abandon this proposal.  
 

To your comments concerning Golden 
Valley Lane junction with the High Street, 
no previous requests had been received 
for this location which is why it was not 
considered within the review.   
 

However, due to the responses received 
during the consultation for this particular 
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exits onto Golden Valley Lane [Marked in Green on 
Attachment]. We have no line marking outside (just a dropped 
curb) and so people often block us in. Secondly if cars park too 
close down towards the corner [Marked in Pink on Attachment] 
it would be dangerous for those cars turning left coming round 
the corner. 
 

site, it has been recommended to include a 
proposal to the legal advertisement stage 
based on visibility and safety requirements. 
Additional designs for this proposal will 
therefore, be included to the legal 
advertisement of this review.  
 

 
Re: Harlech Way / Kenilworth Drive junction: Restrict vehicles 
parking on the section of Kenilworth Drive opposite Harlech 
Way. Anyone driving from the Cherry Garden end of 
Kenilworth Drive who wishes to turn right into Harlech is forced 
into the middle of the road and has limited visibility of traffic 
approaching from the Bath Road end and which is invariably 
going too fast. Similarly, turning left into Harlech can be 
hazardous because oncoming and often fast moving vehicles 
are forced into the middle of the road on a bend. 
 
Re: Section of Kenilworth Drive between Corfe Place & Bath 
Road: Need more restrictions on both sides of KD to stop 
vehicles parking and forcing others into the middle of the road 
and also making it difficult for buses. 
 
Re: Bath Road between BP Garage and roundabout with 
A4175. Should be as little parking as possible on that section. 
Some vehicles park too close to the garage exit which means 
seeing and being seen is harder for those pulling out of the 
premises. Too many vehicles parked between what used to be 
Willsbridge post office and the roundabout so traffic often only 
flows by making use of the bus layby on the opposite side of 
the road. 
 
Re: Willsbridge Hill: Vehicles parked outside the former 
Queen's Head and adjacent properties restrict road width and 
force others into the middle of the highway on a bend. 
 

 

Thank you for your comments. 
 
No previous requests had been received 
for the location opposite Harlech Way on 
Kenilworth Drive, which is why it was not 
considered within the review.   
 
However, due to the responses received 
during the consultation for this particular 
site, it has been recommended to include a 
proposal to the legal advertisement stage 
based on visibility and safety requirements. 
Additional designs for this proposal will 
therefore, be included to the legal 
advertisement of this review.  
 

The objectives of this review is to 
specifically address obstructive and 
inconsiderate parking, whereby only 
proposing waiting restrictions where it is 
deemed necessary, and to a minimum. 
Therefore, the proposals within the vicinity 
of Kenilworth Drive/ Corfe Place are 
deemed appropriate and sufficient to 
address the concerns that have been 
raised. 
 

 
I think the double yellows on Bath road roundabout should be 
shorter. Parking should be allowed past number 100, possibly 
for 3 more cars. 
What is more important for safety and flow of traffic is the 
location of the bus stop. When bus stops at the stop, the road 
narrows to single lane traffic. It also blocks the view of the 
traffic lights crossing just ahead. Further more, the petrol 
station exit is directly opposite making exit / visual very difficult. 
The bus stop could be relocated 50 meters behind by cutting 
into the green space. This would allow the bus to pull aside, 
letting traffic flow and clearer vision traffic lights crossing. 
 

 

Thank you for your comments.  
 
The objectives of this review is to 
specifically address obstructive and 
inconsiderate parking, as indicated by the 
proposals that have been included within 
this review i.e. on junctions and narrow 
sections of roads to ensure access and 
visibility can be retained. The proposals for 
this section of Bath Road address this 
concern for motorists approaching the mini 
roundabout. The double yellow lines 
extend up to the properties to cover the 
new vehicular access to the residential 
development that is currently being 
constructed on Bath Road.  
 
 
Limitation of scope and budget means 
engineers cannot consider additional 
measures within this review. If you would 
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like to request additional highway 
improvements that is beyond the scope of 
this scheme, suggestions can be submitted 
for possible inclusion on the Local 
Transport Priority List. The following page 
on the SGC public website explains the 
scheme prioritisation process and how to 
submit a request: 
http://www.southglos.gov.uk/transport-and-
streets/streets/road-safety-traffic-
schemes/local-transport-priority-list/  For 
any queries on this process, contact the 
Council’s Assess & Decide Team, e-mail: 
transportservices@southglos.gov.uk 
 

 
I agree with formalising the existing keep clear markings as 
many vehicles, mainly associated with Central Garage and its 
customers, are parked on these daily and are causing great 
concern, danger and nuisance to local residents. However to 
be successful these will need to be monitored and enforced by 
the appropriate authorities. Resources must be made available 
for this essential enforcement otherwise the whole project will 
be a waste of time and money. 
I also request that heritage yellow paint is used in Bitton 
Conservation area to reduce the visual impacts on the village 
character. 
 

 

Thank you for your comments. 
 
The Councils Parking Enforcement team 
will be informed of all new restrictions that 
are implemented on the public highway. To 
report a vehicle that is illegally parked on 
existing restrictions, please email 
parklegally@southglos.gov.uk to make 
them aware of any illegal parking so that 
they can arrange for a Civil Enforcement 
Officer (CEO) to attend site and enforce 
the offending vehicle.   
 
Road lining material and specifications of 
widths will be considered for conservation 
areas. 
 

 
Comments all relate to Inset 6 
 
There is a serious on going parking, road/pedestrian safety 
and disruption problem in Church Rd, Edwin Short Close, 
Bitton High St and adjacent areas due to commercial business 
use by Central Garage extending into roads and pavements. 
This also compromises customer access to the White Hart Pub 
and the Village Shop. The proposals should make a partial 
positive difference provided they are enforced adequately - 
they will be ignored otherwise. 
 
There could be unintended consequential disruption caused by 
Central Garage moving their operations slightly away from the 
new restrictions. 
 
To preserve the Conservation Area profile of the village 
"heritage" style should be used for the changes. 
 
So, overall, the changes described for Inset 6 are supported 
given their intentions but the outcome will need to be 
monitored and appropriate follow up action taken as 
necessary. 
 

 

Thank you for your comments. 
 

The Councils Parking Enforcement team 
will be informed of all new restrictions that 
are implemented on the public highway. To 
report a vehicle that is illegally parked on 
existing restrictions, please email 
parklegally@southglos.gov.uk to make 
them aware of any illegal parking so that 
they can arrange for a Civil Enforcement 
Officer (CEO) to attend site and enforce 
the offending vehicle.   
 
Road lining material and specifications of 
widths will be considered for conservation 
areas. 
 

  

Thank you for your comments. 
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The proposal shows double yellow lines on the south side of 
Bath Road from the junction with Keynsham Road for 
approximately 60m. I believe that the lines should continue 
East up to the BP garage exit, approximately another 60m. My 
reason for this is that this is a major road with a significant 
amount of traffic in both directions. Currently Eastbound traffic 
is often forced to move into the bus stop area to allow vehicles 
to pass in each direction. (See Photos.) The reason for this is 
that the residents of the houses on the South side of the A431 
park vehicles outside their properties thereby restricting the 
available road space. I do not believe that having a road 
outside your property gives you a right to park of your vehicle 
on that road where it causes a danger and inconvenience to 
other road users. 
The Highway Code in Section 243 states that you "Do not 
park, 
c) at or near a bus stop, and in e) opposite or within 10m of a 
junction.". 
 
I attach photos showing the problem which I think are self 
explanatory. 
 

 

No requests had been received to 
introduce waiting restrictions on the section 
of road to which you describe, and this is 
why it was not considered within the 
review.   
 
However, vehicles parked at this location 
not only retain sufficient on street parking 
availability for residents that reside at this 
location, but also assist with the reduction 
of vehicular speeds, ultimately acting as a 
form of traffic calming. It is appreciated that 
once a bus is stationary at this stop, it may 
cause a slight interference with the flow of 
traffic on occasions, however motorists 
should be patient during this short period 
of time.    
 
Sections within the Highway Code that 
state ‘DO NOT’ rather than ‘MUST NOT’ is 
providing guidance and advice to general 
road users only. Therefore, vehicles 
parked at/or near to sites outlined within 
rule 243 will only be enforced by the police 
should there be clear obstruction and/or 
safety concerns arising. 
    

 
The motive for some of these recommendations are sound, 
however only a handful will actually create roads that are more 
visible and safe. 
Please consider the landuse next to the suggestions and 
identify its impact. Some less safe spots are located next to 
car garages, surely a source of extra parking and obstruction. 
Rather than punish residents please encourage a safer, more 
considerate ethos in those in the most affected areas that have 
the most cars to store. 
 

 

Thank you for your comments. 
 
The objectives of this review is to 
specifically address obstructive and 
inconsiderate parking, as indicated by the 
proposals that have been included within 
this review i.e. on junctions and narrow 
sections of roads to ensure access and 
visibility can be retained. The possible 
inclusion of waiting restrictions to be 
implemented at the identified sites have 
been requested by residents/ general 
members of public. 
 

 
There are still problems when trying to access High Street 
from Mill Lane in Bitton due to the fact that the yellow lines 
previously put on High Street on either side of the junction do 
not go far enough on one side so vehicles park too close to the 
junction, causing poor visibility exiting Mill Lane. 
 

 

Thank you for your comments. 
 

No requests had been received to 
introduce waiting restrictions on this 
section of road to which you describe, and 
this is why it was not considered within the 
review.   
 

 
I disagree with the proposed double yellow line scheme in 
Bitton. The problem is caused by a business in the village 
parking on the High Street with customer's cars. 
If the proposed double yellow line scheme went through they 
would park cars on the High Street, Church Road, in fact all 

 

Thank you for your comments. 
 

The objectives of this review is to 
specifically address obstructive and 
inconsiderate parking, as indicated by the 
proposals that have been included within 
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over the village making it extremely difficult for residents to 
park their cars. 
 

this review i.e. on junctions and narrow 
sections of roads to ensure access and 
visibility can be retained. The possible 
inclusion of waiting restrictions to be 
implemented at the identified sites have 
been requested by residents/ general 
members of public. 
 

 
The cars that currently park by the shop on Bitton High Street 
currently slow down the traffic. By the time cars have passed 
these cars, they speed up and come around the corner 
towards Swineford at an alarming speed. If there are no 
parked cars to slow the traffic down, they will speed up much 
earlier. I live in the rank of houses at the end of the village 
(towards Swineford) and it can be very difficult to pull out due 
to speeding cars. It is very frightening to hear them speeding 
past. Amongst the worse offenders are the buses who are 
running late and are trying to make time up. 
 
Can you please arrange for a speed camera to be set up, 
possibly by the bus stop or the lay bay, so you can gather data 
on the speeding that takes place. 
 
If double yellow lines and waiting restrictions are introduced, 
traffic calming measure will also need to be installed to prevent 
accidents. My understanding was that the road by the shop 
was narrowed some years ago in order to prevent traffic 
speeding through the village. These proposals seem like a 
backwards step to me. 
 

 

Thank you for your comments.  
 
The proposal consulted on the High Street 
is only replacing existing advisory keep 
clear lines, and doesn’t affect the current 
on street parking arrangement. 
 

The objectives of this review is to 
specifically address obstructive and 
inconsiderate parking, as indicated by the 
proposals that have been included within 
this review i.e. on junctions and narrow 
sections of roads to ensure access and 
visibility can be retained. Therefore, 
limitation of scope and budget means 
engineers cannot consider additional 
measures within this review. If you would 
like to request additional highway 
improvements that is beyond the scope of 
this scheme, suggestions can be submitted 
for possible inclusion on the Local 
Transport Priority List. The following page 
on the SGC public website explains the 
scheme prioritisation process and how to 
submit a request: 
http://www.southglos.gov.uk/transport-and-
streets/streets/road-safety-traffic-
schemes/local-transport-priority-list/  For 
any queries on this process, contact the 
Council’s Assess & Decide Team, e-mail: 
transportservices@southglos.gov.uk 
 

 
I do not feel the double yellow lines are needed and will cause 
traffic problems for residents in areas where there are not 
double yellow lines. This is especially true in roads such as 
Bath Road before the roundabout, as the houses there do not 
have garages. 
 

 

Your comments have been noted. 
 
 

 
I agree with the proposed yellow lines on the corner of Church 
Rd, but as a High St resident (who does not have the luxury of 
private parking) I am concerned that this will make parking on 
the High St worse, I accept the use of this road for people 
using the local businesses, but the local garage is responsible 
at the moment for most of the irresponsible parking, constantly 
parking on the keep clear markings, they also park vehicles on 
the High St (leaving them there for days sometimes weeks). I 
hope this matter will be addressed, I also hope that if the 

 

Thank you for your comments. 
 
The objectives of this review is to 
specifically address obstructive and 
inconsiderate parking, as indicated by the 
proposals that have been included within 
this review i.e. on junctions and narrow 
sections of roads to ensure access and 
visibility can be retained. The possible 
inclusion of waiting restrictions to be 
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yellow lines are introduced, that regular checks will be made to 
ensure the area is kept car free. 
 

implemented at the identified sites have 
been requested by residents/ general 
members of public. 
 
The Councils Parking Enforcement team 
will also be informed of all new restrictions 
that are implemented on the public 
highway. To report a vehicle that is illegally 
parked on new/existing restrictions, please 
email parklegally@southglos.gov.uk to 
make them aware of any illegal parking so 
that they can arrange for a Civil 
Enforcement Officer (CEO) to attend site 
and enforce the offending vehicle.   
 

 
I spend a lot of the time in the marina as I own a boat there. 
The marina has two types of moorings. Only type 1 mooring 
have access to the marina parking. People like me that have 
type 2 moorings have to park outside. These parking 
restrictions would directly effect my access to the marina so I 
am opposed to them. I would be open to a permit scheme for 
marina users ( if it include guest passes). 
 

 

Thank you for your comments. 
 

The objectives of this review is to 
specifically address obstructive and 
inconsiderate parking, as indicated by the 
proposals that have been included within 
this review i.e. on junctions and narrow 
sections of roads to ensure access and 
visibility can be retained. The possible 
inclusion of waiting restrictions to be 
implemented at this site will address the 
concerns raised which have been 
requested by residents/ general members 
of public. 
 

Please see ‘future programme’ section of 
this report where amendments have been 
recommended for this site. Additional 
designs for this proposal will therefore, be 
included to the legal advertisement of this 
review.   
 
Limitation of scope and budget means 
engineers cannot consider additional 
measures within this review. If you would 
like to request additional highway 
improvements that is beyond the scope of 
this scheme, suggestions can be submitted 
for possible inclusion on the Local 
Transport Priority List. The following page 
on the SGC public website explains the 
scheme prioritisation process and how to 
submit a request: 
http://www.southglos.gov.uk/transport-and-
streets/streets/road-safety-traffic-
schemes/local-transport-priority-list/  For 
any queries on this process, contact the 
Council’s Assess & Decide Team, e-mail: 
transportservices@southglos.gov.uk 
 

 
I currently own a boat at portavon Marina and this will 
dramatically effect my ability to access it. 

 

Thank you for your comments. 
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Would boatowners be able to get a parking permit with visitor 
passes? I think this would be a good option 
 

Please refer to my above response to the 
comments received of a similar nature. 

 
This affects me, along with many other people that will be 
unable to park their vehicles on the road system. I do 
appreciate that there are issues with regards ambulances and 
fire engines, but these issues should be dealt with in a way 
that doesn't affect people that need to park. I do have a 
residential address, but live 48-49 weeks of the year on 
(information removed for data protection purposes). This will 
cause me lots of issues as an asthmatic 64 year old resident. 
 

 

Thank you for your comments. 
 

The objectives of this review is to 
specifically address obstructive and 
inconsiderate parking, as indicated by the 
proposals that have been included within 
this review i.e. on junctions and narrow 
sections of roads to ensure access and 
visibility can be retained. The possible 
inclusion of waiting restrictions to be 
implemented at this site will address the 
concerns raised which have been 
requested by residents/ general members 
of public. 
 

Please see ‘future programme’ section of 
this report where amendments have been 
recommended for this site. Additional 
designs for this proposal will therefore, be 
included to the legal advertisement of this 
review.   
 

 
The existing advisory lines at the end of Cherry garden are fit 
for purpose. Putting yellow lines and impeding waiting at any 
time would significantly impact upon residents. Historically 
there have been no problems with access to the park. This 
continues to be the case. Any parking within the white lines is 
only temporary for unloading purposes and does not prevent 
access to the park nor to residents houses. 
 

 
Thank you for your comments. 
 

It has been recommended to proceed with 
the proposed double yellow lines at this 
location due to existing advisory markings 
already being present. The proposed 
double yellow lines are deemed more 
appropriate to ensure that this vehicular 
access is kept clear as an alternative entry 
point to the park, whilst also facilitating a 
turning area for residents/visitors. 
 

 
In respect of Baron Close; The double yellows should be 
shorter as the present keep clear sign was from the entrance 
to the factory that was in existence before the new houses at 
Baron Close were built. 
 
I feel there should be double yellow lines at the junction of 
Golden Valley Lane onto the high street (Houses numbers on 
map 151 and 153). The visibility on this corner coming out onto 
the high street from Golden Valley lane is exceptionally difficult 
even if the corner is clear of parked cars. The speed of the 
cars going towards Bath on the high street means you have to 
pull out quickly as you are not able to see what is approaching 
until the last minute. 
 

 

Thank you for your comments. 
 

Please see ‘future programme’ section of 
this report concerning Baron Close with 
Golden Valley Lane where it has been 
recommended to abandon this proposal.  
 

To your comments concerning Golden 
Valley Lane junction with the High Street, 
no previous requests had been received 
for this location which is why it was not 
considered within the review.   
 

However, due to the responses received 
during the consultation for this particular 
site, it has been recommended to include a 
proposal to the legal advertisement stage 
based on visibility and safety requirements. 
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Additional designs for this proposal will 
therefore, be included to the legal 
advertisement of this review.  
 

 
My main concern is that parking may now over spill into Cherry 
Garden Hill which is a very busy road and possibly needs 
some form of traffic calming on it . 
If cars are parked on roadside or pavement it is impossible to 
get out when busy as the speed that some people drive. 
I believe that even slowing traffic down on the slip road at the 
bottom would help to somewhat slow traffic to give residents a 
reasonable chance to get out. 

 
Thank you for your comments. 
 
Limitation of scope and budget means 
engineers cannot consider additional 
measures within this review. If you would 
like to request additional highway 
improvements that is beyond the scope of 
this scheme, suggestions can be submitted 
for possible inclusion on the Local 
Transport Priority List. The following page 
on the SGC public website explains the 
scheme prioritisation process and how to 
submit a request: 
http://www.southglos.gov.uk/transport-and-
streets/streets/road-safety-traffic-
schemes/local-transport-priority-list/  For 
any queries on this process, contact the 
Council’s Assess & Decide Team, e-mail: 
transportservices@southglos.gov.uk 
 

 
I have very mixed feelings about installing double yellow lines 
on Pines Road in particular, and on residential estate roads in 
general, as residents and their visitors have to park 
somewhere so it would only push the problem elsewhere. It is 
not generally an issue in the daytime during the week, just in 
the evenings and at weekends when more people are at 
home. 
 
Most of the cars that park on Pines Road belong to residents 
of Pendock Close whose houses front onto Cherry Gardens 
Road and I am concerned that if they start parking outside the 
front of their houses ob the main Cherry Gardens Road 
instead this would be even more dangerous and obstructive. 
 
Because of the layout of Pines Road/Pendock Close the 
houses do not have driveways, nor is it possible to create 
them,and the garages are only big enough to fit very small 
cars, so we cannot create extra parking space for ourselves 
within the curtilage of our own gardens. 
 
I do agree however that cars parked on both sides of the 
junction of Pines Road/Cherry gardens road is dangerous, 
although it does seem to have lessened considerably in recent 
weeks since the consultation stated so perhaps increased 
awareness of the issue by the few people who park too close 
to the junction has helped . 
 

 

Thank you for your comments. 
 

Please see ‘future programme’ section of 
this report where amendments have been 
recommended for the south section of 
Pines Road. Additional designs for this 
proposal will therefore, be included within 
the legal advertisement of this review.   
 
It has also been recommended to proceed 
with the proposed double yellow lines at 
the junction of Pines Road with Cherry 
Gardens Road, and the junction of Oakhill 
Avenue. 
 
 
 

 
 
 

 
Double yellow lines at the top of Kenilworth Drive on the inside 
of the bend before it joins Cherry Garden Lane would also be 
beneficial, as it is quite a tight bend with poor visibility going 
round towards the railway bridge, and if you meet the bus or a 

 

Thank you for your comments. 
 

There has been no observations or 
previous requests received to introduce 
waiting restrictions on this section of road 
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van/lorry coming round the corner it can be quite alarming! 
Few people observe the 20mph limit. The bus or other big 
vehicles are wider than the lanes across the bridge and so 
have to come wide round the corner; vehicles coming up the 
hill have to swing wide to avoid cars parked on the bend 
without being able to see what's coming across the bridge. 
 

to which you describe, and this is why it 
was not considered within the review.   
 
However, this request will be recorded and 
included for further consideration during 
the next area wide review. 
 
Concerning vehicular speeds within the 
existing 20mph speed limit area, I can 
confirm that there is a proposal on South 
Gloucestershire Council’s Local Transport 
Priority List for the introduction of traffic 
calming in Kenilworth Drive and St Anne’s 
Drive. The scheme (KF117) would 
potentially involve the introduction of 
speed tables, (road humps), and has been 
provisionally costed at approximately 
£70,000 to deliver. It will be available for 
possible selection in the new year, for 
entry onto the Council’s 2020/21 Capital 
Programme – selection being subject to 
the Council’s prioritisation process. 
 

 
Consider parking restrictions on Kenilworth road and Cherry 
Garden Lane. As the bend in the road and over the railway 
bridge are very tight if a car is parked on the bend. 
 

 

Thank you for your comments. 
 

Please refer to my above response to the 
comments received of a similar nature. 
 

Email Submissions: 
 
Inset 1: Lock Keeper.  The bridge and the causeway leading 
up to the bridge are grade II listed structures.  The Lock 
Keeper is also grade II listed. 
 
https://historicengland.org.uk/listing/the-list/list-entry/1116825   
http://list.historicengland.org.uk/resultsingle.aspx?uid=1116826  
 
Although the proposal will not affect the actual structure of the 
bridge or causeway, it will change the overall appearance of 
the street and the approach to the listed public house.  Parking 
is clearly a problem along this section, and the pub appears to 
try to control parking in an ad-hoc manner using barrels and 
other bits of equipment.  If double yellow lines are accepted, 
then they should be of a conservation style, i.e. narrow 
(50mm) and Primrose Yellow.  There should be no signs 
attached to the walls of the bridge or causeway.  Is there a 
need to extend the lines onto the bridge?  Is it too narrow for 
parking on in any case? 
 
Inset 2 – no comment. 
 
Inset 3 – no comment. 
 
Inset 4 – no comment. 
 
Inset 5 – no comment. 
 

 

Thank you for your comments. 
 

Road lining material and specifications of 
widths will be considered for conservation 
areas. 
 
Accommodating enforcement signs are not 
required for the introduction of double 
yellow lines due to being ‘no waiting at any 
time 24/7’.  
 
Please also see ‘future programme’ 
section of this report where amendments 
have been recommended for this site 
concerning the double yellow line 
proposals for Inset 1. Additional designs 
for this proposal will therefore, be included 
within the legal advertisement of this 
review.   
 
 
 
 
 



Nigel Riglar,  

Director for Environment and Community Services  

Streetcare, Transport and Waste, Design & Operations Team, P O Box 1954, Bristol, BS37 0DD 

Tel: 01454 868004 E-mail: TransportServices@southglos.gov.uk 

www.southglos.gov.uk 

Inset 6 – the proposal largely involves the replacement of 
existing Keep Clear markings and lettering with new double 
yellow lines.  I have no objection in principle, but with the site 
being a Conservation Area and the Public House on the corner 
of Church Road/High Street being a grade II listed building, I’d 
ask that the double yellow lines be of a conservation style, i.e. 
narrow (50mm) and Primrose Yellow. 
 
 
I see on your plans to impose parking restrictions at the top of 
church road around the garage and also the public house. This 
will greatly increase safety due to the irresponsible ownership 
and use 7 days a week of the garage. 
 
Unfortunately if you impose these parking restrictions it will 
force the user of the garage to park their vehicles further down 
Church Rd towards and behind the church where the road 
narrows to a lane of one car width. It already is an issue with 
several near misses opposite our house, (information removed 
for data protection purposes). I am also prevented access to 
my home on occasion and emergency services as well as 
family cars I have seen having to reverse all the way back up 
Church Rd. 
 
So I am supportive but please extend the yellow lines 
throughout the narrow part of Church Rd, past the church. 
 

 

Thank you for your comments.  
 
No requests had been received to 
introduce waiting restrictions this far into 
Church Road, and this is why it was not 
considered within the review.   
 
 

 
I am concerned about the proposed double yellow lines ,to be 
put in our road.Can you confirm that they will only be where the 
white lines are ?as we have parking restrictions allready in our 
street,we have permits to park in the bays owned by Stonewater 
housing association, but there are not enough bays for the 
number of houses in our street. SO we have to park on the road 
outside my house .Can you confirm that no yellow lines will be 
put outside my house . 
 

 

Thank you for your comments. 
 
It has been recommended to proceed with 
the proposed double yellow lines on St 
Fagans Court due to existing advisory 
markings already being present. The 
proposed double yellow lines are deemed 
more appropriate to ensure that the section 
of highway, including the two junctions are  
kept clear to retain access and visibility.  
 
The proposed restrictions are not directly 
outside your property. 
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Paper Questionnaire Submissions: 

 

 

Thank you for your comments. 
 

It has been recommended to proceed with 
the proposed double yellow lines at the 
junction of Pines Road with Cherry 
Gardens Road, Pendock Close and the 
junction of Oakhill Avenue to ensure that 
the junctions are kept clear to retain 
access and visibility.  
 
Please also see ‘future programme’ 
section of this report where amendments 
have been recommended for the south 
section of Pines Road. Additional designs 
for this proposal will therefore, be included 
within the legal advertisement of this 
review. 
 
As explained within the FAQ’s document 
that was provided, it is legal to stop to load 
or unload from a vehicle. Therefore, 
proposed restrictions will not affect 
deliveries to properties.  
 

 

 
 

 

Thank you for your comments. 
 

The objectives of this review is to 
specifically address obstructive and 
inconsiderate parking, whereby only 
proposing waiting restrictions where it is 
considered necessary, and to a minimum. 
 
The proposals that have been consulted 
on for this particular section of Kenilworth 
Drive/ Corfe Place are deemed appropriate 
and sufficient to address the concerns to 
which have been raised. 
 
 

 


