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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 WELLESLEY SCHOOL – 

WAITING RESTRICTION REVIEW (DODINGTON WARD).  
 
DATE: 16 January 2020   
 
 
Purpose of Report 
 

1.To consider objections received following the statutory advertisement of the Wellesley School – waiting 
restriction review, Dodington 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. In May 2014 concerns were raised by one of the local ward councillors that there were parking issues outside 
Wellesley Primary School in Edgeworth, Yate. The Councils Assess and Decide Team conducted a site visit 
and observed the parking spaces filling up very quickly and then parents parking on the advisory ‘No Stopping’ 
zig zag markings and across residents’ garages and driveways. 
A scheme was subsequently added to the Council’s Local Transport Priority List to conduct a waiting restriction 
review of the area which would give consideration to formal no stopping and parking restrictions. The scheme 
was subsequently included in the capital programme as part of an LGF funded review of school keep clear 
markings.  
 

The Issues 
 

4.The purpose of the scheme is to improve safety outside the School and restrict areas where dangerous or 
obstructive parking takes place. 
 

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

Consultation - 
 

6.Public consultation of the initial proposals was undertaken, between the following dates; 7 - 28th June 2019 
 

7.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 
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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.  
 

The online consultation drawing was viewed a total of 54 times. There were 9 individuals and organisations 
that responded to the consultation via the questionnaire. Figures 1 to 5 show the results of the questionnaire 
responses. 

 
Figure 1: 

 
Figure 2: 

 
Figure 3: 
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Figure 4: 

 
Figure 5: 

 
 

8.Conclusion  
The responses received were generally in support of the proposals and scheme as a whole (figures 1, 3 and 
5). There were a few aspects that were not supported i.e. the times for the proposed single yellow lines (figure 
4). The results on whether people supported the length of the proposed single yellow lines (figure 2) are 
unclear, however you can deduce that regardless of length, more people wanted single yellow lines in some 
form (56%) than those who didn’t (44%).  
It should also be noted that the online consultation drawing was viewed a total of 54 times with only 9 people 
choosing to comment, this means that there were 45 people who didn’t feel strongly enough to write in and 
object to, or support the proposals.  
Due to the fact that the comments made didn’t include any changes that were viable options, it was decided to 
proceed as proposed to legal advertisement, where the public will have a second chance to respond to the 
proposals. 
 

9.The advertised proposals consist of: - prohibiting vehicles waiting at any time or prohibiting vehicles waiting 
Monday to Friday, between 8.00-9.30am and 2.30-4.30pm, in parts of Edgeworth, Yate. 

 

Plans showing the proposals are shown in Appendix B. 
 

10.The proposals were advertised from 6th November to 2nd December 2019 
 

11.Responses received are as follows:- 

 Received 3 objections and 1 other comments. The responses are summarised in Appendix A 
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Local Members 
 

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

“Happy for you to go ahead with the revised plan“– Councillor Tony Davis  

 
Options 
 

13. 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) 
 

14. Implementing the Wellesley School waiting restriction review can be met from the £100,000 budget 
allocated to the LGF Schools associated scheme ‘School Keep Clear Markings’ within the Directorate’s 
2019/20 Capital Programme (£7,369 has been spent to date 3/1/2020). Should the scheme be abandoned 
then the remaining funding would be re-allocated within the confines of the grant conditions. 

 
Alexis Garlick, Interim Corporate Finance Manager 
 01454 865383. 

 
Legal Implications 
 

15. 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 
 

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

 
Environmental Implications 
  

17. 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 
 

18. The proposed waiting restrictions should provide a safer and more social environment for the community 
in and around the Doddington Ward. 

 
Mark Pullin, Strong, Safer Communities Manager 
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 01454 868480.  

 
Economic Implications 
 

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

Ian Steele, Economic Developments Project Manager  
 01454 868202. 
 

Equalities Consideration 
 

20. 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 
 

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

 
Risks, Mitigations & Opportunities 
 

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

Other Implications 
 

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

 
Conclusions 
 

24.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 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 Wellesley School waiting restriction review scheme should be 
implemented as advertised, with the exception of; an 8.9m length of single yellow line outside number 33 
Edgeworth. 

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:   
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Director of Environment and Community Services  
 
Date 16 January 2020 
 
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 
Appendix B – Legal advert proposed plan  
Appendix C – Proposals with amendments to be implemented  
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APPENDIX A – STATUTORY OBJECTIONS  
 

Objectors comments Officers comments 
Statutory objections  

Objection to the scheme on grounds of the following:-  

Objection 1 
This proposition is guaranteed to push the waiting traffic 
further along edgeworth.  We have a wall opposite our 
house which people already use to park in front of.   This 
makes parking on my drive difficult. The risk to pedestrians 
is also increased due to the constant movement of traffic 
(including distracted parents trying to do a 3 point turn in 
front of my home). 
I feel that for many years the round about has provided an 
appropriate area for traffic flow allowing parents to enter 
the area to the left and existing to the right.  The problems 
are more then likely caused by inpatient parents whom are 
unhappy waiting for the care in front to move on.   
I have a nephew (whom I live with and provide 50% care 
for) at Wellesley and feel pushing cars to the end of 
edgeworth does not solve the problem of children being 
driven to school (I know some parents are within walking 
distance but still drive – usually because they do the 
school run on the way to and from work)  
The proposition here DOES NOT SOLVE an issue, it 
simple pushes the problem along the street. 

Thank you for your comments. 
 
  

Objection 2 
I am a home owner at 33 Edgeworth of Yate, Bristol and I 
am writing with reference to the proposed changes to road 
markings and waiting restrictions outside of the Wellesley 
Primary school in this location. 
 
Whilst I fully agree that a "no waiting at any time 
restriction" should be enforced on the roundabout at the 
entrance of the school, I would like to take this opportunity 
to strongly object to the proposal of installing a waiting 
restriction on specific dates/times on the other areas 
around this location. Specifically the area directly in front 
of my garage and drive way (House No.33) 
 
I currently park my car in front of my house and garage in 
order to allow easier access to get my two small children 
in and out of the car. This is something your proposed 
restrictions will prohibit me from doing.  
 
Furthermore, I fear that going forward not having the ability 
to park a car outside of my property without risk of being 
fined will greatly impact on value of my house on the 
property market. 
 
If the proposed restrictions are set in place we unlucky 
residents that this will effect will be faced with being 
penalised and fined for parking outside of our own 
property. This surely cannot be fair when considering the 
rest of the street may park outside of their homes as they 
please. 
 

Thank you for your comments.  
The current school keep clear markings are 
advisory only as they do not meet the 
regulations to enable them to be enforced. 
One of the aims of this scheme is to install 
enforceable restrictions near to school to 
prevent inconsiderate or dangerous 
parking. Single yellow lines were proposed 
to still allow residents to park outside of 
school pick up and drop off times as well as 
keeping their drives and garages clear so 
they can still get in and out during these 
times. However it has been noted that 
number 33 does not wish to have the 
restrictions cover their drive way so they will 
be shortened on this section of road to 
accommodate this.  
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Whilst I understand that the aim of the scheme is to 
enforce safety in the area, I feel that the parking 
restrictions at the further most points of your plan are not 
necessary as the school entrance and roundabout should 
be the focus. Also, to my knowledge there have been no 
serious RTA's in this area since the installation of the 
current marking so why do the markings need to be 
changed now?  
 
At the very least I would expect for any new signage 
relating to a "waiting restriction on specific dates/times" 
directly outside of a residential home to note that this 
waiting ban is for non-residents only. 
 
I look forward to hearing from you in the near future 
regarding my above points and cannot insist enough that I 
do not want for the proposed scheme to proceed as 
suggested. 

Objection 3 
 This proposal doesn’t address the route cause of the 
problem- No parking available for parents, near the school. 
These parking bays are used as a long stay car park by 
local people for plumbers vans, recovery trucks, and any 
other vehicle they don’t want outside their houses. This 
consultation should be focused on road safety for children 
that attend this school. These bays need a maximum stay 
of 3 hours Monday - Friday, so that they are a shared 
parking resource between everyone. If this were the case, 
children could be dropped safely to school, with little 
chance of being run over. If these proposal goes ahead in 
its current format, parents will have to park on Shire Way, 
and walk children past drive ways, where they do risk 
being run over. Road safety should always take priority, 
over the parking convenience for local people.  
Please also see below my letter attached to Nigel Riglar, 
Director of Environment, and Community Services, SGC. 
 
I would like to draw your attention to a consultation was 
iniated this summer relating to parking outside Wellesley 
school in Yate. Residents and parents were invited to 
provide feedback, which as a parent of a child at this 
school I did. There are 15 marked parking bays outside 
the school to cater for just over 200 pupils. These bays do 
not currently have any waiting restrictions, and anyone is 
free to park for any prolonged period. Unfortunately, some 
individuals do just this, and cars are parked in these bays 
overnight, and through the days, and some never seem to 
move. Last winter I counted 9 cars with frozen 
windscreens that were clearly not dropping off children, 
and were parked overnight, leaving 6 spaces for parents 
dropping off children. That equates to 1 space per 33 
pupils, which is clearly un-workable. This results in parents 
parking on the roundabout, across residents garages, or 
double parked in the road etc. Parents and residents are in 
agreement that something needs to be done to resolve 
this situation, so that children are safe, and residents are 
not inconvenienced. 
  

Thank you for your comments.  
Generally we would seek to discourage 
parents from driving right up to the school 
and the proposed parking arrangements 
emphasize this.   
 
In other parts of the country “school street” 
schemes are being piloted. These schemes 
prohibit driving on a section of road in front 
or near a school during the start and end of 
the school day. Such scheme encourage 
even those who are driven to school to walk 
the final 100 meters or so, thereby 
removing vehicular traffic from the school 
frontage. 
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The output of the consultation does not really seem to 
come up with a solution that is going to change where we 
are today. The proposal is to simply change the type, and 
colour of lines, that state no parking to double yellow. 
Since the consultation, further local people have seen this 
as a green light to park outside the school, and the 
problem has become worse. On Tuesday 8th October, 
parents had 3 spaces left, after 13 bays had been 
occupied overnight. That’s 1 space per 67 pupils. The 
result was utter chaos, with cars everywhere, and the 
roundabout was totally blocked for everyone. This is not a 
safe situation for children, and very inconvenient for 
residents close to the school. 
  
The same day, Tuesday 8th October I called Katie Myles 
at South Gloucestershire, who is contact for this case, and 
sent out the output of the consultation. I called to share my 
experience of what had happened the same morning. 
During this conversation with Katie I tried to convey that 
child safety should be of the most paramount importance, 
and the 15 marked bays outside the school should not be 
used as a car park by local people. I propose now, and did 
in my feedback that a 3 hour parking limit be put on all 
bays, to prevent overnight parking. Katie did not agree 
with this, and said that everyone has an equal right to park 
there. I pointed out that each local resident has a 
driveway, garage, and hard-standing per dwelling, which 
are 3 spaces, so there shouldn’t be requirement to park 
outside the school. It was suggested by Katie that a lack of 
available parking to parents, would encourage parents to 
walk, or cycle. I live in Chipping Sodbury, and I am 
divorced from my wife (who does indeed walk our 
daughter to school), so walking or cycling is not practical, 
or possible as I commute to work straight afterwards, as 
do many parents. When I expressed the view that surely 
road safety, and the safety of children should be more 
important that than providing additional parking for local 
people or residents, she stated that “this isn’t about road 
safety”. I was utterly astonished to hear this, and when I 
pushed her on it, she then tried to back track, and said that 
road safety was dealt with by another team. Finally I said 
that it shouldn’t take a child to be killed or injured for 
something to be done, to which her answer was “it would 
be the parents fault (if a child was killed or injured), as they 
were parked illegally”. At this point, I said that I found this 
comment extremely offensive, and that I would need to 
end our conversation, and would be escalating the issue. 
 
South Gloucestershire Council has an obligation to provide 
a safe environment for all of those individuals who live, 
work, and attend schools here. I have written to you today 
to request that this obligation be fulfilled at Wellesley 
school in Yate, with great urgency. We need available 
parking for dropping children to school, and parents 
evening, sports day etc. A free for all parking policy does 
not encourage anyone to cycle, or walk, it just creates an 
un-safe environment. It should not take a child to be 
injured or killed for this to move to the top of the priority list 
for South Gloucestershire Council. 
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Can you please move this consultation from the team who 
deal with parking complaints, to the road safety as a 
matter of great urgency. 

 
Thank you for your help,  
 
I look forward to your response 
 
       
(Martin Dodd) 

 

Other comments Officers comments 

Other for the scheme:-  

Comment 1  
Response from Police:  
Thank you for your email and attachments regarding the 
proposals for prohibition of waiting at Edgeworth, Yate.  
 
I understand from the Statement of Reasons that “In May 
2014 concerns were raised by one of the local ward 
councillors that there were parking issues outside 
Wellesley Primary School in Edgeworth, Yate. The 
Councils Assess and Decide Team conducted a site visit 
and observed the parking spaces filling up very quickly 
and then parents parking on the advisory ‘No Stopping’ zig 
zag markings and across residents’ garages and 
driveways. A scheme was subsequently added to the 
Council’s Local Transport Priority List to conduct a waiting 
restriction review of the area which would give 
consideration to formal no stopping and parking 
restrictions. The scheme was selected for inclusion in the 
Council’s Local Transport Capital Programme 2018-19. 
 
Purpose of Scheme The purpose of the scheme is to 
improve safety outside the School and restrict areas where 
dangerous or obstructive parking takes place. 
 
Proposed Scheme It is proposed to replace the advisory 
keep clear markings and the advisory yellow zig zag 
markings around the roundabout with a no waiting at any 
time (double yellow lines) restriction, as well as replacing 
the remaining advisory yellow zig zags with a no waiting at 
specified days/times (single yellow lines) restriction. 
The proposed days and times of operation for the no 
waiting at specified days/times (single yellow lines) 
restriction are Monday to Friday between 8am and 9.30am 
and 2.30pm until 4.30pm.” As shown on drawing number 
T409-113-002 (attached). 
 
Enforcement of waiting restrictions within South 
Gloucestershire Council’s area rests with South Glos. 
Parking Services. 
The proposals should meet the aspirations in the 
Statement of Reasons. 
  

Thank you for your comments.  

 



 

 
APPENDIX B – Proposed plans from advert 

 



 

APPENDIX C – PROPOSED PLANS – with amendments  

 


