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Emersons Green Area –  
Various Roads 

Proposed Waiting Restrictions – Consultation 2 
Feedback Report 

 
 
 

Purpose of the report  
This report is to feedback the results from the recent consultation on the Emersons Green area waiting 
restriction review (consultation 2).  
 

Background  
Funding has been prioritised by the Kings Forest Area Forum to review the current waiting restrictions in 
Emerson’s Green.  
 
Following meetings and site visits with the local Councillors and review of requests received over the last 
5 years, it is proposed to modify existing waiting restrictions and introduce new waiting restrictions which 
include: 
 
• No waiting at any time (double yellow lines)   
 
The purpose of this scheme is to restrict dangerous areas of parking and maintain bus access currently 
hampered by indiscriminate parking, whilst ensuring that there is adequate parking provision for residents 
and visitors accessing the local shops and businesses. 
 
It is proposed to introduce no waiting at any time restrictions (double yellow lines) to cover 
junctions/accesses and areas where traffic parking can reduce visibility and impact safety. The proposals 
include the conversion of existing advisory white keep clear markings, to no waiting at any time 
restrictions. 
 
The first consultation brought to light some areas that residents felt needed to be included in the 
proposals, for more information you can read the feedback report which is on the consultation page for 
the first consultation. The following roads are where additional restrictions have been added to the 
previous proposals: 
•Church Farm Road 
•Bishop Road 
•Pinkers Mead 
•Baynton Meadow 
•Wadham Grove 
 
There is a separate consultation for the Westons Brake area. 
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Drawing reference 
A general arrangement of existing on-street restrictions is shown on drawings T309-011-01.  
The proposals for Pinkers Mead are shown on T309-011-02.3. 
The proposals for Bishop Road, Baynton Meadow and part of Pinkers Mead are shown on T309-011-
02.4. 
The proposals for Church Farm Road are shown on T309-011-02.5. 
The proposals for Wadham Grove are shown on T309-011-02.6. 

 
Consultation 
Details of the proposals including a plan and statement of reasons were posted on the South 
Gloucestershire website. The Council sent letters advising of the consultation to all properties affected by 
the proposals. In addition, notices were posted and maintained in the area for the 3 week consultation 
period. Local members, the Town Council, emergency services and the School, amongst other statutory 
stakeholders were invited by email to view the consultation.  
 

Feedback from the consultation 
Below shows the total number of times each proposal drawing was viewed. 

• T309-011-02.3 - Proposals for Pinkers Mead – 58 times  

• T309-011-02.4 - Proposals for Bishop Road/Baynton Meadow/Pinkers Mead – 65 times 

• T309-011-02.5 Proposed Church Farm Road – 63 times  

• T309-011-02.6 - Proposals for Wadham Grove – 79 times 
There were 16 individuals and organisations that responded to the consultation via the questionnaire and 
2 other responses received by post. 
The comments received as part of the consultation have now been reviewed.   
The respondents were asked to fill out a questionnaire. Figures 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6 and 7 show the results of 
the questionnaire responses.  
Respondents were asked to select which roads they wished to comment on, then to state whether they 
supported the proposals for the particular roads they chose. 
 
Figure1: 
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Figure 2: 

 
 
Figure 3: 

 
 
Figure 4: 
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Figure 5: 

 
 
Figure 6: 
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The comments received as part of the consultation have now been reviewed.  The comments/concerns 
received via the online questionnaire are in appendix A, all other comments received are in appendix B.  
 

Future Programme 
Due to comments received during the consultation, extra double yellow lines will be added on Church 
Road and on the junction of Pinkers Mead, Baynton Meadow and Bishop Road.  
 
In light of the responses received at consultation and the fact that the majority supported the proposals 
the scheme will be forwarded to the Councils Legal Team for formal advertisement. The Councils Legal 
Team will draft a Traffic Regulation Order and advertise it for a period of 3 weeks, during this time 
notices will be placed in the local paper and on street in the effected roads. Details of the proposals will 
also be published on the Council’s website, giving people an opportunity to formally object to or support 
the proposed scheme. It is anticipated that advertisement of the proposals will take place in Autumn 
2017. 
 
Depending on the outcome of the advertisement, it is anticipated that works will commence on site 
shortly after the Traffic Regulation Order has been signed and sealed. However, if objections are 
received during the advertisement stage, the Council will be required to consider objections in a report 
before reaching a decision. 
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Appendix A 

 

Comments received at Consultation via the online 
questionnaire 

Officer’s response 

     

(Wadham Grove) Living within the cul-de-sac, we are constantly 
being blocked by vehicles parking on the pavements and grass 
verges, making it very unsafe. Pedestrians are also having to walk 
in the road on a regular basis. Cars are also being left on a regular 
basis who aren't owned by residents or visitors to the 5 properties 
within, but rather are commuters using the area to park during 
working time. We are also having issues with local club supporters 
using Wadham Grove as a car park rather than the car parks 
provided. Also it would a good idea to extend the yellow lines 
through the narrowest entry points of the cul-de-sac to also reduce 
the entry and exit restrictions of the cul-de-sac which we are 
currently experiencing and have done so for many years. 

Thank you for your comments. The Council are only 
proposing the minimum restrictions required to prevent 
parking on both sides of the road, near junctions and across 
driveways. 

(Pinkers Mead) my concern is cars parked on the corner opposite 
Bampton close making cars going into the other line on a blind 
bend going up to Bishop Rd. 

Thank you for your comments. 

(Church Farm Road) Do not support the yellow lines on Church 
Farm Road as a safety measure. As a safety specialist. As a 
safety management specialist putting double yellow lines opposite 
Glevum Close will likely increase the risk of a car v's child collision. 
As this is a through route, cars travel (in both directions at great 
speed) and speed up to get through the road narrowing. I have 
seen two occasions whereby children have almost been hit 
crossing the road (interestedly I cannot find a near miss reporting 
system on your website and cannot find any reporting data on near 
misses). I deliberately park my car where you proposed to put the 
double yellow lines, in order slow traffic and create a chicane, 
which forces cars to slow down when approaching. I ask what is 
more important speed through a residential area leading up to a 
school or road safety for our children. Please provide the 
information as to where this consultation will be held and is it open 
to the public as I wish to ensure that the safety of our children is 
taken into consideration. 

 Thank you for your comments. The proposed double yellow 
lines have been proposed in this location due to a number 
of people asking for them in the previous consultation. In 
accordance with the highway code drivers should not be 
parking in this location any way. The highway code says; 
“Rule 243 DO NOT stop or park:  
• Opposite or within 10 metres (32 feet) of a junction, 
except in an authorised parking space. 
• On a bend “ 
South Gloucestershire Council does not have a ‘near miss’ 
website.  
There have been over 2000 reported injury accidents on 
roads within South Gloucestershire in the last 5 years. As 
resources are limited it is these sites that must have priority 
when considering road safety interventions. In addition, for 
each injury accidents there will be many that involve 
damage to vehicles or other property only. The police do 
collect some information about these ‘damage only’ 
accidents but it is very piecemeal and doesn’t record the 
exact location of the accident, so it is of limited use to us. If 
you then add on the multitude of ‘near miss’ locations where 
no collision has occurred (whether it involved injury or 
damage only) the amount of ‘problem sites’ would be 
overwhelming. 
Church Farm Road is within a traffic calmed 20mph zone 
and the injury accident record is very good – no reported 
injuries between the Emerson Way junction & Johnson 
Road in the last 5 years. We don’t have any speed surveys 
near Glevum Close, but surveys carried out nearer the 
primary school show that average speeds are consistent 
with the 20mph limit. 
The webpage with all of the details on is the consultation, it 
was open to the public. By answering the questionnaire you 
have responded to the consultation. 

(Church Farm Road) These areas cause considerable congestion 
and reduce safety, due to inconsiderate parking. Therefore, new 
restrictions will improve safety. Whilst I support the new 
restrictions, an enforcement policy must be carried through. 
People can often be seen ignoring current restrictions, even for 
short periods, therefore, more visible enforcement is also required. 

Thank you for your comments. If the scheme is 
implemented the Councils Parking Services Team will be 
informed of the new restrictions and will be able to enforce 
them as and when needed.  
There is already a way to report illegally parked cars through 
the Councils website.  
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Or introduction of an on-line reporting tool for the public to use. Please go to www.southglos.gov.uk, then report, then 
Parking Illegally or follow this link; 
http://www.southglos.gov.uk/transport-and-
streets/parking/parking-enforcement-and-fines/illegally-
parked-vehicles/  
Alternatively, to report a vehicle that is illegally parked 
please email parklegally@southglos.gov.uk or telephone 
01454 868000 during office hours. 
 
For example: 
•parking on double yellow lines 
•parking on a single yellow line when restrictions are in 
place 
•parking over a dropped tactile kerb or any dropped kerb on 
a pedestrian footpath 
 
The police should be contacted on 101 for: 
•parking on the pavement 
•obstruction 

(Wadham Grove)  At certain times (eg Football matches) We find 
the road can be very congested with parked cars and also 
obstructing pavements for pushchairs, wheelchairs and 
pedestrians. 

Thank you for your comments.  

(Pinkers Mead) Without cars parked it is then used as a racetrack 
if you put yellow lines in you must slow the cars. Without cars 
parked on this bend cars do not slow down as there is no other 
way to slow them down, Also there is plenty of room to see cars 
coming from either direction all the yellow line will do is to make 
the corner faster. 

Thank you for your comments. Pinkers Mead is within a 
20mph zone, if you believe that the speed limit is being 
broken then you should contact the police.  

(Bishop Road/Pinkers Mead/Baynton Meadow) It should be on 
the other side, too, i.e. from 1 Baynton Meadow to 4 Pinkers 
Mead. The section you propose for no waiting should also extend 
past the chicane on Pinkers Mead and further down Bishop Road. 
Please ensure effective enforcement of any new restrictions. 

Thank you for your comments.  
Double yellow lines will be added to the proposals on the 
junction of Pinkers Mead, Baynton Meadow and Bishop 
Road.  
If the scheme is implemented the Councils Parking Services 
Team will be informed of the new restrictions and will be 
able to enforce them as and when needed. 

(Pinkers Mead) Not necessary in some areas. I have lived here 
for 13 years, I have never seen any cars parked outside of 
numbers 60 - 62 on the inside bend. The other side minimal 
parking helps with traffic calming. Vision both ways is good, even 
with parked cars. The traffic has always flowed well. The road area 
is wider on this bend with parked cars than the run from this bend 
to Bishop Rd with cars double parked all the way along, with no 
proposal for double yellows there. You say in your consultation that 
you want to restrict parking in dangerous areas, the only danger 
would be to free the area for people with no regard for the 20mph 
speed limit. This area is not on a bus route. The rest of Pinkers 
Mead is far more congested. I wonder if having double yellows in 
short random places gives people the go ahead to park in 
inappropriate places where there are none. I totally disagree with 
the planned double yellows on this bend. I think the main focus of 
concern is the speed in which people take this bend. 
(Additional comments received via email) 
I would like to comment regarding the proposal for double yellow 
lines on Pinkers Mead. In the consultation it is stated that the 
purpose of the scheme is to restrict dangerous areas of parking 
and maintain bus access currently hampered by indiscriminate 
parking.   
The stretch of Pinkers Mead where double yellow lines are 
proposed is not a bus route and therefore this proposal will have 
no effect on bus access. 
With regards to restricting dangerous areas of parking I have a 

Thank you for your comments. Any concerns regarding the 
speed of vehicles should be directed to the Police via 101. 
The highway code states that drivers must not stop or park 
on a bend, by proposing double yellow lines in this location 
the Council are reinforcing this.  
The double yellow lines have been proposed in this location 
due to concerns and complaints raised by local residents. 
There are many other residents with double yellow lines 
proposed outside of their property under the current 
scheme. The adequate parking for your household would be 
your driveway and garage.  
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number of observations that I would like to share. I have lived in 
Pinkers Mead for over 13 years and although there is occasional 
parking outside numbers 91 and 93 it is far from being 
indiscriminate.  Vision both ways remains good even with parked 
cars. 
The issue at hand here is not one of dangerous areas of parking 
but rather one of speeding vehicles. Pinkers Mead, and indeed the 
whole are of Emersons Green, is governed by a 20mph speed 
limit which is rarely maintained. Parked cars tend to slow traffic 
flow and restricting parking on this stretch of Pinkers Mead will 
inevitably result in cars travelling at higher speed. 
This stretch of Pinkers Mead has a road area far greater than the 
approach from Bishop Road where there are cars constantly 
double parked and no proposal for parking restrictions. 
The consultation also mentions ensuring that there is adequate 
parking provision for residents and visitors. I seem to be the only 
resident with double yellow lines proposed directly outside their 
property so please advise where, under the proposed scheme, the 
adequate parking for my household and visitors would be? 

(Wadham Grove) The parking of vehicles on the corners not only 
can restrict access for emergency vehicles but reduces visibility for 
vehicles travelling in and out of Wadham Grove.  

Thank you for your comments.  
 

(Church Farm Road) Double yellow lines should be extended 
either side of the road from the entrance to church farm road from 
Emersons Way to the proposed markings at Glevum close. The 
proposed option will see increased parking on the western side of 
the road and increased occurrences of the access road behind 
Nos 2/4/6/8 being blocked. 
 
The majority of the issues occur when there are events on at the 
village hall which has insufficient parking. There is also no 
provision for visitors parking anywhere in the area. 

Thank you for your comments. Some double yellow lines will 
be added to the proposals to protect the accesses on both 
sides of the road and the pedestrian and cycle crossing.  

(Bishop Road/Pinkers Mead/Baynton Meadow)  
I agree with the proposal but don't think it goes far enough. The 
combination of a slight bend plus the hill on Bishop Road mean 
that any cars parked opposite numbers 19,21,23 Bishop Road 
cause cars to pull out blind on to the wrong side of the road to go 
around them. In addition, double yellows are needed at the top of 
the T-junction (in front of numbers 1 and 2 Pinkers Mead) as often 
cars are parked across the pavement here, making the difficult 
turn in to Bishop Road even more dangerous. 
(Pinkers Mead)   
This should be enough to allow cars to travel around the corner 
without needing to move to the wrong side of the road. 
(General Comment) 
Road narrowings on Pinkers Mead and Johnson Road all need 
removing - these just add to the problems of cars having difficulty 
passing particularly as cars are having to travel on the wrong side 
of the road to negotiate parked cars. The number of parked cars 
means that traffic can not move quickly anyway. 

Thank you for your comments.  
Double yellow lines will be added to the proposals on the 
junction of Pinkers Mead, Baynton Meadow and Bishop 
Road.  
Removing the road narrowings is beyond the remit of the 
scheme.  

(Bishop Road/Pinkers Mead/Baynton Meadow) 
Yellow lines also need to be added outside 1 Baynton Meadow 
and 2 & 4 Pinkers Mead as there are often cars parked on the 
pavement in this area. 
(Church Farm Road)  
The road can be difficult to navigate in this area. 
(Pinkers Mead)   
This will improve safety and visibility considerably. 

Thank you for your comments. Double yellow lines will be 
added to the proposals on the junction of Pinkers Mead, 
Baynton Meadow and Bishop Road.  
 

(Bishop Road/Pinkers Mead/Baynton Meadow) 
Because if cars are parked in the affected areas it makes it really 
hard to get in and out of Pinkers Mead from Bishop Rd. 
 

Thank you for your comments. 
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(Bishop Road/Pinkers Mead/Baynton Meadow) 
As I use this road daily I very often find numerous cars parked in 
this area which creates congestion and disturbs the smooth flow of 
traffic. Also, on many occasions I have been travelling up Bishop 
Road towards Pinkers Mead and have had to slam on my brakes 
as other road users coming the other way don't have the patience 
to allow the right of way traffic to proceed and pull out in front of 
the oncoming cars. It is only a matter of time before a serious 
accident occurs due to this situation. I fully support this scheme 
and hope that it goes ahead. 

Thank you for your comments. 

(Wadham Grove) 
I fully support the proposal for the current double-yellow lines on 
the Cossham Street / Wadham Grove junction to be extended 
further into Wadham Grove. The current situation is that cars often 
park just beyond the existing yellow lines, right where the road 
takes a sharp right corner, which causes vehicles to have to drive 
on the wrong side of the road on a blind corner. This is very 
dangerous - as a local resident I have had a number of near-
misses here. The problem is particularly serious on occasions 
when people park in the local streets for matches at Mangotsfield 
Football Club or Cleeve Rugby Club, which seems to happen on a 
regular basis. 
The proposed extension to the parking restrictions will greatly 
improve visibility on a blind corner and make a significant 
difference to safety for cars and pedestrians. 

Thank you for your comments.  
 

(Bishop Road/Pinkers Mead/Baynton Meadow) 
That would improve visibility and safety. 
(Pinkers Mead)   
That is a tight corner for cars going opposite directions so any 
additional obstruction makes it very dangerous. 
(General Comment) 
I would expect a speed limit of 20 on Pinkers Mead to slow cars 
down. 
On the T junction (Bishop Road, Pinkers Mead, Baynton Meadow) 
there should be a clear marking (on the road and road sign post) 
about priority. There is a curved line giving an indication of priority 
for cars going from Bishop Road to Pinkers Mead nad vice-versa 
but it is not enough as cars are coming out of Baynton Meadow 
without stopping. 

Thank you for your comments.  
When the developers designed the estate roads here the 
existing block paving was used primarily to help demarcate 
the junctions.  Whilst the change in surface does clearly 
help to highlight the junction it does not give direct 
instruction to drivers exiting Baynton Meadow to give way – 
although the junction layout itself already gives that 
impression.   
In order to signify that motorists give way the Traffic Signs 
Regulations prescribe the use of a Diag 1003 double white 
line marking.  There are many junctions in residential 
estates, such as Emersons Green and Bradley Stoke for 
example, where this marking is not installed – as guidance 
in the Traffic Signs Regulations states that the marking 
should not generally be used at private accesses, or on 
minor estate roads where traffic speeds and flows are low 
and visibility is good.   
Although under Section 41 of the Highway Act 1980, South 
Gloucestershire Council has a duty to maintain the public 
highway, importantly this provision does not include a duty 
to provide signs or markings.  The Common Law position on 
highways is that individuals are first and foremost 
responsible for their own safety and that road users should 
‘take the road as they find it’.  However, section 39 of the 
Road Traffic Act 1980 does impose a statutory duty on local 
authorities to carry out studies into accidents arising in their 
area and take such measures as appear appropriate to the 
authority to prevent such accidents.   
The Council’s Road Safety Engineering team continuously 
monitor the details of the recorded injury accidents within 
South Gloucestershire.  Our database shows that there 
have been no recorded injury accidents at this junction in 
the last ten years.  Whilst this is no reason to be 
complacent, coupled with the reasons given above, it does 
make it difficult to justify introducing give way markings 
here.  In addition, the overall lack of junction markings within 
Emersons Green represents a consistent, recognised layout 
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– as such it would be difficult to treat a single junction in 
isolation without very good reason. 

 

Appendix B 

 

Comments received at Consultation via other 
methods 

Officer’s response 

     

Comment 1 
A resident of Wadham Grove wrote in to express their support for 
the proposals on Wadham Grove. 

Thank you for your comments.  

Comment 2 
I note that waiting restrictions are to be introduced further along 
Wadham Grove (which seems OK) but I was surprised to see that 
the part of the road I have marked in red on the attached map is 
not included for waiting restrictions. 

 
On football match days/evenings and on other occations 

parking on/near the bend regularly takes place – causing 

difficulty in getting through the road and posing hazard 

on/near the bend. I hope this may be attended to.  

Thank you for your comments. The majority of the red lines 
on the map included are part of the proposals for this 
scheme. The Council are only proposing the minimum 
restrictions required whilst maintaining parking for residents 
and their visitors. 

 


