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South Gloucestershire Council
DECISION REPORT BY THE DIRECTOR OF ENVIRONMENT AND COMMUNITY SERVICES
ACTING UNDER DELEGATED AUTHORITY
SUBJECT OF REPORT: TO CONSIDER OBJECTIONS TO THE PROPOSED WAITING
RESTRICTIONS WITHIN PHASE ONE OF THE EMERSONS GREEN
EAST DEVELOPMENT [EMERSONS GREEN]
DATE: 8 September 2017
Purpose of Report
1. To consider objections received following the statutory advertisement of the proposed
waiting restrictions in Phase One of the Emersons Green East Development.
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. The design guide for the Emersons Green East Development envisages minimal amounts
of parking on the primary spine roads (Jenner Boulevard / Willowherb Road) and restricted
amounts of parking on the secondary roads (Newlands Lane / Acorn Drive). Primarily this
is to ensure that the bus service is not impeded by parked vehicles but also to encourage
the smooth flow of general vehicular traffic.
4. In line with the above the developer’s traffic consultant presented a scheme to remove all
parking in both the primary and secondary roads within the development. As Traffic
Regulation Orders can be relaxed but not made stricter without re-advertisement it was
expedient to advertise the restrictions covering the whole of Jenner Boulevard, Willowherb
Road, Newlands Lane and Acorn Drive.

The Issues
5. As Emersons Green East is a new housing development it has taken time for the parking
situation to become clear and identify locations where restrictions are required. In addition
the presence of commercial development located off Jenner Boulevard and a new school
and community facilities on Willowherb Road have complicated the assessment of parking
needs in the development.
6. In addition whilst the development has off-street parking provision for residents and visitors
it has been shown that this is not always sufficient in areas with high car ownership levels
or where competition for spaces from workers at commercial aspects of the development
and/or parking by commuters is present.
Consultation 7. As full occupation of Phase 1 of Emersons Green East was approaching and thus an
assessment of parking behaviour could be undertaken the waiting restrictions were taken
straight to the statutory consultation process.
The statutory consultation process involved advertisement of the proposals in the local
press and on the South Gloucestershire Council website on 3 April 2017. The objection
period ran from this date through to 27 April 2017
8. The advertised proposals consisted of:

No waiting at any time restrictions in the entire lengths of Willowherb Road, Newlands Lane
and Acorn Drive and in Jenner Boulevard east of its junction with Feynham Way. In
addition the restrictions were continued for a distance of ten metres into all the side roads
accessed from the above roads.
A plan showing the proposals is shown in Appendix B.

9. Responses received are as follows:Received 22 objections and 6 other comments or letters of support.
The responses are summarised in Appendix A.
Options
10. There are three options for how to proceed:



Implement the waiting restriction scheme as advertised
Implement the amended waiting restriction scheme as shown in Appendix C.
Abandon the waiting restriction scheme

Financial Implications (includes tax implications such as VAT)
11. The costs of processing the traffic regulation order is expected to cost approximately
£10,000 and funding for this has been received from the developer.
Peter Tovey, Financial Reporting Manager
 01454 865154.

Legal Implications
12. In reaching a decision the committee is required to consider the responses received to the
consultation. Details of the outcome of the consultations and the officer response to them
are contained in this report. There are no other legal implications arising from this report.
Gill Sinclair, Deputy to the Head of Legal Governance and Democratic Services
 01454 863039.
Human Resources Implications
13. There are no human resources implications arising from this report.
Gaynor Fisher, HR Business Partner - Environment and Community Services
 01454 868193.
Environmental Implications
14. The proposed scheme aims to improve traffic flow, increase safety for vulnerable road
users and improve the local environment for residents in the affected area. There may be
some associated reduction in emissions from vehicles.
Jane Antrobus, Senior Environmental Policy Officer
 01454 863468.
Social Implications
15. The proposed restrictions should provide a safer and more social environment for the
community in Emersons Green East.
Mark Pullin, Strong, Safer Communities Manager
 01454 868480.
Economic Implications
16. Whilst there may not be any direct economic implications arising from this report is it worth
noting that the proposed changes to waiting restrictions within phase one of Emersons
Green would be of benefit to both residents and businesses.
Antony Merritt, Strategic Economic Developments Manager
 01454 863645.
Equality Impact Assessment
17. The Council is reminded of its statutory duty, in the exercise of its functions, to have due
regard to the aims of the Public Sector Equality Duty.
18. This proposal has potential positive implications for some protected characteristics in terms
of age and disability as these groups can be adversely affected by inconsiderate parking.
There are no adverse implications identified.
Mark Pullin, Strong, Safer Communities Manager
 01454 868480

Privacy Impact Assessment
19. There are no privacy issues.
Mark Shearman, Senior Engineer, Design & Operations Team, Streetcare
 01454 863601
Risks, Mitigations & Opportunities
20. Implementation of the scheme should help protect access for emergency services.
Other Implications
21. There are no other significant implications for the council.
Local Members
22. Following circulation of the report the local members have commented as follows:No Comments were received from local members.
Conclusions
23. Whist we recognise that the waiting restriction scheme has received a number of objections
officers have recognised the impact of blanket waiting restrictions on the spine and
secondary roads and have developed an alternative scheme which allows small amounts of
parking on these roads to benefit residents and visitors whilst still meeting the objectives of
the design guide and allowing relatively free flow of vehicular traffic. This revised scheme is
shown on the plan in appendix C.
Decision
1. It is recommended that the proposed waiting restrictions in Emerson’s Green East be
amended to those shown on the plan in appendix C. As this is a relaxation of the original
proposal it will not require re-advertisement and therefore:2. That the Head of Legal Governance and Democratic Services be authorised to seal the
Traffic Regulation Orders as amended.
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:

Steve Evans

08/09/2017

Departmental Contact
Mark Shearman, Senior Engineer, Design & Operations Team, Streetcare
 01454 863601
Background Papers
Responses to the advertisement of traffic regulation orders
Statement of reasons
Appendices
Appendix A - Summary of objections
Appendix B – Drawing number; T305-217-02 (Original Proposals)
Appendix C – Drawing number; T305-217-03 (Revised Proposals following objections)

APPENDIX A – STATUTORY OBJECTIONS
Objectors comments

Officers comments

Statutory objections

Objection to the scheme on grounds of the
following:Objection 1
We are buying a house in Lavender Road.
The level of double lines concerns me that everyone
will spill into the roads where there are no lines. Will
cause major problems for people visiting and those
who don't have drives or have more then one car. I
don't think this solves the issues. People have bought
houses thinking they can park near to where they live.
This will make it very difficult! What about the people
that live here.

Objection 2
I oppose the plans in their current form as they will only
relocate the problem, rather than resolve it.
Whilst I agree that parking restrictions need to be
implemented, I believe that the plans in their current
state are too restrictive and will only cause more
problems. The main spine roads will be empty, and all
of the residential streets without parking restrictions will
see an unprecedented surge in the number of cars.

Thank you for your comments. The waiting
restriction proposals has been amended to
allow some parking in Jenner Boulevard which
should reduce the impact of displaced parking
on adjoining roads including Lavender Road.

Thank you for your comments. The waiting
restriction proposals have been amended to
allow some parking on the spine and
secondary roads which should reduce the
impact of displaced parking on the side roads.
As all the properties in Emersons Green East
have at least one off-street parking space the
area would not meet the criteria for a
Residents Parking Scheme regardless of
whether it had the requisite amount of support
from local residents.

I believe the most sensible solution will be to implement
a Residents' Parking Scheme on the main spine roads.
This could involve allocating one side of the road to
permit holders only, whilst the other side of the road
can remain a "No waiting at any time" area.
I believe proposing this solution to the residents
affected would receive the necessary 70%+ votes in
favour.
Having one side of the road with double yellow lines,
and the other side permit holders only (at all times), will
provide residents that live on the main roads with
places to park (as "visitor spaces" are a farce) and will
allow friends/family somewhere to park if necessary.
The plans in their current form are not an acceptable
solution, and will cause more problems for all residents
in Lyde Green. A residents' parking scheme is the only
suitable resolution to this issue.

Objection 3
With regards to the proposed 20 mph speed limit and
as a resident of the lyde green area, I find this to be an
excessive restriction of speed. As the area is mainly
residential I find that 30 mph would be an acceptable
limit throughout with the exception of the school area
and any future school sites. Given that most of the main

Thank you for your comments. The
introduction of some parking on the spine
roads will make them more suitable for a
20mph speed limit zone.

throughways will be double yellow lines which should
curb the traffic that currently parks there, a 30mph limit
would serve the area well. The impact on us as
residents, the surrounding commercial sites and the
park and ride would be huge if there were to be a
20mph limit throughout. We would find that a large
amount of congestion would occur which would
frustrate all parties that use the area.
Please consider my perspective and arguments.

Objection 4
We are not happy with the proposed restrictions on
Newlands Lane. We are living in a 4 beds house and
naturally we have two cars which need to be parked —
one in the drive way and another just in front of our
house. If you did so, we can only park one car and we
will need to find other place to park the other car. For
other lanes, they are able to park two cars so it won’t
affect their rights of living or parking their own cars
close to their house. However, for some 4 beds house
residents in Newlands Lane this is unfair, as it affects
our very basic right.
I would suggest to draw the double yellow lines where
can make sure residents are able to part their two cars,
otherwise, leave the space for residents parking the
additional car. Otherwise, it will make angry residents
and the road more messy which isn’t the original
intention of the propose.

Objection 5










I'm writing in regards to the proposed speed limit
and parking restrictions on the Lyde Green
estate.
Having lived here for two years now the
following have been my observations on the
topic:
What has been sign posted as a 10 mph
construction site has been driven through much
faster than that on a daily basis, there's been
tailgating and dirty stares from drivers that want
to go faster than the proposed 20 mph.
There is an inconsistent provision of pavements
provided for pedestrians to use walking from the
top of Hawthorn Way, around to the end of Lilac
Drive so parents and children have to walk
along in the road. Cars are also parking across
the pavements on adjacent roads making
pedestrians and children walk out into the road
in order to get past.
At the bottom of Hawthorn Way residents
are parking on the pavements and across their
drive ways on both sides of the
road which narrows the road. The broken
curb stone on the corner Hawthorn Way by the
steps illustrates the struggle large vehicles are
currently experiencing navigating the road as a
consequence. I have concern over how an
Ambulance or Fire Engine would manage on
certain days.

Thank you for your comments. The waiting
restriction proposals for Newlands Lane have
been amended to allow some unrestricted
parking in Newlands Lane in the vicinity of
your property.

Thank you for your comments.
A number of the roads in the Emersons Green
East development are intended as ‘shared
surfaces’ with use by pedestrians and
vehicles. This is part of the reason for
introducing a 20mph speed limit zone.
Parking on pavements is a perennial problem
especially on new housing developments
where road widths may be limited. Normally if
the pavement becomes unusable by
pedestrians due to parked vehicles the police
will issue warnings and eventually prosecute
for obstruction.
The road widths in many residential roads in
the development mean that inconsiderate
parking could cause obstruction issues
especially for large vehicles. The situation in
Hawthorn Way will be monitored and
enforcement action taken and further
restrictions introduced if deemed appropriate.
Any damage will be rectified before the road is
formally adopted.



With this being a quiet residential estate and
being close to a school, children's play areas
and skate parks, there are usually children
playing in the road.
 We have witnessed one incident where two cars
came to abrupt stop at the blind corner outside
our house where one was clearly driving faster
than the other, and several incidents where
children have wondered in front of our car from
behind parked cars and they have been
completely oblivious to the fact that we're there.
This all compounds into drivers driving fast around
roads with blind corners that have been narrowed by
parked cars, have pedestrians walking on and
that children are playing on.



I was wondering how the speed restriction was
going to be enforced and if anything can be
done about people parking across their drives
please.

Objection 6

Thank you for your comments.

After reading the proposals for proposed waiting
restrictions, it appears that double yellow lines are not
being laid at the entrance to Daisy Walk ( connects to
Newlands Lane ).

The waiting restrictions proposed will be
carried around the corner into Daisy Walk for a
distance of 10 metres. This should improve
visibility for vehicles exiting from driveways
and any obstruction issues.

If this is the case, then I would like to register my
comments against these proposals. As Below:
No 3 Newlands Lane would have a restricted view of
the road when exiting their drive if vehicles are allowed
to park at the entrance to Daisy Road.
Access to the rear garden side doors for no's 1 and 3
Newlands Lane may be blocked. This would restrict use
of our rear garden side gate for placing recycling
containers and wheely bins outside the properties for
the weekly refuse collection service.

Objection 7

Thank you for your comments.

Whilst I don't disagree that the parking situation needs
to be addressed, I cannot see how restricting parking
along the entire section(s) of main roads is necessary.
There are a number of places along these routes where
the road is considerably wide enough to accommodate
some parking, not to mention the fact that there are
also equally wide pavements which also seem
unnecessary - these could accommodate some form of
lay-by type parking and still leave plenty of adequate
room for pedestrians/pushchairs/wheelchairs etc. I
can't see where all of the cars that currently park along
these roads are suddenly going to go; other than the
side roads obviously, which will just move the problem
as these roads will then become congested/dangerous.
It seems there is inadequate provision for the number of
houses and is not something we were informed of at
the time of purchasing our house. I appreciate
planners/council want us all to use public transport and
to have green space - however this is not reality -

The waiting restriction proposals have been
amended to allow some parking on the main
roads which should reduce any impact on the
side roads. The provision of off-street parking
for each property is within that recommended
in the planning guidelines but it is recognised
that this doesn’t address all parking demand
situations therefore the allowance of some
parking on the main roads.

people have cars and will need to park them. There are
small areas of grass (if you can call it that, half of it is
not maintained and dead but that is another story) but
my point is, as it is, this is not enhancing our
surroundings - and is space that could be used to
alleviate this issue a little.

Objection 8

Thank you for your comments.

Whilst I welcome the idea of changing waiting
restrictions on Jenner Boulevard, I would like
reconsideration over proposals to impose such
restrictions for the distance of 10 meters on its side
roads; in this case Cherry Banks.
Myself and my neighbour on Jenner Boulevard use this
small stretch of road to park our cars, which has not
caused any problems, even for the trucks and lorries
who are still making daily deliveries to the developing
site within.
Is there a possibility that the no waiting distance can be
shortened along side roads?

Rule 243 of the Highway Code states Do Not
stop or park within 10m of a junction. The
proposed waiting restrictions reflect this
requirement of the Highway Code.

Objection 9

Thank you for your comments.

I live on Newlands Lane and am very against the
proposed double yellows, there is nowhere else for a lot
of the residents to park.

The restrictions in Newlands Lane have been
relaxed to allow some parking to address the
concerns of residents.
Thank you for your comments.

Objection 10
I would like to say that I object to double yellow lines on
Newlands Lane. It is very difficult to park in the area
and this will make the situation worse. Many homes
have more than one car and this would make parking
impossible for homeowners and their visitors to park.

The restrictions in Newlands Lane have been
relaxed to allow some parking to address the
concerns of residents.

Objection 11

Thank you for your comments.

Whilst supportive of the proposals to introduce
restrictions where indicated, consideration needs to be
given to the impact on the other roads.

The restrictions on the spine roads and
secondary roads has been amended to allow
some parking which should reduce the impact
on the side roads. Where the side roads meet
the spine and secondary roads the waiting
restrictions have been continued for 10m to
control parking on these junctions. The
situation will be monitored and if parking at
other junctions and turning heads becomes a
significant issue then further measures and
possibly further waiting restrictions will be
introduced.

A number of cars currently park on the roads proposed
for yellow lines. So these will have to go somewhere,
and most obvious is the roads without restrictions. With
more houses still to be built, this will likely only get
worse with time.
The junctions and turning heads on these roads should
be considered for yellow lines also, to aid traffic
movement and road safety. Some of the roads don’t
have pavements, so pedestrians will be in the road.
This has been implemented on Emersons Green the
other side of the ring road, so would make sense to do
the same when this is implemented here.

Objection 12

Thank you for your comments.

We would like to formally object to the proposal for
double yellow lines as proposed in the above
mentioned proposal. As we live on Jenner Boulevard
and with a car and a van in our household, this would
impede us from parking in front of our own house.

The proposed waiting restrictions in Jenner
Boulevard have been relaxed to allow some
parking. The ALD development has 256 car
parking spaces within its site which should be
adequate for the number of employees and

We purchased the property on the understanding that
we would be able to park outside the house and with 2
young children this was a huge consideration for us.
Given the proposals we would be unable to park our
car anywhere near our house and as mentioned as I
have very young children being able to park and then
get the children to our house safely or without walking
for a few minutes is not ideal.
By adding double yellow lines not only will this restrict
us from parking outside our own home but it will impact
everyone living on the main spine roads through the
estate and in turn people will then end up parking in
roads further back into the estate which will in turn
impact the remaining residents. This is a massive
concern for the residents of the estate, who all need to
be able to park outside their own home and again have
purchased their properties on the basis that they could
park outside their own homes.
Not only will the yellow parking lines restrict residents
from parking near to their houses, but this will restrict
residents from having any visitors, surely this should be
a consideration given that the estate is sold as a family
living area.
We are concerned by the lack of residents parking in
the area, this is also impeded by the new ALD office
whose staff parking who are now overflowing onto the
estate and I can only imagine that this get worse
when the new DPD building is finished and active. We
are very concerned that planning permission was given
to build a large distribution centre within a new housing
development and with access through the estate,
especially as most residents hadn’t moved into the area
to obtain to any planning permission at the time. Whilst
we were told about the distribution centre when we
were purchasing our plot we were not told it would be
running 24 hours a day and 7 days a week. Are any
other roads being considered that may support the DPD
traffic away from the estate?
With the new Park and Ride site due to open over the
next 12 months, I have noticed that there don’t appear
to be many spaces, where will the commuters park?
Can you confirm how many spaces have been
allocated? I am obviously concerned that commuters
will overflow on to areas of the estate that do not have
the proposed yellow lines on.
Obviously given the issues mentioned previously
regarding the overflow of staff from ALD/DPD offices, is
there anyway a residents parking scheme could be
considered? Or even restrictive waiting times so double
yellow during the day when most cars etc would be
using the road and then allowing cars to park along the
road safely during the hours of say 7-7am and
weekends?
I agree that something need to be done but I do not
agree with penalising current residents who have paid a
great deal of money to be able to parkin front of their
own house, either due to yellow lines or other residents
parking their cars away from roads where there are
yellow lines . Surely parking on a family estate needs to

visitors. The DPD development has 120 car
parking spaces and 160 spaces for delivery
vans so all parking requirements should be
accommodated within the site. However, we
will monitor the situation and if parking starts to
spill over into the residential development then
further measures can be taken.
There seems to be some confusion that a Park
& Ride site has been constructed as part of the
Emersons Green East development. The
facility is actually a Multi-Modal Interchange
without the dedicated bus service of a Park
and Ride Site. At present the parking
provision is far in excess of the usage and
includes 186 spaces which should be more
than adequate for its projected usage.

be the first consideration rather than for commercial
premises to operate.
I would be in agreement to adopting a lower speed limit
but I do wonder how this will be enforced? Have speed
calming measured been considered?
I look forward reading your response.

Objection 13

Thank you for your comments.

Further to my previous email tonight I counted 51 cars
parked in Willowherb and Newlands Lane - all residents

The amended proposals for waiting restrictions
in Willowherb Road and Newlands Lane will
allow parking for approximately 40 cars which
together with better usage of off-street parking
areas should alleviate this issue. The
commercial premises should have adequate
parking provision for employee and operation
needs but these will be monitored to make
sure issues don’t arise.

If you restrict parking where will these residents park?
You are creating chaos and these vehicles will then
park in the unrestricted areas causing problems
You are potentially creating a major problem for
residents and the potential for trouble amongst
residents
Has any of this been thought through ?
What about business parking which will start to spill
over into the roads when the commercial aspects of
Lyde Green are completed ?

Objection 14

Thank you for your comments.

We refer to the above intention to put double yellow
lines on Newlands Lane. We object to this on the
following grounds:-

Newlands Lane is classed as a secondary
road in the design guide for the development.
This recommends parking be restricted but the
amended proposals have allowed for some
parking for residents which should also supply
parking space for visitors and carers.

It is a purely residential road with no commercial aspect
with no restriction on traffic flow during the day or night
There would be inadequate parking for residents if
roadside restricted There would be no parking for
visitors, friends, family or trades You are potentially
creating a lonelier environment for the elderly with no
parking for visitors or careers/medical staff

The original plans supplied by the developers
showed Newlands Lane as having restricted
parking and it would appear this was not
passed on to residents during the purchase
process.

When we bought the house two years ago we were
assured by the developers that there would be
adequate for visitors and it seems that the developer
was given false information by the council and you
should not be able to backtrack on the provision of
parking for both residents and visitors. I ask will you be
making compensatory payments to the householders
affected by this for the inconvenience and loss in
property value? It would be appreciated if you could
reply on this point about the provision of info to
developers and compensatory payments as it is
important. If we were told lies then it is classed as
information given as an inducement to enter into a
contract and if you are not liable then the developer is.
I look forward to your reply

Objection 15

Thank you for your comments.

Please take this as notice of me objecting to the
proposal of double yellow lines across the estate of
Lyde Green.

The amended waiting restriction proposals for
Newlands Lane will include a number of
unrestricted parking places outside your
property which should allow visitors to park.

I was informed when purchasing the property by
Barratts that on Newlands Lane outside my house there
would be 3/4 visitors spaces there for usage for when I
have visitors. When I initially moved in this was there
will double yellows along the road leaving 4 spaces for
the double yellows.
If you remove these spaces then there will be no where
for my visitors and family to park? How do you expect
friends and family to visit the estate when there is no
where to park?
I strongly believe there is no requirement to double
yellow the entire estate on both sides. I agree there
should be some yellows put down and also ticketing on
drivers who park on pavements etc, but there is no
requirement to double yellow so much of the estate. I
have no issues of people parking outside my house so
long as it is legal and not cussing an obstruction to
driveways and traffic.
I hope that you rethink this plan to do this, and come up
with an alternative solution. With this is place will put
buyers off the estate if people wanted to sell, and I
believe will drive the price down of our properties.
I am happy to sign a petition, discuss further or attend
any meetings

Objection 16

Thank you for your comments.

I'd like to add my comments regarding double yellow
restrictions on Willowherb Road, Jenner Boulevard and
Newlands Lane in Lyde Green.

The waiting restriction proposals have been
amended to allow some parking for residents
and visitors.

We are in favour of some restrictions proposed as we
feel it will make it better and safer for road users driving
along these roads.

The re-allocation of areas of grass verge to
private parking spaces for residents is fraught
with difficulties. The road layout in Emersons
Green East has been designed to meet a
number of national and local planning
standards and therefore any changes would
require a new planning application which may
be refused if it did not meet these standards.

Where these Cars will go
However, there are concerns from residents on side
roads off Jenner Boulevard, Willowherb Road and
Newlands Lane (myself included) that those currently
parking along the main areas will move further into the
estate to find somewhere to park. There needs to be
additional allocation of spaces for residents as this is
woefully inadequate to this point. I think the only
practical solution will be to retask grass verges as
parking spaces to cope with demand. The council could
even raise additional revenue by selling off those
verges for parking once converted. I would be happy to
meet to discuss
Residents Parking Schemes
I know Residents’ Parking Schemes and other
restriction ideas have been discussed in some areas
and at large in Lyde Green as an option to help prevent
this, which is something we would be interested in on
Bluebell Way to prevent our road becoming clogged
with non-resident cars that are unable to park on the
main roads, but this may not be viable in some areas.

In addition the verges are probably part of the
open space provision for the site and
additional areas would need to be identified if
these were lost.
Under current Council policies the roads in the
development would not be suitable for a
Residents Parking Scheme as all properties
have at least one off-street parking place.
Once construction on-site has been fully
completed we will review the parking situation
and address any areas where problems are
still occurring. The ALD development has 256
car parking spaces within its site which should
be adequate for the number of employees and
visitors. The DPD development has 120 car

Current parking issues
Bluebell Way, for example, already has an issue with
parking. While most residents have enough parking
spaces per homeowner cars (with a couple of
exceptions), there seems to have been an increase of
cars and vans parking along the road making it difficult
for cars to pass, and for residents to get out/in of their
own driveways. I suspect many of the cars/vans during
the day are staff of the building sites who don’t want to
walk from the building contractor car parks to the site
but I’m not sure. Visitors will also need places to park.
Other residents on different roads have also mentioned
issues.
Office Parking Problems
We are worried that there is a severe lack of parking
being built for the offices in the area. We have been told
both ALD and DPD offices/warehouses do not have
enough staff parking and commuters have been using
on-street parking as somewhere to park. We’ve also
been told there are more office buildings/places of work
to come, and it is doubtful they will provide enough staff
car parking either.
Further to this, we think the routes of the DPD lorries
and vans will need to be assessed further as even with
the additional side road, they will still be driving through
a residential area.
Community Hall Parking – Foreseen Problems
In addition, the Community Hall (which I believe will
have a capacity of over 100 people when full) will have
just 7 spaces and no on-street parking available. While
some residents and employees may be able to walk or
use public transport it is simply not realistic in many
cases – a user of the community hall who lives in Lyde
Green may choose to hold an event at the Hall where
the majority of attendees do not live in Lyde Green and
would therefore be unable to walk – if held on a
Sunday/Bank Holiday, finishing late at night, or with a
large number of disabled or elderly attendees, it would
also make it extremely difficult for some to use public
transport or walk. I know School Square may be an
option for some parking at the discretion of the School
at some times, but the parking allowances are simply
not realistic. This needs to be addressed urgently to
prevent it causing catastrophic parking issues in the
very near future and it is worrying that nobody worked
out that 7 spaces is not enough. Who was the official
responsible for this decision? Should they be
disciplined for a massive oversight such as this? The
normal consideration is one space per 4m2, has this
been followed?
Park & Ride – Foreseen Problems
There are concerns that there are not enough parking
spaces in the park & ride either, and that P&R users will
park on side roads either to avoid parking charges or
because there is simply not enough parking available.

parking spaces and 160 spaces for delivery
vans so all parking requirements should be
accommodated within the site. However, we
will monitor the situation and if parking starts to
spill over into the residential development then
further measures can be taken.
The Community Centre will be primarily for the
use of local people and it is to be expected
that the majority of users will be from the
Emersons Green East development and
therefore will not rely on motor vehicles to
access the facility. It is accepted that
occasionally certain events may result in users
coming from further afield but there will be
additional parking available in the School
Square and adjacent retail development.
There seems to be some confusion that a Park
& Ride site has been constructed as part of the
Emersons Green East development. The
facility is actually a Multi-Modal Interchange
without the dedicated bus service of a Park
and Ride Site. At present the parking
provision is far in excess of the usage and
includes 186 spaces which should be more
than adequate for its projected usage.
Traffic calming measures are projected to be
installed on the spine roads shortly.

Parking Plans during temporary roadworks
It is also important to recognise that residents may
need somewhere to park if prevented from parking as
normal on their side roads by roadworks or road
completion. While this will only cause temporary issues,
it is an issue that will repeat itself across the estate as
roads are gradually completed and it would be helpful
to know what parking will be provided for residents that
are unable to use their roads or driveways (as they
won’t be able to drive out onto the road and cars would
be stranded on driveways) to park during this time.
Traffic Calming
Moreover, there have been some concerns about the
lack of traffic calming measures (other than the 20mph
speed limit which people are worried will be ignored
and not enforced), it has been noted that the numerous
cars parked along Willowherb Road/Jenner Boulevard
actually decreases the average speed of traffic as cars
are forced to stop/slow down in order to pass each
other without collisions. The solution could be that the
even side has the double yellows removed.
Summary
Overall, we do want to see double yellow parking
restrictions on major roads to prevent issues to road
users, and pedestrians, particularly from
commuters/non-residents etc. but we would like some
reassurance that there will be more thought into where
all these cars (commuters to offices, users of the
community hall and park & ride) will go: if they are not
able to park on these main roads where there will be
double yellow lines and no other provision is given, it
will cause serious problems in other areas of Lyde
Green.

Objection 17

Thank you for your comments.

Please take this as notice of me objecting to the
proposal of double yellow lines across the estate of
Lyde Green.

The lay-by close to your property will provide
3-4 spaces available for parking under the
amended proposals. The proposals on the
other spine and secondary roads in the
development have also been relaxed to allow
some unrestricted parking provision. Parking
on pavements is being monitored and if
significant problems develop then warnings
and subsequent enforcement with take place.

I was informed when purchasing the property by Linden
that on Acorn Drive outside my house there would be
3/4 visitors spaces there for usage for when I have
visitors. When I initially moved in this was there will
double yellows along the road leaving 4 spaces for the
double yellows.
If you remove these spaces then there will be no where
for my visitors and family to park? How do you expect
friends and family to visit the estate when there is no
where to park?
I strongly believe there is no requirement to double
yellow the entire estate on both sides. I agree there
should be some yellows put down and also ticketing on
drivers who park on pavements etc, but there is no
requirement to double yellow so much of the estate. I
have no issues of people parking outside my house so

long as it is legal and not cussing an obstruction to
driveways and traffic.
I hope that you rethink this plan to do this, and come up
with an alternative solution. With this is place will put
buyers off the estate if people wanted to sell, and I
believe will drive the price down of our properties.
I am happy to sign a petition, discuss further or attend
any meetings

Objection 18

Thank you for your comments.

Ref the double yellows proposed in Lyde Green

The waiting restriction proposals for Jenner
Boulevard have been relaxed to allow some
unrestricted parking for residents and visitors.
The commercial premises have adequate
parking for both employees and operational
purposes, if parking continues by nonresidents we will take appropriate action.

I have a drive way and parking for my car so am ok on
a day to day basis.
What I worry about is 1, when my daughter gets her
own car once passes her test, she won't be able to park
outside our home on Jenner Blvd, and 2, when friends
and family visit, where can they park?!
Sort out the wider issue here maybe but don't penalise
residents being able to park outside their homes if have
a second car ( a 17 year old shouldn't have to come
back in the evening and walk around to get back to the
house, she should be able to park outside) and I don't
want it to be a pain for family to search for a space
when visit and get to stage of dreading coming over as
know the parking is a ball ache. Common sense needs
to prevail. It doesn't need double yellows both sides.
Just needs some common sense parking of drives not
being blocked by non residents.
Why are residents being penalised for commercial
office workers parking like lunatics. Root cause here
needs sorting!
I can't agree with double yellows at all!

Objection 19

Thank you for your comments.

I would like to comment on the double yellow
restrictions in place for Lyde Green.
I agree with most of the plans however I'm not so sure
that double yellows are necessary on Acorn Drive as
this will not be a bus route. Maybe a single yellow? And
I also feel that speed bumps should be implemented on
Acorn Drive and Willowherb Road.

The proposals have been amended to allow
parking provision in the bay areas in Acorn
Drive. Acorn Drive is a bus route and traffic
calming should be installed in Willowherb
Road and Acorn Drive in due course.

Thank you for reading my comments.

Objection 20

Thank you for your comments.

I am emailing regarding the double line proposal for
Lyde Green, Bristol.
I have closely examined the map proposal and based
on this I would like to object this proposal.

The difficulties for residents parking are
recognised and therefore the proposals have
been amended to allow some parking for
residents on Jenner Boulevard, Willowherb
Road, Newlands Lane and Acorn Drive.

Parking at Lyde Green is already very difficult, homes
are not given sufficient parking and so residents are
forced to park on the streets. I am concerned that this
proposal will mean that more cars will park further in to
the estate, off of side roads, leaving those streets

There seems to be some confusion that a Park
& Ride site has been constructed as part of the
Emersons Green East development. The
facility is actually a Multi-Modal Interchange
without the dedicated bus service of a Park

congested and with those residents unable to park near
their homes.
It is also very clear that the park and ride does not have
sufficient parking and so these cars will also be forced
to park in to the estate if the double yellows are
installed.

and Ride Site. At present the parking
provision is far in excess of the usage and
includes 186 spaces which should be more
than adequate for its projected usage.

Objection 21

Thank you for your comments.

I understand there are plans for double yellow lines
throughout the new Lyde Green estate.
My concerns are as follows;
Most homes have been allowed to be built without
sufficient parking for the occupants. E.g I have 1
allocated parking space and have 2 cars in my
household. I addition, these homes are built as very
high density.
Commercial buildings have been built without sufficient
thought to the parking requirements.
The Park and Ride facility is not fit for purpose having
only 220 spaces. (Ashton has 1500)
I understand the new community hall will have only 7
parking spaces.
This is at a time when the X48 bus has only limited
hours for running and it is very difficult to get to other
areas of Bristol (Mall, Southmead etc) from the estate
None of this is the fault of the residents.
The problem has been caused by greedy developers
and South Glos Council.
The imposition of double yellow lines throughout the
estate will only penalise those of us who bought our
properties in good faith.
Please rethink this and consider us residents.

The development has been constructed to
meet or exceed the parking standards set by
national government. However, it is
recognised that this doesn’t always meet the
actuality and have therefore relaxed the
waiting restrictions to allow some parking for
residents and visitors.

Objection 22

Thank you for your comments.

I would like to add my comments regarding double
yellow restrictions on Willowherb Road and Jenner
Boulevard in Lyde Green.

The waiting restrictions have been amended to
allow some parking for residents and visitors
on Willowherb Road and Jenner Boulevard.
These proposals in addition to proposed traffic
calming should help control the speed of traffic
on these roads.

I oppose the restrictions proposed as we feel it will
endanger residents by making Jenner Blvd and
Willowherb busy thoroughfares with little to restrict
vehicle speeds.
Where these Cars will go
In addition to safety concerns, there are concerns from
residents on side roads off Jenner Boulevard,
Willowherb Road and Newlands Lane that those
currently parking along the main areas will move further
into the estate to find somewhere to park due to a
shortage of available spaces.
Current parking issues
Bluebell Way, for example, already has an issue with
parking. While most residents have enough parking
spaces per homeowner cars (with a couple of
exceptions), there seems to have been an increase of
cars and vans parking along the road making it difficult
for cars to pass, and for residents to get out/in of their
own driveways. I suspect many of the cars/vans during
the day are staff of the building sites who don't want to

There seems to be some confusion that a Park
& Ride site has been constructed as part of the
Emersons Green East development. The
facility is actually a Multi-Modal Interchange
without the dedicated bus service of a Park
and Ride Site. At present the parking
provision is far in excess of the usage and
includes 186 spaces which should be more
than adequate for its projected usage.
The community hall is intended for use by local
residents the majority of whom would be within
walking distance. Extra parking provision will
be available in the adjacent school square and
retail development.

The problems in Bluebell Way are thought to
be being caused by contractors who are still in
the area. Once construction is fully complete
we will assess the situation and the option is
always there to introduce further controls at a
future date.
The ALD development has 256 car parking
spaces within its site which should be
adequate for the number of employees and
visitors. The DPD development has 120 car
parking spaces and 160 spaces for delivery
vans so all parking requirements should be
accommodated within the site. However, we
will monitor the situation and if parking starts to
spill over into the residential development then
further measures can be taken.

walk from the building contractor car parks to the site
but I'm not sure. Visitors will also need places to park.
Other residents on different roads have also mentioned
issues.
Office Parking Problems
We are worried that there is a severe lack of parking
being built for the offices in the area. We have been told
both ALD and DPD offices/warehouses do not have
enough staff parking and commuters have been using
on-street parking as somewhere to park. We've also
been told there are more office buildings/places of work
to come, and it is doubtful they will provide enough staff
car parking either.
Further to this, we think the routes of the DPD lorries
and vans will need to be assessed further as even with
the additional side road, they will still be driving through
a residential area.
Traffic Calming
Moreover, there have been some concerns about the
lack of traffic calming measures (other than the 20mph
speed limit which people are worried will be ignored
and not enforced), it has been noted that the numerous
cars parked along Willowherb Road/Jenner Boulevard
actually decreases the average speed of traffic as cars
are forced to stop/slow down in order to pass each
other without collisions.
Enforcement
There are concerns about enforcement of parking on
double yellows and on pavements. Several residents
already seem to be using the pavements as a parking
area and many seem to be unaware of the Highway
Code which states that parking on pavements and
restricting pedestrian access to the pavement is
prohibited. I think residents would like some information
and evidence that people breaking these rules and
parking where they shouldn't will be stopped.
Summary
We do not want to see double yellow parking
restrictions applied to the entire length of the major
roads as we feel this will compromise safety, rather we
would like to suggest that sections of parking are
retained to serve as traffic calming measures and slow
traffic.
Hope these concerns will be taken into consideration
and we look forward to receiving some information in
answer to our questions.

Monitoring of parking on pavements and other
infractions is being undertaken and warning
and if necessary enforcement will be
undertaken as appropriate.

Support comments

Officers comments

Support for the scheme on grounds of the
following:Support 1

Thank you for your comments.

Yes!
This has been needed for a long time!
It will encourage people to utilise their driveways and
garages.
There is a big lack of visitor parking spaces in Lyde
Green though so the
double yellows will make it tricky for people to park
when visiting but Yes!
Thanks

The proposals have been amended to provide
some parking provision without compromising
the objective of the scheme.

Support 2

Thank you for your comments.

We'd like to add my comments regarding double yellow
restrictions on Willowherb Road, Jenner Boulevard and
Newlands Lane in Lyde Green.

The waiting restriction proposals have been
amended to allow some parking for residents
and visitors.

We are in favour of the restrictions proposed as we
feel it will make it better and safer for road users driving
along these roads however we have numerous
concerns that we feel need to be addressed.

The re-allocation of areas of grass verge to
private parking spaces for residents is fraught
with difficulties. The road layout in Emersons
Green East has been designed to meet a
number of national and local planning
standards and therefore any changes would
require a new planning application which may
be refused if it did not meet these standards.

Plans for the cars
There are concerns from residents on side roads off
Jenner Boulevard, Willowherb Road and Newlands
Lane (myself included) that those currently parking
along the main areas will move further into the estate to
find somewhere to park.
Residents Parking Schemes
I know Residents' Parking Schemes and other
restriction ideas have been discussed in some areas
and at large in Lyde Green as an option to help prevent
this, which is something we would be interested in on
Bluebell Way to prevent our road becoming clogged
with non-resident cars that are unable to park on the
main roads, but this may not be viable in some areas.
Current issues
Bluebell Way, for example, already has an issue with
parking. While most residents have enough parking
spaces per homeowner cars (with a couple of
exceptions), there seems to have been an increase of
cars and vans parking along the road making it difficult
for cars to pass, and for residents to get out/in of their
own driveways. I suspect many of the cars/vans during
the day are staff of the building sites who don't want to
walk from the building contractor car parks to the site
but I'm not sure. Visitors will also need places to park.
Other residents on different roads have also mentioned
issues.
Office Parking Problems
We are worried that there is a severe lack of parking
being built for the offices in the area. We have been told

In addition the verges are probably part of the
open space provision for the site and
additional areas would need to be identified if
these were lost.
Under current Council policies the roads in the
development would not be suitable for a
Residents Parking Scheme as all properties
have at least one off-street parking place.
Once construction on-site has been fully
completed we will review the parking situation
and address any areas where problems are
still occurring. The ALD development has 256
car parking spaces within its site which should
be adequate for the number of employees and
visitors. The DPD development has 120 car
parking spaces and 160 spaces for delivery
vans so all parking requirements should be
accommodated within the site. However, we
will monitor the situation and if parking starts to
spill over into the residential development then
further measures can be taken.
The Community Centre will be primarily for the
use of local people and it is to be expected
that the majority of users will be from the
Emersons Green East development and
therefore will not rely on motor vehicles to
access the facility. It is accepted that

both ALD and DPD offices/warehouses do not have
enough staff parking and commuters have been using
on-street parking as somewhere to park. We've also
been told there are more office buildings/places of work
to come, and it is doubtful they will provide enough staff
car parking either.
Further to this, we think the routes of the DPD lorries
and vans will need to be assessed further as even with
the additional side road, they will still be driving through
a residential area.
Community Hall Parking - Foreseen Problems
In addition, the Community Hall (which I believe will
have a capacity of over 100 people when full) will have
just 7 spaces and no on-street parking available. While
some residents and employees may be able to walk or
use public transport it is simply not realistic in many
cases - a user of the community hall who lives in Lyde
Green may choose to hold an event at the Hall where
the majority of attendees do not live in Lyde Green and
would therefore be unable to walk - if held on a
Sunday/Bank Holiday, finishing late at night, or with a
large number of disabled or elderly attendees, it would
also make it extremely difficult for some to use public
transport or walk. I know School Square may be an
option for some parking at the discretion of the School
at some times, but the parking allowances are simply
not realistic.
Park & Ride - Foreseen Problems
There are concerns that there are not enough parking
spaces in the park & ride either, and that P&R users will
park on side roads either to avoid parking charges or
because there is simply not enough parking available.
Parking Plans during temporary roadworks
It is also important to recognise that residents may
need somewhere to park if prevented from parking as
normal on their side roads by roadworks or road
completion. While this will only cause temporary issues,
it is an issue that will repeat itself across the estate as
roads are gradually completed and it would be helpful
to know what parking will be provided for residents that
are unable to use their roads or driveways (as they
won't be able to drive out onto the road and cars would
be stranded on driveways) to park during this time.
Traffic Calming
Moreover, there have been some concerns about the
lack of traffic calming measures (other than the 20mph
speed limit which people are worried will be ignored
and not enforced), it has been noted that the numerous
cars parked along Willowherb Road/Jenner Boulevard
actually decreases the average speed of traffic as cars
are forced to stop/slow down in order to pass each
other without collisions.
Enforcement
There are concerns about enforcement of parking on
double yellows and on pavements. Several residents
already seem to be using the pavements as a parking

occasionally certain events may result in users
coming from further afield but there will be
additional parking available in the School
Square and adjacent retail development.
There seems to be some confusion that a Park
& Ride site has been constructed as part of the
Emersons Green East development. The
facility is actually a Multi-Modal Interchange
without the dedicated bus service of a Park
and Ride Site. At present the parking
provision is far in excess of the usage and
includes 186 spaces which should be more
than adequate for its projected usage.
Traffic calming measures are projected to be
installed on the spine roads shortly.

area and many seem to be unaware of the Highway
Code which states that parking on pavements and
restricting pedestrian access to the pavement is
prohibited. I think residents would like some information
and evidence that people breaking these rules and
parking where they shouldn't will be stopped.
Protection of Green Areas
It is also a concern that cars, if they have no where else
to go, will start parking on grass verges and flower beds
- this has already happened in the Emerald Industrial
Park in Emersons Green where grass verges and
planting areas have been decimated by commuter cars
that have no where else to go (though removing parking
there would prevent numerous commuters from
accessing work places as there doesn't even seem to
be a bus route that goes down there).
Summary
Overall, we do want to see double yellow parking
restrictions on major roads to prevent issues to road
users, and pedestrians, particularly from
commuters/non-residents etc. but we would like some
reassurance that there will be more thought into where
all these cars (commuters to offices, users of the
community hall and park & ride) will go: if they are not
able to park on these main roads where there will be
double yellow lines and no other provision is given, it
will cause serious problems in other areas of Lyde
Green.
Hope these concerns will be taken into consideration
and we look forward to receiving some information in
answer to our questions.

Support 3

Thank you for your comments.

I am an owner on Newlands Lane and I would just like
to add my comments regarding the parking restrictions.
I am in full favour of the parking restrictions that have
been proposed on Newlands Lane. I believe that it will
improve safety in the area and allow better access
through Newlands Lane.

Following objections from residents the
proposals have been amended to allow some
parking in Newlands Lane. However, this
should not compromise safety or access.

Support 4

Thank you for your comments.

Subject 20mph zone and parking

We will continue to monitor the situation and if
it shown that goods vehicles are using
Willowherb Road as a short cut we will
consider introducing a weight limit. Once the
waiting restrictions are formalised enforcement
will take place especially in critical areas such
as around the school.

I would support both – I would also ask you to consider
a weight restriction for Willowherb Road as this is being
used as a short cut for lorries. Parking opposite the
School is always a problem with cars and vans
belonging to the Flats and Coloured houses constantly
parked on double yellow and Bus bays when the
allocated bay to the rear of the properties remain
empty.

Support 5

Thank you for your comments.

In general we agree with the proposals however are
concerned that all of the current cars parked on these
roads will simply move to the residential roads.

As construction is still continuing in the vicinity
of Marigold Close the situation will be
monitored and if access problems persist extra

This is a concern for our street Marigold Close as both
our house and our neighbours are accessed via a path
off Marigold and already several times this path has
been blocked by parked cars preventing proper access
to our houses with buggies and prams which both
households use. When implementing the yellow lines I
wouldn't be opposed to a small hatched yellow square
to indicate and prevent people from parking across this
path. This is especially a concern regarding a lot of
overspill foreseen from the industrial buildings
neighbouring the M4 which already do not have
sufficient parking and use the roads marked for yellow
lines for extra parking. If they start to park in residential
streets and don't have the same regard for paths and
access this could mean cars blocking this 9-5
weekdays.

measures can be introduced to prevent
obstructive parking. Parking from the
commercial properties should not be an issue
as they have sufficient parking within their
sites for employees and operational purposes.

I'd appreciate a response on our rights in terms of
ensuring our path is not blocked as a result of these
markings.

Support 6

Thank you for your comments.

I am writing to express my general support for these
proposals on behalf of the Lyde Green Community
Association. However, I would like to bring the following
concerns and observations to your attention:

It is projected that the restrictions will be
implemented at the same time as school
square opens.

School Square
The waiting restrictions apply to Willowherb Road,
directly in front of Lyde Green Primary School. At
present School Square is not open for use. The
restrictions will, therefore, force anyone dropping
children at school, or picking them up, to park/stop on
one of the small side roads or complete risky
manoeuvres. In order to ensure that a safe system can
be implemented it is essential that School Square is
open prior to the implementation of any restrictions.
Side road restrictions
Are the 10m restrictions proposed for each connecting
side road necessary? The area suffers generally from a
lack of parking provision and removal of on street
parking opportunities will compound the problem.
Vehicles will be forced further into the estate, parking
on minor roads and potentially causing further hazards.
This is of particular note given the lack of parking
provision for the businesses and industrial units in the
area – parking for these units often overspills onto
surrounding roads.
Pavement obstruction
There is an estate wide issue with vehicles parking
entirely on pavements, destroying the grass and
blocking access for pedestrians. This problem will
potentially be exacerbated by the proposals. Is there a
plan for monitoring this situation?
Traffic calming

Rule 243 of the Highway Code states Do Not
stop or park within 10m of a junction. The
proposed waiting restrictions reflect this
requirement of the Highway Code.
The ALD development has 256 car parking
spaces within its site which should be
adequate for the number of employees and
visitors. The DPD development has 120 car
parking spaces and 160 spaces for delivery
vans so all parking requirements should be
accommodated within the site. However, we
will monitor the situation and if parking starts to
spill over into the residential development then
further measures can be taken.
Pavement parking will continue to be
monitored and if significant problems arise
then the police will be asked to take action,
usually warnings first followed up with
enforcement.
Traffic calming will be introduced in Willowherb
Road before the developer leaves site and a
weight limit will be investigated if problems will
goods vehicles using these roads arise.

The current vehicles parked along Willowherb Road act
as a traffic calming measure forcing vehicles to slow
down. There is a concern that once the road is clear,
vehicles will travel along the wide, straight road at
speed. A 20mph speed limit is easily ignored and costly
to monitor effectively. With the community facilities,
including school, nursery and community hall, in this
vicinity can we suggest that an alternative traffic
calming method is implemented for the safety of other
road users? Speed bumps, for example, would also
deter commercial vehicles from using unplanned routes
(e.g. DPD delivery vehicles) and other road users from
using the estate as a rat run. This is of particular note
given the upcoming viaduct works and consequent
traffic issues.
I hope that these comments have been useful and will
be taken into account during the decision making
process.

Appendix B – Plan of original proposals

Appendix C – Plan of Revised Proposals following objections

