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South Gloucestershire Council 
 
DECISION REPORT BY THE DIRECTOR OF ENVIRONMENT AND COMMUNITY SERVICES 
ACTING UNDER DELEGATED AUTHORITY 
 
 
SUBJECT OF REPORT:  TO CONSIDER OBJECTIONS TO THE SISTON WAITING RESTRICTION 

REVIEW (PARKWALL AND WARMLEY WARD).  
 
DATE:03 October 2019  
 
 
Purpose of Report 
 

1.To consider objections received following the statutory advertisement of the Siston waiting restriction 
review, phase 3 in the Parkwall and Warmley Ward.  

 
Policy 
 

2.The joint Local Transport Plan (2011-2026) sets out policies to deliver an affordable, low carbon, 
accessible, integrated, efficient and reliable transport network to achieve a more competitive economy and 
better connected, more active and healthy communities. The Joint Local Transport Plan is based around five 
key transport goals. 

 

 Reduce carbon emissions 

 Support economic growth 

 Promote accessibility 

 Contribute to better safety, security and health 

 Improve quality of life and a healthy natural environment 

 
Background 
 

3. A number of concerns have been raised by local residents and businesses about parking on High Street, 
Station Close, Warmley Station Car Park and the surrounding areas. Some of this has been exacerbated by 
parking relocating from the new residents parking scheme that was implemented in Tower Road North and 
Station Road that was introduced for similar reasons.  
 
Following meetings with the local Councillor and a public meeting with local residents, it is proposed to modify 
existing waiting restrictions and introduce new waiting restrictions which include: 
 
No waiting at any time (double yellow lines) 
No waiting at specified days/times (single yellow lines) 
Limited waiting  
Shared use, residents permit holders and limited waiting bays 
Pavement parking ban 

 

The Issues 
 

4.The purpose of this scheme is to restrict dangerous areas of parking, whilst ensuring that there is adequate 
parking provision for residents and visitors accessing the local shops and businesses. 
 

5.The scheme engineer has worked with the local member in developing the proposals. 
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Consultation - 
 

6.Public consultation of the initial proposals was undertaken three times, between the following dates;  
 

 Consultation 1 - 15th June 2018 and 6th July 2018 

 Consultation 2 - 1st October 2018 and 22nd October 2018  

 Consultation 3 – 7th May 2019 and 4th June 2019  
 

Consultation 1  
Details of the proposals including a plan and statement of reasons were posted on the South Gloucestershire 
website. The Council sent letters advising of the consultation to all properties affected by the proposals. In 
addition, notices were posted and maintained in the area for the 3 week consultation period. Local members, 
the Parish Council and the emergency services, amongst other statutory stakeholders were invited by email 
to view the consultation. A public questions and answers meeting was also held on 5th July 2018 to discuss 
proposals and answer resident’s questions before the consultation began.  
 
The online consultation drawing was viewed a total of 154 times. There were 62 individuals and 
organisations that responded to the consultation via the questionnaire and 7 other responses received via 
other methods. 
 
The respondents were asked to fill out a questionnaire. There were 32 questions asked and these and the 
data relating to these is available upon request. Figure 1 shows the first question that was asked; Do you 
support the scheme as a whole? 

 
Figure1: 

  
 
Residents who would be eligible to apply for a permit if the proposed shared use bay were to be implemented 
on the High Street were sent a separate letter advising them that for the proposed bay to go ahead, 70% of 
properties within the eligibility catchment area who respond to the consultation must support the scheme. A 
form was included for each residential property to complete and return. The results are shown in Figure 2 
below: 
Figure 2: 
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The results show that 78% of the people who responded were in favour of the residents permit/shared use 
bay. 
 
There were some elements of the scheme that were not supported so the proposals were amended as 
follows and a second consultation undertaken: 

 The proposed limited waiting outside 17 to 29 High Street will be changed to a shared use bay and 
number 5 -15 will be consulted to determine whether they would like residents permits. 

 Extra properties including the beauty salon will also be included within the eligibility zone of those who 
can apply for permit and will be asked to respond during the second consultation as to whether they want 
a resident’s permit scheme.  

 The shared use bay proposed on the south side of the High Street will be amended so that it doesn’t 
block access to numbers 48 and 48A as well as the access to the planned new development. 

 A shared use bay will be proposed on Chapel Lane outside of numbers 4-8. 

 The proposed restrictions on Station Close have been amended. 

 Double yellow lines have been added outside number 3-5 Chapel Close 

 The limited waiting bay on the access road to Warmley Forest Park has been removed.  

 The long stay section of the Warmley Station car park has been changed from a 4 hour stay to a 6 hour 
stay.  

Consultation 2 -  
The online consultation drawing was viewed a total of 53 times. There were 41 individuals and organisations 
that responded to the consultation via the questionnaire and no other responses received via other methods. 
 
The respondents were asked to fill out a questionnaire. There were 11 questions asked and the data relating 
to these questions is available upon request. Figure 3 shows the first question that was asked; Do you 
support the scheme as a whole? 
 
Figure 3: 
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Residents who would be eligible to apply for a permit if the proposed shared use bays were to be 
implemented on the High Street and Chapel Lane were sent a separate letter advising them that for the 
proposed bays to go ahead, 70% of properties within the eligibility catchment area who respond to the 
consultation must support the scheme. A form was included for each residential property to complete and 
return. The results are shown in Figures 4 and 5 below: 
 
Figure 4: 

 
 
Figure 5:  

 
 
The results show that 100% of the people who responded were in favour of the residents permit/shared use 
bay. 
 
In light of the responses received the proposals (including the amendment of the operation days in Warmley 
Station Car Park to Monday – Saturday) were forwarded to the councils Legal Team for formal 
advertisement. 
 
Consultation 3 
Whilst the scheme was waiting to be progressed by the councils Legal Team we received a request from 
Property Services, who were in the process of gaining planning permission for a new nursery on Tower Road 
North, to include a section of double yellow lines across what would be the vehicular access to the nursery. 
This was agreed and another consultation was undertaken on just this section of the scheme.  
 
The online consultation drawing was viewed a total of 31 times. There were 6 individuals and organisations 
that responded to the consultation via the questionnaire and no other responses received via other methods. 
The comments received as part of the consultation have now been reviewed.  
The respondents were asked to fill out a questionnaire. Figure 6 shows the results of the questionnaire 
responses. 
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Figure 6 

 
 

7.The advertised proposals consist of:- 

 prohibit vehicles waiting at any time in lengths of Chapel Close, Chapel Lane, Deanery Road, A420 High 
Street, Station Close and Tower Road North Warmley 

 prohibit vehicles waiting between the hours of 8am and 4pm on Monday to Saturday (inclusive) in a 
length of Station Close, Warmley 

 prohibit vehicles waiting at any time on the verge or footway in a length A420 High Street, Warmley 

 restrict any vehicle waiting between the hours of 8 a.m. and 6 p.m. on Monday to Saturday (inclusive), 
two hours with no return within four hours in a length of Baden Road, Warmley 

 introduce Shared Use Parking Places in lengths of A420 High Street, Chapel Lane And Tower Road 
North, Warmley 

 introduction of short stay parking limited to 2 hours, 8am to 6pm Monday to Saturday, no return within 4 
hours; and some long stay parking limited to 6 hours limit, 8am to 6pm Monday to Saturday, no return 
within 8 hours.   

 the opportunity is also being taken to include provision for electric vehicle charging places in all off street 
car parks in South Gloucestershire. 

Plans showing the proposals are shown in Appendix B. 
 

8.The proposals were advertised from 3rd July 2019 to 12th August 2019 
 

9.Responses received are as follows:- 

 WARMLEY – Various Roads, High Street area – Proposed Shared Use Parking Places/Waiting 
Restrictions Order: Received 3 objections 4 in support and 5 other comments. The responses are 
summarised in Appendix A 

 WARMLEY – Changes to Hours of Operation – Warmley Station Yard Off Street Car Park: Received 6 
objections 1 in support and 7 other comments. The responses are summarised in Appendix B 

 

Local Members 
 

10. Following circulation of the report the local members have commented as follows:- 
 

“We are pleased to see this scheme progressing, the changes will have a positive impact on the 
community.” 
 
Whilst not in Boyd Valley, the viability of the post office is vitally important to Boyd Valley, in particular 
Wick. The Boyd Valley Councillors support the scheme in that it will improve accessibility to the post 
office and so its viability. 
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Options 
 

11. There are three options for how to proceed:- 
 

 Implement the scheme as advertised 

 Implement the scheme with some changes 

 Abandon the scheme 
 

 

Financial Implications (includes tax implications such as VAT) 
 

12. Implementing the Siston waiting restriction review can be met from the £23,522 budget allocated to 
scheme NM13/2017 within the directorate’s 2019/20 Capital Programme (£2,987 has been spent to date 
05/09/2019). Should the scheme be abandoned then the remaining funding would be re-allocated within the 
confines of the grant conditions. 

 
Paul Webb, Corporate Finance Manager 
 01454 865715. 

 
Legal Implications 
 

13. In reaching a decision the Director of Environment and Community Services is required to consider the 
responses received to the consultation. Details of the outcome of the consultations and the officer response to 
them are contained in this report. There are no other legal implications arising from this report. 

 
Gill Sinclair, Deputy to the Head of Legal Governance and Democratic Services, Legal Team 
 01454 863039. 

 
Human Resources Implications 
 

14. There are no human resources implications arising from this report. 
 
Gaynor Fisher, HR Business Partner - Environment and Community Services  
 01454 868193. 

 
Environmental Implications 
  

15. The proposed scheme aims to improve traffic flow, increase safety for vulnerable road users and improve 
the local environment for residents in the affected area. There may be some associated reduction in 
emissions from vehicles and therefore some improvements to localised air quality.  

 
Lucy Rees, Senior Environmental Policy & Climate Change Officer 
  01454 862224 

 
Social Implications 
 

16. The proposed waiting restrictions should provide a safer and more social environment for the community 
in and around the Parkwall and Warmley Ward. 

 
Mark Pullin, Strong, Safer Communities Manager 
 01454 868480.  

 
Economic Implications 
 

17. There are no direct economic implications arising from this report.  
 

Ian Steele, Economic Developments Project Manager  
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 01454 868202. 
 

Equalities Consideration 
 

18. This proposal has potential positive implications for some protected characteristics in terms of age and 
disability as these groups can be adversely affected by inconsiderate parking. There are no adverse 
implications identified.  

 
 Katie Myles, Trainee Engineer Technician, Design & Operations Team, Streetcare 
 01454 863028 

 
Privacy Impact Assessment 
 

19. There are no privacy issues. 
 
Mark Shearman, Principal Engineer, Design & Operations Team, Streetcare 
 01454 863601 

 
Risks, Mitigations & Opportunities 
 

20.Implementation of the scheme should help protect access for emergency services. 
 

Other Implications 
 

21.There are no other significant implications for the council. 

 
Conclusions 
 

22.Whist we recognise that the scheme has received a number of objections officers have worked with 
members and other stakeholders to mitigate the impact of the scheme and therefore given the benefit to the 
community it is recommended that the scheme is implemented as advertised with amendments.  

 
Decision 
 

1. Both the local members and officers see value in progressing the proposed waiting restriction review. It is 
therefore recommended that the proposed Siston waiting restriction review scheme should be 
implemented as advertised, with the exception of; removal of a 6m length of double yellow lines opposite 
number 14 Station Close. 

2. That the Head of Legal Governance and Democratic Services be authorised to seal the Traffic Regulation 
Orders. 

3. That the objectors are informed accordingly. 
 

Decision of the Director of Environment and Community Services 
 
I make the decision as recommended having been advised and taken account of all relevant 
factors.  
 
Signed:   
 
 

 
Director of Environment and Community Services  
 
Date 03 October 2019 
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Departmental Contact 
Katie Myles, Trainee Engineer Technician, Design & Operations Team, Streetcare 
 01454 863028 

 
 
Background Papers 
Responses to the advertisement of traffic regulation orders  
Statement of reasons 
Feedback statement and summary of comments to consultation 

 
Appendices 
Appendix A - Summary of objections to the Warmley – Various Roads, High Street area – Proposed Shared Use 
Parking Places/Waiting Restrictions Order 
Appendix B - Summary of objections to the Warmley – Changes to Hours of Operation – Warmley Station Yard 
Off Street Car Park 
Appendix C – Drawing numbers; T307-219-005 Rev C, T307-219-006 Rev A, T307-219-003 Rev B, T307-219-
007. 
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APPENDIX A – STATUTORY OBJECTIONS TO: WARMLEY – Various Roads, High Street area – 
Proposed Shared Use Parking Places/Waiting Restrictions Order 
 

Objectors comments Officers comments 
Statutory objections  

Objection to the scheme on grounds of the following:-  

Objection 1 
We have just moved to the area from St Werburghs and 
were very disappointed to hear that Parking Permits are 
being stretched out to this area also.  
We understand that reducing cars parked and on the 
roads is a very positive move, but we think that there are 
no issues with the current parking situation. We often find 
a parking space outside our house and like the availability 
of visitors being able to park in the station car park freely 
when needed. 
Overcomplicating and monetising parking outside our own 
home only benefits the council’s pockets! As our area of 
parking is shared with the 2 hours stay spaces anyway, we 
will be in the same situation, but £45 out of pocket for it! 
Please can you give valid reasons for charging us a yearly 
fee and restricting ease of visitors outside our own 
homes? 
 

A number of concerns have been raised by 
local residents and businesses about 
parking on High Street, Station Close, 
Warmley Station Car Park and the 
surrounding areas. Some of this has been 
exacerbated by parking relocating from the 
new residents parking scheme that was 
implemented in Tower Road North and 
Station Road that was introduced for similar 
reasons. 
Following meetings with the local Councillor 
and a public meeting, it was decided that 
shared use bays would be the best option 
for the area and this was supported by the 
majority of residents in the proposed permit 
parking area at the consultation stage. 
 
Experience from the adjacent scheme 
indicates that shared use bays are a more 
satisfactory use of limited road space than 
residents permit only bays would. This is 
due to the fact that a large proportion of 
residents are not home during the day and 
the space would be left empty if it were for 
residents only. As non-permit holders can 
only stay in the bay a short period of time 
this creates a rapid vehicle turnover 
allowing residents opportunity to find a 
space. 
 
This proposal allows permit holders to park 
in any bay marked as being in the WY 
zone. 
 
The council does not profit from residents 
parking schemes. Charges allow for at least 
some of the administration costs to be 
recovered and enforcement to be 
undertaken.  

Objection 2 
Tower Road North: changing from Permit Holders to 2 
hour restricted waiting. 
 
Propose that either  
a) On Tower Road North have for non-residents the same 
limit as outside PO - this allows this to be policed by traffic 
officers, with the restriction being Permit Holders or 20 
mins limited waiting for non-residents, or 
 
b) If introducing 'extra' non-resident parking, remove the 
existing non-resident parking in Crown Gardens. 

Thank you for your comments.  
 
The shared use bay on Tower Road North 
has the same proposed times as all of the 
other shared use bays in the area which 
allows the Enforcement Officers to check 
them all at the same time.  
It can also be confusing for the public if 
bays with the same type of restriction have 
different timings, which is why it was 
decided, that all of the shared use bays 
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Reasoning: difficult to check compliance with 2 hour 
limit/no return in 4, which effectively results in all day 
parking. 
 
Why: will need to come back every 2 hours as what 
happens if on first check a non-resident car is parked and 
on the 2nd check a different non-resident car is parked? 
 
With the 20 min limit, can check the 20 min zone and then 
check all other zones. Would likely take 20 mins. So can 
do the re-check in a single visit. 
 
Impact: 
If leave as per the proposal, you will have introduced a 
reduced priority for residents. 
 
My preference would be Option a. 
 

within this scheme should have the same 
times.  
 
Furthermore, it is too late in the process to 
be making these type of changes as this 
would mean we would have to do another 
legal advert to advertise these changes. 

Objection 3 
 we live at 15,station close BSI5 4NJ which is the last 
house in the road, my wife suffers with multiple sclerosis 
(MS) and epilepsy, because of this and grandchildren 
being dropped off, as there is quite often a car parked on 
the drive, we would like to request that the double yellow 
lines stop six metres short directly in front of our house. 
The same as requested in front of 12.14,8,7 and 6 Station 
close. 
 
This is never used for permanent parking works very 
amicably with the neighbours. this will greatly assist my 
wife and people collecting the grandchildren, being the last 
house in the road does not have a detrimental effect on 
any other resident.  
 
The normal drop off / collect time is usually between 5-30 
minutes, I was told we would be allowed to drop off on 
double yellow lines, but I don’t want any ambiguity with 
any traffic inspector. 
 

Thank you for your comments.  
The double yellow lines on Station Close 
outside number 15 have been reduced by 6 
metres. 
 

 

Comments in support  Officers comments 

Other for the scheme:-  

Support 1 
Siston Parish Council - At the council meeting last week 
members reviewed the proposed waiting restrictions on 
various roads in Warmley and asked that I register there 
support for what is proposed. 

Thank you for your comments.  
 
 

Support 2 
I support this parking restriction variation because it will go 
some way to alleviating the problems faced by the post 
office and hopefully make the business more viable. 
Cllr Steve Reade 

Thank you for your comments.  
 
 

Support 3 
I agree with these proposals. The only recommendations 
that I would include;  
Could hatched markings or ‘KEEP CLEAR’ writing be 
installed at the Ring Road Cycle Path entrance at the end 
of Baden Road? Whilst I appreciate there are double 

Thank you for your comments. 
Painting keep clear markings and cycle 
symbols are beyond the remit of this 
scheme.  
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yellow lines… late at night this can be a ‘hang out’ for 
youths in vehicles and blocking this entrance makes in 
difficult when trying to enter and exit by bike. Whether they 
are able to read it or take note is - I appreciate another 
matter.  
Also as Baden Road makes up a significant part of the 
Ring Road Cycle Path/(Road bit[!]) Could painted cycle 
symbols be installed along the road to the junction with the 
A420/London Road? Many vehicle users of this road will 
probably be unaware of the significance of this road for the 
Ring Road Path and also people/families using it to join 
with the Bristol to Bath Railway at Warmley crossing. 
Could painted cycle symbols also be installed along 
A420/London Road from the junction of Baden road to the 
Bristol to Bath Cycle Path at Wamley crossing? This would 
be particularly beneficial at the road junctions. As the cycle 
infrastructure along this stretch of road is wholly 
inadequate – at least the painted cycles on the floor and at 
junctions might make vehicle drivers look twice and 
consider bike riders, families and children who might be 
cycling along this stretch of road.  
Please take time to consider this stretch of road for people 
accessing the cycle path. Whilst I appreciate that you 
probably might not ride a bike and the exclusion of a 
segregated cycle path (certainly for the next 20 years at 
least – I can assure you that with the high volume of 
vehicles using this road, including HGVs – it is a very 
unpleasant bit of road to ride as an adult let along a young 
family. 
Many thanks for taking the time to read this and consider 
my recommendations. 
Support 4 
I am fully in favour of the new amended proposals. Please 
ensure that the amended scheme is implemented in full, 
specially the no-waiting restrictions in Chapel Close. 
 
Parking in Chapel Close is a major problem. Because of 
the narrow width of the Close many vehicles are now 
completely blocking the pavement, especially on the 
corner with Chapel Lane. This poses significant traffic and 
pedestrian hazards and has become much worse over the 
last year. 
The pavement in Chapel Close is also showing significant 
signs of damage due to the parking of large vehicles such 
as Land Rovers and SUVs. At times the only way to walk 
to Chapel Lane is to walk in the road and hope that 
nothing is coming. It is also getting increasingly difficult to 
drive into and out of the Close, especially when reversing 
out of my hout of my small driveway. 

Thank you for comments.  
 
 

 

Other comments Officers comments 

Other for the scheme:-  

Comment 1  
Response from Police:  
 
Thank you or your email and attachments regarding the 
proposals for waiting restrictions on various roads in 
Warmley (Siston waiting Restriction Review), the 
Statement of Reasons makes reference to drawing 

Thank you for your comments.  
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numbers T307-219-003, T307-219-006 (attached) and 
T307-219-007 (not attached) as showing the details. 
(Please may we have a copy of drawing T307-219-007 for 
our records?) 
 
I understand from the Statement of Reasons that “A 
number of concerns have been raised by local residents 
and businesses about parking on High Street, Station 
Close, Warmley Station Car Park and the surrounding 
areas. Some of this has been exacerbated by parking 
relocating from the new residents parking scheme that 
was implemented in Tower Road North and Station Road 
that was introduced for similar reasons. 
Following meetings with the local Councillor and a public 
meeting with local residents, it is proposed to modify 
existing waiting restrictions and introduce new waiting 
restrictions which include: 
No waiting at any time (double yellow lines) 
No waiting at specified days/times (single yellow lines) 
Limited waiting 
Permit holders only bays 
Shared use, residents permit holders and limited waiting 
bays 
Pavement parking ban 
 
Purpose of the scheme 
The purpose of this scheme is to restrict dangerous areas 
of parking, whilst ensuring that there is adequate parking 
provision for residents and visitors accessing the local 
shops and businesses. 
 
Proposed scheme 
It is proposed to: 
Introduce no waiting at any time restrictions (double yellow 
lines) to cover junctions/accesses (driveways) and areas 
where traffic parking can reduce visibility and impact 
safety, and cause obstruction, 
Introduce shared use bays (residents permit holders or 
limited stay) to ensure that residents and their visitors 
have adequate parking provision, 
Introduce limited waiting bays to ensure that everyone can 
access the local amenities, 
Amend the residents parking only bay on Tower Road 
North to a shared use bay to ensure that the parking 
restrictions do not continue to have a negative effect on 
the business, 
Introduce a pavement parking ban on a small section of 
the High Street where cars are currently parking on the 
pavement regularly, 
Amend the restrictions in the car park to ensure that more 
people have a chance to use it 
The proposals also include the conversion of existing 
advisory white keep clear markings, to no waiting at any 
time restrictions. 
 
The roads that are affected by this consultation are listed 
below: 
Access Road to Warmley Forest Park 
Baden Road 
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Chapel Close 
Chapel Lane 
Crown Gardens 
Deanery Road 
High Street 
London Road 
Station Close 
Station Road 
Tower Road North 
Warmley Station Car Park”  
 
Enforcement of Waiting Restrictions within the South 
Gloucestershire Council area rests with South Glos 
Parking Services.  
The proposals as outlined should meet the aspirations of 
the Statement of Reasons.  

Comment 2 
 
I would not want to oppose the plans generally however I 
would like it to be noted and put forward that, the SIMPLE 
option is to make sure parking is included in business 
premises when planning is granted to business’s in this 
area, going forward this is a problem of the councils own 
making essentially and should have easily been forecast 
when planning was granted for these business premises !  
 
Since the numerous companies have arrived particularly in 
Tower Road North the parking has been terrible on the 
effected roads, this ONLY because there has been 
minimal or no provision whatsoever made on company 
premises as planning had been granted that way. Put 
simply the planning dept. has a lot to answer for as now as 
it is now potentially costing the council tax payer massive 
amounts to implement what is essentially something that 
should have been easy to forecast at time of planning 
being granted. 
 
NOT that it will help now but going forward when planning 
is granted it should include sufficient parking for ALL staff 
was within the company premises NOT on road parking 
and IF parking is on road the commercial rates reflect 
plans such as proposed. For the residents of these 
effected areas and as so often, it seems IF you can pay 
(permit, assuming a cost will be leveed against them) you 
can do whatever. Therefore I trust ANY permits issued will 
always be issued to those properties included FREE of 
charge and several granted to each property as most 
homes have two possibly three vehicle’s nowadays, we 
already pay road fund licence to use the roads and I’m 
assuming this plan is not funded by any funds from that 
source but solely from council tax funds. 

Thank you for your comments. 
 

Comment 3 
I am concerned that the daily parking for residents have 
not been considered . Obviously we must have 
somewhere to park on a continual basis . Can some 
spaces in cycle track car park be found say , 1 for each 
cottage where no other parking exists . 
Could you please state what has been considered and 
allowed for this please . 

Thank you for your comments. 
The parking for residents has been 
considered and this is why the shared use 
bays were proposed in the first place. It is 
not appropriate to allocate parking spaces in 
the public car park for residents use. The 
car park is there to serve the cycle track and 
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other businesses who also do not have any 
parking.  

Comment 4 
I am writing reference the revised parking restrictions 
within Warmley Close.  I am not opposed to the proposed 
restrictions however I am writing to express my concerns 
over a parking bay proposed next to the entrance to the 
Bristol and Bath Railway Path.  I attach a copy a map of 
the area with the proposed parking bay marked in blue. 
 
My concerns are that when cars park near or around the 
corner, next to our house, lorries and large vehicles have 
difficultly reversing around the corner.  This results in the 
heavy vehicles reversing over the footpath.  This is 
causing the path to break and danger to anyone using the 
path.  It has also resulted the wall retaining our front 
garden being damaged, due to vehicles reversing into, and 
having to be replaced.  I am also very concerned that as 
these vehicles reverse around the corner there is a very 
real danger that a vehicle could go into the corner of our 
house.   
 
I have already expressed my concerns about this to the 
council but was told that that this would be nothing to do 
with them and would be a police issue if anyone drove 
over the pavement and caused damage.  When this has 
happened in the past drivers have just driven off.  If heavy 
vehicles are forced to drive over a pavement due to 
parking spaces being imposed by the council and as a 
result cause damage then surely the council is partially 
responsible. 
 
Our hope was that, as well as restricting parking on the 
corners, this issue would have been solved. 

Thank you for your comments. 
As stated in the previous feedback report; 
Station Close has been tracked to ensure 
that lorries such as bin waste lorries and fire 
trucks are able to manoeuvre up the Close. 
Allowing parking next to the entrance to the 
cycle track should not hinder the movement 
of larger vehicles. It is the driver’s 
responsibility to ensure they manoeuvre 
their vehicle in a safe manner.  

Comment 5 
An admirable attempt at controlling random parking in the 
Station Close area, but such measures will only work if the 
proposed time limit parking is policed and enforced. 
I am a nearby resident of Station Road which has recently 
been subjected to time limited parking areas. I have seen 
vehicles park for almost 4 days without moving, in a 20 
minute restricted bay without receiving a ticket! Visits from 
the Parking Control/Enforcement team seem to occur once 
or twice a week and NEVER more than once a day. 
How will this be resolved? 

 

Thank you for your comments. 
If you have issues with the frequency of 
enforcement please contact Parking 
Service.  
If you see a vehicle you believe is parked 
illegally you can report it to Parking Services 
via the website - www.southglos.gov.uk  
then report, then Parking Illegally or follow 
this link; 
http://www.southglos.gov.uk/transport-and-
streets/parking/parking-enforcement-and-
fines/illegally-parked-vehicles/  
 
Alternatively, to report a vehicle that is 
illegally parked please email 
parklegally@southglos.gov.uk or telephone 
01454 868000 during office hours. 
For example: 

 parking on double yellow lines 
 parking on a single yellow line when 

restrictions are in place 
 parking over a dropped tactile kerb 

or any dropped kerb on a pedestrian 
footpath 
The police should be contacted on 101 for: 

http://www.southglos.gov.uk/
http://www.southglos.gov.uk/transport-and-streets/parking/parking-enforcement-and-fines/illegally-parked-vehicles/
http://www.southglos.gov.uk/transport-and-streets/parking/parking-enforcement-and-fines/illegally-parked-vehicles/
http://www.southglos.gov.uk/transport-and-streets/parking/parking-enforcement-and-fines/illegally-parked-vehicles/
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 parking on the pavement (unless 
there are signs in place stating that 
pavement parking is prohibited) 

 obstruction 
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APPENDIX B – STATUTORY OBJECTIONS TO: WARMLEY – Changes to Hours of Operation – 
Warmley Station Yard Off Street Car Park 
 

Objectors comments Officers comments 
Statutory objections  

Objection to the scheme on grounds of the following:-  

Objection 1 
Whilst I understand the reasons for the proposed changes, 
I feel that they should not be implemented. I have used the 
carpark as a park and cycle for commuting to work in 
Bristol. I have also used the carpark for parking and 
cycling for leisure but even leisure cycling will be severely 
curtailed given the proposed four-hour time restriction. 
Other people I know have used the facility as park and bus 
commute to work in Bristol. These are all activities that 
South Gloucestershire Council should be actively 
promoting. The fact of the matter is that the car park is too 
small and too popular but rather than limiting time limiting 
use, the local authority should expanding the parking 
facility to support both cycling and taking the bus rather 
than forcing people into their cars. With regards the bus 
service, it can be difficult for people to understand that the 
bus service beyond Warmley is very limited and the ability 
to drive part of the way and bus the remainder should be 
supported. It is not for this consultation but one may ask 
why so many buses end up in Cadbury Heath when there 
are other populations that could also be more regularly 
served if only a few of those services were diverted 
elsewhere? 

Thank you for your comments.  
 
As you have said the car park is too small 
and very popular. Unfortunately expanding 
the car park is not an option at this time 
therefore we need to try and ensure the 
space is used as best as possible, which is 
why these restrictions have been proposed. 
By splitting the car park into long stay and 
short stay we are maximising the potential 
use and ensuring that there is a regular 
turnover of vehicles/spaces to allow fair 
access to all the local amenities. 

Objection 2 
I am writing to object to the proposal to restrict parking in 
the Warmley Station car park to 6 hours. 
As a member of Kingswood Ramblers group, I objected to 
this proposal back in October, and the response received 
stated, “the proposed days of operation in the car park will 
be changed from MondaySunday to Monday-Saturday due 
to comments received during consultation”. 
Why then has this commitment changed?  
We are committed to environmental issues, which is why 
we share lifts to the start of our walks, and parking here 
until we return helps to keep the surrounding streets clear 
for local residents. 
If the limit is 6 hours maximum we will no longer be able to 
use the car park as we do not always return within that 
time and this will then impact negatively on the local 
environment. 
It is disappointing that South Glos has not only kept its 
word on the days the restriction would apply, but has 
chosen to now ignore the result of the previous 
consultation, and seems to be acting against the interests 
of the local community. 
 

Thank you for your comments.  
The Monday – Sunday shown on the advert 
was an error which was fixed during the 
legal advert, which was then extended to 
ensure everyone had ample opportunity to 
respond.  
The car park restrictions will operate 
Monday to Saturday. 

Objection 3 
I suspect the reason that I am against this proposal (see 
below) is the very reason why the proposal is being 
introduced. I commute into Bristol city centre by bike on 
most weekdays. The first part of my journey is by car from 

Thank you for your comments.  
 
The car park is used for various purposes 
and after a survey of the car park was 
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the direction of Wick and I then park my car in the 
Warmley Station car park, unload my bike and continue 
the journey on the cycle path by bike. This is a convenient 
way to avoid taking my car into Bristol centre, to the 
mutual benefit of other and the environment (reduced 
congestion) and also of benefit to me (exercise). If i am 
unable to park my car near the entry to the cycle path for 
about 10 hours on weekdays (appox 8am to 6pm), then i'll 
have to park it somewhere else; this will probably just push 
the same parking issue elsewhere. That said, if the aim of 
this proposal is to reduce the parking load from cycle-
commuters, then i assume my objection is against the tide. 

undertaken it was found that the greatest 
need was short to medium term parking.   
By splitting the car park into long stay and 
short stay we are maximising the potential 
use and ensuring that there is a regular 
turnover of vehicles/spaces to allow fair 
access to all the local amenities. 
 
It is an unfortunate consequence that some 
cycle commuters may not be able to use 
this facility anymore but we must 
accommodate the majority of the users.  
 

Objection 4 
Dear Sir 
 
I am writing to strongly object to the proposed changes to 
Warmley Station Car Park on Sundays.  This proposal was 
put forward last year and the outcome was that the 
restrictions would be Monday to Saturdays only.  Why is it 
now being proposed again?   
 
I am a member of the Ramblers and we use the car park 
on Sundays.  We meet at the car park and car share to the 
start of our walks and cannot guarantee that we will be 
back in six hours.   The restriction would mean that we 
would have to drive to another meeting point and some 
members, who currently walk to the car park, may not be 
able to join us.  Lots of people use the car park to meet up 
on Sundays – cyclists, runners, dog walkers and families, 
to use the cycle track and Warmley Forest Park.  Where 
else are they to park?  There are now parking restrictions 
on all the roads in the vicinity.  The proposal also to 
separate long stay and short stay is ridiculous.  It’s much 
too small a car park and who is going to manage it?  This 
is very short-sighted and will result in people parking 
indiscriminately on the surrounding roads and pavements. 
Do the council not have anything else to spend their time 
and tax payers’ money on? 

 

Thank you for your comments.  
 
The Monday – Sunday shown on the advert 
was an error which was fixed during the 
legal advert, which was then extended to 
ensure everyone had ample opportunity to 
respond.  
The car park restrictions will operate 
Monday to Saturday. 
 

Objection 5 
Im happy that the parking situation is being reviewed 
around our area. 
My concern is regarding the short and long stay parking 
within the car park. I currently leave my van there as I’m 
unable to park outside my house. Usually there isn’t a 
space even if i wanted to but the main reason I wouldn’t 
want to park there is the down to volume of traffic 
coming past and how close they get to our cars. At least 
once every 3 weeks there is a mirror smashed and glass 
in the road. It's a main route for lorries and busses but the 
road is too narrow for such big vehicles and its our cars 
that take the brunt of thus problem. Also with the vehicles 
getting so close it constantly sets my alarm off from the 
rumbles of lorries to the ridiculous noise thrown out by 
peoples cars. A simple solution for me and my partner is to 
leave our vehicles in the car park over night and 
weekends. There isn’t enough parking around us to really 
leave it anywhere else. 

Thank you for your comments.  
 
The car park is for public use to support the 
local businesses and use of community 
spaces. It is not for residents to use 
indefinitely as their own private parking 
space. It would be unfair to allow residents 
to use this space as well as implementing a 
residents permit scheme.  
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The main problem is the parking there on a Saturday. If we 
aren’t working we’d leave our vehicles there. Your 
proposed changes will stop us doing that. Giving the 
option for residents to park there longer than the proposed 
hours would change this. That would be an ideal situation. 
The rest of the changes shouldn’t effect us too much as 
we leave for work at 7am and get home around 4pm. If the 
parking restrictions stopped at 6pm then we would be fine 
until we left in the morning. We both would like the car 
park to remain as it is. However if every resident went 
against the plans it still wouldn’t stop you. So as the 
changes are and will come. Our request is that if you could 
give the immediate residents exceptions to the new 
changes in the car park so that we can keep our cars (that 
we work very hard to afford) without dents and scratches. 
My neighbour reminded me the deadline is in an hour so 
please excuse my terrible grammar and spelling. This was 
a very rushed response. 
 

Objection 6 
Changing this car park will have significant negative 
impacts on Bristol centre and its outlying areas.  
Congestion and pollution contribute to my decision to park 
here and cycle the remaining distance to work at Bristol 
Haematology and Oncology Centre.  
Bus services from this area are inadequate to provide fast 
and effective transport links.  
The biggest downside of the current free parking is the use 
by local residents as an extension to their driveways. 
Other users should not be prejudiced because of this.  
Working in a hospital, my shifts vary and strict time 
restrictions will prevent me from using this facility.  
More services such as this need to be provided, NOT 
removed.  
Free parking allows a number of people the opportunity to 
cycle as part of their commute to work.  
This will not resolve problems of access for staff to  
commute in a healthy and sustainable way into Bristol City 
hospitals.  
I am very much against this move and ask the council to 
reconsider this unbalanced decision. 

Thank you for your comments.  
 
Unfortunately we cannot stop “the use by 
local residents as an extension to their 
driveways.” Without limiting others use of 
the car park too.  
The car park is used for various purposes 
including commuter and recreational needs. 
However due to some regular users using it 
for long periods of time it impedes the 
ability to have a regular turnover and limits 
the use for other users. The lack of turnover 
in the car park can also have a negative 
effect on local businesses as well as 
limiting the amount of people who can use 
the cycle track and Warmley Forest Park.  
By splitting the car park into long stay and 
short stay we are maximising the potential 
use and ensuring that there is a regular 
turnover of vehicles/spaces to allow fair 
access to all the local amenities. 

 

Comments in support  Officers comments 

Other for the scheme:-  

Support 1 
Siston Parish Council - At the council meeting last week 
members considered the Notice of Proposal to vary off 
street parking at Warmley Station Yard and asked that I 
register their unanimous support for what is proposed 

 

Thank you for your comments.  
 
 

 

Other comments Officers comments 

Other for the scheme:-  

Comment 1  
Police –  
Thank you for your email and attachments regarding the 
proposed variation to Off Street Parking Place on land at 
Warmley Station Yard, Warmley.  

Thank you for your comments.  
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I understand from the Statement of Reasons that the 
background to this proposal is as follows “A number of 
concerns have been raised by local residents and 
businesses about parking on High Street, Station Close, 
Warmley Station Car Park and the surrounding areas. 
Some of this has been exacerbated by parking relocating 
from the new residents parking scheme that was 
implemented in Tower Road North and Station Road that 
was introduced for similar reasons. 
Following meetings with the local Councillor and a public 
meeting with local residents, it is proposed to modify 
existing waiting restrictions and introduce new waiting 
restrictions which include: 
No waiting at any time (double yellow lines) 
No waiting at specified days/times (single yellow lines) 
Limited waiting 
Permit holders only bays 
Shared use, residents permit holders and limited waiting 
bays 
Pavement parking ban 
 
Purpose of the scheme 
The purpose of this scheme is to restrict dangerous areas 
of parking, whilst ensuring that there is adequate parking 
provision for residents and visitors accessing the local 
shops and businesses. 
 
Proposed scheme 
In conjunction with the above proposals for the on street 
waiting of vehicles, it is proposed to amend the restrictions 
in the off street car park to ensure that more people have a 
chance to use it. 
The car park affected by this proposed order is on land at 
the Warmley Station Yard. 
It is also proposed to introduce provisions for the charging 
of electric vehicles.” As shown on Drawing numbers T307-
219-003 attached. 
 
The proposals should meet the aspirations of the 
Statement of Reasons. 

Comment 2 
I am writing to you with regard to the consultation on car 
parking at Warmley Station. 
This consultation originally started in October 2018. 
At this point myself and a number of members of 
Kingswood Ramblers objected to the 6 hour maximum 
waiting time,as we use this car park on a Sunday only, to 
car share to the start of our walks, we cannot guarantee 
that we will be back in 6 hours. We car share so that we 
do not contribute to their being more cars going to the start 
of our walks. We are the Ramblers and try to be 
environmentally conscious of how many cars we take. 
From the feedback we got on the original consultation it 
says the following:- 
 
It would be helpful if the Car Parking restrictions were 
Mon-Sat only. We belong to a walking group, who use this 
car park to meet in on a Sunday. We then Car Share (to 
save theamount of cars going to the start of a walk) We 

Thank you for your comments. 
 
The Monday – Sunday shown on the advert 
was an error which was fixed during the 
legal advert, which was then extended to 
ensure everyone had ample opportunity to 
respond.  
The car park restrictions will operate 
Monday to Saturday. 
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would find that because the 6 hours would not be long 
enough, that instead of car sharing we would all be using 
our cars to get to the start of a walk. This would 
sometimes mean an extra 4-6 cars on the road. We are 
doing this to try & cut down on the effects of driving to the 
enviroment,as we try & practise what we preach that the 
countryside matters.  
Thank you for your comments.  The proposed days of 
operation in the car park will be changed from 
MondaySunday to Monday-Saturday due to comments 
received during consultation.  
 
As you will notice this states 'will change 
from Monday-Sunday to Monday to Saturday. 
 
How can you have a consultation in October, get results 
from the public and then do another one in 2019, can you 
get away with it by changing the name of the proposal 
from Siston Waiting Restrictions to Warmley Station Yard. 
Surely two consultations cost our Council more money. 

Comment 3 
Whilst I support the principal of restricting parking I feel 
these should relate to Mon-Sat only to allow those wishing 
to participate in leisure activities (i.e. the railway path etc.) 
to do so without restriction. This would also avoid the 
necessity and cost of patrolling the car parks on Sundays 
and would have no impact on local businesses or 
residents..  
 
As the proposal stands, therefore, I must object. 

 

Thank you for your comments. 
 
The Monday – Sunday shown on the advert 
was an error which was fixed during the 
legal advert, which was then extended to 
ensure everyone had ample opportunity to 
respond.  
The car park restrictions will operate 
Monday to Saturday. 
 

Comment 4 
 
I am concerned that South Gloucestershire Council are 
repeating a consultation on a topic that was initially agreed 
on after a consultation last year.   
I am Programme Secretary for Kingswood Ramblers. Our 
members meet at Warmley Station car park every Sunday 
and share cars to the start of our walks. The reason for 
this is to cut down the number of car journeys taken. We 
have been using this car park for the last twenty years and 
this has always been our policy.  
The proposal to limit parking to six hours on Sunday is a 
great concern as we cannot guarantee that we will be back 
at the car park within the six hour time limit. 
The Ramblers are an enviromentally aware organisation 
and to be unable to use this car park on Sundays will 
result in either more car journeys being made to the start 
of our walks or members will need to park in surrounding 
roads to the obvious annoyance of local residents. 
I cannot understand why when the parking restrictions 
have already been agreed this consultation has re 
emerged. 
The following is feedback I received after the last 
consultation. 
Thank you for your comments.  The proposed days of 
operation in the car park will be changed from Monday 
Sunday to Monday-Saturday due to comments received 
during consultation.  

Thank you for your comments. 
 
The Monday – Sunday shown on the advert 
was an error which was fixed during the 
legal advert, which was then extended to 
ensure everyone had ample opportunity to 
respond.  
The car park restrictions will operate 
Monday to Saturday. 
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Why is the previous consultation being ignored. Surely 
rerunning this at any time and particularly at a time of 
austerity is not a good use of South Gloucestershire 
residents Council Tax. 
Please adhere to the results of the previous consultation. 

 

Comment 5 
 
Reference L3/STOP/PT.6199. 
 
I am writing to object to the proposed changes restricting 
long stay parking hours to 6 hours maximum on Sundays. 
I am an active member of Kingswood Ramblers. 
When this proposal was first put forward in October 2018, 
several members of the Kingswood Ramblers group made 
objections to the time limit on Sundays. 
The response we received following our initial objections 
informed us that there would not be a long stay time limit 
on Sundays: 
“Thank you for your comments.  The proposed days of 
operation in the car park will be changed from Monday-
Sunday to Monday-Saturday due to comments received 
during consultation.” 
We objected on the grounds that we are a community 
group who use the car park on Sundays only so that we 
can car share to the start of our walks. 
By car sharing, we reduce pollution and the number of 
cars on the road. 
However if the limit is 6 hours maximum we will no longer 
be able to use the car park as we generally do not return 
within that time. 
We will be forced to park on the road instead which seems 
to defeat the object of the proposal. 
Please change the plans so that Sundays are exempt from 
the 6 hour maximum limit. Thank you! 

Thank you for your comments. 
 
The Monday – Sunday shown on the advert 
was an error which was fixed during the 
legal advert, which was then extended to 
ensure everyone had ample opportunity to 
respond.  
The car park restrictions will operate 
Monday to Saturday. 
 

Comment 6 
Reference L3/STOP/PT.6199.  
I strongly object to the proposal to restrict long stay 
parking at Warmley Station car park to 6 hours on 
Sundays.   
This will not be long enough for the Kingswood Ramblers 
who meet and park here on Sundays.  The inevitable 
outcome on our group of the implementation of this aspect 
of the proposal, will be that we will have to park elsewhere 
or, more likely, all drive to the start of walks.  This will 
result in a greater impact on the environment, something 
that we, as a group, are committed to avoid at all costs.   
This proposal will also impact on the large number of 
people who choose to make Warmley Station car park as 
their starting point when using the cycle path; it is difficult 
to cycle a return trip to Bath, and enjoy a visit, in six hours!  
Similarly, the six-hour limit would make it difficult to cycle 
with children to a number of destinations along the cycle 
path route.   
I objected to this proposal when it was first raised in 
October 2018; the outcome of that consultation was that 
parking on Sundays would not have a time limit.   
Why are you proposing to change this??   
 

Thank you for your comments.  
 
The Monday – Sunday shown on the advert 
was an error which was fixed during the 
legal advert, which was then extended to 
ensure everyone had ample opportunity to 
respond.  
The car park restrictions will operate 
Monday to Saturday. 
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Comment 7 
Objection to Notice:  L3/STOP/PT.6199  
Warmley Station Yard Car Park changes 
  
I am writing to object to the proposed changes restricting 
long stay parking hours to 6 hours maximum on Sundays. 
When this proposal was first put forward in October 2018 I, 
and several other members of the Kingswood Ramblers 
group, made objections to the time limit on Sundays. The 
majority of our members are residents of South 
Gloucestershire. 
The Feedback Report following the Siston Waiting 
Restriction Review 3 – Consultation 2 published on 30 
November 2018 states that “the proposed days of 
operation in the car park will be changed from Monday-
Sunday to Monday-Saturday due to comments received 
during consultation”. 
We objected on the grounds that we are a community 
group who use the car park on Sundays only so that we 
can car share to the start of our walks.  
This is in order to avoid parking outside residents’ houses, 
reduce pollution and the number of cars on the road - 
which is always being promoted by South Gloucestershire 
Council.  
Also some of our members walk to the car park for a lift. 
However if the limit is 6 hours maximum we will no longer 
be able to use the car park as we generally do not return 
within that time.  
We will be forced to park on the road instead which seems 
to defeat the object of the proposal. 
We are confused by the fact that South Gloucestershire 
Council seems to be ignoring it’s own changes to the 
restrictions following previous consultation. 
 

Thank you for your comments.  
 
The Monday – Sunday shown on the advert 
was an error which was fixed during the 
legal advert, which was then extended to 
ensure everyone had ample opportunity to 
respond.  
The car park restrictions will operate 
Monday to Saturday. 
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