ECS77/2020

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 PROPOSED WAITING
RESTRICTIONS IN VARIOUS ROADS, YATE TOWN CENTRE
(YATE CENTRAL WARD & YATE NORTH WARD)
DATE: 25 September 2020

Purpose of Report
1.
To consider objections and comments received following the statutory advertisement of
waiting restrictions and school keep clears in various roads in Yate Town Centre.
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 scheme was included in the 2017-18 Capital Programme approved at PTSE on 10th
January 2017 decision number, Capital Programme Reference Number NM05/2016.
Developer funding has been secured to review waiting restrictions in the vicinity of Yate Town
Centre
The Issues
4.
. Parking issues have been raised by local residents, Yate Town Council and local
members. The review seeks to address these issues.
5.

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

Consultation
6.
An initial public consultation on the proposals was undertaken from the 31st of July 2017 to
the 18th of August 2017. The drawings showing the proposals on the online consultation were
viewed up to a total of 1782 times. There were 508 individuals and organisations who completed
the questionnaire. As a result of the consultation, the limited waiting review in car parks were
removed for the advert. Some minor amendments were made to the scheme for the advert for the
remaining waiting restrictions proposed.
7.
The advertised proposals consists of proposed waiting restrictions in: - A420 Station Road,
B4059 Link Road, B4060 Station Road, Bennett’s Court, Broadway, Cabot Close, Church Road,
Cleeve Road, Elmgrove Drive, Firgrove Crescent, Gleneagles, Highway, Home Orchard, Kennedy
Way Car Park, Kennedy Way, Lawns Road, Melrose Avenue, Orchard Close, Painswick Drive,
Ridgeway, Stanshawe Crescent, Sundridge Park, Swan Field, The Glen, Tree Leaze, Turnpike
Close and Walnut Crescent, Yate; and B4060 Station Road, Chipping Sodbury
8.
The advertised proposals consists of proposed school keep clears in: - Broadway, Church
Road, Firgrove Crescent and Melrose Avenue, Yate
Plans showing the extents of the existing and proposed waiting restrictions and school keep clears
may be seen in Appendix B
9.

The proposals were advertised from 16th October – 9th November 2019

10.

Responses received are as follows:Received 1 standard response
Received 19 support
Received 9 support with additional comments
Received 4 comments
Received 3 objections with comments
Received 17 objections
Received 1 objection with support and additional comments
The responses are summarised in Appendix A.

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



Implement the scheme as advertised
Amend the scheme
Abandon the scheme

Financial Implications (includes tax implications such as VAT)
12.
Implementing waiting restrictions and school keep clears in Yate Town Centre will cost an
estimated £20,375. This includes the cost to implement and the necessary signage. Current
budget spent so far is £2975. This can be met from the 2020/2021 budget allocated to cost centre
XFV219. Should the scheme be abandoned then the remaining funding would be reallocated
within the confines of the grant conditions.
James Bidwell, Corporate Finance Manager.
 01454 865383.
Legal Implications
13.
In reaching a decision the committee must consider any 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.
Andrew Griffiths, Solicitor and Group Manager, Legal Team
 01454 863037.
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 the local environment for residents in the affected
area. There may be some associated reduction in emissions from vehicles and therefore some
improvement in air quality in the immediate vicinity.
Lucy Rees, Senior Environmental Policy & Climate Change Officer
 01454 862224
EnvironmentalPolicy@southglos.gov.uk
Social Implications
16.
The consultation on the proposed changes has generated a number of responses which the
report seeks to address, providing a balanced way forward. The proposed solution should help
provide improvements to the social environment in the target areas.
Robert Walsh, Head of Safe and Strong Communities

Economic Implications
17.

There are no direct economic implications arising from this report or the recommendation.

Ian Steele, Economic Developments Project Manager
 01454 868202

Equalities Considerations
Equalities Considerations
18.
This proposal has potential positive implications for some protected characteristics in terms
of age and disability, and school children as these groups can be adversely affected by
inconsiderate parking. The scheme includes double yellow lines at junctions and close to schools
as well as school keep clear markings which should address the effects of inconsiderate parking
on these groups particularly where they need to cross roads at junctions. Where double yellow
lines are introduced away from junctions, Blue badge holders are able to park on these lines for up
to 3 hours provided they are not causing an obstruction.
Although no comments made in response to the advertisement of these proposals are directly
related to protected characteristics, there are many that could be deemed to be indirectly related.
Consideration of comments raised is included in Appendix A.
Mark Shearman, Principal Engineer, Design & Operations Team, Streetcare
 01454 863601
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 increase safety for vulnerable road users.

Other Implications
21.

There are no other significant implications for the council.

Local Members
22.
Following circulation of the report the local members and there was response from one
councillor. In the comment, they wanted it confirmed that the report was suggesting that
Stanshawe Crescent and Bennetts Court restrictions would go ahead and that the proposed
change for The Ridge would be beneficial for the residents.
Conclusions
23.
Following the comments received following the advertisement of the proposals it is
recommended that the scheme be amended so that the proposed waiting restrictions in Broadway
only operate Monday to Friday 8 - 10am and 2 - 4pm. This is to coincide with normal weekday peak
traffic flow approaching the traffic signals. Also that a 5m length of proposed restrictions across the
driveway of no 78 Firgrove Crescent be removed from the proposals.

Decision
1. That the Yate Town Centre Waiting Restrictions should be implemented with two
amendments
a. That being that the proposed single yellow lines in Broadway only operate Monday to
Friday 8-10am and 2-4pm
b. That the proposed double yellows across the driveway of No 78 Firgrove Crescent
be removed from the proposals leaving a gap in the waiting restrictions of 5m.
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:

Nigel Riglar
Date: 25 September 2020
Departmental Contact
Mark Shearman, Principal Engineer, Design & Operations Team, Streetcare
 01454 863601
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 – Advertised drawings

APPENDIX A – STATUTORY OBJECTIONS
Objectors comments
Response 1
Enforcement of Waiting Restrictions within the South
Gloucestershire Council rests with South Glos Council
Parking Services.
The proposals should meet the aspirations in the
Statement of Reasons.
Support 1
There appears to be a section of Church Road where
car parking will still be a serious problem. This is a
busy road and bus route that is currently turned into a
hazardous single lane by cars dropping off and
collecting chldren at the school. The whole of Church
Road is too narrow to permit parking anywhere along
its length at any time of day.
Support 2
Bennett's Court.
The Residents Association have been campaigning for
over two years to have double yellow lines
implemented on the bend on the west side of Bennett's
Court. The road is narrow on the blind bend outside No
68 and is blind to drivers entering and exiting the road
and has regularly resulted in near head on accidents.
Vehicle(s) parked on the West side of the bend
exacerbate this situation and create a total blind spot
as well as a chicane type scenario further increasing
the possibility of a head on collision. This is a major
safety hazard that will be greatly reduced for both
residents and visitors to the road with the introduction
of the double lines that should be implemented
soonest. We have issued photo's and videos to our
local councillor of the hazard and have had a visit from
a member of Sth Glos Council to review the situation.
Only two houses are located in that area and both
have sufficient residential off road parking facilities and
there is also safer on street parking available
elsewhere in the road.
Support 3
The marking of yellow lines on the bend in Stanshawe
Crescent is very important , many residents and
myself know this is a dangerous
Part of the road, we often have cars parking on that
side making the road very narrow, we have new
houses to be built on that part of the road which could
mean more cars parking on that side.
I would like also to make a comment on the yellow
lines to be put down in Bennett’s Court. There is a
nasty bend which cars park, this road in particular is
very narrow at the best of times.

Officers comments
Thank you for your comment.

Unfortunately it is too late to include
further waiting restrictions at this
stage. However, your request has
been recorded so that it can be
considered the next time waiting
restrictions in the area are reviewed.

Thank you for your comment and
support.

Thank you for your comments and
support.

Support 4
I am particularly pleased about the proposed no
waiting restrictions in Stanshawe Crescent as, in
recent years , there has been an increase in
inconsiderate parking, often all day, especially on the
bend.
The restrictions need to be introduced asap to ensure
that parking does not overflow into the crescent once
the site of the old magistrates court is developed.
Although the proposal will restrict the space that is
available for visitors to park close to the front of my
property due to the number of dropped kerbs
elsewhere , I feel that the extension of the double lines
to run alongside the small green area in front of my
house makes sense. My neighbours and I have been
concerned that inappropriate parking , partway onto
the grass is not only dangerous but very damaging.
I understand that pulling in, unloading, picking up and
dropping off passengers will be allowed. This is
especially important as my husband is a blue badge
holder.
I am also pleased about the proposal to stop the
parking in the entrance road to the Kennedy way
carpark/ Courtside Surgery as this is a nuisance and
dangerous for car park users and patients.
Comment 1
Response from someone who works in Yate Shopping
Centre.

Thank you for your comments and
support.

Thank you for your comment.

I understand the reasoning behind the ‘prohibited and
restriction waiting order’.
I feel the frustration from residents who must endure
poor parking. When they themselves are unable to
access their own properties. Parking can be
inappropriate and dangerous.
There are a lot of people who must drive to Yate for
work and do not have a designated work car park.
Public Transport, especially from nearby villages is
inadequate, often for the times they run and the
expense of the fare.
Hopefully, the local people who drive short distances
will be encouraged to walk to their destination.
However, my main comment is, while the parking is
being restricted where would you suggest a worker
park their car? Yate Shopping centre is restricted to 4
hours.
Perhaps you could make suggestions on alternative
parking?

Currently there are 2 car parks where
all day parking is permitted. If there is
no available space, then you should
park where it’s safe and legal to do so.

Support 5
Regarding the addition of Yellow lines on the inside
bend of Bennets Court. As a regular user of the road,
the yellow lines can only make this dangerous corner
safer for everyone with minimal impact to those who
live on this bend.
Support 6
I agree with the general proposals to improve safety
and access for residents. However, as I live on
Highway I am concerned that the grassed area
between Highway and Station Road will be abused for
parking purposes. Wooden posts were installed along
the Highway side of the grassed area to prevent
parking and ensure child safety. These posts have
since deteriorated and no longer provide a safety
barrier. Under the new proposals, Highway will remain
as one of the areas where cars can park unrestricted.
My concern is that with reduced parking elsewhere, the
grassed area will be parked on more frequently.

Thank you for your support and
comment.

Thank you for your support.
The maintenance team will be made
aware of the situation.

Prior to installation of the wooden posts, my daughter
had a near miss incident while on her way to school
when a car drove onto the grass to park. This was a
frightening experience that we have never forgotten
Therefore, in line with your obligations to safety, please
may I request that the wooden posts along Highway
are reinstated to mitigate the risk of harm to
pedestrians and prevent cars driving onto the grassed
area.
Included within this response is a map which indicates
the location of the wooden posts. Please see below.
Objection 1

The proposed restrictions have been
put forward in locations where safety
concerns are.
In the shopping centre, the council
owned car parks are currently 12
hours. The private car parks we have
no control on the restrictions.
This scheme doesn’t have the budget
to provide additional private parking
areas.

Support 7
I've just read through the New Parking Restrictions for
Church Road and I don't believe that they are
comprehensive enough.
I live on Church Road and have 3 young children that
attend St Mary's School.

Unfortunately it is too late to include
further waiting restrictions at this
stage. However, your request has
been recorded so that it can be
considered the next time waiting
restrictions in the area are reviewed.

I believe that there should be double yellow lines all
along Church Road, especially on the School side of
Church Road.
The number of times of walked too the school and the
traffic is gridlocked because cars have parked on that
side of the road and cars cannot pass each other.
On a significant number of occasions i've seen buses
that can't get through and twice I've seen fire engines
get stuck.
Further more I've seen cars swerve from one side of
the road onto the school side of the road, this
represents a clear danger to pedestrians and other
road users.
For me the only option is to have double yellow lines
along this stretch of road and I would suggest these
are more important than others that have already been
detailed.
I showed the proposals to my wife who stated that just
prior to the lockdown there had been an altercation
between a Church Road resident and a parent who
parked in the small lay by on Church Road and that the
Police had been involved.
It does seem strange that a full ban hasn't been
imposed on the area by the cottage. I believe that no
parking markings should also be placed on the parking
space outside what I believe is an electricity sub
station as parents frequently use this as well.
Support/Comment 1
Having studied the proposed changes to parking in
Church Road Yate, I consider that the restriction does
not go far enough. My understanding is that the
proposal is to prohibit waiting at any time to a point
north of Elmgrove. I think the restriction should be at
least as far as Canterbury Close and Church Farm
Close. If it isn’t, at school times, cars will simply park in
the unrestricted space between those two roads and
where the restriction ends. Certainly driving north that
will cause a hazard as vehicles will be parked on the
bend, causing an obstruction. It’s particularly pertinent
as the Y3 bus is scheduled to run precisely at this time.
Support/Comment 2
I currently reside at [removed for data protection] Yate
and have lived at this address for the last 20 years.
I have read with interest and concern your proposed
changes to parking in the Yate Town Centre Area and
in particular Turnpike Close.
I have viewed your plans and welcome the installation
of “No Waiting “on the entrance to Turnpike Close from
Station Road and note that this restriction only goes as

The restrictions have been developed
through consultations and meetings
local members.

Unfortunately it is too late to include
further waiting restrictions at this
stage. However, your request has
been recorded so that it can be
considered the next time waiting
restrictions in the area are reviewed.

far as the paved area in Turnpike Close, this will only
force people to park their motor vehicles further into
Turnpike Close causing Wilful and Inconsiderate
parking to the detriment of residents.
My suggestion is to continue your “No
Parking”restriction for the complete length of Turnpike
Close or if that is not possible make Turnpike Close a
“Residents Parking only”
zone.
Over recent years “obstruction of driveways “and
“turning around in private driveways“ by non residents
namely shoppers, workers from within Yate shopping
Centre and parents dropping off and picking up
children from St Mary’s School have caused issues.

Unfortunately it is too late to include
further waiting restrictions at this
stage. However, your request has
been recorded so that it can be
considered the next time waiting
restrictions in the area are reviewed.

I feel that without proper consideration for residents of
Turnpike Close your plan could make the situation
worse than it already is , my preferred option would be
for “Residents Parking Only Zone “for the complete
length of the block paved area of Turnpike Close.
I am willing to discuss this issue with you if required
Objection 2
I live at [removed for data protection], proposed
parking restrictions will cause more problems then
solving any, residents parking permits will allow better
access as we only have rear parking only for our
vehicles and also parking for visitors to our property
and other properties.
I believe all residential roads surrounding the shopping
centre should be controlled by residential parking
permits.
Support/Comment 3
Comment on the proposed parking in Church Road
Yate
This is the second consultation on parking in this area,
the last consultation took place approximately 3.5years
ago. It made similar proposals to those in this
consultation.
I will again make my comments on this proposal.
I support the proposal in general but still feel that a
total ban on parking in Church Road between the
second speed hump and the traffic lights. The parked
cars obscure the sightline to the school crossing for
traffic driving towards the shopping centre as cars
going in the opposite direction have to wait until the
road is clear. I have observed several cars totally
nearly hitting the crossing attendant. Also I have had
cars overtake me on my cycle whilst signalling that I
am turning right into my drive, these drivers believe
that I am only signalling to overtake the parked cars.
Therefore the council has a strategy duty of care for
venerable road users, cyclist and pedestrians.

Please see support/comment 1.

Residents parking can be only
considered when more than 50% of
the households don’t have private
driveways.

Please see previous comment about
resident parking permits.

Please see support 7.

Support/Comment 4
I am writing regarding the new parking restrictions on
Stanshawe Crescent.
Whilst they are good because this stops dangerous
parking and improves vision for the junctions, I am
concerned that the people who park there (mainly
shopping centre staff and Royal Mail staff) will just
move further down and park outside our houses, this
causes major problems currently and I often cannot
park outside my house due to staff parking there.

Unfortunately, when parking
restrictions are installed, parking
migrates to other locations.

We have asked for resident parking but nothing has
happened and I have asked twice to drop the curbs so
we can park on our gardens to save cars being
curbside (which would improve traffic flow and safety)
and means we can always park, both times we have
been declined.

Please see support/comment 2.

I was happy to pay for the drop curb and would loose
my garden to be able to park.
I feel this will get alot worse when the new houses are
built and think it's a fair request for us to be able to
park
Support 8
I have a few comments on the proposed plans for the
parking restrictions on the Ridge.
I welcome any restrictions that will help with the
parking I have some points I’d like to raise.

Thank you for your support.

The bus stop on Broadway, surely there is no need for
this, no buses come down here anymore.

The area is set out for coaches for the
school.

Blue markings on broadway outside 2 houses. These
two houses are surrounded by red and then a bit of
blue, where are their visitors supposed to park? Do
they have big enough driveways for all the cars in their
household. Seems a bit unfair on them.

In view of your concerns it is
recommended that the proposed
single yellows in Broadway only
operate Monday to Friday instead of
the proposed Monday to Saturday.
This is so that the waiting restrictions
coincide with the normal MondayFriday peak traffic flows approaching
the traffic signals.

As a parent who has walked their kids to the schools
since 2012 anything to stop people parking on corners
and dropped curbs is a wonderful idea but how is it to
be enforced? Cameras? Or relying on residents?
Because the complaints I have raised have been
ignored. The schools can’t do much apart from trying to
shame the parents that have no cares about their
parking where they want. There might need to be a
physical presence initially and then on random days as
parents will just ignore this as they do the zigzag lines.

Our parking enforcement team will
enforce the restrictions and residents
can report parking issues to the
council.

Support 9
As a resident of [removed for data protection], can I
place on record my thoughts, as requested by the
Council’s consultation request regarding:
L3/DFA/STOP/PT.6448 I am in grateful agreement with
the Councils plan. The implementation of the proposals Thank you for your support.
will prohibit the current dangerous practice of
irresponsible vehicle parking around the junctions as
shown on the plan.
L3/DFA/STOP/PT.6524 I am in grateful agreement with
the Councils plan. The implementation of the proposals Thank you for your support.
will prohibit the current dangerous practice of
irresponsible vehicle parking around the junctions as
shown on the plan.
Thank you for the efforts in resolving the existing
problems relating to vehicle parking- it is appreciated
Support 10
Further to the revised plans for parking in Yate we
agree Lawns Road needs some restrictions due to cars
being parked on the road and grass verges on a daily
basis. Either people going shopping or catching the
bus into Bristol.
We note the no waiting time on the left hand side of
Lawns Road stops just on the corner. We feel strongly
this needs to be extended to the driveway of No. 1 as
cars parked there cause congestion for cars turning
into Lawns Road from Church Road. We note the red
line extends to the drive of No 6 Lawns Road and this
therefore keeps the Road clear. We agree there needs
to be no waiting between 8am - 6pm Mon- Sat as this
will keep the road clear at the entrance to Lawns Road.
You need to live here to see how dangerous it is for
pedestrians and cyclists when the road is blocked by
cars parked on a daily basis.
Support 11
This is a long awaited relief. I live at [removed for data
protection] and find it very difficult to get on and if my
drive when cars are parked opposite
Objection/Comments 1
I have recently received a Focus Alert bulletin at my
home, [removed for data protection], about the topic in
Subject.

The layout was put forward in the
consultation and majority felt the
proposals in Lawns Road was about
right.
.

Thank you for your support.

It gives an overview of newly proposed restrictions to
parking. I have several comments to make base on it
seeming that ALL avenue roadway immediately in
proximity of the Ridge is proposed to be NO waiting at
any time:
1 - What provisions for parking are being made for
residents immediately in that avenue?

The locations of the restrictions
shouldn’t affect parking for residents
as they are junction corners.

2 - What provisions are to be made for additional
parking? and where are the proposals for new safe
temporary parking to be used by school parents?
3 - The proposal will likely force drivers to park further
into the Ridge estate - do the proposers accept that
this will add significantly greater jeopardy to the many
walkers/children who go through the estate who go to
the schools there? Are they prepared to be held
accountable when issues, or worse, occur?
4 - Why do the proposals not include an improvement
to the parking immediately outside of the shop front
area - this is always poorly used and could easily offer
increased parking if someone applied some simple
logic.
5 - Please provide justification for the proposed
changes - Why have they been tabled and Who has
requested these changes - a statistical argument would
be acceptable citing the numbers of people who've
made requests for a change with votes fore and
against?
Support 12
My husband and I have lived in [removed for data
protection], Yate, since the estate was built in the early
1960s. We have seen many changes during that time,
including losing Thorns Farm., where the Court was
then built. A pub was then built in the area which is
now Lidls. What started out as a house in the country
has now become part of a town.
With regard to the parking plans, we were pleased to
see that daytime parking would be forbidden. We
hope that the whole of Painswick Drive and the other
roads in this area will be will be included in the parking
plan.
Objection 3
I am writing to you for further information as to if you
are putting yellow lines by 76 and 74 as my son needs
to park his car on the road and my neighbour next door
has no off road parking we have had no Parking
troubles since the shopping centre was built in 1969 I
think the problem is with the shopping centre Bringing
in parking restrictions in there car parks why should we
suffer because of there proffect I will be contacting
Toby savage as well a-bought this matter I am not
pleased a-bought this matter and you will get more
Emails I would think
Comment 2
I am emailing in regard to the new plans to limit parking
on the Ridge.
I moved to Melrose Avenue last September and have
witnessed the school run at multiple times in the
morning and also occasionally at end of day, luckily I
walk to work and can avoid this most of the time.

Drivers should park were its safe and
legal to do so. Parents can drop off
and pick up if required on restrictions.
Parking will naturally migrate when
parking restrictions are introduced.

The proposals outside the shops is for
limited waiting Mon-Fri 8am to 6pm 2
hours no return in 4 hours.

The scheme has been developed with
local members and residents. In
addition, a consultation was ran setting
out the proposals before the advert.

Thank you for your support.
Unfortunately it is too late to include
further waiting restrictions at this
stage. However, your request has
been recorded so that it can be
considered the next time waiting
restrictions in the area are reviewed.

There are no restrictrions being
proposed outside or by 74/76. The
restrictions are on the bend ending of
the verge.

On the rare occasion I've been stuck in it, the biggest
issue I've noticed is not the parking and the waiting
cars. It's the congestion.
The biggest issue is that the lights that allow cars to
move from Broadway onto Station Road (turning left
towards Chipping Sodbury or right towards Yate itself)
only ever let out a few (3/4 max) cars at any one time
even when the line backs up to the shops (and
occasionally beyond). Only letting a few cars out each
time the light changes quickly builds up when you have
tens of cars trying to leave all at once-- yet even more
cars entering to the Ridge (as the lights allowing cars
to leave Station Road onto Broadway is has a longer
timer) = more cars coming in than can get out.

Your concerns about the operation of
these traffic signals have been
forwarded to the Traffic Signals team.

I suggest changing the lights allowing cars to leave
Broadway onto Station Road to be changed to a
sensor. This could be triggered by any cars waiting at
approximately at/on the Broadway roundabout. I feel
that the waiting this would create on Station Road is a
small price to pay for the larger issue the council is
trying to address. If not a sensor, a change in timing to
allow more cars out of Broadway onto Station Road is
most definitely required.
It feels like a red herring to want to change the parking
restrictions. If you could get the cars out quicker from
the Ridge then this would ease congestion at school
times.
Hope that was clear, but happy to provide further
clarification if required.
Support 13
I am emailing regarding the proposed new parking
bans for the Ridge.
I have lived in Walnut Avenue for 22 years and I don't
know why parking at the bottom of the road (where I
live) continues to be an issue. This was previously a
problem for a vindictive resident/s who had issues with
anything and anyone. This resident has now moved
and peace has resumed. Walnut Avenue residents
have also purchased the majority of the garages at the
bottom of the road which has resolved parking issues.
The major issue on the Ridge is the parking around the
schools and the blatant disregard for other road users
by parents dropping off/collecting their children.
Drivers constantly park on the corners near the miniroundabout which results in the road being blocked. I
have seen on a number of occasions that parents do
not adhere to the "keep clear" sign adjacent to the

The proposals are to remove
inconsiderate parking on the corners
to allow safe movements and was
popular in the consultation.

traffic lights and block the road coming along from
Highway onto Broadway. They also park on the
corners opposite Firgrove shops which also blocks the
road. The concerning part is when they park, and are
getting their children out of their cars directly into the
road and not on the pavement.
The behaviour from parents at times is rude and
aggressive and I have witnessed numerous
altercations between residents trying to get to other
roads on the Ridge at school times and parents. This
has been mainly due to road blocking and
inconsiderate parking.
I totally agree with no waiting proposals in relation to
the schools but not the ban in relation to the corner of
Walnut Avenue.
Support/Comment 5
With regards to the plans for parking restrictions in the
vacinity of Church Road, we would like to voice our
concerns regarding the roads that are not included. We
live in Canterbury Close and have had problems in the
past with people parking and then going into work for
the day. Our concern is that our road will become
congested leading to problems with access to homes
and limited manoeuvrability for waste disposal vehicles
and emergency vehicles. We would ask, therefore, that
signs are placed at the entrace to Canterbury Close
stating that access/parking is for residents only.
Support/Comment/Objection 1
For the proposed parking plans on The Ridge I do not
agree with the blue line - no waiting 8am-6pm Monsat. I really don't think that doing this will make a
difference. People park on the zig zags outside the
school so they won't take any notice of that small
section. The only people that it will affect are the
residents that live there who will not be able to park
outside their own house or have visitors park there.

Thank you for the support for some of
the proposals.

I agree with the double yellow lines - no waiting at any
time as people parking on the corners are dangerous.
I've nearly had a few doors off when I drive home from
work because people with small children often put
them in the car from the road side and not the
pavement side.

Thank you for your support.

I think that the parking outside the shops should be
looked at because the way people park there blocks up
the road. Why can't part of the wide pavement be
removed so that the cars can park further in and not
stick out into the road? This is horrendous, especially
when vans do it as you can hardly get round them.

The proposal does include the shops,
the proposal is for limited waiting MonFri 8am to 6pm 2 hours no return in 4
hours.

Please see Support/Comment 1.

Following the several objects to this
specific restriction, we are suggesting
to reduce the restriction to Monday –
Friday 8am-10am and 2:00pm to
4:00pm.

One last thing maybe a no turning round sign should
be put up outside Broadway school as people drive
down to the give way opposite the shops and instead
of driving around Firgrove Crescent they do a u turn to
go back up Broadway. Highly dangerous especially at
school drop off and pick up times.
Support/Comment 6
With reference to the plans for Stanshawes Cres
parking ,you are going to stop cars parking on corners,
but having lived in the area for years I think it would be
benificial if parking is stopped up to the dropped kerb
opposite the lane adjacent to courtside surgery. We
have cars and work vans that park there making it very
dangerous for pedestrians to see if road is clear to
cross, very awkward for wheelchair users and mums
with pushchairs. Local schools also use this as a
shortcut.
Objection 4

A U-turn sign wouldn’t meet the
regulations required to place a sign at
this location.

Support 14

Thank you for your support.

An additional restriction could be
included to cover the crossing point.

The locations of the restrictions are to
improve access at junctions and rear
accesses. Available parking should
remain the same.

Support/Comment 7

Unfortunately it is too late to include
further waiting restrictions at this
stage. However, your request has
been recorded so that it can be
considered the next time waiting
restrictions in the area are reviewed

Objection 5
I am responding to the parking restrictions set out for
Home Orchard.
1)
Having parking restrictions as you enter Home
Orchard from the mini roundabout may help the road
as people do park inconsiderately here. It could
possibly make it more dangerous than it already is
2)
If this goes ahead people are going to park
further into the cul-de-sac and also use The Leaze.
The Leaze is a 19 House estate and parking is very
limited. There is a parking bay which is for visitors, not
people shopping or staff of proposed new stores
3)
If stores cannot provide transport for their staff
then they need to provide parking for them, not expect
to use up small residential areas.
4)
Are residents going to be given parking permits?
Many people may continue to work from home. What
are they going to do with their vehicles? What about
parents looking after their children? You can’t expect
residents to move their cars every 2 hours
5)
Planning for shopping centres and stores need
to consider the impact they are having on the
infrastructure
6)
You only have to see the impact of the train
station charging to park, the new council offices and
what has happened with people parking all day at
Longs Drive.

The proposals should improve the
entrance to the Home Orchard.

Parking restrictions do result in parking
migrating.

We do not have any control on this
matter.
The street wouldn’t meet the criteria
for residential parking permits.

I would welcome your comments about my concerns
Objection 6
I am a resident at [removed for data protection], Yate.
I would like to object to plans to introduce parking
restrictions to my street.
We already have double yellow lines upon entering the
road. I do not feel it necessary to implement further
restrictions towards the end/middle of the street.
People park on both sides of the bend, but if you are
driving a reasonable speed the bend is not unsafe. In
fact it helps to slow drivers down.

Parking on the bend would restrict
visibly for vehicles, hence for the
proposals. It was also supported in the
consultation.

Very rarely are all the parking spaces in the road filled
up. And this would impact any visitors we may have.
In my opinion, Bennett’s Court is absolutely fine as it is
- and prohibiting vehicles waiting for a length if time is
a completely unnecessary action. It would only move
the problem, rather than solve it.
If this is actioned, then please consider introducing
resident permits

The street wouldn’t meet the criteria
for residents parking permits.

Comment 3
We understand the Council are considering parking
restrictions in some roads in Yate to stop parking for
people working in Yate Town Centre.
The problem is that it will move the parking from one
road to another. We live in Canterbury Close (the next
entrance to Elmgrove Drive, off of Church Road).
Before the lockdown a couple of vehicles were parking
here to go to their place of business, ie Yate Town
Centre or boarding a bus to Bristol. Of course “one
tells another” and it escalates.

Please see Support/Comment 1.

When the Jelf Group had their offices in Church Road
the parking was unbelievable in the Close and larger
vehicles had to mount the pavements to get around
corners and there was also a lot of “backing up” with
vehicles coming the other way. At times it was very
dangerous and noisy. The Jelf Group were advised of
it but little was done but always polite.
We have young people in the Close unable to afford
deposits for their own homes and therefore live with
parents and these young people have their own
vehicles and need to park.
We realise the problems with restricted parking at Yate
Town Centre but restricting one area will just lead to
the next road being used and will the Council then
consider more steps to be taken, if necessary?
Support 15
I just wanted to drop you an email to say how delighted
we were to hear of the proposed parking plans for
Church Road, Yate and the surrounding area.

Thank you for support.

I am a resident of Church Road and have on
numerous occasions voiced my concerns regarding
the parking on Church Rd. The parking during school
rush-hour is totally inappropriate, no consideration is
taken for the safety of children, pedestrians and other
road users. Often you will find cars parked just feets
away from the traffic lights.
My husband is a local firefighter and son a local
paramedic and both on a couple of occasions have
had difficulty in getting through Church Road during
school time, so I do feel that these parking measures
are definitely needed. You have my support.
Objection 7
I am responding to a flyer that I received regarding
New Parking restrictions for Church road area in Yate!
Why does every road layout, every proposed scheme
that South Glos Council implement or think up never

Thank you for your comments.

work? Is it because they are paid far too much money
and don’t have a clue what they are doing or do they
just not Listen?
As a resident of Canterbury Close, I practically use
Church road every day, it has traffic calming humps,
which have no effect on the speed at which motorists
travel along it and for the past 12 months it has been in
a terrible state with the amount of pot holes, So I am
very pleased that something is finally being done about
it!
As I see it the NEW plans are not much different to
what we have now!, the biggest problem is the area
outside the school, where nothing seems to be
changing! The parents park all along the road, right up
until the lights when dropping and picking their children
off!, so when you are travelling from Yate town centre
to the lights, you have to pray the lights don’t change
as you end up blocking the road for the oncoming
traffic through the lights because of all the parents
parked outside the school, it is total bedlam and one
day a young child is going to be knocked down, maybe
killed!. In my opinion the road should be closed to
traffic at the Bridge and some of the schools playing
field made into a turning circle for the parents who feel
the necessity to take and pick there children up from
school.
Having the road closed as I see it would be safer for
the school, wouldn’t really effect the bus route and be a
lot more environmentally friendly. So that’s my opinion,
I know it won’t make a blind bit of difference as the
council do exactly what they think they will regardless
of common sense and the tax payers money!
Comment 4
As a resident of School Walk we have massive
problems with people parking outside our house doing
the school run and employees that work at the
shopping centre and going to work and therefore we
have problems getting out of our drive as School Walk
is such a narrow road.
These proposals are going to push even more cars in
to our roads now and I cannot understand whoever
came up with these plans why they didn’t consider
School Walk and Tyning Close being a part of it!
As a resident I have previously complained to the
council and Sue Walker and Luke Hall and St Mary’s
School regarding these issues.
It is incredibly frustrating and a real kick in the teeth to
not be on the list.

Closing the road is beyond the remit of
the scheme.

Unfortunately it is too late to include
further waiting restrictions at this
stage. However, your request has
been recorded so that it can be
considered the next time waiting
restrictions in the area are reviewed.

Please can you let me know what we need to do to be
added to this list as a lot of these roads are no where
near as effected as we are by this on a daily basis.
Objection 8
I live in Turnpike Close so can only speak for the plans
in that road. I voiced my concerns three years ago,
and as the plans for this road remain unchanged since
then, my objections also remain the same.
1. The proposal is to put yellow lines at the entrance to
the road, on parts of the road where nobody currently
parks anyway. Thus the impact on the road and the
center of Yate, would not be improved.
2. People currently park at the entrance to the road on
the left hand side, causing congestion, especially
because that is opposite the pub entrance. Also, on
the right and side ajacent to the boundary of No.
19. This has not been addressed by the new
proposals.

Additional restrictions will force parking
into the close or into other roads.

3. People who work on the shopping centre have been
told to park in the side streets, to free up parking on the
shopping centre. They leave their vehicles up the road
sometimes between 8am and 7pm.
To implement these proposals in this area would be a
waste of council/our money, as no change would result
from it.
What could be done instead?
1. Shops should be allowed to issue parking permits on
the shopping center to their workers.
2. Turnpike Close should be made a resident parking
zone.
3. The entire road should be made, No waiting for
longer than 2 hrs.
All the above would at least change the situation,
largely for the better, to residents in the road. This is a
residential road anyway, and not an extension for the
shopping center. Most residents choose to live close
to the shops for its convenience. Lately though parking
restrictions at the shopping center have made things
difficult, to say the least, for residents. The new
proposals will not relieve the difficulties.

Residents parking can be only
considered when more than 50% of
the households don’t have private
driveways.
Limited waiting wouldn’t be
appropriate for a residential street.

Support 16
Having seen a plan of the two proposals circulated by
the Liberal Democrats Focus group, (having tried to
find a similar plan on the council website and failing) I
am writing to support the proposals in their entirety.
I have lived on Melrose Avenue near the sharp bend
above the Ridge Junior school for fourteen years and
have thought that the markings around both the
schools on the campus have been inadequate for a
long time. Cars, (I believe belonging to staff), regularly
park on and around the bend and down past the
schools themselves. During drop off and pick up times
in the school day parents park and stop
indiscriminately around the schools, parking on the
wide pavement at the bend which makes visibility
around the bend nearly totally restricted, on the
corners of the junction of Mercier Close and in any
space they find regardless of how inappropriate or
against the Highway Code. This has made driving
problematic and walking dangerous the entire time I
have lived here.
I believe that the extended no stopping proposals will
improve the situation but I would suggest that there will
need to be a substantial period where the new
restrictions are patrolled and infringements are
punished or they will be quickly ignored and therefore
be ineffective. I have, on multiple occasions witnessed
parents stopping on the zig zag markings at both
schools so enforcement will be necessary to ensure
they and the new proposals are effective.

Our parking enforcement team will
enforce the restrictions and residents
can report parking issues to the
council.

Regarding the proposal to limit the waiting in the bay in The proposal is for limited waiting
front of the shops on Firgrove Crescent. I believe that
Mon-Fri 8am to 6pm 2 hours no return
the restriction to parking time to three hours is too long. in 4 hours.
I see no reason that a car, using any of the shops and
services in the rank should need to be there for that
long as they are a convenience store, hairdressers, dry
cleaners, children’s playgroup and dentist. If however
the proposal is followed through I think it would be
acceptable.
As a side note I would like to suggest that at sometime
the Council proposes making the bay deeper. The
current pavement would support a deeper bay as it is
quite wide and the size of the bay at the moment
means that cars parked in it protrude into the road,
(which is inconveniently directly opposite the junction
of the only ingress/egress to the estate by road),
thereby causing an obstruction to traffic, especially at
high traffic times such as the drop off and pick up
school times.

We do not own enough land to be able
to the make the parking as suggested.
Also it beyond the budget of the
scheme.

Whilst I recognise that the restrictions and prohibitions
proposed would mean cars will have to park further
around both Melrose Avenue and Firgrove Crescent I
don’t see this as a problem. The schools would be only
a five minute walk and this would not be a bad thing.
I trust this all makes sense and hope to see the
proposals implemented before the new academic year
in the autumn.
Objection 9
I live in Turnpike Close which, as you probably know, is
a small, narrow residential cul de sac.
My main concerns about the new proposals are that
the problems that they intend to solve will simply be
shifted to other areas and Turnpike Close will suffer
increased traffic as a result.
In normal times, there are already a number of parents
using the close as a convenient stopping place for
taking children to St Mary's and also a number of shop
workers/commuters using the close as a car park.
Consideration for the residents is not a high priority for
these individuals.
I would like to suggest some alterations and would
welcome your comments.
The entrance to the White Lion car park has a steep
Additional restrictions will force parking
slope. The opposite side of the road often has cars
into the close or into other roads.
parked on it which means the angle of approach to the
car park is very sharp and cars often scrape their
undersides. In addition, deliveries to the pub are
problematic and I have seen parked cars which have
been bumped by larger vehicles trying to exit the pub
car park. There is often a row of parked cars on the
side opposite the pub entrance which can make it less
easy to enter or exit the close. I would like to suggest
the addition of no parking to the side opposite the white
Lion car park.
Over the years the car parks in the town centre have
introduced maximum time limits for parking. I believe at
one time the town centre management had promised
not to introduce these limits on the overflow car park,
but they did a u turn on this. With what appears to be
limited car parking spaces provided for the shop
workers, the close has become a car park for these
commuters. The problem increases over the holiday
periods as shoppers look to park in the close due to
lack of spaces in the town centre. Ideally I would like
Please see objection 8.
to see the introduction of a residents only parking for
the close, but failing this, the extension of the proposed
restriction of vehicles waiting between the hours of

8am and 6pm to 4 hours for the whole of Turnpike
Close.
Objection 10
I am again replying in regards to the parking/no waiting
proposals around my property on Broadway.
I am well aware some action needs to be taken but I
am at a loss to understand why our elected Local
Government representatives have chosen the
proposed solution.
The most important point is that the vast majority of the
issues are caused by inconsiderate, illegal and
sometimes dangerous parking by parents dropping
their children to school.
There is also the issue of staff from Tesco, Jelf,
Sharpak and other local businesses parking in the
surrounding roads either because there isn't enough
parking at said businesses or, certainly in the case of
Tesco, they have 4 hour restrictions imposed by the
shopping centre owners.
We also seem to have school staff parking outside our
property with monotonous regularity - is there not
enough parking for them at school? It appears that you
are trying to solve a problem that is partially of your
own making...how ironic.
School arrival and departure times could quite easily
be patrolled by Traffic Wardens for a short period once a few parking tickets are handed out, along with
some free advice to read the Highway Code again, the
problem will disappear. Random and regular checks
will mean a safer environment for the rest of the
community, including pupils of the school.
The local businesses need to be contacted and asked
if they can find any solutions from within, don't they?
An incentivised car share scheme perhaps? Why can't
the shopping centre owners have a stiff letter from
yourselves asking for parking permits for shop workers
etc. The vast majority of the time, the car park next to
the old Maternity Hospital is empty, certainly during the
week. Can they not use that instead of parking on our
streets?

Our parking enforcement team will
enforce the restrictions and residents
can report parking issues to the
council.

All the junctions DO need to have 24 hour 'No Parking'
restrictions, that is a must in my humble opinion.
Why 6 pm for the time limits? Can that not be reduced
back to 4 pm to enable me to park after work,
obviously outside of school hours too? Why Saturdays
as well? I seldom work on a Saturday but I will have to
move my vehicle to comply?
The 'No Waiting' restriction on the east side of
Broadway, although I do understand the reasoning

In view of your concerns we are
proposing to relax the proposed single
yellow lines so that they only operate
Monday – Friday 8am-10am and
2:00pm to 4:00pm.

behind it, is only going to increase the problems we
already have on the west side ie the vehicles that park
on the east during the day are now going to park on
the west. That doesn't solve anything at all but does
increase issues for us. It appears that we are going to
end up with endless yellow lines and large amounts of
signage, all installed at great expense to all of us, the
taxpayer, and no-one is going to gain - every one of
the residents and their families and visitors will have
extra restrictions imposed on them through absolutely
no fault of their own. It seems extremely unfair and
unjust, to be frank.
What happens when all the selfish parkers from the
local businesses park just a little further along the
roads? Do we then see more endless yellow lines and
signage? Repeat ad infinitum...
All of this could be easily solved by Residents Parking
Permits, issued for a small annual fee. The Council
issue parking permits for their own office car parks,
why not for us? Cheap to set up and easily monitored,
where is the problem?

Residents parking can be only
considered when more than 50% of
the households don’t have private
driveways.

As the proposal stands - and if the current proposal is
implemented - I am going to have to alter my property
and access, lose a lot of my garden and pay out in the
region of £3k just so we can have friends and visitors
around? That outlay will never be recovered, in fact I
feel that the value of my property will reduce! How is
that fair?

Any vehicle parked across your
driveway would be so close to the
roundabout that it would contravene
the Highway Code. Consequently we
cannot relax the proposals here.

There isn't very many properties on Broadway that are
going to be impacted by these proposals but those that
are, are going to be impacted quite severely because
of the selfish actions of others. How is that fair?

A slight aside - we do get a lot of delivery lorries
entering the Ridge, usually looking for Sharpak. Can
Sharpak be contacted and have some better signage
or guidance for the drivers please?

Objection 11

Objection/Comment 2
i am writing to you concerning the proposed new traffic
regulations around the primary school on The Ridge
Yate. One of our main concerns is the ban on all
parking along Broadway which is basically making it
into a dual carriageway which it turn will allow the
traffic to move along a lot quicker! At rush hours traffic
coming along Broadway try to beat the lights and use
Highway as a rat run to avoid waiting at a red light! By
having two clear lanes along Broadway will only allow
the traffic to drive a lot quicker and in our opinion make
it far more danderous! We also find that at school
times the traffic coming from Chipping Sodbury also
use Highway as a way to avoid queues at the lights so
having traffic from both directions can be a total
nightmare! Weve already witnessed our neighbours
young lad almost being knocked of his bike by a car
tearing along Highway trying to beat the lights. We
completely agree with the yellow lines on all corners
and dangerous parking areas because the school
parents seem to park anywhere when dropping their
children off. We even have parents parking on the
grass in front of Highway which should not be used for
parking. The school have told all parents that they can
park in Riverside car park which is much safer as they
can walk across the road on a zebra crossing and
straight along a path to the school which would avoid
any traffic problems! We basically agree with all the
double yellows but not the no parking all day along
Broadway not to mention the 2 houses there will never
be able to park outside their own homes and with
growing families this will be a disaster for them! If there
is no way this is going to be changed why not just have
the no parking there between say 8.30-9.30 and 2.303.30 because it is only school traffic that causes the
problems and certainly not on Saturdays! One council
officer that my husband spoke to said it was people

Unfortunately it is too late to include
further waiting restrictions at this
stage. However, your request has
been recorded so that it can be
considered the next time waiting
restrictions in the area are reviewed.
Please see previous comment about
residents parking.

The restrictions are located on the
corners of the junctions and the main
restriction on Broadway. In view of
your concerns we are proposing to
relax the operating times of the single
yellow lines to Monday – Friday 8am10am and 2:00pm to 4:00pm.

parking there for the shopping centre but we can
categorically guarantee that it is not, it's people going
to work at the offices/factories at the bottom of the
Bowling Hill so Saturdays there are very few cars
parked along Broadway or Highway apart from
residents. We really hope you will reconsider the no
parking all day along Broadway as in our opinion it will
only make matters worse!
Objection/Comment 3
I would like to comment on the proposed changes to
the parking of vehicles on Melrose and
Walnut Ave.
I am opposed to the proposed changes.I currently live
at number [removed for data protection] which is on the
corner of both Melrose and Walnut Ave, these
markings will be directly outside my residence and will
stop me from parking my car outside my house as I do
not have a driveway. Due to the nature of the street I
am unable to park elsewhere as it is already
congested, especially in the evening and weekends.
Neighbours tend to have their own habitual parking
spaces and can get quite irate and confrontational; I
feel the new proposed changes will cause unnecessary
‘bad feeling ‘and confrontation as some of us will be
forced to find parking spaces further away. I also feel
that parking away from my house when it is dark can
be unsafe especially at the moment as our street lights
have been out for a number of months, this has been
reported and given the current climate I know thing are
moving lower but can be a regular occurrence.
I fail to understand why this corner of all the corners on
Melrose has been singled out, it is the furthest away
from the school and has no direct impact on the
parking in and around the school or indeed the traffic
flow. It also has the same issues as the other corners
on the close and yet for some reason we seem to have
been singled out.
Objection 12
Objection was location of objectors house – not shown
due to data protection
Objection 13
I am [removed for data protection] and live with my
family at [removed for data protection], Yate. I am
writing regarding the proposed parking restrictions on
Church Road. Whilst we agree that the situation
regarding parking on Church Road at school opening
and closing times needed some modification, we have
concerns about the current scheme.
Our specific concerns are regarding the end of the "no
waiting" section. This seems to end right by our
driveway, which is private and shared with three
properties, [removed for data protection]. Our concern

The restrictions will not cover the
whole of your frontage, only the
junction where any parking would in
any case be in contradiction with the
Highway Code. You would still be
able to park in Walnut Road at the side
of your property where in any case
your front door and gate are located.

The proposals are to remove
inconsiderate parking on the corners
to allow safe movements and was
popular in the consultation.

is that cars will be pushed back towards our part of
Church Road, meaning it will be difficult for us to enter
and leave our driveway. We are also concerned that
cars will park in our driveway instead.
We wonder what SG council will be doing to encourage
people to consider where they park, and perhaps try to
keep the cars in Yate Shopping Centre car park rather
than pushing them down Church Road, which has
always been an unofficial clearway? We are also
wondering what steps we should take when (as it will
be when, not if) people start parking on our private
property? We also wonder if the parents will be
encouraged to look to the health of their families and
the environment by being encouraged or incentivised
to walk to school?
Support 17

Vehicles should park were its safe and
legal too. If vehicles are blocking
accesses then the police can be
contacted.

If vehicles on private property, then
you should contact the police on this
matter.

Thank you for your support.
SGC doesn’t own the land for the old
magistrate’s court and therefore we
cannot turn it into a car park.
The left turn onto Station Road is
beyond the remit of the scheme.

Objection 14
We are writing in response to the proposed changes to
parking on Broadway.
We have taken into consideration the proposed
changes and would like to strongly object to the no
waiting line outside of no.2 and 4 during the hours of
8am to 6pm, Monday to Saturday.
Whilst we note there are problems with traffic as is
around all areas of Yate, the problem on the ridge is for
a very short space of time at school pick up and drop
off, 39 weeks of a year. At all other times of the day
and weekend there are no traffic issues of which this
has been highlighted even further to us during this time
of lockdown. As we live here, we are in a position to
see how the traffic is at all different times, where
people who do not are only aware of problems for
approx. 15-20 mins of a day. The problem is that cars
are not able to move forward in the queue down

Broadway due to the traffic from Bowling Hill to the
roundabout on Station Road. The length of time the
traffic lights remain green to allow cars out is very also
very short. The road is wide enough to allow a vehicle
to pass to exit the Ridge estate and we do not witness
many people turning left apart from those who use
Highway as a rat run to get out causing increased
danger to residents.
When there are no cars the speed in which people
travel is extreme, to race the lights to get out. They
drive very dangerously, and we are very concerned
that this will open the road to allow people to drive fast.
Our sons cross this road to go out to schools etc and
we would be very concerned for them. The speed in
which some people travel would instantly kill someone!
Your consideration regarding this seems more
important before someone is killed.
We have never been asked our opinion or have we
seen any traffic survey conducted regarding this area.
The people who we believe to have asked for this are a
very small percentage of people who live within the
ridge area or use the roads for schools, for which this
will have no effect on their personal amenities. These
restrictions benefit this small amount.
By implementing this parking enforcement, this will
affect us considerably for the following reasons:
Our elderly parents regularly look after our
youngest child to help us with school drop of and pick
up. They will have nowhere to park as the other side
of Broadway is always full with parked cars even on
the weekend, and all other roads are also full with
people parking outside their own houses. They are
unable to walk long distances, one parent of which has
recently had a full knee replacement and suffers with
arthritis.
We regularly have our niece dropped to us to
look after who has scoliosis, therefore she needs to
park outside our house as she is also unable to walk
far
As above visitors to our house will have
nowhere to park, not even in the close vicinity affecting
our amenities.
We rely on deliveries to help us. We will have
no place for delivery drivers to stop to deliver goods to
us.
We will be unable to park any cars out there to
gain access to our garage to get motorbikes out as we
no more space on our drive to park. We are unable to
extend the drive any further due to lampposts and
telecom boxes.

Decrease to the value of our property and
unable to sell due to this restriction. We will lose
money for the brief inconvenience of a few.
We are unable to stop outside of our dropped
kerb access to our drive, and walk around to open our
gates.
People who also park on this stretch of road are people
who work in the BT Building on the Ridge, people who
work in the offices on Bowling Hill and from Sun
Chemicals/Sharpak. They are not shoppers parking
there to access Yate Shopping Centre.
If these lines were put there, we believe this will not
stop parents parking there whilst they are dropping off
or collecting their children. We agree there needs to
be double yellow lines around the corners as parking is
often very dangerous at these places. We have on
many occasions witnessed parents parking with no
consideration even on the yellow zig-zag lines outside
of the schools, in the bus stop area and also on no
parking lines already in place. They are known to not
care if they park across drives so they will not worry
about a line. On one of these occasions we were
witness to a resident telling somebody that they should
not be parked there, to which the couple parked there
became very abusive. Parents will still park on the line
as it is a very small space. A warden will only stop
them whilst a warden is there!
If any other restrictions were to be imposed, we would
like to see the council research the situation fully and
allow us access to this report.
Restrictions could be amended with possible solutions
as follows:
Residents parking permits only.
Reduce the time to Monday to Friday, 8am to
9am and 3pm to 4pm
School term time only restrictions as above

Residents parking can be only
considered when more than 50% of
the households don’t have private
driveways
In view of your concerns it is proposed
to reduce the restriction to Monday –
Friday 8am-10am and 2:00pm to
4:00pm.

As we have mentioned, these will not be effective
unless you have a warden permanently patrolling this
area to stop parents, this being a further increased cost
to the council and a inconvenience for us for the sake
National regulations do not allow the
of a few yards of no parking.
use of the ‘term time only’ on waiting
restriction signs. This is because many
The reasons put forward from on the consultation do
drivers will be unaware of school term
not have any supporting evidence to show that their
time dates.
effectiveness will be of much use.
As we put at the top of this letter, we want to clarify that
we strongly object to this proposed parking restriction

Objection 15
I am writing to you to object to the proposed traffic
regulation order to place a no waiting restriction
outside the property I live with my parents, 2
Broadway.
The no waiting restriction will have no effect but to
cause lack of amenities to the 2 houses this affects. I
often park my vehicle on this road and have not ever
had any problem with cars passing it. It will cause a
great inconvenience to my house and we will not be
able to have visitors as there is nowhere else for them
to park. My elderly grandparents will only be able to
visit on Sundays as they do not like going out on
evenings, which as a sufferer of mental health issues
in the past I know this will affect the house and them
greatly.
Any traffic problems are caused by Station Road, from
the top of Bowling Hill to the roundabout at the bottom,
and I know this as I often get stuck in this traffic on
return from college or work.
My friends who live on the ridge have also never spoke
of any problems regarding leaving the ridge even at
school times it goes pretty fast and if you know you are
going to be stuck in it you avoid that time. The school
has been there for many years and I attended it when I
was younger so people who choose to live on the ridge
should allow for this.
If I am collected by a work or college colleague to
share lifts, I will have nowhere for them to stop. My
work involves taking a very heavy bag of tools as well
as several boxes with tools in them. The no waiting
will not allow me to get my tools in quickly and safely
as I will need to walk around or leave them there on
the path and take several trips to get them in. I am
doing a carpentry apprenticeship.
There needs to be a proper survey done to show this
will be effective. I am not sure how you will stop
parents parking on this line too.
As I have said I object to this part of the proposal.
Support/Comment 8
I am writing to you in reference to the proposal.

Please see above.

My name is [removed for data protection] and have
done all good so since 2002.
I totally agree with the proposals for Turnpike Close
however would like to see that the red lines that are to
bridge over my Drive extends past the lamp post as
you enter Turnpike close. The angle to get off and on
the drive is such is becomes difficult when car’s a
parked to close to the entrance.
Please feel free to contact me on [removed for data
protection] to discuss if required. Thanks in advance.

Additional parking restrictions at the
entrance will push vehicles into the
close.

Objection 16
We are concerned that we are the only property
potentially affected by a double yellow line across our
driveway. While this may prevent obstructive flyparking, it also prevents trades people and other
essential visitors from accessing our property with
heavy equipment etc.
We require an on-site meeting, socially distanced with
council officers to discuss the various possibilities.
We are seeking advice about possible compensation if
the market value of our property is adversely affected.
Support/Comment 9
There is strong support for the proposal from residents
and the town council, indeed the only comments we
have received from residents are about things that are
not there, which they would like included. We support
the plans as far as they go, but consider that to work
they need to go further:•
Extend up Church Road to Greenways Road
junction as the whole road is bending and not
appropriate for displaced school parking - or at least as
far as the entrances to Church Farm Close and
Canterbury Closer.
•
Extend further into Turnpike so that we do not
simply get displaced parking; or make it residents only
or limited waiting (max 2 hours) 6 days a week - there
is a real issue with parents using it to park to drop off
children, and they will simply move further into the
close, and with displaced town centre workers parking
there all day which is causing problems for the White
Lion entrance and for residents. The area to the left
hand side opposite the pub entrance is presenting a
real access problem to the pub car park.
•
Residents in the Glen tell us they had hoped for
an extension of the parking restrictions further into the
Glen for the same reason, and again a residents or
limited waiting scheme would help them.
•
We also want to stress the importance of the
waiting limit outside the Ridge shops, as customers are
unable to park.
•
Some residents on the Ridge would very much
prefer a “residents parking” area, rather than a
complete ban, as it will affect parking for their visitors
and deliveries.
Whilst some of the immediate residents have said the
shopping centre should issue permits for their staff to
park, we recognise that would displace shoppers to the
residential streets, so we need a solution that
discourages travel by car.

We will amend the proposals so there
are no waiting restrictions across your
driveway and the gap in the double
yellow lines is long enough to park a
car in.

Unfortunately it is too late to include
further waiting restrictions at this
stage. However, your request has
been recorded so that it can be
considered the next time waiting
restrictions in the area are reviewed
Residents parking can be only
considered when more than 50% of
the households don’t have private
driveways and limit parking wouldn’t
be suitable for residential area.
Please see comment about outside
the area.
Please see comment about residents
parking.

Objection 17

There are proposals on Broadway to
allow improved access out of the
estate but following receipt of several
objects to this specific restriction, we
are proposing to reduce the restriction
to Monday – Friday 8am-10am and
2:00pm to 4:00pm.
The parking enforcement team will
enforce the restrictions and residents
can report issues with parking.

Support 18
I am for this notice however I would like a tweak added
please in respect for elmgrove drive.
I've been a resident of elmgrove drive since 2013.
I would like the whole street to also have the parking
restrictions with some sort of resident parking permit
for the parking/waiting exclusion times as in the past
and every September we have parking issues from
parents of both St Mary's and the ridge schools also
the local scouts,

Residents parking can be only
considered when more than 50% of
the households don’t have private
driveways.

I have had the words "keep clear" kindly written in the
hammer head outside my drive but I feel this would be
comprised as well as the rest of elmgrove drive when
these restrictions are put in place.

Keep Clear markings are no longer
used across driveways.

Please feel free to renew the white writing during the
line painting as it is worn.
Elmgrove drive will become the next parking site once
the schools are back to full usage.

Support 19
I am writing to agree with the proposals you have put
Thank you for your support.
forward to stop parking outside Broadway Junior
School.
The parents have no respect for their children’s safety
or for that of the residents of the Ridge.
I have personally had to report numerous parents to
the schools and to the police. I’ve had car doors
opened on me where they’ve parked on the
roundabout, they don’t give way when they are parked
illegally and I’ve also, nearly hit a child that has come
running out of the school, between cars parked on the
No Parking Bays. I slammed my breaks on only for the
mother to have a go at me for nearly hitting her child.
She did not consider that the other parents have
parked where they shouldn’t have and her child should
look!
There are issues every single morning and afternoon
with the parents and their poor parking. They think they
can park however and wherever they choose because
of their child being at school, this is not the case. The
police or school have done nothing to ease these
issues.
Laziness of the parents mean they park like absolutes
idiots and get away with it, something needs to be
done as it’s gotten worse over the years. You need to
bring in all these parking restrictions for safety reasons
and also to appease the residents as we are quite
frankly sick of the abuse the parents give to us and the
lack of respect for the yellow lines clearly marked and
the Highway Code! They should be fined to be honest!
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