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Comments Officer's Comments

1 XX 1 Bradley Stoke Town Council would like to thank you for including them in the consultation – they have no comments to make on the proposals

Please be aware that a few residents have contacted us regarding our proposals and have 

commented that although they have been living in the area for over a decade they have 

never seen any councillors and never had the opportunity to raise their concerns. 

I thought it might relevant to forward you these comments so the councillors are aware of 

that. 

We shall send you the results when the consultation is completed and inform you of the 

formal legal advertisement.

2 XX 1

What was the outcome from the public consultation.

Will the plan to put double yellow lines on hunts ground road be implemented?

If so when?

Details of the scheme have been posted on SGC's public website. The scheme is 

programmed for implementation within this financial year (2011/2012), subject to formal 

consultation which started a few days ago and public advertisement. 

In order to view the supporting documents, please go to www.southglos.gov.uk, then go to 

‘Have your say’ and select the relevant scheme. 

4 XX 1

1. Frequently cars are parked on the York Close junction or opposite it on Sandringham Rd. 

This situation I believe is hazardous, especially as I have witnessed near accidents between traffic and  children crossing in this area. Please address this issue as a matter 

of urgency.

2. Cars using Parkway Station have been parking between York Close and Balmoral Close for several years. 

Therefore, I believe parking restriction should extend further down Sandringham Road and side roads off it.

3. There is a disability parking space almost opposite which rarely seems to be occupied. 

Is this space required for the purpose marked?

Results of the consultation and reviewed proposals will be sent prior to formal legal 

advertisement. 

There is a disabled parking bay positioned midway between York Close and Gatcombe 

Drive on Sandringham Rd. It is allocated to the householder of 4 Gatcombe Drive.

There was reluctance to provide a disabled parking bay because there are off-street parking 

facilities such as a garage with the property of 4 Gatcombe Drive.

However, a mugging was said to have taken place in the garage area behind the property 

and the Police and local Councillors suggested a disabled parking bay be installed albeit 

some distance away because of the junction between Gatcombe Drive and Sandringham 

Rd.

5 XX 1

Very simple solution to the problem of rail users parking in side streets of Stoke Gifford: ask the owners of the station to reduce the parking charges.

Also reduce the Council parking charges in the new  P&R which also does not seem to be well advertised or signposted.

Surely this has to be better than wasting money on a residents parking scheme and meetings and consultations around this.

Results of the consultation and reviewed proposals will be sent prior to formal legal 

advertisement. 

6 XX 1

I am writing to you to complain at the continued parking on Hunts Ground Road despite the new P&R. 

Since this P&R. has opened I have yet to see a car parked in it. Yet people still park along the main road causing hazardous cycling conditions as drivers attempt 

dangerous overtakes. 

It seems ludicrous that thousands are spent on this car parking facility just for people to avoid paying by parking outside. The white/blue van at the entrance to this road 

which is continually parked there is a particular danger as it creates a blind spot for traffic. 

Suggestion

Either add double yellow lines or remove the parking charges otherwise there will be an accident soon. 

I've had too many near misses on my cycle on this road to keep quiet about it anymore.

Following the completion of the consultation period, we shall review all the received 

comments and send you the updated proposals. 

If the current proposals are approved, no waiting at anytime (i.e. double yellow lines) will be 

extended on the eastern side of Hunts Ground Road opposite to the recently opened Stoke 

Gifford P&R.

7 XX 1
I would like to support your recommendations as described in the Stoke Gifford - Parkway Station Area Parking Review / Proposed Waiting Restrictions.

Thank you for being so considerate to the local residents in this review.

We appreciate your feedback. 

Results of the consultation and reviewed proposals will be sent prior to formal legal 

advertisement. 

8 XX 1 Clarify the proposals. 

Description of the proposals. 

Results of the consultation and reviewed proposals will be sent prior to formal legal 

advertisement. 

MISCELLANEOUS RESPONSES, STOKE 

GIFFORD: 

Consultation, 9 May - 1 July 2011. 

I agree with the concerns of the residents of the other areas that this would push the problem into other areas. 

Does the Council not think that increasing parking restrictions in the area would not push the issue further away. 

There are still a number of streets with not included in this scheme, so the issue will be pushed into their area - where does this stop?

If restrictions are introduced, what about friends and relatives visiting the area? 

You will be restricting the basic rights of those living in the area, especially for the elderly and disabled who need visits and sometimes overnight stays by family and 

friends.

There are a number of cars parked in the area during working hours (from those few who park locally and walk to Parkway). 

I do not believe this is such a problem to introduce parking restrictions. I would like to know how much this is costing the Council, as a resident I am paying for this directly 

from local taxes.  

If this introduction only moves the problem to other residents, then this extra cost has not relieved the problem. 

I am sure that if the cost to park was FREE, then there would be no problem. 

The Council would not gain any additional monies from this scheme, 

but would create further problems for residents.

Question

(i) How much this scheme will cost the council to introduce and maintain,

(ii) The predicted income from the park-and-ride scheme,

The Council always needs to make money from schemes like this, 

but instead this ultimately costs residents in both local taxes and restrictions on parking.

I am strongly against approving this scheme.

XX

Limited waiting would be implemented in combination of the allocation of residents parking 

permit, the limited waiting would apply only in week days (i.e. Monday to Friday) between 

10am and 4pm. Out of these days and hours, anyone could park. 

Reminder of SGC's policy for residents' parking permit. 

Results of the consultation and reviewed proposals will be sent prior to formal legal 

advertisement. 

Info: the daily charge to park at the recently opened Stoke Gifford Park and Ride is £5 in the 

week and £3 at week ends. 

3 1
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9 XX 1

Is there a reason why there are no waiting restrictions on North Rd Stoke Gifford outside of the Poplar Rooms?

Vehicles are parked there all day every day leaving it very difficult for  visitors to the houses opposite to park at all without making it virtually impossible for any larger 

vehicle to get past.

The Poplar Rooms don't need the spaces as they have  their own car park, it seems to be a free car park for Parkway users! 

Results of the consultation and reviewed proposals will be sent prior to formal legal 

advertisement. 

10 XX 1

Clarify residents' parking permit scheme. 

Thank you for the explanation, it has been very helpful.

For the purposes of responding to the public consultation we would not be in favour of residents parking where a fee was involved.

Reminder of SGC's policy for residents' parking permit. 

Results of the consultation and reviewed proposals will be sent prior to formal legal 

advertisement. 

11 XX 1

I live in Oxbarton in Stoke Gifford. Therefore the parking restrictions would not appear to affect me that much - no-one will park in my road to go to the station as it takes at 

least 15-20 minutes to walk (at a power walkers pace!).  

I do drive past the areas affected daily, however, and hopefully my opinions will count for something.

I have no quarrel with any of the restrictions proposed - I am certain it will help the parking situation of all residents who live close to the station. 

My point to raise is an area that has either been accidentally missed or considered not be an issue in this consultation.

Every work day I drive past the Trust Hall near the zebra crossing by Rock Lane about 8am. 

On these days there are always the same cars parked on the road outside the Hall between Rock Lane and Brins Close - 

they are there in the middle of the day and some are still there at about 6pm. 

There is always the possibility that the owners of these cars work in the Hall but of course the Hall has a large car park and this is unlikely. 

I strongly suspect that these vehicles belong to people who use the station for their daily commute.

The other side of the road had no parking restrictions either (some gaps due to driveways) 

but at the moment doesn't tend to have vehicles parked.

At present you are not proposing that these spaces change their parking status 

(ie. no restrictions). If the proposed changes to Brins Close and Rock Lane come into play, 

I suspect that these areas will become blocked with parked cars all day during the working week - 

at some times there have been cars both sides and I could foresee that in an emergency vehicle

would have to drive onto the grass areas in front of the houses opposite the hall just to get by!  

The Trust Hall might also have to monitor parking more vigorously as people might park in their car park too.

Suggestion

Consider a limited waiting period outside the Trust Hall, on both sides of the road in much the same way 

as further down North Road towards the Village Green (I assume the 1-2pm one would be the ideal one, 

to catch those at work in Bristol). 

It might even be worth considering a total restriction on one side of North Road.   

suggest it now as I assume it would be easier to implement such a restriction 

at the same time as the others you propose. 

Results of the consultation and reviewed proposals will be sent prior to formal legal 

advertisement. 

12 XX 1 1

 I understand that notification has been given to local residents to extend the double yellow lines, which currently finish outside No 69 Ratcliffe Drive, further on to the 

junction with Constantine Avenue. 

Whilst I applaud that decision, I find it puzzling, that a similar decision was not made to extend the double yellow lines on the opposite side of the road, to its junction with 

Cade Close. 

It is on this side of the road that those children, who are not driven to and from school, have to negotiate the appalling parking, mainly caused by the parents themselves, 

who drop off and collect their children from the local school. 

As a local resident, I have  witnessed some very close calls of incidents between cars and young children walking to and from school, especially at the juntion  Ratcliffe 

Drive/Cade Close.

Suggestion

Extend the yellow lines up and into Cade Close at the same time as putting down those from 69 Ratcliffe Drive to Constantine Avenue. 

Those commuters who do not wish to pay the parking fee at the Parkway Station park in this residential area, 

restricting what parking there is for parents. 

If nothing is done I am certain that it is only a matter of time before a child is injured or even worse.

Results of the consultation and reviewed proposals will be sent prior to formal legal 

advertisement. 

13 XX 1 Having consulted our members, this association has no objections to the proposed TROs. 

I have noted you have no objections to these proposals. 

Following the completion of the public consultation which is in progress and subject to other 

residents’ comments, we might review the proposals. 

These will be subject to SGC Executive Members’ decision. We shall then send you the 

results of the consultation presenting the reviewed proposals which will be advertised. 

14 XX 1

In the past, the Council has argued that there is a “road safety issue” for both Hunts Ground and Church Roads. 

It would be useful to see evidence about the extent of these problems/issues.  Are these areas accident “hot spots”?  Where are the data to support this perspective?

Given the £5 daily fee to use the Parkway North facility, one can speculate that the Council’s ultimate aim is to increase revenue streams rather than increasing the number 

of commuters using public transport. 

Is there any evidence from other schemes that the Council’s pricing structure will ultimately increase the number of individuals using public transport?  

Please lower the daily fee. For example, the city of Bristol charges £3.50 per person, North Somerset council charges £3 per person for its Bath scheme, and Cardiff City 

council charges £3 per vehicle for the majority of its sites.

Of course, all of these schemes actually include the cost of public transportation to the destination.   

There is a proposal to institute residents only parking along some roads in the vicinity of Parkway Station.  

I am not a resident of one of these roads, but I have experienced this in previous places of residence.  

While there was some alleviation of off street parking, there was displeasure in that many residents found it 

difficult to accommodate visitors' parking.

Adding to the concerns, the problem simply moved a few streets away.  

Following the completion of the public consultation which is in progress and subject to other 

residents’ comments, we might review the proposals. 

These will be subject to SGC Executive Members’ decision. We shall then send you the 

results of the consultation presenting the reviewed proposals which will be advertised. 

15 XX 1

I have grave concerns that the introduction of parking restrictions in areas such as Sandringham Rd and Charles Av., along with  Beaufort Crescent, will mean that drivers 

will choose to park in residential roads a little further afield rather than pay to park at the Station or in the P&R.  This could mean that my quiet residential road (Touchstone 

Av.) becomes a commuters’ car park.  Totally unacceptable. 

I have experienced a residents parking scheme elsewhere in the country and the result is that my brother in law’s once quiet road started being used by commuters to 

dump their cars all day so the residents parking scheme spread.  Now he has to pay to park outside his own house!

I understand from that the newly opened P&R service at Hunts Ground Road involves drivers paying twice, once to park and once to ride. 

I have also heard that the new facility is not well used. The P&R schemes in Bristol, Bath and Winchester offer free parking to people who use the ‘Ride’ part of the facility. 

I believe that the problem with parking in Stoke Gifford (not that I was aware that there is one, actually), would be solved if commuters could use the car park at Hunts 

Ground Road free of charge 

when commuting into Bristol by bus or train.

That way, none of these proposed parking restrictions would be needed.

People object to paying to park.  No other P&R scheme that I have used charges to park. 

I think parking charges are the problem here.

Following the completion of the public consultation which is in progress and subject to other 

residents’ comments, we might review the proposals. 

These will be subject to SGC Executive Members’ decision. We shall then send you the 

results of the consultation presenting the reviewed proposals which will be advertised. 
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16 XX 1

I would like to fully understand the reasons for why measures are necessary and exactly what measures are proposed.

I would be forced to object if ‘Speed Bumps’ are proposed.  

While I understand that these are effective in reducing the speed of motorists, they are also damaging to cars’ suspension.

If they are put in place in North Road, I will be unable to avoid them.

By having speed bumps, motorists will be constantly slowing and accelerating.

This will undoubtedly use more fuel and will cause more pollution.  

This is not desirable in a residential area.  As an alternative, could speed cameras be put in place?

This would encourage motorists to slow down while not damaging the cars of motorist who obey the speed limit 

and will not increase pollution in the immediate area.

I appreciate your comments. I would like to inform you that this proposed scheme is related 

to waiting restrictions in the area of Parkway Station. Hence, this proposed scheme is not 

related to traffic calming measures, such as road humps. 

Please be aware this consultation is now closed. However, I would still welcome your 

comments by Wednesday 6th July so you could comment on the proposed scheme being 

fully informed. 

Results of the consultation and the reviewed proposals will be sent prior to the formal legal 

advertisement. 

17 XX 1

Comments in particular about the restrictions that have been proposed for the Ratcliffe Drive area, extending the no parking at anytime toward Fabian Drive and at the 

other end of Ratcliffe Drive coming from the roundabout toward Constantine Avenue. 

Such parking restrictions will exacerbate the already congested area with regards parking and traffic flow, particularly both in the morning and afternoon when parents drop 

their children off to school and collect them at the end  of the day.

I these proposals are in place, this would only push parking further into the Ratcliffe Drive area, where parking would take place in side roads adjacent to Ratcliffe Drive.

I am also aware that such restrictions would affect the local medical centre ‘Stoke Gifford Medical Centre’ where even before any further restriction are  made to parking, 

parents park in the medical centre car park when dropping off and picking up their children from school, often blocking access for patients to park who have appointments 

at the Medical Centre.

The Medical Centre has restricted parking due to redevelopment taking place and 

especially at school times the car park can become congested if parents continue to park 

whilst picking their children up from school. 

Any further parking restrictions in the area would compound the present situation, 

those in the adjacent side streets would see increased parking and the Medical Centre would have possibly 

a greater number of parents parking in the car park while picking their children up from St. Michaels School.

I appreciate your concerns and have noted your comments. 

Other members of the public have raised similar comments to yours. Hence, we shall issue 

the analysis of the results of this consultation with a detailed response.

Results of the consultation and the reviewed proposals will be sent prior to the formal legal 

advertisement. 

18 XX 1 1

I wish to express my concerns over the proposed parking restrictions on North Rd, Stoke Gifford.

At present you have planned no restrictions between the Trust Grounds car park entrance and the zebra crossing. This stretch is used constantly as an alternative to Bristol 

Parkway car park with cars being left from 6.30am to 10pm on a regular basis. (We have asked drivers so this is confirmed) On busy days ie Wednesday afternoons there 

is double parking with cars also parking outside 139 and 141 North Road. This results in impaired visibility for those exiting the Trust Grounds car park which is used 

throughout the day but especially after school. We have witnessed several near misses and are concerned that it will result in an accident.

With the increased proposed restrictions in Rock Lane, Brins Close and other surrounding streets this problem will inevitably escalate.

Suggestion

Restricted waiting time on this section (1/2 hour 1pm - 2pm) as in other parts of the road. We do not want to remove parking altogether as this clearly results in the 

speeding of cars past a children's play park entrance and associated dangers.

I appreciate your concerns and have noted your comments. 

Other members of the public have raised similar comments to yours. 

Results of the consultation and the reviewed proposals will be sent prior to the formal legal 

advertisement. 

19 XX 1

There is no excess parking in Hambrook Lane, Whitely Mead, Railton Jones Rd and Harry Stoke Rd.

I daily use or pass these roads on my journey to work. Whilst there is parking along these road it is clearly associated with the houses on the roads . 

I see residents leaving their homes and getting into the vehicles parked there. 

There is parking in Church Rd which is only a little less prevalent during the day than in the evening. 

The excess may be due to workers in the rail yard at parkway parking there. 

There is parking in Hunts Ground Rd which is  clearly commuter related either for rail user or for the offices and facilities close by.

These cars will not be displaced  into roads the other side of the railway line as there is no short route for them to get there. 

It is also clear that the small numbers of additional cars parked in Church Rd create little real hazard above the residential parking along this road.

To the cynical mind the reason for this proposal is to displace the cars parking on Hunts Ground Rd 

during the working day into the new and little used park and and ride facility in that road. 

There is no need for these restrictions there is no parking problem in these roads now do not create one. 

I have noted your comments. 

Results of the consultation and the reviewed proposals will be sent prior to the formal legal 

advertisement. 
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20 XX 1

I'd like to register my objection to the proposed residents parking permit plan. I am one of the motorists you hope to persuade not to park in the residential area. 

Like many, I try to support the Council's wish to use public transport, by getting the train into central Bristol, but I live too far away to walk to the station and I cannot afford 

to pay almost £100 a month to park the car. 

The Council's parking policy therefore acts against its aims to encourage use of public transport.

The P&R was in any event ill-conceived. This can now be evidenced by the fact no one is using it. I walk past each morning between 7.30 and 9am, and each evening 

between 5 and 6pm.

The most cars I have ever seen in the P&R is two. Usually there is either one or none. The new parking proposals seem designed to try and prove the P&R was a good 

decision, by making the restrictions so stringent as to leave motorists with no choice but to use it. This won't work; motorists will either drive into Bristol instead, or park the 

next closest place to where the restrictions end. The fact they may have to walk a little further won't persuade people to use the P&R.

Sometimes it is good leadership to make a u-turn if it can be recognised a decision was the wrong one.

The Council should recognise this P&R is a failure and consider putting the land to different use.

I have noted your comments. 

Results of the consultation and the reviewed proposals will be sent prior to the formal legal 

advertisement. 

21 XX 1

Are you planning to put double yellow lines along Hunts Ground Road, near the new P&R. 

I work in the vicinity and have to turn left onto Hunts Ground Road from Great Western Court, and am often faced with traffic coming towards me on the wrong side of the 

road due to the large volume of traffic parked on the road making the road too narrow and due to the bend in the road and speeding cars very dangerous, I have had a few 

near misses.

Also most week days cars  park on the double yellow lines in Great Western Court especially in the cul-de-sac/turning area between Milklink and Experion.  This is never 

enforced as far as I can see.

I appreciate your comments and have noted your concerns which I shall add to the other 

received comments.

We have undertaken a public consultation regarding proposed waiting restrictions within 

Parkway Station Area. One item of our proposals is to introduce “no waiting at any time” (i.e. 

double yellow lines) on Hunts Ground Road. This public consultation has now been closed 

since 1st July 2011.

NB: Please find attached a statement of reasons and a plan illustrating our proposals. 

Results of the consultation and the reviewed proposals will be sent prior to the formal legal 

advertisement. 

22 XX 1

 I live nearby and any parking restrictions in Hunts Ground Road will mean more people parking on our already overcrowded estate - 

I know the new car park has been opened but it is not being used and I don't think anyone who currently parks for free in the road will pay £5 per day (is that the cost?) 

when they can park for free on the pavement outside my house.

The cars parked on one side of Hunts Ground Road don't seem to cause any problems to the traffic flow and so I don't actually know the reason why it is being proposed 

(other than thinking people will use the new car park which, as mentioned previously, seems unlikely to happen when there are no restrictions in the nearby residential 

streets).

It would be helpful if you could confirm your postal address so we could review our 

proposals accordingly.

Results of the consultation and the reviewed proposals will be sent prior to the formal legal 

advertisement. 

23 XX 1
Phone Call on 4.10.2011: 

Any updates?

Results of the consultation and the reviewed proposals will be sent prior to the formal legal 

advertisement. 

24 XX 1

Phone Call on 22.06.2011

Please implement double yellow lines at junction of North Rd / Barn Owl Way. 

Please improve state of road surfacing which is very poor. 

Results of the consultation and the reviewed proposals will be sent prior to the formal legal 

advertisement. 

25 XX 1

Phone Call on 21.06.2011

She collects her grand-daughter from St Michael's School. 

Support no waiting at any time on Hunts Ground Rd. 

Please make sure the brand new P&R is used!

Reply on phone to confirm future timescale for legal stages. 

Results of the consultation and the reviewed proposals will be sent prior to the formal legal 

advertisement. 

26 XX 1 1
Phone Call on 20.06.2011. 

Please extend further the proposed double yellow lines. 

Reply on phone to confirm future timescale for legal stages. 

Results of the consultation and the reviewed proposals will be sent prior to the formal legal 

advertisement. 

27 XX 1

Phone Call on 14.06.2011

Please improve situation on North Road. 

Concerns that accidents might happen. 

28 XX 1
Phone Call on 14.06.2011

He hates traffic management schemes and anything to do with traffic calming. 

Reply on phone to confirm future timescale for legal stages. 

29 XX 1

Comments forwarded by Cllr Keith Cranney

This residents explained he would like to express his view strongly that he does not support the current charge that has been levied for vehicles parking at the new P&R, 

and he also does not support the proposal of traffic restrictions and proposed residents permit scheme

This resident feels that vehicle users will do anything possible to avoid paying for their parking and if parking restrictions and lines are put down they will potentially park 

their vehicles in Holyrood Road and other side streets in the locality to avoid being ticketed

I have just passed the new P&R site earlier today and it stands completely empty of vehicles while the parked cars are parking freely outside the site all along the Hunts 

Ground Road and also parked on yellow lines.

I have noted your comments and appreciate this resident's concerns. 

Following the completion of the public consultation which is now closed and subject to other 

received comments, we shall review the proposals.

These will be subject to South Gloucestershire Council Executive Members’ decision. We 

shall then send you the results of the consultation presenting the reviewed proposals which 

will be advertised. This will give another opportunity for residents and members of the 

community to comment. 

Total 6 11 6 9 0

Comments specific to Hunts Ground Road and new car park. 

Concerns that current parking will be displaced. 
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